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in the community is responsible and that the responsibility of this Gov- 
ernment arises only where the case becomes too great, first for the mu- 
nicipality and then for the State, so that it reaches the National Gov- 
ernment finally; so believing, I shall yote against this amendment 
consistently, because I have ever so voted in this body and I have ever 
so spoken in this body. I shall vote against this amendment, not be- 
canse I am not in favor of the principle it enunciates, but because it 
ought not to be adopted in national legislation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I am not very much prepossessed 
in favor of the proposition that Congress has the constitutional power 
to pass this bill, because I think that the bill. presents a serious ques- 
tion touching the civil rights of indiyiduals that have been heretofore 
left by the common law and by the spirit of our institutions to be con- 
trolled by the agreements of the men svho are concerned. The power 
of making a contract is one of the rights of every individual in this 
seri I think is about as sacred as any other that can be men- 
tioned. 

But whatever may be the power of Congress under the Constitution 
in regard to the control of the matters included in this bill, there can 
be no doubt at all of the right of Congress, and I think there can be no 
doubt either as to its duty, to lend its hand for the purpose of repress- 
ing crime in the United States when that crime relates to matters with 
- which the Federal Government has a just and proper constitutional 
connection. To illustrate, we issue all the money“in this country, we 
coin money, and issue bills of credit of every kind that, circulate as 
money among the ple. ‘There can not be any doubt that for the 
counterfeiting of any bond, or bill, or coin that weputoutas money or 
as a national obligation the Government of the United States has the 
right to punish for such counterfeiting. There is no doubt either that 
the government of each State in the American Union—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to makea 
suggestion there? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘There is an express grant in the Constitution of the 
power to Congress to punish the counterfeiting of the coin of the United 
States, 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no question of that. There isan expressed 

t, not an implied grant at all; still there are other things that we 
©, which are not included in express grants, which are quite os im- 
portant as that. 

But I was about to state that, notwithstanding the Government of 
the United States has the right and duty resting upon it by express 
grant in the Constitution to punish counterfeiting, still it is the right 
and the duty of every State in the American Union to punish counter- 
feiting of the United States coin; and I do not believe there is a statute- 


book of any State or Terri that has not got upon it highly penal 
acts for the purpose of punishing that same offense when committed 
within aState. A man may be convicted by the United States courts 


of counterfeiting a silver dollar and be punished, and youcan take him 
to a State court and convict him and punish him for the identical same 
act, one offense being against the State law and the other against the 
United States law, and yet the State has no right to coin money. 

Now, take the subject of selling whisky without a license. We 
authorize under the laws of the United States the selling of whisky 
under license, whether by retail or by wholesale, and we punish with 
severe penalties men who violate the laws of the United States any- 
where in this country, State, Territory, or District, in selling whisky 
without alicense, and yetafter theman is indicted, tried, and convicted 
for that offense, you can go into the States, and i you find there laws 
against the selling of whisky by wholesale or retail without a license 
you can convict him under the State laws for the same act. After con- 
victing a man for selling whisky contrary to Jaw ina United States 
court, you can carry him into a State court and convict him of selling 
the same bottle or the same quart of whisky, because it is a violation 
of the State law. 

The States in this and a number of other cases I might refer to, such 
as eases of larceny from the post-office, can take jurisdiction, Forin- 
stance, in the robbery of the mail. A mail-rider is going through the 
country unprotected, and a robber seizes the boy, it may be, and his 
mail-sacks and cuts them open and robs money from them. ‘That man 
is liable to indictment and punishment and in some of the States to 
capital execution for having violated the State Jaw in committing that 
rolbery upon the person of that individual. Clearly he is liable also for 
robbery of the United States mail under the United States law; and, 
as I was about to observe, there are many instances where the States 
haye found it to be their duty to maintain and support the Federal au- 
thority within their borders by enactin strong penal laws for the pun- 
ishment of men who violate the United States laws there. 

Now, suppose the States have laws that punish the tearing up of a 
railroad-track; that punish a conspiracy to stop a train from running, 
or any other of the great number of statutes that really exist upon the 
statute-books ofthe different States for the protection of Statecommerce. 
That is all well enough, That has its effect and its purpose—to pro- 
tect commerce within the State. The United States would have no 
right to interfere in case of that kind, because the railroad was also em- 
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ployed in interstate commerce, to prevent the State from punishing such 
offenses. But, could it not, as in the cases I have referred to, punish 
the same person for the same criminal act? 

This amendment certainly is predicated upon the idea that the com- 
merce or the mails to be transported must be interstate commerce or 
foreign commerce, or must be United States mails. And having the 
power in this bill, as you say, to regulate commerce, certainly haying 
the power, whether it is expressed in this bill or not, to prevent any ob- 
struction of commerce, we assert our right and our duty of preventing 
conspiracies which haye for their purpose the stoppage of the trans- 
portation of mails, troops, munitions of war, and the like, and the trans- 
portation of commerce between the States. 

The honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] thought that no 
lawyer in the United States would dare to assert in the presence of 
what he said was his opinion that the Government of the United States 
might punish this offense. 

Why, Mr. President, a plainer proposition was neverstated on the floor 
of the American Senate than that if we have the right tocontrol foreign 
commerce we are the only power perhaps that has the right to punish 
crimes against it, crimes committed by men who obstruct its passage 
inward or ont from the country, Congress has that power, and so it 
must be in respect to the interstate commerce, But suppose that the 
States also choose to do in the case of the obstraction of commerce what 
they have done forthe protection of the national currency, for the pro- 
tection of postal service, and for the protection of various-other matters 
that I could refer to, can not the States, notwithstanding we have the 

wer and jurisdiction to punish it ourselves, come in with their crim- 
inal Jaws and punish it also? Surely they can do this for the protec- 
tion of commerce within the States. It is one of the cases where the 
exertion of the power by one government does not exclude its exertion 
by the other, because the offense is different against each government. 
It is the same act, but a distinct and different offense. 

Now, sir, I would not have thought about wasting one moment upon 
an argument of this kind in the presence of the body of lawyers here 
assembled but for the rashness of the Senator from Missouri in making 
theassertion he did a moment ago, for it can not be anything else, that 
the Congress of the United States has no right to punish offenses against 
the postal service, because larceny and robbery and obstruction of the 
public highways and the like are punishable by the States, and that in 
the teeth of the history of our legislative experience since the Govern- 
ment of the United States was founded. That ie my answer to that 
proposition. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] thinks that the States 
ought to control this matter themselves, because he doubts very much 
the constitutional power of the Government of the United States to pro- 
tect interstate commerce against raids and conspiracies by persons who 
are assembled within the States for that object. Well, Mr. President, 
I think the Senator from Colorado is supporting this bill, It would be 
indeed a solecism to assert, as he must, that the Congress of the United 
States has the power to make and control and fashion the contracts be- 
tween the shipper and his bailee, to regulate the terms and conditions 
upon which freight shall be delivered, shall be hauled from State to 
State, and the price at which it shall be done; to prohibit a private 
agreement between a railroad company and a pa cay’ in California for 
a certain rate for the transportation of material to the Atlantic seaboard; 
to interfere in all the numerous ways sad by all the numerous devices 
which are presented in this bill with the civii rights of private individ- 
uals, and yet that Congress has not the power to punish men who ob- 
struct commerce. This would be equivalent to the assertion that Con- 
gress can control the personal rights of the people, but can not preserve 
their public rights, or the public peace, the public welfare, or the free- 
dom of interstate commerce, 

It ap to me that Congress must cither protect the general pub- 
lic in the transmission of commerce between the States and foreign 
countries or admit that they are afraid to do it. It is not for me to say 
whom they are afraid of; but, Mr. President, if there was a combination 
between railroad companies to prevent commerce from going freely be- 
tween the States, you would see in a minute where the ax would fall 
and how heavily it would come down upon the necks of the offenders, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Quorum pars magnus. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave only one appeal to make to the Senate about 
this matter, and that is, when you are ‘exercising the power to regu- 
late commerce, as I am afraid you are doing it contrary to the Consti- 
tution of the United States so fur as it interferes with the rights of 
private citizens, while you are engaged in this work ostensibly to make 
commerce free and so protect it, do not stop until you have removed 
those difficulties which have risen up in all the different parts of our 
country to shame the power and majesty of the law upon occasions so 
frequent that they lead to alarm, and where the conduct has been so 
gross that I could scarcely desire to have these stories repeated on the 

oor of the Senate. We know what these occasions haye been. We 
have been confronted with them in almost every State and Territory 
of this Union. But, sir; we know also the power of the men concerned 
in it; and whether we stop or whether we go on will depend, I think, 
not upon our respect for the peace and welfare of this country, but upon 
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our respect for the power of the votes that are supposed to be under 
the control of men thus combined to obstruct commerce, 
I will not hesitate, timid as I may be, about such matters, desirous 


as I am to escape criticism, objection, and dissent fromany of my friends 
in the Senate of the United States; T cannot forbear to press this amend- 
ment without doing injustice, as I think, to myself. Other Senators 
can act for themselves, but so far as Iam concerned I feel it to be my 
duty to bring forward this amendment and to insist on its adoption. 

While [am on my feet, Mr. President, I will submit a few observa- 
‘tions in regard to the general character of this bill as it impresses me, 
in order to explain why it is that I insist that we have the constitu- 
tional power to adopt the amendment I offer. It may be very doubt- 
ful whether we have the constitutional power to do all that tve have 
heen attempting to do in the bill that is before the Senate. I do not 
propose to attempt an analysis or general discussion of the bill, but only 
to state a few difficulties that have occurred to my mind in connection 
with this subject, and to show that our power to protect commerce by 
criminal laws is clear, whatever may be our power to te it. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes: 

Mr. TELLER. I only desire to say in regard to the Senator’s allu- 
sion to me, that I did not state that there was no constitutional power 
in the Government to do perhaps what issuggested, Isaid orintended 
to say that the whole subject was one of the doubtful exercise of power, 
but that if the national Legislature had the right to pass such a bill, 
it would seem to follow that they might have some means of protect- 
ing and executing the bill, but that I denied the general policy, tlie 
popriety of Png this on such a bill, because it was taking from the 
States what I think is their first duty, that is, the maintenance of peace 
within their borders. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the fact that fifty men were killed 
the other night in Chicago, fifty killed and wounded perhaps in Saint 
Louis, fifty killed elsewhere, and that then all was quiet does not prove 
that the States are maintaining the peace in regard to this matter. Tt 
proves merely that men are ex to slaughter, and after they have 
sutiated themselves with blood that they become peaceful from reac- 
tion. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishonld like toask the Senator from Alabama if he 
believes the condition of affairs would have been otherwise in Chicago 
if the power to punish had rested exclusively with the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. I believe that the power of prevention is worth a 
great deal more than the power of punishment. What I think we 
ought to do in respect to all these matters, if we can, is to prevent the 
commission of crime, prevent the combination of men to commit crime, 
and punish those who unlawfully ire and unite with each other 
for this purpose. When they find that the conspiracy is punishable 
with some severity they will abstain from entering into these combina- 
tions, anil we shall thus be saved the effusion of blood. I do not care 
to appeal to “the bloody assize’’ of the policeman armed with the 
sword and the pistol when I can go to a court, have a man arrested for 
a conspiracy or a criminal combination, and have him tried and pun- 
ished if he is guilty of it. It is so much a better remedy, it isso much 
more in accordance with the spirit of humanity to check men who are 
about to commit crime than it is to thunder down upon them volleys 
from Gatling guns after they have been wrought up to a pitch of fury 
from drunkenness, or by licentions speeches, or in any other way; it is 
so much more in accordance with my ideas of proper government to re- 
sort to the preventive powers of the law, that I can not abstain from 
asking the Congress of the United States to confer this power upon the 
Federal courts: Itcan dono harm. If it does no harm in the States 
to enact laws to edt such combinations and conspiracies, it can do 
no barm to add the power and strength of the Federal Government 
in the same direction. The act that I propose is an innocent act in it- 
self, It looks to peace; it looks to the public welfare; it looks to the 
security of private property and of life. 

Now, sir, why should we discard it? Why is it thatwe are here legis- 
lating to control these railroads unless we areacting upon the admitted 
proposition that the State powers are insuflicient for the control of the 
very corporations that they have created? There is scarcely one cor- 
poration that will come within the purview of this bill that is not the 
creature of State power, born of State authority, endowed with all its 
corporate faculties and powers from the State Legislatures. But the 
States in theirslack manner of dealing with these corporations have per- 
mitted them to ride down State authority and State laws and to make 
combinations which reach from the great seaports on the Atlantic coast 
to those of the Pacific coast, so that railroads chartered in many States 
are united under one control and one government and become virtually 
ons railrond from ocean to ocean. From that permission given by the 
different States to the usurpation of authority and power by these dif 
ferent railroads has grown up the evil we are trying now to check, and 
wiser men than I am say it is absolutely necessary in order to check it 
to invoke the powers of the Federal Government, 

We are here legislating to-day upon this bill and in reference to this 
subject upon the sole reason that the States cither have not got the 
ber to control it or that they refuse to do it. No other reason is to 

assigned why Congress is engaged in this new field of legislation. 


If that is necessary in respect to the protection of the civil rights of 
parties concerned in railroad transportation, why is it not equally so 
in. reference to the prevention of the crimes which the States have 
dealt with so ineffectually and will deal with so ineffectually as that 
they can not repress the commission of grave crimes against the freedom 
of commerce and the peace of the people of the country. 

Suppose a combination exists in Baltimore, in Harrisburg, in Wash- 
ington city between n thousand men, or two or three thonsand men, 
to prevent by threats or intimidation or by the mildest form of oppo- 
sition that can be offered, not including absolute violence to persons, 
the transmission of commerce between these cities, These men do not 
want any commerce; they do not want any trains to ran; they have 
reasons of their own for this. They may be working in the interest of 
some rival city that wants to byjild itself up at their expense. They 
may be working in the intorest of some secret organization or order 
that does not intend that certain men shall work railronds unless they 
permit them to do it. They may be working in the interest of some 
combination of men who usurp to themselves the authority to. control 
all commerce, all power politicaland judicial in the country, until they 
give their own consent that matters may be conducted according to 
theirown wishes. Now, here is the combination. How are you going 
to prevent it in the State of Maryland? A thousand of these men re- 
side in Pennsylvania, a thousand of them in Maryland, and a thousand - 
of them in the District of Columbia. 

When you come to the District of Columbia to punish. conspiracy, 
perhaps you find no law at all upon your statute-books punishing any 
conspiracy of the kind, so that the man who is here and conspires with 
these men by letter or telegraph in these other places, though guilty of 
conspiracy under the laws of some of these States, is not guilty here, 
How is the State of Maryland going to punish a man in the District of 
Columbia or in the State of Pennsylvania? How are you going to get 
hold of him? How are you going to bring him within the Maryland 
jurisdiction? Ts that not a clear case of an inefficient remedy growing 
out of the fact thata separate organization with separate judicial power 
is found in these different localities? In this District the United States 
have exclusive jurisdiction, and the other two States are also separate 
jurisdictions. 

Will any lawyer say that, for the purpose of protecting the general 
commerce of the United States between the States and with foreign 
countries, such a state of law is adequate to prevent obstructions to 
the transmission of passengers or freight back and forth from the sea- 
board to the interior? No, sir; the law is sadly, painfully defective, 
and I must confess that it surprises me no little when the occasion is 
presented so prominently in the mass of testimony that surrounds us 
and in all thearguments which have been made in support of this bill, 
that Senators should not recognize that there is an immediate necessity 
for adding a clause like this and perhaps another one to this bill. 

I wish now to say a fow words in regard to one other feature of this 
bill. The power that Congress is Seeking to exert in the passage of 
this bill can only be made effectual through the judgment of some 
Federal court. No provision of the bill is self-executing, and none of 
them call to the assistance of Congress the executive power of the 
United States for their enforcement. The rights that are affected and 
the duties imposed by this act upon the railroad companies are all of 
that class which for their enforcement come within the authority and 
protecting care of the judicial power of the United States. 

If the legislative power can create or modify these rights, or can as- 
sert and impose the duties mentioned in the bill so as to make them 
obligatory on the railroad companies, it still can not enforce them in 
the least degree except through the assistance of the courts, so that in 
considering the several provisions of this bill we must endeavor to un- 
derstand, in advance, what we can compel the courts to do in their 
dealings with the rights and duties that we are attempting to prescribe 
and to regulate. Whatever Congress may declare the right or duty to 
be, if the courts shall adjudge that it is not what Congress declares, 
but is otherwise, and that it is beyond the power of Congress to create 
or change the right or to impose the duty, there the matter ends, and 
there it will rest, just as if Congress had never attempted its vain task. 

No American legislature has the power to divest or change a vested 
right, as between two private persons; nor can any Legislature impose 
aduty on one man forthe benefit of another and compel its performance 
against his objection until the courts bave determined that it has 
been rightfally imposed. In cases involving the personaLrights of any 
citizen no Legislature can impose a duty upon him, to tho destruction 
of such rights, when that duty is not to be performed toward the State 
or the general public, but only toward certain individuals. ‘The courts 
can and will always protect the right so assailed against the act of the 
Legislature; so that Congress has no absolute powerin such cases to cro- 
ato rights by declaring then), or to destroy rights that are vested inone 
man by creating rights in another. 

The courts will protect the actual vested rights of all men against 


,| any usurpation of power by Congress. Thero is not a right assailed 


by this bill that the courts will be unwilling or unable to protect, 
There is nothing in this bill which will compel the courts to accopt 
the mandate of Congress that they shall actin accordance with its will. 
There is not a duty imposed by the bill that the courts can not release 
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any man from, if the performance of that duty involves the destrne- 
tion of any right vested in him by law. 

The questions that will at once arise under this act. must all be de- 
cided by theeourts, Noneof them can be withdrawn from their power. 
The convenient and timid excuse sometimes resorted to by the courts 
to avoid disagreeable conflicts with Congress, that the questions pre- 
sented are political and not judicial in their character, will not avail 
under this act. Nota question will arise that will not directly involve 
the decision of some right of a private and personal nature in dispute ns 
n controyerry between private persons. Noquestion in this bill can be 
so covered up with considerations of a political nature asto escape full 
investigation by the courts, But to the extent that the courts have no 
jurisdiction of any matter arising under this bill the measure will be 
powerless for good or evil, for it enn only be made effectual through 
the aid of the judgments of the courts. 

The doings of the commissioners to be appointed under this act, so 
far as they full short of being the decrees of courts of inferior jurisdic- 
tion, will be nugatory. 

They may persuade or intimidate the railroad companies, but’ they 
will work no change in their material rights. 

The frame of the bill shows that they are not intended to decide any- 
thing finally, but only to make a case and present it in a certain form 
for the adjuilication of the courts. 

The real question therefore to be considered on this bill is to what 
extent can Congress increase and enlarge the jurisdiction of the Fed- 
eral courts so as to enable them to consider and adjudge questions aris- 
ing between the bailor and the bailee, where the subject of the bail- 
ment is to be transported as commerce between the States. 

There is one linsitation upon the power of Congress as to extending 
the judicial power of the United States that seems to have escaped at- 
tention in this debate. 

It is a limitation which, if it is respected, must cut down the pow- 
ers of ths commissioners as judicial officers and the rights of persons 
aggrieved by the extortions and discriminations of the railroad com- 
panies, to very narrow limits as compared with the broad sweep given 
to the intended operations of this measure äs disclosed on the face of 
the bill. I refer tothe provisions of section 2, Article IIT, of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, which is that— 


The judicial power shall extend * * è tocontroversies * * * between 
cilixens of different Staten. 


versies it deals with will be cases and controversies that will then 
arise under it is dangerously broad and revolutionary. 

Such an interpretation of this act would cause it to repeal the com- 
mon law in every State and Territory as it affects the rights and duties 
of shipperssand carriers, and every statute law of each which fixes the 
rights of bailor and bailee in such cases. No cases would then ariso 
under the common law or local statute law, not would any common-law 
right or right under a local statute exist in the presence of the supreme 
law enacted by Congress, which would ride down and supplant all other 
laws covering the same subjects, 

In an effort, which I believe to be a vain and fruitless endeavor, to 
ive a better remedy to an aggrieved class against their oppressors, I 
o not wish to cnt away the broad ground on which their rights are 

now comparatively secure to interpose a patchwork scaffolding, ad- 
mitted to be imperfect and experimental, as the only ground on which 
the people who are injured can stand in defense of their rights. 

I draw the distinction, of course, between the power of the Congress 
of the United States to enact such a law relating to the civil rights of 
persons and its power to enact a law for the preservation of the peace 
of the country and for the freedom and protection of commerce not- 
withstanding the Statesmay pass laws of like kind, for the reason that 
the laws which the States pass are to punish offenses against the State 
sovereignty, and the laws which the United States pass are to punish 
offenses nst the United States sovereignty, two different sovereign- 
ties enacting laws for the punishment of the simie man for the commis- 
sion of the same act, being two distinct offenses, because they are of- 
fenses against two distinct sovereigns, I draw that distinction and 
leave the subject. 

Mr, BLAIR. Mr. President, I confess to a little surprise that the 
labor problem of the country should have been projected into this de- 
bate and into this bill, but it seems to be here, and I wish to make a 
few observations in regard to the pending amendment. 

Though I am not authorized to speak for the class of men supposed 
to be perhaps immediately interested in the amendmentof the Senator 
from Alabama, I do not suppose that there is any more law-abiding 
class of American citizens than what are known as the American work- 
ingmen, the American laborers, whether they are employed. in facto- 
ries, upon the farms, upon the railroads, or in any other of the manual 
ocenpations of life. Whatever agitation there may be in the country 
at the present time or at any time, whatever tendencies to violence 
there may be as the result of decp and exciting causes, 1 do not sup- 
pose that. this class of men are any more subject to the ebullitions of 
feeling or tendencies to breach of the peace than are any other class of 
men when they feel grievances whichshould, as they think, beredressed, 
and are in pursuit of some remedy which the law apparently is in no 
haste to afford them, i 

Bo far as the amendment is concerned, setting aside questions of ita 
being vicious for the nation to enter into this course of legislation, if 
in line 8 the words ‘with violence’? were substituted for the word 
“unlawfully,” I do not believe that this class of men would be likely 
to object to the adoption of the amendment. In that case the amend- 
ment which now seems to be quite indefinite us to what shall consti- 
tute the act of conspiracy or shall make the conspiracy unlawful and 
80 come under the just surveillance of the Government hy the sub- 
stitution of the words ‘‘ with violence,” so as to read, ‘ with violence 
to obstruct or prevent the movement or running of any such train,” I 
say with such a change as that Ido not think, if criminal legislation 
would be proper in a bill like this, that the class of men alluded to 
and who it is proposed to curb and restrain by this provision, would 
make any objection to it, for they arc as a rule, as Tunderstand it, lawe 
abiding citizens. 

There are railroad commissions provided for in the statutes of many 
of the States. So far as I know there never has been avy attempt to 
incorporate legislation properly belonging in a criminal statute directed 
to this class of men in any Jaw the main purpose of which was to pro- 
vide such a commission to regulate commerce in the States over the 
railroads and perhaps over the water ways in some instances of the 
States. 

It would seem to be unnecessary to embarrass the bill with a provis- 
ion of this kind; but if under the general power to regulate commerce 
it is necessary to introduce a provision of this sort, it seems to me that 
the Senate and the conntry onght to go in its national cupacitya little 
further. If these men are to be punished for the combinations result- 
ing in strikes, they certainly dught to fud in the same legislation some 
provision which shall redress the grievances which lead to them. Ido 
not allege that there have been any grievances which bave led to the 
recent disturbances in Saint Lonis and in the Southwest and in Chi- 
cago, and which have been threatened in other parts of the country, 
I do not allege that there are any gricvauces, but itis a matter of com- 
mon knowledge that those who have been induced to make. the dis- 
turbances complained and have believed that they were suffering great 
wron, 

If we have a right to interfere with this branch of the labor problem, 
to legislate directly against strikes, and if it be judicious to do so in 
this bill, why should we notgo further? Commerce can not be carried 
on between States without employers and employés; and in the rega- 


This clause „if it is applicable to the proceedings under this bill, 
either by or before the commissioners, would exclude from the benefits 
of the actall persons who reside in the State from which the railroad 
company derived its charter. A shipper of merchandise residing in 
Philadelphia could not sue the Pennsylvania Railroad either before the 
commissioners or the Federal courts for its violation of this Jaw, both 
being citizens of the United States andof the same State. Such acon- 
dition of affairs would enable the railroad companies to defeat the pur- 
poses of thisact as to the most important part of the people witi whom 
they baye dealings as common carriers, 

The bill is framed, I suppose, upon the idea that the cases to which 
it applics are cases arising under the laws of the United States, and that 
as to such eases the citizenship of the parties is not a question that af- 
fects the jurisdiction of the courts to hear and determine the contro- 
versy. This. assumption may possibly be correct as to the matter of 
the citizenship of the parties, but I am not prepared to admit it in this 
broad extent. : P 

As to the otber matter, whether after this actis passed the cases that 
are presented under its provisions for decision by the courts or the com- 
missioners, I am well satisfied that they will not be such cases “arising 
under a law of the United States?’ as will, from their nature, give to 
the Federal courts jurisdiction to hear and determine them without re- 
spect to the citizenship of the parties to the controversies, These cases 
and the controversies concerning them exist now. ‘They are now cog- 
nizable by the State courts and by the Federal courts. 

Any man ca sne any railroad company in a Federal court for any 
extortion or unjust discrimination (which is evidence of extortion) 
which has caused him a loss or any damage to his business. He can 
sue in a Federal court, if the defendant is not a citizen of the same 
State in which he lives, or in a State court if they both reside in the 
same State. So that the cases and controversies now exist, and are 
now being settled hy tho courta, State and Fedeml, to which the par- 
ties can lawfully appeal, 

The cvil exists, the right to be compensated for its infliction now 
exists, the remedy now exists, and the cases are now being prosecuted 
for damages, and for injunction, and all that, in the various State and 
Federal courts. How, then, can we so frame the law we are enacting 
that after its passage these cases and controversies that now arise with- 
out the help of an act of Congress shall then arise only under the act 
we are passing? 

Congresscan as well pass laws relating todivorces and to inheritance 
and to guardianship iu tho States and claim the jurisdiction for the 
Federal conrts to decide npon them as cases arising under a law of the 
United States, as it can sustain such a pretension in this matter. 

The argument that after this Jaw is passed all the cases and contro- 
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lation of commerce why is it not proper for us to see that the employer 
is guilty of no wrong, of no grievance, of no extortion whatever upon 
the laborer, without whom that commerce can not be conducted at all? 
It is well enough for us to go deep enough to find the causes which 
lead to disturbances, and to legislate so as to give relief against them. 

With that view, if this amendment were to be adopted I would sub- 
mit an amendment to tht amendment, which I think the Senate would 
concede to be entirely proper, adding a proviso which I shall read, or 
something like it. It has been, of course, drawn without much reflec- 
tion and without that careful attention to phraseology which should be 
given possibly to the amendment if it were to he adopted; but I would 
add something like this: 

Provided, That whenever the persons #0 conspiring aro employés of the coni 
mon carrier so carrying persons or property, it shalt be made to appear to the 
court that the employer shall have paid to such persons due and reasonable 
wages for their work, and shall have red or offered to redress any griev- 
ance of which the employé shall have had just causeto complain on the part of 
the employer, and any failure of such carrier or employer to pay due and rea- 
sonable w: to its oom for their work or to redress such grievance or 
complaint of the employé shall subject the employer, his agents, and managers 
to the penalties of this section. 


I do not say that I would advocate that; bnt ifthe billis to undertake 
to deal with the entire labor problem and to repress these ebullitions 
on the part of men who are feeling great grievances, whether they have 
a right to complain or not, who themselves believe they have been the 
subject of extortion in the direction of unfair pay for fair work, receiv- 
ing an amount of wages which does not give them opportunity of com- 
fortable support for themselves and their families, when Jabor to the 
full extent of the capacity of the human frame to perform it has been 
rendered—I say if we are to undertake to deal with one part of the 
labor problem in this bill we should deal with the whole, under the 
claim that haying the right to regulate commerce we may regulate the 
carrier so far as concerns his relations with the men whose employment 
and work are indispensable to the performance of public transportation. 

Are the men who own the railroads, who employ the men who make. 
this complaint, to be allowed to make use of so great power in extort- 
ing from their employ¢s when the public at large are making complaint 
of their alleged extortions? Are not these pa, aah a portion of the 
public, a portion of the American people, residents of the different States 
living along the line of the roads, depending upon the employment of 
the roads for their maintenance and support? To deprive the Jaborer 
upon that means of locomotion of labor without the means of reaching 
other sources of employment, so that practically to discharge those men 
is to turn them out to starve, or to deprive them of reasonable compen- 
sation for their work, is an extortion which should be held to be, if any- 
thing is, in the regulation of interstate commerce, a erime, 

Tam notin favor of anyamendment of this kind tothe bill. Ithink 
it ont of place, It is not to be inferred, however, that should the gen- 
eral discussion of the subject of the labor troubles of the country take 
place in this body or in Congress this of the question will fail of 
consideration. Itisa large subject; it concerns the whole social fabric; 
and it is not to be dealt with in any piecemeal or poesia manner, 

So far as the bill in a general way is concerned I should be glad to 
supportit; but I should not like to see interjected here the ideas or sen- 
timents which seem to appertiain to another discussion, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have only a word to say in reply tomy 
friend from Alabama [Mr, MorGan], for I always accept with due hu- 
mility any lecture he reads me on constitutional law or any other sort 
of law. But the Senator is not the only lawyer whom I have encoun- 
tered in a practice of more than twenty-five years who always asserted 
that it was never right for any one to doubt the correctness of his legal 
conclusions, 

If the Senator from Alabama is right on this question, it has destroyed 
all the ideas of my life in regard to the difference between Federal and 
State authority, all the ideas of the school of politicians to which I 
belong, and all the ideas that the great leaders of the States-rights 
Democratic party of the country have asserted. I never could under 
any possible state of the case, no matter what the danger or how im- 
minent, agree to any such proposition as is asserted in the amendment 
now pending here. 

The Senator from Alabama seems incapable of making any distinction 
between Federal instrumentality and the rights of private property. 
In so far as the United States takes property and uses it to carry out 


the delegated powers given it by the Constitution, it has the right to 
punish for an obstraction of the exercise of those agencies or instrumen- 
talities. 


When a car is used for sl el of carrying the United 
States mail it is a Federal instrumentality, and if it is obstructed, ever 
since 1791 the statutes of the United States have punished that ob- 
` struction. Ifa mob—as was the case, and I happened to be of counsel 
in it, some four years ago—stop a train of cars carrying the United 
States mail, and murder two men upon it and detain that train for 
an hour, that mob are tried by Federal authority in the district court 
of the United States for an obstruction of the mail, and then tried in 
the State court for the murder they have committed. 
The United States under the Constitution has the power to regulate 
commerce among the States ; and what is the meaning of that term as 
construed over and over again? The Federal Government has the 


right to say under what sort of limitations and restrictions commerce 
among the States shall be carried on. That is the whole and entire 
meaning of it, Butif private property is attacked inside the juris- 
diction of the States, outside of the delegated power given to the Fed- 
eral Government, then the State courts only have jurisdiction, and 
under our form of government no others can have it. 

The Government of the United States has the power to make money. 
It alone can issue the greenbacks which are now the currency of this 
country. If I invade the sphere of the Federal Government and un- 
dertake to make that money, Iam punished in the United States courts 
and there alone; but after the money is made if I steal $500 or $50 of 
that money of the United States from another citizen, I am punished 
by the State authorities for theft, and not by the General Government. 
The limitation is clear and distinct upon the respective spheres of gov- 
ernment. 

Who creates these corporations? Are they created by the United 
States? They are created by the State governments. When they go 
into interstate commerce they come within the sphere of Federal an- 
thority and only then; but if on this private property, the car, the loco- 
motive, if the lives or the security of the officials of the road, who are 
simply citizens of the respective States, are attacked, then the States 
and the States alone have power to punish. 

This proposition, it seems to me, is so clear that I am perfectly will- 
ing to submit what I have said to go with the charge of rashnesson the 
part of the Senator from Alabama in having asserted it. It is so clear 
to me, that I can conceive of no possible state of case in which the Fed- 
eral authorities could go into a State and punish a citizen of that Stato 
unless he attacked the instrumentality used by the Federal authority 
within the grants of the Constitation for its own i ev 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the course which the discussion has 
taken in the Senate since the amendment was introduced has deter- 
mined me as to my action upon it, irrespective of the principle which 
seems to be inyolved in the amendment; and that there may be no 
mistake about my view with regard to that, I wish to say that if we 
are to have a government at all and if American citizenship is to be 
worth anything, then there are three objects which must be protected 
in this Government and by this Government, and those are life, prop- 
erty, and the pursuit of happiness. But it is evident that to put this 
amendment upon the bill would embarrass and I think imperil the 
passage of the measure, and therefore I am against it, if for no other 
reason. 

The discussion which has taken place here shows that the amend- 
ment raises two questions which are foreign to the bill. One is the 
question whether the Government has a right to legislate, or whether 
the States alone have the power to legislate, in the enactment of a law 
such as is proposed by theamendment, That isaquestion upon which 
Senators will differ and do differ, and it is a question upon which the 
other branch of Congress will differ, and which will excite there as it 
has here discussion and elicit differencesof opinion, 1t has drawn into 
this discussion another topic, and that is the whole labor question. I 
can not consent to vote for an amendment which if put upon the bill 
would subject it to the discussion of those questions in the other branch 
of the national Legislature, and while I do not speak for the conimittee 
and s only for myself, I shall vote against the amendment. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I do not yield to any Senator in my 
devotion to law and order, nor in Sppontion to every violation of law 
coming from äny source whatever; but the amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama does not strike me as one which should be adopted by 
Congress, for this reason if for noother: The interstate commerce which we 
are trying to Sh Spa carried on by railroads running through theStates, 
does not thereby make the railroads orthe ground over which they run 
property belonging to the United States. They are not like forts, ar- 
senals, dock-yards, &c., under the exclusive jurisdiction of the United 
States, where a crime committed is under the control of the Federal courts. 
But the offense committed isan offense committed within the State, 
amenable to the laws of the State; and if the amendment is sonud in 
principle it will be appropriate in the Legislature of a State, and not 
in the Legislatureof the United States. In other words, I do not think 
that we have anything to do with it, Thatis my judgnient in regard 
to that. 

Suppose you were haying commerce carried on between the States 
under the old fashion as it used to be fifty or more years ago, by wagons 
carrying goods from Philadelphia out to Kentucky, Tennessee, and so 
on, passing through many States, and a difficulty were to occur between 
the wagoner and a man who tried by force to prevent his traveling over 
the highway, would that give the Federal Government jurisdiction? 
Wagons thus used are common carriers between the States just as mach 
as the railroads. No one would pretend that the Federal court would 
have jurisdiction in that case and yet the principle is precisely thesame. 
Suppose you have a strike as we had in Texas not long ago at Fort 
Worth, on the Texas and Pacifie Railway, and several men were killed 
in the progress of the strike, did that confer upon the Federal courts 
jurisdiction to try the men who were guilty of offenses undoubtedly 
against the laws ofthe State of Texas? The fact that the railrond was 
in the hands of a receiver appointed by a Federal court in no wise de- 
prived the State of Texas of criminal jurisdiction, A 
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It does scom to me that this would be conferring upon the Federal 
courts enormous power, and would produce a feeling of unrest and alarm 
in the States which it would be very difficult, if not impossible, to over- 
come. It would bea well-grounded alarm. Let the State alone in con- 
trolling its own internal police affairs. The crimes which are com- 
mitted against railroads are committed against the laws of the State, 
and the corporations should be protected by the law of the State the 
same as anybody else, and amemable to the law the same as anybody 
else. Ifin passing through a State these corporations violate the laws 
of that State, let them be punished by the State Jaw for it, or if their 
employ¢s commit crimes against. the Jaws of the State let them he pun- 
ished through the State courts. 

T am averse to the stretch of Federal power beyond the provisions of 
theConstitution, This amendment isnot provided for, in my d udgment, 
by the commerce clause or any other clause of the Constitutign. 

Whenever you confer upon the Federal courts criminal jurisdiction 
over offenses committed by or against those engaged in interstate com- 
merce reaching from the Atlantic to the Pacific, from the Jakes to the 
Gulf, all over this country, you add to the jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts an enormons power never contemplated by the Constitution of 
ourcountry, and you rob the States of that which justly belongs to them. 
Whatever I might do as a member of the Legislature of the State of 
Texas in regard to this matter, in the enforcement of the rights of life, 
liberty, and property, would bea very different thing from what I would 
do here. There inthe Legislature I would not doubt my perfect right 
toaid such laws as I believed necessary in the protection of life, liberty, 
and property. Here I do not think the Congress of the United States 
has Aineiston of the question. 

I shall, therefore, vote against the amendment. 

Mr, CULLOM, I am satisfied that the Senate is not for this amend- 
ment. Iam against it myself, because I think it will embarrass tho 
chances of passing any law on the subject, and if there is no further 
disposition to debate the question I hope that we shall vote at ouce. 
Tam urged to move to lay the amendment on the table; but I shall 
not make the motion if the Senate is ready to proceed to vote on the 
merits of the amendment. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Illnois will pardon me for one 
moment. I ought to add to what I said that there is a bill pending 


upon which this question might properly arise, and I think it should 
not arise here. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HArnts in the chair), The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. BROWN. On that question let us have the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Maiani If he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘yea,’’ as I understand, and I should vote 
ae na 12 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called), 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr, Jones, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. JONES, of Arkansas] is with the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Harrison]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote *“‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCPITERSON (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer]. Ido not know how he 
would vote n this question. ne. 

Mr. CU M. I think I can state that the Senator from Michigan 
[{ Mr. ConGEeR] would vote to lay the amendment on the table from what 
he said when he left the Chamber. 

Mr. McPHERSON, I should vote “yea,” if I were not paired. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I wish to announce a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] in his absence. 
I have no doubt that he would vote ‘‘ yea’ on the pending question, 
and so I shall vote. I vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Being assured that the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. Concer] would vote “yea,” I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON, Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Tam paired with the 


. CE. Iam paired with the Senator for Georgia [Mr. Cor- 

quitt]. I should vote “yea” if he were here. 

The result was announced—yeas 49, nays 3; as follows: 

YEAS—i9, 

Aldrich, Fair, zorn Sewell, 

k, George, Mo ilan, Spooner, 
Berry, Gibson, MoPherson, Teller, 
Blair, Gorman, Maxey Vane 
Bowen, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Van Wyck, 
Call, Hale Mowi vV 
Camden, Harris, Palmer, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Coke, Hearst, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hoar, Push, ‘Wilson of Md. 
Dawes, Ingalls, Sabin, 
Eustis, Jones of Neyada, Saulsbury, 
Evarts, Kenna, Sawyer, 


NAYS—3. 

Dolph, Edmunds, Morgan, 

ABSENT—2. z 
Allison, Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Conger, Mahone, Ransom, 
Brown, Frye, Manderson, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Hampton, Miller, Sherman, 
Cameron, son, Mitchell of Pn., Stanford, 
Chace, Jones of Arkansas, Pike, Voorhees. 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. BROWN. I have an amendment somewhat like the one offered 
by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] which I desire to offer, 
though after the very decided vote of the Senate against that amend- 
ment I shall not call for the yeas and nays on it. Itis not an amend- 
ment to prevent illegal conspiracies to wreck railroad trains, but to 
punish those who do wreck them. As I said, I only offer it, and shall 
not ask to take a vote of the Senate by yéas and nays on it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated, 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add a new section, as follows: 

Srec.—, That if any person shall willfully and maliciously destroy or in any 
manner hart, damage, injure, or obstract, or shall willfully and maliciously 
cause, or aid and assist, or counsel or advise any other person or persons to de- 
stroy or in any manner to hurt, damage, injure, or obstruct any railroad en- 
gaged in interstate commerce, or in carrying the mails of the United States, or 
any branch thereof, or any bridge connected therewith, or any vehicle, or if any 
unauthorized person or persons shall turn, move, or in any manner interfere 
or meddle with any switch, gate, siding, or other appurtenances to any railroad, 
such person so offending shall be guilty of felony, and, on conyiction thereof in 
the United States circuit court, which shall have jurisdiction of the offense, shall 
be imprisoned for a term of not less than four nor longer than eight years. If 
death ensues from such act to any person, the offender shall be guilty of murder 
and punished accordingly. This penalty shall in no case interfere with the of- 
fonder’s liability to civil damage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment is substantially the same as the 
other, and without any disrespect to the Senator from Georgia I move 
to lay it on the table. 

Mr. BROWN. I will state to the Senator from Illinois that when I 
was on my feet before I said I should not discuss it, because the other 
had been discussed, and although I intended to have made some re- 
marks upon it, the vote of the Senate was so decided that I shall refrain 
from doing 50. . 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the motion to lay the amendment on 
the table if the Senator desires to make any remarks, 

Mr. BROWN. No; I do not desire to discuss the question after the 
decided yote of the Senate upon the amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama. I have already stated that I merely wish to put the amend- 
ment on the record and have a vote upon it; and, as I stated when up 
last, I shall not call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Illinois to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. My colleague [Mr. PLUMB], who is absent from 
the city, before his departure requested me to offer the amendment of 
which he had previously given notice and which I now send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to insert the following as a new 
section: 

That it shall not be lawful f railroad or fi anager, 
ofticer, or pra pey of any such company, tà iano oF deliver inane NADE of 
Congress, or to any oflicer or employé of the Government, or to any person at 
the request or on behalf of such member of Congress or employé, or to any 
member of the family of such member of Congress, or oflicer, or employé, any 
pass, check, or other instrament entitling the person to whom issued, orany other 
person whomsoever, to ride over any such railroad, or any part thereof, free 
or for a rate or charge less than that required to be paid by general public; 
and it shall likewise be unlawful for any member of Congress, or for any officer 
or employé of the Government, to apply ‘or or receive, for bimselfor for another, 
or to use, any such pass, check, orother instrument, or in any way to travel over 
any such railroad, or any part thereof,at and for any rate or charge lower than 
that charged tothe general public; and any person who violates any of the fore- 
going provisions shall be subject to imprisonment not exceeding six months, or 
a fine of not less than $500, or both such imprisonment and fine, in the discretion 
of the court. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment Ae eee by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. INGA. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were EPER 

Mr. TELLER. I offer an amendment to the amendment, I move 
to add: 

That it shall not he lawful for any railroad company chartered or created hy 
the United States, or any railroad company that has at any time received aid or 
assistance from the United States, either in money or by grant of land, to issue 
passes to any person or persons, or to allow any person or persons to travel on 
sald railroad,or any part thereof, at atid fra rate leas than that char; for 
pie ge sore over said road, save and except only the officers and employés of 

road, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. f 

Mr, TELLER. Mr. President, I donbt very much the propriety of 
putting any legislation upon the bill with reference to passes. we 
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do, it seems to me there is no reason why we should say to the railroad 
company that a certain class should not receive passes. So far as we 
‘have the power to control such a matter, 1 suppose we might say by 
statute atany time that a member of Congres» should refrain from accept- 
ing passes. Wemightsay that other officials of the Government should 
so refrain. I donotsuppose we could say to a railroad company, simply 
becanse it is engaged in interstate commerce, that it shall not give passes 
to citizens of a State or to aay one they see fit. The restriction must 
be pnt upon the person holding official station, and not upon the road. 

But here areroads which we have chartered, have created, in which 
the Government of the United States has a proprictary interest; it is 
interested in the receipts from the passenger traffic. If there are any 
roads in the country which are suffering at all from this system, they 
are the roads which the Government holdsits lien upon; and if we are 
going into this question at all, if we are to make any rule about passes, 
we ought to make one that will cover the case which I propose to cover 
in my amendment. 

I think myself, however, that the bill onght not to be loaded down 
with that kind of an amendment. I am quite willing at any time to 
join in the passage of a general law of that kind, but it is not specially 
germane to this bill, and there is no particular reason why such a pro- 
vision should be put on the bill at all, 

Mr. PLATT. I agree with the Senator from Colorado that itis not 
exactly germane to the bill to put on this amendment, and perhaps as 
a member of the committee I ought to oppose its being put on the bill; 
but I am so well satisfied that the whole system of issu not 
only to members of Congress but to everybody else is a discrimination 
against persons that I can not hesitate to vote for the amendment, it 
being proposed. ; 

Ido not wish to make any argument in favor of it, but I want to 
read a little from the testimony of Mr. Charles Francis Adams, who is 
now the president of the Union Pacific Railroad Company. Speaking 
of the difficulty of preventing rebates, he said: 

i 
ier e E TTEA TA 
cretly receives his rebate on local shipments to Galena or Rock Island. Again, 
he may pay the sustained rate on one article and receive the rebate on another, 
or finally he may pay the full rate to-day and receive the rebate in some other 
shape to-morrow. All these things are done, and done habitually. 

Then he came to the pass system: - 


But the free- system ia the favorite method of influencing traffic, and that 
is resorted to nimost as a matter of course, The average shipper is fast getting 
to look on a pass as his right, and he thinks more of it than of several fold its 


money value to him. The extent to which this abuse has grown is very alarm- 
ing. It is still growing, 
Then ensued this colloquy: 


Senator Pratr, Thatis one of the things which might be remedied by posi- 
tive law about as easily as anything else. 

Mr, Anass, How hap terse fs go to work to remedy it? 

Senator Piarr. By forbidding the issuing a 

Mr, ApAams. If you would, in a way that be effective, forbid the issuing 
of panes, = would agree at once to make u considerable reduction in our pas- 
senger rates. 

Senator Pharr. Would you like to have it done, if it could be done? 

Mr. Apaus, Nothing would please me more, I should like to have a hea 
pay im for every pass issued. Ido not, asa rule, like to work throug 

egisiation in these matters, but if you will pass a law prohibiting all free passes 

and subjecting to fine and imprisonment any man who signs t pass or any con- 
ductor who es n pass u 

Benntor PLATT e maeke AEN Orany man who rides on a pass. 

Mr. Apams (continuing). Or any man who rides on a pass, it would make a 
happy day for railroads and railroad managers. 

The OwArrMAN. You would feel that one good step had been taken? 

Mr. Avams, If effective, such a law would relieve us of one of the an- 
DOYR ORE, outrages, and abuses that now existin connection with railroad 

ness, 

The Omana, And yet you feel that you are compelled in self-defense to is- 
suo em 

Mr. Apams, Our free tra: 


aday. Ido not mean by that to im we itaway to that amount, be- 
cause the of our employésis included. very many people to whom 
passes are issued would never travel if they did not havea pass. Probably a 


reentage of the $2,000 a day—I will not my Arne me or 0 or = 
wee return © 


Then further on Mr. Adams said: 

The pass system is ut There i reason what h 
should be carried free over paien pa ane more than why he should be boarded 
and lodged free at a hotel, drive free in pubiic carriages, or order goods with- 
out paying for them in shops. xenaued especially in the West, things are get- 
ting to such s pass that no man who has money, or official tion, or influ- 
ence—éspeciaily political or ne per Influence—thinks ought to pay 
anything for ridingon a railroad, The company which flings about passes ight 
and left is “liberal,” the company which refuses to do so is “stingy,” and it 
shaji assuredly be made "red hot” for it when the Legislature meets, 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President, under ordinary conditions I should 
not hesitate a moment to vote against this proposition. I do not ap- 
prove it, because I have no doubton earth, on the principle and theory 
implied by the amendment, that any man in this Congress or out of it 
who could be bought by a railroad pass could be much more conven- 
iently bought by the ready cash. So that so far as the real merit of 
the proposition be concerned, I should not hesitate at nll to vole against 
it. 


We all know that this nation of more than fifty millions of people, 


in a struggle which began twenty years ago and possibly more, for the 
intervention of some power to restrain the unrestrained railroad cor- 
porate combinations, has come to realize the fact that if any such in- 
tervention be madeitmust be made by Congress. That Congress is com- 
posedof two Houses, one numbering soventy-six members and theother 
three hundred and twenty-five, with the possibility and probability, 
perhaps Iwould not overstep the bounds of propriety if I said with the 
certainty, that there is not a man in esther House who does not sit to- 
day with a pass over some railroad in his cet. Iam not only ready 
toconcede but ready to maintain that he received with perfect good 
faith and with perfect sincerity and honesty, and without a thought of 
improper motive or purpose, that pass. And yet the public presenta- 
tion of this issue does not quite present the spectacle to the people of 
the United States which we ought to confront. For because of a con- 
ventional semblance, because of 2 conyentional relationship as between 
those of us here who are called upon to legislate upon so gravea subject 
as this, I should vote, if at all, for this amendment. 

I reiterate, I do not believe in the principle it asserts, because any 
man who may be bonght or influenced by a railroad pass in his pocket 
could be better, more reasonably, and conveniently managed by the cash. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the proposition applied to the Pa- 
cife railway companies, that they should not be permitted while in 
debt to the Government, and in default, to carry hundreds and thou- 
sands of persons as a matter of compliment or fhyoritism without com- 
pensation, seems to possess force. It would seem to be, in a sense, a 
measure of protection to the Government, if it were practicable, that 
as to snch railway companiesa provision of this kind should be adopted. 

But I desire to call the attention of the Senator who advocates this 
amendment to the fact that railway companies in this country to-day, 
and it has been so for a great many years, do not give passes simply as 
a matter of compliment, nor simply as a matter of securing favor or 
protection, but they have been and are often used as a means of pro- 
curing and keeping business. 

The proposition to embody in the law a prohibition, applicable only 
to the Pacific Railway Companies which owe the Government, against 
issuing passes, leaving to the railway corporations whose roads are bo- 
ing operated by the side of the Pacific roads the unrestricted power to 
issue them to shippers, to purchase or influence business by means of 
them, would certainly put the Pacific railway corporations at a very 
great disadvantage. I suppose there is hardly a railroad company in 
the country which takes a shipment of stock which does not give to 
the party or parties in charge of the stock 5 pass or While 
corporations which sustain no such relation to the Government of the 
United States as the companies mentioned in the amendment are at 
liberty to give passes, they will use that power to procure business, and 
to impose such restrictions upon the subsidized companies and leave 
unrestricted their rivals and competitors would be unjust to the com- 
panics and detrimental to the interest of their patrons and to the in- 
terest of the United States. 4 

Then there are corporations which have received and carned land 
grants which owe the Government nothing and which would fall 
within the amendment of the Senator from Colorado. Right alongside 
of those roads railroads are being operated by companies which have 
received no land grants; and the effectof the amendment if it became 
the law would be, as I say, to give the corporations which have received 
no grants a very great advantage in the way of competition against 
those who would be embraced by the amendment. 

The prohibition should he directed at all companies coming within 
the provisions of this bill or at none, 

Mr. KENNA. I hope my friend did not in any sense whatever mis- 
understand my proposition. 

Mr. SPOONER, Not at all. 

Mr. KENNA. I believe the amendment to be utterly futile and ut- 
terly worthless, and the declaration of a principle which implies a 
reflection upon gentlemen of standing and character, both in and ont 
of Congress, and that it ought not to enter into our legislation. 

I havo been reminded in the statement I made a moment ago that 
I had no reason to doubt that every member of both Houses of Con- 
gress had passes in his pocket which he had received honestly and 
sincerely, without any thought of reciprocation, that the statement 
might be too broad. I know nothing about that. I only spoke in the 
broad sense of what I understand and conceive to be the principle of 
the amendment; and I repeat what I have already said, that I believe 
the amendment to be calenlated—perhaps “calculated’? wonld imply 
a motive, and I will withdraw thatif itdoes—bnt I helieve the amend- 
ment in effect would operate eventually to defeat a measure which 
everybody concedes to have good objects in view and to be in the in- 
terest of a salutary public object. 

Mr. SPOONER. I only want to say to the Senator from Wesc Vir- 
ginia that my remarks were addressed to theamendment offered by the 
Senator from Colorndo and not to that offered by the Senator from 
Kansas. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall vote against theamendment, first, 
because I think it is unworthy of this body, It can produce no pos- 
sible good effect. This ix a hill to regulate interstate commerce. 
What possible counection bas the giving of a pass with that question, 
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unless it be to imply that it will influence the votes of members of this 
body? 

That is disproved, first, by the character of the men who are here. 
Tt is an insult to this body. Second, it is disproved by the fact that a 
large majority of this body, itis evident, are in favor of the bill re- 
ported by the committee, and there is no possible ground for an im- 
putation so unworthy of this body. 

Then it isasubject with which Congress has nothing todo. It can 
not deal with it except in the light that this body aflirm that they be- 
lieve the members of the body can be influenced by a free pass in the 
votes which they may give upon the subject. 

I do not think that we should enforce a proposition of that kind in 
the very face of the fact that ib is evident now that the body proposes 
to pass the bill reported by the committee and to go just as far as it is 
practicable and safe to go in regulating the interstate commerce of the 
country. 

For these reasons, sir, I shall vote against the amendment, 

Mr. HOAR. I do not propose to mingle in this debate. Iam en- 
tirely in favor of the amendment, and I should like to relate an anec- 
dote which I think has a little something to do with what was said by 
itheSenator froin Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Some twelve years ago, fifteen perhaps, when I was a member of the 
other House, I was riding on a railroad which led north from this city. 
The question came up of the matter of using railroad ponen by mem- 
bers of Congress, and I had a conversation with an official, a director 
of that road, who assured me that the company sent their passes to all 
members of Congress alike, merely because they were engaged in the 
performance of public business, and he thought it would be proper that 
a road so important to the public should pay that respect to all public 
men in the habit of traveling over it. When I got back to Washing- 
ton I repeated the conversation to a very eminent member of the other 
House, now dead. Ie told me that he had always had a pass over that 
road himself till that present year when his pass had not come. He 
met the president of the road shortly before and said to him, ‘‘ You 
have not sent me the pass this year that you usually do.’’ ‘‘No,’’ said 
the president, ‘‘you did not vote for our bill!” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr, President, lamafraid that the anecdote means 
a great deal; bnt what I think about the amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado is what the Senator from Wisconsin has so well stated, 
that the subsidized roads (saying nothing about those whose subsidies 
have long since passed and that we now have no connection with atall), 
those in which we now have an interest as representing the le of 
the United States, will be put at a disadvantage in respect of getting 
freight in connection with their competitors who are not subsidized. 
If the Senator from Colorado will modify his amendment so as to cover 
not only the subsidized lines but to cover the roads which are within 
the purview of this act as well, and that is the interstate-commerce 
operation, then I shall vote for his amendment with great cheerfulness, 
ns I shall for that of the Senator from Kansas which has been offered 
and is in print. 

I can not move to amend the amendment of the Senator from Colo- 
rado becanse it would be in the third degree. Asit now stands I think 
what the Senator from Wisconsin has said is perfeetly true, that you are 
offering a premium to the unsubsidized to get business away from 
those that Congress, representing the people of the United States, want 
to have on equal terms get all the business they can in order to pay our 
debt. But that is the effect of the amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado as it now stands. If he will add to it, I repeat, a provision 
that all the roads that are within the purview of this act, that is, which 
ure in the interstate transportation business, shall come within the 
same proposition, so as to put the Union Pacific for instance on the 
same footing as the other interstate roads in respect to passes, then I 
rae it would be s very good amendment indeed and I would vote 

or . 

Mr. CULLOM. That would include passes toall people. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In to the interstate roads. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall be very glad to accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Vermont if he will put it in shape. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, i will try to do that. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire myself to relieve these Government roads of 
what I know and what everybody knows isa great burden. It has 
seemed to me often that if I were at the head of a great road of that 
kind I should find some way to relieve the road; but I understand 
there are difficulties on account of dealing with other roads in handling 
freight, as suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin, that seem to 
render it almost impossible for a company of itself alone to make this 
change. I have no doubt that there is great force in the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Wisconsin. It had occurred tome. But if 
there is an evil existing at all in the conntry with relation to this sys- 
tem of passes, it is in the system of exchanging passes for freight. 
Railroads enter into combinations by which they agree that the com- 
panies doing business in a certain direction, certain lines, shall issue 
no passes for getting freight; and the first they know one company has 
been quietly issuing passes-and bringing in the freight. Now, if we 
are to go into this question at-all on this bill, we ought to go into it 
to the extent of making a complete remedy. 


‘the railroad people complain of, 


T agree with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] that it is 
not fair to suppose that anybody here is influenced by the simple pass 
that he may have over a railroad when legislation is pending affecting it, 
and I think it would be exceedingly wrong for us now in dealing with 
this subject to simply say that Senators and Members of Congress and 
officials of the Government shall not have passes and let the whole gues- 
tion go with that. It is a declaration to the public—it amounts to 
that—that we believe officials do not do their duty simply because they 
are allowed to ride free over a railroad. It does not touch the evil that 
It is a mere nothing, Whatwe want 
to do is to cut off the pass system as far as we have the power; and 
now, if the Senator from Vermont is prepared to put his motion in 
shape, I will accept any suggestions that he may make which will per- 
fect my amendment. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I haye written in pencil in the amendment of the 
Senator from Colorado a few words which I think will cover it.. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould like to hear the whole amendment as pro- 
posed to be amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I should like to have read first what I have 
inserted by permission of the Senator from Colorado. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That it shall not be lawful for any railroad company within the purview of 
this act, or for any railroad company chartered or created by the United States, 
or any railroad company that has at any time received ald or ussistance from 
the United States, either in money or by grant of land, to issue passes to any 
person or persons, or to allow any person or persons to travel on said railroad 
or any part thereof at and for a rate less than that charged for genernl travel 
over railroads, save and except the officers and employés of such railrond. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is as far as we have power to go. 

Mr. TELLER. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL. How will you gèt over the contract in the charter 
of State roads which are obliged by their charters to issue to the judges 
and executive officers and members of the Legislature of the States, &e., 
free passes? How are you going to override that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not want to override it, because I can not. 
That is the only reason why I do not want to do so. This modifica- 
tion that I have su to the Senator from Colorado ouly applies 
to the operations that are within the purview of this act—that is, opera- 
tions from one State to another. 

ae SEWELL. The roads within the purview of this act are cov- 
e 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The roads within the purview of thisact. There- 
fore if any railroad in New Jersey, for instance, that is bound by its 
charter to give a State judge a pass over its road, undertakes to give 
that judge a pass by an arrangement with the Pennsylvania Railroad, 
for instance, from Hoboken to Pittsburgh, crossing the State line, then 
I say, charter or no charter, the Congress of the United States in regu- 
lating the transportation of persons from State to State has a right fo 
say that it will not allow it. The State of New Jersey can give as 
many privileges by its laws to the members of its courts a5 it pleases 
within its own boundaries, but it can not give them beyond; and there- 
fore if Con has a right to pass this bill at all, as I believe it has 
most fully, it has a right to say that there shall be fair play and equal- 
ity, which is the whole theory of the bill, among everybody, and that 
favoritism shall not be extended to anybody. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, on looking at this amendment it does 
strike me that if there is anything that is calculated to make this bill 
ridiculous before the country it is this proposition. If there is any- 
thing that could be calculated to satisfy the country that we were 
trying to do exactly what the railroads wanted ns to do, this certainly 
would be sufficient evidence of it. Now, I do not say that this is not 
a proper amendment, or that the views of those who believe the rail- 
roads ought not to give passes are not proper, or that there is any in- 
tention of an improper character in connection with it; but when the 
Congress of the United States commence dealing with a great measure 
of interstate commerce like this in sach a manner as to make the whole 
country believe that they are afraid of themselves, that they distrust 
themselves and their own honesty, that they are afraid of their own 
course of conduct, it is not becoming the dignity of such a body. | In 
order to make the people believe that they are perfect in everything 
they want to enact a law to prevent them from accepting a pass from a 
railroad company or any one else! There is no member of Congress 
required to accept a pass. There is no law requiring a member of Con- 
gress or his family to accept a pass to-day; and why do you have to 
pass a law against yourselves or against the people for fear you will do 
something that might be criticised? It strikes me as a very small 
piece of business for the Senate of the United States. Ifa raifroad or a 
steamship company or a steamboat owner or a coach proprietor or a 
man driving a wagon chooses to haul me without charge, he has a per- 
fect right to do it, the same as I have a right to take you in a carriage, 
or you mè, down the Avenue. y 

What an idea, that the Senate ofthe United States shall attack a bill 
of great magnitude like this by putting upon it a provision that no 
man, woman, or child shall be hauled by a railroad unless he or she 
pays his or her fare! Why, sir, if a man is dealing with great quan- 
Titles of goods and he passes them over a railroad and the railroad 
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chooses to give him a pass or to pass him free, whose business is it ex- 
cept the business of the two parties? What business has to 
deal with a proposition of that kind, because there is a difference be- 
tween the fare of one man and another, where it is no violation of law ? 
But I have observed in Congress time and again that if there is any- 
thing we can do to convince the people that we ought to have safe- 
guards thrown around ourselves for our own self-protection we are 
ras ready todoit. Why, sir, when the franking privilege was abol- 
ished, it was abolished because there was a cry against it that bureaus 
were sent under the franks-of members of Congress and that theip 
clothes were sent home, and all such nonsense as that. Con: rushed 
to the rescue at once and passed a law prohibiting themselves from 
sending documents free in the mail, but allowed every officer of the 
Army from a lieutenant up, every clerk in a Department, to send *‘ pen- 
alty envelopes’? without paying a cent, and they reserved to them- 
selves. the privilege of paying their own postage, and thought they were 
making the world believe that they were more honest than other people, 
In this bill we find commissioners provided for who are to get $7,500 
rannum. A member of Congress gets $5,000, and for fear the mem- 
r of Con might accept a pass or a frank on a telegraph line, or 
something of that kind, we a law declaring to the world that un- 
less we prohibit ourselves from doing it we are sure to do it; and in 
order to make the thing look as though we were not afraid of ourselves 
we amend it by saying that no other person shall use a pass. We are 
getting a little jealous of other people now inasmuch as we restrict our- 
selves by the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, and now we pro- 
pose to apply it to everybody else for fear people would sa¥ we are 
alarmed at our own honesty and therefore we take in all the rest of 
mankind. z 
I may be wrong about this; I may, perhaps, vote solitary and alone, 
as I very often do; but I have at least the nerve to do that which I be- 
lieve to be right, I do not care whether it applies to a railroad corpora- 
tionor anything else. In my own State everywhere else—and you 
all know it—Legislature after Legislature has prohibited its members 
from receiving passes from railroads. Why? Because they wanted the 
people to think that they were more honest than others; and yet I no- 
n, they all ride up and down the railroads everywhere without paying 


Is this going to prohibit railroads from giving free transportation? 
You say they shall not give you transportation at more reduced rates 
than others. What does that mean? That you shall be charged the 
same us anybody else and anybody else the sameas yourself. Suppose 
arailroad ticket agent down here should hand me a ticket the price of 
which is $20 or $15 or $10, or whatever it may instead of a pass. 
Is that a violation of the law? Perhaps you would say it violates this 
law. How will you get atit? Ihave a ticket; that ticket is valued 
atso much; it takes me over the road, and you can not stop it. 

I will not say it is a piece of demagogism, because it would not be 

_ proper to use such aterm, and I do not wish to use it because I donot 
think that is the intention of it; but we have so long kept ourselves 
in the pathway of a certain belief and prejudice against every man who 
has public office or who is prominent in this country that we have led 
the people to believe that nearly every man in public life is dishonest. 
It is by that character of weakness which we show before the country 
that causes men to believe that there is dishonor among those who hold 
prominent positions, 

Now, sir, I do not propose to tell my constituents that I am going to 
be bought with a railroad ticket. They donot believe it, and I am not 
going to vote that 1 can be bought with a railroad pass, nor am I going 
to vote that any of my constituents can. If one of my constituents nce- 
cepts a passon a railroad, let him accept it. If the railroad proprietors 
choose to give it to him, it is their business and not mine. If one of 
my constituents ships large amounts of grain or other merchandise to 
the East and a railroad man chooses to take him through because of the 
fact that his transactions are great in connection with that transporta- 
tion agent, I can not object. It is his right, his privilege, the right 
and the privilege of a railroad company orof an individual. If Tchoose 
to-day to invite twenty-five of my friends to go with me to Chicago and 
They their transportation, whose business is that? Itis theirs and 

e- What is the difference in the principle? Everybody knows I 
am able to do it; therefore if I am, and I choose to put my hand inmy 
pocket and pay their transportation to Chicago, it is no man’s business 
but mine and theirs. 

But you would have it understood that if some person in the Senate 
wanted his friends to go somewhere and should give them a or bu 
them a railroad ticket, there was something underneath that whi 
was dishonest, that he had some permis that he was going to produce 
some result, that lie was going to use t friends that he had taken 
to Chicago and paid their fare for some improper pu and hence he 
could buy them by paying their fifre from here to Chicago. Is there a 
Senator in this Chamber who, if he is invited with adozen others by a 
gentleman to go with him anywhere and return and the fare is paid, 
will walk back iuto the Senate and feel that he is under obligation to 
vote for the first bill that the Senator reports? I hope not, I hope 
there is no one here who feels himself so small that if some man invites 
him to dinner or inyites him to go somewhere and pays his fare or has 
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a ticket for him, he is under obligation to support him in something 
that he desires? I hope nobody here believes that. 

Mr. President, if we continue as we have for a few years making the 
country believe that we are all so well to do inthe world that we want 
to pay for everything as we go and make everybody else do it, I sup- 
pose the result will be that they will send here all the poor men they 
can find who areable to pay all these expenses! Do you not know that 
very doctrine has been taught in this Chamber by men heretofore in ref- 
erence to striking your postage down, striking down everything that 
might be an accommodation, without any man thinking of it as an in- 
ducement to men to be elected to Congress and other places who have 
ample means to dive and to legislate for the country and give their time 
and labor because it is a mere pleasure to them? We are tending in 
that direction, I think. It is about time, in my judgment, for men 
here to believe that they are honest and act as honest men, and not en- 
eumber a measure like this with such propositions. 

I do not profess to know anything about the merits or demerits of 
great corporations, or what their relations may be to this bill if it shall 
be ; bnt it being in the direction of great good in the future if 
not at present, I would not encumber it with a character of amendment 
that will only make the bill ap before the country as something to 
be laughed at, as of a trivial ¢ er, indicating that we are acting 
like men playing with the ignorance of the people, who believe that all 
the little things that can be done only show the greatness of men be- 
cause they think they are doing them against some corporation. Mage 
sir, millions of dollars, if you pass this amendment, will inure to the 
railroads. Instead of doing them an injury, millions of dollars will 
come to them, and it is in the direction of a benefit to the railroads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I agree withthe Senator from Dli- 
nois on the subject of the franking matter, because I have always 
thought and voted that that was a matter of public communication be- 
tween the representatives of the people and the people, and I voted 
uniformly against abolishing what is called the franking privilege. 
But the Senator from Illinois ought to remember that the p ple of 
keeping members of Congress free from any bias in regard to affairs has 
existed a great while in the statutes of this country. A great many 
years ago Congress passed a law that no member of Congress should be 
interested directly or indirectly in any contract with the Government; 
and more than twenty years ago Congress passed a.law that no member 
of Congress should promote or prosecute or have to do with any claim 
or matter in any of the Departments for any fee or reward whatever; 
that whatever he did about it he must do as the representative of his 
constituents, and not under the bias of having a personal interest in it 
by way of fee or reward, and punished it with severe penalties. 

All that the Senator from Illinois has said about leading the people 
tO suppose that Congressmen might be corrupt or dishonest or biased 
by such matters would apply equally to both those laws to which I 
have referred, and yet they were thought necessary and wise and they 
have been passed, and nobody thinks of repealing them. 

Now when you come to this matter of over railroads it rests 
substantially npon the same principle and it certainly rests upon the 
principle of the bill. The Senator from Illinois asks whose business is 
it if the railroads from here to Chicago or from here to Burlington, Vt., 
propose to carry my friend and myself to onr respective homes for 
nothing, just as they would ask us if they had a private carriage to 
ride up town thisafternoon. In this sense it is nobody's business, but 
the same would be true if these railroads offered to carry our horses 
home for nothing. Whose businessisthat? Orif they offered to carry 
our horses for half-price, and so to do itall the year round? It is the 
same principle exactly, Therefore if this bill is right in its substance, 
and that is that there shall be equality in rates between things under 
similar circumstances, it is right that there should be equality of rates 
between persons under the same circumstances, and we provide for it 
as to passengers, I believe, in this bill as welt as to freights. That is 
all there is of it. And everybody has seen, as has been seen in State 
Legislatures and elsewhere, that althongh it does not cid corruption, 
the fact that a railway company issues a great number of passes to all 
the members of the Legislature of a State implies that that corporation 
thinks that it will be to its benefit, which it supposes to be the public 
advantage, to issue those passes, and that if legislation comes up in 
that Legislature, or in Congress if it were here, the Senators and Mem- 
bers who have those passes will feel more justly inclined, will get over 
the prejudices they have against the corporation, just as I saw about 
fifteen years ago in this very Chamber, when the first effort was made 
to bring the Union Pacific Railway Company to some sense of its obli- 
gation and to stop the payment of public money to them when they 
were so largely indebted to the United States, when the debate was 
going on, a member of the House of Representatives, a leading director 
and I donot know but at the time the presidentof that company, appeared 
in this Senate Chamber, and I saw, without being impertinent and going 
near, that railroad passes were distributed among the'Senators just at 
that particular time, 

Everybody must understand the motive of that sort of thing; and 
that was to produce a bias, not to corrupt a Senator, but to make him 
feel more justly, as the railroad company would put it, more even- 
minded, that they were liberal with him and that he ought to be lib- 
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eral with them. That is what railroad people in general issue passes 
for. They issue them—lI do not speak of exceptional cases to my friend 
from Illinoisor tomyself, but in general—the business of issuing passes 
is a business that means business, and it is intended to produce a re- 
sult, just as a railroad company issues to the great shippers of grain 
and beef from Chicago passes to and fro from New York all the time, 
That is one of the compensations they give that man for getting his 
business; and that is not fair toward the man to whom they do not do 
it, and it is not fair to the other railroads who are not permitted to do 
it, That is the way the question stands, as it looks to me. 

Mr. LOGAN, Mr. President, I do not wish to discuss this proposi- 
tion any further except to say a word in answer to the suggestion that 
the giving of passes means business. In other words, it means when 
you give a pass to a legislator you expect something from him. In the 
State where I reside there are many miles of railroad, and more than 
in almost any other State in this country. There are numbers and 
numbers of roads in that State thet never expect any legislation, have 
never had any after they were chartered, and do not want any; and 
yet they give to members of the Legislature, the governor, State 
officers, sherifis, and often to the men who transport their goods over 
the roads. As I said before, they do not do it expecting any legisla- 
tion. They ask no legislation and have had no legislation. 

I now move to lay the amendment on the table. h 

Mr. INGALLS. 1hope the Senator will permit me to make a single 
observation. 

Mr. LOGAN. I withdraw the motion. , 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, my relation to the original amend- 
ment offered is somewhat peculiar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Vicarious. X 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, vicarious, as the Senator from Vermont sug- 
gests. I should perhaps rather have described myself as its step-father, 
or, asthe Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. HOAR] suggests, its putative 
father, or it may be its father. There is suggested here’another re- 
lation, itseems; ‘‘ posthumous,” the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN- 
erase intimates, Kanghan i 

My colleague [ Mr. PLumsB], whois absent, as I stated, prepared the 
amendment and had it printed. I am very sure thatif he had not been 
unavoidably called away from the Senate he wonld have been here to 
have advocated it, to have greece the reasons why it should be 
adopted, and to have repelled the arguments that I myself feel called 
upon to make against it, for I frankly admit that I am not in favor of 
it and I do not propose to vote for it. It is a bequest to me; it is be- 
queathed to me, and of course as the residuary legates I am hound to 
present it and make the best showing that I can for it, and having done 
that, to announce my determination to oppose it. 

In the first place, Mr. President, I do not think there has been any 
adequate founjlation laid for placing a wholesale impntation in this way 
upon Congress. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] de- 
clares—and I assume that he is an expert in these matters—that every 
member of Congress in both Tionses has railroad passes in his pocket. 

Mr. KENNA. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? 

Mr. INGALLS. With great pleasure. i 

Mr. KENNA. ‘The Senator could not have failed to hear my dis- 
claimer of the broadness of that statement, I distinctly said after- 
ward—— 

Mr. INGALLS. 
to his second one. Lane 

Mr. KENNA. Will the Senator be kind enough to do me the justice 
to state the substance of both my statements? 

Mr, INGALLS. Certainly I will, with great pleasure, but I was 
about to proceed, if the Senator had not been so impatient; I was com- 
menting upon his first statement, and was about then to proceed to his 


= 


I was referring to the Senator's first statement, not 


Mr. KENNA. I hope the Senator will do even justice to my second 
statement. 


Mr. INGALLS. Certainly I will, indeed, and after having stated, 
as I did, that the Senator declared that each member of both Honses 
had railroad passes in his pocket—— 

Mr. KENNA. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALLS. We then proceeded to state that his assertion was 
too broad. 

Mr. KENNA. If the Senator will pardon me, the Senator from West 
Virginia in his first statement stated no such thing. 

oe IN LLS. Will the Senator be good enongh to advise me what 
he did say 

Mr. KENNA. The Recoxp will advise the Senator what the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia did state. I did not state as a fact that every 
member of both Houses had a in his pocket. 

Mr. INGALLS. Until the Senator corrects me from his own recol- 
Jection I shall still adhere to the verity of my remembrance, and that 
is that in his firststatement he did declare his belief that each member 
of both Houses had a railroad pass in his pocket; but he subsequently 
modified that by the declaration that he supposed that was too broad, 
but how much too broad he did not declare. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not know whether either of those state- 


ments is correct or not. I do not know that all the members of both 
Houses have railroad in their pockets, Nor do I know that any 
considerable namber of members of either House have railroad passes 
in their pockets. Therefore I am unprepared to say that there is any 
widespread, deeply seated, and diffused necessity for a wholesale im- 
putation like this to be cast upon Congress by our own declaration. I 
stand ready here to unite with a majority of this body in the adoption 
of a resolution that shall direct an inquiry to be made as to how many 
members of this body have railroad passes in their pockets. I will vote 
affirmatively this afternoon or to-morrow morning in favor ofa resolution 
that shall inquire what members of the Senate go out of this city and 
come into this city northward and southward upon railroad an 
westward also, as the Senator from New York [ Mr. MILLER i suggests. 
And I invite those who believe that this isa great national evil, a great 
peril and disgrace, to unite with me in inviting immediate and instant in- 
quiry as to the prevalence of this evil, and if it shall appearas the result 
of that inquiry that every member of this body, or a considerable num- 
ber of the members of this body, are in the habit of avoiding the pay- 
ment of railroad fare in going to and from this capital, and it is a 
necessity that needs legislation, then I will vote for appropriate legis- 
lation. 

But I have not the data in my possession at this time that enable me 
to say whether or not I ought to declare that such is the fatal contagion, 
the disease that has permeated the whole body-politic, that we are called 
upon to rise up and with our hands on our mouths and our mouths in 
thedust—althongh we can hardly do that when we have risen up [laugh- 
ter]—declare that we are so unfit to be trusted with the management 
of our own affairs that we have got to be put under guardianship to be 
instituted by ourselves through an act of Congress. 

Mr. President, for that reason, if for no other, becauseI do not know 
the extent of this difficulty, the perils, that threaten us, the ills that 
should be guarded against, I am not prepared to vote for this amend- 
ment, ‘There is a homely proverb about the obscenity of the fowl that 
defiles its own nest, and my judgment’ is that thore has been fully 
enough during the last few years of declarations on the part of Con- 
gress that they, of all people in the United States of America, are not 
fit to be trusted, that their moral nature is so infirm, that they are so 
debilitated, that they are so incapable of conducting themselves with 
decorum and propriety, that they must continually be stiffened up and 
girded round about with penal statutes to prevent them from doing 
something that would render them a disgrace and a degradation in the 
eyes of the American people. 

Mr, President, I have a brother-in-law in Colorado who is the traffic 
manager of one of the great trunk systems of that State. He is anes- 
timable gentleman, who stands high in his profession, and he took the 
liberty not a great while ago to send me a card of travel over his rail- 
road, and said to me in a letter that he hoped I would come out this 
summer and bring my family, and that he would take the observation 
car and hook it to a train and take us all over his route and show us 
the mountains and the rivers, and perhaps he would go through to Salt 
Lake and let us see that country, ~ 

I should regret to have it supposed that by accepting that act of cour- 
tesy on the part of a relative I was subjecting myself to the penalty of 
some statute like this. What turpitude would there be involved, in 
case my engagements should allow mo after Congress adjourns, in ac- 
cepting that invitation and taking that ride over that country and look- 
ing out of the back windows of the observation car on the cliffs and pin- 
nacles and summits and mountain ranges and wonderful curiosities of 
Colorado? Would there be anything wrongabout that? And yetif I 
should t that invitation—no more injurious than if I were to ac- 
cept an invitation to ride in his buggy down Blake street in Denver— 
I should be liable, if this amendment becomes a law, to imprisonment 
not exceeding six months or a fine of not less than $500, or both im- 
prisonment and fine, in the discretion of the court, and Isu I 
should get both, [Laughter.] I imagine after having had the i- 
hood to offer this amendment, and the temerity to vote against it, I 
should get both fine and imprisonment in case itshould become a law, 

Mr. President, in the city where I livethere are eight or ten railroads 
concentrated. When I return tomy own home to spend the vacations 
among my people I have had from time to time the courtesies of these 
various lines of railroad extended to me, not for the transaction of busi- 
ness, not with the idea that I was to do any dirty work for those rail- 
rond companies, not that by doing that they had put a collar on my 
neck so that I was like Gurth, the born thrall of Cedric the Saxon, the 
bond slave, but simply to enable me from time to time to go out as I 
desired among my people and visit them and see how they were get- 
ting along out in the waste places, and what they wanted me to do 
when I came back to Congress, n 

Of course there was no difficulty nbout my paying my fare if I had 
desired to do so, but it has not been my habit. {Laughter. ] When 
I have made these yonkers around among my people it has not been 
my habit to pay railroad fare. [Laughter.] And I have occasionally 
on those Jonte boen hospitably entertained in various cities on the 
route. I have invited to gentlemen’s houses and kept overnight 


and had supper and breakfast and no bill was tendered to me in the 
morning, and I have gone on my way rejoicing. And yet I venture 
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to say that, notwithstanding all that career of unbridled freedom and 
license, there has been no profound or deeply seated impression that I 
was guilty of turpitude, or that in consequence of having accepted these 
courtesies I had placed myself under any serious obligation to those 


people, 

Mr. President, after we have carefully inspected and scrutinized this 
amendment, after we haye escaped from the first tremor of fear, from 
the instantaneous trepidation that always overcomes a person when 
he meets with a specter of this kind in the highway, I do not think 
the isle had better be affrighted from its propriety. Ido not really 
think that when any man who has heard this amendment read and 
who hasdone me the honor of listening to my feeble observations comes 
to-night te review in the inner consciousness of his own soul the evils 
that he has done, he will feel himself individually conscious that there 
has been any such profound wrong or wickedness in his conduct in this 
behalfas to require us to adopt an amendment that, in the first place, has 
no connection whatever with the subject of this legislation, and in the 
next place, does not seem to be warranted by any public exigency. 

I now, therefore, with great pleasure yield to the Senator from Nli- 
nois to move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the amendment lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDScalled for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I say one word before—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order unless by 
unanimous consent. 3 

eng CULLOM, If Ihave no right to be heard on the subject, very 
well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to lay the amend- 
ment on the table. The question is on that motion. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called), Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] upon this bill. 
Understanding that if he were here he would vote to lay this amend- 
ment on the table, I cast my vote ‘‘yea.’’ 


Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 


tions with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Corqurrr]. If he were 
present, I should yote ‘‘yea’’ on this motion. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). Iam pai 


with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], but as I believe if he 
were present he would voto “yea” on this motion, I take the liberty 
of voting “yea” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer]. I do not know how he 
would vote. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to inquire if we are voting on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to lay on the table. . 

Mr. SPOONER. Which amendment? 

Several SENATORS. All. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All the pending amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS (when Mr. PLUMD’S name was called), My col- 
league [Mr. PLUME] is absent and paired with the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vesr]. If he were here, my colleague would vote against 
the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Prva]. If he were present, I understand he 
would vote for this amendment and I should vote against it. In other 
words, I would vote to lay it on the table. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. MANDERSON, I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he wore present, I should vote ‘‘yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS. 
Aldrich, Fair, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Allison, Frye, Logan. Howell, 
Beck, Gibson, “preheat Sherman, 
Berry, Gorman er, ro esta 
Bowen, Gray, Morgan, ‘Teller, 
Brown, Hale. Palmer, Walthall, 
Call, Harris, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Camden, - Hawley, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Cameron, Iugalis, Ransom, 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Sabin, 
E ' Jonesof Nevada, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—16, 
Blair, Edmunds, Hoar, Platt, 
pone Coven Mah van 

wes, eorge, te! of Oreg., Van Wyck, 
Dolph, Héarst, Morrill, < Wilson of lowa. 
ABSENT—19, 
Blackburn Conger, Mahone, Riddleborger, 
Butler, Hampton, Manderson Stanford, 
ý Harrison. Mitchellof Pa, Vest, 

Cockrell, Jonesof Florida, Pike, Voorhees. 
Colquitt, MePherson, Plumb, 


So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 
Hee ee On the top of page GI find the following provision 
e hill: a 


the provisions of this section, ft shall be unlawful for such common carrier to 
charge, demand, collect, or reccive from any person or persons a greater or less 
compensation than Is set forth and specified in such published rates, fares, 
charges, and classifieations, until the same shall haye been changed as herein- 
after provided, 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that that provision intends to 
compel all railroad and other transportation companies that fall within 
the purview of this act to charge everybody alike for fares ns well as 
for the transportation of property. It has been the immemorial prac- 
tice between rai men controlling their respective railroad com- 
panies to exchange passes and to secure tickets from the proper au- 
thority of any other company when an officer in charge of a company 
desires to send an agent connected with his company to transact any 
business with other companies. It has never been usual, in other 
words, for railroad presidents or superintendents to charge each other 
when passing over each other’s railroads to railroad conventions or 
anything of that character; or when a railroad company desires, for 
instance, to send a clerk to the headquarters of another railroad com- 
pany to Jook into come difference between the balances on their books, 
or anything of that character, to charge fare. I think under this pro- 
vision of the bill they would be obliged to charge each other for every 
mile they might ride on their respective roads, 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. BROWN. With pleasure. 

Mr. CULLOM, Has he had his attention called to section 20, which 
is the last section bnt one, in which the right to issue *‘ mileage, ex- 
cursion, and commutation passenger tickets” is reserved in the bill? 

Mr. BROWN. These are free tickets; neither mileage nor excur- 
sion nor commutation tickets. i 

Mr.CULLOM. I suggest whether that does not go as far as the Sen- 
ator cares to go? 

Mr. BROWN. No, it does not. Ithink between railroad compa- 
nics, when they are transacting business with each other, or their officers 
are attending railroad conventions where they meet to consult about 
the common good of the respective roads, they should be permitted, as 
they always have been, to pass each other free of charge over their re- 
spective roads; in other words, to give freo tickets or free passes in such 
cases, 


Mr. CULLOM. I did not understand that to be the purport of the 
amendment offered by the Senator. 

Mr. BROWN. I have not yet read the amendment I propose in this 
section. 

Mr. CULLOM. I supposed it was the one in print. 

Mr. BROWN. No; itis one I have just prepared. I propose in line 
26 of section 5, before the word ‘'No,’’ to insert: 

But nothing in this act shall prevent the principal officers of any railroad com- 


pany or companies from exch: ng passes or tickets with other railroad coni- 
panies for their oflicers and employés. 


That is simply conforming to the constant usage, and I do not see 
that there can be any legitimate objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia offers an 
amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 6, line 26 of section 5, after the word 
‘*provided,’’ it is moved to insert: 

But nothing in this act shall preventthe principal officers of any railroad com- 


ny or companies from exchanging passes or tickets with other railroad com- 
a es for their officers or employés, 


The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. BROWN. Now, Mr. President, I desire to offer one or two other 
amendments, and I will first turn to section 20, the one to which the 
honorable chairman of the committee has just directed my attention. 
I should like to preface the motion with a very short statement. I do 
not intend to take much time on any of these propositions, because I 
appreciate the value of time now and the further fact that we are to 
dispose of this bill this evening before we adjourn, as I understand. 

It has been the constant usage of railroad companies, so far as I know 
anything about their management, or at least for a very long time—it 
has been so during the years I have had connection with them, and I 
think it has been fora much longer time—to grant redneed rates to 
the clergy of the different churches. With the exception of a few who 
occupy the principal pulpits of the cities, as a class clergyman are poor 
and receive very meager compensation, Many a time one preacher 
living on the line of a railroad attends three or four churches, preach- 
ing at the different churches on different Sabbaths and different days. 

The eustom of the railroads with which Iam familiar is in such cases 
to give them half-rates or half-fare. It aids the churches very much 
in their support, and I think the railroad companies do not extend the 
half-fare very grudgingly. It is no very great burden upon them. I 
think it would gratify got only the clergy, but all the church-going 
people of this country to permit that practice to continue, and it would 
very much mortify them to cut off that privilege. 

Now, why should not the railroad companies have the right, if they 
think proper to do so, to grant free passes even, or reduced fare, to the 
clergy under such circumstances? It seems to me proper to do so, and 


And wh rrier shall have establiahed and published its as the bill now stands I do not think it could be done. 
fares, OMAT apenn t far ieri Adve sept gp gory Mr. GRAY. Ishonld like to ask the Senator from Georgia what 


and classifications, or any part of the same, in compliance with 
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there is in the bill now that would prevent a railroad company doing 
that thing. 

Mr. BROWN. 
few minutes ago. 
of it. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask for information. 

Mr. BROWN. Tunderstand that section 5, on page 6, prohibits rail- 
road companies that All within the provisions of this act from collect- 
ing or receiving ‘‘fromi any person or persons a greater or Jess compen- 
sation than is set forth and specified in such published rates, fares, 
charges, and classifications, until the same shall have becn changed as 
hereinafter provided.” When they publish their rates of fares they 
are bound to stand by them until they have changed them on ten days’ 
notice, and while they are in force they are not permitted to make any 
distinction or discrimination in favor of or against anybody in reference 
to rates, fires, or clnasifications. ‘‘ Fares’? come in there, and they are 
forbidden from making any discrimination, 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator from Georgia that it looks 
to me now asif theamendment already adopted on his motion would be 
the limit of the power of the railroad officers, Under the section as it is 
amended the railroad officer can issue passes to employés. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator will look at my amendment again he 
will see that it only applies to passes granted by railroad officers, presi- 
dents or other principal officers, to other railroad officers and employés. 

Mr. SEWELL. It would be construed that it was the only exception 
allowed by this bill. The provision now cited requires that after they 
have fixed the rates they shall not make any exception; and the Sen- 
ator’s amendment makes it very much stronger than the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BROWN. It was as strong as the English language could make 
it. Icould not make it stronger. I was proposing now not to amend 
that section, but to amend the twentieth section, by inserting on page 
21, after the word ‘' tickets,’’-in line 6: 

Nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any common carrier from 
giving reduced rates or free passes to ministers of the gospel. 

I have some other classes in the printed amendment I offered, but I 
prefer to have the vote on each class separately, because Senators might 
be willing in one case to incorporate the amendment and not in an- 
other. Therefore, I offer the amendment now in that shape, including 
only ministers of the gospel. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think that the amendment is necessary in 
order to enable railroads toallow reduced fares to clergymen; but ifit 
docs not by its adoption raise the poke that nobody else shall 
have the benefit of reduced rates I have no objection to it. I think it 
does raise that presumption, and therefore is objectionable. 

Mr. BROWN. It comes in at the end of the section. 

Mr. CULLOM. But by presumption it precludes the railroads from 
doing it for‘anybody else. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Georgia 
and the Senator from Illinois that if the Senator from Georgia will 
modify his amendment so as to say that “‘ nothing in this act shall be 
construed to prevent railroad companies from giving reduced rates,” 
then I think it would enablethem to give reduced rates; and my judg- 
ment is that under the bill as it stands they would have the right to 
do it if they chose. 

Mr. BROWN. I can not find any provision in the bill which would 
seem to authorize a company to give passes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator find any prohibition? 

Mr. BROWN. I think I do in the section I have read. 

cain HARRIS. I looked at the section very closely and I could not 
see 

Mr. CULLOM, I think the Sonator from Georgia had better with- 
draw his amendment, or at least it had better not be adopted, because 
I think under the bill all the liberty thatought to be taken by railroads 
in dealing with clergymen can be taken. 

Mr. BROWN. Under the bill asit stands, I take the liberty of say- 
ing that railroads can not grant passes to clergymen. 

Mr. CULLOM. I difer with the Senator. 

e rte I should r toask the Senator from Georgia why, 
when a company publishes its rates, it not publish that 
it Wag E TES E el : en? rena 2 

r. ` ve been listening with all the attention I could 
for the last fifteen minutes, and I haye not heard anything so as to be 
able to get a cqnnected idea of what has been going on in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair again reminds Senators 
‘that complaint is being constantly made that it has been impossible in 
the last half-hour to heara word that hasbeen said. The Senate isex- 
pro to take notice that the Senator occupying the floor is unable to 

heard and Senators complain that they can not hear him on account 
of the loud conversation in the Chamber. : 

Mr. BROWN. I offer the amendment to come in after the word 
“tickets,” on page 21, in line 6 of section 20, at the top of the page. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


I will again refer to the section that I read from a 
Probably the Senator did not notice the reading 


The Cuter CLERK. On page 21, section 20, line 6, after the word 
“tickets,” it is moyed to insert: 

Nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any common carrier fro 
giving reduced rates or free passes to ministers of the gospel. - 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to amend the amendment by striking ont 
“or free passes.” I doso because I am satisfied that under the bill 
the companies will have that right if they choose to exercise it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Tennessee to the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr, TELLER. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado moves 
that the amendment lie on the table. 

Mr. BROWN. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on laying on the 
es the amendment of the Senator from Georgia with the amendment 
to it. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] on all questions. Ishould 
vote ‘nay ™ if he were here. x 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer]. I know not how he would 
vote, Therefore I decline to vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his nome was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. Ido not know how 
he would vote. I should vote “yea” if he were here. 

Mr, VEST (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. VEST. Iam told by the colleague of the Senator from Kansas 
that he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ So I vote “nay.” s 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to vote ‘‘nay;"' and I inquire whether the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Sanrx] has voted? ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, He has voted “nay.” 

Mr. MCKENNA. I vote *‘nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—4, 
Fair, Miller, Platt, Teller. 
Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., 

NAYS—36, 
Allison, Evarts, McMillan, Saulsbury, 
eee: Frye, Marn Powel 
terr: eorge, organ, mer, 
Blais,’ Gibson, Morrill, Vance, 
Brown, b Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Coke, Gray, Vayne, Vest, 
Cullom, Fale, Pugh, Walthall, 
Dawes, Harris, Ransom Whitthorne, 
Eustis, Kenna, Sabin, Wilson of lowa. 

ABSENT—3i. 
aaen, Colquitt, see = Arkansas, te wit 
3l: burn, ger, ones of Florida, oberger, 

Bowen, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sawyor, 
Butler, Edmunds, Logan, Sherman, 
Call, Hampton, McPherson, Stanford, 
Camden, Ha i, Mahone, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hearst, Manderson, Wilson of Abl. 
Chace, Hoar, Mitchell of Pa., 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Pike, 


So the motion to lay on the table was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask leave to amend the original amendment by 
striking out one word and inserting another. As I now have it, it 


reads: 
Nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any common carrier from 
giving uced rates or free passes to ministers of the gospel. 


I desire to say ‘‘ministers of religion,” instead of ‘‘ ministers of the 
gospel.’’ The latter expression, I understand, would excinde the min- 
isters of some religious associations in the United States, becanse they 
do not pretend to the l. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What ministers are those? 

Mr. BROWN. The Jews, I believe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Old Testament is part of the gospel. 

Mr. BROWN. Preaching the gospel is generally considered to apply 
to the New Testament. i : 

ssid PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as modified will 
be read. 

Mr. BROWN. Istrike out the words ‘‘the gospel” and insert the 
word “‘religion,’’ eres 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendment as modified is to insert in sec- 
tion 20, line 6, after the work ‘‘tickets:’’ 

Nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any common carrier from 
giving reduced rates or free passes to ministers of religion, 


Mr. HARRIS, Irenewmyamendment to strike ont “‘or free pasees,” 
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and reiterate that I do so because under the bill asit stands I hold that 
the companies have the authority to grant such a pass, if they choose 
to do so, without such legislation as this, 

Mr. BROWN. I do not think they have, and I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia asks for 
the yeas and nays on the adoption of the amendment of the Senator 
from Tennessee | Mr. HARRIS] to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not clearly understand the effect of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee. 


Mr. HARRIS. Ifmy amendment is agreed to it will give the rail- 
road companies power to discriminate in favor of special and lower rates 
to clergymen. Tofer the amendment because inserting the words “or 


free *? may tend to construe the bill so that it would not allow 
railroad companies to give free passes to anybody else if they choose 
to do so. 

Mr. HOAR. It is very clear that if the original amendment passes 
without the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr: HARRIS] 
my friend from Kansas [Mr. INGALLs] can not have his free passes any 
longer unless he preaches the gospel. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROWN. I see gentlemen are about to vote undera misunder- 
standing of the question. Let my amendment be read from the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Brown and the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

f- P CULLOM. As I understand, the Senator leaves out the words 
or free 

Mr. BROWN. No, the motion is to strike them out. The bill pro- 
vides as it now stands: 

ing in this act shall apply to t 
perpen hee oh eaan raaa OF the Unites ate anes aan 
ernments, or for charitable purposes, or to or from fairs and expositions for ex- 
or thereat, or the issuance of mileage, excursion, or commutation passenger 

Then my amendment comes in after the word ‘‘tickets,’’ and the 
provision is made here as to the class it refers to for free tickets or free 

rtation in the nd oa Why should there not be free or re- 
q rates in the case of c = 

Mr, CULLOM, While I do not believe that the amendment is at all 
necessary in view of the general provisions of the bill, if the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the amendment 
is adopted I have no objection to it y. 

Mr. BROWN. If that is adopted it is worth nothing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. guar What is the pending question on which we are about 
to vote 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown], which will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment and the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called), 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. PALMER (when Mr. ConGER’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. CONGER] is not here. If he were here he would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr, BLACKBURN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—31 


I am paired with the 


Beck, Gorman, Maxey, Sewell, 
ti sie Ano ods. See 
‘all, ello a. 8 r 
Camden, Harris, Palmer,” ‘Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, Van Wyck, 
Evarts, Ingalls, Pugh, Whitthorn 
Fair, Kenna, n, Wilson of Md. 
Gibson, $ Sawyer, 
NAYS—I6, g 

tas Famunde, ene illan, Venes; 

wD, jeorge. organ, est, 
Coke, earst, Payne, Walthall, 
Dawes, Hoar, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—29, 

Sas h, Colauht, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 

son, n onesof Neyada, Hiddleberger, 
Blackburn, Dolph, McPherson, Saulsbury, 

en, Mahone, Stanford, 
Butler, Frye, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hampton, Mitobell of Pa., 

h Harrison, Morrill, 

Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Pike, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read as it stands now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as amended will be 


The CHIEF CLERK. After the word ‘‘tickets,’’ in line 6 of section 

20, insert: ¢ 
Nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any common carrier from 
giving iusi rates to ministers of religion. 

Mr: EDMUNDS. What has become of the remainder of the printed 
amendment as to “ editors of newspapers, delegates toagricultural con- 
Vic angen &e.? 

Mr. BROWN. That has not been offered yet. I desire to offer one 
amendment to the amendment. At the end of the amendment I de- 
sire to have inserted the words: 

Or free passes to blind persons. 


Mr. CULLOM. I hope that Senators will not nibble at this bill all 
day in this sort of way. It seems to me that if we are going to pass 
any bill we ought to confine it to legitimate subjects for consideration. 
It has been voted here two or three times that the bill does not inter- 
fere with the issuance of . That has been declared by two or 
three yea-and-nay votes, and I certainly think it doesnot. I hope the 
Senator (who I believe is friendly to some legislation) will not interfere 
with the passage of the bill by offering amendments that have already 
been disposed of in effect. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator accuses me of nibbling at the bill. 
There are only a few little errors that I want to nibble out of it. I 
want to the bill in a shape to get along with. I think there are 
some little defects that ought to be nibbled out. I laveexamined the 
bill very carefully, and I confess I can not find anything that author- 
izes me as an officer of a railroad to grant a pass toa blind man, I 
think it is prohibited as the bill now stands, 

Mr, CULLOM. It seems to me that the votes of the Senate have 
twice declared very clearly that the bill does not interfere with the 
issuance of passes. I have no objection to the Senator offering his 
amendment, however. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to know, under the bill as it now 
stands with the modified amendment of the Senator from Georgia, 
whether delegates to religious assemblies, that is, conventions of the 
Methodist Church, the Baptist Church, &c., are included? I wish to 
know what the amendment means which provides that free passes or 
reduced rates may be given to ministers? 

Mr. CULLOM. The words "free passes’? were voted out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then leave out *‘ free s.’' I wish to know 
what “reduced rates to ministers’? means if it does not imply that 
the delegates to any religious assembly, as the Senator’s amendment 
originally was, are to be excluded, or whether the bill would permit a 
railroad company, if there was to be a great’ Methodist convention at 
Atlanta, Ga., or at Burlington, Vt., to allow delegates to that convention 
to go at half-fare; that is, a full rate one way for going and returning? 

Mr, BROWN. I donot understand that, as the bill now stands, any 
reduction of fares could be given, unless it came under the head of an 
excursion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I want to bring it down further in the same 
line to the assemblies of the soldiers, who every yenr assemble and have 
their camp-fires and reunion mectings, both North and South, I sup- 
pose; and le on the one side, at least, are thought to have deserved 
a good deal of their country; and on the other side, of that part of the 
country for which they fought. Now, I should like to know whether 
this bill would prevent a railroad company from gas, Roos fear as it 
iscalled, to a great soldiers’ convention North or South—I am not on 
the question on which side they fought? 

Mr, CULLOM. If the Senator will look at section 20 he will find 
these words : 


That nothing in this act shall apply to the carriage, storage, or handling of 
property free or at reduced rates forthe United States, State, or municipal gov- 
ernments, or for charitable purposes, or to or from fairs and expositions fur ex- 
hibition thereat, or the issuance of mileago, exoursion, or commutation passen- 
ger lickets. 

It seems to me that these words authorize the railroad companies to 
issue tickets at reduced rates to anybody who is going to a convention 
or soldiers’ reunion, or whatever it may be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Coming under the head of excursion tickets ? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly, excursion tickets. 

Mr. BROWN. What I refer to are not usually called excursions. -~ 

Mr. CULLOM. My observation is that they are always called ex- 
cursion tickets, and always issued hy railroads, 

Mr. BROWN. In my section of country the railroads never issue 
them as excursion tickets. An ‘‘excursion’’ is where a large number 
of people want to go from one point to another for a sort of holiday or 
frolic, as they do sometimes. That is called ‘tan excursion,” or by our 
colored friends, who abbreviate it a little, ‘‘a’scursion.”” But I do not 
understand that that would embrace a Methodist camp-meeting, such’ 
as the Senator from Vermont referred to. 

Mr, CULLOM,. Could not the railroad issue excursion tickets to the 
camp-meeting the Senator refers to? 

Mr. BROWN. Not in the usual acceptation of the term, notin the 
usual railroad phrase. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘They may adapt the phrase to the law. 

Mr. BROWN. I think as we have made these exceptions we had 
better perfect them by making themastheyoughttobe. Iwouldagree 
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with the Senator from Vermont in his suggestion that they ought to ap- 
ply to soldiers on both sides. The railroad companiesarenotcompelled 
to grant a free pass, only permitted to do so if they think proper. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not understand 
whether the Senator offers his amendment. 
Mr. BROWN. I offer my amendment in reference to blind persons. 
I know they are very seldom provided for. They come to a railroad 
office and say, ‘‘I have a friend at the next city ’’—perhaps 100 or 200 
miles—‘‘and he writes me that if I will come there he will do some- 
thing forme. I have not a dollar of money; I live on charity. Will 
you not give me a free pass? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That would fall under the head of charity in the 
other part of the section. 
Mr. BROWN. It might possibly fall there. 
Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me perfectly clear that such cases are 
Alrady provided for in the bill, and I hope the amendment will be voted 
own. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia to his own amendment., 
The amendment to the amendment was rej 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the original 
amendment of the Senator from Georgia as amended. 
Mr. BROWN. I move further toamend by inserting as the language 
is in the print: 
The delegates to agricultural conventions or religious assemblies, 
Simply giving a railroad company, if it chooses, the right to grant 
reduced rates in such cases. 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope it will be voted down. I do not care to dis- 
cuss it further. 
The CHIEF CLERK. - Add to the proposed amendment the words: 


Or delegates to agricultural conventions or religious assemblies. 


Mr. BROWN. Under no proper acceptation of the term is an agri- 
cultaral convention called an excursion, nor is a Methodist camp-meet- 
ing or people going to it called an excursion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will you not please add, ‘‘or people who go to 
assemblages of military men?” 

Mr. BROWN. I will, with pleasure. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot move to amend it because it would be 
in the third degree. 

Mr. BROWN. I accept it as part of my amendment if you will put 
it in are 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Say ‘‘ or assemblies of those who have been in the 


military service.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont and 
the Senator from Georgia, or one or the other, if a thousand people 
were going from Washington to Baltimore to an agricultural conven- 
tion or a military assemblage or a church convention or to any other 
meeting, could they not get excursion rates under this bill ? 

Mr. PLATT and Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the very question in dispute between the 
Senator from Georgia and the Senator from Ilinois. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think there can be any dispute about it. 

Mr. BROWN. Ido not think they could if thir bill becomes a law 
and the law is observed by the railroad companies, They must follow 
the usual practice and call things by their right numes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendmentof the Senator from 
Georgia as modified will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Add to the amendment the following: 

Or delegates to tural conventions or religious assemblies or assemblies 
of those who have n in the military service, 

So as to read: > 

Nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any common carrier from 
giving reduced rates to ministers of religion or delegates to agricultural con- 
ventions or religious assemblies or assemblies of those who have been in the 
military service, ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question on the amendment 
to the amendment, and declared that the noes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. BROWN. I call for the yeas and nays. I understand that 
strikes out what I thought there was a pretty strong disposition to 
adopt, a provision in favor of ministers of religion. 

Mr. HARRIS. That amendment is still pending. The Senate is 
proposing to amend that. 

Mr. BROWN. Does the Chair hold that the vote just taken voting 
down these others does not embrace that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It certainly does not. 

Mr. BROWN. The question will still be on that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr, BROWN. Then I merely call for a division and not for the 
yeas and nays. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


of the Senator from Georgia to the amendment. e 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the original 


amendment of the Senator from Georgia as amended. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I submitted an amendment some days ago, to 
which I now call the attention of the chairman of the co: ttee. In 
the bill previously reported in the Forty-eighth Congress the commission 
were directed to inquire into the system known as ‘‘stock-watering.”’ 
I had proposed an amendment, to insert the clause of the proposed bill 
of the Forty-eighth Congress, which has been omitted from this bill. 
Whether it was an accidental omission by the committee, or whether 
the committee intended to strike out that portion of the previous bill, 
I do not know. = 

I propose on page 20, after the word “‘pooling,’’ to insert the words: 

Also the system known as stock-watering. ») 


In the bill proposed by this same committee and acted upon in the 
Forty-eighth Congress those words were included, and if I should ob- 
tain the attention of the chairman of the committee I would desire to 
know whether they purposely omitted those words in this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 19, line 3, after the word ‘‘ pooling,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

Also the system known as stock-watering. 

So as to read: 

That the said commission shall specially inquire into the method of railroad 
management or combination known as pooling, also the system known asstock- 
watering, and shall report to Congress what, if any, legislation is advisable and 
expedient upon that subject. a 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator seems tobe appealingto me. Ido not 
think there is any importance to be attached to the amendment what- 
ever. It is something that belongs to the States substantially, We 
have no control over it, and I do not think it will add anything to the 
force of the legislation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Have we no control over the roads incorporated 
by the United States? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Inow propose an amendment as a separate sec- 
tion, to be added to the bill: 

Any railroad corporation against whom suit is brought in the courts of the 
State where the cause of action originated or the penalty was incurred ishereby 
Pones from removing the same to any circuit or other court of the United 

That is, that when such a suit is brought in a State court the cor- 
poration shall not be allowed to remove it toa United States court un- 
der this bill. That is my amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘There is nothing in this bill that provides for bring- 
ing an action in a State court. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No, sir; it is not necessary that there should be 
anything in the bill allowing it. That a party has a right todo. A 
citizen of Connecticut or of Nebraska may bring a suit against a corpo- 
ration in a State court, and there it will remain and be tried unless 
the corporation asks to remove it to a Federal court under a statute of 
the United States. _ 

For a violation of this proposed act, for any damages which accrue, 
for which a party may bring suit under the act, or for which any pen- 
alty is provided under the act, I propose that when such a suit is 
brought, if the party has a right to bring it in a Statecourt, the corpo- 
ration shall be prohibited from removing it into the Federal courts. 
The removal to the Federal courts is provided by statute already; and 
for damages incurred, which the bill provides for, a man may bring suit 
against the corporation, and the suit for the penalties provided in this 
act may be brought in the State court. 

It would seem to be hardly worth while in this bill, which seeks to 
do justice to the people, to make their burdens any greater. What 
would any remedy given by the bill be worth to the citizen who lives, 
if you please, 400 or 500 miles from the place where a Federal court 
may beheld? Under the bill damages may be allowed to an individual 
for overcharge, for extortion, or for discrimination. He may bring suit 
in the State court, and the cause may be removed 500 miles—it may 
be in the State of Kansas or Nebraska or on the Missouri River, where 
Federal courts are held—and to give the privilege for damages in such 
a case would be a denial of justice, because after the party has com- 
menced his suit in the court of the State which is opened to him, then 
the corporation presents itself and asks to remove it to a point 500 miles 
distant, where he must go with his witnesses and dance attendance 
week after week and month after month, and the- case may be placed 
on the calendar, where it may be four or five years before it is reached. 
It is a mockery to tell the citizen he may have damages when they are 
denied to him in this way. 

The people of the Western States have been suffering a long time 
from the power of corporations to remove their cases into the Federal 
courts. If I may be allowed a moment longer I will state that the 
foreign insurance companies came into the State of Nebraska, and 
when her Legislature attempted to provide that their suits should not 
be removed, they were met by a decision of the Supreme Court of the 


United States, or some district or circuit court, saying that the State 
has not the power to protect its own citizens by providing that no foreign 
insurance company shall do business in that State until it has filed a 
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writien agreement with the secretary of state that it will not remove 
a case from the State court to the Federal court. In the interest of 
the people it is time there should be some such remedy either by pro- 
viding that the Federal courts shall be held in different parts of the 
State or granting this relief. 


We are in various ways, if I may be allowed still further 
to speak of this matter. A foreign corporation in Scotland or in En- 
gland goes to the State of Nebraska and loans money on real estate at 
10 per cent. interest; which they have a right to do, and if even fora 
day or two the debt is overdue the mortgage may be foreclosed. Two- 
thirds and probably three-fourths of the farms in Kansas and Nebraska 
are mortgaged, and a large portion of them are m to foreign 
corporations, and then for any default, when they borrowed the money 
in order to improve their condition in life and to improve their farms, 
the mortgage is foreclosed. 

Wewant to protect a little the people from the advantages which cap- 
ital gives. I shall not probably be successful in this attempt, but I 
may at least make n suggestion in that direction. I say that while we 
are seeking to restrict the ownership of real estate in the hands of for- 
eigners, we give them an unlimited power to foreclose our lands under 
their mortgages. Iowa may be more fortunate but Nebraska is not, 
and the calendar in the Federal courts is beginning to be loaded down 
with mortgages foreclosed in the name of foreign ns. 

The point is to evade the laws of the State. Itis not 
prohibit that. You can allow the foreign corporation to loan its money 
toa citizen of the State. ‘The law of N ka provides that in the fore- 
closure of a mortgage no attorney’s fee shall be allowed. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is wrong. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Wrong! No, sir. The people of Nebraska by 
their Legislature say so, and it belongs to them to say whether it is 
right ornot, A Senator near me says that that would be cheating the 
lawyers. All I say is that it would be no crime. The State of Ne- 
braska provides that there shall be no tage for the attorney in 
the case. But although the law of Nebraska provides that there shall 
be no attorney’s fee, yet capitalists would insist upon putting in their 
mortgages, notwithstanding the law againstit, a provision to pay 10 per 
cent. to the attorney. 

Capitalists demanded and required that the party to whom the money 
was loaned should in violation of the State law incorporate in the mort- 
gage a promise to pay the attorney a fee of 10 per cent. That matter 
was taken to the supreme court of the State of Nebraska, and the su- 
premie court of the State of Nebraska said: ‘‘No; ean not stipu- 
late to violate the law.’’ A capitalist has a mortgage of $10,000 and 
he desires to foreclose it. I am speaking of what is the actual practice. 
He runs over into the State of my friend from Iowa and he gets some 
man to buy the mortgage, and suit isinstitutedin the name of the Iowa 
gentleman who buys the mortgage. He isa non-resident of the State of 
Nebraska and he brings his suit in the United States court. By that 
means he evades and violates the law of the State of Nebraska and pro- 
ceeds to a foreclosure, and on the $10,000 mortgage there is paid 10 per 
cent., which is $1,000 attorney fee, in violation of the law of the State. 

Foreign corporations resort to that subterfuge, and at every term 
foreign corporations are being more and more represented on the cal- 
endar of the Federal courts in precisely that attitude. The citizens 
are powerless. The Legislatures have no power to protect their citi- 
zens against this violation of the law. 

The insurance companies act in precisely the same way. Two or 
three hundred miles out on the Missouri a man’s house burns down 
and the foreign insurance company removes his case to the Federal 
court, compelling the citizen to accede to the terms which the corpora- 
tion‘asks, So in these cases the railroad companies will do the same, 
and the citizen will be powerless in that respect. You give a right of 
action and then retain in the corporation the power of removal, and 
the right of action becomes of no avail. 

‘I trust that this point will be readily seen and. appreciated. What 
objection should there be to saying that a corporation which comes into 
Kansas, into Iowa, into Nebraska, may enrich itself as a citizen of Ne- 
braska does, as their own corporations do, and that that corporation 
shall have their cases tried in the courts of Nebraska? For that reason 
I have proposed the amendment. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as an additional section: 

SEC. —. Any railroad’corporation against whom suit is brought in the courts 
of the State where the cause of action originated or the penalty was incurred, 


is hereby be emi from removing the same to any cireuit or other court of 
the United States, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. . è 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Some years ago the Committee on the Judiciary 


to 


had under consideration the question of amending the law regarding 
the removal of causes, and we were in favor of and reported a bill to 
limit the removal of causes from State to Federal courts, as they are 
called—what I should call national courts, if I do not offend anybody 


by the phrase. But we found that it was a subject which required 
careful investigation and most skillful and accurate expressions in order 
to keep within the constitutional line and not to do injustice as well. 

The bill was- reported, however, and, as we thought, in pretty 
form, but it did not become a law. I hope it will yet become a law; 
but I appeal to my friend from Nebraska that he will produce more - 
mischief by this amendment in the form in which he has got it, just 
then and there and in that way, by putting it in this bill, which is an 
administrative bill and not a judicial bill, than he will by leaving it 
and trying to help myself and others to pass a bill which shall cover 
the whole of this subject. For that reason I shall vote against the 
amendment, 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to call attention to the language of tho 
amendment. It assumesthat under this bill aman may have hisremedy 
in the State courts. I undertake to say that that is not the law. I 
do not suppose that anybody in the Senate will for a moment believe 
that that is the law. 

Mr. SPOONER. He may have the common-law remedy. 

Mr. TELLER, He may have the common-law remedy, and he has 
now, and that we are not interfering with by a special provision of the 
bill. The suggestion is thit if a party brings in a State court under 
the bill his suit the corporation shall not remove it. How long will 
he stay in the State court? Not long enough to get a solid footing. 
Unless the States legislate that suits may be brought, we can not leg- 
islate into the State courts any of these cases. I have at least always 
understood that that was the rule. 

First, if the Senator proposes to save these people a tribunal in the 
State courts he has got to devise some method to get them in the State 
courts and keep them there up to the time that they ask for a transfer 
of the case to the Federalcourts. There is not anything in the amend- 
ment; itis absolutely meaningless. It could not help anybody; itmay 
not hurt anybody; but it would not look weil for the United States 
Senate to put into the bill a proposition of that character. 

Mr. PLATT. If there is any force or effect to the amendment, it is 
that the Congress of the United States a law and then says that 
no snit shall be maintained under it in its own courts, but they shall 
all be maintained under it in State courts. Iapprehend that Congress 
is not ready to do that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves 
that the amendment lie on the table. 

The motion was to. E 

Mr. SPOONER. I gave notice theother day of an amendment which 
I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At theend of section 1 it is proposed to add the 
words: 

nd every unjust and unreasonable ch for such i 

A ages, Me owe arge service is prohibited and 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. The only object of the amendment is to bring any 
ease of extortion under the penalty clause of section 7. I do not know 
that the chairman of the committee will object to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think there is a little distinction between the vio- 
lation of an act against extortion and one of unjust discrimination. 
Still, so faras Iam concerned, when it is declared that it shall be will- 
ful extortion, I do not personally hayeany objection to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. In section 8, prescribing the qualification of the 
commissioners, the following language is used: 

No person in the employ of or holding any official relation to any common 
carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or owning stock or bonds thereof, 
or who is in any manner pecuniarily interested therein, shall enter upon the 
duties of or hold such office. . 

In another section, section 14, beginning in line 3, the bill provides 
that— 


A majority of the commission shall constitute a quorum for the transaction 
of business, but no commissioner shall participate in any hearing or proceed- 
ing in which he hasany pecuniary interest. 

This latter clause is customary in our circuit and supreme courts, that 
the judge shall not sit on a case where he has any pecuniary interest; 
but the first clause absolutely prohibits any gentleman who may be ap- 
pointed to qualify if heowns any stock in any common carrier, no mat- 
ter whether he has to hear the cause or not. 

I submit that that is a requirement which ought not to be in the 
bill. The numberof gentlemen in this country who are competent to 
fill the position of commissioner under the bill is necessarily limited. 
It,requires deep, broad men, the very best that we can possibly obtain. 
I should not like to say to such men as ex-Senator Thurman, Judge 
Cooley, Roscoe Conkling, A. S. Hewitt, A. J. Cassatt, and a dozen 
others whom I might name, that before acting in this capacity they 
would have to divest themselves of everything that they owned in the 
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world in all probability, oan hgh aa ea coat thing have 
their investments in railroad securiti a 

Aman who is thoroughly ARST thoroughly competent to 
this position, certainly has amassed something in life. If he has not, 
it is an evidence that. he is not fit for the place, in my opinion. The 
provision which governs the judges of our courts up to the Supreme 
Conrt certainly ought to be sufficient to protect the country against the- 
acts of these commissioners, 

Ido not think, looking at it from a business standpoint, as a busi- 
ness that we ought to require gentlemen who are competent to 
fill this position to divest themselves of everything they have got and 
put it out of their hands. 
ee I move an amendment, which I send to the desk to be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendmentof the Senator from 
New Jersey will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 8, line 21, after the word ‘act,’ it 
is proposed to strike out the words or owning stock or bonds thereof, 
or who is in any manner pecuniarily interested therein;’’ so as to read: 

No person in the employ of or holding any official relation to any common 
carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall enter upon the duties a of or hold 
such office, 

Mr. CULLOM. I only wish to say a word about the amendment, 
While it may not be of very great consequence, yet the fact is that there 
is scarcely a State in the Union which has a railroad commission that 
has not such a clause in the law creating it. I think myself that it is 

a proper provision. Whether such gentlemen as the Senator has named 
haye their pockets full of the bonds or securities of railroads or not, I 
do not know; but I know a good many men in this country who un- 
fortunately have not, who I think would make very good commis- 
sioners. I believe myself, in view of the history of the different States 
upon the subject, that we ought to leave the words stand as they are. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Illinois to a blank in the last section of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, I intended to have that filled, if there are no 
other amendments to be offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


fered. 

Mr. CULLOM. I propose to insert in the last section of the bill the 
words ‘‘one hundred,”’ so as to read ‘‘ one hundred thousand do 

The PRESIDENT pro . The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to fill the blank in section 21, be- 
fore pe igs ‘t thousand,” by inserting the words ‘‘ one hundred; 37 80 
as to 


That the sum of $100,000 is hereby a 
- this act for the fiscal year ending June 
anterior thereto, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no further amendment be pro- 

, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. I have one more amendment which I wish to offer 
before the bill is reported to the Senate. In section 4, line 6, before 
the word ‘‘provided,’’ I move to insert: 

And this provision shall apply to transportation by common carriers on rivers 
as well as by railroads. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Cane 
discussed, and I hope the 


Mr. CULLOM. That subject has 
amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. BROWN. There has been some discussion on the subject, it is 
true, but there has been no vote of the Senate on the question that I 
am aware of. 

I know there may be a great deal of difficulty about regulating on 
the ocean or on the lakes the transportation companies under the pro- 
visions of the bill; but why steamboats running on the Mississippi 
River should have the privilege of charging more for the shorter than 
the longer haul, which is practiced every day, and why they should be 
left perfectly free from control while the railroads running alongside 
of them are put under this control, I am unable to see. 

There is no difficulty about embracing the rivers. ‘The railroads are 
adistinct class, and the committee has taken them in and made the act 
apply to them. The rivers are as much a distinct class as contradis- 
tinguished from either an ocean or a lake. 

There are probably 30,000 miles of navigable rivers in the United 
States. Why should not the provisions of the bill apply as well to the 
transportation on the rivers as on the railroads, eitheron the side of the 
river or anywhere else? I confess I am unable to see any good reason 
why the bill should not apply as well to the steamboats as to the rail- 


There are no other amendments of- 


ropriated for the use and purposes of 
, A. D. 1887, and ike indecvaning tune 


Itis not denied that the same cvilexiaie in both cass. I put on 
record the other evening a table prepared by a distinguished railroad 


man, giving the figures, showing that there are three companies in Cin- 
cinnati who own the three steamboat lines, and they have divided the 
river between themselves. ‘One company takesfrom Cincinnati to Lonis- 
ville, another from Louisville to Memphis, andanother from Memphis 
to New Orleans. If an independent boat is put on the river, he states 
that they put one of their regular boats afler it, running to the same 
points, and putting the freights down to aruinously low rate, and they 
drive it out. The companies have the monopoly, and they charge just 
as they please in fixing the rates. If it is a competing point, they put 
the rate lower. If it isa point where there is no competition, at half 
the distance, they put the rate donble as much. If it is necessary to 
control transportation at all, why should that be permitted on rivers 
if noton the railroads ? 

Mr. PALMER, I think the Senator from Georgia has answered his 
own interrogation when he says that boats come in and compete with 
each other and bring down the freights to a low point, and then go in 
and combine. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator did not understand me. 
would not misrepresent me if he had understood me. 

Mr. PALMER. » I so understood the Senator. 

Mr. BROWN. I said that this distinguished railroad man had fur- 
nished me the information that the three lines or companies have di- 
vided the river into three parts and each takes one part. They allow 
no competition. If an independent boat goes in upon the river they 
take a boat out of their own lines and have it run alongside of the 
independent boat between the same points, charging a ruinously low 
rate until they drive it out of the river or drive it into a combination 
with themselves; and they do not tolerate any competition. 

Mr. PALMER. I will say that I have seen the same course of pro- 
cedure followed on the rivers of this country, but it always reetifies 
itself. 

Mr. BROWN. Then why would not the railroads rectify themselves? 

Mr. PALMER. ‘The case is entirely different, When an eyil ex- 
ists you can not get up a rival railroad in six months. It is very well 
known that where excessive charges are not restrained new boats come 
into existence; the evil cures itself; and it seems to me that anything 
of this kind added to the bill would render it entirely nugatory and 
make it ridiculous. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want to see the old discussion opened again, 
and therefore I move to Jay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agrecing to the 
motion of the Senatorsfrom Maine to lay the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to reserve the amendment in section 4, 
agreed to by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, striking out 
the words ‘‘ and from the same original point of departure,’’ so that 
I may move to amend it in a way that I hope will meet the approval 
of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
as reserved. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to reserve the first amendment in scction 4, 
I mean the first in point of the order in which it stands, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

TM Saou uae pro tempore. That amendment also will be re- 
serv 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish also to reserve for a separate vote the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON ] to the same section next 
in order after the one referred to by the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EDMUNDS], and I wish to reserve also the amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brown] in line 26 of section 5. Those are the 


amendments I wish to reserve. 
The amendments indicated will be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will it be in order after the bill shall have been 
reported to move to strike out section 4 entirely ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The bill has been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. That I did not know. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to reserve a separate vote upon the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS], in order to move to strike 
out certain words in lines 59, 60, and 61, on page 3 of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendmentof the Senator from 
Vermont will be reserved. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to ask for a separate vote on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Michigan [ Mr. ConGER] about water routes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be reserved. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont, who has 
reserved for a separate vote the amendment of my colleague [Mr. CAM- 
DEN] to section 4, if he has any objection to stating now what will be 
the substance of his amendment to ag amendment of my colleague ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not the slightes' 

Mr. HOAR. Let us settle the e SA first. 


I know he 


That amendment will be regarded 


-reserved for a separate vote. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave no objection to stating. 
Mr. KENNA. Ishould be glad to have the substance of the amend- 
ment to the amendment stated. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I will state that tothe Senator from West | el 


Virginia, who has asked me a fair question—— 
Mr, KENNA. And solely for information. I want to have it under- 


stood. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithink Iwill state to himand to the Senate what 
I propose to move. I propose to retain the words which were stricken 
out asin Committee of the Whole and add tothem, after ‘‘departure,’’ 
the words ‘‘or the same point of arrival;’’ so as to make it reciprocal 
both ways. 

Mr. KENNA. Let me ask, so that I may understand the Senator, 
whether he means to put the point of departure and the point of ar- 
rival in the alternative? 

_ Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly; which I think ought to harmonize the 
views of both sides of the Senate upon the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments to be 
reserved? If not, the question will be taken on concurring in the re- 
maining amendments, The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole not reserved. 

The amendments not reserved were concurred in, - 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the bill be printed as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us print it as passed. That is the best way. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, let us pass it first and then print it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will be on concurring 
in the first amendment reserved, the reserved amendments to be taken 
in their order. The amendment will be stated. i 


The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘used,’’ | 


the Senate as in Committee of the Whole agreed to insert the words 
“under a common control, management, or arrangement;’’ so as to 
read: 

That the provisions of this act shall apply to any common carrier or carriers 


en; in the transportation of ngers or property by railroad, or parti. 
by railroad and partly by water when both are Eaki ga Pas a common control, 


management, or arrangement for a continuous ca: or shipment, from one 
State or Territory of the United States to any other te or Territory of the 
United States, or from any place in the United States to an adjacent foreign 


country, or from any place in the United States through a foreign country to any 
other place in the United States, &c. l 

Mr. SEWELL, Itis hardly necessary for me to make any remarks 
on the amendment. The question is perfectly clear to the Senate. 
The amendment ted throws the pana lines by water prac- 
tically out of the bill, so that you will adopt rules to govern the rail- 
roads which will prevent their competing as they do now with the 
transportation lines by water. The proposition was first voted down by 
a very large vote, and I trust it will be now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
first amendment reserved. [Putting the question.] The noes appear 
to have it. The noes have it, and the amendment is non-concurred in. 
The next reserved amendment will be stated. 

Mr. PLATT. Was the amendment agreed to as in Committee of the 
sabia Nee by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER], non-con- 
curred in? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has non-concurred in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to have the question taken by yeas and 
nays. [‘‘Too late!’’] 

Mr. PALMER. I did not understand the vote to be that the amend- 
ment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it is but justice to the Senator who offered 
that amendment, who has now left the Chamber, that there should be 
a fair expression of the Senate upon it, 

Mr. INGALLS. I think justice to us requires that he should stay 
here. 

Mr. HALE. If he has abandoned the amendment, certainly the rest 
of us need not consume time needlessly. 

Mr. PALMER. He made an express request that the yeas and nays 
should be called upon concurring in the amendment if he were away, 
and he is away on official business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you want to have the yeas and nays called? 

Mr. PALMER. I do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, let the Senator have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that is fair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on taking the vote 
on concurring in the first reserved amendment by yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. in GALLS. What is the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 6, after the word ‘“‘used,’’ in- 


sert the words ‘“‘under a common control, management, or arrange- 
ment.’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. In the absence of this amendment all transpor- 
tation by water in connection with railroads is embraced in the bill. 
The amendment of the Senator from Michigan, which was adopted 
as in Committee of the Whole, restricts the transportation by water 
to lines of boats which run in connection with a line of railroad under 


some common control, management, or agreement, so that if there is 
no such common arrangement or agreement the boats are not within 
this act, and there can be competition on the great lakes as every place 


se. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
concurring in the first reserved amendment. 

' The Secretary proceeded to call theroll, and Mr. ALDRICH answered 
to his name. 

Mr. CALL. Pending the question on concurring in the amendment, 
if agreeable to the Senator from Illinois, I will move that the Senate 
adjourn. [‘‘ Too late!’’] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tho call of the roll is proceeding, 
and the first name has been responded to. 

The roll-call was resumed. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr, CoLquitr]. + 

Mr. PALMER (when Mr. CONGER’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. CONGER] is absent, and is paired with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] on this question. My colleague would vote 
‘yea’? if he were present. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CONGER]. 

Mr, MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 31, nays 14; es follows: 


Tam paired with 


YEAS—31. 
Beck, Gibson, Maxey, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Gorman, Mo A Sawyer, 
Brown, Harris, Palmer, Spooner, 
Call, Hearst, Payne, ance, 
Camden, Hoar, latt, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Jonesof Nevada, Pugh, althall, 
Coke, Kenna, som, Whitthorne. 
Fair, McMillan, Sabin, 

NAYS—14. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, a Miller, Teller, : 
Allison, Geo Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Towa, 
Blair, Hawley, Sewell, 
Callom an, Sherman, 

ABSENT—31. 

Blackburn, Dolph, Ingalls, Pike, 
Bowen, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb. 
Butler, Evarts, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Cameron, Frye, McPherson, Stanford, 
Chace. Gray, Mahone, Vest, 
Colquitt, Hale, Manderson, i ater 
Conger, Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., Wilson of Md, 
Dawes, Harrison, Morrill, 


So the first reserved amendment was concurred in. $ 

Mr. CALL. Unless the Senator from Hlinois objects, I will now 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. The unanimous agreement of the Senate some days 
ago was that the .bill should be finished to-day, and I hope that we 
shall go on until we have of it. 

Mr. CALL. I shall not object to that course if the Senator from 
Hlinois insists on it, but—— 

Mr. CULLOM. It will take only a little while es I think. 

Mr. CALL. These are important amendments, and necessarily we 
must consider them hastily now. 

Mr. KENNA. Ido not understand that there was any unanimous 
consent that the bill should be finally disposed of to-day. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, there was. ° 

Mr. KENNA. Iappeal to the RECORD. I think there was not any 
understanding of the sort. 

Mr. CULLOM. The President of the Senate may decide that matter. 

Mr. KENNA. There was a general disposition to have an under- 
standing that at an early hour—4 o’clock in the afternoon—the Senate 
should proceed to vote without further debate, but no such under- 
standing was reached. -> 

I wish to say to the Senator from Illinois at this moment that if his 
programme is to force a conclusion of the bill to-night, he may find 
himself rather retarding than improving the progress of the bill. This 
is not a bill to be fo: through the Senate at this hour of the even- 
ing without a very thorough understanding by everybody that it is to 
be done. There are some amendments, one in particular, which will 
probably not be coerced through at this hour of the evening in the 
absence of a number of Senators. I should like to see the bill con- 
cluded at as early an hour as possible, but I admonish the Senator that 
he may make better haste by going more slowly on the proposition to 
pass the bill to-night. 

Mr. CULLOM. | The Senator addresses himself to me as though he 
thought I was undertaking to bulldoze somebody. 

Mr. KENNA. I beg pardon. Ido not mean to intimate any such 


thing. 
Mr. CULLOM. The Senator is certainly mistaken in his man, if he 
thinks so. I have a very distinct recollection of what occurred. In 
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the first instance, I asked that the bill be disposed of at 5 o’clock on 
Monday, yesterday. Some Senators, among them the Senator from Del- 
aware | Mr. SAULSBURY], objected. Then, on the appeal of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] that I yield and give another day, fix- 
ing the time at 3 o’clock to-day for the final vote and to dispose of the 
bill, I asked that that be done. Then the Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LISON] objected, and said he did not want any hour fixed, but was 
willing that the bill should be disposed of to-day, and that was assented 
to. 
Mr. KENNA. Provided that we should reach a conclusion of the 
debate. ; 

Mr.CULLOM. Thatwas the unanimous agreement, as I understood 
it at any rate, and I think every other Senator who was present so un- 
derstood it. 

Mr. KENNA. I think that the Senator will find that instead of 
that being the nnanimous understanding it was simply the end of that 
proposition. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me, I should 
be glad to see this bill with the amendments, especially those which 
are reserved and yet to be acted upon, in print. I am going to stay 
with the Senator from Illinois as long as he wants to stay here to-night 
if he chooses to go on; but I think perhaps it would be quite as well 
for us to allow the bill with the amendments agreed toas in Committee 
of the Whole to be printed. I have no objection to an understanding 
that we shall take it up immediately after the routine business in the 
morning and proceed to vote. I have no objection to considering the 
general debate entirely closed, and that we proceed to vote upon the va- 
rious amendments to-morrow. Iam ready to go on now, however, if 
the Senate is entirely willing to do so. 

Mr. CULLOM, I should like to know what the decision of the Sen- 
ate was the other day before I say anything further about it. 

Mr. HARRIS, My suggestion was wholly independent of that. I 
do not question the agreement as stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has the proceedings before 
him, which are much more accurate than the recollection of any indi- 
vidual, and they correspond with the recollection of the Chair at the 
time. After some colloquy between the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuULLOM] the Sena- 
tor from Illinois said: x 

My object isto get a time fixed and get the subject disposed of at some period. 


Then follows: 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pro: tion of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CULLom) to fix CERY Senge taking the vote on this bill? 
[A pause. Chair hears no objection to t proposition to fix Tuesday as 
the period for taking the vote on the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Not later than that, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not later thair Tuesday. 


That was the understanding. 


Mr. CALL. Ifthe Senator from Illinois will allow me, I appeal to 
him to consent to an adjournment at this time. It is very evident to 
those of us who are friends of the bill, and have been from the earliest 
possible time, that there will be a good deal of discussion upon the r 
served amendments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now isa good time forit. - 

Mr. CALL. It is evident that we would be kept here until a late 
hour to-night without effecting the passage of the bill. I therefore 

ropose to the Senator from Illinois that he consent to adjourn, and if 
fe does not object I will move an adjournment. 

Mr. HALE. We had better come to some understanding before ad- 
journing. ° 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not feel like yielding, for the reason that I have 
been a good deal abused, I may say, for having a measure here that has 
taken up so much time, and I have been very anxious to have it dis- 

of so as to get it out of the way of other business. I have been 
in as much haste as possible consistent with due deliberation, and Iam 
unwilling now to yield to an adjournment unless there can be an hour 
fixed at an early part of the day to-morrow at which time the bill and 
amendments shall be di d of. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I object to, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] did. Itis not right on a bill of this kind to fix an hour. 
We came to that understanding the other day, objecting to hours, and 
the Senator from Iowa was right aboutit; but weagreed that we would 
stay it out, with the amount of business there is before the Senate. 
Every Senator, if he has kept the run of the bill, knows just what the 
amendments are interlined in his bill, and what the effect of them is, 
as far as any of us can understand them, which I am not very sure that 
I do as to the whole of them. 

It does not bind the Chair, all admit, but we agreed we would stay 
it out to-night; and now to makean agreement to stay it out to-morrow 
or to vote at a particular time would turn outin the same way probably. 
Certainly to agree to vote at a particular time is objectionable, as the 
Senator from Iowa said the other day, because some amendmentmight 
be proposed which ought to be discussed a little; but to agree to stay 
until it is done is safe for everybody. 

Mr. KENNA. Ido not understand that we agreed to stay here in- 
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definitely, day and night, until the bill was done, or that we agreed 
to sit it out-to-day. Of course I do not mean to assume that any Sen- 
ator on this floor will undertake to delay final action on the bill for a 
moment, I have seen no indication of that sort, and I do not expect 
to see any. I know at Ieast one amendment adopted as in Committee 
of the Whole to which a great many Senators attach much importance; 
and upon that amendment I think I express the sentiment of the en- 
tire Senate when I say that it is desirable to have the Senate full when 
the question is determined. That is the motive of all I have said on 
this question. I have no desire to delay the bill in any manner what- 
ever, nor to precipitate it, beyond reasonable opportunities which may 
be afforded. 

I beg the Senator from Illinois to understand most distinctly that I 
meant no reflection upon him in any feature of his management of the 
bill in what I said. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only said what I did on the supposition that the 
Senator thought I was misrepresenting the state of facts. I certainly 
agree with the Senator from West Virginia in desiring a full vote on 
the particular amendment to which the Senator, I suppose, refers; and 
I should be very glad if we could have it now if we can have a full Sen- 
ate here. 

Mr. KENNA. I will state to the Senator from Illinois that we-can 
not get a full vote to-night, for the reason that several Senators are ab- 
sent and not paired on the question, and I hope he will consent to an 
adjournment until to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. My purpose in naming an hour was that we might 
get threugh with the bill before spending the whole day to-morrow in 
its consideration, If we do not name an honr it is inevitable that we 
shall take all day to-morrow in the consideration of the bill, and thereby 
keep other business back. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why can we not agree that ata certain hour to- 
morrow, say 2 o’clock, what is known as general debate shall cease, and 
then brief debate shall be allowed. 

Mr. HOAR. Under the five-minute rule. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. ‘Ten minutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Vermont suggests a brief debate 
of ten minutes for amendments. : 

Mr. FRYE. Ishall object for one to consuming the morning hour, 
as it is called, with this bill. - 

Mr. CULLOM. When? 

Mr. FRYE. To-morrow morning. 

Mr. KENNA. We can commence at 2 o'clock and dispose of the 
bill easily in the afternoon. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair awaits any proposition 
which may be made. 
Mr. KENNA, I hope the Senator from Illinois will consent that the 


matter may go over; and I speak only with reference to one amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator make some definite proposition, so 
that we may understand if it is adopted what we shall do to-morrow? 
Mr. VEST. Let us agree to take the vote at 5 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to that. 

Mr. HOAR, Ishould like to inquire whether there would be any 
objection to the arrangement which the Senator from Iowa has in sub- 
stance suggested, that at 4 o’clock to-morrow general debate shall 
cease, and that debate thereafter shall be under a ten-minute rule or 
a five-minute rule, I do not care which. 

Mr. COCKRELL and others. Five minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. That proposition does notinvolve an agreement to take 
up the bill at the close of the routine morning business, but it leaves 
it in the power of the majority of the Senate then to do it, as of course 
it always can take up any particular bill when it shall see fit. 

Mr. SAWYER. Isuggest that we take up the bill at 2 o'clock. 
There will be time enough then if we vote at 40’clock, and it will give 
us the morning hour for the Calendar, which we have not had for a long 
time. i 

Mr. HALE, Why not have all debate to-morrow under the five- 
minute rule? S 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And have the same understanding which we have 
bad, that we may violate it. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Chair to propose that unanimous consent be 
given that all debate after 4 o’clock to-morrow shall proceed under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. CULLOM. And that the subject be disposed of to-morrow be- 
fore adjournment. 

Mr. GORMAN. There will be no objection to that course, I think. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will state the proposition 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks that at 4 o’clock to-morrow any further debate on the pending bill 
and amendments shall be under the five-minute rule, strictly entorced. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MILLER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York objects. 

Mr. MILLER. I object to any arrangement of that kind at all. I 
have had something to do with this bill. The arrangement which was 
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made the other day to take the vote to-day I think was improperly 
made. I say that in sustaining the position taken by the Senator from 
West Virginia. The proposition. to #x the hour for a vote on the bill 
was called up early in the morning, as soon as the bill was taken up, 
and no arrangement was made.- Then later in the day it was called 
up, when a number of Senators who would not have consented to the 
arrangement were out of the Chamber, and I judge that that arrange- 
ment was improperly made. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, it seems to me that 
he is mistaken in the question of time. I think the one suggestion 
followed the other in a very few minutes. 

Mr. MILLER. I was present when the first suggestion was made, 
and I did not understand that any such ent was come to at all. 
I went away from the Senate Chamber understanding and believing 
sa = arrangement had been arrived at for any definite hour for 


Me ‘KENNA. May I make a suggestion? I had the same impres- 
sion exactly, and that is why I made the suggestion I did a while ago. 
When the first proposition to fix a time was made there was no agree- 
ment reached, and I left the Senate Chamber with the understanding 
that there was no time fixed. 

Mr. MILLER. The bill has been under discussion for several weeks. 
One very important amendment has been made, known as the Camden 
amendment. A vote has been reserved upon itin the Senate. Several 
days of discussion have been had upon that proposition asit now stands 
before the Senate. After the bill is reported finally to the Senate, 
when we come to a time when we are to be asked to vote upon it—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now. 

Mr. MILLER. Which is now, as the Senator from Vermont sug- 

the Senator from Vermont gives notice of another amendment 
touchingthat same proposition. The amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont may be found to be quite as important as the amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia which has been discussed here 
for days. Ido not say that it is, and I do notsay that I shall desire to 
discuss it at all, but if Senators will consider that amendment they 
will find that it is very important indeed, and it may necessarily lead 
to a long discussion. ; 

To say that the discussion to-morrow after 4 o'clock or after any 
other time shall proceed under the five-minute rule is simply to say 
that this body is to act upon that most important proposition in the 
bill, because it is the most important proposition in the bill, in my 
judgment, the fourth section, without proper discussion and without 
a proper understanding of it, is to my mind to pass upon the bill with- 
out due consideration. 

If the proposition of the Senator from Vermont had been presented | m 
here a week or ten days ago and had been discussed and considered in 
connection with the otheramendments, then we would have been ready 
to vote upon it; but it has not been here at all. If Senators will un- 
dertake to investigate the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
they will find that it is a very important proposition, and we may be 
prepared to take it, and we may not. 

My judgment is that the best thing the Senate can do is to adjourn 
upon this condition of affairs and proceed with the discussion of the 
bill properly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator from New York, I think, will 
remember that the proposition which the Senator from Vermont now 
has given notice he will offer as an amendment to section 4 was sug- 
gested by me on one of the days that theso-called Camden amendment 
was pending. So the Senate is not taken by surprise in this regard at 
all. It is not a new subject brought at this hour before the Senate, but 
was definitely stated several days ago during that general discussion, 
and was one of the amendments which I suggested on that occasion. 

Mr. CALL. Ifthe Senator from Illinois will now consent, I will 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope before the Senator makes the motion to ad- 
journ that the Senate will consent to the’proposition of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, that general debate close at 4 o’clock, and that 
after that the debate on the bill and amendments shall be under the 
five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again submit the 
proposition. 

r. MILLER. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that objec- 
tion is made. The question recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Florida that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Florida to withdraw the 
motion for a moment until consent can be had for printing the biland 
amendments. 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

` The PRESIDENT pro TA Is there objection toprinting the bill 
with theamendments? The Chair hears none, and thatorder is made. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall move to take up the bill to-morrow morning 
immediately after the morning business. 

Mr. CALL. I renew my motion that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 21 minutes p. m.) 
re G teigi adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 12, at 12 
o'clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, May 11, 1886. 


The House metat 110’clocka. m. Prayer bythe Chaplain, Rev. W. 

bag Soro D. D. 
© Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of so much of the Journal as relates to the introduction and refer- 
ence of bills and joint resolutions be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The remainder of the Journal was then read and approved. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the prayer 
of the Chaplain, delivered this morning, be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the Official Reporters 
that the prayer was not reported. 


RECONSTRUCTION OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT BUILDING, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Interior for the reconstruction of the east wing of the 
Interior Department building, with diagrams of the proposed plan of 
improvement; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PORTRAITS OF EX-ATTORNEYS-GENERAL, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with inclosures, a letter from 
the Attorney-General asking that authority be given forthe allowance 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury of certain vouchers for por- 
traits of ex-Attorneys-General; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BRITISH CREE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the acting 
Secretary of the Interior of an appropriation for the relief of certain 
renegade British Cree Indians in Montana and to prevent their star- 
vation; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ELY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for present consideration 
Honse bill No. 2851, being the spona order fixed for to-day. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I shall not antagonize that motion by 
raising the question of consideration so as to enable us to proceed with 
i continuation of the Army appropriation bill, in view of an arrange- 

partly made with the chairman of that committee, who is willing 
tos Accept, as I understand it, a suggestion that the consideration of this 
order shall not consume a greater length of time than two hours, 

With that understanding—— 

Mr. ELY. I think we can finish the bill in two hours. 

Mr. HALSELL. I am satisfied that two hours will be sufficient; 
and I feel bound in good faith not to exceed that time, since from the 
«ery wording of this resolution, making this a special order, the con- 
sideration of the bill is subject to appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin raise the ques- 
tion of consideration ? 

Mr. BRAGG. I do not, with the understanding that the special 
order shall not consume a greater length of time than two hours. 

Mr. ELY. -I think that will be sufiicient. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, NEW MEXICO, ETC. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill which is 
the special order for to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2851) to provide for ascertaining and settling private Jand claims 
in the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona and the State of Colorado. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. ELY. I move that the House go into Committee of the Whole 
es on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the special order fixed for to-day, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. ELY. Iask unanimous consent that the first formal reading of 
this bill be dispensed with, and that it be read by sections after the gen- 
eral debate for consideration under the usual rule. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ELY. I desire to have read as a part of my remarks the report 
of the Committee on Private Land Claims on this bill. 

The report (by Mr. ELY) was read, as follows: 

Pio geen of this sae antsi provide such a tribunal and course of procedure 


ada; n and settle the claims of persons to lands in 
the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona and in the State of Colorado, by vir- 
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tue of any right, title, or authority derived from the — or Mexican Gov- 
ernments, which the Government of the United States is bound to under 
= provisions of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, or of the treaty known as 


might be Jide 
1848 between the United States and 

Bya of aE ET act of Congress, in 1870, the provisions of this section were 
extended to Territory of Arizona, This remedy has been found inadequate 
and almost valueless to claimants. This report of the land commission of 1880 
stated that “ after a lapse of nearly thirty years more than one thousand claims 
have been filed with the surveyors-general, of which less than one hundred and 
fifty have been reported to Congress; and of the number so reported Co 


exico. 


Tt m. 
has finally acted upon only seventy-one,” It has been well said that “if this’ 


was the working of this law for thirty years, it is obvious that some new legal 
machinery must be found to perfect the obligations of the Government of the 
United States urfder these two Mexican treaties.” This committee, believing 
this law of 1854 to be not only inadequate and valueless to claimants, but mis- 
leading and rb poate to the just rights of the United States, have by an amend- 
roent to this bill recommended its repeal ek have in the seventh section of this 
aad ding mrp far as may be, to honest claimants who have attempted to 
avail themselves of its provisions, the results of their labor and expenditures. 

The tribunal constituted by this bill, a commission of three persons, to be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, seems to your committee to be one well adapted to ascertain 
and settle these land claims justly, equitably, and with the least delay and costs 
to the claimants or to the Government. Itmay beadded that it is the tribunal 
which has been usually constituted by preceding Congresses for the settlement 
of like claims under other treaties, 

‘This committee pn arte report this bill to the House witha recommenda- 
tion that it do pass with the following amendments, namely : 

Insert in line 15 of section 5, before the word “sickness,” the word “ non- 


residence, 
Insert in line 6 of section 7, after the words ‘Guadalupe Hidalgo,” the words 
“or the treaty concluded December 30,1853, commonly known as the G en 


treaty.” 

Strike out in lines 16,17, and 18 of section 7 the words “shall be accepted as 
evidence as though taken before the commission created under this act,” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “ shall be competent evidence before said com- 
mission of such weight and credibility as they shall deem it entitled to, having 
in view the manner and circumstances under which it was originally taken.” 

Strike out the concluding part of section 7,beginning with the word “ pro- 


vided,” in line 26. 
Insert in line 5 of section 12, after the words “Guadalupe Hidalgo,” the words 
commonly known as 


“and the treaty with Mexico concluded December 20, 1 
the Gadsden treaty.” 

Add to the end of said bill as printed a new section, to wit: 

“Sec. 20. That section 8 of the act of Congress spenen July 22,1854, entitled 
‘An act to establish the offices of surveyo neral of New Mexico, Kansas, and 
Nebraska, to grant donations to actual settlers therein, and for other F oN Arad 
and all acts amendatory or in extension thereof or supplementary thereto, be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed.” fi 


Mr. ELY. I nowyield so much time as he may desire to the gen 
man from Kentucky. 

Mr. HALSELL? Mr, Chairman, the bill under consideration is the 
result of very great care upon the partof the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and has been unanimously reported with a favorable recommen- 
dation to this House; and the committee believes that if itis passed that 
the private land claims in the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, and 
the State of Colorado will be speedily settled. By the eighth article of 
the treaty made between the Government of the United States and the 
Republic of Mexico on the 2d day of February, 1848, at Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, Mexicans who were in the Territories previously belonging to 
Mexico and who should remain for the future within the limits of the 
United States, as defined by that treaty, should be free to continue where 
they then resided, or to remove at any time to the Mexican Republic, 
retaining the property which they in said Territories, or to 
dispose of the same and remove the proceeds wherever they pleased 
without being subjected on this account to any contribution, tax, or 
charge whateyer. 

Those who should prefer to reinain in said Territories might either re- 
tain the title and rights of Mexican citizens or acquire those of citizens 
of the United States; but they were to be under the obligation to make 
their election within one year from the date of the exchange of ratifica- 
tions of that treaty; and those who should remain in said Territories 
after the expiration of that year without having declared their inten- 
tion to retain the character of Mexicans should be considered to have 
elected to become citizens of the United States; and a further provision 
was that property of every kind in said Territories then belonging to 
Mexicans not established there should be inviolably respected; the 
then owners, the heirs of these and all Mexicans who might thereafter 
acquire said property by contract, should enjoy, with respect toit, guar- 
antees equally ample as if the same belonged to citizens of the United 
States. By the subsequent treaty with Mexico, made in 1853, known 
as the Gadsden treaty, the United States are bound to respect the rights 
of property as in the treaty of 1848. 

In recognition of these treaty obligations and to carry out in good 
faith their stipulations, Congress passed an act approved July 22, 1854, 
the title of which is ‘‘An act to establish the office of surveyor-general 
of New Mexico, Kansas, and Nevada, to grant donations therein, and 
for other purpose.’’ A ` 


Section 8 of said act is as follows: 


ral under such instructions as 
r, to ascertain the origin, nature, 


dity 
es, and customs of the 


port shal 
and pro 
treaty oi 
of Congress on such claims, all Jands covered thereby shall be reserved from 
sale or_other disposal by the Government, and shall not be subject to the dona- 
tions granted by the previous provisions of this act. 

This, sir, has been the law ever since 1854 for the settlement of pri- 
vate land claims in the Territory of New Mexico. 

On the 28th of February, 1861, an act of Congress was approved ex- 
tending the provisions of the eighth section of the act of 1854 to Colo- 
rado, and on the 15th of July,-1870, to Arizona Territory. I call the 
attention of the House to the unsatisfactory results of the attempted 
settlement of private land claims in these Territories and the State of 
Colorado under the provisions of the law as it now exists. The land 
commission of 1880 stated that after a lapse of nearly thirty years more 
than one thousand claims have been filed with the surveyors-general, 
of which less than one hundred and fifty have been reported to Con- 
gress; and of the number so reported Congress has finally acted upon 
only seventy-one. The surveyors-general have reported to Congress an 
average of only five per year since 1854, and Congress has taken action 
on an average of less than three per year since that date. There are 
embraced in those one thousand claims filed with the surveyors-general 
many millions of acres of as rich and fertile lands as there are in the 
United States, and in that vast area there are fraudulent claims no 
doubt set up to millions of acres of it. 

On the other hand, there are no doubt many bona fide grants which 
the Government, under her treaty obligation’, is bound to respect. 
When these claims are filed with the surveyor-general, all the lands 
covered by them, whether fraudulent or bona fide, are reserved from 


-| sale or other disposal by the Government until the final action of Con- 


gress upon such claims. 

Mr. i , the millions of acres of land embraced in the one thou 
ims filed with the surveyor-general, with the exception of those 
ch I referred to awhile ago which Congress has acted on, are just in 
e condition they were in 1848 when the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo 


was entered into. It is not known whether they belong to the United 


States or to the claimants, nor do I believe that it will be known to 
whom these lands belong in the next quarter of a century, unless there 
is a tribunal created for the ascertainmentand settlementof these claims, 
So unsatisfactory is the present law that the Commissioners of the Gen- 
eral Land Office bave called the attention of Congress to the subject 
time and again. 

Inhis annual report for 1872, on page 65, Commissioner Drummond 
used the following language, which I will read: 


Particular attention jis called to the condition of prae land claims within 
the limits of the remainder of the territory acquired by the treaty of Guadalu 
Hidalgo, and within the limits of the territory acquired by the treaty commonly 
known as the Gadsen purchase. 

During the last session of Congress, this office submitted for the settlement of 
these claims a draught of a bill that, in my opinion, contains all the best features 
of the laws for the settlement of similar claims in California, together 
with certain additions which experience has suggested, and which it is believed 
will advance the interests of c ants and protect those of the United States. 
The inadequacy of the laws now in force for this purpose is well known, and 
justice to the meritorious class of claimants who hold private claims in said ter- 
titories under grants properly acquired from the former government, requires 
that they be provided with a more speedy means of perfecting their titles than 
they are now afforded. 

From the history of private land claims in other localities we may reasonably 
infer that all er in the final adjustment of like claims in the Territory now 
under consideration will increase the number, and render møre difficult the 
detection of parties who present claims under forged or fraudulent title papers 
with the view of securing confirmations therewith. And it may be added that 
with the completion of railroads now being ater or projected, and with other 
material improvements constantly developing the resources and adding to the 
wealth of that country, land now comparatively worthless will become valuable, 
and the incentive for manufacturing fraudulent papers of this character will be 
correspondingly augmented. = 


In 1874 the surveyor-general of the Territory of New Mexico, in his 
annual report, said: ‘‘For want of a feeling of security as to title sales 
of land, either by Government or grant, claimantsin such regions are 
practically closed out, and will so remain until some relief is afforded 
by Congress. Such a state of things is sufficient to paralyze the in- 
dustry, energy, and hope of any people.” The Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, in his annual report for 1875, called the attention 
of Congress again to the subject, as follows: 


It is now more than twenty years since the surveyor-general of New Mexico 
commenced the examination of claims in that Territory, and he has since re- 
ported to Congress less than one hundred and fift Io sempre pared enaa 

ngress 


iy c! 
more than one thousand upon his files; and of the number re 
has confirmed but seventy-one, 
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From these data it will be scen that the probable date when the last of these 
one thousand claims in New Mexico alone will be reported on and ¢gonfirmed is 
in the far future. In the mean time the claimants must wait without remedy, 
and their grants, which would be valuable if the title were completed by a 
United States confirmation or patent, must remain comparatively worthless, as 
is all property where the vendor offers for sale an incomplete title and rae. 
ive legislation. The settler dares not settle and improve land lest it be su 
quently found to be within the limits of some unconfirmed and unsurveyed 

a and the United States, by such delay, not only loses the sale of its land, 
ut, Ke, > 

This statement was repeated in the annual report of the Commis- 
sioner for 1876 with this addition: ‘In addition to the foregoing I 
might add that while these private land claims remain in their present 
unsettled condition it will continue to retard emigration to and settle- 
ment in said Territories, for until the titles thereto are ascertained 
and the land segregated from the public domain it will be impossi- 
ble to determine which is public land subject to appropriation and 
settlement under the public-land laws and which is not; therefore, 
settlement made with a view of acquiring title under the public-land 
system is necessarily at the risk of finding in the future the land 
settled upgn included within the limit of a private land claim and 
the improvements lost to the party who made them. There have al- 
ready occurred many cases of hardship in this respect.” in his 
annual report for 1877 the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
called attention to the condition of these private land claims, and urged 
upon Congress the necessity of some suitable legislation for the removal 
of the cloud resting upon land titles in the Territories. 

The surveyor-general of New Mexico, in his annual report for 1878, 
uses the following strong language: 

I have little hope that Congress will act upon any of these suggestions, as they 
have twice been presented heretofore and noaction taken thereon ; but the mag- 
nitude of the Government interest involved with the title to millions of acres in 
question impels me to again call attention to the criminally lax method and im? 

erfect means of investigating and adjusting these Spanish and Mexican titles, 

e uncertain condition of things is retarding settlement, and until all these 

titles are segregated from the penn «fe domain that uncertainty of title will con- 
tinue, to the serious detriment of the citizens generally, 


The special land commission appointed by act of Congress said in 
1880 in their report, after having investigated the condition of private 
land claims in States and Territories containing treaty claims— 

The time has arrived when the States and Territories containing these treaty 
claims are no ae sė on the frontier, and they have ceased to be populated ex- 
clusively by a foreign population. Lines of transcontinental railroads are pierc- 
ing them in every direction; the restless activity of American civilization is 
spreading townsand farms over the plains, and has exposed the hidden treasures 
of the mountains; emigration is flowing in with magical rapidity, and industry 
and industry and thrift are exploring every avenue for development and in- 
veut at the foundation of all permanent growth lies the security and certainty 
of land titles, and no discussion is required to prove that this is unattainable in 
communities covered with claims to title of foreign derivation and of unascei- 
tained boundaries, Even the Government is ignorant of the lines of demarka- 
tion between its public lands and these treaty claims, and uncertainty and in- 
security taint the titles of purchasers. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that I have shown conclusively that the pres- 
ent law is entirely inefficient for the settlement of that long-vexed 
question, private land claims in the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, 
and theState of Colorado. Thenext question, Mr. Chairman, to which 
I call the attention of the House, is whether the commission proposed 
to be created by the provisions of the bill under discussion will be 
adapted to ascertain and settle the claims of persons to land in the Ter- 
ritories of New Mexico, Arizona, and the State of Colorado. 

I would say, Mr. Chairman, that this is not a new tribunal in this 
Government. The tracing of the history of the various boards of com- 
missioners for the ascertainment and confirmation of private land claims 
is very interesting, and I am sure the operations of those boards will 
show their great efficiency in the speedy settlement of private land 
claims, wherever they have existed. - 

The first commission was created by act of 3d March, 1791, to finally 
confirm settlement claims and to grant military donations in Vincennes 
and the Illinois country in the territory northwest of the Ohio River 
derived by the United States from the Virginia cession of 1st March, 
1784, and from that time at different periods boards of commissioners 
have been cre&ted to settle private land claims in territories acquired 
by the United States. Their operations have always been expeditious 
and satisfactory. The law of 1854 applies only to the region embraced 
in the bill. The judicial confirmation of land claims began with the 
act of 26 May, 1824, but this mode has proved so slow and so expen- 
sive to claimants that it is very unsatisfactory, The next act for the 
final confirmation of land claims by commissioners was the statute of 
3d March, 1803, to adjust titles in Mississippi Territory, embracing so 
much of the present States of Mississippi and Alabama as lies north of 
the thirty-first degree of north latitude. For this purpose, two boards 
of three commissioners each were created, one for the district west of 
Pearl River, and the other for the district east of Pearl River. These 


boards, after finally deciding two thousand one hundred and fifty-two 
claims, adjourned sine die 21st September, 1805. 

Congress, encouraged by such celerity of adjustment, on the 3d of 
March, 1807, passed an act, the fourth section of which conferred like 
powers of confirmation on the board of commissioners created by act 
of March 2, 1805, for ascertaining claims in the Louisiana purchase of 
The act of 1805 had created three boards of three com- 


April 30, 1803. 


missioners each, one for the eastern and one for the western district of 
Orleans Territory in the State of Louisiana, and one for the rest of the 
purchase, then called the district of Louisiana, afterward called the 
‘Territory of Louisiana, and finally called the Territory of Missouri. The 
board for the eastern district of Orleans Territory decided about two 
thousand and fifty-seven land claims, and adjourned finally in 1811. 
The board for the western district of Orleans Territory decided two 
thousand three hundred and eighty-nineclaims. The board for the dis- 
trict or Territory of Louisiana, afterward called the Territory of Mis- 
souri, embracing all of the Louisiana purchase north of the present 
south line of the State of Arkansas, finally confirmed one thousand 
three hundred and forty-two land claims and rejected a large number; 
the whole number confirmed and rejected is estimated to be about three 
thousand nine hundred and seven claims before their final adjourn- 
ment, which was in January, 1812. 

. Florida was acquired by the United States from Spain by the treaty 
of February 22, 1819, and was surrendered to the United States on July 
17, 1821, Congress, in view of the rapid and satisfactory adjustment of 
land claims by boards of commissioners having final powers of confirm- 
ation throughout the whole public domain in the Territories I have 
mentioned, passed an act on May 8, 1822, creating a board of three com- 
missioners for East Florida, a like board for West Florida, and vested 
them with confirmatory powers in land claims. The board for East 
Florida confirmed or rejected 423 claims. Their successors, under act 
of February 8, 1827, confirmed or rejected 167 claims. Their successors, 
by act of May 23, 1828, the last act for the final adjustment of Florida 
land claims by commissioners, ended their labors on January 20, 1829, 
deciding in less than eight months 379 claims—confirming 116 and re- 
jecting 263. The successive boards for East Florida had by January 
20, 1829, decided about 969 claims and reported 180 more. ‘The board 
for West Florida and their successors, under act of March 3, 1825, by 
July 13, 1825, when it finally adjourned, decided 590 land claims, con- 
firming 515 and rejecting 75. 

By act of March 3, 1851, and acts amendatory thereto, a commission 
similar to the one proposed in this bill was created for the settlement of 
private land claims in California, and nearly all the land claims in that 
State have been settled with facility and great satisfaction. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office, in his annual report 
for 1882, makes the following statement in reference to claims in Cal - 
fornia presented to board of land commissioners created by the act re- 
ferred to; 


Number of claims 
Mission claims under No. 609 ( 
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Claims rejected by board and courts, or both. 


Claims finally confirmed (estimated).. 
Claims surveyed and reported............. 


Confirmed claims not yet re 
Confirmed claims docketed 


Total in California to be disposed of..... secepeed ston steaveeeescessessopeosers ÖS 

Mr. Chairman, I have presented the two systems in contrast with each 
other. I ask, sir, if there can be adoubt in the mind of any gentleman 
on this floor, in the light of the results of the two methods of settling 
private land claims, as I have shown them, that the commission is in- 
finitely preferable. Sir, the time has come when the Congress of the 
United States must meet this question and do something to protect the 
rights of honest claimants, and see that the stipulations of treaties in 
regard to these lands shall be carried out in faith, and at the same 
time see to it that the Government is not swindled out of the lands 
belonging to it. This Congress has it in its power now by the pene 
of this bill, in my judgment, to settle s ily, justly, and equitably 
all the private land claims in the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, 
and the State of Colorado, and thus check the gigantic frauds which 
have been perpetrated in those Territories for many years past. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office, in to a pro 
bill creating å tribunal for the settlement of these private land claims, 
very similar to the one under consideration, says: 

It hight perbaps be suggested that, inasmuch as in the majority of the cases 
these claims will have to go into court for the final adjudication of title, the 
commission might be dispensed with and the courts vested with original and 
SLOVE des ction in all cases, This course would be open to the following 

ections : 

i irst. Delay, which is the principal objection against the present mode of set- 
tling these claims under the act of 1854. In this connection it should be taken 
into consideration, first, that the courts already have all of the legitimate busi- 
ness they can attend to; and, second, that if the adjudication of the title in these 
cases were made an original proceeding in the courts, the whole case would 
have to be made up in the court, requiring in each case a period varying from 
two or three days toa week or ten days, according to the cular circum- 
stances in each case, while, on the other hand, if the case is brought into court 
in the form of a compte transcript of the proceedings of the co: ion thereon 
it can be d of in a comparatively much sho time. 

If the confirmation of these claims were left entirely to the court, it would, in 
my judgment, be a low estimate to fix the limit within which they would all be 
con ed at twenty-five years, 

Second, The commission as constituted in the proposed bill, with its interpret- 
ers and two law agents, one of whom is required to be skilled in the Spanish 
language, furnishes a more perfect and effectual means for the protection of the 
interests of the United States than if the adjudication of these claims were de- 
volved upon the courts, The bill contemplates that one of the law agents shall 
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be in constant attendance upon the commission, while the other, whose duties 
will be more in the nature of a special attorney or agent, is abroad collecting 
testimony in behalf of the Government. In many instances it will be neces- 
tf for each agent to visit the premises in person to procure the information 
and witnesses necessary to a proper defense of the interests of the Govern- 
ment. The district attorneys could not bly perform these duties, if it were 
required of them, forthe reasons, first, that outside of the time necessary to the 
discharge of the duties properly pertaining to their respective offices they would 
have but little time to devote to these duties, and, second, that it would be neo- 
essary, in order to properly Lage them, for the district attorney of each judi- 
cial district to be familiar with the Spanish language. 


‘The advantages of the settlement of private land claims by a board 
of commissioners instead of by judicial confirmation areset forth strongly 
in Commissioner’s report for 1871 and in report of May, 1858, by Mr. 
Sandidge, chairman of the Committee on Private Land Claims, as follows: 


It is submitted, however, that existing legislation in regard to these claims is 
very unsatisfactory both to the Government and to claimants, in proof of which 
it is only necessary to refer to reports of Congressional committees and to fre- 
quent reports of the surveyor-general of New Mexico and this office on the sub- 


ect. 

On May 28, 1858, Mr, Sandidge, from the House Committee on Private Land 
Claims, reported as follows: 

“The Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom was referred a large mass 
of documents relative to private land claims in the Territory of New Mexico, 
instruct me to make the following report: 

“ It appears that a number of these claims were before the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands of the last Congress; but, from some cause, no action was taken 
thereon by the committee, nor by Congress. These claims, with others, since 
forwarded | by the surveyor-general of the Territory, have received the most 
careful attention your committee could give them; but, in É apena: to the com- 
mittee, I must say this examination has been confined entirely to what seemed 

be the rincipal papers in each case; having no time to scrutinize the evi- 
dence and the ap ion as made by the surveyor-general of the Spanish and 
Mexican laws and usages to each of them in detail. Nor will it ever be in the 
power hereafter of any committee of this House to make such an examination 
as will be entirely sat ry, should these claims be allowed to accumulate 
before Congress. It is now ten years since the Territory of New Mexico was 
acquired, and nearly four years since the surveyor-general of the Territory was 
authorized to examine and report to us the private land claims of its people £ 
and although protected, as is supposed, by treaty in the enjoyment of their 
property, no man in that Territory, without some action of Congress, can say 
that his title, however acquired, would hold against any claimant who might 
purchase his lands from the Government. Heretofore, and from the same 
cause which has em your committee, Congress has been compelled, 
in passing upon similar claimsin Louisiana, Florida, and Missouri, to rely upon 
the report of the several boards of land commissioners, and to confirm or reject 
by whole classes, as recommended by the commissioners, 

“In view of such action, the people of New Mexico are not at all pleased to 
be compelled by law to submit their muniments of title to one man, whose fit- 
ness for surveying is not supposed to qualify him particularly for discharging 
the duties of a judge, and yet whose opinions are expec to control, to a 
great extent, the final action of Congress upon theirclaims. Because of this, 
and that Congress, if it shall reserve the right to itself of passing judgment, 
must rely upon the report of an examining commission, your committee be- 
lieved it very important that such a board should consist of at least three per- 
sons, whose recommendations, whether to Congressor a judicial tribunal, would 
be entitled to and command more respect than your committee or the House 
can award to the report of the surveyor-general alone, 

“ But as Con may not create such a board, and as it is due to the parties 
interested that the titles by which their lands are held should not be passed 
over to be setiled by another generation, your committee have authorized me 
to report favorably (with one or two modifications) be all the claims recom- 
mended for confirmation'by the surveyor-general; with the understanding that 
should the action of Congress conform to the views of the committee as to this 
board, the claims may be finally determined under the new law. 

* But for the gross injustice of the papu of New Mexico of delaying for an 

indefinite period action upon their claims, and the certainty that under ex- 
isting arrangements Congress can never consider them under more favorable 
circumstances than at this time, your committee would not have been willing to 
report upon any of these individual claims for the reason first stated—want of 
time to examine fully,and the unknown quantity of land claimed by most of 
the ties. 
P This last difficulty can not be obviated without a survey of the lands, and 
that, it is presumed, will not be ordered by Congress in advance of a recognition 
of title. Of the fourteen claims p to be confirmed by the bill herewith 
reported, the area of but five of them is either stated or estimated. They are for 
1) ue, 4 Le ape 5 leagues, 7,600 acres, and about 20,000 acres, 

“Whether the other claims embrace a less or pae amount is not and can 
not be made known from the documentary evidenceof title forwarded by the 
surveyor-general. : 4 

“The grant in each refers to some stream, hill, mountain-top, valley, or 
other known natural object, for boundary.” 


In the same report he says: 


A SOT, year since 1856, and in a communication recently received from the 


claims are located wholly or in part in the Territory of Colorado : Vigt and 
Saint Vrain, area claimed, 4,096,345 acres; Vigiland Saint Vrain, area confirmed, 
96,651 acres; Nolan, area contirmed, 48,825} acres; ria Baca, No. 4, area 


land, combined, 

“Should you seek a remedy forthe energy unsatisfactory condition of affairs, 
I would most ‘ully recommend that the Secretary of the Interior, or Con- 
gress, compel the grantees of all these tracts, or their representatives, to defi- 
nitely locate the area conceded them by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office within some limited time, So soon as this is done all this land will be 
open to pre-emption and entry, and both the Government and the settlers will 
be largely benefited thereby. Some of these grants are already inhabited by 
several thousand setters, or squatters, as they are called, who can not secure 
Government patents for their claims,and who fear to make valuable improve- 
ments until these Mexican tees locate the quantity of land awarded them 


gran! 
by the decisions of the Secretary of the Interior, 


“I sincerely believe that the interests of the General Government, and of our 
people, and B poih both of this Territory and New Mexico, will be sub- 
served by the adoption of some policy which will enable emigrants who desire 
in good faith to settle upon the public lands,to know where they can make 
their selections without fear of future disturbance by adverse claimants. This 
whole matter is becoming so serious a drawback to the settlement of some por- 
tions of this Territory, that I feel it incumbent upon me to call the attention of 
your Department to the subject. 

“It seems to me that if cable the Ute reservation should be reduced in 
quantity, or at least the limits should be thoroughly defined by a publie and 
official survey, marked by such monumentsas will prevent future trespass upon 


the domain of the td ey 
Some of the claims heretofore confirmed by Con, and surveyed coyer 


principalities in extent, the claimed limits of one such embracing by estimation 
more than 2,000,000 of acres. 

It is most important to the f ays and hry regen § of those Larabar hg 
which settlement is being rapidly attracted by the extension of railroads, b 
a separation be made at the earliest possible period between the public lands 
and those claimed under foreign titles. 

In this way only can the settler know where to locate safely, so as not to in- 
trude on the pronos of others. The want of such definitive adjustment of 
the lines of public and private lands has already, in one instance, brought to 
notice by the governor of New Mexico, led to armed hostilities between settlers 
ga pel atc T hod the creation by. Os f issi 

respect: y at tbe on by mgress of a comm on 
similar to that instituted by the act of March 3, 1851, for California, would best 
conduce to a speedy and just settlement of claims of this kind, and promote the 
rapid growth of those young and enterprising Territories. 


Mr. Chairman, those officers of the Government whose business it 
has been heretofore to look after the public lands of the United States, 
and who have investigated the operations of the various tribunals 
created by Congress to adjust and settle private land claims, are pre- 
pared to form an opinion as to the best mode of settling them, and hay- 
ing had the opportunity, on account of their peculiar duties, to ascer- 
tain the most efficient means for their settlement, have unhesitatingly, 
as I have shown, recommended their settlement by a board of commis- 
sioners, such as is proposed to be created by this bill. 

The ascertainment by the Government of what lands belong to it is 
a matter of the highest importance, and the rapidity with which they 
have disappeared from the public domain has excited an interest in the 
minds of the as a of the United States in the last few years unparalleled 
in the history of this country. Two hundred million acres have been 
given away to railroad corporations, leaving only about two hundred 
millions belonging to the Government for the poor people of thiscountry. 

The original intention of the Government was that the public lands 
belonging to it should be reserved for homes for our own people, fixing 
a price so low that the poor people could procure homes tor their com- 
fort, but instead of that many million acres are in the possession of 
foreign corporations, claiming them as their own. Congress should 
watch with jealous eye the future disposition of the public domain. 

Mr. HEWITT. Will the gentleman from Kentucky permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HALSELL., Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEWITT. I should like to know whether in the opinion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky this bill confers upon thé commission 
adequate power to revise and deal with those cases in which it is al- 
leged frauds have been committed by stretching the boundaries of the 
grant; in other words, whether this commission can take original tes- 
timony as to the extent of the grant, and rectify the surveys that have 
been already made—fraudulently made, it is alleged—so as to bring 
them down to the boundaries and quantity of land intended to be 
granted by the original grant. 

Mr. HALSELL. I think so. That was certainly the intention of 
the committee. . It was their intention to correct all the evils that it 
was believed had existed for many years with reference to the bound- 
aries, and in view of the uncertainty of the testimony that had been 
taken to allow them to use only such testimony as had been taken, and 
give it such weight as the commission should think it deserved. 

Mr. HEWITT. In reading the seventh section I do not find a spe- 
cific grant of power to make the investigation required to rectify the 
allowances of land. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky whether the 
committee would be willing toaccept an amendment which would con- 
fer specifically a grant of power on the commission to investigate the 
correctness of the quantities of land in the grant heretofore surveyed? 

Mr. HALSELL, I will say to the gentleman from New York that 
the committee are exceedingly anxious to have the best bill that can 
possibly be matured, and if amendments are suggested that will conduce 
to that end I am very certain the committee will accept them. Iam 
not prepared to say as an individual what amendments I would accept. 
But knowing the general feeling of the committee, I know they feel an 
RE interest to get such a bill as will best accomplish the object in- 
tended. 

Mr. HEWITT. Task the gentleman not to move the previous qucs- 
tion so as to cut off the proposition of an amendment of that kind. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not know what may be the purpose of the com- 
mittee, whether to call the previous question or not. But I call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. HALSELL] to line 15, sec- 
tion 5, where there is inserted the word ‘*non-residence,’’ as an amend- 
ment by the committee, for the purpose of saying to him I am afraid it 
was a t mistake to insert that word. Wein Texas have had a great 
deal of experience in the adjudication of claims of this sort which orig- 
inated under the Government of Mexico. We also had a great deal of 
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experience with claims evidently manufactured and brought up subse- 

quently to the time of annexation. If this word ‘‘ non-residence ” be 

inserted, if the depositions of non-resident witnesses can be taken toes- 

tablish these claims, I venture the statement that the whole of these 

claims will be established, and you had better just pass an act to turn 

Bie this land to whoever claims it than attempt to pass any bill of this 
d. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I will explain that the provision of the 
bill to which the gentleman from Texas refers in section 5 only refers 
to the examination of non-resident witnesses. 

Mr. REAGAN. Tunderstandthat. Thebill asamended provides—— 

That in case it shall be found impossible to procure the attendance of any 
witness by reason of non-residence, &e. 

Now, then, of all things it is the most important to the Government 
and to the actual settlers there, claiming under the Government, that 
you shall have the witnesses who establish these claims brought before 
the courts, if it is ticable. And when you insert this word, which 
is an addition to the language of the California act, as I have said, you 
had better pass an act turning the land over to the claimants, because 
it will all go to them. 

I now call attention to this provision in section 7, on page 5: 


That is an amendment also by thè committee. Of course the com- 
mittee have examined the subject and understand it better than I do; 
but it is a matter of very great moment that that commission shall be 
able to see the witnesses and hear the witnesses and sift their means 
of knowledge, and not take the loose testimony that may have been 
given ex parte and settle the claims upon such evidence as that. 

Mr. HALSELL. The committee contemplated that such a commis- 
sion would be created as would be able to judge of the character of the 
testimony presented to them, and give only such weight to it asin 
their ju tit was entitled to. But this goes so far as to say that 
this ‘shall be competent evidence before said commission, of such 
weight and credibility as they shall deem it entitled to.’ It is there 
as evidence, and they can presume nothing from the presence of the 
witnesses, from the manner of their testifying, from the fact whether 
it was ex parte testimony or testimony taken upon cross-examination, 
and I su, to the committee—— 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me to sug- 
gest the reason of that? This testimony was proposed to be used for 
the reason that it was authorized to be taken under the law of 1854, 
and many of the witnesses are now dead. The parties claiming these 
lands and grants went to certain e: , under the then existing law, 
to bring witnesses before the surveyor-general, but, after the surveyor- 
general had reported Congress failed toact, and this bill now proposes 
to repeal all the action that has been had, and this evidence is simply 
to be submitted to the commissioners to have such weight as they may 
see fit to give it. 

Mr. HALL. Up to the present time the acts of Congress have pro- 
vided a method of procedure under which testimony could be taken, 
and a t number of claimants have proceeded in accordance with the 
acts of Congress, have filed their evidence before the surveyor-general, 
and have been knocking at the doors of the Department and of Con- 
gress for thirty or thirty-five years past attempting in vain to getsome 
kind of action, and being almost willing to be beaten rather than be 
kept perpetually lying on the steps of the Department and at the doors 
of Congress asking for what seemed to them right and proper. 

In a great many instances this testimony has been taken at great 
trouble and , and, as has been su , many of the witnesses 
are dead, so that to attempt to go back and secure that testimony again 
would be an impossibility. The present bill simply contemplates a 
change of forum, a change of method, pens this whole subject under 
the practical control and in the hands of the courts of the country. 
First, the district court, the superior, of course, of the commission cre- 
ated; and it was deemed not only proper but eminently just to these 
claimants that this evidence, which had been already taken pursuant 
to the laws of the country and had been on the files of the ent 
for years, should not be thrown aside and entirely lost, but should be 
made competent to be considered by this commission and by the dis- 
trict court, in case of review, for what it seemed worth—not, perhaps, 
of the high character of testimony that might be taken now pursuant 
to present methods, but still testimony worthy to be considered and to 
receive such weight as the commission and the court may see proper to 
give it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate fully the objects which 
the committee have in view—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from Texas proceeds the 
Chair desires to inquire whether the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
HALSELL] or the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ELY] has the 
floor for this hour. The Chair did not understand whether the whole 
hour was yielded or only a portion of it. 

Mr. HALSELL, I reserve the balance of my time. 


a Mr. ELY. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HALSELL] has the 
oor. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELY. I yield now to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the great importance of 
the object the committee havein view. Itis certainly a matter of very 
great importance that good titles should be confirmed, that bad titles 
should be opened and the whole matter of these titles should be adju- 
dicated. I do not propose to set up my judgment against that of the 
committee, who have gone through the labor of investigating this sub- 
ject and have examined the Jaw under which this testimony was taken, 
which I have not done. What I wished to do was to su to the 
committee the danger of allowing the commissioners provided for by 
this act to have their judgment controlled by evidence the character of 
which they have no means of determining except what appears upon 
the cold paper. I have seen so much in relation to this character of 
claims, and in relation to the kind of evidence by which it has been 
sought to establish them, that I feel it is always best, wherever it is 
practicable, to have the witnesses who are put forward for the confirma- 
tion of these claims put in a position where they can be cross-examined, 
where their meaning can be fully brought out, and where their charac- 
ter and their means of knowledge can be tested by the tribunal thatis 
to pass upon their testimony. My sole object was to bring that view 
to the attention of the committee. 

Mr. ELY. Iyield now to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
THOMAS]. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the at- 
tention of the committee to an amendment which I propose to offer at 
the proper time. In section 7 of the bill it is provided that the claim- 
ant can come before this commission and haye his claims adjudicated, 
and, if the evidence be satisfactory to the commission, there is a con- 
firmation of the grant, which deprives the United States of any claim 
as much as though Congress had passed a special act granting the land 
comprised within the boundaries of the grant directly to the claimant. 

All over this vast extent of territory, comprising, as the chairman of 
the committee has said, an area equal to several of our most important 
States, people from the East and the West, theSouth and the North, have 
during the last twenty years settled and made their homes, They claim 
title adversely tothese pretended grantees; and this bill makes no pro- 
vision for their defense or protection. The Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office says that his office is filled with petitions claiming 

rotection from the Government against these gigantic ‘‘land-sharks’’ 
as they must be called in many instances), who have succeeded in get- 
ting through Congress a nts conveying to them hundreds of 
thousands, and even millions of acres, when they were entitled either 
to nothing or to a very small number of acres. And these grants by 
Congress have been declared by the Supreme Court to be absolute, to be 
ts denovo, to cut off all title that the United States: may have had 
inthelands. This bill provides that the decision of the commissioners 
to be appointed in pursuance of the act shall have the same effect as 
the decision of the court, with the proviso that the parties may go be- 
fore the United States district court and finally before the Supreme 
Court to test the justice of the claim. The bill is right in every par- 
ticular, except that in my judgment these men who settled upon these 
lands, who have resided there in many instances for twenty or thirty 
years, should have the right to be parties to this contest. 

I have prepared an amendment, with which I think the committee 
will be perfectly satisfied, allowing these parties to come in and show 
that there is no title as claimed under the Spanish or Mexican grant, 
or that the boundaries as claimed extend beyond the original grant. 
Such things, Mr. Chairman, are common. I have the honor to be a 
member of this committee, and there was referred to meas a subcom- 
mittee one of these private land claims where the report of the sur- 
yeyor-general, made under the law of 1854, showed that the private 
landclaim covered 130,138 acres. On close examination and thorough 
inquiry I ascertained that if there was any grant at all it covered only 
1,813 acres. 

Mr. FELTON. How did the gentleman get that information? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. From the General Land Office. The 
Commissioner of the Land Office wrote me a letter, which I embodied 
in the report, advising that the bill to confirm that grant be laid on the 
table. And-the case is similar with hundreds of these claims. 

Mr, FELTON. 
of this kind. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 
necessary. Congress has and can have no means of knowing the feasi- 
bility or justice of passing in any given case a special law confirming a 
land grant to any man. In one case mentioned by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office the quantity of land claimed to have been 
granted was 1,700,000 acres; and a special act of Congress was passed 
vesting in the claimants that quantity of land. But it was ascertained 
afterward that 96,000 acres constituted the full extent of the grant; and 
the rest of the land vested in the claimants by special act of Congress 
was land of the United States. By that act the settlers upon 1,600,000 
acres of land had their property swept away without any judicial trial. 
The Supreme Court declared the act of Congress was a gift, a grant 


Then that shows the necessity of passing a measure 


Some law of this kind is absolutely 
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de novd by Congress, which could not be disturbed; that title had vested 
under that act, and these settlers, not having secured a title from the 
Government of the United States, must be turned out. à 

My amendment pro as I have indicated, that in any case aris- 
ing under this bill the parties who have settled on the land in question, 
occupying 80 or 160 acres it may be, shall be allowed to ere parisa 
before the commissioners and before the court to defend their title and 
to show, if they can, that Mexico or Spain never granted to the claim- 
ants any land whatever. In this way not only the interests of the set- 
tlers but the interests of the United States will be protected, and there 
will be far less liability to fraud. In my judgment this bill ought not 
to pass without such an amendment. 

‘Mr. THOMPSON. I understand that the Committee on Private Land 
Claims are willing to accept the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Iam glad to understand, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the committee are willing to assent to this amendment. 

Mr. ELY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that general de- 
bate on this bill be closed at fifteen minutes after 12 o'clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe I must object. Ido not know that any 
more time than the gentleman indicates will be desired, but on so im- 
portant a bill a reasonable time should be allowed for debate. 

Mr. ELY. ‘There are only two hours allowed for the disposition of 
this bill, and at quarter past 12 o’clock one of those hours will have 
expired. After that the bill must be considered by sections, and we 
may not be able to get through with it in the two hours, unless we 
agree to this limitation. 3 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe I will not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection the order requested by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ELY] will be made, and the 
general debate on this bill will be closed at quarter past 12 o’clock. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ELY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER}. 

Mr. SPRINGER addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the 
many and involved questions growing out of land titles, which it is 
the aim of this bill to settle, are extremely important, both to those 
claiming the lands, who have their all involved, and important to our 
Government, in that solemn treaty obligations are involved. They 
should then merit the generous and favorable consideration of Con- 
gress. It may be well to state in this connection that all similar ques- 
tions have heen settled in the manner proposed by this bill. In all 
cases where lands have been acquired from foreign governments, whether 
by cession or conquest, the intricate questions which the new relations 
have given rise to have been invariably settled by commissions oz 
pointed and constituted in the same manner poper by this bill. 
Questions growing out of the cession of lands by Great Britain and 
from the acquisition of the immense Louisiana purchase and the S 
and Mexican land ts of California and the ceded lands of Florida 
from Spain were all settled in this way. The establishment of com- 
missions has been the agency of settling speedy, economically, and 
satisfactorily the question of title involved in this immense territory, 
covering hundreds of millions of acres of land. No other method was 
ever suggested or thought of in regard to this immense acquisition. 


with small cost of time and money to the holders. The values of 
these ts are so gmall that the holders would not ordinarily be jus- 
tified A expending the time and money required by a judicial ascer- 
tainment. ‘To force them into the courts would be an act of great 
injustice, for, in that event, the burden of court expenses would be 
more than they could bear. This would put the undisputed claimant 
of a small holding of ten acres on a par with and to the same expensive - 
formalities of protracted investigation and the usual delays of court 
proceedings as the disputed claimant‘of thousands of acres. It is the 
rights of the undisputed claimants, especially those of small holdings, 
that we desire to protect by a commission, and to afford them an op- 
portunity to acq titles to their homesteads without further delay 
and with as little cost as possible. 

Mr. Chairman, the lands in regard to which we desire to have the 
titles settled by this bill are nob pauo lands, butit must be kept con- 
stantly in mind that asa rule these claimants long before they came 
under the sovereignty of the United States had a good and sufficient 
title to the lands they claimed. Their right to these lands has long 
been recognized by common and statute law, and also by the usages and 
customs of the parent country. They exercised all the rights which 
any man may exercise in toland. They disposed of their lands 
by will and inherited lands from their ancestors; they bought and sold, 
and so doing no question was ever raised as to their rightso to do; nor 
was the ciency of their title ever brought into question more than 
isordinarily the case elsewhere. In their own country, where they and 
their fathers had lived long before the United States acquired the right 
to govern-them, their right to these lands was absolutely clear and 
indisputable. As in all cases, there may be fraudulent and insufficient 
titles to large tracts of these lands; but wherever lands are held by tho 
tenure of fraud and corruption this forms the exception rather than the 
general rule, and such titles constitute but a small part in number coni- 
pared with the immense number of rightful claimants whose claims 
would be happily settled by a commission. 

Before these lands were acquired by the United States the people 
pocspy ing Baer owned thesoil. It was theirs byall the rights secured 
by their Jaws. They had paid for them, and they had occupied them 
and cultivated the soil. mere act of occupation and cultivation 
in itself was a valuable consideration to the sovereign of these people 
from whom they derived their title to these lands. ‘Their sovereign 
had no claim to their lands according to their laws, and when these peo- 
pe were transferred to the sovereignty of the United States it must 

borne in mind that they still possessed unimpaired their rights of 
person and of property. These rights were teed to them by 
Laney O gaont Rf the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo and other sol- 
emn like stipulations. The people who held these lands can not, per- 
haps, make a ect paper title, if any paper title at all exists. The 
transferring of land by written instruments was not known to their laws. 
Their ancestors settled upon the lands when the whole country was pop- 
ulated with savage tribes of Indians, and they acquired their right to 
possession and their possession by an apportionment according to the 
military usages of that day. It may be that records were kept of the 
differentallotments that were made; butif so, many of them have been 
obliterated by the lapse of time. It would work great injustice now 
to require that these people should show some written instrument of 
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rado are to be found the only lands now remaining unsettled, so far as 
land titles are concerned. Regardless of the satisfactory manner in 
which the method of commissions has resulted, if has been suggested 
that a different method be applied to them. For about thirty-eight 
years these lands have remained as they noware. Their condition has 
been growing worse instead of better. The lands there are no nearer 
settlement than they were thirty-eight yearsago. The reason for this is 
that there is a constantly increasing stream of immigration pushing 
into this section of the country, which gives rise to a great demand for 
lands. The questions which grow out of this demand for lands and 
the rapidly increasing settlement of the lands are very complicated and 
embarrassing, and will become more and more difficult of solution as 
the years roll by. The commission appointed for the settlement of 
land titles in California was enabled after four years’ work to finally 
aad satisfactorily adjust practically all disputes to land titles in that 
State. - This was accomplished, although the condition of land titles 
was possibly worse at the of this law than those of all other 
acquired Territories. It is no argument against the commission plan 
that a few cases involving large amounts have not as yet been settled 
in that State, involving large sums of money. This is still less an argu- 
ment when it is proposed to use it as such in reference to the Terri- 
tories and State named in this bill. It is not the large and valuable 
grants alone which this plan is intended to settle. 

In New Mexico and the other sections named in the bill the smaller 
grants are largely in excess of the larger ones. Many of these smaller 
grants embrace less than 80 acresof land. This argument has no effect 
when brought to bear upon the smaller grants. Asa rule only the 
larger ones will be placed in dispute. The smaller grants will be 
speedily settled, and will not, like the larger grants, be carried into the 
courts. The grants which most need the intervention of a commission 
are the smaller grants, and these small grants can be settled before it 


This they can not do, and to evict them in case they can not showa 
grant, cession, warranty, or survey of their lands, as is provided by other 
bills now before the Congress of the United States, isa svecies of cruelty 
and barbarism which could be compared only to savage raids known to 
Indian warfare. These people can only prove that they or their ances- 
tors or grantees have occupied and owned their lands from time imme- 
morial, and they can prove no more. Upon this showing they should 
be given their titles, and not be put to the trouble and expense of ju- 
dicial ascertainment. The bill now pending before the United States 
Senate is especially detrimental to the small holders of these grants. 
It establishes a ape tribunal, running through the highest courts in 
the land. By it the poor man with his small holding is compelled to 
go as far with his small income as the rich man with his large interests 
to carry him through the difficulties of the situation. The result of 
such a judicial ascertainment of rights will compel the poor man to lose 
his all. He can not stand the pressure caused by delays and the costs 
of litigation. The result will be that he will be compelled to relin- 

uish the dearest rights of man—the rights guaranteed to us by Magna 
Charta and the rights guaranteed to them by solemn treaty stipulations— 
the rights of person and property. Many of these people will lose 
their lands and will be driven away from their birthrights if this plan 
su by the Senate bill is consummated. 
is Government has no more right to take possession of their lands 
in this way than if has to take possession of the Canadian dominions, 
It will be seen that this bill includes claims that have been acted upon 
and reported to Congress for confirmation by the surveyor-general of 
the Territory of New Mexico. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, you will sce that all the best features of the 
various plans suggested for the ascertainment of titles by judicial in- 
quiry without inquisitorial, RppeeeRi TO; and confiscatory istics 
are included in this bill, At the same 


time it deals generously with 
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the claimants, and kindly gives assistance to those who are in need of 
the favorable consideration of the Government. This bill places these 
ple where they belong, in the category of citizens of the United States. 

t assures to them their rights of n and property, equal to those 
possessed by our people in all sections of this great country. It treats 
them as citizens and not as intruders upon publiclands. It secures to 
them the lands which are rightfully their own, and it will be a guar- 
antee to them that this Government means to deal with them honestly 
and justly. $ 

Mr. ELY. I yield now to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. i , I have beena member of the Private 
Land Claims Committee long enough to become thoroughly satisfied that 
the present method of disposing of the cases of the character now under 
consideration is in no way satisfactory to the committee having the cases 
in charge or to the Government or the parties who are interested in 
them. During the short time I have been on this committee it has be- 
come my duty to investigate and consider some three or four cases com- 
ing under these grants, and I have not yet found.a single case wherein 
I have not become satisfied the claimants were asking from ten to fifteen 
times the quantity of land they were entitled to receive. And sucha 
course of procedure as this, which inevitably, I may say, results in that 
which is not creditable to Congress and which is not just to the Govern- 
ment, is not one that should be sustained and upheld by the Congress 
of the United States. 

Now, I believe that by adopting the amendments to this bil], as re- 
ported from the committee, the amendments offered by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] which have been , we have a 
most perfect tribunal, one that will be entirely satisfactory to the whole 
country, and one which will result in disposing of this question in a 
manner just to the Government as well as to the claimants. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed for the general debate on this 
bill has expired, and the Clerk will now report the bill by sections for 
debate and amendments. 

The Clerk read the first section of the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That for the purposes of ascertaining and settling private 
land claims in the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona and in the te of 
Colorado a commission shall be, and is hereby, constituted, which shall consist of 
three commissioners, one of whom shall be skilled in the Spanish and English 
lan to be appointed by the President of the United States, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, which commission shall continue for four 
years from the date of the passage of this act, unless sooner discontinued by the 
President of the United States; and there shall also be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate,a 
competent attorney, whose duty it shall be to attend the sessions of the said 
cofmmission in behalf of the United States, and in all things to represent the in_ 
terests of the United States in the matters coming before the said commission, 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose 
of asking a question. 

I desire to ask the chairman of the committee with reference to this 
first section of the bill whether it would be agreeable to the commit- 
tee to insert after the word ‘‘States,’’ in line 16, the words ‘‘in con- 
nection with such attorneys as may be employed by persons claiming 
adversely to such grant.” 

My reason is that there may be other or junior claims to these grants; 
and they may want their attorneys to co-operate with the attorneys of 
the Government—— 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Let me interrupt the gentleman from 
Texas to say that an amendment has been suggested which will be of- 
fered at the proper place, allowing actual settlers to come in, which 
amendment has been accepted by the committee and so far as I know 
there is no objection to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that provision ought to be made at 
the end of section 5, and I shall propose at the proper time, unless the 
committee suggests some amendment more satisfactory, to insert the 
following: 

Provided, however, That any person claiming an interest in any land embraced 
in any such claim shall have the right to appar in any case involving the same, 


in person or by attorney, and introduce evidence in support thereof, and in sup- 
port of the of the United States to the land involved in the proceeding. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I ask the gentleman from Indiana to 
permit me to read an amendment which I propose to offer at the proper 
time, which I think will effectually cover the ground. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 
proper place the words: 

Provided, however, That any person or corporation claimin: 
right, under the United States or otherwise, to pny part of the land so ed, 
or who il be in the actual ion of the d so claimed, or any pare 
thereof, otherwise than by the ape or permission of the claimant, at the time 
of the passage of this act, shall be entitled to and shall have the right to inter- 
vene as a party in interest in the cause or proceedings before the said commis- 
sioners, by attorney or otherwise, at any time before a decision has been ren- 
dered by said commissioners, and to submit evidence attesting in whole or in 
part the right of the claimant or the existence or the validity of alleged grant 
or claim, which evidence sosubmitted shall be considered by the commission in 
making their decision. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is better, and I think should be adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isit the purpose to bring that in at the bottom of 


section 5? 
Mr. THOMAS. I shall offer it at the end of section 7. 
I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 


I propose to move to insert at the 


an adverse title or 


Mr. KEAGAN. 


oa CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the next section of the 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That any two of said commissioners shall constitute a quorum for the 
transaction of business, andno peyote shall be taken as a board except there 
be a quorum present; and each of said commissioners shall be, and is hereby, 
authorized to administer oaths; and the board, when in session,may summon 
witness and issue writs of subpeena to compel their attendance, and examine 
witnesses in any case pending before the said board, and do all and singular the 
acts and thinga necessary to carry this act into effect, of all which a complete 
record shall kept, and which record, together with all testimony, shall be 
kept, taken in writing, and be recorded and preserved in bound books to be pro- 
vided for that purpose: , That in case it shall be found impossible to 
procure the attendance of any witness, by reason of sickness, extreme age, or 
other disability of such witness, it shall and may be lawful for the said board to 
provide for taking the testimony of such witnessin the usual manner and under 
the usual rules established wy the courts in such cases, 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amendment: 

“Tn line 15, before the word ‘sickness, insert the words ‘ non-residence,’ so 
that it will read ‘by reason of non-residence, sickness,” &c. 


Mr, GREEN, of New Jersey. There is a verbal correction to be made 
in this connection, which I ask consent to make; in line 6 the word 
‘* witness’? should be ‘ witnesses.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs upon the adoption of the 
amendment pro by the committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to be heard upon that amendment. 

I wish to inquire of the committee if they think it best to keep the 
word ‘‘non-residence’’ in; and I beg to state in relation to that, that 
the making and bringing of grants of this sort into Texas, and I sup- 
pose into all of the Territories, by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
has been one of the industries of that part of the country for many 
years, and it is conducted by as able lawyers as this country produces, 
men who know how to shape testimony to meet any objection which 
may be urged in any court. It is well known toall who are conversant 
with the subject that by going into Mexico and paying men as for a 
day’s work, you can make up any case you please. If these words, 
then, are to remain in the bill, the claimants can go to Mexico and make 
their proof by deposition, as it will be taken there; so that it will be 
cheaper for the Government and better to pass an act at once and place 
wos title in the present claimants than to undertake to protect its 
rights. 

Mr. HALL. Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask: Do you think 
the danger to which you allude is any greater than the injustice which 
might follow the deprivation of the right to parties hereafter of taking 
testimony of non-resident witnesses? There are people living in the 
various States whose testimony might be applicable in that connection, 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose it is true that to getat the justice of these 
cases it is very rare indeed that it would be necessary to send to Mex- 
ico for witnesses, because the witnesses are in the country where the 
land is. That is where the cause of action arises and where the title 


exists, 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I will state, with the consent of the 
gentleman from Texas, that I offered the amendment in committee, but 
I am not strenuous about its adoption. It only seemed right to put it 
in, but in consequence of the view the gentleman takes of it I am not 
unwilling to have it stricken from the bill. 

The amendment of the committee was rejected. 

The Clerk read section 7, as follows: 


Sec. 7. That each and every person claiming lands in either of the Territories 
or State mentioned in this act, by virtue of any righ title, or authority derived 
from the Spanish or Mexican Governments, whi ht, title, or authority the 
Government of the United States is bound to respect under the provisions of 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo,the Government of Mexico, or under the 
usages and customs of Spain and Mexico in the disposal of lands, shall present 
the same to the said commissioners when sitting asa board for that purpose, 

er with such documentary evidence and testimony of witnesses as the 
said claimant relies upon in support of such claim; and evidence heretofore 
taken before the surveyor-general under the act of 1854, “ An act to establish 
the offices of suryeyor-general of New Mexico, Kansas, and Nebraska, togrant 
donations to actual settlers therein, and for other purposes,” shall be accepted 
as evidence as though taken before the commission created under this act; and 
it shall be the duty of the said commissioners, when the case is ready for hear- 
ing, to proceed promptly to examine the same upon such evidence, and upon 
the evidence produced in behalf of the United tes, and to decide upon the 
validity of claim, and, within thirty days after such decision is rendered, 
to certify the same, with the reasons upon which it is founded, to the clerk of 
the United States district court in and for the district in which such decision 
shall be rendered: Provided, That all claims to lands in the Territories and 
State aforesaid provided for in this act which have prior to the of this 
act been examined and reported to the Secretary of the Interior with recom- 
mendation for confirmation by either of the surveyors-general of the said Terri- 
tories and State, and which are now pending before Congress for its action, shall 
not be required to be presented for the examination of the said board, but shall 
be disposed of by Congress under existing laws, unless it shall appear to the 
satisfaction of the board, on petition made to that end, that the surveyor-gen- 
eral has erroneously approved any such grant or the survey thereof, and rec- 
ommended for co tion any such nt so erroneously approved or sur- 
veyed, in which case the board of commissioners shall p to investigate 
and sa upon the same asthough it had never been acted upon by the surveyor- 
general, 


The amendments of the committee are as follows: 


Add after the words “Guadalupe Hidalgo,” in line 6, the words “ or the treaty 
concluded December 30, 1853, commonly known as the Gadsden treaty.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The committee also recommend to strike out the words “shall be accepted as 
evidence as though taken before the commission created under this act,” in lines 
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18, 19, and 20, and insert “ shall be competent evidence before said commission of 
such weightand credibility as they shall deem it entitled to, having in view the 


manner and circumstances under which it was originally taken.” 

The amendment was agreed to.’ 

The next amendment of the committee is to strike out the proviso beginning 
in line 32 and continuing down to line 47. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 
already indicated to that section. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, however, That any person or corporation claiming adverse title or 
right underthe United States, or otherwise, to any part of the land so med, or 
who shall be in the actual possession of the land so claimed, or any part thereof, 
otherwise than by the lease or permission of the claimant, at the time of the pas- 
sage of this act, shall be entitled to and shall have the right to interveneas a 
party in interest in the cause or proceedings before the said commissioners by 
attorney or otherwise, at any time before a decision has been rendered by said 
commissioners, and to submit evidence contesting, in wholeor in part, the right 
of the claimants or the existence or validity of the alleged grant orclaim; which 
evidence so submitted shall be considered by the commissioners in making their 

ion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of some member of the committee 
whether or not it was deemed practicable to impose some limitation 
upon the duration of claims? ‘There must be a great many instances 
where the strong adverse possession of a portion of the property claimed, 
or all of it, ought to be taken into consideration. 

Mr. ELY. This bill provides for that further on. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Wherea person has been in ion 
forty years he is entitled to claim not to exceed 80 acres of land, by 
reason of actual possession for that length of time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If that is contained in a later portion of the bill, I 
will not press the matter now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to propose an amendment which I have 
written out, to come in after the word ‘“‘rendered,” in line 32 of sec- 
tion 7. I propose to insert there these words: 

And such claimants, before the title to any such claim shall be confirmed to 
them, shall show that they, or those under whom they claim, have paid all 
taxes due on the same to the Territorial, county, and municipal governmentsin 
which the same may be situated. 


I desire to say to the committee that we had in Texas various efforts 
running through more than thirty years to control the manufacture of 
titles. Those engaged in that business would come into the State and 
manufacture a title to land in a country which had been settled for 
thirty or forty years, where men had made their homes, built their res- 
idences, planted orchards, and made all sorts of improvements. The 
parties would sue the settlers in the Federal conrts, perhaps at a great 
distance from them. Those who had wealth enough and determination 
enough to resist this attack upon their titles would be all right. The 
parties would say, ‘‘ We will make a quitclaim deed to you.’ Others, 
unable to litigate, had to rebuy their lands or be ejected. We never 
had that stopped until we got the thirteenth article inserted in the 
constitution of Texas, that parties could not maintain their claims or 
have any standing in court unless they could show they had paid State, 
county, and municipal taxes upon the property in dispute. That gave 
us repose. If you adopt that provision you will put a stop to this 
fraud. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think thatisright. Ihopethe amendment will 
be adopted. 

Mr. HALL. I want toinquire of the gentleman from Texas if there 
is not a broad distinction between the case put by him and this case. 
The cases the gentleman has alluded to applied only to lands where 
the original title belonged to the State of Texas. 

rk REAGAN. They applied to lands where there was a Mexican 
title. 

Mr. HALL. I understand that; lands subsequently acquired by the 
State of Texas. Now the taxes that you would require to be paid 
under this proposed amendment are taxes which are assumed to have 
been levied on lands the title to which is in the United States, 

Mr. REAGAN. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa that in the 
section of country where this bill will operate these claims purport to 
be older than the junior claims where the titles are from the Govern- 
ment. These claims are brought in subsequently on older deeds. It 
was to proven’ that that we adopted the article in our constitution to 
which I have referred; and the same proposition should be adopted 
with reference to Arizona and New Mexico. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. In my judgment this body ought to go 
very slow in legislating upon this question, and it seems to me that 
here is a good place to go slow. 

By the act of 1854 Congress provided for the examination of all these 
titles, and the present surveyor-general of New Mexico has entered upon 
the work of examination and re-examination of the work of his pred- 
ecessors. If that work is allowed to go on it seems to me in a very 
brief time the facts and information will all be laid before Congress and 
the way will be smoothed for accurate Congressional action. 

I have very little faith, Mr.- Chairman, in these commissions that are 


I wish to offer the amendment I have 


appointed under the whip and spur and with the idea that they must 
act and act promptly. I send to the desk and ask to have read a letter 
I have received from Hon. George W. Julian, surveyor-general of New 
Mexico, concerning this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 


USITED STATES SURVEYOR-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 

Santa Fé, May 3, 1886. 
My Dear Sim: Let me ask your particular attention to the inclosed article 
from a leading Democratic paper in this Territory touching the bill recently re- 
ported from the House Committee on Private Land Claims, and madethespecial 
order in your body for the llthof May. The article pretty clearly expresses my 
views; and as Iam on the ground, mingling freely with the people here, and 
my official duties necessarily interest me in the subject and qualify me, I hope, 
to give an intelligent opinion. I trust you will do me the honor to duly consider 
the points e in the article. Under the circumstances I ought to be better 
fi to judge of the matter than most of the members of Con ional com- 
mittees; who are obliged to look at it at long range. ButIn: not dwell on 
the subject. I only wish to add that the passage of the biil referred to, at least 
in its present shape, would be disastrous to the best interests of New Mexico. I 
know your interest in matters involving our land policy and your personal 

friendliness to me; and for this reason I make this appeal to you. 
I am, very truly, yours, 
GEO. W. JULIAN. 


Hon. James B. WEAVER. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. There is no man in America better quali- 
fied to judge of the present land policy, or the policy as to any partic- 
ular locality or district, than Mr. Julian; nor can his motives or infor- 
mation or intelligence be impugned in the least. I now send to the 
Clerk’s desk the article referred toin Mr. Julian’s communication, and 
ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

© THE LAND COMMISSION PROJECT, 


Under the act of July 22, 1854, it is made the duty of the surveyo: neral to 
carefully examine all claims to Spanish grants, and make full report of his opin- 
ion to Congress for its final action. This would have proved a wise method of 
settling these cases if the surveyors-general of this Territory had been capable 
and honest men, and Congress had promptly acted upon their reports, The 
shameful maladministration of the act of 1554 has been the trouble, and not the 
act itself, and what is nedeed, therefore, is not further legislation or new ma- 
chinery but improved methods. We are now living under an administration 
thoroughly committed to the work of reform. Our present surveyor-general 
has nearly completed his investigation of the cases on the files of his office; and, 
under instructions from the Land Department, he is thoroughly re-exami. 
the work of his predecessors and preparing supplementary reports which w: 
smooth the way of Congress to a speedy and just conclusion in the final settle- 
ment of these cases. All that is now wanted is that this work shall go on, and 
that Congress shall promptly do its duty. Many millions of acres now heldin 
reservation under false claims and extravagant surveys can thus bes; ily re- 
stored to the public domain, and the prayer of the people of New Mexico for 
settlement of their land titles be sati rily answered, 

But should it be decided that Congress is not a fit tribunal for the adjudica- _ 
tion of these cases, an easy and obvious remedy is at hand. Let the act of 1854 
be so amended that the cases examined and reported by the sarreron pines 
shall be referred to the General Land Office for decision, with the right of appeal 
to the Secretary of the Interior, as in other cases, Each claim will thus be sub- 
mitted to the appropriate department of the Government, with all the docu- 
mentary and other evidence respecting it, and the opinion of the surveyor-gen- 
eral touching the law and the facts, and his citation of authorities in support of 
his views. ‘This would open the way for the final settlement of the whole of 
i Spanish grants in less than two years, and New Mexico would have a new 


But the grant claimants of the Territory are now howling for a "land com- 
mission” to settle these titles, They see rocks ahead, and are hunting for some 
meansof escape. They don’t like the operations of our surveyor-general, and 
they are seeking to arrest his work by transferring the whole business to a tri- 
bunal to be created by the bill recently reported from the House Committee on 
Private LandClaims. Let us look at its provisions. The three commissioners 
it provides for are to decide these cases, and from their decision an appeal | 
to the district court of the Territory, and from the decision of that court to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, which isalready behind with its work four 
or five years, The y settlement of these titles oy such a procees is simply 
impossible. It would require eight or ten years; for every grant claimant 
would appeal from an adverse decision, even if sure that his title was bad, sim- 
ply as a means of prolonging his dominion over his ill-gotten sessions. It 
would be his interest to do this as the holder of a false claim and, in nearly every 
case, of avery large additional area illegally surveyed into it. It is thus easy 
tosee why our grant men are so anxious about the passage of this bill. The 
speedy and just settlement of land titles in New Mexico is exactly the thing 
they do not want, and they are striving, with all their might, to avert or A eo A 
pone their impending day of judgment. Every intelligent man in the Terri- 
tory who is not interested in Spanish grants, and has given the subject his at- 
tention, knows this, and that the passage of this bill, in its present form, would 
be disastrous to New Mexico, 

The measure is radically defectivein other particulars. It makes no provis- 
ion for turning over to the proposed commission the archives now on file in 
the surveyor-general’s office, nor the onnensa of the surveyor-general, with 
the law and evidence in each case and his citation of authorities in support of 
his views, all duly certified, and now before Congress, These papers would 
greatly facilitate the work of the commission by economizing its labor and 
Hoge ng its conclusions. Without them each case must be re-examined from 

e beginning, including the retranslation of all Spanish papers. 

The pending bill is open to another and far more serious objection. The great 
curse of New Mexico, so far as these grants are concerned, has n the enor- 
mous stretching of their boundaries by deputy surveyors, whose interest it was 
to extend their lines as a means of increasing their pay, or as the result of brib- 
ery by the claimants. Witnesses have been suborned forthe par and mill- 
ions of acres of the public domain surveyed into the grants. The surveyor- 
general, if ever so honest, been armed with no power to judicially deter- 
mine the boundaries in advance, so as to make impossible these gigantic frauds. 
The settlement of tjtles is of far less moment than the correction of surveys, 
and the pending bill,in making no provision for this, gives us Hamlet with 
Hamlet omitted. The ganno of boundaries is as strictly a judicial one as the 
adjudication of titles. We must insist, therefore, if a commission is to be cre- 
ated, that the act providing for it shall be no half-way measure, but cover svo 

int. and leave nothing undone in the work of a complete settlement of 

ng-pending and vexatious problem. 

Before the Clerk had completed the reading of the above article the 


time of Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, expired. 
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Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask unanimous. consent that the whole 
of the article be printed in the RECORD as a part of my remarks, 

. _ The CHAIRMAN. That can be done under the general leave that 
has been granted. 

Mr. ELY. I yield to the gentleman from Colorado. [ Mr. SyaEs. ] 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. I desire to say one word in reply to my 
friend from Iowa. Ofcourse every new surveyor-general, every new gov- 
ernor, every new judge, asert new officer that goes outto a Territory in 
the West always pors ere for the purpose of reforming that portion of 
the universe. He always announces that every officer who preceded 
him did not know what he was about, but he is going to bring justice 
to the new land of promise. I, sir, have great respect for Mr. George 
W. Julian. I know something of his history in Congress and in this 
country. I am willin g to concede that he does perhaps know as much 
as any public man of time g the proper workings of the 
land laws of the United States. He was appointed upon the Commit- 
tee on Publie Lands in this House for years. But, sir, after some prac- 
tical and active experience in the West for the past seventeen years, I 
stand here to say that these private land claims can not be settled, 
they can not be properly adjudicated, frauds will be committed upon 
the Government, injustice will be done to private individuals, and 
great frauds will result under any system of laws that leaves this mat- 
ter to the executive and political branch of the Government, and I 
will tell you why. I have watched the working of both systems. 

I have had something to do, in an indirect way, with the adminis- 
tration of the law for the settlement of private land claims under the 
act (of 1851, I believe) to settle private land claims in the State of 
California. The present bill is modeled upon thatact, and what is it? 
It provides for three commissioners, who are to proceed to make an ex- 
amination of the claims presented. One of those commissioners and its 
secretary must be familiar withthe Spanish language. They take the 
testimony. When Far have settled an individual case and made their 
ruling or finding and decision, that decision is filed, and there is an 
appeal to the United States district court of the district in which the 
landis situated. Then there is a proceeding in the nature of a trial ca 
novo in a suit in equity in the United States district court. The pa 
ties go there; they have the benefit of the testimony taken before he 
commissioners, and I am prepared to say, sir — 

[Here the hammer fell. tl) 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five minutes 
more. I think I can explain this subject to the House in five minutes 
in opposition to the communication of Mr. Julian, which has just been 
read. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Nlinois, was recognized, and yielded to Mr. SYMES. 

Mr. SYMES. Now, Mr. Chairman, when these questions come be- 
fore the district court, as I have said, they come for trial de novo. 
There appears the United States with ‘its attorney; there appear the 
claimants with their attorneys in their behalf. They have the record 
made up, and the testimony taken by the commissioners, and new tes- 
timony may be taken, as I understand, under this bill. They then 
proceed in, allow me to say, the only way to determine important 

property rights which the civilization of mankind has yetinvented that 
will result inanything but injustice and fraud and other things I donot 
propose to mention. 

Then, sir, when that tribunal has made its decision, if the party is 
dissatisfied, he can take it forreview, on appeal, tothe Supreme Court of 
the United States. Then, sir, we have some assurance that the ques- 
tions of title under the treaties will be settled in such a way that we 
shall not have, throughout the length and breadth of the land, charges 
of fraud and political influence upon the executive and upon the polit- 
ical d ents of the Government. This bill provides for settling 
these titles in the courts. In the State of California final decisions, 
which now occupy thousands of pages in the reports of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, have settled the title to lands worth hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars under an act similar to this. On the other 
hand, sir, let me look for one moment at the experience under the act 
undertaking to have the executive department, through its surveyor- 
general in New Mexico, settle private land claims in that Territory. 
‘The surveyor-general proceeded to investigate, to make surveys, to es- 
tablish boundary lines, to report to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, and then, upon his report, those cases were brought here to Con- 
gress, and have been pending before Congress for the last twenty to 
thirty years. 

Now and then claims have been confirmed, it is alleged, for millions 
of acres more than they ought to have been, claims now alleged to be 
fraudulent, and suits have been pending during the last two or three 
years in the circuit courts of the United States in Colorado and else- 
where to set aside the patents given for those immense grants, and 
fraud has been ¢ and countercharged so as to besmirch every 
man connected with the business. The Maxwell lanfl grant is an ex- 
ample. For these reasons, sir, I stand here to say that the attempt to 
settle private land claims by the executive and political departments of 
the Government is a farcial failure when those claims are supposed to 
be worth millions of dollars, and the cupidity of and claim- 
ants is involved. So I ask the House to consider this bill, perfect it if 
it is not perfect in details, and pass it, Then, when these claims shall 
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have passed the commission, been reviewed in the district court of the 
United States, and appealed to the Supreme Court, we shall have 
settled these private land claims in a manner that will be above suspi- 
cion. 

‘The pending formal amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Irenew the amendment. Mr. Chairman, there 
is no gentleman upon this floor who has a higher regard for Mr. Julian, 
the surveyor-general of New Mexico, than I have. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman from Illinois will pardon me, I 
think he is not speaking upon my amendment, and, as I fear that we 
may get away from the question, I suggest that the gentleman yield, 
and let us have that of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, in looking at the provisions of sec- 
tion 15—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I gave way to have the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] acted upon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwantto introduce an amendment just before that, 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is the one proposed by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last clause in the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I yielded to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] for the purpose of having avote upon his amend- 
ment. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] now proposes to 
call up a different subject, and I think we had better dispose of the 
pending amendment before we proceed to anything else. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My reason for seeking the floor now is that the 
amendment which I offer ought, I think, to precede that submitted by 
the gentleman from Texas. The fifteenth section provides— 

That wherever evidence shall be adduced by any claimant, and the fact proven 
to the satisfaction of the said commissioners, of the continuous occupancy and 
possession by such claimant, by himself or his ancestors or grautors, for forty 
years next preceeding the passage of this act, &c., 

Now that does not meet the proposition to which I was seeking to call 
the attention of the committee a short time ago. It seems to me that 
where a party in possession—not the claimant who brings the matter 
formally before the court, but the party in possession, and who, under 
an amendment already adopted, is permitted to come in and defend— 
shows an uninterrupted adverse possession for a long period of time, 
the land ought not to be awarded to the claimant. 

Mr. SYMES. Without a hearing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I say if that fact is established the land ought not 
to be awarded to him atall. I therefore propose to amend by insert- 
ing immediately after the language of the gentleman from Texas, whose 
Smedman I think ought certainly to be adopted, a provision to this 
effect-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair suggests to the gentleman from In- 
diana that it would be best now to vote on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Texas in order to ascertain whether it is to be a part of the 
bill or not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that course. I call for the 
reading of the amendment of the gentleman from Texas. 

The amendment of Mr. REAGAN was read, as follows: 


After the word “rendered,” in line 32, insert the following 
And such claimants, before the title to any such claim shail be confirmed to 
them, shall show that they or those under whom they claim have paidall taxes 
due on the same tothe Territorial, county, and municipal governments in which 
the same may be situated." 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. REAGAN, it was 
to; there heing—ayes 46, noes 44. 

Mr. HEWITT. Isend to the desk an amendment—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. ‘The proceedings on this bill are con- 
ducted in such a way that it is impossible for gentlemen on this side of 
the House to know what is goingon. The last vote was cast largely 
on suspicion, gentlemen about me inquiring on what subject they were 
voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment was twice read. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The discussion seems to be conducted 
almost exclusively by gentlemen on the other side of the House, and 
with so little voice that we do not hear what is being said. I call at- 
tention Po the matter with the view of having legislation proceed in- 


Ka 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not compel gentlemen to speak 
loudly. 

Mr. HEWITT. Imovetoamend by inserting after the word ‘“‘ taken,” 
inline 23, page 5, the clause which I send to the desk. , 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And whenever a claim is presented before the said commission under the ror 
visions of this act it shall be Phe duty of the said commission, before pi ing 
to hear the same, to ascertain and determine the extent thereof in number o 
acres; and all final decisions shall be limited and determined by said prelimi- 

nary determin ation; and said commission shall not yng | in gin thair d deter- 
sea lie any land in excess of the Jand intended to ha ted in the 
PARION J grant; and for the purpose of said GE ination ‘ee pin ai Ea pae 
shall have control of the archives now on file in the offices of the several sur- 
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veyors-general, together with the opinions of the surveyors-general relative 
thereto, 


Mr. HEWITT. Thisamendment has been framed upon consultation 
with the members of the committee, and I believe it receives their ap- 
val. Itis intended to meet the criticisms which the gentleman from 
owa [Mr. WEAVER] made after having the letter from Mr. Julian read. 
I believe there is no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. HEWITT was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by inserting at the end of the 
text of section 7, as it nowstands amended, the clause which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No land which it shall be established by competent evidence has been in the 
actual possession of any person and the person under whom he claims, adverse 
to the claimant, continuously for the period of twenty-five years previous to the 
formal presentation of the claim, be awarded to the anai 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the fifteenth section of this bill pro- 
vides for a title by limitation to the claimant after an occupation of the 
land for forty years; but there isno provision in the bill, so faras I am 
able to discover, by which a limitation shall run in favor of the adverse 
claimant, the party who is permitted by an amendment offered at the 
instance of the committee to appear adversely tothe claimant. It does 
seem to me that in perfect harmony with the treaty on which these 
claims are supposed to rest, where it is established that there has been 
during a long period of time an actual, open, adverse possession on the 
part of an occupant, and he is permitted to come in and defend and show 
that fact, the Jand which he has thus oceupied should not be embraced 
inthe finding in behalf of the claimant, 

Mr. CROXTON. Does not the fifteenth section cover that? 

Mr. THOMPSON made a remark sotlo voce, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The fifteenth section does not apply to it at all. 
It only applies to the claimant who brought proceedings. These claims 
were generally filed. It is suggested to me the language is, Mr. Chair- 
man, ‘‘that wherever evidence shall be adduced by any claimant and 
the fact proven to the satisfaction of the said commissioners of the con- 
tinuous occupancy,” &c. My friend misapprehends it. Wherever it 
is proved by any claimant the term claimant will be interpreted by the 

roceedings showing claimant is the person who presented originally 
his formal claim to the land. The amendment I seek to offer is not 
as to the claim between a claimant and the Government, but as between 
a claimant when filing his claim under this bill and the other who is 
permitted to come in and defend forhimself. It doesseem tome where 
a claimant has held peaceful on for twenty-five years the claim 
ought not to be determined in favor of the adverse party. 

Mx, THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not think this amendment 
should prevail. The territory in which these private land claims lie 
was ra pe by Mexico to the United States, and the United States 
therefore acquired whatever title Mexico had; that is, the legal title 
to these lands, subject to the treaty stipulations with Mexico. It 
seems to me the attempt here is toset upa statute of limitation against 
these claimants or against the United States pending the consideration 
by the United States of the rights of claimants. If the claimant has 
not a title as against the United States, if the United States decides 
against the claimant’s title, then the land lapses into the body of the 
public domain, as I understand it. But now it is proposed to set up a 
statute of limitations against the United States and against the claim- 
ants. If one of these claimants under a grant from Mexico has not a 
valid title, then I say these lands should lapse into the body of the 

ublic domain. If he has a title, then under the treaty with 

exico we are bound to confirm that title, and no intruder or tres- 

passer in the mean time upon that land should be allowed to establish 
an adverse claim. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, the objection I have to the amend- 
ment is not that it is too short, but, on the contrary, that it is too long. 
There have been times in our country when statutes of limitation were 
not regarded with favor, but this isnot the case now in the mostlearned 
and able courts of the country. 

In the State which I have the honor in part to represent on this 
floor we have three or four statutes of limitation. We have the three- 
year statute and five-year statute and ten-year statute; and possession, 
peaceable possession, without actual or constructive notice of adverse 
claim, for ten years gives the claimant title superior to the older title 
which has not been asserted in that time to the land claimed by the 
occupant, This is in the interest of peace, to prevent litigation. It 
has been vindicated in the courts upon the ground that it wasa fraud 
upon the settler to allow him to go upon the land and settle upon it 
and hold possession without actual or constructive notice of adverse 
title. If a man holds a title not placed of record, not giving notice of 
it, and allows the Government to grant it away or people to settle upon 
it, he perpetrates a fraud upon the settlers; and thestatute of limita- 
tions, I should say, instead of twenty-five years in behalf of the set- 
tler who has occupied land in peaceful possession, without any notice, 
constructive orotherwise, of adverse title, should have a farless period. 

Mr. THOMPSON. As against the United States ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam not talking about the United States. 


Mr. THOMPSON. But I put the question to the gentleman as to 
the statute of limitations as against the United States. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam nottalkingofclaims against the United States, 

Mr. THOMPSON. But the legal title is in the United States. 

Mr. REAGAN, Iam discussing the question of contesting claimants. 
This bill is to adjudicate claims between adverse claimants, and I 
say when a claimant has occupied the land in peaceful possession, with- 
out actual or constructive notice of adverse title,in consideration of 
peace and justice and the growth and settlement of the country his 
claim should be allowed after the period fixed by the statute of limita- 
tion. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Even if hisclaim did notoriginate under a grant 
from Mexico? 

Mr. REAGAN, I have been trying to state what my proposition is. 
Ido not know that I understand the gentleman’s point. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Let me explain it. Here is a claim undera 
grant from the Government of Mexico; now, as I understand that prop- 
osition, an outsider may enter upon the possession of that land without 
claiming to have had a grant—a mere interloper—and if allowed to re- 
main in possession of it for ten years or for twenty-five years or some 
other term, he acquires a valid title even as against the United States. 

Mr, REAGAN. The gentleman does not understand the point of 
my argument. I do not mean that, 

Mr. THOMPSON. Well, then, avalid title asagainstone who claims 
under a grant from Mexico, and which grant, if valid, the United States 
as the holder of the legal title is, under the treaty with Mexico, bound 
to confirm. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman misapprehends my point. I say as 
against the te adverse claimant. This law has for its object the 
quieting of these titles and the adjustmentof the claims. Provisionis ~ 
made to authorize adverse claimants to set up their titles. Now I in- 
sist that there ought to be some limit—— 

_The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. REAGAN. I regret that I can not finish the sentence. 

Mr. HALL, Mr. Chairman, I wish to makea suggestion or two upon 
the proposed amendment which seems to me ought to settle the ques- 
tion that it is not a proper one to append to this bill. The title to these 
lands is now in the United States Government, and it holds them in 
trust under these treaties for the various parties who have held and 
still claim to hold grants from the original proprietary government; and 
this Government is under the highest duty and obligation to perform 
that trust as well as to see that the original and rightful beneficiaries 
receive the lands which this Government has been holding all these 
years for them, Itis the duty of Congress to prevent, therefore, these 
interlopers and trespassers from going upon the lands and acquiring title 
hostile to the original and rightful owners, either by adverse possession 
or otherwise. 

It would be a new idea for the Government to place a limitation in 
behalf of these interlopers and trespassers, by which they could acquire 
title as against the sovereign Government. Sucha procedure could not 
be permitted and should not be allowed to intervene to di the 
original and rightful beneficiaries; especially in view of the fact that 
the Government has never furnished them a tribunal into which they 
could go and assert their rights so as to have their titles completed; 
but the slow policy of the Government has been to stand mute and si- 
lent until they should come here and knock at the doors of Congress. 
It seems to mein consequence of it that no statute of limitationsshould 
be enacted to work this great injustice to them. 

Another reason why a statute of limitation ought not to run in behalf 
of persons who are occupying the lands without rightful title or claim, 
or even color of title, is that these titles are in the Government of the 
United States. Ifthe Government has granted to any of these individ- 
uals, they will be protected by the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana; they can assert that right in the courts asa matterof defense, 
that is to say, if they have any right under the authority of the Gov- 
ernment they have a means to protect themselves. But this bill is sim- 
ply to settle titles that are supposed to be held by the Government in 
trust for the beneficiaries under these treaties with foreign governments; 
and under such a state of affairs it would be scarcely just, in my com- 
prehension, to bar or cut off rights of that character by such a limita- 
tion. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. Chairman, I desire to withdraw the pro forma 
amendment, and I beg the indulgence of the committee to permit me 
to renew it for a few moments upon this subject. 

The United States Government by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo 
made provision to respect the titles acquired by citizens under the laws 
of Mexico; but it did not obligate itself, as supposed by the argument 
of the gentleman from Iowa here, to allow them to retain a dormant 
title an indefinite length of time, and then when the lands became val- 
uable present it to the country and demand that itshould be i 
There is no such thing as that. The gentleman seems not to have un- 
derstood the tion I make, which is that the statute of limitations 


is not to run in favor of any one except as to persons who have occupied 
landsin fee-simple—uninterrupted ad verse possession—for ten years after 
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the constructive notice or a record or an actual notice of title. Isitto 
be presumed that the United States have enacted such a folly, when it 
re pane that the titles acquired under the Governmentof Mexico should 

be respected, as to say that under this treaty and according to our own 
laws the holders of these titles should be permitted to allow them to 
remain dormantin theirhands, with no notice oftheir interest, for twenty 
or thirty years, until parties have gone in and held possession and made 
improvements, and then when the lands are valuable to present their 
claim ? 

Mr. HALL. How can you complain about the beneficiaries not 
making the record of their titlewhen you haye furnished them with no 
tribunal in which they can make them? 

Mr. REAGAN. I think the gentleman from Iowa assumes too much 
in saying that the Government has not made arrangements; in fact, it 
never prevented them from recording their titles. 

Mr. HALL. ‘They are recorded. 

vals REAGAN. If they are recorded that is a sufficient notice to the 


se the whole of the gentleman’s argument rests on the idea that there 
has been no notice of title; and he assumes that. Butif they have titles 
they should be known to the records and the public maps or to some 
human being, and if they are known to none of these, if there is no evi- 
dence of them, how can there be any justice or morality in holding dor- 
mant titles in their hands till the country is settled up and improved, 
and then producing the titles and driving settlers from their homes? 

Mr. HALL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALL. Is there any such thing known to the law as construct- 
ive notice? Can there be notice unless the law prescribe’ the act which 
shall operate assuch? And is there any such act of Congress prescrib- 
ing anything that can be done by these occupants that shall act as 
notice? 

Mr. REAGAN. I venture to say there is not a State in the Union 
where it has not been determined that a record ofa title is constructive 
notice. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I renew the formal amendment. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. DAE 
is mistaken as to the object which he desires to accomplish by the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. My friend from Iowa, I 
think, was also mistaken in one statement. The titles to Mexican grants 

are not in the United States. and never have been. The theory of all 
these cases is, that if the claim is a good one the titles began with the 
Republic of Mexico or with Spain, and that this Government never 
owned the land at all. That is the theory upon which the claim is 
based. If it is not derived from Spain or Mexico it has no status. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Thetitlemustremainsomewhere. If notvested 
in the claimant it must have passed with the act of cession, and there- 
fore the legal title is in the United States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The title isnot in the United States, if the claim is 
a good one. The United States acquired the sovereignty. But wher- 
ever an individual owned land under the Government of Mexico his 
title is protected under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and that is 
what this commission is for, to determine the rights under the Govern- 
ment of Mexico. - - 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Suppose there is no evidence of the man’s 
title anywhere? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then he has no title. The title does not exist in 
the air. It must be established by proper muniments of title. 

Mr. REAGAN. From the time of the annexation of Texas until now 
these titles have continued to come in, and I venture to say will con- 
tinue to come in, in New Mexico, Arizona, and Colorado until they are 
finally closed up in some way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If any citizen of the Republic of Mexico at the 
time of the cession of territory to the United States owned land under 
the laws of Mexico, he did not with his title by reason of the ces- 
sion; but the Government of the United States pledged itself in the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo to protect that title, whatever it was; and 
it is for the purpose of ascertaining what that title was that this com- 
mission is established. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I find that the amendment will more appropriately 
come in when we reach section 15than where it is now offered. I there- 
fore withdraw it. 

Mr. MCADOO. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BRAGG. I make a pointof order against further debate on this 


bill. This debate was only allowed to proceed for two hours by unani- 
mous consent. 
The CHAIRMAN. - As the Chair is informed, there was no order of 


the House on the subject of limiting debate, nor was unanimous con- 
sent asked. ‘The Chair was informed that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims and the chairman of the committee having 
charge of the Army appropriation bill made an agreement as to the 
committee rising, but there has been no order of the House upon the 


men The Chair suggests a motion to rise is the way to dispose of 
e matter. 

Mr. HALSELL, What the Chair has stated is exactly true. I feel 
I have no right to trespass on the time of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. BRAGG], but I think we are near the end of this bill, and I 
ask the gentleman’s indulgence for a few minutes longer, and ‘in that 
event I think we will get through without any difficulty. 

Mr. BRAGG. It does not seem as if this bill would be finished al- 
though all the afternoon should be given to it. 

Mr. HALSELL. I think we can get through with it pretty soon. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman state what time he desires? 

Mr. HALSELL. Thirty minutes. 

Mr. BRAGG. I will yield thirty minutes, and I give notice that at 
mn end of thirty minutes I will claim the floor, vote or no vote, on this 

i 

Mr. MCADOO. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ada to section 7 the following: 

“Provid no alien, or person who is not a citizen of the United States, 
—_ acquire title to any lands subject to the decision of this commission unless 


Lied ype to the same is clearly provided for by any of the treaties herein re- 
o. 


Mr. MCADOO. I think the time has come when in all future legis- 
lation of Congress the principle contained in this amendment should 
be in on the statute-book. In the first place, both political par- 
ties in their national conventions have declared against alien ownership 
of lands. In the second place, we are confronted by the fact that nearly 
30,000,000 acres of land are owned by persons who are not citizens of 
the United States, with millions upon millions of foreign capital in- 
vested in cattle now grazing on the public domain, and by the addi- 
tional fact that. by reason of large foreign investments in railroad bonds 
secured on lands, which will in many instances be foreclosed, the time is 
not far distant when 100,000,000 acres of land will through foreclosure 
come into the hands of foreigners, as has been pointed out in theable 
report made by the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. OATES] in support of 
his bill against such ownership. * 

There are now two bills before this House embodying the principle 
of this amendment; one, as I have said, introduced by the gentleman 
from Alabama and one by myself; and there is probably no other meas- 
ure before Congress which has behind it such a powerful public senti- 
ment as have these bills against alien ownership. American Jand for 
American citizens, say our people; let those only own our land who 
believe in our institutions. Why, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this 
committee, it is a fact, demonstrated by the exceedingly able Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, a gentleman of sterling integrity and 
marked ability, Mr. Sparks, that there are now only 5,000,000 acres of 
the public domain upon which a settler who has no capital can settle 
himself, 

When you look at the map of the United States and the vast amount 
of public land which it exhibits, the idea naturally occurs that our pub- 
lic domain is almost illimitable and inexhaustible; but the real fact is, 
that taking out the great area of land that can not be cultivated with- 
outirrigation, which is always costly, and the large portion of land which 
is sterile and unfit or unprofitable for agricultural purposes, such as 
mountain and desert land and the like, theré remains only about 5,000,- 
000 acres of the public domain open to the poor settler, and this while 
the public lands are being settled up at the rate of 20,000,000 acres every 
year. Now, this public domain of ours—what is it? It is the safety- 
valve of republican institutions. It is the outlet for popular discon- 
tent. It is the hope and the heritage of the people of the whole United 
States, and I, for one, will see to it so long as I am a member of this 
House that in all land measures that come up here the industrial and 
deserving people of this land shall be protected by adopting this prin- 
ciple. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one word in regard to this bill. Many of these 
claims, it is fair to presume, have been disposed of to aliens and to alien 
companies, and therefore I hope they will not be considered by the com- 
mission. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ELY. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. à 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they ħad had under consideration a bill (H. R. 2851) to provide 
for ascertaining and settling private land claims in the Territories of 
New Mexico and Arizona and the State of Colorado, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. ELY. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of further considering House bill No. 2851; and, pending that, I move 
that debate upon each remaining section of this bill be limited to orie 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. That motion can only apply to the section under 
consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent at this point, 
as all the amendments that are desired can be made in the House, that 
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the Committee of the Whole be now di ed from the further con- 
sideration of this bill, and that the bill be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order is to of the 
amendments which have been agreed upon in Committee of the Whole. 
Unless a separate vote is demanded upon some one of these amend- 
ments the question will be taken upon agreeing to them in gross. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The question was pret agg the amendments adopted in Committee 
of the Whole were 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendments which 
are pending in the House. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, it seem to me that my 
friend did not carefully read the first part of section 7, or he would not 
have offered this amendment. The bill, it seems to me, can not refer 
to any persons except those who claim in the way that is now suggested, 
or sought to be excepted, by the amendment. The amendment seems 
to me to be entirely unnecessary in the first place, and in the next place 
if these parties have these rights under the treaties we have no right 
here by act of Congress to deprive them of those rights. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 7 insert : 

“Provided, That no alien, or person who is not a citizen, shall acquire title to 
any lands subject to the decision of the commission unless ‘his right to the same 
is clearly provided for by one of the treaties herein referred to.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, there are some amendments reported 
by the Committee on Private Land Claims to a subsequent portion of 
the bill, and I suggest that they had better be acted upon at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments recom- 
mended by the Committee on Private Land Claims which have not been 
acted upon. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I have sent to the desk some formal 
amendments to which the members of the Committee on Private Land 
Claims have assented, designed to make section 8 correspond with sec- 
tion 7. 

The SPEAKER. The question will first be taken on the amend- 
ments of the committee, after which the Chair will cause the amend- 
ments of the gentleman from Wisconsin to be read, 

The following amendment was read: 

After the words “Guadalupe Hidalgo,” in line 5, section 12, insert “and the 
treaty with Mexico concluded December 30, 1853, commonly known as the 
Gadsden treaty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to ya the following as 
a new section: 


Sec, 20. That section 8 of the act of Congress approved J S 22, 1854, — 
“ An act to establish the offices of surveyor-general of New exico, Kansas, an 
Nebraska, to grant donations to actual settlers therein, and ne other Syene 
and all acts amendatory or in extension thereof or supplementary thereto, be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ELY. I now move the adoption of certain formal amendments 
to section 8, to which the Committee on Private Land Claims have as- 
sented. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “ United States,” in line 4, insert “or for any intervener.” 

After the words ‘‘ United States,” in line 15, insert ** by any intervener.”’ 

After the words "“ United States,” in line 21, insert “and upon all parties in- 
tervening in said cause or proceeding.” 

In line 23, after the word “ attorney,” insert ‘‘and upon all parties intervening 
in said cause o: p roceeding. 
irda the words ** United. States,” in line 30, insert “and the answer of the in- 

rvener. 

After the word “claim,” in line 31, insert “ or any part thereof.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. ELY. The Committee on Private Land Claims has also agreed 
to another amendment, which I send to the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 20 the following: 

“Provided, That the filing of a claim in good faith, as provided in this act, shall 
have the effect of lis pendens as to all persons subsequently entering upon the 
Jands or on any portion of mies acquiring any interest therein embraced 
within such claim.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SYMES. I desire to offer a somewhat formal amendment to 
line 13, section 7, to insert before the word ‘‘court’’ the words ‘‘or 
Territorial,” so as to read ‘‘ United States district or Territorial court.” 
In the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico there are no United 
Btates district courts; there are Territorial courts. If my amendment. 
be adopted the language of the section will describe the different classes 
of courts found in the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico and the 
State of Colorado to which the bill applies. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr, SYMES. I also desire to move an amendment to line 27, sec- 
tion 13. The section there speaks of ‘‘a petition to the district judge 


of the United States.” In the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico 
there are no district judges of the United States. There are Territorial 
courts held by the chief-justice of the Territory or the associate jus- 
tices, acting as judges of the Territorial district. I therefore move to 
amend by inserting after the words ‘‘ United States,” in line 27, the 
words “‘or Territorial district judge.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SYMES. I also move to amend by inserting after the words 
“t district court,” in the first line of section 9, the words “‘ or Territorial 
district court.” The same reasons which I have stated in behalf of the 
other amendments apply in this case. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. REAGAN. I move toamend by adding at the end of section 15 
the clause which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And in cases in which there are adverse private claimants, the actual occupant, 
though eer ken under a junior claim or title, if he has been in the peaceful, un- 
interru adverse possession of the land in controversy for ten years 
without oft either actual or constructive notice of the adverse title or claim, shall be 
held to have the superior title as between the private claimants. 

Mr. REAGAN. This amendment is designed to fix a limitation in 
favor of occupants of land who have been in peaceful, uninterrupted, 
adverse possession for ten years, without either actual or constructive 
notice of another outstanding title. The treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo 
was made thirty-eight years ago. Within the period which has since 
elapsed claimants under that treaty have had ample time tomake known 
the existence of their claims, to assert title, and to place the evidence 
of it among the appropriate archives or to have it recorded in the proper 
office. If they have failed to do this and have thus allowed other par- 
ties to occupy and cultivate the lands and build up homes without the 
knowledge of any opposing title, then justice and equity require that 
the title should be awarded to the occupant of the land. I beg gentle- 
men to understand that if the claimant has deposited the evidence of 
his title in the proper office, if he has recorded it among the proper rec- 
ords, if he has at any time practically asserted his claim, this provision 
will not affect him; but if he has chosen to hold a title dormant in his 
hands for nearly forty years without asserting his title or taking any 
steps to place it on record or to file the evidence of it among the pro 
archives, he has no right to come in now and claim the benefit of im- 
provements made in good faith by occupants who have had no notice of 
the existence of any such opposing title. I trust that my amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. ELY. I demand the previous question on the pending amend- 
ment and engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN'S amendment was disagreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. ELY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

_ CALIFORNIA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 

Mr. LOWRY. I rise to a question of privilege. I submit a report 
from the Committee on Elections; and as it is a unanimous report of 
the Committee on Elections I shall ask for its immediate considera- 
tion. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions reported by the 
Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resol: That Barclay Henley, J. A. Louttit, Joseph McKenna, W. W. Mor- 
row, Charles N. Felton, and H. H. Markham, from the respective Con; onal 
districts of California, were duly elected members from the State of ifornia 


and are legally entitled to their seats. 
Resolved, That Alexander M. McKay, Montague R. Leverson, and Archibald 
e aS not elected as such Representatives and are not entitled to seats 
y 


The resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. LOWRY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions 
were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider pe laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent the call 
of committees for reports this morning be di with. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. BELMONT. Iask first for unanimous consent. 

Mr. STORM. I object. 

_Mr. BELMONT. I move that the call of committees for reports be 

with for this morning. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 36. 
So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the motion was 


disagreed to. 
APPROVAL OF BILLS, ETC. 
Several messages in writing were received from the President of the 
United States by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
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The message further announced that the President had approved and | An act (H. R. 3627) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth K. Gal- 


signed bills of the following titles, namely: lagher, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen, Thomas F, Gallagher, deceased, late 
An act (H. R. 129) to protect homestead settlers within railway limits, | of the Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve 
and for other purposes; It further announced that the following bills were received by the 
An act (H. R. 4395) granting a pension to Betsey Martin; President on April 27, 1886, and not having been returned by him to 
An act (H. R. 4572) granting a pension to Willis W. Fink; the House of Congress in which they originated within the ten days 
An act (H. R. 3364) granting a pension to Asahel Middleton; prescribed by the Constitution, they] have become laws without his ap- 
An act (H. R. 3387) granting a pension to Sidney Sherwood; proyal: 
An act (H. R. 4389) granting a pension to William Bridges, jr. ; An act (H. R. 5277) granting a pension to Zeba S. Ayer; 
An act (H. R. 5583) granting a pension to John G. Burrill; An act (H. R. 6466) granting a pension to Eliza Humes; 
An act (H. R. 5284) granting a pension to Rinaldo R. Somes; An act (H. R. 3489) granting a pension to Amelia J. Gill; 
An act (H. R. 5589) granting a pension to Frederick Bauman; An act E R. 5252) granting a pension to John W. Thornton; 
An act Ea R. 5259) granting a pension to William E. Hardy; An act (H. R. 4813) granting a pension to Perry Johnson; 
An act (H. R. 5193) granting a pension to Levi Koontz; An act (H. R. ceo granting a pension to Mary S, Douglas; 
An act (H. R. 5234) granting a pension to Jesse H. Gaines; An act (H. R. 2939) granting a pension to Henry H, Green; 
An act (H. R. 792) granting a pension to David McKinney; An act HE R. 1940) granting a pension to Louisa J. McFar Jand; 
An act (H. R. 6638) granting a pension to William Gordon; An act (H. R. 1989) granting a pension to John C. Frees; 
An act (H. R. 6134) granting a pension to Hugh Mulholland; An act ir R. at granting a pension to Daniel Kane; 
An act (H. R. 18) granting a pension to Peter F. Saeman; An act (H. R. 1701) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams; 
An act (H. R. 1836) granting a pension to George Slack; Anact (H. R. 551) granting a pension to Rhoda Dane; 
An act (H. R. 1708 granting a pension Cornelia W. Ellis; An act (H. R. es granting a pension to William Condon; 
An act (H. R. 1703) granting a pension to Joseph Williams; An act (H. R. 698) granting a pension to Philip D. Campbell; 
An act (H. R. oan granting a pension to Enoch Goss; An act (H. R. sin) granting a pension to Mary-Ann Murphy; 
An act (H. R. 443) granting a pension to Susan Woolley; An act (H. R. 3117 granting a pension to Walter A. Phillips; 
An act (H. R. 1564) granting a pension to Phebe Saun ers; An act {H. R. 3359) granting a pension to Henry 8, Morgan; 
An act (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Nathaniel Taylor; An act (H. R. 3419) granting a pension to C. W. I. Pugh; 
An act (H. R. 1368) granting a pension to Philip Jacobs; An act (H. R. ee granting a pension to Stevens W. Merrill; 
An act (H. R. 4111) granting a pension to Minerva T. Thompson; An act (H. R. 4960) granting a pension to Mary 8. Webster; 
An act.(H. R. 4346) granting a pension to “aa W. Putney; An act (H. R. 6044) granting a pension to Eliza Francesco; - 
An act (H. R. 4370) granting a pension to M. 8. Towne; An act (H. R. 5779) granting a pension to Peter Falkner; 
An act (H. R. 291) granting a pension to cangas Campbell; An act (H. R. 6125) granting a pension to W, C. Davis; 
An act (H. R. 3520) granting a pension to Wi H. Blake; An act (H. R. ey granting a pension to George W, Flint; 
An act (H. R. 3538) granting a pension to Amy A. Hurst; An act (H. R. 5527) granting a pension to Emeline Crawford; 
An act (H. R. 3539) granting a pension to Hannah M. Chapman; An act (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to Mary G. Colby; 
An act (H. R. 3633) granting a pension to E. B. Sweeny; An act (H. R. 6225) granting a pension to Abigail H. Cary; 
An act (H. R. 3903) granting a pension to Taylor Voss; An act (H. R. 2197) granting a pension to Fidelia A. Cheney; 
An act (H. R. 3919) granting a pension to Bridget O’Brien; An act (H. R. 4400) granting a pension to Polly Belden; 
An act (H. R. 2054) granting a pension to Rebecca Marchant; An act ur a 441) granting a pension to Kate Amann; 
An act (H. R. 1113) granting a pension to Walter 8. Haynes; An act (H. R. 704) granting a pension to Benjamin Dubach; 
An act (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to John H. Barry; An act (H. R. 1032) granting a pension to Josiah B. Snell; 
An act (H. R. 1104) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sullivan; An act (H. R. 4022) granting a pension to Elizabeth Stocksdale; 
An act (H. R. 3370) granting a pension to John Clark; An act (H. R. tee granting a pension to Marthy A. Silkey; 
An act (H. R. 802) granting a pension to August Schindler; An act (H. R. 1024) granting a pension to Aurelia F. Robbins; 
An act (H. R. 777) granting a pension to Frederick Bottjer; An act (H. R. 1824) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Noland; 
An act tr R. 737) granting a pension to N. M. Miller; An act (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to Philomena E. Nolan; 
An act (H. R. 746) granting a pension to J. .W. A. Bennett; An act (H. R. 936) granting a pension to James T, Caskey; 
An act (H. R. isa} granting a pension to Lizzie E. Coone eyi An act (H. R. 934) granting a pension to Charles W. Minnix; 
An act (H. R. 1345) granting a pension to Nathaniel H. B akely; An act (H. R. 858) granting a pension to Lucy J. Mitchell; 
An act (H. R. a) granting a pension to James McAnny; ~ An act (H. R. 646) granting a pension to Thomas M. Commuck; 
An act (H. R. 1472) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; An act a R. 626) granting a pension to Minton Prall; 
An act (H. R. 1369) granting a pension to George H. Perkins; An act (H. R. 619) granting a pension to Robert F. H. Goode; 
An act fE. R. 928) granting a pension to Lewis A. Thornbury; An act (H. R. 2798) granting a pension to Bruner D. Hyatt; 
An act (H. R. 846) granting a pension to Samuel V. Holland: An act (H. R. 2797) granting a pension to John L. Hunter; 
An act (H. R. 844) granting a pension to Daniel T. Ferguson; An act (H. R. 2755) granting -a pension to Robert Monahan; 
An act (H. R. 837) granting a pension to Edgar Payne; An act (H. R. T: granting a pension to Henry Barr; 
An act (H. R. ant granting a pension to William B. Keith; An act (H. R. 2161) granting a pension to Andrew J. Putnam; 
An act (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James Morgan; An act (H. R. 2802) granting a pension to Sarah A. Lovell; 
An act (H. R. 2793) granting a pension to Silas James; An act (H. R. 2804) granting a pension to Clayton E. Rogers; 
An act (H. R. 2196) granting a pension to Sarah A. Gettis; An act (H. R. 1228) granting a pension to Grace A. Harrington; 
An act (H. R. 1275) granting a pension to William Turville; An act (H. R. 1286) granting a pension to Agnes M. Edwards, infant 
An act (H. R. 4918) granting a pension to J. Francis Hopper; daughter of Harvey H. Edwards; ` 
An act (R. R. 4517) granting a pension to Timothy Driscoll; An act (H. R. 1108) granting a pension to Margaret Caffey; 
An act (H. R. 2011) granting a pension to ey, A Chalfant; An act (H. R. 1107) granting a pension to Augusta M. Richards; 
An act (H. R. 634) granting a pension to Joh efenbangh: An act (H. R. 3632) granting a pension to Ada O. Krepps; 
‘An act (H. R. 3562 for the relief of Peter Tower; An act (II. R. 4031) granting a pension to Rachel W. Heard; 
An act fE R. 6023) for the relief of Frank Sherbonaw; An act (H. R. 788) granting a pension to Jeptha Hornbeck; 
An act (H. R. 3505) for the relief of Mary B. Smith; An act (H. R. oo} granting a pension to Dr. J. F. Bruner; 
An act (H. R. 19) for the relief of David C. Pallus; An act (H. R. 700) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Brickerdyke; 
An act (H. R. 1589) for the relief of Newton O. Baker; An act (H. R. 1352) granting a pension to Isaac Chenoweth; 
An act (H. R. 1593) for the relief of Sarah Manz; An act (H. R. 1344) granting a pension to William H. H. Gillespie; 
An act R. 533) for the relief of Thomas Ferguson; An act (H. R. prt granting a pension to Ann Bird; 
An act (H. R. 2159) for the relief of D. P. Simmons; An act (H. R. 1255) granting a pension to Isaag Moore; 
An act (II. R. 3946) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; An act (H. R. eed granting a pension to Louis Abear; 
An act (H. R. 3309) to increase the pension of Thomas Ward; An act (H. R. 1475) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty; 
An act G R. 6012) to increase the pension of Leander W. Corry; An act (H. R. 1469) granting a pension to Lois Holt; 
Anact (H: R. 3177) for placing the name of Ann J. Conwell on the | An act (H. R. 1084) gunting a pension to Alice 8. Holbrook; 
pension-roll. An act (H. R. 1083) granting a pension to Francis H. Kirmayer; 
An act (H. R. 4579) granting an increase of pension to Thomas S. | An act (H. R. R, granting a pension to N ret Kearns; 
Owens; An act (H. R. on granting a pension to L. Bragg; 
An act (H. R. 4899) to place the name of James B. Wilde on the pen- An act (H. R. 4077) granting a pension to Frederick Korth; 
sion- roll; An act bE R. ita) granting a pension to Sophia F. Bixby; 
‘An act (H. R. 1367) to place the name of Thomas G. Newman on the An act (H. R. 4 granting a pension to Algernon S. Flagg; 
pension-roll ; An act (H. R. ins granting æ pension to Capt. Anthony Harsel; 
An act (H. R. 3399) to grant a pension to Philip Wagner; An act (H. R. 4125) granting a pension to John M. Milton; 
An act (H. R. 686) to grant a pension to John G. Shawbell; An act (H. R. 4132) granting a pension to Mary E. Johnson; 
An act (H. R. 1396) to pension Martin Kirk; and An act H. R. 226) granting a pension to Mrs, Martha E. Turney; 
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An act (H. R. 225) granting a pension to Daniel Connolly; 
An act (H. R. at granting a pension to Fanny Collins; 
An act (H. R. 3530) granting a pension to Albert L. Allen; 
An act Ot R. 4118) granting a pension to Frank Lightner; 
An act (H. R. 1136) granting a pension to Charles E. Bolles; 
An act bE R. 1117) granting a pension to John Owens; 
An act (H; R. ot granting a pension to Frank Manhart; 
An act (H. R. 6504) granting a pension to Nathan Magoon; 
An act (H. R. 3100) granting a pension to‘Samuel Hanson; 
An act (H. R. 5024) granting a pension to William Christie; 
Ar act (H. R. 4592) granting a pension to Agnes Renz; 
An act (H. R. 715) granting a pension to Tunis J. Roosa; 
An act (H. R. 4122) granting a pension to Mary E. Snow; 
An act (H. R. 5253) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 
An act (H. R. 3452) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Sawyer; 
An act (H.*R. 553) granting a pension to William J. Suffall; 
An act (H. R. eon granting a pension to Lydia A. Nelson; 
An act (H. R. 1292) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Miller; 
An act (H. R. 3524) granting a pension to Maria Mibord; 
An act (H. R. 4516) granting a pension to Harriet M. Larrabee; 
An act (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Delilah Knill; 
An act (H. R. 1575) granting a pension to Elizabeth Kahler; 
An act (H. R. 6019) granting a pension to Mariah Hollands; 
An act (H. R. 1254) granting a pension to Mary Hoff; 
An act (H. R. 2193) granting a pension to Amelia M. Green; 
An act (H. R. 3152) granting a pension to Eliza A. Fisher; 
An act (H. R. 602) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna E. W. Eichman; 
An act (H. R. 5192) granting a pension to Elmira M. Dorman; 
An act (H. R. 4580) to grant a pension to William Taylor; 
An act ea R. 805) to increase the pension of James A. Underwood; 
An act (H. R. 5884) to increase the pension of John A. Stewart; 
An act (H. R. 1138) to increase the pension of Mary E. Fillebrown; 
An act (H. R. 3308) to increase the pension of Joseph R. Cravens; 
An act (H. R. 5191) to increase the pension of Patsy Jackson; 
An act H. R. 5199) to increase the pension of Thomas G, Barton; 
An act (H. R. 650) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte D. 
Crocker; 
An act (H. R. 2791) granting an increaseof pension to George Wells; 
An act (H. R. 1858) granting an increase of pension to James McMul- 


lin; 

An act (H. R. 4824) granting an increase of pension to James Morgan; 
An act (H. R. 5061) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Baker; 

An act (H. R. 5022) increasing the pension of Isabella J. Ramsdell; 
An act tf R. 1468) increasing the pension of John P. Davis; 
(H. R. 4116) increasing the pension of John P. Brinegar; 

An act (H. R. 5070) to provide increase of pension to James Waters; 
An act (H. R. 1937) for increase of pension to A. Schuyler Sutton; 
An act (H. R. 3303) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Joseph 

MeMillan; 

An act (H. R. 3990) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Sarah 

J. Prater; ý 
An act (H. R. 1351) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Andrew 

J. Fuller; 

An act (H. R. 5000) to place the name of John W. Logan on the pen- 
sion-roll; : 

An act (H. R. 4835) to place the nameof John Pruitt on the pension- 
roll; 

An act (H. R. 3390) to place the name of William G. Schoonozer. on 
the pension-roll; 

An act (H. R. 3902) for the relief of Susannah Carmichael; 

An act (H, R. 1590) for the relief of Timothy Paige; 

An act (H. R. 4076) for the relief of George A. Roberts; 

An act (H. R. 1273) for the relief of Samuel J. Brown; 

An act i R. 4410) for the relief of John C. Clark; 

An act (H. R. 3945) for the relief of Mrs. John B. Alfers; 

. R. 1348) for the relief of Pernetta Hendley; 

. R. 1152) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen 8. Tolman; 

. R. 2740) for the relief of Norman 8. Bull; 

. R. 2753) for the relief of John W. Robson; 

. R. 1742) for the relief of Thomas Askew; 

. R. 613) {pr the relief of Catherine Collins; 

ee i reer for the relief of Margaret A. Caswell; 

- R. 4131) for the relief of Samuel C. Peck, jr.; 

. R. 4224) for the relief of Amanda Rodgers; 

. R. 5706) for the relief of Elizabeth Leffman; 

R. 5551) for the relief of Robert Moran; 

. R. 6339) for the relief of Harrison W. Moore; 

. R. 1711) for the relief of George C. Haynie; 

. R. 4405) for the relief of William F. Miller; 

. R. 5678) for the relief of Mrs. Martha A. Marble; 

. R. 2254) for the relief of Jane M. Langley; 

. R. 1579) for the relief of Amy A. Lewis; 

An act (H. R. 4992) restoring Leander C. Twitchell to the pension- 


roll 
An act (H. R. 4287) to grant a pension to Nancy J. Freels, widow-of 


Pleasant M. Freels, late of Company E, Third Tennessee Infantry Vol- 
unteers; ‘ 

‘An act (H. R. 925) to amend an act entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to Rachel Nickell,” approved March 3, 1885. 

: à CALL OF COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER. The committees will now be called for reports for 
reference. : ; 
SETH M. BARTON. 

Mr. TUC from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8278) for the relief of Seth M. Barton; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

J. R. EGGLESTON. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8192) to remove the political disabilities 
of J. R. Eggleston; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. i 

BRIDGE OVER MISSISSIPPI: RIVER AT SAINT LOUIS. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for the bill H. R. 7522, a bill (H. R. 8745) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Mississippi River at Saint Louis, Mo. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 7522 was laid on the table. 

Mr. DUNHAM, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to pre- 
sent the views of the minority; which were ordered to be printed with 
the majority report. i 

ANNUAL REPORTS OF POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7665) relative to 
the annual reports of the Postmaster-General and amendatory of section 
413 of the Revised Statutes; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with favorable regommendation the bill (S. 1484) to authorize the 
Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway Company to construct and op- 
erate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SENECA INDIANS, NEW YORK. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, a5 a 
substitute for H. R. 1642, a bill (H. R. 8746) to allot the lands of the 
Seneca Indians in New York; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

House bill No, 1642 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, be 

On motion of Mr. STORM, by unanimous consent the Committee on 
Indian Affairs was discharged from the farther consideration of bills of 
the following titles; and the same were referred to the Committee on 


Claims, namely: 
for the relief of H. H. Kidder; and 


A bill er R. coal 
A bill (H. R. 5094) for the relief of William Beddo and others. 


BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, submitted a 
resolution fixing a day for the consideration of business reported from 
that committee; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. MATSON, by unanimons consent, the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 6441) to increase the pension of Amelia A. Taylor; and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

JOHN E DOGGETT. 

Mr, MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H, R. 8372) granting a 
pension to John E. Doggett; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN HAWES. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7234) - 
granting a pension to Susan Hawes; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

DAVID M. RENNOE. 
Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, also re- 
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pom back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7914) to 
crease the pension of David M. Rennoe; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. TUCKER. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7193) granting 
a pension to Sarah A. Tucker; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole Honse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN PATTON. 

Mr. WINANS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8280) 
granting a pension to John Patton; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 


H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 

H. R. 6749) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna M. Clark; 
A bill (H. R. 2146) granting a pension to Agnes Harkness; 

A bill (H. R. 3638) ting a pension to Elizabeth H. Inghram; 


gran 
A bill (H, R. 4251) granting a pension to John L. Jacobs, late second 
lieutenant in the One hundred and eighty-fourth Pennsylvania Volun- 


teers; 
A bill (H. R. 4698) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
J . 


acobs; 
A bill (H. R. 5402) for the relief of Ezra Neff; 
A bill (H. R. 2122) to increase the pension of the widow and heirs of 
the late Lieut. Commander Henry Clay Nields; 
A bill (H. R. 2167) for the relief of Norton L., Nehen and 
A bill (H. R. 5752) granting a pension to Joseph Van olt. 
NEWCOMB PARKER. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1077) ting a pension 
to Newcomb Parker; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 

port, ordered to be printed. 

: AUGUSTUS FIELD STEVENS. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1726) granting a 
pension to Augustus Field Stevens; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH SHULL. 
Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1841) granting a 
ion to Joseph Shull; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
EDWARD FENLON. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2136) for the relief 
of Edward Fenlon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

MATTHEW H. FULTON. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill(H. R. 1753) for the relief 
of Matthew H. Fulton; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

W. H. POWELL. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 

a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 269) for the relief of W. H. 

- Powell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 

the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


J. P. BUSH AND M. GRIGSBY. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2953) for the relief 
of John P. Bush and Martin Grigsby; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. ; 


CAPT. HOLLISTER E. GOODWIN. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7773) for the relief 
of Capt. Hollister E. Goodwin and his sureties; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SUITS DY FOREIGN EXECUTORS. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, from ‘the Committee on the District of Columbi: 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H.-R. 7596 
to enable foreign executors and administrators to sue in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


STEAM-ENGINEERING IN THE DISTRICT, 


Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the Districteof Columbia, 
also reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4308) to regulate 
steam-engineering in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. PRICE, under leave heretofore granted, presented the views of 
the minority on the bill (S. 182) providing for a commission on the 
alcoholic liquor traffic; which was ordered to be printed with the re- 
port of the majority. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iask unanimous consent to file a separate minority 
report on that bill. 

There was no objection. 

ELIZA J. RAY. 


Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2207) for the re- 
lief of Eliza J. Ray; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. MERRIMAN, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported, in the nature of a substitute for the bills H, R. 8250 
and 6993 and H. Res. 86, the bill (H. R. 6993) amendatory of the act of 
March 3, 1883, entitled ‘‘An act authorizing and directing the Post- 
master-General to readjust the salaries of certain ters in accord- 
ance with the provisions of section 8 of the act of June 12, 1866,” and 
confirmatory of the action of the Post-Office Department thereunder; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. Does this billmake an appropriation or require an 
appropriation to be made ? 

Mr. MERRIMAN. No, sir. 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 5250 and H. Res. 86 were laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRAGG, I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. BELMONT. Iam compelled to raise the question of considera- 
tion against that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not raise edonon of con- 
sideration. The motion to go into Committee of the Whole can only be 
defeated by a negative vote. 

Mr. BELMONT. Is not the regular order the call of committees for 
consideration of bills?- The call now rests with the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. ; 

The SPEAKER. But the motion that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider 
general a proprioa bills has preference over the hour for considera- 
tion of bills. t is a motion in order at any time after the morning hour 
has expired, but the House if it chooses can refuse to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. BELMONT. I desired the ruling of the Chair on that point. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BIBL, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The House is nowin Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the purpose of further considering the Army ap- 
propriation bill. There being no amendment pending, the Clerk will 
read the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

REA tO be VALA wih DSE comment monly DAS NEA a 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I moveto insert after line 77, be- 
tween lines 77 and 78, the words ‘‘ pay of staff officers.” That is neces- 
sary in order to pay these officers as staff officers, because those words 
were stricken out from another line. I suppose there will be no objec 
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tiontotheamendment. Itwasunderstood when the words werestricken 
out above that they should be inserted here. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I do not know who understood it. I 
seriously object to the amendment, for two reasons: First, it is inop- 
erative to produce the result which the gentleman and those whom he 
represents desire. The insertion of a head-line in an appropriation bill 
is a mere nullity, and will not be printed in the bill. If the purpose 
is to declare that the Engineer Corps are not staff officers, then it be- 
comes new legislation, because they have been held to be staff officers 
by the decisions of the Department ever since 1802. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I offered on 
Saturday, and which was adopted by the committee, was that we should 
strike out the words ‘‘staff officers’? and substitute the words “‘pay of 
the Corps of Engineers,” and the RECORD of Saturday shows it. That 
does not make any new legislation, because it does not use the words 
“the line.” Now, what I wished to do by my amendment was to pre- 
vent new legislation; putting inanything that would designate the Corps 
of Engineers as either staff or line officers, simply leaving them just as 
the law fixed them. a 

I do not think it is necessary for me to recapitulate now what I said 
on Saturday, but I assert that what I then said (giving the pages and 
dates of the enactments) shows that every law ever enacted with regard 
to the Corps of Engineers fixes it as a corps of the line of the Army; 
that no law ever enacted has fixed it as a part of the staff, and that 
every law ever enacted which has fixed the staff, or sought to designate 
what the staff should be, omits the Corps of Engineers. Therefore I 
say there is no law which has ever in any way fixed the engineers asa 
part of the staff. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, the Revised Statutes in force (para- 
graph 1158) show that this corps do not belong to the line of the Army. 
The decision of the Secretary of War made in a special case last season 
decides that they do not belong te the line of the Army. ‘The statute 
which is now in force has beenin force since 1802, and in every instance 
where the question has been decided it has been held that these offi- 
cers do not belong to the line of the Army. . The insertion of words 
which the gentleman says the RECORD shows I was not aware of. I 
understood the motion to be to strike out the words ‘‘ for pay of staff 
corps,’’ not to insert any words in lieu thereof. If it should be “for 
pay of Engineer Corps,’ why then at the head of each paragraph we 
would have toinsert ‘‘ for pay of,” whereas atthe close we use the gen- 
eral expression ‘‘ for pay of the Army.” As soon as I can get the Re- 
vised Statutes I will show the gentleman the law, and he and those 
whom he represents have been struggling against that law and the de- 
cisions of the Departments for nearly eighty years. 

The question when it first arose was in relation to a major of en- 
gineers who found himself stationed at West Point, and when the su- 
perintendent of the institution and the officer next in rank went away 
this major claimed to control the upon the ground that he was 
the ranking officer, but the Secretary of War decided that he could 
not control because he was not an officer of the line, and that the next 
officer of the line'who was there outranked him. The paragraph of the 
Revised Statutes to which I have referred is numbered 1158, which reads: 

Engineers shall not assume nor be ordered on any dni Lg towers line of 
their immediate profession, except by the special order of ident. 

They can assume control of no troops; they can exercise no command; 
they can do no act outside of their corps, except by special assignment 
of the President. That has been the law ever since the ruling made by 
General Dearborn, as Secretary of War, in 1802. That is all I have to 


say. ` 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, as I have been spoken of as ‘‘re- 
presenting *’ somebody in this matter, I desire to say to this House that 
I represent here nothing on earth and nobody on earth but the people of 
the eighth district of Alabama, and by their authority, so far as the Con- 
stitution and laws provide and the good of the country demands, all the 

ple of the United States. In all that I have said on this subject I 
ave merely sought to have this bill conformed to what I believe to be 
the best interests of the service. The very paragraph read by the dis- 
tinguished chairman of my committee shows that the person who issued 
that order or rendered the decision and the Congress which enacted 
the law i that the Corps of Engineers were not of the staff, be- 
cause if they had been of the staff such an order or decision or law would 
not have been necessary. Staff officers do not havea right to command 
troops, and if these engineer officers were of the staff no order would 
have to be issued or law enacted saying that they should not command. 
But that order went on to give the reasons why they should not com- 
mand, and the reason is this—— 

Mr. BRAGG. It is a statute, not an order. 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, the statute. The reason given was that the 
scientific pursuits of the Corps of Engineers did not allow time for at- 
tention to the details of the care and discipline of troops. That shows 
that under the law they had a right to command, but that the charac- 
ter of their ordinary duties was so much more important than the com- 
manding of troops, that unless the President so ordered they should not 
command, but should have time to attend to these more important 
duties of a scientific character. 
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There is not, as I say, a single paragraph which in any way desig- 
nates engineer officers as officers of the staff. These paragraphs in the 
laws and orders simply designate what duties the officers shall perform, 
and prescribe that without an order of the President they shall not 
assume the command of troops. - 

Mr. BRAGG. Are there any other line officers who can not assume 
command without an order from the President? 

Mr. WHEELER. There would be if there were a law so providing. 
If there were any other line officers whose duties were ized as 
more important than to command troops, it would very probably have 
been provided by law or by order that they should perform such duties, 
and should not command troops. The very fact that this order was is- 
sued, the very fact that a law was enacted limiting the authority o 
these officers to command to such periods as the President might direct, 
shows that they are not officers of the staff. I again call attention to 
the fact which [ mentioned the other day, that during the war of 1812 
the President ordered General Bloomfield to assign engineer officers to 
their appropriate commands, because at that time the exigency was 
such he thought they were needed to command, and, as he could not 
be present to designate when they should command, he ordered the 
commanding generals to assign them to commands when they saw fit. 
I think this conclusively refutes the suggestion of the gentleman that 
these officers are to be regarded as officers of the staff. 

The question having been taken on the amendment of Mr. WHEELER, 

The CHAIRMAN said: In the opinion of the Chair the ‘‘ayes’’ have 
it. 

Mr. BRAGG. I shall have to ask for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 41, noes 11. 

Mr. BRAGG. I suppose that under the rule prevailing in the En- 
glish Parliament I ought now properly, after this vote, to tender the 
charge of this bill to the gentleman from Alabama {Mr. WHEELER]. 
Iam willing to take the instruction of the House on that point. 

Mr. WHEELER. If that point should carry I would ery out, No 
quorum !? 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 4 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Subsistence Department.—For one brigadier-general, two colonels, three licu- 
tenant-colonels, eight majors, twelve captains (mounted), and additional pay 
for one hundred and forty acting commissaries, $79,500. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend by striking out the paragraph 
just read; and I give notice that at the proper times I shall move to 
strike out the paragraphs beginning respectively on line 100, line 113, 
line 116, line 120, and line 124. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that this bill provides forthe pay 
of officers of the Army $5,261,849.50, and for the pay of all the enlisted 
men and non-commissioned officers of the Army $4,723,773.25, show- 
ing an excess for pay of officers of our Army of something over $538,000. 
This -first pa ph, providing for the pay of the Subsistence Depart- 
ment, appropriates in round numbers $100,000; for the Pay Depart- 
ment there is appropriated $167,000; for the pay of the Judge-Aftvo- 
cate-General’s Department more than $31,000; making a total in round 
numbers of $300,000. 

Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that all the duties of the Com- 
missary Department and of the staff ought to be performed by the Quar- 
tefmaster’s Department. The fact of our having a Commissary De- 
partment absolutely inereases, in my judgment, the labors that are 
necessary. For example, as soon as a commissary makes a purchase, 
we will say, in New York city, he must turn that over to the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department (a greatdeal of clerical labor being necessary), in order 
to have the articles purchased transported, we will say, to the division 
headquarters in Chicago. On reaching there they are turned back 
again to the commissary, clerical labor of an extraordinary character 
being again necessary. Then, if it is desired to send the articles to a 
department they must be again turned over to the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral for transportation, and on arrival at their destination must be 
turned over to the commissary. When you want to send them to a 
post they must again be turned over to the quartermaster, and on reach- 
ing their destination turned back again to the commissary. In my 
judgment all this labor connected with the Subsistence Department 
might easily be performed by the Quartermaster-General’s Department 
with the clerical force that the commissaries now have. 

Again, all the duties of the Pay Department might be performed by 
the quartermastersof the Army. These quartermasters are everywhere 
where there is any portion of the Army. It would be a great deal 
easier, more convenient, and safe, it seems to me, to send money by 
drafts than in the cumbersome way in which it is sent by our Pay De- 
partment, being carried in safes, subject to robbery or spoliation. The 
Quartermaster’s Department, with the clerical force that the Pay De- 
partment now has, could perform all these duties easily and without 
additional expense, thus saving $167,000 a year. : 

I would like to have any gentleman explain the necessity for eight 
or ten or a dozen of these law officers fur the twenty-five thousand men 
composing the Army, and especially a class of law officers who never 
do any regular business. That is a question that should be satisfac- 
torily explained before we consent to keep this provision in the bill. 
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Now, whenever a judge-advocate is to do anything in the prosecution 
of a criminal case in connection with the Army some man is detailed 
from the Army to do the actual work. Yet we have eight of these 
gentlemen proposed to be set apart and paid to do the legal business for 
the Army. A public prosecutor in one of our districts will do the 
, criminal legal business forone hundred thousand or two hundred thou- 

sand people, while eight of these high-priced men are to be detailed to 
do the legal business of twenty-five thousand men and that, too, with 
such assistance as to enable them to shirk absolutely the labors of the 
trial. They do nothing of that kind, for some one is detailed or the 
other officers of the Army do it. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask: Does 
your motion include the pay of judge-advocates general of the Army ? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I can not make the motion at this time; but I 
have just stated that it was my intention to submit that motion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The reason I interrupted the gentleman to ask 
the question was that I have something to say on that motion when it 
is presented. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has ex- 

Mr. BRAGG. Does the gentleman withdraw the amendment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not, 

Mr. BRAGG. I sup the gentleman would withdraw it, as I 
took it for granted that it was only offered for buncombe. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; not by any means. I desire to strike out 
that provision of the bill, with the expectation that when it is stricken 
out and we refuse to make an poss Sete for these gentlemen, the 
gentleman from Wisconsin will take that as such a hint of the temper of 
the House upon the subject that he will introduce a bill from his com- 
mittee doing away with that branch of the service in the future. , 

Mr. BRAGG. I thank the gentleman for the hint. 

Mr. Chairman, this provision is for the pay of officers who have been 
created by law, and the officers have been appointed by law. The salary 
is fixed by law, and if we fail to pfevide, to appropriate for the pay- 
ment of the salary, we simply force them to the necessity of institut- 
ing proceedings against the United States in the Court of Claims, and 
thereby recover judgment for what they are entitled to get under the 
law. * 

Mr. HEPBURN. What then? . 

Mr. BRAGG. What then? I doubt very much whether my dis- 
tinguished friend from Iowa would ask the Committee on Military Af 
fairs to violate the law and neglect to provide for the express contracts 
of the Government, with the understanding that we are to take the 
contingencies that may arise thereafter. 

These officers must be provided for; that is the law. We can not 
change the law. We can not in this bill make a new law; we have to 
take the law as it is given to us. We donot makeit ourselves. Gen- 
tlemen with whom my friend from Iowa associates, his political asso- 
ciates, madeit. They foisted on the deny Ute Judge-Advocate Depart- 
men Such a thing was never heard of until they came into power; 
never dreamed of until it was to make some safe to put 
the ‘‘kitchen cabinet” in that had attended some of the idential 
candidates during certain political canvasses. To them we owe this 
provision. But it comes here as the law, and we are obliged to abide 
by it and make provision to carry it out, whether it be good or bad. 

_Mr, HEPBURN. I move to strike out the last word. At the time 
of the creation of this department there was a necessity for it. There 
were more than a million of men then in the Army, and it was entirely 
proper and legitimate that there should bea number of judge-advocates 
for the purpose of transacting the business necessarily arising in an army 
of that size. There is no such necessity now. 

' The gentleman suggests that because the law provides for these offi- 

cers, therefore necessarily there must be a provision in the appropriation 
bill for their payment. The gentleman fails to note this fact? that this 
appropriation bill is to take effect at a day somewhat distant in the fut- 
ure. Long before that day arrives, if this amendment shall be adopted 
and the gentleman discovers that it is the temper of the House that these 
officers are necessary, then he can undoubtedly, as the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, frame a law which will fit that condi- 
tion, and would be swift to bring in a bill here that would provide for 
the repeal of the statute or its modification, 

I do not understand that because there is a statute upon the subject 
creating these officers, therefore the House is precluded from voting af- 
firmatively on an amendment of this kind. We are doing no harm to 
anybody. We are simply saying inthis act we do not want these ofii- 
cers continued, and simply laying out a line of duty for the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, which I have no doubt he will 
speedily follow. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa (ies. paining to strike out the words which 
the Clerk will again read. 

The paragraph proposed by Mr. HEPBURN to be stricken out was 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 23, 
Mr. BRAGG. I call for tellers. 
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The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair appoints 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] and the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] to act as tellers. 

eo committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 39, noes 
The CHAIRMAN. The ‘‘noes”’ have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to askif the point of no quorum has been 
withdrawn? 

uy BRAGG. I did not make the point of no quorum. I called for 
tellers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Lunderstood the Chair to say that the point of no 
quorum was made. Certainly a sufficient number of gentlemen did 
not vote to authorize the appointment of tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] 
demanded tellers. The Chair stated that no quorum having voted the 
Chair would order tellers. The Chair held the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin was entitled to have tellers. Does the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HEPBURN] now make the point as to a quorum? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir. 
is (farther cotint not being called for) the amendment was disagreed 


The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Additional pay: For pay of the officers of the Subsistence De 
length of service, to be paid with their current monthly pay, $22,260. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Imove to strike out that paragraph. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think it is time this House should begin seriously 
to consider what they are doing. This may be a very clever thing to 
do. It may be very pleasant to do a thing at one time and very in- 
jurions to do the same thing at another time. 

We have under consideration a general appropriation bill. We have 
men who are entitled to receive their pay and can recover it in the 
courts. Weare simply asking to make the regular annual appropria- 
tion to provide for their payment, rather than to create litigation on the 
part of the people who are in our service holding commissions, and 
whom we have no means just at present under this bill of ousting. 

If any of these distinguished reformers desire to make any changes 
in the Army which will result either in reducing the number of officers 
or reducing their pay I will ask that the committee rise, in order to 
give them an opportunity to introduce a bill and have it referred to my 
committee. I have served several years in this body, and I havenever 
heard any cry come from that side unless it was a cry for more. But 
here when we reach a class of legislation that we can not interfere with, 
when no enactment can be adopted, when no can be made, and 
when they can be put to their mettle by asking them to vote for the 
measure, they pro} to destroy the operations of the Government, or to 
block its wh y refusing to make appropriation for men who hold 
their offices by virtue of law and with whom we have contracted to 
make payment for their services. I hope the amendment will fail, 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no proposition here in any manner to in- 
terfere with the functions of the Government. This motion I have 
made may be adopted and still there will be no irreparable harm done 
to the administration of public affairs, There is already provision 
made for the pay of the Subsistence Department; until the beginning 
of the next year that will be paid. 

Now, if this House shall by an affirmative vote say that in their hum- 
ble judgment the Subsistence Department should no longer exist, be- 
fore there shall be any deficiency the chairman of the committee can 
see to the wiping out of these officers. The gentleman suggests the 
proper way to do it is to bring in a bill to reform this matter. ~The 
gentleman knows what the fate of such a bill would be with himself 
at the head of the committee. If he does not know all the rest of us 
do, that it would be smothered there and’ that there would be no op- 
portunity to have a fair, dispassionate, discussion of the whole question 
inthis House. The gentleman would take care of it. This is the only 
way in which the temper of this House on this question can be ascer- 
tained; and it is an entirely legitimate way. There is nothing revo- 
lutionaryin it, There is nothing which should subject the gentlemen 
who may vote for the proposition to the sneers of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that if there has been no effort at reform in 
this direction heretofore it is time now that there should be. Noman, 
in my humble judgment, conversant with the subject will seriously in- 
sist that the officers of the Commissary Department are essential to the 
well-being of the Army. There is no well-informed man but knows 
that all the duties of these officers can and ought to be performed by 
the officers of the Quartermaster’s Department; that instead of increas- 
ing the labors of the Quartermaster’s Department it would actually 
diminish their labors. Instead of increasing the necessity for clerical 
force it would do away with the necessity for a large portion of it. 
The fact of having the two staffs creates labor, creates trouble, creates 
confusion; and we would be minifying the expense and labor by chang- 
ing the statute upon that subject. 

I havenot made this motion for the pu as the gentleman from 
Wisconsin states, of buncombe. ‘That was the word he used. Hedoes 
not always opportunely use his words. He does not always select them 
as they ought to be selected. 
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Mr. BRAGG. I the right one that time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not think the gentleman got the right word. 
There is no buncombe in this. It is a right and proper reform. And 
if there was any sincerity whatever in the professions of gentlemen on 
that side with reference to reform, if they meant anything when they 
talked about economy, they would be glad to seize upon opportu- 
nity of saving $300,000 of the people’s money. But the efforts of the 
gentlemen and the vote they have given show the utter falsity and un- 
trathfulness of all these continual that are made on that side 
of the body-politic with regard to reform and with regard to economy. 
You do not mean it, gentlemen. You simply made use of that talk as 
a lever to help you to get into place. You have got there, and now you 
like the expenditures—I was going to say, as well as any one—I will 
say better than any one. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move to strike out the last word. I had sincerely 
hoped that the pot from Iowa had boiled and effervesced so much and 
that so much gas had escaped from iton the river and harbor bill that 
the people of Iowa had become satisfied that one of their distinguished 
Representatives was here as a champion of reform, and that he would 
rest on his Jaurelsand give us an nity to go on with legislation. 

I withdraw my formal amendment and call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 55, noes 69. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pay Department: For one brigadier-general, two colonels, three lieutenant- 
colonels, and forty-three majors, $129,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to strike out that paragraph. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and there were—ayes 
23, noes 58. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

y $ , one col- 
cual gpa eee ponent rraga irie EO RE ORAIS D D acting 
judge-adyocates, in all $24,250. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to strike out that paragraph. j 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I support the motion to strike 
out this paragraph because in my judgment there is not in all the laws 
of the United States a more fruitful source of the violation of all prin- 
ciples of law, constitutional and statutory, than the machinery of this 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Office. Here isa paragraph of the bill which, 
after you have added the average expenses which are incurred for the 
employment of lawyers to carry on the business of this department in 
important cases, makes an annual outlay of something like 260,000. 
We have an army of perhaps twenty thousand soldiers, and it costs us 
$60,000 annually to pay for the reviewing officers who review thejudg- 
ments of courts-martial. 

I undertake to say, sir, that I can point to a half-dozen records in the 
Judge-Advyocate-General’s Department where, by the advice of the 
Judge-Advocate-General and by the solemn judgment of the courts- 
martial acting under that advice, every principle of legal protection 
guaranteed to us by the Constitution, every principle which is taught 
in the books as pertaining to the great law of evidence has been over- 
ruled and trodden under foot. I can show you a record there where a 
judge-advocate of high rank solemnly declared to a court-martial that 
it was perfectly competent to prove the price at which commodities 
had been sold in the city of New York on given days by producing the 
telegrams of people who said that they had had the report by telephone 
from the fellow who said that he had contracted to sell the property. 

The same officer said that it was perfectly competent to explain b; 
parol evidence a written contract and to vary its terms and modify 
them materially. And the way he came to find that out was this: 
He said that in the circuit court in New York he was allowed to prove 
by parol evidence that a deed, absolute upon its face, was in fact only 
a mortgage, ard he cited that as an authority to show that he had a 
right to vary the terms of a written contract by oral evidence! 

Mr. STEELE. What officer was that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Itis hardly worth while to be personal. There 
are so many of these records that I can put my hand upon a hundred 
of them such as I have described inside of twenty-four hours in which 
the most absurd rulings appear. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRAGG. Under what administration were the men appointed 
who committed those violations of law ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It makes no sort of difference under what ad- 
ministration they were appointed. Icondemn the system under which 
this Bureau of Military Justice has been organized and the whole sys- 
tem by which military law is administered; I condemn the system 
which permits the organization of the courts, by which the Secretary 
of War (not the one now in office) can pack a court to execute his per- 
sonal vengeance; and I condemn a system of law which permits the 


President of the United States to send back to a court-martial twice 
over their finding and judgment and to demand that they shall set 


aside their finding and make another one to conform to his ideas of 
proper ent. I do not care who does it, it isan outrage. I 
care not when it was done, it was an invasion of liberty in this coun- 
try, and I condemn it. I care not who invented it, the system is per- 
nicious and ow I care not who was the author of it, I am op- 
posing it, and I would oppose it as quickly as I would oppose the sus- 
pension of the writ of habeas corpus; I would oppose it as zealously as I 
would oppose any other invasion of the rights of man in this country 
under the forms of law. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, we have all heard the expression, 
‘conceived in sin and brought forth in iniquity.” Ido not know but 
that this expression is applicable to one episode in the history of the 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department, and I therefore concur very 
much with what has been said by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR], and as something has been said here about the origin of 
this ps aa and as I have examined the matter, I want to adda 
word about that. 

By act of March 2, 1849, Thirtieth Congress, volume 9, page 351, 
section 4, it was provided: $ 

That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to appoint a suitable person as judge-advocate for 
the Army, to be taken from the captains in the Army, whoshall have the brevet 
rank, pay, and emoluments of a major of cavalry. 

Capt. John F. Lee, a most excellent officer, was that day appointed, 
and while still creditably performing the duties of the position the law 
of July 17, 1862, was enacted. This law will be found in volume 12, 
page 598, Statutes at Large, Thirty-seventh Congress, second session, 
and is in these words: 

Seo, 5, And be it further enacted, That the President shall appoint, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, a judge-advocate-general, with the rank, 

y, and emoloments of a colonel of cavalry, to whose office shall be returned 

revision the record and proceedings of all the courts-martial and military 
commissions, and where a record shall be kept of all proceedings had there- 
upon. And nosentence of death er imprisonment in the penitentiary shall be 
ove into execution until the same shall have been approved by the Presi- 

Gentlemen will all recollect that in the summer of 1862 there were, 
as a gentleman has said upon this floor, a million of men under arms. 
We all remember that at that time there was a great political quarrel 
between McClellan on the one side and influential officials connected 
with the Republican administration on the other side, and means had 
to be devised to strike down McClellan. During that summer, while 
troubles were brewing in the Army in front of Washington, a law was 
enacted providing for the appointment of a Judge-Advocate-General. 
The idea was to appoint Joseph Holt to be Judge-Advocate-General of 
the Army, not, as history tells us, for the purpose of administering jus- 
tice, but in order to use the intricacies of the law to strike down Me- 
Clellan; and after the disasters of August, 1862, in the month of Sep- 
tember, Joseph Holt was appointed. His first official act was to attempt 
to strike at McClellan and Fitz-John Porter, and the only apparent rea- 
son why they did not strike McClellan was that the exigencies of the 
service demanded that he should be placed in command of the Army. 
Being reinstated in command, he won the battle of Antietam, which 
placed him so high in the estimation of the people that they dared not 
ns at the head, and therefore they struck at the man next to the 


Now, I fully concur with much that the gentleman from Ohio has 
said about courts-martial; but I insist it is necessary for us to have a 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department in order that we may have uni- 
forinity in the system of our military courts. 

Mr. STEELE. One question; would the gentleman like to extend 
his remarks on Fitz-John Porter? [Langhter.] 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not believe I will this time; we have said 
enough on that. 

The President of the United States in his first message to Congress 
used this expression with regard to courts-martial: 

If some of the proceedi of courts-martial which I have had occasion to ex- 
amine mt the ideas of justice which generally prevail in these tribunals L 
am satisfied they should be much reformed if the honor and honesty of the 
Army and Navy are by their instrumentality to be vindicated and protected. 

Now, I wish to say to thegentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN ] and 
also the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] that all the ineffi- 
ciency, all the evils and wrongs of which they complain, arose under 
Republican administration; and now, as ten millionof people have seen 
fit to intrust the power of this Government to the Democratie party 
they will see thattheseabuses areremedied. Mr. Cleveland, our Presi- 
dent, took the first opportunity to express his views on this subject; 
and I think we can depend upon hisrectifying these and all other abuses. 
Therefore I hope the gentleman will not insist upon the amendment, 
but will trust to the Democratic party to rectify, as they well can, 
every wrong which has been brought upon this Government during the 
twenty-five years of Republican administration. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out the last two words. Mr. Chairman, I have not offered my amend- 
ment with a view of precipitating a political debate. If the Demo 
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cratic party desires upon every question of appropriation of money to 
discuss any of the blunders the Republican party has made, I am will- 


. ing. The greatest blunder the Democratic party has made during the 


last twenty-five years was to keep on living—to 
cheating the political undertaker out of his just 
[Laughter. ] t 

But, Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to engage in any political dis- 
eussion. I suppose the gentleman from Alabama will do me the justice 
to believe that I have not made this motion for any other purpose than 
to express honestly my views on this important question. Iam in 
favor of remitting ‘the questions of law which now go to the Judge- 
Advocate-General’s Department in all important cases to some other 
branch of the Government, where one of the conditions precedent to 
eminence as an officer shall be some knowledge of the elementary 
principles of law. There has been no great controversy before a court- 
martial in this country for years past in which the Government did 
not employ outside counsel; and this has been donc in violation of Jaw, 
or rather without any justification in law. 

Away back in 1814, when Mr. Monroe was President and Martin Van 
Buren was a leading lawyer in the State of New York, the Secretary of 
War detailed Mr. Van Buren to go up to Troy and assist as a Govern- 
ment attorney in the prosecution of the case of The United States rs. 
General Wilkinson. ‘That court-martial sent back to the Secretary of 
War a statement that there was no law authorizing the appearance of 
Mr. Van Buren, and it would not and did not permit him to appear. 
From that day to this there has been no change in the statute; and 
Judge Holt, at the time of the Surratt case in this city, decided that 
there was no law which authorized the employment of outside counsel ; 
hence it was that Judge Bingham, of Ohio, was compelled to take a com- 
mission in the Judge-Advocate-General’s Department before the mili- 
tary court would permit his appearance. But now we have reached a 
point when all the great controversies before courts-martial are tried 
by outside lawyers. Last year $3,000 was paid in one case in this city 
toalawyer. I did not begrudge him his money; he earned it; he was 
a most capable lawyer, and conducted the case in a most Jawyerlike 
manner; conducted it as well as he could do in view of the surround- 
ings by which he was environed all the way through the progress of 
the case. 

But Linsist that these reviews which go to questions affecting men’s 
property, men’s honor, men’s liberty, ought to be made by some branch 
of the Government other than the Army. The small courts-martial 
which are held at the different posts—the garrison courts-martial—may 
well enough be run by judge-advocates detailed from the line for that 

; and then let the other records, records involving important 
questions of law, go for review to some officer of the Attorney-General’s 
Department or some other officer of this Government, who isclear of the 
traditions of the court-martial, clear of the traditions of the regular 
Army, clear of all the controversies, jealousies, and ambitions which 
inhere in the organization of the Army, men who will base their judg- 
ment upon the principles of law which we hold dear in this country. 

I say this Judge-Advocate-General’s Department is an excrescence 
upon the Army. It is totally unnecessary, and ought not to be con- 
tinued. It costs $60,000 a year, and adds to the Army nothing of 
grace, nothing of justice, nothing of martial efficiency, but in all re- 
spects the reverse. ‘Therefore I have made the motion to strike ont 
this paragraph; and I venture to say that if this paragraph were to be 
stricken out to-day, never to be revived, there would be, one year from 
now, no one who would remember it except to point to it as a monu- 
ment of the greatest error we have ever committedin the organization 
of the Army. ' 

Mr. WHEELER. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] did not think—I hope I was not so unfortunate in my remarks 
as to convey any such intimation—that I designed any personal reflec- 
tion in regard to the gentleman’s motives. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no! 

Mr. WHEELER. .I did not intend anything of that kind. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr, irman,‘one suggestion which might be 
made in connection with this matter has not been made. Under a sen- 
tence passed by a court-martial the chief of this corps is entirely in- 
capacitated from serving in the corps; and the duration of his incapacity 
under the sentence passes beyond the period when he will be retired 
under the law. So we have at the head of a department a man who. 
is entirely incapable of serving in that department. 

Mr. BRAGG. His incapacity commenced at an earlier day than trial 
by court-martial. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am speaking of his incapacity as the result of 
the judgment of a court. I do not know this question ought to be dis- 
posed of hy the insulting and sneering methods of the chairman of this 
committee. The-fact he sees something in his disordered imagination 
that assimilates the gentleman who made that motion to a boiling pot 
ought not in my judgment to dispose of this question. The fact the 
gentleman indulged himself in that way perhaps he is not to be cen- 
sured for. There seems to be a vein of ill-natured manifestation re- 


go about the country 
nës for their burial. 


sulting from everything the gentleman does that would indicate the 
difficulty with him is congenital, and therefore he ought not to be cen- 
sured for it. But when he ventures on the domain of the blackguard, 


if he does, he ought to be forgiven by all of those who feel a sympathy 
for others who are not amenable to criticism or to harsh ju ent be- 
cause of the unfortunate manifestations of Providence toward him. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 
Now, in aaki to my friend from Alabama. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, a message wasreccived from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Sec- 
retary, which announced that that body had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill (S. 200) to authorize the purchase of the 
Aqueduct Bridge or the construction of a bridge across the Potomac 
River at or near Georgetown, D. C., and asked for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. RIDDLE- 
BERGER, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. VANCE as managers of said confer- 
ence on its part. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (S. 2256) tocreate a port 
of entry at Lewes, Del.; in which concurrence was req yésted. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL.’ 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My friend from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] is un- 
doubtedly correct in his history of the formation of this department so 
far as the date is concerned. It was created in 1862, I believe. Dut 
when he goes further than that, trusting to his memory, he is liable to 
fall into egregious error; and on this occasion I am sorry he did go to 
the length he did. It seems to me the gentleman hardly considered 
the weight of the words he indulged in. He took upon himself, un- 
wittingly, perhaps, the rôle of slanderer when he made the charge he 
did upon Abraham Lincoln, who appointed Judge Holt to the office he 
held. Judge Hoit was not appointed to that high office for any pur- 
pose that was inimical to justice and to right-dealing. When he was 
appointed there was no such condition existing as the gentleman im- 
agined existed later. 

There was no purpose of assaulting General McClellan, or any other 
general of the Army, let me tell him. If he had not been engaged just 
where he was at that time, if there had not been difficulty of commu- 
hication from where he was to the men who were well informed on the 
subject, he would have known better than to have made the charge he 
did. [Applause on the Republican side. ] - 

It ilt becomes that gentleman, itill becomes any man situated as he 
was in those days, to assume, in my humble judgment, the rôle of 
slanderer of Abraham Lincoln. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BRAGG. I regret exceedingly the economist from Iowa should 
be a little economical in his knowledge of history. IfI recollectrightly, 
Lieutenant-Colonel Lee was judge-advocate until about the4th of Sep- 
tember, 1862, and the change in the head of that department was not 
made until after General Pope made his report here and sought to prefer 
charges against the Army of the Potomac. Then the decks were cleared 
for action, and the hangman was selected. 

It isnot a slur upon Mr. Lincoln, but as I bad occasion to state sub- 
stantially once before in this House, the gentlemen who are fearful to 
have thedrapery of the garment drawn aside for fear of showing the lep- 
rosy, political and moral, which exists, always dodge behind Mr. Lin- 
coln’s great coat. [Laughter.] It was Mr. Stanton and not Mr. Lin- 
coln of whom it was said by Mr. Lincoln he had but little influence with 
his administration. [Laughter.] 

Now, as to the personal allusion to myself, all I have to say to him 
is this: It took him so rss, bps get into action, out of compassion for 
him just now I will not stir him up any more, for I want him to have 
time to get ready. [Laughter and applause. ] 

. Mr. WHEELER. I move to strike out the last word. [Cries of 
Vote!” “t Vote!?’] 

Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] should see fit to make the personal allusions that he 
did to myself. I want to say to him and to this House that in all 
matters of legislation I never have been in the habit of looking behind, 
but I only look before, and every act of mine is prompted by the pur- 
pose of adding my feeble efforts to contribute to the greatness and 
grandeur, to the weight and power, of this the greatest country that 
ever did or ever can exist, except in its own future possibilities. 

Mr. HEPBURN. When did you begin? 

Mr. WHEELER. I wish to say that if the gentleman will examine 
every word that I have ever uttered he can not find that I used a word 
or even a syllable against the President of the United States, Abraham 
Lincoln, to whom he alluded. _ It has become my duty in this louse 
during two Congresses to defend Abraham Lincoln and Gencral Grant 
against the assaults made upon them by Republicansin their efforts to 
crush down and destroy one of the brayest men that ever led armies to 
victory. It has become my duty and my pleasure to stand here and 
defend that great general, Ulysses S. Grant, from charges brought 
against him on this floor; from charges impugning his motives, im- 
pugning his integrity, impugning his capacity, impugning his ability 
as a soldier, and impugning him in his duties to this great Republic. 

It has become my duty to investigate reports, to investigate facts, And 
toinvestigate history to hurl back charges and insinuations against Gen- 
eral and ex-President Ulysses 8. Grant, and no gentleman can point to 
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one word ever uttered by me reflecting upon him or upon his ability as 
a generalor a statesman. That has been reserved to gentlemen in this 
and the last Congress on the other side of the House, who have, when 
it suited their purposes, been found among his detractors. 

But another word and I have done. The gentleman spoke of the 
time of the appointment of Judge Holt. He wasappointed in Septem- 
ber, and the first act of his official life was to proceed to do what has 
been stated. Ithank the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Brace] 
for the suggestion that the statements refer to the conspirator Edwin 
M. Stanton [hisses on the Republican side], who sought to conspire to 
drag down officers of the Army who did not conform to his views or 
sustain the line of policy that he had inaugurated. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this ‘‘ arch conspirator’ the gen- 
tleman names was a man who was at the head of the Federal armies. 
He was the man who directed, as no other living man could, all of the ma- 
neuvers and operationsof the Federal Army. Heis the man that brought 
your banner down into the dust, that destroyed your ** lost cause’?—— 

Mr. WHEELER (from his seat). No, it was Grant. 

Mr. HEPBU. That whipped you back into your allegiance to 
the Governmentf [Applause on the Repulican side.] Hewas the man 
who made it possible for you to be here in this exalted place to be his 
maligner and slanderer. [ Applause on the Republicanside.] “He is dead 
now and can not answer you, but notwithstanding you try to blacken 
his memory, although you live to-day because that man was willing, 
among others, that you might live and not have the halter around your 
neck that you had won. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to make an inquiry. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York is recognized. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I have listened here more once 
to aspersions upon the character as well as c against the motives 


and services of Edwin M. Stanton. He was our able War Secretary; 
he organized victory. Under his advice and administration, even ad- 
mitting he committed some errors, the Union triumphed over the re- 
bellion. [Applause.] 

Now, these small men [laughter], aswas said by the gentleman from 

Towa, some of whom are here by grace alone, avail themselves of the 
opportunity to slander his memory. [Applause. ] 
. Mr. Chairman, Ohio has given many able men to the public service 
of this country, but none braver, none more true, none who did more 
for the Union than our great War Secretary, Edwin M. Stanton, who 
came to us from withinits borders. [Applauseon the Republican side. 

You haye dragged into this discussion the Fitz-John Porter case. 
remember it was discussed while the war was in progress, and I donot 
forget there was nowhere a man who sympathized with the rebellion 
who did not sustain Fitz-John Porter and applaud McClellan and de- 
nounce Stanton, and thus sought to paralyze the energies of the Union 
forces. I care not, for one, if Porter would have been technically ac- 
quitted by a civil court. 

We believed—I believe it now—the people everywhere in the North 
believed there was a powerful conspiracy to compel arbitrament of the 
issue between the North and South by other means than the sword. 

As Edwin M. Stanton had the power and the vigor to defeat the ca- 
bal of conspirators that was seeking to bring about a peaceful solution 
by inactivity, I am willing for one again and here to indorse what he 
did. The country approved him then and has continued to approve. 
Iam ready to discuss this Army bill upon its merits, but I am not 

‘willing to be silent when it is made the occasion to defame one of the 
ablest, one of the purest, one of the most patriotic men ever given to 
the service of his country; to hear him unjustly assailed and his mem- 
ory maligned, either by those who were in arms against him and his 
country at that time or by those who belonged to the party that is to- 
day in political fellowship with them. 

It is not for me to write Secretary Stanton’s biography. You gen- 
tlemen may not do him justice. Those who felt his iron hand and 
knew his strong will may be reluctant to do him justice. Those who 
were not in sympathy with him, who met in convention to adopt res- 
olutions that the prosecution of the war was a failure, those whose places 
were south of the line drawn between the two armies—they may assail 
him here, and question his motives and acts; they may indulge in these 
little denunciations against him; but I deem it nowand shall hereafter 
a t pleasure to honor his memory. [Applause.] 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HAMMOND, I desire, before the vote is taken on this proposi- 
tion, to ask the chairman of the committee whether, if the motion to 
strike out shall be adopted, it abolishes any of the system that has been 
spoken of so severely? y 

Mr. BRAGG. Not at all, 

Mr. HAMMOND. I think we are ready to vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on striking out the clause which 
the Clerk will again report. 

The Cterk again read the pending amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 93. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. WHEELER were 
appointed. 


ayes committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 82, 
noes 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The clerk read the following paragraph: 
to officers, when authorized by law, $130,000: Provided, That in 
disbursing this allowance the maximum sum to be allowed and paid shall be 4 
cents per mile, di to be computed over the shortest usually traveled row 
and, in addition thereto, the cost of transportation actually paid, exclusive o! 
sleeping or parlor car fare. 

Mr. PRICE. I make the point of order against the proviso contained 
in this clause: 

Provided, That in disbursing this allowance the maximum sum to be allowed 
and paid shall be 4 cents per mile, distance to be computed over the shortest 
cecal traveled routes, and, in addition thereto, the cost of transportation 
act y paid, exclusive of sleeping or parlor car fare. 

I desire to call attention to section 1273 of the Revised Statutes. I 
will read the statute in support of my position. Iam encouraged to 
make the point of order at this time for the reason that, notwithstand- 
ing the Chair a few days ago overruled the decision of the Supreme 
Court and our own rules—and the proposition was so t a breach 
of the rules that the gentleman in of the bill hi by an 
amendment afterward struck it out—I have now a distinct and square 
statute on this subject, which must be existing law even in the opinion 
of the chairman of this committee. 

I read section 1273 of the Revised Statutes, which is as follows: 

Src. 1273. When an officer travels under orders, and is not furnished transpor- 
tation by the Quartermaster’s Department, or on a conveyance belonging to or 
chartered by the United States, he shall be allowed 10 cents a mile, and no more, 
for each talls actually traveled under such order, distances to be calculated ac- 
cording to the nearest post-routes; and no payment shall be made to any officer 
except by a paymaster of the Army. 

That fixes it at 10 cents. Now the Army appropriation bill of 1877, 
passed July 24, 1876, provides that the rate shall be 8 cents per mile. 
That law changed it from 10 to 8 cents. 

Now I make the assertion, and it is a correct one, if I am not mise 
taken, that that is the last provision of law governing the mileage for 
the distance that officers travel. That distinctly states it is 8 cents. 
That stands bound in this book as existing law; and yet this provision 
of the bill reads that the sum allowed shall be 4 cents per mile instead 
of 8, and adds thereto the additional cost of transportation under cer- 
tain circumstances. 

Now, that is not only objectionable as being squarely in contraven- 
tion of an expressstatute, but it increases expenditure, I think; that, 
however, is a matter of computation, and I may be mistaken. ButI 
make the point without arguing it further that that provisionis squarely 
in contravention of this section of the Revised Statutes, which stands 
as the law of the land. 

I raise the point of order also on subdivision 3 of Rule XXI. The 
last clause of that rule provides: 

Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any general ap- 
propriation bill or any amendment thereto. 

I think that is plain enough. If it is not, I will be ready to tear up 
my copy of the rules and bury the statute, for I do think that an ex- 
press statute constituting existing law which stands there unrepealed 
ought to guide us; and I venture the suggestion that outside the Mili- 
tary Committee there is not a committee of this House that would have 
the audacity, in view of the existing facts, to place a provision of law 
in an appropriation bill and then ask us, because it comes from that 
high and mighty commit “tmy” committee, as the gentleman from 
Wisconsin called it a few moments ago—and has the stamp of authority 
on it of the Committee on Military Affairs, that therefore we must 
accept it, I ask the Committee of the Whole to take together that 
law, that rule, and that provision in this bill, and then let them sus- 
tain or pases my objection as they will. 2 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, my answer to the point of order is that 
the paragraph does not change existing law. The difference between 
this clause and a clause changing existing law is easily illustrated. I 
will read from a previous Army appropriation ‘bill a clause which did 
change existing law: ~ 

Provided, That hereafter any paymaster of the rank of major, who has seryed 
twenty years, may upon his own application be placed upon the retired-list. 

To change existing law the provision must either repeal a law or be 
anaflirmativeenactment. The difference between such a provision and 
this proviso may be stated in a few words. This is a limitation upon 
the use of the money appropriated by this bill without affecting any ex- 
isting law whatever. The hand that gives directs how the gift shall 
beused. This proviso was inserted for the purpose of sustaining the 
Paymaster-General in his distribution of the fund for the payment of 
mileage, and to carry out his wishes in that regard. He made the re- 
quest specially of the committee, and we prepared that section, and he 
himself p: the proviso limiting the use of tle money. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word on this point 
oforder. A few phs back the gentleman from Wisconsin was 
fast and furious to appropriate according to existing law. 

Mr. PRICE. gentleman from Wisconsin? praca} 

Mr, CANNON. The gentleman in charge of the bill. 


Mr. PRICE. That will do. 
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Mr.CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman admits that there 
is a Jaw fixing the mileage of these officers, and he seeks to amend it. 
I do not care to say anything now about the merits of that amendment. 
I doubt very much whether it would be a wise one, even if it were in 
order, and I doubt also whether it is an economical amendment; butI 
will not discuss that question now. The gentleman says that because 
the words ‘‘ Provided, that hereafter,” &c. , are not in there the proviso 
does not amount to legislation which changes existing law, but is a 
mere limitation upon the expenditure of the money hereby appropri- 
ated. If it be true that these rules of ours, positive in their terms, can 
be frittered away by merely juggling with words, then I suppose the 
point of order is not well taken. Given, however, a positive statute 
upon any subject, and Rule XXI as it exists, I undertake to say, that a 
provision of this kind does change existing law, at least by construction 
if not in words, and if the gentleman can avoid the force of the rule and 
the force of the statute by such a provision as this in an appropriation 
bill, why then the rule amounts to nothing. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairis pre to decide the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE]. 

Mr. PRICE. One word further, Mr. Chairman. I did not know 
but my tions were wrongly taken and my authorities good for noth- 
ing, so I waited to hear something which would break the force of the 
rule and of the statute which I have read and which I say should con- 
trol the action of this House. I wantto call the attention now of gen- 
tlemen who failed to hear what I said a while ago to the fact that the 
whole defense made for this indefensible action is based upon two state- 
ments: First, that there was a similar provision to this in a bill of last 
year, and that, it having passed there without the point of order being 
raised upon it, we may with propriety pass a similar provision now; 
and second, that some one (I did not catch the name) advised the com- 
mittee to put this provision in this bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask again, can we permit the Committee on 
Military Affairs to override the rules adopted for the government of 
this House merely because some gentleman, I do not know who, has 
recommended that this provision shall go into this bill? Or will you 
justify yourselves by keeping that proposition in the bill because, for- 
sooth, a similar one was in an appropriation bill one year ago? Iam 
perfectly willing to concede that if the point of order were not raised 
against this provision and it were passed asa portion of this bill, it 
would then be a law to govern us, but the point of order being raised 
at this stage, there is but one thing to do, and that is to expunge it from 
` the bill as an attempt on the of this committee to exercise author- 
ity not delegated to them, to legislate about a matter over which they 
have no corftrol, and not binding upon this House even as a recommenda- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will again report the paragraph on 
which the point of order is made. 

Provided, That in disbursing this allowance the maximum sum to be allowed 
and paid shall be 4 cents mile, distance to be uted over the shortest 
usually traveled routes, jet in addition thereto, the cost of transportation actu- 
ally paid, exclusive of sleeping or parlor car fare. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin on the left [Mr. 
PRICE], makes a point of order against this proviso that it changes ex- 
isting law and, therefore, is not in order upon an appropriation bill. A 
similar point of order was made upon another provision on Saturday 
last when this bill was under consideration. The provision against which 
the point of order was then made was declared to be in contravention 
of the Army regulations and therefore in contravention of existing law. 
This proviso is said to be in conflict with a provision ina statute which 
allows a greater amount per mile than is here fixed. It will be observed 
that the proviso against which the point of order has been made states 
that in disbursing this allowance—the allowance appropriated in this 
paragraph—there shall bepaid theratesspecified. Thatdoesnotchange 
the existing law. It only directs the manner in which this appropria- 
tion shall be ded and the objects to which this money shall be 
applied. ‘The law stands as it was before, but this appropriation is di- 
rected to be expended ina cular way fora particular purpose. The 
Chair does not understand that the House is obliged to appropriate the 
sum which the law has fixed as the full salary for any public officer. 
If it were so obliged the discretion of Congress would bein great measure 
taken away. ; 

But Congress may in its discretion appropriate for a particular serv- 
ice a less amount than the law designates, or it may fail to make any 
appropriation whatever. The House is now e in making appro- 
priations of money for a particular purpose, and in doing so it may de- 
termine to appropriate less than the law prescribes for the fall payment 
of this service. The law is not changed thereby; Congress merely fails 
to make full appropriation for the service. For these reasons—— 

Mr. PRICE. Before the Chair gives his decision will he allow me to 
call attention to two facts which appear in this controversy? First, the 
existing law provides that the person required to travel under a military 
order shall be compensated at the rate of 8 cents per mileand shall receive 
no allowance for transportation. This bill provides that he shall receive 
compensation at the rate of 4 cents per mile, and such transportation as 
may occur under different contingencies. Now, is not this a new pro- 


vision of law fixing the compensation for a person who is requi to 


travel under a military order? And can we under our rules adopt such 
a provision upon an appropriation bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. the provision to which the gentleman refers 
madea permanent appropriation for compensation the gentleman’s point 
would be well taken; butitis nota permanentappropriation. Though 
existing law may provide 8 cents a mile as the compensation for a per- 
son traveling under these circumstances, he can not receive a cent of 
money for such service unless Congress makes the appropriation. 

Mr. PRICE. But this provision of the bill allows transportation 
ond se existing law does not. Is not this then a new provision of 

aw 

The CHAIRMAN. The officer would not be entitled to take any 
money out of the Treasury on account of the existing law unless there 
were an appropriation. The House is now making appropriations for 
this service, and Congress may, if it sees fit, appropriate a less sum 
than the existing law provides for. 

Mr. PRICE. But we are undertaking to say by this bill that the 
person shall be furnished with transportation. 

Mr, HAMMOND. I rise to a point of order. I understand the 
Chair to have decided this question, and I submit that we should pro- 
tt with the bill unless an appeal is taken from the decision of the 

r. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to say that for the reasons 
stated the point of order should be overruled. 

Mr. CANNON. LI hope the Chair will allow me a single moment. 
I think the Chair does not understand the point of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. If the Chair will examine the bill he will find in the para- 
graph now under discussion these words, ‘‘ and in addition thereto the 
cost of transportation actually paid.’’ Now, in the general law there 
is not one word about ‘‘ the cost of transportation actually paid,” but 
there is the allowance of a lump sum of 8 cents a mile. This bill pro- 
poses to allow a lump sum not exceeding 4 cents a mile ‘‘and in ad- 
dition thereto the cost of transportation actually paid.’? How can the 
Chair tell how much more than 8 cents a mile this bill may allow? I 
apprehend the actual allowancein many instances under this bill would 
be 10 cents or 12 cents a mile.. So that the effect of this so-called “‘limi- 
tation” is to change the law and authorize a greater compensation than 
that fixed by existing law, which in no case can exceed 8 cents a mile, 
That is the point, as I understand. i 

on BRAGG. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tlinois a 

nestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided the question of order. 

Mr. PRICE. I must appeal from the decision of the Chair, 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 
he does not recognize the difference between limiting the expenditure 
of a particular sum of money and making a general provision for ex- 
penditure which shall become a permanent law? A limitation in an 
appropriation bill does not make any positive continuing enactment, 
vyt dies with the disbursement of the funds appropriated in that 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. Buta positive affirmative provision of law becomes 
embodied in the statutes, and stands as a continuing law on the sub- 
ject for the future. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope I may be allowed to answer the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG]. > 

Mr. STEELE. I makea pointof order. The Chair has decided this 
question. 

Mr. PRICE. . And I have appealed from the decision of the Chair, 

Mr. CANNON. I think I am entitled to answer the point of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is 
recognized. 

Mr. CANNON. Lunderstand the point made by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to be that the clause in this bill is a limitation upon theex- 
penditure of this money. I tried to make my position plain when I 
maintained thatit is such a limitation as will make this mileage for 
the coming year more than the existing law authorizes, namely, 8 cents 
amile. That is the point- 

The CHAIRMAN. With reference to the point raised by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, the Chair is of opinion that this Committee of tho 
Whole might provide for extraordinary expenses of the Army not pro- 
vided for under any general law, and that therefore, even if this clause 
is new legislation, the House under the rules has the right,.as this is one 
of the established departments of the Government, to provide for the 
expenditure. For these reasons the Chair has overruled the point of 
be The gentleman from Wisconsin appeals from the decision. The 
question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
committee? 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 46. 

“The CHAIRMAN. So the decision of the Chair stands as the judg- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. I move the following amendment: 

Strike out the following words: 


“In addition thereto the cost of transportation actually paid, exclusive of 
sleeping or parlor car fare,” 
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Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention of the committee I will 
not claim it longer than one minute. The present law gives 8 cents a 
mile when an officer is traveling under orders and by the shortest route. 
This change in the law, or limitation, or whatever you may choose to 
call it, for the coming year gives officers traveling under orders 4 cents 
a mile and in addition thereto the cost of transportation actually paid. 
Now, I undertake to say the average cost of travel in this country does 
not exceed 4 cents a mile, including subsistence. Yet in the name of 
economy I see they havedecreased the appropriation upon the estimates 
some $30,000. Now they come in and seek to enlarge the existing law. 
For what? The cost of transportation actually paid is to be added to 
the 4 cents a mile. No man can tell until the accounts are rendered 
just how much will be required to be paid out of the Treasury. _ 

I appeal to my friend from Wisconsin, so long as this limitation is to 
be placed on officers while traveling under orders, we ought to stop with 
the allowance of 4 cents a mile and not add the cost of transportation 
actually paid. ‘Take the case of an officer ordered from San Francisco 
to New York, 3,000 miles at 4 cents a mile would be $120 in the pocket 
of the officer after he gets to New York in addition to the actual cost 
of transportation. j 

I want to be fair with the Army. It serves its. purpose in the Gov- 
ernment and ought to be fairly and:liberally dealt with; but while we 
are seeking to make reform, in my judgment we should only provide 
for the actual expenses of travel, and there stop. ~ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I had intended, Mr, Chair- 
man, to offer an amendment to strike out all after ‘‘provided,”’ in line 
164, and to insert ‘‘only actual expenses of rtation shall be paid,” 
which is precisely the reverse of the amendment moved by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, who proposes to strike out the cost of rtation 
actually paid exclusive of sleeping and parlor car fare, and to leave the 
allowance of 4 cents a mile. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the limitation should be “not exceeding 
4 cents a mile.” ` 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Four cents a mile is not 
enough in some parts of America. Ispeak with some little knowledge 
of matter, because some who are near to me have been engaged in 
that part of the Army and required to travel on both sides of the con- 
tinent. Four cents a mile is ordinarily paid in the populous States, 
but I have known as high as 30 and 40 cents a mile paid for actual 
transportation of an officer in the Inspector-General’s Department 
through the Rocky Mountains, in Colorado, California, Washington 
‘Territory, and other places where there are posts which have to be in- 
spected. Therefore, 4 cents a mile would be buta small proportion of 
what is actually paid by officers on inspecting tours. 

If we have in the public service those whose integrity and honor can 
be safely trusted, upon whose fidelity to duty we may safely rely, they 
are officers of the Army. It occurs to me the best course for us 
to pursue is toallow for the actual expenses of transportation when offi- 
cers are traveling under orders, That is the objectof my amendment. 

Undoubtedly it does allow some latitude, but as I said before, in my 
judgment we can safely trust in these snfall matters the officers of the 
regular Army. , 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not add ‘‘over the shortest traveled routes?” 

Mr. OATES. The word “n ” covers that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My idea was, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Alabama, that the word ‘‘necessary ” covers it. 
But I accept the modification. 

Mr. BRAGG. The law as provided in the bill as first reported from 
the committee was the result of careful computation and estimates 
made by the Paymaster-General, in which he arrived at this clause as 
being a proper amount to equalize expenditures between travel on this 

ide of the Rocky Mountains and on the other side of it, and was en- 
acted to guard against precisely the objection that the gentleman from 
Kentucky has urged as the reason for his amendment. 

It is, however, a matter of entire indifference to me, although I think 
the amendment will increase the expenditures. Š 

Mr. HAMMOND. It will reduce it enormously, in my opinion. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ithinknot, Thereason the Paymaster-General called 
our attention to the fact was this, let me state: That there are certain 
gentlemen in the Army who like very much to ride upon railway passes. 
Of course there is a very small number, and perhaps the number is still 
smaller who are able always to procure them. But the records of the 
Department show that in several months of the year certain officers are 
so situated that they must unquestionably travel on passes though they 
draw more for mileage than the full salary, longevity pay included. 

To guard against that the proviso was enacted. For instance, let me 


suggest a case. 
r. HAMMOND. Before the gentleman leaves this point will he 
permit a question? 

Mr, BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The proviso would allow, as you put it, only 4 
cents per mile? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Theamendmentof the gentleman from Kentucky 
would allow the officer traveling upon a free pass to draw nothing. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; but itdoes not prevent him from riding in a 


parlor car. It does not check him from stopping any length of time 
at expensive hotels, paying $5 a day, and using all the porters and serv- 
ants about the establishment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I understand that this applies only to mileage, 
not their other expenses. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The section itself is on the subject of mileage. 

Mr. BRAGG. But the amendment does not so restrict it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It speaks of his expenses for “‘ necessary travel.” 

Mr. BRAGG, But it does not limit it to mileage. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then it should be restricted to mileage, so as to 
limit that. 

Mr. BRAGG. The amendment does not do it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move to amend by striking out the word ‘‘ex- 
penses” and inserting the word ‘“‘mileage;’’ so that it will read *‘nec- 

mil ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Then, if that be done, there is another part of it that 
must be made to conform. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I thinkif the gentleman will 
look at the bill before him he will see that that is unnecessary. The bill 
reads ‘‘ for mileage to officers when authorized by law,’’ and sets apart 
a fund of $130,000 for the payment of this class of expenditures. Now, 
the proviso is to the effect that this mileage is not to be paid except in 
a certain manner, and the amendment relates to that payment. I think 
it is perfectly clear. : 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I propose to add the words 
at the end of line 169, or rather at the end of the substitute proposed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, ‘‘not to exceed the amount now au- 
thorized by law.” 

The fact is, a change of the law is necessary. The chairman of the 
committee has so informed us. He has stated that west of the Rocky 
Mountains one rate prevails while east of it another rate prevails. The 
existing law, as Iam informed, is uniformly 8 cents permile. -Itis right 
that only the actual traveling expenses shall be paid. It is wrong to 
allow the existing law to be violated. Itisright to inaugurateachango 
in the law, and that is my motive in proposing the amendment. It 
may operate with some degree of harshness in some parts of thecoun- 
try for a short time, but undoubtedly some change in the statute will 
be made which will rectify it; and hence I propose to add the words I 
have suggested, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Should not the word “‘rate’’ be inserted instead of 
“amount?” I think it would be better. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I have no objection to that, and will so 
modify the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] to submit an amendment? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I suggested an amendment to the gentleman 
from Kentucky for the purpose of confining his amendment to mileage, 
out of abundant caution; but on an examination I think it unnecessary 
and shall not insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let the amendment be reported as it will stand if 
adopted, including the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word " provided,” in line 164, and insert in lieu thereof: 
“ That necessary expenses actually paid shall only be allowed, to be computed 
SEA Se usually traveled route, not to exceed the rate now authorized 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, Mr. Chairman, there is an incongruity 
there surely. Asthe amendment now stands mileage is intended to cover 
and is made to cover not only railroad fare but hotel expenses as well. 
That is the practice. 

Now, the last part of this amendment limits it to a rate of 8 cents a 
mile, while the other part of the amendment relates to expenses which 
include both fare and hotel expenses. I think the provision as contained 
in this bill is better than the amendment as last read. The limitation 
then is the actual fare and 4 cents a mile allowance for other expenses, 
or not exceeding 4 cents a mile. If the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is adopted, then it leaves 
open an indefinite charge for hotel expenses. It has been found neces- 
sary in all departments to place some limit on these expenses. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. After the explanation of the 
chairman of the Military Committee, that this has been made a matter 
of estimate, and is supposed to be a fair mode of making this allowance, 
I beg leave to withdraw my amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemancan not now withdraw his amend- 
ment, as an amendment to the amendment is pending. 

Mr. PRICE. I offer as a substitute for the amendment what I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk readeas follows: 

Amend i paan out “4 cents” and inserting “8 cents,” in line 166; and 
strike out all — the word “routes,” in line 167; so that it will read: 


x hat in disbursing this allowance the maximum sum to be allowed 
an 


d shall be 8 cents per mile, distance to be computed over the shortest 
traveled routes,” 


Mr. PRICE. I desire to state that if the amendment is adopted it 
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will simply neutralize the provision in the bill which I have opposed, 
and leave the law for next year just where it was last year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not offer that as a substitute. 
But he may offer it simply as an amendment, because it is in order to 
perfect what is proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. PRICE. Very well. 

Mr. SKINNER. Imove thatall after the word ‘ dollars’? be stricken 
out. Ido that because Ithink none of the amendments that have been 
offered are any improvement on the existing law. That will leave the 
law precisely as it is to-day. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Theamendmentof the gentleman from Wisconsin 
takes precedence of that. 

Mr. PRICE. And covers that ground. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PRICE, there 
Wwere—ayes 67, noes 75. 

Mr. PRICE. I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN, Aquorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. PRICE, and 
the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. WHEELER. ; 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 68, 


, 90. 

Mr. PRICE. I do not insist further on the point as to a quorum. 

So the amendment was di to. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I understand the tleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] announced a desire to withdraw his 
amendment, and I understood the Chair to say that he could not, be- 
cause an amendment had been offered to that amendment. I offered 
the amendment to the amendment, and am willing to withdraw it, so 
as to allow the gentleman from Kentucky to withdraw his. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment to the 
amendment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. And now, if there be no objection, the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the paragraph the following: 
“ But in no case shall the amount paid exceed 8 cents a mile.” 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. That is the existing law. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


All the money hereinbefore Lage boars shall be disbursed and accounted 
for by the Pay Department as pay of the Army, and for that purpose shall be 
considered but one fund, 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to call the attention of the committee to two 
provisions of the Revised Statutes. Section 3623 provides: 

All officers, agents, or other persons apart panno moneysshall render dis- 


tinct accounts of the application thereof according to the appropriation under 
which the same may have been adyanced to them, 


And section 3678 reads: 

The sums Searone anes for the various branches of expenditure in the public 
service shall be applied solely to the objects for which they are respectively 
made, and for no others, 

The provision of this bill to which I take exception is as follows: 

All the money hereinbefore thy bape shall be disbursed and accounted 
for by the Pay Department as pay of the Army,and for that purpose shall be 
considered but one fund. 

Now, this kind of legislation sought to be obtained under this clause 
might be good. Iam not fighting the principle embodied in it. Ionly 
say, hitherto in our Indian ent, in this department, in the Ag- 
ricultural Department, in every Department of the Government, we dis- 
tinctly give so much money for such a division and so much for another 
division, and we distinctly require them to keep those sums separate; 
not to draw, for example, on the statistical division to pay for the pub- 
lication of documents or vice versa; but each must be kept separate un- 
der the head for which it was appropriated. That is the rule which 
governs the disbursement of funds under this appropriation bill. But 
this appropriation bill provides that that rule shall be set aside and 
“the money hereinbefore appropriated”? ‘‘shall be considered but one 
fund.” Ido not know but the Committee of the Whole will be pre- 
pared to do as in the other case and allow the Committee on Military 
Affairs to make laws. But, in the name of common sense, if you do 
so, wipe out the rule we have adopted. 

Mr. BRAGG. It seems strange to me there are so many ghosts seen 
through the fog. ‘Theappropriation for the Army has always been kept 
under theaccount ‘‘the pay of the Army,” between the paymasters and 
the Treasury. In all former bills it reads in this wise: “Pay 
ment: For pay of the Army;’’ and then the act recites the officers and 
bac air and concludes, ‘‘ in all, $12,500,000.” 

Now, instead of putting it at the head of the bill, We have put it in 
this case at the foot of the bill, and the use of the words ‘‘shall be 
considered but one fund,” and of the words ‘‘ accounted for by the 
Pay Department as pay of the Army” (as it has always been) was to 
l ariar iarr the contingency that by some accident somebody in the 

ry with a crotchety mind might insist that it was the inten- 


tion of Congress to change the rule from what it has heretofore been. 
Therefore we use the of the previous bill, and go further and 
say, “‘ but one fund;” so that it leaves it precisely as it has always 
been and always will be. 

There never was such a thing as making a draft on the Treasury to 
pay brigadier-generals, major-generals, colonels, lieutenant-colonels, 
and captains. It is all drawn together, and the account is kept sepa- 
rately so far as the disbursement or payment of the money is con- 
cerned; but as between the Department and the it stands as 
“ Pay ofthe Army. In accounting to the accounting officers the vouch- 
ers show in detail how the disbursements have been made. There is 
no change at all, and there is no difference between this bill and any 
other Army appropriation bill, except what I am about tostate, which 
is not in this clause. In the draft of the bill which I submitted to the 
committee and which received their indorsement, I dissected the differ- 
ent component parts of the Army, to the end t the people might 
know what each cost. I have made the appropriation in the bill pre- 
cisely as it was before—‘‘ for the pay of the Army,” but I show in the 
bill how it is disbursed, and that disbursement is not fixed by the Pay 
Department, but by law. 

Mr. PRICE. One word, Mr. Chairman. It will be observed that 
no better defense can bemade of this violation of law than was made of 
the other violation passed upon a while We are told that this has 
always been so, and that is the only justification offered except that the 
important announcement is made to us that it always will be so. Now 
I admit that all through this bill the appropriation is broken up, so 
much for a certain purpose, so much for another purpose, and so much 
for another, The gentleman correctly states the plan of the bill when 
he makes that statement. But, sir, it is because these different appro- 

riations for different objects have always been kept separate (if they 

ave been kept lawfally) that I oppose this proposition to say now that 
they shall be all considered as but one fund. 

You remember, Mr. Chairman, and every gentleman here remembers 
that a short time ago the Commissioner of Agriculture, having used in 
some other division $1,800 which belonged to the laboratory fund, came 
to Congress and asked us to justify that expenditure. 'e did justify 
it by a bill, and the same thing might be done again; but that case 
shows the importance of applying each fund to its own particular pur- 
pose for which it was appropriated, for certainly if the point were not 
deemed very important this Congress would not have been asked to 
legalize that act of the Commissioner of Agriculture, an act which he 
peugniaes and we recognized as clearly in contravention of existing 

aw. 

Now this proposition in this bill says that all the money hereinbefore 
appropriated for all these different objects shall be considered as but 
one fund to pay everybody and anybody, and that is the objection that 
I make to this provision. I donotknow that we had not better change 
our rules on this point; I do not know that we had not better say that 
a committee of this House shall have power to do certain things that 
we have said they shall not have power to do. But the fact remains 
that we have said they shall not do it and they have done it. I call 
upon this House, then, to respond to this point of order, and to say that 
this committee have done that which they could not legitimately do 
under the power conferred upon them by the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The section of the statute which the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] read is section 2678, and is the existing 
law upon that subject. It provides that all sums appropriated for the 
various Branches of the public service shall be applied solely to the ob- 
jects for which they are respectively appropriated, and to no other ob- 
jects. Ifthe object of the provision of the pending bill which has just 
been read by the Clerk and against which the point of order is made is to 
authorize any of the specific amounts provided in the several clauses of 
the bill to be used for other objects or purposes than those there desig- 
nated, then it does change existing law and the point of order is well 
taken. The ohjectof the provision is a question about which there may 
be some doubt. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] ex- 
presses the opinion that the effect of this provision of the bill would not 
be to authorize the diversion to other objects of any of the sums appro- 
priated in the bill for particular purposes. It seems to the Chair, how- 
ever, that the object of this clause is to provide that sums lacie 
in the bill for one purpose if not used for that purpose may be used for 
another; and, with that view of its meaning, the Chair sustains the 
point of order. . 

Ao Clerk was proceeding to read the next paragraph on the bill, 
when 

Mr. BRAGG said: Idid not catch perfectly the decision of the Chair. 
Does the Chair hold that this appropriation is not to be considered as 
properly. for pay of the Army? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair held that in so far as this clause au- 
thorized any specific amount heretofore stated in the bill to be used for 
another purpose than that mentioned in the bill it was a change of ex- 
isting law, and therefore the point of order was sustained. 

Mr. BRAGG. There is no such provision here. 

a CHAIRMAN. - That was just the question which the Chair 
asked. 


Mr. BRAGG. There is no such provision. 
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Mr. PRICE. I call for the regular order. The paragraph has been 


the CHAIRMAN. 
The Chair understands this provision of the bill 


to Aara accounting officers of the Treasury to use all the sums ap- 
propriated in the bill up to this point as pay of the Army, and if in so 
doing the appropriation in any clause is found to be in excess, the 


money may be used for another purpose. If that is not the purpose of 


the clause——- 
Mr. BRAGG. Oh, no, sir; that is not the purpose. -` 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that it was. He would 


be glad to have the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] explain 


the provision. 
. PRICE. I call for the regularorder. That paragraph has been 
ruled. upon and R 
TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to have this matter thoroughly 


understood: ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin states that the meaning 
which the Chair put upon the clause is not the proper construction. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. If I did not 
misunderstand, the Chair has stricken out the clause— 
All the money hereinbefore appropriated shall be disbursed and accounted 


for by the Pay Department as pay of the Army,and for that purpose shall be 
considered but one fund. 


Now, does the Chair mean to strike out that entire clause, or only to 
strike out the words ‘‘and for that purpose shall be considered but 
one fund?” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled the whole clause out of order. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I understood the objection of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] to apply only to the latter portion of the para- 

ph—‘‘and for that purpose shall be considered but one fund.” ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the point of order to be 
made against the whole clause. 

Mr, PRICE. That is it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest, then, that omitting these concluding 
words, the remainder of the clause might be reinstated on motion of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin. But if the clause should embrace these 
words, ‘‘and for that purpose shall be considered but one fund,” it 
seems to me it would have to be construed as allowing the fund to be 
applied for any purpose connected with the pay of the Army. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iam not particular about those concluding words. 
They were inserted only for the purpose of having it understood that 
we did not undertake to change the existing method of keeping the 
accounts. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Of course, if the words mean what the gentle- 
man from Indiana construes them to mean, the ruling of the Chair is 
right, and those words ought to go out. But the remainder of the par- 
agraph ought to stand. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair the clause is some- 
what obscure and is subject to two constructions. The Chair put upon 
it the construction which first occurred to him and the one which evi- 
dently was put upon it by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] 
who made the point of order. 

Mr. BRAGG. I care nothing about those concluding words. 
to reinstate the paragraph in this form: 

All the muna Bio hemeye appropriated aot be disbursed and 
for by the Pay Department as pay of the Arm 

The CHAIRMAN. Thkst would be in ee 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the question is put on this motio™ wish 
to make an inquiry on a single point of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. BRAGG] who has charge of this bill. The appropriations for the 
pay of the Army for the current fiscal year are $12,205,000. If my 
calculations are correct, the appropriations embraced in this bill for the 
pay of the Army are $12,466,358.26, which would show an excess of 
$261,358.46 in the appropriations made by this bill for the pay of the 
Army over those made in the law for the current fiscal year; and inas- 
much as one change has been made in this bill involving an increase of 
$76,340, the aggregate excess of the appropriations in this bill for the 
pay of the Army over the appropriations for the same object for the 
present year would be $337,698. If my computations are correct, Ido 
not understand how this excess could occur—how there could be so 
large an increase of appropriation in this bill for the pay of the Army 
for the coming year over the appropriations for the present year. 

Mr. BRAGG. I will endeavor to explain—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before my friend answers that point I wish to call 
his attention to another fact (because the occasion may not arise for me 
to refer to this matter again), that the reductions contemplated in this 
bill are not up to the expectations of those who have had occasion to 
consider these measures heretofore. I have never been familiar with 
the Army appropriation bill; so I speak of the opinions of others, not 
my own. ‘The present bill does not provide any material reduction; 
yet there has been a steady reduction from year to year for a number 
of years, and it was supposed that the reduction could be continued. 

In 1884 the appropriation for the support of the Army was $24,- 
681,250. In 1885, $24,454,450, or a reduction of $240,000. In 1886, 
the’ present year, $24, 014,052. 50, a reduction on the preceding year of 
nearly half a million of dollars, while the reduction by this bill for 


Imove 


the present year, as it stood as ee was only $121,464.04, and as 
amended up to this time of $45,124.40. 

And my friend from Wisconsin [ Mr. Brace] will discover, notwith- 
standing his mild remarks about the economical Appropriations Com- 
mittee, that it was reducing appropriations for the Army at the rate of 
from $200,000 to $440,000 a year, while the bill he has prepared with 
great care ‘and ability shows only a reduction of a little over $45,000. 

I may have possibly made a mistake as to the increase of appropria- 
tions proposed in this bill for the Army proper; but if my figures are 
correct my friend will see that some explanation is necessary. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, having heard that statement from 
three different members of the Appropriations Committee I had de- 
clined to reply to it until the close of the bill. The bill for this pur- 
pose in the last Congress appropriated $24,434,052.50. ‘The reduction 
which they speak of was not made by this House nor by the econom- 
ical committee that usually takes care of the Treasury. The bill they 
reported, the bill they passed, was over a half a million more than the 
bill of the committee that was to open the door of the and 
shovel out the money of the people to everybody who came along. 
They are seeking to protect their reputation for economy by sheltering 
Temidire under the skirt of the Senate, which forced them to come 

own. 

The reason I stated at the foot of the bill the sum appropriated was 
to show to the House the hypocritical pretensions to economy this com- 
mittee set forth when they sought to retain the power to control all the 
appropriation bills. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Now, I concede the amount of money cs ctr, grag for the support 
of the Army is $200,000 more in the present bill than in the last bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Three hundred thousand dollars more. 

Mr. BRAGG. Well, $300,000 more; and I will explain that. If 
you will go to your deficiency committee you will find a deficiency of 
$200,000 which has to be supplied. Why? Because you did not in- 
vestigate and see what the Army pay was. You voted it in a lump. 
You did not have time to drive your knife into every part of the ons 
and you made a blunder of $200,000 when you were preparing y 
bill in the pay of the Army [laughter and applause]; and I will tell 
you where the balance comes from. If you will turn to page 275 of 
the Book of Estimates you will find the net increase to the Army is 
$194,417.31, which more than makes up the difference. That is all I 
have to say ‘on that subject. [Applause.1 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not aware of any hypo- 
critical pretenses on the part of any committee of this House. Ihave 
never known of any committee making unfair pretenses, I think, and 
however complimentary the gentleman may be to individual members 
I do not think it is ul to a committee of this House to speak of 
its hypocritical methods. Nor have I ever heard, up to this time, of 
any committee boasting of its achievements. 

Mr. BRAGG. That was in reply to the Appropriations Committee 
wanting to know whether it was the purpose of the Military Committee 
to deceive the people by reporting such a bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I never heard of it before. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes; on the floor yesterday, or the last time this bill 
as up for consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have never heard of that committee making any 
display of its methods or desires to accomplish economical legislation 
on any occasion. I have never known fea parle itselfin this House, 
nor have I ever known it to twit other committees with the manner of 
considering or introducing legislation into this House. 

If I wanted to retaliate upon the subject of blundering, as referred 
to by my friend, I would simply call the attention of my friend to the 
fact that by this very bill there is an appropriation of $29,160 for the 
payment of enli§ted men serving as general service clerks and messen- 
gers, one hundred and thirty-five in all, when at the very last moment 
the committee was informed that a mistake was made in that item of 
$76,340, which amount had to be added, making $105,500 in all in- 
stead of $29,160. + 

If there was any mistake in the Army appropriation bill for the last 
year it was simply a mistake in the Senate, as the gentleman is well 
aware, in the amount which had been amended. 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir; the Senate did not reduce your appropria- 
tion for pay. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And resulted from the economical action of the 
Senate; and if, as the gentleman says, there is a deficiency even as large 
as he fixes it, this bill is still over $240,000 in excess of the bill for the 
current year. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, if the friends of this bill desire to cor- 
rect the ph against which the point of order is made and strike 
out the words to which I have excepted, 1 have no objection to with- 
drawing the point of order. 

- The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the amendment of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules of the House the committee will 
now rise. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 


the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported hat the Committee of the Whole 
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House on the state of the Union having had under consideration the 
Army appropriation bill had come to no resolution thereon, 

And then (the hour of 5 o'clock p. m. having arrived) the House 
adjourned. . 


PETITIONS, ETC. . 


The following petitions and papers were laid on tho Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRADY: Papers in the claim of Charles F. Livesay, Din- 
widdie County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of John W. Eppes, of Prince George County, 
Virgi to the same committee. ? 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Memorial of A. G. Jennings & Sons, urg- 
ing additional duty on lace and lace goods—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to` the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of 2,586 citizens of San Pete County, and of 
1,089 citizens of Summit County, Utah Territory, earnestly protesting 
against the enactment of any legislation which will deprive them of all 
voice in the government ofthat Territory by disfranchising them through 
test-oaths on account of their religious belief, as proposed by the mi- 
nority party of said Territory; also against the passage ofany law which 
would abolish the Legislature of Utah and create for the government 
of the Territory a legislative commission—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories. l 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: “Memorial of ex-prisoners of war, for pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of A. G. Jennings & Son, of Brooklyn, N. Y., for in- 
crease of duty on lace and lace goods, whether of silk or cotton—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, memorial of Mrs. J. P. Zell, President of Woman’s Christian 
ibang eae Union, for the passage of the scientific temperance instruc- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, memorial of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, for the 
redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, memorial of John R. Kancher and others, for the immediate 
passage of bill to redecm the trade-dollar—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of William Church, for an invalid pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. = 

By Mr. GLASS; Petition of N. Delap, surviving parfner of A. & N. 
Delap, of Gibson County, Tennessee, asking that his war claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. R. S. GREEN: Petition from citizens of Elizabeth, N. J., 
for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Adna Lovewell and 52others, citizens of 
Corinth, Vt., favoring a tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

y Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Andrew P. McCool, of Fulton 
County, Georgia, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Additional evidence in the case of George H. 
Rider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Memorial of citizensof Buncombe County, 
North Carolina, for the establishment of a national bureau of health— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Eastland, Palo Pinto, 
Stephens, and Haskell Counties, Texas, for the removal of the Federal 
court from Graham to Cisco, Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition in favor of making the trade-dollar a 
legal tender—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of Eli N. Bradly and others, of Roxbury, 
Conn., favoring the substitute bill reported by the Committee on Agri- 
culture respecting oleomargarine, &c.—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

Ry Mr. PEEL: Petition of Samuel E. Rogers, of Washington County, 
Arkansas, praying for compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition and affidavit to accompany claim of Levi 
Fellers, of McPherson County, Kansas, for property destroyed during 
the late war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Charles Griffen and M. J. Field, relat- 
ing to the Government policy toward the Indians—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. . 

- By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of business men of New York, for 
a fair compensation to be paid American ps for carrying the 
mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolutions of E. B. Wolcott Post, No. 1, 
of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring legislation as indorsed by the national 
pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 


By Mr. STORM: Petition of citizens of New York city, asking mem- 
bers to vote $800,000 to pay American steamships to carry the United 
States mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of Granges Nos. 56 and 322, of Pennsylvania, for leg- 
islation to suppress the manufacture and sale of all imitations of dairy 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of same against placing wool, hides, jute, tobacco, 
raw sugars, &c., on the free-list—to the.Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WAIT: Petition of Robert J. Simpson and 58 others, citizens 
of Montville; of J. E. Hall and 112 others, citizens of Colchester, and 
of S. H. Bentley and 53 others, citizens of Stonington, Groton, and 
Ledyard, Conn., asking for a law requiring that all imitations of butter 
be sold by their trae names—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of Asberry Stalnaker, of Randolph County, 
West Virgina, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petition of Dr. J. A. Messinger, Dr. W. J. Mills, 
and 25 others, citizens of Howell, Mich., asking Congress to take active 
measures to prevent epidemics—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The following petitions, urging the adoption of the bill placing the 
manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 
fraud and imposition, were presented and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture: 

By Mr. BLAND: Of citizens of Saint James, Mo. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of citizens of Pomeroy, of Fairview, of Brook- 
lyn, of Pleasant Mount, of Auburn, of Bridgewater, of Erie County, of 
Dillingersville, of Berwick, of Waterford, of Hopbottom, of Sterret- 
tania, of Lower Providence, of Lake Pleasant, of Pleasant Mount, of 
Lake Como, of Academy Corners, of New Britain, of New Milford, of 
Juva, of Erie, of Milford Mills, of London Grove, of Earlville, of South 
Montrose, of Dimock, of Roeder, of Grater’s Ford, of Chandler’s Valley, 
of Upsonville, of Bridgewater, of North Eastern, of New Freedom, and 
of Fairdale, Pa. 

By Mr. ELDRIDGE: Of 386 farmers of Michigan. 

By Mr. HALE: Of citizens of the second Congressional district of 
Missouri. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Of B. Woodward and others, citizens of Ful- 
ton County, Georgia. e 

By Mr. HEARD: Of citizens of Columbia, Mo. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Of 50 citizens of Iowa. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Of citizens of Freeburg, of Tamaroa, of Chicago, 
of Lake Zurich, of Barrington, of Curran, of Rankin, of Alden, of Plato 
City, of Prophetstown, of Cay Station, of Fairmount, of La Murrillo, of 
Ontario, of Ashton, of Formosa, of Diamond Lake, of Mount Carroll, 
and of Garden Prairie, TIl. 

By Mr. LORE: Of citizens of Delaware. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Of citizens of Frederick County, Maryland. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Of citizens of Clarke County, Virginia. 

By Mr. PRICE: Of citizens of Otsego, of Manpaca, of Medina, of 
Brandon, of Fennimore, of Fairwater, of Alleon, of Sharon, of Man- 
dyne, of Osseo, of Richland, of Mishicott, of Parker’s Prairie, of Bar- 
aboa, of Auroraville, of Graveville, of Freistadt, of Yellowstone, of 
Waunandee, of Troy, and of Honey Creek, Wis. 

By Mr. HON TEDE: Of citizens of Alford, Egremont, and Great 
Barri , Mass. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Of citizens of Fort Plain, of Roxbury, 
of Earlville, of Sinclairville, of West Edmeston, of Burk, of Wind- 
ham, of Forestville, of Horseheads, of Sanford, of Walpack Centre, of 
Delphi, of Adams Centre, of Potsdam, of Starkville, of Parrish, of De- 
catur, of Little Falls, of Boomertown, of West Kill Centre, of Upper 
Lyle, of Stamford, of Hobart, of Fort Plain, of Cattaraugus, of Can- 
ton, of Shusham, of Macedon, of Spencer, of East McDonough, of Ox- 
ford, of Rural Hill, of Bloomyille, of Thompson Ridge, of Gunreil, of 
Bridgeville, of Chemung, of Gouverneur, of Avoca, of Parksville, of 
North Bangor, of Sidney Centre, of South Danby, of Ross Mills, of 
Poland Centre, of Stockton, of Lowell, of New York, of Addison, of 
North Bangor, of Cortland, of Panama, of West Bangor, of. Western- 
ville, of Augusta, of Belfast, of Halcottyille, of Sanford, of Bain- 
bridge, of Cincinnatus, of Watertown, of Sherman, of Rockwell’s Mills, 
of Polk, of Afton, of Walton, of Whitestone, of Bennington, of Wells- 
burgh, of Eaton, of Randolph, of Norway, and of Chateaugay, N. Y. 

By Mr. E. F. STONE: Of citizens of Ipswich, Mass. 

-By Mr. STRUBLE: Of H. Walters and 86 others, of Iowa. 

By Mr. WADE: Of citizens of Neosho, Mo. 

Ry Mr. WILLIAM WARNER: Of citizens of Kansas City, Mo. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Of 1,262 farmers of Minnesota and 18 of 
Michigan. 

The following petitions, praying Con; for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
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by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally | A bill 


referred to the Committee on Education: 
By Mr. ARNOT: Of citizens of Tompkins nA Hor York. 
By Mr. COOPER: Of citizens of Marion County, O; 
e Mea R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Of citizens of aN County, 
ori 
3 By Mr. DORSEY: Of citizens of Dodge and Furnas Counties, Ne- 
raska. 
By Mr. JACKSON: Of citizens of Beaver, Lawrence, and Washing- 
ton Counties, Pennsylvania. 
py: cat STEPHENSON: Of citizens of Portage and Oconto Cones, 


By: Mr. Mr. SWOPE: Of citizens of York County, Pennsylvania. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 12, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR JOHN F. MILLER. 
Mr. STANFORD. Mr. President, I give notice that on the 27th of 
the present month I shall submit for the consideration of the Senate 
memorial resolutions in regard to the death of my late colleague, JOHN 


F. MILLER. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The notice will be entered. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of captains and 
owners of steam-vessels on the emy i and Ohio Rivers, remon- 
strating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1718 and House bill No. 
6047, providing for a bridge across the Ohio River at Cairo, Ill.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 


perance Union of Lansing, Mich., praying for pos weer legislation | definite 


for the protection of young girls in the District of Columbia and other 
localities within the jurisdiction of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizens of West Chester, Pa., 
praying for such aaiye and appropriations as will enable the Na- 
tional Board of Health to take measures for the poua of epidemics, 
&c.; which was referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

He also presented memorials of Granges No. 291, No. 786, and No. 
593, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, remonstrating the 
admission free of duty of all agricultural raw materials; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Granges No. 593 and No. 291, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, praying for the suppression of the man- 
ufacture and sale of all imitation dairy products; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Fo: $ 

Mr. MAXEY. I present a petition of citizens of Cameron County, 
Texas, praying for the enactment of such laws and the making of such 

propriations as will enable the National Board of Health to employ 
all the power and resources of the Government which can be lawfully 
exercised in the prevention of e to which the country is now 
exposed, and to prosecute investigations, &c. I move the reference of 
the petition to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I presenta petition signed by many citizens of Afri- 
can descent of the county of Riley, in the State of Kansas, praying for 
such legislation as will enable them to return to Liberia. I move the 
reference of the petition to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of N. Lehman & Brother and 
other firms and citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying for the passage of a 
law providing for the redemption of the trade-dollar; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STANFORD presented a memorial of wool-growers of California, 
remonstrating against the placing of wool on the free-list; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4163) granting a pension to Dr. William H. Sheffield; 

A bill (H. R. 4199 granting a pension to William B. Jacobs; 

A bill (H. R. 3614) granting a pension to Charlotte Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 4882) granting a pension to Washington T. Otey; 

A bill Te nee granting a pension to Ferdinand Koehler; 

A bill (H. R. 1818) granting a pension to H. L. Kyler; 

A bill Santen a pension to William P. Carleton; 

A bill (H. R. 2800 Manes; 

A. Robbins; 


A bill HE Loara qraxtines possum to Martin T. Reynolds; ə 


H. R. 6774) granting a pension to Bruno Schultz; 
A bill (H. R. 6117) granting a pension to James D. Cotton; and 
A bill (H. R. 1997) granting a pension to Nancy R. Brown. 


Mr. RANSOM, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 11) to provide for ascertaining and settling pri- 
vate land claims in certain States and Territories, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the Select Committee to Investigate the Condition of 
the Potomac River front of W: reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the riverand harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2940) granting a pension to John T. Pennington, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 381) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian Brothers’ 
College, of Saint Louis, Mo., moved its indefinite postponement; 
which was to; and he submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill (S. 2415) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian Brothers’ 
College, of Saint Louis, Mo.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1576) for the relief of Col. James C. Dume, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1651) au the Secretary ‘of the Treasury to 
make final adjustment of claims of certain foreign steamship companies 
arising from the illegal exaction of tonnage dues, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 33) for the relief of Alexander K. 
Shepard, to report it with an amendment. I submit the report of the 
majority of the committee, and also pr@sent the views of the minority 
[Mr. Dotpx], which I ask may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 306) for the relief of Alexander K. Shepard, moved its in- 

te postponement; which was to. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 277) for the relief of Samuel P, Evans, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 

sr reid 

ll (S. 363) granting a pension to Edward Ayers; 

(S. 483) to restore Sidney B. Tullar to the pension-roll; 
8. bre granting a pension to William Weightman; 
S. 843) granting a pension to Elise Burki; 

S. 857) granting a pension to Dudley B. Branch; 
(S. 963) granting a pension to Harriet M. Rider; 

S. 977) granting a pension to Elizabeth Barker; 

S. 1152) granting a pension to Sarah E. Bassett; 

S. 1290) granting a pension to David W. Hamilton; 
S. 1438) granting a pension to Isom Wilkerson; 

S. 1630) granting a pension to James C. Chandler; 
S. 1998) for the relief of John D. Ham; 

S. 2134) granting a pension to Patrick A. Callanan; 

(S. 2185) for the relief of George Titus; 

S. 2186) granting a pension to Louis Melcher; 
8. oe granting a pension to Ann Smith; 

ill (S. 1065) gran’ a pension to Emeline J. "Babson; 

A bill (S. 1105) granting the right of way to the Kensington and Ta- 
cony Railroad esi through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, 
Philadel phia, Pa. 

A bill Ts. 3187) "for the relief of Rebecca E. Haskin; and 

A bill (S. 1020) authorizing the District of Columbia to convey the 
alley, 15 feet wide, running cast and west between lots 6 and 7, in 
be cer em, , comprisingan area of 3,480 square feet of land, to the owner 
of said lots. 


ee 
7 voo 
a k ail 


os 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2407) for the relief of Charles 
A. Ruffee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. it for the relief of Charles A. Ruf- 
fee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2409) to incorporate 
the Washington Cable Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2410) for the 
relief of W. H. Tibbits; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2411) prescribing the times for 
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sales and for notice of sales of property in the District of Columbia for 
overdue taxes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. < 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (S. 2412) to amend “‘An act to reduce 
internal-revenue taxation, and for other p! ” approved March 3, 
1883; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 2413) for the relief of 
R. R. Tinsley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2414) for the relief of Miss Eula E. 
Henry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. . 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. BLAIR, Mr. DOLPH, and Mr. HARRIS submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them respectively to the river and harbor 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted the following conenrrent res- 
olution; which was read: : 

Whereas the experience of the past has fully demonstrated the fact, viewed 
from whatever standpoint, that further Chinese immigration to the United States 
is undesirable, and that the best interests of this country, of modern civilization, 
of the Chinese themselyes, the vindication and integrity of free labor, and its 
just protection from the degrading labor of Asiatic coolyism, the preservation 
of domestic peace, and the promotion of the general wel , demand the abso- 
lute prohibition in the fature of the coming of Chinese to the United States, ex- 
cepting only duly commissioned diplomats and other Government officials, and 
their necessary body servants and attendants: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring), That it is the sense of the American 
Congress that it is advisable that negotiation should be entered into with the 
Chinese Government without delay by the proper executive officers of the United 
States Government with a view of securing such modification of the existing 
treaties with China as will either in terms absolutely prohibit, or authorize the 
United States to absolutely prohibit, in the future the coming of Chinese to any 
port or place within the United States, excepting only duly accredited diplo- 
matic, consular, and other government officials, and their body serv- 
ants, and excepting further only those driven into or seeking cp: ands or place 
of shelter within the United States by or on account of storm or shipwreck, 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I move that the resolution be referred 


to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and that it be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 2851) to 
provide for ascertaining and settling private land claims in the Terri- 
tories of New Mexico and Arizona and the State of Colorado; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, yes- 
terday, approved and signed the act (S. 214) for the relief of Oscar East- 
mond and James W. Atwill. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there areno further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions ’’ the Calendar is in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the unfinished business of yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on concur- 
ring in the second reserved amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 3 of section 4, after the words ‘‘ passen- 

or,” the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted the words 
“ of the like class and quantity of;’’ so as to read: 


That it shall unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive ay i 
compensation in the aggregate for the transportation of passengers or of the like 
class and quantity of property subject to the provisions of this act for a shorter 
than for a longer distance over the same line, in the same direction. 


Mr. CAMDEN. That is the amendment which the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] gave notice that he would move to amend or 
to strike out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment, which is the converse proposition. 

Mr. CAMDEN. It is in order, the notice given by the Senator 
from Kentucky, to move to amend the amendment, is it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order to move to amend it, 
or the question of agreeing to it will, as a matter of course, present the 
same question as the question of striking it out. It is in order to 
amend it; however. 

EN. Would it be in order, if the clause is not stricken 


Mr. CAMD. 
out, then to move to amend it? 

The PRESIDENT pro onre H is now agreed to, it can not be 
amended, except by adding other words. 

Mr. CAMDEN. But if it fails to be amended, then a vote could be 
taken on striking it out entirely? 


The PRESIDENT pro re. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS, Pending the question, Will the Senate concur in the 
amendment made in Committee of the Whole? it is competent to 
amend the amendment, if the Senate chooses so to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Clearly. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Under the notice given by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky I will move to strike out the word ‘‘ quantity” and insert the 
word ‘‘ quality.’ } 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is in order. 

Mr. CAMDEN. The amendment as it stands now, confining it to 
the ‘‘like class and quantity of property,” would place the section in 
a position in which it could not be carried out, and would entirely de- 
stroy the value of the provision. It would limit it to the exact quan- 
sted ed peed leave it ere che Fs SaNa Wna snippet of one 
car- of property might rged more a shipper o; or 
five pantren car-loads of property. In other words, it limits bisi the 
same quantity of shipment. If a car-load of freight of the same kind 
contains a thousand pounds less than another car-load of the same kind 
it opens the question of discrimination between the two cars containing 
a different quantity. If one shipper ships one car-load and another 
shipper ships fifty car-loads it allows the large shipper to be discrimi- 
nated in favor of against the shipper of only one car-load. 

When the amendment was offered by the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] I sat by the side of the Senator from Terent À [Mr. 
BECK] and I thought that it would apply to the same class and qual- 
ity. That would be a proper amendment, and to that amendment I 
should have no objection. When the Senator from Kentucky asked me 
what it was, I replied to him that it was for the same class or quality 
of goods. That would mean that the companies may charge, as pro~- 
vided by this section, the same rate for car-loads of cattle, forcar-loads 
of grain, or for car-louds of the like quality of goods; and that would 
be a proper amendment. 

The Senate will understand the question, no doubt. I moveto strike 
out ‘‘quantity”’ and insert ‘‘quality.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] to the amendment 
made as in, Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like toask the Senator from West Virginia 
what he understands by the word ‘‘ quantity.” Does it not have ref- 
erence to transportation, for instance, by car-load as distinguished from 
transportation in single packages or parcels? I think that is the under- 
standing in the several State statutes. For example, most railways, I 
think, charge less for a keg of nails in a car-load of nails rted 
from Wheeling to Chicago than they do for a single keg of nails mixed 
up with other freight. I cid ep the amendment simply relates to car- 
load quantities as distinguished from smaller parcels which are taken 
from station to station. 

Mr. HARRIS. It iscertainly very clear, the Senator from Iowa will 
allow me to soy, that if the amendment stands as it now is incorpo- 
rated in the bill, the fourth section will not be operative wherever there 
is a difference in the quantity of A aster shipped, however small that dif- 
ference. If the Senator desires that it shall apply to the car-load unit, 
that idea had better be incorporated into the amendment; but I would 

refer the adoption of the amendment su by the Senator from 
West Virginia, striking out the word ‘‘quantity’’ altogether and let- 
ting it apply to the same class, character, and quality of freight. 

Mr. ALLISON. That issubstantially the same thing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Iowa will let me answer the 
suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee I will state that these words 
are now in the statutes of Massachusetts, Connecticut, Vermont, and 
alarge number of other States, and have received judicial construction, 
and that construction has not been atallof the nature suggested by the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
if his amendment remains in the bill and one man ships of grain, if 
you choose, a car-load of so many tons and another ships a car-load of 
one ton less, would the rule apply? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itcertainly would; that is, it would allow the car- 
loads to be carried at the same rate. 

Mr. HARRIS. If one man shipped 100 car-loads and another 50 car- 
loads, would not hisamendment exempt that shipment from the opera- 
tions of this section ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it would. 

Mr. HARRIS. Because they have not shipped the same quantity ? 

Mr, ALDRICH. I think it would, and very properly. That was 
the intention of the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; weunderstand the amendmentalike, then. 
If they differ in quantity, the rule prescribed by the fourth section does 
not apply to the shipment. Therefore I want to strike out the word 
‘t quantity ™ and let it refer to ‘‘ quality.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the pending amendment of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia to be to insert the word “‘quality ” in place of 
the word ‘“‘quantity.”? I take it for granted that the Senators upon 
that side of the Chamber are desirous that some intelligent and sensible 
bill shall be on this subject. For one, I hope the Senate will 
pot make the bill ridiculous by inserting the word ‘‘ quality.’’ 


1886. 


I should like the Senator from West Virginia or any other Senator to 
say what he means by the ‘‘ quality ’’ of the freight. Does he mean to 
say thatcoal worth $4 a ton is to be transported at a different rate from 
coal worth $5 a ton, or that coal which is to be used for domestic pur- 
poses is to be transported at a different rate from that which is to be 
used for manufacturing purposes, or that cotton cloth worth 4 cents a 
yard is to be charged a different rate from cotton cloth worth 8 cents a 
yard, or that pig-iron is to be charged a different rate according to the 
quality of the iron? 

It seems to me that the amendment is perfectly absurd, with due re- 
spect to the Senator from West Virginia who offers it. I do not think 
that any railroad company ever has varied or ever could vary its rates 
for the transportation of freight on account of the quality of the goods 
transported. Every railroad company would be compelled to have an 
appraiser to determine the quality of the goods upon inspection before 
the rate could be fixed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to suggest to the Senator from West 
Virginia to modify his amendment and move to strike out the words 
“ and quantity” without inserting the word ‘‘quality.”’ ‘‘Ofthe like 
class’? is quite specific enough, without putting in the word “‘quality”’ 
at all. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I accept that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Hence I suggest to him to modify his amendment so 
as to move merely to strike out the words ‘‘ and quantity.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee. -My object is to get at the same result aimed at by the Senator 
from Tennessee, and I think that his suggestion completely covers it. 

»In this connection I will say, however, in answer to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, that *‘ quality ’’ can not be construed to embrace the defi- 
nition he gives to it. The word ‘‘quality’’ here would mean ‘‘ the 
like kind and character.’’ It does not refer to the degree of fineness or 
the difference between the quality of the goods, but it refers to the same 
classification of goods. That is the idea of my amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The word ‘‘class’’ is already in the amendment. 

Mr. CAMDEN. But ‘‘class’’ is not classification. Classification 
rates are divided into first, second, third, and fourth class rates. The 
quality is the classification of the rate; but the word ‘‘ class’? embraces 
the whole thing, and I accept the suggestion of the Senator from Ten- 


nessee. 

Mr. PLATT. The necessity of some amendment of this kind, I sup- 
pose, arises from the fact that there is fear that unless something of the 
nature of this amendment is put into this section it will prevent a rail- 
road from charging for a small quantity of s any more than for a 
large quantity of goods under the short-haul provision. For instance, 
if there was nothing of the kind suggested by the amendment in the 
bill, it is supposed by some Senators that a railroad company would 

“have no right to charge any greater amount for one horse when shipped 
alone than was charged for one horse when shipped by the car-load a 
greater distance. I think it would be wrong to bind a railroad com- 
pany to any such rule as that. It would not be right to allow a person 
who wanted to ship 10 bushels of grain for 900 miles to say, ‘‘I must 
have the same rate on those 10 bushels of grain when shipped alone that 
a large shipper has for 950 miles when the grain is shipped by the car- 
load or by many car-loads.’’ 

If the section is open to that construction, there ought to be some 
amendment here to relieve it from that construction, for Senators will 
see that that would not be right or just. It would not be right or just 
for the Senator from West Virginia to go to the depot at Parkersburg 
with a single horse and say, ‘‘ I must have the same rate, or at least no 
higher rate, for this horse which is to occupy an entire car than for a 
horse when shipped in a car-load of horses from Chicago to New 
York. ; 

If the section is open to that construction, it should have something 
in the nature of this amendment; but the difficulty, I apprehend, is in 
the language employed. It is the language of the Massachusetts stat- 
ute, but Mr. Russell, the chairman of the Massachusetts railroad com- 
mission, says that ‘‘class’’ is an unfortunate word in that statute. 
“ Class” is used certainly at times with a technical significance, mean- 
ing ‘‘classification.’’ The railroad commissioners of Massachusetts 
have held, however, that ‘‘ class’ in the statute means ‘‘kind,’? but 
they admit thatitis open to misconstruction. ‘‘ Kind’? isa very much 
better word than ‘‘class,’’ in my judgment. Let me read from the tes- 
timony of Mr. Russell, chairman of the railroad commission of Massa- 
chusetts. Hesays: 


The law appliesto freight of the same kind. 


Mr. CAMDEN. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to in- 
terrupt him a moment? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Ifthe Senator prefers the word “‘ kind ” I have no 
objection. 

Mr. MILLER. I would suggest to the Senator from Connecticut if 
he wants to change the word ‘‘ class,” that the technical railroad word 
is “‘ classification.’ We all know that all railroads divide their freight 
into from one to five different classifications. 

Mr. PLATT. That is just what I want to avoid. 
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Mr. MILLER. You can not run any railroad without classification. 

Mr. PLATT, The classification throughout the country is not uni- 
form. That is one of the difficulties of the railroad problem. The 
classification west of the Mississippi River is entirely different from the 
classification east of the Mississippi River; and if this word “‘ class’? or 
“ classification ” is in here and the word “‘class” means “ classifica- 
tion,’’ then you immediately get into trouble with freight which crosses 
the Mississippi River either east or west, because the classification is 
entirely different. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will permit me fora moment. There 
is not any possible doubt that this word ‘‘class’’ as used in the Massa- 
chusetts law means precisely ‘‘ classification” as used by all railroads 
throughout the country. Furthermore this bill provides that the rail- 
roads are to report to the commissioners their rates and their classifica- 
tions, and those rates and classifications of course will come under the 
cognizance of the commission, and through the operations of the com- 
mission the classifications of the different railroads of the country, or 
the through lines at least, will be made the same. That is one of the 
principal objects tobe arrived at by having a commission, that the rail- 
roads on the long trunk lines shall be brought to have the same classi- 
fication of goods. That is one of the objects to be arrived at by the 
passage of this bill. i 

Mr. PLATT. Idonot think so. I want toanswer the Senator from 
New York when he says that the word “‘class”’? in the Massachusetts 
statute is interpreted to mean ‘‘classification.”’ I was reading from 
what Commissioner Russell said: 


The law appie to freight of the same kind. The word used in our statute is 
“elass,” but that word is a mistake. *'Class™ is a word used technically in rail- 
road phraseology which does not mean * kind,” but means a t deal more 
than Era In order to come under the short-haul law the pte, Aegi be of the 
same 3 2 


So that the Massachusetts commission interpreted the word ‘‘ class’? 
there not to mean class in its technical sense, in the sense of ‘‘ classifi- 
cation,” but to mean ‘‘ kind,’’ and I think it is easy to show that there 
should be a discrimination oftentimes between of the same class 
or classification. All the articles of the country are put into four or 
five classifications. In those classifications a great number of different 
articles are included in a single classification, and articles which ought 
not, I think, to be the subject of this short-haul law. ; 

I do not know that I am correct, but for illustration I will suppose 
that feathers and cotton goods are in the same classification. I do not 
know whether they are or not, but it simply illustrates the point that 
Iam making. If they were there should bea distinction; and whether 
that be true or not, goods which go into a single classification are so 
diverse in their nature and so diverse in their character that a short- 
haul law ought not to apply to classifications, in my judgment. As 


I said before, there is nothing in this bill, I think, which makes it im- , 


perative upon the railroads to have the same classification in all parts 
of the country. Now they have different classifications not only as 
between east and west of the Mississippi River, but as between other 
sections of the country. 

I want to say one thing more. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] is a little mistaken in supposing that his language has gone 
further the statute of Massachusetts. It is not the language of 
the short-haul law in the State of Connecticut. That language is this: 

No railroad corporation shall charge or receive for the tra: rtation of freight 
to any station on its road a greater sum than is at the time charged or received 
for the transportation of the like kind and quantity of freight from the same 
original point of departure and under similar circumstances to a station ata 
greater d on its road in the same direction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg to call the attention of the Senator from Con- 
necticut to the language he has read. There are the very identical 
words, so far as they apply to this limitation ‘‘of the kind and quan- 
tity of freight,” of the Massachusetts statute and of the amendment I 
have offered. Not a word or a letter is changed. 

Mr. PLATT. The Massachusetts statute says “‘class’’ instead of 
“kind,” and does not embrace the words ‘‘ under similar circum- 
stances.’ That is the distinction between the two statutes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be glad to cover that. 

Mr..PLATT. Perhaps because it is the law of the State of Connect- 
icut I am partial to it, but it seems to me those words ‘‘ under simi- 
lar circumstances” are good words to be used in a short-haul law. Ido 
not suggest anything with relation to this amendment; I merely wanted 
to make these explanations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When my attention was first drawn to this clause 
of the fourth section I supposed that these words had been left out of 
the bill, as the committee followed the language of the various State 
statutes almost entirely, by inadvertence or by an oversight; and when 
I called the attention of the various members of the committee to it 
they said that the words ought to be inserted. Without these words 
a railroad company would have been obliged to carry a ton of artificial 
flowers from Philadelphia to New York or vice versa for the same rate, 
or not a greater rate than they would carry a ton of coal from, say, 
some point on the Pennsylvania Railroad west of Philadelphia to New 
York, There was absolutely no discriminatiom or distinction between 
any class or kind of freight or any quality of freight. They would have 
been obliged to carry a half ton of coal for the same rate they carry 
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~ 50,000 tons. I take it for granted that there is no member of the Sen- 
ate who believes that.a law of that kind would be reasonable or could 
be enforced. It would make a farce of the bill. Ido not suppose it 
was intended to do that; but it certainly would do that. 

Railroad companies are obliged, as the Senator from New York has 
well said—and this bill makes it imperative that they shall dọ so—to 
divide the various kinds of property they transport into classes. I use 
the language of the usetts law because it has stood the test of 
the courts and it is a broader and a better word in my opinion than 
the word ‘‘kind.’’? The word ‘‘class’’? means classification of course, 
and it means the classification which the railroad companies put upon 
their freight. Ido not know what the word ‘‘kind’’ does mean. I 
have no special objection to the use of the word ‘'kind;’’ but I believe 
iti ia a narrower word and would practically restrict the operations of 

this fourth section. With my manner of thinking I rat ARA will- 
te that every limitation possible shall be put u 
GORMAN. [ask the Senator from Laan ao allow ae 
to interrupt him a moment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think tha fenaten te correct to a certain extent. 
I agree with him that the word ‘‘class’’ would be construed the same 

as ‘‘kind;” coal is a class, grain isa class; and ‘‘ quantity’? would un- 
questionably include Py oey That is one of the great troubles of 

railroad problem to-day; Pe ae or 10,000 tons of coal 
are at.aless rate than 500 tons. What the Senator from Rhode 
Island desires is that there shall be some equality. I to the 
Senator that he strike out the words “ and quantity’’ and insert the 


word ‘‘car-load,’’ the car-load the unit. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iwould tothe Senator from Maryland that 
that would be very unjust toa class of shippers who never under 


any circumstances ship a car-load of freight. It would be extremely 
unjust to the poor people of the country and to the small dealers of the 
country. There are certainly a very large number of poopierim a in ae 
country who never in the course of their lives or their 

rience would ship a car-load of freight at any one time, and to say r that 
they shall not have the benefit of this bill is, it seems to me, to put 
into the bill a discrimination against a large class of people and in 
favor of a very small class. We are thereby establishing a ly, 
which I understand the Senator from Maryland is anxious to avoid. 

Mr. GORMAN: Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him again? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is undtestonaby admitted on all sides that it 
E S Ok CONT O âs much to transport 5 tons in a car 
as it does 20 tons. It isagreat ip on the common carrier to com- 
pel him to carry at the same rate per ton 5 tons as he does an entire car- 
load. The car-load is recognized by all the railroads and by all trans- 
porters to be the unit; and if we can make the rate per car-load for all 
shippers it will be satisfactory. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What the Senator states in regard to a car-load be- 
ing the unit is undoubtedly true with the trunk lines and in the heavy 
transactions of the West, but upon local roads in the East doing an in- 
terstate commerce business the car-load as a unit is an exception; very 
little freight is ever at the car-load rate. It is always so 
much by the pound or the ton, or some classification of that kind. 

Now, in to the necessity of this provision, I have already 
stated that the bill without it is an es) and the Legislatures of 
the various States have recognized that in their legislation. The Mas- 
sachusetts law provides that carriers shall not charge or receive more 
** for the transportation of the like class and quantity of freight,” us- 
ing exactly the same words as I have used here. The Senator from 
Connecticut has read the language of the statute of his State, which is 
practically inthe same terms. The statute of South Carolina provides 
that no greater shall be made for the transportation of goods of 
the same class and in like quantity. The statute of the State of Ver- 
mont provides for the transportation of the like class and quantity of 
freight, using the same identical words. Oregon, Ohio, Nevada, New 
Hampshire, Minnesota, Kansas, Iowa, Texas, Wisconsin, Missouri, and 
Colorado all have jasena pan in which these or similar words of like im- 
port are contained, and New Yorkhas the same provision by regulation 
of her commission. 

It is this universality of legislation, this recognition on the part of the 
Legislatures of all the States who have undertaken to legislate by acom- 
mission on this question of the correctness and necessity of this princi- 
ple, which led me to offer the amendment. If the Senate want to make 
this bill absolutely inoperative they will leave the section as it is, pro- 
viding that railroad companies shall the same rate for 1 pound 
as for 10,000, and for carrying feathers as they do for carrying pig-iron 
or coal, 

Mr. CAMDEN. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island re- 
ferred to the statute of Massachusetts. Will the Senator state what 
construction has been given to that expression in other States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Inthe case of Pittsfield vs. The Boston and Albany 
Railroad Company—I have not the book here, but if the Senator will 
send to the Law Library I presume he can get it—the interpretation, as 
seyret iven to these words is the usual common in 
w the 


import, that ‘flike ” shall mean a similar quantity— 


not precisely the same, but a similar quantity. For instance, if one 
man was shipping 4 pounds of freight and another 5, that would be 


a like quantity; but if one man was shipping 50 pounds and another 50 
tons, that would not be a like quantity. If we propose to equalize 
rates, as this section does propose, for carrying merchandise, the prop- 
osition must be applied to merchandise of si r quantity, ofa similar 
class; and under similar cireumstances, or else the bill will certainly 
be inoperative. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I think we are all aiming to get at about the same 
thing. All that I desire in changing this amendment is to make itap- 
ply to like carriage. The Senator suggested an amendment a while ago 
that he was willing to accept, which I think was ‘of the like kind.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to using the word “kind ” 
instead of *‘ class.” 

Mr. HARRIS, Allow me to suggest to the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and that I think he misconstrnes the bill as it would stand if this 
amendment was agreed to. Therailroad companies in fixing their tariff 
of rates will fix one rate for packages and a different rate for car-loads. 
All I desire is that the rule prescribed by the fourth section shall ap- 
ply to the pa to the car-loads, and to every shipment. The 
company having fixed its rates, the rates for tg is one thing, 
Very different rates may be fixed for shipments by the car-load, and by 
the r or smaller number of car-loads; wr when these rates are 
fixed, let the rule prescribed by the fourth section apply—that is, that 
no greater sum shall be charged in the aggregate for the short than the 
long haul over the same road and in the same direction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would be perfectly willing, so far as I am con- 
cerned myself, to modify this amendment so that it should apply to the 
like kind of property under similar circumstances, leaving the word 

“quantity ” out entirely. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I think that covers the idea I want to get at, that 
it shall not be limited to a specific quantity. Will the Senator put 
the amendment in the form just suggested? ` 

Mr. MILLER. If the Senator from West Virginia is going to con- 
sent to that sort of an amendment, he had better consent to take ont 
the fourth section at once and be done with it, because when you un- 
dertake to say it shall only operate under absolutely like circumstances, 
those never happen in the shipment of any two articles. 

Mr. PALMER. I would ask the Senator from Rhode Island who is 
to decide what arc similar circumstances? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The same tribunal that will decide on a violation 
of the section in any case, the commission in the beginning and the 
courts afterward. ‘The Senator from Michigan knows as well as I who 
decides on all violations of the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. PALMER. It gives a tremendous latitude to whoever has the 
determination. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You propose in this very first section to give the 
commission a chance to fix it entirely. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I would suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
to adopt this amendment “‘ of the like class and kind of property,” 


Mr. ALLISON. That will not do. 
Mr. CAMDEN. Leave out ‘‘class,’’ then, and say “like kind of 
property.” 


Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment I suggested, which I understood 
was agreeable to the Senator from West Virginia, was “of the like quan- 
tity of property under similar circumstances.” 

Mr. CAMDEN, No; I do not want “ quantity ” in. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Well, ‘‘ the like kind of property under similar cir- 
cumstances.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that I 
think his object will be better accomplished by moving to strike out the 
fourth section altogether, because if either of the amendments he has 
suggested remains in the fourth section it makes the fourth section in- 
operative and utterly prevents it having any effect whatever. His ob- 
ject will be very much better accomplished by moving {2 strike itont. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I will move tostrike out the words ‘‘ class and quan- 
tity” and insert ‘‘kind;’’ so as to read: 

f TS, OF Oi li 
aia ee passengers, or of the like kind of property subject to 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear that read from the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. $Theamendment proposed will beread. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 4, it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘class and quantity” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
**kind;’? so as to read: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive any 
greater compensation in the aggregate for the transportation of passengers or of 
the like kind of property subject to the provisions of this act, for a shorter than 
for a longer distance over the same line in the same direction. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on this amendment 
to the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CAMDEN called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON, Under the amendment as suggested by the Senator 
from West Virginia the same price will be charged per hundred pounds 
ager desir, ors keg of nails as will be charged fora car-load. That, I think, 

unjust. 
airs HARRIS. I beg to assure the Senator from Iowa that no such 
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construction is possible. The railroad com: under this bill have 
the right to fix their own tariffs on freight; they will fix one tariff for 
pacae, one tariff for the car-load, and perhaps a totally different 
tariff for a larger than a smaller number of car-loads. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now let me ask the Senator from Tennessee a ques- 
tion. This proposes to the rate to the kind of prop- 
erty. Iask the Senator trom Tennessee if a keg of nails and 500 kegs 
of nails are not property of the same kind? 

Mr. HARRIS. Absolutely so; and I will ask the Senator from Iowa 
that where the common carrier has the right to fix his rate for carry- 
ing 1 keg of nails and a different rate for carrying 500 kegs of nails, 
if such construction as he puts upon the bill is possible? 

Mr. ALLISON, That is trne if the carrier would have that right 
under this section; but the amendment of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia is to preclude that right as applied to the carrier. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to assure the Senator that the only effect of 
this section is to declare that no larger sum in the shall be 

. It does not fix rates at all, butit does declare that no larger 
sum shall be charged by the carrier for the shorter than the longer haul 
over the same line in the same direction. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this section appears to me to be 
getting up into the region of metaphysics. Theatmosphereis very rare- 
fied in its neighborhood. It is rapidly reaching a point where nobody 
will pretend to understand what it means and what its effect will be, 
and I venture to say that it will be very difficult for anybody to give 
an ei and comprehensive statement of its effects as if now 
stands. 

The Senator from Tennessee last upon the floor [Mr. HARRIS] said 
that this section pro to legislate with regard to rates of freight, 

Mr. HARRIS. On thecontrary, I said it did not propose to fix rates 
at all. 

_ Mr. INGALLS. Butit does fix rates nevertheless, and I should like 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]} to explain in connection with 
the amendments that have been offered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island and the Senator from West Virginia, and agreed to, what the 
words ‘‘in the aggregate’? now mean as they stand in this section: 
Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge ðr receive 
any greater compensation in the aggregate for the transportation 


passengers 
or of the likeclass and 5 omen 4 of property subject to the provisions of this act 
for ashorter than fora longer distance over the same line, in the same direction. 


What is ‘‘ greater compensation in the aggregate” for hauling a pas- 
senger overa given line of road? Will not the Senator who is in charge 
of this bill be good enough to explain now what the words ‘‘in the 
aggregate’? mean when relating to the compensation for hauling a pas- 
senger over a line of railroad? ? ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM. As the Senator appeals to me to explain what th 
provisions of the fourth section mean as it now stands, I can only say 
to him that Iam not responsible for the present condition of the section. 
I voted against the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
CAMDEN], and I think that that amendment and the words inserted on 
the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] ought 
both to go out of the bill. That is my judgment about it, and I have 
become convinced that the more the Senate undertakes to amend the bill 
the nearer the bill gets up into the region that the Senator describes, 
where nobody will be able to understand it. 

The words *‘in the aggregate’’ in the section, as it was reported by 


the committee, meant exactly what they say, that there should not be | SUSPee 


a greater charge for a shorter distance than for a longer one for carrying 
any given quantity over the same line in the same direction. 

Mr. INGALLS. How do the words ‘‘in the te’? change that? 
Suppose this section read this way: ‘‘That it shall be unlawful for any 
common carrier to charge or receive any greater compensation for the 
transportation of passengers or of the like class and quantity of property 
subject to the provisions,” &c. How do the words ‘‘in the aggregate’? 
change the meaning of the section from what its significance would be 
if they were omitted? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is possible that they do not change it? 

Mr. INGALLS. Why are they there? 

Mr. CULLOM. The words ‘‘in the aggregate’? were inserted to pre- 
clude the idea that this section was to be considered or construed as a 
mileage provision. 

Mr. HARRIS. Prorating. 

Mr, CULLOM. Prorating the distance, so much for the whole 
length in the aggregate of the haul, instead ofso much per mile. 

Mr. INGALLS. How does the use of the words change the meaning 
of the section as it would be without them? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have just stated. 

Mr. INGALLS. It says: 


It shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive any greater 
compensation in the aggregate for the transportation, &c. 


Mr. CULLOM. In the conduct of the examination of witnesses by 
the committee during the vacation it was found on asking questions 
in reference to the long and short haul that almost every man seemed 
to answer with the idea that we wanted to know whether they wished 
to charge the same rate per mile for the long and the shorter distance. 


It appeared that the only way we could get them to understand what 
we wanted to know was by using the wo ee asking 


whether they should be allowed to charge more in the aggregate for a 
thousand miles, for instance, than for 100 or for 500 miles. Hence we 
putin the words ‘‘in the aggregate” in order that there could be no ques- 
tion as to what the meaning was; and I do not think there is any ques- 
tion, 

Mr. SEWELL. The term isa one. The word ‘‘aggregate”’ 
means the summing up of so much a mile. It is customary to give 
either a mileage rate or an e rate to cover the whole. en 
class of freight from New York to Chicago, say a thousand miles. You 
give a rate of so much a mile, or you give an te rate of say 25 
cents a ton, or whatever it may be. That is the distinction between 
a mileage’rate and an aggregate rate. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is a little mystical, Mr. President, not to a 
practical railroad man, as the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] 
suggests; and the great difficulty that is ap; tand obvious every 
moment is that we are dealing with this subject, which is a practical 
subject, and that we are not practical railroad men, and therefore we 
do not understand it, we do not comprehend it. 

Mr.CULLOM. Does the Senator think that we ought not to under- 
take to do anything with it? S 

Mr. ING. I think that if we intend to deal with certain evils 
and propose to place this subject under the control of a commission to 
deal with them we should not limit or impose restrictions upon their 
power, but leave it with them to determine in the light of circum- 
stances as they arise. I am entirely willing to say in general terms 
whatshall be the duties of this commission; but the more we deal with 
the subject mentioned in this fourth section the more inextricably we 
are befogged, the more apparent it is that pobody understands or can 
comprehend the result of the various provisions that have been up to 
this time introduced in that section. : 

Not beinga cal man, it would occur to me that the words ‘‘com- 
pensation in aggregate’? might refer to the entire amount of com- 
pensation that any one man would pay for shipping a certain quantity 
of freight, so as to be immensely to the advantage of a man who was 
engaged in making large shipments over a line of railroad, 

Mr. CULLOM, If the Senator has a specific amount of goods to be 
shipped from his town to New York, the aggregate would mean exactly 
the whole amount he has to pay between his town and New York; and 
if he ships it half way from his town to New York, the aggregate of 
what he would have to pay there would be the whole amount that he 
would pay. 

Mr. INGALLS. It would be exactly the same if those words wero 
left out of the bill, would it not? 

Mr. CULLOM. It might, as I said a while ago. 

Mr. INGALLS. Thatis to say, thecarrier shall not or receivo 
any greater compensation for the transportation. That is the plain 
English; but when you have putin these words ‘in the te” 
you have put in there something which has a siguificance that I do not 
comprehend but that I very shrewdly suspect means something. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe Senator — 

Mr. INGALLS. I very shrewdly Dt that means something, 
because what we want to accomplish w be just as absolutely effect- 
uated if those words were left out; and therefore when they are put 
in by some interpolation that I do not understand I very shrewdly 
t that they were put in there for a purpose. 

Mr. CULLOM. They were put in there for no sinister object. 
Mr. INGALLS. I do not impute anything to the Senator from Ili- 


ois. 
Mr. CULLOM. (I know that; but the Senator makes remarks as 
though there was some scheme about this that was covered up. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suspect that the practical railroad men, who have 
been pretty tolerably planted around this committee for the last eight 
or ten months, whose testimony has been taken and who know exactly 
what they want to accomplish, have succeeded by some means or other 
in getting into this bill here those little words ‘in the aggregate” for 
a purpose. I suspect that. -I cast no imputation upon the candor, the 
sincerity, the intelligence, or the good faith of the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to say to the Senator from Kansas that the 
committee intended those words to mean something. 

Mr, INGALLS. What do they mean? 
Mr. HARRIS. They were intended to mean this, no more and no 


n 


less—— 
Mr. INGALLS, Would the section not mean exactly the same if 
they were left out? 

Mr. HARRIS. It would not, according to the opinion of the present 
exponent of the bill. Those words were intended to mean this, that 
this bill shall not be construed by any tribunal to mean that the rail- 
road company should be compelled to charge the same rate oras low a 
rate per mile for the short as it charges for the longer haul. 

Mr. INGALLS. Oh, no, not that. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is exactly it. . 

Mr. INGALLS. No, because that was put in by the amendment 


the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON ] afterwards. 
Mr. HARRIS. I say they were intended to exclude the conztruction 
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that the companies should charge the same rate per mile for the short 
as for the long haul. 

Mr. ING . They are allowed to charge the same rate by the 
bill. That was put in by the Senator from Iowa afterwards, that they 
should not charge as much. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is an amendment upon which I have asked a 
separate vote; but I am speaking of the text of the bill, and the idea 
that I have of it is that when you offer to ship freights from Washing- 
ton to New York, suppose the railroad company charges 50 cents a ton 


from Washington to New York. Under the provisions of this bill the: 


company shall not charge a greater sum than 50 centsa ton from Wash- 
ington to Baltimere or from Washington to Philadelphia, or to any other 
intermediate point, than it charges to New York—the terminal point. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not a greater sum, a greater compensation. 

Mr. HARRIS. Theyshall not S more than 50 cents per ton from 
here to Philadelphia; they shall notcharge more than 50 cents per ton 
from here to Baltimore; but under the provisions of this bill before the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa was incorporated the company 
could charge as much in the aggregate; not the same price per mile, not 
prorating by the mile, but the aggregate sum of compensation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What the committee then means, if I understand 
the Senator from Tennessee, by the words “‘in the te,” is that 
that language means exactly the same as if it read, ‘‘shall not charge 
or receive any greater total compensation.” 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what I understand it to mean, including ter- 
minal charge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would be very easy to make that reasonably 
clear by striking out *‘in the aggregate ’’ and inserting ** total ’’ before 
‘“eompensation.’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. Does ‘“compensation ’’ mean total compensation or 
partial compensation? Suppose the sentence stands exactly as it does 
now, when we say compensation, do we mean compensation or do we 
mean partial compensation? Why is it necessary to put in the word 
“ tal before ‘‘ compensation ” when you have said ‘‘ compensation ?”’ 
Can you make ‘‘ compensation ’’ mean less than total? That is gild- 
ing refined gold; that is throwing perfame on the violet; and I still 
remain in the most profound and Cimmerian darkness even after the 
lucid explanation of the Senator from Tennessee as to the meaning of 
the words ‘in the aggregate ” in this section, and I have sought care- 
fully and with tears for information on that subject. I appeal again 
to the eminent chairman of this committee, to his lieutenant and co- 
adjutor, the Senator from Tennessee, to advise me, even still after what 
he has said, how this bill means anything less or how it means any- 
thing more than it would if those words were omitted, how greater com- 
pensation in the aggregate means any more than greater compensation. 
And if the Senator from Illinois and the Senator from Tennessee can 
not give us the information, I shall still feel called upon to suspect that 
in the mind of practical railroad men, to whose subtle analysis this is 
in the last event to be submitted, we shall find that there is a very con- 
siderable feline animal under the pulverized corn. 

We seem also to have~become inextricably entangled through the 
efforts of the Senator from West Virginia to assure what he intends to 
accomplish by his modification of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. He wants to strike out the word ‘‘quantity.’’ 
Now that is exactly the word that ought to be in thereif you are going 
to keep in Birre c stare What has ‘‘in the te” to do 
except with quantity ? t has ‘‘in the aggregate’’ to do with qual- 
ity, whether it is a silk-worm, or coal, or salt in barrels, or tea from the 
Orient? Itseems to me that ‘‘quantity’’ is exactly the word you want 
to retain if you retain the words ‘‘in the 4l they can 
not apply to anything but quantity. It is not ‘‘quality;’’ and so far 
as ‘‘ ”? is concerned, that is obviously the word to retain there, be- 
cause the word ‘‘kind’’ means ‘‘class’’ in the language of what we are 
told is the vernacular of practical railroad men. 

I should venture to hope, therefore, that the Senate would feel called 
upon to retain the words that have been proposed by the Senator from 
Rhode Island as an amendment to this bill, and that if we are dealing 
with ‘‘compensation in the te’? we should allow that to apply 
rather to the quantity of material thatis to be transported than to the 

uality. 

3 Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, to return to the pending amend- 
ment, if the interprétation sought to be put upon this bill by the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, who is a member of this committee, and I suppose 
speaks by authority, as to its effect, it is obviously and monstrously 
defective. The Senator from Tennessee says that railroad companies 
under this bill can not only fix upon classes, but they can fix upon dif- 
ferent rates of freight for carrying different quantities of merchandise, 
as I understood him, without the supervision of the commission and 
without going outside of the law. Now let us see what the effect of 
that will be. 

Suppose the Pennsylvania Railroad or the Erie road fixes compensa- 
tion for transporting oil in barrels from Cleveland or Pittsburgh to New 


York at a certain rate if a man ships 10,000 barrels, at another certain 
rate if a man ships 200,000 barrels a month, and in one case they fix it 
at one-fourth or one-tenth of what they fix in the other, the result is to 
allow a monopoly like the Standard Oil Company, to have one rate of 


freight, 10 cents a barrel perhaps, while all other shippers by the very 
terms of the classification which may be fixed under the provisions of 
this bill, according to the Senator from Tennessee, are excluded from 
shipping their oil at all. Itwas that class of discrimination which this 
bill was intended to obviate, if it had any purpose or intention at all. 
I was surprised to hear the Senator from Illinois say that if my amend- 
ment Was out the bill would be better than it is now. Leave that 
amendment out, and what does the bill say in plain English? I will 
read from the fourth section: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive any 
greater compensation in the aggregate for the transportation of passengers or 
property, &c. 

How much property and what kind of property I should like to know? 
Have you got to charge the same for shipping a jackknife that you would 
for a ton of coal or 10,000 tons of coal? It says the carriers shall not 
receive a greater compensation for the transportation of property a 
shorter than a longer distance. I should like to know how it is possi- 
ble to say how much property or of what kind, and it is absolutely 
necessary, to make the bill intelligible, that it shall be of like class 
and quantity of property transported under similar circumstances and 
in similar quantities. R 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, gentlemen have become very tech- 
nical recently. The bill as reported by the committee, it seems tome, 
is subject to but one construction, and when the Senator from Rhode 
Island says that it becomes monstrous when the provision is recited 
that more shall not be charged in the aggregate for the transportation 
of passengers or property —— 

Mr. ALDRICH, I used the word ‘f monstrous’’ in connection with 
the assertion made by the Senator from Tennessee as to the provision 
allowing different rates to be fixed for carrying different quantities. 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought the Senator was pronouncing the provis- 
ion monstrous. The truth about it is that the language of that section 
of the bill as reported is perfectly plain. And when the Senator from 
Kansas and the Senator from Rhode Island undertake to mystify the 
language of the bill, they are simply doing it because they do not be- 
lieve in the bill so far as that section is concerned. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator answer a question? 

Mr. CULLOM.' I will. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How much property, or what kind of property is 
meant? . 

Mr. CULLOM. It is perfectly absurd for the Senator to stand here 
and say because the exact amountis not designated; thereforea railroad 
company would have the right to charge as much for shipping a jack- 
knife as one hundred car-loads of grain. It simply means if I ship a 
given quantity of grain orany kind of property over a given line of road, 
say 2 thousand miles, and another given quantity for 500 miles, the rail- 
road company shall not be allowed to charge any more for shipping the 
500 miles that given quantity of property than the thousand miles. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Referringto a similar kind of freight and to asim- 
ilar quantity, I want an explanation of the Senator’s own statement. 
Does he refer to a similar kind of freight or a similar quantity? 

Mr. CULLOM,. The railroad companies are allowed to make their 
own classifications as far as this bill is concerned. The bill does not 
undertake to say that they shall charge as much or less for shipping a 
car-load or any other given quantity of grain. Wedo not undertake to 
regulate the question of amount at all, but we leave the subject in the 
hands of the commission, so that ifa man is charged as much for shipping 
a jackknife as he does for shippinga car-load of grain it is extortion, and 
it is for the commission to see what is being done and to ute the 
railroad company, if it is proper to do so in such a case. The bill does 
not interfere with that. 

The bill simply provides, so far as this section is concerned, in the 
first portion of it, that you shall be governed by the provisions of the 
law, and you shall not charge more for the short than you do for the 
long distance. As to the quantity, there is nothing said about it in 
the section, and there is not any necessity for anying being said about 
it to make any court or anybody else understand what the provision 
means, 

When the Senator from Kansas intimates that there has been some 
sort of following of this committee by railroad men and the procuring 
of the insertion of words in this bill that will protect the railroads in 
some way or other in the framingof the provisions of the section, I ùn- 
dertake to say that any insinuation of that sort is utterly groundless, 
because those words were inserted in the section as a matter of fact on 
the suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIS], who was 
simply desiring to get the section in such shape as that it could be con- 
strued to mean what it says in contradistinction of the idea that they 
should not be allowed to charge so much per mile. In other words, 
that it should not be a prorate provision, but it should be in the ag- 

te as to the whole distance. 
. KENNA. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNA. I understand the section to be intended to deal with 
gross amounts and not with rates. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the fourth section was out that would be exactly 
true. 
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Mr. CULLOM. That is the effect of the fourth section. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot know that I can contribute anything to the 
debate on this subject, but after carefully looking at the second section 
of this bill it seems to me that the trae amendment to be inserted in 
lines 3 and 4 of section 4 would be to put in a substantial reference to 
the second section of the bill. ‘The second section of the bill provides: 

That if any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall, directly 
or indirectly, by any special rate, rebate, drawback, or other device, charge, de- 
mand, collect, or receive from any person or persons a greater or less compensa- 
tion for any service rendered, or to be rendered, in the transportation of passen- 
gers or property, subject to tao provisions of the act, than it charges, demands, 
collects, or ves from any other person or persons for heres, | for him or them 
a like and contemporaneous service in the transportation of a like kind of traffic 
under substantially similar circumstances and conditions, such common carrier 
shall be deemed quit of unjust discrimination, which is hereby prohibited and 
declared to be unlawful, 


It seems to me plain that the second section does recognize the rigħt 
of the railway company to charge different rates for the same class of 
property, if you please, where the conditions and circumstances are dis- 
similar; so that I think a railway can make a classification of so much 
per car, so much per parcel, or can make a classification which shall in- 
clude pig-iron and crude oil, and another classification which shall in- 
clude nails by the keg and refined oil, and so on; and under those classi- 
fications, if the conditions are similar and the circumstances alike, they 
may make the same rate. If they are not alike, they can make differ- 
ent rates. 

So it seems to me it would be better to insert here ‘‘ that it shall be 
unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive any greater com- 
pensation in the aggregate for the transportation of passengers or prop- 
erty, as provided by the second section of this act, which clearly in- 
dieates the conditions and circumstances, &c., which will regulate the 
different classes. Would not that cover the suggestion of the amend- 
meat of the Senator from Rhode Island? Unless some such provision 
is already understood to be in this bill, Iam entirely in favor of the 
insertion of it in the fourth section, as the Senator from Rhode Island 
has proposed, and if anything is to be inserted the language. that is 
there now is the precise language that ought to be inserted, and no 
other. 

Mr. PLATT. Ofcourse I do not suppose that any member of this 
committee can compete with the Senator from Kansas in the critical ex- 
amination of the language of this bill, but I want to assure the Senator 
from Kansas, without any feeling in reference to the charges or insin- 
uations which he has made with regard to the object of this word ‘‘ag- 

te’? in the bill, that be is entirely mistaken so faras the commit- 
tee is concerned, though I understand he does not impute anything to 
the committee. A 

Mr. INGALLS. I made not the slightest imputation by the re- 
motest inference on any member of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. Isounderstood the Senator, and I have no feelingabout 
it. Thecommittee put that word in there as I understand—it was not 
a favorite word of mine; I think it was rather a favorite word of the 
Senator from Tennessee—so that there should be no opportunity for a 
railroad company or a railroad T to evade this provision as to 
not charging more for a short than for a long haul; and I will illustrate 
what it was for. If that word was notin there, what might a railroad 
officer do under a given set of circumstances? For instance, we will 
say it is 90 miles from New York to Philadelphia. That is the long 
haul. We will say itis80 miles from New York to Germantown. That 
is the short haul. A railroad officer in New York might give a rate to 
Philadelphia of half a cent per mile, which would be 45 cents per ton, 
and for 10 tons would be $4.50 to Philadelphia. A man comes and 
says: ‘‘I want to ship some goods to Germantown,’’ which we willsay 
is 80 miles—these are not the exact distances. He says: “I 
you half a cent a ton per mile, which is 40 cents per ton, which is 
for 10 tons, and I charge you $2 for terminal charges at New York,” 
which makes $6 from New York to Germantown as against $4.50 he 
charged from New York to Philadelphia. The committee may have 
got befogged about that, but that-and similar things were what the 
committee intended to prevent. 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, it is said that in a multitude of conn-. 


selors there is safety, at least for the counselors if for nobody else. 
This discussion, to which I have listened with a great deal of interest 
since its beginning, has satisfied me that the amendment made by the 
committee in the fourth line should not be there. -The true object of 
the fourth section is to prevent the unjust discrimination of the over- 
charge on the short haul. That is the whole object; and it seems to 
me that if that is the object of the section, the purpose is sufficiently 
and explicitly answered as the original language of the bill was with 
the exception of the amendment which was made in lines 6 and 7: 

‘That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier to charge or receive any 
pan Las anina in the aggregate for the transportation of passengers or 
pro; . 


Leaving the classification of property and all the details of it to the 
discretion of the railroad companies. Whenever we have said that 
there shall be no more charged for theshort haul of passengers or prop- 
erty than for the long haul, we have answered what is intended by the 
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section, no matter what kind of property may be affected. The lan- 

now of the amendment, ‘‘ of the like class and quantiy of prop- 
erty,” would by implication say that there may be a kind of property 
and is a kind of property on which a carrier may rightfully charge more 
for the short haul than for the long haul. That can not be, because if 
the proposition is correct that the short haul shall not be charged more 
than the long one, it applies to one kind of property as well as another. 
I hope that the Senator from West Virginia will agree to thestriking out 
of the words inserted in Committee of the Whole, and will stand square 
in behalf of the fourth section without any further amendment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, it would simplify the matter 
very much if it were in order at this stage of the discussion of the bill 
to move to strike out the entire fourth section and present a substitute 
for it. I rise to inquire if I should bein order at this time in doing 
that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not be in order at this 
time to move to strike out the whole fourth section. The amend- 
ments of the Committee of the Whole must first be acted upon. After 
they are acted on it will be in order to move to strike out the section. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I ask that unanimous consent be given me at 
this stage—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well, then; I will wait. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey and to the 
Chair that the Senator from New Jersey proposes to strike out the 
whole section and offer a substitute forit. His amendment may be 
offered at this time, and both the substitute he offers and the text of 
the section proposed to be stricken out will be open to amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not be in order now to of- 
fer to amend the fourth section of the bill further than to amend the 
amendments already proposed. Ata later stage it will be in order. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I would like to state while lam on my feet 
and in the line of discussion touching the amendments now being con- 
sidered by the Senate, that I think if there is any question which has - 
come before the Senate during my service in this body which the Sen- 
ate has demonstrated its inability to cope with or meet intelligently it 
is the question now before the Senate. What I proposed to do, and 
what I shall do at some future time, is to eliminate from this discussion 
and from this bill this entire section, and Jeave the whole matter where 
itis proposed to leave the pooling question in the nineteenth section 
of the bill, with the commission itself, to examine and report to Con- 
gress exactly what legislation can be made and safely made. That is 
my purpose. x 5 
The nineteenth section of the bill proposes that the commission shall 
deal with the pooling question. Ishall take part of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], for I do not 
agree with all his amendment; neither do I agree with the committee’s 
fourth section of the bill; but I shall take the last half of the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin, which places the whole 
question of the long and short haul and of pooling entirely in the hands 
of the commission and requires it to report to Congress. That seems 
to me to be the intelligent way of dealing’ with it. The commission 
in other sections of the bill are required in every case to see that the 
rates from any part or section of the country, whether for a long or 
short haul, are reasonable and just; but as to the question involved in 
the fourth section of the bill, it properly belongs to the commission for 
examination and report. y 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I believe the question presented to the 
Senate now is upon concurrence in the amendment adopted in Com- 
mittee of the Whole as to ‘‘the like class and quantity of property.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment is proposed to that 
amendment by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. CALL. After that the question will come up gn concurrence in 
this amendment. G 

I quite agree with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] that this 
part of the original section was in proper form and is better without 
this amendment, I think, therefore, that neither the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from West Virginia nor this amendment should 
be adopted, but that the Senate should non-concur in both. 

The section is intended to reach and does reach alone the question of 
the long and short haul and the compensation forit. It is pertinent to 
nothing else; it can not affect anything else. It is perfectly clear that 
it only relates to the question of a greater compensation for a shorter 
than for a longer distance, and by no possibility, unless you interpo- 
late this language in it, can it have any kind of relation to or effect on 
any other thing. 

As to the discussion in reference to the word ‘‘ aggregate,” adopted 
by the committee, that is very plain. Suppose there are two compa- 
nies, common carriers in interstate transportation, using two lines of 
road. One line of road may charge twice as much as the other. This 
bill does not prohibit it. 1t simply requires that the aggregate on both 
roads, including their terminal shall bethesame, Thereisno 
difficulty about that; it is perfectly plain. The language adopted by 
the committee is appropriate, and you can not find a better term than 
the term ‘“' aggregate” to express that idea that two roads, each charg- 
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ing different rates, shall not to the interstate 
in the aggregate, in the total, including their terminal facilities. The 


lan, is perfectly plain. 
Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from Florida permit me to ask him 


charge more 


a pean as I am not sure that I understand him? 
. CALL, Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. Do you mean that we should disagree to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia which was some days 
since, and the amendment of the Senator from Rhode d, both, and 
leave the section as it came from the committee? 

Mr. CALL. No, sir, I mean this: In the text of section 4 you will 
see the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island in italics, ‘‘ of 
the like class and quantity of.” 

Mr, BROWN. n you do not propose to leave the section as it 
was reported by the committee, but you propose to take the section 
with the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia, which was 
adopted some time since, and treat that as the section? 

Mr. CALL. That question is not now before the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. I understand that, but I wanted to understand your 

tion. 
er CALL. That is my position; but the question before the Sen- 
ate now is upon amending the words which are now in the bill ‘‘of the 
like class and quantity of” by striking out the word ‘‘quantity ”’ and 
inserting the word ‘‘ quality.’’ - 

Mr. BROWN. Then, by the amendment of the Senator from West 
Virginia you mean his amendment to the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island? f 

Mr. CALL. Yet, sir, that is what I ams g of. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Florida will allow me to make 
a suggestion to him, the Senator from West Virginis is ready to ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to withdraw the amendment he has 
heretofore offered and to offer this, which is satisfactory to the commit- 
tee and also to the Senator from Rhode Island who moved the amend- 
ment: 
jane like kind of property under substantially similar cireumstances and con- 

ons, 

Adopting the language of the second section instead of the language 
adopted by the Senator from Rhode Island in his amendment. 

Mr. CALL, I have no objection to that, though I do not think that 
has anything to do with that section. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia not 
being present—— 

Mr. HARRIS, The Senator from West Virginia is right at my elbow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'TheChairbegspardon. The Senator 
from Virginia was recognized by the Chair. a 

Mr, DLEBERGER. Mr. President, I do not like the way this 
bill is being managed, There are too many amendments proposed and 
adopted without a vote, If the Senator from Rhode Island has any 
amendment to make to the bill it would be well to suggest it to the 
Senate and not to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Sir, I do not represent a terminal State as the Senator from Rhode 
Island possibly does, but I do know the difference between a terminal 
State and terminal points of railroads. Therefore, I suggest again to 
the Senator from Tennessee that every Senator on this floor know 
exactly what is going in the bill and what is being taken out of it. I 
asked that an amendment be read a while ago and I could not have it 
done, because the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Kansas in- 
sisted upon holding the floor and discussing the amendment. 

I undertake to say that the bill is argued only from the constituent 
standpoint; that every Senator here is trying to do something that will 
give his own people an advantage over those somebody else represents, 
If I am mistaken in that, then I do not understand the debate. 

Mr.“ALDRICH. Then you disclaim it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not disclaim it, and if I excel the 
Senator from Rhode Island in making a frank statement he will excuse 
me forit. I do not mean to cast my vote for a bill that is to give Rhode 
Island an advantage over any other State unless she is entitled to it 
and unless she can assert here to-day that she labors under some dis- 
advantage. ' 

The bill ought never to pass Congress unless it is meant to say that 
we intend to take charge of the railroads and the telegraph lines of the 
country. Then we should say it all at once, take charge of everything 
that is identified with the transmission of mail matter and of freight, 
and let every man be patriotic enough to come up and vote for it. Bat 
when the Senator from New Jersey suggests the amendment he does I 
know what it means, and Ishould be unfit to represent the people who 
sent me here if I did not know it: Representing an Atlantic coast 
State simply, fighting on the same line that he has been for the three 
years I have known him here, he asks that there shall be free trade for 
all that labor produces everywhere else than in the State of New Jersey 
and that they shall have protection there. 

I know that it is not in order after having made a speech to make 
a motion which will in itself not be debatable, but there seems to be 
so much in the bill that so many gentleman have an interest in that I 
now move to lay it on the table. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the amendment do lie on the table. 
Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir, the bill, I beg pardon; and I ask 


for the yeas and nays on the motion. 
The PRESID: tempore. The Senatorfrom Virgina moves that 
the bill lie on the table, and on that motion he the yeas and 


nays. 
Sat teed and pays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr, PALMER (when Mr, CONGER’S name was called), If my col- 
league [Mr. ConGER] were here, he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On this question Iam paired with the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present, I should vote 

nay. 

Mr. HALE. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] would vote 
“nay” if he were here, 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I willsay to the Senator from Maine that if my 
colleague [Mr. BECK] were present he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HALE. Then I shall vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I willassume to vote in the face of my pair, and 
ask to record my vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am paired with the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. HARRISON], butI feel sure that if he were present he would 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ So I record my vote ‘‘nay.’’ - 

Mr. VAN WYCK. My coll e [Mr. MANDERSON], who is paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. BLACKBURN], is only temporarily 


absent from the Chamber. He would vote ‘‘nay”’ if present. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I have already recorded my vote in the nega- 
tive. 
Mr, VAN WYCK. I merely desired to state the position of my col- 
league. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I have stated as much, and voted. 
Mr. VEST (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw my vote. 
I am paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I do not 
know how he would vote, and I do not see his colleague [Mr. INGALLS] 
here to instruct me. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote is withdrawn. 
The result was announced—yea 1, nays 54; as follows: 
YEA—1, 
Riddleberger. 
NAYS—A. 
Aldrich, Dolph, J iN Saulsbury, 
Amoo Tanunda, KANAR. AN pogana g 
Berry, Eustis, ý Sewell, 
Blackburn, Evarts, McMillan, Sherman, 
Blair, Fair, McPherson, Spooner, 
Bowen, Frye, Maxey, Teller, 
Brown, George, Miller, Vance, 
Call, Gibson, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Gorman, Morrill, Walthall, 
Chace, Gray, Palmer, Whitthorne, 
Cockrell, Hale, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Harris, Piatt, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Hawley, n, 
Cullom, Jonesof Arkansas, Sabin, 
ABSENT--21. 
Beck, Harrison, Manderson, Stanford, 
Butler, Hearst, Mitehell of Oreg., V 
Cameron, Hoar, Mitchell of Pa., Voorhees. 
Conger, Ingalls, ke, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Hampton, Mahone, Ransom, > 


So the motion to lay the bill on the table was not agreed to. 
Mr, CAMDEN. Mr. President—— 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. May Lask/fhe Senator from West Virginia 
to give me just one moment? 

Mr. CAMDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish Ù call attention to the fact that the 
vote just taken settles the whole constitutional question, and certainly 
resolves all that we would calla Democratic States rights party into the 
one general proposition that the Federal Government has a right tocon- 
trol the railroads. Iask pardon, but I wanted to solve the proposition. 
I do not want any more gentlemen to come and talk to me and to the 
people whom I in part represent about States rights. We have now 
determined that question with one single vote against it, that the Fed- 
eral Government has'a right to fix the status of the railroads and to 
control them, and that includes telegraphs and everything else. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam very heartily in favor of the bill, and I do not 
seek to throw any obstructions in the way of it. My sole object is to 
so restrict and modify the language used in the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Rhode Island as to make it in harmony with the bill. 
It has been ted to strike out after the word ‘‘or,’’ in line 3, the 


words ‘‘ of the like class and quantity of property,” and to insert ‘‘of 
like kind of property under substantially similar circumstances and 
conditions. ’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Does the Senator from West Vir- 
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inia withdraw his former amendment to the amendment made as in 
mmittee of the Whole on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and ? 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to withdraw my former amendment, and 
to offer the amendment I have just stated, as it meets the point fully I 
was aiming at in offering the former amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia to the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 3, after the word *‘or,” itis 

to strike out the words ‘‘ of thelike class and quantity of prop- 
erty,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words: 

Of like kind of property under substantially similar circumstances and con- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia to the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MILLER. Iam very glad to see that the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia has repented of his amendment which was adopted some days ago, 
and that he is now willing to restore section 4 to its condition as it was 
originally reported by the committee. Of course, while agreeing to the 
amendment which he has , and I shall be very glad to agree 
to it, it leaves nothing of his other amendment, and I have no doubt 
when we reach line 6 he will yote to non-concur in it. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I could not understand what the Senator from New 
York said, though I should have liked to have done so. 

Mr. VANCE. If the object of the friends of this portion of the bill 
is sincerely to relieve the discrimination upon the individual whose 
shipment is called the short haul, I can not see why they are not con- 
tent to let well eno: alone. The language employed in the fourth 
section, *‘ that it be unlawful for any common carrier to charge 
or receive any greater compensation in the for the transpor- 
tation of passengers or property subject to the provisions of this act for 
a shorter than a longer haul over the same line in the same direction,” 
is just as explicit as language can be made. Everybody would under- 
stand it, and there could be no mistaking it by courts or railroad compa- 
nies. 

But when you come to insert ‘‘under substantially similar circum- 
stances and conditions,’’ you simply open a gap through which, in less 
time than we have taken in the passage of this bill, the railroad com- 
panies will drive not only a coach and six, but an engine with forty 
cars. That would be tho effect of it. 

How can the conditions be substantially similar, if one lot of freight 
is shipped 500 miles and another is shipped 1,000 miles? Whatdo you 
mean by that? How can the circumstances be similar when the arti- 
cles are dissimilar, when the distance is dissimilar, and when the amount 
of service rendered by the carrier is dissimilar? 

I do not impugn men’s motives; I am not in the habit of doing so; 
but it seems to me that if we are in dead earnest, if we are not trying 
to deceive the people by throwing a tub to the whale, when we have 
incorporated language which serves our purpose we should stop and 
not put in any language that would enable somebody to hang a doubt 
upon it, or by perverting the interpretation avoid the true intent and 
meaning of the act. I am opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. MAXEY. The amendment offered by the Senator from West 
Virginia and adopted as in Committee of the Whole was perfectly plain 
to my mind, and was a positive command of law. The law proposed 
directed; it left nothing on that point to the commission, nothing to 
the discretion of anybody. But the expression used now in the pro- 
posed amendment takes from the power of the law the settlement of 
this question and transfers it to the commission. That is the effect of 
it. It leaves to the discretion of the commission to determine whether 
there are substantialty like conditions and circumstances, whereas the 
measure settled the matter without leaving it to the commissioners or 
anybody else. 

If the question came into court, git the courts could do would be to 
take the law as written and say ther the law has been complied 
with; but when you put in these words of discretion (and they are 
words of discretion), ‘‘substantially similar conditions and circum- 
stances,” then the courts would have to determine by their own dis- 
cretion F by that of the commissioners whether the circumstances were 
substantially the same. 

So to my mind there is an essential difference between the amend- 
ment as now proposed and that adopted as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
popen amendment to the amendment made as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The amendment to the amendment was 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. CULLOM. Probably it would be well to transpose the words 
in lines 4 and 5 of the fourth section, ‘* subject to the ‘provisions of this 
act,” and insert the same words after the word “ carrier,” in line 2 of 
the same section, so as to read: 


That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the provisions of 
this act to charge or receive, &c, 


to. 
The question is on agreeing to the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. .The words will be if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears none. The next reserved amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 6, after the word ‘‘direction,’’ 
aie Ere as in Committee of the Whole agreed to strike out the 
words: 

And from the same original point of departure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in this — 
reserved amendment, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move toamend the clause proposed to be stricken 
out by adding after the word ‘‘departure’’ and before the semicolon, 
in line 7 of the reprinted bill, the words ‘‘or to the same point of ar- 
Tival.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 4, line 7, after the word ‘‘direction,”’ 
insert the words ‘‘or to the same point of arrival;’’ so as to read: 

For a shorter than for a longer distance over the same line, in the same direc- 
tion, or to the same point of arrival. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ba ge to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont to the reserved amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The object of that is to have the clause retained in 
the bill and made complete. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chief Clerk did not read the part stricken ont as 
in Committee of the Whole—the amendment of the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. Å 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I refer to the clause as it stands in the original 
bill. The Committee of the Whole recommends that it be stricken 
out, but it is still part of the bill; itis merely a recommendation of the 
Committee of the Whole. If my amendment be agreed to with the 
clanse proposed to be stricken out it would read: 

a from the same original point of departure or to the same point of arri- 


That makes a whole clause. I am amending the clause pro; to 
be stricken out. If my amendment should be agreed to then the bill 
would read: 


For a shorter than for a longer distance over the same line, in the same direc- 
oe and from the same original point of departure, or to the same point of ar- 
rival, 

The bill as it stands only covers that evil from the point of departure, 
and therefore, while you could notship from Chicago to Pittsburgh at a 
less rate than you could from Pittsburgh to New York, for instance, 
you could ship at a less rate than you could from Pittsburgh to New 
York, because Pittsburgh is not the same original point of departure that 
Chicagois. Therefore,to complement it, and make that proposition com- 

lete, you have got to have it work both ways, so that shipping from 
icago to New York (I take that asan illustration), being the original 
point of departure, the bill would forbid the Chicago shipper, the rail- 
road, to. make a greater rate from-Chicago to Pittsburgh, for illustra- 
tion, than from Chicago to New York. But when you come to the 
other part of the same proposition, the shipper, without my amendment, 
would still be at liberty to make a greaterrate from Pittsburgh to New 
york than from Chicago to New York, because Pittsburgh and Chicago 
are not the same original points of departure. 

In order to make this thing just, it is proper to add ‘‘or to the same 
point of arrival,’’ so that a shipper from Pittsburgh to New York could 
not be charged more than a shipper from Chicago to New York. As 
the bill has it, he could be charged more from Chicago to Pittsburgh 
than he could from Chicago to New York, and from Pittsburgh to New 
York = could be charged any sum that the company chose to impose 
upon him. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from Vermont if his amend- 
ment is agreed to and his idea is carried out in respect to this section, 
whether the railroad company could not charge one rate from Chicago 
to New York and charge a different rate from a depot 50 miles east of 
Chicago, and a higher rate to New York? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; that is exactly what my amendment forbids, 
and exactly what may be done now under the bill as it stands. 

Mr. KENNA. Notas it stands. ` 

Mr. HARRIS, Not as it stands amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As it stands; because the amendment agreed to 
as in Committee of the Whole is not yet finally agreed to, and so I say 
the words are still in the bill “from the same original point of de- 

rture.’? 

Mr. KENNA. I hope the Senator willallow me a word just at that 
point. - Suppose a car-load or a number of car-loads started 50 miles 
east of Chicago and stopped 5 miles west of New York, then the pro- 
vision which the Senator proposes would not affect the right to charge 
there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would not affect it either way; neither would 
the original proposition. 

Mr. KENNA. But as proposed to be amended by my colleague it 
would be affected in that way as in every other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That is perfectly true, but in respect of the pro- - 
vision as it stands in the bill it is obviously incomplete, with great re- 
spect to the opinions of others, in the very particular that the Senator 
from Tennessee stated, that a shipper from Chicago to New York might 
get one rate and a man 10 miles or 50 miles east of Chicago, or 100 or 
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200 miles anywhere west of New York, might get a much higher rate, 
because Chicago is the original point of departure. 

Mr. HARRIS. ThatI understand, butif the language stricken out 
by the amerdment made as in Committee of the Whole remains out of 
the bill, would not the effect of the section as it would then stand be, 
that no matter what the point of departure is nor the point of destina- 
tion anywhere on the same line and in the same direction, no matter 
from what depot to what depot, the railroad company is restrained 
from charging a higher rate for that shorter haul than it would charge 
from Chicago to New York? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Soitis. That is perfectly true. I did not vote 
on the original proposition at all, as I came in just as the yeas and nays 
were being taken in Committee of the Whole. Iam afraid thatthat is 
going too far, and that you are going to interfere with the purely local 
traffic of these lines in States and merely across a river, which is a nom- 
inal line for all business purposes between one State and another, and 
that you are going to carry your great objects so far as to hamper and 
interfere with the operations of these local affairs to the injury not only 
of the general public but of the local public, because their interests are 
really interests in common, for all that they pay goes to make up the 
mass of money necessary to carry on the operations of the railroads and 
give a reasonable profit to those who invested their money in them. 

While I agree that striking it all ont and not amending it at all goes 
much further than my amendment proposes, I think itis going too far, 
and that it is safer for the objects of the bill and for what is truly in- 
terstate commerce not to undertake to carry the principle of equality 
of distance, and equality of haul, and equality of price into regions 
where we have no constitutional power to arrange it, as between the 
western and the eastern borders of Ohio, and then say that from the 
eastern side of Ohio to Pittsburgh, a distance of only 25 miles, if you 
please, or less, the railway shall be under a compulsion to make one 
charge, while from the eastern border of Ohio to the western border 
you can not touch it atall, and thus discriminate by the operation of an 
act of Congress between citizens of the sime State engaged in the same 
business, 

Therefore by such a provision, which carries it down to its utmost 
detail that we can, you are creating a division and a discordance and 
an injustice between the local traffic that is wholly within the State and 
that local traffic which happens to be a little out of the State and into 
it which only weeantouch. If Congress had the power to regulate the 
whole thing in States as well as between States, then I should agree 
with the principle contained in the amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia, that there ought to be equality of substantial distance 
and weight and that sort of thing everywhere; but we have not that 


wer. 

Mr. HARRIS. I quite understand the position of the Senator from 
Vermont, and desire simply to ask him this additional question, if he 
thinks there is any serious danger to the local traffic or to the common 
carrier by the provision as it stands, the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole being agreed to and his amendment not agreed to? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, I do. That is the reason’ why I offer the 
amendment. Q 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator if he thinks there is any serious 
danger in view of the fact that this section gives the railroad commis- 
sion the discretionary power to relieve the common carrier from the pro- 
visions of the section whenever appealed to and in its opinion justice de- 
mands that it shall be relieved? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but having been born and brought up areal 
Jeffersonian Democrat, I have always been opposed to giving a discre- 
tion when I could possibly avoid it to any set of men or officers. Iam 
in favor, therefore, when we are making laws, of making laws which 
declare things instead of leaving,discretions. If we can lay down a 
rule and we are to Jay it down at all, we ought to lay down that rule 
as positively as we may, so as to relieve the commission from the re- 
sponsibility and the danger which the Senator from Virginia pointed 
out the other day, of theirsoon being the charms on the watch-chain of 
the railroad president, from the danger of being tempted or persuaded 
or misled into granting special and favorite excéptions to this company 
and that company and under these circumstances and those circum- 
stances. I would not do it any further than I could help it. 

On the face I should have liked the bill better if it had adopted the 
English plan of having one general first section which declared that all 

i over whom we may have any constitutional control and the 

icular traffic over which we may have constitutional control should 
conducted upon principles of justice and equality under all circum- 
stances and conditions to which it could be applied, and then make a 
tribunal that should settle, as the English people did, the application 
of the rule to every particular case as it arose. The committee has 
thought it better to lay down these positive principles and limitations 
and rules, and having thought so, I am disposed to stand by them and 
make it as perfect and as sate as I can. 
Mr. SHERMAN (Mr. HALEin the chair). Mr. President, either the 


- Senator from Vermont understands this differently from what I do or 


else the amendment substantially confines the benefit of the fourth sec- 


“tion of the bill as to the long haul and the short haul exclusively to the 


voyage between Chicagoand New York or between New York and Chi- 
cago. That is the way I understand it. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. No, it is exactly the other way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. From any intermediate point? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. From every point between those two points. 

Mr. SHERMAN, _Inother words, take this case: Suppose goods are 
shipped from New York to Chiœgo and the rate fixed there by the 
common carrier which would be subject to the operations of this pro- 
posed law is a dollar a ton, or $10 a ton, whatever it may be. We will 
say $10 a ton, and for a thousand miles the rate would be about a cent 
a mile. Under the operations of this bill that rule of $10 a ton from 
New York to Chicago would bind the company, and they could not 
charge anybody else higher than that rate for a shipment between those 
two points, Butif the shipment was made from New York to Pitts- 
burgh they might charge $20, $30, $40, or $50 a ton, so far as this sec- 
tion is concerned, and so on at every point of the line until they reach 
within 10 miles of Chicago they might charge any rate they choose. 

Not only that, but the fourth section would expressly give them that 
right. In the absence ofthe fourth section the shipment wanld be re- 
strained somewhat by the-first and second sections, because this would 
be a discrimination which might be pronounced against by the com- 
mission; but here in the fourth section they are expressly authorized 
by necessary implication to make a discrimination to any extent they 
choose where the shipment is not between one point and another point, 
both of which are extreme points. It seems to me that would reverse 
the whole object of this measure. an 

However, the report of the committee did give to the shipper from 
intermediate points an advantage. It did declare that from a common 
point of departure they should not charge more to an intermediate 
point than to an ultimate point. That is, under the operations of the 
bill as it was reported to us, if they charge $10 a ton from New York 
to Chicago they could not charge more than $10 a ton from New York 
to Pittsburgh, or from New York to Mansfield, or from New York to 
Fort Wayne, or other points on the line. Sowith Cleveland. To that 
extent the bill was a benefit to intermediate points, but now that is 
practically abrogated by this other provision as I understand it. 

R Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will pardon me for interrupting 
im— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me tell him that it is to prevent exactly the 
thing he fears that I propose this amendment. The bill does prevent 
you from charging more from New York to Pittsburgh than from New 
York to Chicago, but when a man wants to ship from Pittsburgh to 
Chicago and appeals to this bill for protection it does not protect him, 
because Pittsburgh is not New York, and he only fair play from 
any point west of Pittsburgh. Now, if you put in the words “or the 
same point of arrival,” when he offers freight at Pittsburgh, probably 
on the very first train that started from New York, they can not charge 
him any more for taking it from Pittsburgh to Chicago than they 
charge from New York there. Butleaving those words out and taking 
the print as it stands, Pittsburgh does not fall within the category at 
all; they may charge what they like from Pittsburgh to Chicago, be- 
cause Pittsburgh is not the point of original departure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Both these phrases are words of limitation which 
limit the operation of the section of the bill. Both the phrases ‘‘ and 
from the original point of departure’’ and the phrase proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont are words limiting the operation of the fourth 
section of the bill and plainly so. : 

If the fourth section is to be retained at all, as I said in the few re- 
marks I made the other day, it ought to operate fairly on all the inter- 
mediate points, because the effect of the measure as it now stands will 
be to discriminate against all the moderate cities of the United States 
in favor of three or four of the great overcrowded cities which will be 
the plaoe of vast shipment. é 

If the discrimination can be made against intermediate points it does 
just exactly what neither the Senator from Vermontnor I desire to do, 
it destroys the smaller towns or communities, where vice does not pre- 
vail so largely as in great cities, and builds up the great centers of pop- 
ulation where corruption naturally grows and breeds. The better part 
of our population, as we all know, is in the farming communities, in 
the smaller towns, in the flourishing manufacturing towns of ten, fif- 
teen, twenty, or thirty thousand inhabitants, where public opinion to 
a certain extent controls vice and controls all the habits of mznkind. 
Corruption breeds in cities, 

It seems to me, therefore, that the provisions of the bill ought to 
operate equally and justly, so that every town or community which is 
trying to build up a local trade in its neighborhood shall be protected 
in having the benefit of this general rule. 

If you are in favor of striking out the fourth section, so as to give our 
country a broader commerce with a view to building up our foreign 
commerce and better facilities to the grain-growing States to carry their 
freight to Europe at a lower rate so as to compete with India, that I 
can understand. In that event you do not want the fourth section at 
all. Butif you have this rule of the Jong and short haul, you must 
apply it not only in favor of the extreme points of shipment but of all 
the intermediate points. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the proposition of the Senator from 
West Virginia ought to be retained, and that it should not be restricted 
either by the clause proposed by the Senator from Vermont or by the 
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clause reported from the committee, but in other words that there 
should be that general rule of equity and equality which is manifest to 
every one however plain he may be, and which every railroad man ad- 
mits to be the correct one, and which by the laws of several of the States 
is enforced against their own railroads where they have the jurisdiction, 
that while you need not charge pro rata per mile, you never shall charge 
a man for hauling the less distance over his road more than you would 
charge for hauling a greater distance over thesame road. Thatis a fair 
and universal rule which ought to be applied. 

I believe that if the fourth section was retained in the bill, and I 
shall vote to retain it in the bill, it would bring about that kind of 
healthy competition which would be beneficial to the roads themselves 
and would not interfere with our foreign commerce. I do not myself 
want to vote for any bill which will prevent us from competing sharply 
with India, with Russia, or with any part of the world for feeding the 
great population of Europe. That is the problem of the age. Who 
shall feed Europe? Who shallsupply their markets with food? The 
population is overgrown; they can not feed themselves; and therefore 
Russia, India, and America are called upon to furnish them the neces- 
sarysupply. By their accumulated wealth and labor they restore to 
us a value in kind in their products, largely in luxuries. 

I do not want to interfere with that commerce, and although I should 
like to protect the people of Ohio, I do not want at all to interfere with 
that broader commerce which is for the benefit of the whole country. 

It seems to me if the principle of the long haul and the short haul is 
retained in the fourth section of the bill, competition by water at points 
like Chicago and Saint Louis—I think more markedly at Saint Louis 
than at Chicago—will enable the railroads at times and the water at 
other times to carry on this commerce cheaper than it can be done either 
in India or Russia. Ever since my inspection of the Eads jetties I 
have had the idea that from Saint Louis and all points along the Mis- 
sissippi they can transport wheat and other cereals from anywhere 
along the mighty Mississippi and the Missouri River to New Orleans, 
there to be transshipped into vessels of great bulk, of four, five, or six 
thousand tons, as the case may be, and they may ship wheat and prod- 
uce to Liverpool and to other countries in Europe, and there compete 
even with the advantages the English now derive from the Suez Canal 
and with the new improvements which have been made in the build- 
ing of railroads in Russia, and the like. That is my impression, and 
also as to the enlargement of the canal between Lake Erie and Lake 
Ontario. 

To come back to the point, I am afraid if you should adopt in the bill 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont and should non-concur 
in the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia discriminations 
against smaller interior points will be made from time to time, and will 
bring back the same discontent that we have had to contend with here- 
tofore; but if you have this universal rule, and apply it to all our peo- 
ple without respect to their locality, they will see that it is right, the 
railroad companies will enforce that rule, as we have only copied the 
wisdom of different States so far as their jurisdiction goes, and this 
problem will work out its own solution. 

If you stop short of that and leave it possible for railroads to dis- 
criminate against local towns and local communities, you will have this 
trouble brought back upon you, and probably a more extreme measure 
will be adopted. There is a universal feeling in our country that the 
question of interstate commerce should be dealt with in a broad and 
liberal spirit. I believe the feeling exists in every State that no State 
and no community should have any advantage over the other; that 
no man should have any advantage over another; that such a thing 
should not be allowed as has occurred in the last few years, where a 
great corporation has had the benefit of a rate of 10 cents a barrel on 
their products, while the smaller producers in the same line of busi- 
ness had to pay 40 cents, supplemented by the fact that that great cor- 
poration not only demanded the right to transport at 10 cents, but de- 
manded the 30 cents collected from their competitors in order to enable 
them to crush all who operated in the same line of business. Although 
that is an extreme case, yet it has oceurred to my certain knowledge 
over several of the railroads running from the city of Chicago and many 
other places where shippers, on account of the discrimination between 
a five-car and aten-car within a certain time, or betweena ten-car and a 
twenty-car within a certain period of time where great operators were 
speculating, actually crushed out all the intermediate operators. 

I have seen enough of railroad business to know that that has been 
done in all partsof the country. It could not be very well avoided, 
because in the struggle of the railroads to get the benefit of traffic they 
have been competing with each other, and in-a sharp struggle they 
have made special contracts with these great shippers in order to get 
the benefit of their business, and they have got it in this way. All 
these things are broken down, so far as a law can do it, by the first 
and second sections of the bill. 

Now, in the smaller towns and communities it applies as well to 
Illinois and Iowa as any other States; if they want to makea rate they 
can take Omaha and make a rate through to New York, which will 
crush ont everybody in Iowa, or they can make a rate between Saint 
Louis and crush out the farming and business men in Illinois, or make 
a oh between Chicago and New York and crush out our people in 
Ohio. = . 


To my certain knowledge this mode of doing business has destroyed a 
great many towns which were once flourishing and active, and has built 
up other towns which have had some advantages as to competition. The 
town in which I live has been largely benefited by this operation, be- 
cause they there have three railroads competing with each other, while 
another town east or west is charged more for the freight to New York 
or to Chicago than the town in which I live, simply because we have 
the advantage of local competing through traffic. 

Now, that is not just or right, and therefore the rule ought to apply 
universally that where a man puts his property on a railroad to go 300 
miles itshall not be charged more than when it is transferred overthat 
same railroad 1,000 miles. In the case which has been put here, where 
they have the benefit of a sharp competition to Chicago, we ought not 
by our law give these railroads the power of breaking down all the 
farmers between Chicago and New York merely to give an advantage 
to the farmers around Chicago. Nor do the farmers in Illinois get the 
benefit of this, because for the short distance between their homes and 
Chicago they are charged a very ‘large local rate, and in that way the 
farmers even of Illinois in the great markets of Saint Louis and Chicago 
do,not get the benefits because the excessive local rates are put upon 
their products before they reach the great marts of Saint Louis and 
Chicago. 

I hope therefore, without detaining the Senate about this matter, 
that the Senator from Vermont will see that it is better for us to try 
this experiment, better to give what the people have demanded, fair 
rates and equal rates for a short haul and a Jong haul, so that no dis- 
crimination shall be made against them, and if it does not work well, 
or if it operates to destroy our foreign commerce, I shall be as ready 
to make the necessary ¢ as any man in the Senate. . 

Mr. PALMER. Ishould like to ask the honorable Senator from 
Ohio a qùestion before he concludes. He says he isin favor of foreign 
commerce, and he is in favor of competition. I ask him how under 
those circumstances can he vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia; which shuts out four or five roads from competing 
for the freight between Chicago and New York? 

As I remarked the other day, under the pressure of slack times a 
couple of years ago they carried freight by rail from Chicago to New 
York at 10 cents a hundred, or 2 mills per ton per mile. There is nota 
Senator upon this floor who supposes that any railroad could live upon 
any such rate as that, if it was general and if it was to be applied to all 
the intermediate points. ` 

I should like to ask the Senator, when he speaks of competition by 
water, how under the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia 
the railroads can compete? They only get 10 per cent. of their freight 
at this very low rate. Itis carried possibly for little or nothing, be- 
cause the cars otherwise would go back totide water empty; but if they 
have got to graduate all of their intermediate freights upon the basis 
of 2 mills per ton per mile, the result will be that those roads will be 
out of the ring of competition and everything will go by the lake or by 
foreign corporations or by the River Saint Lawrence. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think there is any difficulty. I think 
these abnormally low rates are injurious not only to the railroads but 
to the people of the United States. What is the object now of these 
great railroads carrying freight for an abnormally low rate? I sup- 
påse simply to destroy steamboat navigation so as to make vessel-owners 
lay up their boats as they did one or two years. These railroads owned 
by the people of the United States actually destroyed all their earning 
capacity to their stockholders and sometimes could not pay dividends; 
some of them became bankrupt in the process, merely for the purpose 
of destroying the competition they had on the lakes. That was not a 
healthy process. When they destroyed competition on the lakes or 
with each other, then they put up the rates abnormally high, and made 
a pretty fair general average, taking an average of two or three years 
together. That ought to be prevented. ‘To prevent that is one of the 
objects of this bill, as I understand it. But, on the other hand, if this 
is left to an ordinary and fair competition, if these railroads are not 
allowed to put down their rates to such a degree that they will drive 
off the steamers from the lakes, then, as a matter of course, steamboats 
can be readily built. 

Railroads can not be readily built, but steamboats can; and the Sena- 
tor from Michigan knows very well the energy of those people up there, 
that if they can make 5 or 6 cents a bushel from Chicago to Buffalo on 
their new-modeled propellers, they would make a very good business, 
and if they have that business in the summer season, when the lakes 
are open, they can give as cheap transportation from Chicago to New 
York over the Erie Canal as can be found in any place in the world ex- 
cept only on the Mississippi River from Saint Louis to New Orleans. 
What is the actual cost by these modern propellers per bushel? 

Mr. PALMER. I do not think they canliveat the hundredth part of 
1 per cent. under 2 cents a bushel. That would be equivalent, I be- 
lieve, to 5 or 6 cents a bushel to New York, but the railroads have 
we for 10 cents a hundred, which would be equivalent to 6 cents a 
bushel. . 

I appreciate what the Senator says in regard to the attempt of the 
railroads to annihilate the commerce of the lakes. That is the intent 
undoubtedly, I have felt it very severely myself; and I am i 


now against my own interest, because I believe the proposition is sound 
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to throw this competition open to the railroads as well as the lake 
traffic. But as to 5 or 6 cents a bushel charged for lake trans- 
portation that is a thing unheard-of as long as the railroads compete. 
They brought the rates down to2 cents a bushel from Chicagoto Buffalo; 
and when they carry for 10 cents a hundred to New York or 6 cents a 
bushel vessels can not get, unless there is a glut in the elevators, over 
2 or 24 cents to Buffalo, which is not a living rate. 

But I would say right there, in answer to one remark the Senator 
made in regard to the annihilation of the lake commerce, that I have 
wondered time and again why it is not annihilated; but it seems not 
to be, and vessel craft are being built to replace those lost by accidents 
on the lakes and by fires, and now probably the tonnage of the lakes 
is greater than it ever was, notwithstanding all these adverse circum- 
stances of competition. Selfishly I should like to see the whole of the 
traffic of the Northwest confined to the lakes during the six months of 
navigation, but at the same time I imagine that you would find that 
rates would go up very materially and the farmers of the Northwest 
would suffer. J 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Michigan agrees with the ins 
formation I have received that shippers by lake would cheerfully take a 
contract for any period of time or for any amount to carry wheat from 
Chicago to New York and place it on shipboard at 5.cents a bushel. 

Mr. PALMER. Ido not agree to that extent. We should be-very 
glad to take freights from Chicago to Buffalo for the season for 34 or 4 
cents, but I do not think any shipments are ever made from Chicago 
direct to New York by what we call the general craft on the lake that 
are running wild, that are out of any line, They take freights from 
Chicago to Buffalo, but yop ce are not classified in any other way than 
from Chicago to Buffalo or Chicago to Ogdensburg, or some other lake 
port, 

Mr. SHERMAN. It only shows that we have now from these great 
central points, Saint Louis and Chicago, the dominating points in the 
geography of the West, the cheapest rtation that is to be found 
in the world, because even in Indiaand in Russiaand inother countries 
they can not bring their productions to market at any such rate, say 5 
cents a bushel to carry wheat from Chicago to New York and place it 
on shipboard. Suppose it is 6 cents. That is very low, 

Mr. PALMER. Six cents, I think, is the lowest. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatis very low indeed. Take-the cost of trans- 
porting from Saint Louis to New Orleans and placing it on shipboard, 
and that is only 1 or 2 cents. If the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eus- 
TIS] knows about the cost of that shipment I should like to have him 
state it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. About 4 cents. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. From Saint Louis loaded from the barge on ship- 
board 4 cents. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Ohio please explain to 
me a statement I heard him make, that railroad competition had ab- 
solutely destroyed the business of the lakes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Fora time. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Notwithstanding he says that the rate of trans- 
portation between New York and Chi is 6 cents a bushel. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is one of those things that ought never to have 
happened, but the railroads did at one time by combined low rates, 
which they maintained at the cost of their stockholders—wrongfally 
maintained, as they think—— 

Mr. McP N. For whose benefit, then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nobody’sbenefitatall. They in that way sought 
to drive out all competition of boats on the lakes, and toa certain ex- 
tent they did it. They destroyed the ability of these boats to run; and 
remember it is quite a different thing between the owner of a boat and 
the owner of a railroad. The railroads do not care how much they 
sacrifice the interest of their stockholders. They can run anything out 
of the water, and they did impair the boating interests of the great 
Northwest, and actually laid up boats that would otherwise have been 
running at abnormally low rates; and then when they drove the boats 
out’ of the business they operations i It is to prevent 
that that I desire to see the railroads compelled by the rule of equity 
to maintain a reasonable rate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. ‘Then, if I understand aright the Senator from 
Ohio, his vote and his position upon this bill is in the interest of 
ps, a rates for the railroad? 

Ir. SHERMAN. No, sir; not at all. 
Mr. McPHERSON. 


further. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must protest against this mode of conducting 
debate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well. I will wait until the Senator gets 
through. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam through now. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, if the Senator will give me his attention 
a moment, I should like to ask him a question which I think is very 
important and very proper in thisconnection. ‘The Senator has stated 
that the water rate is a very low one, which we all admit; that the 
railroads by an ST Tate have taken the business away from 
the water at Chicago, Chicago being the shipping point. Who has re- 


Now, let me question the Senator a little 


ceived the benefit of that low rate except the Western producer? This 
bill proposes what? It proposes to fix a rate for all railroads to work 
on east of Chicago, A railroad rap sae, DAS the power to make its 
rates from Chicago, but it has no r power whatever left it.. The 
bill says that whatever rate you make from Chicago shall govern rates 
at all other points on the line. Now unless a railroad is an 
idiot, what will be the natural result? Hewill fix a rate from Chicago 
that will give him a living price from every station east of Chicago. If 
he fixes that rate from Chicago it is at the expense of the Western pro- 
ducer. Therecan beno alternative. Either the railroads must consent 
to go into bankruptcy or they must fix a rate from Chicago which will 
enable them to have a living rate east of Chicago. j 

Now, sir, the competition that we meet to-day, that the Western 
producer meets, is found where? It is foundin the London marketin 
the India productions. The Indian producer during the past year has 
furnished England 44,000,000 bushelsofgrain. The 44,000,000 bushels 
which India now produces haye heretofore been furnished by the peo- 
ple of the United States upon the low rate which the Senator from 
Ohio says enabled them to ship their products from the West to Liver- 
pool. Now we are not to get rid of that Ea cipa of India by rea- 
son of any sort of a contrivance which we e here in the shape of a 
short-haul orlong-haul bill. That competition is there. India will 
continue to raise wheat, She has the lands, and the product will be 

ised. The great West also has the land; it does not propose'to give 
up the raising of products or abandon the farms; but the question for 
the Western man to consider is a question of transportation. What is 
left after transportation is paid the producer gets, and no more. 
That is exactly the state of the case. Very well. The committee re- 
port a bill here that establishes a commission, and to that commission 
you propose to give all power to provide against unreasonable rates, to 
declare what rates shall be reasonable and just. But it goes further. 

The committee then say that they will adopt the principle of the short 
haul and the long haul in their bill, which to my mind had no business 
there whatever, for after leaving it to the commission to determine as 
to the reasonableness and unreasonableness of rates, it should have 
stopped right there. 

In my opinion if inventive men were paid at public cost to determine 
some method by which railroads could more completely oppress the 
people of this country they could not devise a system better that 
afforded in the fo section of this bill, and why? Simply for the 
reason that the very trouble that railroad companies have had for years 
has been the cutting of rates from the through stations like Chicago 
and elsewhere. If this bill shall pass how can there be a cutting of 
rates by a competing line of railroad? How is it possible fora railroad 
that does not mean to go into bankruptcy to compete with another line 
of railroad from Chicago when this bill declares that whatever rate is 
fixed for that through business shall fix the rate from every other 
point? In short, the through rate under this bill determines and fixes 
the local rate. 

Now, when you say to competing railroads, ‘‘ You may fix your rate 
from Chicago, but take notice that when that rate is fixed from Chicago 
you cannot charge a higher rate from any other station east of Chicago,” 
what is the meaning of it? The meaning is bankruptcy to the rail- 
roads, or it means that they will fix a rate from Chicago which will 
enable them to live and make money. I say to you that every intel- 
ligent railroad man in this country will adopt that alternative. No 
legislation ever was devised by mortal man which placed so absolutely 
in the power of railroads the legal right to oppress the le as this 
proposed bill. Self-defense will demand an increase in through rates, 
and hence local rates will be correspondingly high. 

Mr. CAMDEN. The Senator will allow me to ask him ifthe whole 
country is not injured by allowing railroads which compete with each 
other from Chicago to charge less than cost on through business and 
make it upon the local business? Do they not oppress the whole coun- 
try by charging a higher rate for local hauls? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Your bill proposes to appoint a commission, and 
upon that commission you confer the absolute power of determining the 
question whether a rate is reasonable and just or unreasonable and un- 
just. When from a station between here and Chicago complaint is 
made to the commission, I say under the power conferred on the com- 
mission by the bill they could change that rate and make a different 
rate and more reasonable rate without affecting the Chicago rate at all. 

Mr.CAMDEN. I want to say to the Senator that unless the amend- 
ment offered by me is adopted the commission have no discretion what- 
ever on that subject; and whenever a complaint is made to that com- 
mission by a shipper for a shorter distance claiming that he is 
more than a shipper for a longer distance, they will refer to this stat- 
ute and say ‘Co: has recognized that principle by law and we can 
not change it.” They have to carry out the law and they can not fix 
any rule correcting that evil. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my friend from New Jersey allow me to utter one 
sentence in reply to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator from West Virginia might as well say that 
it was not proper that a manufacturer should never sell his goods in the 
ordinary course of business at a less price wholesale than that at which 
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he sells by retail as to say that a railroad can not charge on the ordi- 
nary local traffic a price larger than it charges for the through traffic, 
which it would not get at all if it charged the same price. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts a ques- 
tion. Is there any equity or justice in charging the ship’ from the 
sea to the Mississippi River 10 cents a bushel and charging the ship- 
per from the extreme West5 centsa bushel forshipping the same thing? 

Mr. HOAR. To state-an extreme case of double the price does not 
test this rule. There maybe the greatest equity and justice, and often 
is great equity and justice, in itting a carrier to charge more fora 
short haul than along haul. It is often not only equity and justice 
but absolute necessity to charge more for a short haul than a long haul. 

Mr. CAMDEN, I ask the Senator to name a case where there would 
be justice and equity in charging a shipper 10 cents a bushel for carry- 
ing a thousand bushels of wheat from Ohio to New York and charging 
a shipper of the same commodity 5 cents from Chicago to New York. 

Mr. HOAR. In the one case he would not get the Chicago haul at 
all unless he took it at the lower rate; and it is very often true, I be- 
lieve it is true as a matter of fact at this moment, that while in many 
eases the short haul is charged more than the long, the short haul is 
made cheaper by the railroads in consequence of the fact that the long 
business is also done, although done at a less rate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I would like to illustrate the whole matter in 
dispute to the Senator from West Virginia. Within one year Ihave trans- 
ported or caused to be transported from Chicago to New York twenty 
car-loads of freight. I am so unfortunate as to own a farm in the 
vicinity of New York. The railroad passes my door. Those twenty 
car-loads of freight on a certain road passed my farm. On the same 
train I loaded five cars of freight from my farm. All went to the 
same destination, being hitched to the same train; and the cost of 
transporting the freight 28 miles from my farm to New York was greater 
than the cost from Chicago to New York, but the rate from my farm 
to New York was reasonable. The whole twenty-five car-loads of 
freight were put on board ship for London. Ifit had not been for the 
low rate given from Chicago I could not have exported the five car- 
loads raised upon my farm. I again say that the rate from my farm to 
New York was a reasonable rate. 

Mr. CAMDEN. The Senator must have raised something on his 
farm that was raised by no other person in this country or he would 
not have recognized that principle. 

Mr. MePHERSON. Howcould I help but recognize that principle? 
The State of New Jersey under its laws says that no railroad company 
shall charge an unreasonable rate of freight. The charter granted by 
the State fixes the rate beyond which they shall not charge = ~~ 
and in addition to that competition steps in and reduces that t fix 
in the charter to more than 50 cent. below that, and in addition to 
that, as'I say, I paid a reasonable rate upon the five car-loads of mer- 
chandise which were to be exported from my farm. I found no fault 
with that rate; if was reasonable; but twenty car-loads came from 
Chicago— 

Mr. CAMDEN. Others of the same kind? 

Mr. McPHERSON. ‘The same kind of freight and the same quan- 
tity in each car. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Do you recognize the principle that it was fair to 
charge more for twenty-eight miles than for a thousand? | 

Mr. McPHERSON. I recognize this: I say thatthe oe ge pre- 
sented by the Senator from West Virginia, that it is notright to charge 
more for a short haul than fora long one, as an abstract iple is 
correct; but when you undertake to apply any such principle to con- 
ditions that are dissimilar, that can not be made alike, and when you 
undertake to incorporate that in an iron-bound rule of procedure which 
must govern a commission, that very moment you so disturb the rela- 
tions of labor and capital and enterprise and transportation that it is 
impossible for any community of citizens to get on at all. That I say, 
and I say, moreover, when you undertake to establish the principle 
your bill, as you have, you confer on railroads by enactment the power 
to oppe the people of this country to a greater extent than they are 
now doing. 

I repeat, and I want any Senator on this floor to contradict the p 
sition if he can, that no measure was ever devised which will help rail- 
roads so much as this will if the railroads see fit to help themselves. 
How? By simply electing whether they will rob the Western country 
of the power to export their goods, or whether they will consent to go 
into bankruptcy. There are the two propositions. If they continue 
the low rate from Chicago, and if they permit goods to be exported, 
bankruptcy pure and simple is inevitable, because it fixes all local rates. 
If they decide, on the other hand, to protect themselves they will raise 
the rate from Chicago, and what becomes of the export trade? There 
is the whole propositionin anutshell. Thatisthe common sense of the 
whole question, and there is no other view to take of it. It admits of 
no other. 

I have no objection, as far as I am concerned, to dealing with this 
question; butIdo object most positively to making a statute and placing 
it upon the statute-books of the United States in the interest of low 
transportation, a principle which must needs have a contrary effect. 

Iam in favor of water transportation, and the time will never come 
in this country when we can control railroads except by the water 


routes of the country. ‘Take a map of this country and consider for a 
moment the geography of the whole question. Chicagois the key to- 
day to the entire Western world by reason of railroad concentration 
reaching to all parts of the West. It stands at the head of the water 
transportation of the country, at the head of the ner connected 
with the seashore. How? First, by the Erie of very limited 
proportions, unable to do anything like the amount of business that 
must necessarily be thrown upon it if the railroads do not enter into 
the Chicago competition. What else is there? The Welland Canal, 
the Canadian route of transportation, capable of floating immense quan- 
tities to the seaboard, with almost unlimited capacity for transporta- 
tion. What must be the result? Inevitably a large proportion of the 
products that we send to-day to the seashore will go to Montreal, and 
from thence by steamer to Liverpool. What does not go there will go 
to New York. It will tend to build up the great ports of New York 
and Montreal at the expense of Philadelphia and Baltimore and every 
other seaport city. 

Let us follow the illustration further. The New York Central Rail- 
road is not within the jurisdiction of thislaw. It begins and ends in 
the State of New York. All its competitors from Buffalo to New York , 
are interstate roads, and by reason of this exemption it can bankrupt 
all its rivals. F 

Mr. CAMDEN. Is itnotalready governed by the law of New York? 

Mr. McPHERSON. There is no such law as this on the statute- 
books of the Stateof New York and never will be, let me tell my friend, 
because the people of New York will find it not to their advantage if 
Congress passes this bill. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Is not that the rule which the New York railroad 
commission applies to the New York Central ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ido not know about that. The railroad com- 
mission of the State of New York unquestionably has a great influence, 
but, as I read the law, no absolute power on these matters; but as to 
the long and short haul business, you will not find a law on the stat- 
ute-book of New York to-day, neither will you ever find it if by so do- 
oy te will cripple the commerce of the State and city of New York. 

< CAMDEN. The New York Legislature appointed a railroad 
commission and that railroad commission has established the rule that 
no greater sum shall be charged for a shorter than for a longer haul, 
and the New York Central Railroad is now operating under that rule. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very true. They may give theirimplied sanc- 
tion to the work of the commission; perhaps it is for their interest to 
do it; but when their interest becomes different, what then? 

Mr. GEORGE. Has it bankrupted that corporation? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ido notsaythatit has, That does not neces- 
sarily follow. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understood the Senator to say it would bankrupt 
the companies. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I simply said if the railroad companies from 
Chicago did not abandon the low rates which to-day do not pay the cost 
of tion it would bankrupt railroad companies that engaged 
in it after poing mada subject to the provisions of this bill. ` 

Mr. GEORGE. Did it pt the railroad from Buffalo? 

Mr. McPHERSON. The reason they have not been bankrupted is 
because there is no provision of law which requires them to make the 
low rates for all their business. 

Mr. GEORGE. The statute which is binding on all of them is the 
rule laid down by the railroad commission of the State of New York, 
which they are bound to obey. r 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ido not know that I understand exactly the 
perpen the Senator has in view in proposing the question. 

. GEORGE. My A purpose is to show that the necessary effect of 
the obligatory law on these railroad companies to charge no more fora 
shorter distance than for a longer one is not to destroy them, as I un- 
derstood the argument of the Senator from New Jersey to be. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Now I catch the Senator’s idea. Simply be- 
cause the railroad companies have a pool by which they agree to main- 
tain rates from Buffalo. The New York Central Railroad is to-day 
charging reasonably high rates from Buffalo in order to maintain local 
— Os the long and short haul principle of this bill is operating in 
that State. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I understand that the result of the law which 
compels them to charge no more for a shorter haul than for a longer 
one is obviated by the fact that they have gone into a pool. There is 
nothing in this bill which prohibits a pool. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Why do you not provide in the bill for pro- 
hibiting pools? You propose to establish a short haul and long haul 
system, and you do not propose in the bill to prohibit pooling. 

Let me now ask the Senator a question. If, for instance, the rate of 
freight for a car-load of wheat from Chicago to New York was fixed at 
$20, and the rate is often as lowas this, and that did not represent the 
cost of moving it, and it does not to New York, and under existing 
conditions the railroad company could from the next station 


east of Chicago $50, would you not alter the situation if they were 
compelled to ship from Chicago at $20 a car, with no power to 
more from local stations? Would it not lessen the earning power of 
the road? 

Mr. GEORGE. I will answer that question by asking the Senator 


4408 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 12, 


another. Will he tell me by whatstandard of morals or justice he can 
justify the imposition on the man he has just named 10 miles this side 
of Chicago a charge of $50 on his freight, when only $10 is imposed 
upon the man who lives in Chicago? I should like to ask him also by 
what ruleof moralsor justice he can justify the practice of any railroad 
company in making up its loss, as the Senator said the other day it 
did, on the through freights from Chicago by overcharging upon cus- 
tomers who live along the line and have no other means of gettin 
their freight to market than by the road. In other words, I woul 
like to know by what rule of right and justice you can justify upon in- 
dividuals, upon communities that have no competition, the loss sus- 
tained by railroads in a war of rates that they make upon each other 
in carrying freights for less than the actual cost from other points? 

It seems to me that the interests of somebody else but the railroads 
ought to be consulted in the matter. If the railroads of their own will 
(because there is no law to regulate them now) at certain points where 
they come in competition, in order to destroy each other, put rates so 
low as to cause an actual loss to the companies, then I ask how it is 
right or just that all these railroad companies who have thus entered 

-into war shall make up their losses by extraordinary charges upon 
those who live along the line of the roads and who have no competi- 
tion? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ido not undertake to justify anything of the 
kind. As a distinct proposition, standing alone, certainly the Senator 
is right when he says that a service is entitled to certain consideration 
and compensation. If that service is increased either in length of route, 
or by whatever process it is increased, most assuredly it would seem to 
honest and common minds that the compensation ought to be increased. 
That is a proposition which is an axiom. It is a self-evident truth. 

Mr. GEORGE. Put that proposition as an axiom in the law, and 
then it can not be violated. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, theSenator proposes toapply that to what? 
He proposes to apply it to a system of railroads. The railroads were 
built in the first place for the purpose of developing the country. You 
will find when a railroad is located it takes a position somewhat remote 
from existing lines in order that the country may be developed and local 
trade may be developed. The railroad very naturally expects to get a 
fair compensation for the local business over its line. But you find a 
great point of distribution like Chicago, where there is competition on 
the lake, where, as the Senator from Ohio said, you carry grain for 6 
cents a bushel between Chicago and New York, then the railroad will 
abandon the field of competition and leave it to the lakes, provided 
you make a rule for railroads which you can control, and no rule for 
lake or water transportation which you can not control. The lake 
transit has no local stations. 

Let us go further. The lakes furnish transportation six months in 
the year, and if the railroads abandon the field what will the lakes 
charge? Will it be more or less than they now charge? The natural 
effect of that is to double the cost of transportation by the lakes. When 
the lakes are frozen up, the railroads step in and they make their own 
rate from Chicago, and your bill makes it from every other station. 
Now, taken together, adding if you please the increased lake transpor- 
tation and the increased rail transportation in winter, and how much 
more have you paid for the privilege of putting in your bill this absurd 
idea? ; 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand him now, in answer to the proposition 

_which I made, to say that the effect of competition by railroad is to 
lessen the water carriage by lake and let the water carriers charge what 
they please, but when the lake is frozen up, then, having no lake com- 
petition, the railroads can charge what they please to New York and 
make more money than they do now. I understand that to be the po- 


sition. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Inreply to the Senator’s question, I stated that 
the railroads would abandon the business to the lakes. Naturally the 
Jakes, having the business without competition with railroads, would 
then increase the price. The lakes can run butsix months in the year. 
Then step in the railroads, and they take the business for the other six 
months at higher rates, and the Senator makes it necessary that the 
railroad should charge a higher rate, because by his bill he has made 
every other rate conditioned upon the rate from Chicago. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iunderstood the Senator to say that they frequently 
carry freight from Chicago to New York ata loss. What is the reason 
of that proposition ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. A railroad company, as I said before, depend- 
ing on local business for all their profit, find a great distributing sta- 
tion in the West. Lines of railroad radiate from that to all points of 
the West. The connection is valuable to them. They are forever ex- 
pecting that some time in the history of railroads the business from that 
point may be made profitable. They cre waiting in expectation of 
getting something out of it. Unless a railroad line has a connection 
with some great distributing point, it would be nothing in the world 
but a local road and a road of no importance. 

I want to add here that I think the railroad lines, say from New 


York to Chicago, can afford to carry freight for less compensation per 
mile upon long lines than upon short ones. Therefore as to what mo- 
tives control them I can notsay. I am nota railroad man; never have 
been engaged in railroad business. I only know the common sense of 
this bill as appina to them purely from a business standpoint. Ithink 
I understand that. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I inquire of the Senator from New Jersey if I 
understood him correctly to say that from the competing point railroad 
companies carried freight at less than the cost of transportation? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think it safe to say 50 per cent. of all the 
freight shipped from Chicago to New York is to-day transported for less 
than it costs to haul it over the road. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then do I understand the Senator from New Jersey 
that it is just and proper that railroads should be permitted to carry 
through freights at a loss and recoup for that loss on the local traffic of 
the people who live on the road and do not live at a competing point? 
That seems to involve the whole auestion. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Not at all; that does not necessarily follow. 
If the railroad at a point which is not competitive exacts only a fair 
compensation for doing the business, who can object? Certainly a rail- 
road likeany other business enterpriseis entitled to pay its fixed charges, 
the interest upon its bonds, and to give a fair in of profit to its 
stockholders. Nobody will deny that to a railroad if properly managed 
and ifits stock properly represents the amountofmoney the stock holders 
have in the line. If it represents three or four times that amount itis 
a different question. But suppose the railroad did not run to Chicago 
at all; suppose it stopped 20 miles this side of Chicago where there was 
no competition, I want to ask the Senator if it would be an unreason- 
able rate to charge from that station enough to compensate the railroad 
for the work done the public? 

Mr. HARRIS. Conceding all the Senator says as to the justice of 
allowing a railroad corporation to earn money enough to pay its fixed 
charges and a reasonable profit upon its stock, according to what he has 
just admitted the railroad company takes upon itself additional bur- 
dens by taking through freights at an actual loss, rendering itself there- 
fore less able to pay these charges than it would otherwise be. And 
if I understand his argument he justifies the railroad companies in 
doing that in respect to through freights, and justifies their making up 
that loss and securing the profits that they are to earn on their capital 
by charging the local traffic that has no competition an extra charge. 
Does: he justify them in doing that in order to pay them a profit and 
to enable them to carry through shipments at less than the actual cost 
of transportation? ; 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have already denied the statement in toto, 
and I can see no reason whatever for the Senator from Tennessee in- 
sisting upon it. Suppose a railroad—this local road of which I have 
spoken—desires to reach the city of Chicago, a great distributing point; 
this railroad, if you please, is connected with steamship transportation 
across the water. They are required to furnish loads for the steam- 
ships. They can not get freights outside of Chicago to load the ships. 
Unless they send loads one way they can not get return loads. The 
eres arrives from Liverpool loaded with goods to be transported 
over the line, not all perhaps to Chicago but to local stations along the 
line. Reasonably and fairly they would expect to get sufficient com- 
pensation to compensate them for doing the work, and as I said before, 
if they take goods to and from Chicago very low in order to maintain 
their shipment across the ocean it would be justifiable. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator states that 90 per cent. of the business 
between New York and Chicago is done at less than cost. Ifa railroad 
can not make and does not make a reasonable profit on the investment, 
necessarily that must be made up on the intermediate points, the result 
of which is absolutely that those intermediate points are charged more 
than they ought to be charged if the terminal points paid fair and rea- 
sonable charges. In other words, every dollar of that loss which oc- 
curs at terminal points must in the nature of things be made up by 
the intermediate points. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am somewhat surprised in this discussion to 
hear the Senator from Texas and the Senator from Tennessee combat- 
ing a proposition which they already put in this bill in the fourth sec- 
tion. You find it here in the proviso, ‘‘that upon application to the 
commission appointed under the provisions of this act such common 
carrier may in special cases’? be excepted. In other words, the com- 
mission consenting, all competitive points are excepted. In one line 
you make an arbitrary rule, and in the next line you consent to its 
violation. ~ 

Mr. MAXEY. - I hardly think that answer of the Senator from New 
Jersey will quite do. The fourth section absolutely requires that there 
shall not be a greater charge for a short haul than along haul. Then 
there is an exception allowed to the commissioners. ‘The principle is 
laid down that there shall be no more charged for a short.haul than a 
long haul; and yet the Senator says that 90 per cent. of the long haul 
isata loss. If that be the case, and we say ‘‘ You shall not charge more 
for the short haul than the long beul,” the short haul must come down 
correspondingly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. ‘The section allows the commission to permit 
exceptions to your longand short haulrule. Now, then, it remains for 
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us to determine whether the railroad companies will consent to go into 
bankruptcy or whether they will demand that they may be made rich, 
and the Senate has given them the power to choose. That is the com- 
poing I make of the bill, and I do not agree with the statement that I 
ave heard on the other side of the Chamber that it was injurious to 
railroads. I say. it is beneficial to railroads. I do not agree with the 
statement on this side of the Chamber that it will have a tendency to 
preventextortion, Itlegalizes higher rates, call itextortion or whatyou 
please. . 
I approve of the amendment to the original billas made by the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. When the committee come 
here with a bill acknowledging the principle of the long and the short 
haul and then undertake to limit it to special cases, Isay the Senator 
from West Virginia is right when he undertakes to make general the 
very thing which the committee wanted to make special. Therefore I 
indorse the action of the Senator from West Virginia in making gen- 
eral a principle which the committee insist shall be injected into this 
bill. 7 

But then the Senator from West Virginia and the committee together 
proceed further. They proceed to put in this bill as a proviso that 
which gives the commission full power over this whole affair. 

I am opposed to the fourth section because it is not understood, and 

. if anything can better demonstrate to reasonable minds that it is not 
understood than the debates that have occurred here I think it would 
be very hard to find it. I am opposed to it because I think that in a 
commission bill, conferring on a commission absolute power to adjudge 
-grievances, the true policy of the Senate is to leave it with that com- 
mission, and if it can not find it possible under the power given to do 
away with the abuses that are complained of, then I propose to offer an 
amendmeht which will make it necessary for that commission to report 
at the next session-of Congress whether it is practicable in their view 
of the case, after considering the whole subject, to have Congress pass 
a law acknowledging and recognizing the short-haul system, and let us 
incorporate it in intelligent legislation. Iam too conservative in my 
mind and in my action to undertake to ingraft an iron-bound provision 
of law to regulate a commission to do a certain thing when you have 
given them the absolute power to regulate it themselves. I do not wish 
to burden the labor interest of the country or the transportation interest 
unnecessarily, arbitrarily, and foolishly. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the bill before the Senate is in re- 
sponse to a popular demand for some control over interstate commerce, 
Whatever may have been the original idea about the power of the Gen- 
eral Government over interstate commerce as provided for in the Con- 
stitution, the courts have soenlarged it and amplified it that I suppose 
it may be ussumed that over matters pertaining to interstate commerce 
the Government of the United States is pretty nearly or quite absolute 
in its jurisdiction. So there need be no controversy, I suppose, as to 
the power of the General Government. The question for us to deter- 
mine is simply one of policy, and then having determined that, one of 
detail. 

In this bill as it came from the committee the distinguishing feature 
in it from other bills which have from time to time been presented was 
the provision for a commission. The commission is given extraordinary 
powers, powers which I venture to say were never given to any other 
commission in any other bill. After having given this commission these 
extraordinary powers, as if afraid that the commission would not exer- 
cise them with proper discretion, in a proper manner, the committee in- 
sert section 4 of the bill. 

The whole bill is an experiment. There is not a Senator on the floor 
who does not know it is a very doubtful question whether we ought to 
interfere with the commerce of the country in this way. I venture to 
say also that but for the very fact, which is recognized by the Senators 

_on this floor, that there is a popular demand back among the people, who 
believe they have not been properly treated by the railroads, there would 
be no legislation proposed upon this subject. 

What will be the effect of the whole bill nobody can determine. 
What will be the effect of the fourth section? We have a variety of 
opinions expressed on this floor. One Senator says it will absolutely 
destroy the commerce between the Atlantic seaboard and the Northwest 
and the Western States. Another Senator declares that it will do equity 
between the people and compel the railroads to do that which they are 
by the common law obliged to do. It seems to me that we have lost 
sight of the fact that there is great danger that that which stimulates 
commerce and trade, that which has built up the great West, the center, 
and the East alike, competition will be destroyed. 

This bill has been discussed, and especially the provision to which I 
allude in the fourth section, as if all the competing points in this coun- 
try were Chicago, Milwaukee, Saint Louis, with a few other places of 
considerable importance. Mr. President, I have here a list of the com- 
petitive points in some of the States, not a full list, but a list showing 
at least that there is more to be considered than the weliare of Chicago, 
more to be considered than the welfare of Saint Louis, more thana ques- 
tion of how this will affect the people of Milwaukee and the surround- 
ing country. I find that in the Stateof Michigan there are twenty-two 
competitive points, railroad competitive points, twenty-two points to be 
affected by the provisions of this bill. In theState of Ohio I find there 
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are eighty-three competitive points, in the State of Indiana eighty-two 
competitive points, in the State of Illinois forty competitive points, in 
the State of Virginia twenty-two, Kentucky twenty-six, North Caro- 
lina twenty, Tennessee eighteen, South Carolina sixteen, Georgia 
sixteen, Alabama eighteen, Florida sixteen, Louisiana twelve. No 
calculation is here made for the State of Missouri, or the State of 
Minnesota, the State of Iowa, the State of Nebraska, or the State of 
Colorado, or the Territory of Dakota, and other sections of the coun- 
try where competition prevails, 

Mr. SPOONER. There are thirty-nine competitive points in Wis- 
consin, forty-four in Iowa, and twenty-six in Illinois, 

Mr. TELLER. Anda great many other points besidés those I have 
mentioned, and I presume it would not be an exaggeration to say that 
this bill affects a thousand points in the United States—a thousand 
places at least where competition is active, created by railroads either 
because of the hostility of one with the other, or of antagonism one 
with the other, or because of water ways or other reasons. There, 
where competition is sharp and active, it is to be destroyed by the 
fourth section of this bill. 

I have supposed, as I have stated, that this bill was in response to a 
popular demand of the people and not of the railroads. I have sup- 
posed this legislation was to be based upon the supposition that it was 
the people of the United States who were being benefited and not the 
railroads. I have heard here to-day what I consider conclusive to my 
mind that it is the railroads that are to be benefited by the destruc- 
tion of the competition all over the land, and they will be enabled to 
put up the prices according to their own terms. We have an illustra- 
tion of it which the Senator from Ohiogave us. He said that the com- 
petition had destroyed the lake freight. It is proposed by this to pre- 
vent that competition, as I understand, Ifyou can preventcompetition 
between the lakes and the railroads you must prevent competition be- 
tween the railroads themselves, I know upon the first blushit seems 
difficult to say that you may haul a car of freight from the city of Chi- 
cago to the city of New York for the same price that you haul it from 
Columbus, in Qhio, or Pittsburgh, in Pennsylvania. I know that the 
people wholive on the Atlantic border, who were fortunate enough to get 
there early and to locate themselves there and to maintain their status 
and to be there, contend that they ought not to be brought in compe- 
tition with the great Northwest. But we are not legislating for any 
section of the country; we are legislating for the interest of the whole 
broad land. We are not legislating for the railroads of New England 
or New York, or the railroad lines between Chicago and New York, or 
any other cities; we are legislating for the protection of commerce; and 
it is our duty to legislate in such a way as to build it up, increase it, 
and not hamper it and destroy it. 

Mr. President, it is said that there is but a little through traffic on 
these roads and that they might not make much by it; but you must 
remember that while from the city of Chicago they may bring butasmall 
amount of grain to New York city, they take back in return vast quan- 
tities of supplies used by the people in the West. 

The honorable Senator from Ohio said it was a question how this would 
affect the foreign commerce of the country, it was a question whether 
we should not by this kind of legislation put our hands upon the pro- 
ducers of the Northwest in such a way that they would be compelled 
to suspend shipments to the seaboard and thus the export abroad would 
be curtailed and cut short. Why, Mr. President, if you will look over 
the reports of the Government you will find that 72 per cent. of all the 
exports are the products of the farm and the forest. From whence do 
they come? Where do you raise the cattle, and where do you raise the 

orn, and where do you raise the wheat exported but in the Northwest ? 
How will the people of Massachusetts be fed, with very nearly 2,000,000 
people and yet raising less than 40,000 bushels of wheat in that State 
in 1880—how will they be fed in Such a manner that they may create 
in their mills subjects for exportation unless they can be fed with the 
cheap food brought from the West by virtue of the long haul? 

I wish to call attention to the fallacy that has been repeated over and 
over again on this floor during this debate. Itis not a question whether 
you are paying too little from Chicago to New York, but it is a question 
whether you are paying too much from Pittsburgh to New York; and 
when the railroad company carries from Pittsburgh to New York at a 
reasonable rate no man has a right to say that it may not carry from 
Chicago at the same rate or even less. It has been assumed in this 
debate that whenever a railroad company made a long haul for less than 
it charged for a short haul it was an extortion on the man who paid for 
the short haul. That is not the logical sequence; that is not true as a 
general rule. : 

I need not say to the Senate that every railroad company that is man- 
aged as itshould be managed has a variety of ways in which to use the 
surplus that comes into its treasury. It has its mortgage upon which 
it pays interest. It has its stock upon which it pays dividehds. It 
has its collateral branches to support and keep alive. It has its cars 
to support and keep up; it has its track to keep inorder. A railroad 
company properly managed and properly officered divides all of these 
upon its books, The railroad company is offered in a Western city 
freight, and the officer iooks at it and says, +‘ I can make upon that a 
certain amount, not a percentage large enough, not enough money on 


4410 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 12, 


that alone, or if I could do all the business the line could do at that 
rate it would not be eno to pay all my but the profit on 
that will be enough to meet the interest on my m ; profit 
on that will be enough to meet some other ific fund provided for 
by the railroad company.’? So he takes it; it goes to Pittsburgh or 
somewhere else, and there he says to freight offered, ‘‘I can get for 
this freight more,” in the first place because the product that it finds 
at Pittsburgh is of a character that will stand and bear a higherrate than 
the product at a place in the far West will. 

Mr. President, a few yearsago in the State which I in part represent 
we had a surplus of wheat. That may seem strange from ‘‘ the Amer- 
ican Desert,” but we had a surplus of wheat. There was no market 
for it, and it would not bear the price that the Dlinois farmer paid for 
transporting his wheat. It could not bear a price proportionate to 
that paid- by the citizen of Ohio on his wheat; but the railroad com- 
panies said: ‘* Here, we will take your wheat and we will carry it at 
a certain figure to the seaboard;’’ and they carried it not without profit 
to the railroad companies, but with a divided profit, small as it was, 
to the farmer. He had raised enough for his own use, and this was the 
surplus; and although the money was little that he obtained for it, 
yet it went to swell the aggregate of the earnings of the people and 
enabled the people of that State to purchase of the manufactured arti- 
cles of New England, of the fruits of the South and of the West and 
all that goes to make life comfortablein this country. Everybody par- 
ticipated in that profit. It was nota profit alone to Colorado. It was 
a profit to the railroad companies; it was a profit to the manfacturers 
in New England; it was a profit to the fruit-raisers in California and 
in Florida and other regions of the country, because it was divided out 
among the people. ; 

The honorable Senator from Ohio said that there was danger that it 
would interfere with our exports. I think he is right, and yet he said 
he thought, as I understand him, that this provision ought to be left 
in the bill. I think there is danger that it will interfere with our ex- 
ports. Our export of wheat last year fell off. As the Senator from 
New Jersey said, the importinto Great Britain of wheat from India has 
practically destroyed the market there for American wheat. With 
the falling price of wheat in Great Britain we are to seek cheaper trans- 
portation to the Old World and not dearer. In November last wheat 
was selling in the city of Liverpool within halfa cent of the market 
price in the city of Chicago. ` 

We have produced in the United States vast quantities of corn; we 
have sent corn from Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska, and Kansas to 
the East, either to be fed to their stock or to the people; and we have 
shippedjit abroad. It is a great crop; nearly 2,000,000,000 bushels; 
it.can not be used in the} country where it is raised. Iowa raises 
250,000,000 bushels of corn in a year. It must seek in some forma 
foreign market, either in the shape of alcohol or in the shape of meats 
or as human food or as food for the stock of Great Britain or some other 
portion of the world. We have had practically up to this hour no com- 
petitor in the production of corn. there appears a competitor 
of the corn-raisers of the Northwest. India, until recently nota raiser 
of wheat, until recently raising no corn or wheat, has commenced to 
plant and has planted this year vast fields of corn. 

We are not only coming in competition with India as a wheat-raiser 
or she coming in competition with us, but also as the raiser of corn and 
as the raiser of cotton. All these things indicate that to the seaboard 
from the extreme West you have got to have cheap freights, and if you 
do not you will lose your export trade, and that means simply a con- 
dition of affairs such as we have seen heretofore when we were steadily 
running in debt to foreign countries, buying what we could not pay for 
and sending abroad our bonds and other evidences of indebtedness. 

T said a few moments since that ij was not a question of Seay ote 
New York; it was a question of all the competing points that I have 
mentioned. It is a question that interests the people of all parts of 
the country, for competition at Atlanta, in Georgia, is competition to 
all the people who live in that region of country as much as it is at 
Peoria, as much as it is at Chicago or any other city. All the people 
thereabouts are benefited by it. 

You propose by this short-haul provision, as I understand it, to say 
to the railroad companies, ‘Fix your price from all these points, and 
then your intermediate prices must be of the same character.” I know, 
of course, that this provision does not say absolutely, ‘‘ You shall earry 
correspondingly as cheap from Columbusas you do from Chicago;’’ but 
I know the principle is the same, and the very same argument can 
be made why they should carry it per mile pro rata, save and except, 
perhaps, some question of terminal facilities, and the same argument 
can be made why they should not be allowed to carry it as they see fit. 

All that this commission ought to inquire, if left with full control of 
this, is, is the rate from Columbus, Ohio, to New York a reasonable 
rate, not is it too cheap from Chicago? I want to repeat again that I 
deny the assertion I heard made on the other side of the floor to-day— 
and I have heard it on this—that necessarily because the railroads took 
freight from Chicago at half the price they took it from Columbus, they 
lost on the Chicago freight, or that if was an extortionate charge from 
Columbus. For the reasons I have stated a railroad company has a 
right to say, ‘‘I will do business from a certain point with a profit less 


than from another.” It has as much right to do that as s man who 
does business in this has to prefer one purchaser to another. 
He hasa right to say, “I will yield my profit in this case to my pur- 
chaser; I will yield one-half my profit to the man who has brought the 
freight to me,” possibly because of competition or frequently because 
the freight that he brings is not able to bear the extreme price that 
freight from another point may. One man may raise wheat that he 
may sell fora dolar. Another man may not be able to raise wheat 
and sell it fora dollar. One man may be able to produce a manu- 
factured article cheaper than it can be produced by another because the 
advantages are with him. This principle that is applied to the people 
of the West has a tendency to build up the great cities of the East to 
the exclusion of the West; and when you have done that, when you 
have destroyed the prosperity of the West, where will you get the busi- 
ness for the railroads? When you have done that, where will you get 
the purchasers for your manufactured goods? Where will you get a 
market for the products of the East if you can not send them inland? 

Mr. President, I intend to vote for this bill. Ido not suppose it will 
be put in any shape that I shall not give if my vote. I propose to vote 
for it, not believing it tobe perfect. I propose to vote for it, doubting 
very much the policy ofany legislation on thesubject. Ishall vote forit 
in obedience to what I recognize to be a public demand all over the coun- 
try. If the billshould prove to be what its friends believo, we shall all 
be rejoiced; but upon all questions where there can be so much doubt as 
upon the question of introducing this measure of the long orshort haul, 
I think the friends of the bill ought to be willing, in view of the fact 
that this isa tentative measure at most, to agree that all doubtful ques- - 
tions of that character should be eliminated from the bill, and thatthe 
bill might have s fair trial with the great powers given to this commis- 
sion, and let the commission come here at a subsequent day and say to 
usin the light of their experience, in the light of their observation, 
whether we can adopt this principle or whether we can not, and notat- 
tempt to put in the bill that which must make it obnoxious to a grent 
portion of the people of the country and must render its success as a 
controller of interstate commerce exceedingly doubtful. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, Ido notintend to detain the Senate. 
Nearly two years ago, on December 19, 1884, I suggested a provision on 
this subject. I simply desire to submit the views of the question I 
then presented and ask for their reading. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The practice of giving extremely low rates between certain points and mak- 
ing up the loss by h on other communities is simple robbery under 
the forms of law, if the law permits it. It is not in the power of human reason 
to eeccoely. controvert this, No amount of ingenious sophistry can even ob- 
scure it, 

But, independent of its abstract injustice, the consequences to the public are 
pernicious in the extreme. One city or town is built up at the expense of an- 

er. One community is enriched or favored by unjust and unequal impo- 
sitions on another. Jealousies are engendered and illegitimate and baneful 
rivalries fostered. The struggle for advancement and superiority between rival 
communities is degraded from an honorable competition in which success is 
sought by superior energy and business management into a reliance upon favors 
to be received from railroad companies and dishonorable and unmanly subsery- 
iency in order to gain them. 

Mr. ent, it isa marked tendency in modern economic and industrial life 
that population and business of all kinds concentrate in large cities. - Much 
more than one-half of the population of Great Britain is crowded into citiesand 
towns. The tendency in our country isin the same direction. I do not regard 
this as desirable. On the contrary, I think it would be far better for the happi- 
ness and prosperity ofmy countrymen if wealth and enterprise—all kinds of busi- 
ness—were more all over the land. ucer and consumer should be 
brought nearer together, that the interchange of commodities, the. barter and 
exchange of the products of agriculture and manufactures should be carried on 
with as little intervention of middlemen as practicable. The profits of the 
workers would be increased and the cost to consumers diminished. There 
would also be more homogeneousness in our population; a greater knowledge 
of economic processes would be extended beyond the limits of the class en- 
gaged in each i yeer business. There would be fewer specialists, with little 
or no information outside of the particular work in Which they are engaged. 
There are many considerations conn ith this subject worthy of the atten- 
tion of the Senate. I do not propose to go further now. I may on some other 
occasion state some of them. 

Now, Mr. President, the practice of railroad companies in violating the provis- 
ion Iam now discussing, charging discriminating rates as between different 
places, tends greatly to this ate gor and concentration of E ap 
wealth, and business in a few favo’ places, and for that reason should be pro- 
hibited. The result I condemn, it must be remembered, is not the creation of 
new wealth by railroad com ies, but it is merely the concentration and ag- 
gregation of wealth created by others at favored pisces and in the hands of fa- 
vored individuals at the expense of other places and other persons, and that, 
too, in many instances by the ruin of those who created it. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wishto express my own judgment in 
regard to this amendment. When we consider the extent of the rail- 
road interest of the United States, and the fact that it controls and 
governs almost absolutely the commerce of the whole country and its 
productions, we must see the importance and the necessity of consid- 
ering the local trade of the country, the transportation that concerns 
the people who live at the intermediate points throughout the United 
States. It should be regarded and equitably dealt with as a question 
of paramount importance. This is a very plain fact, and I am sur- 
prised that it has not received universal assent, that to allow any power 
to build up one community at the of another, to allow the pro- 
ductions of New York or of Colorado or of the great West to be trans- 
ported without cost to those people and at the cost of the people inter- 
mediate between those points, is an evil that can not be tolerated. 
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Why should you destroy the people of the intermediate territory by 
imposing upon them the entire cost of ing the productions of 
countries at theterminalpoints? Andifyoudo notallow them to trans- 

- port their entire productions at the cost of the intermediate people, why 
should you allow them to saddle on the latter an im: and unjust 
proportion of the cost? You must ap i it with some degree of 
propriety; and the question presented in this amendment is whether 
the entire cost of the transportation of the productions of extreme ter- 
minal points shall be imposed by anything, whether by law or compe- 
tition, or any other wise, upon another and a different community. 

If we say, as has been said in this argument, that railroads are built 
for the convenience of the local trade, and that their charges are to be 
borne by those people for their own local convenience, and admit that 
to be true, why shall it be said that they shall be the entire 
cost, or any unreasonable proportion of the cost, of that business which 
it may be expedient for them todo atother and distant places by reason 
of new connections? I can not see that there is anything in this propo- 
sition but the simple question of adjusting charges with some degree 
of equity. Admitting the whole argument that the extreme terminal 
points must be provided for, that the foreign commerce of the country 
must beregarded and such rates imposed as will allow through trade, and 
that there is a difference between the rates for through trade and local 
trade, there must be some reasonable proportion of it, some mode of 
justice, something besides the mere arbitrary imposition of rates with- 
out reference to the interest of the communities who are to pay those 
rates. 

Butwhat then? You may destroy the entire interest of the interme- 
diate country, you may place them at a disadvantage in respect to their 
productions and their market rates by leaving them entirely in the 
power of an arbitrary rate fixed without reference to the cost and the 
value of their productions in the market by reason of an unreasonable 
cost of transportation imposed upon them. That, I understand, is the 
evil pro to berémedied in the amendment of the Senator from West 
Virginia. It is that these people shall not be discriminated against in 
the sale of their productions by being required to bear an unjust and 
unfair proportion of the cost of transportation, which must be taken 
from the market value of their productions. 

‘Mr. President, I hold in my hand a little manual, a report of a rail- 
road commission, by John H. Savage, of Tennessee, from which I will 


The railroad is a stranger andanew-comer among men. Fifty-five years ago 
there were neither railroads nor railroad laws. There is nothing in the world's 
history like the nning and progress of omer a investment, and 

Railroads have worked greater changes in the rs of men in forty 
years than the bloody work of conquerors ever effected in many centuries. They 
now exist in all nations where wealth and intelligence are found. In Euro 
all railroads are under the control of law, and many are owned and operated by 
the governments. The loud Srp ao va of aironi. employés that legislation 
courts, and juries, if allowed, will destroy them, is false, and is like the charge oi 
the tyrant Pisistratus, who inflicted bloody wounds upon himself and charged 
his a Seen with having done it, and the people therefore gave him a guard 
of soldiers, which he used to enslave them, 

It is estimated that there are more miles of railway in the United States than 
in all the rest of the world. Thereare about two thousand five hundred of these 
railroads. Poor’s Railroad Manual estimates the total 1 of all railroads in 
the United States, in 1854, at 149,183 miles, and railroad buil ie atthe 


rate of more than 6,000 miles per year, and at a cast of near 000,000; so that 
before the end of this year there will be eno railroad track to go around the 
world six times and more, The total value of these roads is $7,495 ,471,311, equal 


to about one-sixth of all the property and money of fifty millions of people. 
These roads tax the people annually for transportation $823,772,924, and divide 
$102,056, annually among themselves after paying all 

The peag hiya has a pap pon ow re sape sow! mr railroads i 
corpora ingress. © commissioner, for reports in 
reference to the 1 lation of the States as well pti Gaitba eteoae 
mends national | lation for the regulation of commerce between the States 
and eo Sion cle taney State regulation for commerce within a State. He 
reports eighteen hun thousand Ory ind emp! by these corporations in 
operating and building railroads, Of these (see pages 17, 145-54) "fourteen hun- 
dred thousand persons are employed in erp eeeg 3 these roads,and probably 
fonr hundred thousand upon construction of new lines.” 

It is estimated that Congress has given favored corporations about 209,000,000 
acres of the publiclands, The report aforesaid 49) shows that the North- 
ern Pacific bt which Jay Cooke and Henry Villard were builders) received 
81,323,098.49 acres, which (exclusive of town lots) sells as high as per acre 
and none lower than $2.60, the ave price being Oe per acre; making 

22,918,858 given this one railroad which sum is about fifteen millions more 
than one-half of all the taxable property assessed in Tennessee. 

bd kd kad + e kd hd 

Jt isestimated that the people of Tennessee pay railroads annually more than 
$6 for each man, woman, and child, and pay the State for taxes less than $1 per 
capita. The railroad saves time and furnishes great facilities for commerce and 
travel, but collects from the people vast eea transcending all collections in 
the past history of this country. The rail isa d thing—and so would 
be an emperor or wog with a court ruled by inations and favorites to 
make some rich and honorable and others r and dependent. Americans 
want neither king, court, nor corporation that is not under the control of law as 
absolutely as the humblest citizen. 

FACTS WORTHY TO BE NOTED BY TNE PATRIOT, STATESMAX, AND READER OF 
HISTORY. 

1. The1, 800, 000 employés are almost absolutely under the control of railroad 
officialsas if organized as an army. 
ut six times more than Napoleon te able to souane when 


Pompey, or P 

4, These corporations are said to be controlled, and in great 
few men—less than a dozen—headed by Vanderbilt, Gould, 
others like them, 


owned, by a 
untingdon, and 


5. The annual investment of $500,000,000 in railroad building exceeds invest- 
ments in any other business, and shows that railroad building isthe most profit- 
able business in America, Capitalists are not fools and do not throw money 
away; they put it where it will do most good. 

6. The amount inv: —the appro; on of hundreds of millions of the 
public domain, once the common propon or all the people—the 400,000 men 
now en, in buil railroads, show t railroad building is progressing 
as = y ns the general welfare demands. - 

7. The merchants of Liverpool built the first railroad in 1830 from Liverpool 
to Manchester, which the Parliament of En; d had refused to build, 

8. Capitalists and business men will build railroads to all points where the 
trade and commerce of a people make them necessary, and not an exhaustive 
and SPORTA ano fl 

9. It is unwise and unjust to build railroads by the issuance of bonds or by 
taxation levied upon the people, because in all instances of this kind the peo- 


ple pay for the roads and ulators and railroad officials soon own them. 
10. Itis estimated that ,000,000 worth of lumber is cut from American 
forests annually. The railroads get the lion’s share of thissum. This process 


will leave but little valuable timber for the next generation. 

11. The railroad is called a civilizer. It is certainly a centralizer, It builds 
up centers at the expense of the circumference. Roman armies made the prov- 
inces tributary to the city. Railroads, by rebates, discriminations, special rates, 
greater for short hauls than for longer ones, concentrate commerce, 
business, wealth, and population at favored points, 

These facts are not suggested in hostility to railroads, but that proper legis- 
ten may be enacted to prevent these wrongs by the roads, so far as practica- 

e. 


The Committee on Interstate Commerce, of which the Senator from 
Ilinois [Mr. CULLOM] is the chairman, say in their report on page 
199: 


It is well understood in commercial circles that the Standard Oil Company 
brooks no competition; that its settled policy and firm determination are to 
crush out all who may be rash enough to enter the field against it; that it hesi- 
tates at nothing in the accomplishment of this purpose, in which it has been ro- 
markably successful, and that it fitly represents the acme and perfection of cor- 
porate greed in its fullest development. <A recent public exposition of its 
methods comes from Ohio, where the corporation operates the Macksburg Pipe 
Line, which carries oil to the Cleveland and Marietta Railroad. This road is in 
the hands of a receiver appointed by the United States circuit court, r 

Complaint having been made to Judge Baxter of that court, he investigated 
the rates charged for the transportation of oil by the receiver,which resulted in 
his prompt removal by the court, It was found that while the receiver was 
charging all independent shippers 35 cents per barrel, the rate to the pipe line 
in question was but 10 cents per barrel, It appeared thatthe Standard O11 Com- 
pany owned the pipes peat te which oil is conveyed to the road from wells 
owned by individuals, with the exception of certain pra owned and used by 
George Rice and ing oil from his wells. To get rid of thiscompeti¢n the 
assistance of the receiver was sought and obtained. The company offered to 
pin the railroad $3,000 worth of business each month, while Rice conld give 

ut $300 worth. If its demands were not-complied with it threatened to ex- 
tend its pipe line from Macksburg to the river at Marietta. What those de- 
es were was Stated as follows in a letter filed by the receiver as part of his 
efense : 

“The Standard Oi] Company threatens to store and afterward pipe ail oils 
under its control unless you make the following arrangements, namely: You 
shall make a uniform rate of 35 cents per barrel for all persons excepting the 
Standard Oil Company; you shall charge them 10 cents per barrel for their oil, 
and also pay them 25 cents per barrel out of the 35 cents collected of other ship- 
pers,” 


rs, 

No éomment is needed upon this most impudent and outrageous proposition. 
If matters have reached such a pass that this enormously wealthy corporation, 
not content with the advantage of paying less than 30 per cent. of the rates 
charged its occasional competitors, is in a position to demand of a railroad which 
may desire the privilege of carrying oil for others 70 per cent. of the revenue re- 
ceived in that way, the least that Congress can do is to insist upon publicity of 
rates,and make effective provision for letting in the full light of day upon ar- 
rangements of this character, 


Į will also read a few extracts from some of the most important wit- 
nesses who appeared before the Interstate Commerce Committee. Said 
Mr. Simon Sterne, on page 78 of that report: 


UNIFORMITY OF ACCOUNTS, 


The next question is,‘ Should corporations engaged in interstate commerce 
be uired to adopt a uniform system of accounts?" Upon that point my an- 
swer is emphatically in the affirmative. The Government owes this small ele- 
ment of protection against fraud to the investing public. Thesystem of railway 
accounts been a mystery even to railway accountants; thatis to say, a Penn- 
sylvania railway accountant was, until recently, absolutely in the dark as to how 

a New York tral kept its accounts. The Reading's accountant could not 
tell how the Jersey Central kept its books. 

The books of cach railway company were a sealed mystery to all save the 
head of its poo see department. Each particular road had its own sys- 
tem of accounts. In , it was testified before a railway committee that some 
$700,000 expended during one particular year by the Erie Railway as a corrup- 
tion fund and for legal expenses was carried to the India-rubber account, and 
thus found its way into the construction account. So that of the construc- 
tion account of some of these railways is what they expend annually upon leg- 
islative committees, or in influencing or preventing legislation, and in the law 


courts, 

The New York Central Railway Company in 1869 doubled its stock, watered 
its stock by 50 per cent., on the amalgamation or consolidation of the New York 
Central and Hudson River roads, issuing two dollars for one of the entire stock 
of these several companies, They had, therefore, after this consolidation, a 
stock account which was out of all harmony with their construction account, 
and for ten years following, every year varying, from 3 to8 per cent. of this 
water was artificially carried into the construction account, so that eventually 
the construction account and the capital account balanced ; and there is there- 
fore a construction account wholly fictitious as to a trifle of $40,000,000 or there- 
abouts in the New York Central books, 

Asa system of book-keeping it had to balance, and therefore the balance was 
forced by carrying some years 3, some 5,and some 8 per cent. of this waterinto 
the construction account, as though so much construction had been carried on 
that year, and eventually the two accounts balanced. In the same way the bal- 
ances were forced in the Erie Railway Company when Mr. Gould took $40,000,- 
000 of the stock of the Erie Railway Company out of its books, sold it on the 
street, and appropriated the money to his own use, and there was not s dollar's 
worth of PERA iata 


on to represent it, and when a reorganization took place the 
balance of the Erie Railway Company was forced to meet that violence done to 
the stock account, So that in some of these railway corporations their system 
of keeping accounts is a mystery to everybody outside of the corporation. 
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I now read from Mr. E. B. Thurber’s statement: 


EXCESSIVE CAPITALIZATION, 

A good illustration ofhow excessive capitalization operates asa m: upon 

the bina gine set of the country and as a machinery for concentrating wealth in at 

ds wherever the power exists to impose rates for transportation which will 

paid dividends on watered stock, ig found in the following table, oar ote what 

the dividends have amounted to (with interest compounded annually) on the $7,- 

000,000 of watered stock putinto the New York Central and Hudson River Rail- 
road in 1867-68 by the Vanderbilt management: 


Watered stock issued in 1867 and 1868 by the New York Central and Hudson River 
Railroad, $47,000,000. 

oa on this watered stock at 8 per cent. for the year 1869, $3,760,000 

AE on 1869 dividend at 7 per cent., $263,000; with 1870dividend, $3,760,000, 


1870). 
pif a peer on il ad at 7 per cent., $544,000; with 1871 dividend, $3,760,000, 


ae ere 000 (1871 

iauten reat on $12,087, 000 at 7 per cent., $346,000; with 1872 dividend, $3,760,000, 

qinicres est on Slb, 693,000 at 7 per cent., $1,168,000; with 1873 dividend, $3,760,000, 

pointerest ae $21,621,000 at 7 per cent., $1,513,000; with 1874 dividend, $3,760,000, 

sonigrest on "36,504,009 at 7 per cent., $1,882,000; with 1875 dividend, $3,760,000, 
Interest on ee at 7 per cent., $2,777,000; with 1876 dividend, $3,760,000, 

$38,573,000 (1876). 

ae on $58.51 573,000 at 7 per cent., $2,700,000; with 1877 dividend, $3,760,000, 

033, 


Interest on $45,033,000 at 7 per cent., $3,152,000; 
#1, 945,000 (1878). 

Interest on $51,945,000 at 7 per cent., $3,636,000 ; 
$59,341,000 (1879). 

Interest on $59,341, 000 at 7 per cent., $4,153,000; 

$67,251,000 (1830). 
PEA e Ga) S67, 254,000 at 6 per cent., $4,035,000; with 1881 dividend, $3,760,000, 

049,000 (1881 

Interest on ¥s,010,000 at 6 per cent., $4,502,000; 
$83,311,000 (1882). 


with 1882 dividend, $3,760,000, 

Interest on $83,311,000 at 6 per cent., $4,998,000; with-1883 dividend, $3,760,000, 
gs 000 (1883), 

Interest on $92,070,000 at 6 per cent., $5,524,000; with 1884 dividend, *$2,820,000, 
$100,414,000 (1884), 


VANDERBILT RICHER, THE PEOPLE POORER, FROM STOCK-WATERING. 

In other words, if the capital had been maintained at the amount then out- 
standing, and the rates of transportation had been reduced to a point which 
would onya have yielded the same dividends upon the capital then existing 
pen , by the way, had been previously largely watered), the public would 

ve been about $100,000,000 richer, and Mr. Vanderbilt and his associates $100,- 
000,000 poorer. 


with 1878 dividend, $3,760,000, 
with 1879 dividend, $3,760,000, 
with 1880 dividend, $3,760,000, 


s s * * = 


ENORMOUS ACCUMULATIONS OF WEALTH. 


Never in the history of the world have we seen such enormous accumulations 
of wealth suddenly acquired by any class as we have seen in this country dur- 
ing the last quarter of a century arora the carrier thus taxing all other classes 
in the community. 


PERSONAL ILLUSTRATIONS, 


Within eee years the Vanderbilt estate has grown from $5,000,000 to 
over $200,000,000. . Within the same time the Central one uartet have, it is 
estimated, extorted from the public more than $250,000, Dwenty-five years 
ago Jay Gould was not rated even as a single Aliran “within two years he 
exhibited to an admiring group of Wall street friends railroad securities, vari- 
ously estimated, worth from $50,000,000 to $75,000,000, and it was announced that 
this was only a portion of his gains. 

The men connected with our transportation system who are rated at $10,000,000 
and upwards are too numerous to mention, and by far the greater portion of 
this been accumulated within twenty years. et railroad men when con- 
nonien with these facts meet them with the assertion that ratesare reasonable, 

that the transportation of this country is done cheaper than any other country 
in the world, and that a majority of all the railroads of the country are unre- 
munerative to their owners. It is true that wherever water competition pre- 


vails rates are reasonable, and fortunately for the people of the United States 
a large portion of ont Sunny ‘is thus ered 
g * g 


EXTENT OF STOCK WATERING. 


The CHAIRMAN. Have you any intimate or definite information in reference 
to the amount of watered stock in railroads and things of that nature? 

. THURBER. No, sir; I do not think anybody has in particular. I heard 
Mr. Poor's estimate. I know there are so many instances where that is so very 
much short ofthe mark thatitisabsurd. Ithink he said thatthe New York Cen- 
tral wasabout half water. Why, the New York Central had been watered three 
times prior to 1867-68, and at t! time they doubled it. They put Pd tore tern 
millions of water into the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad in 
1867-68, and they paid 8 peri cent. dividends on that forty-seven millions until 
last year, which was the first year they apes their dividends down. 

I think last year they paid 6 per oe and I guess a. have no’ pois dash, srg down to 
4. I know I bave figured up what the dividends on that amounted 
to in thirteen years with interest compounded annually. Ta was $81,000,000. I 
think that that is a pretty good indication of where one-hundred-millionaires 
were made. That was for thirteen years on the watered stock of that road. I 
think I have a tabular statement of it here, if I am not mistaken. It was only 
So. up to 1881. In 1881 it was $75,049, 000; and the next year, 1882, put it over 

Mr.’ William F. King said: 

The great drawback to our railroad sak basen is the attempt to pay interest on 
its jagt Aaa h capitalization. Of course lam not as experien as Mr. Fink ia 
these matters. But say a railroad in the West, or anywhere in the coun 
cost $12,000 a mile to build. They stock it for $25,000 a mile, and $25,000 of bo 
are issued, and they may get a railroad land grant in addition, and yet, before 
they have finished the it is bankru: The West Shore road cost a large 
amount of money, and before it was finished it was bankrupt. 


*In 1884 the rate of dividend was reduced to 6 per cent., which on the $47,~ 
000,000 of water amounts to but $2,820,000, instead of $3, 760,000, which isthe 
amount at the rate of 8 per cent. 


Said Mr. John O’Donnell, a member of the board of railroad com- 
missioners of the State of New York: 


Mr, O'DONNELL. I will read what is stated in Poor's Manual for 1884, pages 
3 and 4,on that subject 
“The increase of SDAA Saroa and indebtedness of all the companies for three 


years ending December 31 , Was $2,093,433,054, the cost of the new mil sa 
as represented by share ponte ‘and debt, being about $70,000 per mile. The 
crease in the three of the funded debts of all the companies was $024,- 


165,440 ; of their floating debts, $169,880,406; of the two, $1,094,015,816. It is not 
probable that the cost of the mileage ‘constructed in the three years equaled 

he increase of funded and floating debts by at least the sum of $200,000,000. 
The cost of mileage constructed certainly did not exceed $30,000 to the mile, 
The whole increase of the share capital, $999,387, and a portion of the funded 
debt, was in excess of cost of construction. If it be assumed that the cost in 
money of all the roads in operation in the United ‘States in 1883 did not excced, 
as it certainly did not,the amount of their funded and floating debts $3,787,- 
410,728, the actual investment was a most profitable one. The net earnings for 
the year were $335,911,834, a sum equaling about 9 percent. on their cost. If the 
fictitious capital could be eliminated from their accounts their success as invest- 
ments would have no parallel.” 

I now quote from an article entitled The Manchester Ship Canal, 
published in the Westminster Review for July, 1885: 

Although the legislature had conferred no monopoly upon railway compa- 
nies, it was found that they were creatinga monopoly for themselves, 
They were combining with one another, and were becoming a great power in 
the state—so great a power, indeed, that one well-known authority had said, 
“If the state will not manage the rallways the railways will eraren dp the state,” 
But the management, or “regulation,” to use the statutory word, of railways 
was à matter of very great difficulty—of such difficulty, indeed, that up to the 
present time, although Parliament has been trying her ** *prentice hand” atthe 
regulation of railways for the last thirty years, it not yet found out any ex- 
cellent method of doing so. It tried and abandoned Lord Dalhousie’s com- 
mission. It tried and abandoned the courts of law ; and it is now, at consider- 
able cost and without producing much satisfaction, experimenting with the 
railway commissioners. 

Mr. President, here is a vast and controlling interest which ought to 
be protected, which ought to be dealt fairly with by the laws which we 
enact; for certainly there should be reasonable compensation allowed 
and reasonable profit to those who may invest their money in these 
great corporations. But that the people who live in much the larger 
portion of the territory of this country, that by far the larger portion 
of the producers and the manufacturers of the United States who live 
at intermediate points should be protected against an unfair imposition 
of transportation rates which may disadvantage them in the markets 
of the world, is the most manifest proposition and the most important 
duty which now rests upon us. The committee in this bill have pro- 
vided simply that there shall be no discrimination in this one respect, 
that there shall be no greater charge for a shorter than for a longer dis- 
tance by these lines. 

The amendment of the Senator from West Virginia only goes to that 
extent with a limitation; and when you strike out ‘‘the ori point 
of departure ” it leaves that to apply to the roads in general, and that 
I think is exactly where we ought to stand without any amendment 
which may limit it, which may render it doubtiul, which may deprive 
it of its full effect in protecting the intermediate points, to that extent 
at least that there shall not be a greater compensation for a shorter dis- 
tance than for a longer one. If we try that and find we can go fur- 
ther, certainly the interests of the country will demand it. 

The amendment of the Senator from Vermont seems to be difficult to 
understand as to its precise effect on the great body of interstate com- 
merce, which necessarily comes from intermediate and not from termi- 
nal points. It proposes to make the law read that all freight ‘‘ from 
the same original point of departure or to the same point of arrival shall 
not pay a greater amount forashorter than for a longer distance.” To 
me the effect of this seems to be nearly if not exactly the same 
as the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. There can not 
be, I think, a pound of freight on any railroad anywhere which does not 
depart from the same original place of departure or arrive at the same 
place of arrival. 

Every station on every railroad is the same original place of depart- 
ure and the same place of arrival for all the freight which departs from 
or arrives at that station, and the sum total of all places where freight 
is received and from which it is forwarded must embrace the total of the 
road’s business; and the amendment of the Senator from Vermont ex- 
pressly Says that both for freight from the same original point of de- 
parture and the same place of arrival there shall be no greater charge 
for the shorter distance than for the longer; but I prefer the amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia, because it is more easily un- 
derstood. : 

Judge Cooley, a distinguished man and a thoughtful observer, makes 
the following statement on the subject of railroad legislation: 

I shall venture to say, also, that there are in the country uredno and very 
dissimilar classes of railroad men, one of which would aaea bce e roads so as 
to make them legitimately useful to both the stockholders and the public, whiie 
the other embraces men who find their profit in the manipulation of stocks, 
whether at the stock board or elsewhere. The two characters may of course be 
combined in the same man, but the stock speculator is sup; to carry into his 
road management an inordinate and unscrupulous „and he stands in the 

public mind as the representative of all, and is assumed to bea man of great 
weak: which, by tricks and extortion, has been taken from the pockets of the 
public, and requiring legislation to hold him incheck. But it is matter of public 
notoriety that this second class has thriven rather from the handling of wrecks 
than of substantial properties, and that their business has largely consisted in 
possessing themselves of failing or bankrupt concernsand loading them by con- 
validation or otherwise upon better enterprises, to the ruin, in many cases, of 


1886. 
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those thus loaded. But the man who finds his profit in “systems into ruin 
hurled,” where the stockholder and the public are alike sufferers, may feel little 
or no interest in better management than now exists. 


The injury inflicted on the country by such men can not be esti- 
mated. They should be regarded as the enemies of the people. 

Mr. President, before concluding my remarks I will call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the following observations of the committee on a 
subject of great importance which claims careful consideration: 


FICTITIOUS CAPITALIZATION, 


Another serious evil incident to the prevailing methods of railroad manage- 
ment, and one which is povar conspicuous in connection with the construc- 
tion of unnecessary roads is fictitious capitalization, popularly known as stock- 
watering. This pernicious perce has“ unquestionably done more to create 
and keep alive a popular feeling of hostility against the railroads of the United 
States than any other one cause. It has been the favorite device adopted to il- 
legitimately increase the profits of these corporations and their speculative ma- 
nipulators, and has been made use of to cover up and conceal from the knowl- 
oda of the public the returns really received from the capital actually invested. 
It encouraged extravagance and corruption; has been made the means of 
swindling innocent investors out of millions of dollars; has promoted stock 

bling, and, worst of all, has imposed a serious and continuous illegitimate 

Santen upon commerce, In the words of Mr. F. B. Thurber, “ Excessive capi- 

talization operates as a mortgage upon the industry of the country,and‘as a 

machinery for concentrating wealth in few hands wherever the power exists to 

im rates for paaske i; Aeh which will yield dividends on watered stock,” 

reference to the statement of Mr. Poor (testimony, page 228), the extent to 

which this vicious practice has been indulged in will better understood. 

Mr. Poor estimates that of the capital stock, bonds, and other evidences of in- 

debtedness issued by the railroads of the United States, amounting in the ag- 

gregate at the close of 1883 to $7,495,471,311, at least $2,000,000,000 represents what 

s known as ‘watered stock.” ` Others have pronounced this estimate too low; 

and attention is invited to the statements of Messrs. Poor, Sterne (page 79), 

Thurber (pages 274 and 295), O'Donnell (page 46), King (page 130), for illustra- 
tions of the effects of this practice. 

As the committee is not Riko to su any method by which Congress 
can directly regulate such financial operations on the part of rail chartered 
by the States, it is only deemed necesary at this time to call attention to the need 

V State legislation calculated to effectively check such speculative transactions, 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I think itis pretty evident that every 
Senator on this floor has made up his mind on this question. „ I hope 
we shall have a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say a word about the particular ques- 
tion which is pending before the Senate. The paragraph that I propose 
to amend is a part of the bill. The question is whether we will make 
that paragraph perfect and complete before we vote upon the question 
of striking it out. That is the pending question, and no other. 

As the paragraph now stands as part of the bill—and we do not yet 
know that it will go out—it merely provides for equality and security 
in respect of people who are bringing things into the State of Ohio 
from some common point outside of it. If my amendment be adopted 
it will provide for the farmer and the manufacturer of Ohio—I take 
that for an illustration as the center of the country—as well as for the 
farmer and manufacturer of California east of San Francisco, the ex- 
treme western point, who wishes to send his goods to a common point 
of arrival; that is, one of the great markets. If that is not just, if it 
is not indispensable to the protection of the farmer and the home man- 
ufacturer who wishes to send his goods out, then I am incapable of 
understanding the effect of the English language or the effect and ap- 
plication of just principles to transportation. 

When we come to the other and the broader question of intermediate 
traffic from one local point to another, it will secure against excessive 
charges even then. But if youstrikeit all out, there is danger, as has 
been stated by Senators, that in oft rting the great prod- 
ucts of the West, the wheat, the corn, the pork, the bacon, the beef, 
and all that, to the Atlantic seaboard or to the Pacific seaboard for ex- 
portation, you have reduced them to a point where the rate must beput 
up to the local rate or the local rate put down to a point where it will 
nott pay as a local rate, and thus break up this exporting business alto- 

ether. 

% That I do not wish to do, but I do wish to prevent a discrimination 
against the farmers of Vermont and Ohio and California and even of 
Oregon who wish to send their things to New York or to Chicago or 
to any of these great markets, and against their being obliged to pay 
more than they would have to pay if they sent them one hundred ora 
thousand miles west or east to start to go to the point of destination. 
Thatis the point of my amendment, and as long as this paragraph is in 
the bill the question is—and we can not avoid it—whether it can not be 
perfected by providing for the point of arrival as well as that of com- 
mon departure. 

Mr. HARRIS. If theamendment of the Senator from Vermont shall 
not be agreed to and the amendment made in Committee of the Whole 
shall be to, this principle of limiting the right to charge more 
for the short than the long haul applies all along the line; but if his 
amendment be adopted and the amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole shall not be adopted, then a very different rule will prevail and 
the principle will not apply all along the line. I shall therefore vote 
against the amendment of the Senator from Vermont and for the amend- 
ment made in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You do not know that the clause will be stricken 
out. I ask for the yeas and nays on my amendment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. GEORGE. I wishtoaskaquestion. If the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Vermont should be adopted how will it affect the 
words proposed to be stricken out by the Senator from West Virginia? 
Wefirst vote to put theamendment in, and how are those of us who think 
the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia is better than the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont to get rid of this amendment 
after it is putin? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question then recurs, if my amendment be 
agreed to, on striking out the whole paragraph including what now is 
in the text and including mine, so that it is a perfectly fair way. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question will be on agreeing to the amendment 
of the committee as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it. 

Mr. ALLISON. We can vote this amendment in, and then vote to 
strike it out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Together with the other one. - 

Mr. GEORGE. I think the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont improves the bill as it now stands, but I prefer the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You can do that by then voting to concur with 
the committee in striking out the clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The question is on the amendment 
of thé Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] to the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say that if we Yote for theamendment of 
the Senator from Vermont, those of us who prefer the bill as amended 
in committee can not afford afterward to vote against agreeing to the 
amendment made in committee. I am in favor of sustaining the 
amendment made in committee, striking out those words that confine 
the application of this rule to shipments made from the common point 
of departure. Hence Isimply wanted the Senator from Mississippi and 
others to understand that the vote on the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont would not enable us to defeat his general idea by then 
voting against the whole amendment as made in committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not? 3 

Mr. HARRIS. Because I do not want to strip the bill of the amend- 
ment made in committee; I am for that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But you do notstrip it of it; you then vote to 
concur in the amendment made in Committee of the Whole as amended. 

Mr. HARRIS. Exactly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then you strike it out, but you do not know yet 
that you can do that; and you want therefore, if you can not do it, to per- 
fect the paragraph and make it as good as you can, and then if it is not 
as good as you want strike it out. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itisanamendmentstrikingout. Iconcedethe point. 
I was in error. , 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). On this amendment I 
am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. GORMAN.(when his name was called). On this amendment I 
am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. He was called 
from the Chamber temporarily. Ishould vote “nay ” and he would vote 
“yea” on this amendment. I have, however, transferred the pair to 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RrmppDLEBERGER], and therefore vote 
“nay. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer]. I do not know how he 
would vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I would, if priv- 
ileged to vote, vote ‘‘yea’’ on this amendment, but I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. I donot know how he 
would vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (when his name was called). On all 
questions concerning the fourth section Iam paired with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. I do not know how he would vote. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea*’ on this amendment. 

Mr. STANFORD (when his name was called). Iam paired with my 
colleague [Mr. HEARST]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PALMER. My colleague [Mr. ConGER], if he were here, would 
vote ‘‘nay” on this question. I think he is paired with the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Do I understand that the Senator’s colleague 
would vote “nay?” $ 

Mr. PALMER. He would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Understanding that the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. CONGER] would vote ‘‘nay’’ on this question, I vote “nay.” 

a Mr. Sag I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
EORGE]. À 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
was called away. Iam paired with him. He would vote ‘“‘ yea” and 
I should vote *‘ nay” on tltis proposition. l 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague [Mr. DAwEs] is absent in the discharge 
of his duty as a member of a committee of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is now in, 
and therefore I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
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The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 24; as follows: 
YEAS—23, 
Allison Edmun A Sabin, 
Blair, > Evarts, = Mektitian, Sawyer 5 
Bowen, Frye. Miller, Teller, 
Brown, Hawley, Morrill, Van W; 
C Hoar, mer, Wilson of lowa. 
Cullom, Ingalis, Platt, 
NAYS—24. 
AEE E eR me 
5 5 ‘ance, 
Coke, > Harris, * Pon Le 
e, g ; 
Colquitt, Kenna, Ransom, Whitthor: 
Kustis, McPherson, Saulsbury, ‘Wilson of Md. 
ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
k, Gibson, ; Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 
Blackburn, Gray, Mahone, Spooner, 
Butler, Hale, : derson Stanford, 
Cameron, Ham € Mitchell of Oreg., Voorhees, 
Cockrell, i n, Mitchell of Pa., 
Conger, Hearst, Pike, 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 
So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on concurring 


in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is that the question necessarily now? ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desired to offer an amendment to the section before 
that was acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order now. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. - 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the amendment be reported, so that we may 
vote understandingly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 6, after the word ‘‘direction,’’ 
“he Sonate, as in Committee of the Whole, agreed to strike ont the 
words: 

And from the same original point of departure. - 


Secretary 
Mr. PLATT (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called), The Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] yesterday requested me to an- 
nounce that he is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER]. He did not state how he would vote on any of these amend- 
ments, but I wish to make the announcement of his pair for all the 
votes that may be taken on the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] is still absent from the Senate Chamber, 
and I am paired with him. I should vote ‘‘yea”’ and he would vote 
iy nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when Mr. CONGER’S name was called), My col- 
league [Mr. ConGER] would vote ‘‘yea’’ on this question if he were 
present. Ido not know whether he is pai atall. I think he is 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey | Mr. MCPHERSON ], but that 
Senator may vote the same way, and then my colleague will have no 

ir. 
ere MANDERSON (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” : 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (when his name was called). EF am 
paire.l with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. If he 
were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am requested to pair 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] on this question. I 
should vote ‘‘ nay’? if I were not paired. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator from Michigan is paired with the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. SABIN. The Senator from New Jersey is going to vote ‘‘ yea,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey has 
already voted. ` ; 

Mr. PALMER. I made the pair according to the request of my col- 


league. He wishes to be paired, and I have paired him. He is for 
striking out the clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed with the 
call of the roll. 


The roll-call was resumed. : 
Mr. STANFORD (when his name wascalled), Iam paired with my 
colleague [Mr. HEARST]. ; 
_ Mr. VEST (when his name was called). *I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I should vote “‘ yea’’ if he were here. 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am paired with the Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HARRISON], who was called away from the city by business, 


Not knowing 
I should vote ‘“‘yea’’ if he were present. 


how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 


Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE] is paired with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. GO . I desire to state again that the Senator from Oro- 
gon [Mr. DoLPH] is paired with the r from Virginia [ Mr. RID- 
DLEBERGER]. The Senator from Oregon would vote ‘“‘ yea” on this 
proposition. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 24, as follows: 


YEAS—26, 
Berry, Fair, Maxey, Sherman, 
Call, George, . Morgan, ‘ance, 
Camden, Gorman, Morrill, Walthall, 
Coke, Gray, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Colquitt, Harris, h, Wilson of Md. 
Edmunds, Kenna, > iy 

ustis, McPherson, Saulsbury, 

‘NAYS—24, 
Aldrich, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Allison, Evarts, Sewell, K 
Blair, Frye, MeMilian, S s 
Bowen, Hawley, Miller, ‘elier, * 
Brown, Hoar, Palmer, Van W 

> Ingalls, Platt, Wilson of lowa 
ABSENT—26, 

k, Dolph, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mahone, Sabin, 
Butler, Hale, Manderson, Stanford, 
Cameron, Hampton, Mitchell of Oreg., Vest, 
Cockrell, Ha: $ Mitchell of Pa., Voorhees, 
Conger, Hearst, Pike, b 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I move to amend the bill by inserting —— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are other reserved amend- 
ments which are first in order. 3 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Then I wish to give notice, if I may, that when 
I get the lawfal opportunity, I shall move to insert in the bill, in the 
place that is now made vacant, the words: 

And from the same original point of departure or to the same point of arrival. 


Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the amendments to be offvred to the 
fourth section be considered now instead of passing to other parts of the 
bill and ce back to it. ’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to be authorized now, 
while we have this very subject up, to finish it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the question be taken on the 
amendment proposed by him. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, my amendment is to insert the words: 
a from the same original point of departure or to the same point óf ar- 
riva 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 6, after the word “direction,” 
insert: t 

oe from the same original point of departure or to the same point of ar- 
val, A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And on that question I call for the yeas and 


nays. 
Mr. HARRIS. Is that amendment in order? We have just voted 


upon both of those propositions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that it is in 
order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is clearly in order. My former amendment 


was an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not insist, but it is a matter of very serious 
doubt to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays are demanded 
on the question of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

ce hog and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. HOAR (when the name of Mr. DAWES was called), My col- 
league [Mr. DAwes] is paired with the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 


ELL]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were here, I’ 
should vote ‘‘ yea’* and I understand he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 
were not paired, I should vote ‘‘ yen.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I should vote ‘‘yea”’ 
on this question but that I am paired with my colleague [Mr. Con- 
GER], who would vote *‘ nay.” 
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Mr, STANFORD (when his name was called). Iam with 
my colleague [Mr. HEARST] on all questions on the bill of a party 
character, and so I refrain from voting. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay” and he 
would vote “yea.” 7 

Mr. HALE. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 


Beck]. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 24; as follows: 

- YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, n Sawyer, 
A ò Evarts, Meia, Sewell,’ 
Blair, Frye Miller, mer, 
Bowen, Hawley, Morrill, ler, 
Brown, oar, latt, Van Wyck 
Chace, Ingalls, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
NAYS—24. 
Y, Fair, McPherson, Sherman, 

i, George, Maxey, Vance, 
Camden, Gorman, Morgan, Vest, 

ke, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Colquitt, E ¥ Whitthorn 
Eustis, Kenna, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md, 

ABSENT—25, 

Beck, Dolph, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mahone, ” Riddleberger, 
Butler, Hale, Manderson, Stanford, 
Cameron, Hampton, Mitchell of Oreg., Voorhees. 
Cockrell, Ha: m, Mitchell of Pa., 
Conger, Hearst, lmer, 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Pike, 


So the amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on concurring 
in the next reserved amendment, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 7, after the word “‘ arrival,” 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole inserted the following words: 

But this shall not be construed as authorizing any common carrier within the 
terms of this act to charge and receive as great compensation for a shorter as 
for a longer distance. - 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to inquire what effect the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Iowa far, Witson], which was agreed to 
as in Committee of the Whole, will have on the section; whether it will 
not be exactly the same as if we struck out the words ‘‘any greater,” 
in line 2 of section 4, and inserted ‘‘as great,” because if the effect of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa is what L have sug- 
gested, to forbid the charge of as great a compensation, then it would 
be a great deal simpler and better to omit the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Iowa and change the language of line 2 so as to pre- 
vent the retention of two apparently conflicting and contradictory pro- 
visions in the same section. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, The purpose of the amendment offered by 
me, and which is now pending, was to negative the presumption that 
by authority of this bill, shouid it become a law, the carriers of this 
country would be authorized to charge as much fora short as for along 
haul. That was the purpose, and I think it will be the effect. 

I did not wish to interfere with the text of the bill as reported from 
the committee any more than seemed to be necessary, and therefore in- 
stead of proposing to amend the text of the bill I offered my amend- 
ment in the form of an addition. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois having charge 
of the bill that if the amendment is to be adopted it would be a great 
deal simpler to take the sense of the Senate on the question of amend- 
ing line 2 by striking out the words ‘‘ any greater’’ and inserting the 
words ‘‘ as great,” because if the amendment of the Senator from Iowa 
is adopted it is the meaning then of the section that the common car- 
rier shall not be permitted to charge as great compensation for a short 
distance as for a long distance. 

Mr. CULLOM. [I shall vote to non-concur in the amendment of the 
Senator from Iowa. Ithink that is the better way to dispose of the 
subject. . I think the original section with the words ‘‘ any ter” 
in it, if the amendment is gotten rid of, is all right, and I hope we shall 
non-concur in the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think the better course for the Senator 
who has the bill in charge to pursue would be to move to amend the 
text of the bill, and if he secures an amendment of that kind to the 
text then it would be safe to yote down the amendment offered by me. 
But if he shall first defeat my amendment, and if that be followed by 
a defeat of the amendment which is now suggested, then the bill will 
stand with the implication that the carriers may charge as much for 
the shorter as for the longer haul. 

_Mr. PLATT. I am opposed to this amendment, because I deem it 
entirely unnecessary and because it does not avoid any implication, if 
it be n to avoid an implication. 

This short-haul provision is not a thing which we are = for 
the first time. As has been said here, it is incorporated in some form 
or other inte almost all the laws of the States, and the question has 
never been mooted up to this time that the prohibition of charging 


more for a short than for a longer 


haul raised any implication that a 
right was conveyed to charge as much for the short as for the long haul. 

Unless I am entirely mistaken in the effect of the bill no such impli- 
cation is raised, even if the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Iowa be not incorporated in the bill. No such implication was raised 
by the original language of the bill. It is simply a provision that a 
railroad shall not do a specific act, and that is to charge a com- 


‘pensation for a short than fora longer distance. That does not au- 


thorize the charging of as much for every short distance as is charged 
for the long distance. ` 

Nobody will pretend that under the bill a railroad company is au- 
thorized to charge as much for one mile as for a tho miles. If 
my friend from Iowa should go into court and attempt to maintain any 
such construction as that, I apprehend that he would not find any suc- 
before any judge or any tribunal in the country. His proposition 
would be this: Under the bill as left by the committee the railroad 
company was authorized to charge as much for one mile as for a thou- 
sand miles, to putan extreme case. No court would say that there was 
any such implication in the bill or any such authority by implication. 
Therefore, in my judgment, this amendment is entirely unnecessary. 

But let us see if it avvids the implication. This is the language of 
the Senator’s amendment: 

But this shall not be construed as authorizing any common carrier within the 
terms of this act to charge and receive as great compensation for a shorter as 
for a longer distance, `. 

If there was an implication to be avoided as the bill stood, then the 
implication is that for the shorter distance you may rire atap age 
1 cent so that you fall below. If you fall below the for the 
long distance by even 1 cent, then on the reasoning of the Senator from 
Iowa there would be authority for that. 

Upon these two grounds, first, that no such construction can be put 
on the bill as he assumes, that no court and no tribunal would put a 
construction on the bill as reported by the committee that it author- 
ized gas much for a short distance as for a long distance; and for 
the second reason, that it does not avoid the implication which he seeks 
to avoid, I am opposed to this amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator from Connecticut will admit, 
doubtless, that there are many cases in which the carriers of the coun- 
try are ing as much and more for a shorter than a longer distance. 
Everybody knows that.. There is no dispute about it. Now, it is pro- 
posed to declare by law that it shall be unlawful for common carriers 
to practice that under the terms of this bill which was not unlawfal 
before; but when a case shall arise under the bill, if it shall become a 
law, wherein a carrier has charged as much for a short haul of 100 miles 
as for the long haul of 1,000 miles, his answer to complaint made would 
be that he has complied with the terms of the bill by not charging 
more, What I want to avoid is a statutory declaration that that thing 
may be done, and leave it for the regulation of the commissioners under 
the general terms of the act. 

I do not doubt that under the provisions of the bill reserving to ship- 
pers the right to commence actions in their own behalf under the com- 
mon law with reference to carriers for extortions imposed upon them, 
in a case so commenced on the ground of extortion because a carrier 
had charged as much for 100 miles as for a thousand, answer made 
thereto in the State court that the charge was authorized by implica- 
tion of a law of Congress would determine thatcase in the State court 
and defeat the complainant therein. 

It is not an uncommon thing, I presume, certainly it has not been 
uncommon in my practice in years gone by, to test questions of that 
kind by action of replevin. Where extortionate charges have been im- 
posed and a reasonable amount tendered to and refused by the carrier, 
an action in replevin would be brought for the recovery of the goods 
withheld. Theonly question atissue in a caseof that kind was whether 
the charge was a reasonable one or not, and if it appeared that the 
amount tendered was reasonable for the service rendered, the plaintiff 
gained his case. But in such an instance as that, an answer being 
made under this law that by act of Congress, jurisdiction having been 
taken over the subject of interstate commerce, a rule was established 
from which comes the necessary implication that that extortionate 
charge may be made, the action in the State court would fail, and the 
provision reserving to parties the right to bring their action there would 
be nugatory. 

Therefore I hope either the amendment I have proposed will be 
agreed to or the modification suggested by the Senator from Kansas 
and accepted by the Senator from Illinois. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in—ayes 27, noes not counted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will 


be stated. 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The nextreserved amendment made 


as in Committee of the Whole is first in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think unanimous consent was given to close outthe 
fourth section before proceeding further. 
` The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the rules of the Sen- 
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aio tha amendments made as in Committee of the Whole must first be 
on. . 

Mr. BLAIR. I understood that unanimous consent was given to dis- 
pe of section 4 now, in response to the request of the Senator from 

ermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro. tempore. The request of the Senator from 
Vermont only extended to the amendment proposed by him. The 
next reserved amendment will be read. r 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 5, line 26, the Senate, asin Commit- 
tee of the Whole, inserted after the word ‘“' provided ” the words: 

But nothing in this act shall prevent the principal officers of any railroad 
company or companies from exchanging passes or tickets with other railroad 
companics for their officers and employés. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
struck out section 13 of the bill and inserted in lieu thereof: 


eem e notice may be served on such common car- 
rier, his or its office: ts, or servants in such manner as the court shall di- 
; and said co t proceed to hear and determine the matter speedily as 


dict to pay such sum of money not exceeding for each carrier or person in de- 
y frap ee a day to be named in the order that such 


in in such court. When the subject in dispute shall be of the value of 
$2,000 or more, either party to such 


of security for such appeal; but such appes shall not 


any such petition shall be filed or presented by the commission it shall be the 
duty of the district attorney, under the direction of the Attorney-General of the 
United States, to prosecute the same; and the costs and expenses of such prose- 
cution shall be paid out of the appropriation for the expenses for the courts of 
the United States. For the Ped opg this act, excepting its penal provisions, 
the cireuit courts of the United States shall be deemed to be always in session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] announced his purpose to propose an amendment to the section, 
and therefore it was reserved. 

Mr. VEST. On page 3 of the amendment, commencing in line 59 
with the word ‘‘but,’’ I move to strike out the words: 

But such appeal shall not operate to stay or supersede the order of the court 
or the execution of any writ or process thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senatorfrom Missouri to the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. AsI understand the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont it gives the right-of appeal to either the complain- 
ant or the defendant where the amount in controversy is $2,000. The 
amendment also provides that if any railroad corporation fails to ob- 
serve or obey the order that is made by the court, then the court may 
inflict a penalty, commencing at a certain time after a certain day, of 
$500 a day. Asa matter of course, in four days the railroad company 
could appeal tothe Supreme Court, because the amount in controversy 
would be $2,000. The amendment also provides that the court may 
order the amount of the penalty to be paid over to the complainant. 

In the first place, the amendment is extraordinary in ween, bag ap- 
peal and then providing in the language which I pro to strike out, 
that the appeal shall not operate as a supersedeas bond. In all 
other cases where the party who is defeated in the court below gives 
bond eae opens as a stay of execution until the action of the appel- 
late tribunal. 


Let us look for a minute at the operation of this amendment. Any’ 


person, whether responsible or irresponsible, solvent or insolvent, can 
file a complaint against a railroad corporation, and under the provis- 
ions of this amendment the court may find in fayor of the complainant, 
may award this penalty of $500 a day and order it to be paid to the 
complainant. 

The only redress which the railroad company has is to file a bond 
which does not operate as a supersedeas, does not stay the execution 
and go to the Supreme Court. There is no provision to advance the 
case on the docket of the Supreme Court, and if it takes the ordinary 
course of litigation it remains three years at least in the Supreme Court 
and $500 is accruing each day against the railroad company. ‘The court 
below may issue an execution each day for the $500 and pay the money 
over, if the judge sees proper, to the insolyent person or corporation 
who is the complainant; and at the end of three years when the rail- 
road company may have gained the suit and it is found that really there 
was no basis for the complaint against it, it finds that its only remedy 
has been a declaration of law and the money has been paid over to an 
insolvent person, and is gone, and no redress is given to the company. 

If that is not the operation of the amendment, then I totally mis- 
conceive its whole scope and meaning. For that reason I moveto strike 
out the words which make the distinction between this case and any 
others in appeals, that the bond executed by the party that loses in the 
court below shall not operate to stay the execution. 

If the Senator from Vermont in offering the amendment meant simply 
to say that the injunction or ‘‘ interdict,’’ as it is termed here, should 
remain in force, that is one proposition; but I should be unwilling as 
a lawyer to give the power to any nisi prius tribunal, to any judge, to 
say that money should be paid over toany complainant without 
to his responsibility, and then that the execution should not be stayed 
even by a bond, and at the end of the litigation in the appellate court 
the party appealing find that the money has been collected and is gone. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator from Missouri slightly mis- 
apprehends the section as it stands which was on my motion substi- 
tuted for the former section 13 of the bill. It does not authorize any 
private person or private corporation to apply to a court against a rail- 
way for a general grievance or a special grievance under the bill. It 
only provides for an application to the court in case of a disobedience 
of the order of the commissioners that has been made upon inquiry and 
upon hearing. That is what it does. The commissioners may apply, 
or the party aggrieved may-apply, but he begins, and the only status 
that he has in the court except on its ordinary common-law side like 
anybody else with security, is that he begins with the order of these 
commissioners under the bill to the railroad company to do something 
or to stop doing something that they believe td be in contravention of 
duty under this act. He comes in in thatattitude. Itmay beasmall 
shipper at Saint Lonis or at San Francisco or wherever, who would 
stand no chance whatever in the battle of this life in the courts of law 
with a great railroad corporation, not because the judges and the juries 
would not do him justice but because by the law’s delay and the enor- 
mous expense of litigation he would be eaten up and dead and gone 
before he could come to the final solution and establishment of his 
rights. That would be hopeless, everybody knows. 

Therefore, this section provides that having appealed to the commis- 
sioners and they having heard the railroad company in t of the 
particular grievance complained of and made their order, they or he, 
the railroad company refusing to obey it may apply to the circuit court 
of the United States for the proper district, and that circuit court having 
heard the parties and determined the matter and directed the company 
to obey that order, then if the company appeal, notwithstanding their 
appeal they shall continue toobey. Ifthey continue to disobey, appeal- 
ing or not appealing, then thecourt may compel them to pay $500 a day 
by attachment or whatever means can lawfully be employed as a penalty 
for that contempt; and I never yet heard that anappeal against the judg- 
ment of a court for a contempt was to stay procona It ought not to. 

So I think my friend from Missouri has misapprehended the scope of 
this section. If it had been, as he supposed, the ordinary case of a pri- 
vate person applying ina suit on application against a co: tion or 
anybody else on a case and he could not make it out, and had not al- 
ready been heard by the tribunal that the bill appoints, there would be 
great force in what he says; but applying only, and being authorized 
to apply only, for a disobedience of the order of the commission made 
on a hearing, and then having got the judgment of the court in his fa- 
vor upon that, that the defendants shall do so and so or omit doing so and 
so, then they choose to appeal, that meantime they must obey, that it 
shall not supersede the order, as the Senator himself said it ought not 
todo. If it does not supersede the order the order must be obeyed. 

Then comes the five-hundred-dollar provision, that if that order 
which is still in force and must be obeyed is still disobeyed, the court 
can compel the disobeying party to pay $500 a day into court or to whom- 
ever it chooses. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Vermont mean to say that a de- 
cision of the circuit court of the United States as to the legality or law- 
fulness of the order of the commission is final? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. 

Mr. VEST. Does he not provide for an appeal to the Supreme Court? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do. 
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Mr. VEST. On what is that appeal? r 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That appeal is on the validity of the order. 

Mr. VEST. Then if such an appeal is made, what vee does it do 
to the railroad company to win in the Supreme Court if the money is 
already paid to the other party and gone? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The money is only paid over for continuing to 
disobey the order while the appeal is pending. _ If the company choose 
to obey the order of the court pending the appeal, it not being super- 
seded as the Senator seemed to agree it should not be superseded, then 
they do not have any money to pay. They are only required to pay 
money because they do not obey the standing order of the court still 
in foree. 

Mr. VEST. But that is not a final decree of the court, because the 
party can go to the Supreme Court on it, and still the $500 a day con- 
tinues and can be paid over each day to the complainant, whether it is 
an insolvent corporation or an insolvent individual. 

Mr. EDMUN. But the common carrier has his option. He cau 
either obey the order of the commissioners affirmed by the court when 
he has nothing to obey but to continue to do his duty until he can show 
it isnot his duty, orif he refuses to obey the order of the court, then he 
must put up his money rather than go to jail; because that is all there 
is to it. 

It is not the ordinary case at all; butif you strike that ont and pro- 
vide that the circuit court, an appeal being taken from this order, shall 
not continue the order in force, that it shall operate as a supersedeas 
on giving bond, having been a railway lawyer and railway counsel al- 
most all the days of my life I think I know enough about railway op- 
erations and railway counsel to know that any private benefit to be 
gotten to the people of this country by any order of these commission- 
ers affirmed by the circuit court would be worth nothing at all except 
in disputes between railway corporations where one had as much money 
as the other to spend years in fighting it out. 

My point was in this amended section 13 to bring this justice home. 
When the commissioners first and the circuit. court afterwards had said 
that the railroad must do a particular thing to a private citizen, then I 
say until the railroad can show the Supreme Court of the United States 
that it ought not to do so, it must do it pending the appeal; that the 
order should not be superseded. Very well; not being superseded then 
this money part only applies to where they refuse to obey the order of 
the court instead of obeying it meantime, and then the court is author- 
ized to take their money. I think thatis right. It is exactly what 
the English law has been for thirty years. 

Mr. VEST. If the ment of the Senator from Vermont is worth 
anything as to the inequality of a legal contest between a poor man and 
a rich corporation, those words ought not to be in the bill. The log- 
ical conclusion of what he says is that the clause ought not to be in the 
‘bill because the parties are not in sp aoe on equal terms. But the 
Senator proposes to give an appeal from what? From the question 
whether the order of the commission is lawful or not. If you want to 
stop the order of the commission, then say so in plain and distinct 
terms; but the Senator does not stop there. He says ‘‘the lawful or- 
der.” Who is to determine that? It goes to the circuit court of the 
United States and they pass upon the question of the legality of the 
action of the commission. If the Senator wants to stop there let him 
say so, and let that be the tribunal of last resort. But he does not stop 
there. He says that from the decision of the circuit court either party 
can go to the Supreme Court of the United States upon filing a bond 
às in ordinary cases. A bond for what? Ifa bond as in ordinary 
cases in practice in the United States courts it would be a supersedeas; 
but the Senator goes further even than that to remove all doubt and 
says that an appeal can be taken from an ordinary judgment for so 
much money or from this order as for a contempt. 

In the mean time while this mockery of an appeal is going on the 
judge of the circuit court may order the $500 a day to be paid each 
day over to the complainant. What redress is there for the railroad 
eee woe What railroad company would ever take an appeal? If 
the Senator from Vermont wants no appeal taken, he has absolutely 
destroyed it by the terms of the section without saying so in express 
terms. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend seems to omit the consideration of the 
circumstance that this order of the cirenit court ordinarily would be a 
continuous order, or an order, if it were a prohibitory and restrictive 
one, that in the mind of the railroad company might hamper their 
operations an unjust one. If they can succeed in showing the Supreme 
Court of the United States that it is an unjust or unlawful order, then 
they get it set aside, but while it is going on they must obey the order 
of the circuit court. 

This money part of it does not come in asa question affecting the 
right of the matter to be recovered back or anything else, but they can 
obey that order, and thatis the point, making them obey it until they 
can get it reversed by the Supreme Court. That merely means that 
they shall not charge me more for one distance than my friend from 
Missouri for another distance, or that they shall make a certain con- 
nection between two railroad companies. Pending the litigation it is 
not very hard to ask them to obey as far as that goes. 
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Then they are only required to pay this money when thcy refuse to, 
obey, so that the appeal is made for something. It is worth a great 
deal, and we are giving them a great deal by allowing them to appeal; 
but it is only a punishment to them for refusing to obey meantime that 
they are called upon to pay any money at all. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator from Vermont to say now 
that this is not a question of money judgment at all. If that is so, 
then what is the meaning of this language in the section: 

When the subject in dispute shall be of the value of $2,000 or more, cither 
party to such proceeding before said court may appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States. 

Here is $500 each day adjudged against the corporation. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. But that is not ‘‘the subject in dispute,” for the 
$500 a day is punishment for contempt in disobeying the order. If 
the matter between the railroad company and the shipper is a mere 
trifle of no value or consequence to either of them, then as in all other 
cases we do not allow any appeal. It must be a matter of substantial 
importance, which amouuts to something, and I called it $2,000 instead 
of $5,000 in order not to press the railroad company too hard. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Vermont mean to say that after 
four days at $500 a day, when the amount of $2,000 is reached, the 
railroad company can not appeal to the Supreme Court? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I mean to say it could not appeal from the money 
at all. It depends on the question that is in controversy between the 
parties when the circuit court pronounces judgment as to whether the 
railroad should obey the order of the commission or should not. 

Mr. VEST. That unquestionably is in dispute between the parties, 
the legality of the judgment of $2,000, at $500a day. The order itself 
may not be susceptible of being reduced to dollars and cents. It may 
be an order that the company shall a certain amount of freight 
or shall put on so many cars or something that you can not put into 
money. Would not the judgment of the Supreme Court of the United 
State release the company from this penalty if the company succeeded 
in the appellate tribunal ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would stop the penalty itself, because the order 
then is obeyed, but the $500 a day has nothing to do with the subject 
in dispute between the parties. It is the consequence simply of dis- 
obedience by the party of the order of the commissioners affirmed by 
the circuit court upon a hearing. That is all. 

When you come to $2,000 in reference to what the Senator says in re- 
gard to being incapable of estimation, we have all lived long enough in 
the world to know that the Supreme Court allows affidavits on questions 
about the conduct of affairs and business transactions and disputes be- 
tween parties to show whether the subject in controversy is of conse- 
quence amounting to $2,000 or $5,000, or not. As a practical question, 
any judge of the Supreme Court who is called upon to allow an appeal 
sags: ‘‘ What is this question between you? What is this order of the 
commission?’ ‘The order is then stated in a given case, that the rail- 
way company at Richmond, Vt., where I was born, shall stop its trains 
once a day there in order to take on freight and passengers, to carry 
them to Burlington, a dozen miles, where I live now. 

To the judge of the Supreme Court, to whom an application for appeal 
is made, as this is a continuous order, tke railway company say that it 
will cost us $20 a day to do this thing in stopping and backing our 
trains, and all that sort of thing, and therefore, asa ent and con- 
tinuous order, this is of more consequence to us than $2,000, a good deal. 
The judge says, ‘‘ Very well; I am satisfied; it would be a continuous 
order; this controversy; therefore, between these parties is of more conse- 
quence thanthat.”? Ifitwasaquestion whether they should take on five 
barrels of apples one day or the next day the whole value there would 
not be $20. Then the judge from whom the appeal was asked would 
say, ‘This is a matter of no special consequence; it is not worth any 
$2,000; I shall not allow you an appeal at all.” That is all easy enough 
in the practice of the courts. 

Mr. VEST. Then there ought not to be any limitation of amount 
fixed here to determine the appellate jurisdiction atall. If this thing 
is to be left to the mere judgment of the judge himself, it is the most 
extraordinary jurisdiction that I have ever known. 

The Senator says in his amendment an appeal is to lie when the 
amount in dispute is $2,000. Here are two parties in the court below, 
and they may apply foranappeal. Itseems to me that the judge would 
look at the record and look at the pleadings and see what is theamount 
claimed and what is the amount inlitigation. Butinstead of that the 
Senator from Vermont tells us now that the $2,000 goes for nothing 
except that the judge is to estimate as to the value to either party of 
the subject-matter in litigation. 

I do not so understand the practice of the law. To say the least of 
it, this will give rise to complicated litigation as to the right of appeal 
and the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court. There ought to be an ap- 
peal or there ought not to be an appeal. If the Senator from Vermont 


means to stop with the judgment of the commission or the circuit court 
of the United States he ought to say so. If upon the other hand he 
means that the Supreme Court of the United States shall pass upon 
the whole controversy, then the bond should be a supersedeas. 

If I may be allowed to suggest it, I think the prop- 


Mr. SPOONER. 
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osition of the Senator from Missouri is based ly upon the anoma- 
lous provision here that the $500 a day, which as the Senator from 
Vermont says is a punishment for contempt of court, may under the 
pones of the bill be paid over to the complainant, so thatit might 

pen under the operation of this section that a great many thousand 
galt as daily fines for contempt would be paid overto a complainant 
possibly irresponsible, and after the lapse of time the Supreme Court 
of the United States decide that there was no cause of action and that 
the court below should not have granted the injunction at all. I sub- 
mit to the Senator from Vermont whether in any event the penalty 
provided by the section for contempt of court ought to be paid toa 
party to the suit? Should it not go into the Treasury instead? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Myanswerto my friend from Wisconsin about that 
(and his criticism is a perfectly fair one to bring the question to con- 
sideration) is this, and it is in the interest of the citizen: The citizen 
is not entitled to it by force of the law but only when the case is of a 
kind where the only redress he has got to have in compelling the rail- 
road to obey the order which is made for his benefit and they will not 
do it, the only hope of getting anything, as he can not go to law and 
get his action for because he would be eaten up in costs and 
expenses, is that the court in a proper case may direct that this penalty 
for disobeying the order, which compels them to do justice then and 
there, shall be paid to him. It is discretionary with the court, and I 
think it is right. It is exactly what the English law of 1854 was, and 
in substance continues still, when they changed their judges to acom- 
mission, to whom they can give, as we can not, judicial powers. 

Mr, SPOONER. I should like to make one other suggestion to the 
Senator from Vermont, and that is whether this provision should not 
be made a little more elastic than it is; whether there may not be cir- 
cumstances such that it would be wise and in the interest of the public 
that the circuit court or district court which has ordered the injunction 
should be permitted after it has ordered the injunction to take a bond 
which should stay any operation of judgment pending the appeal, if the 
case is to be advanced on the calendar of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Ican without much difficulty, and I think any Senator may, 
imagine cases where it would be a very close question whether the in- 
junction should issue or not, and it might inyolve very serious conse- 
quences to an entire community, and there might be in such a case very 
good reason why upon adequate security to be exacted in the discre- 
tion of the court the bond should operate as a supersedeas. It would 
seem that something should be left to the discretion of the court in such 


a case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is force in that; but after the order of the 
commissioners, who are supposed to be men of great character and ca- 
pacity, after a hearing before them and then a ing before the 
court, if the court is in so much doubt about the propriety of affirming 
the order of the commissioners that it would not wish to doit and cofn- 
pel the parties to obey it, meantime all the court has got to do is tosay, 
* I will not affirm this order,” and let the commissioners or the other 
side appeal. The matter will adjust itself, as it did under the English 
law in thirty years of practice, my fundamental point being to secure 
the humble private citizen who has not the capacity or the means to 
fight a great corporation (and haying been a corporation lawyer I per- 
fectly well know how itis) when he has got the judgmentof this commis- 
sion first, and the judgment of the circuit court second, in haying his 
rights respected as they are thus ascertained until the corporation can 
show that-he has not any. That is the point. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri to the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. ‘ 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. In line 31 of the amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole, I move to strike out the word ‘‘interdict’’ and insert the 
words ‘‘ other proper process.’ I hope the Senator from Vermont will 
accept that amendment. The word “‘interdict’’ is an entirely new 
word to our common law. My amendment is more comprehensive, so 
that it includes ‘‘interdict’’ if there be such a process, as well as any 
other process. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 31 itis proposed to strike out the word 
‘f interdict’? and insert the words ‘‘ other proper process;’’ so as to read: 

It shall belawful for such court to issue a writ of injunction or other proper 
process to restrain such common carrier, &e. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will explain to my friend from Massachusetts 
why I inserted that word. It is true, as my friend from Massachusetts 
says, that ‘‘interdict’’ isnot a word commonin our common law, but it 
is a word describing a process of four different capacities, I believe (I 
have not looked it up recently), in the civil law; and it was adopted 
into the English statute of 1854 on the subject of the management ot 
railways. It has the quality, as the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
gan] suggested the other day, of authorizing the court to command 
and direct and speak between, so to it, the common carriers and 
anybody else, for them todo affirmative thin 
Inasmuch as I found this word in the ish statute, I could not 
think of any one word which would do any better. 

If the Senator from Massachusetts has constitutional scruples about 


and to do thus and so. 


bringing that word into the law and will add to the words ‘‘other 
proper process” the words ‘‘aflirmative or negative,” so as to give a 
clear authority to the court to command the doing of something instead 
of merely refraining from something, I shall not object. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuppose the word *‘injunction’’ coversthat. A man- 
datory injunction is a very common process in our equity proceedings. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not very common. 

Mr. HOAR. I remember once getting a mandatory injunction for a 
person. A railroad refused to deliver his freight on the payment of a 
certain reasonable price. He gave a bond to pay anything more that 
should be properly and lawfully demanded and got out a mandatory 
injunction, and the goods were delivered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you any objection to saying “any other 
proper process, mandatory or other?” 

Mr. HOAR. - Not the slightest. The word ‘interdict’? to most 
American minds is suggestive of bell, book, and candle, and the eccle- 
siastical process which ordinary people, though not perhaps lawyers, 
usually are more familiar with than they are with any other use of 
the word. But I will accept the modification of the Senator from Ver- 
mont and ask that that may be inserted in all the lines where the word 
‘interdict’ occurs, in line 31, line 38, line 42, and so on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have notthe slightest objection to inserting the 
words ‘‘injunction, or other proper process, m or other.” 

Mr. EVARTS. I would make one observation on this substitution, 
that if it is intended to enlarge a discretionary creation of process by 
the courts it ought not to be allowed. Is not thisa process that means 
the power of the court to do this, that, or the other at discretion? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. In the jurisdiction with which I am most 
familiar the courts have power to frame it. It does not enlarge the 
judicial power. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the - 
Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 31 of the amendment strike out the 
word si interdict’ and insert ‘‘other proper process, affirmative or neg- 
ative. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘‘Affirmative’’ is just as well, but “‘other proper 
process, mandatory or otherwise,’’ would be better. 

Mr. EVARTS. The processes of our law are well understood and 
have long been practiced upon. I suppose it is not the intention of the 
Senate or of Congress to create new methods of executing the special 
function which is brought into play in aid of this bill. I can mot see 
that anything valuable is added by using any additional phrase to that 
of ‘‘injunction.’? However, if it is necessary to point with full effi- 
cacy to the use to which the injunction may be put, we should follow 
language that we understand, and say the court may issue a writ of 
injunction that restrains or is mandatory upon those common carriers, 
I do not like to carry to the courts a dispute whether there are new 
creations or inventions as to ‘‘interdict.’? It has no meaning with us 
in our law; but the Senator from Vermont has found in the tice 
newly introduced into the English law that word, which has, if I un- 
derstood him rightly, four meanings. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Four applications. 

Mr. EVARTS. Four applications. I should like to know before I 
agree to incorporate the word ‘‘interdict”? what those four applica- 
tions are. Ishould not like to adopt the- phrase merely because the 
English Parliament know what ‘‘ interdict’? means, being then pres- 
ently instructed, which they never understood before; but I should 
like to know what it means also. The truth is that *‘ injunction” is 
adequate as it is used and understood by our law, and that ‘ manda- 
tory injunction’’ has no more need to be resorted to in this instance 
than it has in other instances. An injunction covers a proper resort to 
a mandatory injunction; and if that covers it in other cases it covers it 
just as well here. 

I submit that if it is necessary to point an application, it should be 
an injunction either restraining or mandatory upon the carrier, and 
then we shall know what that means. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In support of the suggestion of my friend from 
Massachusetts, and in opposition to what my friend from New York 
has said, I wish it to be borne in mind that this application to the cir- 
cuit court is on its equity side, and it is on a new state of cireum- 
stances that have not hitherto been brought into the jurispradence of 
the courts of equity, and for which the general rules and regulations 
which the law authorizes the Supreme Court of the United States to 
make for equity practice do not at all provide. Therefore, under this 
new state of circumstances it would still be proper to allow this court 
of equity to frame and mold its methods to the circumstances of the 
case, as the Senator from Massachusetts has said, by such processes as 
are suitable and adequate to the occasion. 

So I hope the Senate will agree to the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, if they do not like “‘ interdict.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inline 31 of the amendment it is proposed to 
strike out the word ‘‘interdict ’ and to insert: 


Other proper process, mandatory or otherwise. 
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In line 38 to strike out the word ‘‘interdict’’ and insert the same 


words. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And in line 35 as well. Insert the words wher- 
ever the word ‘interdict’? occurs. 

Mr. HOAR. In lines 44 and 49 the word “interdict ’’ occurs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will be put on the first 
amendment to the amendment, inserting the words read in lieu ot 
‘tinterdict,” in line 31. : 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The same words will be inserted 
wherever the word ‘‘interdict,’’ in fouror five places in the section, oc- 
curs. The question recurs on concurring in the amendment made as 
in Committee of the Whole as amended, È 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

SAS cada pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated, ; 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 20, line 6, after the word ‘‘tickets,’’ 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted the words: 

Nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any common carrior from 
giving reduced rates to ministers of religion. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This closes the amendments made as 
in Committee of the Whole which were reserved. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to 
10 of the bill and to move to strike out these words, beginning in line 15 
of section 8: : 

Vacancies occasioned by removal, resignation, or other cause shall be filled 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

That might be construed to mean that we should have no commis- 
sioner if a vacancy occurred in vacation until after the Senate had acted 
upon the nomination. 

Sie EDMUNDS. The Constitation provides for all 
that. 

Mr, CULLOM. The Constitution would cover that without these 
words, and hence I ask that they be stricken out of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ylinois moves 
that the words read by him be stricken from section 8 of the bill. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CULLOM. At the end of section 8, so that the commission 
may never become extinct by virtue of any two or three of them re- 
signing or dying or whatever might oceur to make vacancies, I think 
these words onght to be inserted: 

No vacancy in the commission shall impair the right of the remaining com- 
missioners to exercise all the powers of the co. jon. 

I move that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ilinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. My purpose is that whatever members of the com- 
mission may he in service shall have the power of the commission to 
proceed with the work until the President shall fill the vacancies. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there not a general law on that subject? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In section 1, line 5, I think the word ‘‘ wholly ” 
should be inserted after the word ‘“‘ property;’’ so as to read: 

Carriers engaged in the trans passe’ 
railroad, or partly by railroad pee einer ps oe Ae PERN WOUN DY 

So as to make it perfectly certain that this measure will apply to all 
railroads. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Inow move tostrikeoutallof the fourth section 
and to insert what I send to the Chair. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before that amendment is put I desire to offer an 
amendment to the fourth section for the purpose of perfecting the text. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment of the Senator from New Jersey 
will have to be read to see what his motion is. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let my amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read, and 
the amendment of the Senator from NewHampshire will then be in 
order. < 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all of section 4 and 
to insert in lieu thereof: 

That it shall be the especial duty of said commissioners to investigate and re- 
port at the next session of Congress as to the extent to which, if at all, the com- 
mercial interests of the country and justice to the carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce demand or permit the enactment of a law prohibiiiag carriers within 
the provisions of this act from charging or receivingany greater compensation, 
in the aggregate, for the transportation of passengers or property subject to the 
provisions of this act for a shorter than for a longer distance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that in print? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is in print. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where can I see it? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Itis on the last page of the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, SPOONER]: 


That is right. 


Mr. BLAIR. Before that amendmentis acted upon I desire to move 
one for the purpose of perfecting the section as it now stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. That amendment will be first in 
order, 


Mr. BLAIR. I move to amend the fourth section by inserting at the 
end of the proviso, in the twenty-first line: 


plicant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Secretary to read the preceding proviso, so as 
to show how the whole will read if my amendment is adopted. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, however, That upon application to the commission appointed under 
pis prevens of this act, such common carrier may, in special cases, be author- 
zed to 


charge less for longer than for shorter distances forthe transportationof | 


Lime Geom Hea or property; and the commission may from time to time make gen- 
eral rules exempting such designated common carrier in such special cases 
from the operation of this section of this act; and when such exceptions shall 
have been made and published they shall, until changed by the commission or 
by law, have like force and effect as though the same had n py re in this 
section : Provided, also, That when such application under the foregoing pro- 
viso shall have been made, &c. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I wish to explain, if I can have the at- 
tention of the Senate, the reasons why I offer this amendment. 

The fourth section seems to me to be the bill and containsall which 
to my mind is objectionable in the work of the committee. The com- 
mission seems to becreated primarily for carrying out the common law. 
ro interferes with the existing condition of things, the arrange- 
men ` have been the result of business for the whole term of rail- 
road life it~, untry, and must of course, as we all see, compel the 
immediate recom — action of every tariff of fares and freights throughout 
the country. The bill, if enacted into a law, so far as every railroad is 
concerned, has immediate operation to compel this reconstruction of its 
tariffs. ‘That I suppose every one will concede. 

The friends of the bill justify the fourth section, at least many of 
those who are about me say they do, because of the seving elause in 
the proviso, that application may be made by the roads whose inter- 
ests are affected for a modification of the natural operation of the law; 
that is to say, they may be allowed upon application to the commis- 
sion and showing a cause, notwithstanding the law, to charge 
more for a short han! than for a long haul. It is by reason of this 

wer on the of the commission to nullify the act that the act 
itself is tolerable at all to a great many Senators who say they propose 
to support it. That is to say, by reason of the fact that the law will 
not be operative they propose to vote for it. The commission they 
contemplate will haye power to permit, whenever good cause is shown 
for so doing by any interstate railroad whatever, a charge of more for 
a short than for a long haul. 

It seems to be conceded all the way around that the competition bo- 
tween distant points is under the practical operation of the bill, if it 
has any practical operation, to be nullified, to be prevented, and the 
reason of that is this: By the operation of the bill the rates between 
competing points will be increased and in a corresponding degree the 
expenditures for transportation upon local points along the great lines 
will be diminished. Byso muchas the latter are diminished theother 
must be increased in order that the revenues of the railroad may besuch 
as to keep them from bankruptcy. 

There is the Grand Trunk road, which is beyond the regulation of 
our law, and if the rates at Chicago and New York, at these distant 
points, are increased, of course the Grand Trank will take the great 
through business. It inevitably must do so. The operation of this 
measure, as I have tried to explain and as everybody understands, will 
be to increase those rates, and of necessity the great through business 
of the country must go over this other road, and naturally the other 
road itself, having no competitor, will increase its rates. 

However, in order to prevent this result the committee incorporated 
this section in the bill, and it has heen amended on the motion of the 
Senator from West Virginia in such a way as to aggravate and immensely 
increase the evil, the way to which was opened to some extent by the 
section as it originally stood upon the report of the committee. 

That being so, and the evil to which I have adyerted under the opera- 
tion of the bill being guarded against by the first proviso, which gives 
the right to any of these roads to apply to the commission for a nega- 
tive of the general provisions of the bill, for the right to charge more 
for the short than for the long haul, it seems to me that consistency, 
ordinary fair dealing, and good sense in the procedure should give the 
trial before the judgmentis rendered rather than after it has been ren- 
dered. 

If the bill goes into operation every road must change its rates of 
fares and freightsimmediately. If it continues under the existing sys- 
tem its managers become liable to the heavy penaltiesof thelaw. At 
once this change must be made. 

Everybody believes from what I havestated and from his own knowl- 


edge of the bill and of the condition of affairs that in a great many in- 
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stances the provisions of the bill will be relaxed in the way that I have 
indicated. It must be so, unless we drive the business of the country 
out of the country, and unless we,are to add greatly to the cost of the 
long haul. 

The provision which I have offered as an amendment simply gives 
the right to any road that thinks itself liable to be injuriously affected 
in its interests three months after the proclamation of the President, 
within which time it may make its application for a modification of 
the law, so that if it is a case where they ought to be permitted to 
charge more for the short haul than for the long haul they may have a 
hearing before the commission and may have a judgment before they 
change their tariffs and before the business of the country is thrown into 
a general condition of confusion. 

That is the only purpose thereis in the amendment. The time lim- 
ited is three months, or ninety days, within which the application may 
be made. If it is not made within that length of time the law will be- 
come at once operative. In substance this proviso will be a little more 
than if we provided that the law itself should go into effect ninety days 
after its passage, giving the interim as a period within which applica- 
tions might be made by those roads which are interested for a modif- 
eation of the operation of the fourth section. 

I do not know that the committee themselves will make any opposi- 
tion to the adoption of the amendment, but at all events I offer it and 
I hope that it may be adopted. 

Mr. PLATT. It seems to me that the provision proposed by the 
Senator from New oat may ike is unnecessary. If this measure passesit 
will be some considerable time before the law can become practically 
operative. That will afford a sufficient time for railroad companies to 
conform their rates to the provisions of the bill. 

In the second place, I think that the instances inthis conntry where 
a railroad company charges more for a short than for a longer distance 
are greatly overestimated. One such instance travels all over the coun- 
try and is taken as theruleof railroad corporations. I donot think as 
arule that railway corporations in this country, especially in the East- 
ern portion of the country, are charging any more for short than for 
longer distances, unless it be in rare instances. I do not believe any 
such: instances exist in the State of Connecticut. Iam told that none 
exist in the State of Massachusetts. I presume at the West and South 
the instances are more frequent than in the East, but I think the num- 
ber of such instances has been vastly overestimated in this debate. 

It seems to me the rule ought to be that there shall be no. greater 
charge for the short than for the longer distance, and I think no great 
hardship will accrue to the railroad companies in letting that rule go 
into operation as soon as the commission get organized and ready to 
proceed to business, The corporations can make their application at 
once to the commission, and the commission, I haveno doubt, will speed- 
ily dispose of the cases, so that if the exceptions ought to be made they 
will be-made without any serious inconvenience to the railroad com- 
panies. I do not think the amendment is necessary. : 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Connecticut or any 
other Senator is under the impression that the bill as now amended by 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont forbids the greater charge 
on the short haul, he is very much mistaken. There is no such pro- 
vision in the bill asit now stands. ‘There is, it is very true, a provis- 
ion made that if the shipper happens to live in Chicagoor in New York 
or atsome other great terminal point of railroad concentration this in- 
justice shall not be inflicted upon him. Butevery other shipper from 
eyery intermediate point between two great terminal railroad points is 
by the adoption of that amendment subject to therapacity of the rail- 
roads just as he ever was, and, sir, for that reason I shall not vote for 
this bill. 

I had hailed the introduction of this bill asa partial relief and as 
something in the right direction, but I will not vote for relief to men 
who already have the benefit of competition at these great terminal 
points, leaving the men who can not help themselves at the interme- 
diate points in the same unsatisfactory condition as before. I will not 
grant relief to A and refuse it to B, who is in substantially the same 
circumstances. There are other people living in the United States of 
America besides those who live at the great terminal railroad points, 
and it is those other people whom I am desirous to protect, and I will 
not vote for a bill that protects those only who do not need protection, 
who live in the great cities, and that at the same time leaves the peo- 
pe of the intermediate towns, the small towns and villages, and the 

umble shippers still at the mercy of railroad rapacity. I will not be 
a party to any such scheme of pretended relief as that. 

Mr. BLAIR. `The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] seems to 

me to misapprehend the nature of my amendment entirely. The pur- 
of the amendment is to prevent the act commencing to be opera- 
tive against these roads and compelling the revision of their tariffs of 


fares and freights until they have had the opportunity, which the bill 
contemplates, of making application for exception from the operations 
of the act; and now it seems to me that that opportunity ought to be 

given before the judgment is rendered. 
The bill as it is, without this proviso, simply compels a general re- 
organization of the railroad tariffs of the whole RSN at the start. 
i Now, why 


It has got to be done or these penalties will be in 
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should there not be a short period of time given by the terms of the 
bill during which those roads which find their interests seriously threat- 
ened, or whomay think they are threatened, by such a revision of their 
tariffs (which isa very expensive and troublesome thing todo) may make 
their application, and then, having made their application, await the 
judgment of the commission? It seems to me that no one can object 
to a provision of that kind. 

As to all the other roads where there is no difference between the 
long and the short haul, or where there is no violation of the general 
povan of the act, of course there is no probability of an application; 

ut the great through lines, the great interests which are to be affected 
by the operation of this bill if it shall amount to anything, are likely 
to make these applications; they will inevitably do so. Why should 
they not have the opportunity to do so and to be heard and to avoid the 
ill effects, if they areto be such, of the act upon their interests before 
the act itself goes into operation? It seems to me just like rendering 
judgment and hanginga man and giving him a trial afterward. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now I should like to have the vote taken on 
my amendment. I do not suppose the fourth section is satisfactory to 
anybody in its present shape. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Lhope the amendment will not prevail. While the 
fourth section is not as I prefer it, yet it is in pretty good shape, and I 
hope it will be retained in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to strike out the 
fourth section and insert his substitnte. 
eee McPHERSON called for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PALMER (when Mr. ConGEr’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. CoNGER] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
MAHONE]. df my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HOAR (when the name of Mr. DAWEs was called). My col- 
league [Mr. DAWES] is paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL]. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from South Carolins [Mr. HAMPTON]. If he 
were here, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. But for that I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired, as announced by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], with his colleague [ Mr. DA wEs], or I should 
vote ‘nay.’ 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). Yesterday 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] said he would be absent an 
hour or two, and asked me. to pair with him, and I did pair with him 
yesterday. The matter did not occur to me to-day. Iam reminded 
now that it is his understanding that Iam paired with him for to-day. 

Mr. KENNA. That is my recollection of his statement to me. 

Mr. ALLISON. He certainly did not so state to me and I had no such 
understanding, otherwise I should have paired with him with pleasure 
during the day. Now I withdraw my vote and announce the pair. 

Mr. HARRIS. i desire to state that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. If the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay ” upon this ques- 
tion. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—2). 
Aldrich, Evarts, Jones of Neyada, Sabin, 
lair, Frye. ip Sawyer, 
Bowen, Hawley, McPherson, Sewell, 
Brown, Hoar, Miller, Spooner, 
Chace, Ingalls, mer, Teller. 
NAYS—29, 
Berry, Fair, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Call, George, Payne, Walthall, 
Camden, Gorman, Platt, Whitthorne, 
Coke, Harris, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Kenna, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, McMillan, Saulsbury, s 
Edmun Maxey, Sherman, 
Eustis, Morgan, Vance, 
ABSENT—27. 
Allison, Dawes, Hearst, Pike, 
Beck, Dolph, x Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Gray, Mahone, Stanford, 
Cameron, Hale, Manderson, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hamptor, Mitchell of Oreg., Voorhees. 
Conger, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., 


So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. COKE. I offer the rollowing amendment to come in at the end 
of section 20: 


Provided, That the time when any common-law remedy shall be suspended 
meen het section shall not be counted under any statute of limitation against 
such remedy, 


I ask the Secretary to read from line 11 of section 20 to the end of 


the section with my amendment added. 


The Cuter CLERK. As proposed to be amended, the last clause of 


section 20 will read as follows: 


But no m, association, or corporation shall at the same time prosecute 
nen A complaint before said commission and pore his or its remedy at law; and 
Jodging a complaint before such commission shall suspend, until the same is 
dis of, the common-law remedy; and itis expressly provided that no pend- 
ing litigation between railroad companies shall in any way be affected by this 
act: Provided, That the time when any common-law remedy shall be suspended 
uoder this aotit shall not be counted under any statute of limitation against 
such remedy. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendmen 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to offer an amendment to section 17, 
‘found on page 22, to strike out all after the word ‘‘information,’’ in 
line 6, down to and including the word ‘‘ balance-sheet,’’ in line 20. 
This section authorizes and requires ‘‘ annual reports from all common 
carriers, subject to the provisions of this act,” and the commissioners 
are to ‘‘fix the time and prescribe the manner in which such reports 
shall be made,” and are to require from carriers specific answers to all 
questions upon which the commission may need information. 

I do not propose to strike out that portion of the section, but I pro- 
pose to strike out what I now read: 


Such annual reporte shall show in detail the amount of capital stock issued, 
the amounts paid therefor, and the manner of payment for the same; the divi- 
dends paid, the surplus fund, ifany, and the number of stockholders; the funded 
and floating debts and the interest paid théreon; the cost and value of the car- 
rier’s property, franchises, and equipment; the number of employésand the sala- 
ries paid each class; the amounts ex ded for improvements each year, how 
expended, and the character of such improvements; the earnings and receipts 
from each branch of business and from all sources; the operating and other ex- 
penses; the balances of profit and loss; and a complete exhibit of the financial 
operations of the carrier each year, including an annual balance-sheet. 


It strikes me that those provisions are not necessary to enable the com- 
mission to perform any duty assigned to them. It is an interference 
with the private affairs of corporations. Itseemsto me to be going en- 
tirely toofar. Whatadvantage will the people of the country have from 
a report to the commission of what a railroad corporation paid out, what 
was the financial condition of the corporation, the value of its property, 
and the amount it pays to all its employés? There can be no valid 
reason assigned why a corporation should make such a detailed report 
to the commission while the items called for do not touch the question 
whether the corporation has discriminated against anybody or made ex- 
tortionate charges. For that reason I move to strike out that part of 
the section. 

I desire to say that Iam sure I can not and I do not believe any mem- 
ber of the Senate can tell to-day the-effect of this legislation either upon 
the interests of shippers or of common carriers. I have taken no part 
in the discussion of the bill, because I confess here and now that it is 
a bill the effects of which I can not predict with any degree of certainty. 
I do not know how it is going to affect the shippers of the country or 
the common carriers of the land. We are simply making a venture, 

There has been great complaint of extortion and discrimination. 
Doubtless these complaints are well founded. I think we should ap- 
ply a remedy to those wron; The bill may have that effect, but I 
am sure I can not tell that it will. Ido not believe from anything I 
have heard in the discussion here that there is any just expectation as 
to what effect it will have. ‘There was a provision offered by the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN], which was a valuable pro- 
vision if it had remained in the bill, for the protection of shippers at 
intermediate points. That has been stricken out, and so far as I can 
now see there is not asingle provision in the bill which imposes an addi- 
tional obligation on common carriers to that imposed on them at com- 
mon law. If extortionate prices for carrying freight or produce are 
imposed, or if unjust discriminations are made, the common-law courts 
of the country afforded a remedy; and that is all that is proposed by the 
bill. But under this bill that remedy is not in the State courts; it is 
in the Federal courts, at a distance from the shipper. So I do not see 
that the shipper himself is benefited one ticle by this bill. Iam 
fearful that, after the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia 
has been disposed of by striking it from the bill, the effect will be in- 
jurious rather than beneficial. 

There are other objections to this bill. I shall, perhaps, vote for the 
bill, because there seems to be a popular demand that something shall 
be done to correct the evils perpetrated by railroad corporations; but 
there are objections to the bill. One is the vast power placed in the 
hands of the commission. You virtually oust the State courts of all 
jurisdiction over questions as to tolls and freights, because, after you 
have given this remedy through the commission, there will not be any 

“person who will seek a remedy in his own State in the State courts. 
Those railroad corporations engaged in interstate commerce were char- 
tered by the States; and the simple fact that under some of the pro- 
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other companies so as to form continuous lines of transportation in 
different States does not divest them of the obligation to obey the 
behests of the States that imposed the charters; and yet under the 
provisions of this bill they will not consult the States, and you prac- 
tically take away the authority of the States. 

Again, ~~ assume that because this is interstate commerce, as it is 
termed where freight passes over different lines incorporated by differ- 
ent States, it gives you jurisdiction over it as interstate commerce. One 
thing is certain, you have no greater power over interstate commerce 
than you have over foreign commerce, for the very provision of the 
Constitution which gives you the power to regulate commerce between 
the States gives you the power to regulate foreign commerce. May 
you not follow this by some provisions of law seeking to control the 
foreign commerce of the country by regulating the Beatin on that 

erce? 
I am not sure that your Supreme Court will sustain the law when en- 
acted. It seems to me to bea measure fraught with a great deal of 
doubt as to the constitutionality of the proposed law as well as to the 
policy of its enactment; and there is still greater doubt as to any bene- 
ficial effects it will have on the interests of the country. 

But I will not detain the Senate by any further discussion. I have 
called attention to the clause which I have moved to strikeout because 
I think it imposes unnecessary burdens on the common carriers of the 
country without aiding in any respect the general object proposed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The committee supposed that the report of the com- 
mission would have a large if not a controlling influence upon such fut- 
ure legislation as Congress might choose to adopt in respect to the reg- 
ulation of interstate commerce. Italsosupposed that at no time would 
Congress be willing to so regulate interstate commerce as to deprive the 
common carrier of the power or right to earn a reasonable profit upon 
the actual capital invested in the carrying trade; but if that profit is 
to be confined to the moneys actually invested in the trade, it is abso- 
lutely necessary, as it seems tome and as it seemed to the committee, 
that the commission should possess itself of precisely the character of, 
and to the fall extent of, the information required by the section. It 
is a fact known to the committee from the mouths of many witnesses, 
known to the whole country before the committee was created, thatin 
very many instances these corporations are stocked at three or four 
times the amount that the railroads actually cost. = 

Now, I do not suppose that if Congress should proceed to regulate 
hereafter the carrying trade it would be inclined to allow a reasonable 
profit on what is known as the watered stock of these corporations, 
while I do suppose Congress would always desire to so legislate as to 
allow the corporations to earn all of the necessary expenses with a 
reasonable profit upon the money actually put into the construction 
and maintenance of the road: Unless the commission is authorized to 
acquire information to the extent that the seventeenth section as it 
now stands requires it will be utterly impossible for the commission 
to give information to Congress as to the extent to which it may safely 
goin regulating the carrying trade, and for that reason I shall vote 
against the amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr, SEWELL, Ido not want to take any part in this discussion 
except to say a word in relation to the statement made by the Senator 
from Tennessee. That statement has been repeatedly made on the 
floor of the Senate, and I desire to say, on a thorough investigation of 
it, that I believe there is no practical foundation in fact for the asser- 
tion that the corporations of this country are stocked at three or four 
times their cost. There is some ‘‘ water’’ in some of the railroads, but 
it does not amount to a bucketful as compared with the ocean, and I 
am surprised to hear such a statement from an intelligent member of 
the Senate, one who ought to know, if he dees not know, that such is 
not thecase. The capitalization of the railroads of this country is about 
$60,000 per mile, stock and bonds, as against $300,000 a mile in Eng- 
land, and as against $100,000 a mile on the continent of Europe; and 
I assert here from what I know of the situation that the railroads to- 
day are capitalized at less than it would be possible to acquire the 
same Property for in actual cash at the present time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 

My. MORGAN. Iwill support the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware because I think the work that we require of these 
commissioners is entirely supererogatory. We can gain all the in- 
formation needed in regard to railroads at any time in the direct course 
of our legislation. I have noticed that when we put the duty of col- 
lecting information on commissions they are very apt to make reports 
for the purpose of continuing the work they may have in hand. I 
notice that United States engineers, for instance, in making reports on 
works of public improvement, never fail to find all the little streams 
throughout the country that they think might be usefully dug out for 
commerce, not because they feel any decided interest in commerce 
themselves but because they want to magnify their office. They want 
to promote the necessity for the employment of those officers in this 
line of business. 

Now you put these commissioners to work and let them collect the 
facts and they will never come here with a report that will indicate in 
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the slightest degree that it is unnecessary for Congress to continue 
them any longer. They will always pile in evidence here for the pur- 
of showing that they ought to be continued in office. That has 
the history of a good many of the commissions we have created, 
and I think the Senator from Delaware is acting wisely in removing 
this temptation out of the hands of these judges, if they are judges. 
Mr. CULLOM. I only want to say one word. It seems to me that 
one of the important things which will result from the of this 
act will be the acquisition of information. One of the troubles with 
the people of the country is that they suppose that railroads are capi- 
talized over and overagain beyond what their actual value is, and they 
therefore are complaining of extortion. My judgment is that this in- 
formation is n in order to enable the commission to know what 
reasonable rates are; and it is very important that the provision, now 
proposed to be stricken ont, shall remain in the bill, and I hope it 
will, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAuLsBuRY]. 
The amendment was rej 
Mr. MORGAN, I offer an amendment to insert the following asan 
additional section: : 
Src. 22. The commissioners appointed under this act shall be considered and 
ed as being executive officers, and shall not exercise either legislative or 
judicial powers, 
Mr. PLATT. They can not exercise judicial powers because they 
have nolife tentre. If you made them judges they would have to have 


a life tenure under the Constitution, as I understand. Therefore they | 


can not exercise judicial powers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They ought to exercise exactly the power that the 
bill confers; that is, an executive, discretionary power. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘This bill has been very carefully drawn so as toavoid 
the exercise of judicial powers by these commissioners, so as to deprive 
itof any constitutional objection. Therefore I donot think this amend- 
ment is requisite or ni s 

Mr. MORGAN. I have heard a great variety of expressions among 
Senators in regard to the functions of these officers, whether they are 
executive, or whether they are legislative, or whether they are judicial. 
My judgment is that we have combined very skillfully powers derived 
from each of these departments of the Government in the hands of these 
commissioners; and I merely wanted to understand whether they were 
executive officers, or whether they were legislative officers, or whether 
they were judicial officers. ; 

Now, the point made by the Senator from Connecticut is not well 
taken, for commissioners of the United States exercise judicial powers, 


and they are not appointed for life. They exercise preliminary judi- |. 


cial powers, but nevertheless they originate proceedings of a criminal 
nature, and sometimes of a civil nature, which run on to and reach the 
Supreme Court in a judicial way, andcan be either affirmed or reversed 
in the Supreme Court. 

I think that in passing this bill we ought to give the courts some 
guide as to whether we are conferring these powers upon executive offi- 
cers, or upon judicial officers, or upon legislative officers. I think I 
have seen in this bill decided evidences of legislative powers, and I 
suppose the Senate is prepared either to express its opinion or not to 
express it. I do not care which way so that we have a definite expres- 
sion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thisbill confers upon these commissioners powers, 
much or little, great or small; and to undertake to say that they shall 
exercise no power of one kind or another is entirely unique in the his- 
tory of legislation. I should suppose that an amendment of this kind 
would be offered in order to trammel the exertion of the powers that 
we confer upon the President of the United States all the time and 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury and everybody else, to exert in 
respect to executive and administrative affairs a discretion applied to 
circumstances. I think, therefore, that the amendment ought not to 
be adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. A distinction is taken between the right of an ex- 
ecutive officer to judge what his duty is and to judge of the extent of 
his powers, and the exercise by him of powers that are judicial under 
our Constitution. Ido not understand that the President of the United 
States, the Chief Executive, though he may have a right to cause a 
man’s arrest for a certain offense against the law, can sit as a magis- 
trate to hear the cause and commit that man to jail. He exercises his 
executive power and must have some discretion, of course, that is the 
power and diseretion of making up his judgment for himself to con- 
trol his own conduct, but that does not convert him into a judicial 
officer. 

Now, if these commissioners have a right to exercise any judicial 
function, to sitin judgment on the rights of men, then they are judicial 
officers, and I want to know merely whether we are conferring that 
pone upon them. If they have the right to change the rights of men 

y their decrees, whether arbitrary or not, whether just or not, then 
they are legislative officers. Perhaps they are even more than that; 
they are autocrats. But we ought to know what they are. 

The Senator from Vermont says we have given them powers. Well, 
we have given them powers, alarge admixture of powers, quite a volumi- 


nous array of powers. We have given them contradictory powers, I am 
afraid. Ibelieve we have, and I think itisour duty to beable toexpound 
what is our view of their authority that we are conferring in this bill, 
and not to leave it as a matter of litigation and dispute to be fought out 
at the expense of people who go before these commissioners hereafter. 
It is the first bill I have ever known to be brought into the Senate— 
and in that respect this bill is uniqnue—where the authors of it were not 
willing to enter into a definition as to whether the powers they con- 
ferred by the bill were conferred upon officers of the executive depart- 
ment, officers of the legislative department, or officers of the judicial 
department of the United States. A 

Mr. MAXEY. I only want to say that it is not a matter of the 
slightest consequence to me whether the powers are called executive, 
judicial, legislative, or ministerial. We have defined on the face of the 
bill the powers which are to be exercised by the commissioners, and if 
those powers are not constitutional, that fact-ought to be pointed out. 
Therefore I see no necessity whatever for the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Is it in order now to move an amendment, on page 
4, orn 4, line 6, by striking out the word ‘‘ original;’’ so as to make 
it read: 

For a shorter than for a longer distance over the same line, in the same direc- 
tion and from the same point of departure? 

The word ‘‘ original ’’ before ‘‘ departure’? is surplusage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have refused to strike out the fourth section, 
and therefore voted that the words of the fourth section shall stand. 
Hence, I submit, the amendment is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that it is in order 
to strike ont one word. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the Senate has voted that it will not strike 
out the fourth section. 

Mr. KENNA. Suppose the vote was taken on a motion to strike 
out all after the enacting clause? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That includes more than the fourth section. 

Mr. KENNA. Of course it does, but it is the same proposition. 

Mr.. EDMUNDS. No; quite a different proposition. 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire—— 
. The PRESIDENT pro The Chair will correct the impression 
he formed and expressed. The word ‘original’? is in the very clause 


that was once stricken out and restored again by order of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I desired to call attention a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Therefore it is not open to amend- 
ment. The Chair supposed the word ‘ oriy nal ”? was in another part 
of the section, or the ruling would have been different. That word 
being in the clause stricken out and reinserted by action of the Senate, 
it is not now amendable. The question is on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass ? 

Mr, McPHERSON and others called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. ALDRICH (when his name was called), Upon this bill Iam 
paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. If he were 

resent, I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], as I was reminded a few mo- 
ments ago. 

Mr. KENNA. Ido not doubt but that the Senator from Indiana 
would vote for the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I shall vote ‘‘yea.’’ f 

Mr. PALMER (when Mr. CONGER’s name wascalled). Mycolleague 
[Mr. ConcGER] is absent, but he wanted it announced that he would 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name wascalled), I am paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], but I am informed 
he would vote for the bill if present, and therefore I record my vote in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. BLACKBURN], but understanding 
that he would vote for this bill if present, I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called), On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer]. If he were 
present, I should vote “nay.” r 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], but I understand that if present he 
would vote ‘‘yea,’’ and I vote *‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘I am relieved from my pair with the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], as his colleague tells me how he 
would probably vote, and I vote ‘* yea.” : 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague [Mr, Dawes] is absent in the service of 
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the Senate visiting an important public institution with which his 
committee is specially connected. I do not know how he would vote 
upon the bill as the fourth section now stands, therefore I have not 
felt at liberty to arrange his pair for him, as I otherwise should and as 
he requested me to do when he went away. 


I desire also permission to say in regard to myself that Ishould vote 


against this bill as the fourth section now stands, believing the bill to | i 


inflict a very serious injury on our foreign commerce, were it not for 
my belief that in its through Congress that section will in some 
way be materially modified before it becomes a law, and I do not de- 
sire to prevent the opportunity to pan a bill. 

Mr. HELL, of Oregon, am paired with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr, HAMPTON], but as I understand he would vote 
for this bill, I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to announce that the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BECK] is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. The 
Senator from Kentucky requested me to announce that if present he 
would vote for the passage of this bill. I so announce. 

Mr. BLAIR. My colleague [Mr. PIKE] is absent from the Senate 
by reason of illness. I am not informed how he would vote upon this 
question, and I am not aware that he is paired. I. can not announce 
how he would vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 47, nays 4; as follows: 

YEAS—i7. 


Allison, Evarts, Logan, Sabin, 
Nerry, Fair, MeMillan, Saulsbury, 
Blair, George, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Howen, Gorman, Manderson, Sewell, 
Call, Gray, Maxey, Sherman, 
Camden, Harris, Miller, x 
Chace, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Teller, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Morrill, Vest, 
Coke, Ingalls, Palmer, Walthall, 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Edmunds, Jonesof Nevada, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Eustis, Kenna, Pugh, 
NAYS—4. 
Brown, Colquitt, Morgan, Ransom. 
ABSENT—25. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jonesof Florida, Vance, 
Beck, ©, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Blackburn, Gi z Mitchell of Pa., Voorh 
Butler, Hale, Pike, Wilson of Md. 
eron, Hampton, Plumb, 
Conger, H: n, Riddleberger, 
Dawes, Hearst, Stanford, 
So the bill was passed. 


PENSION TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the first special order, which is the bill (S. 714) to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that there has been a conference between 
Senators on both sides of the Chamber in regard to the ordér of busi- 
ness, and that it has been understood generally that the pension bill, 
which stands after this bill in order, will be first taken up; and I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that the pension bill may be laid be- 
fore the Senate, and that the bankruptcy bill may preserve its right as 
the special order after the pension bill is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there is no objection the pension 
bill will be regarded as the unfinished business. Its title will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1886) for the relief of soldiers of the 
late war honorably discharged after six months’ service, who are dis- 
ubled and dependent upon their own labor for support, and of depend- 
ent parents of soldiers who died in the service or from disabilities con- 
tracted therein. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the bankruptcy bill retains its place. 

i PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not lose its place as a special 
order, 

Mr. BLAIR. Senate bill No. 1886 is the unfinished business for 2 
o'clock to-morrow, as I understand ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 46 minutes p. mn.) the 
Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 13, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, May 12, 1886. 

The House met at 11o’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

SPECIAL SESSION OF UTAH LEGISLATURE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


‘The last general a) tiation bill passed by the Legislature of Utah was 
veteod by the then Govecnorxt that Territory. Yit made an appropriation of 


money for the support of the district courts of the Territory, including the pay 
of reporters, jurors;and witnesses, and for the completion and maintenance of 
the ret University and the cducation of the deaf mutes therein. It also 
appropriated for the su rt of the Territorial insane lum, as well as the 
salaries of Territorial officers, including that of the superintendent of the dis- 
trict schools, the auditor,the librarian, and the treasurer of the Territory. It 
also provided for internal improvements, such as and bridges. 

The appropriation for the district courts,for the payment of witnesses and 
urors in criminal cases, was $40,000; that for the- Deseret University and the 
deaf mutes was $66,000, and for the insane asylum $25,000. 

The board of regents of the Deseret University have borrowed money for the 
completion of the university buildings which were authorized by legislative 
action, and which is now due and no provision made for the parmons The act 
appropriating for the benefit of the Territorial insane asylum passed by the 
ture was also vetoed, This included the sum of $13,000 which had been 
borrowed by the board of directors of the asylum for its completion and furnish- 
ing,and which now remains due and unpaid. It also ineluded the sum of 
$3, $5 for the care and maintenance of the indigent insane. 
he Legislature of the Territory, under existing law, will not again convene 
for nearly two years, there being no authority for a special session. lu the 
mean time, under present conditions, the good order of society will be Jeopard- 
ized, educational and charitable institutions will be paralyzed, and internal im- 
provements stopped until the Legislature meets and makes provision for their 


support. 

R determination on the of the General Government to suppress certain 
unlawful practices in this Territory demands neither the refusal of the means 
s opon the local government nor the sacrifice of the interests ofthe commu- 
nity. 

I therefore recommend the immediate enactment of such legislation as will 
authorize the assembling of the Legislature of that Territory in special session 
at an early day, so that provision can be made to meet the difficulties herein 


suggested, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, May 11, 1836. 
WEILL AND LA ABRA MINING COMPANY CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I herewith transmit a report from the Secretary of State, dated the 6th instant, 

tou the claims of Benjamin Weil and La Abra Silver Mining Company 


against the Government of 
N GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Execurive Mansion, May 11, 1886. 


. STATUE OF LIBERTY ENLIGHTENING THE WORLD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
company ing papar, referred to the Committee on Foreign Afairs, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


a joint resolution of Congress, approved March 3, 1877, the President was 
aithorkeoh ond divested LS acters ihe Slan PAOS ot Léberty tatiehiacine 
the World apart forthe e by the citizens of the French Republic, and to desig- 

a for 
in 


exico, 


nate and set the erection thereof a suitable site upon either Governor's 
or Bedloe’s the harbor of New York, and upon the completion thereof 
to cause the statue “to be inaugurated with such ceremonies as will serve to 
testify the gratitude of our people for this expressive and felicitous memorial 
of the sympmhy of the citizens of our sister republic.” 

The President was further thereby “ authorized to cause suitable regulations 
to be made for its future maintenance as a beacon and for the permanent care 
and preservation thereof as a monument of art and the continued good-will of 
the great nation which aided us in our e for om." 

Under the authority of this resolution, on the 4th day of July, 1834, the minis- 
ter of the United States to the French Republic, by direction of the President 
of the United States, accepted the statue and received a deed of 


of prescntation 
from the Franco- Union, which is now preserved in the archives of the 


inqnast of Congress shall be di 
the inauguration of this statue. 

Ihave informed by the committee that certain expenses have been in- 
curred in the care and custody of the statue since it was deposited on Bedloe’s 
Island, and the phraseology of the F pas resolution providing for ‘‘the perma- 
nent care and preservation thereof as a monument of art” would seem to in- 
clude the payment by the United States of the expense so incurred since the ` 
reception of the statue in this country. 

The action of the French Government and ponte in relation to the presenta- 
tion of this statue to the United States will, I hope, meet with hearty and re- 
sponsive action upon the part of Congress, in which the Executive will be most 


sini a Se GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, May 11, 1886. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, in view of the nature of this communica- 
tion I would suggest that it be referred to the Committee on the Library, 
with leave to report at any time. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [I object. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state that this, having reference as it 
does to the use of this statue as a beacon-light, might properly be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce; but in view of the international 
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character of the proceedings with reference to its inauguration it might 
go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. LONG. Then I will change my suggestion, and move that it be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, with leave to report at 
any time. 

The SPEAKER. It has been already referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs; but the Chair will subniit the latter part of the gentle- 
man’s motion to the House. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Does that give 
this committee the privilege of reporting legislation for immediate ac- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. It would, underthe uniform practice of the House. 

Mr. DUNHAM. And force the Congress of the United States to pay 


for celebrating this matter? 


å 


The SPEAKER. That would be aquestion for ‘the determination of 
. the House when the proposition is reported. 

‘The motion of Mr. Lona was agreed to; and the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs was authorized to report at any time. 

INDIAN AGENT, MACKINAC AGENCY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary 
of the Interior of additional. compensation to the Indian agent at the 
Mackinac agency, Michigan, for the next fiscal year; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. WATKINS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the order and find- 
ings of fact in the case of John R. Watkins vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list of claims rendered against 
the United States in the Court of Claims, and recommending an appro- 
priation for their payment; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2256) to cre- 
ate a port of delivery at Lewes, Del.; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee. on Commerce. d 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC. 
__ The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 200) to authorize 
the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge, or the construction of a bridge 


` across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown, D. C., with an an- 


nouncement by the Senate that that body disagreed to the amendments 
of the House, requested a committee of conference, and had appointed 
as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Mr. SPOONER, 
and Mr. VANCE. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request for the con- 
ference will be agreed to, and the Chair will announce the conferees on 
the part of the House hereafter. 


DECORATION DAY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communi- 
cation; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE PoTOMAC, 
GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
Washington, D. C., May 10, 1886. 

Sır: The executive committee on memorial services have the honor toextend 
to you and through you to the Representatives of the Forty-ninth Con a 
most cordial invitation to unie yia the comrades of this department in the cer- 
emonies in honor of their deceased comrades at Arlington, Va., on Monday, 
the gies instant. 7 ete f 

Jery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ig ne E. FAUNCE, 


8. 
Assistant Adjulant-General and Secretary. 
Jion. Jonx G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker, Houseof Representatives. 
VISIT TO BATTLEFIELDS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communi- 
cation; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs: ` 


COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
à Washington, D. C., May 11, 1886. 
Sır: On behalf of the association of the First Army Corps of the orcad of the 
Potomac, I have the honor to extend to you and to the members of the House 
over which you preside a cordial invitation to join the association in a visit to 
the battlefields of South Mountainand Antietam, Maryland, on the 17th and 18th 
of bed gr monii ta bedi ce 
ve the honor to , Very respectfully, 
EDWARD 8. BRAGG, 
Chairman of Committee. 


Ilon. J. G. CARLISLE, z 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. O'HARA, for fifteen days, from the 14th instant. 


To Mr. for one week. 

To Mr. Lowry, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. LONG, indefinitely. 

To Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. WADE, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. LyMAN, until Saturday morning of the present week, on ac- 
count of important business. 

To Mr. CUTCHEON, for one day, to be absent from the city. 

To Mr. WINANS, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EDEN. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for reference two 
or three bills, as I was unable to be present on Monday. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair wil} 
gentlemen who were not present on Monday for the purpose of intro- 
ducing bills. 

There was no objection. 

EDWARD S. HARRISON. 

Mr. EDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 8747) to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Edward S. Harrison, of the county of Shelby, State of Mi- 
nois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK P. WINCHESTER. 

Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8748) toplace on the pension- 

roll the name of Frank P. Winchester, of Montgomery County, Ilinois; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES H. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. EDEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8749) to increase the pension 
of James H. Williams, of Montgomery County, Illinois; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FICHTHORN. 

Mr. CURTIN (by Mr. Storm) introduced a bill (H. R. 8750) to in- 
crease the pension of William Fichthorn; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SAMUEL F. RICE. 

Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8751) for the relief of Samuel 
F. Rice; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

J. D. AUSTIN. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 8752) granting a pension to 
J. D. Austin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committeg on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MALACHI KNISSELL. 
Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8753) granting a pension 
to Malachi Knissell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WALTER 0. WATSON. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8754) granting a pension 
to Walter O. Watson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CORRECTION. 


Mr. BRUMM. I desire to call the attention of the House to an error 
in the RECORD in the report of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. The RECORD shows the gentleman from 
Alabama spoke as follows: 

I thank the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] og the suggestion that 
the statements refer to the conspirator, Edwin M, Stanton. 

The correction I want to have made is that the gentleman used the 
words ‘‘to the arch conspirator, Edwin M. Stanton,” I ask that the 
correction be made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama does not appear to 
be in his seat. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then I will withhold this matter until the gentle- 
man comes in. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

- Mr. LORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House be di from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8087), and that the same be taken up for present con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BEACH. In pursuance of the notice that I gave last Saturday, 
I shall be obliged to eal for the regular ¢ order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The regular or- 
der is the call of the committees for reports. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on and Currency, re- 
ported back adversely bills of the following ation which were sevrer- 
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ow dav es on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed: 
A bill (H. R. 8287) to authorize the State National Bank of Lincoln, 
Nebr., to increase its capital stock; 
r A bill (H. R. 7687) to change the name of the Muscatine Bank in 
owa. 
BAYOU TECHE, GRAND LAKE, AND CHARENTON, LA. 


Mr. IRION, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, reported a 
bill (H. R. 8755) for connecting Bayou Teche with Grand Lake at Char- 
enton, La.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report; ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS’ QUARTEKS, NEW YORK ARSENAL. 


Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7764) for 
the erection of officers’ quarters at New York arsenal; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EDWAY A. GRANT. 

‘Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 267) for the relief of Edway 
A. Grant; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

T. H. NORTON AND JAMES M’LEAN. 

Mr. MCKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4760) for the relief of T. H. 
Norton and James Mclean; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN RYAN. 

Mr. LOUTTIT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5921) granting an 
increase of pension to John Ryan; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION IN PATENT SUITS. 


Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 6320) extending the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims to certain suits for the use of patents and patented 
inventions against the United States; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PROCEDURE UNITED STATES COURTS IN CRIMINAL CASES, 


Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, 
asa substitute for H. R. 3883, a bill (H. R. 8756) to simplify the plead- 
ings and procedure in criminal cases in the courts of the United States 
and of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 3883) was laid on the table. 

Mr. ROGERS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to file the views 
of the minority, to be printed with the report of the committee. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill fe 363) granting a pension to Edward Ayers; 

A bill (S. 483) to restore Sidney B. Tullan to the pension-roll; 

A bill ts 612) granting a pension to William Weightman; ~ 

A bill (S. 843) granting a pension to Elise Burki; 

A bill (S. 957) granting a pension to Dudley B. Branch; 

A bill (S. 963) granting a pension to Harriet M. Rider; 

A bill (S. 977) granting a pension to Elizabeth Barker; 

A bill (S. 1020) authorizing the District of Columbia to convey the 
alley 15 feet wide, running east and west between lots 6 and 7, in square 
et on PeNTs an area of 3,480 square feet of land, to the owner of 
said lots; 

A bill (8. 1065) granting a pension to Emeline J. Babson; 

A bill (S. 1105) granting the right of way to the Kensington and 
Tacony Railroad Company through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, 
Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

A bill (S. 1152) granting a pension to Sarah E. Bassett; 

A bill (S. 1290) granting a pension to David W. Hamilton; 

A bill (S. 1438) granting a pension to Isom Wilkerson; 

A bill 1630) ting a pension to James C. Chandler; 

A bill 1998) for the relief of John D. Ham; 

A bill (S. 2134) granting a pension to Patrick A. Callanan; 

A bill (S. ast) for the relief of George Titus; 


8. 
8. 
S. 
8. 


A bill (S. 2186 ting a pension to Louis Melcher; 
A bill (8. 2187) for the relief of Rebecca E. Haskins; and 
A bill (S. 2188) granting a pension te Ann Smith. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration, under the rule, of 


bills called up by committees, begins at twenty-five minutes before 12 
o’clock. The call rests with the Committee on Foreign i 
INDEMNITY TO CHINESE SUBJECTS. : 

Mr. BELMONT. I call up for consideration the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 147) providing indemnity to certain Chinese subjects for losses sus- 
tained within the jurisdiction of the United States. 

TheSPEAKER. Thisresolutionisin Committee of the Whole House . 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BELMONT. I ask that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the joint resolution, and that 
it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the resolution be first reported. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will state the request of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT]. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: E 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, d-c., That the sum of $147,- 
748.74 be, and the sanie is aoe’ E appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
bed fi not otherwise appropriated, to be paid to the Chinese Government, in con- 
sideration of the losses unhappily sustained by certain Chinese subjects by mob 
violence at Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, September 2, 1885; the 
said sam being intended for distribution among the sufferers and their legal 
re ntatives, in the discretion of the Chinese Government. 
the anion conti he E AAT ES AAE on he ipa Sines rly socom = 
plished by the modification of existing treaties. ` ee 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs was 
read, as follows: -> 

Strike out section 2, s 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union be discharged from the further consideration of this joint reso- 
lution, and that it be now considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. LOUTTIT. I object. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move, then, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of this joint resolution. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 89, noes 7. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. Harcn in the chair), and proceeded to 
the consideration of joint resolution (H. Res. 147) providing indemnity 
to certain Chinese subjects for losses sustained within the jurisdiction 
of the United States. 

Mr, McCREARY. I ask that the report of the committee, which 
embraces the message of the President of the United States on this sub- 
ject, in which this whole subject of Chinese indemnity is thoroughly 
presented and fully discussed, be read: 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEL- 
MONT] yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCr@\ry]? 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I think that the business of the 
House will be more quickly disposed of if the reading of the report is 
dispensed with. It contains the message of the President together with 
voluminous documents. I think I can explain the matter briefly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recognized as 
first entitled to the floor. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Kentucky later. r. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I am confident there need be no 
special appeal made to the sense of justice which exists in this House; 
and it hardly seems necessary to do more than briefly state the facts 
concerning this unfortunate affair in order to bring the House to a full 
understanding of the grounds upon which was based the President’s 
message of March 2 on this subject, and the reasons which have in- 
duced the Committee on Foreign Affairs to ask unanimously the pas- 
sage of this joint resolution. 

In September last there occurred at Rock Springs, in the Territory of 
Wyoming, a conflict among the laborers engaged in the mines, of whom 
it should be remarked at the outset that none appear to have been 
citizens of the United States, Rock Springs consisted of two settle- 
ments, one inhabited chiefly by Welchmen and Swedes, the other by 
Chinamen. All received the same rate of pay of $3.50 a day the year 
round; and for eight years the white and the Chinese miners had lived 
and worked peaceably alongside of each other. Last summer a strike 
was attempted to be organized by the white miners. The Chinese re- 
fused to take part in it. The evidence is clear and uncontradicted 
that no other cause of offense was given. On the 2d of September the 
white miners, to the number of about one hundred and fifty, armed 
themselves with rifles and made a sudden attack upon the defenseless 
Chinamen, The shooting continued for ten hours; twenty-eight of the - 
Chinamen were killed, a number wounded, and their quarters were 
burned and plundered. Noserious effort was made to bring to punish- 
ment the perpetrators of this outrage. An inquest was held over the 
bodies of some of the victims, and this was the verdict rendered: 

We, the undersigned, members of the coroner's jury, from the evidence before 
us, state that human bodies Nos. 5, 6,7, $,9, 10, 11, 12,13, 14,and 15 came to their 


death from exposure to fire, the nationality of said bodies being unknown to us, 
as they were defaced beyond recognition. 

The report of the grand jury was as follows: 

We have diligently inquired into the occurrence at Rock Springs on the 2d 
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Sorc tees Wee CAT i sun e ES 
known white person thatday. Whatever crimes may have been pazen an href 
the perpetrators thereof have not been disclosed by the evidence before us; and, 
therefore, while we deeply regret the circumstance, we are wholly unable, act- 
ing under the obligation of our oaths, to return indictments, 

Shortly after, under the protection of United States troops, the con- 
suls of the Chinese Empire in New York and San Francisco ed 
to the scene of the massacre and made a careful investigation and report. 
Of this the President of the United States says: 

In the investigation of the Rock Springs outbreak and the ascertainment of 
the facts on which the Chinese minister’s statements rest, the Chinese representa- 
tives were aided by the agents of the United States, and the reports submitted, 
neem thus framed and recounting facts within the knowledge of witnesses 
on sides, possess an impartial truthfulness which could not fail to give 
them great impressiveness. 

In the papers accompanying the message is contained a statementin 
detail of the value of the property destroyed, which averages for each 
Chinaman mobbed about $200; and the whole amount is thesum named 
in this joint resolution. 

It may be urged against the payment of indemnity under these cir- 
cumstances that the subjects of China are under our treaties entitled to 
the same remedies at law as our own citizens; that the Territorial, State, 
and Federal courts are open to them for redress, But this is provided 
always that the laws are executed and enforced. In this instance it is 
clear that they were not executed, which goes far in determining our 
responsibility and liability asa Government. Besides, whatever may 
be said to the contrary, it is a fact that the States do not protect for- 
signers from the hatred or prejudice of their citizens. 

r. BUTTERWORTH. Let meask the gentleman a question right 
here. Of what nationality were the men who murdered these China- 
men? 

Mr. BELMONT. They were Welshmen and Swedes. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. None were American citizens? 

Mr. BELMONT. It does not appear that any of them were Ameri- 
can citizens. 

Mr. FELTON. All of them were aliens, were they not? 

Mr. BELMONT. All of them, as far as can be ascertained. 

Mr. FELTON. One alien against another—the Asiatic against the 
European? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Or the reverse. 

Mr. BELMONT. Yes, sir. 

The States have surrendered to the National Government their power 
over the intercourse of their citizens with foreign nations. It may per- 
haps be argued that throughout all of the treaties with China there runs 
a certain lack of reciprocity in respect to certain restrictions as to resi- 
dence and occupation imposed upon our citizens in China; which, on 
the other hand, are not placed upon the subjects of the Chinese Empire 
within our own borders. For instance, the treaty of 1844, in article 1, 
applies to our citizens ‘‘resorting to China for purposes of commerce.’’ 
Article 3 permits Americans to frequent certain specific ports. Article 
17, among other things, provides: 

And in order to the preservation of the rate peace the local officers of the 

vernment at each of the five ports shall, in concert with the consuls, define 
the limits beyond which it shall not be lawful for the citizens of the United 

es go. 


Theseconditions are substantially retained in the treaty of 1868, and 


even in 1880 we are not admitted to full reciprocity in respect to the 
matter of intercourse within the Chinese Empire. But at all times 


the Chinese when they are here can go where they will and can en-' 


gage in any occupation they may choose. We have, however, no fault 
to find with China on that ground. 

The differences between our free institutions and the civilization of 
China are sufficient reasons in justification of it, and it does not in the 
least interfere with the friendly relations which we have maintained 
and which we desire to continue to maintain with China, and we may 
well recall the promptness and the fairness with which China has al- 
ways responded to our own demands for similar indemnities, which 
have been paid to us in large amounts in the past. 

Should the House see fit to adopt the recommendations of the Presi- 
dent in this message, it will assume the claim which the Chinese min- 
ister has made under the instructions of his government to be a debt 
of honor which we owe to China; and while we thus express our sym- 
pathy with the victims of a wrong which the Government of the United 
States could neither foresee nor prevent, we are well aware that it is 
our own Government, rather than that of China, which has suffered the 
greater indignity and injury by reason of this flagrant violation of our 
laws. 

` Wé desire to extend to China the same liberality and generosity 
which characterizes the action of the Government of the United States 
in its relation to all foreign powers; and it must at the same time be 
made very clear that the results of mob dictation and mob violence 
have only to be made known in this House to meet with the condem- 
nation which they merit. It is not so much many and new laws the 
country demands of as it is the execution and enforcement on 


the part of the Government of laws already existing, under which we 
should abide. 
I reserve the remainder of my time. 


Mr, BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Let me ask the gentleman before 
he takes his seat how this amount was ascertained ? 

Mr. BELMONT. By a careful investigation made by the officers of 
the Chinese Government; and we were also represented, as stated in the 
President’s message, the extracts from which I read a few moments 


ago. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. How is it ascertained that China 
is satisfied with that amount ? 

Mr. BELMONT. China, through its minister, made the claim, speci- 
fying the amount ascertained, and the President recommended its pay- 
ment. 

Mr. PETERS. Is there any evidence showing that any of these 
pna had indicated any intention of becoming citizens of the United 

tates? 

Mr. BELMONT. There is no such evidence. 

Mr. PETERS. Theinference isthat none of them had declared their 
intention to become citizens ? 

Mr. BELMONT. Yes, sir; of course the gentleman’s question does 
not refer to the Chinese, who can not become citizens. 

Mr. MORROW. Under thelaw the Chinese can not become citizens 
of the United States. ; 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let me ask the gentleman from New York if under 
the treaties with China this Governmentis under any obligation to pay 
an indemnity in this case? 

b Mr. BELMONT. No more in respect to China than any other na- 
ion. 


Mr. DUNHAM. Then this proposition is entirely voluntary on our 
part? 

Mr. BELMONT. Itis not entirely voluntary in the sense I under- 
stand the gentleman to mean. Itis to meet an obligation—— 


Mr. DUNHAM. Are we under any more obligation to pay this in- 
demnity than to pay for damages that might occur to the citizens of 
the United States in any of the Territories ? 

Mr. BELMONT. Oh, yes. These were subjects of a foreign gov- 
ernment, and the distinction is very clear. Our own citizens do not 
certainly claim the protection of the Federal Government in such cases; 
but they have the privilege of going into the courts of the States or the 
Territories to seek redress for their wrongs. But there is a failure of 
justice in this case. 

Mr. DUNHAM. DoI understand the gentleman to mean that we 
are more under obligations in this case than we would be if these peo- 
ple had been American citizens? 

Mr. BELMONT. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman state the basis of the calcula- 
tion—upon what the committee fixed a value? ‘ 

_Mr. BELMONT. On the property; not upon the lives of the vic- 


tims. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And what they ask for is the value of the property 
destroyed? Y 

Mr. BELMONT. Exactly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And the lives of the men are not taken into ac- 
count? 

Mr. BELMONT. They are not taken into account. I must refuse 
to yield further for questions, because there are gentlemen who desire 
to address the committee. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. FELTON]. But first I will ask unanimous consent to 
limit general debate to thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be limited to thirty minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY. I object. 

Mr. BELMONT. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. FELTON]. 

Mr. FELTON. As three minutes are hardly time enough to discuss 
this question in any of its parts, I simply desire to say and I say 

_it with due t to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, that if they 
had expended their time in examining the causes from which these out- 
rages arose, if they had looked to the history of the past, they would 
have found as they followed the history of Chinese immigration, without 
one deviation whatsoever, that this outrage was the natural result of 
that immigration, and they would have addressed their attention to the 
curing of the evil rather than to palliating or paying for scenes like 
these. I have no time to go into details, and will give to my colleague 
[Mr. MCKENNA] the balance of my time. 

Mr. BELMONT. Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Morrow]. 

Mr. MORROW. This resolution standing alone is per a meas- 
ure of doubtful propriety, but considering our relations with China, and 
the necessity not only for further legislation but further treaty stipula- 
tions absolutely prohibiting the immigration of Chinese subjects to this 
country, I am disposed to think that the benevolence of in 
this matter may be an act of wisdom. The p ition is that the Gen- 
eral Government shall pay to the Empire of China a sum of money as 
indemnity for the cruel ou committed upon Chinamen at Rock 
Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, in September last. 

Two classes of laborers, both alien, were in the employ of the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company working coal mines at Rock Springs. A con- 
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troversy arose out of that employment, and a collision followed, as has 
happened many times before elsewhere under like circumstances. 
Murder and spoliation ran riot. The Chinamen were driven from 
their habitations, a number were murdered, many were wounded, and 
some property was destroyed. The whole affair was di ul in the 
extreme, and can not be excused orignored. The most can be said 
is that no citizen of the United States was engaged in the massacre. 
This may console ussomewhatin the regard we have for American citizen- 
ship, but it does not right the wrong that has been committed on Ameri- 
can soil. Our national fame is involved in the course we shall pursue 
with reference to this unfortunate occurrence. The Chinese Govern- 
ment has presented a claim for indemnity for the losses sustained by her 
subjects, and as the purpose of this resolution is to pay that claim, the 

uestion at once arises, why does the Federal Government assume the 
obligations of a local Territorial community in this icular case? 
The answer is, that no legal obligations are assumed, but because the 
local authorities at Rock Springs have failed to enforce the laws and 
furnish proper protection to the Chinese subjects temporarily residing 
at that place the United States will, under the iar circumstances 
of this case and as an act of benevolence, satisfy the claim of China in 
this behalf. 

Some further justification for this indemnity may perhaps be found 
in the provisions of Article III of the treaty of November 17, 1880, 
between the United States and China, which provides as follows: 

If Chinese laborers or Chinese of any other now either permanently or 
temporarily Soe re. S in the territory of the United States, meet with ill treat- 
ment at the hands of any other persons, the Government of the United States 
will exert all its power to devise measures for their protection and to secure to 
them the same rights, privi immunities,and exemptions as may be en- 
joyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation, and to which they 
are entitled by treaty. 

The agreement on the part of the United States to exert all its power 
to devise measures for the protection of Chinese residing in this country 
is, of course, not a legal obligation to indemnify the Chinese Government 
for the absence of that protection in any case; but is there 
not a moral obligation to deal generously with the Chinese Government 
in a case like the present one when the proper responsible channels to 
redress have been closed? Under our formof government an obligation 
on the part of the General Government to assume responsibility for the 
conduct of local police affairs is clearly inadmissible as trenching upon 
the.duties of local sovereignty, but the Federal jurisdiction, under its 
treaty-making power, may deal with any nation upon such generous 
and honorable terms as shall serve the best interest of the people of the 
United States. This is a material and important point in this matter. 
The people of the United States, and ly those who reside on 
the Pacific coast, are deeply concerned in the relations that shall con- 
tinue to exist between the United States and China, 

We demand that the immigration of Chinese laborers into this country 
shall absolutely cease. We have already entered into treaty stipula- 
tions with the Chinese Government with that purpose in view. We 
have legislated under that treaty to carry this purpose into effect, but 
the persistent character of the Chinese people in seeking the advantages 
of a new country and a free government has set our efforts at defiance. 
Further legislation is proposed. Indeed it is announced that the next 
bill to be considered from the Committee on Foreign Affairs is one de- 
signed to more effectually carry out the purpose of the existing treaty 
with China itp Py restriction of Chinese immigration. Iregret 
that the restriction bill was not first brought forward. 


Such a proceeding would have shown a disposition on the of Con- 
to remove the cause of disease before applying the to the 
sore. If the dangers that now threaten us from this direction were 


fully understood, Congress would not hesitate a moment in its action, 

but would at once put an end to the controversy by the abrogation of 
so much of the Burlingame treaty as gives sanction to this hostile in- 
vasion. Isay hostile invasion, because however peaceable it may a) 

to the casual and uninformed observer, it nevertheless carries with it 
a poison absolutely destructive to the labor industries and free insti- 
tutions of this country. Between Asiatic labor and American labor 
there is an antagonism beyond the reach of arbitration, compromise, or 
judicial decree. We must not mistake thesituation. There are danger- 
signals flying which we would do well to heed. The sky of social order 
is ominously overcast and t and unless we are firm of pur- 
pose and wise in counsel the storm will come and find us unprepared to 
resist its fury or escape its perils. In Buge the emergency would be 
met with the force of a standing army. e have no standing army, 

and do not propose to provide for one for the purpose of intimidating 
our own people. Our method of security does not lie in the direction 
of armed men. 

The duty of the hour is clearly to protect American labor by giving it 
all the safeguards we can devise and see that it is treated justly. In 
doing this we will preserve the life and vigor of our civilization for our- 
selves and for those who, inheriting our hopes and aspirations, shall come 
after us. Legislation suchas the occasion demands in settlement of the 
Chinese question is not now promised by Congress. We are told that 
our present treaty with China will not permit extreme measures, and that 
we must not legislate in contravention of its express or implied terms. 
Then we insist that the treaty must be abrogated sooner or later and 


this barrier to our freedom of action removed. We can not continuein 
this state of uncertainty, breeding restlessness and discontent among a 
people already disturbed and anxious from other causes. The honest, 
intelligent labor of the country demands that this question shall be 
effectually and permanently settled, and men of business and affairs see 
that their security and prosperity depend upon the removal of these 
causes of agitation. The present restriction act provides for the exclu- 
sion of Chinese laborers for a period of ten years. Four years have 
already run, and the Chinamanstill comes slyly creeping in through the 
holes his cunning has discovered in the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MORROW. I should like to have two minutes more. 

Mr. BELMONT. I desire to ask the gentleman from California [Mr, 
Morrow] a question. Do I understand that he is in favor of this 

roposition ? 

Mr. MORROW. 
other minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield fur- 
ther time to the gentleman from California? 

Mr. BELMONT. Yes, sir. 2 

Mr. MORROW. We ought to stop this immigration and extend the 
period of exclusion for at least twenty years, so that those who may 
seek labor and fortune in the great West may be assured that for at 
least the active period of one human life they will be protected from 
farther inroads are that direction. We ought to go still further, and 
this is the point I desire to make in favor of this indemnity. In order 
that all cause for alarm in the future may be removed we should by 
treaty sti ons make the exclusion of Chinese laborers from this 
country lute and perpetual. To this end I would place the ad- 
ministration in the best possible position to honorably demand such 
terms and conditions from China as would secure thisimportant result. 
I would strengthen the hands of the Executive in every legitimate and 
proper way, so that in the event of a failure to secure the consent and 
co-operation of China in this matter we will at least be left free to act 
forthe best interests of our own people. This indemnity will bemoney 
well expended, if while discharging whatever moral obligations we 
may be under we can also make it do duty in paving the way to a set- 
tlement of this vexed question of Chinese immigration. In this view 
of the situation, and considering the benefit that may accrue to this 
country by the course indicated, I shall support the measure. And for 
these reasons I differ from some of my colleagues upon this question, 
although haying the same object in view and as earnest as they in se- 
curing it. [Applause.] 

Mr. BELMONT. I now yield tothe gentleman from California [ Mr. 
MCKENNA] seven minutes. 

Mr. FELTON. Before my colleague commences I will state that I 
will give him the two minutes which I had reserved. 

Mr. McKENNA. Mr. Chairman, any proposition that can invoke 
the aid of sympathy and sentiment is more than specious; and any op- 
position to it, with whatever good intention urged or with whatever 
good reason supported, may seem cold, if not invidious. 

The law was outraged at Rock Springs, and even now we can not hear 
ofthe massacre on that occasion without being filled with indignant hor- 
ror, and our excited sympathies are apt to consider as mean a refusal to 
remunerate the victims of that unfortunate occurrence by at least in- 
demnifying them for the property that was stolen or destroyed. 

But, sir, notwithstanding what has been said it is not clearto me thatan 
outbreak of race antipathies in which no American participated though 
it was made horrible by arson and murder has any claim to the consider- 
ation of this Congress. Our deputed fanction should be directed by 
something else than feeling; and it may be urged that to the represent- 
atives of a people with limited power that there are no moral obligations 
except what are also l ones and the ing Calendar of this House 
admonishes us that we have other use for $147,000 than bestowing them 
in benevolence, expending them upon factitious obligations or squan- 
dering them in romantic and showy comity. I would not counsel a 
disregard of the usual comity of nations, nor for our self-respect would 
I urge less to be shown China than to any other nation. Nor would I 
hunt with grudging and miserly, minute vision through the in- 
tricate relations existing between the States or Territories and the Gen- 
eral Government for reasons to evade any liability; and if Icould seein 
the facts of the case one reason to impute blame to the General Govern- 
ment or any substantial claim to our sympathy and our charity that 
could not be urged as a dangerous example hereafter, I, sir, would sup- 

this measure. ; 

President Cleveland and Secretary Bayard are very distinct in affirm- 
ing that no blame can be imputed to theGovernment. It is true they 
think it is a proper matter to be submitted to the compassionate con- 
sideration of But Mr. Evarts and Mr. Blaine in like situa- 
tions denied an appeal for indemnity for the Denver riots in 1880. It 
did not occur to their manly, practical sense that there was any reason 
for the Government’s benevolence to be exercised or that it was its 
duty to requite every injury caused by “‘man’s inhumanity to man,” 

But my colleague says there is something in the treaty that is of 
special obligation; that we have assumed to exert ourselves*to protect 
these people and to afford them like rights as we do those of the most 


Iam. Iwas about to state so, if I can have an- 


4428 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


‘May 12, 


favored nation. Mr. Chairman, if there is any effect in that provision 
it is tolimit, not extend, liability, and have not we di it? It 
is not said that there was any blame before the riots; it is not claimed 
that there was any default on the part of the Government afterward, 
and it so promptly interfered, Mr. Chairman, that it is no figure of 
speech to say that the fugitive Chinamen were escorted back by Gov- 
ernment troops, installed in their employments, and have been pro- 
tected there ever since. But the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs says that a coroner’s jury ignored all personal 
knowledge of the rioters. Well, suppose it did. Is this Government 
to be substituted to the misconduct or the dereliction of a local tri- 
bunal? And, sir, when are we to stop? Are we to continue this vi- 
carious atonement for all the lawlessness that is committed everywhere? 
But Secretary Bayard says that we are to call this no precedent. He 
says that we shall stop here. Sir, it is an example of some kind; if it 
-is a good one it ought to be followed; if it is a badone it is sure to be. 
The declaration, sir, is either idle or Tnconsistent, and exposes the slen- 
der grounds upon which this claim to our charity or our courtesy or 
our benevolence, or whatever you may please to call it, rests. $ 
Further, Mr. Chairman, if we indemnify the victims of this riot, why 
not indemnify the victims of every riot? A nation can not be ex 
to furnish to aliens ampler remedy and surer remuneration for injury 
than to its own citizens. This is the vice, the discrimination of the 
pending measure; and if we pass this resolution, if we pay this money, 
we can have no reason to refuse to requite the victims of the riots in 
Chicago or of the late labor strikes. ‘Those who lost property in those 
affairs can come to this Congress and claim like reparation, and com- 
lain—ay, sir, justly complain—if they are turned over to the local tri- 
unals for redress, to run the chance of inadequate recovery, because 
juries prejudiced against them or sympathetic with the strikers may 
return bad verdicts or false ones. 
Now, as to the amount of the claim, Mr. Chairman, I have this to 
- gay: If it is intended to smooth diplomatic relations with China, and 
is to be given to the Government instead of to those who were injured, 
Isay doit well. If it is to be a donation of the charity, the mercy, 
the pity of this Congress, I would say, sir, borrowing the thought and 
the language of another, give your dollars as though they were leaves 
and you had a forest to draw from. But, sir, if it is intended to be 
strict remuneration for the loss of property, I say you should take some 
means te ascertain whether the amount of money which is set forth in 
the report is the true amount or not, and I have been credibly informed 
that the assessment-roll of Sweetwater County, Wyoming Territory, 
will reveal the fact that only $200 of property was against 
Chinamen at the time they say they had $147,000, and that $200 was 
for a piece of real estate. 

I submit, then, Mr. Chairman, that there is no reason to pass this 
measure. I submit that it is not a proper matter to appeal to the be- 
nevolence of Congress, that it is not a proper matter for the charity of 
Congress. It will set a dangerous precedent which will be urged here- 
after as charitable certainly, and as just also, because if you refuse like 
charity to some other victim you do an injustice. Therefore, Mr. 
Chairman, I think this Congress should refuse to pass this resolution. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I now yield seven minutes to the 

tleman from Illinois [Mr, Hrrr]. 

Mr, MILLS. Iask the gentleman from New York to yield to me 
for one minute. 

Mr. BELMONT assented. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I understand that this report comes from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs with the unanimous consent of the 
members of that committee. I want some of the gentlemen who are 
going to advocate the report before the House to tell us why we ought to 


pay this indemnity to the Chinese, and, at the same time, to tellus why 


no bill has been reported to this House to indemnify our own citizens who 
have suffered from depredations committed by Indians, who also have 
treaty relations with the Government of the United States. What dis- 
tinction is there between the rights of citizens of the United States 
whose property has been despoiled by Indians and the rights of these 
Chinese whose ‘property has been despoiled? I put this question in 
order to invite discussion by gentlemen who are urging the speedy 
passage of this resolution, in order that they may tell the House upon 
what principle it is that our own citizens who have been for years de- 
spoiled of their property by Indians, and who have been appealing to 
Congress year after year for redress, and who have now claims amount- 
ing to six or eight million dollars filed in the Interior Department, 
have never had one dollar appropriated by Congress to indemnify them 
for their losses. 

Mr. BELMONT. Is all this to come out of my time? 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I suggest to the gentleman that his question 
should be directed to the Committee on Indian Affairs, not to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam asking it of the House. 

Mr. HITT. The observations of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS] may be very pertinent upon some other bill when our domes- 
tic affairs are under discussion; but this isa measure touching our rela- 
tions with the Empire of China, and growing out of the principles of 


justice among men and the obligation under which we have placed our- 
selves by the third article of the treaty of 1880 with China, by which 
we solemnly promised to protect Chinamen in the territory of the 
United States who meet with ill treatment at the hands of any other 
persons. We are to protect them not only against our own citizens, 
but Welsh and Swedes not naturalized and all other persons—when 
they are within the United States, and to secure to them the same 
rights as the subjects of the most favored nation. 

The gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. MCKENNA] said 
that the of this joint resolution would be a us prece- 
dent, Letmeremindhim that itis in the line ofprecedent, and it would 
be a violation of the national duty not to follow here as a Christian 
nation the policy and course which our Government has adopted over 
and over again in dealing with questions of this character. We paid 
$71,000 for the houses and other property of twenty-two Spanish sub- 
jects destroyed at Key West and at New Orleans by furious mobs, in 1851, 
like this one at Rock Springs. We have claimed payments over and 
over again in similar cases where the government or its courts had failed 
to prevent wrongs to American citizens. I might cite one which is 
within the knowledge of every citizen of the United States, where we 
demanded from Great Britain indemnity for our citizens injured by the 
Alabama and other cruisers because she would not enforce her local 
laws, because she permitted men to organize within her borders and 
prepare for piracy and crime upon the high seas at the expense of our 
people. She failed to prevent these crimes and losses as we failed to 
prevent or punish the crimes so horribly perpetrated at Rock Springs on 
Chinamen. We claimed that the Government of Great Britain, not the 
individual citizens who perpetrated the crimes, should pay that bill; 
and uncounted millions were handed over as we demanded them. A 
king’s ransom was paid for the losses of our citizens in that case, and 
was paid without question as to the amounts or details of losses. 

We have made similar demands over and over again of many different 
nations. We made ademand of this kind from China herself; we took 
$67,000 for mob violence—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. I was about to remind the gentleman that we 
have demanded indemnity from China herself over and over again and 
have obtained it. 

Mr. HITT. Yes, sir; my friend would have heard me state in a mo- 
ment that we took from China $735,000 in 1858 on demands which we 
did not let that government scrutinize, and $67,000 of that was for mob 
violence to Americans just o> Chinamen were injured by mob violence 
at Rock Springs. We exacte‘| so much money then from the Chinese 
Government that there were not claims enough to absorb it, and after 
all were satisfied several hundred thousand remained for many years, 
and in the last Congress our time was taken up in finding out how much 
of this vast sum in excess of any just demands had been retained by 
us more than twenty years, nearly thirty years—money which we de- 
manded long ago from an unwilling but yielding nation, and from which 
we made payments upon every claim that any American. could invent, 
and at last had to send back a great sum to the Chinese Government; 
and in that case no Chinese official was ever permitted to look into the 
evidences on which our demand was based. 

The gentleman from California says these amounts pro to be 
paid to victims are extravagant—$200 or $300 each for all that men 
had on earth; men who were wounded, driven from their homes, thrown 
back while wounded into their burning houses and burned alive; others 
escaping to the mountains, robbed, bare, and outcast! More than seven 
hundred of these unhappy memwere thus outraged; and the gentle- 
man thinks the sum of $147,000 is extravagant. 

The gentleman says that for the outrages committed in this case no 
American citizen is responsible. Were they not accessories to these 
crimes after the fact? Is there no responsibility resting upon the coro- 
ner and a jury of American citizens who thoughtit fitting to puta jest 
into their finding upon this horrible crime, who said, in what should 
have been the solemn finding of the coroner’s jury upon the charred 


bodies of men wounded by murderers who boasted of it and thrown © 


into the flames of their houses, that they thought ‘‘ the said parties 
must have come to their death by fire.” 

Where is there redress if not here for these unhappy people? Can 
they sue their murderers and robbers before courts where justice is ad- 
ministered to Chinamen in such horrible mockery of justice? Only the 
Government can help them. 

We have demanded of the Chinese Government pay for injuries by 
mobs and all other forms of injury to individual Americans. I coul 
occupy your time until the sun goes down in reciting the cases. The 
are innumerable; they run through almost every year of our inter- 
course with China since 1844. We have presented bills in enormous 
amounts for losses in household furniture and for personal injuries. 
We did not ask $200 per injured man as damages. For example, an 
American named Edwards, in Canton, at a time when the British and 
the Chinese were in hostility, was mistaken for an Englishman. One 
of our anglo-maniacs would have been flattered by the mistake [laugh- 
ter], but Edwards was not. They put him in irons, hurried him to 
prison, and kept him there till near night, when the mistake was dis- 
covered and he was liberated, the mandarins expressing their sorrow 
forthe occurrence. Our minister presented a bill in that case for $31,- 
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. 
600, and it was paid. How many millions would this resolution require 
= seven hundred and sixty-four outraged Chinamer by that rule of 
value? 

Take another instance. A missionary, Mr. Corbett, went off 130 
miles from the treaty port where he had been stationed. A mob there 
maltreated him and injured his property. He was engaged in preach- 

‘ing the gospel of peace. He complained of the violence which he had 
suffered, and our Christian nation sent a consul and a vessel to settle 
the occurrence. The Chinamen were dragged 140 miles from their 
homes. Twenty-eight of them were punished; some by being beaten 
with the bamboo, some receiving forty blows, some sixty, some eighty. 
Others wereimprisoned. The whole claim of the missionary for all his 
losses was. paid in full; and the Chinese authorities were commanded 
to announce that hereafter the gospel of peace should be proclaimed 
without molestation. 

In that stern fashion the Chinese Government punished those who 
troubled an American; in that liberal spirit they indemnified him for 
all losses. Shall we cavil now at this bill? The Christian nations pass 
by the Chinese courts contemptuously, though our commissioner says 
they are faithful and punctual, and make their demands on the gov- 
ernment, which has to pay them. ‘They have yielded to force to admit 
the vile opium trafic. All they do is yield and pay. Their knowl- 
edge of foreign nations is all painful and humiliating. 

Is it wonderful that Chinese writers find some justification for that 
national distrust and often hatred of foreigners that pervades the bor- 
ders of China where foreigners are known? 

Is it not most ungracious in us, after the high and hard demands we 
have made upon China for every bruise or insult an American has suf- 
fered, to haggle over this resolution to pay $147,000 for the losses of 
more than seven hundred people driven from their homes, shot, their 
dwellings burned, they themselves in some instances murdered as they 
fled, or dragging their wounded limbs and starving to death afterward 
upon the sterile mountains? The property lost by these people was 
their all. The President, in his message, says the investigation into the 
losses by the Chinese consuls and the agents of the United States was 
impartial and their report truthfal. Shall the survivors of those out- 
rages go to the courts? What one among these timid creatures would 
dare face almost certain death by going into a court-house to sue these 
ruffians? The courts afford no remedy for Chinese. Fancy those un- 
happy mees drawing near a court of justice in California! [Ap- 
plause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hirt] has expired. 

Mr. BELMONT. I now yield seven minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. WORTHINGTON]. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, it is not claimed this reso- 
lution is based upon any treaty stipulation or any well-established 
principle of international law. Nor, on the other hand, can I assent 
at all to the expression of the Executive in his message calling favora- 
ble attention to this subject, in which he speaks of the action here pro- 

as ‘‘ wholly gratuitous and resorted to in a spirit of pure gener- 
osity.’’? If I believed the action was based solely on gratuitous and 
generous motives I should certainly vote against this proposition. But 
I believe, sir, there are cogent reasons for its adoption, and inthe short 
time given to me I can but advert to some of them without attempting 
to amplify or defend them. 

In the first place, it is a matter of policy a resolution of this kind 
should be passed. Gentlemen must not forget we have nearly one 
thousand American residents in China, with hundreds of thousands of 
dollars invested there. The same prejudices which exist here against 
Chinese in China exist against American residents. If we failto make 
some reparation for damages done to Chinese residents here, itis but nat- 
ural in the cities of China, in the densely populated quarters in which our 
American residents live there, the Chinese will be actuated by the same 
feelings which actuated these assailants of Chinese in Wyoming, and 
our residents will suffer therefrom. 4 

But it is evident it is the desire of our people that more strict laws 
be passed against Chinese immigration. The e: ience of the last 
twenty-five years has demonstrated that Chinese rers are unwel- 
come in this country. We never want to see the day when our Amer- 
ican laborers shall live in the manner in which the Chinese live, Nor 
do we want to see the day come when they will compete with them by 
living in that way. : 

Now, if that is true, it is certainly right, while we propose to go to the 
very verge of treaty stipulations in excluding Chinese, we should at 
least manifest the same degree of fairness and liberality in settling for 
damages which have been done to them that they have shown in paying 
for damages done to American citizens. 

It is very true there is no precedent on the part of America for paying 
damages in the shape of indemnity to Chinese, but there is example on 
the part of Chinese we as a Christain nation may do well to follow. 

Gentlemen must not forget that in 1858 $738,000 was paid by the 
Chinese Government to be used for the purpose of indemnity for dam- 
ages suffered by Americans. It ought not to be forgotten the 
were estimated solely by a commission of America, by which no Chinese 
were employed at all, and that, after canvassing and giving to every 


claimant every damage he claimed, and to which the commissioners be- 
lieved he was entitled, there was a surplus, as declared by Mr. Ward 
in the following language: 

On the 26th of January, 1860, Minister Ward transmitted to the Secretary of 
State the following report of the commission, and said, as far as I have been able 
to learn every claimant is content with the amount awarded. Certainly such 
ought to be the fact, and yet the amount secured by the treaty will not be ex- 
hausted, but after paying every just demand against the Chinese Government 
there will be a surplus of more t $200,000, 

Now, after the commission had granted every amount there wascnough 
in excess to warrant Congress, as I understand, by its action finally, out 
of this amount to appropriate the further sum of $151,259 for demands 
our own commission had absolutely refused to allow. i 

We boast we are a Christian nation. We think we are on a plane of 
civilization higher than the Chinese. We send our missionaries to 
heathen China to convert the Chinese. Shall it be avowed and said we 
will allow them to be murdered in Christian America and will refuse 
to make that reparation which Chiha amply gave for damages suffered 
by our citizens resident in China? 

I, for one, while fully acknowledging we are not bound by any treaty 
stipulations, we are not bound by any principle of international law, am 
willing to base my action on the broad principles of equity and of that 
comity which ought to control the intercourse between the United States 
and China now as heretofore, and be willing as a Christian to follow 
the example these heathens, as we call them, have setus. [Applause.] 

I do not wish to consume any further time. 

Mr. BELMONT. I wish now to yield for five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rick]. I would like to know, be- 
fore taking my seat, how much time I have remaining. 

t The CHAIRMAN. There are only five minutes of the time remain- 


ing. 

Mr. RICE. I ask by unanimous consent, as the time has been taken 
up out of the hour allowed by the committee by interruptions, I may 
have five minutes in addition to the five minutes remaining of the hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The gentleman's time can be taken to-morrow. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the unanimity with 
which the Committee on Foreign Affairs reported this bill to the House 
seems to me to be followed bysimilar unanimity on the part of the House, 
which seems almost unanimous in its support; and yet, sir, I am un- 
willing to let it go that we are passing this bill as an act of benevolence 
or as anything else than an act of international obligation. 

My friend who has just taken his seat [Mr. WORTHINGTON ] says that 
there is no international law resting upon this Government to demand 
from it the passage of this bill of indemnity to these foreigners, who 
were within our borders by our invitation and the treaty rights, and 
yet who were subjected to violence and loss by persons also under our 
jurisdiction and within the limits of our territory. 

I say, sir, that our obligation to indemnify the victims of this vio- 
lence rests upon well-established international law, in which, neither 
when we go to the authorities nor when we search the precedents, can 
there be found a single break. I am unable, sir, within the limited 
time at my disposal to state this rule of international law in my own 
language, and, therefore, take it from Vattel, summed up in a single 
sentence: x 


If a nation refuses or fails to pass the laws necessary to restrain its citizens 
from aggressions upon other states, or upon their citizens, or if such laws have 
been enacted and the officers of the state neglect to enforce them, and such ag- 
gressions by individuals result therefrom, the state is unquestionably responsi- 
ble for the injury. 

One gentleman asked, are we more responsible for these injuries than 
if they had been done to our own citizens? I answer, yes, sir; we are. 
Our own citizens are a part of our body-politic. They look to our domes- 
tic laws for protection. But when foreigners from other states come to 
this land they are not obliged to look to our domestic municipal laws; 
they appeal to that great code of international Jaw which is recognized 
by every Christian nation on earth. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 3 ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour having expired, the committee will 
now rise. 5 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union having had under consideration joint resolu- 
tion H. Res. 147 had come to no resolution thereon. n 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the Army appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the Army appropriation bill. There 
eet amendment pending, the Clerk will report the next section of 

e bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Incidental expenses: For postage; cost of telegrams on official business re- 
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ceived and sent 
the direction of Q 


the interment of officers 


officers and soldiers; hire of laborers in the Quartermaster’s 
ag ape of forage and fen ey masters authorized by the act of July 5, 1838; 
or the apprehension, securing, and delivering of deserters, and the expenses 

incident to their pursuit; and for the eaaa as a aerator required for the 
_ several ts of cavalry, the batteries of light artillery, and such companies 

of infantry and scouts as may be mounted, and for the trains, to wit: Hire of 
veterinary surgeons, medicine for horses and mules, picket-ropes, blacksmith's 
tools and materials, horseshoes and blackmith’s tools for the cavalry service, 
and for the shoeing of horses and mules, and such additional expenditures as 
are necessary and authorized by law in the movement and operations of the 
Army, and not expressly assigned to any other department, „000: Provi 
‘That $250,000 of the appropriation for ingidental expenses, or so much thereo! 
as shall be necessary, shall be set aside for the payment of enlisted men on 
extra duty at constant labor of not less than ten days; but no such payment 
° SANI DATS A ANI FEON TRIS, DEE AAY IDAN MA BERA by law for the of 
persons employed and the work done, 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to this 


section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 5 

Amend by adding after the word “ soldiers,” in line 267, the words “ author- 
ized office furniture.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRAGG. I offer the additional amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tn line 268, after the words “ Quartermaster's Department," insert “including 
the hire of interpreters, and guides for the Army, compensation of clerks 
and other employés of the officers of the Quartermaster’s Department." 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For purchase of horses for the cavalry and artillery and for the Indian scouts, 
and for such infantry as may be mounted, $130,000: Provided, That the number 
of horses pw under this appropriation, added to the number on hand, 
shall not at any time exceed the number of enlisted men and Indian scouts in 


Department; com- 


the mounted service; and that no part of this appropriation shall be paid out 
me Era hfe peg Se Rag FAB 
rm: rs + 
the direction and authority of the Secretary of War, 
Mr. CANNON. I move a formal amendment for the of ask- 
ing the gentleman in charge of this bill a question, I notice that the 


amountappropriated by the paragraph is $130,000, a decrease of $50,000 
in the appropriation for like service for the current year. I would be 
glad to know of the gentleman the cause of the decrease, and as to 
whether the service can be carried on properly for the amount recom- 
mended by the bill; also whether it is likely there will be a deficiency 
for this service next year, 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the interrogatory of the 
gentleman from Illinois, I can say that the figures fixed here by the com- 
mittee, $130,000, were based upon the expenditures of the preceding 
year pro rata. Those figures show that the requirements for the De- 
partment during the coming fiscal year would be amply met by the 
amount appropriated, in view of the expenditures for the past year, to 
meet its requirements for the current year; and I was assured by the 
Quartermaster-General that he would be able to get through with that 
amount of money. 

Mr. CANNON. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Army transportation: For transportation of the Army,including baggage of 
the enter n eag aip er ng by land or water; of AIOR A maryla 
rison equipage from the depots of Philadelphia and Jeffersonville to the several 

ts and Army depots, and from those depots to the troops in the field; of 

orse re arena and of subsistence stores from the places of purchase and 
from the places of delivery, under contract, to such places as the circumstances 
of the service may require them to be sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, 
= arms sous the Punanen arora sored oda kye e Stations, front- 

posts, and rm e ; fre w a erriages; the pur- 

chase and hire of vaulen, oxen. and harn and the and senate of 
wagons, carts, and drays, and of ships and other sea-going vessels and boats re- 
quired for the transportation of supplies and peearcincy purposes; for dra 
and cartage at the several ; hire of teamsters; extra-duty pay of enlisted 
men driving fams, cee means of transportation, and employed ns train- 
masters, and in opening roads and building wharves; transportation of the 
funds of the pay and other disbursing departments; the ẹ nses of sailin 

ublic transports on the various rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic an 
Pacific; for procuring water at such posts as from their situation require it to 
be brought from a distance; and for the disposal of se and drair „and 
for clearing roads, and for removing obstruction from roa: rs, and rivers 
to the extent which may be required for the actual operation of troops in the 
field, in all $2,800,000; Provided, That the whole number of civilian employés, 
including agents, superintendents, mechanics, and train-masters paid from the 
algal once pi for transportation of the Army shall not at any one time here- 

ter exceed one thousand, nor shall any of said employés be graded for salary 
above fourth-class clerks as graded and fixed in Army Regulations. 


Mr. BRAGG. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


- arg 212, strike out the words “‘ mules, oxen" and insert “ draught and pack 
animals.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CANNON. I believe there is a decrease bere in the amount of 


this item as compared with the act for the current year of $100,000. I 
would be glad to-know the reason for that decrease. 

Mr. BRAGG. The reason for the decrease is that on consultation 
with the Quartermaster-General, and after an examination of the nec- 
essary expenses of the past year, it was concluded we could get along 
with this sum of money. 

Mr. CANNON. The department is satisfied? 

Mr. BRAGG, Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to an omission in the proviso as compared with the present 
law. ‘The proviso commencing in line 329 is as follows: 

Provided, 'That the whole number of civil 
perintendents, mechanics, and req ented “ar am R eens oe 

The words ‘ packers and teamsters’’ are omitted. 
man if the omission is intentional? 

Mr. BRAGG. That is an oversight in making the copy of the bill. 
I move to amend by inserting, after the word ‘‘ mechanics,’’ the words 
‘t packers, teamsters.’’ : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VIELE. I moveto amend by striking out on page 14, line 333, 
all the words after ‘‘ thousand ” to the end of the h. 

The Clerk read the words proposed to be stricken out, as follows: 

Norshall any of said employés be graded for salary above fourth-class clerks 
as graded and fixed in Army tlations. 

Mr. VIELE. The purposeof this amendment is to restore the maxi- 
mum of pay allowed to civilian clerks to the same as is now allowed; 
that is $1,800 a year. These clerks are a few civilian employés of the 
War Department. Asa rule they are men of ability far in excess of 
the pay which they receive. 

The report of a competent board of officers made to the War Depart- 
ment in 1879 was emphatic in its declaration that the clerks of the 
Quartermaster’s Department received as a rule a lower compensation 
than is paid to persons of the same ability in other departments of 
life. All the principal cities of the United States were visited by that 
board; and the management in the commercial houses showed that the 
clerks received salaries from the merchants far in excess of those paid 
to employés of the Quartermaster’s Department. 

The present maximum rate is the pay of a fifth-class clerk. I pro- 
pose to restore that by this amendment. These men as a rule are men 
of high intelligence and probity. Ido not think you will find any of 
them following bank presidents and bank cashiers to the penitentiary. 

Mr. BRAGG. I sincerely hope this amendment will not be adopted. 
We have already passed the clause which fixes the pay of the clerks in 
the Commissary Department of the fourth class. The clerks in each 
of these departments performing the same duty should receive the same 
pay. 

There are two reasons why this amendment should not be adopted. 
The first is, when we pay $1,600 to a clerk in the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment we are paying him, in my judgment, more money than he can 
earn for the same labor in any other place in this world. If there are 
so many fine places with better salaries for the same amount of labor 
weshould not have these men applying all the time for us to keep them 
where they are. The difference between the kind of labor they do and 
the kind of labor that an employé in a large mercantile establishment 
does, if you make your estimate from that and reason by analogy what 
the price should be, is very considerable. These men have very much 
shorter hours. They have no responsibility at all. They are simply 
machines. They are mere copyists, and $1,600 a year is more in my 
judgment than they can earn anywhere else. 

Now, how many of them are there? There are fifty-four of these 
clerks in the Quartermaster’s Department. Whoarethey? They are 
the class of confidential clerks who have grown up to be as it were 
brevet officers in the several bureaus. They are the men who super- 
intend the abstracts, the returns, and the vouchers, and all that sort 
of thing; in gther words, they are the identical men that do the duty 
that the officer himself ought todo. In my judgment, these fifty- 
four clerks can be dispensed with; and by abolishing that grade of 
clerks, by refusing to pay for it, we will, in my judgment, dispense 
with the fifty-four clerks and call upon the officersto do the duty which 
they ought to do themselves, 

What is the result of allowing these confidential clerks to remain in 
the position they occupy? There is scarcely a session of Congress in 
which we are not called upon to settle a quartermaster’s account or a 
paymaster’s account or acommissary’s account. What for? Because 
A B, who had been for fifteen years in the Department and had been 
trusted as a confidential clerk, had been forwarding the vouchers and 
making the abstracts without the knowledge of the chief, who should 
have done it, and after the affair comes to be investigated and exam- 
ined in the passing of the accounts through the Auditor's office it is 
detected there that false certificates, false estimates, false vouchers have 
been returned withont the knowledge of the chief; and he comes to 
us to ask us to relieve him. Why? Because the custom of his de- 
partment had been such that that class of duty had been intrusted to 
a subordinate when he should have done it himself. > 

Iwant these gentlemen upon the staff to learn that their offices are 


I ask the gentle- 
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not sinecures, that they are to do a portion of the work and to supervise 


it all, and for that reason I hope this amendment will not prevail. 
Mr. VIELE addressed the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 
Mr. VIELE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. I 
desire to read an extract from the report of the board of officers to 
which I have referred: 
Comparing the work performed by the oh ar grade of clerical labor above re- 


hig’ 

than peer rast fs tal- 
ent, fidelity, and experience command in civil life. As evidence of this 
fact, it seems proper to here record the opinions of disinterested parties as to 
the value of the services of the two clerks employed in the office of the depot 
commissary in Chicago. and of the transportation clerk in the office of the depot 
quartermaster in New York. ni narty, A of the latter, the general ticket 

of the Hudson River and New York Central Railroad Company said, volun- 
tarily and without being questioned in reference to him, that he was a most 
zealous and competent man, and that by his knowledge. rience, and shrewd- 
ness he saved the Government ann y thousands of do! and when asked 
what his services were worth, replied unhesitatingly that to any man or cor- 


poration needi men meray such ch and acquirements he 
would be worth iom $2,500 to $3,000 a year. 


And that is the class of men that gentlemen here insist shall be paid 
only $1,600 a year. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Will my friend from New York inform the com- 
mittee what the document is that he has just read from? 

Mr. VIELE. It is a report made by a board of officers appointed by 
the Secretary of War to visit the commercial cities of the United States 
and compare the prices paid to clerks in commercial houses with those 
paid to the clerks in the Commissary Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now will the gentleman tell us by what authority 
the Secretary of War organized that board with the view to compel us 
to pay higher salaries ? : 

Mr. VIELE. He organized it, I presume, in the intelligent admin- 
istration of his Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I guess there is no authority for it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I have but one word more to say on 
this subject. The very circular or report which has been read demon- 
strates exactly what I have heretofore said to the committee, namely, 
that the business of that depot is all done by a clerk—— 

Mr. VIELE. Then he ought to be paid for it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Although we have therea captain, a major, a lienten- 
ant-colonel, and a colonel. What do they do? 

Mr. VIELE. I never saw them idle. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, the object I have in view, asI said be- 
fore, in restricting this class of clerks is to put the shoulder-strap man 
in there to do some of the work, and not have his office a sinecure. 

Mr. VIELE. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr, VIELE, 
striking out the words ‘‘ nor shall any of said employés be graded for 
salary above fourth-class clerks as graded and fixed in Army regula- 
tions,’’ and it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Arrears of Army transportation on certain ree oh ver phew apa For the pay- 
ment of Army rtation lawfully a such land-grant railroads as have 
not received aid in Government bonds, to be adjusted by the proper accounti 
officers in accordance with the decisions of the Supreme Court in cases decid 
under such land-grant acts; but in no case shall more that 50 per cent. of the 
full amount of the service be paid: Provided, That such compensation shall be 
computed upon the basis of the tariff rates for like transportation performed 
for th =< in full for all demands for such 
services, $35,000. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inquire of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] whether this amount will be sufficient to 
pay for this service for the next year. I grant that it may not make 
much difference whether it is sufficient or not, as the service will doubt- 
less be performed and will be paid for by a deficiency appropriation; 
but I desire to know whether the gentleman has inquired about the 
matter, and, if so, the result of that inquiry. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, representing the committee, I called 
upon the Quartermaster-General, and I have here an abstract—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin what this expression “‘ arrears of Army trans- 
portation on certain land-grant railroads ° means? 

Mr. BRAGG. The ‘‘arrears”’ there embodied are a legacy sent down 
to us from a committee of which my distinguished friend was formerly 
chairman. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It has not come down from any committee of which 
I was ever chairman. 

Mr. BRAGG. The railways have their accounts pending and in 
course of settlement through the different auditing offices of the Gov- 
ernment. They are not paid promptly. Those that are paid this year 
may be for the Army transportation of last year, or even of the year 
previous. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then, as I understand it, this provision is for a 
deficiency. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Not at all. z 

Mr. BRAGG. No,sir. It is an appropriation that is carried right 
along in this bill as it has been carried heretofore. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has the money been already earned? 

Mr. BRAGG. The money has been earned. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then if the money has been already earned, as I 
understand it this is not an appropriation for the service for the next 


year. 

Mr. BRAGG. Not specifically. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do you provide here for the service which may be 
rendered during the next fiscal year when you limit the payment to 
+f » which means money already earned ? 

Mr. BRAGG. I think not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then there is no provision in this bill for the serv- 
ice of the next fiscal year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There has been no deficiency sent down for the 


present year. è 

Mr. HISCOCK. This is certainly a deficiency if it is for the service 
of last year. i 

Mr. BRAGG. This is a standing appropriation which comes in this 
form in all the Army bills, because the vouchers for this service are 
not adjusted and sent in for payment until the year after the service is 
rendered, or sometimes longer than that after the money has been 
earned, so that the account is carried on in this way. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then, as I understand you, this service has always 
been settled for a year after it has been rendered? ` 

Mr. BRAGG. That is as soon as it has been settled for. Very often 
the settlement has not been so soon as that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For quarters for veterinary surgeons, post quartermaster-sergeants, commis- 
sary-sergeants, and ordnance-sergeants, $20,000, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move pro forma to strike out the paragraph just 
read. I notice that this appropriation of $20,000, and the two succeed- 
ing appropriations—one of $10,000 for chapels, school-houses, and libra- 
ries, and one of $10,000 for shelter, and shooting-galleries and ranges 
and repairs thereof—these three items, covering $40,000, are new sub- 
jects of appropriation, and I trust the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BRAGG] will explain the necessity for entering upon a new field of ex- 
penditure. ; 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, it is certainly a new field of appro- 
priation to provide persons with something to live under in order to 
d their duties. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yet these are new fields of expenditure—new 
items. 

Mr. BRAGG. They are. These expenditures are estimated for by 
the Secretary of War in his estimates for the support of the Army. By 
turning to page 99 of the estimates you will find an estimate— 

For quarters for veterinary surgeons, post quartermaster-sefgeants, commis- 
sary-sergeants, and ordnance-sergeants, $25,000. 

Now the object of this is to provide for the non-commissioned offi- 
cers distinct quarters belonging to their class, We have followed the 
estimate of the Secretary of War, (reducing the amount $5,000), be- 
cause the committee were fully satisfied that this class of non-commis- 
sioned officers should have this provision made for them at the posts, 
which are permanent, 

Mr. HOLMAN. They now pay rent. 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir; they are now stowed away in something 
that they have to pay rent for. 

As for chapels, school-houses, and libraries, I suppose the gentleman 
from Indiana can understand the use of these as well as I—perhaps 
very much better. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The question I put to the gentleman was as to the 
occasion for entering upon this new field of expenditure. I admit that 
the War Department is always, or very generally, estimating for some 
new items of diture. The only question I make is how it hap- 
pens that just at this time those three items, amounting to $40,000, 
become necessary ? 

Mr. BRAGG. It happens because the estimate is submitted to a 
committee, who have attempted to investigate the subject, and in their 
judgment have determined that this is a very proper and necessary ap- 
propriation to be made for the welfare and efficiency of the Army; and 
being ch. with this duty, they have reported the appropriation, 

Mr. HOLMAN. What about the last item? 

For shelter and shooting-gallery, and ranges and repairs thereof, $10,000, 


Does the gentleman deem that necessary ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Ido. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They have got along without it thus far, 

Mr. BRAGG, Letme explain to the gentleman from Indiana. When 
you ask the opinion of a military man upon the efficiency of a soldier, 
he will tell you thatin his judgment it makes bnt very little difference 
whether a man carries a broomstick or a musket on his shoulder, pro- 
vided he does not know how to use’the musket. Now, the necessity 
of encouraging our troops in target practice has attracted a t deal 
of attention. It has been thought desirable that they s all be- 


come, as far as practicable, skilled marksmen, that they may be in acon- 
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dition on the frontier to meet the Indian, who is a skilled marksman. 
For this reason there have been constituted throughout the Army rifle 
teams; there have been offered medals, badges, and rewards for the best 
shot in the several rifle teams throughout the Army. The object of 
this has been to create a spirit of rivalry and competition. The pur- 
pose of this appropriation is to provide a covered place—you may call 
it a gallery—where this practice in shooting can go on at the different 
posts in stormy as well as in pleasant weather. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My only reason for calling attention to the matter 
was that it is so unusual an item; and the shooting, which is of course 
at long range, is now done at all the posts in the air. I have 
never before observed this estimate, although it may have been sub- 
mitted. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin refers to the fact that our men should 
be just as good marksmen as the Indians whom they fight. I presume 
they are. At any rate I do not suppose the Indian has the benefit of 
a sheltered shooting-gallery in which to practice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana withdraw his 
amendment ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For manufacture of arms at the national armories, $300,000: Provided, That no 
clerk paid from the appropriation for the Ordnance Department shall receive as 
salary or compensation a pe sum per month than the salary of a fourth- 
class clerk as graded and fixed in the Army Regulations, 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I make the point of order against that proviso, 
and my point of order is this: there is no such proyision as that con- 
tained in the Army appropriation for last year, and this provision is 
contrary to existing law, there being a law fixing the salary of clerks 
at the Armories, contained in 18 Statutes at Large, in act passed June 
23, 1874. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair inquires of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs what is the present compensation of clerks 
in this section. 

Mr. BRAGG. Sixteen hundred and fifty dollars, 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the pay of a fourth-class clerk? 

Mr. BRAGG. Sixteen hundred dollars. 

Mr. LONG. It will be noticed this proviso differs from others where 
there has been a ruling of the Chair, inasmuch as it is not a limitation 
of the amount appropriated, but a special provision changing the law 
so these employés shall not receive the amount of their present salary. 

Mr. BRAGG. The proviso here is that no clerk paid from the ap- 
propriation for the Ordnance ment shall receive as salary —— 

Mr. HOLMAN. From this appropriation. 

Mr. BRAGG. That is, from this appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion this isa general law, 
and would be in force during the current year, for which this sum is 
provided. . 

Mr. BRAGG. I move to strike out the words “‘ for the Ordnance De- 
partment” and insert the words ‘‘ from this appropriation ;’’. so it will 
reag: $ 

Provided, That no clerk paid from this appropriation shall receive as salary 
or compensation a r sum per month than the salary ofa fourth-class clerk, 
as graded and fixed under the Army regulations, 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I did not hear the Chair’s decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustained the point of order, but the 
gentleman from Wisconsin now moves an amendment which he hasin- 
dicated. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. What is the amendment? 

The C . He moves to strike out the words “for the Ord- 
nance ent, ” and to insert ‘‘ this’’ instead of ‘‘the;’’ so it will 
read ‘‘to be paid from this appropriation,” &c. 

Mr. LONG. I raise the question of order against that amendment. 
Tt is not a limitation of the appropriation. The provision is ‘‘no clerk 
shall receive as salary or compensation a greater sum per month than 
the salary of a fourth-classclerk.”? It is ac hange of law, in that it pro- 
vides he shall not receive a salary of more than $1,600, whereas the 
present law is that he shall receive $1,650. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I have not heard what has just been said, but I 
raise the point of order on the amendment of the gentleman from Wis- 


consin. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the point of order come too late? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Lone] 
also made the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There has been some discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman on the left raised the point of 
order as soon as the amendment was offered. 

Mr. LONG. I did make the same point of order against the amend- 
ment. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwish to beheard for one moment. This provision 
is that no portion of the money appropriated by this paragraph shall be 
expended in the employment of clerks of a higher grade than fourth- 
class clerks. Would any m doubt that is a simple limitation of 
the appropriation? Yet that is almost exactly in substance the lan- 
guage of the pending proposition. It seems to be a limitation of this 
expenditure of money. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest as a test that the amendment instead of 
providing for what the law fixes as the salary or compensation of those 
employés they shall only receive as compensation so much. 

Mr. LONG. There is another test. It is provided here these em- 
ployés shall receive only so much, and not the sum provided by law. 
That is the new law in the amendment. ‘That is to be his compensa- 


tion. If the clerk accepts it he will not have any claim against the 
Government for any balance due him. Apply the test which has been 
applied before. If this proviso is adopted then certainly he could not 
maintain a suit in the Court of Claims for more than the salary of a 
fourth-class clerk. Therefore the law is changed. It is not a limita- 
tion, but a change of the law, which would defeat his rights in the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let me ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts if he has examined the late decision of the Supreme 
Court in the case of Mr. Langston, minister to Hayti; and I ask the 
question because possibly the language in that case may cover the point 
made here. , 

Mr. LONG.. I have not examined it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Nor have I examined it, but 
I understand that in his case the Committee on Appropriations appropri- 
ated $5,000 to pay his salary as minister, without changing the act of 
Congress which fixed the salary at $7,500. Minister gston sued 
for the balance of his salary and the claim was allowed by the Court 
of Claims, and the decision, which was taken to the Supreme Court, 
has been affirmed, as I understand, by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. LONG. Ihave not examined that case. In this case it isa 
provision that no clerk paid from this specific appropriation shall re- 
ceive such and such a salary. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is the point here, the language being as now 
proposed— 

Provided, That no clerk paid from this appropriation shall receive as salary or 
inna ta a er sum per month than the salary of a fourth-class clerk as 
ed and fixed in the Army Regulations. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. My inquiry of the gentle- 
man was whether in the Langston case the same language was used. 
I am not familiar with the case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; in that case this language is not adopted; but 
it was simply an appropriation of so much money to pay the salary, 
which was less than the amount fixed by the law. 

Mr, BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I did not know that it was possible 
so much criticism could be made upon language which produces ex- 
actly the same results. ‘This provides ‘‘ that no clerk paid from this 
appropriation ’’—that is, that no one shall be paid from the money 
appropriated under this act a greater sum than the salary of a fourth- 
class clerk as graded and fixed in the Army regulations. It is simply 
a limitation upon the use of the money in making the payments, that 
and nothing else. 

Mr. LONG. But, if the gates will observe, it goes further now 
in the proviso than that. It says that he shall not receive it from any 
appropriation. 

r. BRAGG. No, sir. 

Mr. LONG. That no clerk shall receive a salary greater per month 
than that of a fourth-class clerk. 

Mr. BRAGG. That no clerk paid from ‘‘this appropriation; ” that” 
is, the appropriation for the Ordnance Bureau. 

Mr. LONG. What other clerk is there except the one paid from this 
appropriation? 

Mr. BRAGG. None. - 

Mr. LONG. Then no clerk can receive a greater salary than the 
salary of a fourth-class clerk, as graded and fixed in the Army regula- 
tions, if this provision is adopted. 

Mr. BRAGG. But that provision to which the gentleman refers 
will die with the bill for the current year. 

Mr. LONG. If you say he shall not receive from this appropriation 
a greater salary it would be right; but you go further and say that no 
clerk paid from this appropriation shall receive such and such a salary. 

Mr. BRAGG. LI intend to limit the disbursement of this money to 
a certain purpose. 

Mr. LONG. You have done that; but you do more than that, and 
that is the reason the point of order is made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment as 
now submitted is subject to some doubt as to its proper construction; 
but is of opinion that the construction placed upon it by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts on the left [Mr. Lona] is correct, that it 
does preclude the right of recovery for a ter amountof salary than 
that which would be fixed by the bill. It therefore changes existing 
law to that extent. In other words, if he takes pay out of any part of 
this appropriation he takes it in full of the salary. 

Mr. BRAGG. I would be very glad if the Chair would speak so 
that he could be heard in this part of the Hall. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will repeat the ruling. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not the Chair assuming that the salaries are fixed 
by law ? 

Me BRAGG. This salary is fixed by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was so informed. 
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Mr. HOLMAN, -They are fixed by regulation. 1" tk 

Mr. BRAGG. a this is arg Me law. Te Sranan anan = 
the gentleman will search, succeed getting a e rougi 
aren than four lines, a little innocent bill, some years ago, which 
fixed these salaries by statute. What was the ruling of the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that the proviso was subject 
to two constructions, but that in the opinion of the Chair the construc- 
tion placed upon it by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lox] 
was the correct one, which is to the effect that by receiving the com- 
pensation appropriated in this bill a clerk could not receive a greater 
compensation for his services in the courts; and if received at all it was 
to be received in full satisfaction of all claims for such service. 

Mr. BRAGG. ‘That is assuming that an officer of the Government 
in charge of the Springfield armory might desire to hire a clerk at a 
higher rate than he is allowed by the law to Bey 

The CHAIRMAN. No; it is simply that clerk employed would 
be entitled to the salary fixed by law for this service; and the Chairsus- 
tains the point of order as to the proviso. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 466 strike out the word “three,” and insert the word “ four;”? so as to 


make itread r 
" For the manufacture of arms at the national armories, $400,000.” 


Mr. ROCKWELL. When this bill was under general debate last 


Saturday I showed from the official statements that the armory had saved | | 


to the Government during the late war more than twice its entire cost 
since its establishment in 1795. \ I also proved from the official reports 
that the Springfield rifle as now made at the armory is the best service 
rifle in existence. These facts are not disputed. “ Mr. Chairman, a few 
words as to the reasons that underlie this aniendment. There being at 
present but one national armory at which arms are manufactured the 
whole amount, $400,000, has been allotted to the Springfield armory. 
This amount has been for four years past appropriated, and greatly to 
the advantage of the United States in an increased production and re- 
duced cost per arm, and to the workmen employed in eon aes 

m of less 


prosecu 
turn this labor adrift, to deprive itself of the skill and system, 
the growth of years under its own patronage, would be a suicidal policy 
for the Government. The armory is now on about the lowest plane 
possible as to number of men and expense for the character of produc- 
tion public establishments in this country are expected to turn out. 
Less money means a more costly rifle, or an inferior one, depending 
upon the number made. It is no economy to reduce appropriations 
beyond a certain limit—a limit already reached in the amount appro- 
priated for several years past—for the production will be curtailed v 
materially and the cost largely increased. If an appropriation requi- 
site to keep it up in all its departments to the highest standard is 
wanting, decay, detrimental alike to workmen and Government, must 
result. About an average of four hundred and sixty men—all kinds, 
skilled and unskilled—is certainly a small force for such an establish- 
ment as this. It is but a mere nucleus and should not be allowed to 
deteriorate, but kept in the highest state of efficiency as the basis to 
work upon in the time of need. How soon that time may come who 
is wise enough to say? ‘The statement that a reserve of one hundred 
and fifty thousand arms is enough for a nation of fifty-six million peo- 
ple, with its six million militiamen, carries an absurdity on its face. 
It is said we can buy arms in case of need. Wars in these days ma 
end in two months and:before arms can be made under contract. e 
can not buy in time nor what we want. | The rifles made outside of the 
armory under contract during the late war cost $9 apiece more than those 
_, made at the armory, and were inferior.. Our small army is an expen- 
sive one in the matter of small-arms; and between its expenditure and 
the number eoputles to the States under the law of 1808 for arming 
and equipping the militia this reserve of one hundred and fifty thousand 
would soon—so soon as tosurprise very much the gentlemen who think 
it eno ppear if production be stopped or much curtailed. Jm- 


proved methods, machinery, and excellent supervision have reduced the 

cost of the rifleand consequently increased the yearly production. | Last | because the approved 

year over forty thousand rifles and other arms were made, and the prod- 

uct of this year willbe about thesame. ‘The cost last year for the pres- 
XVU—278, . 


>, 
” 


ent rifle was less than $12, the lowest yet reached, and so low that it 
would be safe tosay no private firms in this country could have equaled 
it. During the civil war as high. as $20-was paid to private firms for in- 
ferior muzzile-loading muskets of the Springfield pattern. |’ 

{Here the hammer fell. Joo ho» u, Ara BOE Laks 

Mr. HISCOCK was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. ROCK- 
WELL. i 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, I urge this matter because I have 
examined into itand because I believe thatitis publiceconomy to main- 
tain the Springfield armory upon the basis upon which itis now main- 
tained. And I am sustained in that proposition by a note which gen- 
tlemen will find in the Book of Estimates for this year on the 101st 
and which I will read for the information of the committee. It fully 
sustains the proposition that I have been advocating: 


ents for nse in i ubli ney and propert; 
St fiz}, Ths inoreaved.ocet of thee present 
eap- 
gerous t 
Petes pay et July 1, 1885, subject to issue, but poh mete pint pei mna 
dred and twenty-two breech-loading rifles and carbines 
It is of the most vital importance to the nation: that the manufacture of arms 
by this Department be steadily continued, in quantities sufficient to render a 
gradual accumulation of them in store a certainty. ‘The namber of small-arms 
on hand should never be less than 500,000, i7 s 

Now I say, Mr. Chairman, that the action of this còmmitteë`is not 
based upon the recommendation of the Department. For the Depart- 
ment recommended for this appropriation the sum of $500,000.. The 
sum last was placed at $400,000 because it was thought that 
nearly $100,000 would be taken out of the militia law of 1808. 

Now I am told, and I see the chairman of the committee is on his 
feet ready to make the statement, that the ordnance bill now in the 
Senate for $400,000 will come into this branch of Congress and be passed, 
and then the Springfield armory will have $50,000 or $100,000 in ad- 
dition to this appropriation of $300,000.. In other words, they ask us to 
reduce in this appropriation the amount from $400,000 to $300,000 be- 
cause, they say, possibly a bill yey Ee in this. Congress which will 
give us a little more money to run armory than we should other- 
wise get. If that bill passes it would not be necessary for the Govern- 
ment to cause to be made at the Springfield armory more rifles than ib 
needs. 

[Here the hear L] 

Mr. BRAGG. I si ly hope this amendment will not be adopted. 
The reason why it ought not to be adopted is that the Government has 
no need of the expenditure of the money... They have no need for the 
extra manufacture of arms. The gentleman’s constituents may need 
the money, but the Government have no need for that extra issue of 
arms. Why? : 

Mr. ROCKWELL rose. 

Mr, BRAGG, I decline to yield. 

Because, first, we have now in excess on hand in store for troops of 
the United States over one hundred and fifty thousand stand of arms. 
The appropriation of $300,000 will make in addition to that one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand, an increase of between twenty thousand and 
twenty-three thousand annually in addition, which will leave us at 
the end of this year with one hundred and seventy-five thousand stand 
of arms, and at the end of next year with twenty and odd thousand 
more in addition over and above those that have already been supplied. 

Now, if it be the purpose of the Government to manufacture arms 
for the purpose of having an excuse to manufacture store-houses to keep 
arms and to pay ordnance-sergeants for watching armsand to pay them 
according to the estimates of the Ordnance Department for cleaning 
and repairing arms, and for burnishing arms, then, of course this 
House will not stop at increasing the appropriation, but will extend it 
so that it may run out into all of the ramifications of the labor under 
the control of the ordnance. 

There is another reason why we should not have an overexcess of 
arms. _ In this age of invention there is change going on and improve- 
ment every month, both in large guns and in small guns. It is said 
we are obliged to take the report of the officer who has of an 
institution of his own, who regulates the tests that are to be applied to 
all guns, and who then sits in judgment upon the efficiency of allarms 
as compared with his own. I think it is well to take such recom- 
PEARSE SOR STEP: 10ih for they come from a juror who gets a part 
o pork, ii Sti i - j 

But let us go back a few years and find what our distinguished Chief 
of Ordnance said on this subject of guns... He says: Aw 

To be prepared for war is one of the mosteffective meansof preserving peace— 

There is wisdom for you- ES 
Such preparation, to be efficient and complete, must be made at leisure, with all 

and means of time 


theskill, experience, weare 
isan oe not to be 


’ 


or 


arts must be consulted and in view in the work of preparation, 

articles of the may have become the mere ping- 

stone to the perfected improvement of the present. What fifteen years was 
a musket is now as ete, with hardly a marketable 

value, that marvel of , the breech-loading rifle, mustsoon 
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make room for a greater marvel 


in simplicity and effectivencas, In our prepa- 
rations we must keep pace with the progress of the age. 


That is the report for 1879~’80 of the Chief of Ordnance. upon 
that report, the Committee on Military Affairs found we had 
was essential for present use for which there would ma oag apaes 
cessity for some time to come. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BRANA I move to strike out the last paragra; 


ee een eee ee APAA EN task tana 


eae Sette ee OEE enol otner, the rts for th 
e 
Lee, 55; Chaffee-Reece, 14; Hoteliciss, 26. ‘As magazine guns, therefore, the 
milsar thet AIA ons writs Pah Hihat amd sett dhe MHB 
rile as singto loaders the preference ia forthe Springheld, a follows: For the 
pe eh T eh bemoan riper toni DE a 0 
that gun is made, superior to the 
comparing and testing it with the § 
Psoipete erp: ely B 
gun and makes it into a 


and reporta that tho Spri þest. 
Mr. LONG. But x Sipe ar pang ea EN in the first com- 
there is no comparison with the Springfield. 
Mr. BRAGG, . No, sir; they rate with each other. But in the sec- 
mops E ESES he compares them with each other and with the Spring- 
Beia as sagte loaden. CN Now, the magazine gun was never made to be 
province of the gun, its peculiarity, 
se eldmationthan Cliie ination mice ity of a maga- 
zine gun under certain circumstances to any single- 

I simply allude to this to show that inventors ier must have their 
inventions passed Lipa a by the Ordnance which ha’ a pet 
arm of its own, are liable to receive a not Gretta judgment. 

ae ROCKWELL, Kaana apenan Ton ide ives te ase ih IS 
does not read in that same report that the Chief of Ordnance says he is in 
favor of magazine guns but that at the same time, from the 
= i miade, he must S acknowiaies that the Springfield rifle has the pref- 


aria BRAGG. That the Springfield rifle has the preference over the 


wake ROOK n as now improved. 


K WELL. Will the gentleman please read that part of the 


Te BRAGG, Yes, sir [reading]: 

I have been and am an advocate for a magazine gun, but it would seem to be 
the part of wisdom to ne for pe present an aeng efforts toward the 
adoption of a suitable [magazine] arm for 


Mr. ROCKWELL. Does he tell why? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. . He wants to postpone it for the reasons stated. 

Mr. BRAGG. He wants to postpone the magazine gun—that is, he 
wants to postpone all private inventors—— 

Mr. ROCKWELL. No, no. 

Mr. BRAGG. He wants to e the magazine gun, though he is 
in favor of such a gun, because he has an institution of his own to make 


guns. 

Mr. LONG, Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that if the argument of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. yrei means anything it means 
that we should stop the manufacture of rifles altogether. But that he 
does not propose to do, and the simple question is whether we shall 
destroy one-quarter of our present plant and reduce by one-quarter 
our production of rifles at this time. The gentleman ts that my 
colleague from Western Massachusetts [Mr. ROCKWELL ] is represent- 
ing not the needs of the Government but the needs of his constituents. 
It is a most unfair fling, Mr. Chairman. Undoubtedly the fact that 
the Springfield armory is located in the district of my colleague 
gests to him the importance of this matter; buf he Saban: Gat 
understand, and as every man in this House’ understands, that this 

uestion is to be determined by the national ‘need. ‘The gentleman 
from Wiseonsra says we do not require even the number of arms that 
we now have. Unfortunately for the gentleman, the Ordnance De- 
partment—whether he be in sympathy with the head of the u pedi 
mentor not I do not know—but- the Ordnance Department d 
that we do need these arms, and I desire, even at the risk of repeti- 
tion, to again call the attention of the House to what the gentleman 
from hngonrapaoomagey (Mx. ROCKWELL] has read as the statement of the 

b upon this subject. The Ordnance recommend 
an appropriation of $500,000, which is $100,000 more than the a 
priation for this purpose for each of the last four years, Not only does 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] propose not to follow that 
recommendation, but he proposes to cut the tion down $100,- 
000 below the last one, reducing it to $300,000 for the next fiscal year. 


Mr. Chairman, what are the reasons the department its 
Jotne upon Sie apelon Ir pautr Appr bgs tardarie 
colleges, and the 


the regular Army, the militia, the various 
other establishment, the War Department has 
re maaan antepara deve , &e,, to the Marine Corps and to the several Ex- 
ecutive 


its fo ay 500 peperty under the 


reech-loading 
arms by this department be Aaaa Aa ge E reat An E SA 

a gradual accumulation of them in pAs giyani matin Thenumberof small-arms 
on hand should never be less than 500,000. 

Yet the gentleman from Wisconsin says that the country needs no 
more arms, and that we ought to stop the manufacture because-we do 
not require even those that we have now on hand. Mr. Chairman, 
there are sixty millions of people in this country; there are six millions 
of militia. The gentlemen from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] told us the 
other day that in case of an invasion a foreign power might land a 
million of foemen upon our soil, and we have RENEA one hundred and 
thirty thousand spare arms. 

There are two or a facts which gentlemen should bear in mind in 
preciaig ai this question. One is that you have but one national arm- 

factory in the whole country, so that the question of the Springfield 
armory is a question for the whole country. In the second place, the 
rifle made at the Springfield armory is the best rifle that is made. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin did not read the whole of the Ordnance re- 


words: 

Com magazine guns and the d for all uses, the preference 
is for the Lee, 10; Chaffee-Reece, 3; Pag ay aheiy Bree Sp 46, being 
largely in vor of the Springfield, ’ 


Now, Mr. Chairman, there are two relations in which this appropri- 
ation must be considered. The first is the national necessity for a pres- 
ent supply of small-arms, Is the country safe with only a reserve of 
one hundred and thousand small-arms when the Secretary of 
War says we should not have less than five hundred thousand? The 
second is the relation of this question to the future interests of the coun- 
try. Remember that in striking down this app: tion you are not 
merely Yonneing Pho REPRIT SEAN AE BITA ut you are striking 
down your plant, w. is an ahetihe necessity 'to tha supply of your 
requirements for future years. Youare taking away from that armory 
of the United States one quarter of its valuable, expert, skilled labor. 
Tt is not only false economy with to the coming year, but it is 
far more false economy with regard to the general needs of the country 
for the future. 

And what is the reason which prompts this reduction? I think we 
are all able to see it. The gentleman from Wisconsin told us the other 
night that he desired to carry through a bill for the establishment of a 
barracks in the West, ok on gross cost of which would be some $375,- 


[Here the Aamar fell. el 

Mr. GROSVEN I can be recognized, I will yield my time to 
his ast from Mi Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] that he may continue 

remarks, 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Brace] 
will withdraw his formal amendment the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts can renew it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Before doing that I would like to know—— 

Mr, LONG. I hope the gentleman will allow me two minutes; I 
think I ean finish in that time. 

Mr. BRAGG. I was about to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman from Wisconsin told us the other night 
that he desired to pass a bill which would give us a barracks in the 
West; and I remember that the purpose of that bill, as then stated, 
was to establish what should be a training-school for our militia, There 
was no pretense that we needed the troops at present; but the argu- 
ment was—and a very sound one—that we must have some place to 
train and discipline the troops that are entering ourservice. The same 
rule applies here. ‘There is necessity that you shall have some place 
not only where you can manufacture the arms necessary for this year, 
but where you may have S by plant for future years—a plant which 
you have been nearly one hundred years in constructing—and where 
you may congregate the skilled workmen you have been many years 
CEE together and ought not now to discharge and 

This experiment of a barracks, we were told, would cost some $375, - 
000; and the gentleman from Wisconsin proposed to save that amount 
by cutting it out of the regular Army appropriation bill, And here is 
where he cuts out $100,000 of that sum. I undertake to say that this 


$100,000—the appropriation being $200,000 below the estimate of the 
aa tas this bill simply for the p of enabling 
that scheme of the barracks in the West to go thro I do not be- 


lieve that is good sep age, «Ben pers 
House has shown that the bill the esta 


can not become a law. If I may be 


lilas ot tho barracks 


it is very aeh suit & Tiki Ionii have 8 pale of OE want WL 
a AoA leg, in ortier that he t have something left toward 
ae See That would y be considered good policy, espe- 


after he or his friends and 
noua not haye the overcoat, [Langhtet. J 

There is another consideration to which I want to call attention. I 
do not regard this as a good time to strike at the interests—the reason- 
ablé, meritorious interests—of skilled labor. Ido not regard it asa 
desirable for us to pass a bill which is going to turn out one- 
fourth of the skilled laborers employed at our national armory, when, 
on the earnest recommendation of the Department, there is necessity 
for their Work and for their product. A few months ago we passed 
here an ‘ deficiency bill” almost solely upon ee ground that 
by potting it through we could avoid the re of certain laborers 
Washington navy-yard for a few months. Follo the policy 
sens in that case, it certainly is not a good time to pass a bill which 
is to turn pormanen ty out of employment skilled labor which the ne- 

cessities of the country demand should be retained. 
I undertake to say that if this were a matter of $100,000 for the 


erection of a public building in Texas or New York, a public building 
in Tiinala ar Mamactueetie or anywhere else, it would go through al- 


most by common consent. Certainly we are not going to allow our- 
selves to strike down something that is of infinitely more consequence 
than any public building—the maintenance of a plant for the produc- 
tion of small-arms which are needed by the country. One hundred 
and fifty thousand small-arms are a mere telle. As I said before, 
we haye sixty million of people and six of militia who are lia- 
ble to be called out in time of war. What are one hundred and 
fifty thousand reserve arms for sucha body? In case of war they would 

be scattered in a moment; and the loss which would attend their dis- 
tabation in case of domestic trouble or international disturbance is a 
matter well worthy of consideration. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised 
at the position the Military Committee has taken. I can not believe 
that it is the result of the mature judgment of all its members. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRAGG, Iwithdraw my former amendment and move to amend 
by striking out the last two words. Mr. this country has 
no need of commencing to store arms now in large quantities in view of 
any foreign war. The annual increase of twenty-odd thousand mus- 
kets is all the Increase we ought to make, and more. I am frank to 
say to the gentleman from Massachusetts that in my judgment, but for 
the single purpose of keeping alive this plant there would speech have 
been a dollar of appropriation in this bill for the 8 
as a matter of necessity. That I believe would have been pe judgment 
of a majority of the committee. I think the 
sented is the recommendation of all the committee. 

Sir, we need no army to foreign force. We haveno foreign in- 
vasion. Whenever we are threatened with foreign invasion we shall 
not need to go to the Springfield armory to get all the arms we want. 
We can go if need be to private armories, those that have furnished 
arms to Turkey and the European nations and furnished better arms 
ee we ever ene One hundred and fifty thousand stand of arms will 
supply an army large enough to repel any invasion that may ever come 
inte this GODET, If the idea is that we are to man y muskets 
for the purpose of pinning ray Sages! our pea by military power and 
supporting our Government by shooting down one another, then it is 
time that our armory should be blotted out. 

Tam not a believer in the doctrine it is necessary to manufacture 
arms and build military posts for the of preserving peace and 
order among our Tea Ps I believe Government rests upon the 
consent of the governed; and when you come to pin the lic to- 
ee aes cartridges and bayonets, the first match will explode the 

epublic. 

e must trust to the posse comitatus and local sentiment and strength 
where disorders occur for the p of suppressing them, and not ap- 
peal to the Federal Army. Call not for the weapons which tyrantsand 

espots use, but at home among ourselves settle our own difficulties 

peaceably if we can, forcibly if we must. Let us try such force only 

Ki is necessary to place the opposition! where the courts can reach 
em, 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr, Chairman, Iam deeply to my col- 

Iagun [Mr. Lone] for the able defense he made for me against the 

dious attack of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG]. I 

had discovered Jong stage that ordinary courtesy falls as coldly on that 

tleman’s [Mr. BRAGG] heart as icy waves on a wind-swept shore. 
PETRAS and applause.] He a 
quarrel with somebody. [ 
with the Democratic Ordnance 
his Me Be to agree with their experience. 

ites tpi upon this business proposition: In peace we 

Frise Ta i for war. Ifn we must run our armory ata 
loss even, that we may have means at.short notice tosupply atms for our 
soldiers in case of war. 


to be unhappy unless he is ina 
ter. ] kad: nan ke We taal ileal 
because he can not shape 


CONA RERETOAE BEOEP AOR 


the action of the 


up 
eee ee ene er E 
us, and unless we are prepared we shall be stricken down. í 

Why talk about a reserve of one hundred and fifty thousand armade: 
a nation of this size? Why, sir, it would bea mere bagatelle in the 
distribution in case the eme should arise. 

in the late war; and I do not know of anything 
w than that, and I do not propose to exchange that 
experience for the theory of the gentleman from Wisconsin; our « 
ence was that we could not get a good arm, and could not get it in time, 
Therefore iybmgobintr aka pcr meee is money to improve 
our plant so we could make a thousand rifles a day. 

It is said that some other bill will provide for the Springfield armory. 
Is that the business way? Weare here to make the appropriation now, 
and not to legislate upon this bill in the hope that another bill will 
elsewhere and be brought in here to carry out our intentions. 
argument isidle and futile. See that this appropriation be made <_< 
now, and if you wish to use the other argument, use it when the 
bill is before us. Do not cut down this appropriation, looking for an- 
other to come from another place to make it good. 

The gentleman ar kp E OEE O coor pnp Me og oir 
the the manufacture of arms altogether. I primate pa 
prot sic Ba 1Y OARA alone when I against that 
also. Istand here for every citizen of the United States, and maintain 
that it is for the interest of the Government to see that this armoty 
plant is kept up. 

What a sad er ae are in, We are wholly unprepared euin 
In case of a foreign war, our ports on the seaboard are at the mercy of 
eiaha We are considering how we shall protect our- 

ves. 

When we have scarcely any naval defenses, would ou also cripple 
another branch of the service? x 

In the very t the gentleman himself uses, that another bill 
Liev provide ths 100,000 he cuts out here—— 

Mr. BRAGG, I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I said nothing of the 


e E EREA I can not yield to the gentleman for an inter- 
rup 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massachusetts 


wht. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I desire to correct the statement of 
gentleman that I alluded to that other bill. I made-no allusion 

t HE hatoer. It is but the echo of his own voice; he opened and 
closed with it; nobody else said a word about it. 

I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN, A ee Ae AOUE. EE PERE SERE 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The amendment of Mr. ROCKWELL was again read, 

The question was taken; SL DE 8 eres SOO eer noes 


Mr. McMILLIN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. MCMILLIN and Mr. ROCKWELL were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 86, noes 


84. 
So the amendment was adopted. [Applause on the Republican 


side. ] 
Mr. BRAGG. I offer an additional amendment to be added to this 
assy 
The Clerk read as follows: 
this iation shall be ded in the employment of 
clerks of a rites Glass than loulth clash thc titkai E Ernod by the Army regula- 
ms. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. TI renew the point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes the 
point of order that thisamendmentis new legislation. ‘The Chair over- 
rules the point of order, being of the opinion that this provision is in 
order as an amendment to the bill 

* The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 76, noes58.. 

So the amendment was 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move thatthe committee rise and report the bill and 
amendments to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. “I move to strike out the last word. | ' 

Mr. Chairman, the effect of the last amendment made to this bill is 
that the bill now appropriates $54,875.60 more than the appropriation 
law for'the present fiscal year; and to show that the increase can not be 
possibly justified by the necessity of the War ent, I wish to 
call the attention of the House again to the fact that for a number of 
years there has been a moderate yet steady reduction in the cost of the 


$24,681,250. For 1885 
4,454,450; while for 1886 the whole 


Army. 
For 1884 the whole sum a ted was $24, 
the whole sum appropriated w: a h 


4436 


_ sum appropriated was $24,014,052.50, showing a reduction on the three 
; Successive appropriation bills of $667,197.50, or at the rate of more than 


the amendments except the one indicated by the gentleman from Wis- 


consin. 
The amendments, with the ges on indicated, were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 
on which a separate vote is asked. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
I lin u ” a u Pil i : 
Ee eh en od ee ae es rv 
Mr. BRAGG. Upon that amendment I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 106, not vot- 
ing 113; as follows: 


Farq 
Faller, 


withdraw my vote. I voted to make a quorum 


sary. 
Mr. BRAGG. Task unanimous consent to dispense with the reca- 
pitulation of the vote. 


A A DAIO: eng Satara see ORI EIE AETERNE aR raphe eee Tene 
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$200,000a year. There is, taking the two current years together, that Da 
"is the present and the last year—there is, I think, no deficiency, ‘There | paventine Deon ‘nee elana 
is an estimated deficiency in the Pay Department for the current year | Barnes, ` Dunn, F Singleton, 
of $189,259.12; but the appropriation for the preceding year embraces , Eldredge, A em ger, 
$229,099.85 more than was required, so that no more is required to be | Beimont, Price Toit Stawart Obaides 
appropriated as a deficiency for the present year, but simply a re-appro- | Bennett, Ford, s Martin, St. Martin 
tion of unexpended ces of the preceding year to the amount Beek. aay Maybury, oats Wa J., Mo. 
of $189,259.12. Taking the twolast years together, as my friend from | Bragg, Gren RS. MoMillin, Swone 
- Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] will perceive, there will be a difference be- | Breckinridge,O.R. Green, W. J. Miller,’ Taulbee, ` 
tween brary as it now stands and the average of the two last bills doen ar ip e z Mills, Fina ig BAH ag 
of about $50,000. : bell,’ Harris,” pla a i 7 
Now, Mr; Chairman, I do not think that there should be any such | Caldwell Hatch, Murphy,” Pee 
increase, or any increase, in the expenditures of the Army. I think Campbell, J. E. Ha 38 an amie Be Eaton, 
this is a branch of the service where there ought to be, as appropriation | Catchings, Mastek Tsk ieee Wand, J.H. 
bills have heretofore indicated, a steady decline in the amount required. | Clemente, Hewitt, Pidcock, Weaver, J, B. 
One important element of in the Army is transportation, and Lope. Holman, Reid, J. W. Bl Tesne 
that ly results from the vast number of our military porni but | Cox, on Hudd 7 Wi is, 
the tendency of late being to concentrate these materially diminishes | Crisp, Hutton, Wolford. 
the cost of the transportation. That tendency should goon, and instead | Croxton, Eien OE hart se 
of having increased expenditures for the benefit of the Army, instead | 2" bc mean tea sits 
of being anincrease on ca ran of former years, there should have NOT VOTING—u13. 
“been á heavy reduction. I hope, therefore, sir, that this increase of | Adams, J, J. Dougherty, {Abbeys Baws, 
$100,000, which has been satisfactorily shown to. be unnecessary, for | Alien © Eae V TOAN Ania pii 
. J + ’ 
ordnance, wili bo defeated sity in the Hout, es ein T i = 
raw the orma amendment. Saxe , ’ , g 
«The CHAIRMAN. “The Chair will now submit the motion of the Bar Heeger, Mok iney, Slaninetker 
éman from Wisconsin. oran, LW. 
Mr. BRAGG. T made the motion priot to the gentleman from In- oe soci Mitchell, Stone, S J., KY. 
diana makin, ormal amendmen ‘ Bucbanan Geddes, > Muller, Taylor, B. 
The C. mag But the amendment was in ener at that time. veered i ibaan oR eet Taylor, ia 
Mr. BRAGG. ‘as an informal amendment in order 3 » Eustace , macada 
Mr BRAGG. ` I do not Al discuss that tter | Burrows Glover,” Norwood Becker 
fi i o not care matter now. eton, e, ea 
The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. ` | a” Balle. stir Sanil Liles pnpa 
i The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. CRISP ha taken the | Gole,”’ Henderson, D/B; "Parker, ‘Warner A. J 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Commit- | Collins, Henderson, T. Payson, Weaver, A. J, 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under | Compton, Henley, ea Wi 
consideration the bill (H. R. 6395) making appropriations for the sup- | Gonger, ” TS ndar, ilkins, | 
port of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other | Crain, Holmes, 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with | Gulberton, neon fren Wortsteigtors 
al ews amendments and the recommendation that the bill as amended | Gutcheon, Kelley, .) +} e 
Daniel, Landes, 7 
Dingley, Lehlbach, Rogers, 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I voted “ay,” but being paired, I 


if 


my vote was neces- 


There was no objection, v 
The following pairs were announced until farther notice: 
Mr. ADAMS; of New York, with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. MULLER with Mr. HOUK. ` 
Mr. BOYLE with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
Mr. DOWDNEY with Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 
Mr. Norwoop with Mr, GILFILLAN. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr, NEGLEY, 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr, Burnes with Mr. BUCHANAN., ` 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. O'HARA. 

Mr. GIBsoN, of West Virginia, with Mr. PIRCE. 
Mr. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, 

Mr, CARLETON with Mr. HOLMES. 

Mr. HUDD with Mr. FLEEGER. 


Mr. Lowry with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
GIBSON, of Maryland, with Mr. NELSONA 
FREDERICK with Mr, LEHLBACH. 


“1886... 


Į y 
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Mr. WILKINS with Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. 

Mr. LIBBEY with Mr. WISE. wl 

Mr. MCRAE with Mr, ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. PINDAR with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. NEEcE with Mr. WAIT. 

Mr. RYAN with Mr.. TUCKER. 

Mr. Jonn M. TAYLOR with Mr. Burrows, on this vote. 

Mr. SowpEN and Mr. STAHLNECKER were paired, or otherwise they 
would have voted in the negative. s 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
Ver BRAGG. I move the previous question on the passage of the 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
eet and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. F 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

VISITORS TO UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment as Visitors to the United 
States Military Academy of Mr. BRAGG of Wisconsin, Mr. VIELE of 
New York, and Mr. LAIRD of Nebraska. 

TERRITORY OF ALASKA. 

Mr. HILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8757) for 
the organization of the Territory of Alaska, and to provide for the es- 
tablishment of ‘a civil government therefor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ARKANSAS, NEW MEXICO AND PACIFIC RAILROAD. | 


Mr. HILL, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H; R. 8758) 
to incorporate the Arkansas, New Mexico and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 
CORRECTION. vit 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. This 
morning I called the attention of the House to the fact that there was 
an errorin the RECORD in the remarks made yesterday by the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. My attention was then called 
to the fact that the gentleman was not in the House, and I therefore 
withheld the matter until now. The gentleman, I observe, is now in 
his seat. I therefore now again call attention to the error, which ap- 
pears upon page 4389 of the RECORD in the remarks which the gentle- 
man made yesterday. ‘The error consists in the omission of the prefix 
“arch’’ before the word “conspirator. The language actually used 
by the gentleman from Alabama, as furnished by the Official Reporter 
who recorded it, is: 


I thank the gentleman from Wisconsin for the suggestion that the apenes we 
make were against the arch-conspirator, Mr. Stanton [hisses on the Republican 


The passage as printed in the REcorp reads: 
Ithank the gentleman from ieee Mz BRAGG] for the suggestion that 
the statements refer to the conspirator win M. Stanton [hisses on the Re- 
ublican side], who sought to conspire to drag down officers of the Army who 

d not conform, 

In the printed remarks the gentleman appears to have said that Mr. 
Stanton sought to conspire, whereas he did in fact say not only that 
Mr. Stanton sought to conspire, but that he did conspire. The lan- 
guage actually used by the gentleman is ‘‘who sought and conspired 
to break down òfficers of the Army,” &c., and the gentleman applied 
the term ‘‘ arch-conspirator’’ to our honored Jate Secretary of War, Mr. 
Stanton. I ask that the RECORD be corrected on this point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). Is there objection to the 
correcti Mion being made as indicated by the gentleman irom Pennsyl- 
vania 3 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what the fact is. If 
the fact is as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM ] states, 
the error ought to be corrected. It is certainly very important that 
the adjective should be restored, There are some le who would 
not mind if they were called a “‘liar,’? but if they were called a 
“damned liar” would get very mad. ughter.] , 
ed, Sama pro tempore. Is there objection to the correction in- 

ca 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker-—— on 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ifit suits the gentleman from Pennsylvania bet- 
ter, I suppose there would be no objection. 

Mr. BRUMM. What did the gentleman remark? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suppose that if the phraseology you 
suits you better there will be no objection to the change Sette made. 

Mr. BRUMM. Oh, I havenothing to do with it.. It is not that one 
word alone, but the context also has been changed.  ' 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I do not think there is any question 
of privilege involved in this matter. My recollection is that the gen- 


ressions and 
say substantially what the gentléman from Pennsylvania [ Mr, BREUMM] 
attributes to him; but it may be that, like the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Hammonp], I do not remember what the fact was. It is a very 
common thing for gentlemen to revise their remarks before they go into 
the Recorp. When gentlemen who take the trouble to look over their 
remarks find that they have slopped over a little they erase somethin 

(Laughter,] This is too common, and often too creditable to be criti- 


Mr, BRUMM. | That is all we want the gentleman from Alabama to 
do, to acknowledge that he did slop over. 

Mr. MORRISON. It seems to me the gentleman from Alabama, 
with entire propriety, without infringing any rule of the House or 
offending any of its members, might have erased the word or the whole 
of what was said in connection with it. 

The Beane pro tempore. Is there objection to making the cor- 
rection 

Mr. REED, of Maine. A matter like that always shrinks on cool- 
ing, and the great wonder is that it did not shrink more, [Laugh- 
ter. 

. SPRINGER. Just as our friend upon the other side, Mr. 
CUTCHEON, when he made an assault on General Grant left it all out 
of the RECORD. [Laughter.] ) ; TH 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And if some of you gentlemen. on your side 
had done the same thing it would Ix better for your history., . ; 

The SPEAKER Does the gentleman from, Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER] object to the correction? ; ; 

Mr. WHEELER, . I would like to state, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr, Speaker, if there is no gue m of. privi- 
ee in this matter I want to stop it right here. I have had my say. 
[Laughter. ] maa 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the only 
question inyolved is as to the truth of the RECORD. ; Thegentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] calls attention to certain portions of the 
remarks of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] yesterday 
wherein it is claimed that the RECORD is not correct, Is there objec- 
tion to making the correction? i 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I think the point made. by the Chair 
about the RECORD being required always to speak the truth is hardly 
tenable... It is important that the Journal shall tell the truth, but I 
do not know that there are many people in the country who expect the 
RECORD to contain the whole truth. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The object of the Recorp is to record 
correctly the proceedings of the House. 

Mr. MORRISON. Well, it is near enongh correct. [Laughter.] 

Ps mien A truth half told is often worse than the worst kind 
of a 

Mr. DUNN. Oh, you have said worse things than anybody else I 
have ever heard in this House. 

Mr, BRUMM. Istand by them though. I do not slink away from 


em. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Alabama 


tleman' from Alabama [Mr, WHEELER] did use the 


object to the pro: correction? 
d A WHEELER. Mr Speaker, I wish to state the faets, which 


are that the expression ‘‘arch’’ did appear in my remarks, and that, 
with a desire to prevent a thing going into the RECORD which I saw 
had created some feeling on the floor, I did draw my pen over the ex- 
pression in a way which showed that it had been used, leaving the 
ASEPE to be discussed, as I rather thought it would be discussed, this 
morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The correction will be made. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering a 
general appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. HATCH in the chair), and proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6392) making appropriations for the 
diplomatic and consular service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, 

Mr. BELMONT. I ask unanimous consent that the first reading of 
the bill be d with, 


The CHA N. If there be no objection that order will be 
made. n = í l 
There was no objection. 


Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, this bill, as now reported by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, appropriates $1,299,665 as against $1,- 
919,713 appropriated in the corresponding bill passed last year. This 
apparent. decrease, however, is owing to the fact that last year’s bill 
included an item of $594,000 for the payment of awards of the French- 
American Claims Commission, and also an item of $100,000 for the in- 
ternational survey between the United States and Mexico. Neither of 
these items is included in the present bill. The Department estimates 
contain an item of somewhat over $15,000, the balance due upon the 
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i and they will probably come before the House in the sundry civil 


This bill a for the diplomatic service $536,845, and for the 
consular service $762,820—very much the same amounts that were ap- 
sd eg D ear’s bill. This bill is, in fact, a very simple one— 

a mone ; and the committee that reported it thought, upon 
pa arpa He t thë House probably would not desire to occupy much 
time in its discussion. “Variations from last year’s bill can very briefly 
be stated to the House as the items are reached and are unanimously 
recommended by the committee. Therefore under instructions of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs I move that the committee rise for the 
purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad if the gentleman, before pressing 
that motion, would yield to me five or ten minutes. 

Mr, BELMONT. Would not the gentleman be able to submit his 
remarks during the five-minute debate? 

Mr, CANNON. | I think I could shorten my remarks so as probably 
not to exceed ten minutes. 

Mr, BELMONT. I suppose the gentleman's purpose is to facilitate 

the tch of business. 
> ANNON. I want to talk about the bill fora few minutes only. 

Mr BELMONT. Then I ask unanimous consent that general debate 
on this bill be limited to half an hour. 


Mr- CANNON, For my own part I certainly shall not want that 
much time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York that general debate on this bill be limited to half 


an hour? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Parco rs ae { now yield’ to the gentleman from Illinois [Afr. 
ANNON 

Mr. CANNON. Me. airna, $ aats DA Eein HIA DT A fe 
deal of consideration; yet I haye read the Bis g- bogey panying it; and 
the statements in thatreport differed so m Ron ae aan iyos fan tat 
T hova SAKA K MEEO J Dve£:NOSHY 207. Fen LAA WOREDE MMA V 


Mr. BELMONT: The gentleman will permit me to that since 
the report was presented to the House thecommittee has under con- 
SAATON OPEREN cy arcare sep Rs FOR AA ARIES VERAS and 


has agreed upon certain amendments; and in which I 
Susu fase given $n the Honea of thamemmmariesican aniani be UA at 
those recommendations are included. è they differ somewhat from 


the 


M5 report, yet, as I stated in the outset, 


a porh Tebi T PAE A Ite of tie Bal te A 

Tt seems to me perhaps best that the discussion of those items should 
be deferred until that time arrives. 

Mr. CANNON. I was not referring to those items, but to other 
statements in the report. I read for instance: 

The total amount appropriated by this bill is $1,254,165. 


Mr, BELMONT, The statement which I have just made of the ag- 


appropriation in this bill included the A TE 
pbs Ag Ci reg eigna anA gain dre yg 
AN Te GANNON. ag you propos to amend? 
Mr. BELMONT. Yes, sir 
Mr. CANNON. I was the bill without reference to any sub- 
ppl Eon: PEA OEOD A FRA Affairs. I east up the 
figures with some care, and I find that in th as originally reported 
Hea es aoe Caa aih 
k y permit me to say no 
error at all, because the committee has instructed me in reporting the 


bill to ask that the amendments I referred to be adopted when we come 
to the particular items to which they relate. 
Mr. CANNON. Those amendments are not now printed in the bill, 


are they ? 
TE BELMONT. ‘They are amendments, for instance, in regard to 
the increase in the coni of consulates. 

Mr. CANNON. But 
bill? 

Mr. BELMONT, They do not. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not referring to the amendments that the gen- | shi 
tleman now speaks of. Iam referring to the bill as it was reported 
from the committee, read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. A copy of the bill as thus reported 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole I hold in my hand. Iam 
not with the amendments the gentleman speaks of at all. 

Mr. ONT. Lunderstand the gentleman is speaking about the 


amendments. 

Mr. CANNON. I have not got that far but will presently. 
[Cries of “Go on!”] <A careful footing of the carries $1,279,665, 
an. item between $25,000 and $30,000 more than Ss arta y T it. I 
sbonidaot BA ve thonghkan edhe as lsciegh aber nde ta surges nf POTY 


Mr. BELMONT. I must insist I have explained 
iiir theses’ Lala wen the Dei Ean A TAEA AA 


Jo PaE n oa So MORERA the way of amendments to the last item 


of the bill in contingencies. 

Mr. CANNO E ahead oak Sri aian 

Mr. BELMONT. I have already answered it is not. 

Mr, CANNON. Itis not. Ifthe gentleman will allow me to com- 
plete my statement he will see I am not referring to his amendment 
hereafter to be offered. I am referring to the error that committee 
made, or more probably its clerk made, when they footed the total of 
the appropriations recommended by the bill. The report states it at 
$1,254,165, whereas in fact it is $1,279,665. 

I go a step further. The report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
states that the amount appropriated by the mding act for the 
present fiscal year is $1,919,713. Now the truth is the amount ap: 

riated by the corresponding act for the current year is $1,242, 

ong faye eres, less than is stated in the report. 
BELMONT. I am sorry to interrupt the gentleman again, but 
A isk the House ought bo kaws, Ihavealready explained 
+ Iamgoingto it, ve y it, 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? ae 
Mr, CANNON. Certainly. 


Mr, BELMONT. That there was included in this estimate as to the 


expenditure last year the amount for the French-American Claims 
Commission a and the $100,000 for the Mexican boun survey. 
Mr. CANNON. The gentleman would save himself trouble as Bh 


as myself by allowing me to state what I understand this bill shows 
and what I understand the rt of the committee to be. I will be 
able to do it in about three minutes if the gentleman will allow me to 
complete my sentence, 

The report I hold in my hand, I will say again, states that the bill for 
the current year to this amounts to $1,919,713, whereas 
it only amounts to $1,242,925, a difference in round numbers between 
the fact and the statement in the of $700,000. The bill as re- 

rted recommends an increase over the law for the current year of over 


000, The eman speaks of a tion of 000 for the 
awards of the ch-American Claims ission and $100,000 for 
the Mexican survey. Why, my friend, your committee never 


boundary 
could have examined the law for the current year. It does not con 
either item. They are both appropriated for in the sundry civil ap- 
tion bill, and not in the bill to this. 
. BELMONT. I have already said to the House the committee 
had no instruction on the question of tion for the Mexican 


Ferjan date f y, that if was its consideration, and 
that probably it would be ted to the House in the sundry civil 
bill. Five hundred and 


ety-four thousand dollars for the French 
American Claims Commission awards was an item which appeared in 
eel wade tion bill, but did not a in this. 

Mr. CANNO m; friend will allow me, tis a question I de- 
sire to dispute and do dispute. i nipan iaa fan t, and now 
you repeat it, whereas in truth and in fact both items, one for $594,000 
and another for $100,000, are notin the law for the current year. Your 
report mistakes when it says the act for the current year covers those 


mae. : 

ad wis OEA EAA tht called TAY MADADA: It amounts to 
t Chairman, and that called attention to it in the first 
place: When the gentleman his bill from the committee and 
placed it upon the Calendar tly the of the Associated Press 


made haste to analyze the bill and to read the report submitted, and 
La ant wae that thes t out a report which appeared in 

t was went out a w a e 
metropolitan ne in the land, the statement that retarted 
ical Committee on oreign Affairs had reported a bill cutting down the 
Frater recs Game gt ae 
over 


The CHAIRMAN. Thetime see to the 
Mr. CANNON. I understood I had half an mit l ode tt 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chait tinderstood the pentlernan from Nev 
York [Mr. SENET o hase G aiat 
Mr. CANNON. I only want a few moments longer. 
lant BELMONT. I will yield to the gentleman all the time he de- 


oer. CANNON. More than that, the report went out that this say- 
tug to. thia appropriation DEI, Sek per PRY ts WES W atk ANIN 
the wisdom and economy of the House in adopting the new 
tion bills among the committees, 
seat). ‘That is just where it hurts. That 
question has been settl 


Mr. ryan Seri My friend from Indiana says that question has been 
settled; so I t you, it has been settled. rule not 
yet sufficien y to demonstrate its wisdom; but I do not say that it was 
not wise; nor am I b about it, although an absolute misstate- 
ment of a saving of $700,000 Pits shes pears ss ona oo te ea 
Moy Tare ant nitinak any tus Lend LAID tx the Associated Press dis- 
es, nor do I care whether they make the contradiction or not. But 
re is the report made to the House of Representatives from one of its 
committees, and I could not let that report go unchallenged, as it con- 
tained an error of this character. 


from 
settled. 
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Mr, LONG, “What is the fact in reference to the amount of the ap- 
EE OAR ‘ON. "No: the appropriation for the is $30,000 

Mr. CANN o; the appro) current 
less than that Oeu hane by this bill; whereas the ananiita O 
Foreign Affairs haye gone before the as having recommended 
a bill carrying $700,000 less than the bill for the current year. That 
is all I desire to say upon that point. 

As the consideration of the bill p. unless somebody else un- 
dertakes to do it, I shall offer some amendments to correct certain errors 
that I have noticed in the ent of the bill. I find that there 
is a misarrangement of several items of appropriations with reference 
to agg eat $ 

Se geo mer permit me to ask him a question? 


Mr. RICE. Is not the difference to which the gentleman refers made 
up as shown by the very first Paragraph of the ? Does it not 
show that the item of $594,000 for the awards of the ch and Amer- 
ican Claims Commission included in the bill for the current year are 
omitted in this? Also that $15,000 due on those claims has been omit- 
ted, and that $100,000 for the purpose of continuing the international 
boundary survey between the United States and Mexico has been omit- 
ted? If the gentleman will take these amounts and add them will they 
not bring the amount appropriated by the bill down to the aggregate 
sum as stated? 

Mr, CANNON. My friend from Massachusetts has certainly not 
heard the statement I ein at the o of my remarks, Let me 
read for him the first five lines of the re 


The total amount appro; 


was §$1,! 
000 for t 
ton ot Bon payment 


of the awards of the Prenvh-Aimerioan Ci No item on this 


account appears in the present bill, 


Now, there is no item of $594,000 for awards of the French-Ameri- 
can Claims Commission in the law for the current year. Itnever wasin 
it, and when you say that the JOPE E De A Errana ba 
Benes tak Ge AAA oh other item of $100,000 for the boundary com- 
Perales fie he er na reso 
beareither of these items. 

Mr. BELMONT. I of course took it for 
when this discussion commenced the 


mittee did not adopt remy DAE K 
sideration of the the misplacement as to the 
gentle WIE peii Ina AY, woe even Bune WHE DR Seige 


amendment, as I had proposed pone aa ia a manae on pea 
of the committee, val ates gre ex ly under consideration tha 
very fault in the printed bill. 

‘The Department had recommended certain cere naii but 


under the rules of the House and the interpretation given to them we 
did not think A ORE EEEE EEA OLODE T SHENA ATAN DA 
this bill, but would leave all such changes and increases for the 

bill, which we hope to to the House at an early day. Itiseasy 
to account for the misp ent as to the few consulates of which the 
ety The estimates of their salaries were sent in to the 


lines there will be no ha wrong Paco; but wher ont of 
the name of the mis, consulate in the printed bill and its inser- 
tion m its proper place. 

the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rick] explained to the 


gen 
House just now, pied penance sa MAKS e difference are accounted for 
by the fact that the ent in its estimates has sent a recommenda- 
tion in regard to those items to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, sup- 
posing the amount for the Mexican bo commission, the amount 
for the French claims commission, and also the amount for the Ha: 
commission belonged to the consideration of that committee. tI 
was instructed to ask that the committee be from the con- 
sideration of those items; and, as stated at the outset, they will prob- 
ably appear in the sundry civil bill; Therefore I fail to see how it can 
Deanie eer tha ole praised oe inthe cg À ro tae Danae 


being misled as to the purpose of the committee in 
Twi ask that the Geek commence tho reading of the bil by para- sufficient 
grap: 


called | of his demand. I haye in my hand the letter of 


‘The CHAIRMAN, _ If there be no objection the Clerk will now com- 
amendment. 


mence the of the bill by paragraphs for 
There was no objection. ef am 


The Clerk read the following raat Me vive on Hiren the heading ‘‘Con- 


Hagen’ expenses, 3 foreign mission 

‘or purpose of enabling the President to provide, at th abs sapseee, 
Se ness blanks, record Bs paren deh pia eg any 
as he shall think necessary for the several legations in mottoa 


pusinean age ping angoni , telegrams, furniture, 
cellaneous expenses, iba te pene printing in the Department fot State BOS 000. 000, 


Mr. BELMONT. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. . 
It does not increase the expenditure, It has been prepared on thead- 
vice of the accounting officers of the Treasury simply in order that the 
items may be clearly specified. 

"The Olerk read as follows: 


SP a ae painga ph frome line 88 to line 9 so that it will read as follows: 
enabling the et meats to aca ares the public ex; 


gns 
their business, can also ack ge 


ice, clerk-hire, com: 
2 Tangi and sis e ee 
and San Fra for traveling and apais erd 
ee for ectaltns in the oee Er T T 
The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read the followirg paragraph: 


Hiring of steam-launch for use of the legation at Constantinople, $1,800, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be some explanation of this item. 
This is a new a; iation. 

Mr. BELMO. It has been customary to have a steam-launch for 
the use of the legation at Constantinople, and it is absolutely necessary. 
The increase in this item is $800. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There is no motion 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word, in order that 
the gentleman from New York may give an explanation. 

Mr. BELMONT. I understood the gentleman from Indiana to say 
this was a new item, 

Mr. HOLMAN. New as to the amount, 

Mr. BELMONT, Tho fact isthe steann-iaunch has been used by the 
legation at Constan: e for years ; the minister being unable to 
reach the of his official duties unless he has one. 

Mr. N. Is there an increase? 

Mr. BELMONT. There is an increase of $800. 

Mr. WILSON. Was that given because of the increase of the size of 
the minister? 
Mr, BELMONT. The request of the minister has been very recently 
presented to the Department of State and to the committee, and there 
fig dct bby gpa yucca patnag May top Atego vee 
the minister, which 
fully describes the necessity for this launch. I hardly think it neces- 

rp T oe bara 3h Deas, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to say a word, and therefore renew 
the amendment. 

I shall not antagonize by my vote the increase of $800 for a steam- 
TOn PE POO TE ibe ahr mnie i at Constantinople. “But I do 
want to call the attention of gentlemen on this side and on that side of 
the House to this fact, that this administration is Democratic. 

Several MEMBERS. We all know that, 

Mr. CANNON. And you 
NE ae ant AEA Ce be fas na appointed to Con- 


ah agents at Arabi clerk a te a New Tork, 
cous expenses of legations, 


| A MEMBER. We have got better men now as ministers. 
Fyi BELMONT. Will the gentleman pardon me for interrupting 


Mr. CANNON. Let me finish my statement. In addition to t 
we have here an increase of $800 for the steam-launch. - I recollect tha‘ 
steam-launch in former years, when this bill was considered, be- 
got discussions on that side of the House which, if putin the aggregate, 
would run for days, abont the extravagance of thatlaunch. It was de- 
clared there was no necessity for a steam-launch there, andall that sort 
I believed then, when the debate was going on, you did not 
know much about it. _Butnow, when circumstances have changed, you 
Sid ts 4a aot chy phoper to iiicrease tha walaty of tie intita gt Con: 
stantinople $2,500, and not only proper to give a thousand dollars for 
the steam-launch, "but that it is very proper to increase the amount to 
$1,800, his , including the steam-launch, $11,800, a 
spublican minister, only received $3,500 


eer 
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But, haying sat in this House and in former Houses for ten or twelve 

ears past and heard this matter discussed Congress after Con and 
f frar) the statements. made upon the Democratic side of the: House 
about all this useless extravagance, and about the entertainments and 


then and now. I dọ not say that this appropriation is improper; I am 
not going to antagonize it, but I just wanted to stir n 

of the gentlemen upon the Democratic side by way of remembrance of 
their former professions of virtue [laughter], and they have virtues, for 
they themselyes said it. But now, when they get the administration, 
in this one item alone for your minister at Constantinople you make an 
increase the first year of $3,300. . Gentlemen, if you told the truth about 
the extravagance of the Republicans when they were in power, how 
much ter is your extravagance now when you make these in- 


creases 
» Mr. BELMONT, , Before he takes, his seat, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Illinois, for whose experience in these matters I have 
very great respect, whether he does not know that this appropriation is 
absolutely necessary? .....--..-.- sn Ga 
_Mr. CANNON. If my friend asks me whether I know that this ap- 

propriation is or is not absolutely necessary, I answer that I never was 
at Constantinople and can not say, I know that Mr, S. S. Cox, who 
was formerly a member of this House, is our, minister there under this 
administration, and I have no doubt that he says the appropriation is 
necessary, and I am not going to antagonize it. . However, it is no more 
necessary for the Democratic minister there than it was for the Repub- 
lican who was there, ` ; , 

Mr, BELMONT. As the gentleman has. been a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, he must have investigated this subject, and 
must undoubtedly have found that our minister in Constantinople is 
compelled to haye this mode of conyeyance, and for that reason an ap- 
propriation has been, made for it every, year. If it is necessary, Mr. 
Chairman, to explain this matter further, I think the letter of the min- 
ister to which I haye already referred may as well be read. __. 

Mr. MORRISON, .. Mr. Chairman, before we get away from, this sub- 
ject I want to move to strike out this $800. 

Mr, SPRINGER, -Let us have the letter read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No. 124.] Í 
USITED STATES LEGATION, Constantinople, February 3, 1886. 
Sm: Your dispatch No. 67 is received.: Its. requirements will be regarded, 
as bbe rare by a dispatch which I will send by next mai] as to the particular 
items, d 
The càique will be disposed of, ) t 
d For the steam-launch, as you are aware, there must be an annual appropria- 
jon. 
The contract last year was for four months only, at $836. 
Our accounts show the other expenses, coal, water, oil, porterage, 
&c., to re for the four months, or the total cost was at the rate of 
rmon 
Phe owner will not letit again, as he says, for the above sum. 
It is desirable to have it for six months, at from Ist May to Ist of Novem~ 
ber, while the legations are outside the city on the Bosporus. 
That should make the appropriation $1,800. It is desirable that you should 
have this estimate,as you may desire to recommend the same to the proper 


committee. 
1 have the bonor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 8. S. COX. 


Hon. T. F. BAYARD, 
Secretary of State, Washington, D. 0. 


Mr. EDEN. If my colleague [Mr. CANNON] is opposed to this ap- 
propriation why does he not move to strike it out? 

Mr, CANNON, Iwill say to my colleague from Illinois that I am 
not opposed to HAARP prito Your administration submits it and 
says it is necessary, alth you always denied it to the Republican 
ministers at that court, and I am willing to take it at its word. Ihave 
only been calling attention to the difference between the attitude of 
gentlemen on that side of the House in regard to this matter now and 
their position in the past. i ' 

Mr. EDEN. I understand, then, that my colleague is in favor of 
this provision; and, if so, I do not know whathe is complaining about. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, I have very little knowl- 
edge on this subject of compensation and allowances in the foreign 
service. Gentlemen of experience who have served on the Appropria- 
tions Committee and have investigated this matter in connection with 
former appropriations tell us the sum appropriated for this service 
for the present fiscal yearis ample. This is comparatively a small sum 
and may be thought not very important, but it is admitted by all that 
when we have been heretofore very creditably represented at this for- 
eign court $1,000 was sufficient for the boating part of this diplo- 


crew, 
37 


matic service. I see no reason, therefore, why we should allow our 
present exeellent representative an additional $800. I therefore moye 
to strike out eight hundred. This in unim tas it may ap- 


pear, will be followed by larger ones if this is permitted to un- 
challenged. id = 
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Mr. HOONE . Mr. Chairman, what is the question before the com- 
mi j 

The CHAIRMAN... The Chair will cause the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON} to be read in order that 
gentlemen may know what the question is. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is what we want. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 99 strik “eighth g7 e 
of paeten onan eee + A erp n at Opnatantinopin @ al, 00." PEA 

Mr. HEWITT. Iholdin my hand a letter which I have received 
within a day or two from our friend, lately a member on this floor, the 
present minister at Constantinople, which relates to pretty much every- 
thing that he was in the habit of discussing in this House; and I be- 
lieve during his long service here he discussed about everything, but 
at the conclusion of it occurs this very brief remark: ' 

I received a copy of the dip. app. bill. 

I take it that means this bill. 
T DERN GER. That means the diplomatic bill; it is probably 

rkish. 

Mr. HEWITT (reading): 

They have put in enough for the launch for six months, $1,800, I can only 
hire it for six months, and no one can live here in summer without it, 


Now, gentlemen, if you want Mr. Cox back again you had better 
adopt abe amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MoR- 
RISON]. 

Mr, MORRISON. If Mr. Cox can not go on and represent. us ably 
abroad without unnecessarily adding to the expenses of the office I 
would like to have him back,. In fact I would be glad to have him back 
MILON: He was useful and did us more service here than he can do 

ere. 

Mr. HEWITT. . I want him back.. I miss him every hour, . This 
House misses him every day. I have observed that there isa great deal 
less enjormwens in the House since he leftit. |, We do not have the orig- 
inal jokes that he used to perpetrate in reply to the; stereotyped jokes 
on the other side, [ Laughter. ] r 

Mr. REED, of Maine.. It seems to me you are 
fine power of irony. [Laughter.] 

Mr, HEWITT.: But, Mr, Chairman, as to the necessity for this steam- 
launch, I have been there myself [laughter]; and I want to say that it 
is utely impossible for the i to get along without a steam- 
launch, and it is not possible to get along with a steam-launch that will 
cost less than $1,800. My friend from Illinois says the late Republican 
minister at Constantinople to doit; but he did not. - I started 
out with him one day in his steam-launch. _We proceeded for about a 
quarter of a mile when the British steam-launch came out and went by 
us; then the Italian launch came out and went by us; then the French 
launch came out and went by us; and as the only American flag that 
floats in those waters is the flag on the steam-launch, we had to submit 
to the humiliation of seeing it run away from by all the foreign powers. 

A MEMBER. Why did you not put on steam? 

Mr. HEWITT. We did put on steam. Our American blood began 
to boil, and the boiler, began to boil. .[Laughter.] The result was 
that when we got half way down to Constantinople the whole thing 
suddenly collapsed, and we were left in the open Bosporus, 

A MEMBER. Why did you not swim? 

Mr. HEWITT. The Republican minister said he had been trying 
to swim with his party for the last two years, and could not; he knew 
they were going out at the next election. . As I knew I could swim at 
the next election, I did not try it there. . [Laughter. ] 

Mr, SYMES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HEWITT, . Oh, yes; I want to defeat this amendment; so I am 
ready to yield to every gentleman. 

Mr. SYMES. I desire to inquire whether in these days when the 
Democratic party are, making their great effort to return to ‘‘ Jeffer- 
sonian simplicity ’’ the minister at Constantinople should not have a 
canoe, and ‘‘ e his own canoe.’’ | [Laughter. ] 

Mr, HE . , The minister at Constantinople has ‘f paddled his 
own canoe’? so well that he has done what the rest of us have not been 
able to do—he has got out of this House and into a more genial climate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman trom New York has 


ired. 
ee HEWITT. But, Mr. Chairman, I have not got down to the 
point of this business. 
Mr. MILLS obtained the floor and said; I yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from New York. 
Mr. HEWITT. . I thank my friend from Texas. I knew he would 
pathize with our genial friend, Mr. Cox, whom we haye lost, 
Now, ifa Republican minister could not get along with $1,000—and 
I am a witness to prove that he did not get along with it—I do not see 
how any. Democrat can doso. ` 
Mr. MORRISON; But that Republican did not ask for any more. 
Mr. HEWITT. Yes, he did. He not only asked for more, but he 
appealed to me as an American citizen to come into the House and make 
a statement of the humiliation which he and I both felt on that occa- 
sion, I have not yet recovered from the humiliation. I am sure if 


developing rather a 
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‘ou will send for General Lew Wallace he will tell you that even after 
fis glorious defeat at Monocacy, where he saved the Union Army, he 
never felt so much humiliated as he did when on this broken-down 
— with the British and French and Italian launches ranning away 
from him. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will $800 enable us to save the honor of the 
American flag? 

Mr. HEWITT. | It will, and no doubt it will prevent large appro- 
priations of money in the way of subsidies. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I want to see how many Democrats value 
the American flag to the extent of $800. [| Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEWITT. You will find that out by the vote on this amend- 
ment. As a matter of course we are going to vote down the amend- 


ment. 
ae GUENTHER. Is this steam-launch an American-built ves- 


? 

Mr. HEWITT. The one that broke down was not; but the one we 
intend to have, which will not break down, will be an ‘American veL 

Mr. GUENTHER. Can it sail under the American flag? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hewrrr] has expired. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, I have not received, as other gen- 
tlemen have, letters from Mr. Cox on this subject; but I have received 
from him a newspaper; and as I presume it may relate to this ques- 
tion, I send it to the Clerk to be read. 

Pies newspaper printed in Frerich, at Constantinople, was handed to 

e clerk). 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is informed by the Clerk that the 

tleman from Wisconsin will have to read his own newspaper. 

. Mr. GUENTHER. It is not my own paper, but a paper which T 
received from Mr. Cox. T presume it relates to the steam-launch busi- 
ness, [Cries of “Read!” **Read!”?] 

The CHAIRMAN, ° Will the gentleman from Wisconsin oblige’ the 
Clerk by reading the extract in the paper which he sent up? 

Mr. GUENTHER. I am not so proficient in the French language as 
my friend from Massachusetts, and I ask him to read it. [Laughter]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tilinois [Mr. 
MORRISON ] ‘has called attention to the increase by this appropriation 
over that of last year by way of suggestion to this side of the House. 
They had better regard the economical profession they have heretofore 
indulged in. On this occasion I am glad the gentleman has seen fit to 
do so, and that it seems to be a pleasure to other gentlemen from time 
to time, as appropriation bills come’ up, to call attention to the fact 
we are not as economical as we ought to be. It is a pro propan remitider 
tous. It does not cost them anything àtall. Tf it did they would 
not indulge in it perhaps. 

Now, whatever reductions were made in past Congresses were made 
against your protest, and made by that side of the House with almost 
perfect nnanimity. But, sir, I would rather see them at last come to 
the conclusion the policy we adopted was thie correct one, by constantly 
reminding us that although we think it is the correct one, we are never- 
theless constantly departing from it: [Laughter.] 

I confess on this occasion, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has made a 
proper. point. The Book of Estimates only requires $1,000 for this 
steam-launch. It is proper we should regard the Book of Estimates, 
coming to us from the Secretary of the Treasury, who is to be regarded 
in the amounts necessary to carry on the Government as of much higher 
authority under the law than any foreign minister can possibly be, and 
especially in reference to any matter in which the latter is himself per- 
sonally concerned. I am unwilling this House should act on private 
matters upon the recommendation of any foreign minister when it comes 
in conflict with the estimates which come to this House from the source 
whence the law requires they should come. 

Mr. HEWITT. There was a supplemental: estimate in this case 
which the gentleman from Georgia overlooks. | 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have seen that supplemenital estimate, ' sie 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman the estimates when 
they are cut down or when appropriations are in excess of them? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman knows well what'l respect. ` He can 
not forget when he has had to rely on this side of the House time and 
again when he was chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to 
prevent his own side of the House from running up his own appropria- 
tion bills to an excessive amount. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I only wanted to know how you regard the esti- 
mates as authority. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say oftentimes under your administration 
the estimates were as excessive as they have been under our adminis- 
tration. But so far as my opinion is concerned, for one I have felt it to 
be my duty to examine them and eut them down as you did, " While 
I do not regard them as absolutely correct, I would take them in pref- 
erence to the estimate of any foreign minister as to his own wants. 

Before leaving this point, I wish to refer to the suggestion of the gen- 

- tleman from New York [Mr. Hewitr]. There was a supplemental 
estimate from the Department in this matter. I have seen it: It is 
only a letter from the State Department covering a letter from the 


minister, without recommendation at all. It was only transmit- 
ted to the House for its information. 

The fact stated that the owner of that launch will not contract for a 
less amount does not exclude the idea another may not be had at some- 
T hope the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois will 


Mr. Chairman, I would not for a much greater 
sum than $800 humiliate or contribute to the humiliation of our min- 
ister, Mr. Cox, or his predecessor, General Wallace, or the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Hewrrr], when he next visits Turkey. But I 
do not believe we can buy rank at Constantinople or elsewhere abroad, 
nor do we seek to obtain rank or respectability abroad by the splendor 
of equipment. Until we depart from our ancient or earlier faith we 
must not expect to compete even at foreign courts in the maintenance 
of magnificent display. Even there we must depend upon other causes 
tee to be respectable for something else; [Laughter and 
applause 

What been said by gentlemen of this item of expenditure and 
the humiliation of our representative at this court for lack of equip- 
ment and more expensive outfit may be said ofall our representatives 
abroad with the same or as much propriety. Ihave made this motion’ 
because if this increase is made phere can not be denied, ially if 
made on the reasons stated by the gentleman from New York (Mr. Hew- 
TTT], for the same reason will apply to all the foreign services. Tam not 
here to read lectures to nor to criticise gentlemen on the other side of the 
House. I have no right to do that in this matter, but I do want tosay 
a word to my own party friends here and in all kindness. These in- 
creasesin the cost and éxpenditures of the public service, however small 
they may appear to some of us, are hardly in ‘accordance with the as- 
surances which brought us here, and we should have a care how we 
act on these appropriations. “ [Applause.] "= 

Mr. HISCOCK: T move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, this item is vouched forin a peculiar way, and thereis 
no intention on this side of the House or on the part of any gentleman 
here to crowd up your bill, I will say to the gentleman from New York: 
The gentleman’s colleague from New York [Mr. HEWITT] says it is 
necessary. ` Everybody believes it to be necessary. Now, if there has 
got to be a sacrifice to economy donot select Mr. Cox. It will not de- 
stroy the Democratic party and it will not be subjected to the cha 
of extravagance because this peculiar item of $1,800 is inserted in this 
appropriation bill’ I have great respect for the estimates of the De- 
partment, as high, donbtless, as the gentleman from Georgia tit, 
BLOUNT], but here comes my colleague from New York who practically 
says that unless you give this $1,800 there is no need of giving any- 
thing. For one, I am in favor of allowing our representative at this 
court to live in a ble manner, © I hope that this amendment or 
this provision will be held in the bill, 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I rise more for the purpose of inquir- 
ing of the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs as to whether 
or not we make provision of this character for any other minister than 
to make any comments on the proposition. 

Mr. BELMONT. | It is not necessary anywhere else than in Constan- 
tinople, and that is the reason for making it there. 

Mr. BAYNE, . As I understand it, then it is an exceptional case. 
We propose to supply a yacht to our minister plenipotentiary at Con- 
stantinople in order that he may make a favorable showing and a suc- 
cessful race on the Bosporus with the resident ministers of other coun- 
tries of the world. 

Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman from Pennsylvania misapprehends 
entirely the purpose of the appropriation. -Surely the gentleman does 
not mean to create a wrong impression as to the actual facts... He must 
know that all of the representatives of other governments at Constan- 
tinople are compelled to cross the Bosporus in the discharge of their 
duties, because they live in another quarter, they live in the Euro 
quarter, and they must cross the water in something, and it has 
CURa o allow this steam-launch to be used’ by our minister for 


ast r: P'SFRUBLE” ‘And the racing is simply incidental. 

“Mr. BAYNE.” Then this isa new departure, and I PARA aha 
the position taken by y my friend from Illinois [Mr. Morison]. Lam 
disposed to think that if you begin to supply yachts and carriages and _ 
other things for our ministers abroad you will depart from a very correct 
principle. Our best plan is, I think, to pay a salary, and we do pay a 

very large one in these cases, and let’ our ministers expend that in sup- 
i ee themselves with such things as they may need in the service.. 

Mr BELMONT. How would the gentleman enable them to pay 
the rent, for instance? 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. BELMONT. What plan would you suggest to enable them to pay 
their rent? Would you recognize the system which has been in opera- 
tion so long or reject it? : 

Mr. BAYNE. y, if we are in the habit of paying rent let us payit. 

Mr. BELMONT. Well, we have been in the habit of paying for this 
particular steam-launch, which the gentleman will persist in callinga 

yacht.” It is a means of conveyance absolutely necessary to the 
laehes te the discharge of his official duties, as he is compelled to 
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live in the e a ee ee 
and is o to cross the Bosporus in order to reach the officials of 
the Tur Government, 

Mr. BAYNE, If we supply anything for our minister there I think 
wo Gackt ie mappiy. $ Tans Ido not believe in supplying an ordinary 
vessel or one that not compare favorably with those supplied by 
other nations.. I think the appropriation ongha to, he. very mach larger 


if we supply anything. 
[Here the hammer fell. } 
Mr. KING. I move to strike out the last word. 


In line with the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MoR- 
RISON ] I send to the desk to be read a part of the made by our 
very worthy minister at Constantinople on this very subjects Itis dated 
March 4, 1882. 
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ed friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Curtr], who has honored 
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Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr, Chairman, I deprecate, I must. be per- 
mitted to say, the reproduction of things as ancient as that in the con- 
sideration of an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the debate on the 
pending amendment has been exhausted. - 

Mr. D, of Maine. Then I move tostrike out the last two words. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will inform the gentleman that two a 


pro forma amendments are pending already, and unless an amendment 
be withdrawn another would not now be in order. 
mete KING. I withdraw the amendment I offered. 
Mr. REED, of Maine.. I congratulate the House upon the attention 
which the chairman gives to the forms of debate, . I was saying that I 
the reproduction of matters as old as that in debate on this 
floor. Why, I have seen wave after wave of economy and reform go 
over the Democratic party in the House, but it does not last but a year; 
it is not intended to last but a year. I remember that famous debate 
from which the quotation is read. My friend the from New 
York [Mr. Hewrrr], whose pride is so stirred 
American to-day, participated in it, 
Mr. HEWITT.|: I beg the gentleman’s pardon. |I did not open my 
mouth in that debate. EON ErP HANAR IARAA OTTA eh Shr 
Mr. REED, of Maine. It was the one 
Mr. HEWITT. I haye had several de! pope ee 
Mr. REED, of Maine. ier mar ag ieee tater l 
His proposition was. di on wheels. His idea was we should 
Here Coe rane Meee! N should travel from one end of Europe to the 
other, with that easy facility which he himself ever possesses for 
acquiring all sorts of information and misinformation should get thor- 
oughly acquainted with the habits of the people of different countries 
hc ordi iad dabusineaiih thyn dikane mhg [Laugh- 


T 
simply the Dem was in 

method of manifesting it. Bo allitimen-apances y peer takes for the 
last eight years when the Democracy come into power have not been 
put to the slightest practical use. 

I can remember when my friend from New York [Mr. HEWITT] was 
convaling this country on the eject of io mw materia, He never 
rose in pinon, his nonii navoc:openad 


t was a charming debate; Aer meea gin ame 2 It meant | tion and hag obtained 


itning frih ter.] But he has forgotten it all. The whole 
thing from his mind, Now his point is tariff 

taxation. sir, the other he told us that the people of this 
OTOR. RUAT, EB TA OET SA ‘straits by taxation that the Limit 


had actually been reached, and that the good anarchists of this country 
could not stand it any longer; and yet for the honor of making the 
American flag stream ahead in that procession of representatives of the 
effete monarchies of the Old World he proposes to put on a people 
already burdened beyond the verge of human endurance what in my 
country is a large sum of money—the sum of $800. LEaughter ] 
Well, now, Mr. Chairman, do not let your mind be trou by this 
thing; it will pass away like all the rest. Tariff taxation, free raw 
material, letters to Jay Gould in favor of protection, they all take their 
regular course like the old jingle, “‘ soldiers, sailors, tinkers, tailors,’? 
It is the old song. That is what we have heard right along. 
And what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] called the at- 
tention of the Democracy to was not, as the gentleman from Georgia 
supposed, by way of reproach. It was not for the purpose of remind- 
ing them of their old fame as economists. It was only to remind the 
Democratic party that they really never meant anything by it; and 
they all know it. [Laughter, ] 
I shall take occasion some day in some other debate to point out the 
t | flattering compliment which the Democratic iy pay to us in admin- 
istration as it does in every of human belief by following us. 
Why they do it now, when they have control of the Government, just as 
ery used to do it on the stump, only they were always a year or two 
pone the hammer fell, ] 
Mr. BELMONT. I wish I could accept the amendment which the 
tleman from Illinois has sugested. Butit seems to me that Mr. 
x having so long served on the Democratle side of this House is 
surely entitled to this amount of consideration so far as his opinion 
goes; his opinion is thatthe service of this steam-launch absolutely re- 
quire uires that amount of money, and it surely is not in me to refuse him 
request. 
This question of the usefulness of the diplomatic service is a very old 
one, and I know no better statement of it than that which was made 
in a report of the Secretary of State to President Jackson, Surely that 


is goi far back in the past. Yet nothing has been said which 

earl defines the of the diplomatic service or 
Stele ws to correct the misap which seems to exist at 
times in every national ture, 


legisla 

In the extract which has been read rige uug Cox’s speech there is 
reference to some action in England, and after hearing what our own 
Secretary of State said in 1833, I will ask the House to listen to what 
was said in Parliament on the same suhiect. 

In 1833, Edward Livingston, then Secretary of State, in a report 
made to President Andrew Jackson, and found in House Executive 
Document No. 94, PSPAIN pi ode NEAN 
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The CHAIRMAN. ee oe tleman has 
Mr. BLOUNT was d yielded his time to Mr. BELMONT. 
Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Freli a hey sent a report to this House 
from which I think I may as read an extract. He says: 
Di tic representation is a definite factor in the gett eona laboy 
world, and no better scheme has yet been pavia oe eimen 


tional ‘affairs, or for the preservation of friend! 
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cated tiplonasiaats poche consular 


Lord Palmerston’s answer to Messrs. Cobden and Brigh right, rhen ques- 
tioned by them as to whether the telegraph and rapid service did 
not supersede the necessity of a foreign Se prne corps, has been quoted 
before when this subject has been under consideration by Congress. 
He paid; 

in direc- 
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But whatever prejudice there 
at the Congress of Vienna in 
Chapelle into agreements by which certain rules of international inter- 
course between nations was established. And the greatest writer on 
international law, Mr. Wheaton, himself an American, says that— 


tbe against thig service, we entered 
5 and three years later at Aix la 


International assent to the system eaten pragai time has given to the 
customs the force of an é6bligation upon all ci powers. 

In regard to the suggestion which was contained in the read 
at the request of the gentleman from Louisiana, I think it is only just 
to say on of the Committee on Foreign Affairs that the subject 
of the consolidation of these missions was carefully considered. A plan 
was formulated and presented to the DepartmentofState, The Depart- 
ment of State made a very careful examination into the expediency of 
such an arrangement, and, although no formal action was taken by the 
committee on the subject, it became very clear it was impracticable at 
this time to recommend any consolidations. Moreover, a change in ex- 
isting law would be necessary and could not take place on this bill. 

Mr. KING. If the gentleman from New York will allow me, I wish 
to state that in asking to have:that speech read I did so for the purpose 
of saying that I believe if Mr. Cox were here he would vote for the pro- 
posed amendment as being in the direction of sassy 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. , as the subject of the necessity for 
the diplomatic service has been brought somewhat into view in this 
debate I desire to say a word upon that rather than upon this pauo 
ular amendment. The aa prireja service at one of the world was 
necessary. When the world was ruled by monarchs, and when there 
were but few liberal legislative bodies in existence, it was deemed nec- 
rre to have ministers resident at every foreign court for the purpose 
of bribing officers of state and acting as spies upon the governments to 
which the ministers were accredited. That isnot a very flattering no- 
tion of the use of ministers plenipotentiary in former ages but itis the 
use that history says they were put to at that time. That was ata 
period when there were no telegraphs, when there were no railroads, 
when there were no newspapers of the kind we have at the present day, 
when there was little intercommunication between nations, when the 
secrets of state were very carefully kept and when each state was 
watching all the others for the purpose of getting some advantage or 
some opportunity for self-aggrandizement. How different all is now! 

The world has outgrown the whole diplomatic system and the neces- 
sity for it. We now have rapid intercommunication by steam naviga- 
tion; we have Erotaan per by the still more rapid mode of 
railway transportation, at least as between governments on the same 
continent; we havetelegraphic communication which brings to the capi- 
tal of every civilized nation the action of the various governments, so 
far as it has been made public, in every other capital of a civilized 
country throughout the world. We know the news from all parts of 
bast rine ards geo parte De OGA A arctan Rector ig dre sige 

If the object is to promote commercial intercourse, the active, vigi- 
lant, intelligent m nts of the country are the men who acquire and 
avail themselves of all the information that is necessary to the success- 
ful prosecution of mercantile pursuits. They pares go to the State De- 
partment to get mercantile information, we desire to promote 

endly relations with other nations we live in an of the world 
when we have but to be just. No nation now will undertake to use its 
foreign ministers as instruments to extract the secrets of other cabinets, 
That is not what they are expected todo. Iremember thata few years 
ago there were read upon this floor some dispatchgs from our minister 
in Persia, I believe it was—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. And from Greece also, 

Mr, REAGAN. Yes, In that PARIE USEE there were very inter- 
esting accounts of balls and receptions, but nothing was found in itre- 
ferring to the political relations of that country with this or with the 
other commercial nations, At the present day some of our ministers 
may chance to deal occasionally with a political question, but they are 
more likely to be occupied with questions of etiquette and of precedent. 
The truth is, they have simply become an expensive ornament unsuited 
to the civilization, the progress, and the intelligence of our age, and we 
would be just as well off without them; we would save what they now 
cost us, and at the same time avoid what has been referred to here, the 
humiliation of having ministers at foreign courts who have not as great 
salaries or as splendid outfits as are furnished to their ministers by the 
monarchies of the Old World. 

Mr, WILLIS, Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary ae 
pea to axl whe ff it Tome bp in qoder to mere to limit debate on 

steam-laun wo hours 4 quarter, -] If so, I 
hope that motion will be made. ii sedi ie 
question was taken on theamendment offered by Mr. MoRRISON 
striking out from line 99 the words ‘‘ eight hundred;’’ and there were— 
ayes 58, noes 87, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON.. Mr. Chairman, I believe there is no quorum pres- 
ent, but as my friends are voting against me and my Dem- 
Pi friends are at the races, I will notcall for a quorum. ` [Laugh- 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I wish to inquire of the gentleman 


from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] why he does not give force and form to his 
oe T eae ce to the diplomatic service by introducing a bill on 
subj 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I have not attempted to do so be- 
cause I am not a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and also 
because I'am engaged in other duties which occupy my whole time, but 
I have hoped, year after year, to see some action taken toward abolish- 
ing the diplomatic service. ° 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, in saying that these wa 
of ‘‘economy ” that over the are transient, I am bound 
h errn ata ropie gentleman from Texas they are permanent. 

a 7 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman—— 
aoe CHAIRMAN. There is no question pending before the com- 

tee, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 
and yield my time to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, in the course of my life I have wit- 
nessed the broad face of the full moon on a bright evening and the 
peas joyousness which the observation of it was calculated to produce; 

have witnessed the brilliancy of the setting sun and the expression 
of pleasure and of self-satisfaction produced by observing it; but I have 
rarely seen anything that indicated so much self-satisfaction and com- 
placency as the gentleman from Maine seems to derive from the jests 
which he off here from time to time. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SCHEDULE B. 
Salaries, consular service Nerang 
‘eee at London, Paris, Havana, and Rio de Janeiro, at $6,000 each, 

Mr. CANNON. I move to amend by striking out line 144, ‘‘sala- 
ries, consular service (class.1),’’? and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘sala- 
ries, consuls-general.”? 


Mr. HO If that amendment is subject to a point of order, I 
wish to reserve the t. 
Mr. CANNON, call the attention of the gentleman from New 


York [Mr. BELMONT] to the fact that if this heading is intended to 
conform to the current law it is misleading. The amendment which 
I have offered will make it conform to that law. 

Mr, BELMONT. The gentleman will observe that this is a classifi- 
cation of officers of the consular service; that there are in this class a , 
number of consuls-general and two consuls, one at Liverpool and the 
other at Hong Kong, the one at $6,000 and the otherat $5,000. These 
consuls belong in this class, and therefore the heading simply describes 
the class—‘‘ salaries, consular service (class 1),’’ do not see any 
necessity for the gentleman’s amendment; in fact, I think the change 
might be somewhat misleading, from the fact that there are included 
in this class two consuls, one at $6,000, the other at $5,000. 

Mr. CANNON. But my friend will observe that this part of the bill 
provides for consuls-general 

Mr. BELMONT. And two 

Mr. CANNON. And these consuls-general are not consuls of class 1. 
The bill in this departs from the current law. 

Mr. BELMONT. I do not object to the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I suspect that a from New York in- 
tended to make this ay rear ill correspond perhaps to some 
change in the classification hereafter to be made—possibly embraced in 
legislation to be reported by his committee. But I donot believe itis 
a very good idea to depart from the usual form. 

Mr. BELMONT. ‘There is no change attempted in this bill. The 
classification here is according to the old plan; thatis to say, according 
to salaries. ‘The classification recommended by the committee in the 
other bill is on an entirely different basis. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; then my amendment is proper if the gen- 
tieman wants to conform to the existing classification. 

Mr. BELMONT. I am perfectly to accept the gentleman’s 
suggestion, but again call his attention to the fact that there are two 
consuls included among these consuls-general.' 

Mr..CANNON. But they are not consuls-general, , 

Mr. BELMONT. -They are consuls. i 

Mr. CANNON. When we reach the proper place they ought to be || 


transposed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. -I have not been able to understand the remarks of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] as to this rearrange- 
ment. Ido not understand the motive for it. 

Mr. BELMONT. Schedule B, ‘‘ Salaries consularservice (class 1),’’ 
includes all the consuls-general and two consuls—one at Liverpool at 
$6,000, and the other at Hong-Kong at $5,000. _ Class 2 includes con- 
suls at $3,500 and $3,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Then inSchedule B there is no change in the num- 
SS SI SS SN Ser ee 
more 

Mr. BELMONT. Nothing more. 

The amendment of Mr. CANNON was agreed to, 
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The seeing read as follows: 


Mr. BELMONT, hit line last read there is a clerical error. I 
move to strike out the line ‘‘consnl at Antwerp, $2,500,” and shall 
move its insertion later on. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from New York will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON... [think the clerk, in Daking ND this bill, has fallen 
into a mistake. . I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

162, 165, and 166; ing line 1 ff 
ones eno eh i on resin an foe in 


Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from New York will allow me to 
suggest that if the lines which I propose to strike out be transposed. to 
line 203 they will then come under the proper class. 

; Mr. BELMONT... I was about topropose that line 165 be struck out; 
and further on I shall move to insert it in the proper class. 

Mr.CANNON. My amendment will put these consuls in the proper 


Mr. BELMONT. It seems tome the gentleman’s amendment would 
transfer to class 2 the consul at Liverpool and the consul at Hong-Kong, 
both of them now belonging to class 1. I think the gentleman will see 
that. 


Mr. CANNON. T think not. [atk the Clerk to red thé anina! 


ment again. 
The amendment of Mr. CANNON was again read. 


Mr. BELMONT. Under the operation of that amendment where 
would the consulates at Liverpool and Hong-Kong be? 

‘Mr. CANNON. -They would appear immediately after that. 

Mr. BELMONT. H that i is the arrangement it vaa be perfectly 


The | CHAIRMAN: The Chair hears no objection, and the ‘amend- 
ment is adopted. < 

Mr. KIN In the rapid =e by the Clerk I did not notice when 
he reached St Petersburg.!). I ask ‘by unanimous consent to offer’ an 
amendment the effect.of which will be to curtail expenses. ‘Ido not 
think any one will sg, Po 

Mr. BELMONT. t acems to me that we had better proceed in reg- 
ular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. We cai only return to the paragraph by -unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. KING. . Dask unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. COX. We would like to know what the amendment is. 

Mr. KING: “I send the amendment up to be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That at the city of St. Russia, the offices of consul-general and 
secretary of legation shall be consolidated, one person sie both offices, and 
shall receive $4,000 per annum. 

Mr. BELMONT. ‘That would bea change of éxisting law, and of 
course could not be entertained. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York object? 

Mr. BELMONT. ` I will have to object. j 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Consul at Ningpo, China, $3,000, 


Mr. CANNON. I move to amend by striking out what has been 
read and inserting it exactly as it is after line 178. The object of the 
amendment is to put that consulate at Ningpo, China, under the head- 
ing of class 3, where it, properly belongs. 

r. BELMONT. That is correct. The salary of $3,000 shows it 
bas Deen included here by mistake, and should be under the heading 
of class 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, consular service (class 3). 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike that ont and insert ‘‘class 3.” 

j Mr. BELMONT. , That seems to be immaterial, and I will not ob- 
ect to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: € 

Great Britain and British dominions: Consuls at Manchester, Glasgow, Brad- 
ford, Belfast, Demerara, Ottawa, and Singapore, at $3,000 each, each, $21,000, 

' Mr. HOLMAN, | What is the object of this paragraph? The salary 
of these consulates is fixed by the class to which they belong, and as 
they belong to class 3, the salary is fixed by law at $3,000 a year. 
What necessity is there for the repetition of the salary here? 

Mr. BELMONT. It not only avoids confusion, but to my mind 
makes the provision of the bill more clear. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The consulates i By sees arranged in classes, and 
the salary of each class was fixed. the bill heretofore they were re- 


ferred to as class 2, 3, and 4; that, it seems to me, avoided confusion. 


In addition to the class this bill also names the salary, I admit the 
only difference is by repetition to swell the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: `“ 

Salaries, consular service (class 4). 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out ‘salaries, consular service 
(class 4)” and insert ‘‘ class 4.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Belgium; Consul at Brussels, $2,500. 

Mr. BELMONT. Line 165, ‘f Consulate at Antwerp, $2,500,”? was 
stricken ont, and I now move toinsert after ‘' Brussels’? ‘tand Ant- 
werp;’’ so it will read: ‘‘ Belgium: Consuls at Brussels and Antwerp, 
$2,500 each.’’ This is merely a transfer. 

The amendment was agreed to: 

Mr. HOLMAN. I express my regret again that the gentleman from 
New York, chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, has deemed 
it necessary to make a change by repeating the salaries of these foreign 
consuls. Instead of avoiding, in my judgment it creates confusion and 
uncertainty as to the grouping of eonsuls. 

Mr. BELMONT. The Committee on Foreign Affairs has unanimously 
reported to this House and will ask for the consideration of a bill chang- 
ing the basis of this classification. It will be found, I think, to be a 

t improvement on the old system. 

Mr. HOLMAN.. How can. it be an improvement? 

Mr. BELMONT. | When the House comes to consider the bill the gen- 
tleman himself I think will admit it. - We are trying to carry out as 
far as possible the old classification in this appropriation bill, but when 
the House comes to consider the bill for the reorganization of the con- 
sular service it will be found the classification recommended is much 
better in every way than the old system. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; and the policy has been, through all these 
years since this present classification been in existence, from time 
to time to change the arrangement of consuls and regulate them in ac- 
cordance with the importance of the consulate’ they till. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, consular service (class 5). 

Mr. CANNON. ‘TI offer the same amendment in reference to that: 
To strike out the words ‘salaries, consular service,’’ so that it will 
stand ‘class 5.” 

Mr. BELMONT. There is no Girish to that. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mexico: Consul at Acapulco, $2,000. ? À 

Mr. CANNON. I moveto amend by striking out that line—— 

Mr. BELMONT. The hour of 5 o’clock has about arrived, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the House go on with the consideration of the 
bill, as I think we can complete it within a short time. [Cries of 
“Nol” t: No!”] 

Mr. DUNHAM. Regular order ! 

Mr. HAMMOND. Irise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The honr of 5 o’clock having erriyed, the com- 
mittee will rise and report to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Haren reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under con- 
sideration the consyjar and diplomatic appropriation bill had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

And then (the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of ‘8. I. G. Scott, executrix, praying 
that war claim of John Scott, deceased, late of Culpeper County, Vir- 

inia, be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
‘ims. 
Also, petition of French Dodd that his claim for compensation for 
incurred during the war may be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr, BOUND: Petition of citizens of Millersburg, Pa., for the 
passage of a law for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Troy, N. Y., praying for 
a law to redeem the trade-dollar—to the same committee, 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of New York, urging the 
passage of a bill for the relief of Jonathan D. Stevenson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of 1,535 citizens of Jnab County, and of 
919 citizens of Box Elder County, Utah Territory, earnestly protesting 
against the enactment of any legislation which will deprive them of 
all voice in the government of that Territory by disfranchising them 
through test-oaths on account of their religious belief, as proposed by 
the minority party of said Territory; also agninst the passage of any 
law which would abolish the Legislature of Utah and create for the 
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government of the Territory a legislative commission—to the Commit- 
tee on the ‘Territories. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS:; Papers relating, to the claim of Mary A. E. 
acin of Warren County; Mississippi—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of Thomas Carson, mayor of Brownsville, 
Wex., and others, citizens of Cameron County, praying for the re-estab- 
lishment of the National Board of Health—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of Chicago Live Stock Exchange, against | 


House bill 8328 to tax butterine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ELY: Petition of Lucius W. Daniels and 35 others, in favor 
of legislation to control the manufacture of imitation butter—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Live Stock Exchange, of 
Chicago, Ill., protesting against taxing oleomargarine—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of merchants, manufacturers, and 
other citizens of the United States, asking for an appropriation to com- 

te American steamships for carrying the United States mails—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of citizens of West Chester, Pa., praying for appropria- 
tion to enable the National Board of Health to take measures forthe 
prevention of epidemics—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of James Hawkins; of John B. Taylor, 
heir at law of John E. Taylor; of Andrew Wells; of Isaac Chadwick; 
of E. T. Davenport, heir at law of Joseph Davenport; of C..C. Daven- 
port, and others, heirs of Orville J. Davenport; of James M. Dillard 
and. of James M. Dillard, jr., asking that their war claims be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Affidavit in support of House bill 4396, grantinga 
pension to Harriet Harrington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. E. Eldridge and 33 others, citizens of Waitsfield, 
bis for a tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

y Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of 8.8. Morrow and others, citizens of 
hover Towa, asking that William Thurston be granted a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of George T. Powell and 17 others, of 
Ghent; of Ransom Dodge and 21 others, of Buckman; and of Darius 


Weed and 58 others, of Copake, N. Non asking forthe. of the 
bill to regulate sale of all imitations of butter, &c.—to the Committee 
on Bo Seep este 


fies LORE: Petition of Delaware Clark and 41 others, and of John 
J.B and 259 others, citizens of Delaware, for the suppression of the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine and other imitations of butter— 
to the same committee, 

By Mr. MORRISON: Petition of the Chicago Live Stock Exchange, 

taxing butterine—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Mary L. Nulton, executrix of 
James Bowlen, of Clark County; of J. M. Silver, of Frederick County, 
and of C. C. Shumaker, executrix of Peter Zettee, deceased, praying that 
their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of William F. Filkins and others, in favor 
of bill taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Petition of Simon E. Foss and others, for re- 
lief of Elizabeth Wild—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, petition of John E. Hobbs and others, of North Berwick, and 
of J. E. Barker and others, of Naples, Me., in favor of the oleomarga- 
rine bill—to the Committee on A; ture. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Resolutions of the Chicago Live Stock Exchange, 

g bills to tax oleo; e—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of A. G. Jennings & Son, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., asking for an increase of duties on lace and lace goods—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of A. G. Jennings & Son, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., for an increase of duty on lace goods and lace—to the 
same committee. 

Also, resolution of the New York State Legislature, in favor of Col. 
J. D. D. Btevenson—to the Committee on Claims. 

petition of Robert P, Getz and others, of Yonkers, N. Y., for 
we e redemption of the of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, 
eights, an 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of Grange No. 149, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Pennsylvania, for the passage of a law to suppress the manufacture 
ape mips of all imitations of dairy products—to the Committee on Ag- 

Also, petition of riom against putting wool, hides, jute, tobacco, 
ashy raw sugars, &c,, on the free-list-—to the Committee on Ways and 


Also, memorial of the Live-Stock Exchange of Chicago, IL, against 
the passage of any law prohibiting the manufacture or sale of oleomar- 
garine or butterine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of Jesse P, Nelson, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Nichplas H. Van Zandtz, for a pen- 


sion for permanent disability in the naval service—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Joint memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
and the Board of Trade of Seattle, Wash., protesting ingt the de- 
crease of duties on coal and lumber imported into the United States— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WAIT: Petition of Charles A. Williams and others, of Salem, 
Conn., for the enactment of a law requiring that all imitations of butter 
be sold by their trne names—to the Committee on Agriculture. * 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of Amos Morrison, of Berkeley County, 
West Virginia, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

The following petitions, urging the adoption of the bill placing the 
manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per pound, 
and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save the dairy 
interests from ruin and protect consumersof butter from fraud and im- 
position, were presented, and severally referred to the Committee on 


y Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Of 22 citizens of Delphos; of 27 citizens 
of Minneapolis; of 30 citizens of Clyde; and of 40 citizens of Minneap- 
olis, Kans. 

By Mr. ELY: Of citizens of Northboroouh, Mass. 

By Mr. FULLER: Of citizens of Strawberry Point, of Waukon, of 
Nashua, of Wadena, and of Rockford, Iowa. ` 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of William Cunningham and others, of Hum- 
boldt, Kans. ` 

By Mr. HALL: of citizens of Washington, of Madison ‘8 Den- 
mark, of Tallyrand, and of Burlington, Iowa. 

By "Mr. HANBACK: Of citizens of Jewell, of Paris, and of Beloit, 
Kans. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Of citizens of Lamont, of Shell Rock, 
of Manchester, of Independence, of Gowrie, of Volga, of Almoral, of 
Mechanicsville, of Bristow, of Waverly, of Plainfield, and of Lamont, 
Iowa. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Of citizens of Pella and of f Dana, Towa. 19 

By Mr. HIRES: Of Glenwood, of Dickertown, of Hartford, of: Med- 
ford Grange, of Tom’s River, of Beaver River, of Frankfort, and of other 
towns of New Jersey. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Of J. D.K. Smith and 97 others, citizens of Iowa. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Of Peter Olsen and 43 others, citizens of Iowa. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Of citizens of Spring Brook, of Amber, of Bald- 
win, of Elwood, and of Sand § Iowa. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Ofcitizens ot Yardley, of Worcester, of Hosensack, 
of Windsor Castle, of Woodcock, of Darling, of Afton, of Flavin, of Co- 
lumbus, of Union City, of Wayne, of Six Mile Run, of Corry; of Almont, 
of West Chester, of Corydon, of Solebury, of Limerick, of Obelisk, of 
Font, of Perth Amboy, and of Bainbridge, Pa. 

By Mr. PETERS: Of 22 farmers of Reno County, Kansas. 

By Mr. E. F. STONE: Of citizens of Salisbury, of West Newbury, 
of Peabody, and of Middleton, Mass. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Of J.T. Norton and 70 others, citizens of Iowa. 

By Mr. J. B. WEAVER: Of citizens of Clifton, of Marion County, 
and of Greeley, Iowa. 

The | following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the: public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Milita vert and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported: wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. R. S. GREEN: Of citizens of Union County, New Jersey. 

By Mr. Fre vi Of citizens of Pike, Scott, Cass, and Adams Coun- 
ties, 

By Mr. “ROGERS: Of citizens of Pulaski County, Arkansas. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Of citizens of Newport County, Rhode Island. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Of citizens of Carroll County, Tennessee, 
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c Pinyet by tha Chaplain: Ret, J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approyed. .. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. ; 

The bill (H. R. 2851) to provide for ascertaining and settling private 

land claims in the es of New Mexico and Arizona and the State 

of Colorado was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Private Lang Claims. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion tina the Bosta of tae Tn Interior, transmitting a letter from the ` 


Supervising Architect of that Department favo: an appropriation of 
$100,000 for the continuation of work on the publie building at Roches- 


ter} N: ¥.; which, with the accom sapien was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


mre ayn, Home arna ee ra pana scat mye in the 
State w was referred to Committee on Appropri- 
ations, aAa todo A 


SATEN oper EEY OF LABOR. 


‘The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, incompliance with 
report of the Com- 


aaiae orar & 01900, he Tt 
missioner of Labor; E ai 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore p 2 Piss chistes itl bo biii 
to the Committee on cation and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ought it not to be referred to the Committee on 


Printing? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is presented in the form 
of a printed document, and therefore the order to will not be made 
ttee to which it is re- 


except upon the recommendation of the 
ferred. 


Mr. COCKRELL.” Very well. 
f P AQUEDUCT BRIDGE. i 

The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter of the 8th instant from the | and 
and a of a report of the 4th instant from 8. T, 


R 


be printed. 
VISIT TO MARYLAND BATTLEFIELDS. 


The PRÉSIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication; which ay waa toad, and ordered to lie on the table: 


beth den Sagem te re gt areae band pe 
invitation heretofore given you and the ment 

over which you preside to the last-named days in- 
Mead of May di and 15. 


I have the honor to be, sir; very respectfully, 
? EDWD S. BRAGG, 


Chairman Committee. 
onioni Untied Bates Senate. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro ted a petition of the American 


passage of House bill 8328, imposing a tax of 10 cents per pound on, 
and regulating the mannfactare, sale, i importation, and of, 
oleomargarine; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry: 

He also presented a petition of 12 citizens of Zanesville, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a law for the redemption of the trade-dollar; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL. | I present a petition of citizens of Rutland, Vt., in 
relation to imitation butter, not asking that its manufacture be pro- 
hibited, but demanding that it shall be sold under its true name. I 
move the reference of the petition to Ss emenehet ee Earn ere 
and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of H. D. Tinker and 104 other 
citizens of Suffield, Conn.; the petition of Curtis H. Case and 32 other 
citizens of Bloomfield, Conn. ; the petition of James B. Olcott and 25 
other citizens of Manchester, Conn.; the'petition of Roswell Flower 
and 32 other citizens of Bolton, Conn., and the petition of ` B.C. Hatch 
and 32 other citizens of New Milford, Conn., praying for legislation 
regulating the sale of imitations of butter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. INGALLS ‘presented petitions of 567 farmers of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the of House bill 8328, defining butter, and also impos- 
ing « tax of 10 cents por ere atik APT gk Vie See MRS Hele PT 
importation, and of oleomargarine; which were referred to 
the ee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


for th 


int Forestky. ; 
ralio rateta petuah of farmers of Chester County, Pennsyl- 
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a tak a tax EA be imposed on imitations 
of butter was referred to sa gound bei on Agricultare, and i 
Mr, COC I t an additional statement of Clara B. 


presen 
Davidson, widow of General John W, Davidson, deceased, who is an 
applicant foran increase of for consideration in connection with 


the bill which has been introd: for herrelief. Imove the reference 
of the paper to. the Committee on Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of dairymen and butter- 
makers of Flag Springs, Mo., praying for the adoption of the bill of the 
American and introduced by Hon. 
WARNER MILLER, of New York, in the Senate, and by Atop W- du 
ica Erli: of P lyania, in the House of Representatives, placing the 

sale of all imitations of butter under the control of 

O keel Revenue of the United States and im- 

posing A HAE oT 10 00015 io DONDA. I move the réference of the peti- 
tion te the Committee on Agriculture 


and Forestry. 

The motion was to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I present a letter addressed to me, ug Sa 
Agee poy from the Armour Packing Company of ae City, Mo., 
in the manufacture of Pe pr RRENEN AT A 
against e passage of a law imposing a tax o 
10 cents a pound or any internal-revenue tax upon these manufactured 
articles, and giving reasons why such a law should not be enacted. I 
a eee seen nl ein AN eaten Aen 


Mr GALL ited a gD guards Alga hs Fia.; 
a petition of 43 citizens 3a petition of 148 citizens of 
Gainesville, Fla., and a ition of 36: olinan of Berson, Fla pray- 
ing for an extension of time for the completion of the road of the 


Florida- Railway and a Company; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MILLER ted a petition of 3,000 farmers residing in dif- 
the passage of Senate 
10 cents per pound and 


He 0 presented a petition of the Farmers’ Club of Hanover, N. Y., 
weaving Be fs dedengs OF She EA Sa kg ANI filinon OF Webi AATA 
a ch was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 


Mr. MILLER, I present a petition of the Northern New York An- 
nual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, composed of 228 
ministers and representing 25,000 church members. The petition re- 
cites some of the outrages which have been perpetrated upon the Chi- 
nese in Wyoming Territory and elsewhere in the West, and closes with 
this prayer: 

We therefore ion your honorable body to enact without delay such meas- 
ures as will ena le the oflicers ofthe Jaw to su press all efforts to persecute and 
drive out the ee ee ey a ne 
domain, the same pro afforded to all other “life, lfberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness.” Ue haa g eap ca erie pammenreeh erence 


This petition is properly certified to and signed by the secretary of 
the It is substantially the same that was sent some time 
ago from the New York conference. I shall not read it further nor ask 
to have it spread upon the record. Imove that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Korea Relations, 

The motion was 

Mr. BOWEN.. I present At To citizens of the United States 
resident in La Plata and San Juan Counties, in the State of Sale 
protesting against the location of the Southern Ute Indians in the 
southeastern corner of Utah immediately bordering on the line of Col- 
orado. 


I will state in this connection that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
have already reported the bill to the Senate with an amendment which 
was proposed by the Indian Office of the Interior Department which 
seems to meet the views of these citizens, The amendment is one 
wnich I have already offered and I think will meet the case, but I 
thonght it best to present the memorials. The bill with the amend- 
ment as I understand conforms to the views of the memorialists, and 
I think they are right about the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, . The memorials will lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented fourteen petitions of 479 farmers of New 
Jersey, praying for the passage of House bill 8328 imposing a tax of 10 


cents per pound and kikina abeg bay, ge ion, and 
exportation of oleomargarine; which were referred. to Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 


He also presented a petition of bankers, merchants, and business men 
of New Jersey, praying for the redemption of the trade-dollar; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of 103 farmers of Nebraska, 
praying for the imposition of a tax of 10 cents per pound upon oleo- 


1886 TAM: 


ae (which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 


portation, exportation 

the petitions be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM. I present numerous petitions<rom farmers in differ- 
PENDE ca ence i NE TETEA eset 

he undersigned and butter-makers respectfull, hon- 
orale body bP m of the novus ee 54 riouttural aod Dairy 
Association, in w by Hon. een Hae pp aT pene i ‘ork, Senate, 


and by Hon. "W. L. Scort, of Pennsyl 
ing manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of the 


Commissioner of Internal Revenue of the United States, and taxing it 20 sents 
per pound, ão. 

‘These petitions are signed by numerous farmers of different parts of 
the State of Illinois. X moye their reference to the Committes on Ag- 
riculture and F 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

LiveStock Exeha presented a resolution adopted by the Chicago (1i1.) 
ive change, remonstra‘ pesiort the pasaga of any law 
or Veber aint dy and sale o ke; 


presented 

tition of Lafayette 

Counties, Illinois, praying for the imposition Seg tae OI cents a 

Hage pradene gihe which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Pru EA a petition of Knights of Labor of Columbia- 

Mich.» payme for the enactment of a law baghi 

persons under twenty-one years of age more t 

led ; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


a “CONGER. I present a large number of petitions from different 
parts of the Stateof Michigan, praying for the passage of a bill in regard 
to ie poa, iid eieac yes acter or butter substitutes. I move that the 
petitions erred to the Committee on Agricultare and Forestry. 

Me PLATT. T ng business 

r present. a petition numerously signed by 
men and firms of Meriden, Conn., praying for the redemption of the 
trade-dollar. I move the Braghi of the petition to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The TOAN was seers: t 

presented a petition of wholesale grocers of Chicago, 
m, paying for the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty; which was re- 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of veterans of Southwestern Minnesota, 
praying to be granted arms for their encampment; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the reference of the bill 
(S. 1967) to refer the claim of Clinton G. Co! of the city of New 
York, to the Court of Claims, a claim for the use of his patent, 
be changed from the Committee on to the Committee on Patents. 
This is not technically the report of the committee, but I take the re- 
pens ah fed asa member of the Committee on Claims of making that 


“The T PRESIDENT pro tempore, _ If there be no objection the Commit- 

tee on Claims will be from the farther consideration of the 

mil aaas Ti be referred to the Committee on Patents. The Chair 
ears none. 

Mr. HOAR. I make a similar request in regard to the bill (S. 1954) 
for the relief of Eli Ayres, that it may be taken from the Committee on 
Claims and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. I¢ isa claim 
for an Indian depredation, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Committee on Claims will be 
discharged from the farther consideration of the bill, and it-will bere- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs if there be no objection. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R:"7470) for the relicf of William Fisher, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr, SAULSBUORY. Tam direct directed by the Committee on Pate coe 
and Elections, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6637) relating to 
contested elections, to report it with amendments. As the Dill relates 
to matters solely connected with the House of Representatives, I ask 
that it Aiea = upon its 


Mr. INGALLS. I object. 


Nancy Franklin; ~~ 
granting a pension to Lewis W. Scanland; 
. R. 6670 granting a pension to Susan Malone; 
6120) for the relief of Richard Horrigan; 
a pension to Samantha A. Smith; 
granting a pension to William H. Starr; 
Snide a OTIO Kamen Ve Mines 
granting an increase of pension to Hezekiah Till- 


) aang a ein io Or Ñ Woodson; 


Bre 
EEEBE 
A RRERERER 


Rep RRRRE 


granting a pension to Orson W. Sears; 
ting a pension to Callie West; and 
4730) forthe reli of Mary Murphy. 
of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, te whom 
was E eet the bill (S. 1534) for the relief of John P. Bush and James 
Gomme, 79 reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


on Mr, SEWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. 2355) granting a te Edward. R. Shubrick, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted rts thereon: 

5472) to increase the pension of Henry Brooks; and 

A bill (H. R. 3054) granting a pension to Sylvester Root. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
isin shins soteiod:the ilmin bilie senettes em hve ee 
out amendment, and submitted 

A bill (H. R. 023) granting » yeusion $9 Onruline Starts, widow of 
Jacob Sturtz, deceased, late of Company G, posses Las dara 
unteers; and 

A bill (H. R. 5438) for the relief of Elias Sheads.: 

Mr. LOGAN, i ree from the Committee on Military Affairs the 
bill (S. 778) to equalize the bounties of soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war for the Union, by consent of the committee, without recom- 
mendation either for or against it, t that I am authorized to pre- 
sont the-report that I salunis fom. myself with the bill. Iask thatit be 
printed, and that the bill be placed on the. Calendar. 

AD E DEREDEN E Pfa nat The réport will be printed and the 
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the bill (S. 2053) for the relief of Chester A. Arthur and William H. 
Robertson, late collectors of the customs of the district of the city of 
New York, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED.. - 


Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2416) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph Wirth; which was read twice. by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2417) for the refund of duties 
exacted in error upon the importationsof steel railway blooms; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2418) granting a pension to Sarah 
E- Boulter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCK RELL introduced a bill (S. 2419) granting a pension to Jack- 
son Steward; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2420) granting a pension to Sid- 
ney Denton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 2421) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Maria C. McPherson; which was read twics-by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill 8. 2422) granting a pen- 
sion to Mra. Belle Griffith; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (8. 2423) for the relief 
of Grafton Munroe; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to. the Committee on Claims. -> 

SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2424) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Kincaid; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referfed to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VANCE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2425) for the relief of 
the heirs of Myra Clark Gaines; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2426) to prevent improper selections 
of the publie lands of the United States under the act entitled “‘An act 
to enable the State of Arkansas and other States to reclaim the swamp 
lands within their limits,” approved 28, 1850; which was 


September 
read twice by its title, and referred to to the Committee on Public Lands. 
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at AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION . BTLLS, stii jno | 
ioo Mr. GRAY and Mr, SEWELL submitted amendments ‘intended 


Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended:to:be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill;: which was referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


REPRINTING OF BILLS. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have received several dispatches requesting a copy 
of the interstate-commerce bill as it passed the Senate yesterday even- 
ing. 1 ask that an order be made to print the bill (S. 1532) to regulate 
commerce as it passed the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. If there be no objection that order 
will be made, 

Mr. BLAIR.. The bill (S. 194) to aid in the establishment and tem- 
porary support of common schools has been out of print for some time, 
and there is great demand for it. If the Senate will make a like order 
in regard to that bill, I should feel greatly obliged. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be made if there be 


“no objection. ‘The Chair hears none, and it is ordered. 


i WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
On motion of Mr. SPOONER, it was 
aspri agar rosy Sa Allen have leave to withdraw the papers in his case 
from the of the Senate, for use before a committee of the House of Represent- 


PRE-EMPTION LAND ENTRIES, 


iL, of, Oregon, submitted the following. resolution: 


Mr, 
which was, read:, i Hirow O 

Whereas there is pending before the Senate bill (S. 2299) provid: 
other things for the protection sf parties one have some ornk enn 
after baat. bento $ entry and ‘ore the issuance of patent en! under the 
pre-em. nm z Therefore; © sh : $ 

That Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 

Serer Snai ace ANEA acl Gonerens shell tare DAADA vem thelosiaintion 
proposed by the aforesaid | Bills iro BY 
| Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I move that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. _ fp 

The motion was agreed to. ' 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


| Pot mesage sgos the House of eren tie By $a orini its Clerk, 


t the House had passed a bill 6395) making appro- 
priations for the swpport of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1887, and for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. ° 

The message 


Mr. BARBOUR, Mr. WILSON, and Mr, ROWELL managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House, 


PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no farther ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions’’ the morning business is closed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is now in order. The 
first case on the Calendar will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (8. 18) for the relief of Pearson O. Mont- 
gomery, of Memphis, Tenn. 

Mr. INGALLS. That stands on a motion to reconsider. Let it be 


passed over. 
STATEN ISLAND BRIDGE, 

Mr. FRYE. I gave notice ten days ago that when T had an oppor- 
tunity I should move that the Senate A kre to the consideration of 
Senate bill 121, known as the Staten d bridge bill, I make that 
motion. 

Mr. CONGER.” I hope the Senate will go through with the Calendar 
in its order and consider first the unobjected cases. I gave notice last 
week that I should while I was able, and by instruction from the com- 
mittee of which I am chairman, the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, insist upon taking up the Calendar and going through with 
the unobjected cases, and then with the other cases, as rapidly as we 
ean; and finish the Calendar. The Calendar has become very large, 


and there are bills of public and private interest scattered through the. 
-whole length of the Calendar which can not be reached—— "> 


The eoweagrnieag ahd The Chair must remind the Senator 
from. i that debate or discussion is not in order ona motion to 
take up a bill. PS A ee TERA O a 


tion to take up a particular ; ‘ 
But the regular order of business is to take up the 


T. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the regular order. 
Mr. CONGER, I call for the regular order. 


‘Senate may proceed to the consideration of a i 


Mr. SEWELL,.. -I ask unanimous consent to be: allowed tomake a 
remark, l 


romeo a i f d 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. -- The regular order is the Calendar, 
but the rule provides also that upon.the motion of any Senator the 
bill, and that 
motion must be submitted without debate. Senator from New 
Jersey asks the unanimous consent of the Senate for what purpose ? 

Mr, SEWELL, Just to make remark on the proposition of the 
Senator from Maine, which simply is that the bill to which he refers 
can not possibly be taken up and disposed of in the morning hour. 
Myself and my colleague are instructed by our State, and will at least 
consume several hours in its discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill named by him, The bill will be read by its title. à 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 121) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Staten Island Sound known as Arthur Kill, and to 
establish the same as a post-road. 

Phd MAXEY Is it proposed to take up the bill by a vote of the 
mate 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By a majority of the Senate; but if 
that is declined then the Calendar will be in order. The question is 
on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Maine. [Putting the 
question.] ‘The noes appear tohave it. ~ 

Mr. FRYE... Iwill call for adivision. This is'a matter of great 
zante importance, and I want to do my duty. I call for a division of 

Senate rs 


Mr. McPHERSON....I ask unanimous: consent to make a single re- 
mark to the Senator from Maine upon his proposition. : 

The, PRESIDENT pro-tempore. -The Chair must remind the Senator 
from New Jersey that the motion is not debatable. 

Mr. McPHERSON.. I do not to debate it. I simply wish 
to state to the Senator KARERA Pan migom kismillio- 
essary for my use in the discussion of this measure I have not with me 
this morning; they are at my house. I shall be very glad to assist the 
Senator at any other time in getting up the bill; I have no wish to post- 
pone its consideration; but so far as I am concerned I am not y to 
go on with the discussion thismorning. \ Therefore I ask the indulgence 
of the Senator for its postponement, as it is an important bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . As many as are in favor of proceed- 
ing to the consideration of the bill referred to will rise and stand until 
coun 

There were on a division—ayes 11, noes 19. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The motion is lost, . It is proper for 
the Chair to state that the divison discloses the want of a quorum, but 
there is a quorum present by actual count. 

Mr. FRYE. I am not going to press the motion. Theindication of 
the Senate was against me, and I make no further request. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6395) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 2 

PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first case on the Calendar will 
be proceeded with. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 18) for the relief of Pearson C. Mont- 
gomery, of Memphis, Tenn. 

Mr. INGALLS. That has already been objected to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill goes over 
under the rule, 

L. MADISON DAY. 

The bill (S. 266) for the relief of L. Madison Day was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE} 
who reported the bill is absent, and I shall not insist upon action on it 


now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. Shall it go 
over without losing its place? 

Mr, COCKRELL. . Let it go over under the other rule. It can be 
called up at any time. 

The PRESIDENT pretempore.... The bill goes over, and will take its 
place on the Calendar under the ninth rule. 

i WILBUR F. STEELE. ' 


The next bill in order was the bill (S. 1223) for the relief of Wilbur 
F. ë. ea 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over to the other Calendar. 
Mr. MoMILLAN. Is there any objection to that bill? 
' The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill goes over, being objected to. 
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Northern Pacific Railroad, and to make the necessary appropriations 
for carrying out the same, was announced as next in order, 
Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I object to that. 


The bill wus reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes | third time, and passed. 


over under the rule. 
WALKER RIVER RESERVATION., 

The bill (S. 1056) to accept and ratify an agreement made by the 
Pah-Ute Indians, and granting a right of way to the Carson and Col- 
orado Kailroad Company through the Walker River reservation, in 
Nevada, was announced as next in order, and the Secretary proceeded 
to read the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. That seems to be a long bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Oregon 
what is the objection to the other bill. S 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The objection is simply that it will 
take the whole morning hour. ; 


DEVIL’S LAKE RESERVATION. 

The bill (S. 1057) granting a right of way to the Jamestown and 
Northern Railroad Company threngh Devil’s Lake Indian reservation, 
in the Territory of Dakota, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE E. W. SHARRETTS. 

The bill (S. 1069) for the relief of George E. W. Sharretts was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the consent of the Senator who made the objec- 
tion to be permitted to make one statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the objection so as to hear the state- 
ment. , s 

Mr. HOAR. This is the claim of a very worthy, a very aged, and 
very poor man, as I understand. - He rendered a great service to the 
Government in preparing pay tables. Originally. the claim was for 
$30,000. The committee sent the case to the Court of Claims, and on 
their report we reported an amendment which pays the man $1,200. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the objection. 

PFE Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 

ill. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis a vase which has given the committee a great deal 
of trouble. I once on very full and thorough study of the case made a 
report to the Committee of Claims for a large sum, fifteen or twenty 
thousand dollars. On further reflection it was sent to the Court of 
Claims, and a very small allowance reported. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Claims will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The committee report to amend, in line 6, after 
the words ‘‘sum of,” to strike out ‘‘thirty thousand” and insert 
“one thousand two hundred;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Beit &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to out of any money in the Treas not otherwise 
appropriated, to George EY W. Sharretts the sum of $1,200, in full compensation 
for his time and services in the preparation of his salary tables used by the Gov- 
ernment, and in lieu of all roya or value of said tables, of which he is the in- 
ventorand author, as appears by the findings of facts of the Court of Claims, filed 
February 2, 1885, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to he engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. , 

JOSEPH F. WILSON. 

The bill (S. 922) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This isa case adversely reported, and I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 

ARMY HOSPITAL STEWARDS, 


The bill (S. 1119) toprovide for theappointment of hospital stewards 
in the United States Army and to fix their pay and allowance, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in section 2, line 4, before the word ‘‘ do ” to strike 
out ‘‘fifty ” and insert ‘‘forty;’’ and before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 
4, to strike out “‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to make the 
section read: . 

That the moniy pay of hospital stewards of the first class shall be $40, and 
the monthly pay of hospital stewards of the second class shall be $30; that each 
class shall receive the increase‘ pay for continuous service now allowed by law; 


and that the allowances of quarters, fuel, rations, clothing, &c., shall be as now, 
or may hereafter be, fixed by law or regulation, : 


The amendments were agreed to. 
XVII 
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TIME FOR MEETING OF CONGRESS, 


Mr. HOAR. The next bill on the Calendar (S. 1406) fixing the time 
for the meeting of Congress relates to the same subject as a constitu- 
tional amendment which has also been reported favorably, and I would 
like to have the twosubjects considered at the same time. I therefore 
object to the bill for the present. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the two prop- 
ositions will be considered at the same time. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CONGER. Let the bill go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 1406 will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

JUDICIAL CIRCUITS. 


The bill (S. 1286) to amend section 604 of the Revised Statutes, and 
for other pu was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that be read for information in the first place. 

The bill was read; and the Senate as in Committee of the Whole pro- 
ceeded to consider it. It proposes to amend section 604 of the Revised 
Statutes, so as to make a part of it read: 

Eighth. The eighth circuit includes the districts of Nebraska, Kansas, Arkan- 
sas, and Colorado, ; 

Ninth. The ninth circuit includes the districts of Minnesota, Iowa, and Mis- 
Tenth, The tenih circuit includes the districts of California, Oregon, and Ne- 
VA 

The bill further provides that hereafter the present judge of the ninth 
judicial circuit, comprising the districts of California, Oregon, and Ne- 
vada, shall be the judge of the tenth judicial circuit; and there shall 
be appointed a circuit judge for the ninth judicial circuit as now desig- 
nated, comprising the districts of Minnesota, Iowa, and Missouri. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOAR. The title should be amended. 

Mr. CONGER. LI ask that the title be amended to correspond with 
the terms of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In what respect? 

Mr. CONGER. So as to state the object. I suggest that it should 
read ‘‘ A bill to amend section 604 of the Revised Statutes telating to 
circuit courts, and for other porpora 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that the real purpose is to establish a new 

qudicial circuit, and that ought to be stated in the title. It is really to 
establish a new*circuit and appoint a new circuit judge. 

Mr. CONGER. It defines also some othercircuits. I desire that the 
title of the bill should give some indication when we look at it of what 
the subject-matter is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator will propose an 
amendment the Chair will submit the question. 

Mr. CONGER. I suggest ‘‘A bill to amend section 604 of the Re- 
vised Statutes in relation to circuit courts, and for other purposes.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be made if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the title ought to be ‘‘A bill to change 
the limits of the eighth and ninth and tenth circuits.” 

e Mr. ALLISON. ‘And appoint another circuit judge,” because that 
is the principal thing here. It is to establish a new circuit and appoint 
a new circuit judge. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan has sub- 
mitted an amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. LI accept the suggestion. All I want is that the title 
of the bill should give some indication of the contents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Massachu- 
setts repeat his amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill suggest that the title read in this way: ‘‘A bill 
to change the limits of certain circuits and to establish a new judicial 
circuit,” 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I think this bill changes the ninth 
circuit to the tenth circuit. How does it affect the ninth circuit ? 

Mr. INGALLS. The present eighth circuit includes the States of 
Nebraska, Ar Colorado, Minnesota, Iowa, and Missouri, 
Me pitoa for holding court extending from Saint Paul on the north to 
Little Rock on the south and from Saint Louis on the east to Denver 
city on the west—a region of country that is obviously so enormousin 
extent that it is seen that the duties can be discharged by asin- 
gle judge. This bill proposes to divide that circuit, interfering with 
no other judicial area within the United States, and creates a new 
eighth circuit which instead of embracing that whole territory shall 
include the States of Nebraska, Kansas, Arkansas, and Colorado, and 
makes the ninth circuit consist of the districts of Minnesota, Iowa, 
and Missouri, and as to the tenth, which is now the ninth, it merely 
changes the enumeration, that circuit including the districts of Cali- 
fornia, Oregon, and Nevada, 
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Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Making what is now the ninth circuit 
the tenth cireuit ? 

“ag INGALLS. It merely changes the enumeration as to that cir- 
cui 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Thatis the only way thatit affects the 
ninth circuit? 

Mr. INGALLS. Inno other whatever. Of course it 
vides for the appointment ofa new circuit judge. The interests of the 
poe service inevitably require that this should be done. While T 

in various quarters suggestions that this will resultin eke Dyas 
ment of a judge in sympathy with the present administration, I 
that as a sufficient reason why an act of great public necessity 
should not be accomplished by this 

The PRESIDENT pro The title is amended as proposed, 
and the next case on the Calendar will be stated. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, subsequently said: Idesire to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the Senate this morning passed Senate 
bill No 1286. I merely enter the motion now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion will be entered. 


EXECUTIVE SESSIONS WITH OPEN DOORS. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. PLatr January 29, 1886, declaring 
that executive nominations shall hereafter be considered in open ses- 
sion, which was reported adversely by Mr. INGALLS from the Com- 
mittee on Rules February 8, 1886, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to say one word about that matter. I 
should be very glad to take the vote on the resolution at this time, but 
I understand there are Senators who desire to discuss it and I suppose | rect 
there is an understanding that it shall be taken up after 2 o’clock when 
the pension bill reported by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
BLAIR] and the Des Moines lands vetoed bill and the bankruptcy bill 
shall have been di of. 

Mr. VAN WYC There is a bill I have had considered in the 
morning hour which ought to be taken up with the pension bill and 
the Des Moines bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand there has been substantially an agree- 
ment as to the orderof business relating to certain measures, and I un- 
derstand the agreement to be as I have stated. At any rate I ask that 
this resolution may be passed over on the-Calendar for the present 
withont prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over without 
losing its place. 

Mr. MILLER. As the statement of the Senator from Connecticut 
goes on record that there is an ng in the Senate as to the 
time when this measure is to be taken up, I wish to say that I do not 
think the Senate has made any such understanding or agreement which 
is binding on any one. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not understand that it is an order or agreement 
of the Senate, but I think it is an order which is well understood by a 
majority of the members of the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER. I do not so understand. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose I am betraying no secret—if I am I shall 
consent to be expelled in case it is deemed that I deserve expulsion— 
when I say that the Republican Senators in this body requested six or 
seven of their number to look over the order of business and see what 
would be a convenient order, and that they unanimously, after con- 
sulting every Senator they could find, three or four weeks ago a 
on a certain order and then proposed it to the other side, all the 
tors they could find over there, and they agreed that it would be a con- 
venient way todo. That was then stated to the Senate, I think, by 
the present occupant of the chair, if I am not mistaken. 

I do not understand that the Senate is bound by any such thing, but 
- there is a general expectation certainly that this order of business will 
be followed. That settles the time for the discussion of the resolution 
of the Senator from Connecticut; and other matters embraced have been 
made special orders by the Senate. 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not understand it to be a fact—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind Senators 
that this debate is entirely out of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire—— - 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair must enforce the rules. 
The next bill in order will be stated. 


ELON A. MARSH AND MINARD LAFEVER. 

The bill (S. 500) for the relief of Elon A. Marsh and Minard Lafever 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CONGER. . As to that bill there is an attempt to harmonize the 
parties interested, and I ask that it go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection that course 
will be pursued, 

STEPHEN N. SMITH. 

The bill (S. 708) for the relief of Stephen N. Smith was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that be read for information. 

The bill was read. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, being objected to, goes over. 

Mr. ALDRICH subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent that 
Order of Business 165, being the bill (S. 708) for the relief of Stephen 
N. Smith, be restored to the Calendar under the eighth rule. I have 
satisfied the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] about the char- 
acter of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that will be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
Da raniered tothe same position it heldon the Calendar under the eighth 
rule. 

WILLIAM ©. DODGE. 


The bill (S. 301) for the relief of William C. Dodge was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. . 
Is he au officer 


Mr. LOGAN. Whois this man William C. Dodge? 
of the Army ? : 
Mr. PLATT. No, sir; he has been a patent attorney, I think, in 


j Washington, and never was connected with the Army at all. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on Patents will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Theamendments by the Committee on 
Patents are, in line 6, before the word ‘‘do » to fill the blank by 
insertin ‘ten thousand,” and to fill the blank in line 13, before the _ 
ines “dollars,” by inserting “‘ten thousand;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Beit enacted, £e., That the Secretary of Treasu J 

rected to pay, out of any money rs = Treasury servic bw re bo atid ined ʻio 
Wiliam ey Dodge, of Washi , the sum of $10,000, for a cartri 
loading machine furnished by h ra Me Re United States u an order from 
Ordnance Department, and for the use of his invention of the same, and of the 
patent therefor, dated July 17, 1866, and for his improvement in pert, yas t- 
ented Foaryetigas fo 1885, and for the infrin ent of =) said patents vy, 

ch said sam of $10,000 shall be in full satisfaction of all 

such use and infringements, and forthe relinquishment of all right to claim any 
further compensation for the use of the same by the United States. 

Mr: LOGAN. LI ask that that bill be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. That is the committee to which matters of that kind 
hayealways gone heretofore, so that they could be investigated. There 
is a rule in reference to patents used by the Government that I do not 
think would comport with this bill, and I would like to examine it. 
I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think it onght to be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. It has been before the Committee on Patents 
at former sessions of the Senate. It was reported favorably last year 
for the same amount and the Senate last year. I hardly think 
when a matter has come tothe time for consideration it is a fair thing: 
to take itaway from acommittee that has considered it several sessions 
and refer it to the Military Committee. Ihave no objection to the bill 
being passed over, that the Senator from Illinois, the chairman of the 
Military Committee, may have all the time he desires to examine it, 

Mr. LOGAN. Is there a report? 

Mr. PLATT. There is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is subject to objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. .I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. 

Mr, PLATT. I understand that the Senator from Illinois, who 
made the objection to the bill (S. 301) for the relief of William C. 

is perfectly willing that the bill should go over without preju- 
dice, aud I wish that to be the understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

i BUSTS FOR THE SENATE CHAMBER. 

The next business in order was the resolution reported by Mr. VOOR- - 
HEES from the Committee on the Library, February 8, 1886, that mar- 
ble busts of those who have been Vice-Presidents shall be placed in the 
vacant niches of the Senate Chamber, &e. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


That marble busts of those who have been Vice-Presidents of the 


> Resolved, 
United States shall be placed in the vacant niches of the Senate Chamber; that 


the Architect of the Capitol is authorized, subject to the advice and approval of 
the Senate Committee on the Library, to carry into execution the object of this 
resolution, and the expenses incurred in doing so shall be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate/ 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that the cost ought to be paid out 
of some other fund than the contingent fund of the Senate. I have no 
objection to the resolution. 

Mr. SEWELL. It will not involve much at any one time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I withdraw the suggestion. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it would be well to put in the resolution the 
words “‘from time to time” or some other words which will imply 
that the whole cost is not to come in any one year. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is left practically to the Library Committee. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Architect might consider it a direction to do it 
allatonce. This ought to be spread over ten years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachusetis 
move an amendment? 


1886. 


Mr. INGALLS. After the word ‘‘Chamber,”’ in the third line, I 
move to insert ‘‘from time to time,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, after the word ‘‘Chamber,”’ it is pro- 
posed to insert the words ‘‘ from time to time;’’ so as to read: 

Resolved, That marble busts of those who have been Vice-Presidents of the 
United States shall be placed in the vacant niches of the Senate Chamber from 
time to time, &c, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


WILLIAM J. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 13) for the relief of William J. Smith, late collector of 
customs for the port of Memphis, State of Tennessee, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with amend- 
ments, in lines 4, 9, 11, and 13, to strike out the word ‘‘collector’’ 
where it occurs in each of those lines and insert ‘* surveyor ;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: Š z 

Be it enacted, &c., That in the settlement of the accounts of William J. Smith, 
formerly beet Mai of customs atthe port of Memphis, State of Tennessee, the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and are hereby, authorized and 
directed to credit the said William J. Smith with the sum of $2,004.99 in the set- 
tlement of his accounts as late surveyor of customs, on account of the embezzle- 
ment and defeleation of N. D, Smith, deputy to the said surveyor, he being no 
relative, and it clearly appearing that the embezzlement and defalcation were 
no fault of the surveyor. 


The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. ~ ; 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of Will- 
iam J. Smith, late surveyor of customs for the port of Memphis, State 
of Tennessee.’’ 

' MILITARY TELEGRAPH OPERATORS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 845) for the relief of telegraph operators during the war. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu 
thereof to insert: 


That all persons engaged in the operation and construction of military tele- 
graph lines during the war of the rebellion are hereby declared to have been a 
part of the Army of the United States, and the Secretary of War is hereby di- 


rected to prepare a roll of such persons, and to issue to each, u application. 
that his ormed, æ iz 
term an 


unless it service was not ee perf suitable cer- 
tificate of honorable di reciting this act and the of 
hisservice, as well as the relative rank of such person assimilated to that con- 
ferred by law upon commissioned officers of the Arm svoctving a monthly pay 
most nearly approximating that of such person at time of his discharge: 
Provided, this law shall not be construed to entitle the persons herein 
eentnest to any pay or allowance other than that heretofore received by 
m, 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs whether the exception contained in the pro- 
viso is intended to include pensions? 

Mr. LOGAN. It was intended to include pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. Should not the word ‘‘ pension ” be inserted then ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to its being inserted. The inten- 
tion of the bill is merely to give these persons a recognition and assim- 
ilated rank, which means nothing more than to ize them as of a 
certain grade without pay or allowances other than those which they 
have received. 

Mr. CONGER. Why not insert ‘‘ bounty or pension?” . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Imoveto amend, which will meet the suggestion, 
by striking out, after the word ‘‘ pay,” in line 16, the word ‘‘or,’’ and 
after ‘“‘allowance’’ inserting ‘‘ bounty or pension;’’ so.that the proviso 
will read: 

Provided, That this Jaw shall not be construed to entitle the persons herein 
mentioned to any pay, allowance, bounty, or pension other than that hereto- 
fore received by them. k 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; I have no objection to that. 

The amendnient to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. Task the Senator from Illinois if he intends that a 
telegraph operator on the military lines or at the different stations of 
the Government during the war, who received $125 a month compensa- 
tion, and who may never have got near the sound of a gun, shall have 
the assimilated rank of a first or second lieutenant and be placed in the 
position of claiming the pension of a commissioned officer? If that is 
the intention, I object to it. > 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir, there is no such intention. That is provided 
against in the bill itself. The bill provides that they shall not receive 
any pay, and as amended now shall not receive any bounty, allowance, 
or pension other than already received. 

Mr. SEWELL. What is the object of the bill then? 

Mr. LOGAN. Merely to recognize them; they have never been recog- 
nized, and they did good service. 

Mr. SEWELL. I have no objection to their going on the pension- 
roll if they were wounded in service; but when privates during the 
war got from ten to thirteen dollars a month and risked life, and the 
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tel h operators got $125 a month, and some of them I know were 
in the field and acted very gallantly and were wounded, I do not be- 
lieve the operators ought to be placed in a position for recognition to 
pension merely because of the services they rendered as rs, for 
the reason that they were not part of the military establishment in 
reality. 

Mr. LOGAN . The bill provides expressly that they are not tohave 
pensions. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Were these persons so employed ‘‘ an integral part 
of the Army of the United States?” The Senator from Illinois can 
state. 

Mr. LOGAN, They were no part of the Army in the strict sense. 

Mr. INGALIS. Then would it not be well to omit the preamble 
and give them the rank to which they would be entitled, omitting 
this declaration that they were “an integral part of the Army,” which 
I did not know before? 

Mr. LOGAN. Iwill explain to the Senator. When I say that ina 
certain sense they were no part of the Army, it is in the sense that 
they were not performing strictly military duty and had no rank or 
pay as officers. They were not in that sense partof the Army; but in 
the sense that they were under the control of the military authorities, 
under their direction, subject to arrest and subject to trial by court- 
martial, they were an integral part of the Army. ' 

Mr. INGALLS. Their service was entirely voluntary, I suppose; 
that is to say, they could terminate it whenever they pleased. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iwill not say that they could not, and yet they were 
employed as telegraph operators and came under the law. 

Mr. INGALLS. Solong as they remained in service. 

Mr. LOGAN. So long as they remained in the service; and the man 

t the head, who was nominated brigadier-general and died here not 
long ago, had them organized thesameas other military organizations. 
The orders were delivered to them in the same way, and as I say they 
were subject to the orders of the military commanders. For instance, 
they were subject to the orders of any officer having the command of 
a district or department; they could be arrested and tried by court- 
martial for any improper conduct, and they were entirely under mili- 
tary control. 

Mr. INGALLS. The recitation in the preamble does not appear to 
be strictly accurate, and I suggest that it be omitted inasmuch as the 
principal purpose is gained by the enactment of the statute. 

Mr. LOGAN. The recital in the preamble is the only thing that 
notifies the world really what their services were; and it is only that 
recital which, carried on the bill, gives them the standing they were 
really entitled to as a part of the military of the country. 

Mr. HOAR., The bill speaks of “* all persons engaged in the opera- 
tion and construction of military telegraph lines during the war of the 
rebellion.’ Were there not persons engaged in the construction of 
those lines who were mere laborers and who were constructing themin 
territories which were not actually the scene of danger or of military 
operations? í 3 

Mr. LOGAN. Notatall. This applies to persons employed as mil- 
itary telegraph operators and constructing and operating such military 
lines. 

‘Mr. SEWELL. Allow me to ask the Senator the meaning of this 
language of the amendment: 

And to issue to each, application, unless it appears that his service was 
not ener performed, a suitable certificate of honorable discharge, reciting 
this act and the term and character of his service— 

The recital of the preamble makes the telegraph corps ‘‘ an integral 
part of the Army.” The amendment proceeds— 


as well as the relative rank‘of sucli person assimilated to that conferred by 
law upon commissioned officers of the Army receiving a monthly pay most 
nearly approximating that of such person at the time of his discharge. 

rou are by an act at this late day creating these gentlemen officers 
of the Army who served as telegraph operators. y 

Mr. LOGAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. SEWELL. Practically you are doing that and giying them a 
discharge as such. I have no objection to recognizing the services of 
telegraphers; it came under my personal observation that many of them 
were very gallant men; but as they were paid well for their services, 
I object to our now twenty years afterward taking that pay and making 
it the basis for assimilated rank with the officers of the Army who were 
discharging active duties in the field. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not know that the Senator made this objection 
to the bill when it was before the committee; but that is immaterial. I 
tried to dranght the bill so that it would not confer a commission on any 
one, and it certainly does not, and so that it would not give any addi- 
tional pay, which it certainly does not. The mere fact that it gives 
to these men an honorary title is a matter of no consequence. There 
were many persons who served in the Army who had what was called 
an honorary commission or title from the governors of various States 
and received discharges as such, and yet they received no pay on that 
account. It wasan honorary commission giving them the rank of major 
or lieutenant-colonel. They have their commissions and have their 
discharges, but have never claimed to be entitled to pay and never have 
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received any. There are many persons who served in such capacities. 
I know one who was a pty raced correspondent who had a major’s com- 
mission, but it was a mere honorary commission carrying no pay. It 
was given to him, I suppose, for the purpose of giving him certain fa- 
cilities that he might desire. I know nothing about why it was given, 
but I know that was the fact. j 

The first clause of the preamble recites that— 

Whereas, except commissioned officers, those personsengaged in the military 
cri dhe corps of the United States during the war of the rebellion, although 
performing strictly military dulies, whereby some lost their lives and others 
were wounded or imprisoned, have received no official recognition for their 
fidelity, intelligence, beavers, and efficiency, 

In answer to the question of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] I will say that this language clearly defines who are the people 
that are to be ized. They are not persons who were engaged in 
building military telegraph lines in Illinois or in the Senator’s State, 
but it applies to the military telegraph corps which was organized asa 
corps in the Army and subject, as I said, to the orders of the command- 
ing officer. The chief of this corps received his instructions and orders 
from the general commanding, the same as a subordinate general did. 
They were compelled to keep secrecy and to perform very important 
duties, and some of them behaved very gallantly. The preamble says: 

Whereas, except commissioned officers, those persons engaged in the milita: 
telegraph corps of the United States during the war of the rebellion, althoug 
performing strictly military duties, whereby some lost their lives and others 
were wounded or imprisoned, have received no official recognition fortheir 
fidelity, intelligence, bravery, and efficiency; and 

Whereas, as an integral part of the Army, they ought to have been accorded 
a mibiary status corresponding in rank to the service so meritoriously per- 

ormed, 

If they performed services that corresponded with the services of a 
private soldier they would have their discharge the same as a private 


soldier. If their services and pay were similar to those of a second |- 


lieutenant they would receive a discharge with the assimilated rank of 
a second lieutenant, and soon. That is the meaning of it—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
that under the rule his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. SEWELL. I had no idea when the Senator got the consent of 
the committee to make the report in this way that the bill had this pro- 
vision as to assimilated rank init. Ishould have objected to it in the 
committee if my attention had been called to it.. If the Senator will 
allow me, I will move to amend by striking out commencing with the 
word ‘‘ receipt” in the tenth line to the word *‘ discharge ’’ in the four- 
teenth line. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to commence with the word “‘ as” on 
line 10, covering the words *‘ as well as the relative rank.” 

Mr.SEWELL. Yes; I move tostrike out from the word ‘‘as’’ in line 
10 to the word “ discharge ” on line 14; that is, to strike out the words 
‘*as well as the relative rank of such person assimilated to that conferred 
by law upon commissioned officers of the Army receiving a monthly pay 
moes nearly approximating that of such person at the time of his dis- 

'@, ? 


rge. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed will be 
‘stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out of the proposed 
amendment, in line 10, after the word ‘‘ service,’’ all down to and in- 
cluding the word ‘‘discharge,”’ in line 14, as follows: : 

As well as the relative rank of such person assimilated to that conferred by 
Jaw upon commissioned officers of the Army: receiving a monthly pay most 
nearly approximating that of such person at the time of his discharge. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘Then how will the bill read ? 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendment as proposed to be amended 
would then read as follows: 


That all persons engaged in the operation and construction of military tele- 
graph lines during the war of the rebellion are hereby declared to have na 
part of the Army of the United States; and the Secretary of War is hereby di- 
rected to prepare a roll of such persons, and to issue to each, upon application, 
unless it appears that his service was not creditably performed, a suitable cer- 

“tificate of honorable discharge, reciting this act and the term and character of 
his service: Provided, That this law shali not be construed to entitle the persons 
herein mentioned to any pay, allowance, bounty, or pension other than that 
heretofore received by them, 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not think that amendment ought to be made to 
this bill. ‘The proviso certainly covers everything, Under it these op- 
erators can receive no pay, no allowance, no bounty, no pension. They 
have already been discharged from the service, but discharged merely 
as telegraph operators. Now, if you are going to give them any title 
or confer any honor at all upon them for the services performed in a 
meritorious way, you have got to designate them in some mode. They 
have been already discharged as military telegraph operators. 

Mr.SEWELL. They are designated asin the Telegraph Corps. The 


objection I have to it is that you are creating a commissioned officer’ 


twenty years after the service performed. 
Mr. LOGAN. It does not create a military officer at all, it does not 
give a commission. Let us see; the bill says: 


‘That all persons engaged in the operation and construction of milita 
graph lines during the war of the rebellion are hereby declared to have a 
part of the Army of the United States; and the of War is hereby di- 
rected to prepare a roll of such persons, and to issue to each, be. Sie application, 
unless it appears that his service was not creditably performed, a suitable cer- 
tificate of honorable discharge. 


tele- 


That is all, ‘‘a suitable certificate of honorable discharge,” not an 
Army discharge, but a certificate of the service that he performed and 
declaring his discharge as a part of the Army. What else? 

Reciting this act— 

That is reciting this law— 
and the term and character of his service as well asthe relative rank of such 
paon assimilated to that conferred by law upon commissioned officers of the 

The certificate that he receives with this recital in it, reciting just 
what this preamble does, is for the purpose of identifying him as one 
of the corps of military telegraph operators. In other words, it is to 
designate him so as to distinguish him from other telegraph operators 
during the war who did not serve as military operators. That is all it 
means; and this certificate of discharge is a discharge with a rank, not 
a rank in the Army but assimilated rank. There is a very great dif- 
ference between rank and assimilated rank. Assimilated rank carries 
with it no pay, carries with it no power, carries with it no authority 
to command, carries with it nothing except that which the law gives, 
carries, in other words, nothing whatever except that which the law 
confers upon the rank. $ 

Assimilated rank means nothing except that the operator is’ given a 
certificate that he was employed and that his pay was a similar pay to 
that of a lieutenant, and therefore as a military operator in the mili- 
tary corps he was entitled to a lieutenant’s rank in that corps. 

I hope the amendment will not be made, for I certainly do not see 
anything in the bill that would draw money or give any rank. 

Mr. CONGER. If the discussion of this question is to take up the 
rest of the morning hour I must object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. 

The bill (S. 78) to extend the time for filing certain claims for com- 
pensation for horses and other property lost in the military service of 
the United States was announced as next in order. J 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is reported adversely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This and the three cases following 
having been reported adversely will be passed over as under objection 
and placed under the ninth rule, 

Mr. LOGAN. Who objected to the military telegraph o tors’ bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
CONGER]. ; 

Mr. CONGER. I objected because it was taking up all there is of. 
the morning hour for discussion. The rule limits discussion to five 
minutes; but that bill was taking all the time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The four cases reported adversel 
will be considered as objected to and passed over. : 

Mr. LOGAN. My friend from Michigan was kind enough to object to 
the telegraph operators’ bill just about the time we were going to vote - 
upon it. I want to say one word in relation to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate can be only by unanimous 


consent. 
Mr. LOGAN. I understand that. I ask unanimous consent. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 


Mr. BLAIR. I wish toask aquestion. Under the rule has not the 
Senator the right, notwithstanding the objection, to move to proceed 
to consider the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He did not make that motion. 

Mr. LOGAN. Really I did not know it had been objected to. I 
did not hear the objection when it was made, 

What I want to say in justification of myself is that the print shows 
on its face that the original bill was entirely stricken out, and the 
amendment was agreed to after discussion in the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. I must say I was a little surprised to find objection to 
it here; but inasmuch as some of the committee object to it, having 
forgotten perhaps that they agreed to it in the committee-room, I ask 
that it may be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs, so 
that gentlemen may fix it there in a way that they will not object to 
it when it is returned to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, Order of 
Business 170, being the bill (S. 845) for the relief of telegraph opera- 
tors during the war, will be recommitted to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. The Chair hears no objection, and that order is made. 


CASES REPORTED ADVERSELY. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire respectfully to call the attention of the Chair 
and the Senate, if I may be pardoned for a moment, to the great incon- 
venience of the ruling made just now. There are a great many cases 
reported adversely from the Committee on Claims. Perhaps some Sen- 
ator who has introduced the bill at the request of a constituent, when 
the report is made, in order that he may examine it, asks to have it put 
on the Calendar. If that adverse report is considered as an objection 
to discussing and disposing of the case under the five-minute rule, these 
cases do not get disposed of at all, and the result is they come back the 
next year and the next and the next. Now, in nine cases out of ten 
when they come up under the five-minute rule, although the report is 
adverse, nobody would object to their being disposed of and ended. It 
seems to me, with due respect to the Chair, that although the adverse 
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. report shows that somebody objects to the passage of the bill—indeed 
that the whole committee object that has made the report—it does not 
at all follow that any Senator objects to considering it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recall the ruling in 
ease there is objection; but the Chair considered an adyerse report from 
a committee as equivalent to a single objection. 

Mr. HOAR. But that is not an objection to considering such a bill 
under the five-minute rule, but only an objection to its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the first of the bills adversely 
reportéd will be placed before the Senate. r 


CLAIMS FOR ITORSES. 


The bill (S. 78) to extend the time for filing certain claims for com- 
pensation for horses and other property lost in the military service of 
the United States was announced as in order. j 

Mr. COCKRELL. I reported that bill adversely from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. It was introduced by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]; he is absent, and at his request it was placed 
upon the Calendar. I should dislike to have it postponed indefinitely 
now in his absence, and therefore I object to its consideration and let 
it go on the other Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be passed over. 

PROPOSED DAILY RECESS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution submitted by 
Mr. MORGAN, February 3, 1886, providing for a recess of the Senate 
from 2 o'clock to 2.30 p. m. each day, which was reported adversely 
from the Committee on Rules by Mr. FRYE, February 9, 1886. 

Mr. CONGER. That being reported adversely let it be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not move its indefinite postponement? 

Mr. CONGER. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move the indefinite postponement of the resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be-read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Senate will take a recess on cach da: at 2 o'clock and be in 
session at 2.30 p.m. This order may be suspended by a vote of a quorum 
required in case of adjournment, to be had without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to postpone the resolution indefi- 
nitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SCHOOL LOT IN CHICAGO. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask leave to call up Senate bill 1394, in reference 
to the sale of public property in Chicago. There was an amendment 
madetoit by the House, and I wish to have the amendment concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois, pending 
the consideration of the Calendar, moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the amendment of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 1394) to provide for the ascertainment of the market 
value of certain property in the city of Chicago, and to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to sell and convey said property. 

Mr. CONGER. That can come up after 2 o’clock. 

Mr. LOGAN. Imovetotakeitup now. I desire to have the amend- 
ment concurred in. Itis a very important matter, and time is very 
precious in connection with it. i 

Mr. CONGER. Every minute taken from the morning hour is so 
much lost, 4 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not doubt that, but it will not take any more 
time now than on any other occasion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the a proceed to the consideration of the House amendments to 
this bill. 

The motion was agreed; to andthe Senate proceeded to consider the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1394) to pro- 
vide for the ascertainment of the market value of certain property in 
the city of Chicago, and to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
sell and convey said property. 

The first amendment of the House of Representatives was stated to 
be on 2, line 5, section 1, to insert, after the word ‘“‘ three,” the 
word “ disinterested;’’ jn line 5, after the word ‘‘ persons,” to strike 
out the words “‘ officers of the United States.” 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the amendments be concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be-read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read the bil) as amended, as follows: 


Be it enacted by thg Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress ed, That the th 


iroad Com: , at such price. 
EY xeported Ee seid 


to be appointed as follows: One, upon the he (cntg roars of the railroad company, 
on rs d to the district attorney of the United States for the northern d 

of Illinois, by the district judge of the United States in and for said district; an- 
other to be designated by the Secretary of the Treasury ; and the twothus chosen 
toselect a third, whoshall be competent and disinterested. Thesaid board thus 
constituted, or a jority thereof, shall fix the price (not to be less, however, 
than the first appraisal thereof hereinbefore provided for) at which the same 
shall be sold to said company, and upon payment to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of said price the title to said property shall vest in said company, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, upon the following express conditions: That all non-com- 
peting railroads not now having right of way into Chicago, desiring to use the 
tracks, switches, depots, and terminal facilities of said Chicago and Great West- 
ern Railroad, shall be, by said company or its amigas rmitted to do so, to the 
extent of the capacity of said company to fu road terminal facilities, 
upon fair and equi e terms and regulations; and in the event the companies 
inte: can not upon such terms and regulations, then the same shall 
be fixed and determined by three disinterested persons, one of whom shall be 
selected by said Chi and Great Western Railroad Company, one by ek 
other company as may Mesire to use said tracks, switches, and terminal fac ities, 
and the third by the two persons so selected. Ifthe purchase-price of said land, 
asagreed upon or finally fixed as hereinbefore provided, is not paid within ten 
days after the same shall haye been so agreed upon or fixed as aforesaid, this 
act shall be null and void, 

SEC. 2. That all costs incurred under the provisions hereof in appraising said 
property, or ascertaining the price to be paid therefor, shall be added tothe said 
pe as upon, or as the same may be finally fixed hereunder, and paid 
y said railroad company. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall invest the purchase-moncy of 
the said lot received by him, or so much thereof as may be necessary, in the pur- 
chase or uisition by condemnation of a site, and in the erection thereon of a 
suitable and commodious warehouse, for the use of the United States local ap- 
praiser of customs and other Government uses, in the city of Chicago. Thesite, 
and building thereon, when completed upon p and specifications to be pre- 
viously made and approved by the Secret of the Treasury, shall not exceed 
in cost the purchase-money received by the of the Treasury for the lot 
mentioned in the first section of this act; nor shall any site be p) until 
estimates for the erection of a building-which will furnish sufficient accommo- 
dations for the transaction of the public business, and which shall not exceed in 
cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall have been pur- 


chased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury ; 
and no pu of site, nor plan forsaid building, shall be approved by the Sec- 
retary of the T: involving an expenditure exceeding said purchase- 


P 
money received by the Secretary of the Treasury under this act, for site and 
building; and the site purchased shall leave the building unexposed to drager 
from fire by an open space of at least 40 feet, including streets and alleys : - 
vi That no part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title to the said 
site shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Illinois shall cede 
to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the 


United States shall be or rémain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the 


administration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process 
therein. And the act entitled “An act for the erection of a public building at 
Chicago, Ill,” approved March 3, 1885, is hereby repealed, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the first part of that bill? What does 
the bill describe? What is the property to be sold, and what is it now 
used for? 3 

Mr. LOGAN. I can state—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the Secretary just read the first section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator refers to the preamble. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the Chicago and Great Western Railroad Company, a corporation char- 
tered under the laws of the State of Illinois, is conaadiog its railroad within 
the city of Chicago, and possesses, under its charter and under the ordinances of 
said city, a franchise to construct, maintain, and operate its railroad to Harrison 
street, in said city,for which purpose it has acquired, and is acquiring, vA i ai 
chase and otherwise, the real estate lying between Taylor street and sai - 
rison street, and west of Fifth avenue; and 

Whereas the United States owns the south half of block 87,in school section 
addition to Chicago, which is in the center of the property so acquired and be- 
ing acquired by said railroad company for terminal facilities, and is vacant, and 
is ind nsable to said company in exercising said franchise and affording to 
the public the terminal facilities for which said company has so purchased the 
property as aforesaid: Therefore, . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rest of the bill has been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The preamblestates the case. Now will my friend 
from Illinois explain the situation? 

Mr. LOGAN, The situation is just this: The railroad terminal point 
is north of this lot several blocks. This lot is a vacant lot belonging to 
the Government, that was set aside for the purpose of an appraiser’s 
ofice. The railroad has to pass through it. It is entirely out of the 
way foran appraiser’s office. The object is to let the railroad purchase 
it, inasmuch as they have to go through it, and take the money and buy 
a lot for an appraiser’s office nearer the custom-house, where it will be 
more convenient, much better for the Government and for all ies. 
This is a bill that nobody in Chicago has ever objected to that I have 
heard of, but all think it is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator one question about the 
House amendments? I thought I heard the Secretary read that this 
sale was to be upon a condition subsequent or a stipulation subsequent, 
that all non-competing railroads should have facilities in that depot 
and over that ground. Is that right? If we are tosell this property, 
why do we not sell it straight out, or if we are to make a provision for 
common facilities why not make it for all roads? 

Mr. LOGAN. I can not tell the Senator why we do not do that. I 
can only tell him that the bill passed the Senate for an absolute sale 
without objection and went to the other House, where they put on these 
amendments, and the parties would rather have the bill with the 


amendments than to have it thrust back and forth between the House 
and the Senate and probably get in the end something that nobody 
would agree to. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It simply makes a distinction between railroads 
that does not seem to be very valuable. 
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Mr. LOGAN. That I have nothing todo with. The other House 
put the amendments on, and I would rather take the bill with the 
amendments than take the chance of not having the bill at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, All right; go ahead. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

OVERVALUATION OF AUSTRIAN FLORIN. ` 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar will be resumed. 

The bill (8. 599) to refund excessive duties caused by extraordinary 
overvaluation of the Austrian florin in the year 1878, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. CONGER. That being reported adversely, I object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. CAMERON. Perhaps some one who is not in the Senate now 
requested it to be put on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH.: I do not know of any one else except the present 
occupant of the chair who feels an interest in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill goes over under objection. 

EUGENE WELLS. 


The bill (S. 504) for the relief of Eugene Wells was announced as 
next in order. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. A 


EFFICIENCY OF THE INFANTRY. 


The bill (S. 137) to increase the efficiency of the infantry branch of | ¥ 


the Army was reported by its title. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I presume that will have to go over under the 
ninth rule. } 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection has been made by another 
Senator. : 

OBSERVATION OF ECLIPSE OF THE SUN. 

The bill (S. 1298) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to fit out 
an expedition to observe the total eclipse of the sun which occurs on 
the 29th of August, 1886, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the absence of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE]. I ask that that bill go over without geua 


Mr. EDMUNDS. You ought not to interfere with the eclipse of the 
sun. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object, as the Senator from Vermont wants 
it considered. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It would be a great pity to stop the eclipse of the 
sun. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from Vermont, who thinks it 
ought to be passed immediately. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Is there a report accompanying that bill? If so, 
let us hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Instead of saying ‘‘the Navy ent’? it 
should read ‘‘under the direction of the Secretary of Navy.” I 
move to amend by striking out ‘‘Navy Department” and inserting 
“Secretary of the Navy.” : 

The amendment was 

The bill was reported to the 


was concurred in. . 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
MARTIN KENOPSKY. 


The bill (S. 1219) for the relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to pay to the 
heirs or legal representatives of Martin Kenofsky $8,861 in full of all 
demands for and on account of theclaim of Kenofsky for the poen 
derived from the sale of $4,992.50 of gold coin belonging to him and 
used in the service of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. < 

The Secretory read the following report submitted by Mr. FRYE, 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, February 10, 1886: 


Your committee, to whom was referred Senate bill 1219, for the relief of the 
heirs of Martin Kenofsky, find that Martin Keno: , & Prussian subject, was 
a resident of Grenada, in the State of Mississippi, in ; that he was a man of 
Union sentiments; that he converted his possessions into gold, amounting to 
$1,992.50; then started for Memphis, at that time occupied by the Union forces, 
was seized within the lines, his gold taken from him, and he cast into prison, 
from which he was di: without trial, and without any restoration of his 
property. Thegold was converted into currency, realizing $8,861. By authority 
of military officers in command this money was used for military ro 

Departm: t Should 


contrary to law and the regulations of the Treasury ent, 
have been covered into the Treasury. 

The claimant was industrious in agengaen Em remedy, commencing at once, 
in 1865, by application to the Secretary of War,and continuing without cessa- 
tion until his death in 1880. Then his widow petitioned Congress for relief, but 
died pending its hearing, in 1881, leaving seven children in destitute circum- 
stances, The authorities of the Widows and Orphans’ Home, of New Orleans, 


to. f 
te as amended, and the amendment 


and friends of the family then petitioned Congress for relief, No laches can be 
charged against the claimants. 


The United States haye had the benefit of this money; it was not justly ex- 


posed toconfiscation; it should have been in the Treasury to-day, subject to the 
of Congress; and in the opinion of your committee, justice requires 
that, notwithstanding it was never covered into the Treasury, having been com- 
mitted to the use of the Army contrary to law, this moncy should be paid to 
the legal heirs of Martin Kenofsky, and they accordingly report back the bill 
referred, with an amendment striking outthe words “ eight thousand eight hun- 
dred and sixty-one dollars,” in the sixth and seventh lines, and inserting in- 
stead thereof the words “four thousand nine hundred and ninety-two dollars 
and fifty cents,” with the recommendation that as amended it ought to pass. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘of,”’ to strike out ‘' $8,861 ” 
and in lieu thereof to insert ‘‘ $4,992.50.” 

Mr. LOGAN. It is stated in general terms, but I should like to in- 
quire where this man was attempting to go, whether to pass through 
the lines with his money, or whether he was intending to invest it— 
what he intended to do with it. If there is any information on that 
point I should like to have it. 

Mr. FRYE. The statements contained in the evidence on file were 
that this man had remained down.at Grenada as long as he felt it was 
safe to remain there and that he sold out everything that he had, con- 
verted it into gold, and started for the Union lines, to get within them 
at viper ae! Memphis being then oceupied by the Union troops, and 
that as he was entering he was taken prisoner, and the money taken 
away fromhim. General Washburnesays in his letter dated Memphis, 


“May 27, 1865, forwarded to the Secretary of War: 


I found Kenofsky in prison and in irons when I took command, and soonafter 
rel him and sent him out of the lines that he might return to Grenada. 
Miss, Federal officers who were in Grenada in 1863 assure me that he showed 
our officers and men great attention, and officers now occupying the post of 
Grenada assure me that it is known that he was always a friend to our Govern- 


ent, 
u z think he was roughly handied, probably more so than the facts would jus- 


The money was used by General Washburne in part and by his suc- 
cessor in part, for the use of the United States Army, contrary to the 
rules and regulations then prevailing of the Treasury Department, as it 
should have been covered into the ry. Isee no reason why the 
amount of money which was taken should not be restored. The former 
report of the Committee on Foreign Relations was in favor of paying 
the $8,861, the value of the money in currency. 

Mr. VEST. How was it used in the military service? In what 


way? 
Mr. FRYE. General Hurlbut says: 


The gold, the amount of which I can not now give, was sent under my direc- 
tion by Captain Williams to Saint Louis or Chicago, and converted into paper 
currency at proper premiums. 

My headquarters were removed to Cairo; at that place the messen; 

arge to me the amount of United States notes the produce of 


chan: 1. 

This Anni was taken up by me and has been lawfully used in the secret- 
service of the United States, for which I am at «l times ready to account and 
display proper vouchers. 

That is General 8. A. Hurlbut. ‘This man’s money was used. 

Mr. VEST. That may be so, but to make the United States Govern- 
ment responsible for the unlawful conduct of one of its officers, civil or 
military, on such a statement, without showing what the expenditure 
was for, would seem hardly to be justified on legal principles. 

He says it was used for the secret service. 

Mr. FRYE. Hurlbut says further: 

The annexed account will show the statement of this cage germ fund up to 
the 4th May, 1864, when I ceased to command the Sixteenth Army 

The amount of $5,001, charged to Lieut. Col. W. H. Thurston, b in- 
spector-general Sixteenth Army Corps, was left with him for use of my suc- 
cessorin command of the corps. No successor wasappointed, and that sum was 
paid back to me by him and expended in the Department of the Gulf. 


Mr. VEST. How? 

Mr. FRYE. He does not say. y 

Mr. ALLISON. Greatinjustice seems to have been done to this man, 
who was endeavoring to get within the Union lines. It seems that the 
military officer there immediately put himinirons. Ishould think it 
was rather hard treatment for a Union man who was trying to get into 
our country to put him in irons and take his money away from him. 
Then General Washburne, it seems, who had charge of this case, after- 
ward thought it wise under the circumstances to send the man back 
to Grenada, Miss. a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? [‘‘No!”’ “No!”]  . ; 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I reported this bill from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations during the Forty-eighth Congress. I examined the 
case with care and became satisfied that the amount of money reported 
in the bill then presented to the Senate should be paid to the heirs of 
Martin Kenofsky. It was a case of very great hardship. His money 
had been taken from him and had been used for the benefit of the Gov- 
ernment, but in violation of the law and Treasury regulations. I do 
not think there is any doubt at all but that the heirs of Kenofsky are 
entitled to that money. 

The bill was passed by the Senate in the Forty-eighth Congress and 
went over to the House, and there by delay failed in its > 

Mr. FRYE. The man and his wife are both dead, the widow dying 
last and leaving seven littlechildren. They are now supported, or were 
when this report was made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], 


r in 
ex- 
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by an orphan asylum in New Orleans; and there was a largely-signed 
petition from New Orleans in favor of thisrepayment. Itseems tome 
that the United States, having used the money, can afford to let these 
children have it. z s 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isimply wish to say that as I now remember in 
the multitude of affairs that we have had, I was not able to concur in 
this report of the Committee on Foreign Relations. I was under the 
impression that this man was a man who was operating, as it might be, 
on both sides of the line at that time; and I was not satisfied of his 
loyalty or the impropriety of his having been seized and his money con- 
fiscated. Idonotmake any point, if he was loyal and had this money, 
on the fact thatitdid not get into the Treasury. It was taken by mili- 
tary power. But I was not myself satisfied that this person at the time 
was otherwise than an enemy of the United States, coming into our 
lines for improper purposes, which led to his being put in irons by the 
general in command; and then, when that general was superseded, his 
being released and sent back into the confederate lines, instead of hay- 
ing been sent North, if he was then believed to have been a Union 


man. 
. Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. At the time of the arrest of Kenofsky and 
ihe appropriation of this money he was a subject of the Czar of Russia. 
The case was brought to the attention of our Government by the Rus- 
sian minister. It was considered in the War Department, and finally 
found its way into Congress and into the hands of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The only proof in the case, as I remember it, tended to show that so 
. far as Kenofsky was concerned his sympathies and his actions were all 
entirely on the side of the Government, and that is supported by the 
statements of. Union officers. But he was not a citizen of the United 
States; his money was taken in an unlawful manner and used unlaw- 
fully, and it does seem to me that his minor children now ought to have 
the benefit of it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I would not deprive minor children or any other char- 
acter of children from that to which they are lawfully entitled. I 
asked what testimony, what facts, demonstrated the truth of this man’s 
assertion that he was coming to our lines for protection. 

It is very easy for Senators, who perhaps only get their knowledge 
from the facts which are presented to them here, to sympathize with 
these cases; but there are men on this floor on both sides who know 
that all over that section wherever the Army approached, wherever the 
se, or the country appeared, there were men who had not taken the 
oath of allegiance, who floated “‘free jacks,’’ as the phrase was. That 
was acommon thing. I have seen hundreds and even thousands of 
them, I might say. Knowing what may come from the establishment 
of such a precedent as this, I want to be certain as to the facts before 
I assist in returning the money, for if we are to pay for everything that 
is now considered to have been unlawfully done this Government will 
never be able to do it. 

I have known many persons who did not speak plain English com- 
ing into our lines, who were engaged in other pursuits than in aiding 
and assisting the Union Army, and many who did speak plain English 
who were similarly occupied, who were trading between the lines and 
professing friendship to whichever army happened to be in the closest 
proximity to them; and so I am always suspicious of claims of this 
kind. I know that in my travels through that country (and I was 
down through Mississippi a little) I failed to find loyal men. I heard 
of a great many of them, and I know many now claim that they were 
loyal, but I did not form their acquaintance at the time the ‘‘ unpleas- 
antness’’ was going on. I know now they are all right enough, and 
if they had to organize themselves they would have an immense army 
and there would have been no necessity for our going down there. I 
find them now, but I did not find them then, either man or woman. 
I do not pretend to say they are not all right now. I have not said 
that, but I say at that time the fact was as I have stated. These cases 
are novel to me. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ` The hour of 20’clock having arrived 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business of yesterday, 
being the bill (S. 1896) for the relief of soldiers of the late war honorably 
discharged after six months’ service, who are disabled and dependent 
upon their own labor for support, and of dependent parents of soldiers 
who died in the service or from disabilities contracted therein. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McMILLAN, Iask unanimous consent of the Senate to take 
up and consider Senate bill 503, Order of Business 638 upon the Cal- 
endar, which relates to the supreme court of Montana Territory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield for that purpose ? à 

Pes eee I ask the Senator to yield for the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Oregon asked me to yield for a like 
request and I declined. “pe 

Mr, BERRY. Let us have the regular order. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made on the right 


amendment will be stated. 


quorum is 


of the Chair, the request of the Senator from Minnesota can not be en- 
tertained. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1886) for the relief of soldiers of the late war hon- 


orably discha: after six months’ service, who are disabled and de- 


pendent upon 
soldiers who died in the service or from disabilities contracted therein. 


eir own labor for support, and of dependent parents of 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the bill has already been before the 
Senate on two occasions, but has received very little consideration upon 
either. I desire to discuss its provisions for a short time, and, if there 
be no objection, before proceeding to do so I will call the attention of 
the members of the Committee on Pensions and others to a few verbal 
amendments which ought to be made in the bill itself. 

Since the bill was I have received many letters from soldiers 
who were in the first Bull Run fight, and who saw other active service, 
whose term of enlistment was three months, but who rendered valuable 
service, who were the earliest ôf the volunteers, and who feel hurt that 
they are not included within the terms of the bill as itnow stands, which 

rovides that the service must have been for a period of six months. 
aa satisfied, as I have been on former occasions, that the bill should 
provide for those who rendered not less than three months’ service; 
and I ask that a substitution be made in the seventh line of the first 


section, that the word ‘‘six’’ be stricken out and the word “three” 
inserted 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). The 


The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 7, after the word ‘‘of,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike ont “‘six’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as to read: 


For the period of three months during the war of the rebellion. 
Mr. MORRILL. May Iask the Senator from New Hampshire if that 


is done by the direction of the committee ? 


Mr. BLAIR. I have conferred with some members of the committee 


and I call the attention of other members to it now. 


Mr. MORRILL. -It was not in the original report ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It was not in the original report. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think, then, the Senator had better wait until a 
present before moving such an amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move a call of the Senate if the Senate is not ina 


condition to proceed with business. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 


moves a call of the Senate. All in favor of the motion will say “‘ay.’’ 


[Putting theyuestion. 
Mr. MILLER. If 


The noes seem to have it. The noes have it. 
e Senator will call for the yeas and nays we 


shall secure a quorum in that way. 


Mr. BLAIR. I understand. I know how the Senate is engaged 


just now. This is a mere verbal amendment, and if the members of 
the committee have no objection and a majority of the committee is 


present—— 

Mr. SEWELL. I think there will be no objection to letting the 
amendment go over for the present. 

Mr, MORRILL. It should go over until the Senate is fuller. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. Imakealike request in regard to the in- 
sertion of the word ‘‘ manual” before the word ‘“‘labor,” in line 11 of 
the first section, which is an amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck], a member of the committee. 

I shall also make a like request, after the word ‘‘support,’’ at the 
end of line 11, to insert the words *‘or upon the contributions of others 
not legally bound thereto,’’ the same phraseology used in the second 
section, which treats of the dependent parents, and which should have 
been inserted in the first section. 

In the fifteenth line, after the word “‘ disability,’’ I propose to insert 
words “‘and dependence,” and in the twentieth line, after the word 

dollars,” the words ‘‘per month” should be inserted. 

In the tenth line of the second section, after the word ‘‘ laws,” the 

words should be inserted ‘‘ as modified by this section.” 

I think there should be added at the end of the fourth section the 
following clause: 


And so long as any person shall claim pension under this act he or she shall 
be held to have waived pension under any other provision of law, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I can not hear one solitary word, and I object to 
all these amendments unless I can hear what is proposed. 

Mr. BLAIR. They are not being made at this time. They are 
amendments which I propose to move. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh! 

Mr. BLAIR. I will ask the attention of members of the committee 
and of the Senate at this time to an amendment which may be offered, 
a new section to be inserted, as follows: 


The widow of any person who served in the military or naval service and was 
Hona discharged t therefrom first 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. These amendments intended to be | tained, which will be allowed, of claims filed prior to July 1, 1880, that 


to the bill will be noted: 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this bill is taken in all its substantial 

provisions from what is known as the Mexican pension bill of the last 

a bill which primarily made provision by a service pension 
for the soldiers of the Mexican war. Coming from the House to the 
Senate and being referred to the Committee on Pensions of the Senate, 
that committee moved as an amendment to it what was known in the 
last Congress as the Cullom bill. That Cullom bill had been modified 
in committee, so that its substantial provision was the same as was 
discussed previously in the Forty-seventh Congress to a considerable 
extent, the purpose of it being to make provision for those soldiers 
of the war of 1861 who, not being provided for under existing pension 
laws, or who, being embraced within the provisions of existing pension 
laws, found it sa, ag par or exceedingly difficult by reason of the death 
of witnesses or the destruction of testimony, documentary or other- 
wise, or for other causes without fault on their part, causes based upon 
misfortune, to establish their claim under existing law; so that all sol- 
diers who should have served in that war for a period of three months 
or more, who may have been disabled from any cause not occurring 
through their own fault, and who, whether that cause originated in the 
service or not, being thus disabled and further dependent upon their 
own manual labor for support, should-receive assistance from the Goy- 
ernment to an amount in case of total helplessness not exceeding $24 
down to a smaller sum less than $24, according:to the actual disability 
from which they were suffering. 

That amendment which was moved to the Mexican pension bill em- 
braced dependent parents, widows of the soldiers who might be de- 
pendent, and some other classes which are not embraced in the present 
bill. 

When this session opened there was introduced by the chairman of 
the Committee on Pensions the Mexican pension bill as anrended with 
the provisions I have specified in thelast Congress, and it was the desire 
of many members of the committee, and I think of the Senate, that the en- 
tire bill with its multifarious provisions, covering asit did nearly all cases 
of hardship or alleged hardship growing out of the pension laws actually 
existing, or actual hardship which was not embraced in any law—I say 
it was the desire of the members of the committee that that bill as a 
whole should be presented in this Congress and that action should be 
had thereon. But another plan was adopted, and so we have come to 
have in the present Congress a great variety of little bits of bills, a lit- 
tle in this, a little in that, and a little in another, and the whole pen- 
sion legislation which had been thus symmetrically arratiged has been 
chopped up and divided about, and is scattered here and there and yon- 
der in the two Houses of Congress. 

The bill now before the Senate contains probably the most impor- 
tant features, not excepting the Mexican bill proper, which are found 
inany ofthem. I do not mean to say that it is ahs act important in 
the sense that it involves the largest appropriation of money should it 
become a law. By no means, 

The arrears-of-pension bill, which is one of those now pending, by the 
estimate of General Dudley, the former Commissioner of Pensions, would 
require at least $246,000,000 in order to adjust the claims which have 
been filed since July, 1880, and have been allowed since that time, and 
also the claims of those filed since that time, which in all probability, 
judging from what has been evolved from previous action of the office 
in such cases, will yet be allowed, the $246,000,000 by his estimate cov- 
ering, I say, the amount which will be involved in the enactment of 
that law to settle claims which have been filed since that time which 
have since been allowed, and those which in all human probability will 
yet be allowed by the office. ‘ 

This estimate makes no provision, of course, for the claims yet to be 
filed, whether the limitation upon the payment of arrears should be re- 
pealed or not. What amount would be involved in that case is purely 
one of conjecture, because the claims not yet having been even filed it 
is impossible that we should have any reliable data whereon to form a 
judgment. 

The present Commissioner of Pensions, in reply to a call from the 
committee maderecently, has furnished aletter, which has not been read 
before the committee, for the reason that it was not received until last 
night—it has, however, come into my possession—in which he quite 
elaborately, and apparently with great care and good judgment, makes 
an estimate covering precisely the same cases which I have mentioned 
as was involved in the calculation of his predecessor, that the cost of 
the enactment of the arrears-of-pension law would be $222,000,000; I 
think thatis the amount—less than $230,000,000. That, of course, asin 
any other case, does not cover the conjectural ground. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
if, under the arrears act, as it is called, of 1879, we have not paid about 
$25,000,000 already? 

Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps the Senator does not understand me. 

Mr. VEST. I did not catch the Senator’s remark distinctly. 

Mr. BLAIR. We have adjusted all arrears of claims that were filed 
prior to July 1, 1880, which have been already adjudicated. There is, 
of course, a certain number—we do not know how many—yet unascer- 


have not yet been adjudicated. The letter of the Commissioner I shall 
insert in the RECORD: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,-Pession OFFICE. 
: Washington, D. C., May 12, 1886. 
Sim: I have the honor to acknowl the or of your communication of 
the lth instant, transmitting a copy of Senate bill No. 35, and asking for a de- 
tailed estimate of the amount requ to meet the payments necessary in the 
*“The > hys a8 itted is ts id. The proposed 1 peal 
TO; n submi twofo! e pro legislation will re 

the ion as to the commencement of n now imposed by the second 
section of the act Soprores March 3, 1879, and it will, secondly, repeal the pro- 
vision now found in the act of March 3, 1885, that the presumption of prior 
po see A in the adjudication of pension claims authorized by said act may be 


re , 

I shall find it necessary therefore to consider each point separately. ` 

Section 2 of the act approved March 3, 1879, provided that all pensions should 
commence at death, discharge, or termination of prior title, if the application 
were made prior to July 1, 1880. 

Since July 1, 1880, there bave been allowed the following number of cases in 
which, by reason of said limitation, no arrears have been granted : Invalid, 46,867; 
b= ie minors, and others, 29,558; the figures being calculated to June 30, 


Of the invalid allowances there were filed in 1880, 26,027; in 1881, 4,812; in 
1882, 6,189; in 1883, 5,678; in 1884, 3,351; in 1885, 810. 

If we fix July 1, 1865, as the average date of discharge and $100 as the average 
yearly rate, it will appear that to pay the arrears in cases it will require 
approximately the following sums: 4 


| 
- |No.ofpen-| Yearl 
When filed. | fakaha ue | Amount. 
EA AT KE TEESE n EE AA o27 | $1,500 | $39,040,500 ` 
1881... 4,812 1, p00 7, 699, 200 
1882 6, 189 1, 10, 521, 300 
1883.. 5,678 1,800 | 10,220, 400 
1884.. 3,351 1,900 | - 6, 366, 900 
1885, 810 2,000 | 3, 620, 000 
Amount required to pay invalids now 
060 T is sc AS 5 PSS 75, 468, 300 


le teenes eee a ie 


The twenty-nine thousand five hundred and fifty-eight allowances to widows, 
minors, and others include the pensions .to minors whom no limitation 
has run, as well as to dependents whose title did not accrue in many ces 
until the death of the soldier and of another person, 

In the case of a widow the title will accrue at the death of the soldier. It is 
difficult, therefore, to fix the dates from which to compute the probable amount 
ierann t riod and $100 as th ly rat 

uming nine years as the average pe: ani as the a yearly rate, 
the amount ad aa to pay arrears in ten thousand (estimated) cases will be 
$9,000,000; add to pay invalids, $75,468,300; total amount to pensioners on rolls, 


$34 . 

‘To state the amount hares Ped required to pay arrears in cases still pending 
in this office will be to indulge misa in conjecture, 

It may, however, be stated that on the 30th day of June, 1885, there were pend- 
ing in this office 171,402 invalid and 61,582 widows’ and other applications. 

Assuming that 60 per cent. of these will receive favorable consideration, that 
the average arrears period will be eighteen years and that $100 will be the aver- 
age annual rate, the amount requ to pay these cases will be as follows: 

Sixty per cent. of 171,402 = 102,811 x $1,800 =$185,113,800. 

Sixty per cent. of 61,582 = 36,949 x $900 = $33,254,100. , 

But of the poung invalid cases 73,415 and of the pending widows and other: 
26,656 were filed prior to July 1,1880, and, if allowed, arrears will be paid to them 
without regard to the pending h lation. i 

To determine the net addi cost to the Government b; Se pees of the 
poa bill, it is essential therefore that these be deducted m the toial num- 


cases, 
Upon the same basis of allowances, ihe amount due in said cases will be as 
follows: 
Sixty per cent. of 73,415 = 
Sixty per cent. of 26,656 = 15,994 X 


44,049 X $1,500 equals. 
$900 equals... 


srsses Ae eeeeewenseneeenssceresccseesereensesseenes see neness sueube saewesessereesenessesase 


222, 368, 100 
The foregoing estimates are substantially those submitted to the Committee 
A £ 


of the House of Representatives by letters from this office 
d anuary 25 and Feb: 5, 1886, addressed to Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
chairman of said committee, in response to a similar inquiry. I know of no 
reason for departing from the estimates submitted to said committee. 

Your muy will, however, include in its scope not only the cases already 
allowed and those mow pending in this office, but also those which have been 
already , a8 well as those which may hereafter be filed. 

Up to June 30, 1885, there had been rejected 85,589 invalid claims and 45,837 
widows’ and other claims, all of which had been filed since July 1, 1880. 

How many of these cases, will upon re-examination receive favorable consid- 
eration it is impracticable to state with any degree of accuracy, 

The repeal of the limitation will greatly stimulate the filing of cases, it is con- 
ceded, but how many will be filed and how many of them when filed twill re- 
ceive favorable consideration are entirely conjectural. 

The second proposition is the probable cost to the Government resulting from 
the of the proviso contained in theact of March 3, 1885, that the presump- 
tion of prior soundness in pension cases may be rebutted. 

I should not be able to intelligently reply to this question without 
an examination to be made in each of the 85,580 invalid cases and 45,837 widows’ 


on 


ee ee upon the rejected files of this office, all of which, have been filed 
since Jul 

jected files, all of which were filed prior to J 
of rejection, 


1, 1880, and also 48,780 invalid and pee ver — naa Pe pen the 
uly 1, 1880, ermine causes 


The magnitude of this work, as well as its impracticability, you will at once 
appreciate, 
7 Very respectfully, 


JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner. 
Hon. HENRY W. BLAIR, 


Acting Chairman Committee o iep e 
ted States Senate. 


Mr. CAMDEN. Can the Senator state how much was paid under 
the act for the: payment of arrearages up to the time it went out by 
limitation? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not knowtheamount. Itisstated in some of the 
reports, It can be ascertained by a reference to the reports of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. I have not examined the matter for a year or 
two; but it will not be difficult to find it. I do not care, however, to 
go into that matter at any length at the present time. I merely wish 
to indicate in round numbers something of the relative importante of 
these various propositions, considered from the pecuniary point of view. 

Mr. HARRIS.* Has the,Senator any estimate made by the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions or by the Committee on Pensions as to the probable 
amount of the drafts upon the Treasury resulting from the bill that his 
committee has reported? 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The present bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, the pending bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will speak of that in a few moments. 

But however the matter may be, the argument in favor of the pay- 
ment of arrears of pensions based upon justice and equity is one that I 
have never yet seen replied to. The arrears-of-pensions act applies 
only to those soldiers who rendered service, contracted disability therein, 
and who had they applied for pension at any time since their discharge, 
and upon making due proof would have been entitled to receive it. If 
this measure (the arrears-of-pension bill) becomes a law soldiers will 
make application after the Japse of this great length of time, a lapse 
of time which, as we all know, results in very greatly increased diffi- 
culty in the establishment of their claims by the necessary proof. The 
witnesses are dead, the documents are destroyed, and by reason of the 
lapse of time in the public mind and in the mind of the adjudicator 
there grows up an impression that the claim being stale may not be 
just. So that suffering underall these presumptions, lapse of timeand 


otherwise, the soldier nevertheless finally makes out his case against. 


an adverse adjudicator, against the Government which is to pay the 
money, and the judgment is rendered by the Government or its officers 

itself. Finally, under all these increased difficulties the claim is 
allowed, and in the allowance of the claim what has been established? 
The primary fact established under all these increased difficulties is 
that the man contracted the disability while in the service and line of 
duty, that he has had all this time the right to a pension, not that he 
has failed to assert the right because he did not possess it, and by reason 
of the lapse of time he hopes to impose upon the authorities of the 
Government, and to obtain an adjudication by perjury and fraud. It 
is not that, but in spite of all these adverse conditions he has finally 
obtained a verdict by the Government against itself. 

Why, under these circumstances, should the Government come in 
and say that because this man who the Governments admits had a right 
all the while to pension has not claimed it, so that the Government has 
had during all these years the use of his money—why, I say, should 
the Government be heard to say that this man shall be deprived of the 
principal as well as the interest which he has already given to the Goy- 
ernment? 

Such, sir, isthe argument as it strikes my mind, and the whole ques- 
tion is with me remitted to this: It is one of choice, of discrimination 
among many worthy claimants or different classes of claimants, and the 


question of the enactment of such a law is to be decided not with ref-- 


erence to the obligation of the Government but rather to its ability at 
the time to pay. If there is to be any discrimination, if there is to be 
any question as to whether the soldier who has a just or equitable claim 
‘upon the Government for compensation is to be paid or not, if there is 
any question of that kind then it us for us to say who should be paid 
first, and where would be the greatest hardship if we fuil to adjudicate 
favorably upon all the claims which may rightfully exist. 

It is only in that light that any collision can possibly, in my mind at 
least, arise between those who claim under the proposed arrears act 
against the Government and those who claim under such an act as the 
committee has submitted to the Senate here and various other classes 
that I will not stop now to enumerate, because they relate to classes 
less numerous, and perhaps being partially provided for it is Jess i im- 
portant just now to discuss them. 

Nearly all, in fact all, cases of necessity are provided for to some ex- 
tent under existing law except those soldiers who, having rendered serv- 
ice and having contracted disability subseqtient to their service without 
their own fault, are now poor and dependent and obliged to be assisted 
by somebody. The law does not reach their case, and yet as Senators 
will see those men having passed through their terms of service with- 
out wounds, without sickness, without disabilities which interfered with 
the discharge of their duty as soldiers, are the very men to whom the 
Government is under the greatest obligation for service actually re- 
ceived. ` The great mass of the men who will be benefited by the bill 
now under consideration are men who rendered one, two, three, four, 
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and in some cases nearly five years of service, all the while on duty. 
They are the men who really put down the rebellion, rather than the 
men who died on the field or who were disabled. So that the actual 
service in the subjugation of the rebellion was not rendered even by 
the eon an battle, as it was rendered by the class who are embraced 
in the bill. 

I do not wish to be too prolix upon this matter, and so I will ap- 
proach the point suggested by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
RIS] as to the amount of money that would be involved in the bill if 
it should become a law. But before I come to that I wish to mention 
another point that had escaped my mind. All through the country, 
especially in the northern part of the country, and it is to some extent 
so in theSouth, are to be found men who put down the rebellion, who 
served throughout their terms, but who did notcontract disability or 
in whose case the disability did not appear during the term of service 
and who are now in want. They are suffering for lack of proper relief 
at the present time. They are becoming disabled; they are dependent 
upon their labor, Somebody has to assist them. ‘It isa erying want 
to-day. -Those who can establish their claims under the existing law 
are receiving pensns. The men to whom the arrears-of-pension act 
would apply are prosecuting their claims under existing law, or have 
already received them; they are either receiving or expecting soon to 
receive relief from the Government. Whether the Government owes 
them in equity or in law the arrears or not, they are for the time being 
provided for either in fact or in law, so they are not starving for help- 
They are not charges upon the charity of their friends or of the Grand 
Army or upon the ordinary pauper system of the various States. 
They are provided for against the exigency of hunger three times a 
day, of cold, and nakedness; but the men to whom this bill applies 
are not thus provided for. 

If now it be claimed that the condition of the national finances i is 
such that we can not spend the $250,000,000 which are necessary to 
meet the requirements of the proposed arrears act, and that we can not 
increase the pensions of the various classes which are now being paid 
under existing law, but who do not consider that their pensions are as 
much as their necessities require—if such be the condition of the public 
finances and the capacity of the nation to endure taxation, what can 
any man say if we enact this hill into law and by its provisions give to 
every man who is in need the support which he must necessarily receive 
from some source if we should deny it? 

Many soldiers of the late war come to us with claims for a service 
pension. Senators may remember that in the last Congress, if I recol- 
leet aright, between eleven and twelve hundred posts of the Grand 
Army besought the Government to enact a service-pension law with 
reference to the soldiers of the war of 1861, the same as was being en- 
acted for the soldiers of the Mexican war, the same that we did enact 
in 1871 for soldiers and their widows of the war of 1812, and as our 
fathers did for the soldiers and their widows of the Revolutionary war 

There is a strong tendency and demand on the part of the soldier 
element of the country for a service pension, aservice pension applica- 
ble to all the soldiers of the late war irrespective of wantand of necessity, 
which every one must see presents an astounding aspect so far as public 
taxation is concerned. When this demand is made upon the American 
people by any classof men who served the Government, who protected 
our Treasury, who preserved to us the power of taxation and our form 
of national existence, when they make their demand upon us and we 
say to them we are not able to pay it, but that we will go further than 
we have hitherto gone and say that forthe man whois in anything like 
actual need, who is disabled not by reason of his own fault or crime, 
who requires help from somebody, we will tax ourselves and furnish 
that aid to the extent of his necessity. When we say that, it seems to 
me that that will be met by the soldier element of the country with 
an admission that onthe whole our proposition is fair, equitable, and 
just. When it can be demonstrated that the country is in a condition 
to pay further, to pay the arrears which, as I have undertaken to show, 
are a just claim upon the Government, "let them be paid. Ifwe can 
do so now let us doit now, but atall events let us take care of this class 
of meritorous claimants whose service was of the greatest importance 
and most valuable character, but who are now in actual want. 

The bill undertakes to reach that class of soldiers. It also under- 
takes to provide for the dependent parents of soldiers who have died 
in the service. Those are the two leading features of the bill. 

As to the cost which will be involved in the bill, that is very largely 
problematical. There are limits which we can fix, but whether it will 
be $20,000,000, $25,000,000, or $15,000,000 it is impossible foranybody 
tosay. It may be more than $25,000, 000, but there is some data and 
it is as available to one gentleman as to another. It is as available to 
us as it is to the Commissioner of Pensions. 

From this data I think we can form a rational judgment. The late 
Commissioner of Pensions, in acommunication to Congress made upon 
this subject, estimated the number of soldiers surviving at between 
900,000 and 1,000,000. I think it is fair to assume that the number 
is not over 1,000,000. When we endeavor to ascertain how many 
would be embraced in the language of the bill, those who are disabled 
and who are dependent upon their manual labor for support, we are of 
course involved in great difficulty. I have satisfied my own mind 
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that when we have eliminated those who are in good circumstafice, 
when we have eliminated those who are already upon the pension-list, 
e eaaeo geno aon when wo eliminato ar AEAEE 
claiming pensions under exis W, an not not in 
any want, under the provisions of this bill probably about rede 
of the million would be able to establish their claims against the Go 
ernment. I do not think it could at any one time possibly exceed that 
number, for it is to be considered that before a claim is allowed to be 
paid at all applications must be made, clerical force must be provided, 
facts must be proven, adjudications must take place, and the right be 
established. T think at no one time under the operations of the pro- 
visions of the bill would there be more than a quarter of a million of 
soldiers and others placed upon the pension-rolis. Possibly there might 
be more, but I think the probability is rather less than more. We = 
to consider that the pension-roll would be constantly diminishin ing, and 
there might be from time to time additions made to it, but wi 
uniform d in the future of the soldiers and their relatives I think 
there would never be more than a maximum of a quarter of a million. 

If we can assume that to be substantially true, and I do so in my | a 
own reasonings upon the matter, I shall proceed to consider some other 
points in the case which bear upon the general question of the probable 
cost of this bill if it should become a law. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator in charge of the bill be kind enough 
to state before he proceeds to his next point whether he has made a 
calculation in accordance with his estimate of adding a quarter of a 
million to the pension-list, as to how much annually would be the ap- 
propriation needed hereafter to meet it? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is what I am now approaching. 

Mr. BROWN. Woka ra lgdely inenonend tae NARA ARES EIE 
at this session, 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not dealing with the increase to widows or tothe 
soldiers of the Mexican war. 

Mr. BROWN. Iwant to get at the entire amount of pension-money 
that we should have to appropriate, say next year, if we passed this bill, 
including those now on the roll and those who would be put on the roll 
under the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will give the Senator the data on that point as I go 
on. 

The report of the Commissioner of Pensions contains a table which 
shows the rates per month at which invalid pensions are now being 
paid for disability to the various pensioners. There are of invalid sol- 
diers now upon the roll 244,201 names. This statement is made up to 
June 30, 1885, the period covered by the Commissioner’s report, There 
are 244, 201 names in all. The table is as follows: 


Statement sowing number of pensioners at different monthly rates, on the 
pension-roll June 30, 1885, 


Rates. 


Number. Number, 


BSIBZSESE_¥ 


a 
= 
i 


yengoenee 


At $17. ... 244, 201 
At $17 to $18.. 


I was myself surprised, as I doubt not Senators will be on perusing 
this table, to find how comparatively few are being paid at the higher 
rates. I had an impression, and I doubt not others have had it, that 
a very large proportion of the list was being paid at the higher rates of 
pension. j 

Mr, BROWN. Will the Senator pardon me for asking one more ques- 
tion? Is that statement made up so as to include the additions made 
by the act passed at this session, for instance, increasing the widows’ 
pension from $8 to $12 per month? 

Mr. BLAIR. I stated that this was taken from the Commissioner’s 
report and came down to June 30, 1885. 

There is another point to which I will call the attention of the Sen- 
ate. I am now leading on to a calculation and giving my reasons for 
what I believe will be the cost of this bill. ‘The bill relates to soldiers 
whe are to be pensioned in pi oat to their disability. The table I 
read comprises ans invalid soldiers, not the heing paid and Seprndens 
parents now upon the roll but those who are 
disability; and the point of the table is Betas gaa tgs 


tates possible, which may be up to $72, that a very large proportion of 
them are $24 and less and a very large proportion of them are even less 


$8. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator will pardon me. What I wanted to get 
at is an estimate as to the probable amount of pensions to be paid next 
year in the event this bill should become a law. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will give it to the Senator before I get through. I 
am, in my‘slow, methodical but I think logical way, giving my rea- 
sons as I go along. I shall try to show the Senator, as near as I can, 
the additional amount which I think will be required should the bill 
become a law; and I will also give the Senator, from. the reports, the 
Serge data for which he asks, if he will pardon me for doing it a little 

ter, 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. I simply want to get at those facts. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have the data here, and will furnish all the evidence 
I can in that direction. 

Of the 244,000 invalid soldiers whose naqies are now on the roll all 
of them, with the exception of 10,302, are at the present time drawing 
et see at the rate of $24 or less. The first section of the bill which 

tes to soldiers provides that under its terms no more than $24 shall 
be allowed for a case of total helplessness, which is a case that under 
the existing law will entitle the soldier to receive a pension at the rate 
of $72 per month; and I ask Senators to nete this almost fundamental 
feature of the bill, which so very largely limits the possibilities of the 
expenditure under its terms. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senatorsays that under the present law a 
receives $72 for total helplessness. I wish to inquire of him egg is 
sufficiently accurate in that respect? As I understand it, those who 
were pensioned for such total helplessness as required the attendance 
of another person prior to June 16, 1880, get it, while those who have 
been ioned from the same cause since only get $50 a month. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is correct in regard to that. A bill is 

pending to remedy that defect; but my point is still the same. The 
highest pension which can be paid under the existing law is $72 per 
month, and the great mass of soldiers ed receive $24 or” less. 
That is the highest sum which this bill proposes to pay in any case 
whatever, for the reason that the disability may not have been con- 
tracted in the service. The chief object of the bill is like that of the 
Revolutionary pension act of 1818, to provide for those who must. be 
provided for by somebody, and who should be chargeable upon the na- 
tion at large, which has received their service, if upon any one. 

Deducting, then, that 10,302 it leavesabout 234,000 invalid soldiers, 
whose rating is $24 or less. There are 15,020 at the rate of $24, and 
at various sums exceeding $8 and up to $24 there are 43,468. There 
are between $12 and $24, 16,293. There are between $8 and $12, 11,- 
715, and there are at exactly $12 15,480. Then at $8 there arealmost 
45,000; at $6, almost 35,000; at $4 there are 60,000; at $2 there are 
26, 000, and at $1 thereare 1, 260. These ratings are all made upon the 
examination of a medical board of the country, and even upon exist- 
ing ratings fordisability the greatmass areat $8and belowthat. There 
are 60,000 at the rate of $4, and 26,000 at the rate of $2. 

This bill provides for cases of total helplessness—which is of course a 
condition requiring the attendance of one or more persons, an absolute 
incapacity not only to perform manual labor, but a condition requiring 
medical attendance and other attendance, one of continual and great ex- 
poma the sum of $24. The rate is by the terms of the bill to be 

ed according to the proportion of disability, from total helplessness 
down; so that it will be seen that under the operations of the bill if it 
becomesa law the great mass of allowances to the Soldiers would be $8 
a month or less. If we may assume that there are one-fourth of a mill- 
‘ion of soldiers who would be provided for under the terms of the bill, 
and also assume this to be a calculation quite in the direction of a too 
heavy expenditure under the bill, not one calculated to impose upon 
the public by a false estimate of the smallness of the expenditure—if we 
should, I say, make the calculation in the way I now indicate, I think it 
would be at least just to the 

If we should say of the two hundred and fifty thousand that one hun- 
dred and twenty-five thousand be rated at $4 per month, the yearly ex- 
penditure would be $6,000,000; if fifty thousand at $8 a month, there 
would be an addition of $4,800, C00; if fifty thousand at $10 a month, 
there would be $6,000,000; averaging all between $10 a month and $24— 
if experience of the Department can be any guide to us, there will be 
at $12 per month, $3,600,000, which would make the total actual yearly 
expenditure under this clause of the bill $20,400,000, which I believe 
would eover it all. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask upon what data he 
estimates for a quarter of a million of persons under the bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is my judgment about it. 

Mr. LOGAN. The bill would only bring pensions to those who are 
unable to get penaos, although disabled? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes. 

Mr. LOGAN. We have not over a quarter of a million of disabled 
men who were wounded, sick, and disharged from hospital and every- 
thing else as ioners, and I do not think there is any reason to bhe- 
lieve that there would be any more than half the number stated by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 


Mr. BLAIR. A great many think as the Senator does. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘The men whose applications for pensions have been 
rejected because they could not prove that they became incapacitated 
on account of disease contracted in the service would come under the 
bill; and men who have become disabled since the war would come 
under the bill. ‘Those are the only two classes. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is all very true, and I remember an estimate 
made by the former Commissioner of Pensions, to which I shall refer. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not think it would be half the number men- 
tioned. That is only my judgment, of course, but I do not believe 
there would be. 

Mr. BLAIR. I remember an estimate, Iam not sure that it reached 
the Senate in an official form, but an‘estimate which was attributed to 
the late Commissioner of Pensions, to the effect that this provision as 
found in the former bill would not require an expenditure of over $12,- 
000,000. ` 

Mr. LOGAN. That is what I understood. 

Mr. BLAIR. So far as the observations of the Senator from Illinois 
are concerned, his knowledge of the condition vf the soldiery of the 
country is better than mine. I would be especially anxious that no 
misrepresentation should be made to the Senate or to the country as to 
the probable expenditure under the bill, and I have endeavored to make 
these calculations as I think in excess of what would be actually called 
for should it become a law. 

But this is to be considered, that the disability which I think is fairly 
covered by the bill is not merely one resulting from accident or from 
actual disease. It would cover a disability which grows out of or re- 
sults from increasing age, or from hardship and exposure, by reason of 
which a man hitherto able to do his full day’s work is able only to per- 
formalesseramount. Being dependent upon his manual labor for sup- 
port, if he can now perform only three-fourths of a day’s work, although 
there may be no positive disease about him and although there may 
be no loss of limb or severe physical injury, he ought under a fair con- 
struction of the bill, if it should become a law, to be allowed by the 
examining board for that diminution of: his capacity to do the work 
whereby he gets his living, . 

If he may do but three-fourths of a day’s work his wages are dimin- 
ished one-fourth, and he ought to be allowed one-fourth of the pension, 
I should say, which would be $6 a month. Perhaps that would not be 
a proper estimate, but it should be such an adjudication in reference to 
the d of total helplessness, which is $24 a month, as may be just 
and fair under the law. I believe that the amount which I es‘ ‘nate, 
$20,000,000, is all the expenditure which the country will be su. jected 
to under the provisions of the bill. 

The Senator from O: [Mr. MITCHELL] suggests that there will 
be a large percentage falling off every year. That is true, but at the 
same time others will be growing older and more enfeebled, and for 
some years to come at least these will be placed upon the roll. There 
is not avery large number, I suppose, that is, large in proportion to 
the million of the surviving soldiers of the war of 1861 who are abso- 
lutely and wholly dependent upon their manual labor for support, but 
still there is a large number when you speak absolutely, and I should 
not be if all the beneficiaries under this measure came to the 
number I have mentioned. 

The law will reach another class that pep the Senator from lili- 
nois did not in his own calculation embrace. It will giv- to all the 
men who have really a disability contracted in the service but who have 
been unable to establish their claims, whose cases are now lingering 
and have y eey some of them for ten or fifteen years, the option of 
abandoning their existing application and making a new one under the 
bill. Of course the remedy under this measure is slight to what many 
of them would receive if they were able to establish their claims by 
obtaining the peoo under existing law, but no doubt many men dis- 
couraged and heart-broken and in absolute want will abandon the ap- 
parently hopeless chase of their rights through the existing forms of 

ure and embrace the provisions of this act, for under the pro- 
visions of this act it will only be necessary to establish the service, the 
honorable discharge and the actual disability existing at the present 
time, without fault on the part of the applicant, together with depend- 
~ ence upon his manual labor or the charitable contributions of others 
for assistance. 

The other provision of the bill which. relates to dependent parents 
will give to all parents a pension who lost their sons in the service and 
who are now dependent upon the contributions of others who are not 
legally bound for their support, whether they were thus dependent at 
the time when the child sacrificed his life in the service of the country 
or not. It will be remembered by the Senate that such is the law at 
the present time that the dependence upon the son. must have existed at 
the time of his death. Otherwise, the parent is not entitled to receive 
the aid of the Government. It seems to me that this is a most inequi- 
gans of the law. ; 

are a great many cases all through the country of parents who 
sacrificed every son they had, those who were varia prospective 
means of support, but yet just at that particular time were not depend- 
entuponthem. They may have had property, or physical capacity to la- 
bor; they were able to take care of themselves, but who since have lost 
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that physical capacity, and who by the misfortunes of life have also been 
deprived of their estates as well and are now in abject want, with old 
age fast upon them. Many of them are very old, and dependent upon 
the pauper systems of their States for the means of life. The bill pro- 
poses not to reach the case of any parent who can establish the claim 
under a former law, but to reach the case of a parent who is in actual 
need, who sacrificed her boy and has no means of present support. The 
amount which would be called for under that class is problematical, as 
in the other case, but the number of dependent parents in the country 
as shown by the existing pension-roll is comparatively very small. It 
is very much less than that of the widows of the soldiers of the country, 
and I do not look upon that feature of the bill as one very likely to 
burden the Treasury. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] made some inquiries as to 
the existing condition of pension expendituresasthe roll now stands. T- 
read from the report of the Commissioner of Pensions coming down to 
June 30, 1885: 


There were at the close of the year 345,125 pensioners, classified as follows: 
241,456 Army invalids; 78,841 Army widows, minor children, and dependent rela- 
tives; 2,745 Navy invalids; 1,926 Navy widows, minor chil , and dependent 
relatives: 2,045 survivors of the war of 1812, and 17,212 widows of those who 
served in that war. 

There were added to the roll during the year the names of 35,767 new pen- 


sioners, and the names of 1,835 whose pensions had been sakata f dropped were 
restored to the roll; making an of 37,602 pensioners added during the 
During thè same period names. of 15,233 pensioners were dropped 


ear. 
oan the roll for various causes, leaving a netincrease to the roll of 22,369. 

The average annual value of each pension at the close of the year is shown to 
be $110.36, and the aggregate annual value fale prying is $38,090,985.28; an in- 
crease over like value for the previous year of $3,634,384.93. 

The sonak paia for pensions during the year is $64,933,288.12; an increase in 
amount over previous year of $5,024,690.52. It will be observed that the 
amount actually paid thatof the annual value of pensions several mill- 
ions of dollars, and this excess— 


And this it is important to know— 


and this excess represents the first payments of pension known as accrued in 
new pensions. 

The first payment, of course, covers all the preceding time embraced 
in the application, and where the application was made prior to July 
1, 1880, it reaches back to the date of the disability, which under exist- 
ing law must have been contracted in the service, and covers all the time 
back to the war, unless it may be the case of a widow, whose pension 
commences at the termination of the primitive pension from which hers 
is derived—that is to say, her husband’s—and in that case she draws 
back to the death of her husband. That is the reason why what the 
Commissioner calls the actual value of the pension-list is increasing. 
It is based upon the amount that is drawn from year to year by the law 
as it stands, and excludes this excess drawn in the form of arrears from 
the date of application or date of disability contracted in the service 
down to the issue of the certificate and first payment. The Commis- 
sioner of Pensions further states: 


The amount paid to 37,839 new pensioners during the year upon first payment 
was $27,115,912.21, and there remained in the hands of the several pension agents 
3,677 of this class unpaid, in which there was due $2,243,567.04. 


The Senator from Georgia will observe that the Commissioner says 
the entire payment the Jast year, that is to say the amount due and 
appropriation required to be made, which was the Senator’s question, 
was $64,933,288. If the calculation which I have made, which as the 
Senator has seen I think I have endeavored to make honestly as large 
as it ought to be, is worth anything it would in its leading feature add 
to that $64,000,000 $20,000,000. 3 

I do not think that the clause relating to dependent parents can 
amount to more than $2,000,000 or $3,000,000 at most, that is parents 
who may be added by reason of the enactment of this bill into a law 
should it be passed. Probably it would be less than $3,000,000, prob- 
ably less than half that amount; but still, as I said before, no man can 
tell just how this will be any more than he can know how many p&o- 
ple will die next year in this country. We can form some esti- 
mate, a rational guess, so to speak, and we can -fix outside limits be- 
yond which it is quite apparent the amount will not go; but it is as 
impossible for the Commissioner of Pensions to calculate with anything 
like mathematical accuracy as it is for any one of us. 

In the last Congress when we called on the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to make the calculation and give us the benefit of his judgment, 
he said he could not do it in a way to be held responsible, but he 
thought, as he made known in some way, I remember, that the amount 
would not exceed $12,000,000. During the discussion upon the Mex- 
ican pension bill in the last Congress in speaking of the probable or 
the maximum expenditure as it was in my mind under the proposed 
amendments which covered the disabled soldiers, the dependent par- 
ents, the widows, minor children, and some other classes, I said I 
thought the amount might be $50,000,000. I very likely estimated 
the sum too large. I had not then given the subject as much careful 
tought as I have done at the present Congress, and my estimate is 
very considerably diminished. I imagine that under this bill if it be- 
comes a law the increased expénses of the country in the way of pen- 
sions would be probably $25,000,000 a year, giving it in round numbers. 
I will detain the Senate but a little while longer, during which I wish 
to make a few general observations upon this subject. 
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The true object of the art of war is the defense of nations and of so- 
ciety; that is to say, the true end of war is peace. Those who engage 
in it assume its and hardships, not from any special interest 
which they have in the result, more others of their countrymen, 
nor are they under greater obligations to risk their lives for the com- 
mon good. One citizen is just as much interested as another in the 
preservation of Jawand order; that is to say, of life, liberty, and prop- 
erty, and to contribute of these last to secure the establishment of the 
former and the integrity and independence of the nation to which he 
belongs. Therefore, when for the common good, including of course 
his own, he renders a service, he becomesentitled to compensation from 
the whole body politic, of which he is a part, according to the degree 
of the service rendered or the nature of the injury suffered. Hence 
the laws of the land provide payment in wages and salaries for his time 
and labor, in camp and field, and pensions for wounds.and disabilities 
contracted in the line of duty. 

Recognizing that every man is the special defense and support of his 
parents, his wife, and his children, the state, for whose defense he is 
called upon to risk the sacrifice of them all, assumes by law and neces- 
sity the discharge of these natural obligations of the individual, in so 
far as he shall be rendered unable to fulfill them. Thus it is seen that 
pensions themselves are but the payment or discharge of an orginal 
obligation which the soldier, as a member of society, was bound to per- 
form to himself or those who were dependent upon him, but which so- 
ciety assumes in order that he may render a still higher service by the 
devotion of his life even for the defense of all. 

True, it may be said, and is said, that pensions are a gift, and that 
they may be conferred, revoked, or wholly refused, even after service 
rendered and disability contracted, while the law expressly provided for 
them; but no one can seriously claim this, save upon the ground that 
if the nation becomes too poor to carry the burden of taxation, then the 
obligation may be repudiated; just as in like case the individual is 
discharged in bankruptcy so the state may refuse from necessity to pay 
its debts. 'The pensions for which the nation provides, and which are 
so many of them still withheld through inadequacy of required proof, 
or imperfection in the laws or in their administration, are the natural 
and legal right of the disabled soldier, when surviving, or of his de- 
pendent relatives when for the common defense he has died. - Any other 
doctrine, by whatsoever authority advanced, is a repudiation of the fun- 
damental ne ples of natural justice, and is subversive of the true 
interests of society. : 

The claimant of such pensions is not a beggar; he is a creditor, and 
should be a preferred creditor of the nation. He holds the bond of 
his country written in his own blood. He demands aright, and to him 
is due the performance of a sacred obligation, and not a gratuity. And 
as it is the duty of the debtor to find and to pay his creditor, and not 
to put the creditor to endless and ruinous loss to establish his claim by 
interminable suits at law, so it is the duty of the state itself, at its own 
expense, to ascertain and to meet at once all just claims for pensions, 
or at least to provide every facility for their adjustment, and to pay the 
costs when the claim is delayed in the process of adjudication. } 

It is the duty of the Government to ascertain and to pay the pension 
to thesoldier justas much asit is to ascertain and to pay his wages while 
‘in the field. It is a practical denial of his right to throw obstacles in 
his way by interposing trivial or technical objections, or by depriving 
him of the right to employ competent counsel and assistance, in refus- 
ing fair remuneration for services necessarily performed in order to es- 

The denial of the right to pay a reasonable compensation to counsel 
is a denial of the right to emply counsel, and the greatest evils and griev- 
ances under which the applicants for pensions have suffered and con- 
tinue to suffer, the worst horrors of the ‘‘ pension tragedy,” as the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [ Mr. HoAR] once so strikingly said, have grown 
out of the denial by the Government (denied to no other litigant, but 
rather protected by the most sacred provisions of the laws) to employ 
and pay a reasonable price for competent and honest counsel and assist- 
ance in the establishment of his claim. Hence the business has 
beyond the scrutiny of the community where public opinion can be 
brought to bear upon the merits of each particular case and upon the 
action of those who may be engaged in its prosecution. 

Too often dishonest or incompetent men defraud both Government 
and claimant, or life is worn out in heart-crushing, deadly delays. The 
upright and competent home counselor is the soldier’s best friend, and 
of the Government also; but such has been the law, enacted from the 
best of motives, that unless his services were nearly gratuitous, which 
as a rule he was unable to make them, the home counselor could not 
be employed at all. 

The dishonest and incompetent claim agent has been the consequence 
of the law. The chief evils of the system—the concentration of the 
business in t centers and the innumerable delays and frauds and 
failures, of which the applicant has reason to complain, and which caf- 
stitute the most terrible and pathetic chapter in real life of which I 
have any knowledge—are in m, y deliberate judgment principally nee 
able upon two things: The denial of the right to employ counsel by 
the denial of the right to pay for skillful service, and the failure to 
provide a proper tribunal to try the facts where the party lives in as 


close analogy as possible to the provisions of the common law in all 
those cases where, after a fair inquiry at its own expense, the Govern- 
ment sees fit to litigate the case as one of substantial doubt. In both 
these directions great and radical changes should be made in our sys- 
tem of pension administration. 

The Government, as the result of much effort and as a partial con- 
cession to urgent demands for legislation which should place upon the 
nation the burden of ascertaining its debt at its own expense, has in- 
stituted the order of special agents, who accomplish great good in pend- 
ing and long delayed cases by investigations on the spot where the evi- 
dence and the party are to be found; but the system is very imperfect 
and inadequate, and there is as yet no provision made by which a poor 
and honest claimant can obtain an informal investigation into the va- 
lidity of his claim, such as would in most cases be sufficient at once for 
its decision, without compelling him to resort to the elaborate chan- 
cery of the system now in force. 

Under a proper system of informal preliminary investigation by a 
competent person, instituted upon application made by the soldier or 
his dependent relative, or, better still, in advance of any application by 
the Governmentitself, I believe thata great majority of the worthy cases 
throughout the country could be disposed of within a year. Such facil- 
ities exist for obtaining reliable information by inquiry of reputable 
citizens of the vicinity, of the Grand Army, and in all such ways as 
enable business men to obtain the evidence upon which they act in 
theit important affairs, that the Government would be in no serious 
danger of imposition or mistake; and even if there should be an occa- 
sional wrong it is better that the whole people should lose a little until 
discovery furnishes a remedy by suspension, rather than this national 
crime of non-payment of just pension claims should be prolonged until 
they are settled by death. 

In our form of government it is sometimes difficult properly to ap- 
portion the burdens of taxation among the people who are at the same 
time citizens of the nation and of the States, but there can be no doubt 
of the general proposition that the expenses and disabilities resulting 
from a war for the preservation of the nation should be borne by the 
nation. This principle bas been fully Lks Feet by the Government 
hitherto in the payment of wages, pensions, bounties, and the like, and 
the assumption of many of the expenses òf the States in the raising, 
equipment, and transportation of troops to and from the seat of war. 
The nation has gone still further by the appropriation of the public 
money in special recognition of glorious actions on land and sea; and for 
all services even for very brief periods of time in great em cies of 
national life. Millions are even now year) paa to the surviving sol- 
diers and their widows of the war of 1812, which ended seventy years 
ago, and this regardless of any disability contracted in the service and 
of any necessity of pecuniary assistance to the recipient. 

Whatever rewards distinguished and dangerous public service tends 
to promote patriotism and just pride in the preservation and greatness; 
of the country. It is wise to teach the coming generations that this 
Republic is not ungrateful and that our glorious institutions are worth 
struggling and dying for. Ancient as well as modern nations have 
found it both necessary and noble to build monuments and expend the 
public treasure in the commemoration of valor and virtue that the 
memory and manifestation thereof might not fail from the earth. 

But it is evident, on the other hand, that every man owes somethin, 
himself to the institutions and laws which he finds already provid 
for him at his entrance upon life, and upon the preservation of which 
he is dependent, the soldier as well as others, for all that rates him 
from destruction or the say state. Therefore it is that ‘the nation 
as a whole must not be held as matter of right to pay for mere glory, 
for service pensions or monuments, any farther than it may deem to be 
consistent with the condition of the public revenues and the ability of 
the people tọ endure taxation for other necessities of the public service. 

A service-pension bill, when providing only for the survivors of war, 
regardless of disability or necessity, has been opposed by men who, like 
myself, believe that the nation can not afford to pay money where there 
is no want of money and no disability cont: in the service; but we 
have always sought to amend it so as to give pensions to all, and only 
to those who really required help in order to relieve them from the hard- 
ships of labor, and to give them in honor the comforts of life. For a 
Mexican pension bill like this I have always striven, and no man can, I 
think, after due consideration, say that the laboring masses of this 
country, who bear chiefly-its publicburdens, can be justly called upon 
to pay pensions to those who are not in need and would only add them 
to an already overflowing bank account. 

Besides, the principle, if admitted at all, must of necessity be applied 
at once, or very soon, to the men of wealth and fortune who served in 
the war for the Union, and to those connected with them. Under such 
a law, I believe that at least a million of names would sooner or later, 
most of them at once, become entitled to be placed upon the pension- 
roll. Such a law would -increase the public burdens not less than 
$100,000,000 a year, and would be liable to break down greatly the 
whole system of pensions, those for disabilities with the rest. In my 
judgment no wise friend of the soldiers and of their dependent rela- 
tives can labor to promote the e of such a Jaw. 

In addition to pensions for disabilities contracted in the service, pay 
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to every soldier, who, after any considerable period of actual service or 
liability to service, was honorably di or deserved to have been 
honorably discharged, and to his dependent parent, widow, and child, 
whether he was disabled in the service or not, an honorable pension 
according to disability and need, not the result of his own folly or 
wrong, and to none else. Less than this justice will not withhold; 
more than this she can not give. Public duty and national honor de- 
mand only this; nothing less nor more. Of the ability of the nation 
to pay what by this rule justice requires there is no dispute, nor of the 
further fact that national taxation falling so largely upon luxuries is 
much more easily borne than that imposed by the States or voluntary 
contributions from sources which now supply the wants of soldiers and 
their dependent friends. 

The question whether assistance shall be given in the form of pen- 
sions to those soldiers and their dependent relations who are in need 
of relief is only the question who shall bear the pecuniary burden. 
Shall the soldier suffer for the want of relief? Can his friends and 
relatives, generally as poor as himself, provide for it? Shall the un- 
certain charity of the community be depended upon to supply this con- 
stant and ever-increasing demand? Will you turn over the soldier to 
the tender care of the pauper systems of the States? Shali the Grand 
Army, composed so largely of the very men who by reason of advanc- 
ing age and decreasing productive powers require the aid, continue to 
tax themselves to support each other? The Grand Army can notmuch 
longer march under its increasing load. I believe that as many sol- 
diers with their dependent relatives are to-day recciving aid from these 
various sources or suffering for the want of the common comforts of life 
as are now assisted by pensions from the nation. 

The burden exists; the want is a t fact, and is manifested in the 

* form of deprivation and suffering, or itis met by the sacrifice and charity 
of individuals and communities—by the pauper system of the State or 
by the Grand Army of the Republic which has so largely hitherto per- 
formed the great work, and which, in the nature of things, it becomes, 
with every passing year, less and less able to carry on, 

The question proposed to the country by this bill, in behalf of the 
soldiers of the war for the Union, is this: Shall the nation, which, asa 
nation, received the benefit of their services and sacrifice, and which by 
reason thereof, with all her unbounded resources, exists to-day—shall 
the nation, as a nation, perform this great duty which is not now per- 
formed, and which must be performed by somebody in some way, or 
untold suffering is to follow, use it is left undone—shall this rich 
nation take care of the preserversof its own life? Thatis the question. 
It must be answered. Inaction is the worst answer, for it paralyzes all 
other sources of help. It grows more pressing every day. 

Once the American Senate has answered ‘‘yes.’? 

What shall be its reply to-day? 

I wish, Mr. President, to add one or two things more. I have here 
quité a list of letters, which I selected from a great mass, and which, 
if there is no objection, I will ask leave to have printed in the RECORD 
that Senators may examinethem. They are not numerous. They are 
rather specimens of a mass of others received, and they tell the story, 
the need from the standpoint of the soldier himself. I think, as evi- 
dence coming here from the people themselves whose rights and inter- 
ests are concerned in this bill; the Senate will find it worth while to 
examine them as they will find them in the RECORD: 


PEEKSKILL, N. Y., April 27, 1886. 
; vee I shag hy ya pardon ose ey I sp a Tard wir bill peronea 
n gress this session, granting pensions to the dependent parents oi 
soldiers of the rebellion, has been ? 

I ama dependent mother—widowed and dependent. My only son, on whom I 
depended for help and support in my declining years, volunteered, on the Pres- 
ident’s first call, at 1861, and went with the Hawkins Zouaves; first lieutenant, 
Company A, Nint OR een al promoted after to be captain Company G, Ninth 

ment New York Volunteers; was wounded at battle of Antietam; served 
his time, and was honorably discharged, and returned with health broken 
down; died 1868. 

Tam now nearly sixty-nine years of age, and unable longer to work for my 

own maintenance, and am therefore entirely dependent. 
Pe bon you please let me know if there isa law granting mea pension, and 
oblige, 
Yours, respectfully, 
Mrs. S. WILLITS. 
Senator BLAIR, Senate, at Washington, D, C. 


LAWRENCE, KANS., January 5,1886. 
DEAR Sim: Would like to call pn attention to the fact that there are thou- 
sands of soldiers of the late war who have become disabled since their discharge 
by diseases contracted through exposure while in the service who have no 
proof of such disabilities being contracted in service. All have alike placed 


their life and health in jeopardy, and it seems to me that this Government is 


under as many obligations to provide for the necessaries of life for him who 
has become disabled since the expiration of his term of service as though such 
disability had been received while in actual service. 

I would, therefore, respectfully ask of you to give this a careful thought, and 
if.in your Gspan is an act of justice that you introduce a bill to pension all 
disabled soldiers no matter when such disabilities were received, pension to 
date from date of such disabilities, and that you endeavor that it become a law 
at the earliest convenience. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. EBERHARD. 

Hon. J.J. INGALLS, 


RINSE BANK, CONS., April 17, 1886. 
Sin: Why do they not pass a pension bill so that all soldiers can get some- 


thing? You take nine out of ten that get a pension, they are able to work, and 
there is thousands that can’t work or have not been able to work since the war 


e, and he waited 
from it until some friend took hold of it and they found the papers had never 
been sent on to Washington. I served three years and ten mon If they 
would pass a law so that each soldier could get a little it would be the right wa; 
to da business. Give them $5 from the close of the war, if nothing more. 
would be satisfied with 75 cents this morning; that would feed me for one day. 
Please answer this in some way, if you do not send more than a blank piece 


of i 
ith respect, 
keres WM. W. WILBER, 
Stamford, Conn. 
Mr. BLAIR. 


S SwIxTON, OH10, March 26, 1886. 

DEAR Sikt: Please have the pension bill that you reported passed as soon 
as possible. Please call it in morning hour of the Senate Monday morning 
next, without fail. This is the kind of a bill that ought to haye been passed a 
long time ago. It is a shame and disgrace that twenty-three years after the war 
has closed thousands of soldiers have to go to the poor-house just because 
can not comply with the red tape of the Pension Office requirements under the 
existing laws. Do not fail to press this bill at once, and please make this move 
on Monday morning without fail, as this is the most important bill before the 
Senate, I think, and should be passed at once, as no time isto be wasted if you 
want this bill to become a law. 

Very respectfully, a friend of the soldiers, 


JAMES M. CURTIS. 
Ion, Senator BLAIR, 


: ELROY, W1s., March 26, 1886, 

Dear SENATOR: Your endeavor to recognize the services of men who eae 
the civil war were there and who afterward through accident became cripple 
is indeed a meritorious one. 

I have been acripple since three years after the war, and am hobbling through 
the world with all the disadvantages that would have obtained had I met with 
the loss (a leg) during my three years of service, 

I only see one thing in the bill that I feel is wrong. I think pension should 
date from disability instead of application because other pensions do, and if this 
act is just now it would have been just at the end of the war. 

There is but a handful of us that the act will benefit, and no one could object 
to dating from disability because of cost to Government, 

Your obedient servant, 
$ T. P. WENTWORTH, 
> Lt, Company H, Twenty-first Wisconsin Volunteers. 
Hon, H, W. BLAM. z 


I served about four years in the late war, and yer my clothing wascutand * 
skin burned many es by the rebel bullets, yet I received no wound that 
would entitle me to a pension; and I had also served one and a half yearsin 
the Mexican war with like results; and when discharged from the late war my 
health was completely broken down. Iam now sixty years of age and not able 
to work at an . For the last fifteen years I have held the post-office at 
this pi to which I emigrated soon after the war. The office, together with 
afew to sell, has made mea living; butnow in my old spo iioo spg 
the Democratic ban of offensive partisanship and have to step out, and not able 
to work, I very naturally look to you, &c. 

J. M. WADDELL, 
Ex-Postmaster, Deerfield, Mo. 


EXPOSITION BOULEVARD, New ORLEANS, LA., April 22, 1886, 

My Dean Sir: I have been watching with interest your efforts in behalf 
of invalid soldiers, I belong to that class who made “no hospital record.” 
Although sometimes sick and racked with pain I was too stubborn to report 
on sick-list or to be taken to the hospital. have suffered from rheumatism 
since 1863. Served in the Fourteenth and One hundredth Ohio Infantry from 
April, 1861, to July, 1865. Have been practically nox ong since 1876, and unable 
to a step in thirty months; ay a arms are bent badly; hands and feet 
crippled. Applied for pension No. 1, Now stand rejected. 

I have no means of support and rather die than have to ask for private aid, 
when my Government ould care for all such as I. Have written to Senators 
Collum and Conger, also several members of the House. A 

Curtis & Burdett, Washington, D. C., are my attorneys. Thanking you kindly 
for your aid, I am, dear sir, fraternally yours, 

JOHN EASTWOOD, 


Hon. Hesry W. BLAIR, 
Washington, D. C. 


Senator BLAIR: 


DEAR Sık: In the pension bills before Congress is there any provision for the 
oe ee mothers of soldiers and sailors of the late war who left or- 
p! n? . 

I haye no doubt there were many parents left entirely destitute by the death 
of their son, because there was a widow or children to come before them. 

I think such were entitled to some consideration, ‘There was no help forsuch 
but the alms-house or the charity of friends that took compassion on their con- 
dition. I know of one case where the only son and only support of his aged and 
widowed mother was killed. She was left entirely destitute at seventy years 
ofage. There has been nothing provided for her because there were two orphan 
children to draw the pénsion allowed by the Government, which expired in 
1869. That mother been cared for and supported by an unmarried 
daughter, who has had to labo: a support for both her mother and herself. 
The mother is now over nine! TS O ; her daughter far advanced in life 
and in broken . I do not believe this a singular case; there are many 
such, and I think our Government that bas been so liberal to those who lost by 
the war should not forget such cases as I have stated. If the laws do not 
vide for such mothers, could a pension be allowed by special application to 
gress? If it can, please reply, and direct what course to pursue. 

Very respectfully, 
Miss FRASER. 


ne 


MARION, WAYNE County, New York, April 22, 1886, 


PORTLAND, OREG., Fibruary 2, 1886. 

Sır: Soldiers of our late civil war, who served three years and were then hon- 
orably discharged, and veteran volunteers who were honorably at 
the close of the war, now have great difficulty in obtaining a pension, though 
according to law entitled to one, especially if their regimental surgeons are 
dead, and many of them nowarc, These soldiers have not the advantage of their 
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being recorded on the rollsand returns of their respective companies, 


disabilities 
as those that were for disability have. 
Con should grant some relief, even if all who served three or 
the Army and Navy during the civil war should receive a Are 
bento as deserving as any whom it is now proposed that Congress should 


were promoted from the ranks lost all of their bounty 
not then due, and if one of them now receives a pension for a wound recei 


WILLIAM 8S, McCREADY, 
Veteran Eleventh Wisconsin Infantry. 
Hon. HExRY W. Bu. 


. BLAIR, 
Washington, D. C., Uniled States Senate. 


Swanzey, N. H., April 16, A. D. 1886, 


I have re- 


P.S.—I can not find a commissioned o; 
advised,by friends [to]apply to you, dear sir, as being a soldier's friend, and would 
assist them. I am sorely in need of the pension of which lam justly entitled. 
And now, dear sir, Ishould esteem it with feelings of everlasting gratitude and 
kindness to favor me in this. 

Yours, very truly, 
DAVID 8, ALDBICH, alias WILLIAM BAXTER, 
Swansey, 


» N. H., P. O. box 78. 
To the honorable anionty t ranra ty 


[Extract from a newspaper.] j 

And now yet another pension bill has been reported favorably by the House 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, namely, to increase the pensions of all those 
who lost a limb below the elbow or knee to $30 per month; above the elbow or 
knee, $36; and at the shoulder or hip joints, $ per month. 

First came the ‘ widdies,” bless ir hearts, for an increase from $8 to $12, 
and now come the armless and leglessJegion for their increase. 

And just here athought strikesme. Is a soldier who perhaps has lost anarm 
or a leg really much worse in regard to helplessness than one who lost his former 
robust health while wearing the blue has been lingering in suffering and 
misery for the past twenty years with the chronic diarrhea, dysentery, 
cg ren por enn ge : \, &e.? SoA ` 

'o the man minus an arm or leg many avenues of employment are open, pro- 
vided his general health is good,and many a one now receiving a round 
er AT Se CagEE Per earning large salaries as book-keeper, k, sales- 
man, 

But who wants the utterly broken-down old soldier, who, with tottering steps 
and trembling tongue, asks foremployment? Who wants him? Noone. 

There are hundreds—yes, thousands—to-day a cheerless and rayless 
life by reason of suffering through one of the many eontracted while 
in the service, who are mere wrecks of their former selves, and who are draw- 
ing but from $1 to $6 per month. 

‘These men are not able to do a good day's work on account of their disabili- 
ties, and I have thought it would surely be in ordef not to overlook them, and 
if this increasing business still continues, why give them the benefit of it too. 

The widows of the men who “ fought, bled, and died" for our common coun- 
try are a gerd S class, but give the living husbands of some of the future 
widows “a show for their white alley.” 


draw $12 per ” 
pit a8 sbi een samy nere par pegoer ye ad dy ive and kicking? H: 


ali 
from the Government while living 


did the fighting is surely entitled to as much 
as his widow would be entitled to at his death. 

There is too mi discrimination made in this ting of pensions. There 
is no equalization in the manner it is granted. one man receives enough 
to keep him in comfort and above want, another, whose disability haps is 


much greater, gets barely enough to pay for a little medicine now Sata then 
I ho 


titled to ita more uniform pension. 


Yours, 
E. G. B. 


Mr. BROWN. Before the Senator proceeds further — 

Mr. BLAIR, Iam nearly done. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator will excuse me for asking him one more 
question. The Senator is remarkably well informed on the whole mat- 
ter of pensions, Isee. Has he data at hand which will enable him to 
state to the Senate how the pensions we already pay to the soldiers of 
the late war and the pensions proposed by the bill now incharge of the 
Senator compare with the pensions paid by the leading powers of Eu- 
rope, say, for instance, Great Britain, France, Germany, and Russia? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not able to state the pensions which they pay. 
Great Britain provides a home for every soldier of her army. He is 
never permitted to want. As to the amount of money that may be 
given, I do not know. I have not data on that point; but in ancient 
and in modern times all great nations have cared for the soldiers upon 
whom their defense depended. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to state that I am willing to vote asliberally 
and to goas far in pensioning our soldiers as any other enlightened 
power on earth and—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I trust the Senator would be even disposed to do more, 
because we value our instituiions more highly than those of any for- 
eign power. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator took the words out of my mouth. I 
was. going to add that I was willing to go further than any other power 


had gone, but I think there ought to be some limit, that the burden on 
the tax-payer should be and I want to get at the fact whether 
the limit should be here or where it should be. s 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill proposes no new idea. It stops this side of 
ee en Dame ec et seine the Senator is a very earnest advo- 


Mr. BROWN. Iam. 

gra apna pre The Mexican pension bill enacted into law, 
as it is presen’ agreed upon Congress after Congress, would 
have placed on the roll several millionaires, several men who were mem- 
bers of Congress, men who were in no more need of a pension than the 
railroad 8 of the country. In 1818, as long ago as that, our 
fathers, in their poverty-stricken and crippled condition, soon after the 
war of 1812, before prosperity had revi and when they were hardly 
able to support their own families, enacted a law which gave a service 
pension to every officer and soldier of the Revolutionary war who was 
in need of help from his country. 

Mr. HOAR. Thirty-five years after the war ended, was it not? 

Mr. BLAIR. Thirty-four years—perhaps thirty-five; from 1783 to 
1818 is a calculation easily made. In 1832, only fourteen years later, 
they gave a service pension like that proposed in the Mexican bill to 
all officers and soldiers of the Revolutionary war, irrespective of ne- 
cessity, and their widowsas well. That wasa step beyond the isi 
of this bill, and this bill, the Senator-will observe, sae Soc Soe 
this side of the Mexican pension bill. It only undertakes to provide 
for those who must be provided for by somebody. It adds nothing to 
the public burden or to the burden of maintaining the soldier, Either 
his relatives or his friends, the local community, the pauper system of 
the State, or the great organization known as the Grand Army, which 
undertakes to care for every soldier having an honorable discharge who 
belongs to its membership—and others alsoas well—some of these agen- 
cies or private charity must afford this relief. - This bill only steps in to 
furnish relief to him whois disabled to some extent to earn by manual 
labor his daily bread; it only proposes to give to him when he is depend- 
ent on that labor enough to make up the deficiency occasioned by his 
disability; that is all. ‘ : ite} 

Here is no increase of expenditure. Just as much money comes out 
of the American people as a whole in one case as in the other, and the 
theory of the bill is that this man having rendered service, according 
to the way which I have endeavored to be in the earlier part of 
what I had to say, shall be helped by the nation to which he has ren-' 
dered this great service rather than fall back upon the unreliable re- 
sources which I have named. 

Mr. BROWN: I callattention to the fact that the case as between 
the Mexican soldiers and the soldiers of the war for the Union is not 
exactly similar. 

Mr. BLAIR. © Certainly not. 

Mr. BROWN. The Mexican war had terminated twelve or fourteen 
years before the late war commenced, and the Mexican war soldiers, 
therefore, as a class, are a great deal older; and a great deal larger 
proportion of them are dead than of the Union soldiers. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. . If it was as long a time since 1865 assince the Mexi- 
can war terminated there might be good reason for saying we ought to 
pension everybody who served in the Union Army. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is not what this bill undertakes to say, and the 
Mexican pension bill does undertake tosay just that, that everybody who 
served at all, irrespective of necessity, shall receive a pension. This 
bill only undertakes to discharge a burden from the national coffers that 
must be borne by somebody, and although the period of time is not 
quite as great as that which elapsed between the Revolutionary war and 
the legislation of 1818, nevertheless, when we take into consideration 
the relative ability of the nation in 1818 to make that contribution and 
the ability of the nation to-day, with overflowing coffers, to take care 
of these men, I think the Senate will admit that we are rather tardy in 
recognizing the obligation as compared with the action of our forefathers. 
I have no doubt the time will come—and I alluded to the danger that 
there may be pressure which will be difficult to resist, and it may come 
very soon—to place all the soldiers of the war for the Union on the same 
footing as it is proposed to place these of the Mexican war; that is, to 
give a service pension which will carry at least a million names onto 
the pension-list, whereas this bill proposes to place there only one- 
quarter of that number. 

I think it is a conservative bill. I think it is a bill which might be 
favorably considered by our friends on the other side of the Chamber 
who will not at this late day claim that they received any less benefit 
from the efforts of the soldiers in the war for the Union than did we 
of the North. I think they will admit that the unity and integrity of 
the country which these men preserved to us all has been to them as 

t a benefaction as it has been to that section of the country where 
these men mainly live and whose army they constituted. I think this 
obligation is one that all Senators from all sections of the Union will 
be likely, upon reflection, to recognize, and I trust they will consider 
the bill as a conservative bill, for I assure Senators that it is not a diffi- 
cult thing to surmise that in the kaleidoscopic condition of our politics 
the time is not remote when every department of this Government will 
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be again in the control of the men who were dominant from 1861 to 
1885. Should that be the case and taxation continue, as it must be 
imposed upon all parts of the country alike, they may find in the South 
as in the North that there is an increase of expenditure growing out of 
the fact that there is a general service-pension law providing for the 
expenditure of five or six hundred millions to commence with, and a 
permanent increase of one hundred and fifty or two hundred millions 
to the pension-roll with which the financiers of the country will be 
obliged to grapple from year to year. 

But when you enact a law of this kind, to this demand you can say 
‘twe have by our ing pel ag for every soldier who needs any- 
thing,’’ and what has the ier tosay? Shall we tax the common 
people of the country, as poor many of them as the soldiers themselves, 
to give money to those who do not need it, whether they who bear such 
taxation were soldiers or not? That is the reply which might well be 
made, Many of them will be benefited under the Mexican bill to 
which I propose to make no more factious opposition; indeed I have 
never made tactious opposition, but opposition based upon sound prin- 
ciples, of opposition to payment by taxation to any man not disabled 
in the service and who needs no help, but it has been pressed so much 
and so long that I am willing it shall go through as soon as it can be 
reached, according to the original terms, and then you have a service 

ion for Mexican-war soldiers. It is not worth fighting about any 
onger. Let them have it, though I think it isan abandonment of a 
great principle, and I am not yet willing to see that principle applied 
even to the soldiers who preserved the country in its integrity at pres- 
ent, because I do not believe that the national finances as yet could bear 
the strain. 

I am willing to see the nation, as soon as it properly can, and im- 
mediately if it is able, undertake the payment: of the arrears of pen- 
sion, because that is a debt absolutely. due, and by delaying it: the 
country has benefited already very largely. But, as I said before, Ido 
not believe that we can safely incur the danger of aservice-pension law 
which would add a million names to the pension-list, not now at least, 
but the time will come after many of these men have passed away, 
when the gratitude of the country will do as it proposes now to do with 
the soldiers of the Mexican war, asit has done with the soldiers 
of the war of 1812 and their widows, and as it did with our forefathers 
who took part in the grand Revolutionary -struggle—give these men 
and their widows and dependent relatives, if there be any surviving, 


peers been very greatly criticised, roughly, improperly, ignorantly, 


at least three-fourths of the cases that now absorb their attention. The 
controversies over those eases which come to our committee, very many 
of them originate in the Pension Office on account of failure of proof. 
They come to us because we are supposed to have a legislative equita- 
ble jurisdiction; and if the applicant produces on the whole the belief 
that his claim is just, although he may not be able to marshal the testi- 
mony which is required under the rules of law, we are expected to al- 
low the claim, and we doit. But I assure any one who imagines to 
the contrary that every case is designed to be very thoroughly, care- 
fully, patiently, impartially, and justly adjudicated, giving, as every 
humane man ought, to the soldier the benefit of the doubt where 
there is no evidence of fraud. 

And consi the great mass of business that is pressed in upon 
us, I think those cases which come from your committee, and so far as 
I can judge from the statements of facts and general situation the en- 
vironment of cases that come from the other House, they are as care- 
fully adjudicated and decided as the ordinary verdicts of juries in our 
courts of law. And when after a careful inspection of a thousand of 
these cases it may be found that here and there is a mistake of an in- 
itial letter or a misspelling of a given name, or some other trivial acci- 
dent may be discovered, I do not believe that is any general impeach- 
ment of the care and the justice with which these claims are decided. 
However that may be, a general law of this kind will remove the diffi- 
culty very largely. 

I ought perhaps to apologize to the Senate for occupying so much 
more time than I had myself designed to, but this bill isan exceedingly 
important one. It isimportant not only with reference to the interests 
of those who are concerned in its provisions, but to the nation, and itis 
not wholly a matter of indifference with reference to the probable less- 
ening of the future expenditures of the nation in this same direction. 
I say, as I have said several times before, it is a conservative bill, it is 
a bill which it would be well for Congress to enact. If they would save 
money let them do justice to the extent that the provisions of this bill 
require; better do it early, far better do it now. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the bill now before the Senate proposes 
to place upon the pension-rolls the names of all soldiers who served in 
the Union Army during the late war for the period of six months or 
longer, and who have from any cause become or may hereafter become 
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disabled, and who aredependent upon theirown laborforsupport. There 


is no report from the committee accompanying the bill. There is no 
estimate, so far as I am advised, of the number of soldiers now living and 
not drawing a pension from the Government. ‘There is no estimate of 
the number that this bill, if it becomes a law, will add to the list. 

There is no estimate of the additional cost per annum for which it will 
be necessary to provide. Weare asked by the committee to vote with 
our eyes closed as it were for a bill that confessedly involves a vast out- 
lay of money; but whether the sum required will be twenty-five or fifty 
millions of dollars annually, wedo not know. Whether or not our pres- 
ent receipts will be sufficient to pay the ordinary of the Gov- 
ernment, the interest on the public debt, and meet the additional cost 
of this bill, or whether it will be necessary to levy additional taxes, we 
are not informed. 

It is true that the Senator from New Hampshire has given us an es- 
timate that in his judgment it will not cost exceeding $25,000,000 per 
annum, but he admits himself that that estimate is vague, indefinite, 
and not satisfactory to his own mind. He admits alse that that does 
not include ions for the widows and minor children of soldiers who 
have died causes other than wounds or disease that they con- 
tracted during the war. ‘ 

But, judging from the number who are drawing pensions on account 
of being disabled during the war, and by the time that has elapsed since 
the war closed, and considering:the exposure to which they were sub- 
jected, I think it safe to say that within two years from the passage of 
this bill fully 95 per cent. of the surviving soldiers of the war will be 
able to prove that they are disabled and dependent upen their own 
labor for support, and will be claiming a pension from the Government. 
I heard this morning one prominent Kepublican member of this body 
estimate that within one year 99 per cent. would be able to make this 
proef if this bill became a law. _ 

From a petition to Congress by the Citizens and Soldiers’ League I 
copy the following h, which shows that the petitioners think 

are disabled. The petition says: 

And that as it isa self-evident truth thatall the Union soldiers are more or less 
disabled, eitherin service orin uence thereof, never recovering the full 
vigor which they once possessed, but will carry the effects of exposure and pri- 
vation and gra we dry penne’ petition your honorable 

of $8 a month to all honorably discharged United States 
rs of all wars who are not drawing a pension, commencing on 
anniversary, July 4, 1883. 

It will be seen from this that they claim, and no doubt can prove, that 
all are more or less disabled. If it is the object and purpose of the 
committee to pension all, I submit that the better way would be tosay 
so directly and specifically, and not make it necessary to incur the ex- 
pense of a medical examination and subject the soldier to the incon- 
venienge and expense ef procuring witnesses to prove his disability 
when the result will be the same in either case. The question, then, 
which this bill presents for our consideration is, Are we prepared at 
this time to say that it is the duty of the Government to undertake the 
support of the surviving soldiers of the war? Is their claim for such 
consideration of a nature and character that it imposes upon the Gov- 
ernment an obligation to assume its payment without regard to and 
without considering the means at our command to discharge it? 

If this bill becomes a law I have no doubt, and I think the Senator 
from New Hampshire has no doubt, that it will speedily be followed 
by another bill giving to the widows and minor children of all de- 
ceased soldiers a pension, whether the disease from which they died was 
contracted in the service or otherwise; and I confess that I can see no 
argument in favor of this bill that will not apply with equal force to 
that; and if both are passed it is admitted that instead of lowering the 
taxes and reducing the amount of revenue collected by the Govern- 
ment, it will be necessary for the Ways and Means Committee of the 
House to determine what articles will bear an additional tax, or to 
provide for a loan and the issuance of new bonds. 

Mr. President, no one denies that the soldiers who gallantly defended 
the flag in the hour of danger are entitled to the gratitude of the Govern- 
ment. No one, and least of all those who were arrayed against them 
in the late contest, would wish to deprive them of a single honor won 
by their valor, or in any way underrate their services to the country or 
seek to lessen the obligation that the people have always felt was due 
them. It may be admitted that the citizen who voluntarily enlisted 
in the Army, who endured the hardships and suffered the privations 
incident to asoldier’s life, who fearlessly exposed his life upon the battle- 
field, and who quietly and peacefully returned to civil pursuits at the 
close of the war should be honored above his fellow-citizens; but it 
does not follow from this that every other obligation should be dis- 
regarded, and that we, outof gratitude to the soldier, should be unmind- 
ful of the rights and unjust to the claims of the vast number of people 
of this Republic who were not soldiers. 

I submit that the condition of the country at this timeis not so pros- 
perous, that the taxes levied are not so low, that the demand for labor 
or the compensation paid therefor is not so great as to justify us in im- 
posing upon the people in addition to the obligations now resting upon 
them the additional duty of supporting allsoldiers who ean bring wit- 
nesses to prove that they are disabled and upon own 
labor for support. For the soldiers of America I entertain the greatest 
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respect, their love for their country, their devotion to duty, their read- 
iness to obey orders, to make sacrifices, to submit to privations, their 
cheerfulness and hopefulness in defeat, and their moderation in the 
hour of victory, are all worthy of the highest commendation; and it 
seems somewhat that men of their character and self-sacrific- 
ing disposition should demand of Congress the of a bill that in- 
volves an expenditure so great that the committee has declined to es- 
timate the amount. 

I do not like to believe that men so brave as those who composed the 
Union Army would wish to be dependent upon their fellow-citizens; 
that they would be willing to be relieved from daily labor and daily 
toil if thereby additional labor and greater toil should be imposed upon 
laboring men, upon their friends and neighbors, many thousands of 
whom find it already difficult to mect legitimate demands, and who are 
often sorely pressed to find support for themselves and the wife and 
children who look to them for bread. ‘There is at this time a spirit of 
unrest and dissatisfaction abroad in the land that has no parallel in the 
past—a feelingsn the minds of many that the times are out of joint, 
that the gap between capital and labor is rapidly widening; a belief 
that evil times are upon us; a fear that there are dangers and difficulties 
in the future that will require all the wisdom and patriotism of the 
American people to successfully meet. And this feeling can not be 
laid to rest, this belief can not be removed, and this fear can not be 
dissipated by a reckless and extravagant expenditure of the public 
moneys. Someother means must be adopted, some other plan devised 
to allay discontent, to adjust existing difficulties, and to restore confi- 
dence. That which would, as I firmly believe, go far toward secur- 
ing peace and orderin the future, that which would bring hope and con- 
fidence to the American people, that which would tend to protect and pre- 
serve our free institutions, would be an earnest effort upon our part to 
check extravagance in any department of the Government, and return 
as far as may be to that economy and simplicity in the conduct of pub- 
lic affairs which was the chief strength and beauty of our system in the 
earlier days of the Republic. 

The nation has already shown gratitude and generosity to the sol- 
dier in a degree not equaled by any other nation. The amount paid 
for pensions to the 30th day of June, 1885, is reported to be the sum of 
$765,092,640.18. -It is estimated that under the present laws we will 
have paid by June, 1887, $900,849,840.18. It is also estimated that 
the applications pending for pensions which will be allowed, the in- 
crease in the widows’ pensions, and the private bills passed at the pres- 
ent session will swell the amount paid annually to $100,000,000. 

Steadily and continuously, Congress by Congress and year by year, the 
amount has been increased. Democrats and Republicans, either from a 
sentiment of gratitude for services rendered the country by the soldier 

. or from the less worthy motive of obtaining the soldier vote and the 
soldier influence, have disputed with each other who should be first to 
increase the number of soldiers drawing a pension from the Government, 
and first to increase the amount paid to each; and while this feeling 
has prevailed and legislation has been secured without difficulty for 
the soldiers of the late war, the claims of the soldiers of the Mexican 
war, those who so gallantly and successfully bore our flag forty years 
ago in a foreign land, have been ignored, neglected, or denied. 

It seems to me, and I think a large portion of the American people 
are of the same opinion, that the time has come to calla halt. Itseems 
to me that our duty to the great mass of toiling people requires us to 
put on the brakes; that we should not assume obligations which will 
force us to increase taxes or borrow money. If the Democratic party, 
which won the Presidency by so narrow a majority in 1884, hopes to 
retain power in this Government it will not be secured by increasing ex- 
penditures during the present administration. 

When we go before the people we can not appeal to them to give us 
their support because we have expended many thousands of dollars in 
building monuments to departed statesman, however great their fame 
or patriotic the services they have rendered the country. Nor can we 
gain their confidence by showing that we have appropriated many thou- 
sands more in subsidizing American ships, building ship-railways, or cut- 
ting canals. Neither do I believe that we can base a claim for support 
upon the fact that we have passed three hundred pension bills in one 
day and have by the passage of this bill added twenty-five or fifty 
millions to the amount already paid for a 

I am afraid also that the people will unable to fully appreciate 
the great benefit that has accrued to the country by sending a civil 
service commission from State to State to propound a number of ques- 
tions to those who are ambitious of serving their country as clerks in 
the various Departments, many of these questions haying no reference 
to or connection with the duties that the clerk is expected to perform. 
Nor is it at all probable that we can arouse the Democratic voters to any 
very high degree of enthusiasm by showing that a large proportion of 
the Federal offices are still in the possession of their Republican oppo- 
nents. 

But if we can truthfully state to them that we have made good our 
promises of 1884, that we have Ainhara all superfluous and supernu- 
merary officers, that we have reduced all excessive and extravagant sal- 


aries, that we have been brave enough to disregard the charge of dem- 
agoguc that is brought against any man who dares to raise his voice 


against extravagance in the expenditure of public moneys, and that we 
have given the people better government, at less cost to the country, 
than our Republican predecessors, I have no doubt that they will rally 
to our support and secure to us a long lease of power. Mr. President, 
the graye and serious objections to the passage of this bill at this time 
can not be answered by appealing to our sympathies; they can not be 
answered by picturing the veteran soldier, who rallied to the flag and 
saved the nation in her hour of danger, as utterly helpless and destitute, 
appealing in vain to his countrymen to save him from starvation or the 
poor-house. This bill means something more than providing for the 
helpless and destitute. 

The words ‘‘ disabled and dependent” are words of indefinite and ex- 
pansive meaning when applied to proving or granting a ion claim. 
I think the Senator from New Hampshire will hardly deny that this 
bill practically opens the door to all surviving Union soldiers, and that 
it will be followed by one to pension the widows and minor children of 
all soldiers, whether the soldier died from disease contracted in the serv- 
ice or from any other cause. Nor do I believe that any large number 
of those soldiers are utterly helpless and destitute, as has been said. 
Men who were able to overcome the South and bring the war to a suc- 
cessful close were, as a rule, men of such ay iar determination 
that they are able to take care of themselves, without calling upon the 
Government for aid. I judge them by my knowledge of their oppo- 
nents in the contest. 

The confederate soldiers of my State returned from the war in 1865 
to find grass-grown and uncultivated fields, broken and ruined fences 
and lone chimneys marking the places that had once been peaceful and 
happy homes, and although the soldiers were without money and with- 
out credit, without stock and without farming implements, without 
aid from the Government or elsewhere, they bravely went to work to 
build up the waste places and if ible to regain their lost fortunes, 
and while I have often seen the soldier with but one arm and the soldier 


whose lost leg was supplied with one made of rough-hewn wood following ~ 


the plow from day to day, I have never known a confederate soldier in 
Arkansas to beg for bread or become dependent upon thepublic. [know 
full well, Mr. President, that by many it is regarded as little less than 
treason for one who was engaged in the rebellion to vote or epeak against 
granting any character of pensions that may be asked for Union soldiers, 
but if we as representatives of the States or the people either from fear 
of being assailed, denounced, and abused for our participation in the 
war, or fronr fear of arousing prejudices that may injure our political 
friends in certain States, refuse to oppose measures that we believe will 
be hurtful to the nation, or refuse to support measures that we believe 
will promote its prosperity, then we are not free and independent rep- 
resensatives, and are unworthy the confidence and support of the peo- 
ple of the free commonwealth whose commission we bear. 

-Acting upon this belief I oppose this bill not because of any hostility 
to the Union soldier, not because those with whom I fought and who 
suffered all that the Union soldier suffered with the bitterness of defeat 
in addition can not share in its benefits, not because I am not as loyal 
to the United States Government to-day, as proud of its past history 
and as anxious for its future glory and prosperity as the soldiers who 
followed Grant at Cold Harbor and into the trenches at Petersburg, 
but I oppo it because I believe the condition of the soldier does not 
demand it, that the condition of the country is such that its passage is 
unwise and that it would tend to increase the discontent already prev- 
alent and which all patriotic and law-abiding citizens hope will soon 
pass away; because I believe that to make so large a body of men 
dependent upon the Government, instead of depending upon their own 
labor, their own skill, and their own energies, is demoralizing in its ten- 
dencies, discouraging to other citizens less fortunate, dangerous to the 
stability of the Republic, and contrary to the spirit and genius of a free 
government. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to indicate two or three amendments 
which I have already proposed to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments proposed have not 
been definitely offered, though notice has been given. The Senator’s 
amendments will be read. Where are they to come in? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In section 1, at the end of line 10, I move to add 
the words ‘‘to the extent of incapacity to perform labor,’’ leaving out 
the word ‘‘manual,’’ which is in the printed amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, at the end of line 10, it is proposed 
to add: 

To the extent of incapacity to perform labor. 

- Mr. BLAIR. I should like to understand that. Does the Senator 
propose an amendment to his amendment or to the bill now? 

M. VAN WYCK. To the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to know what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 10, section 1, it is proposed to 


add: 

To the extent of incapacity to perform labor. 

So as to read: 

That every person specified in the several classes enumerated in section 4693 
of the Rev Statutes of the United States, and the amendments thereto, who 
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seryed in the parang é or naval soyka, 08 mentioned in said section, for the 
period of six months during the war of the rebellion, and has an honorable dis- 
charge therefrom, and who is or shall become disabled from any cause not the 
result of his own gross a E SE e conduct, or vicious habits, to 
the extent of incapacity to perform labor, and shall also be dependent upon his 
own labor for support, shall, opon making due proof of the facts, under such 
regulations as may be prescribed by the proper authority, be placed upon the 
list of pensioners of the United States, and be entitled to receive a pension dur- 
ing the continuance of such disability at a rate proportionate to the degree 
fener ; and such pension shall commence at the date of filing an application 
erefor. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I will now propose an amendment to the amend- 
ment, to insert ‘‘to earn his support by labor;’’ so as to read: 

To the extent, of incapacity to earn his support by labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can modify his amend- 
ment, f 

Mr. VAN WYCK. So that no question may arise as to what class 
of cases this should apply to. If the soldier is not able to earn his 
complete support by his labor, then he can be placed on the pension- 
roll, leaving out the question whether he could work a quarter of a 


day or a third of a day or now and then a day; butif his inability is | pens 


such that he can not earn his support by his labor, then he is to be 
placed on the pension-roll. - 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill seems to me to require no amendment of that 
kind. The latter part of the section apportions the pension from $24 
down, according to the degree of disability to perform manual labor, 
when the word ‘‘manual” is inserted on the top of the page as the 
Senator proposed the other day, and the dégree of disability is not for 
us to settle, but it must be settled as in any other case by an examina- 
‘tion under the rules of the Department. There are boards of surgeons 
all over the country to examine soldiers, to ascertain the degree of 
their disability. Just so the applicants for pension under this bill will 
receive their examinations, and for absolute helplessness may have as 
high as $24 and all the way down on the sliding scale to $1, according 
to the degree of disability. The less disability, the less money. I do 
not think the Senator wants that in there, for it is either meaningless 
or will have the effect of confusing the administration of the bill very 
much and do no good. Ifthe Senator will insert his word ‘‘manual’’ 
between the words ‘‘own’’ and “labor,” in line 11, then, with the 
proviso in the latter part of the section, with the examinations re- 
quired, the administration of the bill would be perfect. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The force of this amendment will be seen when 
I come in a moment to another amendment to be The object 
is to avoid the very thing which the Senator from’ New Hampshire 
properly says must follow, that is an examination or adjudication by 
the Pension Office of every case included within the bill pro) If 
that be done then the force of this Pension Office must be doubled be- 
cause every one of the new cases, whether they be 250,000 or 300,000 
or 400,000, must come up before the Pension Office. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not at Washington, however. 
- Mr. VAN WYCK. No matter where. The 
Office must be doubled. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why so? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Because every case must be examined before it 

upon the pension-roll as to the amount of disability. 

Mr. BLAIR, It is not the proposition of this bill to get two hun- 
dred and fifty thousand men on the pension-roll without an adjudica- 
tion. In every case there must be an application, and the man must 
prove his case as in every other instance, and to settle the amount of 
disability there are boards all over the country. They can examine 
two men where they do one now without the slightest difficulty. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The amount of disability must be examined. 
That is the point. My proposition by a subsequent amendment is to 
make this service pension, as I understand, the same as all other service 
pensions that are allowed. . 

Mr. BLAIR. This is not a service pension. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a pension depending on disability, and the ques- 
tion is whether disability was contracted in the service or out of the 
service. This dispenses with the adjudication of that question here, 
simply finds disability. If the man was a good soldier, honorably dis- 

, and is disabled now—and that is to be settled by a medical 
examination—he is to be entitled to pension according to disability; 
if total helplessness, $24, and so down toalmost nothing, and that must 
be decided by the boards already provided. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. ‘The point of this bill, as I understand, is that 
every soldier who to-day is dependent upon his daily labor for his daily 
Dread and who is disabled from labor shall be placed upon the pension- 
roll. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly, upon establishing those facts. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It only differs from a service pension by requir- 
ing the two matters referred to, which form no part and no element of 
the pension laws as they now exist. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the only difference there is between the ex- 
isting case under the present law and a service pension, save only this, 
that the disability which is provided for under existing law (which is 
not a service-pension law) must be a disability contracted in the serv- 
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ice and in the line of duty. Now this bill proposes that, there being 
a disability which must be proven in these cases as well as under ex- 
isting law, it is immaterial whether it was contracted in the service or 
out of the service. Then the applicant having alleged his disability, 
and proved his disability, the Department orders an examination to 
ascertain the degree thereof. No examination is made until the dis- 
ability is proven, unless it is made to ascertain whether there is one or 
not, which is a medical question. Probably the first thing to be done 
would be to order an examination of the applicant by the local board. 
They report the man well, not disabled; that ends the case. They re- 
port that he is disabled and the degree of his disability for earning his 
living by manual labor, whether one-half, one-third, one-fourth, or one- 
sixth, and upon that report the office will make its adjudication. It 
is just like any other case dependent upon a disability and upon the 
further fact of dependence and need. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is a qualified service pension based upon the 
ground of the dependence of the pensioner principally. If he isnot able 
to earn his daily bread by his daily labor, then we propose to give hima 
ion. Tomeet the argument which is urged that not as much time 
haselapsed since the close of the last war as elapsed from the war of the 
Revolution or the war of 1812 until those soldiers were placed on the pen- 
sion-roll, these qualifying conditions about dependence and disability 
werein . Itshocked the sentiment of this whole nation that a 
soldier who had followed his flagon the field should be either grinding an 
organ or vending uts on the street corners or seeking that meager 
bounty which is given by the charity laws of the State in which he lives, 
and therefore it was that it was deemed a burning shame and disgrace 
to the t American nation that its soldiers should be in that position. 

Mr. BLAIR. They endured it fourteen years. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Only fourteen years! 

Mr. BLAIR. They endured it from 1818 to 1832. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I am speaking of the soldiers of the last war. 
They endured it. We have boasted of the generosity of this nation 
and of its Congress, and yet Congress has been in the past very careful 
to grant no service pension until the great majority of the Army had 
gone to join the great majority of mankind. That was the position 
toward the soldiers of the Revolution and the soldiers of the war of 
1812, that the great majority of that army had gone down to the grave 
before the nation recognized and manifested its generosity tothem; so 
in regard to the soldiers of the Mexican war. Even to this day we 
have refused to perform what the American nation have demanded at 
the hands of Congress, and place the soldiers of that war upon the 
pension-roll. 5 

In order to simplify this discussion it was thought best to require the 
condition of dependence and disability without regard to disability in 
the service, and thus place a large class of deserving soldiers upon the 
pension-rol]. ` I speak not now of the extertt of the disability, for I say 
to my friend from New Hampshire that disability incurred in the serv- 
ice was a damage, it was an injury, for which the soldier had a com- 
plete claim under the law, and therefore if he had one arm off or a leg 
off it made a difference as to the extent of the pension to be given him. 

I repeat that under this bill we propose to pension by reason of de- 
pendence and disability; and if we-give a pension on account of de- 
pendence it matters not whether the soldier since the'war has lost one 
arm or both arms, or one leg or both legs. The dependence is complete 
when he is unable to procure his subsistence by his labor, and that is 
the only point of the bill. If he is unable to procure his support b 
reason of, his disability, no matter whether it be both arms or bo 
legs of which he is deprived, no matter whether the disability be the 
rheumatism or the consumption or the asthma or whatever it may be, 
he is to have a pension. 

The only point is, is the soldier able to procure his daily bread by his 
labor no matter what that labor may be? If it is the idea of the Sen- 
ator from New Ilampshire that this must be a matter of examination, 
the highest grade to be $24, I do not understand how much disability 
there must be to obtain the $24. I did not understand from the Sen- 
ator. Does the bill say? Z 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill says: 

The highest rate of pension granted under this section, which shall be for 
total incapacity to perform any manual labor, shall be $24, which is hereby 
made divisible upon that basis for any less degree of disability. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Preciscly; butif the man has both legs and both 
arms off, or one leg and one arm off, he gets $24. He can not possibly 
earn his living. Suppose another man has only his right arm off; is 
not that total incapacity? Is it not? 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose the Senator is a man of common sense. He 
need not appeal to me continually. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I was appealing to my friend because he was a 
man of common sense. ` 

Mr. BLAIR. -It is unnecessary to put those questions to me. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I would ask whether it is not total incapacity if 
a man has one arm off? ! 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator ask the question seriously ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes. 3 : 

Mr. BLAIR. Notnecessarily. Aman might beable to dosome work 


4466 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 13, 


with one arm. Some kinds of work he might gain his living by. 


Many a man with one arm gets his living by labor of various 

But the Senator will observe in the bill that there is no disability 
which, under this bill, no matter how great it may be, can draw beyond 
the amount of $24 per month. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Precisely. . 

Mr. BLAIR. If it were a case, as it might be in some instances, 
where there was an arm and the man 
he could work at but manual labor, the loss of an arm might 
that man absolutely from doing anything in the way of manual labor 
to get a living. I suppose that man probably would be entitled to the 
full amount under this bill. If he had lost both legs and his disabili 
was not contracted in the service, he would be entitled under this bi 
to no more. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, Precisely. The point is that total inability for 
labor comes if the man has one arm off as much as if he has both off, 
and he can not obtain more than $24 under this bill.. Ifa man is suf- 
ficiently disabled to be totally citated for labor, he is entitled to 
$24; and it makes no difference whether the two arms are off or the 
one arm is off. But the man is disabled from asthma or con- 
sumption; that is total disability, as I understand, and he would be 
entitled to $24: 

Mr. BLAIR. If there was total inability to perform manual labor, 
certainly. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. I suppose it was intended that no 
man should be a recipient under this bill unless he was unable by 
manual to obtain support. That is the reason I propose this amend- 
ment, and I do not care to say a word more, because I understand the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan] intended to speak on the merits of 
the bill proper. Therefore, with the consent of the Senator, I will con- 
tinue some suggestions on the amendment at another time when they 
wo be more properly in order, and he can take the floor on the merits 
of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to give notice of an amendment. I do 
not wish to address the Senate, but merely to give notice of an amend- 
ment I p to move, when it is in order, to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘own,”’ inthe tenth line, to the end of the line, as follows: “‘ 
carelessness, disreputable conduct, or vicious habits,” and substitute 
the word *‘ fault.” As it now stands it reads: 

And who is or shall become disabled from any cause not the result of his own 
gross carelessness, disreputable conduct, or vicious habits, 

If amended as I propose it will read: 
pend who is or shall become disabled from any cause not the result of his own 

auit, . 


Mr. LOGAN. I think that would be a very good amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. As the bill goes over, as I presume it will, I should like 
to have the amendment printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate long, but 
before proceeding I wish to give notice that I shall at the proper time 
propose an amendment to this bill providing— 

That all pensions heretofore granted under any vious act to any soldier 
shall, where less than $3 is or has been allowed, be increased to $8 per month, 
and no less amount shall be hereafter allowed to any pensioner being a soldier, 
under this or any previous act. 

I only desire now to call the attention of the Senate to one or two 
remarks made by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. First, he 
said that this bill was going far beyond anything that the people had 
anticipated, and that the soldiers who fought the war with Mexico and 
gained our victories there had been for forty years neglected, while the 
Union soldier had called to him support from all quarters of the coun- 
try to put him on the pension-roll. 

That assertion was made without due consideration. There is not 
on the statute-books to-day a law allowing a pension to a Union soldier 
whose provisions a Mexican war soldier can not also avail himself of. 
All soldiers disabled in the Mexican war from wounds or disease con- 
tracted in the service and their widows or their orphans are entitled to 
a pension under the law just as the Union soldier is to-day. More than 
that, the Mexican war soidier had more given to him than the Union 
soldier has had. The Mexican war soldier drew from this Government 
his bounty in land, from 40 to 160 acres, which land was given to every 
soldier, sailor, and marine who served in the Army or the Navy of the 
United States against Mexico. Further than that, the officers of the 
United States received three months’ extra pay when they were mus- 
tered out of the service after the Mexican war. 

So up to the present time it is only because of the numbers that have 
been benefited in consequence of service in the Union Army that per- 
sons.can speak of the Government having done more for them. But 
this is not a question of numbers. Ifthe Army that marched against 
Mexico had been as large as the Army that marched against the rebell- 


ion, the pension-roll after the same lapse of time would have been as 
large as the pension-roll on the Union side to-day. It is the numbers 
that were in the two armies that make the difference between the pen- 
sion-roll of to-day and heretofore. 

But the Senator went further than this in alluding to his own serv- 
ice. I have no disposition to allude to that, nor will I except as he 


might have no occupation’ 


called it out. He said that he would be accused almost of treason. 
Why, Mr. President, there is no disposition to accuse any man of prej- 
udice because he does not support this bill. Itisa matter foreach and 
every representative of his constituents to do that which he deems 


pepa and right without reference to anything that may have occurred 
in the past. K 


The Senator said that no confederate soldier to-day was dependent 
on the charity of the country. I would be pleased to know that there 
was not a human penp beneath the old starry emblem of this Union 
that to-day was dependent on the charity of the people anywhere. But 
that is a part of the misfortunes that strike humanity. That is a por- 
tion of the misfortunes that men in all countries are liable to. Because 
aman has been unfortunate, because a man is not capable to-day of 
gaining his livelihood and securing food and raiment, that is no crime, 
nor is it any sin against God or man. It is a misfortune that he can 
not overcome, and for that reason he becomes a subject of charity. 

In all governments, no matter what their character may be, where 
they have called forth armies for the preservation of their integrity, 
pensions have been given to the wounded and afflicted, those who have 
oe in the course of years unable to make for themselves a liveli- 

Talk about the bounties and the charities of this Government! 
Why, sir, this Government would be unworthy of the name of Repub- 
lic if it should deny to give to the unfortunate soldier who suffered 
either from wounds or disease or disability produced in any way not 
by his own fault the sustenance which he is entitled to, so that he may 
at least live under the flag for which he fought. 

But the discussion to-day has gone rather onanarrower channel than 
it seems to me a question of this kind ought to turn. My friend the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] made an inquiry which was per- 
tinent and proper, of course. It was as to the amount that would be 
expended provided this bill should pass, not as to the disability of the 
man, but what will it cost. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR] occupied mnch of his time in explaining what this bill would 
probably cost the Government of the United States. Now, sir, let me 
ask if some poor old soldier who left his wife and children at home 
penniless, perhaps, after serving his country faithfully, having theseeds 
of disease sown in his system by lying upon snow and upon damp 

round, and wading through morass and riverand stream, should come 

obbling up the steps of this Capitol to-day unable to procure food and 
raiment for himself by his own physical exertions, where is the man 
who would ask the question how much is it going to cost to help that 
poor soldier? Isthat thequestion? Is that thekindof argument that 
is to be used in a great country like this when we are appealed to to 
sustain the poor man as he goes traveling along, perhaps crutch in 
hand, down the lane of life? Mr. President, I never can hear thisar- 
gument—and I have heard it often—without its sending a cold chill 
through my whole frame. It is not theargament that should be made 
by patriots in favor of patriotism. 

The question that should be asked isthis: Are these men ina suffering 
condition; are they disabled from making a livelihood; and did that 
disability come upon them on account of their services to their country ? 
That should bethequestion. If that be answered affirmatively, I shall 
never ask what my taxes shall be to assist that man, I care not where 
helives. You may talk about economy and about expenditure as much 
as you choose; the grand thonght within the breast of the patriot is 
not that its sympathies shall be closed against the misfortunes of the 
men who saved this people. 

How much is it going to cost, we are asked; how much charity are 
we to contribute; how much is the Democratic party to be held respon- 
sible for—that at least was the argument of one Senator—if we pass a 
pension bill. Why, sir, the Democratic party or the Republican party 
have never been chastised politically by the people of this country for 
giving pensions to the unfortunate soldiers. ‘ 

Now, let us examine for a moment the provisions of this bill. What 
are they? That every man who served for six months or more in the 
Union Army against the rebellion, who is now disabled by reason of 
wounds, disease, or any disability not his own fault, to the extent that 
he is not capable of making a livelihood, shall have a pension. Why 
not? Who is there here to-day who will not on the street put his hand 
in his pocket and give his dollar or two dollars at any time to a poor, 
unfortunate man whose condition shows that his misfortune has come 
upon him without hisown fault? There is hardly a Senator but what 
does this. Why? You do it because that man has been unfortunate. 
He is to-day incapacitated from making his living by reason of having 
aided and assisted in preserving this Government. Therefore, when 
he appeals to you as an old soldier disabled, you always extend the 
hand of charity to him. 

What is this Government except an aggregation of the people in their 
sovereign capacity? Then let this charity, if you call it charity, be 
given by the aggregate voice of the men of this country having pa- 
triotism enough to believe that those who served their country in time 
of danger are to be taken care of when misfortune overtakes them so 
that they can not take care of themselves. 

- Further on we provide that their widows shall havea pension. The 
pension, however, is to be reduced down toa certain amount. As I 
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said, I propose to increase it; that is, not the higher pensions, but the 
lower grades; and why? We have been so fearful in days past that 
some poor soldier might obtain a pittance from the Treasury of the 
United States that we reduced the ons to what? One dollar, $2, 
$3, $4, and give a man a pension of $12 a year for what? Because he 
is disabled and some surgeon, some gentleman whose intellect is so 
keen that he can absolutely draw the line by looking ata man between 
a disability entitled to $1 and $2 a month, said he is to have that 
low rating. There are men who can do that; that is to say, there are 
men who doit. I tried to bea physician once, and I found I could not, 
and I am glad that Iam not one of that kind, if. I could ever have 
been one, that would have so keen a knowledge of disease and disability 
as to tell the difference between the disability entitling toa one-dollar 
and a two-dollar pension. ; 
Now let me explain. An old soldier came to me yesterday in the 
Military Committee room with his pension certificate and desired me to 


introduce a bill in the Senate to increase his b years ‘What is your 
disability?” Iasked. He pulled out his hand and showed me a finger 


off. Said he, “Iam an old soldier, and I could not join the Army now 
because under the regulations that finger being off I could not be taken.” 
Then he went on to tell me that he was wounded in the left arm and 
received no ion for it, and that it had become so nearly yzed 
that he could not use it, and he had to go around begging. How much 
Soar do you sup that man was getting? Twodo a month! 
hat had as much influence on me to offer this amendment to this bill 
as anything else. I do not believe that a man, if he is on the pension- 
roll at all, should receive less than $8 per month. If heis a pensioner 
at all he has disability so that he can not make for himself a comfort- 
able livelihood; and does anybody think that $96 a year is too much to 
give a man who has disability to such an extent that he can not make 
a support for himself? But we are so economical of the public money 
and so kind and so generous to the old soldier that we run the pension 
from $1 amonth up, and if he has both legs off we give him $72 a month. 
Mr. TELLER. I should like to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that there are twenty-six thousand one hundred and thirty-four 
pensioners who are only getting $2 a month. è 
Mr. LOGAN. ‘That shows the liberalityof our Government! That 
shows that the Treasury is being robbed! Twenty-six thousand one 
hundred and thirty-four old soldiers, who preserved this country for 
you and me, who saved our pro and the rights we have as Amer- 
ican Senators, who have been disabled in battle or by sleeping on the 
cold earth, have become diseased and disabled, and we in our mag- 


nanimity, opening our great hearts as the American Republic, give’ 


them $2 a month, $24 perannum! Great God, Mr. President, is not 
this robbery of the Treasury? Is it not destroying the peace and the 
happiness of the people of this country? 

No wonder that my friend from Arkansas was alarmed for fear the 
Democratic party would be destroyed if a pension bill should pass! I 
certainly have no right to make suggestions to the Democratic party, 
but I may, in a friendly manner, intimate that if they want to keep 
in power as long as they can they had better support pension bills 
where they are just and right, and satisfy the loyal people of this coun- 
try that they are for their country and for the men who preserved that 
country. ‘Phat is the way for the Democratic party to satisfy the 
country that they are not shamming, to agree, now that we are all in 
the Union, that it is our Union, to take care of the men who saved it, 
for they saved it for all of us, for you and me alike, although we stood 
opposed during those dark days. 

Now when we stand under the same flag, with the same Constitu- 
tion, surrounded by the same laws and protected by the same civil 
power, while we are thus together as one nation, as one family, we 
should show to the world that we appreciate that which to-day is one 
of the grandest benefits you gentlemen have ever received. These sol- 
diers preserved this Government for you and for me, and it is the 
grandest government on the earth. They removed the blot from this 
mighty nation, and placed us all on an equality as men. Now then 
let no one here say that he belongs to a party that can only keep its 
strength by reducing expenditures, by denying rights that belong to 
men who have done for us what these men have done. 

Mr. President, the Senator referred to the Mexican war soldiers. F 
return to that for a moment. _ A year or more ago the Senate passed a 
bill to give every man who served in the Mexican war a pension of $8 
a month. It was passed by the votes of both parties, An amend- 
ment was put on it in the Senate giving to the Union soldiers in the 
late war the same rate that was given to our soldiers iu the Mexican 
war; and the bill did not become a law because of non-action elsewhere. 
Do not let gentlemen say on this floor that they want justice done to 
the Mexican war soldiers. I should like to see justice done to them 
as well as to anybody else. Do not let them say, however, that the 
same justice meted out to the Mexican war soldier should not be meted 
out to the-Union soldier in the late war. In that bill you provided 
that every man with a certain disability should receive a pension the 
same‘as in this bill. I supported it and will do so again. ‘If that was 
justice then for the man who went to Mexico, is it not justice now for 


the man who preserved this country? . 
The Senator said it was time for us to call a halt. A halt about 


what? What does the Senator mean by callingahalt? Does he mean, 


that it is time for us to call a halt in passing bills through the Senate 
to compensate for taken by the Army amounting to from 
$1,000 up to $60,000 or $70,000 in single bills every few days? I see 
nobody halting in that sort of performance. I have tried once or twice 
to stop it, but could not. If he meant that, he and I would join hands 
so far as the greater portion of such claims is concerned, where my 
ground is that there is no claim. 

But does he mean to calla halt in reference to granting pensions? 
Is that what he means? If he means to call a halt in reference to 
grantin ions to men who are not entitled to them, then I will 
agree with him; but if he means to call a halt in reference to granting 

ions to men who are entitled to them, then I disagree with him. 
nder this bill no person is allowed or permitted to have a pension un- 
less he was disabled in service, except he is in such a condition that he 
is not competent to make a living for himself. If the desire is to call 
a halt against these poor, unfortunate men that are not able to make a 
living for themselves, I utterly disagree with him, and I say to him 
now that if that is his proposition, and if he makes that proposition as 
one that he expects his party to stand on and succeed on, he makes the 
grandest mistake he ever made in his life. You can not succeed on 
that proposition in this country. 

My judgment is that it isa grand mistake for any party to make war 
upon pensions that are given to men who are entitled to them. For 
years at every session of Congress we heard the same speech repeated 
over and over again about ‘‘ pensions,” ‘‘ pensions.” You would have 
thought the Senator who was driving at them was determined to stop 
all kinds of frauds and reduce expenditures, and doubtless he so in- 
tended, Finally he became so enthusiastic that he got a resolution 
through the Senate to have printed in book form the name of every pen- 
sioner, with his residence and post-officeaddress. It cost about $75,000 
to print that book. What did that mean? It meant that there were 
$75,000 expended by the Government for the benefits of claim agents, 
to obtain information which otherwise they themselves would have 
had to pay for. It was just what they wanted—the post-office address 
of every pensioner and where he served. So that Senator’s enthusiasm 
carried him right into the meshes of men who wanted exactly what he 
got for them and made the Government pay for them, and instead of 
discovering fraud after the names were given, with the post-office ad- 
dress, &c., published at the expense of Congress, it developed no frauds 
whatever, but did just what I said, put these books in the hands of 
the agents and saved them the expense of procuring that information. 
Now, do not allow yourself to get so enthusiastic on this subject that 
you commit the same kind of errors which have been committed here- 
tofore by other persons in reference to this same question. 

Mr. President, there are other things to which I might allude in re- 
gard to what this Government has done for the soldier. Now, let me 
make a statement right here that will seem probably strange. The 
Government of the United States by law agreed to give $100 bounty 
per annum to soldiers who served one year against the rebellion. They 
were to receive if they served one year $100, two years $200, three 
years $300, and it was to be paid by the paymaster. A few were paid, 
but at the conclusion of the war regiment after regiment was mustered 
out in Washington city within from three to ten days of the expira- 
tion of their time as an excuse in order to deprive them of getting that 
bounty, and the record shows it, and they have never got it to this 
day. Yet men talk here about the enormous bounties given to sol- 
diers, and the pensions paid to them, and the plundering of the Treas- 
ury for the purpose of giving to these poor unfortunate men that to 
which they are entitled! For twenty years these men have been ask- 
ing Congress to give them that bounty that they were entitled to 
under the law—eight and one-third dollars per month. They never 
have obtained it. 

Until this Government shall keep its word, until this Government 
shall comply with its promise, until this Government shall protect and 
take care as well as it can of these unfortunate men that it induced to 
go into the Army, and who by that service have become debilitated 
and disabled from performing labor to make for themselves a living, 
until we have performed those duties toward these men let our mouths 
be closed, and closed in silence. Let us not whisper so that it can be 
heard even in the galleries that we have done all that we can do and 
should do for these men. 

I say then it is time to call ahalt. Let the halt be called when we 
have performed our duty; let it be called when we have complied with 
our obligations; let it be called-when our honor can not be tarnished 
in any way by a failure on our part to carry out what we agreed to 
when we enlisted these men in the service of their country. 

Until that is done this Government has not performed its whole duty. 
Until it has done for the Mexican war soldier what I think it ought to 
do it has not performed its duty, for the precedent has been set in all 
governments, among all peoples, that the men who bleed that the coun- 
try may live shall be recognized, that when men die in defense of their 
country and leave families the country shall care for those families. 
Those who lose the power by reason of their services to their country 
to make for themselves a living, as others are competent to do, should 
be taken care of to a certain extent by the government. 
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Mr. President, the government that fails to do this, the govern- 
ment that fails to recognize that duty toward its defenders and to re- 
turn that gratitude which an individual would return to another who 
does him a favor and saves him in the dark hour of life, is unworthy 
ofthe name. Unless this Government shall recognize that great prin- 
ciple and perform thatgreat duty it will sink in the estimation of man- 
kind. 

Mr. President, I beg pardon for having detained the Senate so long, 
but I do hope that on both sides of this Chamber we shall recognize the 
fact that these poor, old, unfortunate men shall not ask without re- 
ceiving at the hands of this great Government of ours. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORRILL. There are some reasons why we should consider 
executive business. Ifthe Senator from Missouri will yield I will make 
the motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to make a conference report. 

Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 


EUNICE E. CLARK. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6429) granting a bontio to Eu- 
nice E. Clark, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate agree to amend the Senate ert gr by striking out the 
word “twenty” and inserting “twelve; ” so that the Senate amendment will 
read: “At the rate of $12 per month, subject to the nitatis and provisions of 
the pension laws.” 

And taiat the House recede from its disagreement and agree to the Senate 
amendment as amended. 

t S. M. CULLOM, 


H. W. BLAIR, 

A. H. COLQUITT, 
Managers on the of the Senate, 

WM. NEECE, 

JOHN 8, PINDAR, 

E. H. GER, 


Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. CULLOM. The only effect of this is to reduce the amount of 
pension proposed from $20 to $12. It was classed at $20 under a mis- 
apprehension on my part at the time, thinking the soldier was a cap- 
tain. It turns out he was a private soldier. 

The report was concurred in. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CALL, Mr. CULLOM, and Mr. WHITTHORNE submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively to the river 
and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPOONER submitted the following amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 
in the Recor: 


Amend by inserting therein, at line 211, page 9 of the printed bill, above the 
word ** ge,” the following : 

* For investigating diseases of grains, fruits, sna fruit trees, 

“ For investigating the nature of the diseases of fruits and fruit trees, grains, 
and other useful plants due to parasitic fungi; for ascertaining the actual dam- 
age to our cultivated crops occasioned by fungus een and for experiments 
to determine suitable remedies for the same, $5,000. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 14, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Execulive nominations received by the Senate the 13th day of May, 1886. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Clarence Ridgley Greathouse, of California, to be consul-general of 
the United States at Kanagawa. The nomination of Warren Green, 
neretoore nominated to the Senate for the said office, is this day with- 

rawn. 
a COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Jobn E. Fitzgerald, of Massachusetts, to be collector of internal rev- 

enue for the third district of Massachusetts, tice Charles W. Slack, de- 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


Hadlai A. Hull, of Connecticut. to be collector of customs for the 
district of Stonington, Conn., vice Horace N. Trumbull, commission ex- 


George W. Jackman, of Massachusetts, to be collector of eustoms for 
the district of Newburyport, Mass., vice William H. Huse, commission 


expired. 


John Priest, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the district of 
Yaquina, Oreg., vice Coll Van Cleve, whose term of office will expire 
May 15, 1886. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Joseph B. Cox, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the port of 

Evansville, Ind., whose commission will expire May 18, 1886. 
POSTMASTERS. 


John B. Trasher, to be postmaster at Telluride, San Miguel County, 
Colorado, vice James P. Redick, resigned. 

Charles A. Sheldon, to be postmaster at Gainesville, Alachua County, 
Florida, vice J. Arnow, whose commission expires May 22, 1886. 

Charles H. Berner, to be postmaster at Stuart, Guthrie County, Iowa, 
vice William P. Moulton, commission expired. The nomination of H. 
P. Abert, who was appointed and also nominated to the Senate, is this 
day withdrawn. 

Abraham Rose, to be postmaster at Vinton, Benton County, Towa, 
vice Stephen A. Marine, suspended. The nomination of Mr. Rose, nom- 
inated to the Senate on the 16th of December last, is this day withdrawn. 

James F, Elder, to be at Richmond, Wayne County, Indi- 
ana, tice Edwin D. Palmer, suspended. The nomination of Mr. Elder, 
nominated to the Senate on the 5th of January, is this day withdrawn. 

Peter Nodler, to be postmaster at Covington, Kenton County, Ken- 
tucky, vice James C. Michie, commission expired. 

Frank Cass, to be postmaster at Holliston, Middlesex County, Mas- 
sachusetts, vice James F. Fiske, commission expired. 

Louis P. Trempe, to be postmaster at Sault de Ste. Marie, Chippewa 
County, Michigan, vice Myron W. Scranton, suspended. 

William O. Garvin, to be postmaster at Trenton, Grundy County, 
Missouri, vice John S. Boyle, whose commission expires May 25, 1886. 

Don A. Gilbert, to be postmaster at Bainbridge, Chenango County, 


New York, vice F. T. Nichols, resigned. 


W. Scott Gillespie, to be postmaster at Kingston, Ulster County, New 
York, whose commission expires May 16, 1886. 

Benjamin F. Howell, to be postmaster at Riverhead, Suffolk County, 
New York, vice C. V. Maguire, whose commission expires May 16, 1886. 

Robert Humphrey, to be postmaster at West New Brighton, Rich- 
mond County, New York, vice Minietta Smith, commission expired. 

Albert Sweet, to be postmaster at Dansville, Livingston County, New 
York, vice John He}land, whose commission expires May 16, 1886. 

James B. Crossen, to be ster at The Dalles, Waco County, 
Oregon, vice Mrs. E. M. Wilson, whose commission expires May 17, 1886. 

Frank W. Osburn, to be postmaster at ‘ire City, Lane County, 
Oregon, whose commission expires May 16, 1 


5 CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 5, 1886. 


TERRITORIAL SECRETARY. 

George W. Lane, of Buffalo, N. Y., to be secretary of the Territory of 
New Mexico. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Le Roy F. Youmans, of South Carolina, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of South Carolina. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL, | 

William M. Campbell, of Minnesota, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Minnesota. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Peter Ronan, of Saint Ignatius, Mont., to be sake for the Indians 

of the Flathead agency, in Montana Territory. 
SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, ETC. 

Dennis J. Loughlin, of Pennsylvania, to be special examiner of drugs, 
medicines, and chemicals, in the district of Philadelphia, in the State 
of Pennsylvania. 

NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 

Henry B. Plumer, of Pennsylvania, to be naval officer of customs in 

the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania. 
APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 

Lewis McMullen, of New York, to be appraiser of merchandise in 
the district of New York, in the State of New York. 

Nathaniel Newburgh, of Ohio, to be appraiser of -merchandise for 
the port of Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio. 

Joseph M. Poe, of Ohio, to be appraiserof merchandise in the district 
of Cuyahoga, in the State of Ohio. 

Joseph B. Baker, of Pennsylvania, to be appraiser ES merchandise 
in the district of Philadelphia, in the State oft -?ennsylvania. 

Thomas Beck, of California, to be appraiser of merchandise in the 
district of San Francisco, in the State of California. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 

James E. Tucker, of California, to be assistant appraiser of merchan- 

dise iu the district of San Francisco, in the State of California. 
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Daniel Z; Yost, of California, to be assistant appraiser of merchan- 
dise in the district of San Francisco, in the State of California. 

George H. Hoffman, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser of 
TRT E in the disrtict of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

George R. Snowden, of Pennsylvania, to be assistcnt appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Alexander M. Wallace, of Georgia, to be surveyor of customs forthe 
port of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia. 

Addison D. Cole, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Albany, in the State of New York. 

John M. Campbell, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

James Burns, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs for the port of 
Kansas City, in the State of Missouri. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


John Cadwalader, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

John A. Richardson, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Pamlico, in the State of North Carolina. 

Henry W. Richardson, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Beaufort, in the State of South Carolina. 

Conrad Krez, of Wisconsin, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin. 

Anthony F. Seeberger, of Illinois, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Chicago, in the State of Illinois. 

Charles H. Robinson, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Wilmington, in the State of North Carolina. 

B. Huger Ward, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Georgetown, in the State of South Carolina. 

Theodore D. Jervey, of South Carolina, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina. 

y REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES, 

John B. Webb, of La Crosse, Wis., to be register of the land office at 
La Crosse, Wis. 9 
Edmund G. Shields, of Silver City, N. Mex., to be register of the land 
office at Las Cruces, N. Mex 

Samuel W. Langhorne, of Bozeman, Mont., to be register of the land 
office at Helena, Mont. 

William C. L. Beard, of Hutchinson, Kans., to be register of the land 
office at Wa Keeney, Kans. 

y RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Horatio S. Howell, of Virginia City, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Helena, Mont. 

Lloyd T. Boyd, of Waukesha, Wis., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Bayfield, Wis. 

CONSUL-GENERAL., 

John H. Patman, of Chillicothe, Ohio, to be consul-general of the 

United States at Honolulu. 
CONSULS, 


William H. Moffett, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United States 
at Athens. 

George W. Savage, of Rahway, N. J., to be consul of the United 
States at Belfast. 

William Slade, of Cleveland, Ohio, to be consul of the United States 
at Brussels. 

James Whelan, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 
Fort Erie, Canada. 

Alexander Bertrand, of Beekmantown, N. Y., to be consul of the 
United States at St. John’s, Quebec. 


Charles Förster, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States at EL. 


berfeld. 

Thomas R. Jernigan, of North Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Osaka and Hiogo. 

Oscar Bischoff, of Topeka, Kans., to be consul of the United States at 
Sonneberg. 

Erhard Bissinger, of New York city, N. Y., to be consul of the. United 
States at Beirut. 

J. Harvey Brigham, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United States 
at Paso del Norte. 

William S. Crowell, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at 
Amoy. 

Ferdinand F. Dufais, of New York city, N. Y., to be consul of the 
United States at Havre. 

Joseph Falkenbach, of Columbus, Ohio, to be consul of the United 
States at Barmen. 

Benjamin J. Franklin, of Kansas City, Mo., to be consul of the United 
States at Hankow. 

E. J. Hale, of Fayetteville, N. C., to be consul of the United States 
at Manchester. 

Joseph D. Hoff, of Keyport, N. J., to be consul of the United States 
at Vera Cruz. 


Joseph B, Hughes, of Hamilton, Ohio, to be consul of the United 
States at Birmingham. 

J. P. Imboden, of Georgia, to be consul of the United States at Yus- 
caran. 

Edward D. Lynn, of Victoria, Tex., to be consul of the United States 
at Piedras Negras. 

Albert Loening, of New York city, N. Y., to be consul of the United 
States at Bremen. 

Beckford Mackey, of South Carolina, formerly consul at Rio Grande 
do Sul, to be consul of the United States at Nuevo Laredo. 

Henry F. Merritt, of Chicago, Ill., to be consul of the United States 
at Aix la Chapelle. 

Joseph W. Merriam, a citizen of the United States, to be consul of 
the United States at Iquique. 

J. L. McCaskill, of Brandon, Miss., to be consul of the United States 
at Dublin. 

James M. Rosse, of Tarrytown, N. Y., to be consul of the United 
States at Three Rivers, Canada. 

John M. Strong, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 
Belleville, Canada. 

Richard Stockton, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United States 
at Rotterdam. 

George C. Tanner, of Spartanburg, S. C., formerly consul at Tegu- 
cigalpa, to be consul of the United States at Chemnitz. 

Arthur B. Wood, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 
Dundee. 

Louis D. Beylard, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United States 
at Kingston, Jamaica. 

Moses H. Sawyer, of Mystic Bridge, Conn., to be consul of the United 
States at Trinidad. 

` POSTMASTERS. 


John D. Mitchell, to be postmaster at New Albany, in the county of 
Floyd and State of Indiana. 

John P. Norvell, to be postmaster at Danville, in the county of Ver- 
million and State of Illinois. 

John Neff, to be postmaster at Winchester, i in the county of Ran- 
dolph and State of Indiana. 

George R. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Indiana. 

Edward Duffy, to be postmaster at Ann Arbor, in the county of 
Washtenaw and State of Michigan. 

Samuel S. Lacey, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county of Cal- 
houn and State of Michigan 

William W. Van Antwerp, to be postmasterat Jackson, inthe county 
of Jackson and State of Michigan. 

Robertz P. Menefee, to be postmaster at Bozeman, in the county of 
Gallatin and Territory of Montana. 

William Clevenger, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Ohio. 

M. M. Gaunce, to be postmaster at Xenia, in the county of Greene 
and State of Ohio. . 

Samuel C. Haag, to ve postmaster at Napoleon, in the county of 
Henry and State of Ohio. 

F. 8. Reefy, to be postmaster at Elyria, in the county of Lorain and 
State of Ohio. 

Daniel C. Stearns, to be postmaster at Berea, in the county of Cuya- 
hoga and State of Ohio. 

J. R. Thorne, to be postmaster at Piqua, in the county of Miami and 
State of Ohio. . 

Arthur D. Glover, to be postmaster at Olympia, in the county of 
Thurston and Territory of Washington. 

William N. Carter, to be postmaster at Viroqua, in the county of 
Vernon and State of Wisconsin. 

A. Everhard, to be postmaster at Ripon, in the county of Fond du 
Lac and State of Wisconsin. 

Charles B. Whitehead, to be postmaster at Bradford, McKean County, 
Pennsylvania. 

Frank Abt, to be postmaster at Lead City, Lawrence County, Da- 
kota, 

William K. ‘Thompson, to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the county 
of Scioto and State of Ohio. 

William E. Baker, to be postmaster at Fairbury, Livingston County, 
Illinois. 

H. C. Briley, to be postmaster at Dell Rapids, Dak. ’ 

Charles H. Burroughs, to be postmaster at La Crosse, in the county 
of La Crosse and State of Wisconsin. 

Barclay P. Smith, to be postmaster at Deadwood, Lawrence County, 
Dakota Territory. 

Frank Shields, to be postmaster at Wilmington, Will County, Illi- 
nois. 

Erskine P. Linzee, tobe postmasterat Pierce City, Lawrence County, 
Missouri. 

S. R. Davis to be postmaster at Creston, in the county of Union, and 
State of Iowa. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
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from. the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: 


The Committeeon ap ei toys and Post-Roads, to which was referred the nom- 

ination of 8. R. aon to be r at Creston, Iowa, vice Lowell C. Teed, 
submits the follo port: 

When nomination ‘he oairattios the Postmaster-General was re- 
quested to communicate to it all of the pena go corner on file in his De- 
partment relative to the case. To this req) Gentes eg es og Be 
po committee all of the The person and documents called for, both in respect 
ded officer and of ominated to the Senate, and who had ee 
ted to discharge th oa of tthe office durin 
Tt appears from the papers and docum to the 
and from letters and ps) communicated to abcde ancad officer and 


the recess of th 


tion of the office are rather to his credit than ot 

based on his strict observance of the Jaw and the 

ment. The case is one of suspension for political reasons, 
sanship’’ a aaO ap oe the no seems to od 
that it rested on that basis; and he evidently recognized that asthe controlling 
clement in beg case. In his application to the President for appointment Mr. 


intment of postmaster at Creston, 
torial staff of the Creston Common- 


engagements. He has 
man be protected for himself 


from hee tow 
office for him. 

‘The nomination of 8. R. Davis is herewith reported with a recommendation 
that it be confirmed. _ 


W. E. Lewis, to be postmaster at Chariton, in the county of Lucas 
and State of Iowa. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post Roads: which was or- 
dered by the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to which was referred the 
nomination of M. E. Lewis, to be postmaster at Chariton, Iowa, vice James H, 
Stewart, suspended, reports: 


That this is a case of suspension from office on account of “ offensive partisan- 
3s from the official fil files in: ihe case fend to the commtites by 


cer ora 


ua "E. Lewis seems, so far as the papers in the case show, to be a proper and 
tent man to be intrusted with the ofice to which he has been nominated, 
is confirmation is therefore recommended, 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Robert Barnett, of California, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the fourth district of California. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to be 
printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
846) of Robert Barnett, of California, to be collector of internal revenue for the 
fourth district of California, in of Amos L, Frost, And, so far as 
they have been able to obtain the information, they find Mr, iett is a fit 
and proper — a to pene the y dukina of Reo the ee: that there ee no 
api ypas gn from = th pripa fyg of the Secretary of the Treasury: — 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 19,1836. 


Sm: Your communication on behalf of the Finance ee axe doses of the —— 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not ‘* there —— 


sat 


against the official or moral of Amos L. late co; areires Ageiaor] 
revenue for the fourth district of a, , is received. 

In reply thereto I have the state that, so far as this relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel roost by the rules laid down in dent's 


to the Senate upon the Seeger tte loom ge ys veges 
the requirements of the statute re- 


in the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public serv- 
ice, and that the policy of the present administration will be better carried out 


by ‘such chan 
Except an tna same may be involved in these considerations, ora papers con 


tainin: n arien ing upon the official or m suspended. 
offer tnenitioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department. 


full 
Respectfully yours, eR <a, e 
Hon, JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanim: dal s by the Committee.on Fi- 
nance, April 1886, in in relation to this and all si letters to the foregoing : 
“Resolved, the letters of the of the the Commit 


Finance, dated March 16, 1836, bsequently, in iatien to the me 
o! or su uently, in re! 
of collectors of internal ravi heen should be received and heldas lae ar eclara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or SA ee fica petit 
partment reflecting in any manner against their m: or official conduct or 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommendsthe con- 
tirmation of Mr. Barnett. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. - 
' THURSDAY, May 13, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W, 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, ROCHESTER, N. Y 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Supervising Archi- 
tect, asking an appropriation of $100,000 to continue work on the public 
building at Rochester, N. Y.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF OLD POST-OFFICE SITE, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting statement of the claim of the 
Mutual Life Insurance Company of New York for expense in perfecting 
title to the old eee property in New York, and an account of cer- 
tain liens thereon, and recommending payment; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ARNOT, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR, for one week, on account of important pri- 
vate business, 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BARBOUR, Mr. 
WI1son, and Mr. ROWELL as conferees on the part of the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House 
to the bill of the Senate (No. 200) to authorize the purchase of the 
Aqueduct Bridge, or the construction of a bridge across the Potomac 
River at or near Georgetown, D, C. 

SEIZURE OF VESSEL DAVID J. ADAMS, 

Mr. RICE. Mr. § , I am directed by the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs to report back a "resolution of i inquiry referred to that com- 
mittee in regard to the seizure of tho American schooner David J. 
Adams, and recommend its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Whereas it is reported in the aoa Ne that on May 7, at Digby, in the Do- 


minion of Canada, pose schooner S, OWN by American citizens, 
was forcibly seized by the steamer Landsdowne, under of the government 
of said Soona ai and is now held for prose’ 

“Be it resolved, That the President of the United States nested to inform 
this House, if not SA him incompatible with tbe coma of the public sery- 
ice, what steps have been taken by him to have — arate |, and to 
communicate to this House at the earliest day what were the circum- 


The Committee on Fore canton aip tet to which was referred the minting sare fn; ing 
JESEN of EE relating to the seizure of the 2 American schooner 
Adams in Canadian waters, having considered the same, respectfully report ti 
back with the recommendation that it should pass. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
pox ten and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. _ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE MEXICAN GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- 
» | tee on Foreign Affairs to back a resolution of inquiry referred to 
the committee, with the recommendation that it be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“ Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
o the hrady if in his opinion not incompatible — 


snp ch er pees gre 
e public Tests, an 
the claimants relati Á 


with Mex Government or ve 
TOLAS AARS fied in the fifth section of the act of Congress ap; June 
18, 1878, filed r the publication of ey contained in the President's mes- 
sage to this House on Fo and to inform this House if any pay- 


ments have been made on such 


of what amount.” 
Your to which was referred the accom ng resolution askin 


for copies of certain correspondence with the per ené: Government, or with 
claimants, relative to certain claims therein s ed, have the same ‘ander 
consideration, and report the said resolution tothe House and recommend 
its adoption. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
lie on the table. 

The latter motion was smelt to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that a bill ATE 
unanimously from the Committee on Ways and Means be now consid- 
ered. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unanimous 
consent to di the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union from the consideration of a bill the title of which will be 
read, and to consider the same in the House. 


after such date, and, if so, what date and 
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Mr. BEACH. I must object. Let it come up in its regular order. 
Mr. BURROWS. T hope tha gentleman will Int the title be send. 
Mr. BEACH. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I made a mistake in my request. I should have 
asked consent of the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order being demanded, the Chair will 
proceed to call committees for reports. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
the House resolution of May 10, 1886, calling upon the acting Secretary 
of the Treasury for information as to the payment of fees of witnesses 
and jurors for 1883, and moved that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same, and that ihe cameron to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIGHT OF FISHING IN NAVIGABLE WATERS. 


Mr. TUCKER. Iam also instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report back with an adverse recommendation the.bill (H. R. 
4690) to equalize the right of fishing in navigable waters of the United 
States which border on any State or Territory. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. EVERHART] introduced this bill on which the com- 
mittee makes an unfavorable report. He desires that it shall go upon 
the House Calendar, and I make that request. 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying 
report was ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN IOA- 


Mr. HEPBURN, fromthe Committee on the J ro et hei 
with a favorable recommendation the bill > ising gr wero, 2g 
act of July 20, 1882, dividing the State of Iowa into two judi 
tricts; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


INVESTIGATION OF PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Pacifie Railroads, re- 
Hes. 170 0) a with a favorable eee — the joint —_ hig 
au an in accoun meth- 
RS, E a which hove SOn aid feon the United Staten; 
“hich was N ene to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Thecall of committees was completed, no further reports being made. 
The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills at 
twenty-four minutes past 11 o’clock. The call rests with the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 


INDEMNITY TO CHINESE SUBJECTS. 


Mr. BELMONT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 147) remang indemnity to 
certain Chinese subjects for losses sustained wi the jurisdiction of 
the United States, and pending that motion I move that all General de- | sideration 
bate upon the bill be limited to forty minutes. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union was agreed to. 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The Houseisin Committee of the-Whole House on 
the stateof the Union for the further consideration of the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 147) providing indemnity to certain Chinese subjects for losses 
sustained within the jurisdiction of the United States. By order of the 
House, general debate on this joint resolution has been limited to forty 
a The gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. RICE] is entitled to 

oor. 

Mr. BELMONT. Ibelieve I have three minutes remaining from yes- 
terday. I reserve that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RICE] 
has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. McCREARY. I yield the gentleman from Massachusetts five 
minutes of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is entitled 


to the floor for seven minutes. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. I was saying yesterday when the gavel 
fell that our obligation to pay these damages rests not upon our good- 
will or ourspirit of benevolence, but the obligation of international 
law; and I quoted my authority to that effect. 

I now desire.to cite two or three precedents in support of the position 
which I yesterday assumed. And first I cite the precedent of England. 
In 1847 a Jew named Don Pacifico was assailed in Athens by a mob, 
who destroyed his property. He was born at Gibraltar, but he was born 
under the English flag and was an English citizen. ‘So soon as word 
came to England of the damage which had been done to him by the mob 
in Athens the English Government made demand upon Greece for in- 


eae Mark you, 
to indemnify him for his 
ee eee eee eee eet 
guns Greece paid the indemni 
in the house of commons for 
that there was no international law to sustain his position. He metin 
the house of commons those who assumed this position, and after a day’s 
debate he fixed the principle in English law so firmly that it never since 
has been questioned or shaken. In that great debate Lord Palmerston 


an English citizen be subjected to the laws of the country 


justice which has not yet visited 


eiren scrap E tectt ony Nera ee 
the Jews, on the of the Greeksin Athens. Greece refused 
No sooner did word come to 
Lord Palmerston was called to account 
is act, and it was claimed there as here 


remain old boast of the Roman citizen, in which he went panoplied 
through the world, and asked, ‘‘Isit less to be an Sogan fikso, shal 
w e 
chances to be, or shall the army of England follow him and protect him 
wherever inthe world he happens to find himself?’’ Hesconted theidea 
that an English citizen was to seek redress and be confined for redress 
to local courts. And he was sustained, as I said, by an overwhelming 
majority of the house of oglish peo ng that principle has never been 
questioned since by the 
My friend from Ilinois Fire] showed showed yesterday very plainly 
what we ourselves have Ag We demanded indemnity from China; 
damages done to our citizens, first by mob violence, 
secondly by the armaments of England cannonading Chinese cities; and 
China paid the bills, although the damage was done by the armed 
forces of England attacking the city of Canton. And what we do, 
as the gentleman said again, when England, through her carelessness, 
let loose the cruisers which drove our commerce from the sea? We 
exacted indemnity for our citizens from proud England; and I trust, 
Mr. Chairman, that there will be now an arm as long and a voice as 
strong to exact indemnity from England for the injuries that her sub- 


ting, or seeking to perpetrate, on American fish- 


.] 

And now, Mr: Chairman, I say that we owe this to China, not as a 
gratuity, but as an obligation. € On the 2d day of September last this 
massacre occurred. The massacre at Glencoe, for nearly two hundred 
years the theme of tragic verse and si did not parallel the horrors of 
this in the Territory of Wyoming September—twenty-eight de- 
fenseless men and women shot down in their, tracks, fifteen of them 
coming to their death by fire. ‘Thank God, we have "the assurance of 
the President that these outrages were committed by aliens, as we are 
assured the outrages in Chicago which have just been shocking the 
country were also committed by aliens, who I hope will not escape the 

their fellow-assassins in Wyoming. 
reparation as we can by 
payment of the bills for the sustained by the victims of these 
which are detailed with so much in the appendix to 

the ts sent to this House. [A App mer 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. nas nay Task that the President’s message 
on this subject be read in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The message will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


the President to recommend to the con- 
such 


bapanne tae tien e e a ina sojourning within the 
m m 
jurisdiction of the United States rap erage epee i and ear- 
nest consideration of the Executive and the 

of the present Congress, I 


treaty of 1880, re- 
rers sinto the rot the Kg se individ- 
occurred beyond er xecutive 
calling for judi atinin Gulariosiion. Or 
uestion in the Western States and Territories 


All the tuber this Government should be exerted to maintain the amplest 
good faith China in the on meena ee these men, and the inflexible stern- 
ness of the law in bringing the wron: rs to justice should be insisted n 

“Every effort has been made by this Government to prevent these violent 
qutlconbe and to aid the re tives of China in their investigation of 
these outrages; and it is but ust to sa itat they are traceable to the lawless- 
ness of men not citizens of the United st tates engaged in competition with Chi- 
nese laborers. 

* Race hanp pee pore ay Sen 7 factor Pod ori oe these disturbances, and it 
exists ina or domestic peace and the 

oon are to Frame Lara with 
right of a government to prevent Chie influx of elements hos- 
tite to its Paranas pi peace and security may not be questioned, even where there 
i+ no treaty stipulation on the subject. ‘That the exclusion of Chinese labor is 
demanded in other countries aes like conditions prevail is strongly evident 
in the Dominion of Canada, w reat eb vey on apres OT te acne 
jaws more exclusive than ourown. If existinglaws are inadequate to compass 
the end in view, I shall be prepared to give earnest consideration to any further 
D ee measures within the treaty limits which the wisdom of Congress may 
ey 

At thé time I wrote this the shock occurrences at Rock Springs, in Wyo- 

of all, and had been recently presented 


ming , were fresh in the mim 
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anew to the attention of this Government by the Chinese minister in a note. 
which, while not unnaturally exhibiting some misconception of our Fede: 
system of administration in the Territories, while they as yet are not in the ex- 
ercise of the full measure of that sovereign self-government pertaining to the 
States of the Union, presents in truthful terms the main features of the cruel 
outrage there perpetrated upon inoffensive subjects of China. In the investi- 
gation of the Rock Springs outbreak and the ascertainment of the facts on which 
the Chinese minister's statements rest, the Chinese representatives were aided 
by the agents of the United States, and the reports submitted, havian hes thus 
framed and recounting facts within the knowledge of witnesses on both sides, 
possess an impartial truthfulness which could not fail to give them great im- 
pressiveness, 

The facts, which so far are not controverted or affected by any exculpatory or 
mitigating testimony, show the murder of a number of Chinese subjects in 
September last at Rock Springs, the wounding of many others, and the spolia- 
tion of the property of all when the unhappy survivors had been driven from 
their habitations. There is no allegation that the victims, by any lawless or 
disorderly act on their part, contributed to bring abouta collision, On the con- 
trary, it appears that the law-abiding disposition of these people, who were so- 
journers in our midst under the sanction of hospitality and express treaty obli- 

tions, was made the pretext for the attack upon them. This outrage upon 

wand treaty engagements was committed by a lawless mob. None of the 
aggressors, bappily for the national good fame, appear by the reports to have 
been citizens of the United States. They were aliens, engaged in that remote 
district as mining laborers, who became excited against the Chinese laborers, 
as it would seem, because of their refusal to join them in a strike to secure 
higher w: The oppression of Chinese subjects by their rivals in the compe- 
tition for labor does not differ in violence and illegality from that applied to 
‘other classes of native or alien labor, -AIL are equally under the protection of 
law, and equally entitled to enjoy the benefits of assured public order. 

Were there no treaty in existence referring to the rights of Chinese subjects, 
did they come hither as all other strangers who voluntarily resort to this land 
of om, of self-government, and of laws, here peaceably to win their bread 
and to live their lives, there can be no question that they would be entitled still 
to the same measure of protection from violence and the same free forum for 
the redress of their grievances as any other aliens, 

So far as the treaties between the United States and China stipulate for the 
treatment of the Chinese subjects actually in the United States as the citizens or 
subjects of “the most favored nation” are treated, een f create no new status 
for them; they simply recognize and confirm a e and existing rule, ap- 
plicable to all aliens alike, for none are favored above others by domestic law, 
and none by foreign treaties, unless it be the Chinese themselves in some re- 
spes, For, by the third article of the treaty of November 17, 1890, between the 

nited States and China, it is provided that: 


“ARTICLE HI, 


“If Chinese laborers, or Chinese of any other class, now either permanent] 
or temporarily residing in the territory of the United States, meet with ill-trea 
ment at the hands of any other persons, the Government of the United States 
will exert all its power to devise measures for their protection, and to secure 
to them the same rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions as may be en- 
joyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation, and to which they 
are entitled by treaty.” 

This article may be held to constitute a special privilege for Chinese subjects 
in the United States as compared with other aliens; not that it creates any pecul- 
iar rights which others do not share, but because in case of ill-treatment of the 
Chinese in the United States this Government is bound to “exert all its power 
to devise measures for their protection,” by securing to them the rights to which, 

ually with any and all other foreigners, they are entitled. 

Whether it is now incumbent upon the United States to amend their general 
laws or devise new measures in this I do not consider in the present 
communication, but confine myself to the particular point raised by the outrage 
and massacre at Rock Springs. 

The note of the Chinese minister, and the documenta which accompany i 
give,as I believe,an unexaggerated statement of the lamentable incident, an 
present, impressively, the regrettable circumstance that the proceedings, in the 
name of justice, for the ascertainment of the crime and fixing the responsibility 
therefor were a ghastly mockery of justice. So long as the Chinese minister, 
under his instructions, makes this the basis of an appeal to the principles and 
convictions of mankind, no exception canbe taken. But when he goes further, 
and, taking as his precedent the action of the Chinese Government in past in- 
stances where the lives of American citizens and their property in China have 
been endangered, arguesa reciprocal obligation on the of the United States 
to indemnify the Chinese subjects who suffered at Rock Springs, it became neces- 
my to meet his argument, and to deny, most emphatically, the conclusions he 
seeks to draw as to the existence of such a liability and the right of the Chinese 
Government to insist upon it, $ 

I draw the attention of the congress to the latter part of the note of the Sec- 
retary of State of February 18, 1886, in reply to the Chinese minister's repre- 
sentations, and to invite 1 consid on of the cogent reasons by which 
he reaches the conclusion t, while the United States Government is under no 
obligation, whether by the — terms of its treatles with China or the prin- 
ciples of international law, to indemnify these Chinese subjects for losses caused 
by such means and under the admitted circumstances, yet that in view of the 
palpabe and discreditable failure of the authorities of Wyoming Territory to 

ring to justice the guilty parties or to assure to the sufferers an im foram 
in which to seek and obtain compensation for the losses which those subjects 
have incurred by lack of police proteetion, and considering further the entire 
absence of provocation or contribution on the part of the victims, the Executive 
may be induced to bring the matter to the benevolent consideration of the Con- 
gress, in order that that body, in its high discretion, may direct the bounty of 
the Government in aid of innocent and peaceful strangers whose maltreatment 
has brought discredit upon the country, with the distinct understanding that 
such action is in no wise to be held as a precedent, is wholly gratuitous, and is 
penini to in a spiritof pure generosity toward those who are otherwise help- 


ess. 
The correspondence exchanged is herewith submitted for the information of 


the Congress. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washinglon, March 2, 1886. 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, the whole subject of indemnifying 
certain Chinese for damages done to them at Rock Springs, Wyoming 
Territory, has been so fully discussed and soably presented by the Presi- 
dent in his a and his reasons are so ample for the proposed ap- 

‘propriation, that I shall be very brief. The Chinese problem is very 
interesting and very important. The trouble at Rock Springs and the 


information that we get from the States on the Pacific slope show that 
there is a hostile feeling between Americans and Chinese, and that 
there is almost an irrepressible conflict between our people and them, 
which in my opinion can not be stopped except by absolute restriction 


of Chinese immigration to this country, and I am in favor, sir, of going 
as far as the treaty between this country and China will allow us in 
prohibiting Chinese laborers from coming to this country. But the 
question before us for consideration now is the treatment of the sub- 
jects of China sojourning within the jurisdiction of the United States, 
It appears, according to all the evidence, that these harmless and help- 
less people at Rock Springs were in no respect guilty of violence, that 
they were in no respect injuring anybody at the time they were at- 
tacked and twenty-eight of them killed and a number wounded. 

These Chinese were within the territory of the United States, and al- 
lowed to come here under a treaty, and the United States had agreed 
to ‘‘exert all its power to devise measures for their protection and to 
secure them the same rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions as 
are enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation, and 
to which they are entitled by treaty. I do not know that I would be 
able to support this proposition of indemnity if it stood alone, but con- 
sidering the relations between the United States and China and the 
necessity for further legislation and further treaty stipulations prohibit- 
ing Chinese immigration, I am inclined to support the bill. 

It appeals to us because it concerns our relations witha nation with 
which we are to-day upon friendly terms, and which, when we asked 
indemnity for injuries inflicted upon American citizens in'China, granted 
it to a large amount, having paid at one time $750,000. In addition 
to this, policy requires the payment of the amount asked for. There 
are to-day more than a thousand American citizens in China and mill- 
ions of American capital, and under all the circumstances it is perhaps 
best to pay this indemnity. I wish to say, however, in this connec- 
tion that there is no treaty stipulation and no law that requires it to 
be paid. If we pay it, we pay it for the benefit of poor, helpless, un- 
fortunate men whose houses were burned before their eyes, the lives 
of twenty-eight of them destroyed, and many of them wounded. I 
believe, sir, that this case appeals to us asa civilized people, as a Chris- 
tian people, and the bill should be passed to indemnify the sufferers. 
I now yield to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] ten 
minutes. t 

Mr.PHELPS. Theirhouses were burned; their goods were pillaged; 
twenty-eight of them were killed and fifteen wounded. And the only 
provocation was that they would not join in a strike. That is the case, 
and the question is, ‘‘ What are we going to do about it?’’ and the 
answer ought to be, and I believe will be, ‘‘ Do what the administra- 
tion recommends and what this bill provides for and pay for the prop- 
erty destroyed.” Not for charity’s sake, but for solid reasons. Be~ 
cause it is good policy, as urged by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
WORTHINGTON]; because it is a single reciprocity for a hundred cases, 
where China has paid an indemnity to us, as urged by his colleague, 
Mr. Hrrr, and because it is an international obligation, as urged by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RICE]. 

It is policy, because we have more property in China than China 
has in the United States. We need millions to measure our property, 
thousands will measure theirs; and if we change the old rule of prac- 
tice and adopt the new one, that the natural government may throw 
the obligation to defend the rights of foreigners on one of its members, 
call it State, Territory, province, or vice-royalty, the United States will 
in the future lose a great deal more than China. If the new rule had 
prevailed in the East, the great fortunes which have been brought to 
this country, and whose splendor is yet conspicuous in Wall street and 
Fifth avenue, would never have got across the Pacific. But there isa 
moral obligation stronger than these considerations of policy. We 
ought to pay this indemnity to China, because China has paid indemni- 
ties to us in a score, perhaps in a hundred cases similar to this, only 
less meritorious. 

The history of our diplomatic relations with China for nearly fifty 
years has been only the history of prompt and greedy claims for in- 
demnity on our part and of prompt and generous payment on its part. 
It has paid for the rights of every American citizen when violated. It 
has paid for the violated rights of Chinese subjects when they were 
connected with ours; as when they paid a Chinese landlord, whose house 
was destroyed by a mob, because an American leased it, and as when they 
paid for the property and clothing of native helpers, which was lost in 
the service of American missionaries. This is the way China paid in- 
demnities up to 1858. In this fashion she paid them in detail, then 
she paid them in gross, She took more than $700,000, gave it to the 
United States Government and said, ‘*' Take this and pay your coun- 

en. 

We took it, we paid all claims generously, with 12 per cent. interest; 
but the generosity of China was so ample that after all this we had left 
nearly one-third of the original sum to return to China. China did 
this and shamed the grudging spirit in which Christian countries pay 
their international bills. 

This is the moral obligation, but there is a legal one—the interna- 
tional obligation. The United States has treaties with the Empire of 
China. In these treaties she promised to protect Chinese’ subjects. 
The United States has failed to keep its covenants. It did not protect 
Chinese subjects, and it is liable in damages for a broken contract un- 
less it can establish and maintain as a doctrine of international law 
that when a nation makes a treaty with another nation and breaks one 


1886. 
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of its covenants it can shift its liablity by saying that it was the cove- 
nant and therefore the liability of one of its members. 

Unfortunately it is easy to declare this doctrine, but it seems impos- 
sible to establish and maintain. All writers on international law from 
Grotius to Woolsey have examined and rejected it. We have accepted 
itin declaration but have always rejected it in practice. We have 
generally asserted this doctrine most vehemently at the very moment 
we were about to transgress it. Our habit has been to assert bad law 
and practice good. We did this in the famous case at New Orleans. 
A mob destroyed the property of Spanish subjects. Her Spanish Maj- 
esty demanded indemnity. 

The powerful voice of Daniel Webster was heard in reply. He de- 
clared this bad law magnificently and referred them to the State of 
Louisiana and its courts. Her Spanish Majesty ignored all this elo- 
quence in declaration of bad law and asked for the usual practice, and 
the Secretary of State recommended Congress to vote the indemnity 
and say nothing more of the State’s liability. But more significant 
yet was the casein China at the timeof the Anglo-Chinese war. China, 
learning the verbal tricks of civilization, concluded she would declare 
bad law and see the result. She told our Department of State that the 
vice-royalty of Canton was the party liable and that in its tribunals 
the American claimants must find redress. OurSecretary, Lewis Cass, 
said little against the bad law in the plea. How could he? But in- 
sisted on the usual good practice, and China, the nation, the empire, 
paid the bill. 

And in European countries the same uniformity of action prevails, 
accompanied still in some cases by the same declaration of the bad law, 
that would relieve national obligation and substitute local. Indeed, 
comprehensive as was the claim made yesterday by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Ricr] that no text-book in its summary of princi- 

les and no civilized nation in its practice had ever followed this bad 
aw, I believe it is the truth. If, then, in this case we put the bad law 
for the first time into practice against a semi-barbarous nation, public 
opinion will say we did it because China was weak and could not en- 
force its rights, and the world will compare the pagan civilization of 
the Chinese Empire with the Christian civilization of the great Amer- 
ican Republic, and not to our credit. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time ofthe gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PHELPS] has expired. 

Mr. HENLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from New Jersey a 


anestigp. 

SSA HAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jersey has 

expired. 7 
* Mr. PHELPS. Ishall be glad to answer the gentleman’s question 
if time be given me. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. McCreary ] 
is entitled to the floor, 

Mr, HENLEY. Will the gentleman from Kentucky permit me to 
put a question to the gentleman from New Jersey? __ 

Mr. McCREARY. I yield for that purpose, but I trust the gentle- 
man will be very brief. 

Mr. HENLEY. It was stated yesterday, and the gentleman from 
New Jersey doubtless heard the statement, that Mr. Blaine, when Sec- 
retary of State, adopted a different rule from that for which the gentle- 
man contends and which is asserted by the Committee on‘Foreign Af- 
fairs in presenting this bill; in other words, that upon outrages being 
committed upon certain Chinese subjects in the city of Denver and 
See Indemnity being demanded, Mr. Blaine or Mr. Evarts, I forget 
which—— 

Mr. MCKENNA. Both ofthem. Itwas I who made the statement 
yesterday. 

Mr. HENLEY. Denied the right to indemnity. I should like to 
hear from the gentleman from New Jersey on that subject, because 
upon these matters everybody knows him to be facile princeps. 

Mr. PHELPS. If I answer the gentleman in the way he wishes me 
to do, I do not see that it involves any contradiction of my statement 
that Daniel Webster, Lewis Cass, Hamilton Fish, James G. Blaine, 
and Frederick T. Frelinghuysen all made the declarations I have cited. 
I admitted that the declarations had been made by almost all our ad- 
ministrations that we were exempt from obligation under a treaty if 
we could refer the party complaining to a local authority or tribunal; 
but at the same time I claimed that there was no break in the practice 
of these very Secretaries, who, after making their declarations, followed 
the fashion of American diplomacy and paid the indemnity whenever 
it was due and demanded. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Will the gentleman from New Jersey allow me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. McCREARY. I 
Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS 

Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. Chairman, as I intend to vote for this reso- 
lution I wish to briefly state my reasons for so doing, as well as to re- 
fer to the question of Chinese immigration which has been introduced 
into thisdiscussion. Within the limited time allotted to mein the de- 
bate I can only discuss the questions generally and not minutely. The 


pen three minutes to the gentleman from 


resolution of indemnity is to pay for the losses the Chinese sustained 
by the outbreak and violence upon them at Rock Springs, in Wyoming 


Territory, last September. The facts of this inhuman and murderous 

affair have been so widely published throughout this country and the 

world, and that to our discredit, that it is unnecessary for me to detail , 

them here. Twenty-eight unoffending Chinamen were killed outright, 

many others wounded and driven from their burning homes and prop- 

erty, seeking refuge in the hills and mountains; some were burned. 
‘The coroner’s jury there found as follows: 


We, the undersigned, members of the coroner’s jury, from the evidence before 
us, state that human bodies Nos. 5, 6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14,and 15 came to their 
death from exposure to fire, the nationality of said bodies being unknown to us, 
as they were defaced beyond recognition. 


And the grand jury as follows: 


We have diligently inquired into the occurrence at Rock Springs on the 2d 
day of September last, and, though we have examined a large number of wit- 
nesses, no one has been able to testify toa single criminal act committed by ra 
known white person that day. Whatever crimes may have been committed, 
the perpetrators thereof have not been disclosed by the evidence before us; 
and therefore, while we deeply regret the cireumstance, we are wholly unable, 
acting under the obligation of our oaths, to return indictments. , 


There is no chance of redress there. Shall this Christian nation which 
has persistently sought closerand more intimate commercial and friendly 
relations for years with China, into which country our missionaries and 
merchants and other citizens go, and for whom we claim protection of 
life and property while there, and for the loss of which by violence we 
have exacted and received indemnity from that Government in times 
past, now fail or refuse to respond to the requirements of the ‘golden 
rule?” 

The gentleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] inquires of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPs]if this proposition is not against 
the policy of Mr. Blaine when he was Secretary of State. Be that as 
it may, I see the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hyrr], then Assistant 
Secretary under Mr. Blaine and now a member of this House, advo- 
cates it. 

I do not support this joint resolution upon any idea that there is clear 
and undoubted liability on the part of this Government under interna- 
tional law. Ido not consider the many instances cited here are good 
precedents for this case, but I shall vote for the joint resolution upon the 
ground of our past relations with China. It was at the instance of this 
Government-our people have been admitted there and our missionaries 
and merchants have been allowed to pursue their calling in that em- 
pire. Our citizens resident there have also been indemnified by the 
Chinese Government for losses and damages sustained by them. Ido 
it, sir, upon the ground of moral obligation under the peculiar circum- 
stances of thecase. In this connection I call attention again to the clos- 
ing paragraph of the President’s message which has been read. It is 
as follows: 


I draw the attention of the Congress to the latter part of the note of the Secre- 
tary of State of February 18,1886,in reply to the Chinese minister's representa- 
tions, and to invite especial consideration of the cogent reasons by which he 
reaches the conclusion that, whilst the United States Government is under no 
obligation, whether by the express terms of its treaties with China or the prin- 
ciples of international law, to indemnify these Chinese subjects for losses caused 
by such means and under the admitted circumstances, yet that in view of the pal- 
pable and discreditable failure of the authorities of Wyoming Territory to bring 
to justice the guilty parties or to assure to the sufferers an impartial forum in 
which to seek and obtain compensation for the losses which those subjects have 
incurred by lack of police protection, and considering further the entire ab- 
sence of provocation or contribution on the part of the victims, the Executive 
may be induced to bring the matter to the benevolent consideration of the Con- 
gress, in order that that body, in its high discretion, may direct the bounty of 
the Government in aid of innocentand peaceful strangers whose maltreatment 
has brought discredit upon the country, with the distinct understanding that 
such action is in no wise to be held as a precedent, is wholly gratuitous, and is 
asc to in a spirit of pure generosity toward those who are otherwise help- 
jess. 

The correspondence exchanged is herewith submitted for the information of 


the Congress, 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, March 2, 1886. 


And also to that part of the note of the Secretary of State therein 
referred to as follows: 


Yet Iam frank to say that the circumstances of the case now under consider- 
ation contain features which | am disposed to believe may induce the President 
to recommend to the Congress, not as under obligation of treaty or principle of 
international law, but gona’ from a sentiment of generosity and pity to an in- 
nocent and unfortunate y of men, subjects of a friendly power, who, bein 

bl; Sopioyos within our jurisdiction, were so shockingly outeaged: 
that in view of the gross and shameful failure of the police authorities at Rock 
Springs, in Wyoming Territory, to keep the peace, or even to attempt to k the 
peace, or to make proper efforts to uphold the law, or punish the criminals, or 
make compensation for the loss of property pillaged or destroyed, it may rea- 
sonably be a subject for the benevolent consideration of Congress, whether with 
the distinct understanding that no precedent is thereby created, or liability for 
want of proper enforcement of police jnrisdiction in the Territories, they will 
not, er gratia, gd pasar relief to the sufferers in the case now before us to 
the extent of the ue of the property of which they were so outrageously de- 
prived, to the grave discredit of republican institutions. 

I trust you will recognize in what I have herein suggested the desire of the 
United States to carry into effect the “golden rule” recited in the treaty to 
which you have made reference, and that in such action you will perceive our 

and purpose to confirm and perpetuate the friendship and comity which, 
I trust, may long exist between our respective countries. You will, I am sure, 
agree that in d faith, and in compliance with their obligations, the Govern- 
ment of the United States is strenuously asserting its power to secure the pro» 
tection of your countrymen within its jurfsdiction. 

Accept, sir, a renewed assurance of my highest consideration. 

T. F. BAYARD. 
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I desire to 


in relation to some criticism which the gentleman 
from California [ Mr. FELTON} made upon. the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, wherein he called attention to the fact that in his judgment the 
committee ought to have given more attention to the question of restric- 


tion upon the i tion of Chinese than to making reparation for 
any loss or damage they may have sustained—I wish to say in reply to 
that criticism of the gentleman from California that no question before 
that committee has received more deliberate and careful consideration 
than the question of further restriction to which hehasadverted. Ihad 
cies Tonor: myself to vote for the strongest restriction bill which has 
ouse, but which was vetoed by a Republican President. 

g the ae Tta for all these measures of restriction and will also vote for 
this joint resolution. I am willing to vote to the fullest extent in favor 
of bona fide restrictions, and to go even to the extent of abrogating the 
treaty with China ifn to protect American laborers and Amer- 
ican society from the evil effects of this Mongolian immigration. Itis 
conceded by all thatitis.an evil. Ithas been greatly repressed by laws 
already enacted under treaties. Ree an Dy poper betes a Ea 
entirely stopitin the interest of in t, honorable, and self- 
ing American laborers, but let us do it by honorable means fiend 
with treaty stipulations; and while upon this subject let me say that 
Congress may well consider whether the time has not come when pa- 
triotism and wisdom shall dictate further n against the 
immigration of some other classes equally as dangerous to this. country 
and its institutions as these Chinese. The. true laborer and bread- 
winner of this country has no worse enemies than such creatures as these 
who committed this massacre upon these unoffending Chinese.at Rock 
Springs in the Territory of Wyoming, These ereatures were aliens 
and net citizens of thiscountry.. The cause of honest American laborers 
is not promoted by the lawless conduct and crimes of such jee 
And while well-m: , industrious, and virtuous foreigners 
to better their conditions should be welcomed to our hee, there are 
those whose conduct and teachings lead toward anarehy, and who are 
far more dangerous to American society and institutions than are the 
Chinese. I mean such as bring among us socialism, Mormonism, and 
anarchism. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELMONT. I call forthe regular order of business. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House general debate is 
now closed on the pending joint resolution, and the Clerk will proceed 
to read the first section. 

The Clerk read the first section of the bill, as follows: 

Resolved, £e., Rac enn wipe hag cicero and the same is hereby, appro- 

Treasury not otherwise a 


priated out of any moneys in the wone 
paid to the Chinese Government, in 


piaren? irera of the losses unbappi 

tained by certain Chinese subjects by mob violence at Rock Springs, in the Ter 
ritory of Wyoming, sinimpen 2,1885, the said sum intended for distribu- 
tion among the sufferers an Fe AE ear nthe discretion of the 
Chinese Government— 

Mr: CAREY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to move an amendment to the 
first settion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The will state it. 


Mr. CAREY. I movein line 5, after the word ‘‘appropriated,’” to 
insert “or so much thereof as may be 

Mr. BELMONT. There mo ohicdea te ak amendment. 

Mr. CAREY. I desire to be heard on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. I have no doubt theamount metho nae, 
to be appropriated by this reselution is double the value of 
erty actually lost and destroyed. If the of this joint resoln- 
tion be to pay the Chinese Government vindictive damages, intending 
thereby to make the Chinese Government and people feel kindly toward 
us as a nation, the appropriation is not too large. But ifthe object be 
to pay the value only of the property lost through the outrages of the 
mob, then this joint resolution should be amended by the insertion of 
the words ‘‘or so much thereof as may be ,? and further 
amended so as to require the existence and loss of the "property to be 
established by evidence. 

The effect of this resolution is to pay to the Chinese Government an 
amount of money sufficient to give each Chinese resident of Rock 
Springs on the day of the riot nearly $200. The assessed value of the 

of Sweetwater County, in which Rock Springs is located, was 
in 1885 about two and a half million of dollars. Of this amount the 
Chinese residents only returned a few hundred dollars. 

The Chinamen, after they were induced to return to Rock Springs 
under military protection, examined the ruins of their huts, and un- 
earthed, it was stated at the time, much of the treasure which they 
claimed they had lost. Beeause the Chinese Government made a mis- 
take a number of years ago, and paid to this Government a much 
larger sum of money than was required to indemnify American citizens 
for losses sustained in the Chinese Empire, is no reason why this Gov- 
ernment should make a similar mistake now. 

On behalfof Sna POUPE TOF TETE oy TONS taie hapten ag 
unfortunate that hole trath has not been told with reference to 
the riot at Rock Springs. Thħere isa disposition to shirk the responsi- 
bility and place it atthe door of certain classes of the foreign-born pop- 
ulation. Pre ctairoint of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, in answer 


to a question yesterday, replied that only Welshmen and Swedes were 
engaged in the mob, The to the report of that committee 
shows that the nationalities were ish, Welsh, Scotch, 
Irish, and Scandinavians, their numbers predominating in the order 
named.’? These people are not ing of all the odium which at- 
taches to the disgraceful affair. Race was undoubtedly a strong factor, 
but the constant agitation of the Chinese question by the press and the 
people had intensified the bitter feeling i at that time. Con- 
gress and the treaty-making power of the Government had attempted 
to restrict Chinese immigration. The remedy applied had not been 
sufficiently radical. Labor, always jealousof its rights, read daily that 
the law was being evaded and that the country west was being over- 
whelmed by Chinese immigrants. 

The white miners on the day the riot occurred claimed and thought 
they had grievances. They believed from reports circulated in the camp 
that they had been discriminated against in the working of the mines, and 
that white miners in. the village were refused work while Chinamen 
readily obtained employment. While these grievances were probably 
imaginary, itonly required adifiiculty in the mines between a white man 
and a Chinaman to rouse the miners to the highest state of excitement. 
There is no evidence that the ontrageous deeds committed were in any 
sense premeditated. The fire had been smoldering for months, and 
it only required the excitement of the m to fan it into flames. 
When the mob had once assembled and started on its mad career rea- 
son did not govern; its only code was blood, pillage, and destruction. 

The people of Wyoming Territory sincerely regret that the riot oc- 
curred. They do not apologize for it, but. in the strongest terms con- 
aani They do not think they should in any wise be held responsi- 
ble for it. 

Daring the sixteen years of the political existence of the Territory 
previous. to this, trouble good order had been maintained throughout 
the Territory; the laws had been enforced, and life and property were 
as safe as it was possible for it to be ina new country. Her people are 
not of that kind that excite race prejudices or justify mob. violence. 

The President, in his special message to Congress, says: 

While the United States Government is under no obligation, whether by the 


= terms Cire: its treaties with China or the prineiples of international law, 
Seay Se hese Chinese subjeets for losses caused by such means and under 
cireumstan: et that in view of the ble and discreditable 


failare of the authorities o Wyoming Territory to bi te justice the guilty 
parties or to assure to the sufferers an im forum in which to seek and ob- 


*| tain compensation for the losses which those subjects have incurred by lack of 


police protection, and considering Sta aera granre. piha nor 


a micibation om the peut of the Executive may be induced to 
the matter to the benevolent consideration of the Congress tn order that that 


body,in its high diseretion, may the bounty of the Government erent of 
upon 


peaceful strangers whose maltreatment has brou: 
the oe ee woes incre gH —_ fetion is in Sew —- 
a L w na 
puiercuy toward those who Adora Seis | 7 aAa Ei 

This paragraph does an unintentional injustice to the authorities of 
theTerritory. Sweetwater County is a large county containing an area 
equal to the combined area of several of the small States. Its voting 
population is only 1,100. Its peace officers, scattered over the county 
at the time the riot occurred, consisted of a sheriff and his deputy and 
three or four constables; which, previous to this time, had been ample 
to maintain good order. The trouble had not been apprehended by 
anyone. The Chinese consul states in his letter that the sheriff of the 
county did all that was in his power. All the officers, Forshee 
ernor down, backed by the people of the Territory, were prompt to sup- 
press uent threatened outbreaks in other sections of Terri- 
tory. Much is said about the action of the grand jury in Sweetwater 
County. The excitement was so great in the county immediately after 
the riot that the investigation should have been postponed to a future 
time. 

It is rare, indeed, that men who have engaged in riots are brought to 
justice. It is true there is no forum in the county in which compensa- 
tion for the losses incurred can be maintained; but this is not because 
those who were damaged were Chinese subjects. The Chinese stand in 
the same position as Americans in this A civil action would 
not lie against the county. Sweetwater County stands in this regard 
in the same position as the counties in most of the States of the Union. 
In buta small number of the Statesis a right of action given by statute 
against municipal corporations for losses sustained by reason of mob 
violence. 


The riot had not its origin at Rock Springs. Of the population of 
the Pacific States and Territories it is estimated that nearly 10 per cent. 
are Mongolians. Chinese labor has largely undermined on the Pacific 
coast the labor not only of citizens of foreign birth, but of those born in 
this country. Each year the Mongolians are pushing farther East, 
white labor is uneasy, and difficulties between the two races are be- 
coming mos occurrences. As long as the Chinamen are in the 
country they will be entitled to its protection. White labor will array 
itself apah Chinese labor, because it can not successfully compete 
with it. The Chinaman, owing to centuries of deprivation, can live 
on far less than it is ible for an American to live on. The former 


can breathe and have good health in a space not large enough for an 
ordinary closet. He is not burdened in this country with wife and 
children. Hein no sense becomes a part of our people or takes upon 


1886. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD=HOUSE. 4475 
himself of the duties of citizenship. He gathers the fruit of his} Thequestion being taken on the amendment to the amendment, sub- 


toil with the view only of transporting it to his mother country. 

The only remedy is the enactment of a law that. will absolutely re- 
strict all further Chinese immigration to this country. The people of 
the Pacific States and Territories have for years protested against fur- 
ther Chinese immigration. The Territories of the United States want 
more population. Menwho bring families become citizens, build homes, 
and take part in the development of the country always receive a hearty 
welcome. Possessing these qualifications, there is never any inquiry 
made as to race or nationality. It is such men as these who livein the 
Territories that ask that their horrest labor shall not be brought into 
competition with that of the Chinese who are im: into the coun- 
try under contracts which hold them ina condition little removed above 
that of slavery. 

This nation has since its foundation with wise laws protected its pro- 
ductions against the competition of the productions of foreign coun- 
tries. It is important that the nation should elevate the labor of its 
own citizens and protect them against a race that can in no wise iden- 
tify and assimilate itself with the American people. The good order 
paral vig and the best interest of the American citizen require and 

it. 

Owing to the building of new railroads, to the inexhaustible coal 
fields of Wyoming Territory ten thousand miners will within a very 
short time be required. If these miners be Mongolians, they will add 
nothing to the wealth of the Territory, but will sap its very life, and 
the mining camps will consist only of huts. If the miners employed 
bewhite men, besides adding great wealth to the Territory it will bring 
forty to fifty thousand additional population, and instead of of 
a huts, well-built towns will spring up, in which will live thrifty 

tions. 


Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BELMONT. Imove that the committee rise for the purpose of 
limiting debate. 


Mr, O’NEILL, of Missouri. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. CAREY. I would like an opportunity to continue my remarks. 

Mr. edad o eon pill ier in offering the amendment 
is to speak to merits o; ut PDA AR OUDON IE 
be afforded before the measure is 

The CHAIRMAN, The motion of the ATIE New York is 
in order; and the Chair is bound to entertain it. The gentleman from 
New York moves that the committee now rise. 

Mr. CAREY. What has become of my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s amendment ir pending; but 
pending that amendment the gentleman from New Yı has moved 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. CAREY. I think a number of amendments will be required to 
this section. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BELMONT, there 
were—ayes 123, noes 16. 

Mr. KING. No quorum. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I asked for a division on this question, 
with no intention whatever of Magen the consideration of the bill. 
I am in favor of it; but I think it only fair that some one should be 
heard for five minutes in opposition to the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Wyoming, and especially in opposition to the logic 
by which he attempted to support it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The will state to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana that the amendment of the gentleman from Wyoming is pending. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But, as I understand, the of the 
motion to rise and go back into the House is to cut ‘off further debate 
on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is for the House to determine. Does the 
a from Louisiana [Mr. Krye] make the point that no quorum 
voted ? 

Mr. KING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLS. He quorum is not required upon a motion that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
The motion is agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration House joint 
resolution No. 147 had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I ‘move that, when the House next 

resolves itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
this subject, all debate on this resolution and all amendments thereto 
be limited to one minute. 

Mr. MILLS. Say thirty minutes. 

Mr. BELMONT. I must insist upon the motion; the time of the 
committee is very limited. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I move to amend by making it five min- 
utes. 

Mr. MILLS. All the debate has been taken up on one side. Give 
us some on the other. I move to amend by making if ten minutes. 

Mr. BELMONT. The time of the committee under the rule is lim- 
ited to only a few minutes more, and I mustinsist upon the motion. 


ieee ayes are 123, the noes 16. 


mitted | by Mr, Mints, the House divided; and there were—ayes 41, 
noes 79. 

Mr. MILLS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being ‘Gada bh ous AN 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr, Minis and Mr. BELMONT were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; but before the result was announced the 
Speaker declared that the hour for the consideration of bills under the 
rule had expired. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BELMONT. Mr.5 er, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of further considering the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Commition of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment, 
submitted by the gentleman from Ilinois last evening ~ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out line 237 and insert 

“Mexico: Consuls at henules and Matamoras, at $2,000 each, $1,000." hoe 

Mr. CANNON. . Thisis merely adding Matamoras at its proper place, 
it having been stricken out before, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Friendly and Navigator's Islands: Consul at Apia, $1,500. 

Chili: Consul at Talcahuano, $1,000. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move to strike out the paragraph in lines 250 and 
251, and also line 252, with a view of inserting them hereafter at their 
proper’ places in the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, consular service (class 6). 

Mr. CANNON. I offer the same amendment there, to strike out the 
words ‘‘salaries, consular service,’’ so it will stand “class 6.” 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. RocERs having taken the 
chair as §) ‘pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Mc- 
Cook, its tary, announced that the Senate had passed abill of the 
following title; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was uested, namely: 

A bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Turkish dominions: Consul at Sivas, $1,508. 

Mr. BELMONT. At this point, Mr. Chairman, I move to insert 

the line 250, stricken out a moment ago, as follows: 
Friendly and Navigator's Islands: Consul at Apia, $1,500. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not understand, because of the rearrangement 
of this bill, which is so different from what we have had before, what 
is the necessity for thisamendment. I should be glad if the gentle- 
man would state it. What is the effect of the amendment? 

Mr. BELMONT. It is simply to put the salary in the class to which 
this officer belongs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under the present Jaw? 

Mr, BELMONT. Yes; and the manner in which it is inserted in 
the wrong place arose from the fact that the estimates of the Depart- 
ment contained a recommendation that this consul should have the 
salary ‘raised, and would therefore go into another class. The com- 
mittee, however, preferred to leave him in the class to which he be- 
longed. 
Mr. HOLMAN. So the salary is not raised? 

Mr. BELMONT. No, sir; on the contrary, he remains by this amend- 
ment where he was prior to the preparation of this bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SCHEDULE C. 

. Salaries, consular service (class 7): 

Mr. CANNON. I move to amend in line 302 by striking out the 
words ‘‘salaries, consular service,’* so that it will stand ‘‘class 7,” as 
in the other classifications. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

British dominions: Consuls at Gaspe Basin, Windsor (Nova Scotia), Bombay, 
Sierra Leone, and Turk’s Island, at 1,000 each, $5,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman from New York desire to offer 
an amendment there? 

Mr. BELMONT. I have no amendment that I desire to offer. 

Mr. CANNON. I propose to offer an amendment, to insert the line 
stricken out heretofore, 2352, as follows: 

Chili: Consul at Taleahuano, $1,000. 
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Mr. BELMONT. I had proposed to insert that at the end of this 
paragraph of the bill; but let it go in here; it is immaterial. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Allowance for clerks at consulates, to be expended under the direction of the 
Becretary of State at consulates not herein provided forin respect to clerk-hire, 
no greater portion of this sum than $400 to be allowed to any one consulate in 
any one fiscal year: Provided, That the total sum expended in one year shall 
not exceed amount appropriated, $10,000. z 

Mr. HEWITT. I desire to offer an amendment, and after it is read 
I will make a brief explanation of the reason for offering it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 379 add: ‘ 

“Provided further, That out of the amount hereby appropriated the Secretary 
of State may make such allowance as may to him seem proper to any inter- 
preter for clerical services in addition to his pay as interpreter.” 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, under this provision $10,000 may be 
used in the discretion of the Secretary of State to pay additional clerk- 
hire at consulates. By a subsequent provision $4,000 are appropriated 
for pay of interpreters and guards at the consulates at Constantinople, 
Smyrna, Cairo, Jerusalem, Beirut, and Seoul. At Constantinople the 
interpreter receives a salary of $480 a year. When I had the honor of 
being in that city I discovered that this interpreter was the mainstay 
of the consulate; that he was not only the interpreter, but he had to go 
into the court, that he had to keep the records of the consulate, that 
he was doing the work of a first-class lawyer in Turkish law. He isa 
Greek by birth, is a good English scholar, and has a general knowledge 
of modern languages. I found the sum he received was totally inade- 
quate, and I satisfied myself we were doing a gross injustice to this 
competent gentleman by giving him only $480 a year. On my return 
I represented the fact to the Secretary of State, and allowance was made 
of $120 a year out of the appropriation for clerks at consulates, which 
gave him $600 in all. 

This continued till the change of administration, when the incor- 
ruptible First Comptroller of the Treasury disallowed the additional 
amount paid to the interpreter of $120. The result was that my friend, 
out of his allowance of $480, had to repay the additional amount he had 
already received and expended. He has written to me a most distress- 
ful letter, with which I will not trouble the House, except by showing 
the length of it [holding up the letter] to see if some relief could not 
be had. 

I communicated with the First Comptroller, and have received from 
him a most careful legal opinion, in which I am bound to say he sus- 
tains his position that he was compelled to reject this additional allow- 
ance of clerk-hire on the ground that section 1765 of the Revised Stat- 
ntes forbids any officer receiving pay from two several appropriations, 
unless it is done by authority of Congress. He says he is very sorry 
he is compelled to come to this conclusion, but the law leaves him no 
choice. Iask the House to authorize the Secretary of State, if he deems 
it proper, to make an allowance of this moderate character, as he has 
done heretofore, out of this fund. It does not increase the amount one 
dollar. It allows meritorious officers receiving small salaries to live, 
and no more. 

Mr. CANNON, I would have preferred, if this very worthy em- 
ployé of whom the gentleman from New York speaks needs relief, 
that the provision should be specific as to that employé. Ido not 
know whether it is good policy or not to provide that interpreters ma 
also receive pay as clerks. If this principle is to be applied the world 
round at all these different consulates where an interpreter is neces- 
sary, it may grow into an abuse. 

Mr. HEWITT. Itis left to the discretion of the Secretary. 

Mr. CANNON. I know it is left to his discretion, and I presume he 
will exercise it wisely. 

Mr. HEWITT. Iam perfectly willing to modify the amendment; 
but I supposed the same difficulty might exist at some place we did 
not know about. I only pointed out thiscase. The amount for clerk- 
hire is very small, only $10,000, and only $4,000 are allowed for inter- 
preters. The Secretary by this amendment is allowed a little discre- 
tion, and that is all there is of it. 

Mr. CANNON. I apprehend as to this item the gentleman is right, 
but if he will go through the bill he will find other appropriations for 
interpreters at other places. 

But as regards the decisions of the First Comptroller I want to give 
the gentleman from New York and the House notice that if the House 
proposes to change legislation all along the line to meet the legal opin- 
ions and views of the First Comptroller and of the clerks in his office as 
now desired, the gentleman from New York will find that he will not 
have time foranything else scarcely during the balance of this Congress. 

Mr. HEWITT. I admit the amendment is open to a point of order, 
and the gentleman can object ta it on the point of order if he sees fit. 
I havesimply thrown, not myself, but this particular case, on the char- 
ity of the House. If any gentleman objects on the point of order, I have 
done my duty. 

Mr, CANNON. It is too late now to make the point of order. 

Mr. HEWITT. Iam glad of that. 

Mr. CANNON. And I donot wanttomakeitanyhow. ButI want 
to call the attention of the committee again to the fact that many de- 


cisions of this most excellent First Comptroller are breeding great 


trouble in very small matters. For instance, I recollect one now that 
was called to our attention the other day. An appropriation was made 
for the current year for putting in gas-pipes, &c., into the new Pension 
building. That learned officer held you could not after you got the 
gas in put on the small fixtures to utilizeit. ‘There isan appropriation 
for contingencies used for a thousand things, used for ice and a great 
many other things. That learned officer has held that you can not 
from that appropriation purchase car-tickets to send messengers upon 
anerrand. Constant application is being made now to change the laws 
all along the line to meet the opinions of the learned and, as my friend 
from New York says, incorruptible First Comptroller. One of two 
things has got to be done: Either the First-Comptroller must modify 
the strictness of his views touching construction, or we must appoint a 
commission to go all along the line and make the law to suit the First 
Comptroller. [Laughter. ] : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I am hardly surprised that the attempt of an officer of the Government 
connected with a very important branch of the public service, the First 
Comptroller, to return to the old practices of the Government and to 
its severe integrity in the expenditure of the public money should, 
after these years of loose administration, excite astonishment here. 
The speech which my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has just 
made would not have been made by a member of his own party twenty- 
five years ago, for then the old methods still prevailed and the account- 
ing officers were careful to see that not one dollar was drawn from the 

unless it had been properly appropriated to the purpose for 
which it was drawn. 

But in this long lapse of a quarter of a century things have changed, 
loose methods of administration have sprung up. Under doubtful ap- 
propriations large sums of money have been drawn out of the Treas- 
ury, and the methods of administration have been such that, guard 
your appropriation bills as you might, the expenditures in many in- 
stances largely exceeded what was intended to be appropriated by Con- 
gress. . I think, sir, that no higher compliment could be paid to the 
pen First Comptroller of the Treasury, once a distinguished mem- 

r of this House, than the charge made against him here that he will 
not consent that the public money shall pass out of the Treasury unless 


properly appropriated for the specific purpose to which it is sought to - 


be applied. You can pronounce no better eulogy upon him. It is 
getting back, sir, to the better days of the Republic. It is getting back 
to the principle that the money which is drawn by taxation from the 
people shall be applied only to public objects, and that those objects 
shall be specified by public enactment. For one, I regret that this 
amendment has been offered. I regret that in the very first session of 
Congress after the incoming of a Democratic administration a bill like 
this, involving a little over a million dollars and containing many ap- 
propriations which have been held by this side of the House to be un- 
necessary for the proper administration of our foreign relations, should 
have grown $35,000. The expense of one of the most unimportant of 
our foreign legations has increased to the extent of $3,3u0. We have 
a minister there at the capital of a nation with which we have no po- 
litical relations whatever and where we have a consul-general who is 
entirely competent to transact the entire business relations which we 
ibly can have with that government. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow me a 
question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BELMONT. Was not the increase in the salary of that minis- 
ter made in last year’s appropriation bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly it was, but that salary was never received 
until our administration came into power, and that position, one of the 
least important of our ministerial positions, is made the basis of this 
increase, and increase is to be piled upon that. 

Mr. MILLS. What minister does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. BELMONT. Our minister at Constantinople. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I have already remarked, we have there a con- 
sul-general, ata salary-of $3,000 a year, who can perform every possible 
duty that can be required. 

Mr. HEWITT. He can not interpret. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Whatis the present salary of the interpreter there ?. 


Mr. HEWITT. Four hundred and eighty dollars a year. He had 
an allowance of $120 a year, which has been disallowed, and I want to 
give him the same allowance that he had before out of the same fund. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Then it was found that that allowance was made in 
violation of law. ; 

Me HEWITT. Butthe mancan notliveon $480a year. Even the 
gentleman from Indiana would find it difficult to make both ends meet 
on $480 a year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He lived for four years upon that salary. 

Mr. HEWITT. No; he did not. He had an allowance in addition 
to his salary. A 

Mr. HOLMAN. For how many years? 

Mr. HEWITT, He had an allowance for two years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then he had an allowance for two years, but pricr 
to that he lived upon the salary. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, as I understand this matter, there is 
no proposition here involving an expenditure of money for this item 
during the next fiscal year greater than what we are expending during 
the present fiscal year. The amendment, I believe, does not propose to 
increase the expenditure one single cent, but the necessity for the 
amendment grows simply out of the tact thata new Comptroller has made 
a ruling different from the rulings of prior Comptrollers, Itis simply a 
difference of opinion such as is natural among men. 

I care nothing at all for theamendment. I think, however. the facts 
stated by the gentleman from New York disclose the importance of such 
a change of the rules as will allow the committees of this House rep- 
resenting great Departments of the Government to come in and meet 
just such exigencies as this. The Committee on Foreign Affairs, as I 
am informed, has had this subject under consideration, and has now 
pending before it a bill for the purpose of correcting just such diffi- 
eulties as this. In one case salaries are too high; in another they are 
too low. ‘The legislation fixing these salaries was passed years ago. 
Times have since changed; and you must provide new legislation to 
meet new exigencies, : 

In this very instance we find our utter inability, if the rules of the 
House were insisted upon, to make a very proper increase. The point 
of order having been made in this case, it seems to me we must of 
necessity vote this appropriation. Had my attention been drawn to 
the point earlier I should have made the question of order against this 
proposition, as I would all along the line in reference to legislation in 
this bill changing salaries, my object being to illustrate to the House 
the necessity of allowing the committees having relations with the great 
departments of this Government on important subjects an opportunity 
to be heard before the Honse in reference to needed legislation. 

[Here the hammer fell. j 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL- 
MAN] withdraw the pro forma amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido. 

Mr. CANNON, I renew the amendment only for the purpose of 
saying a word in reply to the gentleman from Indiana, who congratu- 
lated himself and the country that at last we have a First Comptroller 
of the Treasury who is disposed to return to the ‘‘ days of the fathers’’— 
4 strict constructionist. I know the present Comptroller very well; 
and I am not here to make an attack upon him. Iam satisfied he is 
an honest man—— 

A MEMBER. Then why does be need so much defending? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not seeking to defend him, nor particularly 
to attack him; I am only replying to the gentleman from Indiana. 
While I am satisfied that this officer intends to do right, yet I do not 
think the House or the country is to be congratulated upon many of 
his rulings, the gentleman from Indiana to the contrary notwithstand- 


ing. 

Tn a general way it is truc that without the approval of the First 
Comptroller the accounts which go to the Treasury can not be ; 
He construes the law. What I complain of is that this officer, instead 
of standing erect and looking all along the line of the public service, 
asking for the substance of appropriation and legislation, viewing the 
whole field, appears to have seized a magnifying glass, and if he can 
find a fly-speck anywhere in any general or special legislation, he pro- 
ceeds to examine it through the magnifying glass and makes his de- 
cision from the fly-speck, instead of taking in the whole field of the 
public service. 

I ay again that the gentleman from Indiana when he congratulated 
himself that this officer had brought about a return to the ‘‘ days of 
the fathers” must have had in view that lengthy and learned decision 
of the First Comptroller upon the appropriation for miscellaneous ex- 
penses of the Treasury Department, an appropriation covering ten thou- 
sand items, which it would be impossible to specify, the appropriation 
for that reason being called ‘‘ miscellaneous.” When theSecretary of 
the Treasury desired to buy $50 worth of car-tickets to give to mes- 
sengers to pay their fares as they went from one part of this city of 
. magnificent distances to another upon his errands, this Comptroller ex- 
amined the law and said that this miscellaneous fund would not cover 
ear-tickets. Why he so ruled I never understood until the gentleman 
from Indiana just told us that we were returning to the ‘‘ days of the 
fathers.” In the ‘‘days of the fathers’’ there were no street-cars, and 
nocar-tickets; thereforean expenditure of that kind could not be drawn 
from this miscellaneous fund. [Laughter.] That is all I desire to 


say. 
. Mr. HEWITT obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hew1it] 
proceeds I desire to remind my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] of 
the provision of the Constitution, which he no doubt remembers very 
well, that— : 

No money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of appropri- 
ations made by law. 

Certainly a public officer who would administer his office in disre- 
gard of this provision, who would allow money to be drawn from the 
Treasury which had not been appropriated to the specific object, would 
be liable to condemnation. 
` Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, I have no controversy with the gen- 


tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. The First Comptroller is the 
creature of the law. He must obey the law. The law may be very 
unreasonable, and it is quite possible the First Comptroller may take 
unreasonable views of the law, and he may have done so in many cases, 
and they will come up for consideration from time to time. But in this 

icular case he has decided rightly. I have no controversy what- 
ever with-him, but in his own letter to me he says it is a hardship, and 
Congress can correct it. 

There is no controversy about the merits. My friend from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] is quite mistaken in the view he takes of this matter. 
He says he regrets the introduction of the amendment, because it in- 
creases this It does nothing of the sort. It gives this unfortu- 
nate young gentleman what'he had before. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Only for two years? 

Mr. HEWITT. Unfortunately, when a man living at $480.0 year 
has increased his expenses to $600 and has to get back again to $480 a 
year it is a greater hardship and more difficult todo. Besides, out of 
that $480 he has to give back $120 he had for the last year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did the gentleman make inquiry in reference to 
the salary ? 

Mr. HEWITT. I made inquiries as to these salaries everywhere. 
To clear the thing up I will ask to put in the Recorp my letter to the 
First Comptroller and his reply. In this case there is no disagreement 
about the fact and the law, and I hope the committee will make it pos- 
sible for the Secretary of State to do an act of justice to a deserving 
young man. 

The correspondence referred to by Mr. Hewirr is as follows: 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D. C., January 8, 1586. 


My Dear JupGeE: I am afraid in your zeal for the public service you have in- 
advertently done an injustice to the interpreter of the consulate at Constanti- 
nople. I happen to know this gentleman, who is an exceedingly accomplished 
young man, and bas very important functions o priya as he must appear in 
court in all cases affecting American citizens, and is in reality the only person 
capable of taking care of their interests. His salary was so ridiculously low 
that I recommended the Reps some years agu to make an increase in 
the shape of clerk-hire, and he received $120 a year in addition to his salary of 
$180 as interpreter. This, however, only gave hin~ $600 a year, which was en- 
tirely inadequate for his support, Subseq arty on my suggestion the allow- 
ance was made $100 in lieu of $120, which would have given him a salary of 
a year,a sum entirely inadequate for his support, but as he had some means he 
was able to get meg with it. I inclose you herewith a letter just received 
from him, showing the straits in which he has been pl. by your decision 
that the allowance for clerk-hire was unlawful, so that he is not only redu: 
to the salary of $480 a year, but is compelled to return the $100 which he had re- ` 
ceived as his first quarter's allowance as clerk. I must trouble you to read his 
letter, although it is somewhat long. because I think it will better explain than 
I can the embarrassment in which he is placed,and will,as I hope, lead you to 
reconsider your decision. Of course if there be no discretion we must make 
some provision in the diplomatic and consular bill to meet this case, because so 
long as we maintain a consulate at Constantinople at all we must have an in- 
ral prod and the interpreter mnst live. Ido not myself see any reason why 
an interpreter can not also be a clerk; nor why, if the allowance be insufficient 
to sustain two pau one man might not have both salaries. Atany rate, in 
this case there is no abuse, but there is areal hardship, which I hope you will be 
able to overcome. Please return the letter of Mr. Demetriades, with such a re- 
view as will enable me to put his mind at rest and relieve him from the suffer- 
ingin which your decision has placed him. 

Sincerely, yours, 


ABRAM S. HEWITT. 
Hon. Mittox J. DURHAM, 
First Comptroller, Treasury Depariment. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1886. 

Sim: I have carefully read the letter of Mr. D. N. Demetriade to you of De- 
cember 21, 1885, as well as yours of January 8, 1886, in regard to the disallowance 
of $110 in the gecounts of Consul-General Heap st Constantinople, being the 
amount charged in his account as having been paid by him to Mr, Demetriades 
for one quarter’s clerkship and exchange, 

I can notreconsider or change the decision I made in the matter, as I think I 
decided the same in accordance with law, 

Section 1765 of the Revised Statutes says: 

* No officer in any branch of the public service, or any other person whose 
salary, pay, or cmoluments are fixed by Jaw or regulations, shall receive any 
additional pay, extra allowance or compensation, in any form whatever, for the 
disbursement of public money, or for any other service or duty whatever, un- 
less the same is authorized by law, and the appropriation therefor explicitly 
states that it is for such additional pay, extra allowance or compensation.” 

Mr. Demetriades, acting as interpreter of the consul-genera! at Constantinople, 
was an officer. His pay was fixed at $80 per year. ow, the above section de~ 
clares “no officer in any branch of the public service * * è shall receiveany 
additional pay, extra allowance or compensation, in any form whatever, for 
the disbursement of public money, or for any other service or duty whatever, 
unless the same is authorized b; w, and the appropriation therefor explicitly 
states that it is for such additional pay, extra allowance or compensation,” 
How can Mr. Demetriades receive any additional pay for any other work he ma 
do unless “the appropriation therefor explicitly states that it is for such addi- 
tional pay, extra allowance or compensation?” Iadmit that aman may hold 
two distinct compatible offices and receive pay for both, when it clearly ap 
that Congress intended heshould do so; but that is certainly not the case here. 
There is nothing to indicate that he was-to have additional pay for his clerical 
work; and he therefore comes within the inhibition of section 1765, 

I have been compelled to pass upon this section frequently since I have been 
in office, by reason of efforts on the part of very many employés of the Govern- 
ment to get ag parm ae for what they call extra work or pay for two offices. - 
Thé case of Mr. Demetriades may be a hard one, but you are aware that I can 
not provide against that. Congress must do that, I can only construe the law 
asIfindit. I would cheerfully allow Mr. Demetriades what he claims if I could 
conscientiously do so. 

` I return herewith the letter of Mr. Demctriades. 


Very respectfally, 
M. J. DURHAM, Comptroller. 
Hon. Anram S. HEWITT, 
House of Representatives. 
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May 13, 


Mr. BELMONT. I accept the amendment of the 
New York. It is in the line of the action of the 
_ The committee aopen an amendment, which I have 

the instruction of the Committee on Foreign regard to the 
contingent fund for foreign missions, and like this it was also offered at 
the instance of oA es neg enorme eter RODIE 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr, Chairman, Iam constrained to oppose this 
amendment. It isasmall matter, it is true, but the policy of the com- 
mittee is not to allow new legislation on appropriation bills. It is in 
violation of the spirit of the rule we adopted at the beginning of this 


bag SPET 

hile it may be true this is a small item, still we can not undertake 
to cure whatever may be imperfect in the consular and diplomatic 
service of the Government upon an appropriation bill. It has been 
deemed unwise to do so, as shown by the rule adopted at the beginning 
of this session prohibiting legislation upon general appropriation bills. 

I do not think the First Comptroller of the Treasury Department is 
subject to the criticism made against him this morning. We can not 
be too careful in appropriating the public money, and executive officers 
can not be too careful in construing the law while paying out the public 
money, because we all know tharad is a constant pressure upon the heads 
of these Departments to yield to the most liberal interpretation of the 
law. 

There is a constant clamor now by many of the new ministers and 
consuls recently sent abroad to foreign countries for increased salary and 
expenses. 

We can not undertake to regulate all these sy an intelligent 
and proper way som an appropriation bill. The Committee on For- 

eign Affairs has been igor Hie | a bill on this particular subject upon 
the basis of the services rend: by our various representatives abroad. 
This has not been thorough] arnt ome since 1856. It ought to be done 
again. To that when it is rought into the House we can submit 
amendments which will not be in violation of the spirit of the rule of 
this House prohibiting acne ma on appropriation bills. 

The salary of the mission in reference to which the pending amend- 
ment has been offered was increased some time ago 25 per cent. Yes- 
terday an increase was voted for a steam-launch for it. Now we are 
asked to increase the compensation for interpreter at this place. 

Mr. HEWITT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; itis to give him what 
he was getting before. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It is to give him by law what he heretofore got 
in violation of law. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What the First Comptroller regarded as vio- 
lation of law. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. He is the officer to interpret the law, and we are 
not; Ithink we had better let all these things go until they can be prop- 
erly considered. 

The whole diplomatic and consular service needs reclassification and 
rearrangement. Owing to the great progress in telegraphy, means of 
travel, and intercommunication, as well as the advance in commerce 
and civilization and enlightenment, the diplomatic service has become 
less important and the consular service more important. Some con- 
sulates that for commercial reasons have risen to greater importance are 
not adequately paid, while others are paid too much. The system of 
consular fees is sadly in need of correction. Some of the less impor- 
tant missions might well be consolidated and the number of officials 
somewhat reduced and unnecessary expenses cut off without detri- 
ment to the service. But under our rules this, if done at all, must be 
done upon another bill, for it changes existing laws. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the attention of my 
friend from Indiana, Judge HOLMAN, to the fact that the whole ques- 
tion of economy here turns upon something like $140; whereas a mo- 
ment ago there was a bill here presented, for which there was no con- 
stitutional authority that I have been able to discover, requiring if 


adopted the payment by this Government of about the sum of $147,- 
000, and he dic not open his lips to oppose it. 
Mr. RICE. Mr. man, I agree fully with what my friend from 


Georgia on the committee has said. There was an effort on the part of 
the committee to put nothing in the-bill which would subject it to the 

int of order, and consequently we left out many things which might 
Lor been introduced and which we would have been glad to insert 
had it not been for that. 

Now, this amendment has been offered by a gentleman not on the 
committee. It has escaped the operation of the point of order, and it 
is in line with what the committee would have been glad to do had it 
not been for the fact that it subjected such measures to the point of 

order. It is in line with what everybody admits ought to be done; and 
haying escaped the point of order we ought to secure it while i in our 
power, and not wait until another general bill is reported to cover all of 
the defects of which complaint is so justly made. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I differ with my distinguished friend 
from Massachusetts in regard to his views on this matter. Therehave 
been demands made upon the committee from the employés of nearly. 
all of our foreign service, and while this particular item may have es- 
capec the point of order, as he suggests, I am satisfied that the friends 
of these different consuls have failed to offer amendments in their be- 


half, knowing that we were the policy of preserving the a 
propriations hitherto made. nee ee ought to follow out the sae 
principle in regard to every one of them. If we are going to set aside 
the system which has been inaugurated, and make different appropria- 
tions from those which have been made, instead of applying the uni- 
form rule to this appropriation bill as heretofore, the effect of such a 
departure would be simply to embarrass the ent. 

‘There are none of these ters or clerks who do not desire an 
increase of salary, and I concur with my friend from Indiana in saying 
that it was wise in the First Comptroller in UAE, (29s HCP 
upon this subject. -He has beibio, him the law upon statute-book. 
He has taken that and interpreted it as he finds it and as his duty re- 
quires him to do. 

Mr, RICE. Let me ask the gentleman from North Carolina has he 
acted equally wise in asking the House to legislate? 

Mr, COX. Most unquestionably. If he wants different legislation, 
if he sees the necessity or importance of it, it is his duty to suggest it 
and get it through this body, and not through any in tion which 
he may give to existing law. That would be most unwise; and for that 
reason I say that he has ected most properly in the course pursued. 
Judicial as ae as constructive legislation by departments is always un- 
wise, and it will be unwise here, While there may be merits, and un- 
doubtedly there are merits in the individual case presented, in this par- 
ticular case the interpreter has the advantage of having some gentleman 
upon the floor who has been there and knows the facts which surround 
him; and had members of this House been at the different courts through- 
out the world where our legations are established they would no doubt 
have found many other equally meritorious cases which would have 
been advocated in the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina a question for information. Has the State Department made any 
order making a special allowance to this officer—that is, the present 
Secretary of State? What I wish to know is whether or not, prior to 
this ruling of the Comptroller of the Treasury, the Secretary of State 
ee any allowance, or a special allowance out of this fund, for this 
officer? 

Mr. HEWITT. He had. - 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then, as I understand it, the present Secretary of 
State finds, in view of the ruling of the Comptroller, which may be 
right, that the sum of this allowance is not sufficient? 

Mr. HEWITT. I do not know as to that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has he made any recommendation? 

Mr. COX. He makes no recommendation. 

Mr. BELMONT. He holds that he is precluded from making the 
allowance. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then, I understand, the Secretary of State holds 
that he is precluded from making an order granting the allowance? 

Mr. COX. The Secretary of State has made no recommendation, as 
I understand it, in the matter. 

Mr..BLOUNT. Then if the point of order is withdrawn a vote can 
be taken upon the merits of the proposition. 

Mr. BELMONT. ‘That is my suggestion. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theamendment proposed by the gentleman from 
New York will be again read. 

The amendment of Mr. Hewrrr was again reported. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The Clerk proceeded to read the next section of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before leaving this section I 
desire to offer a furtheramendment. I want to move to strike out the 
words in lines 375, 376, and 377: 

No greater portion of this sum than $190 shall be allowed to any one consu- 


ate in any one fiscal year. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I reserve the point of order, but am willing to 
hear a statement by the gentleman from Kentucky in support of his 
amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The object of the amendment 
is to leave to the State Department the distribution of this sumof . 
$10,000 without the limitation that no greater portion of this sum than 
$400 be allowed to any one consulate in any one fiscal year. 

The idea I had in offering the amendment was that the State De- 
partment would know better the exigencies-of any particular consu- 
late, the circumstances of the places, and the expense of living than we 
could or the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 1t does not increase the 
amount or the number of persons employed among whom and for 
whose benefit this sum shall be distributed. It simply removes the 
limitation on the discretion of the Staté Department. 

Mr. BELMONT. It seoms to mé this would be adopting a new prin- 
ciple. While I did not care to raise the point of order against the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt], the object of 
which was to render the law more specific and limit the discretion of 
the accounting officer, this amendment would seem to extend the dis- 
cretion of the Department. Although it is a small matter, I make the 
point of order against the amendment as changing existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York indicate to 


the Chair what the exising law on the subject is? 
Mr. BELMONT. The existing law is that no greater portion of this 
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sum than $400 be allowed to any one consulate in anyone year. This 
is the law according to the last ap; iation bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ken . If I understand the point 
made by the gentleman from New York it is that in the last appropria- 
tion bill, perhaps in several preceding appropriation bills, the same sen- 
tence was included as in this appropriation, that no greater portion of 
this sum than $400 be allowed to any one consulate in any one fiscal 


year. 

I do not think the rule of order the House has adopted is applicable 
here. It does not apply to a mere limitation ina former os gg pear 
bill as to how a particular appropriation shall be do not 
think that can be considered as having the force of continuing law so 
that it can not be changed in an appropriation bill. It expires of ne- 
cessity at the end of the year for which the appropriation is made. It 
does not continue longer than the distribution of that particular money 
under that particular appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is informed, although he has not the 
law before him, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] 
states, that the existing law is the same as in this ph to which 
the gentleman from Kentucky offers his amendment to strike out the 
portion indicated. Under clause 3 of Rule XXI, the Chair considers 
that*the amendment changes existing law, and therefore is not in order. 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not know that the Chair 
precisely caught the point I was endeavoring to make. My pointis that 
this is no longer existing law; that.the words in the rule ‘‘ existing 
law” mean necessarily a continuing law, a statute by which and under 
which certain appropriations are permanently paid for certain perma- 
nent officers; that therefore it does not change any existing law to put 
into a new appropriation a statement what shall be done with the money 
appropriated under that bill for objects which already exist by operation 
of law. The consulate exists, the consular clerk exists. He isnot given 
any fixed salary. Thereisno fixed amount appropriated for him under 
any law or forany of the expenses of that consulate. Whatever appro- 
priation has been made expires from the very necessity of the case at 
the expiration of the year for which that particular appropriation has 
been made. 

Now, a new bill making a new appropriation for the objects created 
by the law to which no fixed salaries have been given certainly can not 
come under that rule of order, as it appears to me. The distinction 
between the words in the rule ‘‘existing law” and an appropriation 
bill seems a clear one, One is a permanent statute. An appropriation 
bill is simply a mode of justifying the officers of the Government in 
paying out certain sums of money therein set apart for the objects 
therein mentioned. 

Mr. BURROWS. May I be permitted to say one word upon this 
point of order, because it involves an important question? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Michigan will proceed. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think the Paeon from Kentucky is entirely 
right in his construction of this rule. I think in determining the ques- 
tion whether a provision of an appropriation bill does violence to that 
rule the only question is whether it changes existing law. Nowa pro- 
vision in an appropriation bill, which appropriation bill is now in force, 
simply providing the manner in which the money shall be distributed, 
is hot existing law, in my judgment, in the sense of that rule. I think 
it is all determined by this consideration: If when the appropriation 
bill dies or the apprep tion for the year expires there is a provision in 
that bill which would float into the general statutes of the country, then 
that is existing law; but if a provision dies with the bill, fhen it is not. 
Now certainly this does. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. z 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. RICE. I desire to say a single word on the amendment. The 
amendment, I have no doubt, is in accordance with the wish of whoever 
might be Secretary of State. As will beseen by all, if there is no limit 
to the allowance he may make to any one consulate out of this sum which 
is appropriated for general purposes for all the consulates he will be over- 
whelmed by requests from every one on account of emergencies for more 
than the $400. Every one will want a little more. If he hasa provision 
of law which restricts the amount to $400, he can say no at once, without 
any partiality to any one, and can avoid a great deal of trouble and im- 
portunity to which he would otherwise be ex . It seems to me, 
therefore, that the amendment is not one which it will be good policy 
to adopt. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, while I did not hear my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Rice] very distinctly, as nearly as I could at this 
distance catch the drift of his words I agree with him, for I must say, 
as a practical fact in the operation of the Department, that this limita- 
tion is one which serves the purpose of wholesome administration and 
does not hamper it. The administration of the State Department is 


now, and always is, beset with applications, with pleas from every quar- 
ter of the globe, for more assistance in each of the great consulates and 
in many of the small ones, and the answer can be made at once by re- 
ferrivg to the law which fixes the limit at $400. 


And that is not an 
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unreasonable limit when you remember that Congress, after having 
carefully scanned the whole service, with the estimates of the et win 
ment in hand, has already provided what it believes is a proper allow- 
ance of clerk-hire for every consulate in the service that needs an allow- 
ance for clerk-hire at all. The limit of $400 is one by which I believe 
the Department of State will be aided rather than hampered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

Of course I differ from the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] with 
great deference and with great reluctance, because I have had no prac- 
tical experience in these matters and he has had a great deal; but if I 
catch the drift of his argument it is that we ought to have this limita- 
tion upon the power of the State Department because it would enable 
the ent in answering applications from the different consuls to 
say, ‘‘I would be very glad indeed to help you, but my hands are tied.’’ 
In other words, I understand his point to be that the State Department 
would be very glad to have the ungraciousness of a refusal taken from 
its own shoulders and put open ours, Mr. Chairman, that does not 
seem to be a good reason for legislating. The State Department un- 
derstands the exigencies of these various consulates which need this 
money. Itisa of the duty of the State Department to understand 
that subject, it is a part of the duty of the Department when they 
do understand it to carry out into executive action the preliminary 
knowledge which it is the duty of the Department to acquire. And 
whether the State Department would like us to take the responsibility 
of the ungracionsness of their reply or not is not really the gist of the 
matter. : 

The real question is, which department is the best to distribute this 
money? I say undoubtedly the executive department, that has charge 
of it, rather than the legislative department, which merely appropriates 
the money. Undoubtedly the Committee on Foreign Affairs have gone 
over this matter carefully. No doubt they know a great deal more 
about it than I do, and I do not undertake to say that there ought to 
be more than $400 paid out at any given place; but I do undertake to 
say that it may be so during the current year; that it is contingently 
probable that it will be so, and that it is better to leave some flexibil- 
ity for overdistribution of this money than to make the rule inflexible. 
The sum is very small, $400, and the maximum is a very scant sup- 
port. It maybe that ata given time, ata given place, and under given 
circumstances more will be needed. If not, this does no harm. If so, 
it does do harm not to have this amendment, and that is the view I 
had in offering it. 

I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE, of Kentucky, and it was lost. > 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk an amendment 
which I desire to offer to this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: S 

Insert after the word “ dollars,” in line 438, these words : 

“Provided, That such parts of any fie (bre as contain novel personal experi- 
ences of the writers, ions of stan history, legendary, romantic, and other 
historical episodes, descriptions of scenery, accounts of royal and other courtly 
fetes, unnecessary scientific disquisitions, and individual opinions on politics! 
economy, shall not be printed at the public expense.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to reserve the point of order on that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MCADOO. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that, 
Let me talk a few minutes about the merits of the amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. We are just getting some good political economy in 
those reports now, and I do not want it stopped. 

Mr. McADOO. I do not want any theoretical political economy in 
them, but do not object to the statement of social and economic facts. 

Now, Mr. i , if this amendment sounds facetious it is because 
the subject has been made ridiculous by many of the consuls who write 
these reports. Ido not want to curb the wild and fruitful imagination 
of such gentlemen as the one who represented us a few years agoat the 
court of Greece and who filled many pages in one of his reports recount- 
ing how he had danced with the queen of that country. 

We all remember how the poetic imagery of J. Meredith Reed used 
to run riot through these monthly magazines of the State ent, 
What American citizen does not remember that bright and glowing 
description of scenery given by Hon. Sapedilla Scruggs, formerly of 
Georgia, late of Patagonia! I have before me a volume of the consu- 
lar reports, picked up at random. One consul at Cuba proceeds to tell 
how much he paid the colored guide to take him across the island; of 
his daring adventures and masterly horsemanship imhis long journeys; 
he describes the beauty and magnificence of the scenery, the grand 
luxuriance of the tall palm:trees, the ferocity of the wild beasts, the 
cooling locust leaves that protected his surging brain from the tropical 
sun, the dusty cars, the plenitude of asses in the roads, the water he 
had to drink, and his personalexpenses. Anotherconsul, writing from 
the East, begins with a long scientific disquisition, covering some ten 
pages, about the origin of coal, starting out with the trite theory, with 
which every school-boy is familiar, that it originates from vegetation. 

If this powerful mind had not been sent to represent the Republic in 
the wilds of Australasia the United States and the world would be in 
ignorance of this great ray of scientific knowledge. Says he, ‘‘ With 
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to the origin of coal various theories have been advanced by 
scientists, all agreeing, however, that it is purely of a vegetable char- 


acter.” This original discovery must have made the consular brain 
ache, How refreshing this from a business statement of our relations 
with Australasia. Anotherconsul, writing from China, fillsup his report 
witha startling account of a village fire, telling how the bank building 
was about to be consumed by fire, and how the Chinese firemen rushed 
up to put it out—a mere matter of local news. Had not a wise Govern- 
ment established this literary bureau the whole Occident would remain 
in dense ignorance of the fact that ‘‘about 8 p. m. on June 3, 1882, a 
fire broke out in the town of Amoy, close to the Hong-Kong and Shang- 
hai bank buildings, and, there being a strong northwest wind blowing 
at the time, the fire made considerable headway and threatened to be- 
come a serious conflagration, butat 10 p. m. it was extinguished by the 
roof of the burning house falling and smothering the flames.” Pause 
and consider the importance of this startling international information. 
Think of the effect on commerce if the roof had not fallen, possibly 
leaving Hi Liver’s butcher-shop to the fury of the flames. Another, 
writing from the antipodes, discusses the ethics of suretyship for a 
friend, and describes the workings of the mind of a man of ‘‘refined 
and delicate sensibilities.” 

So all through these reports. There are some exceptions. Some of 
these reports are very well written, and indeed valuable. But all 
through these volumes many of these consular officers simply write 
magazine articles. Now, I do not object to a good ine article; 
it is very refreshing. But if these men want to write books of travel 
and glowing descriptions of scenery, let not their productions be printed 
at the publicexpense. They haveno businessin these volumes. ‘They 
may tickle the vanity and please the personal friends of the writers, but 
they are not proper public documents. 

I remember an instance in connection with the gentleman I alluded 
to a moment ago, our former minister to Greece. He was one of the 
galaxy of literary stars that contributed to this magazine. He told 
how nimbly the queen danced with him, described her dress, stating 
whether it was decollette or not; he no doubt thought the Grecian king 
very gracious in not being jealous when a man of martial renown 
and personal charms danced with her majesty, his wife. 

Mr. CANNON. Was that in a consular report? 

Mr. MCADOO. I believe it was in a consular report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, it was in the report of the minister. 

Mr. McADOO. I thank my friend from Indiana for the correction. 
That description was in the report of J. Meredith Read, our late min- 
ister to Greece. 

I believe these reports, so far as our consuls are concerned, are now 
somewhatim proved; but we want to have this evil stopped by legislation. 
The State Department should be authorized to put an end to it. No 
one would appreciate more than myself a fine description of Constanti- 
nople, the beauties of the Bosporus, with the “tapering summits of 
the tall minarets,” of the mosques towering above the stream with a 
halo over all of oriental legends and millennial traditions; such a de- 
scription from our imaginative, genial, soulful, and exiled friend Mr. 
Cox would certainly be worth reading. But Mr. Cox can find hun- 
dreds of publishers who will give to ‘‘the suffering millions of this 
country,” as a gentleman lately from Colorado used to say, his book of 
travels telling about all these things, and there is no need of its being 
published at the Government Printing Office at the expense of the 
people. He can come here and read it to Congress. No one could re- 
sist his request for unanimous consent. Of course Mr. Cox will not 
waste his superb talents as a narrator and wit in these literary adjuncts 
of a versatile if not substantial diplomacy. 

It is, however, an outrage upon men of literary ability like Mr. Cox 
and our consul at Glasgow, Bret Harte, that they should be obliged to 
enter a literary contest with Scruggs and Reed in contributing to these 
musty records articles which, thus published, are not appreciated, 
when private publishers would be glad to give to the world their views 
upon the scenery, the social habits, and the political economies of the 
countries in which they have traveled. I therefore sincerely hope that 
this amendment will be ad I believe it is in the line of positive 
and aggressive reform, and will result in substantial benefits to the 
consular service. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope my colleague [ Mr. SPRINGER], whom I now 
see leaving the Hall, will remain, for I wish to make an allusion to 
him. No doubt it is his modesty which prompts him to retire. 

Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. McApoo], amd especially to his remarks about the dispatches 
from our former minister to Greece. The remarks of the gentleman 
only show how the emanations of great minds, when handled and im- 
proved upon by competent people, pass into literature and become a 
part of the common property of us all, so that frequently we do not 
exactly know their origin. Now, the gentleman from New Jersey, in 
telling us about the dispatches of J. Meredith Reed, our Grecian min- 
ister, over ten years ago, did not know, I suspect, that he was using— 
I presume without leave or license—a speech of my colleague [Mr. 
SPRINGER], made over ten years ago on the floor of this House upon 
the consular and diplomatic ay oi aa bill. It was that speech of 
my colleague which brought into notice all over the country and 


gave him his reputation—I mean his speech in which he quoted ‘*The 
Maid of Athens,” &c. 

Maid of Athens, ere we part, 

Give, oh, give me back wy heart! 


Can I cease to Tove thee? No! 
Zein pov, gás dyara, 

T recollect we extended his time for a second hour, so delighted were 
we in listening to'his remarks. Of course the gentleman from New 
Jersey did not know that my colleague was entitled to all the credit of 
having discovered and brought to public notice those di es. 

Now, having defended my colleague (whose modesty made him re- 
tire as soon as I rose) against this piracy upon his exclusive property, 
I yield the floor. a 

Mr. MCADOO. I had no knowledge that the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] had ever commented on thìs subject. i 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order against the amendment 
that it is a legislative proposition sought to be attached to an appro- 
priation bill, and, under the rule, is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and rules 
the amendment out. 

Mr. BELMONT. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs to move, in line 448, to strike out ‘‘one hundred and thirty ’’ and 
in lieu thereof to insert ‘‘one hundred and fifty;’’ soit will read: ` 

Expense of froviding all such stationery, blanks, record and other books, 
seals, presses, flags, signs, rent, postage, furniture, statistics, newspapers, freight, 
foreign and domestic, telegrams, advertising, messenger service, and such other 
miscellaneous expenses as the President may think necessary for the several 
consulates and commercial agencies in the transaction of their business, $150,000, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division on that amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 21. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nodquorum has yoted. 

Mr. BELMONT, Ifthe gentleman will withdraw his demand for a 
division I think I can satisfy this Committee of the Whole of the ne- 
cessity and justice of the amendment which I have offered under the 
instructions of the Committee on Foreign Affai 

Mr. HOLMAN. I take it for vines of course, there will be no ob- 
jection to the gentleman from New York explaining. the amendment 
which he has moved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York will proceed, no 
objection having been made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman from New York proceeds I 
wish to call attention to the fact that these contingencies have been in- 
creased some $20,000, and now it is proposed still further to increase 
them to the extent of $20,000. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I am as earnest a friend of eco- 
nomical administration of Government as any gentleman possibly can 
be on either side of this House. The necessity for this appropriation, 
moved in the amendment I have offered, is the reason why the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs have unanimously recommended the amend- 
ment which I have submitted. Although in the first instance we 
thonght the Department might be able to get along with $130,000 ap- 
propriated in this paragraph, upon further inquiry it was found that 
during the last eight years this has been about the average limit of the 
cost of this service. A comparison of the books shows that one year 
differs very little from another in this respect, and that for a number 
of years the appropriations for consular contingent expenses have been 
less than the known requirements of the service, the deficit being sup- 
plied each year by a deficiency appropriation. For the past eight years 
the appropriations have been as follows: 


General 


Fiscal year. | appropriation. Deñciency.| Total. 
$115,000 00 | $17,637 17 | $132,687 17 
115,000 00 | 21,929 50 929 
115,000 00 | 29,511 75 |. 144,511 75 
125,000 00 } 13,836 78 | 138,836 78 
135,000 00 | 16,983 19 | 151,983 19 
135,000 00 | 19,546 00 | 154,546 00 
110,000 00 | 41,598 56 | 151,508 56 
110,000 00 | 34,970 35 | 144,970 35 


The result of the deficiencies in this icular branch of the service 
is-not only to embarrass but to discredit American consuls abroad. I 
do not know whether this matter has been brought to the attention of 
the House hitherto, but it was a matter of surprise to the committee 
that for several years past American consuls have been subjected to 
this form of humiliation. 

Under the law, Mr. Chairman, consuls are required to draw upon the 
State Department for the amounts expended by them in the discharge 
of their official duties. These drafts have been often dishonored and 
have been protested because the Department has not had the funds to 


‘meet them, and there are at present over $7,000 in drafts of consuls 


which remain dishonored. The House has received a communication 
from the Secretary of State, addressed to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, asking for $40,000 inthe deficiency bill to meet these drafts. 
While this has been called a contingent fund, the fact really is all the 
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separate cxpenditures under this heading are made according to pro- 
visions of law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the amount of the current appropriation 
for this purpose ? 

Mr. BELMONT. It is $110,000, and I hope the House will give its 
attention to the present condition of these expenses under the last ap- 
propriation bill. 

From astatement prepared by the disbursing officers of the State De- 
partment, with a view of asking Congress for an immediate defficiency 
appropriation of $40,000 to meet the expenses under this head for the 
current fiscal year, it appears that the expenditures for the contingent 
expenses of consulates for the first six months of the present fiscal year 
have been as follows: i 


$34,999 76 

12,012 49 

11,934 22 

Furniture ..........c000- 1,669 85 
Statistical information 2,142 42 
Messengers and orie 2,138 00 
Traveling expenses . 277 0 
Miscellaneous..../...... 7,451 41 
Expended by Department for stamps, flags, seals, &c 7,429 78 
80,055 77 


- It will be noticed that the expenditure for rent is at the rate of $70,- 
000 a year, out of an entire appropriation of $110,000. This rent al- 
lowance is provided for by permanent statutes. Under section 1700 
Revised Statutes consuls above the $1,000 grade may be allowed rent 
to the extent of 20 per cent. of their salaries. The consular salaries of 


this class for the present fiscal year amount to $345,000. Twenty per |. 


cent. of this sum would be $69,000, which leaves, at the current rate of 
expenditure, only $1,000 for the rents of all the feed consuls, who by 
section 1732 Revised Statutes are also entitled to receive such allow- 
ance for rent as may be approved by the Secretary of State. 

The other main items of consular expenses are almost as certainly 
fixed in practice as that of rent, though not specifically established 
by Jaw. 

So it is not only impossible with the present appropriation to carry 
out the law in regard to rent, but in regard to other necessary expenses. 
The consuls of course.can not be expected to pay office-rent out of their 
own pockets any morethan the officials in the Department here can be 
expected to pay for the use of their offices in the public buildings. 
Consuls in carrying out their instructions under the Jaw are required 
to draw upon this fund. They have so drawn, but their drafts have 
been protested and remain protested. 

I desire to say on behalf of the committee we have had many ap- 

ls from ministers and consuls for increases which we were con- 
pelled to refuse. 

We have presented what we deemed to be au economical bill. But 
from the very reasons of economy it seems to me that this method 
hitherto in practice of appropriating an amount of money known and 
proved to be below the absolute needs of a Department under the law, 
and then making the pretense of increased economy in the preparation 
of the bill as so constructed, with a view of appealing again to the 
House subsequently for a deficiency, is neither wise nor proper legisla- 
tion, and in this case it is a vicious form of legislation and even dis- 
creditable, since it has discredited our own officials, and for these rea- 
sons I now ask a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The sum appropriated for the present fiscal year for 
contingent expenses of our foreign ministers is $75,000. 

Mr. BELMONT. Will the A ears permit me to ask a ques- 
tion? Does he not know that thero is already a deficiency on that ac- 
count? s 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; I understand the ministers have over- 
drawn sums allowed for conti ies. 

Mr. BELMONT. There is a deficiency, nevertheless. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no deficiency in the proper sense of the 
term, and there could not be a deficiency in such case without a viola- 
tion of the law. $ 

Mr. BELMONT. The manner in which these bills have been pre- 
sented has compelled a deficiency in this fund; and the gentleman will 
find that it does exist and amounts to about $14,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am very confident that there is no proper defi- 
ciency. ‘The law expressly declared the sum that might be expended 
during the fiseal year. 

Mr. BELMONT. A deficiency, however, exists for foreign missions. 
The rule of the Department is different in regard to the consulates. 
That rule requires that the consuls shall be paid a certain amount for 
rent, &c., out of the contingent fund for consulates, whereas the De- 
partment, having been given a certain amount for foreign missions, can 
only distribute that amount among them. Nevertheless, under the 
present system, deficiencies have been introduced in both services, and 
provision has been made for them. In the present case a deficiency 
will have to be provided. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I repeat, that under the present state of the law 
there can be no deficiency. That could only arise under a violation of 
the law; and it will be seen from the very items which make up this 
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vision of contingent expenses that it would be impossible, without 

pyiolation of the law, to create a deficiency. The law expressly limits 
the sum that could be expended. The law indicates the purpose and 
extent of the expenditure, ‘‘ for the purpose of enabling the President 
to provide such stationery, blank-books, seals, presses, blanks, &e., as 
he shall think necessary,” &c., $75,000. Suchare the terms and other 
provisions of the law; making allowance, as will be seen, for nearly 
every possible item of contingencies that ought to arise. , 

The law for this fiscal year appropriates for these purposes $75,000. 
The present bill appropriates $105,000, an increase of $30,000. 

For the consulates the contingencies are stated in the law of the pres- 
ent fiscal year substantially as follows: 

r ide, at the public ex 
eee eee eanne Ih nd ether books, seals’ presses, flags, and signs 
as he shall think necessary for the several consulates in the transaction of their 
business, and also for rent, postage, telegrams, furniture, and travelingand mis- 
cellaneous expenses, and for printing in the Department of State, $110,000. 


The bill reported and now under consideration proposes to increase 
that amount $20,000, making it $130,000, and the amendment offered by 
the chairman increases that amount $20,000 more, making it $150,000. 
The increase to $130,000 was unjustifiable, and yet $20,000 more is to 
be added! 

I take issue with gentlemen who speak of the possibility of an Ameri- 
can citizen representing this Republic abroad, as minister or consul, be- 
ing humiliated by its frugality in expenditure in the diplomatic and 
consular service. I do not consent to that form of speech. 

Mr. BELMONT. Let me interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me complete the sentence. I do not consent 
that the service of a representative of this country in any foreign gov- 
ernment, under any conditions, if he bears himself as becomes the rep- 
resentative of the republican institutions of his Government, can by 
any possibility be humiliated in his intercourse with foreign powers. 
Such speech is not admissible, certainly not here. 

Sir, the highest dignity that can be bestowed upon an American cit- 
izen is that when brought into official relations with the jeweled and 
tinseled. courts of Europe or elsewhere he represents the republican 
simplicity of his Government, and the highest honor that can gather 
around him springs from his deportment as an American gentleman, 
with the simplicity, dignity, and integrity of an American citizen 
engaged in the public affairs of a free people, and conscious that he 
represents greatness as well as the intelligent manhood of his country 
and its frugal expenditure of the taxes drawn from the labor of its peo- 
ple. Sir, the most honorable display that has occurred in our period 
of our republican institutions and system of government in the capitals 
of Europe was that made by Joseph A. Wright, of Indiana, minister 
to Prussia, passing with the independence of an American gentleman 
through the streets of Berlin and its great market-place with a market- 
basket upon his arm; and that still greater example of Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, in the midst of the fierce tumults of Paris, representing with 
the simplicity and dignity of an American citizen the power and man- 
hood of this great Republic, standing undismayed in the presence of 
appalling public disorder, not supported by the glitter and tinsel, the 
power of wealth, or the splendor of courts, but by the simplicity and 
dignity that so well became him as a representative of the American 
people, with the flag of his country still floating when the flag and repre- 
sentative of every kingly courtof Europe had gone down and disap 
before the fierce blastof the commune. This is the quality that should 
characterize the American minister abroad—republican simplicity and 
dignity and manhood; not the petty tinseled display of wealth, mo- 
narchieal institutions, and courts. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. BELMONT rose. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask if all this is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] are proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. How long will it last? 

a CHAIRMAN. Until some gentleman demands the regular 
order. 

Mr. STORM. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. But debate on the amendment had closed and 
the committee was dividing. The gentleman then proceeded to explain 
the amendment by unanimous consent of the committee. The demand 
for the regular order cuts off all debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope unanimous consent will be given to the gen- 
tleman from New York to make any explanation he wishes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from New York may be permitted to make 
a farther explanation of the pending amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELMONT. I shall not detain the committee more than a 
moment, but I at the time the gentleman from Indiana was 
speaking that he did not see fit to allow me to state that he must have 
a ee me. When I spoke of the humiliation to which our 
officials have been put under the present system of deficiency appropria- 
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tions, that had nothing whatever to do with the amount of their sala- 
ries. The Committee on Foreign Affairs has been careful to retain the 
What I referred to was the humil- 


ro ear authorized by law, and their being compelled to submit 
to ving their drafts protested, and remaining protested until the defi- 


ent show 
that for three years these expenses every year have exceeded $150,000, 
and that the drafts of the consuls have had to go to protest, to the dis- 
honor of our name and of their credit ? 

Mr. BELMONT. Thatisso. And while the last bill appropriated 
$110,000, there is now a request from the Department for $40,000 more 
to ied ne in the deficiency bill, making $150,000, the very amount we 
are asking here. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman think we can not get along as 
economically as our predecessors ? i 

Mr. BELMONT. We are appropriating here the same amount as 
has been required heretefore. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have never appropriated so much. 5 

Mr. COX. Iask unanimous consent that the statement of the Sec- 
retary of State on this point be read. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The fund from the current fiscal year, as in the previous years, will doubtless 
be exhausted early in the last quarter, involving a deficit of some $40,000. The 
- accounts peorenton cover expenses which the laws contemplate. Under the 
oaar $ nstructions of the Department the consuls draw for the amounts due 
them. ‘These drafts are often necessarily dishonored for want of funds, and the 
accounts returned to the consuls until such time as a deficiency appropriation 
shall be available for their payment. This entails widespread hhardshi ip. Con- 
suls are not ina ition, and should not be e: . to adyance money to the 
Government wi t Sebenetts anes M Bean wat Sener e The protest of a draft 
must often injure their credit, and may even destro; 

their situation actuall Apian It also rates to injure the 


the United States Governmen: unfavorably a: our commercial interests 
in quarters where the influence and a permanent market may 
be desirable. t; the and isolation of the 
consul. Asa at some distant it has become impossible to negotiate 
even a i rafts must be sent from Apia to San 

cisco for or four months lost in recet the amount, 
From t of view it is both advisable and just that nt provision 


tial. 

Fed Lin ei en 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 

and the oo from New York [Mr. BELMONT] will take their 
as tellers. 

Zhe compare again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 104, 


noes 
Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 
Pica CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Clerk will call 
e roll, 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer: 


Adams, John J. Dibble, Lore, Sa e 
Aiken, , Dingley, Lowry, Snyder, 
Anderson, J. A. Dowdney, fos) Spriggs, 
Arnot, Fisher, y % age pa J. W. 
Barbour, + McComas, Martin, 
Boutelle, Gallin i McKinley, Stone, E. F. 
Boyle, Sn; Cc. H. on it, 
Bragg, ibson, Eustace ly y, 
Brumm, Gilfillan, $ Taylor, E. B 
Buchanan, Hammond, Muller, Taylor, L. H. 
Burleigh, Hanback, Neece, ‘Taylor, Zach. 
Burnes, Harris, Negley, J. 
Butterworth, Henley, N Townshend, 
Carleton, Hepburn, O'Donnell, Trigg, 
Caswell, Holmes, Q Wellborn, 
OClardy, Hopkins, Outh White, A. 
Cole, Houk, Parker, Wilkins, 
Collins, Azion, Perkins, nare 
Comstock. ey, p burn * 
Crain, Pindar, Worthington 
Culberson, King, Pirce, 

Curtin, bbey, Randall, 

Daniel, Long, Riggs, 


The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. 
Harcu reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union having had under consideration House bill 6392 and find- 
ing itself without a quorum, he had directed the roll to be called, and 
now re to the House the names of the absentees to be entered 
upon the Journal. 5 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. HAM- 
MOND, is detained at his room by sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the absence of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, Mr. DINGLEY, is caused by his having been severely 
vat by a fall. The names of the absentees will be entered on the 

ena 


It appears that there are eighty-nine members absent; two 
hundred and thirty-three members ha answered—more than a 
quorum. 
The Committee of the Whole House on thestate of the Union, under 
the rule, resumed its sitting. 


The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. 
Mr, HOLMAN. With a view to promoting the transaction of the 
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yano business I shall not insist further on a quorum upon this vote. 
have no objection to the Chair now announcing the result. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes are 104, thenoes43. ‘The ayes haveit, 
and the amendment is to. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I now move that the committee rise 
and report the bill, with the amendments, favorably to the House. 

‘The motion was agreed to. o 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Haron, from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that they had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 6392) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service of the Government for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, 
and for other purposes, and had instructed him to report the same to 
the House with sundry amendments and with the recommendation that 
it do pass. . 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. 8 er, I now move the previous question on 
the amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole and upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The motion was to. 

sr cata cio ni Is a separate vote desired on any of the amend- 
ments? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask a separate vote upon the last amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded upon any of the other 
amendments to in the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. SOWDEN. I ask that the amendment upon which the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] demands a separate vote be reported 
to the House. 

The SPEAKER. It will be, when the Housecomes to vote upon it. 
If there be no other demand for a separate vote the question will be 
taken upon agreeing to the other amendments in gross. 

The question was taken, and the amendments adopted in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment on 
whicha separate vote isdemanded by the gentiemanfrom Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 448, strike out * $130,000" and insert ‘‘ $150,000," 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 145, nays 74, not 
voting 103; as follows: 


YEAS—145. 
Adams, G., E. Crisp, Price, 
Allen, C. H. Croxton, Hiscock, T.B. 
Anderson, J, A. Cutcheon, Hitt, Rice, 
Atkinson, . Dargan, Jackson, Rowell, 
Baker, Davenport, ‘ames, Ryan, 
Ballentine, Davidson, A.C, Johnson, F.A ` 
ale, Davidson, R. H.M. Jones, J.T. Bayers, 
vis, Laird, ton, 
Bayne, Dockery, Lanham, 
ont, i Lawler, Singleton, 
Bingham, aba, see Le Fevre, Smalls, 
Blanchard, Dunham, Li 4 Spooner, 
Bland, Ely, Little Steele, 
Bliss, Ermentrout, Louttit, Stephenson, 
Blount, Evans, Lovering, 
Bound. Farquhar, Mahoney, Struble, 
Boutelle, Findlay, Ma Swinburne, 
Brady, Foran, Martin, 8 
Breckinridge, WCP. Fuller, omas, 0. B. 
wn, Funston, McKenna, Thompson, 
Brown, W. W. Gay. Merriman, ‘Throckmorton, 
uck, Gof, Millard, ‘Turner, 
Bunnell, Grosvenor, Miller, Van Eaton, 
Burrows, Grout, Moffatt, Van Schaick, 
Butterworth, Hale, Morgan Viele, 
ynum, Harmer, Morrill, Wade, 
Caldwell atch, Murphy, Wadsworth, 
pbell, Felix Hayden, ‘elson, WV ait, 
Campbell, J. faynes, O'Ferrail, Wakefield, 
Campbell, T, J. Heard, O'Neill, Charles Ward,T,B. 
Cannon, Hemphill, O'Neill, J.J. vest, 
Catchings, Hen: n,D.B. Osborne, White, Milo 
Clardy, Hepburn Payne, Whiting, 
Clements, Herbert, Peters, Willis. 
Conger, Herman, Pettibone, 
per, Hewitt, Phelps, 
Cox, Hiestand Plumb, 
NAYS—74. 
Allen, J. M. Geddes, MeMilin, Springer, 
Anderson, ©. M, Glaks, McRae, Stewart, Charles 
Barry, Green, W.J Morrison, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Beak, ll, Neal, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Bennett, 1, O'Donnell, Storm, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Henderson, J. 8S. Owen, Swope, 
H Holman, K Taulbee, 
Campbell, J. E. Howard Pidcock, ee eg 
T, Hudd, p Ward, J. H. 
Hutton, Reid, J.W. Warner, A. J. 
ock Johnston, T. D. eese, Warner, William 
Cowles, * Jones, J.H. Richardson, Weaver, J. B. 
Dawson, King, rs, W * 
Eden, Kleiner, Romeis, Wheeler, 
Eldredge, Laffoon, Scott, Wilson, 
Everhart, La Follette, Seney, Wise, 
Ford, Lehlbach, Seymour, Wolford, 
Forney, Maybury, Skinner, 
Frederick, McAdoo, Sowden, 
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NOT VOTING—103- 

Adams, J. J. Fisher, Lowry, Rockwell, 
Aiken, Fleeger, L; ~ Sawyer, 
Arnot, Gallinger, Matera: Shaw, 
pnt ae Sie ri Morlais Srrlees 

e, n, ~ 
Bragg, Gilfillan, Milliken, a Eier. 
Browne, T. M. Glover, Mills, Stewart, J. W. 
Brumm, Green, R. Mitchell, St. Martin, 
Buchanan. Guenther, Morrow, Strait, 
Burleigh, Hammon Muller, A 
Burnes, Hanback, Neece, Taylor, E. B. 
Carleton, Harris, Negley, Taylor, L H. 
Caswell, Henderson, T.J. Norw Taylor, Zach. 
Cole, Henley, Oates, Thomas, J. 
Collins, ill, O'Hara, Tillman, 
Compton, Holmes, Outh a ‘Townshend, 
Crain, Hopkins, Parker, A 
Culberson, Houk, Payson, A 
Daniel, baon, J.T. Perry Wellborn > 

el, 7 A ‘ellborn, 
Dibble, Kay Pindar, Ae A 
Dingley, cham, Pirce, Vilkins, 
Dowdney, Landes, Randall, Wi 
Duns soe Ranney, Toobar; 

Isberry, ng, orthington. 

Felton, Lore, Fip maa D 


The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 
Mr. Lowry with Mr. MCCOMAS. 
Mr. Arnot with Mr. LONG. 
Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. Ike H. TAYLOR, 
Mr. FELTON with Mr. LANDES. ‘ 
Mr. MULLER with Mr. HOUK. 
Mr. BOYLE with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
Mr. DowpNeEy with Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. 
Mr. Norwoop with Mr. GILFILLAN, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. PARKER. 
Mr. Curtry with Mr. NEGLEY. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Stewart, of Vermont. 
CULBERSON with Mr. MCKINLEY. 
. BURNEs with Mr. BUCHANAN. 
Mr. Fisher with Mr. LYMAN. ` 
Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. PIRCE. 
. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Ilinois. s 


Mr. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr, BuRLEIGH. 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. CASWELL. 
7 The following-named members were announced as paired for this 
ay: 
. WILKINS with Mr. PERKINS. 
. HAMMOND with Mr. KELLEY. 
. Matson with Mr. STRAIT. 
. PINDAR with Mr. HOPKINS. 
. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. DINGLE, 
. LE FEVRE with Mr. HAYDEN. > 
. PERRY with Mr. HANBACK. 
. WINANS with Mr. BRUMM. 
. LIBBEY with Mr. SNYDER. 
. ROCKWELL with Mr. DIBBLE. 
. MILLS with Mr: Payson. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is upon ordering the bill as 
amended to be engrossed and read a third time. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter notion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING THE SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 


By unanimons consent leave was granted to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to sit during the sessions of the House for the next five days. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. REAGAN. I desire to call up House bill No. 6657 to regulate 
interstate commerce and to prevent unjust discrimination by common 
carriers. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order, if the House determines 
to consider it. 

Mr. HATCH. Imakethe point of order that by special order of the 
House it has been provided— 

That Thursday, the 13th day of May, 1886, after the second call of committees, 

, be set apart for the consideration of such business as may be presented by the 
Committee on Agriculture, this order not to interfere with general appropriation 


or revenue bills,and whether so interfered with on that day or not,shall be a 
eetinuing: order until the bills presented by said committee shall be disposed 
of. 


The SPEAKER. The order which the gentleman cites was made by 
the House on April 30; buton the 16th of March the House by a sus- 


of the rules set the 13th day of April for the consideration of 
ouse bill No. 6657, and provided that its consideration should con- 
tinue from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr, HATC I make the point of order that the resolution just re- 
ferred to by the Speaker does not ‘‘set apart” the 13th day of April, 
but simply makes the bill a special order for that day. The resolution 
which I have read, and which takes effect to-day after the second call 
of committees, sets apart this day for the special business of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and it does not except prior orders. I submit, 
therefore, that the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
is not in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call attention to the language used in she two or- 
ders. The order of March 16 provides that ‘the 13th day of April be 
fixed for the consideration of House bill No. 6657,” and ‘‘thatits con- 
sideration be continued from day to day until finally disposed of.” 
The order of April 30 provides that the 13th of May be ‘‘set apart.” 
The difference in the language of the two resolutions is that one pro- 
vides that a day be ‘‘fixed,’’ and the other provides that aday be ‘‘set 
apart.” Both are continuing orders. There is simply a difference of 
verbiage, the effect being exactly the same in both cases. 

The SPEAKER. But upon examination of the two orders the Chair 
finds that in one case the bill referred to is simply made a special order, 
and in the other case a day is ‘‘set apart’’—dedicatel for the consid- 
eration of certain business. 

Mr. REAGAN. The inquiry I make is, what is the difference be- 
tween ‘‘setting a ” a day and “fixing” a day? 

The SPEAKE There is a very considerable difference, When a 
day is ‘‘set apart” for the consideration of certain measures that day 
must be appropriated for that purpose, and the business can not be in- 
terfered with except ‘by raising the question of consideration against 
each measureas it is called up or by revoking the order, a motion to do 
which can only be entertained by unanimous consent. The Chair was 
at first under the impression that the two orders were alike in their 
terms, in which case the special order which the gentleman from Texas 
desires to call up would have had priority over that of the gentleman 
from Missouri, because firstadopted. But upon examination the Chair 
finds that the two orders are not in the same language. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the business which the gentleman from Missouri 
desires to call up is in order to-day, can I not antagonize it——- : 

The SPEAKER. ly. When the gentleman from Missouri 
makes the motion, for instance, to go into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider a particular bill, if that 
motion be rejected, then the gentleman from Texas can call up his spe- 
cial order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I ask the Honse to refuse to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the House will not do any such thing. 
[Laughter.] Under the order which I have read, I first call up for 
consideration the bill (H. R.5190) to enlarge the powers and duties of 
the Department of Agriculture. Mr. Speaker, as a matter of precau- 
tion, I desire to state that underthis order I propose to present for con- 
sideration, besides the bill I have just mentioned, a bill (H. R. 2933) 
to establish agricultural experiment stations in connection with the 
colleges established in the several States under the provisions of an act 
approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto; a bill 
(H. R: 7208) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the establishment 
of a bureau of animal industry, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 29, 1884; a bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax 
upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exporta- 
— of oleomargarine; a bill (H. R. 2293) to promote agriculture, and 

‘or other 


Mr. AGAN, Irise to a parliamentary inguiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. REAGAN. If the Chair holds that this day is set apart for the 


consideration of business of the Committee on Agriculture to the ex- 
clusion of a prior special order, will that ruling operate beyond this 
day? Will the business of the Committee on Agriculture go on from 
day to day until it is disposed of? I want to know whether anything 
else can be done this session. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, it is a continuing order. 

-The SPEAKER. It is true itis made a continuing order, but the 
Chair thinks the only day ‘‘set apart” or dedicated is to-day. After 
to-day it will be in order for the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
to call up his measures, but the House will all the time have the right 
to decide the question of consideration. 

Mr. EDEN. Irise to a parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

vs EDEN. Can the question of consideration be raised under this 
order? 

The SPEAKER. Ofcourse it can. Ifa bill called up by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri is in the House, any gentleman can raise 
question of consideration against that bill. But the bill to which the 

tleman from Missouri first calls attention is in Committee of the 

le on the state of the Union; and the only way to prevent the 

consideration of that bill is to refuse to go into Committee of the Whole : 
on the state of the Union. : 
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Mr. REAGAN. At the proper time I desire to raise the question of 
consideration. ' 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has just stated that if a bill called up 
is in the House, the question of consideration can be raised immediately. 
But if itis in Committe of the Whole on the state of the Union, the 
only way to defeat its consideration is by refusing to go into Committee 
of the Whole to consider it. The gentleman from Missouri calls up 
the bill which has been named by him. 

Mr. HATCH. Unless the gentleman from Texas will consent this 
bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Motions are pending and the Chair will state the 
condition.of the question. ‘The billis in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union and one hour to which the committee 
was entitled under the rule has expired. The motion pending was that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and pending that a motion was made by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] to limit debate to one hour and 
an amendment by the same gentleman to limit the debate to ten min- 
utes. The question nowis upon the amendment to limit debate toten 
minutes, on which the previous question had been ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER, The previous question was ordered by unanimous 


consent, 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will be allowed 
to withdraw it. 

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw the amendment to limit debate to ten 
maute; and now move an amendment to make it two hours instead 
of one. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think there are serious defects in the bill, and 
notice I believe has been given of two or three substitutes to be offered 
for it. I doubt such a bill creating a new department of Government 
can be considered properly in two hours. I think a longer time should 
be allowed. 

Mr. HATCH. How much time do you suggest? 

Mr. REAGAN. Three or four hours. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam willing to say three hours, I wish the gentle- 
man to have all the time he wishes. 

Mr. HATCH’s motion as amended, to limit general debate to three 
hours, was then agreed to. ; 

. TheSPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. REAGAN. I propose to ask for the consideration of the inter- 
state-commerce bill, 

The SPEAKER. The only way to prevent consideration is to refuse 
to adopt the motion to go into committee, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 36. 

Mr. REAGAN. I give notice that to-morrow after the morning hour 
I will move to take up the interstate-commerce bill. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of considering the bill H. R. 5190, enlarging the powers 
and duties of the Department of Agriculture. By order of the House 
all general debate has been limited to three hours. 

. REAGAN. At what time will it bein order to offer a substitute 
for this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman has been recognized to 
speak he can offer his substitute for consideration. It can not be voted 
upon until after the debate is closed. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would like to have the substitute I desire to offer 
read for the information of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri desire th 
floor at this time? 

Mr. HATCH. He does. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks to have his sub- 
stitute read at this time. 

Mr. HATCH. Ihave no objection to the substitute being read and 
coming in at the proper time. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The substitute may be read for information. 

Mr. REAGAN. I submit the following substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there shall be at the seat of Government an 
executive department to be known as the department of industries, and a sec- 
retary of industries, who shall be the head thereof. 

SEC. 2. That there shall be in the department of industries a division of agri- 
culture, and to superintend said division a commissioner of agriculture, who 
shall be a practi iculturist, and who shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the ad and consent of the Senate, and who shall be entitled to 
receive a sal of $5,000 per annum. 

Sec. 3. That for the purpose of collecting and disseminating all important and 
useful information concerning agriculture, and also concerning such scientific 


matters and industrial pursuits as relate to the interests of agriculture, the sec- 
of industries shall organize the following bureaus in the division of ag- 
rieulture, namely : - 

First. The bureau of icultural products, which shall include divisions of 
botany, entomology, and chemistry; and the chief of which bureau, who shall 
bea practical lturist, shall investigate the modes of farming in the sev- 
era] and Territories, and shall report such practical information as shall 


tend to increase the p ofits of the farmer; respecting the various methods; the 
crops most profitable in the several sections; the preferable varieties of 
vines, plants, and fruits ; fertilizers, implements, buildings, and similar matters. 

Second, The bureau of animal industry, to be in charge of acompetent veter- 
posed | surgeon, who shall investigate and report upon the number, value, and 
condition of the domestic animals of the United States; their protection, growth, 
and use; the causes, prevention, or cure of contagious, communicable, or other 

; and the kinds, races, or breeds best adapted to the several sections for 
profitable raising. 

Third, The bureau of lands, the chief of which shall investigate and report 
upon the resources or capabilities of the public or other lands for farming, stock- 
raising, timber, manufacturing, mining, or other industrial uses. And all pow- 
ers and duties vested in the commission now known as the Geological Survey, 
together with all clerks, employés, and agents, and all instruments, records. 
books, papers, „are hereby transferred to the department of industries. And 
the secretary of industries shall institute such investigations and collect and re- 
port such information, facts, and statistics relative to the minesrnd mining of 
the United States, and facilities for their ventilation and general operations, as 
may be deemed of value and importance. 

Sec. 4. That in addition to the duties imposed by chapter 10, title 7, of the Re- 
vised Statutes, the secretary of industries shall cause to be collectedand report 
the agricultural statistics of the United States; and, in addition, all important in- 
formation or statistics relating to industrial education and cultural colleges; 
to markets and prices; to modes and cost of transporting agricultural products 
and live-stock to their final market; to the demand, supply, and prices in for- 
sign markets; to the location, number, and products of manufacturing estab- 
lishments of whatever sort, their sources of raw material, methods, markets, 
cost of tra: rtation, and prices; to such commercial or other conditions as 
may affect the market value of farm products or the interests of the ind 
classes of the United States. And the secretary is hereby authorized to estab- 
lish such divisions in this bureau, and to make such monthly or other eae 
as he shall deem most effective for the prompt dissemination of such reliable 
information respecting crops and domestic and foreign markets as will be of 
service to the farmers, miners, mechanics, laborers, or other industrialists of 
the United States. A 

Sec, 5. That there shall be in the department of industries a division of labor, 
which shall be under the superintendence of the Commissioner of Labor; and 
the Bureau of Labor, as provided for in chapter 127 of the acts of the Forty- 
eighth sry Nea with its officers and duties, shall be transferred from the De- 
partment of the Interior to the department of industries. 

Sec. 6, That there shall be in the department of industries a division of com- 
merce, and to superintend said division a commissioner of commerce, who 
shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, and shall reteive a salary of $5,000 per annum, 

Sec, 7. That all divisions and subdivisions, bureaus or parts thereof, heretofore 
attaching to the Treasury Department by virtue of the provisions of chapter 10, 
of title 7, of the Revised Statutes, relating to the Bureau of Statistics, which shall 
hereafter be known as the bureau of external commerce; title 48, relating to 
commerce and navigation; title 49, relating to the regulation of vi 
commerce; title 50, relating to the regulation of vessels in domestic commerce; 
title 52, relating to the regulation of steam-vessels; title 56, relating to the Coast 
Survey; title 55, relating: to lights and buoys; sections 4801, 4802, |, 4804, 4805, 
and 4806, of chapter 1,title 59, relating to hospital relief for seamen; and chapter 
265 of the acts of the Forty-fifth Congress, second session, relating to the Life- 
Saving Service, or by virtue of any law amenda of said seve! 
or regulations in pursuance thereof, shall, from and after the passage 
be parts of the division of commerce in the department of ind: es; and the 
secretary of industries shall establish in said division of commerce a bureau of 
aes commerce, to be organ and governed as other bureaus in said di- 
vision. 

Sec, 8. That all duties devolving upon the Secretary of the Treasury by virtue 
of the several provisions mentioned in the preceding section shall, from and 
after the passage of this act, be performed by the secret, of industries. The 
authority conferred and the duties imposed by said several provisions upon the 
Register of the Treasury shall, from and after the passage of this act, be exer- 
cised and discharged by the commissionerof commerce, All bonds authorized 
by any of the provisions aforesaid to be made payable to the Register of the 
‘Treasury shall, from and after the passage of this act,be made payable to the 
commissioner of commerce. 

Sec, 9. That section 158, title 4, of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended by 
adding at the end thereof the words: “ Eighth, The department of industries.” 

Sec. 10. That this act shall not be construed to interfere with the present 
organization of the various departments, divisions, subdivisions, and bureaus 
embraced herein, except with reference to the transfer thereof to the depart- 
ment of industries, subject to the general provisions of law relating to regula- 
Hoos hen the various Departments of the Government and appointments to office 
therein. x 

Sec, 11. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby 
repealed, 


Mr. HAJCH. I yield fifteen minutes of my time to the gentleman 
cky [Mr. McCrEAry]. 

REARY. Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of this session I 
ced a bill to establish a department of agriculture, with a secre- 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of 
te, to preside over the department, with equal rank and pay as 
the secretaries now constituting the executive Cabinet. The bill now 
under consideration provides for a department of agriculture and labor, 
and while it is broader and more comprehensive than the bill intro- 
duced by me, it is not materially different, and I am most heartily in 
favor of its passage. : 

The object of the bill is to enlarge the powers and duties of the De- 
partment of Agriculture. It is based on a belief that it is the duty of 
our Government to give to American farmers all such important and 
practical information as will insure larger yields and better profits, more 
encouragement and greater protection to agriculture and labor. 

From the center to the circumference of our indissoluble Union the 
people, animated by a desire for fraternity, reconciliation, and prosper- 
ity, have ‘beat their swords into plowshares and their spears into prun- 
ing-hooks,’’ and there has never been a more opportune time than the 
present for giving to agriculture and labor the appreciation and recog- + 
nition they deserve. 

Our Republic is more than a hundred years old, and during all these 
years agriculture has been the foundation and chief support of nearly 
every other business. 

The census of 1880 shows that about one-half of the population of 
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the United States live by agriculture, and the vast contributions made 
from farms constitute the material prosperity of our Republic and its 
greatest wealth, 


This t and growing country is now the foremost agricultural 
country in the world, leading all others in the aggregate yield of corn, 
cotton, wheat, and tobacco, and many other products of the soil. 

New Orleans exceeds all other cities in the value of her cotton trade. 
Louisville is the ‘‘queen city” of the world in her tobacco trade, and 
Chicago has no equal as a grain-distributing point, and five-sixths of 
all the exports of this nation go directly from the farms. 

In the rush and push of business but few persons Jook carefully at 
the vast and splendid results of agriculture in the United States. It 
is estimated that the capital invested in this industry amounts to $28,- 
000,000,000. While the most careful estimates place the annual value 
of manufactured products at $6,000,000,000, the farms of our country 
furnish in value more than $9,000,000,000 annually to help feed and 
clothe the world. The total salesof the United States to other nations 
in 1880 amounted to $823,946,352. Of these the agricultural products 
constituted 83 per cent., worth $683,010,976, while all other products 
were but 17 per cent.; or, in other words, our agricultural exports are 
five times greater than all other exports. Yet less than 8 per cent. of 
our agricultural products go to foreign markets, 93 percent. being used 
athome. For the lastsixty years the proportion of agricultural to total 
exports averages over 81 per cent., as is shown by the following facts 
published by the former Statistician of the Agricultural Department: 

The {mmense increase of our exports in sixty years t makes an extraordi- 
nary showing, but it is a more remarkable fact that with the growth of popula- 


tion and of varied industries the cultural surplas should more than maintain 
its proportion to total exports. e customs figures are as follows: 


Year. 


| Exports. | Agricultura exports, 


In the last ten years the exportsof agriculture have nearly doubled, and atthe 
same time the proportion to total exports has increased. 

The great progress and prominence of breadstuffs and provisions in this record 
is shown in connection with cotton, which fifty years ago constituted about five- 
cighths of the exports of agriculture, The decennial record is as follows: 


Provisions. | Cotton, 


$29, 674, 883 


63, 870, 307 
71,984, 616 
191, 806, 655 
237, 624 


211,535, 905 


These are but samples to illustrate the immensity of this great in- 
dustry, but the picture may be enlarged by showing tho wonderful in- 
crease of our crops and chief products in the decade between 1870 and 
1880, as shown by the Commissioner of Agriculture: 


Article. Quantity, [Year. 

Cotton produced in United aA E AE 4,352,317 | 1870 
ósaceesesposeossatsesssocacovostosoocese OR., EFTA 000,000 | 1 

Corn raised in United States. „bushels. 700! 8410. 594 1870 

TO sei sudit hisi setevets\ e AdO] 1,754, 449,435 | 1880 

Wheat crop of United Stat ES sesos! ral 745,626 | 1870 

ASEEN ie wel seven 80,033 | 1880 

Tobacco crop amounted pounds. Tau en 1870 

Sores ER sase dO sonne 889 | 1880 

Oats produced in United States. .........ccssccsereeee „b 282,107,157 | 1470 


The increase of agricultural products was nearly 100 per cent. in 
these ten years, and in the last year of this decade our cattle exports 
rose from $13,000,000 to $14,000,000, beef from $7,000,000 to $12,000,- 
000, pork from $5,000,000 to $8,000,000. 

The lahor of this country is to-day what the sunshine is to the uni- 
verse, what the heart is to the body—it gives health and life and vigor; 
it makes the anvils ring, the spindles whizz, the farnaces glow, the 
fields beautiful with abundant harvest, and places our agricultural, 
manufactured, and mineral products in the front rank among the pro- 
ductions of the world. Is it asking too much then for agriculture and 
labor to be represented in the executive Cabinet? -Almost every in- 
telligent and civilized nation in the world has given more prominence 
to agriculture than the United States. 

It is neither new nor unprecedented to elevate the Departmentof Agri- 
eultare to an Executive Department and place it in charge of a secre- 
tary. 


In France there are nine executive departments. A minister of 
agriculture is at the head of one of them. 

In Prussia there are eight secretaries, including one for agriculture. 

In Italy there are nine heads of departments. One is the minister 
of agriculture. 

In Russia there are ten secretaries. Everything pertaining to agri- 
culture in its broadest sense is in charge of one of these secretaries. 

In Austria there are seven secretaries, forming what is called the 
council of ministers, One is for agriculture. 

In Spain the council of ministers consists of cight members, one of 
whom is the minister of agriculture and commerce. 

In Brazil, the great empire of South America, there is n minister of 
agriculture, 

In Portugal there is a department of agriculture and commerce; 
and Mexico and most of the republics of South America have each a 
department of agriculture and statistics, under the supervision of a 
secretary, who is a member of the executive cabinet. 

France expended last year for agriculture and commerce (I give round 
numbers), $20,000,000; Brazil, for agriculture, $12,000,000; Russia, 
for agriculture, $11,000,000; “Austria; for agriculture; $5,500,000; Italy, 
for agriculture, $1,914,000; Japan, for agriculture, $1,000,000; United 
States, for agriculture, chemical division, entomological division, seed 
division, division of agricultural statistics, Bureau of Animal Indus- 
try, forestry, museum, laboratory, Ke., $585,790. 

Of all countries the great Government of the United States does the 
least to promote agriculture, although we have the grandest agricult- 
ural empire in the world. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from Kentuckya 
question. Youspeakof the sum of $20,000,000 expended by F'rance—— 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, for agriculture and commerce. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How was that spent; in whatdirection? Of course 
I do not ask for details. 

Mr. McCREARY. In paying the expenses of the department. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wonld like to know if it was not largely in boun- 
ties for the culture of beets for sugar? 

Mr. McCREARY. In France the amount expended for agriculture 
and commerce was $20,000,000. For the minister of agriculture the 
budget for 1885 provided $8,154,000. í 

Mr. BLOUNT. What I wanted to get at was what was the general 
expenditure for specific purposes. 

Mr. McCREARY. 1 can not-farnish the details; I simply know 
the amount was expended in paying the experses of the departmentof 
agriculture. ’ 

Mr. Chairman, weshould no longer be hesitating in the rear when other 
civilized nations have wisely and justly exaltedagriculture. This, the 
foremost agricultural nation in the world, should give pre-eminent rec- 
ognition to this fandamental industry. - The cause deserves it and the 

ple demand it. They asked for it away back in 1838, when the cit- 
zens of Kentucky, the State which I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent in this House, petitioned Congress to establish at Washington a 
department of agriculture and mechanics, the head of which was to be 
a member of the executive Cabinet. This petition was a model of con- 
ciseness and elicted mnch attention, and helped very much to secure the 
first recognition ever given to agriculture by Congress, when, in 1839, 
a bill was passed authorizing one clerk to be appointed in the Patent 
Office to distribute seeds and collect statisties. 

Though the petition was short it was wonderfully comprehensive, and 
with great exactness it suggested the business of the department, de- 
fined the duties of the officers, and forecasted with wonderful accuracy 
pee ress and practical utility which we now see in the existing 
Agricultural Department. 

The people were heard again in 1876, when a convention of farmers 
assembled in Chicago, Ill., representing an agricultural constituency of 
over a million of farmers scattered through twenty-eight sovereign 
States, and unanimously declared their wishes in the following words: 

Whereas it is the duty of wise and just legislators to see that the blessings and 
La ser of government are laid with impartial rule upon all classes alike; 

Resolved, That American agriculturists demand that they shall be recognized 
asa real factor in this Government the establishment of a department of 
agriculture, to be presided over by a Cabinet officer, who shall organize the 
same upon a plan to be devised by the wisdom of Congress, which department 
eer ens yo to the fullest extent the agricultural intercst> of twenty millions of 
people. 

Again and again since that time resolutions substantially the same 
have been adopted at the national conventions held by the Patrons of 
Husbandry. 

Mr. Chairman, no people are more independent and less obtrusive than 
the farmers. The combinations and the methods so frequently resorted 
to by almost every other class to secure Congressional 1 tion is un- 
known to them. They have no ‘lobby’! here to urge the passage of 
this bill. They have sent no delegations here to address committees in 
the interest of this measure; but they are tly interested in itand 
tho justice of their cause, and their dignificd and honorable and inde- 
pendent course should make us respect them more highly and give 
them the legislation they desire. 

In the early settlement of our country farmers found the virgin soil 
of unsurpassed fertility and a home market for all their products, and 
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they were, of all classes, the most i tand unbampered; but 
their situation has changed. Now they are confronted with surplus 
poisas transportation difficulties, labor problems, competition with 

dia and Egypt as reparas the shipment of grain and cotton, rivalries 
with Austria and South America in regard to wool products, reciprocal 
treatics affecting importsand exports, and a tariffsystem that isa burden 
on labor and an incubus on nearly everything farmers nse in their 
homes and on their farms. 

It is especially necessary, therefore, that the agricultural and laboring 
interests of our country should have a representative in the Cabinet 
who understands and appreciates these great questions, and who is 
ready at all times to foster and encourage and protect them in every way 
that may be necessary. 

The farmers and tillers of the soil annually pay a large part of the 
taxes; they furnish a majority of the soldiers in time of war, and to 
them we look in every crisis for calm, conservative, encrgetic support 
of the Government. From the earliest days of the Republic they have 
constituted the advance-guard of liberty and and in the face 
of dangers, trials, and hardships they have b the way for civiliza- 
tion in its westward march and helped to establish churches, schools, 
and happy homes from the Atlantic to the Pacific and from the north- 
ern lakes to the Gulf of Mexico. 

‘There has been less 1 tion for farmers than for any other class. 
The passage of this bill will encourage farmers and laboring men of 
our country and prove to them that the great interests they represent 
are properly appreciated and recognized.. Never until 1839 did agri- 
culture receive any recognition by having an office at Washington to 
look after its interests. As I have already stated, an annual appropri- 
ation of $1,000 was then made. During the on of Presi- 
dent Buchanan a superintendent of culture was appointed, and in 
1862 the present division of agriculture was created. 

Government revenue depends in a great measure upon profitable 
farming, and the profits of agriculture depend on the intelligence and 
skill of our farmers; hence it is essential and proper that the Govern- 
ment should place before all farmers the best information pertaining to 
their business and throw around them the fullest and most ample pro- 
tection. 

Finally, this bill, should it pass, will bring the farmers and lahoring 
men of our Republic into more intimate relations and help to obliter- 
ate the last vestige of sectionalism growing out of the late war, and it 
will not only furnish the Executive with an adviser representing 
twenty-eight millions of men and over five millions of homes, but it 
will cultivate among agriculturists all over this vast country a love for 
and a devotion to the Government which can not be obtained so fully 
in any other way, 

To refute all the arguments in favor of thenew executive department 
the opponents of the bill, so far as I have heard, present but two objce- 
tions. They say it will cost money to enl the powers and duties of 
the Department of Agriculture, as provided forin the bill under consid- 
eration. 

Suce the organization of our Government millions of dollars have 
been spproprited for the improvement of rivers and harbors. Many 
millions have gone to railroad corporations either as donations or loans. 
Subsidies have been voted and paid to ocean-sailing mail steamers and 
aid given to those engaged in the fisheries, while uncounted millions 
have gone into the pockets of manufacturers under the operation of the 
protective tariff laws. 

Ts it not about time we were giving more attention to that interest 
which is the foundation of all others? Last year the Congress of the 


United States appropriated out of the Treasury for— 


has fewer Departments than any of the great nations of the world. It 
hos progressed and advanced in every way, and the Government must 


be adapted not only in its legislative provisions but in its organic 
structure to the growth and increasing wantsof the people. ‘The Con- 
stitution of the United States was regarded as sacred and complete, yet 
fifteen amendments have been added to it since it was first adopted. 

The Cabinet has also grown with the growth of the country and with 
the ever-increasing necessities of the people. When the Government 
started there were but three Executive Departments, known as the State 
Department, War Department, and Treasury Department. The same 
act creating these Departments also provided for a Postmaster-General, 
but this Department was only considered a bureau until 1829, when 
Andrew Jackson appointed a Postmaster-General and invited him to a 
seat in the Cabinet, The act also-provided-for an Attorney-General, 
but it was not until 1870 that the Department of Justice was made an 
Executive Department of the Government, though long before that time 
the Attorney-General sat in the Cabinet. 

In 1798 the Navy Department was created, and in 1849 the Depart- 
ment of the Interior was created, and Pensions were given it from the 
War Department, Patents and Censns from the State Department, and 
Public Lands from the Treasury Department. It is, therefore, ap- 
parent that the incrense in the Cabinet from three Secretaries to seven 
has been in accordance with the growth of business and the necessities 
of the people. All the Departments hare only astatutory existence, 
and may be increased by act of Congress, approved by the President, any 
time. 

Wise aud patriotic men in every age have given encouragement to 
sn George Washington said, in his address to Congress in 

190: 


Ib will not be doubted that with reference either to individuakor national wel- 
fare agriculture is of primary importance. 

Cincinnatus loved the plow more than the sword, and Cato and Virgil 
wrote ably and extensively on agriculture and forestry. Daniel Web- 
ster said *‘all national wealth depends upon enlightened culture.” 
In this country we have enlightened agriculture and intelligent agri- 
culturists, and this industry is greater and vaster than all others com- 
bined. The heail of the department should always be an able and in- 
telligent man, and he should be equal in rank and pay to the other 
Secretaries of the executive Cabinet. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been a practicing lawyer for twenty years, but 
I was raised on a farm and for œ quarter of a century I have been a 
land-owner and interested in farming, and I am glad of this oppor- 
tunity to speak in behalf of agriculture and labor, 

The future of our Republicis grand and beautiful. Only a few years 
separate us from 1910, when, according to the estimates of De Bow and 
Elliot, we will have one hundred millions of people and one hundred 
thousand millions of dollars’ worth of property. The human mind can 
hardly assign a limit to the growth of our country or compute the time- 
table of its p 

The wealth and population of our Republic now demand this new 
Executive Department, and it will surely be created. Whether helped . 
or hindered by this Congress, the demand will grow and the voices fii- 
voring it will multiply until its triumph is assured, [Applause] 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the remainder of my time 
until I hear what gentlemen have to say on the other side. 

Mr. REAGAN addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 
Texas that the time in which the substitute was read is to be deducted 
from his time. 

Mr. REAGAN, I did not so understand it, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. It must be taken out of the time of the gentle- 
man from Texas, as the gentleman from Missouri did not yield to have 
the substitate read. 

Mr, REAGAN. 
body’s time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time having been limited by the House, of 
course the Chair has no discretion in the matter. 

The gentleman has minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr, REAGAN, Mr. an, I acquiesce very fully in the inter- 
esting statements just made by the gentleman from Kentacky [Mr. 
McCreary) as to the extent, importance, and great interest of this 
country in the subject of agriculture; and, as I am a farmer myself 
and represent fhrmers almost exclusively, I think I may speak for 
farmers. 

Sometimes we find that when the subject of farming and agricultnre 
comes up the most zealous farmers are those who, perhaps, never fol- 
lowed a plow and never owned a farm, but those, however, who remem- 
ber that farmers are numerons and have a great many votes. 

If is well when we come to look at a great question like this that we 
should divest ourselves of the ideathat we are to take up one particular 
class of citizens of this country and observe and take care of this inter- 
est to the exclusion of other classes of people equally meritorions and 
with other interests equally important. I desire to make this observa- 
tion, and I call attention particularly to it: taking the bill reported by 
the Committee on Agriculture and the substitute I haveoffered, I think, 
when you have read both and compare them, this distinguishing differ- 
ence will be seen between them, that the committee’s bill means to 
dignify labor by a name, by giving to labor the name of a department 


I was in hopes it would not be taken ont of any- 
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exclusively; while the bill I have offered means to dignify it by pro- 
viding the largest means for the collection and dissemination of infor- 
mation on all subjects pertaining to the interest of agriculture. I beg 
you to bear in mind that the one undertakes, because of the interest of 
farmers, to dignify that, not by all proper and necessary legislation, but 
by giving it a chief and making it top-heavy; while the other proposes 
to use all the instrnmentalities that can promote the interest of agri- 
eulture. F 

Now, the bill I have offered as a substitute for the committee bill 
jroposes to create a department of industries. In this department of 
andustries is a division of agriculture, to be presided-over by a practical 
igriculturist, with a salary of $5,000, which it is fair to presume will 
secure for this particular business men of mapano talents, ability, and 
character. Then it goes on to provide for the various bureaus, which 
I can not now undertake to enumerate, but which will beseen by read- 
ing the bill. It then provides for a second division, which is to transfer 
the Labor Bureau created by the Forty-eighth Congress to this depart- 
ment of industries with the officers and powers and duties of the Labor 
Bureau as pointed out by the act in question. It then provides for a 
ilivision of commerce, and it provides for transferring to the department 
of industries various branches of the public service now attached to the 
Treasury and the Interior Departments, not because of any necessary 

i connection between them, but for the reason mainly that there is no 

, other place to put them. 

_ It is well that I should observe here, perhaps, that the National Board 
of Trade has, year after year for several years, appealed to Congress to 
create a department of commerce, and they are as persistent in asking 
that a separate department of commerce shall be created as some of our 
friends here arein asking fora separate departmentofagriculture. They 
have also been sustained by the resolutions and declarations of boards 
of trade and chambers of commerce in various of the country. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCrEARy] who preceded me 
gavea very: interesting summary of the value and importance of agri- 
culture. I could not take time and have not prepared myself to give a 

| likesummary of the value and importance of the commerce of the coun- 
try; but without due reference to the commercial interests of the coun- 
try agriculture would not fare so well. The internal commerce of the 
country (I mean that which passes from place to place and from owner 
to owner) was estimated by a learned and able gentleman at the other 
end of the Capitol a few days agoat$15,000,000,000annually. Itismade 
up very largely of agricultural products; and it also embraces all goods, 
wares, and commodities of every possible description, not only agricult- 
ural, but the whole interior commerce of the country. Our external for- 
eign commerce amounts to about $800,000,000 annually. 

‘This represents the earnings of the American people and the articles 
consumed by them. Itisa matter of great moment to them to have 
all the information through this bureau of industries in relation to ag- 
riculture, in relation to labor, and in relation to commerce which can 
enlighten the people with regard to all three of these great and para- 
mount interests. 

My wish is to see an additional department of Government estab- 
lished. I agree with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCREARY 
that the growth of this country, its development in population an 
wealth and industries, calls for an additional department of Govern- 
ment, but not for two additional departments at this time, and I think 
that agriculture and commerce equally demand this consideration at the 
hands of the Government, and that we will make a mistake if we make 
a department for one of these great industries and omit reference to 
the other of these great interests. 

Both bills provide for the consideration of the questions of labor, but 
with differences in language and for different purposes. I have a criti- 
cism to make on the committee’s bill. If that should be adopted by 
the House it seems to me there would be a necessity for an alteration 
ofsome ofits provisions. I desire here to call the attention of the House 
to the fifth section of the committee’s bill and the clause beginning at 
line 8 of that section: 

The commissioner shall collect information upon the subject of labor, its rela- 
tion to capital, the hours of labor, the earnings of laboring men and women— 

That is all well enongh— 
the means of promoting their material, social, intellectual, and moral prosperity, 
and the best means to protect life and prevent accidents in mines, wor 
factories, and other places of industry. 

i I also call attention to the, clause in the same section beginning at 
ine 21: 

The secre of n wered 
the causes ar fall abe geet batedor a toi per micbeaw 
within the United States, and he may invite and hear sworn statements from 
both such parties concerning the matters in controversy. 

I am almost afraid to mention the Constitution. [Laughter.] Iwas 
upbraided for mentioning it some days ago. A 

A MEMBER. Most of the Republican members are out. 

Mr. REAGAN. Unfortunately, I was upbraided on our own as well 
as on the Republican side. > 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I should like very much to hear from 
the gentleman as to the constitutional aspect of these questions. 


Mr. REAGAN. What has the Federal Government to do with— 


Thebest means to protect life and to prevent accident in mines, workshops, 
factories, and other places of industry? 


What has the Federal Government to do with that? If that is to 
be provided for by this bill, what use is there for State governments? 
I repeat, if that and kindred things are to be left in this bill and the 
Government is to assume authority over such subjects, what is the use 
of State governments? If we assent to this bill we propose to utterly 
disregard the Constitution of the United States, to utterly disregard 
the theory of our Government, and to take hold of things that are local 
and belong purely and exclusively to the State. Of all the classes of 
people in this country who are interested, greatly and profoundly in- 
terested, in preserving our form of government as transmitted to us by 
our forefathers, it is the farmers and the laboring class of people. It 
is their shield and protection, and whenever for expediency, or for any 
other purpose, wedisregard the theory of our Government, under which 
we live, we inflict a serious and lasting injury upon the American peo- 


ple. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ina moment. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Iwish to make a suggestion to the gentle- 
man that he may express his view on it at this point. There is another 
thing he will want-to comment on. 5 ; 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well; I will hear the gentleman now. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I find in the substitute offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] provision is made on page 2 fora 
‘* bureau of animal industry, to be in charge of a competent veterinary 
surgeon, who shall investigate and rt upon the number, value, and 
condition of the domestic animals of the United States.’’ . 

What has the Constitution got to do with the condition of the do- 
mestic animals of the United States? And is the Constitution more 
powerful to collect that kind of information than to collectinformation 
as to the condition of the mines and the workshops where human be- 
ings are con ted? ; 

Mr. REAGAN. The boundary between the two propositions is not 
very clearly marked, I concede. But in relation to the rights of per- 
sons, of individuals, and the protection of the laws thereare obligations 
imposed upon the State governments, and there is directly and im- 
pliedly a prohibition upon the Federal Government to engage in some 
of these things, Cattle and hogs and horses have no individual rights; 
they are property only. Inquiry is to be made on that subject. The 
object is simply to collect information, as has heretofore been done by 
the Agricultural Bureau.- I will read the clause: 

Second, The bureau of animal ind „tobe in charge of a competent veter- 
daf surgeon, who shall investigate report upon the number, valne, and 
condition of the domestic animals of the United States; their protection, growth, 
and use; the causes, prevention, or cure of contagious, communicable, or other 
diseases; and the kinds, races, or breeds best adapted to the several sections for 
profitable raising. 3 

The Agricultural Report now published under existing law dissemi- 
nates just this kind of information, and the purpose was simply to em- 
body in this bill what was in the present law and to follow existing law. 
But I submit that does not warrant us in going down into a State, that 
has peculiarly the constitutional protection of life, person, and prop- 
erty, which this Government has nothing to do with by its Constitu- 
tion as to citizens of the States, and inquiring as to ‘‘ the best means 
to protect life and prevent accident in mines, workshops, factories, and 
other places of industry.” 

The gentleman understands, and we all understand, if we have not 
gotso far from the Constitution as to have forgotten it, that the Fed- 
eral Government has certain delegated powers, and that among them 
is not the power contemplated in that provision of this bill-to be exer- 
cised over persons. They are under the protection, control, and juris- 
diction of the State and the State constitution, not under the jurisdic- 
tion or control of the Federal Constitution. 

That is my answer to my friend from Iowa. Then this bill provides 
that ‘‘ the secretary of agriculture shall be empowered to inquire into 
the causes of discontent which may exist between employers and em- 
ployés within the United States, and may invite and hear sworn state- 
ments from both such parties concerning the matters in controversy.’’ 

That seems to hea proposition to make the department a sort of court 
for the adjudication of questions between laborers and their employers, 
and it embraces laborers generally, not only the employés of arailroad 
or a canal, but the employés of manufacturers or farmers; in short, all 
the employésin thecountry. I had occasion some time ago to discuss 
this question when another bill was under consideration here, and to 
say that it was beyond the jurisdiction of the Federal Government to 
undertake to meddle in local personal contracts in relation to labor, and 
I venture the statement now that there is not a respectable court, pre- 
sided over by a good lawyer, in America that would sustain the consti- 
tutionality of that provision in this bill. Why? Because contracts 
between employers and laborers are local, domestic, unconnected with 
the publie service, private. The powers of the Federal Government 
are delegated for particular national and international re, and for 
no other purposes, and the declaration in one of the am ents to the 
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Constitution is, in substance, that the powers not delegated to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States are retained in the Statesand in the peo- 
ple of the States respectively. 

The States and the people retain to themselves all the powers not 
conferred by the Constitution on the Federal Government for national 
and international p It was necessary that the Federal Gov- 
ernment, acting as the unit for the whole, should control questions of 
peace and war, and should have control of the Army and the Navy. 
It was convenient and advantageous that it should take charge of the 
postal facilities, because they relate to the whole people, and it is bet- 
ter that the mails should not be interrupted at the boundaries of States. 
It was right that the Federal Government should take charge of the 
question of coinage, because the coinage ought to be uniform, and it 
was to the interest of the whole people that it should be uniform. 
Such powers as these were delegated to the Federal Government by the 
Constitution; but local matters, such ascontracts for Jabor, matters re- 
lating to the descent and to the distribution of estates, matters relating 
to marriage and divorce—all such questions as these, relating to the 
Jocal domestic internal policy of the State, were reserved to the States. 
Among the reservations was the right to determine questions in dis- 
pute between hirer and hired, and whenever we pass a bill with these 
two provisions in it I would advise that we add one more section to the 
bill, and abolish the State governments entirely and get rid of the use- 
less expense of Legislatures and governors and State courts; because, 
if we mean to turn this into a consolidated centralized republic we may 
as well do the whole job atonce and not by piecemeal. But weshould 
bear in mind that a government with the extent of territory and the 
serio of interests which ours has can not permanently exist exceptin 
one of two forms. First, a Federal Republic like ours, which may, I 
believe, be indefinitely expanded in its territorial limits, if we only 
observe the principles of federation, the doctrines and principles and 
usages of the Constitution. Second, a depotism, with all power con- 
centrated in the central government. But a consolidated centralized 
republic is an impossibility, and there is no writer on the subject of 
government whose opinions are worthy of respect who will not tell us 
that a country of the extent of territory; population, and interests of 
ours can not long exist as a centralized republic. Why? Because it 
will always be to the interest of the majority section—I care not where 
that section may be, whether in the North, in the South, in the East, 
or in the West—it will always be to the interest of the majority section 
to rob and plunder the minority section, and they will do it by law. 
Why? Because it will be popular to do it, and the representatives of 
the people will always obey the popular will. 

Mr. BROWN, ef Pennsylvania. That is assuming that it is always 
popular and right to plunder. 

Mr. REAGAN. Well, if my friend speaks of the rules of morality, 

-it is not right, but I am speaking of the practical operation of govern- 
mentand of the practices of men. We may have our fine theories about 
government, but government is a practical matter, and, whatever our 
theories may be, we will use the power of the Government, as the Re- 
publican party has used it for the last twenty years, to enrich partic- 
ular classes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman please state where his propo- 
sition has taken shape in practice, where one section of this or of any 
other country has robbed the other sections? Is it not a fact that the 
gentlemanis merely stating a theory which he entertains, and one which 
is not exemplified in practice anywhere? - 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam sorry that I can not answer that question in 
the affirmative. I will show the gentleman that the principle has been 
and is now in operation. The manufacturing interests of this country 
are most of them in a particular locality. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. It does not necessarily follow that 
they should be confined to any locality. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam talking not about what should be, but about 
whatis. The manufacturing interests of this country are mostly in a 
particular locality, and for their benefit we have been plundering the 
workingmen of all sections of the country at the rate of &undreds:of 
millions annually. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I take issue with the gentleman as to the fact. 
I assert that that part of the country in which manufactures are most 
numerous shows to-day a farming community more thrifty than can be 
found in any other section, and if the gentleman will examine the sub- 
ject he will find that where the factories are most numerous there the 
farmers receive the best prices for their products and the men who 
labor on the farm receive the best wages. ; 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad if I had time tolisten 
to interruptions, but I have not thetime. Let me say, however, in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Maine, that the state of things he describes 
is easily accounted for, because when you find a place where all the man- 
ufacturing capital of the country is concentrated, where all the railroad 
capital is concentrated, where all the banking capital is concentrated, 
where all the insurance capital is concentrated, where all the express 
capital is concentrated—when you find a place with this great aggrega- 
tion of capital, you will find a rich and prosperous community such as 
that of which the gentleman from Maine speaks, ? 


In an agricultural country like the West or the South where there are 
not these ions of capital, where there are not these concentra- 
tions of wealth, there you find struggle and poverty and debt and mort- 
gages from year to year, as you see them now. This very fact illus- 
trates the point which the gentleman has brought out, to which I did 
not intend to refer; for I do not wish to go into that branch of the sub- 


ject now. 


Mr. PETERS. Batis it not a fact that your own party, ora portion 
of it, disputes with you the fact which you allege? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will say to my friend from Kansas that I have nom- 
inally a party to which I belong, as he has nominally a party to which 
he belongs. But, as said by the gentleman from Iowa a short time ago, 
a man may be anything on earth in politics, religion, and morals, and 
be either a Democrat or a Republican. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman one other ques- 
tion; it has nothing todo with party. Does the gentleman think that 
the agriculturists of Texas, or any other part of this country where there 
are not manufactures, would be any better off to-day ifthe manufactures 
of New England did not exist? 

Mr. REAGAN. -I would not take an extreme case like that. I do 
not want to contemplate a condition of things in which manufactures 
do not exist. But without going into extreme suggestions and suppo- 
sitions like that, I will say to the gentleman that iF the people of Texas 
and of the whole South or the whole West were relieved of the 40 per 
cent, tax on all they use, a tax imposed year after year for the benefit 
of manufactures, you would see the same thrift and prosperity there 
that you see where these interests are concentrated.’ [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How would the gentleman meet the expenditures 
of the Government—by direct taxation upon the farmers of Texas? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir.- I have not been discussing that, and I do 
not propose at this time to be led into any discussion of that sort. : I 
hope the gentleman will excuse me from answering any further inqui- 
ries, because I can not spend the limited time allowed for debate on 
the pending measure by a discussion of everything that gentlemen may 
think of. [Laughter.] But the gentleman knows as well as I know 
that nobody now contemplates carrying on this Government upon rev- 
enues collected by direct taxation. The pretense that there exists such 
a purpose is one of the political frauds that have been kept before this 
country by the Republicans and by a few money-bag Democrats for sey- 
eral years past. [Laughter.] They have pretended that we whoseek 
a revenue tariffare free-traders and want to carry on the Government b; 
direct taxation. They all know they lie. [Laughter and applause. 

We would like to have a revenue-tariff, such as the Constitution con- 
templates—not such as is in violation of the Constitution, for the very 
clause of that instrument which authorizes the collection of revenues 
from imports declares also the purposes for which such revenues shall 
be collected—to support the Government and to pay the debts of the 
United States. That is the only purpose for which a tax of that kind 
can be constitutionally collected. When we go beyond that and say, 
“ We will levy a tax to draw money from one citizen to give it to an- 
other without consideration,” we not only violate that provision of the 
Constitution, but we violate also the most sacred fundamental princi- 
ples of our system of government, among them the principle that pe 
vate property shall not be taken except for public use, and not even then 
unless upon just compensation. This principle is so firmly intrenched 
in the Federal Constitution and in all the State constitutions that 
private property can not be transferred from one citizen to another ex- 
cept by violence or fraud. There is no way to do it according to law. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like toask the gentleman one more ques- 
tion, though I dislike to interrupt him. The gentleman argues now 
in favor of a tariff for revenue? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask the gentleman what reason he cau give 
to the poor man who has ten children for levying upon the backs and 
the mouthsof those children the taxation to support this Government, 
unless it be done in such a way as to protect the avocation by which 
that man lives? r x 

Mr. REAGAN. Of course any tax of that kind gives protection to 
the extent of the tax. Theonly difference between the gentleman and 
myself, I suppose, is that I would have a tariff for revenue, letting it 
carry with it whatever incidental protection it might; and he would 
have a tariff for. protection, for robbery, with revenue as an incident. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Would not the gentleman be-— 


Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman willexcuse me. I am obliged to go 
on with my remarks upon this bill. I would be glad to yield further 
if I had time. 


My friend from Missouri [Mr. Haren], the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, proposes, as I anticipate, to attack my position on 
this subject asinconsistent; for the other day he stated that es former 
session of Congress I voted fora bill similar to the one of which he now 
has charge. It is right for me to say that when he told me I was op- 

ing a bill similar to one for which I had voted at a previous session 
f felt a little surprised at a statement which my memory failed alto- 
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gether to confirm; for I had no recollection of ever having voted for a 
bill that distinctly violated the Constitution and intermeddled with the 
local affairs of the States. j 

The gentleman said I had not only voted but spoken for such a bill. 
On examining the record I have found that the bill which I supported 
ina was known as ‘‘the Kenna bill,” urged conspicuously by a 
gentleman from West Virginia, now a Senator. That bill—and Iam 
willing that this Committee of the Whole shall judge how far it resem- 
bles this bill—is the one for which I spoke. 

The bill for which I voted was introduced by Mr. ANDERSON, of Kan- 
sas. In looking over that bill to see whether it contains the same pro- 
vision I find the only thing which assimilates to it this: 

Sec. 3. That in addition to the duties now formed by the statistician of the 
Department of Agriculture, provided in section 520, title 22 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, it is hereby made the further duty of the statistician to collect all the facts and 
information and statistics obtainable relative to the annual products of manu- 
factures and the cost thereof, the various processes applied to quantity and value 

the raw material consumed, and such other information as shall show 
year the conditions of the manufactures in the several States. It shall also be 
ihe further duty of said statistician to collect all facts relative to the wages of 
labor, hours of labor, and the general condition of the laboring classes through- 
out the country. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. . 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman will do me the justice to acknowledge 
I said he had voted for a bill substantially the same as the bill reported 
from the Committee on Agriculture, I ask whether he did not support 
the Kenna substitute, and whether he did not vote for the original 
bill? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ididnot. The bill was not passed. 

Mr, HATCH. If the gentleman will turn to it I will give him the 
page of the Rrcorp where he will find that when the bill was on its 

ssage he voted for it. He voted for substantially the same bill also 
in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The gentleman will find that was Mr. Hubbell’s 
bill, which was adopted as a substitute for the committee's bill. 

I am going to give my time to others, and therefore must hurry on. 

All I desire to say further on this point is that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is mistaken. After having examined the RECORD I am sure I 
never voted for any such provision as that which is contained in this 
bill, and I do not think the gentleman himself eyer did before, or that 
any other member of this House did until the vote was taken the other 
day. 
I wish to return to the subject-matter, The gentleman took occasion 
to call attention to the fact the committee’s bill aims to give dignity 
and importance to agriculture by naming it as the head of a depart- 
ment. The substitute I offer proposes to benefit labor by making all 
those substantial and necessary provisions which will dignify and en- 
noble labor and promote agriculture to whatever extent it can be done 
by the action of any department. 

I also make provision for the transfer to it.of the Labor Bureau, pro- 
vided by the act of the Forty-eighth Congress. 

It is also a matter of as great importance to the people of the country 
there should be wise supervision of the commerce of the country by a 
first-class intellect as that there should be a wise supervision of agri- 
culture by a first-class intellect. I do not know whether there are as 
many voters among the merchants as there are among the farmers of 
the country, and I suppose that is the fault with my bill. Butif we 
look at what will benefit the country, what will aid its commerce, what 
will encourage agriculture, and what patriotism demands at our hands, 
then I hope the House will adopt the substitute I haye offered, 

How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twelve minutes of his time 
remaining. 

Mr. REAGAN. I yield then that time to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. pies 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the time the 
gentleman from Texas has allotted to me will not afford the opportu- 
nity to have read at the Clerk’s desk the substitute I wish to offer, and 
with the consent of the House I will append it to the brief remarks I 
am going to submit, so that members, if they feel enough interest in 
it to do so, may read it in the REcoRD. 

It may be that the time has come to create another Executive Depart- 
ment, and group under a common supervision some of the bureaus 
formed in our progress of growth and development, and thereby give 
greater efficiency to them. To meet this view I have draughted the 
substitute as merely a suggestive scheme to be the basis of consideration 
and legislation, and am not wedded to it. If either this plan or that 
offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] be adopted it will 
be a real department, with much substance, and giving to its head both 
labor and dignity. It will be in the number of its employés, in the 
importance of the subjects embraced in its jurisdiction, in the value of 
its Jabors to the country, and the dignity of the matters involved, the 
equal of the present Executive Departments. It gives the dignity asked 
in the name of agriculture by bestowing her name upon it; it elevates 
this interest to the front rank among a group of industrial bureaus, dnd 
puts it in its proper place as the head of industrial pursuits and the 
chief of scientific labors. 
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I beg the committee to examine the plan and wherein it is faulty | 
amend it, or in its stead substitute a wiser and better scheme. It cre- 
ates no new bureau; changes in no important matter the present law; 
makes no doubtful experiment; trenches upon no disputed constitu- 
tional powers; opens no old contentions, nor gives rise to new disputes. | 
It relieves two Departments—the Treasury and Interior—of great labor, ' 
renders the grouping of bureaus more logical, and will cause supervision 
of offices through which now large sums of money are disbursed with- 
out proper control and check. The additional cost is $8,000 for the 
salary of the Secretary and $10,000 for all other necessary additional 
employés. I submit this plan in deference to the opinion of many col- 
leagues that-another Department is necessary. j 

I will not now attempt to point out certain defects in the pro 
bill, for this can be done under the five-minute debate and the bill can 
be amended to obviate these objections. But I desire to submit to the 
committee some general considerations, and I will confine these to so 
much of the bill as attempts to legislate concerning agriculture and an 
agricultural department. ` 

I am a farmer’s boy, Mr. Chairman, and nobody on this floor can say 
anything as to the dignity of agriculture to which I will not most 
heartily agree. I suppose noone has memories which are more tender 
than my own connected with the country. Having been born ina city, 
I was carried a motherless boy, with a motherless family, into the blue- 
grass region of Kentucky in the exquisite month of May. I still rec- 
ollect the scene that I beheld the first morning after we reached the old 
homestead; where, under the old trees in the yard before the old house, 
I looked on the undulating fields watered by North Elkhorn, and form- 
ing part of what Bancroft calls *‘ the unrivaled valley of the Elkhorn;’? 
with the rising sun covering the green grass with the radiance of his 
level rays—a picture that to-day is as dear and as vivid as it was tothe 
little barefooted, motherless boy forty years ago. And, sir, from that 
day to this I have so loved that country that no temptation has been 
strong enough to lure me from it. 

In the old field schools I was grounded in the ‘‘humanities.’’? In the 
country church I joined in the simple forms ofan old-fashioned worship; 
and to-day my friends are the farmers, whose lot I am constantly 
tempted to envy. l 

Therefore, both as to the sentimental as well as the material consid- 
erations that may be urged concerning country life and its occupa- 
tions, I allow no man to go further than I. But to-day, in the midst 
of the agricultural distress that is prevailing, this does not seem to me 
to be the means to givegny remedy. ! 

How the making of the Commissioner of Agriculture a Cabinet min- 
ister and enlarging his salary from $4,500 a year to $8,000, without 
substantially increasing his duties, and giving him an assistant secre- 
tary of agriculture, with nothing under heaven to do, at a-salary of 
$4,000 a year, organizing a De ent with increased expenditures in 
the shape of stenographers, clerks, and all the paraphernalia that will 
be required, will either dignify agriculture or lighten the burdens upon 
its shoulders or put money into its empty pockets is to me an unsolved 
and unsolvable riddle. If it can be demonstrated that this will aid 
this great industry I am ready to go for it. Representing probably the 
richest agricultural community in America, and desiring to do all I can 
for those generous people, I am anxious to go any distance with any- 
body that can help that industry. 

But I confess the more I look into it the less it seems to me todo good, 
and the more it seems likely todo harm. I apprehend it is a univer- / 
sal principle that an improper remedy to a real grievance prevents the 
examination and consideration of that grievance and of the remedy 
proper to be applied. om 

Whenever we think we have done something for that which requires 
that something ought to he done, we instantly turn from it with con- 
tentment, turning our attention from the subject, satisfying our con-' 
science that what we have done is all that is necessary, and cease to 
seek for real remedies. So every time we palter with an important 
matter, every time we attempt to do something that has in it no sub-' 
stance, about a matter that needs relief, we draw ourselves off from its 
real consideration, and fail to do that which otherwise might have been 
done and that ought to have been done, and content ourselves with 
the insufficient remedy. Besides, sir, I look with reluctance upon 
every step that separates American citizens into classes. - It was my, 
duty, as I thought not long ago, to protest against the labor bill be-' 
cause one of its results would be in my opinion to dignify by Con- 
gressional legislation the thought that labor and capital were separate’ 
classifications into which American citizenry might be divided. So to~! 
day, Mr. Chairman, I protest against any legislation which would tend 
to give force to the thought that the farmers are a separate class of our 
citizens. We are not all farmers; but farmers and mechanics, farmers 
and Jawyers, farmers and merchants are constantly represented inone 
and the same individual. 

My friend [Mr. McCreary], who made a summary of agriculture 
a few moments ago, my old comrade and college-mate, is himself a 
lawyer and farmer as well as member of Congress. We are all inter- 
mingled in our vocations, and so inextricably intermingled that the old 
story when the plebs retired from Rome to one of the hills, and the 
fable of the body was spoken, that the head could not do without the 
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stomach or the legs without the arms is as true to-day as it was then. 
We are inextricably and indissolubly united in our various vocations, 
not aloneas farmers, butas farmers and all other occupations combined; 
and how the mere taking of one man and making him the chief of a 
department of agriculture, to sit at the table with the other seven, 
and at its head the President, dignifies the industry which he repre- 
sents, or elevates it, or does anything to aid it in the struggle for bet- 
ter life, greater results, and ampler improvements, is a mystery to me. 
Nay, more, Mr. Chairman, I apprehend that when the minister of agri- 
culture comes to take his seat there he will be no longer an agricultu- 
rist; he will be a politician. 

The head of the Army Department is not a soldier; the chief of the 
Navy Department is not a sailor. He who, as a rule, is at the head of 
the Interior ent is not either a patentee, a man who gets a pat- 
ent for an invention of his own, nor a man who served in the Army 
and is a pensioner, nor one who is a homesteader, with present inter- 
ests inthe public lands. All of these gentlemen are politicians, and rep- 
resent considerations of state, or Presidential influences, or electoral 
votes; and I apprehend that when the farmer comes to take his seat at 
that table he will be a gentleman representing a certain section, cer- 
tain political opinions, and with certain political weight. 

We deceive ourselves, I think, when we say this is the road that leads 
to power or wealth for the agriculturist. I admit there is something 
wrong. I take the liberty of reading from the work of another: 

By the census of 1850 the estimated value of farms in the United States was 
$3,271,575,426. In 1860 the value was estimated at $6,645,045,007, showing an in- 
creased value during the decade of $3,373,469,581, or more than 100 per cent. In 
1870 the value of the farms was estimated at $9, 803,861, showing an increase 
during the decade of $2,617,758,861, or less than 40 per cent. In 1830 the value of 
farms was estimated at.$10,197,096,776, being an increase during the decade of 
$939,292,915, or only a fraction over 9 per cent. (See Compendium of the Census 
of 1880, page 658.) 

The value of the live stock in the United States in 1850 was estimated at 
$544,190,566. In 1860 it was valued at $1,089,529,915. The increase during the 
decade was $545,149,349, or over 100 per cent. In 1870 it was estimated at $1,525,- 
276,547, being an increase during the decade of $435,946. or less than 40 per 
cent, In 1880, the live stock was valued at $1,500,464,609, being a decrease during 
the decade of nearly $25,000,000, or more than 1} per cent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I recommend that to the gentleman from Texas as 
a commentary on the ‘“‘robber policy” of protection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iaccept the challenge of the 
gentleman addressed to the gentleman from Texas. 

In the value of live stock during this period of thirty years, in ten 
of them there was an increase of over 100 per cent. In the next ten 
years there was an increase of less than 40 per cent. In ten more years 
there was a decrease of 14 per cent. In the first of these decades we 
were under the tariff of 1846, a low tariff. In the decade from 1860 
to 1870 the country was under the high tariff, the Morrill tariff, when 
the 100 per cent of increase diminished to 40 per cent.; and from 1870 
to 1880, in time of profound peace, when the country was under the 
renewed and accelerated power of high tariff, the decrease was 1} per 
cent. [Applause. ] : 

In other words, under a low tariff the agricultural interest doubled 
in ten years, Under a high tariff in another decade of ten years there 
was a decrease in live stock of 1} per cent. There is the grievance. 
Let us find the remedy. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman will carefully examine the census 
returns and take the returns themselves he will discover he is mis- 
taken. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. These are the returns of the 
census; two of these censuses, if not three of them, having been taken 
under statisticians who belonged tothe protectionist school, who would 
make the figures conform to their theories as far as their consciences 
would allow them to do it. . 

Mr. HISCOCK. I repeat, if the gentleman will look at the original 
figures he will find he is mistaken. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. These are the correct figures. 

There seems every reason to believe that between 1850 and 1860 there was a 


comprised 

000,000 they increased the: 
mie cede sgt mew ly been able, by the highest estimat 
persons emplo: ey have scarce even es! es 
the census o could possibly make, toad as much to their wealth in twen: 
years as they did inthe precedingten. In 1860 farmers owned half of the weal 
ofthe country. In 1880 they owned but a quarter. By the census estimates the 
other half of the apenra * Boe 1860 and 1880 increased their wealth by 
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een 
more than $23,000,000,000. farmers starting with an equal capital increased 


their wealth during the same time only a little more than $4,000,000,000, 

And if we could obtain the result in figures of the five years since 
the census of 1880 was taken the picture would be a still more distress- 
ing one. Wheat, cotton, wool, meats, every product of the farm at 
prices that scarcely pay for the cost of production; the value of live 
stock yearly, ay, daily decreasing; the vendible value of land also de- 
creasing; mortgages unpaid; interest accumulating; debt increasing; 
new competitors with their products pressing down the price of our prod- 
ucts in fierce rivalry, unable to sellin many of the markets of the world, 
because by our system we can not there buy—the farmer may well de- 
clare that all legislation has been to his detriment; that the system 
of taxation imposed on us is unjust to him; that the profits of his la- 
bor have gone into the coffers of others, and that this has been care- 


fully, skillfully, sytematically kept in view in all our governmental leg- 
islation for a quarter of a century. 

Here is the grievance, here is the burden which like a parasite keeps 
this mighty industry from moving onward in her glorious march. This 
is the clog which keeps her steps from advancing in a prosperous career, 
Take itoff ; remove this burden, reduce these immense and enormous pro- 
tective duties that are eating her life away. Do not palter by talking 
of giving her a Cabinet officer, of crowning her with palms. Take off 
the weights that now rest upon her and she herself will be crowned by 
herownlabor. She will crown herself with the rewards of honest sweat; 
she will cover herself with the achievements of honest industry, doing 

it for herself and on her own ground and asking no favors of Cabinet offi- 
cers or Presidents. [Applause.] 

Upon a soil so fertile, with a climate so salubrious, amid a race so 
glorious, with a territory so magnificent, all agriculture wants isa free, 
unrestricted, unburdened chance in the great battle of life. Give this 
to her and you give her all she asks. [Applause.] 

The following is Mr. BkECKINRIDGE'Ss substitute: A 


Mr, WILLIAM C. P. BRECKINRIDGE introduced the following bill: 
A bill to establish a department of agriculture and industry. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there shall be at the seat of Government 
an Executive Department to be known as the Department of Agriculture and 
Industry ; and the head thereof shall be secretary of agriculture and industry 
and he shall receive an annual salary of $8,000, to be paid as other salaries 
the heads of Executive Dorernuoni are by law paid, and hold his office for 
four years, unless sooner removed from office. 

Sxc. 2. That this department shall consist of— 

First. The Department of Agriculture. 

Second. The Bureau of Labor. 

Third. The Bureau of Education. 

Fourth. The Bureau of the Office of Commissioner of Railroads, 

Fifth. A bureau to consist of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey 
and of the Office of the Geological Survey. 

Sixth. The Bureau of Statistics. 

Seventh. The Bureau of the Life-Saving Service, 

Eighth. The Bureau of the Office of the Supervising Architect. 

Ninth, The Office of Steamboat Inspection. 

Tenth. The Patent Office. : 

Sec. 3, That the laws now in force respecting said above-named ten de ent 
ment, bureaus,and officessha!l remain in force unil the department he: created 
is organized by the appointment of the secretary of fs skp mem and industry, 
who shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consentot 
the Senate, at which time the heads and chiefs of said department, bureaus, and 
offices shall report to said secretary, who shall, under the direction and with the 
approval of the President, make such rules and regulations for the supervision, 
control, and management of said Executive Department hereby created asmay 
be necessary; and the laws governing said department, bureaus, and offices, 
fixing the salaries, duties, and terms of all officers and employés therein, stipu- 
ulating what duties and labors are required of them, ok im liabilities 
aag pring peiring to them, shall remain in force, save as and modi- 

ac 

SEC, 4, That the secretary of agriculture and industry is hereby given power 
to employ such clerks, stenographers, and employés as may be „in 
addition to those now by law provided for the department, bureaus, and 
hereinbefore set out, and to fix the salaries and wages of such persons, not, how- 
ever, exceeding in the aggregate the sum of $10,000 a poy and the sum neces- 
sary to pay said persons is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 

Szo. 5. That this act shall take effect on June 30, 1886, 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, obtained the floor. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] to 
yield to me a moment that I may reply to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN]. . 

Mr. WEAV. of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HATCH. I said the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
voted for the bill reported from the Committee on Agriculture in the 
Forty-seventh Co There were various amendments and substi- 
tutes offered for the bill. One substitute was offered by Mr. Hubbell, 
of Michigan, and from that the gentleman read the first section. The 
question was taken on that substitute and it was not agreed to. Iread 
from the RECORD: 

The bill as amended— 

That is, the bill reported by the committee and in charge of Mr. 
ANDERSON, of Kansas— 
was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it wasaccordingly 
read the third time. 

Pee ie bar yt rae I call for the previous question on the passagé of 
The srevious question was ordered, ¢ 
Mr. WELLZORN and Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, called for the yeasand nays on 
the passage of the bill. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 183, nays 7, not voting 101. 

Among the yeas is recorded the name of Mr. REAGAN, of Texas. So 
that my statement that the gentleman after voting for the Kenna sub- 
stitute voted for the bill is supported by the RECORD, and is correct. 

Mr. REAGAN. I read the clause from the bill for which I voted and 
to which the gentleman refers, which is the only thing that bore any 
resemblance to the bill now before the House. I did so in order toshow 
that I never voted for the provisions of this bill, and the gentleman 
from Missouri himself did not. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it has been beautifully said 
by.Jonathan Duncan that— 


Infinile benevolence has given to man a wonderful patrimony. He has laid 
the three kingdoms of nature at our feet. The earth abounds in endless fertil- 
ity; the race of domestic animals will never become extinct; the mines teeming 


every variety of minerals are inexhaustible; what is deficient in one hem- 
Sober is Bape karg another: the traie-winde are the unerring auxiliaries of 
transmarine intercourse, and the magnet is the pilot of navigation. 

This beautiful statement is true of the whole earth, and it is won- 
derfully accurate when applied to this the New World; and yet society 
seems to be suffering under some universal depression and disorder. 
Want and extreme poverty afflict at this moment a very large propor- 
tion of our population. Why are these things so? 

Our life as a nation has been but a span. I saw the other day at the 
Executive Mansion an individual who had called to pay his respects to 
the President. This gentleman has lived under every administration 
of every President from Washington to Cleveland. We are as a nation 
not as old as some of our living individual citizens. We are in our 
youth, but debauched by profligacy and eaten up by internal disorders. 
Labor built the state; but labor to-day is on the rack. Laboring peo- 
ple feed, clothe, and shelter the world, but they have less to consume and 
possess fewer of the necessaries and luxuries of life than any other class 
of our population. 

Now they intend to know the reason of all this. They intend to 
know. how it turns out to be true that we, a republic, have traveled 
farther during the first century of our existence toward extreme pov- 
erty on the one hand and extreme riches on the other than was ever 
traveled by any other nation on the globe in five hundred years. This 
condition of affairs, I insist, calls for the closest scrutiny on the part 
of statesmanship and on the of our people. ‘‘ What good,” itis 
asked, ‘‘ can result from a bill of this kind?’’ I answer, much, every 
way. In the first place, labor is asking for a voice in the Cabinet, 
where measures. are matured, where they receive their final discussion, 
where they are to be approved, and often where they are slaughtered. 

Labor asks for a voice in that council, and if this bill is it 
will give labor a status which it has not enjoyed during the cen- 
tury of the Republic. Again, labor is organizing for a great civic con- 
test with monopoly, and the right to be heard. It is seeking a 
vantage-ground which, as every one knows, is one-half the battle. Itis 
seeking to be dignified and demands that it shall be respected every- 
where. Treat the producers of wealth fairly and give them an equal 
voice with every other branch of our population. There is oe in 
this bill that smacks of creating classes, as has been intimated, but itis 
designed to lift labor to a higher level and a higher recognition. Our 
system of political economy calculates accurately the product of labor, 
but it forgets the producer. It tells us of our wonderful productions, 
but forgets the great aim of it all—a perfect manhood and a peaceful 
and prosperous state of society. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has assailed this bill 
as being unconstitutional. I have the highest admiration for that gen- 
tleman’sability and courage, forthe tenacity with which he adheres to 
his views and the fearlessness with which he asserts them upon this 
floor; but the position taken by him iscertainly untenable, and if this 
bill be subject to the objection which he has raised, certainly his own bill 
is obnoxious to the same criticism, but in a greater degree. I call his 
attention and the attention of the committee tosubdivision 1 of section 
3 of the gentleman’s substitute. I read: 


First. The bureau of agricultural products, which shall include divisions of 
botany, entomology,and chemistry, and the chief of which bureau, who 
be a practical agriculturist, shall investigate the modes of farming in the several 
States and Territories— 

If there be no constitutional authority for the bill of the committee, 
where is the authority for this, I ask? 


I read further— 
and shall report such practical information as shall tend to increase the profits 
of the farmer ng the various methods, the crops most profitable tn the 


ral sectio rabl rieti i jan 
‘iizers, Snpkecneniin: Kaane ya jem hg laren ee PR RNE, ERAS 
And here is the second subdivision of the same section of the gentle- 
yaan’s bill: 
Second. The Bureau of Animal Ind to be in of a competent vet- 
« rinary su: n, who shall investigate an ates upon number, value, and 
ı ondition of the domesticanimals of the United States; their protection, growth, 
nd use; the preg hagas neg or cure of contagious, communicable, or other 
iseases; and the kinds, races, or breeds best adapted to the several sections 
. æ profitable raising. z 
Mr. Chairman, I concede that these are very proper provisions tobe 
in a bill of that kind, and I claim that they are not in violation of any 
y rovision of the Constitution, but I insist that if this bill is in viola- 
tion of the Constitution, then the gentleman’s own bill is in the same 
‘ategory. At the commencement of this Congress I had the honor to 
introduce a bill to establish a departmentof labor. After consulting 
with the Committee on Agriculture and after consultation of the two 
committees it was thought best to combine the two d ents of 
griculture and labor, and hence the fifth section of the bill now un- 
¿er consideration is substantially the bill which I introduced for the 
e,tablishment of a ad seas department of labor. 
Now, the clause referred to by the gentlemen is this: 
The relation of capital to labor, the hours of labor, the earnings of laborin 
en and women, the means of promoting their material, , intell 
id moral prosperity, and the best means to protect life and prevent accidents 
mines, workshops, factories, and other places of industry. 
The gentleman says he does not think he ever voted for the passage 
‘such a bill as this or that any other member of this House ever did. 
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I remind him that the language to which he objects is copied verbatim 
from the bill to establish a bureau of labor, which passed this House 
and became a law June 27, 1884, and is now in force. 

Itis said that labor is suffering and agriculture is suffering. So they 
are. But neither this suffering nor its causes are new; they are as old 
as civilization. Every nation has passed through them. Just after 
the Napoleonic wars, about the year 1826, the laboring people of En- 
gland passed through a crisis similar to that through which we are now 
passing and it was brought on by similar causes. The very same 
suffering then existed, and the very same frivolous excuses and causes 
were assigned then that have been urged here from 1873 to the present 
hour—overproduction, transition from war to peace, lack of specie 
basis, and other nonsensical and intentionally deceptive theories. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? I have 
examined the statute creating the Labor Bureau; and I do not find the 

which the gentleman read. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It is there; I copied it myself. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not find it, and my recollection does not agree 
with the gentleman’s. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I will yield to the gentleman later for any 
correction he may desire to make. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman permit me toask him a question 
for information? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I was just about to pass to a different 
branch of the subject. 

Mr. ROGERS. My question relates to that branch which the gen- 
tleman is about to leave. Has the gentleman observed that by the 
terms of this bill the act by which the Bureau of Labor was created is 
repealed, and there is no provision at all for the transfer of this bureau 
to the new d ment? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I think there is such a clause. 
amine the matter. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ihave examined the bill carefully; and there is no 
such provision in the bill. You abolish the act creating the present 
bureau; and the corresponding bureau in this department is left with 
no head, no control, no management. ‘ 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. When this bill shall become a law, there 
will be no necessity for continuing in force the other act. This bill 
simply repeals the former law, and creates a division of labor within 
the new department. 

Mr. ROGERS. But you do not make any provision for the transfer. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I will pay attention to that point when 
we reach the time for amendments. 

I wish to call attention to a satire published by Thomas Moore, the 
poet, at the time of the financial crisis in England. This satirical poem 
will answer many of the arguments now appearing in ines and 
urged on this floor in speeches with reference to the condition of affairs 
in this country. The poet compares the laboring people of England at 
that time to an overloaded donkey. The satire proceeds as follows: 


A donkey, whose talent for burdens was wondrous, 
So much that you'd swear he rejoiced in a load, 

One day had to under panniers so pond’rous, - 
‘That—down the poor donkey fell, smack on the road, 


His owners and drivers stood round in amaze— 
What! Neddy, the patient, pe properans Neddy, 
So easy to drive through the dirtiest ways, 
For every description of job-work so ready ! 


One driver (whom Ned might have “ hailed" as a “brother ™) 
Had just been Lege angen the donkey's renown, 

For vigor, for spirit, for one thing or r— 
When, lo, ’mid his praises, the donkey came down! 


But, how to upraise him ?—one shouts, t'other whistles, 
lenky, the conjuror, wisest of all, 
Declared that an “ overproduction” of thistles— 
(Here Ned gave a stare)—was the cause of his fall. 
Another wise Solomon cries, as he passes, 
“There, let him alone, and the fit will soon cease; 
The beast has been fighting with other jackasses, 
And this is his mode of “* transition to peace,’ 


Some looked at his hoofs, and, with learned grimaces, 
Pronounced that too long without shoes he has gone— 

Let the blacksmith vide him a ‘sound metal basis,” 
The wiseacres said, “and he’s sure to jog on.” 


* * $ $ s s 
Meanwhile the poor Neddy, in torture and fear, 
Lay under his pannier, scarce able to groan, 
And—what was still dolefuller—lending an ear 
To advisers whose ears were a match for his own. 


At length a plain rustic, whose wit went so far 
As to see others’ folly, roared out, as he passed— 
“ pagel off with the niers, all dolts as ye are, 
your prosperous Neddy will soon kick his last !™ 


You-will observe that it was a plain laboring man who discovered 
that the animal was overloaded, and who made the sensible suggestion 
to take off the load. [Langhter.] > 

A very sensible remedy, was it not? ‘The trouble with American 
laborers to-day is that they are simply overloaded. - Take off these bur- 
densome taxes; take off the load of usury that is annually extorting 
from the people of the United States at least $350,000,000 more than 


I will ex- 
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the net annual increase of wealthi in this country; take off that load, and 
the people will get up. 


Relieve labor of exorbitant railroad charges, that rob the producer at: 


one end of the line and the consumer at the other and which exhaust 
their life and eat their substance. ‘Take off these loads and labor can 
take care of itself. To this end, that labor may take care of itself, 
take it into your highest councils. Provide for it a vantage- ground; 

dignify it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know the gentleman does not wish to do me in- 
justice in the remarks he has made. I have referred to the statute, 
and while the gentleman doubtless has copied a portion of it, he has 
not copied that po rtion I object to in the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I would not misrepresent the gentleman 
for the world. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The words I refer to are these: 

The best means to protect Mord Pra -piy ent accidents in mines, workshops, 
factories, and other Shamoli 

This did not appear in a x Nor did these words: 

The esgor ph of agriculture and labor shall be empowered to inquire into 
the causes of discontent which may exist between employers and employés 
within the United States; and he may invite and hear sworn statements from 
both such parties concerning the matters in controversy. 

Neither of these things is in the bill the gentleman copied. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. What is there about that thatis in conflict 
with the Constitution? May we not do that if we can inquire by the 
gentleman’s substitute as to the best breed of cattle, the best breed of 
hogs, and the best method of cultivating the soil in the several States? 
May we not do one as well asthe other? The gentleman can not point 
out the distinction to save his life, nor can anybody else, It is a dis- 
tinction without a difference. 

Mr, REAGAN. The genen AN will find when he reads my speech 
that I did point out the 

Mr. DUNHAM. I ask the OUIA what he thinks of the rate of 
6 cents a bushel on wheat from Chicago to New York? 

Mr. BLAND. How much did it cost to get it to Chicago ? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Many times charges are not exorbitant. 
They vary; one time high and again low. In return, I repeat the 
question put by my fiend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]; what did it 
cost to get it to Chi 

Mr. DUNHAM. All ‘tho way from 4 to 15. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The railroads carry it € ros ck for 800 than 
for 400 miles. Besides, there are elevator and terminal charges which 
are enormous. 

Mr DUNHAM. Is 85 cents in New York high? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. No, it is too low; but that results from 
another cause. Itistoohigh, considering what the producer gets at the 
farm. This bill only provides for collecting information as to the con- 
dition of labor in the country, and this we must have in order to legis- 
late intelligently. There are several provisions of the Constitution 
from which this authority can be obtained. The General Government 
may be called upon at any time to protect the States against domestic 
violence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the com- 
mittee will rise and report to the House. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I still have the floor. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the S er having taken the 
chair, Mr, SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on thestate of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
5180) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Department of Agricult- 
ure, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

3 BUTTERINE. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I ask unanimous consent to present resolutions of 
the Chicago Board of Trade. 

Mr. HATCH. Are they in reference to butterine? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Yes. 

Mr. HATCH. I object. 

The SPEAKER (at 5 o’clock p. m.) declared the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

- The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of many citizens of Harrisburg, Pa., for the 

of a law to redeem the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Salem, N. Y., praying 
for the passage of a law for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of W. H. Love, B. B. Gray, and others, 
citizens of Coffee County, Georgia, in favor of the Blair educational 
bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. ELY: Petition of Samuel W. Crane and 28 others, of Black- 
stone, Mass., in favor of bill taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of John J. K. Gittleman, ask- 
ing for legislation to equalize the pay of the soldiers of the late war 
with the gold standard—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of merchants, manufacturers, at 
citizens of the United States, in favor of fair pay to American stear 
ships engaged in carrying the United States mail—to the Committ 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of N. Lehman & Brother and others, and of Dani 
Miller & Co., and others, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the redem)} 
tion of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, an 
Measures. 

By Mr. GAY: Petition of Jasper Gall, of Iberia Parish, Louisiani 
asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to tl 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of J. T. Lennox, of Obion County, Tenne 
see, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to tk 
same committec. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Abby L. Burbank, for increase of per 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolution of General Robert Ande 
son Post, No. 68, Grand Army of the Republic, of Waterloo, Iowa, favor 
ing the recommendations of the national pension committee of the Gran 
Army of the Republic—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of the Berdan Fire-Arms Mann factarin| 
Company, for relief—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: Memorial of Grange No. 3, of Lancaster County 
Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of a law preventing the manufact 
ure of imitation buttcr—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of same against admitting free of duty wool, hides 
iron, &c.—to the Committee on Ways and d Means 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of C. P. Woodworth and 35 others, o 
Canaan, N. Y., for the passage of the bill to regulate the sale of all imi 
tation butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of T. J. Powell administrator of Warren M, 
Benton, of Carroll Parish, Louisiana, asking that his war claim be re 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of William E. Cathart, of Norfolk County, 
Virginia, requesting that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Francis F. Gelvin, John H. Gelvin, 
John H. Budd, and 500 soldiers of Indiana, asking for the passage of 
House bill 3320, granting a service pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Thomas R. Elliott and of Linncus W. 
Risley, for invalid pensions—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of merchants, manufacturers and citi- 
zens interested in the extension of American comm favoring the 
payment of fair compensation for carrying the United States mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, favor- 
ing House bill 5013 legalizing contracts between commercial associa- 
tions and carriers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chicago Live Stock Exchange, opposing the 
passage of any law prohibiting or taxing the manufacture of oleomar- 
garine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Jesse A. Bailis, and of John M. 
Watkins, of Hamilton County, Tennessee, asking that their war claims 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Resolution of the Maine branch of the Indian 
Association, in aid of the Dawes bill of Senate, bill 53—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of O. A. Bigley and 70 others, citizens of 
Wood County, Ohio, for laws giving ex-Union soldiers 160 acres of land 
and to retire them on half-pay, &c.—to the Committee on the Public 


ds. 

By Mr. SESSIONS: Petition of business men of Olean, N. Y., in 
favor of redeeming the trade-dollar at par—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Papers relating to House bill No. 8349, for the 
relief of Almira Ambler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SINGLETON: Petition of P. Maberry and others, asking to 


“have a law passed in favor of pensioning the veterans of the Florida 


war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of Grange No. 291, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Pennsylvania, for the passage of a law suppressing the manufacture 
and sale of all imitations of dairy products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of the same, against putting wool, hides, jute, tobacco, 
rice, and raw sugar on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of John Goran and others, of Hazelton, Pa., against 
the suppression of the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petition of John E. Kennedy and 20 others, citi- 
zens of Northfield, Minn., praying for such laws and apprepriations as 
will enable the National Board of Health to investigate epidemics, such 
as cholera and yellow fever, and for the preservation of the public 
health—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of John R. Buchanan, son of David Buch- 
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anan, of Craigsville, and of Barbara Stoyer, administratix of Jacob 
Stover, and of Z. F. Colbreath, of Augusta County, Virginia, asking that 
their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Papers in the case of Lewis D. Allen—to the 
same committee. r 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of Phillip Lindsey, 
of Lauderdale County, to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Walter Rosser, of Jackson County, Alabama, asking 
that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same 
committee. 

The following petitions, urging the adoption of the bill placing the 
manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
pound, and urging tbe adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 
fraud and imposition, were presented and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Of citizens of South Lancaster and of Little- 
ton, Mass. 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Of citizens of Union; of Garland, Me.; and 
of Jackson, and of Bolton, Miss. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Of citizens of West Chester, Pa. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of citizens of Holland; of Brookfield, Vt.; and of 
New York State. : 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Of citizens of Freelandville, of Franklin, of Car- 
son, of Ainsworth, of Kendallville, and of Henryville, Ind. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of J. W. Dunthart and 36 others of Willis, and 
of D. E. Bonett and 20 others of Hiawatha, Kans. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Of citizens of Northfield, of East Trum- 
bull, of Ashland, of Johnsonville, of Cincinnati, of Huntsburg, of Stry- 
ker, of Painesville, of Austinburg, of Seville, of Rootstown, of Lock, 
of Wakeman, of Weymouth, of Axtel, and of Beayer Dam, Ohio. 

The following petitions, praying Con for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Of citizens of Worcester County, Massachu- 
setts. 

By Mr. EDEN: Of citizens of Macoupin County, Illinois. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Of citizens of Passaic County, New Jersey. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Of citizens of Luzerne County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Of citizens of Mackinaw County, Illinois. 

s By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Of citizens of Westchester County, New 
ork, 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Of citizens of Washington County, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, May 14, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. ; 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. I 


Mr. HOAR. I have in my hand a copy of a very interesting and 
able letter addressed to the President of the United States by Mr. Will- 
iam L. Elseffer, civilengineer. Mr. Elsefferisa very eminent civil engi- 
neer, and has made a very interesting and important discussion of the 
existing measures and plans for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River. Ihave been asked to introduce a resolution in the Senate re- 
questing the President to forward that letter to the Senate for its infor- 
mation. I have a copy of the letter, and ask leave to present this copy 
and have it referred to the Committee on Commerce and have it printed, 
without going through the unnecessary ceremonial of calling upon tlie 
President. I understand that the letter is not confidential. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
presents a copy of the paper mentioned by him, and asks that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. DAWES. I present petitions of 119 farmers of the State of 
Massachusetts praying for the passage of House bill 8328 defining but- 
ter and also imposing a tax of 10 cents a pound on that which is not 
butter. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of citizens of North Reading, Mass. ; 
a petition of citizens of Williamstown, Mass.; and a petition of citizens 
of Williamsburg, Mass., praying for the of a law y, aazma the 
fraudulent sale of oleo: ine; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestty. j 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of William G. Bliss and 50 
others, citizens of Richford, Vt., praying for legislation to tax or other- 
wise put down the fraudulent disposition of false butter; a similar peti- 
tion of J. G. Aldrich and 120 other citizens of Shrewsbury, Vt., praying 
for the passage of similar legislation; a similar petition of W. S. Shat- 
tuck and 104 others, residents and citizens of Weston and vicinity, in 
the State of Vermont, on the same subject, asking the same relief; also 
the petition of A. A. Edson and 26 others, citizens of Chester, Vt., pray- 
ing for the same relief.. I move the reference of the petitions tothe 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was to. Sih 

Mr. HOAR presented petitions of citizens of Boylston and Sterling, in 
the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of the provi 
contained in the bill concerning ol ine reported by the House 
Committee on Agriculture; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. ay 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a petition signed bya dozen people in my 
State, ‘‘praying for the abolishment of the American house of lords 
and the substitution of a republican form of government.’’ I do not 
know precisely what the petitioners desire, but I move the reference 
of the petition to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of General Hiram Berdan, of New 
York city, praying for compensation from the United States for the use 
of his patented fire-arms; which was referred to the Committee on Pat- 

ts. 


ents, 

Mr. EVARTS. I also present a petition of prominent banks and 
bankers of the city of New York, praying for the redemption of the 
trade-dollar. 

This is a matter in which my constituents having commercial rela- 
tions in the city of New York take a great interest. The petition is a 
brief one and is signed by leading corporations and individuals of dis- 
oe in commerce and trade. I ask that it may be printed in the 

ECORD. 
The petition was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorn, as follows: 
To the honorable members of the United States Senate 
and House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
Your respectfu x b gress enacted 
alaw inai he coi atrija trade doling’ ea posh eae legal tender 
for any amount not exosctiing $5 in any one payment. 
After $15,569,000 of these “ trade-dollars" had n coined, and a large part of 


them had entered into circulation, Congress, on the 22d day of July, 1876, by 
taking away its I sarei ipes ar nd repudiated this coin, but the Mint 


went on coining them until May, 
to coin the “standard dollar” no more 


Soon after the Government 
“trade-dollars” were issued. 

lt is calculated that there are now in this country less than six million of 
these trade-dollars, more than 90 cent. of which have been taken at par. 

All that beat date 1873, 1874, 1875, and 1876 were “ legal tender” when issued, 
Those bearing date 1877, 1878 were issued afler the resolution of repudiation, 

The withdrawal of the one and two dollar bills is calling into circulation silver 
dollars, and asthe “ trade-dollar”’ and "standard dollar ” so nearly resemble each 
other, innocent parties, particularly laborers, are now receiving trade-dollars in 
many cases and in ignorance of their repudiation, and then find they can not 
use them in payment of their bills. 

It is bad policy for Government to leave in circulation two coins so nearly 
alike, one of which is of unlimited legal tender and the other repudiated. 

Therefore your petitioners humbly pray that Congress would immediately 
pass a bill for the redemption of the trade-dollar. 


Mr. TELLER, I present a resolution adopted at a convention of 
wool-growers of Colorado, Wyoming, Utah, and Idaho, held at Salt 
Lake City, remonstrating nst a reduction of the tariff on wool, and 
favoring the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on wool and woolens, I 
move the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. e 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of citizens of Manchester, Conn., 
praying for legislation imposing a tax upon the manufacture of oleo- 
margarine; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Dr. A. T. Mason and other 
citizens of Hagerstown, Md., praying that increased appropriations be 
made to enable the National Board of Health to prosecute investiga- 
tions into the causes of diseases; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. SAWYER. I present various petitions signed by 914 dairymen 
and butter-makers of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of a law tax- 
ing the manufacture of imitation butter. I move the reference of the 
petitions to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion wss agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a memorial of members of the bar of the 
county of Cochise, in the Territory of Arizona, remonstrating against 
the passage of House bill 5496, to increase the jurisdiction of probate 
courts in Arizona, and to repeal all acts of the Territorial Assembly 
creating county courts in that Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of the ex-soldiers and citizens of 
the National League, praying that the recommendations of the national 


committee of the Grand Army of the Republic be favorably considered 
; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
‘HACE presented a petitionof the New England Southern Con- 
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ference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for the enactment 
OE seine eae keabecttn 6, Seer eens which was ordered to lie on 

Moy ALDOR presented a petition of the Produce Exchange of Chi- 
r ani the produce and dairy interests of that State, 


praying for egislation for the protection of the dairy interests against 
the sale of imitations of butter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the directorsof the Chicago 
Board of Trade, remonstrating against the passage of measures propos- 
ing to place a tax upon the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a joint memorial of Local Assemblies No. 4080, 
No. 1597, No. 4052, No. 4327, No. 5449, No. 5959, and No. 1912, Knights 
of Labor, of Englewood, IIl, nst proposed legislation 
; to regulate the manufacture. and sale of oleomargarine as injurious to 

the laboring classes and againstsound public policy; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of citizens of Saint Paul, Berne, 
Heron Lake, Mapleton, Pipe Stone, Rushford, Lewiston, Le Seur, 
Parke’s Prairie, Nashville Centre, and Hutchinson, in the State of Min- 
nesota, praying for the imposition of a tax on imitations of butter; 
which were referred to the Committee on ture and Forestry. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a memorial of the Produce Exchange of Chi- 
cago, Ill., representing the produce and dairy interests of that State, 
favoring ‘the Scott bill, which has for its object the protection of the 
dairy interest of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chicago Live Stock Exchange, 
protesting against the passage of any law which shall interfere with or 
prevent the manufacture of oleomargarine or butterine; which was re- 
terred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of Hudson, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill for the redemption of the trade-dollar; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Adams Centre, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill taxing imitation butter 10 cents per pound; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2392) to limit the commercial privileges 
of vessels of foreign countries in the ports of the United States to such 
purposes asare accorded to American vessels in the ports of such foreign 
countries, to report it with amendments. I am instructed tooffer the 
bill as an amendment to the House shipping bill, and I shall do so when- 
ever that bill comes up for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2178) to authorize the Covington and Cincinnati Ele- 
vated Railway and Bridge Company to erect a bridge across the Ohio 
River, moved its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 7938) to authorize the Covington and Cincinnati Elevated Railway 
and Bridge Company to erect a bridge across the Ohio River, reported 
it without amendment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A m from the House of Representatives, Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker had appointed Mr. E. S. BRAGG of 
Wisconsin, Mr. E. L. VIELE of New York, and Mr. JAMES LAIRD of 
Nebraska, as Visitors to the Military Academy at West Point, N. Y., 
under the provisions of section 1327 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 
1387) for the completion of a public building at Wichita, Kans. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2427) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Eliza M. Ferris, d ; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committes 
on Pensions. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 2428) to grant certain seal 
rocks to the city and county of San Francisco in trust for the people of 
the United States: which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2429) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha A. F. Terret; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2430) for the relief of the estate of 
the late John How, Indian agent, and his sureties; which was read 
ars by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2431) ting a pension to 
Henry Shoulders; whieh was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. DAWES. I introduce a bill with the merits of which I amun- 


acquainted; but it has been sent to the Senate accompanied by a mes- 
sage, which has gone to the other branch. At the request of the 
Interior De t I introduce it and ask that it be referred te the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (8. 2432) anthorizing the Secretary of the Interior to pur- 
chase certain improvements belonging to white settlers on the Mesca- 
lero Indian reservation, in New Mexico, and appropriating a sum of 
money therefor, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 2433) granting a pension to Joseph 
S. Lutz; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2434) to provide for the pur- 
chase of grounds and the erection of buildings for the post-office and 
for other uses for the United States, at rt, Ind.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr, HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2435) granting a to 
Henrietta M. Drum Hunt; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a joint resolution (S, R. o3} authori 
the publication of an edition of a Digest of International Law, edi! sated 
by Francis Wharton; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I submit the following amendments intended to 

be proposed by me to the river and harbor appropriation bill: 


For the improvement of the Chehalis River in Bear Territory, $5,000. 
For the improvement of the Cowlitz River in V Haer te Territory, 
For the pony, blr cee i s Columbia and Snake Rivers in Oregon and 
Washington Territory, $36 
Seini the improvement of the harbor at Olympia, Washington Territory, $100,- 


ge the im ng Tpeengeori of Skagit, Steilaguamish, Nootsack, Snohomish, and 
Snoqualimie Rivers in Washington Territory, $22,000. 

I move that the amendments be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce and printed. 

The motion was 

Mr. ALDRICH jka, marate an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to . 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, it was— 
Cet That when the Senate adjourn to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was— 
Ordered, That the papers in the claim of William H. Beck be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME, 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, mmiti d it hereby = 
structed to dene hg into the prea otari establishing a k Dariya o 
for disabled volunteers in Northern New York or Western Vermont, —— a 
view to the care and assistance of disabled volunteer soldiers residing in that 
section of the country. 

L. C. CAPEN. 

Mr. HOAR. I offer by requesta resolution to pay L. C. Capen $210 
as compensation for extra labor performed by him while a messenger 
in the employ of the —— accompanied by a letter from Mr. Capen 
setting forth the grounds of hisclaim. I move that the resolution with 
the emi im. Peron be referred to the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses of the 

The resolution was referred to the committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate; as follows: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the onaga fund of the Senate to L. 

i 


©. Capen the sum of $210, as compensation for 294 hours of extra labor performed 
by him while messenger from February 5, 1885, to April 4, 1855. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions ’’ the Calendar is now in order. 

The Chair will advise the Senate that under the fifth rule it is his 
duty to interrupt Senators at the end of five minutes, and alth it 
is sometimes an unpleasant duty, Senators will feel that it is simply 
done in obedience to the imperative rule of the Senate. 

ome CONGER. | I wasunableto hear what the statement of the Chair 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thestatement was simply to remind 


Senators that itis the duty of the Chair to erfforee the five-minute rule, 
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and although it is sometimes unpleasant, yet Senators must remember 
that it is the rule which imposes the duty and not the wish of the 
Chair to interpose. 

Mr. MAHONE. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate at this 
panD take up certain bills relating to public buildings, which aregn 
the endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. _I wish to ask the Senator whether he means 
to take up all the bills which are reported from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. MAHONE. That is what I propose to-do. Se 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to object to the taking up of any series of 
bills not regularly on the Calendar. 

Mr. MAHONE. These bills are on the Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. Itis not proposed to take them up regularly in their 
order on the Calendar. d 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that assent 
has been unanimously given.. Did the Senator from Michigan rise to 
make an objection to it? e 

Mr. CONGER. Isit the desire to go through with those bills ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. I did not hear the statement 
when the Chair put it. I object to taking up any series of bills now 
that will go through with a series of appropriations. We have had 
that on pensions, have had that on a number of other things, and now 
it is proposed to take up the public building bills. I should like to see 
some other business done than simply giving away money. 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So that there may be no misunder- 
standing, the Chair will again put the question to the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Ma- 
HONE] that he move to take up the bills one by one, to avoid the ne- 
cessity of asking unanimous consent. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can do that. A Sen- 
ator may move to proceed tọ the consideration of any bill on the Calen- 
dar during the morning hour. 

Mr. MAHONE. Then I move that the Senate take up Order of Busi- 
ness 269, being Senate bill 117. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. May I ask the Senator from Virginia, as his 
purpose seems to be to reach by consent action upon a number of bills, 
to yield for a moment to allow me to ask the consent of the Senate to 
consider at this time the bill just reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER], providing for the 
erection of a bridge across the Ohio River between Cincinnati and Cov- 
ington, assuring the Senator that there can be no discussion evoked by 
it? I think if I were permitted to make a statement of a minute I 
could convince the Senate that it is important and proper that the bill 
should be now. 

Mr. MAHONE. Before yielding to the Senator from Kentucky, I 
desire to say to the Senate that the bills which I wish to take up this 
morning are for the most part bills making provisions for the comple- 
tion of buildings which are already in process of construction. I now 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 


OHIO RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Now I ask that House bill 7938 be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
the unanimons consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill se peers from the Committee on Commerce this morning. 

Mr, ALLISON. Let it be read in full for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (ĦA. R. 7938) to authorize the Coving- 
ton and Cincinnati Elevated Railway and Bridge Company to erect a 
bridge across the Ohio River; and by unanimous consent the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

Mr. CONGER. I send to the desk a letter of the Secretary of War 
in reference to this bridge, which I think will satisfy the Senate that 
there should be no objection to the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

War Derartment, Washington City, May 13, 1886, 

Se: Your letter of the lth instant is received.. I have no objection to offer 
tothe of the bill as it now stands. I understand that the bridge pro- 
posed is su to the restrictions and provisions of the general law in ail rs: 
spects except the two particulars mentioned in the proviso. In reply to your 

fic inquiry as to ‘the effect the construction of the bridge contemplated in 

the bill will have upon the navi le interests of the Ohio River,” I would say 

that I have considered from the f that this question is to be determined by the 

Secretary of War assisted by the board of engineers provided for in the fourth sec- 

tion of the act of 1883, after the railway compavy is authorized by law to bridge 

the river and fn i its plans and conformed to the other requirements 
n. 


provided in that 
Very respectfully, yours, 
WM. C. ENDICOTT, Sceretery of War. 
Hon, 8, J. R. MCMILLAN, 
Chairmai 


m Committee on Commeres, United States Senate. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT KANSAS CITY. 
Mr. MAHONE. I move that the Senate proceed tothe consideration 


of the bill (S. 117) making an appropriation for the extension and en- 
largement of the United States custom-house at Kansas City, Mo. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length if 
there be no objection. 2 5 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Is the motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of this series of bills—— ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration one by one. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask if the motion to proceed to consider 
these public building bills is debatable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not debatable. The motion is 
to proceed to the consjderation of the particular bill which has been 
stated. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. Is it not a fact that a majority of the Sen- 
ate can carry that motion, and if that be so, is it not debatable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not debatable. Under the ex- 
press terms of the rule a motion to take up a bill during the morning 
hour is not debatable. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill indicated by him. ` 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate 
$150,000 for the purchase of suitable and the erection thereon 
of an additional building as an extension and enlargement of the cus- 
tom-house at Kansas City, Mo. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I presume that the bill is debatable, whether 
the motion to take it up is or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is debatable. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, There is no Senator here who can close his - 
eyes to the fact that we have about three committees in the Senate 
whose only business seems to be to spend money, and that those com- 
mittees all the time get a preference in the Senate. I should like to 
see some other business done, so far as I am concerned asa humble rep- 
resentative of a very humble constituency. 

Mr. SPOONER. The appropriation is necessary. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. A necessary appropriation! Yes, to bnild 
a house that nobody knows anything about, and that very few in the 
Senate know where it is to be built! 

I know that these bills will pass; I know that almost every Senator 
on this floor has a constituency interest to t in passing them; 
but I know at the same time that when we pass these bills we are taking 
money from the people who are not now able to pay it, and that the 
demagogy is here. Make the most of it here, but do not practice it 
when you get to your home. If I shall play ihe demagogue; I shall 
do it here and not on the hustings. 

How many public building bills are to follow this one? How many 
pension bills have we passed? How many bills granting arrears of 
pension have we passed without knowing scarcely that we were doing 
it? And we have pending a general bill for arrears of pension. 

Mr. President, I only ask that I shall be permitted to make my pro- 
test against what I believe all the people of this country recognize, 
simply the convening of Congress to make appropriations for one set 
of People and to tax another. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LAFAYETTE, IND. 


Mr. MAHONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 531) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Lafayette, Ind., being Order of Business No. 281. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which provides for the paronan 
of a site and the erection at Lafayette, Ind., of a suitable building for 
the use and accommodation of the post-office and other Government 
offices in that city, the site, and the building thereon, when completed 
according to plans and specifications to be previously made and ap- 
lone the Secretary of the Treasury, not to exceed the cost of 

, 000. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 12, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” 
to strike out ‘‘one hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ so as to read: 

And the sum of $75,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
bt Ara seria appropriated, for the purchase of said site and completion of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


The motion is to proceed to their 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, 


Mr. MAHONE. I move that the Senate now 
eration of Order of Business 282, being Senate bill 1131. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 1131} toamend an act to pro- 


to the consid- 
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vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Detroit, Mich. 

“The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. The first amendment was, after the word 
‘*million,’’ in line 19, to strike out “*five’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as 
to read: 

The plans, specifications, and fall estimates for’said building shall be pre- 
viously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the site 
and building complete the sum of $1,300,000. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 44, after the word ‘‘million,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘three;”’ so as to read: 

Provided, however, That if a new site shall be purchased for said building as 
hereinbefore autho: it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
after the site for said building shall have been purchased, to cause a plan and 

fications of said ee to be prepared, which said plan ands cations 

all not inyolve an expenditure in the erection and completion of said build- 
ing, and the approaches thereto, exceeding the portion of $1,300,000 remainin; 

after the site of said building shall have been paid for; and no plan of said build. 

ing shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an expendi- 

ture exceeding the sum so remaining after paying for the site of said building: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 52, after the word ‘‘million,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘“‘three;’’ so as to read: 

And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be construed in any 
event to increase the cost of the new site and building, including approaches, 
when completed, beyond the sum of $1,300,000, as provided in this section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Virginia in charge of this 
bill to explain wherein this differs from the existing law on the sub- 
ject? We had a very considerable discussion, I remember, last year 
on the question of the propriety of enlarging the present building at 
Detroit, or purchasing a new site; and as I read the language of this 
bill, it is su tially the language of the present law, and I should 
be glad to have the Senator from Virginia or one of the Senators from 
ee explain wherein this differs from the existing law. 

Mn PALMER, IsupposeI can explain the matter better than any one 
else. The increase (which I imagine is what the Senator from Iowa 
wishes to ask about) is caused in this way: Owing to the change of site 
made by the commission appointed by the of the Treasury, 
and owing to a ruling of the Comptroller of the Treasury, the former 
bill was shorn of $200,000, which brought our appropriation of $900,000 
down to about $700,000. On account of our having removed the site 
it became very evident after the purchase of the new site that it was 
very desirable—and in that the Secretary of the Treasury agreed—that 
we should have the balance of the block, which would call for over 
$200,000 more. That makes $400,000, which, added to the $900,000 
already appropriated, would make $1,300,000. ` 

The fact is, the appropriation is much less than Detroit is entitled to 
from her position and from the actual state of business there, and if 
the Senator would like a lotof statements by therule of three by which 
that can be proved I have them in my pocket and I can read them. 

Mr. AL N. Iwill take some other occasion to have those state- 
ments made. I do not ask for them now. 

Mr. PALMER. I have them here and they might be interesting 


Mr. DLEBERGER. Allow me to ask the Senator how much 
the te of these appropriations for public buildings will be? 

Mr. PALMER. I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator tell me how much the ag- 

of these Beri lewis is or will be? 

. PALMER. Idonot know. I hope many millions, I think 
that the United States can not do better with its money than to put up 
suitable public buildings that shall be educational as well as useful 
where they are demanded for the public business, and I propose always 
to vote for reasonable and proportionate appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. The reason I made the aa pE respecting this build- 

was that last year the limit of its cost, including the site, was, I 
th eight or nine hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. PALMER. Nine hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now it seems that the new site has already been 
purchased, as I understand, and in view of the cost of that site it is 
necessary to increase the limit, and the only object of this bill is to in- 
ereasé the limit from $900,000 to $1,300,000. 

Mr. PALMER. That is the only object. I will state here that the 
proceeds of the sale of the old building and the old site will be over 
$200,000, so that practically we only get $1,100,000. We are entitled, 
as I stated before, to about $2,200,000 by the rule of proportion, tak- 
ing thirty-one cities of the United States as appropriated for. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC RUILDING AT SAINT PAUL. 


Mr. MAHONE. - I moye that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 554, being Senate bill 1919. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1919) to authorize the purchase 
of additional ground adjoining the United States court-honse and post- 
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office building at Saint Paul, Minn., the erection of a bonded warehouse, 
and the repair of the existing United States building at said place, and 
appropriating money therefor. ‘ 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move to amend the bill in line 7 by changing 
eo “Wabash ” to ‘‘ Wabasha,” adding the letter “a,” so as to 
read: . 


Not to exceed 100 feet on Wabasha street, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I also move to amend, which perhaps the com- 
mittee will accept, by inserting after the word ‘‘lots,’’ in line 6, the 
words following: 

Or in lieu thereof, in his discretion, an equivalent in area of the ground front- 
ing on Fifth street and adjoining said building. 

The building is on a corner, and this merely gives the alternative to 
purchase a site on cither side. 

Mr. MAHONE. I have no objection. 

The amendment w, to 


The bill was repgfted to the Senate as amended, and theamendments 
were concurred int enpas 
The bill was ered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and/passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT DENVER. 


Mr. MAHONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 780, being Senate bill 1592. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 1592) to change the limit 
of appropriation for the public building at Denver, Colo., was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with anamendment, in section 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘ build- 
ing,” to strike out ‘‘ seven hundred and fifty ” and insert “‘five hun- 
dred and seventy-five;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the act entitled “An act for the erection of a public building at Denver, 
Colo., approved May 8, 1882, be amended by making the limit for said building 
$575,000, and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost thereof, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want to ask my colleague, if he will an- 
swer, how much money in the te is covered by these bills that 
are reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds that 
we are asked to vote upon to-day. It does seem to me that we ought 
to know how much money we are voting out of the Treasury when we 
are asked to simply take up bills for some Senator to move an amend- 
ment to, and we pass them blindly inte 5 

But a few minutes ago the Senator from lowa[Mr. ALLISON ] objected 
to a bill because he said it had been under consideration at the last 
session, and he finally consented to it because he could understand that 
the only purpose of the bill was to add $400,000 more to what he ob- 
jected to at the last session of the Senate. 

Now, sir, I am not willing for one to sit here and note that kind of 
language going into the RECORD, objecting to a bill and then saying that 
the only difference is that it appropriates $400,000 more, without some 
inquiry. I should like to know, for one, what I am voting out of the 
Treasury. We do not hear a bill here except so far as it is necessary to 
put into it an amendment. Why, sir, if I could do it with becoming 
diffidence—and I will almost presume it now—I might ask how many 
States are interested in these appropriations that you are making; and 
I assume that no Senator would go so far as to violate a constitutional 
obligation by voting for a proposition in which he had an interest. 

We have done nothing but yote away money and take it out of the 
Treasury. Look at your Treasurer’s report; the money is not in the 
Treasury to get out, and you have to put it into the Treasury before 
you take it out. ; 

I know that Virginia has a court-house provided for in one of these 
bills, and I believe I know that three-fourths of the States have court- 
houses or public buildings in this series of bills; but I claim that until 
there can be some reason assigned for voting away this money we ought 
not to doit. I have sat here for the last four weeks doing nothing but 
quietly acquiescing in taking money out of the Treasury that is not in 
there, but they say it is in there, . ; 

Now, sir, if there be one Senator on this floor who will condescend 
not to answer me but to answer his own people, I venture to ask how 
much money are we called on to vote here out of the Treasury, and to 
tell us what States it is going to; tell us, if it be possible, the necessity 
for a building somewhere, tell us whether it is to be a court-house or a 
city hall or something to ornament a town, or something that is simply 
put into a bill to get some gentleman who. was opposed to it to silently 
aequiesce in it. 

I should think I was falling far short of my obligation and my duty 
to the Senate if I were to ask them to appropriate one dollar, ay, evena 
silver dollar, without giving them a reason and a public reason for ap- 
propriating it. 

Sir, I mean to carry this question further than the discussion of it 
which suggests itself to Senators on this floor. _I hear of strikes, I hear 
of bloodshed, in Chicago, in East Saint Louis, in Saint Louis. Do you 

t to sit upon this floor and continuously vote away that which 
you extract from the pockets of the people, and not suppose they will 
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strike? You are voting away money as if it belonged to you. I have 
asked gentlemen on this floor to state how they own one farthing of that 
which is in the United States Treasury. Have you paid in some taxes? 
Have you paid any taxes that you could estimate and say belonged to 
you? Yet you sit here and idly vote a million and a half on a public 
building, and not one Senator in five knows even in what State it is to 
be located or for what purpose it is to be used. 

Now, sir, I do ask again—and that was the purpose of my rising— 
that some Senator will give us a statement of the amount of money that 
is to be voted out of the Treasury by these bills, and to how many States 
it is to go, and whether there is possibly enough of what we Sena- 
torial courtesy here—I believe I am not with practicing a great 
deal of it—that we can not now and then have the yeas and nays and 
let it be known who are voting for these indiscriminate appropriations 
and who are voting against them. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, only a few days since the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds made a very elab- 
orate report in compliance with a resolution introduced by the Senator 
from Virginia who has just taken his seat, giving the details of every 
bill that had been reported from that committeeand the amount of the 
appropriation; and if Senators have not read that report I beg leave 
to refer them to it for very full information on this subject, It isa 
valuable public document, 

The bills that are being pressed for action this morning are, with one 
or two exceptions, for very smallamounts. They seem to be necessary, 
80 far as I know, from the reports of the Treasury ent, and it 
is necessary that they should be passed very early in order that the 
buildings may be properly completed. . 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I venerate the Senator from Vermont, who 
I know is a member of that committee, but how can he expect any Sen- 
ator on this floor to know that some one has made a report when that 
report has not been read in the Senate? We have not been asked to 
hear the report now referred to. We have been asked to do nothing 
but sit here and vote money for public buildings and public grounds. 
If there has been a report emanating from that committee, with all due 

to my coll e and to the gentleman who I believe is the sen- 
ior Senator of the whole body, I have not heard the report and I donot 
think any other Senator has heard it. If it were worth the while of 
these gentlemen to make a report, it is worth our while to hear it read. 
= do think it ought to be read so that we may know what we are voting 

r. 

Mr. MAHONE. Mr. President, the bills which we are now consid- 
ering have been before the Senate for a d while. They have been 
printed; they have been within the reach of every member of the Sen- 
ate, to know not only where all the buildings are located, but on what 
particular account the bills are proposed, whether for a new building 
or for the completion of some building already in course of construction. 
In addition to that, there accompanies every one of these bills a special 
report giving the reasons for the appropriation, and those reports have 
been printed and have been placed.upon the desks of Senators. So it 
has been all the while within the reach of the Senator from Virginia to 
get the information that he now seeks to obtain. s 

Iwill add, Mr. President, that the bills which we have under con- 
sideration this morning aggregate about a million and a quarter of dol- 
lars, all told. : 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I desire to make one further observation. 
If that report has been where I could get it and read it, I am unaware 
of the fact. Ihave certainly been here in the Senate every day, and 
possibly my colleague makes the mistake of supposing that I have been 
away nee Tuesday, but I have not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HARRISONBURG, VA. 

Mr. MAHONE. I move to proceed to the consideration of Order of 
Business 781, being Senate bill No. 2058, 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 2058) to complete the pub- 
lic bnilding at Harrisonburg, Va., was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT DODGE, IOWA. 

Mr. MAHONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 782, being Senate bill 1611. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 1611) for the erection of 
a public building at Fort Dodge, Iowa, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSON, MISS, 


Mr. MAHONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 783, being Senate bill 1550. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 1550) to provide for an 
addition to the United States building at Jackson, Miss., was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. ‘ os. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 11, before the word "thousand, ”? 
to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ soas to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause to be erected a suitable fire-proof addition to 
the United States building in Jackson, in the State of Mississippi, for the accom- 
modation of the register and the reciver of public lands, and for the safe-keep- 
ing of the records of the same, and also for use as offices of the United States 
revenue officials; and there is or ef appropriated, out of nuy moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $6,000; Provided, That said 
sum shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. Í 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MARQUETTE, MICH, . 


Mr. MAHONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 784, being Senate bill 1457. 

The métion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 1457) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the erection of the public building at Marquette, Mich., 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in section 1, line 6, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘eighty ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five; ’’ so as 
to make the section read: 

That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the erection of bd pet 
lic building by the United States Government at Marquette, Mich., be, and the 
same is hereby, increased to $125,000, and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit 
of the cost for the erection of said building. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT TERRE HAUTE. 


Mr. MAHONE. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 785, being Senate bill 430. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 430) to change the limit 
of appropriation for the public building at Terre Haute, Ind., was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment in section 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘ build- 
ing,” to strike out ‘‘two hundred” and insert ‘‘ one hundred and sev 
enty-eight;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the act entitled “An act for the erection of a public building at Terre 
Haute, Ind.,” approved July 7, 1882, be amended by making the limit for said 
building $178,000, and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost thereof. 

_The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. r 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PARKERSBURG. 


Mr. MAHONE. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 2191, Order of Business 786. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 2191) to complete repairs 
and alterations of the public building at Parkersburg, W. Va., was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for æ third TANE, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MAHONE. I have no farther bills to present this morning. 


THE RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred a resolution for the preparation of a report as to 
each public work for which an appropriation is made in the river and 
harbor bill, to report it without amendment, and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed, when the river and 
harbor apprepriation bill shall be reported, to report as to each public work for 
which an appropriation is made in said bill, the facts which render such appro- 
ran advisable and of national importance, and the condition of the work, 

un. 


. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam also instructed by the Committee pn Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a resolution for an additional clerk to the 
Committee on Commerce, to report it with an amendment. I ask for 
its present consideration, i 
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i There Dang 30 ohjeskon, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution, as follows. 

eames That there be an additional clerk for the Committee on Commerce 
for the remainder of the session. 


The amendment of the committee was, to add to the resolution: 


Ata of $8 per day; and that the Secre of the Senate be, and he is 
hereby, au! and directed to tere lana Ber out of the appropriation 
form items of the cont the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the rule this resolution must 
go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 

e Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iask then that it be so referred. 

Mr. FRYE. Might not the amendment be adopted first? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can not be considered at all ex- 
“cept for reference to that committee. The amendment goes to the com- 
mittee with the resolution. 


COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I movethat the Committee on Commerce be per- 
mitted to sit during the sittings of the Senate for the remainder of the 


session. , 
The motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is now inorder. The 
first case on the Calendar will be reported. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me, as we have taken up bills a little 
out of order to-day, it might be well to go on with that course; and I 
suggest that we take up the pension cases that have been reported since 
the last day they were considered. 

Mr. CONGER. A special hour may be set aside any day by vote to 
take up ion bills and pass them, as we have always done heretofore; 
but let us now go on with the Calendar in the regular order of the 
morning hour, 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; if the Senator from Michigan has some- 
thing he desires to reach, I shall not interpose. 

Mr. CONGER. Several Senators have bills which are of importance, 
and it seems almost impossible to ask that separate bills be taken up 


“on the Calendar, and for that 


for the accommodation of all 

Senators, I think we shonld go Arejea E and thus reach in time the 
bills in which they are in 
ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar will 

stated. : 

The bill (S. 1219) for the relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky was 
announced as first in order, 

Mr. HOAR. What was done with Order of Business 161, being the 
bill (S. 1406) fixing the time for the meeting of Congress ? 

The P IDENT pro tempore. That matter went over yesterday 
informally, retaining its place. 

Mr. HOAR. That may as well go on the General Calendar, because 
I shall ask the Senate to consider it when we consider the constitu- 
tional amendment on the same subject introduced by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] that will mere an express order of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro There being no objection, Order of 
Business 161 will be auisiaetet | as objected to and go over to the Cal- 
endar under the ninth rule. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not exactly wish to enter an objection, but I de- 
sire it to go on that Calendar by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 


MARTIN KENOFSKY. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1219) for the relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations, which 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 6, after the words ‘‘sum of,” the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations reported an amendment to strike out $8,- 
ya and insert ae ;? so wash p make the bill read: 


used in the sevice of the United E akon jad paces SOEN REENER IS 
The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill wasordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
REPORTS ON ALASKA. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution reported by 
Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, February 10, 1886, to 
print 4,000 extra copies of the report on Alaska by L. M. Turner. 

The resolution was considered, and agreed to; as follows: 


Resolved by the paag pin hag eee (the House fa 


‘esentatives ng), 
That the report on Alaska, by L. M. Turner, be printed with then 


ecessary 
trations, and that 4,000 additional copies be printed, of which 1,000 copies shali 


be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives, and 1,000 copies for re ones under the direction of the Chief Signel 
Officer of the United States Arm 


SEWELL COULSON, ise PORTER, HARRISON & FISHBACK. 


The bill (S. 249) for the payment of Sewell Coulson and Porter, 
Harrison & Fishback, for legal services, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the submitted by Mr. 
MITCHELL, of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, February 10, 
1886, hut before concluding was interrupted by— 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think it is hardly necessary to read that long 
report. I am conversant with all the facts in the case. There isa 
valid claim for legal services there, and I have no doubt the matter is 
properly stated in the bill. I was counsel myself in the cases men- 
tioned there on the other side, and I know personally that the services 
were rendered, and I have no doubt that the amount charged was 


proper. 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. If there be no objeetion—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. is to hear the report read. I thought I asked 
for the doen ket the repo: 

The PRESIDENT pro en The exhibits and papers were being 
read. The substantial partof the report has already been read, but the 
reading will proceed if the Senator from Vermont wishes. 

Mr. EDMUN DS. That is what I asked. 
i The Secretary resumed the reading of the report, which is as fol- 
ows: 


The facts in this case are clearly and fully stated in a report made to the House 
by the House Committee on Claims, first session, Forty-seventh Congress (Re- 
port 1755), which reads as follows: 

“The mittee on Claims, to whom was referred gok bill (H. R. 4431) for the 

prm of Sewell Coulson, and Porter, m & Fishback, for serv- 

had the same under consideration, are carefully examined all the 

papers evidence connected therewith, and find the facts substantially as 
stated in a letter of Mr. Coulson, which is in as follows 

>About the Ist of October, 1861, Samuel eCormick, of Sullivan County, In- 
gans was captain of a company of State militia, organized and mustered in his 

cou avo È under and in pursuance of the act of the State Legislature approved and 
nso May 11, 1861. dee Johnson, John McConnel, John Rotramel, John G. 

lain, Thomas bade Peter Wilson, and others, were members ofsaid com- 
pany. 'This company was frequently called into active service by the provost- 
marshal of the district, t to aid in prepira the laws of the United States, and in 
preventing opposition to the drafts or uprising of the people to resist the drafts. 

“*In February, 1886, five civil suits were commenced against Captain MeCor- 
mick and his men, in the Sullivan cireuit court, to recover damages for im- 
prisonment in cases where they made arrests under and in pursuance to 
orders from General A. P. Hovey,in command of the district of Indiana, R. W. 
Kham ga oars ae E and provost-marshal,and Daniel Conover, captain and pro- 

fg rong Alaanse na district of Ind accompanied 
by papar En from Maj James Hi in command of the State militia. 
***At bya term or the Sullivan circuit court the grand jury returned an in- 
-dictment against the same men, charging them with grand larceny for oe 
two kegs of powder found concealed, and which were undoubtedly come 
and intended to be used in opposin the Government of the Unit tates. I 
was employed as counsel to defend all of these six cases, to wit: Andrew Hum- 
phreys ts. Samuel MeCormick et al; Thomas Mayfield vs. Same; James Leach 
vs. Same; William Holson vs. Larry J ohn Sisson vs, Same; and ihe State of In- 
diana vs. Sape. On enterin: their fi r progr in the civil cases the defend- 
ants filed their affidavits and motions with an offer to make requisite bonds to 
remove said cases to the circuit court of the United States for the district of In- 
diana for trial. The motions were severally oyerruled by Judge lea, 
holding the act of Congress of 3d of March, 1863, unconstitutional and void, and 
ruled the defendants to answer, pending which all the cases were continued, 
At oe as term, 1866, judgment was taken by he gry eS the case of Hum- 
‘eCormick et al., and his assessed at $25,000. Issues were 
serial ps all the other cases, and the cases of Mayfield vs. » MoGoraick et al. was 
bo by the phos tog Be which resulted in finding a judgment for plaintiffs for $500, 
These two lefendants appealed to the supreme court; in other three, 
on defendant's a SPOL the venue was a to the Knox circuit court. 
The indictment in the criminal case was quash 

“*After the appeal of the cases of prik hreys and Mayfield to the supreme 
court Messrs, Porter, Harrison & Fishback, of Indianapolis, were retained to 
assist in those cases, and did so. They filed a brief that required great labor, 
fully ad Epu eS to prepare, the cases involving new questions, not then 

ully adjudicated 
eh cases were decided at the November term, 1866, of the supreme court, 
by which decision the judgment and ruling of the Sullivan circuit court was re- 
ve , and cause remanded, with instructions to the court below to f ac 
ttpon the sufficiency of the bond ‘that might be offered under the law of 
gress, &e. (See cases, Mayfield ts. McCormick ef al., 27 Indiana, 143, and Me- 
Cormick et al. rs. Humphreys, 27 Indiana, 144, where a more detailed statement 
will be found.) 

“Immediately after the decision of the above cases in the supreme court, 
Judge Baker, of the Knox circuit, ordered the three cases pending in his court 
by change of venue to be removed to the United States circuit court for the dis- 
trict of Indiana for trial, which was done, and the cases were finally disposed 
of, in that court at the November term, 1867, in favor of the Gefendanta: 

‘The cases of Humphrey and Mayfield were transferred to the United States 
circuit court at the May term thereof, 1868, and leave was given to plead at the 
November term following,’ ” 

s * * & * s 


* 

The claims for these services were filed with the Secretary of War, and the 
same were by him referred to the Judge-Advocate-General. ‘Although the facts 
found by him are substantially as stated above, your committee think it fnir to 
the House to give the facts as found by him, together with his conclusious 
thereon, which are in these wo: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Bones or MILITARY Jcsrice, May 10, 1875. 

Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 

This is the claim of Sewell Coulson, esq., and of Messrs. Porter, Harrison & 
Fishback, attorneys, for their fees for rofessional services rendered in the de- 
fense of sundry actions instituted and prosecuted inst a militia officer and 
men of his command,in the State courts and the United States circuit court, 
within the State of Indiana, 


1886. 
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Mr. Coulson's account amounts to $4,500, 
mo. The account of Porter, &c., is $3,000, less $500, or Total, 
e credits indicated were amounts paid out of a fund a) riated by the 
Seats asst of tn Erato rillitin who had been CIMA to mule AOS by romeo of 
tes and o e State militia who m O sui 5 
their military acts. In regard to this Mand Oe D ANa ie tae MANO. 
menė, dated April 1, 1870, and contained among the papers, that Bdge Ae 


by Captain Coul- 


less a credit of $550—that is to say, 


The present claims 
setting forth the facts of the inception and history of the proceedings. 
hich all commenced in trata enn be? pcg tog tear 
rosecution for 


For the ension of Sisson no order of arrest was ever made. It is rep- 
resented in the statement of Mr. Coulson that he was never arrested at all, nor 
in any manner assaulted, Xe, 

For the arrest of Leach and 
Capt. W. W. Jo Twenty-second it Vi Corps, p! 
by General Hovey in command of the United States troops in the county of Sul- 

n stationed there fi tection of lo; 


livan, a detachment having bee: for the pro! yal cit- 
Under what fic authority or circumstances the State militia had come to 
be under the orders of the district commander and provost-marshalsat the period 


of these arrests, &c., is not set forth in Mr Coulson's statement. 

The five actions were commenced in State courts, and comer ENEE | removed 
to the circuit court of the United States, where they were finally disposed of 
without trial. In the suits by Humphreys and Mayfield, an application oak 
been made and enforced by argument for the removal of the cases to the Uni 
States jurisdiction, the same was refused by Judge Eckles, who held the State 
court, whereupon both suits went to trial, and a verdict or judgment (in the 
former action of $25,000 and in the latter of $500) was rendered nst the defend- 
ant. These cases were then p prsne to the supreme court of the State, where, 
after an elaborate t, the adverse ruling of the court below was reversed 
and the removal of the suits ordered. The other actions which had meanwhile 
awaited this result were also then removed. Complaints and answers were 
thereupon filed in the two first-named suits in the United States court, and after 
some continuance the same were, as above mentioned, finally dismissed for 
want of prosecution in November term, 1870. The suits brought by Sisson, 
Leach, and Holkdson were dismissed in May term, 1868, for want of a declara- 
tion. The criminal indictment was quashed in or about August, 1566. 

Mr. Coulson is understood to have acted as attorney from the beginning tothe 
end of the proceedings. The services of Messrs. Porter, Harrison & Fishback 
were rendered in the supreme court upon the appeal, and afterward in the 
United States circuit court. 

The proceedings in the action by Mayfield were substantially identical with 
those in the action by Humphreys, and those in the actions by Leach & Holdson 
substantially identical with those in the action brought by Sisson. 

The Liner roe of the services and reasonableness of the chargesare certi- 
fied to by Judge Eckles of the State circuit court, by Judges Frazer and Ray of 
the supreme court of the State, before which the appeal in the two principal 
actions was argued by Governor Baker and by Hon. T. A. Hendricks, John C, 
New, J. T. Gunn, N. G. Ruff, and J. E. McDonald, attorneys and counselors at 
law of Indiana. 

No specific apais | from (the of War for the employment, at the 
expense of the United States, of Mr. Coulson or of Messrs. Porter, n 
Fishback, in any of these proceedings, is to be found in the papers exhibited, 

If, however, the communication of the Secretary of War, of February 22,1869, 
to Hon. H. D. Washburn, M. C., in which the merely declines to con- 
sider the question of compensation till the services are fully performed, and 
upon the rendition of a final account, is to be viewed asa ratification of such 
employment, the Secretary would then be authorized to settle these claims, 
inasmuch as the services were entered upon more than four years before the 
passage of the act transferring the authority to employ such counsel to the De- 
partment of Justice, and were indeed almost en y coneluded before the date 


of such act. Should the Secretary of War regard himself as fully authorized to 
entertain the settlement of the charges, it would be the opinion of this bureau 
that, in view of the difficulty of these cases, the variety of services uired in 


the same during the six years in which they were pending, the su: l result 
of the contest, and of the testimony, above indicated, of the judges and counsel, 
in favor of the reaso: eness of the fees charged, the Secre would proba- 
S7 be justified in allowing the full amount claimed, altho the same cer- 
tainly appears to this bureau as a full and generons estimate of the value of the 
services rendered. 
If, on the other hand, in view of the fact that no poolis engagement of these 
anaa on the part of the Ses States, = aunor Be Road ne at 
expe’ appears among papers or is even clai e es to have 
existed; of the fact that the defendants were State militia and not a part of the 
Army of the United States; of the fact that a provision er peer. EJ thongh it 
may have been, was made for the fees of this class of counsel by Legislature 
of Indiana, and that their share of it was accepted by claimants, who thus a 
rently contemplated that their fees were most properly a State ; and of 
the further consideration that the payment by the War Department of so con- 
siderable an amount as that claimed (at a date when such payments haye en- 
ueir passed within the sole discretion of the Department of Justice) conid 
t ly have been contemplated by Congress in making the current appropria- 
tion for Army contingencies, as well as of the probability that other SARA for 
professional services in these cases may yet A sagt by James C. Denny 
and R. W. Thompson, esq.,the Secretary of War d doubt as to his author- 


for satisfying these or as to the of his settling the same, 
itwould be then suggested whether fb not be well to refer this claim, 
which in this aspect itself rather to the erosity than to the justice 
of the Government, to the next Congress, with a toa specific appropriation 
for its payment, if the same be deemed proper. 
J. HOLT, Judge-Advocate-General. 
And there being no funds at the disposal of the Secretary of war out of which 
said claims could the same were referred to the then Atto: 
Me pan laenas ion for payment, as shown by the following letter of indorse- 
ment: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, June 9, 1875. 


Approved. 

Inasmuch as there are no funds subject to the control of this De ent for 
the payment of such claims, and it being that there are subject 
to the control of the Department of Justice which may p: ybe app to 

purposes, pay in this caseare Topey fo: tothe 
Attorney-General, with recommendation of payment of these claims, 
WM. BELKNAP. 


Subsequently, to wit, June 12, 1875,the honorable Attorney-General returned 
said claims to the Secretary of War, with the following statement: 
DEPARTMENT OF Justice, Washington, June 12, 1875, 
Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the papers in the case of 
Sewall Coulson and Messrs, Porter, Harrison & Fishback, relative to their ac- 
counts of fees for services in certain cases in said papers named, 
I herewith return those papers, and beg to inform you that there is no appro- 


priation over which this ent has control, and out of which these accounts 
ean be anne 
ery respectfully your obedient servant, 


EDWARDS PI aye map =a 
tlorney- 
Hon. W. W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of War. * 


Afterward, to wit, November 24, 1876, the Sec of War referred said claims 
to the Third Auditor of the Treasury, in the following statement: 

Respectfully referred to the Third Auditor of the Treasury for settlement. The 
account betes eupeared atthis Department, but no funds being available, it may 
be a proper case to report to Congress in the estimates. 

By order of the Secretary of War. 


NOVEMBER 24, 1876, 


And the said Auditor having examined the claims, did, on the 5th day of Au- 
gust, 1881, render his decision therein in these words: 


DECISION BY THIRD AUDITOR. 


In the matter of the claims of Sewall Coulson, esq., and Messrs, Porter, Harri- 
son & Fishback for attorney fees. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, THIRD AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
August 5, 1881. 

The general history of these cases is stated in the report made to the Secretary 
of War by the Judge-Advocate-General, on May 10, 1875, to which I will refer to 
avoid recapitulation. 

The claimants were not employed under any order or other authority ema- 
nating from the Secretary of War, nor at any time while the service was being 
rendered were they recognized by the as employed in behalf of the 
United States. The letter addressed by direction of the Secretary to Ilon, HE. D. 
Washburn, M. C., by the Inspector-General on the 22d February, 1859, contained 
no such negotiation, but merely declined to pass upon a case not then pending 
in the Department, but hypothetically presented in a letter, and the full particu- 
lars of which were not known at the Department. 

The parties to whom these professional services were rendered were not in 
the service of the United States, but were officers and soldiers of the State of 
Indiana. It does not appear by whom these claimants were retained, but it 
does supess that part oe bre on account of these services were made aud re- 
ceived from a fund provided by the State of Indiana. 

If as appears very probable, the matters in respect to which the services were 
aal de were of importance to the United States, it may be highly proper for 
the General Government to assume the burden of compensating these claim- 
ants; but only Congress can assume for the United States an equitable duty not 
based upon a legal obligation. 

The claims not being within my jurisdiction I can not entertain them. 

The papers will be transmitted, with this decision, to the Second Comptroller. 

E. W. KEIGHTLEY, Auditor. 


The decision of the said Auditor was confirmed by the Second Comptroller of 
the Treasury, in these words: i 


Claim No. 42127. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
A March 10, 1862, 
Respectfully returned to the Hon. Third Auditor, the rs in the clai 
Sewell Coulson et al. DEE sin 
Polen. popan of the Auditor is concurred in and approved, and the claim is dis- 
allowed. m 
However meritorious this claim may be, as against the General Government, 
it seems to be clearly one that can now be properly considered only by Con- 


gress. 
W. W. UPTON, Comptroller. 


“ Your committee thought best to give the facts pretty fully in this case, even 
at the risk of repetition. It will be seen that the payment of these claims was 
recommended by the Secretary of War,and would probably have been paid by 
him or the Attorney-General but for the want of finds. The claims were re- 
jected by the Third Auditor upon the ground, as stated by him, that ‘the claim- 
ants were not employed under any order or other authority emanating from 

the Secretary of War.’ While this may be true, nevertheless the services were- 
rendered, and in the defense of men who were legally ordered to make the ar- 
rests and seizures mentioned above. The disturbances in Indiana during the 
war,and beg eng | at the time of these arrests,are so well known that your 
committee deem it unnecessary to make any other than a general reference 

thereto. The arrests, &c., were made in the interest of the Government, and to 
protect loyal citizens of Indiana. It would have been manifestly unjust to haye 
allowed defendants in these several suits to have been compelled to pay 
counsel fees,as their cause was a common one, in which the Government was 
vitally interested, and your committee assume that counsel was,necessary to 
the pora defense of these men. 

a å tion of all these cases was in favor of the defendants. The value 
of the services rendered is certified to by the then governor, Conrad = 
Judge Eckles, who held the State court, by Hon. Joseph E. McDonald, Hon. T. 
A Hendricks by Judges Wreaiex wad Ray, then members of the supreme court 
of Indiana, and others. 


H. T. CROSBY, Chief Clerk. 
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‘Your committee believe that in view of the cireumstances of this case, it isa 
proper claim to be paid by the Government, and they therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill.” . 

- Your committee adopt the foregoing statement of facts and conclusions, with 
this further statement: 

That while there is a lack of evidence owing = original employment by 


the Secretary of War, the evidence is conclusive that on a presentation of the e 
claims to him, with full explanations of all the circumstahces, they were p7 him 
accepted, recognized, and approved as just and legal claims against the United 

% upon and due and owing on account of valuable professional serv- 
ices rendered in the interest and for the benefit of the General Government ata 
critical period in its history. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The reading need proceed no furthernow. Hav- 
ing myself been able to read through the report, which I could not do 
with any very great advantage after the bill had passed, I withdraw 
my request to have it further read. 

The point seems to be whether these gentlemen were acting under a 
retainer of the United States when they performed this service, or 
whether they were acting for the State. The committeefind from the 
correspondence that they were justified in supposing that they wereact- 
ing under a retainer from the United States or a recognition by the Sec- 
retary of War, which, I think, is not an unfair conclusion of the com- 
mittee, and that point being established, all the Departments agree 
that they ought to be paid. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I had the honor of reporting this bill, 
and the Senator from Vermont is entirely right. ‘That is the real state 
of the case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. CAMERON. During my absence some days ago Senate bill 
1302, Order of Business 128, was over. I should like now to 
call it up and ask for its passage. It is a bill authorizing the appoint- 
ment of an assistant secretary of the Navy. The Senator from Thin ois 
[Mr. LoGAN] desires to offer an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular business before the Sen- 
ate is the Calendar under the eighth rule. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask that that be laid aside for a moment and 
that the Senate take up Senate bill 1302. It was on the Calendar and 
put aside some days since during my absence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves, pending the Calendar, that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 1302) authorizing the appointment of an assistant 
secretary of the Navy, and fixing the salary of the same. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I su to my friend from Pennsylvania that 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] and two or three other Sen- 
ators, as I remember, who opposed the bill before are not now in their 
seats, and it would not be quite fair perhaps to take it up in their 
absence. 

Mr. CAMERON. I did not think at the moment of their absence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know that. 

Mr. CAMERON. But the Senator from Kansas made a very elab- 
orate speech on the subject, and I suppose he said all he can say. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I presume he would like to be here to vote. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Kansas remarked after his 
speech, when it was proposed to vote, that he had only entered on the 
vestibule of the argument. z 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CAMERON. If objection is made I shall not press my-request. 

A. H. VON LUETTWITZ. 

The bill (S. 794) for the relief of A. H. Von Luettwitz was announced 
as regularly in order. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

Mr. LOGAN. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 


be passed over. 
GEORGE S. FISHER. 


The bill (S. 147) to reimburse George S. Fisher for losses sustained 
by fire in Japan, November 26, 1866, was announced as next in order. 
Mr. MAXEY. There is an adverse report in that case. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made the bill goes 
over under the rule. 
Mr, ALLISON. 
of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Towa moves that 
the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WESTERN MIAMI INDIANS. 


The bill (S. 1433) for the relief of the Western Miami Indians of 
Kansas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
Secretary of the Interior to cause to bè paid to the Western Miami In- 
dians of Kansas, in the Indian Territory, out of the land fund to their 
eredit in the Treasury, in cash, per capita, or to be expended in such 
other manner as he may consider best for their interest and welfare, 
$9,495, in order to relieve their pressing wants and necessities, occa- 
sioned by the destruction of their crops, and loss of cattle, hogs, and 
horses by disease, during the summer and fall of the year 1885. 


I move its indefinite postponement, soas to get rid 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Does that bill meet the approval of my-friend 
from Massachusetts ? , 
Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir; I reported it. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be eng 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RAILROADS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The bill (S. 1485) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. A bill haspassed the House substantially 
the same as this, though there are some immaterial variations, and I 
should like to substitute the House bill for this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can move to proceed to 
the consideration of the House bill. If there be no objection the House 


for a third 


.bill will be considered instead of the Senate bill. - Is there objection? 


The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6391) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. There are some slight differences between the two 
bills that the Senator from Arkansas will explain if any Senator de- 
sires an explanation. i E 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Theyareimmaterial. The two bills were 
compared carefully by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
and other members of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and the House 
bill was considered substantially the same as the Senate bill. There 
are a few verbal changes, but they are immaterial in their nature. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to offer an amendment to section 9. The 
Senator from Vermént [Mr. EDMUNDS] has called my attention to an 
omission there which should be supplied. In the fifth line, after the 
word ‘‘all,’? the word ‘‘ fences” should be inserted and a comma, and 
the word ‘‘road’’ should be changed to ‘‘ roads; ” so as to read: ‘“That 
said railroad company shall construct and maintain continually all 
fences, roads, and highway crossings,’’ &c. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time.. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 1485) to authorize the 
Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses, will be indefinitely poene 

The bill (S. 1486) to authorize the Denison and Washita Valley Rail- 
way Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That bill wants the same amendment, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
notice that but five minutes remain of the morning hour, and the bill 
can not be read in that time. 

Mr. MAXEY, I desire to have the bill read and to take it up in the 
morning the first thing on the Calendar, unless we can have it acted 
on now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At 2 o’clock the consideration of 
the Calendar is arrested. The bill will be read till 2 o’clock. 

Mr. DAWES. There are two bills, one reported from the Senate 

committee and one reported in the other branch. There are no mate- 
rial differences affecting the provisions of the bill, but there are verbal 
ones. It is desirable that the Senate should pass, if at all, the.bill as 
it has been reported to the other branch. Therefore I ask unanimous 
consent to substitute the House bill for the Senate bill and to treat 
that as the Senate bill. That will cover all the verbal changes which 
are necessary. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, in the chair). 
The Senator from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent to substitute 
the House bill for the Senate bill. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the House bill will be treated as an amendment to the 
Senate bill, striking out all after the enacting clause of the Senate bill 
and inserting the House, bill No. 6388 as a substitute. - 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 


pany, a corporation created 
underand by virtue of the laws of the State of Texas, be, and the same is hereby, 


pins, operating, using, and maintaining a railway and telegraph and telephone 
a 


of 
cisco Rail- 


by the most feasible and practical route thereto, with the right to construct, use. 
and maintain such and extensions ss said 
Smreay may deem it to their interest to construct 
way and depot grounds herein pos for. 

Sec. 2, That authorized to take and use for ac og wooed of 


rail purpose, 
said Indian Territory, and to take and use a strip 
a length of 3,000 feet, in addition to right of way, for stations, for every 10 miles 
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of road, with the right to use such additional ground where there are heavy 
cuts or fills as may necessary for the construction and mainterance of the 
road-bed, not exceeding 100 feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as 
much thereof as may be included in said cut or fill: Provided, t no more 
than said addition of land shall be taken for any one station: Provided further. 
That no part of the lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold 
by the company, dnd they shall not be used except in such manner and for such 
purposes only as.8hall be necessary for the construction and convenient opera- 
tion of said rail , telegraph,and telephone lines; and when any portion 
thereof shall cease to be so used, such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe 
of Indians from which the same shall have been taken. 

Sec. 3. That before said railway shall be constructed thro: any lands held 
by individual occupants, according to the laws, customs, and usages of any of 
the Indian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, full compen- 
sation shall be made to such occupants for all property to be taken or damage 
done by reason of the construction of such railway. In case of failure to make 
amicable settlement with any occupant, such compensation shall be deter- 
mined by the appraisement of three disinterested referees, to be appointed one 
(who shall act as chairman) by the President, one by the chief of the nation to 
which said occupant belongs, and one by said railroad company, who, before 
entering upon the duties of their appointment, shall take and subscribe, before 
a district judge, clerk of adistrict court, or United States commissioner, an oath 
that they will faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of their appoint- 
ment, which oath, duly certified, shall be returned with their award to and filed 
with the Secretary of the Interior within sixty days from the completion thereof, 
and a majority of said referees shall be com nt to act in case of the absence 
of a member after due notice. And i “rie e failure of either party to make 

y 


longs. Each o! 

for each day the 

this act, with mileage at 5 cents per mile, Witnesses shall receive the usual fees 

allowed Lf the courts of said nations. Costs, including compensation Koi the 
'erees, si 


y. If the judgment of the court shall be 
for the same sum as the award of the referees then the costs shall be adjudged 
against the appellant, If the judgment of the court shall be for a smaller sum 
than the award of the referees then the costs shall beadjudged against the py. 
claiming . When proceedings have been cornmenced in court the rail- 
way company shall pay double the amount of the award into court to abide the 
{ormen thereof, and then have the right to enter upon the property sought to 
condemned and proceed with the construction of the railroad. 

SEC, 4. That said railroad company shall not charge the inhabitants of said 
Territory a greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws of the 
State of Texas for services or transportation of the same kind: Provided, That 
passenger rates on said railway shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. Congress 
hereby reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and passengers on 
said railway, and messages on said telegraph and telephone lines, until a State 
government or governments shall exist in said Territory within the limits of 
which said railway, or a part.thereof, shall be located ; and then such State gov- 
ernment or governments shall be authorized to fix. and regulate the cost of 
transportation of persons and freights within their respective limits by said rail- 
way; but Con expressly reserves the right to fix and regulate at all times 
the cost of such transportation by said railway or said company whenever such 
transportation shall extend from one State into another, or shall extend into 
more than one State: Provided, however, That the rate of such transportation of 
passengers, local or interstate, shall not exceed the rate above expressed: And 
provided further, That said railway hoe giver shall carry the mail at such prices 
as Congress may by law provide; and until such rate is fixed by law the Post- 
master-General may fix the rate of compensation. 

Src, 5. That said railway company shall pri the Secretary of the Interior, 
for the benefit of the particular nations or tri through whose lands said line 
may be located, the sum of $50 in addition to compensation provided for in this 
act for property taken and damages done to individual occupants by the con- 
struction of the railway, for each mile of railway that it may construct in said 
Territory, said payments to be made in installments of $500 as each 10 miles of 
road is ed: Provided, That if the ponera council of either of the nations or 
tribes through whose lands said railway may be located shall, within four 
months afier the filing of maps of definite location as set forth in section 6 of 
this act, dissent from the allowances porne for in this section, and shall cer- 
tify the same to the Secretary of the Interior, then all compensation to be paid 
to such dissenting nation or tribe under the provisions of this act shall be de- 
termined as provided in section 3 for the determination of the compensation to 
be paidto the individual occupant of lands, with the right of appeal to the 
courts upon the same terms, conditions, and requirements as therata provided : 
Provi Surther, That the amount awarded or adjudged to be paid by said rail- 
z company for said dissenting nation or tribe shall be in lieu of the compen- 
sation that said nation or tribe would be entitled to receive under the foregoing 
provision. Said bie arnt f shall also pay, so long as said Territory is owned and 
occupied by the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $15 per 
annum for each mile of railway it shall construct in the said Territory, The 
money paid to the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of this act shall 
be apportioned by him, in accordance with the laws and treaties now in force 
among the different nations and tribes, according to the number of miles of 
railway that may be constructed by said railway company through their lands: 
Provided, That Congress shall have the right, so long as said lands are occupied 
and possessed kef said nations and tribes, to impose such additional taxes upon 
said railroad as it may deem just and proper for their benefit; and any Terri- 
tory or State hereafter formed through which said -railway shall have been es- 
tablished may exercise the like power as to such part of said railway as may 
lie within its limits. Said railway company shall have the right to survey and 
locate its railway immediately after the passage of this act. 

Sec. 6. That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its located 
lines through said Territory to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chief of each of the na- 
tions or tribes through whose lands said railway may be located; and after the 
filing of said maps no claim for asu uent settlement and improvement upon 
the right of way shown by said maps shall be valid as against said company: 
Provided, That when a map sbong any portion of said railway company’s lo- 
cated line is filed asherein provided for. said company shall commence grading 
gaid located line within six months thereafter, or such location shall be void; 


of the Interior in sections 


and said location shall be approved by the Secret 
of 25 miles before construction of any such section shall be begun. 


SEC. 7. That the officers, servants, and employés of said com y necessary 
to the construction and management of said road shall be allowed to reside. while 
so engaged, upon such right of way, but subject to the provisions of the Indian 
intercourse laws, and such rules and regulations as may be established by the 
Secretary of the Interior in accordance with said intercourse laws. 

Sec. 8. That the United States circuit and district courts for the northern dis- 
trict of Texas and the western district of Arkansas, and such other courts as 
may be authorized by Congress, shall have, without reference to the amountin 
controversy, concurrent jurisdiction over all controversies arising between said 
Denison and Washita Valley Railway Company and’ the nations and tribes 
through whose territory said railway shall be constructed. Said courts shall 
have like jurisdiction, without reference to the amountin controversy, over all 
controve! ing between the inhabitants of said nations or tribes and said 
railway company; and the civil jurisdiction of said courts is hereby extended 
within the limits of said Indian Territory, without distinction as to citizenship 
of the parties, so far as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 9. That said railway company shall build at least 50 miles of its railway 
in said Territory within three years after the passage of this act, or the rights 
herein granted shall be forfeited as to that portion not built; that said railroad 
aape k shall constructand maintain continually all road and highway cross- 
ings and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said roads and high- 
ways do now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way, or may be by 
the proper authorities laid out across the same. $ 

Sec, 10. That the said Denison and Washita Valley Railway Company shall 
accept this right of way upon the express condition, binding upon itself, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, that they will neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort 
looking toward the changing or extinguishing the present tenure of the In- 
dians in their land, and will not attempt to secure from the Indian nations an: 
further grant of land, or its occupancy, than is hereinbefore provided : Provided, 
That any violation of the condition mentioned in this section shall operate as 
a forfeiture of all the rights and privileges of said railway company under this 


act. 

Src. 11. That all mortgages executed by said railway Company Sin VON AOE SEY 
portion of its railroad, with its franchises, that may be constructed in said In- 
dian Territory, shall be recorded in the De ment of the Interior,and the 
record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their execution, and shall convey 
all rightsand property of said company as therein expressed. 

Sec. 12. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 
act; and the right of way herein an: seg hy Apna shall not be assigned or 
transferred in any form whatever prior to construction and completion of 
the road, except as to mortgages or other liens that may be given or secured 
thereon to aid in the construction thereof, 


Mr. DAWES. Insection 9, line 5, of the substitute, I desire to make 
the same amendment as was proposed to the previous bill. After the 
word ‘‘all’? I move to insert the word ‘‘fences.’’ 

Mr. MAXEY. I accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. . 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 9 of the substitute, line 5, after the 
word ‘‘all,’’ insert ‘‘fences;’’ so as to read: 

That said railroad company shall constructand maintain continually all fences, 
road and highway crossings, and necessary bridges over said railway, &c. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. DAWES. I should now like to hear the last section of the sub- 
stitute read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read the last 
section. x ž 

The Chief Clerk read section 12. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, being Senate bill 1886. : 

Mr. MAXEY. Iask unanimous consent that the consideration of 
the pending bill may be concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Texas asks that the 
unfinished business be laid aside informally for the purpose of continu- 
ing the consideration of the pending bill. Is there objection? . 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that it is not a bill which will involve 
discussion. ; 

Mr. MAXEY. There will be no debate whatever; it is precisely lik 
the other bill just now ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts-as amended. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. : 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: é 

A bill (H. R. 6392) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service of the Government tor the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3173) for the relief of Samuel H. Fleming; 

A bill (H. R. 5890) for the relief of Grafton Monroe; 

A bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to extend the time for the payment of the purchase-money on the 
sale of the reservation of the Otoeand Missouria tribes of Indians, in the 
States of Nebraska and Kansas; and 

A bill (H. R. 8188) to admit free of duty a certain lecturn for the use 
of the Saint Luke’s Episcopal church, in the parish of Kalamazoo, 
Michigan. 
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PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1886) for the relief of soldiers of the late war honorably 
i aftcr six months’ service, who are disabled and dependent 
upon their own labor for support, and of dependent parents of soldiers 
who died in the service or from disabilities contracted therein. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question ison the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck], and on that the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I not be deterred from performing 
what I conceive to be my duty in regard to the pending measure, or from 
expressing the reasons which will influence the vote I cast, because of 
the fact that I was upon the losing side during the last war. That 
struggle ended twenty years ago, and the animosities and prejudices 
which naturally grew out of it should cease to be invoked, especially 
as to.matters of legislation, 

As for myself, without any sort of bitterness or any retrospect that has 
the slightest acrimony connected with it, I am conscious that I have 
kept my oath of loyalty to the Government of the United States in 
letter and in spirit, and I propose hereafter tomake no other promises or 
professions. T shall answer any allegation or intimation that I am not 
the equal of any Senator here in patriotic devotion to this country and 
in loyal aspiration for its welfare and honor as Lord Marmion answered 

the Douglas: 
And if thou said’st I am not peer 
‘To any lord in Scotland here, 
Lowland or highland, far or near, 
Lord Angus, thou hast lied! 

The soldier who risked life and limb for his country is entitled to 
know that his country will ir all damages he has received in the 
line of duty. If disabled and not able to form manual labor he 
should receive a liberal pension so as to be p. beyond penury and 
want. If his life be sacrificed, his last hours should be cheered with 

‘the certainty that the loved ones depending upon him shall be the re- 
cipients of the country’s bounty in whoseservice he died. This is the 
contract between the country and the soldier who enters into its service, 
and the nation that would not keep this contract as a sacred obligation 
deserves to be blotted out from the map of Christendom. 

How well the people of the United States have kept this compact is 
evidenced by the fact that by the votes of Senators and Representatives 
from the South as well as the North the enormous amount of $744,- 
040,541.06 has been voted for pensions since 1861, and more than $700,- 
000,000 of this amount has been voted to the Union soldiers of the war 
between the United States and the confederacy. 

Although the South was impoverished and desolated by that war, the 
people of the South as well as its soldiers have borne without com- 
plaint or murmur their portion of the debt necessary to pay the sacred 
obligation to the soldiers of the Union, their widows and orphans. 
The Southern soldiers and the widows and orphans of the South have 
asked and will ask nothing from the victors except the right to weep 
for their dead and to defend the purity of purpose for which they died. 

Steadily and rapidly since 1866 the pension-roll has increased. Th 
report of the Commissioner of Pensions shows thatwhile in 1866 there 
were 126,722 pensioners receiving $13,459,996, in 1885 there were 345,125 
pensioners receiving $65,693,706. 

Now can it be from our experience in the past that this 
wonderful increase will even fora moment? The generosity of 
a great people toward the men who fought for their flag, and the anx- 
iety of both political parties to secure what is known as ‘‘ the soldier 
vote,” have caused this generosity and this political anxiety to be util- 
ized by claim-agents and curbstone lawyers in the city of Washington 
to invent new laws creating new classes of pensioners and to increase 
the pensions and the arrearages which they claim to be already due. 

At each recurring session of Congress we are flooded with petitions 
to increase pensions, to originate Paci. and I charge here and now 
that this demand does not come from the citizen soldiery of this coun- 
try. It comes almost entirely from Washington city and from the class 
of lawyers who are engaged in working up and making available for 
their own pu these classes of claims. 

As a proof of the truth of what I say I read from a letter received 
from a constituent, which I have now in my possession, and which well 
illustrates the truth of what I have charged: 

Hon. G. G. VEST, x 
Washington, D. C.: 


The inclosed circular will explain itself, and I desire to state that I am very 
much in need of the increase spoken of, and mtly request that you will use 
due diligence to aid in the passage of this bill. I aman invalid pensioner from 
the loss of both my eyes. 


The inclosed circular reads as follows: 
WasuixcrTon, D, C., January 6, 1886. 

Sm: A bill has been introduced in the United States Senate by Senator WAR- 
NER MILLER, and in the House of Representatives by Hon. W. L. SESSIONS, to 
increase the pensions for the loss of both arms or 1 or the sight of both 
eyes, or other injuries resulting in total helplessness, to $100 per month. 

If you desire t prego of bill I would advise you to at once communi- 
cate with your Unii States Senators and tatives in Congress, urging 
them to do all in their power to secure fa le action upon this most merito- 


rious measure. 
PENSIONER. 


?. pose in the world misrepresent him or misstate him. 


pathy and mercy of every humane Representative and Senator are 
poured into these Halls. A systematic effort is carried on from time to 
time, and so soon as the last dollar is wrung from the claimant under 
existing law the astute and fertile intellect of these legal cormorants 
located in this city is immediately put to work to invent a new law, 
and then we are flooded and overwhelmed with petitions from all por- 
tions of the country that we should pass it. Is it to be wondered atto- 
day that brown-stone fronts and immense fortunes attest the activity 
and zeal of these persons in Washington city? The soldiers of the 
country are utilized for the purpose of making private fortunes. 

In the State of Missouri there are 109,111 Union soldiers. I under- 
take to say to-day that those soldiers, belonging to both political par- 
ties, have not demanded this legislation. The call for it has emanated 
in a large degree from the capital of the country; and the military or- 
ganizations of the country, together with the appeals of private claim- 
ants, are being systematically uséd in order to swell the gains of these 
persons who are to-day making raids upon the Treasury in the name 
of the soldiers who risked life and limb for the country’s flag. 

The bill pending before the Senate has a precedent as to the nature 
of the relief to be granted, but it has no precedent as to the time within 
which that relief was given by Congress, Although an attempt was 
made in Congress in 1858 to give the soldiers of the war of 1812 a serv- 
ice pension, they did not receive pensions until 1871, some forty-seven 
years after the termination of the service. It was fifty-six years after 
the service that pensions were granted to the Revolutionary soldiers. 
The soldiers of the Mexican war, that handful of brave men who car- 
ried the flag of this country to the Mexican: capital and who gave to 
the common treasury of the United States the enormous domain that 
stretches along the Pacific coast and the interior States and Territories 
adjacent to it, have applied again and again to Congress for a service 
pension without success. 

I must confess some little surprise that the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
LoGAN] yesterday defended with such zeal and earnestness the pend- 
ing bill as it comes from the Committee on Pensions, when in the first 
session of the igs de, mos Congress that Senator supported a motion 
to strike out an amendment to the Mexican pension bill which came 
from the House, and which amendment, placed upon the bill by the 
Pension Committee of the Senate, wasalmost identical with the bill now 
before this body. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. VEST. With pleasure. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator well knows, if he will read the Recorp, 
that I admitted that the measure was meritorious and should pass 
upon its own merits, and I did not move to strike out the proposition 
because I was against it, but because I did not wish to have the bill 
encumbered. 

Mr. VEST. I hope.the Senator knows that I would not for any pur- 

Mr. LOGAN. Of course; I know that. i 

Mr. VEST. My impression was, and I have looked at the RECORD, 
that the Mexican pension bill, as itis termed, came from the House’ 
with a provision for a service pension pure and simple, and the Pension 
Committee of this body placed an amendment upon that bill which 
limited the pensions to soldiers who had served in the Mexican war, 
and were disabled, and were unable to perform manual labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The exact condition was this: Theservice-pension bill 
came from the House, went to the committee of the Senate, and was 
reported back a service-pension bill, with this provision and some other 
matters in the way of an amendment. So the Mexican pension bill as 
it came from the Senate committee was a service-pension bill, and the 
Senator from Illinois, I recollect, was opposed to amendments toit. I 
do not recollect that particular debate, but I remember hearing him 
express himself on the floor of the Senate as opposed to any additions to 
the Mexican pension bill at that time. i 

Mr. VEST. In other words, the Senator from Illinois, as my recol- 
lection is now and as I think the RECORD will show, was opposed to 
limiting the pension. He was in favor of a service pension, as I very 
well remember. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] now before 
me gave a history of the pension legislation of the country, and par- 
ticularly alluded to the act of 1818, which gave a similar pension to 
that provided for in the pending legislation to the Revolutionary vet- 
erans. Itwas knownasthe pauper clause, and afterward created great 
excitement throughout the country, and was stricken ont by Congress 
upon subsequent deliberation. 

That I do not misrepresent the Senator from Illinois I quote from a 
speech delivered by him in the first session of the Forty-eighth Con- 

upon his motion to strike out the disability clause, or the clause 
which stated that the soldier should not receive a pension unless dis- 
abled for manual labor. Said the Senator from Illinois: 


1 presume that no person M the Senate, not even the Senators who reported 
the bill, will insist on it that a soldier shall prove that he is a pauper, and that 
he shall be brought up before a justice of the peace in order to testify that he is 
a pauper, and is therefore entitled to a pension. 


1886. 
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presume that nobody wants to heap an indignity of that kind upon a man 
ae has pois his parezi aian 3 anne 7 = 

Is not that substantially the provision that.we have in this bill? 
‘The Senator shakes his head; butitseemsto me to be substantially the 
same. . Eliminating the process by which the proof is to be made to the 
Department that the soldier is disabled, that he is unable to perform 
manual labor, where is the difference? It is true that the pending bill 
does not provide that he shall be taken before a justice of the peace in 
order tò make the proof, but he is certainly compelled to file his claim 
that he is not able to perform manual labor, and he must prove by ad- 
ditional evidence, if required by the Department, that such is the fact 
before he can obtain the benefit of the provisions of the pending measure. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] who is now the ardent 
supporter of the pending legislation declared in the debate to which I 
have alluded, in the first session of the Forty-eighth that 
he was opposed upon principle to all service pensions of every descrip- 
tion. y 

Mr. LOGAN. This is an additional pension. 

Mr. VEST, It is not a service pension pure and simple, but it is a 
modified service pension, because under the provisions of the pending 
bill the soldier is pensioned, not by reason of. disability contracted in 
the service, but he is ioned for any subsequent disability not con- 
nected with the war, use he has been a soldier of the Union. In 
that far it is a modified service pension. The Senator from Connecticut 
declared that the act of 1818, which gave a service for disabil- 
ity to the veterans of the Revolutionary war, and the act of 1871, which 
gave n service pension to the veterans of 1812, were vicious legislation, 
and that he never would support a bill which went further than pres- 
ent disability at the time he spoke. That there may be no mistake in 
regard to that statement I read from the RECORD the words of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut: f 

For myself I believe that disability is the only correct basis of a pension. I 
will not insist twenty or twenty-five years after the war that the soldier shall 
be compelled to prove that the ility was incurred in the service, 

That is tosay, he will assume that-within that length of time the dis- 
ability did originate from exposure in the service. 

willin man have passed as have now passed 
since the s of the war every soldier nA re frequen oneal pong’ shall re- 
ive a pensio 5 beyon: pensi 
soldiers for sarxice paral hong aw are p carman Som the principe that PAo 
fights for pay. 

The provisions of the pending bill go far beyond the statement made 
then by the Senator from Connecticut. In the present measure it is 
provided that the soldier who comes out of the war unhurt by wounds 
or disease and goes back into the struggle of civil life prepared to con- 
tend for its emoluments and honors, if at any time afterward disabled 
from any cause whatever, from accident, from disease, from any of 
*‘ the ills that flesh is heir to,’ becomes a pensioner for life. In other 
words, it is an accident insurance policy for life to every man who 
served six months during the war and was honorably discharged from 
the service. 

While it is true to a certain extent, as has been eloquently urged by 
the Senator from Illinois, that the amount to be voted in is 
not entirely determinate of the question before this body, yet we are 
compelled, as practical ph re whenever a measure of this sort is 
pending before Congress, if we do our duty to the people who have sent 
us here, to look to the condition of the country and to the amount that 
must be taken from the Treasury to meet the demands of the bill. 

Under this legislation what mortal man can approximate to the 
amount that will be taken out of the Treasury of the United States ? 
The Senator from New Hampshire, as I understood him the other day 
in his first address upon this subject, said that the amount would not 
exceed $25,000,000 annually. I understood the Senator yesterday to 
modify that statement to some $20,500,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. No; the Senator will excuse me—— 

Mr. VEST. Certainly; if I misunderstood you. 

Mr. BLAIR. My statement yesterday was with reference to the sol- 
diers. The dependent parents form another class. I said yesterday 
that I thought that both classes would be included within $25,000,000. 

Mr. VEST. That is conjecture. It is beyond the ken of any mor- 
tal man to say what will be the amount taken from the under 
this measure. What human prescience can reach the accidents by flood 


and field, by casualty, by disease over a continent like ours? Who can 


undertake to say how many railroad trains may be hurled from the 
track and how many ex-Union soldiers will be maimed by such an ac- 
cident? Who can say what disease, what pestilence may over 
this country, and at each recurring visitation swell the pension-list be- 
yond all proportion ? 

The Senator from Illinois says if it is right, then the amount should 
be paid irrespective of the sum required. But it is impossible for us to 
do our duty without knowing beforehand something in regard to the 
amount that will be taken from the Treasury by the votes we cast. I 
remember very well when the arrears-of-pension act was being discussed 
in the Senate and in the House if was predicted that $40,000,000 were 
the outside figures which would be reached by that law; and statistics, 
those dubious but ever-attendant insignia, I was about to say of a fail- 
ing argument, certainly of a doubtful one, were paraded here in long 


lines to show that the expenditure under that act could never exceed 
$40,000,000. The report of the Commissioner of Pensions shows that 
the amount already expended has reached $259,873,972.96, and if the 
limitation is taken off as proposed now by the Senator from Illinois in 
his amendment to the Mexican pension bill as it has come from the 
House the Commissioner of Pensions has stated thatthe amount required 
to meet that legislation would be $302,836,200. 

Mr. LOGAN. To what legislation does the Senator have reference? 

Mr. VEST. I refer to the proposed legislation to take off the lim- 
itation on the arrears-of-pension act. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator spoke of the amendment I proposed to 
offer to the Mexican pension bill? 

Mr. VEST. I understood that it had been offered. Perhaps I am 


in error. 

Mr. LOGAN. Hespoke of the amendment I proposed as an amend- 
ment to the Mexican pension bill? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOGAN. I only ask fhe Senator to notice that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions has shown that he is very much mistaken in a great 
many statements he has made. 

Mr. VEST. Iquote from the first report which I have before me in 
regard to the amount necessary tomeet this expected legislation or pro- 
posed legislation. Subsequently, as I understand now from the report 
read by the Senator from New Hampshire yesterday, the amount re- 
quired if the limitation is taken off under the acts of March and Sep- 
tember, 1879, will be two hundred and twenty-two million and some 
hundred thousand dollars, but whether it be $302,000,000 or $222,000, - 
000, either statement answers the purposes of the argument I now make. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And that is for those who have already applied. 

Mr. VEST. As my colleague says, that amount is for those who 
have already applied. A great many more will file their applications 
for arrears of pensions within the dubiousand coming future. But, as 
I was saying, either statement, $302,000, 000 or $222,000, 000, illustrates 
the absolute nebulosity, to use the word, which covers this whole ques- 
tion. We were told that it would be $40,000,000 for arrears. We 
have paid out now $259,000,000, with $222,000,000 more to pay in the 
near future. Where are we to stop, if pause there be, in this wholesale 
legislation on this subject ? 

irty-seven years have elapsed since the close of the Mexican war. 
No such legislation as this has been given to the soldiers of that war. 
It is true that in 1818 a law was passed by Congress which gave re- 
lief or pensions to the disabled soldiers who followed Washington in 
the struggle for the young Republic; but the Revolutionary war closed 
on the 19th of October, 1781, and the long lapse of years between 1781 
and 1818 had gone by before Congress saw proper to pass any such act. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 


yield? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Revolutionary war closed on the 19th of 
April, 1783. 


ere ist That is true technically, and yet Yorktown surrendered 
in 1781. 

Mr, HOAR. The troops remained under arms, and General Wash- 
ington issued to his troops on the 18th of April, 1783, a general order, 
they then being in camp, declaring that the war would terminate the 
next day, which was isely eight years from its beginning, and it 
may comfort the benevolent soul of the Senator from Missouri to know 
that he ordered a double ration of rum to be issued to each soldier in 
commemoration of the event, 

Mr. VEST. Whenit comes to the question of rum, it strikes me that 
Massachusetts has made a great deal more out of rum than the people 
of Missouri or the Senator from Missouri. If I am not mistaken, that 
was the principal staple in the trade of Massachusetts for a great num- 
her of years. ‘Tradingrum for negroes and selling negroes to theSouth 
enriched that people to such an extent that they have ever since been 
sensitive on the question of negroes and rum both; and they have now 
prieslrigacg to a large extent to prohibit rum after having exterminated 

very. 
It is true that teehnically the Revolutionary war closed in 1783, but 
as a matter of fact Yorktown surrendered on the 19th of October, 1781, 
and it was thirty-seven years afterward before any pension was given 
to the men who followed Washington and who endured the privations 
of Valley Forge in their struggle for the flag of our country. 

I have spoken of the amount and of the precedents in regard to this 
question. The general peonon laws which are passed by Congress con- 
stitute not the only conduit through which the public money is being 
given out under this ery of relief to the soldiers who preserved the life 
of the nation. Each recurring session of Congress witnesses an arduous 
eontest between Senators and Representatives as to who shall illustrate 
his political career with the largest number of private pension bills to 
be exhibited to an admiring and loving constituency. Our Calendar 
now is crowded with these private pension bills, and the daily, press in 
localities where Senators and Representatives reside is filled with long 
columns of pension bills that attest the sincerity and zeal of the per- 
sons who represent their constituencies in the respective bodies of Con- 
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gress. But the other day 240 special pension bills were taken to the 
President, the largest portion of which passed this body without being 
read, or if read, so eagerly and impatiently that no knowledge of their 
contents came to any member ofthis body outside of the Pension Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BLAIR. Willthe Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

. Mr. BLAIR. This process has been going on for many years, as the 
Senator says, and I ask him if he knows of a single instance wherein 
Congress has by special act granted a pension to an individual, officer, 
soldier, or relative of a soldier, where in his belief that pension was 
granted unjustly, he being himself familiar with the facts? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know that I am familiar with the facts. I 
shall be perfectly frank in the discussion of this question, and I will 
say to the Senator from New Hampshire that with very great reluct- 
ance I have brought myself to oppose the pending measure. I be- 
lieve that I but voice the feeling of many of my colleagues situated 
like myself on this side of the Chamber when I say that we have felt 
a delicacy, to use that word, in interfering with either public or pri- 
vate ion bills on account of the fact that we were ex-confederates. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will permit me to say thatI was entirely 
penis for the honorable avowal which he makes in reference to his 

isposition toward this general bill and the special acts of which he 
speaks, I wish tosay for myself, having by compulsion if not from dis- 
position become very familiar with applications for relief under special 
acts, that I have never known a single one to pass the Senate commit- 
tee or to pass this body where I do not believe the Senator from Mis- 
souri, himself being the judge, would have allowed the case and would 
have voted forit; and I have never known to be developed in the pub- 
lic prints or in the public councils a single instance where there was 
reason to believe that Con had acted either injudicionsly or too 
hastily or had been imposed upon fraudulently—not one. 

Mr. VEST. It is impossible for an exact issue to be made between 
the Senator from New Hampshire and myself as to his allegation. I 
have not been upon the Pension Committee. I have submitted—that 
is the word—to this legislation on account of the fact which I have 
mentioned, the fact that I was upon the losing side in the last war; 
and I have left this matter to those Senators more fortunate than my- 
self in that struggle, who represented the victorious side in that con- 
test. But when this bill is pending, breaking down what I conceive 
to be the real and correct principle of the whole pension system, rep- 
resenting as I do a border State which furnished about an equal num- 
ber of soldiers to each side in that conflict, I felt it-my duty, against 
the delicacy of motive which has hitherto controlled me, to enter my 
protest against this legislation. 

I do not believe that any man is entitled to a pension from his coun- 
try unless after at least thirty-five years from his service, except under 
the contract which I have named, that so far as a pecuniary compensa- 
tion can do so the damages he received while in the service shall be 
repaired. This bill breaks down or ignores that principle entirely. It 
is simply the precursor, the arant-coureur, to the wider and broader 
legislation of giving within the near future a service pension to every 
man who served in the Union Army. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that in each one of the indi- 
vidual cases no injustice was done, but on the contrary simple justice 
was meted out to the claimants. In the large majority, in fact I may 
say in all those cases the Pension Department had passed upon the 
claims and refused them. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no; not many. 

Mr. VEST. Well, it is passing strange thatthey came to Congress if 
their claims could be passed through the ordinary channel of the Pen- 
sion Bureau. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator, but he is mis- 
led evidently. The cases which are reviewed by the Pension Commit- 
tee after having been acted upon by the Commissioner of Pensions are 
almost universally cases where by reason of defect in the formal proof, 
documentary or otherwise, the Pension Commissioner does not feel 
justified in making the allowance under the law. So far from the ac- 
tion of the committee being always a reversal of the opinion of the 
office in reference to these cases, the parties come frequently to the 
committee with a letter from the Commissioner in which he recom- 
mends, by special act, the granting of the pension, because, though the 
claim is just and equitable, by reason of the limitations of the law 
which confine him he can not meet the requirements of the case. 

Then there are many other cases where it was evident upon exami- 
nation that a good cause for pension existed and itis impossible, by rea- 
son of lapse of time or the destruction of testimony, to establish the 
case to the satisfaction of any technical mind; and yeta mind looking 
upon the evidence from the standpoint of a master in chancery would 
find a verdict for the applicant. Many cases of that kind come to Con- 


It is not right to close without saying that in many instances the ac- 
tion of. the office is directly overruled, and in that regard it may be 
proper to say that there seems to me to be no impropriety in assuming 
that the judgment of a member of the House of Representatives or a 
member of the Senate carefully given, after the examination of the 


Arain any particular case, is as likely to be right as that of a $1,200 
erk. 


Mr. VEST. Ido not doubt that there are numbers of cases which 
appeal to the equitable jurisdiction of Congress as against, to use the 
expression, the common-law judgment of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions; but I do know, limited as my knowledge is on this subject, that 
there are numbers of pension bills which have failed in preceding Con- 
gresses that have passed through this Congress. I know that within 
my personal knowledge. 7 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator must know that as time passes on it is 
possible for the applicant to acquire new testimony and to strengthen 
his case, not by the development of falsehood but by the recovery of 
facts which previously had been lost tohim. It does not tollow that 
the case is fraudulently sustained simply because as time passes on it 
becomes stronger, nor does it follow that the original decision rejecting 
the case was itself right. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not speaking of cases of fraud; I am speaking in 
regard to the sufficiency of proof. I know cases where the identical 
proot has failed in the preceding Congress and has been sufficient for 


Mr. BLAIR. That might be. > 

Mr. VEST. I know bills that have received not a single vote in com- 
mittee which when one of these pension ‘spasms,’’ to use the word, 
has struck the committee or the Senate have passed through without 
question. The two hundred and forty bills that went to the President 
of the United States in one day embraced or caused an expenditure of 
$35,000 annually from the public Treasury. They received absolutely 
no attention in theSenate, and the only examination they had wasfrom 
the Pension Committee. We have now, I am afraid to say how many 
moreof thesebillspending. TheCalendar evidences the fact that about 
half of it is taken up with individual pension bills, and they will be 
penoa aftera report from the Pension Committee. So year after year, 

y general and special legislation, we are taking from the public Treas- 
ury enormous sums of money to enrich the claim agents and curbstone 
lawyers in the city of Washington without any demand for it on the part 
of the citizen soldiers of the country. 

I have a right to speak for some of these soldiers, because they are 
my political friends and supported me for my present position in the 
Senate. ‘They went into the war and bared their breasts to shot and 
shell honestly for the country’s flag, and they deserve all credit and 
honor for it. They took their chances in the storm of battle. If they 
survived uninjured by wounds or disease, they bared their bosoms to 
the civic conflict, the struggle in civil life for emolument and honor 
upon an equal basis and footing with their fellow-citizensaround them. 
It is the boast and honor of the citizen-soldier of the United States 
that he does not ask from the country after the contract between him 
and the country is ended, after he has served as a soldier, and in the 
providence of God has escaped wounds and disease, that on account of 
some railroad accident, some attack of typhoid fever, he may be en- 
abled to come to the Treasury and say, ‘'I escaped from the war un- 
touched, my contract with, the country was ended, but I now propose 
to become a pensioner upon the common Treasury of the people.” . 

Mr. President, I am tired for one of being used by the pension-claim 
agents of Washington city to increase their spoils or by ambitious states- 
men to enhance their political fortunes. I am determined to make this 
issue with my own people, and I declare here to-day that I am not go- 
ing any further in the direction in which we have been recklessly hur- 
rying. This bill means an indefinite raid upon the public Treasury for 
an indefinite time. It means that the people’s money shall be taken 
from the Treasury for the purpose of paying for a length of years beyond 
the prescience of any mortal man an indefinite amount of money, and I 
shall vote for no such measure. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to diseuss the details 
of the bill; I only rise to make a few general remarks on the subject 
of pensions and to take this occasion to correct some statements which 
have gone out to the country. 

I would say in the outset that the present Commissioner of Pensions 
has made some reflection upon the late administration of the Pension 
Office. That is a matter which I understand is now under considera- 
tion by a proper committee of this body. I therefore shall say nothing 
upon that subject. I shall leave it until the proper time. 

Every soldier who went into the Army of the United States wentin 
with a contract that if he came out disabled in any manner he should 
receive a pension of a certain character. That was a contract as bind- 
ing upon the General Government as the contract to pay its bonded 
debt or any other obligation of the United States. Further than that 
the Government did not go; further than that there is no legal obliga- 
tion upon the Government. Whether we ought to pension the soldier 
who is unfortunate because of occurrences independent of his Army 
record is a question addressed, first, I suppose to our economic judg- 
ment, whether we are able to do it; and secondly, whether we ought 
to do it in view of the services rendered with a proper regard for the 
honor of the nation. 

Atall times, in all portions of the world, and in all history, the men 
who have gone out and fonght the battles of the country have occupied 
a high position in the affections of the people. All nations have in 
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some way attempted to reward them for their devotion to their coun- 
try. Ifwe were asked to vote money out of the Treasury for such a 
purpose when there happens to be a very large sum of money there 
not at present being used, I suppose the simple question to be pre- 
sented is, are we able to doit? I do not know that anybody has con- 
tended, or will contend, that the United States Government is not able 
to do not simply what it has contracted to do, bit the generous thing, 
if it sees fit. 

Isay we made a contract with the soldier to pay him a pension in a 
certain contingency. We provided at once the machinery for deter- 
mining whether he was entitled to is under the contract. It was acon- 
tract on our partas to which we reserved the right to determine for our- 
selves whether the obligation existed. We called together a great 
number of people of moderate capacity, of but little learning, and we 
put them at work to adjudicate in our behalf as our employés upon the 
questions presented by these applicants, not for bounty but for what 
was rightfully the due the applicants under the contract. We denied 
to those people the opportunity of going into the market.and hiring 
competent attorneys to represent them before our own tribunal created 
for the purpose of adjudicating their claims. We shut the doors of 
the Department against this class.of men when they came there to in- 
quire what was their record except that they first came through the 
source and in the manner that we provided they should come. 

Year after year these men came and lodged their complaint before 
our tribunal, and complained year after year that we did not adjudi- 
cate upon their claims, but held them in suspense, until many a soldier 
who had lodged his complaint, before it became a matter of determi- 
nation, had passed beyond the benefits that were supposed to be con- 
ferred upon him by his contract. Year after year they petitioned Con- 
gress for more efficient methods of adjudication. I recollect when I 
was in the Senate some years ago—and the honorable Senator from Hli- 
nois [Mr. LoGAN] referred to it yesterday—this Chamber resounded 
with the denunciations of claim agents and the fraudulent soldier claims 
that were presented. . I remember that adistinguished Senator, whois 
not in the Chamber to-day, repeated day after day in the hearing of 
many members of the Senate that 10 per cent. of all the claims which 
had been allowed were fraudulent claims; and, as the Senator from 
Illinois said, for the purpose of determining whether the claims were 
fraudulent or not—that was the purpose expressed—the Government 
went to work and first made out a list of every man who received a 
pension and the amount that he received, and then the lists were pub- 
lished in the country papers all over the United States, and the people 
were invited to make their complaints as to any persons on the roll 
they could find who were not entitled to a pension. : 

I am glad that I do not remember who introduced that resolution, 
because if I say anything of it that might be considered harsh it will 
not be personal. That resolution was introduced into this body at the 
bid and beck of men who wanted to know who were the soldiers of the 
United States. It can be demonstrated thatas much as $100, for that 
was developed recently where I had an opportunity to know, was paid 
for the first publication of that volume that was lodged in the second- 
hand book stores of this city. Thereupon every claim agent hired 
clerks and sat them down to write to those soldiers that they were not 
receiving as much as they were entitled under the law to receive. Then 
came a flood of applications from those men who believed they were not 
receiving what the law entitled them to have, and who had been in- 
formed, by persons who asserted that they knew, that they were not 
so receiving it, and that if they would apply to them they would re- 
ceive an additional sum. 

I forgot to say that in the early legislation when we denied to the sol- 
dier the opportunity to select his own attorney, or at least to pay him 
what he saw fit, we fixed a provision in the statute that no attorney 
should be paid more than $25, and that he should not be paid until he 
had secured the allowance of the claim. By the same method exactly 
that the pension-roll was made up and published that provision of the 
statute was repealed, and every claim agent was allowed to charge the 
sum of $10, and $10 only, That was donein the interest apparently and 
professedly of the soldier, but it was in the interest in fact of the claim 
agents of the country. . 

I will- stop here a moment before I allude to some other things to 
show how that worked. A man started a claim agency; he sent out 
his circulars all over the country to every soldier, whether he was on 
the roll or whether he was off the pension-roll, and solicited either that 
he should apply for a pension or that he should apply for an increased 
pomon. He drew upon him as much as he could, to the extent of $10. 

hen he had that done, he stopped. I do not think it is a stretch of 
imagination when I say that he turned the case, in some instances, over 
to another man and he to another from three to four and five times: 
He turned the case over to somebody else because he had gotten all he 
could. When he could notget any more he ceased his effort. The sol- 
dier appealed in vain to have his case moved, and it was not stirred. 
Then some other fellow sat down and sent a circular and said, “I un- 
derstand your claim has Your agent does not pressit. Send 
it to me.” Then to the new agent it went with another payment. 
When he got what he could get out of the claimant, to the extent of 
the $10, he sent it to another, and so it went on by collusion ad infini- 
tum just as long as the soldier would respond. ‘ 
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The claim agents, I am glad to say, were not all of that character. 
There were very many reputable men who did their duty before the 
Department in an honest and straightforward way as an attorney would 
do it in court. F 

Subsequently there was a revision of that provision and theold law was 
restored. The effect was that there was no inducement for a man then 
to get up a false, fictitious claim to induce a soldier to send in a plea 
for a pension when he knew he had not any claim, and it relieved the 
office of a great number of claims, and relieved the soldiers from being 
robbed by a class of unworthy men. 

Now, I wish to come back to what has been so often said about the 
fraud upon the Treasury of the United States by the granting of pen- 
sions. In the first place, I want to reiterate again that we have not 
paid a dollar except as we contracted to pay, unless in the few cases 
which have gone through here when there was a lack of evidence of 
such a character as would enable the Department of the Interior to 
grant the pension. Those are insignificant in number, and in thegreat 
majority of cases, as I can say from an experience on the Committee on 
Pensions, there could be no doubt but that the soldier was entitled te 
receive his pension but for lack of some connecting link of proof that 
he failed to get. 

The cry that there was fraud in the pension laws affected the Pen- 
sion Office. I have no hesitation in saying that but a few years ago 
there was a feeling in the Pension Office that every application which 
came in was a fraud, and that every clerk regarded it as his duty to 
hunt out and, if possible, find some method by which the application 
could be rejected. I do not know, and nobody will ever be able to de- 
termine, how many men have claims pending that ought to be allowed. 
There are one hundred and fifty thousand invalid pension claims still 
pending and undetermined—more perhaps than that, but at least that 
number. A great many persons who are entitled to pensions will never 
be able to make the proof; others will never make the proof because 
of their ignorance. 

Ihave had some considerable observation and some experience in 
these matters, and I have found that it was impossible and it will be 
impossible with the best administration of the office to prevent errors 
and mistakes with the materials that are furnished the Pension Office 
for the adjudication of these claims. I recollect during my previous 
term in the Senate a case was called to my attention of an old woman 
whom I had known in the western part of the State of New York who 
had lost son in battle. There was no question about his having been 
killed in defense of his country; no question of that kind was pre- 
sented to the Department; but when the evidence was presented the 


-| Department said to the old lady, ‘‘ You have not produced proper evi- 


dence as to the fact that this man was your son;’’ and she was told, 
“ You must obtain the evidence of some person who was present when 
the child was born and send that tothe Department.” Theold woman 
sat down and waited for fifteen long years under the impression that 
that was the law, under the impression that she must produce that 
proof or else she could not geta pension. It was only by accident that 
I discovered that such a demand had been made upon this old woman, 
and when she was eighty years of age, after having supported herself 
for seventeen years by her toil and her labor, she finally got a pension. 
The stupidity of a clerk or of a pension agent had kept her out of it, 
not the ingratitude of the Government; and the records are full of 
cases of that kind, and they ever will be while you have human 
agents to determine such questions. Now and then undoubtedly an 
agent errs on the other side, and occasionally it is probably true that 
somebody gets a pension who is not strictly entitled to it under the law. 

But I remember in 1880, if that was the time, when there seemed to 
be so much anxiety, when we allowed to the Secretary of the Interior 
additional force for the purpose of detecting frauds, and when we filled 
the country everywhere with the agents of the Government investigat- 
ing the question whether these men were entitled to be on the roll or 
not; when we called uponall their neighbors and every body in connec- 
tion with them or who knew anything about them to send in their 
complaints, we did not find the half of 1 per cent.—not one man in two 
hundred was found to be on the roll without being entitled to be there. 
Since that time the Department has been furnished with additional 
agents, and the system of investigation of those claims has heen ma- 
terially improved. There aré now in the field at least one hundred and 
fifty men of a better class and better grade, who are sent out, and the 
Commissioner sends them anywhere that he pleases whenever there is 
acomplaint. An anonymous letter, charging that a soldier is receiving 
a pension to which he is not entitled. is received, and even such a let- 
ter always has found, and always should find, ready response. The 
Commissioner sends a person there at once to investigate the case, and if 
it is found that the man is not entitled to a pension he is dropped off the 
roll; or if there is doubt about it he is dropped off the roll. 

Mr. President, I reeollect about a year ago, owing toa change of ad- 
ministration, there was a good deal said about the purging of the roll. _ 
I do not contend that anybody connected with the administration was 

msible for it; [have no reason to suppose that any person charged 


with pension affairs was; I want to make a disclaimer of that; but 


the newspapers contained from time to time statements that at such 
a place, at Boston for example, there had been so many dropped from 
the roll, at Chicago so many had been dropped from the roll, and that 
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the roll was now 
daims which had been allowed under previous administrations. Ire- 
collect that just oan! ry sheer came here from the State of 
New York who announced that he had come to the conclusion that he 
had been receiving a pension from the Government long enough. He 
was receiving a pension, $72 a month, and he said that he had 
received more than he ought to receive, that he was able to take care 
of himself, and he came here and proposed to surrender his pension. 
The newspapers were full of the fact that this reform had reached even 
the pensioners themselves and that they too were about to assist in 
purging the roll of the fraudulent claims. It turned ont a few days 
afterward that this poor, unfortunate fellow was an escaped lunatic 
from one of the asylums in New York, and he was soon returned to 
the asylum, where I am sorry to say he is still confined. 

If there are persons improperly on the pension-roll it is practically 
the fault of the Government, for all the agencies that are necessary have 
been given to the Department for the purpose of eliminating such frauds. 
Ido not myself believe that there is any considerable number of such 
cases in existence, while I do believe that, under the technical rules 
which have been adopted from time to time by the Department, there 
are thousands of people who have applied who are not receiving pen- 
sions to which they are properly entitled, and that there are others who 
have been deterred from making applications by the strictness of the 
rules. 

Up to 1884 it was the rule that a man who went into the Army, who 
was accepted by the Government after an examination as to his physical 
ability, had to prove that he was a sound man when he entered the 
Army, and thousands of cases were rejected because the applicants 
could not submit such proof. has since provided another rule, 
that the presumption should be that the man was sound when he en- 
listed in the Army. | : : 

Here I want to refer to the last report of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, in which I find that there were 345,125 pensioners on the roll. 
I find thatduring the last year 15,233 persons were dropped, or less than 
5 percent. of the whole numberontheroll. Ibelieve thata great many 
people in the United States, when that statement is made, suppose that 
those whose names were dropped from the roll were dropped because they 
wereimproperly there. Of thisnumber of invalid pensioners the names 
of 3,998 were dropped because they were dead; of widows and depend- 
ent relatives 1,694 were dead, and so on, until the total number who 
were dropped from the roll on account of death, remarriage, or because 
they were minors coming to the age fixed by legal limitation, or be- 
cause the pensioners had to call for their pensions and for other 
causes not given, including frauds and all other things, was less than 
2,000, or 1,914 to be exact, a mere telle, and only & small percent- 
age of these were dropped, mind you, use they ought never to have 
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Mr. ident, I did not intend to make any extended remarks upon 
the question of pensions. I simply rose to say that I have always re- 
garded the obligation of the Government to pay the soldier equal to 
that to pay any other debt. We talk a great deal about the expense 
of the pension-list, as if it was aneia iat we ought not to have 

id, something that we might have avoided or from which we might 

ve escaped. I suppose we need not have paid the nearly $3,000,000,- 
000 that we owed when the war closed. I suppose we might have ré- 

iated it, and we could have repudiated it and stood before the world 
in a great deal better condition than if we should repudiate our con- 
tracts with the men who fought for us at $13 a month. We have paid 
to the pensioners in the United States $744,000,000; we have paid as 
interest on the debt io the men who loaned the money to carry on the 
war more than three times that sum, and we are paying their debt be- 
sides. We have no right to repudiate either obligation. They are 
both sacred and should be kept, and to the satisfaction of us all the 
Government is able to keep its obligation both to the men who loaned 
it the money and to the men who fought its battles. 

We boast sometimes that we have t liberally with the soldiers, 
and we also boast of the totalamount we have paid them when we want 
to congratulate ourselves as a nation that we havedone so much. We 
figure up and say we pay $65,000,000 a year to pensioners. We donot 
pay any.more than we contracted to pay, and we do not pay any very 
magnificent sum to the men who took their lives in their hands and 
maintained the integrity of the nation. 

I have here the list showing the amount that we are paying, to which 
I referred yesterday when the Senator from Illinois was speaking, and 
I will refer to it again. 

We are paying 1,260 persons $1 a month. We are paying, as I said 
yesterday, $2 a month to 26,134—$2 a month or $24 a year. Weare 
paying to 60,268 persons $4 a month or a little less than $50 a year. 
We are paying to 34,639 pensioners $6 a month. When you reach $12 
a month you have got 15,480 receiving that amount. Then we rise to 
some of the higher numbers, and we have pensioners at $40, $47, $48, 
$50, $72, one at $75, and one at $100. 

Mr. President, the one at $100 is the present Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and I do not mention it to say anything to his discredit. I say 
here and now, whatever criticism may have been made on his receiving 
the pension, that, in my judgment, he does not receive a dollar more 
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than he is entitled to receive from this Government. I do not believe 
any man who is in his condition in consequence of his service to the 
country ought to be asked to take less money as long as there isa dollar 
inthe Treasury. I think, on the contrary, that many of these men who 
are receiving the pittance of a dollar a month, of $2 a month, of $3 a 
month, and $5 a month, ought to be receiving double the latter sum as 
compensation for what they are suffering and under the contract, and 
I want to say here that I am satisfied the Department has never been 
overliberal in rating these people high. Why? Because there has 
been such a thundering at the door of the office against large pensions, 
and such a cry as if it was an extravagance, that he has to be a very 
courageous officer who goes beyond the very strictest letter of the law. 

_Mr. President, I believe the proposition to put the Mexican war sol- 
diers upon the pension-roll, without reference to their disability, with- 
out reference to their poverty, has met with the universal approval of 
the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber. I recognize the great 
service rendered by the Mexican war veterans; I recognize the fact that 
they carved out of Mexico for usan empire that has added incalculably 
to the wealth of the country, that has strengthened it and made it great 
and powerful; but I do not recognize their services as to be compared 
with those of the men who went out to battle for the integrity of the 
country, to save its territorial integrity, to save its principles, and to 
maintain it intact as a nation. They are entitled to immeasurably 
more than the other men. They are entitled to greater credit because 
the work was greater, inasmuch as human liberty, human freedom, is 
greater than dollars and cents or territorial area; and if we can vote 
service pensions to the one we ought to vote them to the other; and if 
we can vote them to but one we should vote them to the men who have 
rendered, in my judgment, the greatest service that men have rendered 
to governments in modern times. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I said yesterday all that I desired to 
say in reference to the general features of this bill, but I wish to reply 
for a moment to a remark made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] who is not now in his seat. = j 

I have never heard an argument in this Chamber that I considered 
substantially good in opposition to granting a pension to a soldier who 
was disabled from wounds or disease, or from any misfortune that had 
befallen him where it was owing to no fault on his part; but the argu- 
ment resorted to to-day is the same one that has been resorted to for years 
whenever a bill was before the Congress of the United States to grant 
pensions. The objection was, first, the amount to be taken out of the 
Treasury; second, that agents about this city were building brown- 
stone fronts. Ihave heard thatargumentadozen times. As to whether 
they build brown-stone fronts or any other kind of fronts I have naught 
to say, for I do not know; but I say in reply to the Senator that 
no pension agent can obtain a pension for a soldier under the law un- 
less that soldier is entitled to it, provided the officers of the Govern- 
ment do their duty. 

What answer is it to the misfortunes of a man who is entitled under 
the law to a pension to say that some attorney may ask to be his 
agent in obtaining his pension? Is that an answer to his disability ? 
Is that an answer to his misfortune? Is that an answer to the equity 
in his case as to whether he shall be allowed a pension by this Gov- 
ernment or shall have it refused? Why, sir, this red rag has been 
shaken in the Senate Chamber time and again. If men can not be 
frightened by the amount that is to be expended for these unfortunate 
soldiers, next we are told it is the pension agents of Washington city 
who are urging these bills. 

Sir, if the Senator were present I would tell him who was the only 
man who has spoken to me on this subject. Pension agents may have 
sought the Senator’s presence, but they have not been seeking mine. I 
have had letters from poor unfortunate soldiers, which I frequently re- 
ceive and always respond to; but aside from letters the only applica- 
tion was from a poor unfortunate man from the State of New York, leg- 
less, walking on wooden legs. Hecame tome and discussed this ques- 
tion of pensions, and he is the only man who has done it outside of this 
Chamber. If that man withont legs, who lost them in battle for his 
country, is one of the pension agents who are to be benefited, in God’s 
name let him be benefited. I have never heard of him as a pension 
agent; but if that class of unfortunate men can be benefited by the 
Congress of the United States doing for them that which in my judg- 
ment is honorable and is a duty incumbent on the representatives of 
the people, I am ready now and at all times to doit. I will repeat 
what I said yesterday, that I have no respect for a government which 
allows the poor soldier who has become a wreck, “not by his own fault 
but by misfortune, either by disease or by any accident that may hap- 
pen to him, to.perish, and which says to him, ‘‘ True, you helped save 
our country when it was in its direst trouble, and now that misfortune 
has overtaken you, though the Treasury is plethoric, we must econo- 
mize; it is true you are unfortunate, but there is a pension agent up 
here in town who might make money, and therefore you shall not have 
the bounty of this great Government.” 

Mr. President, such arguments as these are unworthy of the Senate 
of the United States. The only question should be, ‘Is he entitled to 
the bounty of his Government?’ If he is, give it to him; if he is not, 


let him go a beggar before the world. 
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Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. ‘ 4 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will withhold that motion for five 
minutes. There are a few observations I wish to make. 

Mr. CAMERON. I prefer to insist on the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. of , in the chair). 
The Senator from Pennsylvania moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

; Mr. BLAIR. I hope the motion will not prevail, for five minutes at 
east. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I only want five minutes. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the intimation that this bill is the off- 
spring of the mercenary brain of claim agents is as far from the truth 
as any intimation possibly could he. So faras I know, it is a bill in 
which the claim agents never have exhibited the slightest interest 
whatever. The principle involved in this bill was incorporated in our 
legislation, as I have already stated, as early as the bees 1818, andina 
more emphatic form than it is embraced in this bill. It continued to 
be the law with reference to the soldiers of the Revolutionary war and 
their widows for fourteen years, when a service pension pure and sim- 
ple, giving to all those soldiers and their widows a pension at a speci- 
fied rate regardless of disability and regardless of want or dependence, 
was enacted into law. 

Then again we have by a proposition not adopted in the year 1858, 
but the adoption of which was delayed unquestionably by the outbreak 
of the war, rendering it by reason of its great burdens impossible for us 
to assume it earlier, and the adoption of which was for that reason de- 
` ferred until 1871, asserted the same principle by legislation and applied 
it to the soldiers and the widows of the soldiers of the war of1812. And 
on more than one occasion, I think three times, the House of Represent- 
atives has passed a service-pension bill, pure and simple, in favor of 
the survivors of the Mexican war. Once the Senate has passed that 
bill. So the principle involved here and its extension to those who are 
without any dependence, any need, or any disability, has been in all 
these instances already indorsed in the history of legislation, and to 
fail to indorse it at the present time would be to institute an exception 
in regard to those soldiers who preserved the unity of our institutions 
and the integrity of our territory. 

It is true, sir, that it is at the present time proposed to extend the 
benefits of the public bounty, if you choose so to call it, to this class 
of disabled and dependent men a little earlier than was done in the 
case of the Revolutionary soldiers; but it is to be remembered that 
the exactions of war in these modern times are even greater than they 
were then. Arms are more deadly; the exactions of campaign life are 

ter than they were then. Beyond this, the wealth of the country, 
its capacity to assist those who are in need of assistance, is altogether 
out of proportion to what it was in the earlier day. At the time when 
our fathers assumed the burden of assistance to the indigent soldiers 
of the Revolution we were in the most adverse industrial circum- 
stances known at any period of our history since the Revolutionary 
war itself and the few years which immediately followed it before the 
organization of the Government. And yet notwithstanding those cir- 
cumstances the nation assumed a far heavier pecuniary burden then 
than it is proposed that we take upon our shoulders now, when we have 
a plethoric Treasury and billions upon billions of property untaxed 
and paying as yet nothing whatever into the national coffers. 

Why, sir, the funds which we have in our Treasury, as we all know, 
are levied upon personal habits which it would be better to di 
with, upon commodities which it would be better for the country were 
they entirely destroyed save for a few legitimate and upon 
the luxuries of life as they are introduced from foreign lands. Sub- 
stantially two-thirds of the income of this Government is levied upon 
our customs; and that tariff makes its collections almost universally, 
as every Senator knows and as the whole country knows, upon articles 
not necessaries of life, so that that taxation comes out of wealth and is 
but a redistribution to the masses at large of money which it would 
be better had it never accumulated in the form of the large possessions 
and the large fortunes of our wealthier people. 

It is thus, Mr. President, an absolute blessing to take the money 
which we have obtained by the customs service of the country and dis- 
tribute it among the people at large, and the same observation might 
be made with reference to the income from the internal-revenue system. 

Allusion has been made to the alleged fact that the increases of pen- 
sion, of which there have been some instances in the present Congress, 
add to the fees of the claim agent; but thatisnotthecase. The arrears- 
of-pension bill adds very slightly to the fees of the agents. It was not 
designed to do so at all, because the arrears are never paid save where 
there has been already a favorable adjudication and the fees of the agent 
are payable for that adjudication whether there are any arrears paid 
when the case is established or not, and most of those arrears were paid 
by a direct order from the Government itself without the interposition 
of any fee whatever to any agent at all. So the point made by the Sen- 
ator that that legislation or any legislation in ing pensions 


existing 
is in the interest of claim agents is entirely aside of the mark, 


particular bill 
further than the precedents to which I have alluded. I hold in my 
hand the printed minutes of a hearing before the Committee on Pen- 
sions aceorded to S. Merrill, Louis Wagner, James Tanner, John 
C. Linehan, and John S. Kountz, who were the committee of the Grand 
Army of the Republic charged with the recommendation of what the 
Grand Army deems to be necessary pension legislation, and among the 
various items of legislation which they indorse and recommend is pre- 
cisely that which is contained in this bill. It is a bill indorsed, so far 
as I know, universally by the soldier element of the country, and not 
by them only, but by the great mass of our liberal-minded citizens who 
have given attention tothe wants and necessities of the soldiery through- 
outthe land. I wish to read a remark made by General Merrill before 
the committee: 
Of the nearly three hundred thousand cases pending in the Pension Office the 
bulk are delayed because of the lack of evidence, and the evidence can not 
jo ager pected because witnesses are d ‘They can not produce them. And 
less some general provision of this kind is passed giving these men pensions 
that are to-day disabled, it is impossible for them to get pensions, and they must 
go to the almshouses, It is a public scandal for that to occur. Just in that line 


we said to your committee, two years ago, that we were opposed to the eight- 
dollars-a-month pension bill. 


He is alluding now to the service-pension bill which so many favor, 
applicable to the soldiers of the late war. 
We have been endeavoring to sustain that position— 


That is, of opposition to that bill— 
We have been endeavoring to sustain that 
onth bill is becoming a more form: ion than ever before. 

Perhaps we see it more closely, for we have been the fight against it in 
the Grand Army. I see by a telegraphic dispatch to-day from New York that 
the assembly of that State has aresolnution in favor of a universal pension 
bill. Now, you may pass such a bill, but it does not remedy any of the other 
defects or deficiencies of the pension tion. Indeed, it gives a well man a 
pension to the actual disadvan of the disabled soldier, and the well man 
ought to stand back and let the pplesget apension first, This ideais gather- 
ing force, because Co in the two years has not succeeded in passing 
bills which have the Senate or the House. Between the House and Sen- 
ate this legislation has failed, and it is this failure that is giving the impetus to 
the eight-dollar-a-month bill to-day. I know that the pension committee of the 
G Army can not stand up much longer in the Grand Army of the Republic 
and contest the passage of the eight-dollar-a-month bill unless something is 
done speedily, i 

And their recommendation is that this bill be enacted into law which 
will simply provide for all those who are disabled to earn their living 
and must be assisted from some source. Now, this particular bill is a 
bill which I had myself the honor to originate and to write, without 
suggestion from any mortal being, and introduce into the Senate of 
the Forty-eighth Congress, first session; and it is Senate bill No. 1342 
of that session. That bill went to the committee. Presently a bill 
came from the House, and was referred to the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, was taken charge of by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 
Lom], and in committee the provisions of this bill were incorporated. 
It was reported to the Senate and moved as an amendment to the Mex- 
ican pension bill of the House. So, then, I am able to state that this 
measure originates, not in the brain of any claim agent whatever; it 
originates with the soldiers of the country and in the necessities of the 
case. Itis the natural outgrowth of the sentiment of public justice 
which the whole nation, I believe, will be glad to recognize in the en- 
actment of this bill into law. 

I give way now to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before that is done I desire to offer an amendment 
to the bill before the Senate, and I ask that it be read at the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section: 


Sec.—. Any ion that is payable under this act, and is not provided for un- 
deran existing law, shall be payable only out of the money derived, or that shall 
hereafter be derived, under the internal 


Now, Mr. President, a word as to the origin of this i 


ition, but to-day the eight-dol- 
le quest: 


-revenue laws of the United States. And ` 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall report to Con 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before submitting the question to the 
Senate on the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam 
ERON] the Chair will lay before the Senate bills from the House of 
bas eae na for reference. 

e bill (H. R. 6392) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to extend the time for the payment of the purchase-money in 
the sale of the reservation of the Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians 
in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 8188) to admit free of duty a certain lecturn for the 
use of the Saint Luke’s Episcopal church in the parish of p 
eco was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

‘inance. 
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The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

A bill ir R. 3173) for the relief of Samuel H. Fleming; and 

A bill (H. R: 5890) for the relief of Grafton Monroe. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. ALLISON. LI hope theSenator from ennsylvania will not press 
his motion now. 

Mr. CAMERON. [I insist on my motion. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenator from Pennsylvania moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

a HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 
toe ie and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


The Sen- 
tor from 


the rol 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. SAULSBURY’s name was called). 
ator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] is paired with the 
Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. FAIR (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw my 
vote. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. JONES, of Nevada], who 
is not in his seat. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 


[Mr. VANcE]. Ido not know how he would vote if present, and there- 
fore I withhold my vote. ` 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—22, 
Berry, Dolph, Harrison Pugh, 
Brown, Eustis, > Hawley, : Ransom, 
Call, Evarta, Ingalls, Vest, 
Camden, George, Kenna, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Gibson, Maxey, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Miller, Whitthorne, 
Coke, Gray, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, is, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—17. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Mahone, Teller, 
Allison, Frye, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
lair, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Cullom, n, Sherman, 
Dawes, MeMillan, Spooner, 
ABSENT—27, 

Beck, Hale, Manderson, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., Sabin, 
Bowen, Hearst, agua’ Saulsbury, 
Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Pa: Sewell, 
Chace, Jones of Florida, Pike.” Stanférd, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Piatt, Vance. 
Fair, McPherson, Plumb, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and twenty-nine minutes 
spentin executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 50’clock and 
17 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned to rr peed May 17, at 12 

o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 14th day of May, 1886. 


DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Henry F. Seversens, of Michigan, to be United States district judge 
for the western district of Michigan, vice Solomon L. Withey, deceased. 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

Thomas E. Kelly, of Nevada, to be marshal of the United States for 
the district of Nevada, vice P. S. Corbett, whose commission will ex- 
pire May 17, 1886. 

David C. Fulon, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United States for 
the western district of Wisconsin, vice F. W. Oakley, whose commis- 
sion will expire May 24, 1886. 

POSTMASTER. 

John C. Pennewill, to be postmaster at Dover, Kent County, Dela- 

ware, vice Andrew Smithers, whose commission expires May 16, 1886. 
ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 


Charles Philip Henry, of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Navy, to fill a vacancy in that grade. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, May 6, 1886. 


ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


James T. Healy, of Illinois, to be assistant treasurer of the United 
States at Chicago, 


Illinois. 


DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 
` James P. Kimball, of-Pennsylvania, to be Director of the Mint. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Robert S. Shields, of Ohio, to be attorney of the United States for 
the northern district of Ohio. 


UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


Henry W. Gilbert, of Fort Montgomery, N. Y., to be consul of the 
United States at Trieste. 


SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM-VESSELS, 


William D. Robinson, of New York, to be supervising inspector. of 
steam-vessels for the ninth district. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. — 


Thomas F. Donvan, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Patchogue, in the State of New York. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 


Nathan B. Gatchell, of New York, to be appraiser of merchandise in 
the district of Buffalo Creek, in the State of New York. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


James Tilton, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Great Egg Harbor, in the State of New Jersey. 


ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George D. Borton, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector of customs 
for the pate of Camden, in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

REGISTER oF LAND OFFICE. 

Chester H. Warner, of Colfax, Wash., to be register of the land office 
at Walla Walla, Wash. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

William M. Garrard, of Lawrenceville, Ill., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Cheyenne, Wyo. 

John W. Leigh, of California; to be receiver of public moneys at San 
Francisco, Cal. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Passed Assistant Engineer George W. Stivers, to be a chief engineer 
in the Navy, from the 18th of December, 1885. 

Passed Assistant Engineer William W. Heaton, to be a chief engineer 
in the Navy, from the 26th of January, 1886. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Charles Edward Woodruff, of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant sur- 

geon in the Navy. 
POSTMASTERS. 

James W. Satcher, to be postmaster at Union Springs, in the county 
of Bullock and State of Alabama. 

George W. McMillen, to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Brown and State of Illinois. 

Henry W. Cook, to be postmaster at Michigan City, in the county 
of La Porte and State of. Indiana. 

Herman Freygang, to be postmaster at Angola, in the county of 
Steuben and State of Indiana, in place of Francis. Macartney. 

Squire L. Major, to be. postmaster at Shelbyville, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Indiana. 

Juliette. M. Jones, to be postmaster at Cambridge City, in the 
county of Wayneand State of Indiana. 

Edward L. Garcelon, to be postmaster at Winchester, Middlesex 
County, Massachusetts. 

John T. Irion, to be postmaster at Paris, Henry County, Tennessce,. 

John H. Saxton, to be postmaster at De Witt, Clinton County, Iowa, 
oe O. Thiebald, to be postmaster at Vevay, Switzerland County, 

diana. 
x Finer Brown, to be postmaster at Baltimore, Baltimore County, Mary- 

nd. 


REJECTION. 
Eexcutive nomination rejected by the Senate May 6, 1886. 


POSTMASTER. 


John L. Handley, to-be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Illinois. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 14, 1886. 


GOVERNOR OF MONTANA TERRITORY. 
Samuel T. Hauser, of Helena, Mont., to be governor of the Territory 
of Montana. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF MINT. 
Gabriel Montegut, of Louisiana, to be superintendent of the mint of 
the United States at New Orleans, in the State of Lousiana. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 14, 1886. 


The House metat 110’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. j 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

NON-PAYING CUSTOM-HOUSES, ETC. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sce- 
retary of the Treasury, with accompanying papers, in response to a res- 
olution of the House calling for information in regard to custom-houses 
or ports of entry at which the expense to the Government exceeds the 
revenue collected; and submitting draught of a bill to fix salaries of 
collectors and officers of customs and to consolidate customs districts; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, asking authority to apply a certain unex- 
ded balance of appropriation ‘‘ for fuel, &c.,”? to supply deficiency 
n appropriations ‘* for contingent expenses, Treasury Department, gas, 
&c.,’’ for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
SORGHUM AND BEET SUGAR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, transmitting certain papers in mse to a res- 
olution of the House calling for information concerning the process and 
methods of making sorghum and beet sugar; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILL. 


The SPEAKER, under the rule, laid before the House a bill of the 
Senate of the following title; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 


namely: 
A bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr, GROSVENOR, indefinitely, on account of ill health and press- 
ing business, 
o Mr. HILL, until Wednesday next. $ 
ST. LUKE’S EPISCOPAL CHURCH, KALAMAZOO. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8188) to admit free of duty a certain lecturn for the use 
of the St. Luke’s Episcopal church, in the parish of Kalamazoo, Mich., 
and put the same upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed toadmit free of duty, at the custom-house in Boston, Mass., 
a cross lecturn, for the use of the St. Luke’s Episcopal church, of the parish of 
Kalamazoo, Mich., imported by Rey. R. E, Jones, the rector of said church, and 
consigned to —. ` 

The Committee on Ways and Means recommend the adoption of the 
following amendments: 

Strike out the word “cross,” in the fifth line, and insert ‘“ brass ;"’ and fill the 
blank in the eighth line by inserting “ Messrs. Jones, McDuffie, and Stratton.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and wha: it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BURROWS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SAMUEL H. FLEMMING. x 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous 
consent to distharge the Committee of the Whole from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3173) for the relief of Samuel H. Flem- 
ming and put the same upon its passage, 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the proper accounting officer of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, directed to pay to Samucl H. Flemming, of North Carolina, the 
sum of $206.66, for carrying the United States mails in North Carolina in 1870. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, an i 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, WICHITA, KANS. 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent—— 
Mr. MORRISON. Regular order, 


The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. PETERS. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the call for a 
moment to enable me to ask consent to pass this bill, 

Mr. MORRISON. I will withdraw the call. 

Mr. PETERS. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1387) for the completion of a public building 
at Wichita, Kans., and put the same upon its passage, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c,, That the additional sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated for 
the completion of a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the ac- 
comm ion of the Mice, United States courts,and other Government 
otices, at the city of Wichita, State of Kansas, to be expended by the 
of the Treasury, subject to the requirements of an act for that purpose approved 
March 3, 1885. The limit of cost prescribed in said act is hereby extended as 
aforesaid, and no plan shall be approved which will involve an expenditure for 
aeeoa building complete, including approaches, greater than the limit herein 

x 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that thè motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OTOE AND MISSOURIA INDIANS. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole House from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to extend the time for the payment of the purchase- 
money on the:sale of the reservation of the Otoe and Missouria tribes 
of Indiansin the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and put the same upon 
its passage. . 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill is as follows: 

Beitenacted, £c., That the Secretary ofthe Interior is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to extend thetime for the payment of the purchase-money under the sale 
made under an act entitled “An act to provide for the sale of the remainder of 
the reservation of the confederate Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians, in the 
States of Nebraska and and forother poecee :” Provided, That thein- 
terest shall be paid at the rate now provided by said act: And provided further, 
That such extension shall be for five years only from the time said payments 
have or shall become due. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. DORSEY. I ask consent, Mr. Speaker, to submit an amend- 
ment, which is recommended by the Committee on Indian Affairs, ex- 
tending the time also to the Omaha reservation. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That the provisions of this act shall be, and are hereby, extended to the pur- 
chasers of lands in the Omaha Indian reservation in the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. MORRISON. Ishall object to the amendment. 

Mr. DORSEY. Then I withdraw it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GRAFTON MONROE. 


Mr. COMPTON. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar, and have considered at this time, the bill (H. R. 5890) for the 
erclief of Grafton Monroe. . 
The bill wag read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Lier teh 
ment be, and he is hereby, directed, in suue the accounts of Grafton Mon- 
roe, late postmaster at Annapolis, Md., to credit him, the said Grafton Monroe, in 
his accounts as such tmaster, with $4,315.13, the same being for 

stamps and money-order funds burglariously stolen from the post-office at An- 
napolis, Md., on the morning of February 4, 1884, said credit being recommended 
by the then Posi neral after a full investigation of all the circumstances 
attending said bu 


lary. 
SEC. 2. That the ndvtor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department be, 


and he is hereby, d „in adjusting the accounts of Grafton Monroe, late 
postmaster at Annapolis, Md., to credit him, the said Grafton Monroe, in his. 
accounts as such sexe es with $2,430, the same being for postal funds bur- 

giariously stolen from the post-office at Annapolis, Md., on the morning of Feb- 

r 4, 1884: Provided, That it shall be proven to the satisfaction of said Audi- 

tor that said postal funds were lost as aforesaid without fault or negligence upon 

the part of said postmaster. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the read time, and passed. 

Mr. COMPTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Iask unanimous consent to dis- 
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the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 2156, and that the same be now considered. 


Mr. MORRISON. I object, and demand the regular order. 
TheSPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the Chair will 
proceed to call the committees for reports of a private nature. 


FREDERICK ROBERTSON. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1860) granting a pen- 
sion to Frederick Robertson; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. , 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered fo be 
printed: 

A bill (H. R. 5751) granting a pension to Jacob Holder; 

A 7 s R. pe for the relief of Daniel eo, 
A bi R. 6252) granting a pension to Susan V. Young; 
A bill (H. R. 6585) granting a pension to Lottie E. Dietrich; and 

A bill (H. R. 3643) granting a pension to Elizabeth Johnson. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (S. 1267) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Lou Gobright McFalls; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. M’DONALD. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8151) granting 
a pension to John P. McDonald; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the aceom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. . 

W. D. HAVELY. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7616) for 
the relief of W. D. Havely; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

J. W. GOODING, 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8205) 
granting a pension to J. W. Gooding; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. PARKS. , 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7736) to 
increase the pension of George W. Parks; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BETHUREN. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back witha favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1124) granting 
a pension to William Bethuren; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN FARNUM. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill Ne 787) grantin, 
a pension to Reuben Farnum; which was referred to Committee aP 
the Whole Houseon the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM REYNOLDS. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1304) granting 
a on to William Reynolds; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
_ JOHN S. KIRKPATRICK. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1797) granting 
a pension to John S. Kirkpatrick; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN NICHOLAS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1618) granting a pen- 
sion to John Nicholas; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 


ported back with adverse recommendations bills of the follo titles; 
IEN te pe ape hime SOA caver raion hate ered to 

printed: 3 

A bill (H. R. 701) granting a pension to Mrr. Mary B, Kenney; 

A bill E R. 7704} to pension Henriette Burns; 2 

A bill (H. R. 7752) granting a pension to John Griffith; 

A bill (H. R. 6128) granting a pension to Susan A. Duncan; 

A bill (H. R. 7978) granting a pension to T. J. Locey; 

A bill (H. R. 8154) granting a pension to Resin M. Gard; 

A bill (H. R. 2944) granting a pension to John H. Lash; 

A bill (H. R. 796) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron; 

A bill (H. R. 7251) to pension C. W. Ekengren; 

A bill (H. R. a granting a pension to John Zimmerman; 

A bill (H. R. 6131) granting a pension to John H. Gause; 

A bill (H. R. Mie ew Leen and 

A bill (H. R. 5611) granting a pension to W. J. Wood. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. MATSON, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4480) author- 
izing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of 
Freeland Haston on the pension-roll; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

JAMES R. BAYLOR. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6825) granting 
a pension to James R. Baylor; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS BROWN. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6817) granting a. 
pension to Thomas Brown; which was referred to the Committee of 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CONNER. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pi also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6819) 
granting a pensién to William Conner; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

SALLY A. STONE. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5041} granting 
a pension to Sally A. Stone; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

* GEORGE W. CUTLER. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3551) 
granting a pension to George W. Cutler, late a private of Gompany B, 
Ninth New Hampshire Volunteers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

5 WILLIAM H. GRAY. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, ed back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 165) for the reliefof William H. 
Gray, of Kentucky; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to vine 

Mr. HOWARD, from thesame committee, also reported back the bil] 
(H. R. 879) for the relief of W. H. Gray; which was laid on the table, 


MORGAN RAWLS. 


Mr. from the Committee on Claims, rted back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4451) for the relief of Morgan 
Rawls; which was referred to the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOIN F. TRENTLEN. 


Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, also reported witha 
favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 8759) for the relief of John F. 
Trentlen; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Houseon 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

J. R. M’GOLDRICK. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 960) for the re- 
lief of J. R. McGoldrick; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. x 
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LOTT 8. BAYLESS. 


Mr. WAR of Missouri, from the Committee on also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4973) for 
the relief of Lott S. Bayless; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


L. J. WORDEN. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
porte as a substitute for H. R. 720, a bill (H. R. 8760) for the relief 
of L. J. Worden; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 720) was laid on the table. 


FRANK SHUTT. 


Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8297) for the relief of Frank 
Shutt; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
THOMAS SMITH. 


Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, also back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill ae R. 53 5343) for the relief of 
Thomas Smith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

H. C. WILKEY. 


Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6046) for the relief of 
H. C. Wilkey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7661) for the 
relief of Jonathan D. Stevenson; and the same was réferred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 3 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1639) for the 
relief of William Rutherford; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


MARTIN MURPHY AND P. B. MURPHY. 


Mr. MCKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (S. 22) for the relief of Martin M Murphy and P. 
B. Murphy; which was referred to the Committee of the le House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SELMA AND MERIDIAN RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4423) for the relief of the Sel- 
ma and Meridian Railroad Company; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


NICHOLAS WHITE. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5133) for the relief of 
Nicholas White; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES E. O'SHEA. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, EA 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 327) granting a pension to 
James E. O’Shea; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordcred to be printed. 

A. P. JACKSON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. VAN EATON, from the Committee on the Public re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 3240, a bill (H. R. 8761) for the relief 
of A. P. Jackson and others; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


The original bill (H. R. 3240) was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the business 
on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, would a motion that the House now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consid- 
ering business on the Private Calendar take precedence of the motion 
just made? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I make that motion. 


The SPEAKER. But the result is just the same. If the House re- 
fuses to go into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering 
bills on the Private Calendar, under the rule the public business will 
proceed as on other days. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to state that my purpose in making this mo 
espa paan rotang ni aha nggir cram ca aa 


adjourned y. ‘ 

The SP: R. The gentleman from Minois, this ‘Friday, 
moves that the House resolve itself inte Committee of the Whole ‘or 
the consideration of business on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 91, noes 31. 

The House ingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. Harc in the chair) and proceeded to the consideration of busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar. 


FRANCIS W. HALDEMAN, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill which 
was under consideration last Friday when the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar rose. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of Francis W. Haldeman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As this bill was under consideration when the 
Committee of the Whole rose last Friday, and as there were not many 
members present at that time, I ask that the bill be again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. With the amendment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Inthe absence of objection the bill will be read 
for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay, to Francis W. Haldeman, of Avoca, State of rs: onni of any 


money in the Treasury nototherwise appropriated, the sum of $250, as pen- 
sation for services igs a and money expended for the benefit ofth the Un United 
States during the late ci 


The amendment sae by the Committee on War Claims was read, 
as follows: 
Strike out the words “and fifty,” in line 6, so as to make the bill read, “ the 
$200,” &e. 


sum of 
Was that amendment agreed to in Committee of 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
the Whole? 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon examination of the record the Chair learns 
that the amendment was agreed to. The pending question is on the 
motion that the bill as amended be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4840) 
to confirm a.certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that this bill and the 
three bills immediately following it on the Calendar relating to private 
land claims be passed over without prejudice. 

TheCHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that order will be made. 
The Chair hears none. 

ERNEST H. WARDWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1062) 
for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


roper as first nant and tal quartermaster Regiment 
Roh Carolina Union Volunteers pental q the same as allowed to all volunteer 
officers under the act of Congress approved March 3, 1965, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the report in this case be read. 
The report (by Mr. LYMAN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on War Aimee to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 1062) for 
the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell, report as follows: 
amen this claim was presented to the Forty-eighth Con, and a favorable 
rt thereon was made by Mr. bape (Massachusetts), March 18, 1884, and 
th bill passed the House February 6, 1885. It was reported favorably by Mr. 
ang (South Carolina), without amendment, from the Corhmittee on Mili- 
ta airs, 
Takana as the examination by your committee has led them to the same 
favorable conclusion as that ed. by the Committee on Military Affairs in 
Houses, and by this House in the Forty-cighth Congress, this committee 
now adopt the report approved in the last Congress and recommend that the bill 


(LL. R. 1062) do pass. 

The incorporated in this is as follows: 

“The ittee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 3236, 
beg Jeave to submit the following report 

“Ernest H. Wardell, in May, 1361, enlisted in the Sixth apr naar Volun- 

teers, and served for more than three months without pay. On September 7 of 
the same year he enlisted as a private in the Twenty-sixth M. usetts Vol- 
unteers, November 8, 1862, he was yer second lieutenant, Second 
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“From this record it appoars that Captain Wardwell had an honorable though 
not continuous service of over three years. 
“He claims that he should receive pay from March 11, 1865, to May 18, 1865, and 


also three months’ pre Sad aon under the act of March 3, 1865. 

“There was a certain delay between March 11, 1865, when Wardwell 
was confirmed by the Senate,and May 11, when his commission was sent to 
him. For this period of uan he thinks he ought to receive the pay of his 
rank use he resigned his lieutenantcy to accept the commission of captain 
which had been promised him, and was present and ready to receive his com- 
mission at the date of hisconfirmation. 1t appears, however, that in addition to 
the time usually required for the making out and signature of the commission 
there was a further delay caused by the assassination of President Lincoln, April 
14. By law and regulations an officer does not begin to draw pay until he 
received and acce) his commission and has takenthe oath. Unfortunate cir- 
cumstances cat a delay of some weeks to Captain Wardwell in the receipt 
of his commission, and it seems not unreasonable to allow him pay during this 
period of waiting, because he resigned hislieutenantcy on the positive informa- 
tion that he had been appointed a captain, and he was present and was ready to 
assume his new duties. 

“The act of March 3, 1865, ts three months’ SER Da7 to officers then in 
commission, and who should continue in service to the close of the war. Cap- 
tain Wardwell was mustered out February 23,1865, and was not confirmed b; 
the Senate as captain till March 11, and only accepted his commission on the 
of May,so that he was notin service on the 3d of March, 1865, and could not 
legally draw the three months’ extra pay. 

“ Butas Captain Wardwell, after being in the Army nearly three years, resigned 
for the sole of receiving his new commission, and was present and ready 
to be mustered in under it, he may not improperly be considered as construct- 
ively in the service on the 3d of March, 1865,and therefore entitled to three 
months’ extra pay. 

“The committee, therefore, report that the bill should pass.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LYMAN] who re- 
rted this bill is not present; but the report seems to indicate that the 
ill should pass. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House, 
The motion was agreed to. = 


s 
WILSON B. GEORGE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3373) 
to correct the military record of Wilson B. George. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That Wilson B. George, late a private soldier in Com; 
L, Fourth Regiment lowa Volunteer Cavaley bo At he hereby is, re! ma 
from the charges on which he was dishonorably d on the 5th day of 

ber, and that he be taken and co: as an honorably discharged 

soldier: however, That this act shall not be taken or construed as en- 
titling said Wilson B. George to any further or allowances as a soldier: 
And provided furiher, That said dishonorable d shall notin any manner 
affect any for pension said Wilson B. George ma; aave apainae tha Gov- 
ernment of the United apta ae said claim for pension be considered 
and determined the same as though said George had never been dishonorably 


Mr. FINDLAY. The report in this case is adverse. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. FINDLAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill to correct 
the military record of Wilson B. George, late a — soldier in Company L, 
Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, have had the same under considera- 
tion and submit the following a í 
of this soldier, as shown by a letter from the Adjutant- 


closes the fact that private George, for conduct pre; to order and 
mili discipline and offering violence to his su or officer, was found guilty 
and ered to be shot, asentence which was gated to im: mmentat 


e , With loss of all 
Whatever may be the ulterior object of the bill, the committee are of the opin- 
ion that the correction of a military record, in itself a grave exercise of power, 
and to be used sparingly and only on considerations of the very highest mo- 
ment, find nothing in the facts of this case to justify it, and they recommend 
therefore that the bill do lie upon the table. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 
Washington, December 22, isss. 


rt Dece: 
conduct prejudicial good order and military discipline, and off 
to his su Sor officer, no ny of both charges and sentenced to 
death. The sentence was mitigated to confinement at hard labor d the 
unexpired term of his enlistment, and then to be dishonorably the 
service with loss of all pay and allowances due or to become due. 
In ae with this sentence he was dishonorably discharged, to date De- 
ecember s 
I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
: R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General, 
Hon. JOSEPH LYMAN, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. FINDLAY. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr. GEDDES. I have been requested by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. LYMAN] to ask that this bill be for to-day informally. 
He is necessarily absent, and desires to be heard in advocacy of the 
passage of the bill. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES] asks 
unanimous consent that this bill be passed over informally. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. FINDLAY and Mr. REAGAN objected. 

The paon being taken on the motion of Mr. FINDLAY that the 
bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a recommendation 
that it lie on the table, the motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM K. HAMMOND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1740) 
for the relief of William K. Hammond. 

The bill was read, as follows: j 

Be it enacted, &c., That William K., Hammond be recognized as a recruiting 
officer for the Second North Carolina soy ray and receive the pay and allow- 
ances of a second lieutenant of infantry for the period from December 22, 1863, 
to Au 12, 1864; and the sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, for the payment tothe said William K. Hammond, his heirs or for 
his services as recruiting officer for the said regiment during the said pe: be. 
and is hereby, appropriated out of any money remaining in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on War Claims was read, 
as follows: 


inte out, in lines 6 and 7, the words “December 22, 1863,” and insert “March 
> ž 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, and Mr. EDEN called for the reading 
of the report. 


The report (by Mr. REID, of North Carolina), was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 1740) for 
the relief of William K. Hammond, submit the following report: 

_The purpose of this bill is to give Lieut. William K. Hammond, of theSecond 
North Carolina Volunteers, the pay and allowances of a first lieutenant of in- 
fantry from December 22, 1863, to Angana 

Your committee find that William K, Hammond was 


Carolina Volunteers, pitres y to approval of Major-General Butler. 
That from the said 12th of March, 1864, to the 12th day of August, 1864, said 
said Second North Caro- 
lina Volunteers. 


August 12, 1864, said Hammond was duly appointed and duly mustered into 
the service as a second lieutenant in the above-named regiment, and that his 
— services were valuable and often of the most difficult and dangerous char- 

er, e : 

Your committee does not find that said Hammond was acting as lieutenant 

ior to March 12, L by competent authority, or that he was entitled to any 
her grade than of second lieutenant, 

Your committee therefore recommend that said bill be amended by striking 
out the words “December 22,1863,” in lines 6 and 7, and inserting in place 
thereof the words ‘' March 12, 1864;’' and that said bill, when so amended, do 
pass, 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I move the adoption of the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on War Claims, and ask that the bill 
mn that amendment be laid aside to be reported favorably to the 

ouse, 

Mr. EDEN. What is the effect of the amendment? . 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. It shortens by a few months the 
time for which pay and allowances are to be granted. 

The amendment was adopted. f 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I now move that the bill as amended 
be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS SAMPSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4139} 
for the relief of Thomas Sampson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas by act of Congress approved June 20,1874, it was enacted that the 
vant hgugtl of oe Sg wae di prepare m of naa one ees = life- 
saving medals, bestowed uponan ns who ereafter 
their own ives ta akto the lives of pes adlg Denn the hon} and Ty 

Whereas Thomas Sampson had theretofore, at various times, greatly distin- 

hed himself in rescuing human beings from death in the manner prescribed 

Mie tt enacted. d kes That the Secreta: f the Treasury be, and he hereby is, di 

t 3 e ry o „and he here - 
rected to cause to be prepared a medal of honor, with suitable devices, to be be- 


establishment of life-saving stations and housesof upo: 
lake coasts of the United States, and to promote the ciency of the Life-Sav- 
ing Service. 

Sec, 2. That the said Thomas Sampson be, and he hereby is, entitled toreceive 
all the benefits of said section in said act contained, just as though he had rene 
dered the services subsequent to the approval of said act. 

Sec, 3. That this act shall take effect 


immediately. 
Mr. JAMES. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. IRION) was ead as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4139) di- 
the Secretary of the Treasury to bestow upon Thomas Sampson, of New 
, & life-saving medal of honor, leave to report as follows: 

A similar bill was before the Forty-seventh Congress, was considered the 
Committee on Commerce, and a favorable report was submitted by Mr. ý 
a copy of which is hereto annexed and madea part of this report. 

The committee consider the case a meritorious one and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 


[House report No. 355, Forty-seventh Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3025) di- 
recting the of the Treasury to bestow upon Thomas Sampson, of New 
York city, a life-saving medal of honor, beg leave to report as follows: 

Under the act of June 20, 1874, the Secretary of the Treasury was directed to 
have medals of honor “which shall be bestowed upon any person who 
shall endanger their own lives in saving or endeavoring to save lives 
from perils of the sea. å 

It appears that prior to the peemee of this act Sampson had rescued a number 
of persons from drowning; had received medals for his lantry from the 
mayor, Humane Society, and Board of Underwriters of New York city, and 
other organizations, and is highly indorsed by leading citizens in connection 
with these services, as well as others of a different character rendered by him 
to the Government. 

The fact that the rescues were made prior to the enactment of the above pro 
vision of law deprives Sampson of its benefits, 


paa 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. - 


4513 


The committec consider the case a meritorious one and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. y 


Mr. JAMES. Imovethat the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. - 
The motion was agreed to. : 


JOHN P. T. DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 449) 
for the relief of John P. T. Davis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to nt to John P., T. Davis, late second lieutenant.of Company 
JI, Fifty-second Rostscens of Indiana Volunteers, an honorable discharge from 
the military service as of the date of November 6, 1862. i 


The report (by Mr GEDDES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 449) for 
the relief of John P. Y. Davis, respectfully report as follows: 

The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in House 
Report No. 16, firstsession Forty-eighth Congres; which report is hereto annexed 
and made a part of this report, and is as follows: 


[House Report No. 1494, Forty-scventh Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.5417) for 
the relief of John P. Y. Davis, reports as follows: 

That the bill under consideration directs the Secretary of Warto grant to John 

P. Y. Davis, late second Rag rap Weeycoyrad H, vey homer Regiment of Indi- 
ana Volunteers, an honorable d rge from the military service as of the date 
of November 6, 1862. 
- The facts gathered from papers accompanying the bill show that John P. Y. 
Davis was mustered in as second lieutenant with Company H, Fifly-seeond In- 
diana Volunteers, February 1, 1862, to serve three years. e was by gen- 
eral court-martial convened at Fort Pillow, Tennessee, i presne to General 
Orders No.2, of date October 29, 1862, from headquarters district of Columbus; 
charge, absent without leave; found ean y and sentenced to be dismissed from 
the service, to date from November 6, The disability to re-enter the service 
resulting therefrom was removed by letter from the Adjutant-General United 
States Army to the governor of Indiana, dated January 15, 1866, 

Ita from the proof submitted that on or about the 19th day of Septem- 
ber, 1402. the said Lieutenant Davis was prostrated by a severe attack of fever, 
and became very feeble in body and mind in consequence of said sickness, and 
while in this weak and debilitated state of mind and body that Major Strick- 
land; then in command of the ment, persuaded and induced the said Lieu- 
tenant Davis that he had better visit his home to n his bealth; that he, the 
said: Major Strickland, would see that it was all right, &c.; that under these in- 
ducements the said Lieutenant Davis left his post and went Northand returned 
voluntarily to his command as soon as his health was restored, in about three 
weeks afterward. Shortly after his return to his regiment he was summoned 
before a military court-martial,and on a charge of absence without leave was 
tried and dismissed the service. This was the whole offense for which this sol- 
dier was tried. 

Your committee are of opinion that the relief should be granted, and report 
back the bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Your committee therefore adopt said House report as the report of this com- 
mittee, and report the accompanying bill (H. R. 449) for his relief with recom- 
mendation that it pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SIDNEY R. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1511) 
for the relief of Sidney R. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Sidney R. Smith, late a sergeant in the Thirty- 
third Regiment of New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, the and allowances of 
a second lieutenant of infantry from the 10th day of h, 1864, the date at 
which he was assigned to duty under his commission as such, to the date of his 
actual d from service, deducting therefrom the pay received by him 
as sergeant during said period. i 

Src. 2, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to amend the record of the said Sidney R. Smith and to muster him as a 
second lieutenant of infantry, to date March 10, 1864, the date at which he en- 
tered upon duty under the commission issued to him by the governor of the 
State of New Jersey as of that rank. 


Mr. KLEINER. Unless objection is made, or some one calls for the 
reading of the report, I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. COWLES. Let the report of the committee be read. 

The report (by Mr. KLEINER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1511) for 
the relief of Sidney R. Smith, having considered the same and accompanying 
papers, submit the following report: ` 

Sidney R. Smith enlisted in the military service of the Government in the 
Thirty-third Regiment New Jersey Volunteers on the 3ist day of July, 1863, for 
three years or during the war. 

On the 29th of December, 1863, he was by the governor of New Jersey com- 
missioned as a second lieutenant in said regiment. He received said commis- 
sion on the 10th of March, 1864, and was immediately ordered by the command- 
ing officer of the oo reyes to equip himself, which he did promptly, and he was 
thereupon ma iy to duty with Company G of said regiment, there being a 
vacancy of both first and second lieutenant in the company at the time; t 
from the time he was assigned to duty as aforesaid until his separation from his 
command said command was continuously in active service attending the ad- 
vance of the Army in Northern Geo and no opportunity occurred for his 
muster into service; that he continued on duty with the company until the 8th 
of May, 1864, when, in an engagement known as Rooky Faced 1 Ridge Geo: 
the commanding officer of the company, Captain Battell, was killed, when u- 
tenat Smith assumed command until he was himself severely wounded, losing 
his left forearm, when he. was ordered back to officers’ hospital at Nashville, 
Tenn., where he remained under treatment until he received leave of absence 
for twenty days, 

After he returned home gangrene set in in his wound, and he was unable to 
return to hospital until September, 1864, his condition in the mean time being 
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zeuin pano by the attending surgeon tothe surgeon in charge of hospital 
at e. 

When he returned he remained in hospital until 19th of November, 1864, when 
to the commanding officer at Chattanooga, Tenn. 

The regiment then being with General Sherman on his march to the sea, and 
the line of communication having been severed, it was impossible for him tore- 
join his command, ard he was assigned to duty with the Twentieth Army Corps 
detachment, where he was engaged equipping for service convalescent soldiers. 
When General Hood advanced upon Nashville, Lieutenant Smith, with the com- 
mand under his charge, was engaged in the battle of Dalton, Ga.; was subse- 
quently ordered back to Nashville and actively participated in the several en- 

ents which followed. 
fter the battle mentioned, his wound broke out afresh, and it never having 
entirely healed, he was again sent to the officers’ hospital at Nashville, where 
he remained until January 9, 1865, when he was discharged therefrom, and on 
same date received orders to report to his command at Savannah, Ga. 

That upon his arrivalat Hilton Head, S.C., February 8, 1865, he found that his 
command had started northward. He was then ordered to report for duty to 
the commanding officer at Blair's Landing, S.C., by whom he was ord to 
duty as commanding officer of detachment Second Division Twentieth Army 
Corps. The last of March he was relieved from duty at that point and ordered 
to topei to his command, which he did, taking with him about two hundred 
men belonging to his regiment. 

After rejoining his command, April 5,1865, he was ularly mustered into 
service as of the rank to which he had been commissio asstated, and shortly 

r he resigned on account of his disabled condition. 
In consequence of his assignment to duty as a commissioned officer he was 
a to and did employ a servant,and to pay his own expenses while in 
tal. $ 
t is not through any fault or negligence of Lieutenant Smith, but yy 
on account of wounds received while in the line and performance of duty, w 
une rata a se tion from his command and prevented him from being mus- 
t into service at the time he received his commission. 

This claimant under the circumstances mentioned should be paid the com- 

nsation he would have been entitled to if he had been mustered into the serv- 
ce in pursuance of the commission received by him. lt would be a great hard- 
ship and gross injustice to deny it to him. 

A case similar to this was presented at one time to President Lincoln, He 
wrote to the War Department as follows: 

“I remember nothing of this case. I desire that it shall be investigated and 
that Captain Bowry be paid for the services actually rendered, if any. The 
Government can not afford to accept services and refuse payment for them. 

: “A. LINCOLN.” 


The papers were returned to him with the statement that Captain Bowry had 
not been mustered into the service prior to February 6, 1862, the period for which 
py was claimed being anterior thereto. Under date of August, 1862, President 

incoln replied to this “ red-tape " su on as follows: 

“I did not ask for information as to whether this man has been mustered into 
the service. Have we accepted his actual services? If we have, let him be paid 
for them, unless there is positive law against it.” 

“A. LINCOLN.” 


Congress has provided by a general law for the relief of officers who failed to 
be mustered into the service, but this case does not come within its visions, 
It is, however, so manifestly just that your committee recommend the passage 
of the accompanying bill. 

Mr. KLEINER. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 
The motion was agreed to. ‘ 


SAMUEL M. GAINES, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 821) 
for the relief of Samuel M. Gaines. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the letters patent numbered 85299, dated December 29, 
1868, which were granted by the Patent Office of the United States to Samuel M. 
Gaines, of Glasgow, Ky., for the period of seventeen years from the date of the 
original grant, “method of teaching the rudiments of chemistry,” be,and are 
hereby, referred to the Commissioner of Patents, to hear and determine the facts 
as to whether they shall be continued in force for the period of seven years 
from the 29th day of December, 1885. 


Mr. MARTIN. I move the amendment. be agreed to, and the bill 
as amended be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope we shall have some explanation of this 
bill from the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, there is much about this invention 
to claim the attention and to commend it to the favor of this House. 

The invention is one of those works of inventive genius which al 
excite feelings of pleasant surprise; it is one of the fruits of that high 
and daring order of mind which is always seeking to pluck from the 
realm of the unknowable something deemed unattainable. Upon ex- 
amination of it we find that the inventor has sought to represent fif- 
teen out of the sixty-four or sixty-five different kinds of elements or 
simple bodies which have been thus far revealed by means of -analysis. 
These selected elements are those concerned or employed in the forma- 
tion of by far the greater portion of the familiar objects about us, 
whether they be mineral, vegetable, or animal; and these elements are 
represented by cubes of different sizes and different colors. By such 
means the relative weight of the atoms, the structure of the molecules, 
and other features n to a thorough comprehension of the sub- 
ject are made visible to the naked eye.. When we remember that atoms 
and molecules, of which bodies are made up, are so small as to be be- 
yond the unaided power of the human eye, and that such elements as 
hydrogen, oxygen, and nitrogen are invisible in any quantity, great or 
small, we will readily perceive how remarkable was the inventive tal- 
ent of him who believed them the subject of materialization. 

The spiritualist believes that the souls of the departed may be re- 
called from the ‘‘vasty deep” of eternity and made to take a material, 
tangible form; and it may be that Mr. Gaines caught the idea from 
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the dream of those enthusiasts. Certain it is that he has: not alone 


materialized the gases, which we do not which we can not feel, and 
the very existence of which we know only by the absolute need we 
have for them. But he has done even more; he has shown the relative 
weight of the atoms; has shown the structure of the molecules, and 
has represented the leading characteristic of each by the color given to 
the cube representing it. Now, to illustrate what I have said, it is 
necessary to describe the irivention known as ‘* Gaines’s chemical alpha- 
bet,’? and which is used in the inventor’s new system of “‘ object teach- 
ing.” This ‘chemical alphabet” consists of cubes of wood of different 
sizes and of different colors, each representing an atom of one of the 
elements or simple bodies of nature. 

As an atom of hydrogen is the lightest particle of matter known to 
science, the smallest cube of the number represents it. H, thesymbol 
for hydrogen, is placed upon one side of the cube, while the figure 1, 
representing its atomic weight, is put on each of the other sides. The 
pale-blue color of this cube is intended to indicate that hydrogen burns 
witha pale-blue flame. Takinganother cube, the symbot O, for oxygen, 
is put upon one side of it, and the figure 16, representing its atomic 
weight, is found upon the other faces of the cube. The Roman numeral 
II put upon the same face with the symbol indicates its quantiva- 
lence—one of the distinctive features of the system—and means that 
one atom of o: has the value of two atomsof hydrogen. The color 
of this cube is red, the most striking characteristic of oxygen, namely, 
its power to make things burn. We next take nitrogen, represented 
by the cube marked N, its symbol, and the color given it is sky-blue. 
beeause nitrogen constitutes about four-fifths of the bulk of.our at- 
mosphere, which when seen in mass has that color. 

Let us next proceed to the useof the apparatus. The teacher having 
written upon the blackboard the symbol representing a molecule of 
water, namely H,O, the class is called upon to state the weight of the 
three items. Add sixteen for the oxygen cube and two for the hydrogen 
cubes, and you have two-eighteenths, or one-ninth; showing that eight 
parts of it are oxygen and one part of hydrogen; eight parts of the great 
ocean is oxygen gas and one portion of itis hydrogren. This in brief 
is the invention, and its application in practice—a kindergarten sys- 
tem forteaching the elements of chemistry in so easy and simple a manner 
that even a child may comprehend—indeed, may see it; it is an object 
put before his eyes! [Applause. ] 

Having explained the nature of the invention in a very general man- 
ner, as well as its application in practice, I will ask the Clerk to read 
the report of the Committee on Patents (which I make a part of my 
remarks), for the purpose of showing the reasons which influenced the 
Committee on Patents to make a report favorable to the passage of the 
bill after amendment as therein proposed. 

I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 821) for the 
relief of Samuel M. Gaines, have had the same under consideration, and now 
report the same to the House, with an amendment, and recommend its pas- 


“This bill provides for an extension of the letters patent which were granted to 
Samuel M. Gaines, numbered 85299, and dated December 29, 1868, for ** method of 
teaching the rudiments of chemistry,” for the period of seven years from the 

day of December, 1885. The committee have determined to recommend the 
pango of this bill, because, in their jud nt, it has merit; because the pat- 
entee has received no just remuneration for his invention; and, lastly, because 
further time and labor, with the expense incident thereto, will be required to 
make the said method of general utility to the public. Besides, it is not an 
article of manufacture to be put on the market, upon which the user might 
be taxed in the form of royalty, but its object is to remedy and correct the sys- 
tem introduced by Berzelius, of illustrating chemical compositions and reac- 
tions to the eye by means of symbols and equations, which is too abstract for 
beginners, by means of a chemical alphabet, found by actual ex ent to be 
far more efficient than any other method heretofore used for such pu: $ 

Amend House bill 821 by adding to said bill the following words at the endof 
line 13: “And the Commissioner of Patents is hereby authorized and em- 

wered to grant an extension of the patent herein described for the period 

in named.” 

Mr. HALSELL. Mr. Chairman, after hearing the interesting dis- 
cussion of this goanian by my distinguished friend from Alabama [Mr. 
MA, I will not go into the merits of the pending case. He has 
presented it so well I shall not pursue the scientific investigation further 
than he has done. But I do wish to state that I had the honor of intro- 
ducing this bill forthe reliefofSamuel M. Gaines. He livesinmy townof 
Bowling Green, in Kentucky, and I have known him for many years, 
He had charge of a female school there for a long time. He wasa wid- 
ower with two or three daughters, who were dependent upon him for 
support. He was unable to introduce his patent in the time limited 
by the law for that purpose on account of his poverty. The limitation 
having expired, he now asks the time be extended so he may derive 
some benefit from his invention, as well as the world at large. 

It is regarded not only by the gentlemen on this committee who have 
investigated it but by others to be an invention of the highest char- 
acter and the greatest value. Some of the testimonials in regard to it 
have already been read by my friend from Alabama. They all show 

„this to be a grand invention. ` 

I know there is in the minds of gentlemen some prejudice against 
the extension of patents, but, as was remarked by my distinguished 
friend, if there ever was a case where a patent should be extended it is 
the one now pending. 


I wislr also to bear witness to the fact that to my knowledge Profes- 
sor Gaines is one of the most excellent gentlemen I ever knew in m 
life. He has given me the information that he has prepared a boo 
adapted to his invention, which will be of great benefit to the world at 
large when published. No one will be deprived of any privilege or 
right now possessed by the extension of this patent. He simply asks 
ror it may be extended, and that I hope will be done without oppo- 
sition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I have usually op! the ex- 
tension of patents. I do not understand from the very able and leained 
argument of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. MARTIN] why it was 
that this gentleman, the proposed beneficiary of this act, has not availed 
himself of the privileges and the benefits of his invention during the 
lifetime of the inyention. It may be, of course, this subject is one of 
such great abstruseness that the ordinary mind failed to comprehend it 
during the lifetime of the patent, or preferred to grope in ignorance; 
or possibly an additional length of time should be allowed to the in- 
ventor in this case to enable the times, which he seems to be consider- 
ably ahead of, to catchup with him. [Langhter.] It must be appar- 
ent to all that he has gone ahead of the times. Previous scientists 
have heretofore devoted themselves to measuring the distances of the 
fixed stars, to inventing peculiar and delicate apparatus by which they 
could weigh the sun or the north star in the Selene and compute the 
distanees between the planets. 

But this scientist has taken the opposite direction, and has gone down 
into the very depths of molecules and atoms to furnish the apparatus 
by which you can weigh infinitesimal particles of matter and photo- 
graph a molecule of water. [Laughter. ] 

This seems to. be a most extraordinary invention; it is a process by 
which you may establish kindergartens through the medium of which 
the little children ofthe country can learn what constitutes a molecule 
by sight, and can see with photographic distinctness the colors of the 
particles of oxygen and hydrogen. [Laughter.] I confess itastounds 
me. If this gentleman has succeeded in accomplishing this wonder- 
fal and extraordinary result, which has conferred and is to confer so 
much benefit upon humanity and so little pecuniary result to the in- 
ventor, there is nothing to equal it except the profound mysteries of 
a of which Job, in the throes of one of his tribulations, spoke 
when he said: 


i MaR removeth the mountains, and they know not; which overturnéth them 
n anger; 3 
Which shaketh the earth out of her place, and the pillars thereof tremble; 
Which commandeth the sun, and it riseth not; and sealeth up the stars; 
Which alone spreadeth out heavens, and treadeth upon the waves of the 


“Which maketh Arcturus, Orion, and Pleiades, and the chambers of the south; 
Which doeth great things past finding out; yea, and wonders without number, 
Mr. WARD, of Indiana (from his seat). Give us the authority you 
are reading from. [Laughter.] 
Mr. SPRINGER. My distinguished friend from Indiana asks what 


authority I read from. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much to feel com- 


pelled — 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman suspend for a moment? 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. = 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Scorr having taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, a mrengo Ao the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its 
Secretary, announced that the te had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House No. 6429 grant- 
ing a pension to Eunice E. Clark. 

Also, that the Senate agreed to the amendments of the House to the 
bill of the Senate No. 1394 to provide for the ascertainment of the 
market value of certain property in the city of Chicago, and to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to sell and convey said property. 

The message further announced the passage of bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 13) for the relief of William J. Smith, Jate surveyor of cus- 
toms for the port of Memphis, State of Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 1057) granting the right of way to the Jamestown and 
Northern Railroad Company through the Devil’s Lake Indian reserva- 
tion in the Territory of Dakota; 

A bill (S. 1069) for the relief of George E. W. Sharetts; 

A bili (S. 1119) to provide for the appointment of hospital stewards 
in the United States Army, and to fix their pay and allowance; and 

A bill (S. 1298) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to fit out an 
expedition to observe the total eclipse of the sun which occurs on the 
29th of August, 1886. 

SAMUEL M. GAINES. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, when I was interrupted I had been 
asked for the authority from which I read. [Laughter.] Iregret very 
much to feel compelled to acknowledge the ignurance of gentlemen of 
the authority from which I read, the great words of wisdom, for I had 
hoped it was so familiar in the American Congress that that would not 
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Mr. KELLEY. Yes, as the gentleman says, to have a crack at them. 
Let us know whether we can penetrate the unknowable and possess 
ourselves of the unattainable. 

Mr. MARTIN. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania I 
have exactly the same feeling on that subject as the gentleman has. 
But when I find the testimony of the first men who are at the head of 
their pursuit all testifying and cheerfully testifying as to the value, im- 
portance, and utility of this invention, I am content, and I am perfectly 
willing for my own part to vote to extend the patent for the brief term 
of seven years, to enable an old school teacher who has worked this thing 
out of his own brain to bring it to perfection, and, if he can, to make 
it compensate him somewhat for the time and labor he has bestowed 
upon it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Itseems to me that the opinions of 
these gentlemen, ‘‘ like the flowers that bloom in spring,’’ do notapply 
‘to this case. This is a question as to whether you will broaden the 
scope of the patent system so as to include all improvements which 
hereafter may be made in methods of teaching. If it be proper to give 
a patent. in this case or to extend this patent for this valuable method 
of teaching chemistry, then certainly it is by analogy as proper to pa- 
tent and extend patents for any improvement in teaching any possible 
science, to patent any improvement that may be used in common schools, 
and thesimple statement of that fact is, to my mind, the very best rea- 
son why this bill should not pass. I question whether the patent origi- 
nally ought to have been given. You may patent machinery, but when 
you come to patenting improved methods of teaching it does seem to 
me that the limits are being stretched altogether too far. 

Mr. WILSON. Are there not patents on educational apparatus and 
copyrights on books used in teaching? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If I had my way there would be no 
copyrights on books used in common schools. 

But this is something which applies to colleges: it applies to modes 
of teaching, and my point is this: Say what you may as to the copy- 
right system and as to patents upon apparatus also, where you apply the 
principle to a case of this sort, and then project it beyond this, as you 
will do presently, patenting ev ery conceivable method devised for in- 
struction, I for one shall oppose it. 

The amendment reported by the committee, adding, in line 13, after 
the word ‘‘eighty-five,’’ the wos “and the Commissioner of Patents 
is hereby authorized and empowered to grant an extension of the patent 
herein described for the period herein named,” was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
and reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass? 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, is it in order now to move to strike 
out the enacting clause of this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I make the motion that this bill be reported to 
the House with the enacting clause stricken out. I desire to speak to 
that motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, let me suggest that the motion in 
Committee of the Whole to strike out the enacting clause is of the same 
See as the motion to lay on the table in the hia onde, and is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. DUNN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw that motion, and 

move to strike out the last word, because I wish to make a fow re- 
marks on this bill. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that all bills of 
this character are measures to maintain and perpetuate taxation of the 
most oppressive, burdensome, and extortionate character. Itis that un- 
seen and indirect method of taxation which robs the people withont their 
knowledge. There is but one species of monopoly actually created by 
the laws of the United States, and that is created by the patent laws. 
Monopolies grow up under the operation of other laws, but the patent 
Jaw is the only one that directly creates them. I had the honor toin- 
troduce into this House during the present session a bill to change the 
patent laws. That bill proposes to take away from the patentee and 
his assignees the exclusive right to manufacture, vend, and use the pa- 
tented or discovered article, and provides that a just and liberal royalty, 
or upon the gross sales of the patented article, shall be secured and paid 
to the patentee or his assignee, and that all "people who secure to him 
the payment of that royalty shall have the right to manufacture, sell, 
and use the patented article. That takes out of the patent law the 
element of monopoly. 

It takes the whole country into partnership with the inventor, gives 
the people the benefit of it, and deprives the patent jobber, the patent 
broker, who now robs both the inventor and the public, of his oceupa- 
tion. That bill, if it should be reported favorably, would, I am satis- 
fied, be passed by the House, and it would give the inventor himself 
better protection than he has to-day and more certain remuneration for 
his invention or discovery. The patent laws as now administered im- 
pose upon the people of the United States a larger aggregate measure 
of taxation than all other tax laws put together, State and national—I 
say it intrepidly, bold as it may appear. In their extortionate opera- 
tions they reach every furrow, every workshop, every household, every 
individualin this broad land, and rob them ad libitum. The rateof taxa- 
tion imposed by the patent laws goes by the hundred and thousand 
per cent. above the just and legitimate value of the article. What has 


be necessary; though I feared that there might be some members even 
of this Congress who would not have known that I was reading from 
the ninth chapter of the book of Job, verses 5 to 11. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Why don’t you stick to your text? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Indiana—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Besure that you do oe get the gentlemen from In- 
diana mixed. [Laughter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My friend -here insists that I shall stick to my 
text. Iam going to stick toit. It is my intention to stick to it, and 
I call upon the honorable chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
here for his information upon the subject whether by means of this 
mysterious invention we will be enabled to detect the subtile difference 
that exists between oleomargarine and butter. [Laughter.] If this 
invention will accomplish that marvelous result it ought to be extended 
indefinitely; and as we are conferring what we understand to be noth- 
ing in the way of pecuniary benefit upon the inventor, the extension 
should be accompanied, as a fit testimonial, by a photograph of the old 
flag and a big appropriation. [Laughter. 7 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will my friend from Illinois be kind enough to 
read the rest of the document from which he quoted? [Lau ter, I 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would with pleasure for the benefit of my 
tinguished friend from Michigan, but I refer him to the book,'which I 
will take pleasure in commending to him, as I am sure he is not famil- 
iar with it. 

Mr. SWOPE. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois if he will be 
kind Saoned to indicate by what color oxygen and hydrogen are repre- 
sented ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That will appear from the remarks of my dis- 
tinguished friend from Alabama, It has all been photographed there, 
and will appear to-morrow morning in the RECORD. 

Mr. KELLEY. If I understood the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] aright, he gave us a description of this inven- 
tion from Job. Now science and invention have made such extreme 
progress since Job’s day that I would rather have this bill referred to 
the Academy of Sciences and let them say whether this is an invention 
that ought to be patented by special act. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. If Job discovered it you can not patent it 
now. 

Mr. KELLEY. I felt that embarrassment, but I did not like to re- 
flect on the right of Job to demand anything after the sufferings he had 
endured. [Laughter.] But I would really like to have the opinion 
of the Academy of Sciences, which we can get by the next private bill 
day, so as to know whether we are not being carried away by an in- 
vention having fallen into the hands of gentlemen who have not kept 
themselves up in the records of invention and scientific discovery. I 
therefore hope that when we come to consider this bill it will be re- 
ferred to the committee on natural sciences. I ‘suggest this, meaning 
no disrespect to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. MARTIN] or the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] — 

A MEMBER. Or Job. 

Mr. KELLEY. Orevento Job. But I would respect the opinions 
of the Acadeniy of Sciences on modern inventions beyond those of the 
three gentlemen united, 

Mr. WILSON. Iwill call the attention of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylyania [Mr. KELLEY] to the fact that in the beginning of his ex- 
planation the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. MARTIN] stated that this 
inventor had ‘‘plucked the unattainable from the realms of the un- 
knowable;'"’ and I ask the gentleman if under these circumstances he 
should not have his patent? 

Mr. KELLEY. Thatisvery well; but this is not the only man who 
has founded kindergartens that have taught children something. 

Mr. MARTIN. I think we have had sport enough over this matter. 
I now propose to make a statement in addition to the explanation I 
gave at the outset, and which has excited ihe mirth of the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Winson]. Iwill make this statement, that 
this is nothing more than a simple invention of blocks, colored, num- 
bered, and lettered, by which the varions substances, gases, c., of 
which chemistry takes cognizance are represented and brought to the 
eye. Itissosimple and plain that by taking these blocks in a moment 
or two the most intricate and delicate combinations of chemistry and 
everything relating to that science can be brought to the mind and 
made so plain and comprehensible that a little child can as easily un- 
derstand it asa wise man. All the formulm can beset up in these 
little blocks instead of being written down with letters. 

I want to say to the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY] that this matter has been brought to the attention of 
the Academy of Sciences, if by that he means the great scientific men 
of the world, whose opinions I hold in my hand. I have here a little 
pamphlet of certificates which have been given to the inventor show- 
ing the invention is one of great value and utility. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iwill assure the gentleman from Alabama that in 
what I said Iwas not joking. Wehave an Academy of Sciences estab- 
lished under the auspices of Congress for the purpose of examining just 
such questions as this. Its head and center is here in Washington. 
When I hear things described as being among the unattainable and 
unknowable I feel at least that I would like that academy to have—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. A crack at them. 
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the Goodyear Rubber Company robbed the peo; 
excess of the just value of their goods? What 
Machine Company similar] 
What have the inventors ani 


e of this country of in 

the Singer Sewing- 
robbed the people of this country of? 
manufacturers of agricultural implements 
also robbed the pope of this country of? 


What have all these patented articles, numbered by the thousand 
and the hundred thousand, which can not be enumerated, robbed the 
country of? What has the Bell Telephone monopoly robbed the coun- 
try of? Let me tell my friends that the Bell Telephone monopolists 
are to-day but upon the threshold of the vast field of plunder that lies 
before them. They have not yet fairly entered upon their work; they 
have not yet got their hands into the pockets of the people up to their 
wrists, and they will go in up to the shoulder before they stop. And 
itis so with all other owners of patents which are or may be 
into monopolies. These patent organizations have gone further to cor- 
rupt the judiciary of the country than any other one legalized interest.” 
They constitute a system of monopoly which should be stamped out. 
I want to tell gentlemen here, and to repeat with emphasis the lan- 
guage of the distinguished gentleman from New York | Mr. HEWITT] 
in this House a few days ago, that we have reached and far exceed the 
just limits of taxation. No wiser, no more timely, declaration than 
that has been made in this Honse. 

When I speak of these taxes I mean not only those which are ex- 
pressly and avowedly i imposed as aa ped se, but I mean that vast field 
of resulting taxation bes a is concealed. and unknown to the tax-payer, 
but which is made possible in a thousand forms, reaching like the ten- 
tacles of the devil-fish to every individual and every interest in this 
country, robbing them as mercilessly as that monster draws the life- 
blood of his victim. 

sie people complain. They areinarms. There is bloodshed. Con- 

the country are inquiring the reason of the disquietude and 
Stress, Tt is that taxation which is unseen and which has been legal- 
ized and made possible by legislation in this House in many different 
forms. Its most odious form is that of the patent laws. Our whole 
system of Government has been perverted, drawn away from the orig- 
inal basis on which the fathers placed it when they created it, and has 
been converted into a huge system of jobbery. 

The taxing powers of the Government in dozens of different forms 
have been surrendered to associations of wealth, and by unseen and 
mysterious agencies the people are robbed of their earnings and the just 
fruits of their industry, and they know not wy; where, nor how itis 
done. The direct taxes known and seen by the people, willingly and 
eo, ‘paid, are the least of all these taxes. We have surrendered 

to associations of wealth the great, the primal powers which the Con- 
stitution attributes to Congress. The power to regulate commerce, ‘at- 
tributed to Congress, imposed upon it, has been surrendered to associa- 
tions of wealth known as railroad corporations. They have invested 
$9,000,000,000—no, I should rather say they had issued stock and bonds 
to the amount of $9,000,000,000—on which they tax the commerce and 
the traffic of the country for enough to pay interest and dividends on 
those $9,000,000,000 of stocks and bonds. Their actual invested cap- 
ital is about three and one-half billions of dollars. They take the 
country’s note for $3 to every $1 invested, and they collect interest upon 
the whole amount. Cheap ast rtation in this ‘country seems to 
be, if it were brought down to the basis of legitimate earnings on the 
money actually and honestly invested it would be, I doubt not, one- 
half whatit is to-day, and yet pay a liberal remuneration on the capital 
invested. 

The power to coin gual and fix its value, to regulate the currency, 
has been surrendered to banking corporations. Instead of one United 
States bank we have to-day more than twenty-two hundred, exercising 
powers that belong to the Government and should not be intrusted to 
associations of wealth, and coupled with the powers surrendered to 
these associations is the power to contract and expand the currency at 
will. My friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] some days ago pointed to 
these methods of taxation and robbery. Let me tell him that he was 
firing over the head of the real enemy when he was firing at the na- 
tional banks, amenable as they were to his able criticism. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. DUNN. It is the taxation that is extorted under the operation 
of this surrender of the powers of Government that is impoverishing 
the people and driving them to desperation. The indirect and unseen 
taxation was the enemy that lay in ambush nearer to him than that at 
which he was firing. He was sound and correct in what he said, but he 
did not say half enough. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Then, Mr. Chairman, as it was impossi- 
ble for me to say all, if I was sound and correct in what I did say, I 
am not obnoxious to criticism. 

Mr. DUNN. It is almost impossible for any one to say all that 
ought to be said on this subject. The pra of taxation, the power 
to lay and collect duties on imports for the purpose of paying the debts 
of the Government and providing for the common defense and welfare, 
has been farmed out, absolutely farmed out, to associations of wealth 
engaged in what is called the protected manufactures and industries of 
this country. For every single dollar that goes into the Treasury of 
the Government under that system of taxation $5 go into the coffers 
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of private associations of wealth or individuals to increase their private 
profit and build up their private eni When we look at all 
these vast surrenders of power, this absolute transformation of the Gov- 
ernment from one which was intended to give its bests results to all its 
people to what it is to-day, it is enough to fix the brand of treason upon 
the men who did it. 

Where is your free people’s Republic of thirty years ago? Whatis 
it to-day but a huge system of jobbery, that is aring and robbing the 
people to poverty, to ignorance, to violence, and to bloodshed? Un- 
less these evils are corrected there will come a day when this young 
Samson of the people will rise in his might, and, bursting these bands 
asunder, inflict just and merited punishment upon those who have been 

guilty of the attempt to throttle and bind and destroy them. 

Mr, WEAVER, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield to me one mo- 
ment? 

Mr. DUNN. Certainly. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. In reply to the remark of the gentleman 
that I shot over the head of the real enemy when I shot at the national 
banks, I want to say that I think I shot atthe head. In my judgment 
the national-bank monopoly is associated with all the other monopolies 
of this country, and stands at the head. 

Mr. DUNN. I said not that the gentleman did not fire at a proper 
subject for his excellent artillery, but that he fired over the head of the 
more dangerous and unseen enemy—these invisible forms of taxation 
which lie concealed nearer to him. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. If they were invisible I could not be ex- 
pected to fire at them. 

Mr. DUNN. Iwantto remind gentlemen again that these patent laws 
constitute a greater and worse burden than any of the others. I know 
nothing and care nothing about this particular case. I am opposed to 
the perpetuation of such monopolies and such taxing power in any form, 
and shall oppose it in every form in which it may make its appearance 
here. I oppose the extension of any and all patents. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘ Vote!” 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to reply to the gentleman's 
proposition to strike out that single word. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’] I will 
make my reply-as brief as possible. 

The CHAIRMAN. Only a pro forma amendment is pending, and 
general debate has not been closed. 

Mr. KELLEY. I understood there was an amendment of the com- 
mittee pending to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment of the committee pend- 
ing, to which the gentleman from Arkansassubmitted a pro forma amend- 
ment when he rose to address the committee; but it was not necessary, 
as general debate has not been closed. 

ae KELLEY. Then I have the floor for an hour if I choose to oc- 

y it. 

"The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. [Cries of “ Vote! mg 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, in all seriousness, I ask before we 
approve this bill which is commended to us by such extraordinary as- - 
sertions that we take the opinion of the official adviser of Congress in 
such matters—the National Academy of Science. I doitinall sincerity 
and in all respect to the gentlemen who press the bill. ' 

I am not afraid, as is the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN], of 
its ruining the country by the amount of money it will draw from the 
pockets of people who may want to use the patent, for, as I understand, 
the patent existed for seventeen years and nobody ever thought of buy- 
ing one of the instruments, and therefore I can not believe that if we 
giveitseven years additional life the demand for it will ruin the country. 

I want to address the committee again to say that, while as at pres- 
ent advised I am against the extension of this patent, the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] has not spoken for me. I dissent 
from his premises in toto. I have read translations of much that both 
Most and Spies have published, but they have not convinced me that 
property is robbery-and this country is going to the dogs because the 
Government imposes taxes and appoints assessors and collectors. I do 
not accept any of their infernal doctrines. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Good! 

Mr. KELLEY. But I do believe that a great invention is property, 
which should be protected by a just government. [Applause. ] 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman will allowme. No one will doubt he 
is in favor of high taxes. He has left the country in no doubt about 
that. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam in favor of taxation to so develop States that 
there may be something to tax. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
I will discuss that proposition on the basis of Arkansas when we get 
up a bill reported by a committee of this House of which I am a mem- 
ber. I believe in developing the resources of a country, in giving the 
people of a country employment in other seasons than when agriculture 
requires either planting or reaping. [Applause. ] 

I believe, sir, that if the politicians of Arkansas would permit the 
development of the material resources of that State she would shine 
resplendent among the industrial nations of the world, and her people 
would abound in wealth. What other State has her material re- 
sources ? 

Mr. DUNN. What prevents it? 
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Mr. KELLEY. Whatpreventsit! Why, the absurd economic the- | so happily anticipated by the father of the House, Judge KELLEY, in 


ories, devotion to which led to the formation of your southern confed- 
eracy. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That is just it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Popular belief that our workshops should be on 
the other side of the ocean instead of in the United States. [Renewed 
applause on the Republican side.] That is what is the matter with 
you. - 

What prevents you ! 

Mr. DUNN. Yes. 

Mr. KELLEY. Why the- principle of that provision of your con- 
federate constitution. 

Mr. DUNN. Have you not one law—— 

Mr. KELLEY. It is my turn now, and I do not yield. 

Mr. DUNN. Have you not one law for Arkansas to-day and another 
for Pennsylvania ? 

The CI!AIRMAN,. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the floor, 
and does not yield. 

Mr. KELLEY. No; I do not yield. 

Mr. DUNN. I grant you have a law which robs Arkansas. : 

Mr. KELLEY. Ido not yield; nor do I ask the gentleman to mak 
my remarks. 

What prevents them! Why, sir, it is that constitution which lives 
in their hearts and minds and controls them, which prohibits, so far 
as law and popular principle can do it, the development of the resources 
of great States. Sir, that constitution, against the establishment of 
which Abraham Lincoln and Edwin M. Stanton, the Army and the Navy 
of the United States, and the loyal people of the country were ‘‘arch- 
conspirators,’’ prohibited the development of the resources of the States 
over which it was intended to prevail as fundamental law. In round- 
about language it declared that the boundless and vastly diversified 
mineral resources and manufacturing power of the country should not 
be developed so long as the oppressed laborers of Europe could under 
the control of the concentrated capital of the world make wares and 
fabrics cheaper than they could be made in those undeveloped States 
where capital was needed. Thatisthe whole story. It is devotion to 
this theory that keeps the South poor. 

Where, for instance, outside of the State of Arkansas, on the Ameri- 
can continent ean you find beds of purest chalcedony from which an 
ingenious, cultivated, and industrious people would supply the world 
with precious works of art? 

Mr. DUNN. You do not send 2 per cent. of all of your manufact- 
ures to the world. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iwill not consent, Mr. Chairman, that the gentle- 
man shall continue to interrupt me. 

Where are there beds of better ore for iron or for steel, whether Bes- 
semer, open-hearth, or basic? Where are there more willing laborers 
than in the State of Arkansas and other undeveloped portions of the 
late confederated States; and, let me ask, where does illiteracy so pre- 
vail? Yes, the comparative poverty and ignorance of the entire South 
are legitimate results of that same system of: infernal devotion to for- 
eign commerce to the exclusion of the utilization of their own native 

- material and the development of the faculties of their own people. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Of what has the mowing-machine robbed the country? By what 
statute, State or national, was any citizen of Arkansas ever compelled 
to buy a mowing-machine? [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

What Arkansas woman was ever arrested and lugged before the courts 
of law because she did not buy asewing-machine? ([Laughter.] Sir, 
the gentleman is not old enough, but if he were and would recall Ar- 
kansas as she was half a century ago, when bands of freebooters made 
her their refage and there was not an industrial invention known within 
her borders, he would be ready to agree with gentlemen on this side of 
the House that if it had not been for patented invention Arkansas would 
still be a wilderness. 

Mr. DUNN. And Pennsylvania protection has been raiding it ever 
since Murrell quit. 

Mr. KELLEY. Pennsylvania has done her whole duty in the prem- 
ises. She furnished the Army against that free-trade constitution as 
many able-bodied men in proportion to her population as any other 
State. [Applause on the Republican aoe Her people were all 
‘“‘arch-conspirators’’ against the perpetuity of the constitution of the 
Confederate States of America. [Renewed applause.] . 

I have probably gone far enough. If I went further I might touch 
upon the domain of the tariff [laughter], and I therefore yield to my 
friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. : 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the bill now before the com- 
mittee for consideration has not challenged the slightest attention from 
either of the honorable gentlemen who have justspoken. The discus- 
sion has taken a wide range. It was very far from my thought to take 
any part in this debate. I avail myself of the courtesy of my honored 
friend from Pennsylvania, Judge KELLEY, only to reply to the obser- 
vations of my friend from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] with reference to the 
operation and influence of our system of patent laws; but I have been 


much that I would say, that I shall detain the committee but a very 
short time. 

My friend from Arkansas has rightly said that in some cases inven- 
tions have been so utilized in this country as, in a measure, to exact un- 
just tribate fromourpeople. That has beenexceptional, however. The 
instances are few and far between. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that our 
fathers did no wiser thing for their posterity than when they provided in 
the Constitution for Seonag and cherishing the growth of literature 
and art among our people by securing to inventors and authors for a 
term of years the exclusive ownership of the product of their genius. 
The unequaled growth and development of the arts and the marvelous 
progress made in all the fields of literature are due, and almost wholly 
due, to the protection afforded to inventors and authors under our be- 
neficent patent and copyright laws. 

The genius of invention lies at the very foundation of our industrial 
growth. Everything about this Hall bears witness to the good that 
has been done by the inventive genius of the country. In some rare 
instances there may have been what seemed to be unjust exactions by 
those owning and controlling valuable inventions, and I agree with my 
friend that possibly, if such a thing was practicable, it would be well - 
to do here as is done in Germany with reference to certain inventions. 

Mr. DUNN. Let me ask the gentleman from Ohio a question. Do 
you not believe that a liberal royalty would be better, and would more 
uniformly com te the inventor himself, than the present system? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I was just about to refer to that. Under 
the German system there are certain inventions upon which the gov- 
ernment reserves the right to and does fix aroyalty. It relates to that 
class of inventions which, on account of their utility, go into such gen- 
eral use that if retained in the hands of monopoly hardships might 
result by reason of the price being placed beyond the reach of many of 
the people. There is, however, this difficulty in the way of adopting 
such a system here: One invention is often so related to and blended 
with others, and necessarily so, that it is almost if not quite impossi- 
ble to tell just what device or improvement would properly be covered 
by the royalty. I have given the subject much thought, and am in- 
clined to the belief that, however desirable in result, the German sys- 
tem would; in practical operation in the United States, be impractica- 
ble if not impossible. 

Now, I wish for a moment to call the attention of the committee to 
the suggestion of the venerable gentleman from Pennsylvania. No 
man in this country is compelled to use an invention. He may let it 
severely alone if he prefers for any reason todo so. It does not devolve 
upon the farmer to use a horse-rake or a mowing-machine or a thresher. 

e may still rake his grain with a hand-rake, cut his grass with a 
scythe, his grain with a sickle, and thrash it with a flail or upon the 
tramping-floor. We may still go to church in a jolt-wagon instead of 
availing ourselves of the more modern phaeton or traveling carriage. 
We may still go for the doctor upon a horse or afoot instead of using 
the telegraph or the telephone or going upon the swift-moving train. 
We may still put wheat in one end of a sack anda stone in the other to 
balance it and swing the sack across the back of a mule and take it 
miles across the country to mill or market instead or availing ourselves 
of the modern instrumentalities, the product of inventive genius, which 
will enable us to do it cheaper and better at a tenth of the cost of time 
and labor. I say this only to illustrate that we may resolutely stick 
to the old waysif we will Weare not compelled by law to have things 
either comfortable or convenient. But it is susceptible of easy demon- 
stration that under the system which my friend seems to disparage it 
has been made easier and cheaper in all the affairs of life to have both 
the comforts and the conveniences which are in this day and generation 
almost indispensable to happiness. 

The growth ofindustrial art, while rapid in one sense, is yet so gradual 
that we are apt to ignore the marvelous achievements in the matter of 
practical results attained. In ashort time the broad fields of the South 
will be white with cotton. Why, Mr. Chairman, all the adult popula- 
tion of the United States would not be equal to harvesting the cotton 
picking the fibers from the seed, and preparing and putting the product 
into cloth by theold hand process and without theintervention of modern 
inventions. 

Think of a nation of fifty-five millions of people being unequal to 
caring for and utilizing a single crop in one section of the country. 
This seems like an exaggerated statement, and yet it is susceptible of 
demonstration. And not only would the labor be enormous but the cost 
of the coarsest calico would be equal to the cost of a yard of silk to-day. 

Why, sir, but for the inventive genius of this country our lines ofset- 
tlements would not to-day have reached beyond the Alleghanies. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman allow nie one remark? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNN. That is the stereotyped answer toevery argument that 
is made against extortion, against the right to extort unreasonable 
charges. What the gentleman has been stating is not what-I was ar- 
guing. I say that the patenting of these invented articles and these 
discoveries under the law which gives the inventor or his assigns the 
exclusive right to do what he pleases with them destroys all compe- 
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tition in manufacture, all competition in sale, all competition in any 
methods of use, and causes the thing to be sold at a price four or five 
times higher than it ought to be. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Thatis what my friend said. I understood 
him perfectly. Idonotthinkany one misunderstoodhim. I want tosay 
to him the experience and history of the world is that without the full 
and adequate protection which our law affords to the inventive genius 
of the country there would be no development in the line of industry, 
no competition for which he sighs, since the very germ from which com- 
petition in the various arts must grow, would sicken and die the moment 
you take away the exclusive property right of the inventor in the thing 
which he invents. In the absence of law which secured to men the 
fruit and coinage of their hands and brain, science hid itself in the 
cloisters. It had nothing for and gave nothing to the people. What 
there was of learning, what there was of science and art was hid away 
in temples and cathedrals, and was retained without law by the few 
and scattered curses instead of blessings among men. It was not until 
encouragement was given to the inventive genius of the world that 
rapid progress became possible, and asuperior and enlightened civiliza- 
tion was ushered in. The tax, if any, is in each case self-imposed, and 
for dimes exacted dollars are returned. I wish in this connection to 
call the attention of my honored friend to a fact not generally known, 
and which he therefore naturally overlooks. Itisthis: Thereis not 10 
per cent. of the inventions of this country that pay back to the invent- 
ors, or to anybody except our whole people who use and enjoy them, 
10 per cent. of the cost of their production. 

Of the four hundred patents I signed each week not 10 per cent. ever 
paid the inventors a tenth of the cost of their production, and yet each 
and every one was a valuable step in the growth and development of 
the art to which it related. Alone it could not be made available to 
yield profit to the inventor. And so the world obtains all these im- 
provements, these progressive steps in the growth of the art, without 
paying a penny. We pay full value possibly for those great improve- 
ments which work a revolution in the art or method, and even in these 
the advantage in the use of the improvement is in excess of the in- 
creased cost; else clearly they would not be purchased, for men do not 
buy or hire without a view to profit. The advantage is always weighed 
in the balance against the increased cost over the old method. Few 
have any just conception of the number of persons who have bestowed 
earnest effort in investigation, thought, and labor in the production of 
the finished machines by which such wonderful results are obtained. 
The sewing-machine of to-day is a remarkableinstance. The first crude 
machine was invented more than two centuries in Paris, France. 
And, sir, the production of the finished machine of to-day with all the 
appliances, engaged the effort in thought and action ofa greater num- 
ber of men than Cæsar led in the conquest of Gaul. 

The mowing-machine in crude form antedates the Christianera. It 
was usedin Colchis. The reaperand mower seen to-day in the harvest 
fields of our country are the product of the efforts of a greater number 
of men than were required to build the lines of railway to the Pacific 
Ocean. Sir, the genius of artisans and mechanics throughout the world 
and especially in the United States is at work daily solving the great 
problem of lightening the burdens of the toiler by securing better and 
larger results with less use and wear of human energy and muscle. 
They are busy everywhere increasing and ap aN the comforts and 
conveniences of life, each having under our system for a term of years 
the exclusive ownership of the valuable thing he has contributed to the 
growth of art or literature. : 

The history of the world shows conclusively that men do not put 
forth an effort except in the hope and expectation of reaping a proper 
reward. Noman or woman ever struggled to produce a sewing-machine 
merely to do his or her own sewing, nor would McCormack have labored, 
studied, and experimented a lifetime to produce a reaper merely to cut 
his own harvests, nor yet to give without just compensation the result 
of his efforts to the community at large. Our knowledge of men and 
the experience of mankind leaves no doubt of the correctness of this 
proposition. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of my friend to another matter in 
reference to the inventive geniusofthecountry. Thereisa widespread 
belief that when an instrument, device, or machine is produced which 
enables one man to do the work of five or six, wages are thereby neces- 
sarily and permanently reduced. The result is exactly the reverse. 
Instead of reducing wages they are in fact increased. Our industries 
are multiplied and labor redistributed and lightened. The inventive 
genius of our country redistributes labor, lightens the burdens of the 
laborer, increases the comforts of home, multiplies the means of enjoy- 
ment, and adds to the sum of human happiness. Why, sir, there are 
one hundred industries in the United States to-day employing thou- 
sands of men that did not exist five years ago, each one of those in- 
dustries filling an important part in our vast economic system. 

I had occasion while preparing the exhibit for'the New Orleans Ex- 
position to investigate in order to see how far the inventive genius of 
this country in producing labor-saving machines and machinery tended 
to reduce wages. I found the result was simply to redistribute the 
labor. In the shoe factories of New England, where one man by means 


of labor-saving machinery was enabled to do the work of twelve, the 


wages were advanced while the output was vastly increased. Our peo- 
ple do not go barefooted from spring to fall now; shoes are within the 
reach of all. 

I desired to make this reply to my friend from Arkansas because I 
did not want the allegation to go out unquestioned that the patent laws 
of this country, which secure to every inventor the product-of his ge- 
nius, are working against the best interests of our people. That is not 
true. Mr. Chairman, there never was a time in the history of this Re- 
public, there never was a time in the history of the world when a day’s 
labor would purchase so much that is necessary and needful for the 
comfort and convenience of mankind. Neverintheworld! Talk about 
our struggling people. Why, sir, do you reflect that within a genera- 
tion we have received into our midst nearly eight millions of people 
from Europe, that we have taken them into the ranks of labor, and 
into our social and political organism as well, 

Those people have had to find in our mills, shops, factories, fields, 
and mines the opportunity to earn a livelihood. And to-day, I say to 
the gentleman, it is due to the inventive genius of this country, from 
which has sprung our multiplied industries, that we have been enabled 
todothis. Look atthe results. Why, sir, the wage of one day’s labor 
in Boston or New York will pay the freight ona year’s supply shipped 
from the city of Chicago to New York or Boston. In other words, the 
price which an artisan or mechanic in Boston or New York gets for a 
day’s labor will pay the cost of shipping his year’s supply from the city 
of Chicago to Boston and New York, and that result is due and due 
alone to the inventive genius of this country, fostered, cherished, and 
protected by our system of patent laws. 

My friend says that the patent laws impose an unperceived and un- 
known, though oppressive, tax upon us. Whatis there in this country 
that costs more than it did half a century ago? What comfortand con- 
venience has not been enl , increased, and cheapened? ‘What bur- 
den has not been lightened by the fruits of the genius of invention? 
Name one. 

Mr. DUNN. That is not the question. The question is, What is 
there in this country that does not cost more to-day because of the ex- 
cessive tax upon it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There is absolutely nothing that costs more. 
Every man isable to produce more now. Thereis notamanin America 
thatcan not produce 500 per cent. more in every direction than he could 
twenty-five or fifty years ago. The farmer can planta far greater num- 
ber of acres with less labor and less expense—can take care of more 
acres of land, take care of it better, and have his crops in better condi- 
tion than he could in the older day. Nor is the labor of the husband- 
man now, as formerly, a constant wear and waste of muscle. He does 
have to pay more for each laborer, but the general cost of production is 
less. 


Mr. DUNN. And he has less at the end of the year. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One moment. My friend can not hirea 
man now to go into the field to rake and bind behind the cradle, but 
the same man gets more wages for sitting up and driving the horses 
that haul the mowing machine, or the reaper, or cultivator. You can 
not get working men to toilas they oncedid. Theday of drudgery has 

away. The brain has come to the relief of the hand, the mind - 

to the relief of the muscle. Our miners will not dig as they used to. 
Why? Because modern inventions and appliances have enabled one 
man, without the effort which so rapidly wore out the workman, todo 
the work of ten, and the interest and the humanity of the employer 
compels him toadopt the labor-saving appliances. Coal is dug for less 
now than it was years ago. It is shipped for less; the cost of produc- 
tion generally is less, and hence the cost to the consumer is much less 
than formerly; and, Mr. Chairman, I repeat, nobody is obliged to use 
modern inventions. 

There is nothing to hinder my friend from Arkansas in case he has 
the toothache from going to the old-fashioned dentist and being dragged 
around the floor two or three times before his toothisextracted. [Laugh- 
ter.] Or, if he prefers, he can adopt the modern method, and go to a 
dentist who is abreast with the age and have the tooth extracted almost 
without pain. If amputationof a leg is necessary, he has still the right 
to have his leg sawed off by the old method, instead of adopting the 
new, by which the operation is comparatively painless and periectly 
safe. It is the inventive genius of the young Republic, encouraged by 
the Constitution and the laws made in pursuance thereof, that has made 
us what we are, the first among the nations of the earth ‘in indus- 
trial growth. „It is interesting to compare the machines and imple- 
ments of to-day with those of the olden time. Consider the art of war. 
Why, sir, if there had been mounted upon the walls of Troy our 
modern enginery of war “‘ Argive Helen” could have summoned to her 
side her maids and unaided driven the Greeks from the plains before 
the city and have sunk the Grecian-fleet, had she been opposed only 
by the implements of war the invading hosts are said to haye used 
in that famous siege. [Applause.] 

Sir, it will not do to protest against what the inventive genius of this . 
country has done, or to denounce it as a source of unjust or needless 
extortion. It has cheapened everything. It has carried blessings to 
every household in our land, and has placed them within the reach of 
all. 
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My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] has put the case well 
with reference to the protectivesystem. Iwill not enter upon that line 
of discussion. I proposed only and very briefly to point out the result 
of our patent system in securing better methods and increased comforts 
at reduced cost. 

Mr. Chairman, how is the inventive genius stirred into active effort? 
Why, sir, clearly by giving to that genius the enjoyment of the result 
of its effort. Why, sir, in every shopthe man who was busy hammer- 
ing intoshapea horseshoe asked: ‘‘ Is it not possible to make this horse- 
shoe without wearing out the muscles of the men who stand at the 
forge?’ And in answer the spirit of our law said: If youproducesuch 
a machine it shall be your exclusive property for a term of years in 
consideration of your labor in its production and the ultimate blessing 
to mankind. The result was that in time the genius of the workman 
solved the problem. A mechanic—a mechanic, not a millionaire, not 
an idler—constructed a machine which makes more horseshoes in a day, 
and makes them better, than fifty blacksmiths could. The blacksmith 
that used to make horseshoe-nails—the man in whose shops we as boys 
used to sit and at whom we used to look with admiration of the cun- 
ning of his hands, to whom we talked, while resting he leaned upon 
his anvil—that man asked himself daily if there was not some machine 
possible by which his labors could be lessened and he be made pros- 
perous in the production of-such a machine, and the result was that 
the struggling inventive genius finally gave to the world a machine 
which would do the work of a hundred blacksmiths in making horse- 
shoe-nails, and would make them better and cheaper. And so it goes 
through the whole range and field of art. Thus the artisans and me- 
chanics of our country in the development of their several arts—blessed 
themselves, and better still, they conferred a lasting blessing on their 
fellow men. < ` i 

Mr. KELLEY. Willthe gentleman yield to me for a single minute? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Always. 

Mr. KELLEY. My friend’s description of the manufacture of horse- 
shoe nails, and other nails, recalls very vividly to my mind what I spent 
some days in studying in the neighborhood of Birmingham, England, 
in 1883. There I saw nails made by women and their daughters, in the 
nail-works of England, where our patent law does not operate. There 
you find the mother, assisted by her daughter, working fourteen hours 
a day and the two getting a shilling and a half, what with us would 
he 374 cents. 

Mr. MILLS. But one man here makes as much as five men over 
there. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
for the interruption. I wish to say one other thing. It seems as if 
Providence had guided and controlled the genius of invention so as to 
meet in proper order the growing wants of men, kindred inventions in 
the same art going forward hand in hand. This is happily illustrated 
by the fact that while Whitney down near the Gulf was giving the 
world the much needed cotton:gin, a colaborer across the ocean was 
finishing the spinning-jenny. And in another shop a busy workman 
was completing the loom. All working unknown to each other, to one 
great end—to comfortably and cheaply clothe our people. And though 
older in conception, yet later in maturing came the sewing-machine. 
So amid the cotton fields of America Whitney by his genius enabled the 
planter to prepare his cotton for the manufacturer. Hargraves, an En- 
glish mechanic, had produced the spinning-jenny. And Cartwright had 
invented the loom, and in a short time, although all the fields through- 
out the South whitened with the cotton crop, inventive genius had pre- 
pared the way to take care of it so as to make our clothing cheaper and 
more abundant. - 

‘The same idea is grandly exemplified in the development of the art 
of printing? When the Dark Ages passed away and the Reformation 
was ushered in, it was n to facilitate the dissemination of great 
truths, to scatter them broadcast throughout the world. What fol- 
lowed? ‘The invention of the art of printing; and on the heels of that 
there came in time the power-press; so that to-day the thoughts of wor- 
thy men, and I regret to say the unworthy, too, are carried on the wings 
of lightning and given to the press everywhere, so that the sententious 
suggestions of my honored friend from Arkansas will be read to-morrow 
in every hamlet throughout this country as well as, I am glad to say, 
that thoroughly efficacious antidote administered by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. [Applause.] 

I wish to say but one thing further, for I had no expectation of tres- 
passing so long on the time and patience of the House. The spirit 
which actuates my friend from Arkansas is the same spirit Which 
mobbed Jacquard in Lyons when he sought to bless his people by giv- 
ing to them the Jacquard loom, through the aid of which a handful of 
men could do the work of a hundred. It is the same spirit which 
mobbed the inventor of the sewing-machine in Paris; the same spirit 
which in England mobbed that genius in mechanics Hargreaves be- 
cause it was supposed his invention would take bread out of the mouths 
of the laborers who worked in the factory by his side. Yet I take it, 
the gentleman from Arkansas will, like those who in Lyons mobbed 
Jacquard and afterward contributed to build a monument to his genius, 
live to thank the inventors of this and other countries for what they 
have done to bless mankind. : 
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If I should make any criticism upon the disposition of the people 
represented by my honored friend from Arkansasit would be that they 
have refused to keep pace with the growing spirit of the age. They 
have had tobe dragged along slowly; but I trust they are coming surely. 
I am willing, sir, if it be not ill-advised, to suggest the comparison, to 
take any State of the Union where inventive genius has been encour- 
aged, where the people have made haste to use turbine wheels and 
engines and sewing-machines and telegraphs and telephones—in other 
words, where they have been quick to avail themselves of the best 
method of achieving important results—I am willing to compare any 
such State or locality in point of intelligence, industry, the comfort of 
its people, and in point of true contentment and that happiness which 
springs from wise content, with any section of this country or apy 
other where the spirit which actuates my honorable friend from Arkan- 
sas is in the ascendency. The results will speak for themselves, and 
are more potent than any language I can employ. 

The inventive genius of this country hunts out every furrow and 
seeks to turn it broader and deeper. It seeks the woman who is using 
the needle and says to her, ‘‘ Do not use your fingers; use machinery.”’ 
In other words, it seeks to lessen the toil which makes man a burthen 
bearer, and seeks to enable him to do by his genius that which our 
fathers did with their muscle alone. 

I desire to say that the intellectual coinage of my friend is as much 
his property as that which he creates with his hands, and may be of 
vastly more importance to mankind. There is not a wheel that turns 
in all this universe, not a trip-hammer that falls, not a spindle that 
whirls, that did not first turn and fall and whirl in the brain of the 
inventor. The machine is but the materialization of the inventor's 
conception. And the result of his intellectual effort is as much his 
property as if it was merely and wholly the work of his hands—work 
fashioned out of physical substances without the exercise of the genius 
of invention. If this truth be not recognized, then inventive genius 
will shut itself up, will cease to be active, for no man exerts himself 
except for the reward which is to follow. My friend, if he will investi- 
gate this subject carefully, will find that his criticisms upon that sys- 
tem under which our Government protects the inventors and authors 
of the country are unwarranted and unjust. 

There are so many things coming into my mind as I stand here which 
illustrate so thoroughly the advantages we have obtained from foster- 
ing and cherishing the inventive genius of our people that if Ishould 
attempt to recite them I should detain the House much longer than I 
desire and much longer than members would be willing to listen. I 
will, however, cite one or two marked instances to which my honorable 
friend from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] called my attention yesterday. 
Bessemer steel is one, the value of this invention in saving to the coun- 
try is not estimated by hundreds of millions only, but by thousands of 
millions of dollars. The other invention to which that same friend also 
called my attention is the machine for testing the strength of wood, 
iron, and steel, used in the construction of buildings, bridges, &c. 
Thousands of lives have been saved as the result of its adoption, and 
the saving in dollars to this people amounts to hundreds of millions. 
Mr. Chairman, the genius of invention is the inspiration of God; and 
it can not do otherwise than bless us when wisely directed. [Applanse. ] 

-I will not consume more time to-day, but I shall take occasion at an 
early period, if opportunity is offered, to furnish to the House and the 
country some statistics which will set forth somewhat in detail the 
marvelous growth of the industrial arts in this country; how greatly 
our industries have been multiplied; how opportunities for remunera- 
tive employment have been increased; to what vast extent the com- 
forts and conveniences which adorn, beautify, and make healthful the 
homes of our land have multiplied and cheapened. I shall do this in 
connection with the proposition to give the honorable Commissioner of 
Patents, Mr. Montgomery, the force actually necessary to dispose of the 
vast business brought tohis bureau. I feel well assured, Mr. Chairman, 
that upon careful study of this question gentlemen will reach the con- 
clusion that in nothing did our fathers show greater wisdom than in 
providing for the encouragement of the coining and printing of noble 
and ennobling thoughts and the production of labor-saving machinery. 
I return to my honored friend from Pennsylvania such portion of the 
hour as remains. [Applause, ] 

Mr. KELLEY. ‘The general demand seems to be for a vote; and, 
unless somebody has some special benediction to pronounce, I will now 
ask for a vote. 

Mr. DUNN. I have a ‘‘special benediction to pronounce” for the 
benefit of my friends on the other side. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then I reserve the residue of my time. How much 
time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty minutes. 3 

Mr. DUNN. Iam not at all surprised, Mr. Chairman, my criticism 
of the policies which have obtained during the past twenty-five years 
of bad legislation and ađministration should have roused to the very 
depths the friends, adherents, and advocates of high taxation and mo- 
nopoly extortion, I anticipated that, and I am gratified at the result. 


Let the galled jade wince, my withers are unwrung! 
Now for reply to my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


4520 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 14, 


KELLEY]. Who doubts if the Government would longer exist without 
a method of taxes which enables Pennsylvania and other such States 
with like interest to develop by robbing the tax-paying people by 
means of an unseen, unknown, unpublished, and unconsented-to sys- 
tem of taxes. [Applause. ] 

That gentleman, as he always has done, claims to be the special 
champion of labor. I will ask the Clerk to read what is said by a mas- 
ter workman and laborer of Pennsylvania—what he says in behalf of 
Pennsylvania capital and monopoly, of associated wealth clothed with 
power to extort and rob under an unjust system of taxation. 

Mr. KELLEY. Name the author. ' 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Powderly. You will get his name when the ar- 
ticle is read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FREE TRADE IN LABOR—THE KIND OF WORKERS PROTECTED INTERESTS EM- 


PLOY IN PENNSYLVANIA. 
SCRANTON, PA., June 24, 


ELANYO Powderly, of this city, general master-workman of the Knights of 
Labor, who has just returned from a trip to the Connellsville coke region, said 
Saturday that he never believed such d: dation possible as he had witnessed 
among the Hungarians in that portion of Pennsylvania. The condition of the 
women who worked at and around the glowing furnaces, sonig. tasks that 
would try the stoutest men, he described as being most lamentabl 
ng in im realism anything he had ever heard or read on the subject, 

e says: “I have often heard of the mare re rea of women at the coke-ovens, 
but never had an opportunity of seeing it before. At 6 o'clock in the morning 
I went to the coke-works, and there I saw that the stories I had heard about 
this matter were not exaggerated. At one of the ovens I saw a woman halt 
naked drawing the hot coke from the chamber. She had no covering on her 
head and very little on her person. Her appearance was that of one whose 
spirit had been broken by hardship and hard work. Her attire consisted of.a 
coarse chemise and a pair of cowhide boots. Ina yey, ats car close by stood an- 
other woman forking the coke as it came to the car. Forking is the term used 
to indicate the disposition of the coke when it is thrown into the ear. The per- 
son who does the forking throws the coal to eitherend of the car asit is wheeled 
in. The woman stood in the doorway and was dressed in a rough, loose-fittin 
outer garment and an apron. Her person from the waist up was ex 4 
When she stooped over to handle the coke she caught her hair between her teeth 
in order to keep it out of her way. Her feet were encased in a pair of heavy 
shoes and her legs were ex, from the knees down. Her which she 
brought to the works with her, lay in front of the car, with scarcely any tov- 
ering except the shadow of a wheelbarrow, which was turned up in order to 
protect the child from the rays of the sun. Many more such scenes met my 
view, and some of them were even worse than this. The opposition to the 
Hungarians amounts to a hatred, which is liable at any time to burst forth into 
a blaze that may sweep them entirely out of the country.” 


Mr. DUNN. Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] hands me an extract from the New York Herald, 
which I also ask the Clerk to read. - It gives a further account of the 
beauties, luxuries, and wealth and delight of that protected labor. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not yield. . 

Mr. KELLEY. I thought the gentleman had taken his seat. 

Mr. DUNN. No; I have a good deal more to say. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not ask him to yield. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope the gentleman will have patience to hear what 
is coming. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WORN OUT—AFTER YEARS OF STRUGGLING LITTLE EMILY HEARN FINDS LONG 
REST. 


simon ang the bee? of little Emily Hearn lay in a caskét, and beside it stood 
those who had loved her, and their tears fell upon her shroud. She seemed to 
rest in sleep; it hardly seemed as though it was death. A smile softened the 
rigid lines of her mouth, while the lips and the cheeks were softly tin with 
a pink that might have adorned a rose, The neighbors and the acquaintances 
wha lived in the same building—No. 47} Carmine street—reverently glanced at 
the dead girl's face and ys their whole heart’s sympathy to the poor widow 
whose main sapport she been. 

Yes, she had toiled for the mother and the little brothers since the time she 
had first been able to earn a dollar, and only ceased to toil when exhausted nat- 
ure revolted as she sat making gay millinery feathers at her bench in the fac- 
tory. Of the young girl the kind-hearted neighbors talked freely. In the 
humble dwelling she was known as “ Pretty Emily.” Her features were regu- 
Jar, her hazel eyes large and flashing, and her black hair when shaken from the 
comb fell in great masses, so that she, to please the mother who adored her, 
would laughingly sit upon it, “just to show the folks how long it was.” 

MUCH LABOR AND SMALL EARNINGS. 

She had one of those faces, those sw: open faces,that men as they 
through the streets turn to look at. “And had she not those who would love 
her?” said the mother amid sobs. “Lord bless you, sir, my girl was a good 
girl, and she listened to no nonsense. It was from bed to the shop, from the 
shop to the work she brought home with her. She was one of the industrious 
kind.” Ofher virtues and industry the neighbors were never tired telling. 

~“ And what did she earn working so hard?” 

“Six dollars a week, please you, sir.” 

The little maid, for she was scarcely eighteen, was loyal by nature, true in 
heart and faithful to those few persons with whom she came in contact. For 
three years she had worked for her employers in the Grand street millinery 
goods factory, and she was fond of them and they of her. Only a week ago the 
two other girls who had been employed there left to go to another place where 
fur goods were made, It was the very height of the employers’ busy season, 
yet they deserted him. Little Emily believed it a “shabby trick,” and “she 
tried to do too much,” so says the son of one of her employers. 

DIED FROM OVERWORK. 


“She left her table, where she had been making dark-blue pompons, and 
started for the stairs,” said the same young man, ‘She went up as I came 
down. She was suddenly ill. Mother went up and saw her lying down. 
Mother said, ‘She is overworked; let her sleep.’ Later mother went up to see 
her, and she came down saying, ‘I don’t like Emily's looks; her cheeks are 

tting blue.’ I was out, Mother went for a doctor and father to make 

mily drink a little cognac, but she was insensible. The doctor came, but 
Emily was dead,” 


e, and sur-, 


| I am not surprised. 


Deputy Coroner O’Meagher made a mortem examination of the body. 
He said: “She died of congestion of the brain. Her blood was watery from 
general raring (a pees by overwork.” 

Indeed, into work she had put her life; it was all she had to give. 

They took her from the workshop to the place which had been her home and 
left her with her mother. And rons À , between the hours when the church bells 
will ring for morning and evening service, she will borne away to Calvary 
Cemetery to be laid among those who have fallen asleep before her, At rest— 
poor little Emily Hearn, poor little factory girl. 


Mr. DUNN. There is another from the great protected silk manu- 
facturing industry, where they all should be happy and clothed in fine ` 
raiment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


THE SILK-WEAVERS’ APPEAL. 


The striking silk weavers, of West Hoboken and Union Hill, N. J., have issued 
a circular, setting forth that their wages have been steadily reduced during the 
past five years until now they are less than 50 = cent, of what they were, At 
the same time living expenses have increased by the advance of rents and cost 
of necessaries, They believe that overproduction can be ed by. decreasing 
the hours of labor, and their productions will consequently command better 
prices. They state their position is that of white slaves; that the manufacturer 
pays them paltry wages, while he lives in princely style. Their demand is for 
read, and they appeal to the people to aid them. 


Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, that ought to be an answer to all that 
has been said by those who claim to be the special champions and pro- 
tectors of labor. No such conditions as these have ever existed in Ar- 
kansas or the South. The day is coming, has come, when they will no 
longer be able to rob the wages of the laborer of half its value by doub- 
ling the cost of that which is necessary for him to live upon with an 
a and insidious tax and persuade the laborer that it is protection 
to him. 

In the name of protection you have robbed labor of its wages; you 
have robbed the life of labor and of laborers and their families of its hap- 
piness and pleasure, and you send their children to premature graves 
with the prayers and the smiles of the pharisee upon your lips, while 
you send them to a pauper’s grave prematurely prepared for them, and 
pocket the ill-gotten fruits of protection. - 

The gentleman says that but for the unwisdom and folly of Arkan- 
sas politicians Arkansas would be great to-day. 

r. BAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ihope the gentleman from Arkansas will not be 
rasa aoe This is the best speech for protection ever made on this 

oor. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the gentleman will yield for a question. 

Mr. DUNN. No;I donot yield. I hope the gentlemen from Penn- 
sylvania will be able to keep their seats while I occupy the floor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman did not keep his seat while the 
gentleman from P. lvania was on the floor. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No; the gentleman from Arkansas did not appear 
to be very well anchored while the gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
speaking. x 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas declines to bein- 
terrupted. 

Mr. DUNN. I expected the galled jades to wince. I expected that. 
It shows that my shots are well directed. : 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania said that it was the folly of Arkan- 
sas politicians, which he uttered with a sneer, which prevented that 
State from blooming and developing as a garden. Heis mistaken as to 
whom Arkansas is indebted for its present condition, which is not per- 
haps as deplorable asthe gentleman mightimagine. Still I confess that 
it has been grievously wronged and robbed. 

If the account is carefully examined and the guilty parties detected 
requisition would be sent to Pennsylvania for the robbers. It is the 
Pennsylvania statesman who has robbed Arkansas and also other tax- 
paying communities of their just prosperity; and I am aware, and I 
grant him, that this policy of protection has allowed them to do it; 
that this Government in fact lays one hand upon the property of the 
agricultural communities, and with the other transfers it to the k- 
ets of his constituents; and that is what a judge of the Supreme Court 
called ‘‘robbery.’’ 

But I'am not here to make a tariff speech. The people arc coming 
to understand allof that. What have Isaid that looks toward strikin 
down the inventive genius or impoverishing it or discouraging it? 
think that those who framed this Government intended that the laws 
should be so enacted and so administered that the greatest possible free- 
dom and benefits and happiness should flow to all the people, not to 
favored associations of wealth alone. I know that it is the theory of old 
countries and of our own Federalist friends that the masses of the peo- 
ple could not be trusted to govern and to shape the future of this coun- . 
try; that they are not safe; that some favored class ought to have the 
control of the Government. This Government denies that to any class, 
and leaves the whole power in the hands of all the people for their ben- 
efit. Every living soul in this country it was intended should share 
equally the blessings and benefits of the Government. It was thought 
that the efforts of the wisest and best statesmanship would so direct 
affairs that each and all should be permitted to participate, and not the 
favored few. 

But these powers have been surrendered to associations of wealth 
who are no better born thay anybody else that Iam aware of, and they 
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are taxing the masses of the people of this country out of the just fruits 
oftheir earnings. This has created the results which we now seek to 
correct, but the people are more restless, more discontented, because 
your system of monopoly and protection deprives them not only of half 
of their wages, but of the just measure of employment that belongs to 
them. One of the great apostles of protection announced not long 
since that the time was coming When the statesmanship of this country 
would be called upon to determine how production could be limited 
instead of finding how markets can be extended. That long and oft 
promised home market that was to enrich everybody hasnot appeared, 
but the result has brought riots and bloodshed and butchery, short 
time, lock-outs, strikes, lower wages, and richer employers. We are 
all to live upon one another—the manufacturers to live upon all other 
producers and all other laborers, and everybody else to live upon him. 

If I may be pardoned a homely and rather rough metaphor, to pur- 
sue that theory to its logical conclusion is about as unwise as to feeda 
dog upon his own tail and expect him to grow fat upon it—just about 
as wise as that. 

There is but one policy, and that is to extend our markets to com- 
pete with all the manufactures of the whole world, and not only sell 
agricultural products abroad, but manufactures as well. We are ex- 
porting pa I believe, about 1 or 1} per cent. of what we manu- 
facture. Eighty per cent. of all that we do export is made up of agri- 
eultural products. And let me tell gentlemen that the time has come 
when the American laborer, by the influence of railroads, telegraphs, 
and improvements which have spread themselves over the whole earth, 
is brought face to face with that long-talked-of pauper labor of the 
whole world. India, through the Suez Canal, is reaching the markets 
of the world which formerly took your wheat from the Northwest. 
That India which exported 40,000 bushels of wheat a few years ago ex- 
ported more than 40,000,000 bushels Jast year. They can produce it 
and lay it down in the markets of consumption cheaper than yon can 
transport it to and across the sea in the near future if our present re- 
strictive policy is adhered to. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman tell us how it is that they 
are able to produce wheat so cheaply in India? Is it not by thecheap 
labor they have there, and does he want American labor to be reduced 
to that level? 

Mr. DUNN. They are enabled to produce it so cheaply because of 
cheap labor, cheap living, and cheap taxation, but however it comes we 
must confront it and compete with it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What clothes do they wear? 

Mr. DUNN. Their condition is bad, wretched, and miserable. Take 
care that you do not tax your own peopleinto a worsecondition. They 
may take the markets and employments away from our people if we 
continue to increase the cost of production. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. We will protect them from that. 

Mr. DUNN. Your protection has brought you riot and bloodshed 
and poverty, and the squalor which you have heard described in the 
extracts reads from the Clerk’s desk to-day. i 

Mr. PETERS. Wil the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DUNN. Ican not, Iam not an advocateof unconditional free 
trade. That is not practicable now. But I want to get away from 
those outrageous war measures of taxation and protection which you 
adhere to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
what his position is? 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not yield further tothe gentleman. I comeback 
to the question under discussion. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH], the late Commissioner of Patents, was roused to 
frenzy, and delivered to us here a most admirable commencement ora- 
tion on the splendors that hayé resulted from the inventive genius of 
the world, and especially of this country, that was delightful, and 
shows his admirable ability for such an address as that. But I think 
that the office of statesmanship is to consider and ascertain correctly 
all the resources of the country of every character, for food, for com- 
merce, for industries, for labor, and to so legislate that they shall be 
kept within reach of every living soul in this country at the lowest 
possible price and under the most favorable conditions possible, 

I want to give to the people of this country the results of inventive 
genius. While I would give genius its reward in full measure for all 
its discoveries, and would protect the inventor in all of them, I want to 
give to mankind the fruits of his invention at the lowest possible rates. 
Instead of creating one gigantic monopoly, one great manufacturing 
establishment employing a limited number of hands and taking four 
or five or ten times the legitimate price that ought to be paid for the 
invented article, I would put all the laborers in the country at work 
upon it and would allow all the workshops in the land to be open and 
in competition with each other for the manufacture of the article; and 
instead of giving employment to a few hundreds I would giveit to all 
in the country, and give that article to the consumer cheaper by ten- 
fold than it is given to them by that policy which the gentleman ad- 
vocates. That is what I favor. 


Will the gentleman have the goodness to state 


I want to place all the necessaries of life within the reach of every- 
body. It is no answer for the gentleman to tell me if people do not 
want an article they need not take it. Thatis notthe question. The 

int is, all the people ought to get everything they require at the 
owest possible price. I do not favor a policy which makes all the nec- 
essaries of life dearer, which makes life harder, and the struggle for life 
more terrible than it already is. You have made it bad enough. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, F want to express my profound ac- 
knowledgments to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Dunn] for 
having justified me in referring to Grand Master-Workman Powderly 
as my friend and as my earnest and intelligent colaborer in the cause 
of protection. It has never been my privilege to meet Mr. Powderly, 
but I have received through many sources his kind acknowledgment 
of my services in behalf of the laborers of the country when defend- 
ing that provin of Republican policy and law to which intelligent 
laborers look tor the maintenance of just compensation for faithful 
work. I desire also to thank the gentleman for having quoted Mr. 
Powderly’s description of the laborers imported by contract into this 
country, as it justifies me in saying that against such importations I 
was among the earliest and have been among the steadiest and most 
vehement opponents. r, 7 

Here is the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of June 19, 1884, which con- 
tains the discussion upon the labor bill introduced by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] on hehalf of the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Let me correct the gentleman. That 
bill was introduced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foran]. 

Mr. KELLEY. Well, you were championing it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam glad to know that we agreed once. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, during the consideration of that bill I begged a few 
minutes, and in the course of my remarks said: 

I have looked upon the misery of the British, French, Belgian, German, and 
Austrian laborers, I tried during the tariff debate to depict the sufferings of 
some of them. Iwas told when did so that all the ills I had pointed to could 
be found in this country, 

J painfully admit that specimens of them all can be found in thiscountry. The 
only answer I can make is that they are not general here, as they are elsewhere. 
They are merely seminal here; there they are in full fruition; there they arenot 
only germinal, but you will find them blooming everywhere you find mla- 
tion at all condensed, It is our duty to guard against their spread while we 
may, Let us avail ourselves of every means by which we may inspire with 
hope and ambition the poor foreigners who have come to our shores, or who have 
been thrust upon them by speculating contractors and have drifted into the ten- 
ement houses and cellars of New York and elsewhere.’ Do not let us permit 
avarice to add to their numbers. Do not let us gratify the greed of Pole, Italian, 
or Slav by welcoming to the ranks of our laborers men and women from the worst 
ussociations of Eastern and Southern Europe. Do not let us— 

I invite to this early utterance the attention of the gentleman from 
Arkansas who has intimated that I am the creature of capitalists, I 
wish I had capital invested or deposited, but it could not add to my 
freedom or independence, for there is no capitalist or combination of 
capitalists in the country that can put foot upon me or control my 
opinions or conduct. 

Mr. DUNN rose. 

Mr, KELLEY. I decline to be interrupted. The gentleman need 
not shake his Arkansian fingerat me. [Laughter.] On the occasionin 
question, I went on to say: 

Do not let it i italists, whethe ki lass, k 
iron, Peoli Sha on acto herd. poner fares ek Oret orien adh oe ie 
without a clear recognition of social or moral distinction between the sexes, if 
we may judge from their daily life and the manner in which they inhabit indis- 
criminately their ] bat unfurnished sleeping apartments, Can we prohibit 
suchimmigration? Wehave the general-welfare clause putat us now and again, 
and, should I fail to find power elsewhere in the Constitution, I would inyoke 
the general-welfare clause in behalf of the laborers of the country. 

Sir, I necd not ask assent to this doctrine from Arkansas, a State 
which employs in her manufacturing industries less than one-fifth of 
less than one-third of 1 per cent. of the manufacturing workmen of the 
country. They who are arithmeticians may work out the problem for 
themselves: the proportions are Jess than one-fifth of less than one-third 
of either the capital or the employés engaged in manufactures in this 
country. The gentleman can not contradict it. 

Sir, I have been Jaboring, against Democratic opposition, since 1866 
to relieve from duty raw materials imported for manufactures and to 
relieve our manufactures of the burden of internal taxation. Every to- 

grower, every tobacco manufacturer, every maker of cigars, che- 
roots, cigarettes, whether man, woman, or child, is burdened by this 
Democratic taxation against which I have been battling for twenty 


years. 

Mr. DUNN. Who levied those taxes? 

Mr. KELLEY. Who levied them? Why, the ‘‘arch-conspirators’’ 
against the rebel army, Stanton and Lincoln and a Republican Con- 
gress, levied them in order to provide means to maintain the Union and 
the supremacy of the national flag. [Applause on the Republican 


side. ] 
Mr. DUNN. And you—— 
Mr. KELLEY. I decline to yield. I say, Mr. Chairman, that for 


twenty years I have striven to relieve the tobacco-grower of Arkansas 
from this Democratic internal taxation which should have been abol- 
lished long ago. For twenty years I have labored, in season and out 
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of season, to give free alcohol to the arts for the manufacture of drugs, 
medicines, and varnishes, and in the ten thousand industries of the 
country into which it enters; but Democratic love of foreign importa- 
‘tions has said, ‘‘No; tax our corn, as you do now, 90 cents a bushel if 
we attempt to convert it into liquid; tax our tobacco as you do now, 
but in God’s name keep out factories and workshops from our free 
country by abolishing protective duties, ”? 

They forget they can no longer whip their laborers as they used to 
do when slavery existed; that laber is now free, and that they may as 
well let the free laborer of Arkansas be prosperous. They adhere to 
the doctrine that prevailed when great workshops were justly regarded 
as dangerous to the institution of slavery. They should remember that 
that institution ceased to exist nearly a quarter of a century ago. 

I find that on January 16, 1866, I said: 

My anxiety isnotabout thedebt. Itis that the taxes it involves shall be as lit- 
tle oppressive as possible and be so adjusted that while defending our industry 
agaist foreign assault they may add nothing to the cost of those necessaries of life 
which we can not produce and for which we must therefore look to other lands, 
The raw materials entering our manufactures, which we are yet unable to pro- 
duce, but on which Paares, Auent ay duties, I would putinto the free-list with 
tea, coffee, and other such purely fore essentials of life, and would impose 
dutics on commodities that compete with American Lohan so as to pro- 
tect every feeble or infant branch of industry and quicken those thatare robust. 
I would thus cheapen the element of life and enable those whose capital isem- 
barked in any branch of production to offer such wages to the skilled workmen 
of ali lands as would steadily and rapidly increase our numbers; and, as is al- 
ways the case in the neighborhood of growing cities or towns of considerable 
extent, increase returns for farm labor, This policy would oj new mines 


and «quarries, build new furnaces, forges, and factories, and rapidly increase the 


taxable property.and taxable inhabitants of the country. 

I would like to know—I would like the gentleman from Arkansas 
to give me a categorical answer to the question whether the average 
wages of a laboring woman in Arkansas are like those that were earned 
by the little girl an account of whose death he caused to be read—a dol- 
lara day? She was but a child; she was working under the ‘‘oppres- 
sion” of the tariff system, but her wages were more than have ever 
been given as an average to any laboring woman in Arkansas. 

Mr. DUNN. I will answer the gentleman, of course, as he asks me 
a question. The wages of a laboring woman in Arkansas depend alto- 
gether upon which woman it is and what she is doing; but—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask the average wages. 

Mr. DUNN. But more than half her wages are robbed from her to- 
day by a protective system which doubles the cost of living. [Derisive 
cries on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Sir, I shall have occasion to show what the indus- 
try of Arkansas is. I shall have an opportunity to show how many 
workshops she has, how many people she employs in them, what wages 
she pays. There is not a woman in the State who ever consecutively 
for a month received the wages that were paid to that poor, little, over- 
worked girl—a dollar a day. 

Mr. DUNN. What is the gentleman’s authority for that statement? 

Mr KELLEY. My authority is the United States census and the 
patent facts of the case—the poverty of the dwellers within that mag- 
nificently endowed region known to the world as the State of Arkan- 
sas. [Applause on the Republican side. ] r 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Six minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will reserye that. I wanta little rest. - - 

Mr. DUNN. Iyield the remainder of my time to the gentlema 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Dunn] has 
eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, one would suppose from the speech 
of my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] that a 
good deal of the fatigue of which he now complains was the result of 
exertion to get rid of the internal-revenue system. It is well for us to 
recur in this connection to the history of legislation on this subject. 
‘The system was inaugurated by the party of which the gentleman is a 
member. 

Mr. KELLEY. It could not help it, having a war on its hands. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. “Having a war on its hands!” If the gentleman 
pleads war and the extremities of war, I will go to another time when 
there was no war raging. I speak ofa period eighteen years after the 
war closed, After his party had lost control of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and had been out of power for years they were restored to 
power in the Forty-seventh Congress, They had the House, they had 
the Senate, they had the Executive. For years we had been listening 
to speeches from the gentleman from Pennsylvania of exactly the same 
tone as that which has rung out here to-day. For years he had com- 
plained that. the Democratic Honse would not recommend a repeal of 
the internal-revenue system. For years he had said that it was a sys- 
tem of oppression; for years he had said it was an outrage to continue 
it; for years he suid that its continuance was incompatible with the 
best interests of the country. When his party organized the House 
and came into full power that distinguished gentleman [Mr. KELLEY ] 
was made chairman of the Ways and Means Committee. He thereby 
held the authority to say whether or not the internal-revenue sys- 
tem should continue. After he was elected and after his party was in 
power he had stated on this floor that the internal-revenue system 


ought to be repealed. Yet when the test came, when the power was 
in his hands, and his sworn duty was to conserve the best interests of 
the country, he came before this House and refused to recommend any 
such measure, but, on thecontrary, said that his caucus had determined 
otherwise, and he would obey the caucus. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. KELLEY.. I ask the gentlenfn in one minute whether I did 
not report a bill—— . 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have but little time. 

Mr. KELLEY. Very well. I ask the gentleman whether I did not 
report a bill repealing internal-revenue taxes, and whether-—— 

Mr. McoMILLIN. I can not yield further. 

wa, MORRISON. The gentleman brought in a bill to repeal the tax 
on banks, 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman reported a bill to repeal the tax 
on banks and to reduce certain internal-revenue taxes, but I never 
heard, and the country never heard, of a single officer that he com- 
plained of as an engine of dppression being cut off. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. I had no support in the Democratic or Republican 


party. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Thegentleman’s party was in full power. Whose 
fault was it if he had no support? What more? He reported a bill 
to repeal the tax on certain cosmetics, to repeal taxes on banks, and 
to reduce the tax on playing-cards, bit leaving it on Bibles. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.] That is the history of the 
whole business. 

Now, sir, when the Democratic party is to be blamed I want all who 
are fairly deserving of a share of the blame to bare their shoulders, take 
it, and to stand to it. [Applause. ] i, 

Mr. KELLEY. If Icould have had Democratic support then against 
my own party I would have repealed the internal-revenue taxation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman came and notified us that Dem- 
ocratic aid would not be accepted, because he said his caucus deter- 
mined otherwise, and he would stand by his caucus, Democrats to the 
contrary notwithstanding. [Laughterand applause. ] When the propo- 
sition came before the House to repeal the internal-revenue taxes, or 
to reduce them to an extent beyond the recommendations of the gentle- 
man’s bill, the gentleman must not be remembered as one who voted for 
the amendment and for the reduction. 

Mr. KELLEY. Who made such a demand? Who moved such an 
amendment? If one was submitted I supported it. 
> Mr. MCMILLIN: I know the gentleman does not like to share this 
responsibility in connection with his utterances to-day, but in what I 
have said I only wanted to call attention to the facts of history, and 
was determined they should be mgde known. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, no man reveres my distinguished friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] more than I do, but I will not, after 
having heard him for years revile against the internal-revenue system, 
and seen him with power in his hands, and seen him refuse to use it to 
secure the repeal, I will not, I say, takeall the responsibility for keeping 
thatsystem up whenitjustly belongstohim. [Laughterand applause. 

Mr. KELLEY. I must say I have never seen an instant in which 
Lhad the power in my hands. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me inquire of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania whether he did not vote through the tellers against taking the 
tax off tobacco in the Forty-seventh Congress ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I never voted against taking the tax off tobacco. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isaw the gentleman go through the tellers and vote 
against taking off the tobacco tax. 

Mr. KELLEY. When you wanted to allow your favorites to sell 100 

unds without restriction—— 

Mr.SPRINGER. Thegentleman went through: the tellers and voted 
against the proposition. I saw him do it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I regret I can notyield to these interruptions fur- 
ther, because I have but a moment more time. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What has beencomplained of by the country, Mr. 
Chairman, in connection with the internal-revenue system was its op- 
pressive administration and its large number of officers. While the 
internal-revenue taxes were reduced by the gentleman’s party in the 
Forty-seventh Congress, and on his recommendation as chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, they never got rid of a single bit of 
the obnoxious machinery, not a particle of this oppression of adminis- 
tration. Now, sir, the surplus annually is less than the internal-rev- 
enue taxation, from thirty to fifty millions of dollars less; and when 
the gentleman stood here confronted with the fact that when he re- 
pealed the internal-reyenue taxes he must place an additional tax on 
coffee or something else he did what every statesman was bound to 
do, he hesitated to make that reduction and to place with it the tax 
on coffee. [Applause. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. The record shows otherwise, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MARTIN, I take the floor now, Mr. Chairman, and I move that 
the committee rise for the purpose of closing general debate. 
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Mr, KELLEY. I believe I have six minutes of my time remaining. 
I eis to ask any gentleman—— 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama has submitted a 
privileged motion, that the committee rise for the purpose of closing 
debate. 

Mr. KELLEY. I want simply to ask—— 

Mr. MARTIN. Iwill withdraw my motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. KELLEY. I want simply to ask the membersof the Committee 
of Ways and Means whether any Democratic member of the present 
Committee of Ways and Means favors the repeal of the internal-revenue 


taxes? 

Mr. MORRISON. I think not. [angie and applause. ] 

-Mr. BAYNE. Mr. tleman from Arkansas has 
charged that the strikes and the labor troubles in this country arise 
from high taxation. To my mind these strikes arise from the intelli- 
gence of the working masses of this country. The efforts on the part 
of the workingmen themselves to better their condition by reason of 
their intelligence give rise to these strikes and other movements seek- 
ing to accomplish the same end on their part throughout the United 
States. You hear of none of these things in China, whefe the laboring 
classes have not the intelligence which moves them to seek theit ame- 
lioration and raise themselves from their paupetism. 

Mr. DUNN. And that is the result of Chinese protection, is it not? 

Mr. BAYNE. It is not a question of taxation. It is a question of 
intelligence. Why, sir, in free-trade England butashorttimeagotwenty 
thousand men marched through the streets of London in demonstra- 
tion of their intentions to improve their condition. 

You hear of such demonstrations only in those countries, and em- 
phatically in the United States, where labor is intelligent and educated. 
You do not -hearof them in Arkansas, where labor is not educated. 

Mr. DUNN. Let me ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; you declined to yield to me even for a mo- 
ment, and I shall not yield to you. 

You do hear of strikes among the intelligent workmen of Pennsyl- 
vania. Our working people there are well off. In my own county of 
Allegheny the workingmen own more property and represent more 
wealth than the entire State of Arkansas. 

The gentleman talks about the strikes being the result of preys and 
taxation. Why, I repeat, in China, amongits pauper population, there 
are no strikes, Its people are ignorant and poor. 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, and that labor has been reduced to that condition 
a Leg sera by centuries of protection amounting to absolute prohibi- 


a BAYNE. I hope I will are rengin p nd 

I say wherever you have educated men, men, you will find 
men who are seeking to better their condition. You will and men who 
agitate the labor question for their own protection against low and un- 
just wages. 

Now, sir, the gentleman has called attention to a colony of Hi 
rians in the western part of Pennsylvania. What has that to do with 
this question? It is a transplantation from Europe. 

` Mr. DUNN. By protectionists. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I must ask the protection of the rules 
of the House against these constant interruptions, or else I shall ask for 
more time if this thing is to go o 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. "aoa the ‘‘galled jade” winces on 
that side. [Laughter. J 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania declines to 
be interrupted. 

Mr. RAYNE. That colony in Western Pennsylvania represents all 
the essential elements of European labor and that _ of European 
civilization which is represented by its working peop! 

These free-trade laborers were im r T ones under the 
contract system and against the protest of Pennsylvania and Pennsyl- 
vanians, as every vote will show that has ever been recorded upon the 
subject by Pennsylvanians in Congress. 

Mr. DUNN. Butnotagainst the protest of Pennsylvania manufact- 


urers. 

Mr. BAYNE. It represents an essentially foreign element and for- 
eign methods; an element that is as foreign to our United States as that 
represented by the Chinese in San Francisco, which illustrates the Chi- 
nese mode of living and Chinese civilization. 

Bat, sir, you go among the workingmen of Pennsylvania east and 
west throughout all of the limits of that broad Commonwealth, and you 
Sergent: an educated class, a thrifty class. You will find them own- 

property, having deposits in the savings-banks of the Stgte. You 
will find among aes intelligence and cultivation, and you will find 
them equal to any class of the people throughout this great Union in 
any section of our common country. 

Mr. McADOO. [I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McADOO. This discussion is not germane to the subject-matter 
of the bill under discussion. I make this point of order because I un- 
derstand that eighty gentlemen have signified their intention of discuss- 
ing the tariff in the regular manner, and I object to the introduction in 


this way of the debate, thereby giving gentlemen an opportunity in 
advance of those who are entitled to be heard upon the question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I donotwonder the gentleman objects. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘The galled jades are wincing on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. MCADOO. Lask a ruling on the question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to the point of order, and he will confine him- 
self to the subject. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I venture to say that in the county of 
Allegheny, where I live, there are more wages paid to labor in one year 
than are paid in three years in the whole State of Arkansas. In that 
county there were paid in one year over $22,000,000 to the working- 
men; and in one bank in that county there are deposits of $9,000,000, 
a large proportion of which deposits are owned by the workingmen of 
the county. They own their own houses. They can strike to better 
their condition, and they can sustain their strikes; and in the struggle 
with monopolists and against combined capital they are holding their 
own; and under the leadership of a man like Mr. Powderly, whose 
prudent counsels and wise course is commended by all thinking people 
all over the country, they are achieving better conditions mt results 
every day for themselves. The condition of these men in that State, 
Eer rosperity in Pennsylvania, is attributable to this lawof protection 

the gentleman from Arkansas has berated and traduced as result- 
e in the oppression of the people in different sections of the country. 

I have said that the county of Allegheny, in Western Pennsylvania, 
pays more in wages in one year than the whole State of Arkansas does 
in three years. I now have the figures. The census of 1880 shows 
that the total amount paid in wages in Arkansas during the year was 
$925,328, while in Allegheny County there was paid a total for the year 
of $22,371,951 and in the State of Pennsylvania over $134,000, 000. 

The average paid to hands in Arkansas is about $195 per year, while 
the average in Allegheny County is over $450. f: 

And the people of Pennsylvania not only pay good wages, but they 
are educated. I find in the census that in Arkansas in 1880 there were 
a 990 native whites—mark you, native whites; not colored persons or 

foreigners—above ten years of age who could not write—about 25. 5 per 
cent. of the population. In Pennsylvania there were but 123,206 of 
native whites y ohn could not write, or 4.8 per cent. 

So it is easy to see how things go in Pennsylvania as compared with 
Arkansas. 


Mr. MARTIN. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
obtaining an order from the House to limit debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that general debate on 
this bill be closed. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is, Shall the bill be laid-aside and 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Chairman, what is the bill? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN (having put the question). The ‘‘ayes”’ have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I addressed the Chair before the ques- 
tion was put for the purpose of inq whether the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Penna twas ia was adopted. Ihad that 
right as a member of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state no amendment was offered 
by the. gentleman from Pennsylvania. The only amendment to the 
bill was the amendment submitted by the committee. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for a division on mis vote. 

The committee divided; and there were —ayes 120, noes 

So (further count not being called for) the bill was imid a aside to be 

to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The committee informally rose, and the Speaker resumed the chair. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1393) granting a pension to Silas S. White; 

A bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden; 

A bill (H. R. 1582) for the relief of Eleanor C. Bangham; 

A bill (H. R. 2145) for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge; 

A bill tr R. 3921) granting a pension to Richard Gear; and 

A bill (H. R. 5254) to increase the pension of George W. Smith. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
reported a bill (H. R. 8762) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for printing, pensions, and pay of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

fea McMILLIN. I reserve all points of order on this bill. 

Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
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HENRY MARTIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1418) 
for the relief of Henry Martin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ü enacted, ¢c., That Henry Martin, of Seward County, Nebraska, or his 
legal representatives or assigns, may select and shall be allowed a patent for 80 
acres of the unoccupied and unappropriated public lands of the United States in 
the State of Wetencke; not mineral in character, and in tracts not less than the 
subdivisions provided for in the United. States land laws, and if unsu ed 
when taken, to conform when surveyed to the general of the United 
States land surveys; and the Commissioner of the General Land Office, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall be authorized to issue scrip, 
in legal subdivisions, to the said Martin, or his legal representatives, in accord- 
saoe yr provisions of this act, which scrip shall be received in payment 
for 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the report may be read. z 
The report (by Mr. DORSEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1418) for the relief of Henry Martin, respectfully submit the following report: 

Henry Martin made homestead entry No. 15209, at Lincoln, Nebr., ber 
15, 1874, of the E. | SW. ł, and W. į SE. }, Sec. Wii a R. 4E., enna d 


160 acres. It appears that in’s entry to the $ was erroneously al- 
lowed by the r and receiver, as the same was embraced in a prior entry. 
The fact that the 80 acres been embraced in a prior entry was unknown 


to Martin, and it was selected by him in good faith and upon the assurance of 
the register and receiver that the land was vacant and unappropriated public 


Martin, immediately upon making said entry, took possession of the land, 

a house and made valuable improvements, and made it his home, Six- 

teen months after the entry and occupation of the land he was advised by the 

Commissioner of the General Land ce that his entry was held for cancellation 

to the extent of said 80 acres, and he was allowed to retain the E. { of SW. }, 

Sec. 2 (80 acres), as his homestead, or have his entire entry canceled and be al- 
lowed to make a new entry. 

The land, in the time intervening between his entry and his receiving infor- 


mation that the register and receiver had made an error in allowing his entry of |- 


said 80 acres in conflict, had all been taken up for miles beyond this tract upon 
which he had made his home and improvements. 
while in line of duty as a Union 


Martin was a rman, who had lost his | 
ite pany A, Eighth New Jersey 


soldier daring 
Volunteers). 

Every dollar he had was invested in this land, and it was a matter of impos- 
sibility for him and his family to leave their home and commence anew. He 
therefore remained on the 80 acres which were not canceled. 

Martin subsequently applied for permission to make an additional entry. 
tee ee was denied, as his entry was made after the Revised Statutes 
took effect. 


Martin has continuously endeavored from that time to this to secure an addi- 
tional entry of 80 acres, but has been informed by the Land Office that his only 
remedy would be relief by special act. 

This is a meritorious case. Martin has, through no fault of his, but by reason 
ofan error of the officers of the land office, been deprived of the right to letters 
patent for 160 acres, to which he would have been entitled had no error been 
made by the local officers. He is a crippled soldier, with a large family, who 
are dependent upon his labor for support. He therefore asks simply justice, 
namely, that he be granted scrip to the amount of 80 acres, which he may locate 
upon any of the unappropriated public land in the State of Nebraska which is 
not mineral in character. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “Nebraska,” insert the words "subject to entry.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. This amendment is acceptable to the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD], who introduced the bill. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was Taid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do phss. 


J. M. ENGLISH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 2244) 
for the relief of J. M. English, the administrator of the estate of Rich- 
ard Fitzpatrick, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to J, M. English, administrator of the estate of Richard Fitzpat- 
rick, $12,000, out of any money —— for the payment of judg- 
ments of the Court of ms; that amount being found due and allowed to 
Richard Fitzpatrick, during his lifetime, by the Court of Claims, as compensa- 
tion for the use and occupation of his property by the United States Govern- 
ment, 


Mr. TRIGG. This isa bill to provide for the payment of a judgment 
of the Court of Claims. It is the unanimous report of the Committee 
on Claims of this House. It was also unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Claims last session. I do not think it is n to make 
any aon unless some gentleman hasany objection to urge against 
the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. r 


RELIEF OF LIGHT-HOUSE EMPLOYÈS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 190) 
for the relief of certain employés and others of the twelfth United States 
light-house district; reported by Mr. MCKENNA from the Committee on 
Claims. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted. &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au" 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the not otherwise 


late war (as a private in 


a riated, the sum of $18,465.65, in ent of certain claims against the 
United States Government not heretofore paid because of the defalcation and 


forgeries of John T. Best, late clerk of the engineer of the twelfth light-house 
district, and due the several claimantsas follows: Employés at Point Conception 
light, $3,784.70; Miguel Q. $478.14; Charles Ashton, $270; Pigeon Point ight 

; 


station, $980.99; 1 bills, $1,200.95; `B. hy, 
= Shee tiene bills $1,200.95; Martin and P, B. Murphy, $10, 
Mr. FELTON. This bill is simply to pay an indebtedness of the 


United States incurred four years ago to certain employés, mechanics, 
and laborers in the twelfth United States light-house district. It has 
been examined by three different commissions of the Light-House De- 
partment, and I have in my hand the report containing the recom- 
mendation of each commission that this bill be passed, and stating that 
there is no question whatsoever of the indebtedness and that the money 
ought to be paid. I do not desire to take up the time of the House in 
having the report read, but it can be read if any gentleman desires it. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


PATTISON & CALDWELL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1813) 
for the relief of Pattison & Caldwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas it is represented that in an attempt to extinguish the fire by which 
the distill: of Pattison & Caldwell, located at Hamilton, Ohio, was destroyed 
water was thrown into, ran into, and become intermixed with certain d 
spins then in the drawing-off cisterns in the cistern-room of said distillery ; 

t by reason of said intermixture said spirits were reduced twenty degrees 
below proof; and under that provision of law by which a tax ot 90 cents 
is im) on each and every win lon of distilled spirits when below proof, 
said Pattison & Caldwell were required to pay, and did per internal-revenue 
taxes upon said spirits to the amount of $510.30 in excess of the sum they would 
wed been required to pay thereon had there been no such intermixture: There. 

ore, 

Be il è &e,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to said Pattison & Caldwell so much, not exceed- 
garg Serpe as it shall be made to appes to the satisfaction of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue they have paid as internal-revenue taxes on said spiritsin 
excess of what they would bave been uired to pay thereon had there been 
no such intermixture of water and reduction of proof. 


Mr. BROWN, of Ohio. I move that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Is there any recommendation of the bill from the 


Internal-Revenue Bureau? 
Mr. BROWN, of Ohio. The report might as well be read. 


bodies the recommendation of the officers of the Department. 

Mr. KING. Is this bill reported favorably by the committee which 
had the matter in charge? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is favorably reported by the committee, 
The Clerk will read the report: r 

The report (by Mr. Brown, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1813) for the 
relief of Pattison & Caldwell, have considered the same, an ully re- 


port: 

That the bill is the same as Senate bill 956 of the Forty-cighth Congress, which 
received a favorable report (No. 356) from the Committee on Finance; which re- 
oman iter careful consideration by this committee, is adopted as its own, and is 
as follows: 

That the bill, together with the accompanying papers, was submitted to the _ 
Secretary of the Treasury, and by him referred to the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue.. In view of the facts set forth in the letter of the Commissioner, which 
is appended hereto and made a part of this report, the committee recommend 
that the relief be granted. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, March 8, 1884. 

Sır: I have the honor to return herewith the letter and inclosures of Hon, 

Justin S. Morrill, chairman of the Committee on Finance, United States Senate, 
to you and by you referred to me for report. Mr. Morrill incloses a 

copy of Senate bill 956 for the relief of Pattison & Caldwell, and papers relating 
thereto, and asks that you will direct the proper officer of your Department to 
report the facts, and also his views as to the propriety of granting the relief. 

nate bill No, 956 recites the circumstances of the destruction of the distillery 
of Pattison & Caldwell by fire, when water thrown upon the burning building 
ran into the spirit cisterns and became intermingled with the spirits therein so 
as to reduce the same twenty degrees below prooi and the tax of 90 cents was 
exacted as aoe toh by law on each wine gallon of said spirits, and propaan to 
authorize and direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to said 
Caldwell so much, not exceeding $510.30, as it shall be made to Porm to the 
satisfaction of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue they have pai 
revenue taxes on said spirits in excess of what they would have been uired 
to pay thereon had there been no such intermixture of water and reduction of 

roof. 

P I have the honor to report as follows: 

The records of this ofice show that the distillery of Messrs. Pattison & Cald- 
well was destroyed by fire March 18, 1883; thatthe contents of the receiving cis- 
terns were damaged and reduced below proof by water from the fire-engines; 
that the spirits so damaged and reduced below proof were drawn off and ware- 
housed on the 28th of March, 1883, the gauger’s report showing 2,899 wine and 
2,319.20 proof gallons, and that they were withdrawn and the tax paid on the 
number of wine gallons, 2,899, April 19,1883. Had the tax been collected on the 
paor gallons ouy it would have been collected on 2,332 gallons, the difference 

tween this and 2,319.20 being made by the fractions of over one-half. The 
difference between the number of wine and taxable gallons was therefore 567 
gallons, the tax on which, at 9 cents per gallon, is $510.30. 

I am of the opinion that the bill (S. 956) is an equitable one, and that a bill of 
this a should peooras a law. “ 

Jery y, 


Hon. CHARLES J, FOLGER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the Honse with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


It em- 


WALTER EVANS, Commissioner. 


1886. 


E, J. PHILLIPS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill H. R. 5553; 
which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to settle and adjust the accounts of E. J. Phillips, 
at Oberlin, Ohio, and credit him in said settlement with the sum of $2,114.89, the 
same being for United States post: ps of the value of $1,837.64, and money- 
order funds amounting to $277.25, by a burglary, without any fault or neg- 
ligence of the postmaster. 


Mr. BROWN, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, this bill is reported in pur- 
suance of the recommendation of the Post-Office Department. An in- 
vestigation of the matter has shown that the er was in no way 
at fault. I therefore move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. - - i 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow mea question before that 
motion is put? 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifit be true that this postmaster was without fault 
in relation to the loss of these stamps, why is he not relieved under the 
general law some years ago ? i 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio. He could be relieved so far as the stamps 
are concerned; but there are some other items as to which he could not 
be relieved under the general law, and the Department recommended 
this course. 

Mr, CANNON. Then this does not apply, to relief for the stamps? 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio. Yes. The Department recommends that he 
be credited for both in this way. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. If I may be pardoned, I will say, in 
reply to the gentleman from Illinois, that under the general law the 
Department has no authority to act in a case where the amount ex- 
seeds $2,000. m - 

Mr. BEACH. Does this case exceed $2,000? 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. It does. j 

Mr. GEDDES. Iwill say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] that I presented- this matter in person at the Department, and 
was willing, on behalf of the postmaster concerned (who resides at 
Oberlin, Ohio, in my district), to waive or lose the odd $124, or what- 
ever the exact amount was, and I made that suggestion; but the De- 
partment declined it, saying that he ought not to lose any portion of 
the money, and that the account ought to be made correct on the record, 
and the Department advised this course. I then filed a bill in the last 
Con; which was favorably reported by the committee but was not 
rested on the Calendar. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but is there any reason why at least as to the 
stamps lost the Department should not give him the necessary relief 
under the law now in existence? 

Mr. GEDDES. The law officer of the Department has decided oth- 
erwise. 

Mr. CANNON. On what ground? 

Mr. GEDDES. Well, he had his own judgment about it, and de- 
clined very positively to act, and advised him to come here. 

Mr. CANNON. Then. the trouble about the matter is this, I fear: 
that the special agint does not make a report which brings this case 
within the general law. 

Mr. GEDDES. Oh, I assure the gentleman from Illinois that there 
is no trouble of that kind about it. The Department found the case in 
all respects meritorious, and it was only on the purely technical ground 
that they coull not give this relief under the law that they declined 
to give relief, and advised this method. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. On the ground that they could not 
give relief where the amount exceeded $2,000 ? 

Mr. GEDDES. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, but the stamps lost, I understand, did not 
amount to $2,000. 

Mr. GEDDES. No. ; 

Mr. CANNON. Then there is certainly no reason why the Depar 
ment should not grant relief to the extent of the value of the stamps 
lost. The only object I have in asking these questions is that I fear, 
from the circumstances of the case, that this postmaster is not entitled 
to relief on account of some carelessness on his own part. 

Mr. GEDDES. Oh, not at all. I-wish I had here the letter from 
the Post-Office Department on the subject; I would read it to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, and he would see that the postmaster is wholly 
and entirely faultless in the matter, as shown by an official investiga- 


tion. i 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. If the gentleman will pardon me again, 
I will state, as a member of the Committee on Claims, that we have 
never passed on any claim of this character until we have received a 
letter from the Department showing that the loss occurred without 
neglect or fault on the part of the postmaster; and that was the case in 
this instance. 

Mr. GEDDES. That is the case, and that was the decision of the 
Department, and they would willingly have given the necessary relief 
if they could have done so under the law. 

Mr. CANNON, Then, Mr. Chairman, I understand it is agreed on 
all hands that up to $2,000 there is authority in the Department under 
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the general law to grant relief, and I understand that the stamps did 
not amount to $2,000. Yet, notwithstanding this clear authority to 
relieve, the Postmaster-General, through his representative, sends this 
claimant to Congress. Now, if all that be true, the Department itself 
ought to be reformed. d 

Mr. GEDDES. I will notstop to debate that question now. If you 
will just let this bill pass and let this man be relieved, we will reform 


the Department hereafter. 
If the gentleman from Illinois will aid 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. 
the Committee on Claims, there is a general bill now reported from that 
committee to reform this very thing. 

Mr. CANNON. - Mr. Chairman, if it were not that I know from 
what the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES] and the gentleman from 


-Missouri [Mr. WARNER] both have said, that they have investigated 


this matter,-I should say there was a ‘‘nigger in the wood-pile.”’ 

Mr. GEDDES. Notatall. It is all perfectly white. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam willing to take the assurance of the gentle- 
man on that point. 

The report (by Mr. Brown, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims,to whom was referred the bill H. R. 5687 in the 
Forty-eighth Congress, considered the facts in this case, and made report thereon, 
which your committee adopt as their report, as follows: 

“* From the papers filed in this case it ap that on the night of the 2d 
of May, 1882, the -office at Oberlin, Ohio, was entered by burglars, the safe 
blown open, and postage-stamps of the value of $1,837.64, and money-order 
funds amounting to $277.25, were stolen therefrom. The Post-Office 
ment examined the case, and re thatthe loss resulted from no fault or negi 
ligence of the pasaya, E. J. Phillips, but that he seems to have exercised 
the care and diligence in the premises that could be required, The said sum of 
$227.25 has been paid by Phillips to the Department; the said sum of $1,837.64 
has not been paid to the De $, but Sea ne s ee seis Philli 
The Department recommends that the said Phillips be allowed a credit of $2,- 
114.89, being the aggregate of the two sums last named, The bill provides for 
oe paymant of said sum to E. J. Phillips, the postmaster; but as has only 
paid $277.25, and is cha with the balance, $1,837.64, your committee report a 
substitute for fhe bill submitted, which substitute provides that the Postmaster- 
General be authorized to credit the accounts of E, J, Phillips with the said sum 
of by Nag in settling his accounts. 

“ The committee recommend the of the substitute.” 

Yourcommittee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying sub- 
stitute reported by this committee, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PAY OF FORMER HOUSE EMPLOYES. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole now take up for consideration the bill which 
I send to the desk—a bill for the relief of some persons who have been 
employés of the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 

ropriated, the following specified sums to the persons herein named, for sery- 
Ras rendered as laborers in the employ of the P pien of Representatives of the 
Forty-fifth Con namely: 

To Beaufort , the sum of $180. 

To Alexander Thomas, the sum of $260. 

To James Hall, the sum of $260. 

To Charles Carter, the sum of $260, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be taken up at the present time 
for consideration. Is there objection? ~ ` 

Mr. KING. In what Congress were these persons employés of the 
House? . 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I-think in the Forty-fifth. This 
bill is the unanimous report, I believe, of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAND. Reserving the right to object, I wish to inquire how 
it aa that these persons have not been paid heretofore. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Ido not know how it has happened, 
but this claim has been made from time to time as I know; and it is 
now, I understand, reported unanimously from the Committee on 


Mr. BLAND. Isit for services actually rendered? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It is for services actually rendered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. DoUGHERTY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims have had under consideration the petition of Beau- 

fort Lee and others, and report the accompanying bill and recommend its pas- 
age Se the following reasons: 
t d petitioners appear to have been laborers employed by the Forty-fifth 
Congress, and to have been paid only $1 per day for their services, while the 
usual rate of compensation was $2 per day. Your committee think these men 
ought to receive the usual compensation for such services, namely, $2 per day 
during the time indicated in the following statement: 


Forty-fifth Congress, recess between March 4and December 4, 1877. 


Beaufort Lee worked 189 days, at $2.....cc...cc0ccccccesecessceeoeecaceneaseernnes 
Received, at $1 per day.............00600 


Alexander Thomas worked 260 URNS BS $3 EA S ES 
Received, at $1 per day. 


James Hall worked 260 days, at $2.....ccsssceorsercserecssiorceereseeseecnnseeseeereres 


Received, at $1 per day... seses 


Charles Carter worked 260 days, at $2..........0+secccssressescesensereeseneseoneesesensnenanane 520 
BRT COE GU Gt IF cosas OEA E pc E N EA a E 260 
DRO seak Komi akoso depth apap sipia; SOM 


A discussion was had touching the employment of these men in the House of 
Representatives at the time they were allowed the $1 per day, which is to be 
found on pages 246, 247 of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, second session Forty-fifth 
Congress, under date of December 15, 1877. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move that this bill be laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Before that motion is put I wish to saya word. I 
understand from the reading of the report that this is a bill from the 
Committee on Claims to double the pay of certain employés of the 
Forty-fifth Congress, I suspect from listening to the report that it isa 
just bill; but I can not let it pass without calling attention to the fact, 
which I have no doubt an examination of the discussions in that Con- 

will show, that these people were cut down to the rate which they 
actually received through the determination of the Democratic party, 
then controlling the House, to carry oat their loudly proclaimed policy 
of economy and reform. j 

This is the Forty-ninth Congress; and, according to my recollection, 
since the Forty-fourth and the Forty-fifth Congresses, when this magnifi- 
cent under the leadership of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] and the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN ] was 
making its magnificent record of economy and reform, there has not been 
a Congress when bills of this kind have not come in from the Commit- 
tee on Claims to pay the employés of the Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth 
Congresses what should have been paid to them at thattime. We Re- 
publicans, in the minority at that time, told you that you were not sin- 
cere, that your pretense of economy and reform was a cheat, that bills 
of this kind would come in for five and ten years afterward, appealing 
for justice in behalf of these people whose pay had been refused under 
your then policy, and that, as the years rolled round, you would give 
them this pay which had been denied them. : 

Now, I do not make these remarks to antagonize this bill; but hav- 
ing sat in this House through the Forty-fourth and the Forty-fifth Con- 
gresses and seen these tricks played year after year, having heard the 
statesmanlike professions of economy on the other side of the House 
and seen you vote substantially as a unit under the lead of the gen- 
tlemen I have indicated, I can not now, in this Forty-ninth Congress, 
wheu years have passed and the prophecies we then made have come 
true, let this bill become a law without calling attention to the fact 
that our prophecies are now being verified and thatthe gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the gentleman from Indiana, and my colleagues from 
Illinois sit here and allow their injustice of eight and ten years ago to 
be rectified after they have postured before the country as economists 
by withholding a just compensation for services rendered the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not know what the exact facts may be as to 
the items of expenditure about which my colleague [Mr. CANNON] has 
just spoken. He was always apparently in entire accord with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], with whom he has served on the Committee 
on Appropriations during many successive Congresses. 

Mr. CANNON. I had not the’ honor to be a member of that com- 
mittee at that time. ` 

Mr. MORRISON. Iam now, or was a moment ago, talking of what 
happened when you were on the committee helping to economize. It 
is true that only two days ago my colleague did support an increase of 
appropriation—a very small one—on the consular and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill; that is to say, he opposed it in a speech and voted for 
it afterward. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON, I said I would vote for it, as the gentleman will 
see if he will do me the honor to read my remarks. F 

Mr. MORRISON. I had the pleasure of listening to him, and now 
do the gentleman the honor to cause to be read a paragraph from his 
remarks. 

Mr. CANNON. Itis good reading. 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes; very good reading. Better than the facts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Caxnox. And you Democrats say that it is an economical administration. 
Yet I finda v clever gentleman appointed to Constantinople—you all under- 

who; he had long years of service on the floor of the House, and the 
first thing that is done when this administration comes into power is to pay him 
a salary as minister at Constantinople of $10,000 a year, whereas under the Re- 
publican administration the minister at Constantinople only received $7,500 per 
annum. 

Mr. MORRISON. Now, my colleague, in these remarks conveyed, 
perhaps unintentionally, to the House and to the country the impres- 
sion that since this inistration came into power and since Mr. Cox 


had gone to Constantinople we had increased his salary and were pay- 
ing him $2,500 more than was paid under the former administration to 
the Republican representative at that court. But the 
have known that that increase was made under the 


ntleman must 
administra- 


tion. I think the increase of salary had its inception at the other end 
of the Capitol. It was made by the last Congress and had the approval 
of President Arthur. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] whom my colleague so sharply criticised, 
and who, with him, were on the committee when this increase was made, 
happened to be out of their seats when he was making his criticism of 
this item of appropriation; I therefore had this paragraph read. 

It may be my colleague, with-whom I seldom di because he is 
always economical and nearly always just, is again giving out a wrong 
impression. I thought it barely possible he might haye been as far ofl 
from the facts in what he has just said of the items of this bill, their 
origin and the reasons why they are here, as he was when he was giving 
out or leaving the impression on the country that $2,500 was added to 
this salary under this administration. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman from Illinois, my col- 
league, I have to say I stand by the remarks I made and which he 
heard. If he wants the facts, as I understand them, touching the in- 
crease of the salary of our minister to Constantinople I will say to him 
that the consular and diplomatic appropriation Dill passed through the 
House last March, if I recollect aright, for $7,500. By some means; I 
know not what, but I certainly suspect what the means were, that 
salary was taken out from among all the others and increased by an 
amendment of the Senate to $10,000 a year. It came back to a Dem- 
ocratic House, and finally when the bill passed with the salary, $10,000, 
for the minister at Constantinople, it received the vote of that side of 
the House as well as of this side of the House, and it was so written 
into the law. That was about three days before President Cleveland 
was inangurated. After his inauguration the present minister was ap- 
pointed to Constantinople at $10,000 a year, where he has been from 
that time to now. z : 

Again, you come in and recommend in this Democratic House, when 
you have fall possession of the administration, of the House, and the 
President, that same increase of $10,000, thus putting the stamp of 
your approval on it. [Applause] And more than that, you added 

increase for a steam-launch. 

Mr. MORRISON. And you voted for it. 

Mr. CANNON. Isaid I would find no fault with the committee if 
it were needed; and a Democratic Secretary of State said it was needed, 
and you said on that side of the House by your votes that it was needed. 
Iam always ready to make any proper increase for service to the Gov- 
ernment, and this to whoever may be President. Can our Democratic 
friends say as much? This is all I have to say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman be good enough to tell us how 
much the bill passed the other day carries more than the bill for the 
current year ? 

Mr. CANNON. Ithink the increase for the coming year in the con- 
sular and diplomatie bill beyond that for the current year is in round 
numbers $50,000. 

Mr. IISCOCK. Over the law of last year? 

Mr. CANNON. Over the law for the present year. 

Mr, HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. But I make no point about that. Iam glad the 
gentleman from New York called attention to the fact; and I repeat 
that this particular bill now pending is to double the salary of certain 
employés of the Democratic House in the Forty-fifth Congress, a Con- 
gress my friends on that side will recollect. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to say for the benefit of the committee and 
my colleague from Illinois, that in the Forty-fifth Congress Mr. BLATR 
from New Hampshire, now a Senator in Congress from the same State, 
submitted from the Committee on Accounts a resolution providing for 
the payment of certain persons therein named specific amounts, as stated 
in the resolution, for services they had rendered during the vacation of 
that session of Con Mr. BLAIR, in introducing the resolution 
from the Committee on Accounts, said, after an objection had been 
made: 

I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. White] will withdraw his 
objection when I say this resolution jeas only for paying several common 
labors and atthachés around the Capitol who have done this service and hayo 
not received what is due them. 

These were colored men who had been in the employ of the House 
for years preceding the time when the Democratic party obtained con- 
trol. They were employés that the Democractic House had inherited 
from their predecesors; and they were still hanging on as employés or 
seeking employment of the House. They had not been on the pay- 
roll, but had been performing service. 

Now, when that question was under debate in the House Mr. Gar- 
field said: 


I have no doubt that this resolution should 
the question was that E might know whether this was a case where the force had 
heen increased by indirection, which is a thing that we should guard against. 
If these men have performed services they should be paid. 


Mr. BLATR® said: 


These men rendered services not in accordance with weg specified law, but 
the services were made necessary by the necessities of the House of Represent- 
atives. Most of these services were rendered during the last vacation. The 
first two named in the resolution, Mr. Bell and Mr, Stewart, have been for many 
years paid under resolutions similar to this: they have never been upon any 


and the only reason I asked 


a 
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roll. I presume both of them are known to the old members of the House. 
They have hitherto been paid at the rate of $2 per day, and we have cut them 
down to $1.50a day. The others named in the resolution are, with ps one 
exception, common laborers, and the services they have rend have 
chiefly in repairs of the Capitol. 

Instead of paying them at the usual rate of $2 per day, we cut them down 
to $1 per day. We have reduced them to starvation prices, and it is my belief 
that every one of them is hungry at this moment. 

And it seems that they have got hungry again, for they are here ask- 
ing for another appropriation. - -> 

I think there is nothing in this resolution to which any gentleman in this 
House would have the slightest objection if he knew the merits of the case. 

It seems that the persons who participated in that debate in favor 
of the resolution were the present Senator from New Hampshire, Mr. 
BLAIR, and the late President of the United States, Mr. Garfield. I 
see no reference to any Democrat having taken part in the debate ex- 
cept Mr. Roberts, of Maryland, then the chairman of the Committee 
on Accounts, who favored the paymenton the ground that the services 
had been rendered. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill was reported from the Committee on Claims 
at a time when the chairman happened to be absent, and was not ad- 
vised of the merits of the case when it was called up out of its usual 
order by unanimous consent. But the point involved is simply this: 
Whether we should increase now the compensation of these persons, 
which compensation was allowed in the Forty-fifth Congress as a matter 
of when that was fixed and accepted at the time as the-compen- 
sation, and it occurs to me it would be a mistake to increase—— 

Mr. KING. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

The gentleman from Illinois appears to be familiar with the facts of 
the case, and I will be glad to know from him why this account has been 
so long standing? It has been standing some eight years, 

Mr. EDEN. Who reported the bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. DOUGHERTY], 
whom I do not now see in his seat, the bill to the House. 

I was saying, when interrupted, that I think the action in the Forty- 
fifth Congress ought to regulate this compensation. 

Mr. EDEN. I think so too. 

Mr.SPRINGER. That compensation was fixed then with all of the 
facts before the House, and was accepted by the employés in full satis- 


faction for their services. 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. If the tleman from Illinois will 


pardon me a moment, the Committee on Claims, I understand, had no 


doubt that the ies had rendered the services. They had been em- 
ployed as they thought by competent authority having power to employ 
them, and the committee believed that the men, having rendered the 
services to the Government in that way, should not be kept out of the 
pay upon a technicality, or upon party principles, or upon any ques- 
tion of economy on either side of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. These men were paid by the resolution I have in- 
dicated, and the amount to which they were entitled was then fixed, 
in some cases at $1.50 per day and in others at $1 per day. They were 
paid for the services then actually performed. This bill proposes to pay 
the difference between what was then adjudged to be a fair value for 
the service, that is to say, $1.50 in one case and $1 in the other, and 
$2, which they now think they ought to have. 

I am opposed to the bill for that reason. - 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This, as I understand it, then, is to go back and 
readjust the amounts which were paid and accepted as the compensa- 
tion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And is to allow more than was allowed by the 
Congress having all the facts before it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the effect. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not remember the particulars of this claim, 
but I do know that all of these men—I think all of them—were colored 
men, and not in harmony politically with the present majority of this 
House, But I leave that subject altogether. 

I was not present when the gentleman from Illinois assailed the Dem- 
ocratic economy of former Congresses, and I want to say that that ques- 
tion, more than anything else, in my judgment, gave the Forty-fourth 
Congress to the Democrats. The Republican party had become extray- 
agant, and the people came to think that a new party would better 
clean ont the excrescences, and they did clean them out. The appro- 
priations of the first year were enormously reduced, that is to say, at 
the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress. There was preceding 
that a system of making provision for the payment of deficiencies which 
should never be allowed. 

Their own Secretary of the Treasury himself stated that the reductions 
by that Congress could have been ten millions more. That wasstated in 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury laid before Congress at the 
very next session. 

I have heard often about the policy of the Democratic party being for 
economy, and have heard it condemned by that side of the House. I 
am not surprised at it. , It is only once that they have been able to carry 
a Congress since, because of their tendency to extravagance. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Has this side condemned the real economy of the 
Democratic party, or only its pretense to economy? 

Mr. RANDALL. Real economy means reducing the expenses; and 
that is what the Democratic party has done. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman think anybody condemns 
real economy? Is not what we have condemned that talk of economy 
which does not mean it? 

Mr. BLAND. The side of the House of the gentleman from Maine 
condemned the Democratic party of that time for attempting to destroy 
the Government by’ insufficient appropriations. That has been what 
you have always complained of. - 

Mr. MILLIKEN. We have contended that the Democratic party 
has endeavored to destroy the Government by other means than by 
withholding appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh! Lam not on that subject. What I want to 
say is this: The Republican party at that time in the Forty-fourth and 
Forty-fifth Congresses resisted every sort of economy that was suggested, 
and charged the Democratic party with cheese-paring, and the like. 
Yet the people have approved of that policy. Iam sorry to say the 
appropriations have not been as much reduced as I would have desired 
to have them reduced. But they have always been dealt with by the 
Committee on Appropriations with intelligence and judgment, in my 
opinion. And when this House had its celebrated conflict with the 
Senate as to reductions the economy of this side of the House was made 
5 cava I have no doubt the House regrets to hear these constant 
allusions, and the constant necessity of these explanations in defense of 
those Congresses. : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido not think anybody in this country belong- 
ing to either party—for politics do not change men’s natures—desir¢ 
to have extravagance in appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do say this: that the Republican party en masse 
resisted the economies of that day. $ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to say to the gentleman if he will go bick 
and look over the financial policy of the Government under Republican 
administration for twenty-five years he will in his calm judgment ap- 
prove it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I repeat, a Republican Secretary of the Treasury 
stated that the reductions of the Forty-fourth Congress might have been 
made ten millions more. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the Democratic party has done anything good, 
I would be the last man to rob them of their laurels. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think all men have good in them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to recall the attention of the committee 
to the pending bill. I regret that political questions have been injected 
into this debate at the expense, perhaps, of these colored men who in 
the Forty-fifth Congress, upon claims coming over from the Forty-sec- 
ond, had been then adjudicated as entitled to payment for some services 
which they had insisted on rendering to Congress. At that time the 
House in deference to the wishés of the Republicans, among them Gen- 
eral Garfield and Mr. BLAIR, now Senator, took up the appeals of these 
poor colored men who had rendered services at the Capitol—in deference 
to the wishes of that side of the House we allowed them to be jaid 
for services rendered irregularly and without warrant of law. And be- 
cause we did that at a price satisfactory to them, and because they now 
want to be paid a higher price, my colleague [Mr. CANNON] insists we 
are now setting aside the economies we practiced in the Forty-fourth 
and Forty-fifth Congresses. That argument does not apply in this case. 
We granted it then at the instance of Republicans, who thought we 
should pay these persons whom they had had in employment and who 
still remained about the buiiding rendering some services. They were, 
-therefore, put on the roll at $1 and $1.50 per day, and they accepted 
that amount as satisfactory, and with that the account closed. But 
they came forward again and ask now to be paid a higher rate. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say just one word in reply to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. He says these were Republican employés. Docs 
not my friend remember that the Democratic majority. ran up to I think 
over sixty, or between fifty and sixty, in that Congress? You organ- 
ized all the committees. You controlled the Committee on Accounts. 
That committee unanimously made the report referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. These people were employed about the business 
of the House and received this pay which you say now is inadequate; 
and now in the Forty-ninth Congress the Democratic House, through 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims, comes in with this report and proposes to do the 
tardy justice to these people of paying them what they ought to have 
been paid eight years ago. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman misunderstands the fact. I said 
this was reported when the chairman of the committee was absent and 
that I thought this bill ought not to pass. The parties had received 
what was considered a proper rate for their services, and ought to be 
satisfied with it. 

-Mr. CANNON. Now, when the attention of the House is called to 
the facts—not for the purpose of defeating this bill, because I have no 
desire to defeat it after the report of the committee, from which it ap- 
pears that the compensation these men received as employés of a former 
Democratic House was really insufficient—when the attention of this 
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Democratic House is called to the facts, and when my colleague, the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims, is brought face to face with the 
facts in the case, he gets up and, with that extraordinary power of his, 
greater than that which belongs to any other man upon this floor, he 

roceeds like a cuttle-fish to muddy the water and then to swim away. 
[Lapghter. | ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. The waters were muddied by my colleague from 
Tlinois, and I was trying to clear them. [Laughter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly 
the course which the debate on this bill has taken, and I will say to 
the committee that I would not have asked its indulgence if I had sup- 
posed that the time would have been occupied as it has been. It ap- 
pears that these men received a dollara day. TheCommittee on Claims 
reported that they were entitled to $2 a day. I knew nothing myself 
as to the facts, but the committce had made its report, and I took the 

recaution to ask my colleague, the chairman of the committee [ Mr, 
SPRINGER], before I stated that the report of the committee was unan- 
imous, whether such was not the fact, and I understood him to say 
that it was, or that he supposed it was. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There was no adverse report. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It was upon that information that I 
made the statement I did make. I believed myself that the amount 
allowed these men was inadequate, and inasmuch as the Committee on 
Claims had reported in favor of the passage of this bill, I, in behalf of 
the persons concerned, asked unanimous consent to take the bill up out 
of its order, and I hope now that nothing that has been said here for 
political effect either on the one side or the other will really affect the 
merits of the bill and that it will now be permitted to pass. 
` Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, there are some of us here who were 
members of the Forty-fourth Congress, and when I hear the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] and other gentlemen upon that side taunt- 
ing the Democratic party upon the subject of economy, I am reminded 
of the scenes in that Congress which I happened to witness. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and when that House—the first Democratic 
House that had assembled here since the war—undertook to institute 
some economy in the appropriations for the support of this Government, 
and when, in a long contest with the Republican Senate, extending far 
into the dog days of August, that House did reduce the appropriations 
to the tune of $30,000,000, the Republicans, standing by their leaders 
on the other side of the House, declared that the ocratic party 
were undertaking to starve the Government to death, to destroy it in 
that way, and went on the hustings throughout the country denounce- 
ing the Democratic party for its economy and its efforts to ‘‘starve’’ 
out the Government. 

Tell me they did not complain of economy! When the Forty-fifth 
Congress met, a Democratic Congress also, it continued these reduc- 
tions, or at least there was no increase in the appropriations, and so in 
the Forty-sixth Co until at last the Republicans themselves 

to see that after all the Government was not being starved and 
that it was able to get along with these reduced appropriations. And 
yet, sir, we are expected to sit silent here under the taunts which are 
now flung at the Democratic party about ‘‘economy’’ and the reduc- 
tion of expenses. Whenever such taunts are indulged in I think it is 
well enough to go back a few years, and remind gentlemen upon the other 
side of their speeches and their conduct upon this subject at that time. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I was not here in the 
Forty-fourth nor the Forty-fifth Congress, the economical spirit of which 
has been the subject of the criticism of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon], but, sir, I am hera now and amrstill fully imbued with the 
spirit of economy [laughter], and before this vote is taken I want the 
committee tounderstand the proposition on which we are about to vote, 
and I desire to give my reasons for the vote I will cast. The record 
read by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr, SPRINGER] discloses this sort 
of a case. 

During the vacation of the Forty-fifth Congress the proposed bene- 
ficiaries of this bill whose names were not borne on the rolls of the House 
and for whose employment there was noauthority of lawinsisted, doubt- 
less out of a spirit of pure patriotism or from force of long habit [laugh- 
ter] on serving the Government here. They seem, some of them at 
least, to have been serving about the House for years, and, strange to 
say, like most other Government employés, were reluctant to quit. 
They seem to have performed some yague sort of service, just what we 
are not informed, but it was no doubt very laborious and onerous, per- 
formed doubtless of their own volition, as there was no authority of 
law for their employment. 

It seems, then, Mr. Chairman, that certain benevolent and humane 
gentlemen, members of the Congress at the time, who knew of the 
value of the patriotic labors performed by these men, a bill and 
fixed the compensation to be paid them, which was no doubt satisfac- 
tory to them at the time, and was accepted by them in full satisfaction 
for their services. And now this bill proposes to go back and readjust 
those claims, and pay them double what was adjudged by the House, 
for which the services were performed, to be reasonable and just. It 
is true, sir, that the money involved here is not much in dollars and 


cents as compared with amounts in most bills passing this House, but, 
sir, there are questions of policy and precedent involved that I am not 
willing to permit to pass without challenge. 

Sir, is it wise or statesmanlike for this House to sit here and fritter 
away its time in endeavoring to go back and hunt out and give addi- 
tional compensation to some person who has served the Government in 
some capacity at some time since its foundation, who, in the estima- 
tion of some philanthropic and liberal-minded man (I mean liberal- 
minded with Government money), did not get all he thinks he ought 
to have had, though it was doubtless much more than the employés of 
priyate interests similarly employed at the time got and what the party 
was anxious at the time to accept? In the language of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED], is this what you call attending to the public 
business? { 

Mr. Chairman, if there is any one disposition that has developed itself 
over and above all other traits of the American citizen it is a willing- 
ness to serve the Government. [Laughter.] Sir, this willingness on 
the part of the people to accept Government employment at the com- 
pensation already fixed is so unanimous and universal as to have ban- 
ished all fears that republican institutions would ever fail here for the 
want of men to hold the offices. [Laughter.] Sir, laborers are strik- 
ing all over the country, but I hear of no threatened strike on the part’ 
of the employés of the Government. [Laughter.] And yetone would 
think they were about to strike, for scarcely a day ut that some 
proposition is made on this floor to better their condition at the expense 
of the toiling masses of the country, by giving them more pay and less 
work, shorter time to work in and longer furloughs or leaves of absence 
with pay going on; and reference is often made to them as the poorly 
paid and overworked Government employés. 

Mr. Chairman, if I have been impressed with one thing more than 
another since I came to Washington it has been the vast difference in 
condition between the vast mass of the people whom we came here to 
represent and their rulers and servants in the public service about 
Washington, so far as the salaries they receive and spend and the com- 
forts and luxuries with which they are surrounded are concerned. Sir, 
in the midst of all this splendor and show and extravagance do notlet 
us forget those who have to foot the bills and who sent us here to rep- 
resent them. : 

When their crops fail or prices fail or disasters overtake them, as 
they have thousands of honest and hardworking men and women in my 
country, until they can scarcely provide food and clothing for them- 
selves and their families, there is no one to readjust their claims and 
double their compensation or give them back pay. 

Sir, there is not one of us on this floor who could not from among our 
own constituents fill all the vacancies that will occur within the next 
two years in the Government service with people who would be glad 
to take the places without an increase of salary. e 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If we could get the chance. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Now, sir, gentlemen may say what 
they please about the action ọf past Congresses, but for myself I am 
more interested in correcting the abuses of the present than I am about 
fixing responsibility for the past. If the Forth-fifth Congress was eco- 
nomical let us imitate its example, and not attempt to squander in 
profligate extravagance what they saved by their economy. I say to 
gentlemen on this floor I do not care to what political party you belong; 
those of you who are willing to do what you can to show to the people 
that the Forty-ninth Congress is anxious to give the country an eco- 
nomical administration, and to eradicate extravagance in all of its 
forms, will have my cordial co-operation in all such endeavors. Then 
leave these parties where the Congress they served left them, and do 
not set a precedent by which a thousand like bills will be invited from 
persons who come to realize years after the services are performed that 
they worked for the Government too cheap. Sir, I desire, in the name 
of an overtaxed constituency, to enter my protest against any and all 
such paon, [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] that the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 68, noes 59. 

Mr. COWLES. No quorum, 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. The report in this ease was made by 
a gentleman on the other side, a Representative from Florida [Mr. 
DOUGHERTY ], who is not present to-day, He had no expectation that 
the bill would be called up at this time; and if there is to be any con- 
troversy, if the point of no quorum is to be raised, I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill be passed over until he appears. 

Mr. EDEN. Let us have tellers. I think this bill ought to be de- 
feated. 

Mr. COWLES. Iinsist on the point that no quorum voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, and Mr, 
COWLES were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 116, 
noes 47. 1 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported favorably tothe House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee rise. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Before my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
makes the motion that the committee rise I wish to ask a special favor 
of the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my motion for the present. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to have taken up at this 
time a very small bill for the benefit of a colored employé of the House, 
the case being of the same class as that just acted on, except that in 
this instance no payment at all was made. Iam satisfied there has 
been continuous injustice in not making this payment. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the bill be read subject to objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam satisfied there will be no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3908) for the relief of John Ellis. 


Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 

orized and directed to pay John Ellis the sum of $210. in full for services ren- 
dered as messenger to the Forty-fifth Congress from October 15, 1877, to Feb- 
ruary 1, 1878. é 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report in this case is very brief, and I ask that 
it be read. 

The report (by Mr. NEAL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Clai to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3908) for the 
relief of John Ellis, submit the following report: 

Bills seeking the same object as the present bill were ron. reported by 
the Committee on Claims of the Forty-seventh and Forty-cighth Congresses. 
_ The Committee on Claims in the Forty-seventh Congress made the following 
report, which we adopt, and recommend the passage of the present bill: 

“That John Ellis, by the appointment of the Doorkeeper, acted as messen; 
to the House and its committees, in the Forty-fifth Congress, for the period of 
three months and a half, from October 15, 1877, to the 1st day of February, 1878, 
for which he has received no pay, because, for some reason unknown to your 
committee, his name was not put upon the pro rolls. Your committee, 
therefore, report a bill herewith, and recommend its passage.” 


eon Is there objection to the present consideration of 
is bill? 

Mr. COX, Ido not understand why the name of this man was not 
borne on the roll if he was actually in the employ of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will say to my friend from North Carolina that 
for many years Mr. Ellis has been claiming that this money was due 
him. I brought the subject to the attention of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, and a report was made in his favor by the Committee on Claims 
and again in the Forty-eighth Congress. How it happened that he was 
employed without his name being on the roll I am not able to say; but 
it occurred in regard to these other four men just as it did in regard to 
him. The only trouble was that this claim was not adjusted at the 
same time the other four claims were adjusted. 
oan LARMAN . Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e ? 

Mr. KING rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman.from Louisiana object? 

Mr. KING. Before unanimous consent is given I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Indiana why this measure has not been brought here 
before. Several Congresses have elapsed since the time when these 
services are claimed to have been rendered. 4 

Mr. HOLMAN. Theclaim has been broughtin time and again. This 
is the third report made in its favor. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be taken 
up for consideration. The Chair hears no objection. The question is 
on ordering the bill to be laid aside to be reported to the House witha 
recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. CANNON. Lhope this bill will pass, It is proper and fitting 
that it should. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] ap- 
proves and blessesit, It is for services rendered in the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress, a Democratic Congress, memorable in the annals of this country. 
It is peculiarly appropriate that my friend from Indiana should now 
come in to do this tardy justice to a man who served that Congress for 
nothing under their scant appropriations, because this very cutting off 
of the appropriation for this employé and a few others furnished the 
geniena from Indiana the campaign thunder which re-elected him to 

mgress. [Laughter,] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass ? 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

JOHN E. WHITE. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] agrees 
to withhold for a moment the motion that the committee rise. I ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole take up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill (H. R. 5175) extending the provisions and 
benefits of the pre-emption laws to John E. White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e,, That the a and benefits of the pre-emption law be 
extended and granted to John E. White, of Wilson County, Kansas, so as to 
permit him to pre-empt and purchase of the proper land ofice, and upon the 


conditions applicable to other lands in the same community, the north half of 
the northeast quarter and the southwest quarter of the 


XVI 


east quarter of sec- 
284 


tion numbered 20, township numbered 27 south, of range numbered 16 east of 
the sixth principal meridian, in the State of Kansas, notwithstanding his previous 
filing on a different tract of land. 

The amendment reported bythe Committee on the Public Lands tO 
strike out the word “of,” in line 5, after the word ‘‘ purchase,” and 
insert the word “at,” was read. 

Mr. PERKINS. TheCommittee on Public Lands have unanimously 
reported in favor of this bill, and I have the report here; but Tean 
briefly state that the reason that this man can not pre-empt the land 
upon which he has his home to-day is that formerly he filed upon 80 
acres of land, after which he was taken sick and was prostrated a num- 
ber of weeks. During the time of his sickness and prostration others 
came in and filed upon those 80 acres, and instituted a contest against 
him. Not having the money to prosecute that contest he abandoned 
it, and located upon the tract which he now occupies; but in conse- 
quence of his former ming the Land Office holds that he is now pre- 
cluded from the benefits of the pre-emption act. This billsimply gives 
him the right to pre-empt without regard to his former filing. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘All right.” 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded ta 
consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the Public Lands 
was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
had, according to order, had under consideration the Private Calendar 
and had directed him to report back sundry bills with various recom- 
mendations. 

CHANGE OF RANK ON RETIRED-LIST. 


The SPEAKER. The first bill reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar is a bill (H. R. 37) to change the 
rank of an officer on the retired-list of the Army. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the bill upon which a yea-and-nay vote 
has been demanded. The gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. BRAGG, and 
the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. WHEELER, both now absent, de- 
manded a yea-and-nay vete. The Committee of the Whole reported 
adversely on the bill. There is some dispute about it. 

pad oS eds The yeas and nays have been demanded, but not 
ordered. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the bill be reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., Thatthe President of the United States be, and he hereby is, 
authorized to select,from among the colonels now on the retired-list of the 
Army of the United States, one person who has served in the late civil war as 
chief of artillery of one of the principal armies of the United States, and to place 
him on said retired-list with the rank and pay of major-general from the date of 
his retirement: Provided, That the officer so selected been borne on the 
active-list of the Army for more than forty Pres as a commissioned officer of 
artillery: And provided further, That he held at the date of his retirement the 
brevet rank of major-general, conferred by the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, for distinguished services in said war, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I madeastatement which may be misunderstood 
by the House. The bill was reported favorably by the Committee on 
Military Affairs and put on the Private Calendar. When the bill was 
up to be considered by the Committee of the Whole tellers were or- 
dered. A quorum failed to vote. The gentleman having charge of the 
bill submitted to an adverse report for the purpose of getting it into 
the House, the tellers having reported a majority voting against the 
bill. . 

Mr. PRICE, I want the yeas and nays on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Not on the third reading and engrossment of the 
bill? 

Mr. PRICE. No; but on the passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 76, nays 111, not 
voting 135; as follows: 


YEAS—76, 

Allen, ©. IT Dorsey, Hopkins, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Dowdney, Howard, Sawyer, 
Bayne, Eldredge, Hutton, Seney, 
Bingham, Ely, Johnson, F. A. Seymour, 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Ketcham, haw, 

‘ound, Farquhar, King, Spooner, 
Bragg, Forney, Laird, Stahlnecker, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Frederick, Libbey, Strait, 
Brown, C. E. ‘unston, Lindsley, Swinburne, 
Campbell, Felix Gay, Martin, Swope, 
Campbell, J. E. Green, R. §. Maybury, Symes, 
Campbell, T. J. Guenther, erriman, Tillman, 
Catchings, Millard, A 
Cobb, Hayden, Milliken, Van Eaton, 
Comstock, penpe Morrill, Wade, 
Cutcheon, Henderson, D.B. Morrow, Weaver, J.R. 

rgan, Hewitt, Perry, Whiting, 

Davenport, Hi Pettibone, Wilkins, 
Dibble, Hitt, ice, Wolford. 
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NAYS—111. 
Adams, G. E. Dawson, Rogers, 
‘Allen, J. M. ” Dockery, McKenna, Romeis, 
Barnes, ' Dunn, ` McRae, | Sadler,’ 
©) + 
Sany, Eden, iHer, Sayers, 
Beach, Everhart, Enea Scranton, 
Bland, Fleeger, organ, Sessions, 
Dan Geddes, Ma : Smalls,” 
y Y. ` 
Breckinria e, C.R. Glass, o Neal Sowden, 
rown, W. reen, eece, $ 
Buck, Grout, elson, ps ec 
Bunnell, Hall, O'Donnell, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Burrows, ey ONG i Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Bynum, arris, Charles Struble, 
Cabell, Hatch, Osborne, Taulbee, 
Caldwell, Haynes, Owen, Taylor, Zach. 
Candler, Heard, Payson, er, 
Cannon. Hepburn, Peel, Van Schaick, 
Clements, Hiestand, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Conger, Holman, Peters, Wai 
Cooper, Jackson, Pindar, Wellborn, 
Cowles, James, Price, est, 
Cox, Johnston, J. T. an M White, Milo 
Crisp, Johnston, T.D. ` TR y 
Croxton, Laffoon, Reid, J. W. Wilson, 
Davidson, A. C. La Follette, Richardson, Wise. 
Davis, Landes, Riggs, 
NOT VOTING—15. 
Adams, J. J E Little, Scott, 
Aiken, Felton, ng, Singleton, 
Anderson, C. M. DA Lore, Sn: X 
Anderson, J. A Fisher, Louttit, ù 
Arnot, Foran, Lovering, 
Baker, Ford, Lowry, wart, Charles 
Barbour, Lyman, Ste J.W. 
Barksdale, Gibson, C. H. Mahoney, St. n 
Belmont, ibson, Mark Stone, E. F 
Bennett, Matson, % 
Bliss, Glover, MeAdoo, Y, 
Boutelle, off, McComas, Taylor, E. B. 
Boyle, Grosvenor, McCreary, Taylor, I. H. 
Browne, T. M. Hammond, McKinley, Taylor, J. M. 
Brumm, Hanback, Thomas, J. 
Buchanan, Harmer, Mitchell, Thomas, O. B. 
Burleigh, Henderson, J.S. Muller, Thompson, 
Burnes, Henderson, T. J. Negley, t 
Butterworth, Henley, Norwood, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. M. er, 
Carleton, Herman, oO’ 
Caswell, u, O'Neill, J.J. Wakefield, 
CA Hires, Onth ey Ward, J. H. 
Cole, Holmes, Parker, Ward, T. B. 
Collins, Houk, Payne, Warner, A. J 
Compton, Hudd, Phel; arner, 
Crain, Irion, Pid 5 Weaver, A.J. 
Culberson, Jones, J. H. Pirce, eber, 
Curtin, Jones, J.T. Piumb, er, 
Daniel, Kelley, Randall, White, A.C. 
Davidson, R. H. M. Kleiner, Ranney, 
Di A Lawler, Reese, Woodburn, 
herty, Le Fevre, Robertson, Worthington. 
ITY, Lehlbach, _ Ryan, 
So the bill was rejected. 
During the roll-call, on motion of Mr. JAMES, the reading of the 
names was dispensed with, 


The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk until fur- 
ther notice: : ; 

Mr. HENLEY with Mr. Ryan. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. BAKER. 

Mr. WINANS with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. Ike H. TAYLOR. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. Lone. 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. GILFILLAN. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr, NEGLEY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. Prncock with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. FISHER with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. PIRCE. 

Mr. CoLe with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. CARLETON with Mr, HOLMES. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. BuRLEIGH. 

Mr. TARNSEY with Mr. CASWELL. 

For this day: 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, 

Mr. MURPHY with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr.. Jounw M. TAYLOR with Mr. HIRES. 

Mr. LA FEYRE with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. O NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 


Mr. JONES, of Texas, with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. McApoo with Mr. Lourrir. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. PRICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill-was re- 
ce, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. BUTTERWORTII, 
Mr. BAYNE, and Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, to extend their remarks, 
made to-day, in the RECORD. 


EUNICE E. CLARK. 


Mr. NEECE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report 
from the committee of conference on House bill No. 6429, granting a 
pension to Eunice E. Clark. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


The committee of conference on the di 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6429) granting a pension to Eu- 
nice E. Clark, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate to amend the Senate amendment by striking out the 
word "twenty ” and inserting “twelve ;"" so that the Senate amendment will 
— a a rate of $12 per month, subject to the limitations and provisions of 

e m laws. ` 

And that the House recede from its disagreement, and agree to the Senate 
amendment as amended. 

WM. II. NEECE, 


JOHN 8. PINDAR, 
E, H. CONGER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


votes of the two Houses on 


A.H. COLQUITT, 
Managers on the part of the Senale, 
The committee submit the following statement to accompany the re- 
port: 
The effect of this report, if adopted, is to reduce the Senate amendment from 


$20 per month to $12. The husband of this claimant was a private soldier, and 
this report puts her on the pension-roll at the same rate as soldiers’ widows of 


the same 

WM. H. NEECE, 
JOHN S. PINDAR, 
E. H. CONGER, 
. Managers on the part of the House. 
The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. NEECE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. s 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


M’MINNVILLE AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.5194) directing the Quartermaster-General to settle with the Me- 
Minnville and Manchester Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is'a yea-and-nay vote to be taken on that 
bill in the House, and as there are several other bills upon the Calen- 
dar, upon the passage of which there will be, I think, no objection, and 
which can not be disposed of to-day if a yea-and-nay vote is ordered on 
this bill, I ask unanimous consent that the consideration of this bill 
he passed over for the present. 

Mr. COWLES. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will mention in particular that there is a bill 
for the relief of John S. Kendrick, which is to be recommitted to the 
Committee on War Claims—— 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from North Carolina has ob- 
jected to the ing the unfinished: business. 

The question is upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to enter into a 
discussion of the merits of this bill. It has been already discussed in 
Committee of the Whole on two se occasions, and I do not desire 
now, as I have intimated, to extend that debate. I want to say sim- 
ply that by the Judiciary Committee of the Forty-eighth Congress this 
bill was unanimously reported. 

By the Committee on War Claims of the present House it has been 
again favorably reported. When it was first considered and discussed 
in Committee of the Whole, and the question being taken upon laying 
it aside the committee found itself without aquorum. The vote upon 
thé bill at that time, as I now recollect it, was 70 in favor of the pas- 
sage of the bill and 55 against it. 

When it was again called u 

Mr. EDEN. _Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER, It is. The previous question has not been or- 
ad upon the bill. The gentleman from Tennessee is entitled to an 

our. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. When it was again called up and the vote was 


-_ 
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taken after debate, I think, as I now remember, the vote was about 75 
to 65. 

I bave said that I did not care to discuss the question upon its merits 
any further. I want to yield, however, a few minutes to the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED], who I understand desires to submit some 
remarks in the House upon the bill. I do not know that Iam correct, 
but if I am I shall yield to the gentleman from Maine. s 

The SPEAKER? How much time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Fiveminntes, or so much time as the gentle- 
man may desire—longer if he wishes. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I havealways felt some interest in the claims 
arising from the war, because I believe that while justice ought to be 
done in all proper cases, there would be very grave danger in under- 
taking to pay what might properly be called the losses of the war. I 
believe that those losses which arose in the prosecution of the war di- 
rectly ought to rest where they fell and that we ought not to disturb 
them in any manner. 

Since this matter was first brought up for debate in the committee it 
occurred to me, on hearing a part of the discussion that then took place, 
that this was one of those cases which onght to be resisted. I there- 
fore examined the report, and became satisfied that if the report was 
true I was mistaken in that regard; but the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. JoHnston], in some of hisremarks upon the floor, induced me to 
think that I ought to investigate the record in order that I might at 
least be consistentin the principles which I have always supported. I 
found upon an examination of the record that it was right and just for 
me to say, on investigation of the documents, that in my judgment this 
is not one of the cases which were the direct results of ensuin 
from the prosecution of the war. Wherever the armies of the Uni 
States tore up a railroad or took possession of it in the enemy’s coun- 
try, whatever loss happened is like a loss occurring from a cyclone, not 
to be investigated, not po for by the government of either belligerent 
which was successful; but in 1864 I find, while war was not prevalent 
in the country where this railroad was situated, the United States, un- 
der a statute made for that purpose, took possession of this road, and 
the United States, having taken possession of it, took away the iron and 
sold it to another ration and received pay for it. 

The Quartermaster’s rtment investigated that subject by a com- 
missioner, and that commissioner reported the price which this House 
is to-day asked to pay. Now, the only reason why this is not a strictly 
legal determination is because the act of 1862, under which the rail- 
road must have been taken, if it was taken by law, requires that the 
appointment of a commissioner to assess damages shall be made by the 
President, It was made by the Quartermaster’s Department and the 
documents show it, and show also the figures at which this iron was 
estimated. The next question is how did the railroad company, which 
to-day asks that this shall be allowed on their account—how did they 
get possession of the road? The answer is to be found in a contract 
which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] has just 
shown me—the original document—which contains a full and complete 
transfer of the right of the railroad whose iron the United States have 
taken.* That completes the circuit. That shows the damage, the 
amount of damage, the legality of its payment, and the party to whom 
it ought to be paid. For my part I can see nothing wanting to make 
it a proper and suitable claim against the Government. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. May I ask the gentleman a 
question ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas; How does the estimate of the 
commissioner Si pes with the amount claimed ? 

Mr. REED, of e. It compares exactly. It is the same amount 
with this exception, that the commissioner estimated for damaged 
bridges, and such matters, which the committee and this bill do not 


propose to pay. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Those are expressly stricken 
out? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. They are expressly stricken out. The bill 
is confined solely to railroad iron taken by the Government of the 
United States and sold by it, the proceeds of which the United States 
has received. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
tion? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, You have examined this act of 1862. 
Will you explain something with regard to its provisions? I under- 
stand it was an act not for war purposes, but for getting possession of 
railroads. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
in the enemy’s territory. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What was the object of the act? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. To enable the authorities of the United 
States to take railroads near the scene of conflict. Of course army op- 


Will the gentleman permit me a ques- 


It was for getting possession of railroads not 


erations extended away back to the base, and it was necessary to have 
the power of taking railroads along the border. 
statement? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. That is exactly correct. 


Am I right in that 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. When taken- possession of was the 
railroad being used by the confederate army? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. No, sir; the pies ATE army had not been 
there for a long time. That is a point which is not disputed. 

Ido not know that I need add anything further, but I thought I should 
say this much because, having taken a decided stand on these claims, 
I deemed it proper to state this in order to justify my judgment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iholdin my hand the original contract referred 
to by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. JO. N, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] yield a portion of the time to this side? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I do not want to debate the question. Ihold 
in np Sweat the original contract entered into between the Nashville 
and ttanooga, and the McMinnvilleand Manchester Railroad Com- 

ies. The gentleman from Maine has stated it correctly. It trans- 
all the rights of the Manchester road to the Nashville and Chatta- 
nooga road. 

I move the previous question. 

Mr HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will not 
make a speech, then yield to the gentleman from Maine for # speech on 
the same side, and then move the previous question so as to cut off de- 


te. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ` I have not debated the question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; you have debated the question, and now 
you call for the previous question. 

The SP. . The gentleman from Tennessee moves the previous 
question on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read the third time. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Let it be voted down. x 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 62. 

Mr. BYNUM. No quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If it will obviate any trouble I will concede 
five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order!” 

: The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair appoints as 
tellers the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. BYNUM, and the gentleman 
from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, 5 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The only difficulty about discussion arises 
from the fact that 5 o’clock isso near. If it is considered desirable 
that gentlemen on the other side should talk upon this question we 
can by unanimous consent extend the sitting a quarter of an hour, I 


The House ote divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, noes 20. 
N, of Kansas. No quorum. 


seven in order? 
The SPEAKER. Itis. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I make that motion. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Isit in orderto take a recess before 5 o’clock ? 
The SPEAKER. The rule of the Heuse requires an adjournment at 
5 o'clock, but the House has always the power to take a recess or to 


adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I withdraw the motion fora 
recess, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I renew it. 


The motion for a recess was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock 
and 58 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until half past 7 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House at half past 7 p. m. resumed 
its session. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills under 
the special order for Friday evening sessions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole for 
ne purpose of considering bills on the Private Calendar under the special 
order. ; 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that mem- 
bers present may be allowed to call up such bills as they desire. I 
think it is only just to those who attend these Friday evening sessions 
that they should have that preference, and in my judgment after the 
bills so called up are disposed of we ought to stop. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MRS. MARIA WALKER. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr, Chairman, I desire to call up House bill No. 6311, 
granting arrears of pension to Mrs. Maria Walker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized py SSS EIE, to pay to Maria Walker, widow of Jobn H. Walker, a sol- 
dier of the Revolutionary war, arrears of pension from the 4th of March, 1860, 
the date at which she was dropped from fho nsion-roll; and that the said 
Maria Walker be, and is hereby, restored to rights as a pensioner of the 
Revolutionary war. 
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The Committee on Pensions recommend an amendment striking ont 
all of the bill after the word ‘‘sixty,”’ in line 7, and inserting the words 
‘‘to March 9, 1878, at the rate of $8 per month,” 

Mr. MILLS. I move the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman. I would like to hear the report in 
that case. 

The report (by Mr. WOLFORD) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6311) grant- 
aes of poem to Mrs. Maria Walker, submit the following report: 
rs. Maria Walker is the widow of John H. Walker, who wasa privatesoldier 
in Captain Henry's company, Colonel Alexandet’s regiment, Georgia militia, in 
the war for American independence. Mrs. Walker became his wife on March 
14,1815. Her hugband died in 1836, and she has never remarried. Under the act 
of. February 3, 1553, which provided for the pensioning of the widows of Revolu- 
tionary soldiers who were married after the year 1800, she was placed on the pen- 
n-roll from the date of that act, and continued to draw a pension up to March 

860, at which time she was dropped from the rolls. She was restored to the 
rolis under the act of March 9, 1878, at the rate of $8 per month. a 

Mrs. Walker has made several applications to the Pension Office to be al- 
Jowed payment of her pension for time during which she was suspended 
from the rolls, but is and has been unable to comply with the requirement of 
that office as to proof of loyalty to the United States during the period of the 
Jate civil war, an a native and always a resident of the South, she natur- 
ally sympathi: with her people,to whom only,at her then advanced age, 
could she look for counsel and relief. 

Mrs. Walker is now over ninety years of a in straitened circumstances, 
and largely dependent upon relatives and friends for a home and support, her 
only income being the $ per month she now receives since she was restored to 


the rolls. 
Mrs. Walker is one of the very few, perhaps the only widow of a soldier of the 


Revolutionary war now living; and in view of the facts it would seem eein o 4 
one for the American Congress to pay to this old lady the small sum whi 
the bill will allow, and thereby place her for the remainder of her days, which 
must be very short at best, beyond the reach of want. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do , with the following 
amendment: Strike out all after the word “sixty,” in line 7 of the bill, and in- 
sert the words “to March 9, 1878, at the rate of $8 per month,” 


The CHAIRMAN, Thé question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the committee. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this bill, as amended, 
will be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. : 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I know of no instance where we have 
voted arrears to these pensioners, and I know of many cases where the 
parties were really suffering and where arrears should have been granted 
if we are to depart from the rule at all. Ido not know why we should 
make an exception in this instance. $ 

Mr. MILLS. -I did not hear distinctly the remark of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. PRICE. I say that this is in direct conflict with the rule that 
has guided us here in dealing with these cases. 

Mr. MILLS. This lady had been receiving a pension for a number 


of years. 

Mr. PRICE. I know it, and I would give her a pension-again. 

Mr. MILLS. She has had her pension restored since 1878. This is 
simply to give it to her from 1860 to 1878, the period during which it 
was 8 nded. 

Mr, PRICE. I know; but whyshould that be done in this case, when 
there are so many other cases where we refuse to do it? 

Mr. MILLS. So many other Revolutionary pensioners, the widows 
of Revolutionary soldiers ? 

Mr. PRICE. No; but so many widows of soldiers who served you 
and me and the country. 

Mr. MILLS.” Do you know of any other case just like this? 

Mr. PRICE. Oh, no. I presume there are no two cases on the pen- 
sion rolls entirely alike, : : 

Mr. OSBORNE. ‘This lady was entitled to the pension all these years. 

Mr. PRICE. The constituted authorities decided otherwise. 

Mr. MILLS. She was simply dropped from theroll. She was living 
in the South, within the fire-circle at that time, and, I suppose, without 
knowing anything about her, or knowing whether she was loyal or dis- 
loyal, they simply dropped her from the roll; and then in 1878, I pre- 
sume, upon proper proofs they restored her, and she has been drawing 
her pension san ever since that time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. DoI understand that this case was dropped from 
the roll in 1860? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; in 1860. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘There were many cases of that kind. 

Mr. BURROWS.: Mr. Chairman, let me inquire whether this report 
is the unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill comes from the Committee on Pensions. 
As to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I will say that in cases simi- 
lar to this that have come before that committee where parties were 
improperly dropped from the roll we have recommended restoring them 
and placing them back as they were before they were dropped. I re- 
member one case last winter where a man got $2,800 arrears. If this 
lady was entitled to be restored to the pension-roll at all she is entitled 
to receive a pension for all the time that she was dropped from the roll, 
and the Pension Office by restoring her admit that they did wrong in 
dropping her. I think she ought to receive tlie arrears. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I will not take up the time of the com- 


see Ti arguing the question, but will content myself by voting against 
e bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. ; . 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CLARK BOON. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
House bill 7931, increasing the pension of Clark Boon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Clark Boon, late a member of 
ove ad H, Thirty-third Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, to the sum Of $24 per 
month, 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment 
striking out in the last line of the bill the words ‘‘twenty-four dollars 
per month’? and inserting ‘‘twelve dollars per month, to take effect 
from and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to.. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY HOWARD FARQUHAR. 


Mr, MAYBURY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to take 
up House bill 1201 for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar. 

The bill was read, as follows: _ 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary Howard 
Farquhar, widow of the late Maj. and Bvt. Lieut. Col. Francis V. j larar Sia Corps 
of Engineers, United States Army, and daughter of the late Maj. Gen. Alpheus 
S. Williams, United States volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the 
pension which she no w receives, 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment, 
striking out, in line 9 of the bill, the word “ fifty ” and inserting the 
word ‘'forty.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this bill will be laid - 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. . 
Mr. PRICE. There is objection, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. MAYBURY. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
The motion was agreed to. f 


LYDIA HADLOCK, 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up House bill 1142, 
granting a pension to Lydia Hadlock. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the act of Congress Sepcore March 9, 1878 (20 tes at Large, 

ge 27), the name of Lydia Hadlock, of Lexington, Mass., widow of Colburn 
Padlock, who served three months in the war of 1812. P 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. - 


GERIAH COLLINS. 
I call up the bill (S. 891) granting a pension to 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
Geriah Collins. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted &c, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the ions and 
limitations of the eye laws, the name of Geriah Collins, formerly of Com- 
pany D, Thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteers. é 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


DUNCAN FORBES. 


Mr. ROWELL. I call up the bill (H. R. 8336) granting an in 
of pension to Duncan Forbes. i 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to allow Duncan Forbes, late a puras in Company F, 
Sixteenth United States Infantry, a pension on accountof wound of right breast, 
in addition to that now received by him for wound of right ankle. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


REBECCA ROBERTS. 


Mr. RIGGS. I call up the bill (H. R. 8111) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Roberts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, €c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro!l the name of Rebecca Roberts. 
widow of Clark Roberts, who was lately surgeon of the One hundred and first 
ass pone Illinois Volunteers, at the rate provided by the pension laws for 
widows of surgeons in volunteer ts. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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ISAAC FOSSETT. 
Mr. PETERS. I call up the bill (H. R. 5261) granting a pension to 
Isaac Fossett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, c., That the Secre of the Interior be directed to place the 


name of Isaac Fossett, late a private in Company K, First Minnesota Cavalry, 
on the pension-roll, and pay him a pension, subject to the provisions and limita- 
ons of the pension laws, from the date of the passage of this act. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
> MARTHA M'ILWAIN. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I call up the bill (H. R. 7162) granting a 
pension to Martha McIlwain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Martha Mcllwain, widow of Robert J. 
Mcliwain, late a sergeant of Company K, Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Re- 
serves, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

SUSAN SMITH. 
S a BURROWS. Icall upthe bill (H. R. 4552) for the relief of Susan 
mith. 
The bill was read, as follows: . 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan Smith, widow of , late 
net oe of Company I, One handred and eighty-fourth Regiment 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Aiter the word ‘‘of,” in line 6, insert ‘‘ Michael Smith,” and after 

. the word ‘‘regiment,”’ in line 7, insert the word ‘‘ Pennsylvania.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN E. DOGGETT. 
I call up the bill (H. R. 8372) granting a pension 
t. 


Mr. MATSON. 
to John E, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be en £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John E. tt, 
son of George R. Doggett, late a private in Company L, Eighth Indiana Cav- 
alry, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

After the word “cavalry,” in line 6, insert “as a dependent child of said sol- 
der, and pay him a pension of $12 a month.” f 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ported'to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANNA A. PROBERT. : 


Mr. MORRILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 7703) granting a pension 
to Anna A. Probert. . 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Anna A. Probert, 
widow of George C. Probert, late a first lieutenant in the Third Ohio Cavalry, 
mna to pay her a pension subject to the provisionsand limitations of the pension 

aws. . 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


ELLEN CORCORAN. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY. I call up the bill (H. R. 1815) granting a pen- 
sion to Ellen Corcoran. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place the name of Ellen Corcoran, sister of Eugene Corcoran, late 
sepan of the Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll 
at the rate of $20 per month. 5 5 


Mr. PRICE. I move to amend this bill by striking out the clause 
which fixes the rate of ion. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred H ouse bill 1815 

having had the same under consideration, submit the following report: É 
- Eugene P. Corcoran was chaplain of the Sixty-first Ohio Infantry Regiment 

and served faithfully from December 4, 1861, to January 25, 1863. he en- 
tered said service he was sound, healthy,and vigorous. Inthe winter of 1862-63 
he was captured, and subjected to exposure and severe weather without per 
clothing or food, and thereby contracted disease of throat and lungs, which re- 
sulted in his death after a continuous illness of three years. He returned from, 
the Army a physical wreck, and never afterward grew better. 

He was ordained a priest of the Catholic Church about March or April, 1856, 
at the city of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

By the well-known Set aa of that church he was not, of course, permitted 
to marry, and by the equally well-known care exercised by the ecclesiastical au- 
thorities of that church to prevent scandals and immoral conduct amon: 


its 
clergy, it became necessary to provide for him a housekeeper whose 


ns 


to him would be such as to preciude any and all fears on that head. The appli- 
cant, Ellen Corcoran, was his sister. In 1856 this brother and sister cntered 


into 


an agreement, with the consent of their parents,and at the earnest request of 
the late Archbishop Purcell, who was Chaplain Corcoran’s ecclesiastical supe- 
rior. By the terms of this agreement the sister was to take entire charge of all 
the domestic affairs of the brother during their mutual lives, and to abandon 
all other vocations and pursuits, to live a life of celibacy, and devote herself 


wholly and solely to the service of her brother as his housekeeper. In return 
he was to maintain her, and, if she survived him, to leave her such property as 


he might own at his death. 
This agreement was carried out to the letter. The sister refused many ad- 


van us offers of marriage, and other offers to change her condition, and 

nu and cared for her brother during his long illness as devotedly as any 

wife could have done,and at serious injury to her health, as well as great ex- 

se to herself. -He made her his sole legatee by will, but left no property, 

t was all consumed, and mostly, too, by his long illness. Since his death she 

has remained single. and has had no means of support except her own labor. 
She is now in advanced years and feeble health. 

This brave soldier gave his life to his native country, and performed services 
as necessary in the eyes of those who reccived them as were the services of the 
greatest heroes. and commanders of that unhappy war; and his services con- 
tributed as much to that perfect discipline, undaunted courage, and consequent 
victory as any other element of success, the fruits of which are being now en- 
forea by a united people. Were the applicant for a nation's gratitude and 

unty the wife of such a man, no one would question her right to demand what 
she now asks as a favor owing to the peculiar circumstances surrounding the 
matter. It is unique in its facts, and it is doubtful if another such case can be 
found in the whole United States. à 

We therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PRICE'S amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out “ twenty,” and insert “subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws.” 

Mr. MATSON. That would make the bill inoperative. There is no 
law providing a pension for a dependent sister of a soldier over sixteen 
years of age, and this one is over that age. To amend the bill so as to 
provide for a pension subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws would be in effect to make it inoperative. To make it 
operative a rate must be fixed. ‘ 

This man'was a chaplain; and the bill as reported puts this depend- 
ent sister upon the pension-roll at the same rate as the widow of a chap- 
lain, which is $20 a month. If the bill is to be passed the rate ought 
to remain as itis.  . 

Mr. PRICE. I had no idea of destroying the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘The rate provided in the bill is the same as that 
allowed the widow of a chaplain. 

Mr. PRICE. I have learned something, and as I had no intention 
of destroying the bill I will withdraw my amendment. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

I. R. DUKE. 

Mr. PRICE. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 1098) granting a 
pension to H. R. Duke. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it en &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of H. R. Duke, late a member of Com- 
pany K, Seventh eian of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. . 

ae K. G. BILLINGS. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 2242) 
restoring to the pension-roll the name of K. G. Billings. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is Beroni au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of K. G. Billings, of Lancaster 
County, South Carolina, formerly a soldier in the Mexican war, the pension to 
begin at and run from the date of the last payment to the said K. G. Billings. 


The amendment of the committee strikes out the following words: 
The pension to begin at and run from the dateof the last payment to the said 
K. G. Billings. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I trust the amendment will not 


‘be adopted, as it deprives this old gentleman of the back pension he is 


entitled to for the time he was dropped from the pension-roll. If the 
amendment be adopted he will be restored to the pension-roll from 
this date only, while if the amendment be rejected his pension will 
date back to the time when he was dropped. Unless some good reason 
is shown why he should be deprived of his back pension I trust the 
amendment will not be adopted. . . 

Mr. DOCKERY. In these cases I believe it is the uniform practice 
to apply such a restriction. 

Mr. MATSON. If this man has been wrongfully dropped from the 
pension-roll he ought to be restored as others have been. I do notun- 
derstand it is the practice to restore them from and after the passage of 
the act, but on the contrary that where a man is restored to the pen- 
sion-roll he is restored without limitation. 

The proposition to restore to the pension-roll proceeds unon the idea 
the man has been wrongfally dropped, and justice is to be done to him, 
It is not the granting of a pension de novo, but doing justice where 
wrong has been committed. Ido not understand this bill, therefore, 
without the amendment contravenes the well-established practice of 
the House. 

Mr. BYNUM. What was the cause of his being dropped from the 
pension-roll ? 
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Mr. MATSON. That is what I would like to know; and I therefore 
eall for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. LANDES) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Kennedy 
G. preg asking to be restored to the pension-rolls, and for back pension, sub- 
mit the following report: 

e commi are or onanie find that at the outbreak of the war with 
gs enlisted as a lieutenant in Ca; *s com- 


e reduced, 
oo hundred and fifteen to but nine or ten men aan ine eer 
tered the ranks with a musket and fought at the battles pultepec and at 
the Garita de Belen in me py ofa Pore molala 

That on the 10th da January, 1854, a pension granted said Billings, 
for services rendered is country in ee war, at the rate Sf si7 per month, pay- 
— recedes wee A on the 4th of March and the 4th of September, at the Charles- 

oe tear the pension so granted him was paid regularly up to the 4th 

AR sa 1860, when, without assigning any reason, oon, the agent declined 

Pye: him anything more, and he has recei no payment on account of said 
pension since sai entioned date. 

Your jonang ores are of the opinion that said beret sence be restored to the 
pension-rolls at the rate of $17 per month, and to tend report the accom- 
panying bill, with recommendation that it do pass, amended, however, by 
striking out all after the words “ Mexican war,” in the seventh line. 


Mr. BYNUM. Ishould like to hear some explanation from the gen- 
Senan mhio made the report why this man was dropped from the pen- 
sion-roll? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I was informed by the gentleman who made the 
report he had sent to the Pension Office for the papers connected with 
the case, and I presumè if any reason had been given why this old gen- 
tleman was dropped it would haye been reported to the House, But 
so far as the committee is concerned they seemed to have obtained no 
reason why he was drop 

Mr. STEELE. Do you know this man yourself? STAS 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ido. 

Mr. STEELE. Was he loyal during the war? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think not. 

Mr. ROWELL. If he was in the confederate army he certainly 
should not be paid during that time. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The whole matter is in the report, and it is for 
the House to decide upon-the amendment submitted. . 

The amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thé question is om ayine eyes aside to bere- 
ported to the House with the recommendation it pass as amended. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. It seems to me there ought to be 
some reason given why this man was dropped from the pension-roll. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment striking out that part of the 
bill has been agreed to, so that it now restores him to the pension-roll 
from and after the of the act. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. That is all right, but it is not suffi- 
cient. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. The report does not show why he was dropped 
from the m-roll, and surely we can not cast reflection upon the 
Pension Gites whith a ed this case as it has all others, and it has 
not been shown so far that the Pension Office was mistaken. Until 
that is shown we certainly should not give this man back pension. 
The bill, I believe, should be recommitted, or at least it should not 
pass until we know why he was dropped. I move its recommittal to 
the Committee on Pensions for further consideration. 

Mr. MATSON. I rise to a question of order. This matter has been 
disposed of in the committee; and the motion of the gentleman is not 
proper in committee. It can only be made in the House. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. This bill has not been disposed of. The motion 
I am aware can not be made in committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the House was dividing 
upon the question of laying the bill aside at the time the gentleman 
addressed the Chair. The Chair had already taken the affirmative vote 
on the bill as amended, and at that stage the gentleman from Tennessee 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BAYNE. The proper time to make the motion is when the bill 
comes up in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state that it is within the por 
ince of any member to make the motion in the House when the bill i 
reached. 

The Chair will submit the motion on laying the bill aside. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

CYRUS DUBBS. 


e voluntarily en- 


Mr. BOUND. I ask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 7407) grant- | 320 


ing a pension to Cyrus Dubbs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it ‘enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, em: powered, and directed to place on the pension-roll, 
the provisions aa limitations of = n laws, the name of Cyrus 
blind brother of Hiram N. Dubbs, late of Company F, Fourth Penn- 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 


Strike ont line 5, “subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 


laws,” and insert “at the rate of $12 į per month.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill asamended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY F. BLAKE. 
Mr. PINDAR. I ask to call up House bill No. 1520, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary F. Blake. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he pinerih au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Mary F. Blake, wido mo io O me 
pe 


late Commodore Homer Crane Blake, United States Navy, from $30 
month, said increase to take effect from and after the passage of this 


Mr. BYNUM. . I should like to have the report read in ear: case, 
The report (by Mr. PINDAR) was read, as follows: 

The claimant is the widow of Homer C. Blake, late commodore in the United 
States Navy, who died from disease contracted in the service,in the year 1880, 
after an active and efficient service to his country for forty years. is widow 
is in circumstances hiss te aid aia without means of sana support. She 
is now receiving on as such widow of $30 per month, and asks to have it 
increased to $50 per month, and that she be allowed an amount equal to that re- 
ceived by widows of other officers of the rank of commodore. he facts upon 
which she bases her Laer por are fully set forth in her petition and affidavits hereto 

attached and made part of this report, and are sufficient, in the opinion of your 
ET BOS to entitle claimant to the increase asked, and we recommend that 

e o 

Petition and affidavits are as follows: 


Mr. BYNUM. Ido not ask to have the petition accompanying the 
report read, but I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions if it has been usual to grant to the widows of officers of 
this grade such increased pensions. 

. Mr, MATSON. I will say to my colleague that it has been the prac- 
tice, although I think it is a bad one, but nevertheless it has been the 
practice for many years. I have.never fayored this legislation, but it 
has been steadily carried on for ten years past, granting this increase 
of pension to the widows of general officers both. of the Army and 

Navy. 

The question was taken on laying the bill aside; and on a division * 
there were—ayes 27, noes 8. 

So (no further count being demanded) the bill was laid aside to be 
reported tó the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ELIZABETH COLLINS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. I desire to call up Hense bill No. 7722, 
granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Collins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit £c., That pgri fied Interior be, and he is by, au- 
thorized and sofas sion-roll the name of ‘rs, Elizabeth 

Collins, widow of William H. ésiline, te of Co Sera de H, Sixth Regiment of 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to. be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN W. DELP. 


Mr. NEECE. Icall up the bill (H. R. 4460) to pension John W: Delp. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be itenacted, &c., That the Berets. of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pasos on the pension-roll the name of John W. Delp, 
late of Company F, First Kansas Volunteers, subject tò the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws. 

The bill was lad aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS A. ROWLEY. 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I call up House bill 6250 to increase 
the pension of Thomas A. Rowley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the passage of this act Thomas A. Row- 
ley, late a bri ett nora of volunteers, shall be entitled to receivean increase 


pension of $10 per month in addition to the allowance heretofore paid to uin; 
the same to be subject to the provisions and limitations of the Genuine 


Mr. WATSON. I would like to have the report read in this case. 
The report (by Mr. Swore) is as follows: 

Thomas A. Rowley was colonel of the One hundred and second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; promoted to be ie eral, He is now inre- 
ceipt of $15 m month for injuries: received at the eof Fair FO Va., which 
disabilities ibed as follows by the examining s 

“There is a aa rena one inch tothe left of crest of occipital mone over inferior 
curved line, The cicatrix is tender, with considerable ae of periosteum 
He complains of pain radiating from cicatrix over left side of head. He states 
that seven pieces of bone have been removed and dise! from site of wound. 
He also states that since receipt of injury he has had frequent attacks of hemi- 
crania. We think the present rating too low—disability one-half.” 

General Rowley’s d ha Para a een a ainor the 


ogre JOHNSTON, of Indiana, Mr. as, I will ask if this ap- 
plicant has not his remedy before the Department for an increase of pen- 
sion? And Iask this because I understand it has been the rule of this 
Committee on Invalid Pensions to report no bills here as long as there 
is a remedy in the ent. Ihave had some such rulings made 
me, and want it to be carried out if it is to be the principle on 

these bills are reported. 
Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I do notsupposethis man can be rated 
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higher than $15, which amount he is getting now by the Department; 
and, I presume, the rating is correct, acco 
wound. But the committee undoubtedly favored the increase because 
of certain circumstances surrounding the case. This man wasa worthy 
and distinguished officer in the Mexican war, and he also served with 
gallentry and distinction in the late war. Heis an old man, seventy- 
six years of age and upward, and in reduced circumstances. He has 
been quite unfortunate in business matters, and for these reasons I pre- 
sume the increase was made. 

There is one portion of the bill which I think ought to be stricken 
from it, and that is the provision which makes it subject to the limit- 
ations and restrictions of the pension laws. I therefore move to strike 
out in the sixth and seventh lines the words: N 

The same to be subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


I do this because I think the increase from $15, which he is now re- 
ceiving, to $25 per month with that incumbrance upon it would prob- 
ably make some difficulty in interpreting the bill. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to quibble about an in- 
crease of $10 to a man who had been severely wounded, but the position 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions have uniformly taken on such ques- 
tions has been correctly stated by my colleague, that is to refuse Con- 
gressional aid where the applicant has a perfect remedy in the Depart- 
ment, If this bill is to be taken upon the question purely of the man’s 

. disability he has a perfect remedy in the office, because if he was-en- 
tirely disabled from the performance of manual labor and holding the 
rank of colonel or brigadier-general, he would beentitled to$30a month. 
But the surgeons who have examined him fix the disability at one-half 
hard labor, and rated him accordingly at $15 per month; so that those 
who were competent to determine the character of the disability fix the 
rate at that amount. Congress, of course, if it thinks proper can with 
or without reason increase the pension ten or fifteen or any other sum of 
dollars per month; but the question is whether wecan afford to increase 
a man’s pension on our own motion, asagainst the examination of compe- 
a fects who have investigated the case and fixed the degree of the 
ility. . 

If we undertake that, we are undertaking to do a thing where we 
must necessarially do great injustice; because no one is as competent 
as the physicians who make a personal examination of the applicant. 
My colleague [Mr. Jounsros | atated the rule correctly, and that was 
the reason why I asked for the reading of the report, becanse I was 
struck at once by the language of the bill, “‘to increase the pension $10 
a month,” 

I will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that 
the words in the bill ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws’’ would not defeat the increase, because the language of 
the bill is absolute. The bill provides thé pension shall be increased 
$10 a month, and after that I apprehend the construction would be that 
the uan would be subject to the provisions and limitations of the 

WS. 

Mr. BAYNE. -If that is the interpretation of the language of the 
bill I would have no objection to have these words leftin and would not 
press the amendment. 


There are some considerations which make this case exceptional.- 


General Rowley is a man well advanced in life; he is seventy-seven 
years of age, and he has been very unfortunate. He is in very poor 
circumstances. He is a man who fought all through the Mexican war. 
He went into the late war for the Union, and all through that 
war. He is certainly deserving of this consideration. He was a brave 
and gallant soldier, and is well liked by all his le around him at 
ae; and they would all like to have this deration extended to 
him. 

Mr. STEELE. Do you not think if these words are leftin he would 
only get the $15? à 

Mr. BAYNE. After the explanation of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Matson] I think the proposition is absolute; the $10 would be 
added, and then in the event of his disability being increased he might 
be rated even higher than the $25 which he will get if the bill becomes 
law. I withdraw the amendment. 

The bill was laide aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that itdo pass. 

MRS. ARLANTA T. TAYLOR. 


Mr. BYNUM. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7310) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Arlanta T. Taylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Arlanta T, Taylor,widow of John T. 
‘Taylor, who wasa private in Company B, First Engineers Missouri Volunteers. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MARY A, VAN ETTEN. 
Mr. BAKER. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6170) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Van Etten. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
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and 


thorized and directed to place on the pension- subject to the 
limitations of the pension law, the name of Mary A. Van idow of James 
. Van Etten, late of Company A, Thirteenth Regiment of New York Volunteers. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 


MRS. ANNIE C. OWEN. 


Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Icall up for consideration the bill (S. 
1850) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie Č. Owen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacled, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll, and subject to the limitations of the law, 
the name of Annie C. Owen, widow of Mortimer B, Owen, late of Com- 
pany G, Fifty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LYDIA 8. JOHNSON. 


Mr. SAWYER. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 8078) for _ 
the relief of Lydia S. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Lydia 8. Joh , of Yates, 
Orleans County, New York, and a-nurse in the Army duting the late civil war, 
and to pay her the sum of $12 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY MARSH. 


Mr. HAYNES. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 685) granting 
a ion to Mary Marsh. 
e bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the i dar ted and | 
limitations of the pension la the name of Mary Mara daug ter of the late 
Charles Marsh, of Company A, New Ham re Volunteers. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 


After the word “ on-roll,” in line 4, strike out the words “ subject to the 
tions of the pension laws.” 
the word “ volunteers,” in line 7, insert the words “ and pay her a pen- 


After the A 
sion at the rate of $12 dollars per month.” 


` Mr. DUNHAM. I should like to hear the report in that case read. 
This seems to be an exception to the general rule. 
The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 685 
granting a pension to Mary Marsh, have had the same under consideration, an: 


,and his widow made 
application to the same office. Her ae wes jected, on pene ghee mr 

the disease of the bowels, from w. the soldier and husband died, origi- 
nated after discharge from the service. An examination of the evidence shows 
clearly to committee that the said disease originated from the kick of a 
horse received by the soldier while in the line of duty. This disease is shown 
to be clearly traceable to and to have existed continuously from the time of 
the i aie seve in the service until his death. 

“It popular ae an vga that in cases of doubt it is well to give the sol- 
dier the benefit of the bt. This is not, however, a case of reasonable doubt. 
No jury of his countrymen would hesitate for a moment upon the evidence in 
this case to find that the cause of death originated in the servico, and to give to 
the widow of the soldier the benefit of the laws. 

“The on y is now also.dead, and the bill is for the relief of a deformed and 
ess child. 

e committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out all from 
word “subject,” in line 4, to word “Jaws,” in line 5, inclusive; also, insert after 
word “ volunteers,” in line 7, the words “and her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month,” and that as so amended the bill do pass, 


The amendments of the committee were adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


EVELINE HUNT. 


Mr. COWLES. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 1539) granting 
a pension to Eveline Hunt, widow, and the minor children of Lewis 
Hunt, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit uaaa bom That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the names of Eveline Hunt,as the widow of 

wis Hunt, deceased, late of Company O, Seventy-sixth Regiment Enrolled Mis- 
souri Militia, and the minor children and heirs of the said Lewis Hunt, deceased. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 

In line 5, strike out the word “names ” and insert ‘“‘ name;" after the word 
“militia,” in line 8, strike out the words “and the minor children and heirs of 
the said Lewis Hunt, deceased,” < 


The amendments were to. - 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that-it do pass. 


C. K. HUGHES. 


Mr. OSBORNE. I call up for consideration the bill (H, R. 2144) 
granting a pension to C. K. Hughes. 


4536 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of C. K. Hu: late 
major of the One hundred and forty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recow- 
mendation that it do pass, ee 

DAVID M. RENNOE. 
Mr. HALSELL, I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7914) to 
increase the pension of David M. Rennoe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of David M. Rennoe, late a pri- 
vate in Company H of the Twenty-ninth iment Indiana Volunteers, a1.@ pa; 
him a pension at the rate of $40 per month, in lieu of the pension now received, 


The Committee on Invalid: Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 
In line 7, strike out “H0” and insert " $30.” 
The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
LUCY G. DUTCHER. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I call up the bill (H. R. 6430) granting a pension 
to Lucy G. Dutcher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy G, Dutcher, widow of Na- 
thaniel Dutcher, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
. mendation that it do pass. 


JACKSON STEWARD. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I call up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 7979) granting a pension to Jackson Steward. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jackson Steward, 
Jate a member of Companies C and E of the Sixth Kansas Volunteers, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. f A 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
J. D. HAWORTH, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairmain, I move to take up Senate bill 
No. 1253 granting a pension to J. D. Haworth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of J/ D. Haworth, late a member of 
Company H, Thirty-third Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and who was 
trausferred,on account of disability, to Company H, Twenty-first Veteran Re- 
serve Corps, 5 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

WILLIAM POWELL. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to take up 
Senate bill 1420, granting a pension to William Powell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enac'ed, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
luuitation of the pension laws, the name of William Powell, late a private in 
Cumpanuy D, Sixth Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. C. A. BAILEY. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I call up Senate bill 1830, granting 
a pension to Mrs. C. A. Bailey. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: etme 

Be it enacied, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, O. A. Bailey, widow of Albert 
Bailey, deceased, late a private in Company H, Forty-sixth Regiment of Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry. : 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CECELIA C. M’KENNA. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I moveto take up House bill 
7509, granting a pension to Cecelia C. McKenna. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cecelia C, McKenna, mother of John 
H. McKenna, late a a in the United States Marine Corps, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $35 per month from and after the passage of this act, the 
same to be in lieu of the pension now received by her. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment, 
striking out, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’? the word “ thirty- 
five” and inserting ‘‘twenty-five.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES I; MILLER. 


Mr. HANBACK. Mr. Chairman, I call up House bill 8332, increas- 
ing Se pension of James L. Miller. å 
he bill was read, as follows: 5 
d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


Be it enacted. 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of James L. Miller, late of Com- 
pany Q, First Kentucky Cavalry, to $72 per month. 


Me BYNUM. I think we had better have the report in that case 


read. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, the report is very long, and if it 
will be satisfactory to the gentleman, I will ask my colleague [Mr. 
HANBACK ] to make a statement of the case. 

Mr. HANBACK. Mr. Chairman, I can state the case just as it is. 
This soldier, James L. Miller, lives in the town of Gaylord, in my State. 
I visited him there last November. He is totally helpless and has been 
for six years; he is paralyzed. He is now drawing $50 a month. He 
requires constant attendance, day and night. He has ne ia and 
has tobe relieved by the use of morphine; and I can state from personal 
observation that around his body there is a broad band of cauterized 
flesh where the injections of morphine have been made. It is the most 
pitiful sight I ever saw in my lile, and the case is just as it is stated in 
the report and as I have stated it. I do not think the man has long to 
live; indeed, the wonder is that he has lived so long. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What family has he? 

Mr. HANBACK. He has three or four children. He was a mem- 
ber of Company C, First Kentucky Cavalry. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is he the only sick member 
of his family? 

Mr. HANBACK. Yes; but he is sick enough for the whole family. 
(Laughter. ] : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The proposition now is to 
give him $72 a month ? : 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] will allow me to make a suggestion, I will state that under 
the existing law a man who has lost both arms or Soth feet or both 
eyes receives $72 a month; but a man who is absolutely paralyzed 
and helpless, needing constant attendance, as seems to be the case here, 
can not get under the existing law a higher pension than $50 a month, 
Now this bill proposes to give this man the same pension that would 
be granted under the law to a man who had lost both arms or both 
feet, or both eyes. 

Mr. HANBACK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state also that I pre- 
sented this case to the Commissioner of Pensions, and he said that he 
would be entirely willing, under the evidence before him, to allow this 
eases at the rate of $72 a month if he had authority under the law. 

here is no question at all about the justice of this bill, and I hope the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] will not oppose it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, let it go. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN H. HUNTER, 


Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to take up House bill 5324, 
granting a pension to John H. Hunter. i 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Hunter, late a private in 
Company B, One hundred and forty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIHU JONES. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up Senate bill 823, 
granting a pension to Capt. Elihu Jones. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elihu Jones, late captain of Com» 
pany G, Eighth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

. There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY SULLIVAN, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to call up House bill 308, granting a pension to Mary Sulli- 
van. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Mary Sullivan, widow of Michael Sullivan, late a 
private in Company K, Ninety-third Regiment Illinois Volunteers, _ 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


o 


ANS 
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NIRA D. GWYNNE. 
: es WARNER oona, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
o up House bill 1361, giving a pension to Nira D. Gwynne. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Nira D. Gwynne, widow of the late N, M. L. 
Gwynne, a private in Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Ohio Cavalry, and 
that she be allowed a pension of $50 a month from and after th this 


sory e passage of 

The amendment by the Senate was read, as follows: 

After the word “cavalry ” strike out all to the end of the bill and insert the 
words “and pay her a pension at the rate of twenty-five dollars per month,” 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that the Senate 
amendment be concurred in and that the bill do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

M. ROMAHN. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I call up the bill (S. 1441) granting a pen- 
sion to M. Romahn. 

Mr. MORRILL, If the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LA For- 
LETTE] will yield to me I will move to take up these Senate bills in 
their order. There are about a dozen of them. 

Mr. MATSON. I object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill called up by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin will be read. : 

The Clerk read as follows: e 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au. 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the prov 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M. Romahn, late a private in 
Company K, Thirty-seventh Regiment of lowa Volunteer Infantry. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JANE CARR. 
Mr. SPOONER. I call up the bill (S. 1431) granting a pension to 


Jane Carr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Jane Carr, widow of Colwell Carr, 
late a private in Company F, Thirtieth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
and Company E, Twentieth Regiment of the Veteran Reserve Corps, on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Let us have the reportin that 
case read, 
The report (by Mr. Swope) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions. to whom was referred the bill (S. 1431) 
granting a pension to Jane Carr, hapten. J examined the same, concur in the 
Senate printed report hereunto attached, and recommend the passage of the 


` bill. 


The petitioner is the widow of Calwell Carr, late a private in emer mo F, 
Thirteenth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, and who, during his lifetime, 
received a pension for disabilities incurred while in the service, The petitioner 
claims that his death, which occurred October 14, 1834, was the result of the disa- 
bilities for which he was pensioned. 

The widow’s claim for pension was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions 
for the reason that the mortality certificate, given by Donnel Hughes, M. D., of 
Philadelphia, attributed the cause of death to cancer of the stomach, 

Inasu uent affidavit the same physician testifies as follows: 

“Previous to pa paa A post-mortem examination affiant gave certificate of 
death, stating cause to be cancer in the sto: h. First saw well Carr about 
two weeks before his death ; found him to be suffering from a severe abdominal 
inflammation of a chronic character. After death made an examination and 
found he had chronic inflammation of the peritoneum and enlarged and typical 
palarial liver, From a history of the case and from what was seen during life 
and from results of post-mortem examination, affiant believes all his ill health 
and early death were caused from exposure during his service in the Army.” 

In a subsequent affidavit he says: 

“ My opinion is that the man died from effects of itonitis caused by the gun- 
shot wound or from exposure at the time of the injury.” 

There is other medical testimony to the same effect. 

Your committee report the bill favorably with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass, 
WILLIAM H. MOORE. e 


Mr. PERKINS. Icall up the bill (S. 1509) granting a pension to 
William H. Moore. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension ery) the name of William H. Moore, late of Com- 
pany F, Thirtieth egtusent owa Volunteers, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1509) 
granting a pension to William H, Moore, submit the following report: 

Your committee adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as fol- 
lows, and recommend the paare of the bill: 

“That the claimant, Will Moore, enlisted August 13, 1862, in Company 
F, Thirtieth Regiment Iowa Volunteers, and that he was discharged June 5, 
1865. Made application for pension April 18, 1881, alleging in his declaration— 

“That on or about Augun 25, 1862, while in the United States service, and in 
the line of duty at Keokuk, Iowa, he contracted mea-les.’ 

“The claim was by the Department on the ground that the “ dis- 


abilities from which claimant is disabled do not result from the cause alleged, 
namely, measles, with the exception of nasal catarrh, which is susceptitle of 
proof as haying so resulted,’ 


‘“The claimant testifies— 


being removed from hospital to camp under the d of Dr. H (now 
dead), in which fall he received iane to his back (lumbar region) from which 
meurrence of said injury he was keptathead- 


n, whose whereabouts is 
unknown. After discharge was treated by Dr. Quigley (now dead); has since 
taken counsel, but has treated himself. No other d Claims that said in- 
juries affect his spinal column; was treated at the medical college hospital, 
Keokuk, Iowa.’ 

“ The soundness of the claimant prior to enlistment is clearly shown by the 
affidavits of a number of witnesses. Captain Woodson and Lieutenant Miller 


testify : 

ore That claimant contracted measles about October, 1862, at Camp Lincoln, Ke- 
okuk, Iowa; that he was in the hospital abouta month before his health would 
permit of his return to his company, and while being transferred received inju- 
ries to his back (lumbar region) from which he has never recovered.’ 

“Dr. D. B. Allen, su n, testifies that he did not keep a record, and can not 
call to mind any individual cases. 

“ Dr. Price testifies— 

“*That he was oana prior to enlistment; that he prescribed for him A 
28,1862, for measles, Affiant was then acting oo steward, Remembers 
conversing with him at his home about his still ering with pain in his back, 
result of army service during the summer of 1865. Has not treated him since 
service; has an impression of treating him at diffetent times while in the serv- 
ice, but can't fix dates; has an indistinct recollection that the claimant reported 
at sick call at Helena, Ark., in ‘December, 1562.’ 

“Dr, O. G. Lewis testifies—  . 

“*That he kept no record and can not call to mind individual cases, That he 
treated claimant on the steamer Stephen Decatur on the way from Saint Louis, 
Mo., to Vicksburg, Miss., about December, 1862, for Jame back, supposed to be 
the result of m oon an which he was just recovering.’ 

“Dr. Greenleaf testifies— 

“*That he was claimant’s physician prior to enlistment; saw him at Wood- 
ville, Ala., about February, 1864; conversed with him, and he complained of his 


back hurting him.’ 
“Dr. J. A. Maggoed, examining surgeon at Wellington, March 31, 1882, certi- 
fies to his belief that the disability originated in the service and rates him at one- 


boa Harper, Kans., under date of April 1, 1885, rates him at $12 per 
month, and in addition says: s 
“* We find him suffering from nasal catarrh to such an extent fis to completely 
destroy sense of smell; bas also couple of pile tumors, which he says become 
much aggravated when he is suffering from retention of urine.’ 
“ Reports from the Adjutant-General verify presence of all comrades who tes- 
tify, and letters from postmasters substantiate the credibility of all aflants, 
' Your committee are of the opinion that the claim is clearly established, and 
recommend the passage of the bill.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What amount of pension does 
this bill propose to grant? 

Mr. PERKINS. It simply places the man upon the pension-roll 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. The rate 
will be fixed at the Pension Office, as in the case of other pensioners. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MICHAEL DALY. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Icall up the bill (S. 983) granting @ pension to 
Michael Daly. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, do., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael Daly, late of Company B, 
——!, Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, from and after the passage of this 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. WINANS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 983) 
granting a pension to Michael Daly, have examined the same, and adopt the 
Senate report thereon, and recommend that the bill do pass. 

The facts in this case are fully stated in the report of the House Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, during the Forty-eighth Congress (H. R. Report No. 1598), 
which we adopt as follows, and 


recommend the of the bill: 

Soldier enlisted October 4, 1864, and served in Company B, Eleventh Wiscon- 
sin Infantry, until disel September 4, 1865. 

Declaration for pension was filed July 1, 1881, claimant alleging that he was 
taken with chills and fever at Montgomery, Ala., about June, 1865, for which he 
was Gren largo quantities of quinine and other drugs, which so affected him 
hafai Sacked Bi ril 21, 1882, th d that alleged disabi 

aim was pi > upon the groun lity was 
incurred since disen: from the service, i 

James M. Kelly (affidavit filed March 11,1882), William Charlton (affidavit filed 
March 11, 1882), and Thomas Kelly (affidavit filed March 11, 1882), testify to sound- 
ness at and prior to enlistment. 

Lieut. William Chariton, in affidavit filed March 11, 1882, testifies that claimant 
was a faithful soldier, and contracted his alleged disease (chorea) within one 
year after his discharge. 

Comrade Thomas Mannion, in affidavit filed March 11, 1882, testifies that claim- 
ant was taken with fever and ague in June, 1865, while near Montgomery, Ala., 
and was treated by 8 n Wilson, deceased. Claimant was sick with ague 
when he came home and since has been taken with chorea, 

Comrade Thomas Kelly corroborates the above. ‘ 

William Charlton, a resident of Madison, Dane County, Wisconsin, in an afi- 
davit filed March 11, 1882, states that ever since their return from the service he 
has lived in the same town with claimant, and that claimant has steadily grown 
worse, and is at present unfitted for manual labor. 

James M. Kelly, a resident of Madison, Wis., in an affidavit filed March 11, 
1882, states that claimant has suffered from the disease of which he now com- 
plains ever since his return from the Army, and that he is now totaily disabled, 

Dr. William Fox, a resident of Milwaukee, Wis.,in an affidavit fled March 11, 
1882, states that he prescribed for claimant in 1872, for shaking palsy. 

Dr. T. W. Evans, a resident of Madison, Wis., in an affidavit filed March 11, 
1882, states that he has TODARA y picoetine for claimant during the pa three 
— for pain in back, cramps, and spasmodic pain in the muscles, e has suf- 
ae from chorea during the period of affiant’s acquaintance and has been to- 

y 
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Although this claimant has no hospital record, still his lieutenant and two 
comrades testify to contraction of alleged disease in the service, and he has good 


The board of examining surgeons who examined 
state that claimant, in their opinion, is totally inca) obtain: 
subsistence by manual laborfrom the cause stated from 
and fever. also state that the disability is permanent, and in ir opinion 
that said disability originated in the rervice and in line of duty. They state his 
disability as total. 

. Jones, M. C., third Congressional district, Wisconsin, states that 
claimant is a resident of his city, Madison, Wis., and isin a helpless condition 

paralysis. Tne family are very poor and suffering, and they 
cept from the earnings of one daughter as a servant. 

Taking into consideration all the evidence filed and the surgeon's certificate, 
the committee feel it their duty to report in favor of this bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to ask the chairman.of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. Matson], or any other gen- 
tleman who may have charge of this bill, why the Pension Bureau here, 
upon the certificate of the board of surgeons, which is cited in the re- 
port, did not grant this man a pension. I do not profess to be familiar 
with the pension laws. I suppose very few members of the House are 
so. Hence I seek this information. 

Mr. MATSON. All knowof thiscaseI learn from the report, which 
was prépared by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WINANS], whois 
not now present. If I remember the report correctly it states that the 
claim in this case was rejected at the Pension Bureau on the ground that 
the disability had been contracted since the expiration of the soldier’s 
term of service. y 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But it appears in the report 
that since that rejection a board of physicians or surgeons convened, 
perhaps in Madison, Wis.—an examining I suppose, such as we 
are familiar with—delivered an opinion that the disability of the claim- 
ant was the result of sickness contracted during the war. Now, what 
is the defect in our pension laws that prevents this man from getting 
a pension, in view of that certification ? 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, the board of pension examining sur- 
geons are furnished with blanks upon which they make their certifi- 
cates; and in one place the blank calls for a statement of opinion on 
their part as to whether the disease is likely to have resulted from 


military service. -The opinion which the members of the board ex- |" 


press is not based upon any hearing of evidence. It amounts to noth- 
ing more than an opinion froma physical examination of the applicant. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of ped tbat Which is subject to revision 
here? 

Mr. MATSON. Oh, certainly. Thereis nothing conclusiveaboutit. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And thatis accepted here only 
as an opinion, not as direct evidence. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman is correct. - 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will urge no objection to 
granting a pension in this case, though it was refused by the Pension 
Bureau in 1882. The man is, I have no doubt, a very worthy and 
a very suffering citizen, though as a soldier he entered the Army as 
late as October, 1864, and was never in battle, his only service con- 
sisting, perhaps, in being subjected to attacks of chills down in the 
cotton-belt. Notwithstanding the reflection cast upon the opinion of 
the examining board by the Pension Bureau, where their opinion is re- 
vised by competent surgeons, I do not dispute this man’s claim toa 
pension. At the same time Ido not believe he has rendered any meas- 
ure of service that places the country under any particular obligation 
to him, for he never fought a battle or fired a gun. 

But it isa strange thing for a man from the South, whô lived on 
chills and fever part of his life, to say a few chills produced all these 
disastrous effects. I have known many cases of people who had chills, 
and never yet knew one who had the experience this applicant has had 
or who received such permanent and far-reaching effects. 

I have no doubt the Pension Bureau was correct; but here is a case 
where there is undoubtedly a state of suffering. I dissent from these 
proceedings, and believe very many of these cases are impositions upon 
the honest pensioners. I will let this without further objection. 

The bill was laid aside to be to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

WILLIAM P. SQUIRES. 

Mr. SYMES. I call up bill (S. 1227) grantingan increase of pension 
to William P. Squires. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to placeon the pension-roll, sul to the visions and lim- 
itation of the pension laws, the name of William P. of CompanyC, 
Seventy-fifth illinois Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $45 per month, in lieu of 
the pension he isnow ving. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill has been reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions to strike out “fifty” and insert ‘“‘ forty-five ’’ dol- 
lars per month. 

The report of the committee (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1227) 
granting an increase of pension to William P. Squires, submit the following 


Eho claimant enlisted A 


9, 1862, and was discharged March 6,1865. At 
battle of Stone River he veda wound in hand, ng the use- 
fulness of that member. ` at he was w inthe 
left leg, making an amputation necessary. Gangrene set in, rendering it nec- 


essary to perform three subsequent amputations. He refused to receive adis- 
charge and served until the close of the war. y 

Under the general law he can only receive a pension for the loss of the leg. 
This bill pro; to give claimanta pension of $50 per month. Itisnotshown 
that he required the personal attention of another Hose 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with anamendment strik- 
ing out "fifty ” and inserting “ forty-five.” 


[Senate Report No. 261, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How much pension is this man 
receiving now? 

Mr. MORRILL. He is receiving $30 a month for the loss of a leg 
above the knee. He also lost a hand, but .is not receiving anything 
therefor, because the Pension Office can not under existing law pension 
for both disabilities. 

His leg was amputated, but gangrene set in and he was compelled to 
ae amputated twice more, destroying his physical health com- 
pletely. = 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. He is a very gallant and mer- 
itorious man so far as the report is given of him. He is receiving now 
$30 a month? 

Mr. MORRILL. There is no rate between $30 a month and $50 a 
month. The man who lost a leg above the knee or an arm above the 
elbow is pensioned at $30a month. Fortotal disability—total inability 
to perform manual labor—the pension is $50a month. There is no rate 
between $30 and $50. This man does not require the attention of one 
person all the time, and therefore we have fixed the rate at $45 a month, 
the law allowing where the attention of one person is required all the 
time $50 a month. > 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Has this man a family? 

Mr. MORRILL. He has. A 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How many children ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not know; two or three. 

ii Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Are they dependent upon 
im? 

Mr. MORRILL. He is a poor man and has nothing to live upon but 
his pension. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How much did he make when 
in full health ? 

Mr. MORRILL. He is a bright, intelligent man, who would make 
a living anywhere if he was able to perform any duty. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What was his rank during the — 


war? 

Mr. MORRILL. Isaw the man when he was here. 

Me ere of Arkansas. I think the law is liberal 
enough. 

Mr. MORRILL. This man lost not only a leg, but he lost a kand, 
The man who lost a leg by amputation gets $30 a month. 

Mr. MATSON. I agree with the gentleman from Arkansas, the law 
is liberal for a man who lost a leg. This case is another thing, and the 
law is deficient in not providing for it. He has not only lost a leg, but 
he has also losta hand. The bill has not granted him a total disability 
pension, such as is granted in cases requiring the aid and assistance of 
another person, but only $45 a month. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, 
provision of the kind suggested ? 

M~. MATSON. I have had a bill prepared, and have had for some 
time, to remedy the defect in the law. 

I think it is manifestly unjust that a man who has a leg off and other 
wounds should only receive the same pension as one who has only lost 
a leg; but such is the law, and we have been passing these Spena cases 
for relief. Itseems when a man who has lost a leg and hand he is more 
eo the man who has merely lost a leg. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Do you uniformly fix the 
amount at $45 when you pass such bills ? : 

Mr. MATSON. We have graded them according to the degree of 
disability, as shown by the medical examination. Sometimes $45. 
This evening, for instance, we passed a bill raising a pension from $24 
to $30 a month in the case of a soldier who had one leg wounded and the 
ball passed through the other foot, practically disabling him completely. 
In each case, however, we try to regulate the pension by the degree of 
disability shown in the medical testimony. In this case this man has 
had not only the wound in his foot which required amputation, and 
the subsequent additional amputations owing to the improper healing 
of the stump, three amputations in all, which completely shattered his 
general health, but he had the gunshot wound in his hand, completely 
disabling that, and so we fixed the amount at $45—not quite up to the 
standard of entire disability. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I understand this to be a Senate bill 
fixing the amount of the pension in this case at $50 a month, and tho 
committee here propose to amend it by reducing the amount to $45. 


Why does not the law make 


N 


x 


m 
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Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Iam opposed to the amendment un- 
der the circumstances. This is a case where the soldier lost a leg and 
one arm. 

Mr. MORRILL. No; losta hand. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Well, it is practically the same, thing, 
Now, if he had been a captain or a lieutenant or iy tho ne, thing, | 2e 
there would not be, I take it, in accordance with the precedent here | ti 
established, any questions raised about his being increased to 
$50 a month. We have already one bill here to-night raising a 
pension for a widow,. who has no disability, from $30 to $50 a month. 
We have another bill here to-night, a Senate bill, for the pension 
of a widow whose husband did not die from the effect of wounds or in- 
jury contracted in the Army, but simply because he was a brave man 
and held a certain position; and I would like to see a pension bill pass 
here once where the merits and rights of a private soldier could be rec- 
ognized. Ifthere ever was a man who is entitled to a pension of $50 
a month this man certainly i is, wounded as he has been; and I am op- 
posed to concurring in the amendment and want it left at $50, the 
amount fixed by the Senate. 

Mr. MATSON. If my colleague from Indiana will permit me a mo- 
ment I think Ican explain to him so that he can see the reason why 
this was done. If this man was entitled to $50 a month there would be 
no need of our legislation at all; and that is the reason that we reduced 
the Senate bill to $45, because if the disability was such as to entitle 
him to a rating of $50 per month he could get it under the tlaw 
he the Department. Thatis the reason wedid not adopt the Senate 


Now, so far as saying that if he was an officer of higher. rank there 
would not have been any objection to the increase of the pension, let 
me inform my colleague that the general law makes no distinction in 
so far as these higher grades of pensions are concerned, but the dis- 
tinction is only with reference to the lower grades. Congress has not 
shown any disposition to fix these rates, as the gentleman seems to im- 
agine, by special acts; because where the law fixes the grade, and the 
disability is sufficient to warrant the pension, there is no need for leg- 
islation. I think, therefore, the amendment is right. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Let me ask if we have not the power 
to increase the pension? 

Mr. MATSON. Oh, yes; we have the power to make it a thousand 
dollars if we want to. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Then why should not this man have 
this pension as well as any other man? 

Mr. MATSON. Because the Pension Office could give him $50 if he 
wae entitled toit; and that is the reason we objected to the Senate 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. You admit the proposition that if he 
was an officer he would be entitled to it? 

Mr. MATSON. If aS: to get on with the public business we 
will admit anything. 

The amendment was agreed to 

, The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET O'CONNOR. 


Mr. ROMEIS. I ceall up Housé bill 6278, granting a pension to 
Margaret O’Connor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
Pode peyton Boron pieco onina POM R won provisions and 
miria breis the name of 

James Hackett, late of Company G, 
Volunteers. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Swope) is as follows: 


th Regiment 


and the f his com: 
ered an having hoon within the line bi Gute ot iho tina of hie GuAih, The cause 
ofthe soldier's death was not incident to or in any way connected with his mil- 


itary service.” 


‘The marriage of James Hackett, the soldier, to the claimant is shown by th 
afidavit of the officiating magistrate i 
Fag age 


hile in Philadelphia, Pa. on the 7th of February, 1854, the regi- 
ment etna ad at home for the pu of receiving veteran furloughs, and before 
the furloughs were given, was found dead near the navy-yard. Cause of death 
and circumstances attending same unknown, beyond the fact that the coroner's 
inquest developed the ewan ane pan in the stomach, paatiager tos soldier 
was seen the night before in the company of a stranger upon whose person, 
when arrested, was found a pair of she ar Which it was gone was the prop- 
deceased. The sai 


pa oros d stranger escaped from arrest and was not re- 
en, 
gagana E. Kane, late lieutenant of Company E, Eighth Pennsylvania Cavalry, 
fies: 
“That Com G, with other companies of men Ankan iair 
2, 1501; relieved from duty in tho Army ofthe Polgmactn acoordanco = 
enlistment ppg hytees A np Rhos nit with hls oo eee 
e ANCE o; o en co! ui 
ea ajoe Gilbs now t ers deponent, w , and Ag 
report to phia, Pa., for furloughs, Davod at Phila- 
delphia Foes 12 nets m. ved by the mayor, military, and publie, 


rtem examination; that the evidence bce ten 

coroner ariary s s jury sho tthe body was found near the navy-yard among some 

icles testified baat WES ON in the stomach, That the de- 

Saal cae not pe reported to Major Gilbert for their furlou: and was 

under the or gue SOA TORNE one ari at the 

date of his death. Deponent made « Fiat hen examination of his person and 

clothes, but a one cent was found. he was poisoned and robbed was the 
belief of all who knew the circumstances. 

Your committee hereto attach the aaee A of the claimant: 

To the honorable the — ore House of pe Pgh of ihe 
ited States of America in Congress à 
Your petitioner, in O'Connor, nes post-office address is 266 Wash- 
oS n street, in the city of W. rt, and State of Pennsylvania, respect- 
y represents that she was the widow of James Hackett, who enlisted on the 
eg day of September, 1861, to serve three years, or during the war, in Com- 
pany G, Eighth Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, and who served mee 
therein until December 15, 1863, when he re-enlisted in the and 
entas a veteran and ved a thirty days’ furlo returning to 7 Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., with a aore of his company, by order of the Adjutant-Gen- 
Srei a States Army, at Washington, D. O., and the adjutant-general, State 
of Pennsylvan: 

While at aarp tapes on the night of February 6, 1864, the said James Hack- 
ett and a squad of h is comrades for some theater; but after goingsome 
distance, he left them, sayin ing he would return to the Soldiers Home, where 
were quartered, He turn: back, and that wasthe last seen of him until about 
2 o'clock in the morning, when he was found in a vacant lot not far from the 
Soldiers’ Home, apparently having just died, his boots and money taken from 
seed e coroner's inquest showed he had been chloroformed, which caused 

s deat 

The furloughs were not issued to the said Hackett and his comrades until the 
9th of February, 1864, and they were edeva under the command of their officers, 
and were until received their fur 


Your petitioner been denied a m several applications, upon 
the pest ns that the soldier was not pension line of "daty. , the fact of his tone ‘in the 
tect petlioanr praye Se Gia k smag 6 aaa oe granting her a pensi 

our passage of ee 
from the 6th day of February, 1864, the date of her former a deaths, until 
June 5, A. D. 1866, the date of her remarriage; also a pension for her two dau, s 
ters, Mary Ann Hackett and Bridget Hackett, from February 6, 1864, until 


time they were sixteen years of age. 
MARGARET O'CONNOR, 
This seems to your committee prine Soldier was in the service of the 


robbed, 
- p ap beiga dA 
that hie declined to accompan: Dis sree tnees to Se teers, and left them to re- 
ome. 


Mr. DUNHAM (before the Clerk had concluded Sade hy the 
report). I think perhaps a statement could be made in much less time 
than the report could be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, let some.statement be 
made. I have noobjection. Here is the case ofa widow who married 
again and may have married afiluently forall the House knows. There 
is no statement or explanation at all about the claim. The gentleman 
can make a statement if he prefers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report as above. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I want to ask one or two 
questions about this ease. Who is sponsor for this bill? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I introduced the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This applicant, I believe, bas 
married again. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. It seems she has married again. 

ue BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, That is in evidence in the 


: EN BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I judge from the name she has mar- 


ried again. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I supposed the gentleman 
knew all about the case. : 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I do not. 

Mr. BRECKIN RIDGE, of Arkansas. Who knows anything about 
it? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The committee seem to have had 
a pretty good understanding about it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Who is here to speak for the 
committee? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Dr. Swope made the report, but 
that gentleman is not here. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Very well. I wish now to 
inquire what is-the law in regard to the widow of a man who died in 
the service receiving a pension when she marries again. 

Mr. MATSON. The law is that she is dropped from the rolls when 
she remarries; and in case of the death of the second husband she is not 
restored to the pension-rol]l. Formerly she was restored in that case. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As longas sheisa widow and 
is entitled to a pension because of her husband’s death she would re- 
ceive a pension till her remarriage ? 

Mr. MATSON. I will ask the gentleman from Arkansas to consent 
that this bill be laid aside informally, as the gentleman who reportedit is 
not here. There may be some circumstances he may desire to know in 
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a, xe to it which I can not answer as well as the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Sworr]. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be laid 
aside informally without losing its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There seem to be two short- 
comings in this case, One is that, according to several decisions on the 
part of the Pension Bureau, the death of this soldier was not of such a 
character as entitled the applicant toa pension. The next is that she 
has married again, and had she been entitled to a pension she would 
have forfeited her right to it by that act. This may be a small matter, 
but we are paying sixty or seventy millions of dollars a year for these 
small matters, and we want to exclude all the small matters that are 
not meritorious. I have no objection to this bill being laid aside in- 
formally. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] has 
made a request for unanimous consent, which must be submitted with- 
out debate, that the bill be laid aside informally without losing its place 
on the Calendar. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MATSON. I moret that the committee rise. 

The motion was 

The committee ssaa a rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, having had the Private Calendar under consid- 
eration, had instructed him to report sundry bills with various recom- 
mendations. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 

Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to be en- 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 

ingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 1142) granting a pension to Lydia Hadlock; 

A bill (H. R. 8336) granting an increase of pension to Danean Forbes; 

ri bill (H. R. 8111) granting a pension to Rebecca Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 5261) granting a pension to Isaac Fossett; 

A bill (H. R. 7162) granting a pension to Martha Meliwain; 

A bill (H. R. 4703) granting a pension to Anna A. Probert; 


A bill (H. R. 1815) granting a pension to Ellen Corcoran; 

A bill (H. R. 1520) grantingan increase of pension to Mary F. Blake; 
A bill (H. R. 7728) granting a pension to Mrs, Elizabeth Collins; 
A bill (H. R. 4460) to ion John W. Delp; 

A bill (H. R. mai} to increase the pension of Thomas A. Rowley; 
A bill (H. R. 7310) granting a pension to Mrs. Arlanta F. Taylor; 
A bill (H. R. 6170) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Etten; 

A bill (H. R. 8078) for the relief of Lydia S. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 2144) granting a pension to C. K. Hughes; 

A bill (H. R. 6430) granting a pension to Lucy G. Dutcher; 

A bill (H. R. 7979) granting a pension to Jackson Steward; 

A bill (H. R. 8332) increasing the pension of James L. Miller; 


A bill te R. 5324) granting a pension to John H. Honter; and 

A bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to Mary Sullivan. 

Bills of the following i titles were reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House withamendments. Theamendments were adopted; and 
the bills as amended were ordered to be and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and 


A bill (H. R. 6311) granting arrears of pension to Mrs. Maria Walker; 
A bill H R. 7931) increasing the pension of Clark Boon; 
A bill (H. R. 1201) for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar; 
‘A bill (H. R. 4552) for the relief of Susan Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 8372) granting a pension to John E. Doggett; 
A bill (H. R. 2242) restoring to the pension-roll the name of K. G. 
Billings; 
A bill (H. R. me granting a pension to Cyrus Dubbs; 
A bill IE R. 7914) to increase the pension of David M. Rennoe; and 
A bill (H. R. 7509) granting a pension to Cecilia C. McKenna. 
Amendments to Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House, were severally agreed to as amended; 
and the bills were read the third time, and 
A bill (S, 823) granting a pension to Capt. Elihu Jones; 
A bill is 891) granting a pension to Geriah Collins; 
A bill (S. 983) granting a pension to Michael Daly; 
-A bill (S. 1098) granting a pension to H. R. Duke; 
A bill (8. 1953) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie C. Owen; 
A bill (S. 1253) granting a pension to J. T. Haworth; 
A bill (S. 1420) granting a pension to William Powell; 
A bill (S. aes granting a pension to Mrs. C. A. Bailey; . 
A bill (S. 1441) granting a pension to M. Romahn; 
A bill is toe} granting a pension to Jane Carr; and 
A bill (S. 1509 ting a pension to William H. Moore. 
Amendments to Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House, were severally agreed tò, and as amended 
the bills re pies iy to a third reading, and accordingly read the third 


He ill (S68) (S. 685) granting a pension to Mary Marsh; 
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x, bill (1227) granting an increase of pension to William P. Squires; 
an 


A bill (1539) [title amended so as to read ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Eveline Hunt, widow, and the minor children of Lewis Hunt, de- 


i i 

The bill (H. R. 1361) giving a pension to Nira D. Gwynne was re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole with Senate amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes by which the bills 
woe paa; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid ¢ on 
the table 

The latter motion was agreed to 

The House then, on motion of Mr. MATSON (at 9 o’clock and 50 min- 
utes p. m.), adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Elias Edwards, executor of Elias 
Edwards, deceased, praying that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of Mary E. Jones, of Alexandria; 
of Thomas K. Smith, of Rapides Parish; of W. C. Johnson, son of Sam- 
uel K. Johnson, deceased; and of Frances Carr, widow of Carter Carr, 
deceased, of Alexandria, La., asking that their war claims be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the same committee, 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Carter Cart, of Samuel K. John- 
son, of Mary Jones, executrix of Fannie Burgess, and of Thomas K. 
Smith, of Rapides Parish, Louisiana—to the same committee, 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of Mary A. Block, of Harrisburg, Pa., for 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Memorial of Grange No. 384, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of McKean County, Pennsylvania, for the suppression of 
the sale and manufacture of all imitation dairy products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same against the admission, free of duty, of 
raw agricultural products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of the Chicago Live-Stock Exchange, 
opposing the taxing of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of bankers, merchants, manufacturers, and leading 
citizensof New York city, favoring the appropriation made by the United 
States Senate to steamships for carrying the mails—to the Commitee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of 1,795 citizens of Davis County, Utah Ter- 
ritory, earnestly protesting against the enactment of any legislation 
which will deprive them of all voice in the government of that Terri- 
tory by disfranchising them through test-oaths on account of their re- 
ligions belief, as proposed by the minority party of said Territory; also 
against the passage of any law which would abolish the Legislature of 
Utah and create for the government of the Territory a legislative com- 
mission—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Resolutions of the Produce Exchange of Chicago, 
TIl., signed by George W. Linn, president, and R. M. Littler, secretary, 
favoring bill 8328, to tax oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a joint session of Knights of Labor As- 
semblies Nos. 4080, 1297, 4052, 4327, 5449, 5959, and 1912, of Chicago, 
Ill., opposing the bill No. 8323, to tax oleomargarine—to thesame com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. ELY: Petition of E. D. Howe and 31 others, for taxing oleo- 
margarine—to the same committee, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of E. H. Baines, against legisla- 
tion prohibiting the manufacture of oleomargarine—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of citizens of Phonixville, Chester 
County, Pennsylvania, praying for the redemption of the trade-dollar— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. GAY: Papers relating to the claim of Jasper Gall, of Iberia 
Parish, Lonisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. J. GREEN: Petition of executor of Joseph Wilson, de- 
ceased, of Sampson County, North Carolina, praying that his war claim 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of N. H. Ricker and 67 others, citizens of 
Ryegate, Vt., for a tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of T. J. Rich, M. D., and 
others, of Union County, Illinois, praying for the passage of an act 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Haine, widow of Robert R. Haine, and 
arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. P. Lyttle, M. D., and others, citizens of Bureau 
County, Illinois, praying for the enactment of such laws as will prevent 
epidemics—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions of the Chicago Produce Ex- 
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change, in favor of legislation against fraudulent production and sale 


of imitations of butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Joel S. Winans and 53 others, ask- 
ing for the passage of a law to regulate the sale of all imitations of 
butter—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LEHLBACK: Petition of the Women’s Indian Association 
of Northern New Jersey, asking for the passage of Senate bill 53, for 
the relief of the Mission Indians of California—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. ; ` 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 104, of New Jersey, asking for legis- 
lation to suppress the manufacture and sale of imitation dairy prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same, asking for the same protection to agri- 
cultural products that is accorded to other industries—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of Moses Dawley, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition and affidayits in the claim of R. E. Bennett—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, letter of Mary E. Parker relative to claim—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William E. Carhart, of Norfolk 
County, Virginia—to the same committee. : 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Mary Lawson, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of the Chicago Produce Exchange 
for legislation in the dairy interests—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Chicago Board of Trade against the oleomar- 
garine bill—to the same committee. 2 

By Mr. NEECE: Resolution of the Produce Exchange of Chicago, 
praying for the passage of the Scott bill prohibiting the manufacture 
of imitation butter—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Joseph Cleit, of Bridgewater; of 
Lucinda J. Thompson, daughter and heir of Lucinda Robbins, and of 
John Brewer, of Madison County; of Solomon Beery, of Cross Keys; 
of Emanuel M. Hoover, of D. B. Wampler, son of Samuel H. Wampler; 
of Jacob A. Huntberry, administrator, and of Curtis Yates, of Rock- 
ingham County; of Samuel Roller, of Shenandoah County; of Samuel 
Fetzer, of Harrisonville; of Thomas W. Russell, of Clark County; of 
Harrison Fauber, of Tom’s Brook; of John Sours, of Page County; of 
John A. Walter, son and heir of Harriet J. Walter, of Rappahannock 
County; of Sarah Ambrose, of Capon Roads; of John T. Hattel, of 
Mount Olive, and of W. K. Abbott, of Broadway, Va., asking that their 
war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Joseph D. Long, late of First Regi- 
ment Kentucky State Troops—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of citizens of Shrewsbury, Mass., in favor of 
a aay regulating the traffic in oleomargarine—to the Committec on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. SENEY: Remonstrance of Chicago Live Stock Exchange 
against taxing oleomargarine and butterine—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TT: Petition of Granges Nos. 55, 106, 236, 320, 407, and 
656, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, urging the passage of the 
bill to restrict the manufacture and sale of counterfeit butter—to the 
same committee. 

Also, petition of same, protesting against the admission of agricultural 
raw materials free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Memorial of Sherman Kimberly and others, citi- 
zens of Torrington, Conn., favoring the enactment of committee bill 
concerning oleomargarine, &c.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of 32 business men of York, Pa., asking 
for the enactment of laws to enable the National Board of Health to 
employ all the power and resources of the Government which can be 
lawfully exercised to prevent epidemics—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. TAULBEE; Fetition of Adam Feltner, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the claims of Jacob Stover; and 
of David Buchanan, of Augusta County; and of Zachariah F. Calbreath, 
ot Fishersville, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TURNER: Petition of Hon. Henry Gay and others, citizens 
of Colquitt County, Georgia, for Federal aid te common schools in the 
States—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of McIntire Post, No. 66, and of 
John Ball rig bere Army of the Republic, in favor of pension legis- 
Jation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: Papers relating to the claim of Loftin D. Allen, of 
Henrico County, Virginia—to the Committee on Claims. 

The following petitions, urging the adoption of the bill placing the 
manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
` pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 
fraud and imposition, were presented, and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture: 


By Mr. BUCK: Of Timothy Sedgwick and others, of West Hart- 
ford: of Clinton Phelps and others, of East Granby; of H. W. Ladd 
and others, of Windsor; of H. L. Heyden and others, of Windsor; and 
of Daniel Webster and others, of Berlin, Conn. 

By Mr. FREDERICK: Of citizens of Raymond, of Madison County, 
of Decora, of Hoyleston, of Manly, of Ellisport, of New Hartford, of 
Vanmeter, of Washington, of Bowen, of Longworthy, of Red Oak, of 
Denison, of Nashville, of Saint Lucas, and of Wellman, Iowa. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Of citizens of Norwich, of Helena, of Conewango, 
of Bennerford, of Coventryville, of Bangor, of New York, of Moore’s 
Ford, of Warsaw, of Otsego County, of Herkimer County, of Chateau- 
gay Lake, of North Pitcher, and of East Homer, N. Y. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Of G. W. G. Brown, of Tazewell, Tenn., and 
others. 

By Mr. PRICE: Of citizens of Wautoma, of Brandon, and of Waupun, 
Wis. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Of citizens of London and of Russell, Pa. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Of citizens of Charleston and of Lanark, Ill. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Of citizens of Hosensack, of Rogers’ Ford, of 
Plumsteadville, of Elkland, of Knoxville, of East Greene, of Guy’s 
Mills, and of Thompsontown, Pa. 

By Mr. WAIT: Of citizens of Middleton, of East Grandy, of Rock- 
ville, and of Northfield, Conn. 

The ae pee: praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Militaryand Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Of citizensof McKean County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Of citizens of Newark, N. J. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Of citizens of Southampton County, Virginia. 

By Mr. RICE: Of citizens of Worcester County, Massachusetts, 

By Mr. SCOTT: Of citizens of Erie County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Of citizens of York County, Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 15, 1886. 


The House metat 120’clockm, Prayer by theChaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


ECLIPSE OF THE SUN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (S. 1298) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to fit out an expedition to observe the total 
eclipse of the sun which occurs on the 29th of August, 1886; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


HOSPITAL STEWARDS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1119) to provide 
for the appointment of hospital stewards in the United States Army, 
and to fix their pay and allowance; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

. GEORGE E. W. SHARRETTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1069) for the 
relief of George E. W. Sharretts; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

RIGHT OF WAY, JAMESTOWN AND NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1057) granting 
the right of way to the Jamestown and Northern Railroad Company 
through the Devil’s Lake Indian reservation, in the Territory of Da- 
kota; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

WILLIAM J. SMITH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 13) for the relief 
of William J. Smith, late surveyor of customs for the port of Memphis, 
State of Tennessee; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Norwoop, an extension of his leave for ten days, on account 
of important business. 

To Mr. LITTLE, for this day. 

To Mr. HENLEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr, ROBERTSON, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT, by unanimons consent, obtained leave for Cap- 
tain Cone to withdraw papers filed with the Committee on Commerce 
in relation to House bill 1984. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
from the Private Calendar for present consideration Senate bill 1484, 
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to authorize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway to construct and 
a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other p 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] asks 
unanimous consent to di the Committee of the Whole from the 
further consideration of the bill indicated by him, and to consider the 
same. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will ask for objec- 
The bill was read, as follows: 


_ Be it enacted, &e4 Lae pcs Prep paepcbomer rronp tng Railway, a corpora- 
tion created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Arkansas, be, and the 
same is hereby, invested and empowered with the right of locating, construct- 
ing, owning, equipping, o g, using, and maintaining a railway and tele- 
graph and telephone line through the Indian wap ays § Loan gnc i at a pointon 
the eastern line of said Territory at or near the city oi Fort Smii , in the State 
of Arkansas; thence running, by the most feasible and practicable route, ina 
northwesterly direction, throu 
northern boundary-line of said Territory between the Arkansas River, in Cow- 
ley County, and the Caney River, in Negi pee County, Kansas, as said cor- 
poration may select; also a branch line of railway to be constructed from the 
most suitable t on said main line for making a connection with a line of 
railroad of the thern Kansas Railway Company terminating at or near Cof- 
feyville, in the said State of Kansas, at or near the southern boundary-line 
thereof, and running thence from such suitable point on said main line ina 
northerly direction, and n the most feasible and practicable route, to the north- 
ern boundary line of said Indian Territory at or near Coffeyville aforesaid, with 
the right to construct, use, and maintain such tracks, turnouts, and sidings as 
said company may deem it to their interest to construct along and upon the 
right of way and depot grounds herein provided for, 

xc. 2. That said corporation is autho: to take and use for all p jses of 
a railway, and for no other purpose, a right of way 100 feet in width through. 
said Ind Territory for said main line and branch of the and Arkan- 
sas Valley Railway, and to take and use a strip of land 200 feet in width, with 
a length of 3,000 feet, in addition to right of way, for stations, for every 10 miles 
of road, with the right to use such additional und where there are heavy cuts 
or fills as may be necessary for the construction and maintenance of the road- 
bed, not exceeding 100 feet in width on each side of said meee st way, orasmuch 
thereof as may be included in said cut or fill: Provided, nomore than said 
addition of land shall be taken for any one station: Provided further, That no 
part of the lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by the 
company, and they shall not be used except insuch manner and for such purposes 
only as shall be necessary for the construction and convenient operation of 
said railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines ; and when any portion thereof 
shall cease to be so used, such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of In- 
dians from which the same shall have been taken. 

Sec, 3. That before said railway shall be constructed through any lands held 
by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, and usages of any of 
the Indian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, full compen- 
sation shall be made to such occupants for all property to be taken or damage 
done by reason of the construction of such railway. In case of failure to make 
amicable settlement with any occupant, such compensation shall be determined 
by the appraisement of three disin referees, to be appoirited one (who 
shall act as chairman) by the President, one by the chief of the nation to which 
said occupant berung and one by said railroad —— 7a who, before entering 
upon the duties of eir appointment, shall take an: sateeribe, before a district 
judge, clerk of a district court, or United States oner, an oath that oy 
will faithfully and impartially d the duties of theirappointment, whi 
oath, duly certified, shall be returned with their award to and filed with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior within sixty days from the completion thereof; and a 
majority of said referees shall be competent to act in case of the absence of a mem- 
ber, after due notice. And upon the failure of either party to make such appoint- 
ment within thirty days after the appointment made by the President, the va- 
cancy shall be filled by the district judge of the court held at Fort Smith, Ark., 

r at Wichita, Kans., upon the app: of the other party. Thechairman of 
Ria board shall appoint the time and place for all hearings within the nation to 
which such occupant belongs. Each of said referees shall receive for his services 
the sum of $4 per day for each day they are engaged in the trial of any case sub- 
mitted to them under this act, with mileage at5cents permile, Witnessesshall 
receive the usual fees allowed by the courts of said nations, Costs, including 
compensation of the referees, shall be made a part of the award, and be paid by 
such railroad company. In case the referees can not agree, then any twoofthem 
are authorized to makethe award. Either party being dissatisfied with the find- 
ing of the referees shall have the right, within ninety days after the making of 
the award and notice of the same, to appeal by original petition to the district 
court held at Fort Smith, Ark., or the district court held at Wichita, Kans., which 
court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine the subject-matter of said 
petition according to the laws of the State in which the same shall be heard pro- 
vided for determining the damage when property is taken for railroad pu: 

If upon the hearing of said a the ju ent of the court shall be for a Mpman 
sum than the award of the referees, the costs of said appeal shall be adju 
against the railway company. If the judgment of the court shall be for the 
same sum as the award of the referees, then the costs shall be adjudged against 
the appellant. If the judgment of the court shall be for a smaller sum than the 
award of the referees, then the costs shall be adjudged against the party claim- 
ing damages. When proceedings have been commenced in court, the railway 
company shall pay double the amount of the awardinto court to abide the judg- 
ment thereof, and then have the right to enter opon the property sought to be 
condemned and proceed with the construction of the rail: k 

Sec, 4. That said railroad company shall not charge the inhabitants of said 
Territory a greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws of the 
State of Arkansas for services or transportation of the same kind: Provided, 
That penos rates on said railway shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. Oon- 
gress ay reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and passen- 
gers on said railway and messages on said tel ph and telephone lines, until 
a State government or governments shall exist in said Territory within the lim- 
its of which said railway, or a part thereof, shall be located; and then such State 
government or governments shall be authorized to fix and late the cost of 
transportation of personsand freights within their respective its by said rail- 
way; but Congress expressly reserves the right to fix and regulate at all times 
the cost ofsuch transportation by said railway or said company whenever such 
transportation shall extend from one State into another, or shall extend into 
more than one State: Provi , That the rate of such transportation of 
passengers, local or interstate, shall not exceed the rate above expressed: And 
provided further, That said railway company shall carry the mail at such prices 
as Congress may by law provide; and until such rate is fixed by law the Post- 
master-General may fix the rate of compensation. 


Src. 5. That said railway company shall pay to the Secretary of the Interior, 
for the benefit of the particular nations or tribes through whose lands said main 
line and branch may be located, the sum of $50, in addition to compensation pro- 

rty taken and damages done to individual occu- 
the railway, for cach mile of railway that it may 
yments to be made in installments of $500 as 
ided, That if the general council of either of 


vided for in this act for pro; 
pants by the construction 

construct in said Territory, said 
each 10 miles of road is ed: 


the Indian Territory, to such point on the. 


the nations or tribes through whose lands said Pete ane dns located shall, 


within four months after the filing of maps of definite n as set forth in 
section 6 of thisact, dissent from the allowance hereinbefore provided for, and 
shall certify the same to the Secretary of the Interior, then all compensation to 
be paid to such dissenting nation or tribe under the provisions of this act shall 
be determined as provided in section 3 for the determination of the compensa- 
tion to paid to the individual occupant of lands, with the right of appeal to the 
courts u: Gils putea Sousa ANCO uk KOOKAN px ABARA ROT s 
further, That the amount awarded or eas fe to be paid by said rail- 
company for said dissenting nation or tribe be in lieu of the compen- 
that said nation or tribe would be entitled to receive under the foregoi: 
provision. Said companyshallalso pay, so long as said Territory is owned 
occupied by tite Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $15 per an- 
num foreach mile of railway it shall constructin thesaid Territory. The money 
paid to the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of this act shall be ap- 
portioned by him, in accordance with the laws and treaties now in force among 
the different nations and tribes, according to the number of miles of railway 
that aoe constructed by said railway company through their lands: Pro- 
vided, That Congress shall have the right,so long as said lands are occupied 
and possessed by said nations and tribes, to im such additional taxes upon 
said railroad as it may deem just and propa or their benefit; and any Terri- 
tory or State hereafter formed through which said railway shall have been es- 
tablished may exercise the like power as to such part of said railway as may lie 
within its limits. Said railway company shall have the right to survey and lo- 
cate its railway immediately after the passage of this act. . 
Sec. 6. That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its located 
lines through said Territory to be filed in the office of Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chief of cach of the nations 
or tribes through whose lands said railway may be located; and after the filing 
of said maps no claim for a subsequent settlementand improvement upon the 
right of way shown by said maps shall be valid as against said opang: Pro- 
vided, That when a map showingany ion of said railway company’s located 
line is filed as herein provided for, said company shall commence grading said 
located line within six months thereafter, or such location shall be void; and said 
Secretary of or in sections of 25 miles 


wa 


trict of Arkansas and the district of Kansas, and such other courts as may be au- 
thorized by Congress, shall haye, without reference to the amountin controversy, 
coneurrent jurisdiction over all controversies arising between said Kansas and 
Arkansas Valley Railway and the nations and tribes through whose territory 
said railway shall be constructed. Said courtsshall have like jurisdiction, with- 
out reference to the amount in controv: , over all controversies arising be- 
tween the inhabitants of said nations or tribes and said railway company; and 
the civil jurisdiction of said courts is hereby extended within limits of said 
Indian tory, without distinction as to, citizenship of the parties, so-far as 
may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this act. 

Sec, 9. That said railway company shall build at least 100 miles of its railway 
in said Territory within three years after the of this act, or the rights 
peek ge va pero we ean pacer teagan a not built; that said railroad 
company shall construct and maintain continually all road and way cross- 
ines oat necessary bridges over said railway wherever said ant high- 
ways do now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way, or may be by 
the proper authorities laid out across the same. 

Sec. 10, That the said Kansas and Arkansas Valley Railway shall accept 
this right of way upon the express condition, binding upon itself, its successors 
and assi that they will neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking 
toward the changing or extinguishing the present tenure of the Indians in 
their land, and will not attempt to secure from the Indian nations any further 
grant of land, or its occupancy, than is hereinbefore provided : led, That 
any violation of the condition mentioned in this section shall operate as a for- 
fciture of all the Si gee and privileges of said railway company under this act. 

Sec. 11. That all mo; executed by said way company conveying 
any portion ofits rail , With its franchises, that may be constructed in said 
Indian Territory, shall be recorded in the Department of the Interior, and the 
record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their execution, and shall con- 
vey all rights and property of said com: y as therein exp) Š 

EC. 12. That Congress may at any e amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 


act. 

Sec, 13. And the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be assigned 
or transferred in any form whatever prior to the construction and completion 
of the road, except as to mortgages or other liens that may be given or secured 
thereon to aid in the construction thereof. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas ? : 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a brief state- 
ment, subject to the objection which may be interposed subsequently. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
whether this bill has been referred to any committee of the House? 

‘Mr..PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, in reply to that inquiry I will state 
that this bill has been unanimously reported by the House Committee 
on Indian Affairs. A like bill had been previously reported unani- 
mously. “This bill has passed the Senate, having been unanimously 
reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs of that body and having 
passed the Senate with scarcely a dissenting vote, perhaps not one. 
The bill contains substantially the same provisions as were contained 
in the bills which were passed in the Forty-eighth Congress providing 
for the right of way through the Indian Territory. I would state fur- 


ther that this is not a paper company, nor is it a case of asking a char- ~ 


ter for speculative p Two important companies are interested 
in this right of way. One, what is known as the Santa Fé Company, 
is already operating more than 4,000 miles of railroad, and the Kansas 
Valley Railroad Company, whose road runs from Fort Smith to New 
Orleans, is associated with the Santa Fé Company in this enterprise. 
When the road connecting these two points shall have been completed 
— will be a continuous line of railway from the Pacific coast to New 

rleans. 
down the Arkansas Valley is the only link now missing in this impor- 
tant chain. 

I desire to say, in addition, that at the suggestion of the Indians in- 


The road across this little gap through the Indian Territory ` 
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terested, the language of this bill has been somewhat modified from 
that used in similar bills in the Forty-eighth Congress. Instead of 
granting the right of way, as did the bills passed in the Forty-eighth 
Congress, this bill simply authorizes the construction of this road. 
That modification of the language has been made at the suggestion of 
the Indians, in order that the measure might be entirely satisfactory to 
them. 

Ree PERCI INRIDGE, of Arkansas. And they are satisfied with 

e bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no objection to it from any Indian in the 
Territory so far as we have learned or heard. 

ae; BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. They have been conferred 
with. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. How wide is the rightof way proposed to 
be granted? 

Mr. PERKINS. One hundred feet. 

Mr. PEEL. Itis just like the other bills—precisely. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Doesthe gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] 
know, or can he affirm to the House, that a road is to be built there in 
good faith; that the franchise is not sought merely for the purpose of 
enabling somebody to sell it? y 

Mr. PERKINS. As I have already stated, the Santa Fé Company 
has now more than 4,000 miles of road in operation and the Kansas Val- 
ley road is in operation from Fort Smith to New Orleans. This will 
supply the missing link, and make a continuous line. 

Mr. ROGERS. And there is a provision in the bill prohibiting the 
transfer of the franchise. This is not a paper company. .The com- 
pany are anxious to build the road; they will do itin self-defense; they 
will do it to protect themselves; they need and must have an outlet 
west and north. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Iam glad to understand that. I wanted the 
fact to be emphasized that this is not a mere speculation. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Notatall. The money is now 
in bank to be used for building the road. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. That is exactly what we want. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Does the bill involve any incumbrance on the land 
other than the ordinary right of way? 

Mr. PERKINS. Nonewhafever. Condemnation proceedings are to 
be had, and any parties not satisfied with those proceedings will have 
the right to appeal to the United States courts. 

Mr, DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. DUNHAM. For the present Ido. I desire to ask a question. 
Size SPEAKER. If the gentleman objects, the bill is not before the 

ER > à 

Mr. DUNHAM. Can I not ask a question without objecting? 

Mr. PERKINS. I shall be very glad to answer any question. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Has this bill passed the Senate? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir; more than two weeks ago. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will it develop the resources of Ar- 
kansas? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BROWN, „of Pennsylvania. Then I am in favor of it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. This day has been set apart by previous order of 
the House for general debate. It seems to me that a debate of an hour 
or more might be allowed on this bill, so that the House could perfectly 
understand it. I will not object to the consideration of the bill; but 
I think debate ought to be allowed on it for at least an hour. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill is before the 
House for consideration. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. $ 

Mr. PERKINS. Moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
ya passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. I desire to call up at this time the bill for the estab- 
lishment of a subtreasury at Louisville, Ky. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky calls up for consid- 
eration a bill which by a vote of the House some time since was post- 
poned until to-day. The Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HL. R. 902) establishing a subtreasury at Louisville, Ky. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. I see that the prior 
order for to-day is House bill No. 6973, to provide for the appointment 
of a commission to inspect and report on the condition of Indians, In- 
dian affairs, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The further consideration of both these bills was 
by a vote of the House postponed until to-day, and the question of 
consideration can be raised against either of them. 

Mr. WILLIS. My object is to get this bill out of the gentleman’s 
way. At the time the motion was made postponing this bill till to- 
day I did not know his bill had been fixed for to-day. This bill for 
the establishment of a subtreasury at Louisville has been debated for 


an hour and a half in two morning hours. As I have stated, my ob- 
jectin calling it up now is to get it out of the way of business in which 
other gentlemen are interested. I sincerely hope the House will exe- 
cute its previous order and allow this bill now to be considered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise toa questionof order. Isubmit that these 

orders are not in order until after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. Upon what rule or order does the gentleman rely 
in making that point? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The rules of the House require that after the 
reading of the Journal the Speaker shall call the committees for re- 
ports—— 

The SPEAKER. But by an order of the House made some time ago 
all Saturdays during the remainder of the session were set apart for gen- 


eral debate only. These orders, made afterward, revoke so much of . 


that prior order as refers to to-day as respects the two bills mentioned. 
If these orders had not been fixed for to-day there would have been no 
morning hour and no hour for the consideration of bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that the bill which was first made 
a special order, which was first postponed, is entitled to priority. 

The SPEAKER. These two bills—the bill reported by the gentle- 
man from Indiana from the committee on expenditures for Indians and 
Yellowstone Park and the bill which the gentleman from Kentucky 
desires to call up—were both postponed until to-day. They are both 
special orders; and in the opinion of the Chair neither has priority over 
the other; but the question of consideration can be raised against either 
of them. ’ 

Mr, SPRINGER. I desire to raise the question of consideration, if 
admissible. N 

Mr. WILLIS. We are very anxious to get this bill out of the way 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 
` Mr. HOLMAN. Weare equally anxious to get out of the way of 
the gentleman from Kentucky. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I désire to raise the question of consideration as 
against both of these measures. 

The SPEAKER. But only one is called up now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The reason being that the bill to organize the 
Territory of Oklahoma, which is a continuous order, shall be called up at 
the earliest possible moment for consideration; and if in order to do so 
I propose to call it up to-day. It is my intention to maintain that or- 
der asagainst all other measures that conflict with it. [Cries of ‘‘ Reg- 
ular order ! ”] E 

The SPEAKER. If gentlemen will preserve order upon the floor the 
Chair will again state the exact condition of the question. 

By a vote of the House the further consideration of the two bills, that 
reported by the gentleman from Indiana from the committee on ex- 
penditures for Indians and the Yellowstone Park, and the other called 
up by the gentleman from Kentucky, for the establishment of a sub- 
treasury at Louisville, were postponed until to-day. 

The gentleman from Kentucky now calls up for consideration the 
bill last_mentioned by the Chair, and against that the gentleman from 
Illinois raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. WILLIS. And his is a continuing order, whereas we are con- 
fined to a special day. He has the whole of next week. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that unless these bills 
be considered to-day, this day is dedicated, under an order of the 
House, to general debate only. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If the House 
refuse to consider the bill mentioned by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
as well as that mentioned by the gentleman from Indiana, will it be 
then in order to move to proceed to the further consideration of the 
Oklahoma bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already twice stated that this day 
has been set apart, until the further order of the House, for general de- 
bate in Committee of the Whole House on the state of Union, and a 
special order continuing from day to day does not come up on a day 
otherwise set apart or dedicated to other business; as, for instance, it 
would not come up on Friday, which is dedicated to the consideratio 
exclusively of private business. ` 

The question is, Will the House proceed to the consideration of the 
bill the title of which has just been read ? 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 19. 

So the motion of Mr. WILLIs was agreed to. 

SUBTREASURY, LOUISVILLE, KY. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the bill to be en- 

and read a third time. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was up for consider- 
ation some days ago I said about all I cared to say in opposition to it. 
My own opinion is, as then expressed, that it should not be passed, and 
to press it I still insist is wholly inexcusable. Ican not more earnestly 
express my objections to it than I have on a former occasion. I want 
to have read a letter from the United States Treasurer upon this sub- 
ject. Of course it is only the expression of an opinion by that officer, 
but he is the officer at the head of the Treasury and subtreasury sys- 
tem, and his opinion ought to be considered as that of the officer whose 
duty it is to know the demands of that branch of the public service of 
which he is the head. 
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May 15, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, Washington, May 4, 1886. 

Dear Sin: House bill No, 902 seeks to establish a subt: at Louisville, Ky. 
i. or the purpose of collecting the public revenues, the prire banksin that city 
are fully competent, as well as for such disbursements as are made at that poies 
For the purpose of putting the silver dollar or subsidiary silver into circulation 
the subtreasuries at Cincinnati and Saint Louis for short and the mint at New 
Orleans for longer distances will be as prompt and economical. The ee 
ess 


ion. 

The duties of the subtreasuries have changed -sinte the 
‘authorizing the issue of the various kinds of certificates and exchange and re- 
demption of the silver coinage and paper currency of the country. Each sub- 
treasury is now a bank of issue and redemption. Whether such functions 
should be etsean by these offices is a grave question; but one thing is cer- 
tain, that the persons who discharge the duties thus im should men 
thoroughly well qualified, receiving sufficient compensation to induce them to 
remain, while the duties of their respective offices are performed to the satisfac- 
tion of the of the Treasury. 

Very res: lly, 


of the laws 


C. N. JORDAN, 
Treasurer United States. 
Hon, WILLIAM R. MORRISON, r, 
irman Committee on Ways and Means, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I bave but a word to say in addition 
to what I have already said in regard to this bill. The House is aware 
of the fact that there are already subtreasuries established at Cincin- 
nati, Saint Louis, and Chicago, in the Western section of the Union. 
There is one also at New Orleans and in San Francisco; while in the 
East there is one at Boston, one at New York, one in Philadelphia, and 
one in Baltimore. The subtreasury at Cincinnati, which is the least 
expensive of the whole, costs about $16,500 a year, while that at New 
York, which is the highest, amounts to about $154,000. Thep 
subtreasury, with a much larger body of officers than that named in the 
bill, as will be seen before this House adjourns should the bill become 
a law, can not cost the Government less than that at Cincinnati, some 
four hours distant by rail. - 

It seems to me, sir, that it would be very unwise for Congress to in- 
crease the number of employés in this branch of the service, with the 
assurance from-the head of the subtreasury system already stated in 
the presence of this House from the Clerk’s desk that this increased ex- 
penditure is not demanded by any question of public consideration, that 
the public interests do not require the establi tof this subtreasury 
at Louisville. If, therefore, public considerations control our legisla- 
tion and our expenditures of the public money, these expressions from 
the head of that particular branch of the Government ought to be con- 
clusive. 

It was so well said by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] 
on a former occasion, that this side of the House is so committed to se- 
vere economy in the expenditures of the public money, that it is com- 
mitted in favor of retrenchment in all governmental expenditures, that 
it isto be hoped at least that this side of the House will hesitate before 
itadds this very considerable body of high-salaried officials to the already 
overgrown list of public employés. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana very 
properly states that if there is no use for the public treasury at Louis- 
ville it ought not to be established; but he states in the same breath 
that there is already one at Cincinnati, one at Chicago, one at Saint 
Louis, one at San Francisco, one at New Orleans, one at Boston, one in 
New York, one in Philadelphia, and one in Baltimore. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me interrupt the gentleman from Tennessee to 
ask if he is not aware of the fact that of these subtreasuries, some of 
them established as late as 1873, three at least can be dispensed with, 
as shown by the head of that department of the public service without 
any impairment of the public interests? , 

„Mr. PETTIBONE. I doubt not that maybe so. Butit must bere- 
membered that in all the South there is only one subtreasury, the one 
at New Orleans; whilea map of our country will show that the converg- 
ing railroads are centered at Louisville, making the city of Louisville 
the great city of the South. We have more business there than in any 
other city. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If that consideration should govern, I ask the gen- 
tleman why should not Memphis be selected? Is it nota more central 

int? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. For the reason that twenty railroads concentrate 
at Louisville for one at Memphis. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Why not select Kansas City? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Iwill not quarrel about that. If there be good 
reason for a subtreasury there, all right. But our people in Tennessee, 
in Kentucky, in North Georgia, in North Alabama, in North Missis- 
sippi, in Western North Carolina, in Southern Indiana, and in Arkan- 
sas have their business relations at the city of Louisville, and it is for 
the convenience of the business of the population of that whole section 
of the country that this bill is urged by its friends. If $15,000 or 
$16,000 a year is more to the people of the United States than the busi- 


ness convenience of five or six millions of people, this bill oughé not 
to pass. But if the business convenience of five or six millions of 

ple is worth more than this amount which has been spoken of, then 
t ought to pass, 

Mr. HEWITT. Will my friend from Tennessee point out in what way 
the business convenience of those people will be promoted? 

Mr. PETTIBONE.. You have one in New York. Does it not con- 
tribute to the convenience of the people? 

Mr. HEWITT. The business convenience of the people of New York 
is not promoted by its presence. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. What good does it then do in New York? 

Mr. HEWITT. Itdoes no good tothe le of New York. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Then why not abolish it? 

Mr. HEWITT. I have no objection to seeing it abolished. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Then all the subtreasuries ought to be abolished, 
or this bill establishing one at Louisville ought to pass—that is all I 
have to say. 

Mr. BLAND. It is usual when such communications as that which 
has just been read are sent to this House that they come from the head 
of the Department. Such a communication ought to come from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, if there be any objection on the part of the 
head of the Treastiry Department to the passage of this bill. 

Gentlemen who will examine the statistics will find that from the 
New Orleans mint the State of Louisiana absorbed a million and a half 
of dollars in the first two or three years after the coinage was com- 
menced; simply owing to the fact that the mint was contiguous tothe 
people of that State. Mississippi received over halfa million a year, 
and the surrounding States of the South were supplied from that mint; 
and it was an aid in putting the money in circulation, 

Under the act of last Congress providing for the deposit or transfer 
of silver coin and subsidiary coin from the mints to the subtreasuries 
it was intended to place the silver coinage, both the subsidiary and 
the standard, in a convenient position for circulation. And inasmuch 
as these subtreasuries are the only means by which these deposits can 
be made, it does seem to me a matter of convenience and a matter of 
importance in securing the circulation ofthis money to have itdepos- 
ited near the populations who desire it. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, we have a bill pending now for the pur- 
pose of issuing certificates on silver, and I understand it is the will or 
the wish of the majority of this House at least that a larger issue of these 
certificates be made. Now, under the ruling of the Treasurer, Mr. 
Jordan, these certificates can not be issued fally. The coin itself is 
first paid out, is first received by some holder and then redeposited. 
Now, as to this coin that is all piled up in Washington and in New York, 
it is almost impossible in the first place to get it in circulation, and in 
the second place to deposit it anywhere and receive the certificate for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. BLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Will not the creation of facilities for the deposit of 
silver rather increase the amount of silver drawn from circulation? By 
increasing the facilities for the deposit of silver you will increase the 
amount of dead currency. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘That is a branch of the argument I do not desire to 
go into at present. It is a question whether the people desire the coin 
or the certificates. If you have subtreasuries where the coin is to be 
deposited they can have their choice; otherwise not. But if you fail to 
deposit the coin where it will go into circulatidn the people will not 
have either the coin or the certificates, as is the case to-day with one 
hundred millions in the Treasury that ought to be in circulation. 

Now I say as a means of putting in cireulation the coin of the coun- 
try and the certificates it is a matter of importance to have these sub- 
treasuries where the populations are and where the people want the 
money. Instead of shipping it from New Orleans to Washington or New 
York, as was done some time ago, let it be sent to Louisville, Cincin- 
nati, Saint Louis, and the other places where you may establish sub- 
treasuries, so thatthe people can get this coin, and where, if they do not 
want the coin, they can redeposit it and get certificates. Iam sorry to 
say, Mr. Speaker, that Treasurer Jordan has not heretofore indicated a 
very favorable disposition to putsilverinto circulation, and hence it may 
be that he does not favor the sub’ system and the establishment 
of subtreasuries throughout the country, but I take it for granted that 
those Representatives of the people who desire to get this money into 
circulation and to have means provided for that purpose will not fol- 
low Mr. Jordan in his hostility in that respect. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion 
in connection with what he has just said? 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly. ; 

Mr. TAULBEE. In the letter of Mr. Jordan which has been read 
here by the Clerk he says that ‘‘ for the purpose of putting the silver 
dollar or subsidiary silver into circulation the subtreasuries at Cincin- 
nati and Saint Louis for short and the mint at New Orleans for longer 
distances will be as prompt and economical.” As I understand it, his 
statement conveys the idea that this subtreasury would tend to put 
silver into circulation; and as in the same letter he objects to the estab- 
lishment of the subtreasury, I think the inference that that is the 
foundation of his objection is a very tenable one. 
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Mr. MORRISON. 
letter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itis right the other way. 

Mr. MORRISON. He says it can be as well and as economically 
done without this subtreasury as with it. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not yield further, Mr. Chairman. If there was 
some law (and I think there ought to be) by which the Treasurer or 
the Secretary of the Treasury would be directed to issue certificates on 
the coin without its being paid out there might be no great necessity 
for these subtreasuries, because then the certificates could be issued and 
could go into circulation; but, under the ruling of Treasurer Jordan 
himself, no certificate can be used until the ‘oie is first paid out and 
received by the holder and redeposited. If that be so, we ought to 
have a subtreasury in every city of fifty thousand people, in order to 
enable this coin to be deposited and go into circulation, and be rede- 
posited and certificates taken if the people desired them. If they did 
not so desire, then let the coin be deposited in the centers of population 
where it can be issued and go intocirculation. Thecoinage of silver is 
peculiarly situated. The bullion is bought by the Government. 

Holders of bullion have no right to go to the Mint and hare it coined 
and put into circulation as they could with gold. The Government ex- 
ercises a monopoly of the silver coinage by purchasing so much per 
month and coining it. It is for the Government to put it into circu- 
lation or not, and heretofore it seems to have been the policy of the 
‘Treasury officials to keep it out of circulation, but it is the policy of 
the people to institute some means to put it in circulation, There are 
about eighty millions of money now, standard silver dollars, in the 
Treasury of the United States that ought to be in circulation. How 
are you to get it into circulation? By simply coining it and holding 
it in the Mint and in the Treasury and the subtreasuries in Washing- 
ton, New York, and the few others throughout the country? Is it not 
a matter of importance that this money, coined by the Government, 
shall be sent to the centers of population, where it can be placed in 
cireulation, or where it can be returned and certificates taken Er we are 
to adopt the policy of issuing certificates for silver coin? I would 
rather, however, see the policy adopted of issuing coin notes on the de- 
posit of gold or silver coin without distinction; I would abolish the 
whole system of issuin, ng silver and gold certificates separately, and let 
any holder of gold or silver coin deposit it, receiving a coin certificate, 
redeemable at the pleasure of the Government in gold or silver. But 
when you institute a policy of that kind you must provide conveniences 
for holders of coin to deposit itin the subtreasury, receive their certifi- 
cates, and take the certificates back to the subtreasury and receive the 
coin again whenever they desire. The national banks are notin favor 
of that sort of money, and they will not give it any particular circula- 
tionif they can avoid it. They are not the parties to charge with such 
transactions, and, as against national-bank deposits, I am in favor of 
oer deposits, so as to take that business away from the national 
han 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I want tosay only a word about this 
matter. Iam curious to see what anybody can say on that side of the 
House or on this by way of excuse for a vote for this proposition. 

Mr. BLAND. I willask the gentleman from Ilinois [ Mr. CANNON], 
who seems to be op to this bill, whether he claims that the na- 
tional banks should have this power with reference to the currency, in- 
stead of the Government performing the function itself. The gentle- 
man, I believe, is a stockholder in one of these banks. I do not know 
whether I am correct in that impression. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam; and I only wish I had a little more stock. I 
also own a little farm and a mule. 

The only gentleman who has thus far presented any excuse for this 
measure is the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], who proceeds 
by first throwing his patient into fits and then curing the fits, Ithink 
there is no proposition that could possibly come before this House in 
reference to which the gentleman from Missouri could not see some- 
where, through the fog and the cloud, a ‘‘silver lining.’’ 

Now, what is there in all the gentleman has said? Under the law, 
at the demand of anybody who has the money to pay for it, the silver 
dollar is laid down at his door free of transportation charge. That isa 
fact, and the gentleman ought to knowit. I do not know whether he 
does or not. 

Again, suppose you want silver certificates. Any correspondent of 
any bank, or any individual at any money center, is more than glad to 
send the silver certificates the moment they are ordered, provided you 
pay for them. So there is nothing in all that talk of the gentleman. 

Now I will tell you all there is in this proposition. A Democratic 
‘Treasurer of the United States says that this subtreasury now asked for 
will be an additional expense and not so safe as the existing deposito- 
ries. Thatis his opinion. Iam not particularly interested in back- 
ing up this Democratic Treasurer; but from what little knowledge I 
have of business I have no doubt he states the fact. So that the ques- 
tion, after all, resolves itself purely into this—whether we are to estab- 
lish a subtreasury at Louisville and go on to establish them at every 
city of ten thousand people throughout the country, as the gentleman 
from Missouri seems to desire, for the purpose of giving more places for 


There is no such inference to be drawn from that 
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hungry Democrats. That is all there is of it. If gentlemen want to 
do so they may march up and vote for the bill and provide these places. 
For one I am not hungering and thirsting to do that thing; and I do 
not propose to vote for this bill. Of course everybody on cither side 
controls his own vote. 

It has been said to me by a number of persons that the parties who 


very mae desire the passage of this bill are very clever people—nice 
men. ume that is so; but after all, so far as I am individually 
ee I do not choose to vote for a measure because I would be 


glad to accommodate this gentleman or that gentleman or the other. 

There is no propriety in this bill. I think anybody who understands 
business understands that. Your Treasurer of the United States po 
the establishment of this subtreasury will be a useless expense, an 
that the system here p is not so safe as the present system, i 
commend his opinion to the other side of the House. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. If, 
as the gentleman says, the Treasury Department now ‘‘lays silver 
down at the doors” of these banks why are they asking the passage 
of a bill to do that? 

Mr. CANNON. The law—— 

Mr. STEELE. The existing law does not do it, I am just informed. 

Mr. CANNON. Then Tam wrong or the gentleman is wrong. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman who has charge of this bill tells me 
that this very privilege is now asked so as to avoid the expressage on 
silver. 

.Mr. CANNON. I can only state what I know the law to be, which 
provides that silver shall be delivered without cost of transportation to 
any one in the United States who desires it. Ido not care to stand 
here and, in addition to having a knowledge of the law myself, furnish 
my friend from Indiana with that knowledge when apparently he will 
not receive it. 

- Mr. STEELE. The gentlemen make assertions without knowing 
much about the law. I will ask the gentleman from Kentucky what 
his understanding on that subject is? 

Mr. CANNON. There is an appropriation annually for this purpose. 

Mr. STEELE. But you fail to appropriate enough, perhaps, because 
I know of banks in the district I represent that have been refused such 
benefits. I think they ought to have them for the benefit of their pa- 
trons, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the adoption of the following resolution; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

"Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
on Alaska by L. M. ni (he be ta R with the necessary illustrations, and 
4,000 additional copies be printed ; of which 1, Pieler be for the use of the 
Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of spo gent gd ye and 1,000 copies 
Bde bution under the direction of the Chief Signal Officer of the United 

ates Army. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 7938) to authorize the Covington and Cin- 
cinnati Elevated Railway and Bridge Company to erect a bridge across 
the Ohio River. 

The message farther announced that the Senate had passed, with = 
amendment, in which the concurrence of the House was requ 
bill (H. R. 6391) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gult 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S..117) making an appropriation for the extension and en- 
largement of the United States custom-house at Kansas City, Mo. ; 

A bill (S. 249) for the payment of Sewell Coulson and Porter, Har- 
rison & Fishback for legal services; 

A bill (S. 430) to change the limit of appropriation for the public 
ee at Terre Haute, Ind.; 

(S. 531) to provide for the erection of a public building at La 
Fayette, Ind.; 

A bill (8. 1131) to amend an act to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich., ap- 
proved March 2, 1885; 

A bill (8. a for the relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky; 

A bill (S. 1433) for the relief of the Western Miami Indians of Kan- 


sas; 

A bill (S. 1457) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Marquette, Mich. ; 

A bill (S. 1486) to authorize the Denison and Washita Valley Rail- 
way Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill re. 1550) aera for an addition to the United States build- 
ing at Jackson, Miss. 

A bill (S. 1592) to change the limit of appropriation for the public 
building at Denver, Col. 

x A bill (S. 1611) for the erection of a public building at Fort Dodge, 
owa; 
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A bill (S. 1919) to authorize the purchase of additional ground ad- 
joining the United States court-house and building at Saint 
Paul, Minn., the etection of a bonded warehouse, and the repair of the 
—e United States building atsaid place, and appropriating money 

erefor; 

a bill (8. 2058) to complete the pnblic building at Harrisonburg, Va., 
an 

A bill (S. 2191) to complete repairs and alterations of the public 
building at Parkersburg, W. Va. 

Mr. TT. I did not count the number of public buildings au- 
thorized by the action of the Senate just returned to the House by its 
Secretary; but, sir, if there be reason for putting a subtreasury 
at Louisville there will Be found equally good reasons for having one 
in every one of the public buildings on this long list. A 

Mr. Speaker, this proposition proceeds on an entire error as to the 
subtreasury system. These subtreasuries are not established for the 
convenience of the people. It is an abuse of the original purpose for 
which they were established when they are made a convenience to the 
people. In other words, ong Bee only be made convenient to the peo- 
ple by converting them into ks of issue and deposit, for which they 
were never designed. If there is anything against which this side of the 
House, is committed by tradition, by principle, by repeated declarations 
in platforms and otherwise, it is against any union of this Government 
with the banking system of the country and any usurpation of bank- 
ing power by the Government. 

The subtreasury was established solely for the convenience of the 
Treasury of the United States, to keep its property safely, as a place of 
deposit for its property; andevery function it performs beyond that, 
except ee in payment of its debts, is an abuse and a dan- 

us abuse. - 

The great difficulty we have to-day in this country in regard to the 
use of currency is due to the fact the subtreasuries of the United States 
have been converted into a species of national bank. I do not mean 
by that banks belonging to the national ing association, but ana- 
tional bank of the kind against which the Democratic party waged un- 
dying warfare, and which finally, under the lead of Andrew Jackson, 
was destroyed. ; 

Mr. BLAND. Let me ask the gentleman from New York whether 
the subtreasury system was not established for the very purpose ofde- 
stroying the national banks? 

Mr. HEWITT. It was. 

Mr. BLAND, Now let me ask the gentleman further whether the 
national banks will hold silver for the purpose of putting it into cir- 
culation? Can you show a national bank anywhere in this country 
which will take ten millions of silverand hold it for the purpose of put- 
ting it into circulation? ` 

Mr. HEWITT. No,sir; nowhere. ButI will produce, any time the 
gentleman wants it, the engagement of every bank in the city of New 
York to put into circulation every silver dollar the gentleman will fur- 
nish them for that purpose. The trouble with the gentleman and his 
constituents is they have no more silver dollars than they want for cir- 
culation, and they will not take them and put them on deposit in the 
national banks of the city of New York. 

Mr. BLAND. I prefer my constituents, and not the gentleman nor 
the national banks, to determine the question whether we have all the 
circulation of silver dollars we want or not. Why, sir, we can take 
four times more than we have now. 

The SPEAKER. There is too much confusion in the Honse, and 
gentlemen will resume their seats and preserve order. 

Mr. HEWITT. I will only answer, as was well answered by the 
gentleman from Illinois, that if anybody wants silver dollars and is 
willing to pay for them he has only to ask for them, for under the last 
sundry civil appropriation bill there is this provision: 

For the transportation of silver coin, $50,000; and in expending this sum the 
of the Treasury is authorized and directed to transport from the 
Treasury or subtreasuries free of charge silver coin when requested so to do. 

Mr. BLAND. What amount? 

Mr. HEWITT. Any amount. 

Mr. BLAND. Iunderstand that is the exchange of one form of money 
for another. What we want is to get an extra amount into circulation, 
and not to change paper for silver or to swap dollars. No one can be 
deceived by thatargument. Wewanttogetinto circulation more money 
than is in circulation now; but what the gentleman refers to is merely 
an exchange of one form of dollar for another form of dollar without 
adding anything to the circulation. 

Mr. HEWITT. I will yield toquestions to everybody if they will 
only make them ali atonce and then wait until I can answer them. 
But it is difficult to answer of that sort injected into the belly 
of my speech. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. HEWITT. Certainly. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The gentleman from New York says any 
man can get silver dollars who wants them. The trouble is there are 
men in this country who do not want silver dollars, and they should 
be compelled to take them. ~ 

Mr. HEWITT. Ah! [Laughter.] 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. There are men who, with bonds due on 
call to-day and with $60,000,000 in the Treasury which should be paid 
out on those bonds—there are bondholders who do not want their bonds 
to be exchanged for silver dollars. And why should they not be com- 
pelled to exchange those bonds, while we are compelled to take those 
dollars and nothing else? 

Mr. HEWITT. Now, Mr. Speaker, my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] says we ought to be compelled to take the silver dollars 
whether we want to take them or not. I wish to state to him that I 
was compelled to take four of them this morning. $ 
; ar WEAVER, of Iowa (from his seat). Served you right. [Laugh- 

er, ; 
Mr, HEWITT. Here they are [holding themup]. [Cries of ‘‘ Hand 
them over!” ‘‘Pass them around!” ‘‘Pay them out!” ‘‘ Disburse 
them !” &c.,and laughter.] And, Mr. Speaker, this remarkable readi- 
ness which is exhibited here among my impecunious colleagues on this 
floor [laughter] to relieve me of this silver burden is very significant of 
the condition of this country to-day, where everybody would take a silver 
dollar promptly if offered for nothing and be glad to get it, but if they 
have to pay for it they prefer some other kind of currency, more con- 
venient to carry and quite as good to spend. 

My friend from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] wants to afford facilities for 
what? Is it the distribution of these silver dollars, or is it for the re- 
ception of these silver dollars in order to lock them up more completely ? 
Undoubtedly for the latter purpose; and if for the latter, how can this 
proposition give effect to the views of my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND], who wants to put them in circulation? The truth is, the 
more you multiply the places of deposit for silver dollars, the more rap- 
idly they will be deposited and lie dead. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. But there will be certificates issued 
instead if they are deposited. 

Mr. HEWITT. I hope so; at present, howevey, the certificates are 
limited in amount to $10. - 

Now, I know of no good reason whatever why I should be compelled 
to carry these four silver dollars in my pocket when I would much pre- 
fer to have one and two dollar bills. 

Mr. SYMES. Will you support the silver-certificate bill, which will 
accomplish what you want in that direction? 

Mr. HEWITT. I have introduced a bill myself and it is pending be- 
fore the Committee on Bankingand Currency, but has not been reported, 
by which the Government of the United States shall be compelled to 
give a gold dollar for a silver dollar whenever it is presented at the 
Treasury Department. That bill will afford relief. 

Mr. SYMES. I ask will you support the silver-certificate bill be- 
fore the House? 

Mr. HEWITT. I do not know what the bill is, except in a general 
way; but I will say to the gentleman that I am ready and willing to 
support any bill which establishes and tes the equality of the 
dollars of the United States, whether they be gold, silver, or paper. 
[Applause.] } 

Mr. SYMES. ` Then, if you do, you will have to revolutionize your 
record in that regard for the last ten years. 

Mr. HEWITT. On the contrary, I have never ceased in my efforts 
to put and keep the currency of the country on a par with gold, and it 
will be an evil day forthe country when this parity is destroyed, as it 
will be sooner or later by the continued coinage of overvalued silver 
dollars. : Ls 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. WILLIS rose. 

Mr. HEWITT. Is my time limited? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has exhaused the five minutes. 

Mr. HEWITT. Iamsorry; Ididnot know that I wass ing under 
the five-minute rule; my time was y occupied by interruptions, 
and I had not concluded what I had desired to say. 

Mr. EDEN was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. HEWITT. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is not subject to 
interraption without his consent, and will 

Mr. HEWITT. Iam perfectly aware that the interruptions were 
because of my own foolish good nature. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I got up to say something totally different from 
what I have said, and it is this: These subtreasuries being established 
for the convenience of the United States, the officers of the Treasury 
best know where they wantthem for that purpose. The radical trouble 
they experienceis, however, tosecure competentofiicers to fill these places 
at the salaries which are established by law; and in the city of New 
York within three months past it was almost impossible to get a man 
of sufficient responsibility to take charge of the subtreasury; and the 
subtreasurer there now in office is appealing to i to raise the 
salaries of his subordinates, because at the rates fixed by the law cap- 
able men can not be had for the service. 

Every time therefore you establish an additional subtreasury you 
will increase that difficulty; and I want to warn my Democratic friends 
that every effort of this sort is simply the imposing of a new charge 
upon the Treasury and an additional burden upon the tax-payers of 
the . ‘This bill proposes to establisha subtreasury at Louisville 
not because it is needed for the public convenience, as we are informed 


—— 


~~ 


in the letter of the Treasurer, but simply because it will provide pat- 
ronage to the extent of $16,000 annually, and lead to large expenditures 
for vaults now and buildings in the future. 

Mr. WILLIS (from his seat). The bill limits it to $9,500. 


Mr. HEWITT. But theincidental ex will run it up to at least 
$16,000, which is the smallest sam that any of these subtreasuries are 
run for. As the continual dropping of water will wear away a stone, 
so these propositions to spend a little here and to spend a little there 
until the sum total is enough to frighten every thinking man will finally 
exhaust the porono of the people. 

I have sat here day after day and heard propositions for the expendi- 
ture of public money, running up into large constantly made 
where there is no public necessity to demand it, and I wish to warn my 
friends that this can not go on in this way without making the burden 
of taxation unbearable. This is as a place to stop the unneces- 
sary expenditures as any other, for here is the testimony of the Treas- 
urer of the United States, charged with the care of its funds, to the 
effect that it is a useless expenditure; that it will add nothing to pub- 
lie convenience and afford no protection to the T But, worse 
than that, it may be an enormous risk to the Treasury; for, Mr. Speaker, 
when money is deposited in the national depositories the banks are re- 
sponsible for its safe-keeping to the Government, and they are required 
to give security for the deposits of the funds of the United States in the 
bonds of the United a k so that there is no possibility of loss. 

The subtreasury in New York to-day is only safe from a mob, if a 
mob should ever arise in that city, by reliance on the police and onthe 
armed forces of the United States that are kept in readiness on Gov- 
ernor’s Island for its protection, Wherever you build a subtreasury 
you must have a guard in the neighborhood. There is always the risk 
of violence and of robbery. : 

Mr. WILLIS. We have a guard at Louisville. 

Mr. HEWITT. My friend says they have a guard at Louisville—— 

Mr. WILLIS. And can wipe New York out. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEWITT. I have no doubt on the question of ing this bill 
you will wipe the votes of New York out, but you will not wipe out 
the warning which I now venture to give the gentleman, that he and 
his Democratic associates who vote for this bill will also be wiped out 
when the next election comes, and the power to expend the public 
money uselessly will no longer be allowed to reside in a Democratic ma- 
jority. We came into power because of Republican extravagance; let 
us not lose it because of Democratic improvidence and a reckless disre- 
gard of our pledges to the people. 

Mr, WILLIS. Ihavebeen astounded at the arguments and the facts 
upon which the opposition to this bill has been raised, and by no state- 
ment have I been more astounded than that of my honored friend [ Mr. 
Hewitr] who has just taken his seat. I would hesitate to express any 
opinion on finance against his if I did not have before me the law cre- 
ating subtreasuries and also the report of that very Treasurer whose 
opinion has been introduced here to control the judgment of the House 
upon æ unanimous report of the committee of this House. The gen- 
tleman says that a subtreasury is confined merely to the deposit of 
silver. The act passed in 1846—— 

Mr. HEWITT. I beg tostate I madeno such statement, The gen- 
tleman may as well deal fairly with me. 

Mr. WILLIS. Istand corrected. Will the gentleman say what he 
did state ? 

Mr. HEWITT. I said the substreasuries were established for the 
care of the funds in the custody,of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have before me the law which states it differently; 
and I have before me the last report of the Treasury Department which 
puts it differently, Andif I can not, let me say here, show by the re- 
ports of this very Department the necessity of this subtreasury I appeal 
to every gentleman on this floor to cast his vote nst it. 

As to the duties of the subtreasuries, here is what the original law 
said. The act of August 6, 1846, said the subtreasuries were “‘ for the 
receipt, safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement of the public funds.’’ 

But what further? Since these coinage acts have been passed the 
sphere of the subtreasury, the duties and responsibilities of the sub- 
treasury, as we all know, and no one better than the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York, have been entirely changed, enlarged, and in- 
creased. 3 

What does the Treasurer say? On page 485 of the last annual report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury he says this: 

The subtreasurers of the United States, having had their duties and responsi- 
bilities largely increased through the issue of the gold, silver, and legal-tender 
certificates and the issue and redemption of the standard silver dollar and the 
gractional coins— 

And in view of the enlarged sphere of the subtreasury what does he 
further say— 


it is respectfully submitted whether a scheme for a reorganization of the re- 
spective offices should not receive the attention of Congress. 


And why? Listen, gentlemen of the House of Representative, listen 
to the reason that your Treasurer gives for a reorganization and change 
of your subtreasuries. What does he say on that point? 


. Persons occupying the positions of messen, and laborers are now engaged 
in handling, counting, i preas money, and p ibr other clerical labor, ? 


Is that the position in which the Treasury of the United States wants 
to stand before the tax-payers and representatives of the people? Are 
we to allow messengers and laborers to conduct these important pecun- 
iary transactions connected with the Treasury Department? 

Mr. HEWITT. I ask the gentleman how will the establishment of 
a subtreasury at Louisville that? 

Mr. WILLIS. They demand additional clerks, and we propose to 

ve them additional] clerks. It is true they will not be located in New 

ork. But I can say we will find in Louisville men just as competent 
in finance to attend to this clerical work connected with the subtreasury 
as the gentleman can find within the limits of Wall street. 

He says there is need of more clerical force. The Secretary of the 

says the same thing. There is not clerical force to attend to 
the duties of the subtreasury. 

And further, as to vault-room, what does he say? And I challenge 
any gentleman to deny any statement I make. I welcome interruption. 
I say in the report of the Secretary of the we find the astound- 
ing fact that every subtreasury in the United States except the mint at 
New Orleans is to-day full to overflowing with silver and gold, and 
there is to-day yonder in your Committee on Appropriations a letter 
from the acting Secretary of the Treasury asking an appropriation of 
$100,000—for what? To enlarge the vaults at Washington and New 
York, Can we not have vaults in this building at Louisville? And 
permit me to say, as I have mentioned the word ‘‘ building,’’ and as 
the gentleman from New York referred to the building bills which have 
been brought in, that this bill neither now nor hereafter contemplates 
the construction of a public building. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask some gentleman to yield me a few minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS was ized, and yielded to Mr. WILLIS. 

Mr. WILLIS. Thanking the gentleman, I would state that this 
does?not now nor hereafter contemplate any public building. We have 
a building there that will last for a hundred years, and this is simply 
a proposition to build a vault in an existing building and to provide 
for four or five clerks at the enormous cost of $9,560. That is the bill 
that has evoked these vaticinations of ruin. ‘That is the bill that has 
called forth the Treasurer of the United States to the rescue. That is 
the amount that has caused my friend from New York to presume that 
a cyclone will sweep over the Democratic party in the next November 
elections, Sir, if I can not, upon the facts presented by the Treasury 

ent, defend this bill, I want it defeated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me a single question? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman has stated that the Treasurer is de- 
manding an increased foree of clerks in the subtreasury and an increase 
of salaries. Will the establishment of this subtreasury at Lonisville 
diminish the grounds for that demand ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I answer the gentleman that the subtreasury system 
is an entirety, and that if you have five clerks in Louisville it lessens 
the necessity for five clerks in Washington or New York. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will not lessen the expense a clerk nor a dollar. 

Mr. WILLIS. And further, you can get the clerks cheaper in Louis- 
ville than you can in and around your central cities. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to the extraordinary con- 
dition of your mints and assay offices. Here is the report of the Sec- 
retary of the . What does he say? ‘That to-day there are un- 
lawfully—that is the word—that to-day there are unlawfully in the 
mints and assay offices of the United States $148,000,000, and he says 
that there is no correct report made to him by the mint officers, and 
that he does not know to-day, officially, whether there is even one 
dollar in those mints and assay offices instead of $148,000,000. What 
further does he say? He says that they have relied for safety hereto- 
fore upon the police regulations of the citiesin which subtreasuries are 
located. Upon that point he says: 


As a matter of fact, still further dependenco is placed on the legal preservation 
of publie order and the efficiency of local police, and confidence in such per- 
sonal, as distinguished from structural, means of safety seems happily to have 
suffered no relax from serious disturbances of public order. Yet it may well be 
asked, should even this long immunity from poplar violence be accepted as a 
guarantee against the future occurrence of anything of the kind in large cities 
like New York, Philadelphia, and New Orleans? 


He could not to-day write that sentence. Since that was written 
riots have occurred in three of the subtreasury cities of the country. 
Ah, but the gentleman [Mr. Hewirr] says we have a military force 
in New York. I would say to the gentleman that we have a military 
force in Louisville, organized and supported by leading citizens there, 
which has been in existence for several years. But is it prudent, even 
from this point of view, to pile up all our money in the city of Wash- 
ington or the city of New York? In view of the disturbances that 
have occurred, and in view of this statement made by the Director of 
the Mint, is it not prudent even from this point of view to distribute 
that money? Who does not know that a force of one thousand men 
could capture Washington to-day, even against the resistance of all the 
brigadier-generals and major-generals who sit around me? Yet the 
gentleman from New York says, ‘‘Go on; pile up your money here; 
pile it up in New York; you people of the West and South do not 
need it.” He asks, ‘‘ What need is there for a subtreasury at Louis- 
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ville?’ Isay to him: Here is a petition signed by every bank in the 
city of Louisville, twenty-two in number, which declares that they 
need it for the transfer and exchange of silver; that they need it to pay 
the pensiv¥iers. One of the pension agencies is located there; they 
draw their checks on New York; they make mistakes; and, as they 
state, the pensioners suffer. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I do not expect to change the verdict 
which will be shortly recorded in favor of this bill. I rise chiefly to 
congratulate those eminent reformers on the other side of the House 
upon the tight command they have of their party. I call attention of 
the gentleman from Illinois to it, the leader of the House [Mr. Mor- 
RISON]; I call the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. RANDALL]; I call 
the attention of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN ], the econo- 
mist; I call theattention toit of my friend and colleague from New York, 
whom [always delight to honor [Mr. Hewrrr]. How well, gentlemen, 
you hold your party in hand when there isa bill pending before the House 
to create a little more patronage for your party! Whereare those reso- 
lutions that you formulated at your last national convention and that 
you talked about so much before the people, pledging the reduction of 
public expenditure and the abolition of unnecessary offices? What do 
you propose to do with these places that you have made for the people, 
the dear people, whose money you would under no circumstances waste? 
Is this bill that is now pending, and is your action upon it to-day, an 
earnest of what your fature policy will be in the matter of economy? 
Your Secretary of the ry has said that this expenditure is un- 
necessary. Hehas told you that $370,000,000 are to-day tied up and 
kept from circulation by this system of subtreasuries. He hastold you 
that in Cincinnati seven millions and more are held which can not 
get into circulation because of the subtreasury there; he has told you 
that there are ten, eleven, twelve, thirteen millions in Chicago, and I 
suppose twenty millions in New Orleans, and all because of this sub- 
treasury system. i 
” You stand here, some of you, saying that you want more currency; 
that prices are forced down on account of increase in the purchasing 
power of money. That is the argument you frequently use, yet you 
come in here to-day and, despite all the ‘‘oppression”’ of the people 
because they have not money enough, you propose, in violation of your 
pledges in convention and on the stump, to vote for a bill looking to the 
expenditure of $20,000, very likely $30,000 a year—and in the end half 
a million dollars for a public building—because there is a little patron- 
age involved in it for the Democratic party. 

Mr. WILLIs rose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Through this bill you hope to be able to pacify the 
Democracy in the State of Kentucky. ‘There is not enough of official 
patronage there to ‘‘go round;’’ and this bill is brought in as a measure 
of relief, to provide more patronage to pacify the disaffected and the 
needy; and because certain Democrats on the other side appear as apolo- 
gists and defenders of this bill, the remainder of you will rush between 
the tellers and vote for it. [Laughter and applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iwill now yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WIL.1s] if he wants to ask a question. As I said, Mr. Speaker, 
I do not take part in the discussion of this question with any expecta- 
tion of changing the result. I know that has already been determined. 
I know that on the other side of the House a few men of national repu- 
tation as reformers will mouth their protestations briefly against this 
bill; but can it be that they are so shorn of influence, can it be that 
the premier, the king-maker, the very Warwick of the Democracy is so 
powerless as to be unable to stem this tide of extravagance? Can it be 
that our distinguished friend from Pennsylvania, with that great State 
at his back, is powerless to resist these encroachments, these raids upon 
the public Treasury? How many members from Indiana on the other 
side of the House will follow our friend from that State [ Mr. HoLMAN] 
in his vote against this bill? Ishall watch the record with interest, 
for I hope you will give us a vote by yeasandnays. lwant to see the 
following that our friend from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] will have in 
his opposition to this measure. He is strong, very strong in national 
conventions, and I want to see in what estimation he is held by his col- 
leagues on this floor when in tame phrases he advises economy and 
urges that we should let the public Treasury alone. I hope at least 
that the Democracy from the State of New York, for its own credit, will 
wheel into line under the leadership of my friend from New York [Mr. 
HEWITT]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. You will do the same, will you not? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I answer no; I will not wheel into line under the 
leadership of my friend from New York. I thank Heaven that I am 
strong enough with my constituency to adopt my own policy, which 
will ever be to vote against bills of this character. It is unnecessary 


for my friend from Kansas to insinuate that it is necessary for me to 
receive oracles from any other source than my own constituency, by 
virtue of whose warrant I hold a seat on this floor. 

Gentlemen on the other side have told us there is a “‘silver lining”? 
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to this measure. My friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has promptly 
replied that silver is already laid down at your doors free of expense 
for transportation. It has been pointed out here that this subtreasury 
system ties up money, keeps it out of circulation, and thus oppresses the 

ple about whom we hearso much on this floor. But, notwithstand- 
ing all this, there are four or five offices to be created; there are some 
positions as keepers of public buildings; there are some people who wish 
to sweep out and clean them; there is some petty patronage; and the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on. Rivers and Harbors, not 
satisfied with the passage of the river and harbor bill, misses nothing; 
he wants this patronage; and almost as an amendment to that bill this 
legislation is to be forced through the House. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recognized long enough 
to ask the gentleman from New York a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to be recognized myself for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes, I suppose so. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The gentleman from New York scems to put this 
bill on the ground—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I supposes if the question is asked me I shall have 
all the time I want in which to answer it. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. TAULBEE. I propose to yield to the gentleman ok time as 
is accorded to me for the purpose of answering the question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I will answer it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. . The gentleman seems to put the merits of this bill 
on the ground of patronage. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ground cf what? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Of patronage. He has labored during the time 
allotted him to show the fact that the friends of this bill are induced 
to support it by the hope of getting places for Democrats, Now, if that 
is his argument and his position I desire to ask why it was on the first 
day of this month he cast his vote against a resolution to investigate 
certain of his party friends who are receiving salaries from the Govern- 
ment and making no return therefor? Idesire to know why he did so. 

Mr. HISCOCK.. Mr. Speaker, I do not know to what the gentleman 
refers. I can not tell that, but it is very possible I may have voted 
against a resolution to investigate my party friends. If I did, I will tell 
youone good reason I had for doing it. Inmy judgment the Democrats 
have on their hands enough to do in invest their own party 
friends. [Laughter and applause.}] Ifthe Democratic party will con- 
fine itself for the balance of the period it shall be in power to creating 
committees to investigate what they have done even up to date, and to 
hold it in check for the future, it will have discharged its full duty to 
the people, and if it results in pure administration of the Democratic 
party it will accomplish much more than I expect of it. [Laughter 
and appear 

Mr. WILLIS. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope not. [Criesof “Vote!” Vote!’’] I hope 
the gentleman will yield to me for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw the demand for the 

revions question? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes; and I wiil yield for four and one-half minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois. z 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, it is somewhat amusing to thisside 
of the House, and I presume also to the country, to observe the mental 
agony and physical contortion exhibited by the gentlemen on the other 
side of the House while they are straining at this little gnat of Demo- 
cratic extravagance, notwithstanding the fact that for the past twenty- 
five years they have been swallowing tne huge camels of Republican 
wastefulness. [Laughter and applause.] When I came here in the 
Forty-fourth Congress the Committee on Appropriations, under the 
leadership of the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL], began to reform abuses and to reduce the enormous ex- 
penditures of the preceding years of Republican rule. During that 
Congress, while that effort was being made, the Republican members 
of this House stood as a solid phalanx and resisted every effort looking 
to such reduction. | 

I remember on one occasion I was on a conference committee which 
sat in the month of August for two weeks resisting cfforts of the Sen- 
ate and the Republican side of the House to increase one bill to the ex- 
tent of $5,000,000. 

I heard no protest then from the gentlemen on the other side of the 
House against that extravagance or any word in favor of curtailing tho 
expenses of Republican rule. But, sir, the Democratic party as then 
represented persisted in making these reductions and remained here 
until the 15th of August for the purpose of securing the accomplish- 
ment of their object. During two yearsof that Congress we reduced the 
expenses of the Government over $60,000,000 below what they had been 
for the two years of the preceding Republican rule. During all this 
period there was no effort upon the part of the gentlemen on the other 
side to co-operate with us, but on the contrary they resisted every pro- 
posed reduction in the unnecessary expenditure of the public money. - 
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We were told then by the Republican leaders in this House that the 
Democratic party was endeavoring “‘ to starve the Government;”’ that 
our proposed reductions would cripple the public service, if not destroy 
the Government outright. But we went forward and reduced expend- 
itures to the enormous extent to which I have already stated. These 
reductions not only did not cripple or even embarrass the Government, 
but on the contrary they gave confidence and security to the country 
and increased power to the Democratic party. It was Democratic econ- 
omies that opened the way to the resumption of specie payments, and 
made it possible for the Government to pass through that trying ordeal 
with safety and establish our financial stability throughout this coun- 
try and the whole world. 

The gentlemen on the other side of the House discovered in the con- 
sular and pian bill the other day a proposed increase of $800 in 
an item at the Turkish legation. This proposed increase in appropria- 
tions seemed to startle that whole side of the House at the extent of 
Democratic extravagance as exhibited by that item. And when the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], who is now anxious to get 
the.question to a vote, proposed to supply the growing wants of a great 
region of country by establishing an additional subtreasury in Louis- 
ville, gentlemen on the other side resist the proposition and assert that 
it is another evidence of Democratic extravagance. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS, I demand the previous question upon the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 102, 
noes 38. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon the passage of the bill I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 158, nays 62, not 
voting 102; as follows: 


YEAS—158. : 
reaps J. A. Ely, Markham, _ Singleton, 
Arn Farquhar, Martin, Skinner, 
Barkstale, Felton, . Maybury, Smalls, 
Barnes, Forney, McCreary, Stahlnecker, 
Barry, Frederick, McKenna, Steele, 
Bayne, Fuller, MeMillin, Stephenson, 
Blanchard, Gay. Merriman, SA OEA 

Bland, te Geddes, Milliken, St. Martin, 
Bouteille, Gibson, O. II. Mills, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Brady, Glass, Moffatt, Stone, W.J., Mo. 
Breckinridge, WOP, ky er, Morgan, Struble, 
Brown, C. E. ioff, Morrill, Swinburne, 
Burrows, aren W.J. Morrow, Symes, 

Bynum, Guenther, het A Tarsney, 
Cabell, Hall, Neal, Taulbee, 
Caldwell, Halsell, Nelson, Taylor, J. M. 
Campbeli, Felix. Hanback, O'Donnell, Taylor, Zach. 
Campbell, J. M. Harris, O'Ferral), jompson, 
Candler, Hatch, O'Neill, Charles n, 
Catchings, Haynes, O'Neill, J.J. Townshend, 
Clements, Heard, Owen, ize, 
Cobb, Henderson, D.B. Peel, Tucker, 

- Compton, Herman, Perkins, Van Eaton, 
Comstock, Hitt, Pi 4 Van Schaick, 
Conger, Hopkins, Pettibone, Wade, 
Cooper, Howard, Pindar, Wadsworth, 
Crisp, Judd, Plumb, Wait, 
Culberson, Jackson, Price, Wakefield, 
Cutcheon, Johnson, F. A. Reagan, Ward, T. B. 
Davidson, A.C. Johnston, J. T, Reese, Weaver, A. J 
Davidson, R.H.M. Johnston, T, D. Richardson, Weaver, 
Davis, ones, J. H. TS, Weber, 
Dawson, Jones, J.T, Romeis, heeler, 
Dibble, Ketcham, yan, White, Milo 
Dorsey, ekai Sadler, Whiting, 
Dougherty, Laffoo: Sawyer, Willis, 
Dowdney, La Follette, Scranton, Wolford, 

mham, Laird, : Sessions, Woodburn 
Eldredge, Lanham, Seymour, 
Ellsberry, Lovering, ‘Shaw, 
NAYS—62, 

Adams, G. E. Dargan, Holman, Rice, 
Allen, C, H. Davenport, James, Ri 
Anderson, C. M. Dockery, Kelley, Rowell, 
Barbour, Eden, Landes, Seney, 
Beach, Ermentrout, L; i. Sowden, 
Bennett, Ever! s McRae, Spooner, 
Bingham, Fleeger, Millard. Springer, 
Bound, Foran; Miller, Strait, 

Ford, Morrison, . Swope, 
Breckinrid ,C.R, Green, R.S. ecce, Thomas, 0, B. 
Browne, T, Grout, Oates, Throckmorton, 
Brown, Wiw. Hammond, Payne, at 
Buck, yden, Payson, ilson, 
Cannon, Hewitt, Randall, Worthington 
Cowles, Hiestand, Reed, T. B. 
Cox, Hiscock, Reid, J.W. 

NOT VOTING—102. 

Adams, J.J. Ballentine, Brumm, Butterworth. 
Aiken, Belmont, Buchanan, Campbell, J. E. 
Allen, J. M. Bliss, Bunnell, Campbell, T, J. 
Atkinson, Blount, Burleigh, Carleton, 
Baker, Boyle, Burnes, Caswell, 


Clardy, Henderson, T. J. Mahoney, Scott, 
Col enley, Matson, Snyder, 
Collins, Hepburn, McAdoo, Sp 
Crain, Herbert, McComas, Ste J.W, 
Croxton, Hill, McKinley, Stone, E, F, 
Curtin, 3 Mitchell, Storm, 
Daniel, Holmes, Muller, Taylor, E. B. 
Dingley, Jouk, Negley, ylor, L. 
Dunn, Hutton, orwood, Thomas, J. 
Svans, Irion, O'Hara, Viele, 
Findlay, King, Osborne, Ward, J. 
4 Lawler, Outhwaite, Warner, A. J 
on, Le Fevre, Parker, Warner, William 
Gallinger, Lehl A Wellborn, 
Gibson, Eustace Libbey, Phelps, 
ilfillan, Lindsle A id > White, A.C, 
Grosvenor, Little, a Wilkins, 

e, Long, Ranney, Winans, 
Harmer, Lore, Robertson, Wise, 
Hemphill, Louttit, Rockwell 
Hen erson, J.S. Lowry, Sayers, 


So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAMMOND, by unanimous consent the reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 

The following gentlemen were announced as being paired until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. HILL with Mr. BAKER. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. Lone. 

Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR, 

Mr. HENLEY with Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. WINANS with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. GILFILLAN. 

Mr. BOYLE with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. McComas, 

Mr. Procock with Mr. MOKINLEY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. PARKER, 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. TARSWEY with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. Jones, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

Mr. CARLETON with Mr. HOLMES. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. Pmce. 

Mr. Burnes with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, 

Mr. VIELE with Mr. HIRES, until Tuesday next. : 

The following gentlemen were announced as being paired for to-day: 

Mr. Wise with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. OSBORNE, 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. Dorsry with Mr. CROXTON. 

Mr. KING with Mr. Evans, of P lvania. 

Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. Scort, on this vote. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, on this vote. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. ROCKWELL, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the title I suppose of this bill has 
not been adopted, and upon that subject I want to observe, before the 
debate is closed, that the leaders on the other side of the House, and 
especially the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], do not seem 
to have been able to control the votes of that side of the House any bet- 
ter or to any greater effect than the leaders on this have done. Honors, 
therefore, seem to be easy, and I trust the gentleman from New York 
will remember this fact in his forthcoming canvass in New York. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House for discussion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Illinois having been allowed 
to make that remark, I ought to have the privilege of responding. I 
desire to state to the gentleman from Illinois that he always does well 
when he acts upon his own individual promptings and not from the 
inspirations of others. But what is a more shameless sight than for 
the Democracy with 40 majority in this House [cries of ‘‘ Regular or- 
der!’?] to any responsibility for this legislation upon saree ph = 
the House? [Loud cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’?] You o: 

House, and you have 40 majority, and you are responsible apera 
tion. 

Mr. WILLIS. What is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. There is no question as to the title of the bill, 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I demand the regular order, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that they 
had examined and found duly enrolled abill of the following title; when 
the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 1361) granting a pension to Nira D. Gwynne, 
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INDIAN COMMISSION. 


Mr, HOLMAN. I now call up for consideration the bill providing 
for the appointment of an Indian commission. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill called up 
by the gentleman from Indiana. G 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bijl (H. R. 0973):to provide for the appointment of a commission to inspect 
and yeport on the condition of Indians, Indian affairs, and for other purposes. 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has twelve minutes 
is hour remaining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I propose only to occupy a moment to call the.at- 
tion of the House to the factalready mentioned that this bill has been 
repared by the Interior Department under the Secretary of the Interior; 
hat in pursuance of the policy announced by the President touching 


"Indian matters in his last annual message, the bill contemplates the ap- 


pointment ofa commission, detailed from the Army and the Interior De- 
partment, to adjust the entire Indian question so faras the relations of 
the Indians to the land are concerned and the manner in which it shall 
be held. ° 

The measure would seem to be almost indi ble as apreliminary 
proceeding in the adjustment of the relation which the Indians are ‘to 
occupy in future to the lands, and the manner in which: shall be 
held, and the extent to which‘ those lands shall be held by the Govern- 
ment in trust and disposed of for the benefit of the Indians. 

This commission of course would su’ the commission already 
provided in connection with the Chippewa lands of Minnesota and the 
Indian lands in the northern portion of Montana. This commission 
would supersede that one, inasmuch as the creation of that commission 
is left discretionary with the Secretary:of ‘the Interior. It would also 
obviate the necessity for the commission proposed by ‘the bill for the 
organization of the Territory of Oklahoma. 

It is believed by those having of Indian matters that the de- 
tails provided for by the bill will resultin the creation of a better com- 
mission than if it were to be appointed from civil life. I believe I have 
nothing further to add at this time. There are quite a number of 
amendments pending, someof which are entirely satisfactory, and others 
of which may be offered. If I have any time left I reserve it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes ‘remaining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would be very glad if the House would consent, 
inasmuch as the subject I presume is wellund thatany amend- 
ments to be offered may be offered at-once, and then that the previous 
question shall be allowed onthe bill and pending amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. When thebill-was formerly under consideration it 
was postponed by the House until to-day. The questionthen pending 
was on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] for 
the previous question on the billand pendingamendments. A quorum 
not having voted, the gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] were appointed ‘tellers. 

Mr. WEAVER, offowa. Ihopethe gentleman will not call the pre- 
vious question, as important amendments will be offered to the bill, 
which will involve necessarily a good deal of discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that by consent before the 
postponement of the bill a large number of amendments were sent up 
to be printed inthe RECORD. They are not pending unless it shall be 
agreed they shall be so considered; but there were some amendments, 
all that were allowed by the rules, actually pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I'think itowas understood that by unanimous con- 
sent all the amendments sent up were to be considered as actually 


The SPEAKER. TheChair finds by an examination of the RECORD 
that a quorum not having voted on the demand for the previous ques- 
tion ‘the gentleman from Indiana did not insist on further count, and 
the previous question was not ordered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I had offered an amendment to the text of the 
hill which was pending by agreement between the gentleman from ïn- 
diana and myself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it was understood by unanimous consent 
that all amendments might be submitted and understood as pending. 
If there is any doubt about it I will make that request now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks that all the 
amendments offered heretofore be considered as pending. Is there ob- 
jection? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And all otheramendments that are germane ‘to the 


bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] had 
offered an amendment to the first section. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I understand there has been no. limitation 
to the debate. 

The SPEAKER. There has not been thus far. The first question is 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to 
the first section. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

In line 4, after the word “authorized,” insert “and directed,” making itread: 

“That the President of the Uniteti States be,and heis hereby, authorized and 
directed to appoint a commission.” f 

The amendment was to. ri 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it in order to move an amendment to this bill? 


The SPEAKER. By the consent of the House just given, the gen- 


tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] can send up his amendment and 
it will be considered as ing, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I donot desire to interfere with the amendments 
already sent up; but I want to move at the proper time to strike out 
the sixth section of the bill, and to add as a new section what I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read the following amendment proposed by Mr. HOLMAN: 

In line 6, section 1, fill the blank with the word “‘major;" sothat it will read: 
“To consist of six persons, three of whom shall be detailed from the officers of 
the Army not below the rank of major.” 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read the following amendment proposed by Mr. DORSEY: 

In section 1, lines7 and’8, strike out the words “appointed from civil life or; ” 
so that it will read: *“Who-shall report to the Secretary of the Interior for duty, 


the other members to be detailed from officers in the service of the Department 
of the Titerior.” . 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the bill as it now stands provides for 
a detail of three Army officers of a gradenot lower than that of.a major, 
the other three commissioners to be appointed from civil life ordetailed 
from the Interior Department. The proposition of the gentleman from 
Nebraska is to strike out the er to select from civil life, so that the 
commissioners would be detailed either from the Army or from the In- 
terior Department. 

Now I think that, as a matter of fact, it will be found desirable to 
make the detail of the three civilians from the Interior Department. 
It is quite manifest that a very proper appointment would be that of 
the Commissioner of Indian irs as a member of this commission, 
but still it might occur that- some gentlemen i 
the position and not connected with the Indian t 
suggested, in which event it seems to me desirable that the power of 
the President to go outside of the Department ought to be retained. 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, in view ofthe explanation of the gentle- 
man from Indiana I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was under consider- 
ation before I offered an amendment to the first section, which will be 
found in the RECORD, and which I ask to have reported. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: à 

The President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to reor- 
ganize the board of Indian commissioners, so as to make it to consist of seven per- 
sons, two of whom may be detailed from the officers of the Army, who Te- 

rt to the Secretary of the Interior for duty, the other members to be appointed 
rom the existing board, from civil life, or detailed from officers in the service 
of the Department of the Interior. And when said board of Indian commis- 
sioners shall be so appointed, the organization and functions of the present 
board of Indian commissioners shall cease and determine, It shall be t 

of the said reorganized board of Indian commissioners to 
commisioners; 


heretofore intrusted to and performed by the board of In 
and they shall inspect all goods and supplies purchased for the Indian service, 
rd to the purchase of such 


and advise the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in 

| iter Peep cae It shall also be the duty of said commissioners, under the 
irection of the Secretary of the Interior, to inspect from time to time, as he 

may require, the condition of the Indians of the various tribes ‘and bands on 

a simererts reservations under’the care, control, or jurisdiction of the United 
ates. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is equivalent toa motion'tostrike 
out the first section and insert what has been read, and before that can 
be voted upon all the amendments to the text of the first section must 
be di of. - 

The Clerk will report the first amendment to the first section. 

The Clerk read the amendment [proposed by Mr. Cow xs] as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out in lines 7 and 8 the words “ appointed from civil life or.” 


Mr. COWLES. Mr. Speaker, that amendment proposed by me is in 
effect very nearly the same as the one proposed by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. DORSEY], but it goes further. It proposes to strikeout 
the provision for the appointment and the appropriation for the payment 
of the salary and expenses of the persons to be chosen from civil life. 
Now, sir, I do not see the necessity of selecting persons from civil lifeto 
be appointed on this commission. I think that officers in the Interior 
Department who have charge of Indian affairs, and officersin the Army 
who are brought in contact with Indians on the frontier, and who, in 
the execution of their duties, beeome familiar with the working of the 
Department in relation to the Indians, should know more of these mat- 
ters than any civilians, and be better adapted to service on this com- 
mission. Furthermore, they are already in the pay of the Government, 
and no additional expenditure will be required except for their travel- 
ing expenses, if even that benecessary. This amendment, therefore, 
is in the line of economy, for I do not see the necessity of creating new 
offices for the purpose of this commission. With regard to the policy 
of the commission itself I have nothing to say. My learned and dis- 
tinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is veryfamiliar with 
all subjects appertaining to the Indians, but I do not see the need of 
appointing anybody from civil life upon the commission when we have 
men who are already in the employ of the Government receiving regu- 
lar salaries, and who will perform this duty as well as any man that 
can be selected ‘from civil life. 

Mr. WEAVER, of lowa. ‘Mr. Speaker, I can not agree with there- 
marks ofthe gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.CowLEs]. This bill 
is a very important and far-reaching one. The powers conferred upon i 
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this commission have never been equaled in the history of our Indian 
legislation. Powers are conferred relating to scoresof millionsof acres 
of the public domain, and in fact the whole Indian policy is really 
placed under the care of this commissionand of the Secretary of the 
Interior. Now, I think the people-of the United States would not be 
willing to put all these vast interests entirely in the hands of Army 
officers. However well informed those officers may be, however com- 
petent they may be, their relation to the Army and heir isolation from 
civil life makes them, whether justly or not, obnoxious to the criticism 
that they have beensoseparated from the people that they haveceased 
to. sympathize with them, ‘They have been brought in contact with 
frontiersmen, with cattle syndicates, en, ulators, with everybody 
except the people of the United States, for one would not bewill- 
ing to see those vast interests Ay: a their hands alone. I respect 
the officers of the Army; I make no charge-against them; all I say is 
that I, as a civilian, would not be willing to intrust these immense in- 
terests to their hands alone. Iam perfectly willing that they should 
constitute one-half of this board, but the other half, I think, should 
he chosen from civil life, and if there is not enough in this measure to 
justify paying those commissioners for their-services, then clearly the 
bill ought not to pass. If there is not sufficient utility in this proposi- 
tion to justify a reasonable expenditure of money to pay these men 
for their services, the bill ought not to become a law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust my friend from North Carolipa [Mr. 
CowLkEs] will bearin mind that in the appointment of a commission 
of so much importance, to be intrusted with the examination of this 
whole question, involving 137,000,000 acres of lands, it is very likely 
to occur that some gentleman peculiarly adapted to service upon the 
commission may be outside.of the Interior Department; and in such a 
case I submit the President should have power to go outside of that 

ment in making the designation. 

Mr. COWLES. My proposition isto confine these appointments net 
to Army officers exclusively, but ‘to officers of the Interior Department 
who have charge of Indian affairs, and to Army officers, who, I take it, 
are as honorable men and as capable of performing these duties as any 
persons in civil life. Idonotunderstand this commission to be a court, 
as one gentleman has said—— 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Idid not say that. 

Mr. COWLES. It is simply a commission to obtain information in 
regard to Indian affairs and report to Congress such measures asin the 

opinion of the commission should be adopted for the benefit of the In- 
dian service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. Thereis no intimation that it is to be 
necourt, My friend from North Carolina [Mr. COWLES] goes on the 
assumption that three competent persons can be spared from the Inte- 
rior Department. I donot know thatsuch will be the case. 

Mr. COWLES. Not in summer time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, wecannottell. This ought to bea continu- 
ous commission. I admit that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs-or 
the Secretary of the Interior would be a very proper member of this 
commission; and I have no doubt if the commission be authorized one 
or the other of these will be appointed. Butit may be found that no 
three gentlemen eminently qualified for the service can be found in the 
Interior Department or can bespared from their positionsthere. Hence 
I think we ought to leave this :diseretion with the President. 

Mr, WEAVER, of Iowa. I think so. 

Mr. COWLES. I see no necessity for the creation of new officers. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire'to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana to one defect which it.occurs to me is found in his bill. The 
bill, so far as I have examined, contains no provision indicating what 
is to be the life. of this commission—whether it is to be a continuous 
commission existing during the life of the administration or is merely 
to continue until it sees fit to make a I would like information 
on that point. I find that the fifth section of the bill contemplates al- 
lowing to these commissioners per diem pay and traveling expenses. 
Now, my question is, if the commission shall be appointed how long 
will re continue to exist and how long before its members will go out 
of office ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The commission will last as long asthe appropria- 
tion Jasts—notlonger. Theappropriationis simply for thecurrent year. 
If the services of the commission should berequired longer Congress, of 
course, at its next session will make the necessary appropriation. Itis 
impossible to tell now how long such a commission will be required. We 
can not now determine how long it will take to carry through the various 
negotiations with the different tribes of Indians. All that we can do 
now is to appropriate for the current year, making no provision for fur- 
ther duration of theeommission. If Congress at its nextsessionshould 
find it necessary to continue the commission the appropriation will no 
doubt be made. 

Mr. NELSON. This, then, will be equivalent to the-establishment 
of an annual office with a per diem compensation ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. As tothe civilians appointed outside of the Interior 

Department there will be of course a per diem compensation, But the 
commission will exist simply so long as Congress shall keep it in exist- 
«ence by the appropriation of the annual sum necessary for its support, 


Mr. NELSON. The gentleman will allow me another question. Is 
there anything in the bill that will prevent the members of the com- 
DRS or those of them who will be entitled to per diem compensa- 
tion, Tom ae: fa d pay for the entire year? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Those who are appointed outside of the Interior 
Department, if any such should be appointed, willreceive $10 per day; 
and this appropriation is made on that basis for one year. 

Mr. NELSON. That will be at the rate of at least $3,000 a year, 
exclusive of traveling expenses? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NELSON. And the bill may involve the creation of three new 
offices, with compensation at the rate of $3,000. year and traveling ex- 

2 . 

Mr. HOLMAN. .Yes, sir. 

Mr. NELSON. And this.commission is to have no other power Pt 
simply to investigate and report? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman examines the bill he will find that 
while such is the limitation of power, yet the negotiations with these 
various tribes, the investigation of the whole subject of their lands, the 
question of vesting those lands in the Indians in severalty, the dispo- 
sition of lands for the benefit of the Indians—these and sifmilar questions 
cover a wide field. It has heretofore been thought necessary to confer 
upon the Seeretary of the Interior the power to appoint for the gentle- 
man’s own State a commission of three persons upon the same basis.as 
that embraced in this bill. The present measure, as I have sought to 
explain, seeks to supersede that commission and to cover the wholefield 
by a singlecommission, instead of having several different bodies of this 
character. 

Mr. COWLES. I believe the gentleman from Indiana has served 
upon one of these expeditions? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COWLES. I would like to know what thatexpedition cost the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. About $4,200, 

Mr. COWLES. Why, then, appropriate i in this bill $10,000 for those 
members of the commission selected from civil life? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me explain tothe gentleman that ths commis- 
sion.of which I had the honor to be a member was occupied for three 
months and a half; and I think it was deemed quite an economical com- 
mission. It was composed of five members, and was accompanied by 
a sergeant-at-arms and a clerk. All these were salaried officers; nosal- 
aries were paid. Four thousand two hundred dollars was the sum ex- 
pended for traveling expenses and for a stenographer. 

Mr. COWLES. That is whatI propose todo, to have them appointed 
from salaried officers now, so as to avoid any additional expense. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. If members of the House will examine'the 
bill they will find every line confers power either upon the commission 
itself or upon the Secretary of the Interior. I repeat, sir, there is noth- 
ing like it in the whole history of Indian legislation. 

I say in reply to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] that 
in my judgment this commission, if ever appointed, can not discharge 
the duty imposed upon it by this bill in ten years. It is evidently in- 
tended to place the whole Indian service and all that pertains to the 
Indians, including their lands, including, as the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] has said, 137,000,000 acres of land under this 
commission and under the of. the Interior, subject in some 
instances to the approval of Congress and in others not. I donot think 
we can find men in the Interior Department who can be spared from 
their duties now at the desk and from their present positions who 
would be satisfactory to the House and to the American nation as com- 
missioners. 

If this bill is to become.a law—and I have extreme doubt whether it 
should ever become the law—but if it is to become the law the largest 
minded men to be found by the President of the United States, the most 
comprehensive, the best acquainted with the Indian policy, ‘the public 
land policy, and the wants of the people generally should beselected as 
the civilian portion of that commission. I would be unwilling to-con- 
fine it to the Army or to the present employés of the Interior Depart- 
ment, because certainly the Secretary of the Interior can not be spared 
from his duties to enter upon this new field of labor nor can the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. I know of no one-else in the Interior De- 
partment who would be satisfactory to the peopleif selected. It isim- 
portant when the commission isappointed that the rights of the public 
should be taken care of, and the whole transaction should be one of 
breadth and foree. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to eall the attention.of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr, Cowes] and of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [ Mr. NELSON] to some of the provisions of the bill. They do 
not seem to be understood. The object of this commission is a perma- 
nent one; that is to say, it extends to the solution of the Indian prob- 
lem; and I undertake to-say it can not be accomplished in less time 
than ten-years. And if it cau be done in twenty-live years it is time 
we were beginning to do it now,-so that we may have an end to it-some 
time in the fature. 

I am opposed, therefore, to incorporating in this bill a provision. .coy- 
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ering any officer ofthe Government, unless it may be officers ofthe Army, 
whose duties may enable them to devote a large portion of their time 
to carrying out the purpose of the commission. 

Let me now call attention of the House to one provision of this bill, 
. and let me ask whether officers of the Government who now have any- 
Jap a do can possibly carry out the labors imposed upon them under 
this ? 

In section 2 it is provided thatit shall be their duty in making such 
inspection to ascertain and report in detail as to the exact condition and 
needs of the Indians; what steps are ni to be taken on behalf of 
the Government to improve their situation in the direction of their self- 
support and complete civilization; what, if any, of the reservations may 
be reduced in area, and what portion thereof, not needed for Indian oc- 
eupation, may be held by the Government in trust-for the Indians hav- 
ing title thereto by law or treaty, and disposed of for their benefit; what, 
if any, Indians may, with their consent, be removed to other reserva- 
tions, with a view to their concentration, and the sale, on their behalf 
and for their benefit, of their abandoned reservations; what, if any, 
lands reserved by executive orders for Indian occupation are no lon; 
needed for such purpose and may be restored to the public domain; 
what Indian lands now held in common should be allotted in rand 
the quantity to be allotted to heads of families, unmarried adults, or- 
pans, or others, and what, if any, Indians are not provided with or 

ocated upon reservations or lands which may be patented to them; what 
is the exact number of Indians belonging to each tribe or band, the ex- 
tent to which they are civilized and engaged in industrial pursuits, and 
what occupation is best suited to their circumstances and surroundings; 
whether they should be furnished with implements of agriculture or 
stock, and of what kind; in what cases and to what extent the support 
of the Governmentshould be withdrawn; in what manner the annuities 
or other funds appropriated or payable by the United States to the In- 
dians under existing treaties and laws should be expended to insure the 
greatest and most permanent benefit to them; wherein and in what 
manner the present plans of procuring and distributing Indian supplies 
should be changed; the conduct and fitness of the several Indian agents 
and agency employés; the number, kind, and qualification of employés 
required for the proper conduct of the service ateach agency and on each 
reservation; where schools should be established or discontinued; the 
relative efliciency of the Indian reservation schools as compared with 
those Indian training schools not on reservations; the best plans and 
methods for accomplishing the educational and industrial training of 
the Indian youth and to make such training effective for their sel f-sup- 
port; in what manner and to what extent the Indians upon the reser- 
vations can be placed under the protection of our Jaws and subjected to 
their penalties, and which, if any, Indians should be invested with the 
rights of citizenship; the extent to which the Indian reservations are 
occupied orintruded upon by unauthorized persons, and the best methods 
for correcting this evil, and to prevent the introduction upon Indian res- 
ervations or the sale to Indians of intoxicating liquors, and of arms 
and ammunition to such tribes or bands whose facilities for procuring 
such things should be further restricted. 

Now, these multifariousand complicated duties can not be performed 
by anybody who has anything to do now. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Every line is a grant of power. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Secretary of the Interior is compelled to re- 
main in his office from 10 in the morning till 4 in the afternoon. What 
time has he to spare for the discharge of these important duties? What 
time has any officer in that Department to devote to the distribution 
of lands in severalty among these Indians? How can they know how 
many Indians are upon a reservation unless they go there and count 
them? 

Mr. COWLES. Does not the bill provide for the appointment of a 
portion only of the commission from the civil service of the Govern- 
ment, the Department of the Interior, and of those now holding office ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COWLES. And a portion from the military arm of the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; and that is what I am opposing. 

Mr. COWLES. The gentleman can submit an amendment to strike 
out that part of it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If weare to have acommission, let us appoint per- 
sons who will have time to discharge the duties imposed upon them; 
for I undertake to say that the commission appointed under this bill, 
if they fully execute its provisions, will have more business to do than 
any officer of the Government could attend to in addition to those 
which he is now called upon to discharge nnder the law. 

This commission must-go in person to each Indian reservation in order 
to treat with the various tribes. You can not bring the Indians to 
Washington for this purpose; you must go on the various reservations 
and count them and learn their qualifications for particular pursuits; 
you must learn what lands of their own can be allotted in severalty, and 
how many of the heads of the Indian families are willing to take their 
lands in severalty. These are questions which necessarily require the 
presence of the commission at every Indian reservation and among every 
tribe throughout the broad expanse of this country. You can not other- 
wise dea} with the question. 


Mr. COWLES. Does the gentleman propose this to be a resident 
commission ?- : 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; but I propose that it shall be a commis- 
sion which can in the very nature of things discharge the duties for 
which it is created, and those duties will require them, instead of being 
a resident commission, to travel and acquaint themselves with the con- 
dition of each of the various Indian tribes on the reservations and deal 
with them individually and separately; and any other system of deal- 

BEN with them will pote absolutely ineffectual. 

r. COWLES. Is not the only use, or very nearly the only use—and 
I thank Providence for it—of the Army officers to locate them upon the 
frontier where the very nature of their duties is such as to familiarize 
them with the condition of the Indians and their wants? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam entirely willing, as I have already stated, to 
have some Army officers, if deemed proper, detailed for the service. I 
do not want this commission to be an extravagant one, but I want it 
to be able to accomplish the objects. for which it is created; and if the 
perenes of Army officers will be beneficial in that direction, and they 
can be spared from their duties in connection with the Army, I think 
it would be well to select some for that purpose. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to ask, Mr. pene: af it would be in order 
to offer an amendment at this time ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McMiis in the chair). The 
Chair is informed that two amendments are pending, and an amend- 
ment now could only be offered and read for information in the time 
of the gentleman from Kansas. It can bé read, to be considered at the 
proper time. 

Mr. PETERS. Then I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out,in line 5, the word “three” and inserting “ two;” 
and also, in lines 8 and 9, by striking out the words “or detailed from officers in 
the service of the Department of the Interior.” 

Mr. PETERS. I think, Mr. Speaker, that Army officers are not 
usually conversant with the character of administrative affairs that will 
be necessary to carry out the provisions of this bill, its object, its spirit, 
and its intent. Army officers are not, as a rule, experienced in the ad- 
ministration of subjects connected with civil affairs. Their duties as 
Army officers, their lives, and their training preclude the idea of their 
being fully conversant with civil affairs and civil government. 

One of the objects of this bill, as I hipan is to obtain infor- 
mation upon which legislation may be based in the future, and that 
information is of such a character that it will require the services of 
those who are familiar not only with Indian affairs and with the man- 
agement of the Indians, as well as the policy pursued by the Gov- 
ernment in relation to them during the past year, but also familiar 
with all matters and things connected with the public domain, with 
Indian treaties, as well as with the rights of the Indians under these 
various treaties. Now, I think it will not be contended that an Army 
officer who has been educated at West Point and has performed nothing 
but military duty for years and years can be supposed to be familiar 
with Indian treaties, with the management of Indians, and the policy 
of the Government in connection therewith during the year. 


„Aside from this, I think it is bad policy to provide that three of this 


commission shall be appointed from the Army, because all of us who 
are conversant with the social features connected with Army life and 
with Army officers know that these three officers would in almost every 
instance meet together in their views and ideas and stand together, and 
they would then have an even division of the commission upon any 
question that might come up. I therefore think it would be essential 
that the Army officers to be represented upon the commission should 
be in the minority. 

I think, then, in relation to those selected from the Interior Depart- 
ment, that the amendment should prevail. Ido not believe such a 
provision as is so contemplated would be wise. I think it requires some- 
thing more than a mere knowledge of the clerical routine n in 
the m; ent of the Interior Department to treat intelligently the 
subject-matter involved here. The man whois familiar with the books 
and ledgers and methods of keeping the accounts of the Indian Depart- 
ment is not the man who has ordinarily the breadth of view and knowl- 
edge of Indian affairs sufficient to treat intelligently with the questions 
presented to this commission by this bill. I believe that four of the 
members of the commission should be drawn from civil life, should be 
drawn from those who are conversant with the Indian treaties, should 
be taken from those who are conversant with Indian affairs, should be 
taken from those who have a knowledge of the relations the Indians sus- 
tain to our public domain; and I think, therefore, my amendment in 
relation to this provision of the bill should be adopted. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ° 

Mr. BAKER. In connection with the work to be done by this com- 
mission it is important for us to consider that they have, as has been 
stated by the gentleman from Iowa, very large powers conferred upon 
them. In the first place I desire to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that they are invested with these powers and charged with the 
duties assigned to them entirely under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior. By section 2 they are charged with investigating and 
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reporting upon fifteen different subjects relating to the Indian question. 
These will necessarily require the judgment and experience of men of 
far more than ordinary ability. 

It seems to me the proposition of the first section to constitute this 
commission by detailing three from the Army and three from the De- 
partment of the Interior, or to be appointed from civil life, is well cal- 
culated to meet the necessities of this important trust. The fifteen 
subjects with which they will be charged, and which they will be called 
upon to investigate, are very important. Attention has been called to 
one by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], but there are 
other questions of equal importance here specified. 

At the very outset we find that their first duty is ‘‘ to inspect, 
tain, and report as to the condition and needs of the Indians.” 

Secondly, they are to ascertain and report— 

What steps are necessary to be taken on behalfof the Government to improve 
eg circumstances in the direction of their self-support and complete civiliza- 
With those questions met, the progress of the Indians in the direction 
of their civilization and self-support is assured, and the Indian problem 
is | Aeprivand solved. 

he duty of the commission is also to investigate and to report as 
to— = 

What if any of the reservations may be reduced in arca. 

Now it must be remembered that we have in existence in the Indian 
Territory five civilized tribes, embracing a population of 65,000 persons, 
whose interestsare secured by express treaty stipulations under Jaws of 
Congress. This bill contemplates that their rights and interests shall 
be protected, and provides that no action shall be taken and no recom- 
mendation made by this commission which shall have any effect until 
it is ratified by Congress. In that respect the bill is well guarded, and 
I think commends itself to every person who would deal jastly by the 
Indian problem, and who would accord full protection to the rights of 
the Government of the United States as regards the public domain. 

In the third section the commissioners are charged with certain duties. 
They are charged with the duty of negotiating with the Indians with 
a view to the adoption of certain, plans for the betterment of their con- 
dition. These are important duties, and I think should be confided 
only to men of the very highest and best ability. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 5 z 

Mr. ROGERS. The remarks just delivered almost supersede the 
necessity for what I was about to say. This bill is a departure from 
the past and the present Indian policy. Ifithasany merit, it is in the 
fact that it is a departure; for nothing has fallen so far short of deal- 
ing with any public question as the policy heretofore with reference to 
the Indians. 

I differ widely both with my friend from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] and 
my friend from North Carolina [ Mr. Cowles]. The observations of the 
first proceed upon the theory that in the Interior Dopartment existsa 
supernumerary corps of clerks who are capable of discharging the im- 
portant duties of this commission. If that be true, my friend should 
commend the fact to the Civil Service Committee of the Houseand have 
these parties gotten rid of. - 

But if the departure in the Indian policy contemplated by this bill 
is to be successfully carried into execution, it ought not to be put under 
the control of those men who havc been schooled and drilled in the 
narrow channels of the past precedents and practices which have hith- 
erto governed the Department of the Interior in dealing with this broad 
and important question. In other words, whoever may be selected to 
serve upon this commission ought to be free from all these precedents 
and practices. They ought to be men of broad, general, and compre- 
hensive views and with the courage of conviction to carry out such 
policies as may be found n in dealing practically with the In- 
dian question. -Then upon the other hand if we were to look this coun- 
try over in all of its sections perhaps we would not find any class of 
men more capable of discharging the important duties connected with 
a conmmission like this than are numbers of the Army officers in this 
country. 

There is scarcely one of these men of any importance in rank who has 
had any considerable length of service who has not been brought in 
contact with almost every Indian reservation throughout this broad 
Jand. Among that number will be found many of the best-advised and 
the best-informed men, and notonly that, but men of the highest charac- 
ter and of the highest moral courage, administrative capacity, and ex- 
ecutive ability. So that this commission when formed will come from 
both branches of the service; the one gehooled in practical affairs in 
dealing with the Indians, ahd the other coming from the great civil ranks 
of life, where may be found the men best qualified to deal, in conjunction 
with the Army officers, with this important matter. : 

Therefore I say I agree fully with the committee which reported this 
bill upon that aspect of it, and acquiesce fully in the observations just 
delivered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. When this bill was before under consideration I 
offered an amendmentin the natureof a substitute for the first section. 
It affects only the organization of the commission, and leaves its duties 
precisely as they are here. It adds to those duties certain duties be-: 
Jonging at the present time to the board of Indian commissioners. As 
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is well known to every member of the House. we have now, and have 
had since 1869, a board of Indian commissioners, consisting of ten. 

The duties of the board of Indian commissioners were first defined 
by an executive orderof President Grant, under date of June 3, 1869. 
At that time they were almost as comprehensive as the duties which are 
imposed upon the proposed commission by this bill; but the duties of 
the board, as defined at the present time, will be found in the appropri- 
ation bill for the Indian service for the year 1883, and are as follows: 

And hereafter the commission shall only haye power to visit and inspect 
agencies and other branches of the Indian service and to inspect goods pur- 
chased for said service; and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall consult 
with the commissioners on the purchase of supplies. The commission shall re- 
port their doings to the Secretary of the Interior. 

In accordance with this law, the board of Indian commissioners have 
made their annual reports, two of which I now holdin my hand, two 
reports for the years 1883 and 1884. Now itseems tome wholly unnec- 
essary to have both these boardsof Indian commissioners. The exist- 
ing board is nota paid body. Itis composed of eminent gentlemen, who 
give their services, their expenses being paid by: the Government. I 
have, therefore, by the substitute or amendment that has read 
from the desk, proposed to annex the present duties of the ting 
board, inspecting agencies and inspecting and reporting upon supplies, 
to the duties enumerated by the pending bill. 

As to the organization of the commission, as proposed in my substi- 
tute it differs from that proposed by the committee only in this: Fore- 
seeing thata commission composed of any even number might find them- 
selves in the same condition that our supreme court in theState of Mich- 
igan sometimes finds itself, evenly divided, I have provided for an odd 
namber, whether it be five or seven I do not care; I have not used the 
word *‘shall,’’ or made it mandatory upon the President to appoint any 
particular number of the members of the commission from civil life or 
from the Army. 1 do not care whether he takes two or three of them 
from the Army, but I am quite satisfied that they ought to bea minority 
of the commission. I think the majority ought to be from civil life. I 
am very positive about that. 

I agree with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] and the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] that this bill is anew departure 
of a most important character.. It coversthe entire Indian question in 
regard to tribal relations, in regard to education, in regard to lands in 
severalty—every important question which enters into what we call 
the Indian problem is here included and placed in the hands of these 
commissioners, making them, not omnipotent, but exceedingly poten- 
tial in dealing with all these matters. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON was recognized and yielded to Mr. CUTCHEON. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ithank the gentleman. A few words, and I shall 
have done. ‘There is no need of both these boards. Either we should 
extend the powers of the existing commission or else wipe them out. 

My substitute proposes toconsolidate the powers of these two boards, 
to wipe out, if you please, the powers of the present commissioners, and 
toadd their present limited jurisdiction to the broader jurisdiction pro- 

to be conferred by the pending bill. Itrust that something like 
this will be done. We have had enough crossing of lines on this Indian 
question; we should have no more of it. Let us consolidate these 
powers, Let us make one commission, composed of eminent men, in 
part of men from the Army who have been brought in practical contact 
with the Indian tribes and understand Indian character, and in part 
of men from civil life who are able to comprehend the Jaw and the 
treaties and the general bearings of the Indian question. I think that 
a part of the commission, also, but a small part, ought to come from 
the Interior Department, because there are men there whose familiarity 
with these questions for long years would-cnable them to understand 
more readily than others the scope and the relations of the different 
subjects involved. 

Such a commission would meet the exigencies of the case, but I trust 
that we shall not have a commission composed of an even number of 
members, nor a commission the majority of whose members shall be 
taken from the Army. Let us have a commission composed of an odd 
number, with more than one-half of its members taken from civil life, 
and let us consolidate in its hauds all these powers. Then we shall 
have unity and uniformity of action, no clashing, no collision, and we 
shall doubtless secure satisfactory results. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Do you not think that an experienced 
clerk frofn the Interior Department would be all that the commission 
would need from that quarter ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It has occurred to me that one of the heads of 
divisions, a man familiar with these Indian questions, should be taken. 
I think there should be at least one member of the commission from 
the Interior Department, and some from the Army, but the body of the 
commission should be composed of eminent citizens taken from civil life. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Mr. Speaker, I regard this bill as one of 
the most important bills that is now before Congress, and I hope it will 
pass; but on account of its importance I think we can not be too careful 
in guarding all its provisions and making it such a law as will prob- 
ably give satisfaction to the country in shaping and determining the 
Indian policy of the government. I differ with my friend from In- 


diana [Mr. HOLMAN] in regard to the necessity of any portion of this 
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commission coming from the Interior 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior might 


ent. He says that the 


well be a member of the commission. Now the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior would have to pass upon 
the work of the commission. 

Whatever practical measures the commission proposed would go into 
the hands of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.and the Secretary of the 
Interior and would be passed upon by them, meeting either their ap- 
proval or their disapproval. Again, so faras those two officers are con- 
cerned, they have the opportunity now, and it is their duty, to look 
into these matters, and doubtless the Commissioner on many occasions 
may visit the reservations and the country of the Indians, and can do 
so without the necessity of being a member of this commission. 

I do not think that any clerk or head of a bureau or any other officer 
in the Interior Department should be a member of this commission. I 
belicve it is wisely proposed to make this a mixed commission of officers 
of the Army.and of gentlemen from civil life; but if in forming this 
commission you are to discard.one or the other of these classes, it would 
be iggny judgment far wiser to discard the gentlemen from civil life 
than to dispense with officers of the Army. One gentleman who has 
spoken discredits the executive ability and fitness of officers of the 
Army for the duties of this commission. I think no greater error could 
be committed. We have in the Army officers who, throughout long 
lives, have been in constantcontact with the Indians, and are eminently 
suited to,conduct negotiations with them. 

Apart from their experience, derived from their long contact with 
Indian affairs, there is another reason which, in my judgment, makes 
them more suitable for the duties of this commission than gentlemen 
from civil life, although I believe.a portion of this commission should 
be appointed from civil life. The fact is notorious throughout the 
whole extent of our Indian border that the Indians have confidence in 
the officers of the Army and have very little confidence in men from 
civil life who have been sent to negotiate or work with them. That 
has been the general experience in this country. And there is good 
reason for the feeling of the Indians in this matter. They have found 
that the officers of the Army have dealt with them fairly and squarely 
on all oecasions, while they have been too often plundered by men from 
civil life who have been sent to transact business with them. . 

The point made by the gentleman last on the floor that a preponder- 
ance of the members of this commission should be from civil life, and 
that there should be an odd number of members, is not, I think, well 
taken. The finding of this commission is not to have any binding force, 
but is simply to be reported to Congress and passed upon by it. If 
there should be six members of this commission,.and they should be 
equally divided in opinion, Congress, when it came to consider the re- 
port, could determine which was right and which was wrong. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. My friend will allow me to interrupt him 
to call his attention to the proviso of the third section— 

That no such arrangement thus made which involves the of any ex- 
isting treaty or law shall be binding or operative until ratified by Congress. 

It thus appears ‘that everything else can be done by this commission 
without tatifestion by Congress. ‘That is oneof the extraordinary and 
dangerous powers conferred by the bill. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, I do not understand that any recommen- 
dation which this commission might make would become law unless 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But it need not be approved by Congress. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROGERS obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. THROCKMORTON]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend from Texas will observe the lan- 
guage of the third section: 


All such arrangements as may be thus made and agreed upon to be reported 


‘to the Secretary of the Interior, who may, in his discretion,approve them in 


avhole orin part: ; DEEE a ia thus made which involves 
the change of any existing treaty or lawshall be binding or operative until rati- 
fied by Congress. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That refers only to the ‘‘ arrange- 
ments” to be made under the third section. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It refers toall the powers of action confided io this 
commission, and those are all embraced in this section.” 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Under this bill, would not the Secretary 
of the Interior, on the recommendation of this commission, or èyen with- 
out it, be authorized to remove the Indians from reservations which 
they are now occupying under departmental order? If this commis- 
sion should find the Indians ought to be removed from one place to 
another, the Secretary of the Interior can do it without reporting to 
Congress at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is notthatthe lawnow? This bill confers nonew 
power in that respect. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It is now the law; but it is not being ex- 
ercised. Suppose, however, that this commission ‘should go down to 
the Cheyenne and Arapaho reservation and find there Arapahoes, 
Cheyennes, Kiowas, Comanches, and Kickapoos occupying a certain 
portion of that country— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under executive order. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Underexecutiveorder. Maynotthiscom- 
mission decide it to be a good thing that those Indians living west of 
the rain-belt should be removed—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. [Farther east. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Farther east, onto the Oklahoma lands. 
Now, would not the Secretary of the Interior have the power to ratify 
such a recommendation and put those Indians there without Congress 
having anything to say about it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. He has that power now. Í 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But the Secretary of the Interior would 
not exercise the power now when a bill is pending hefore Congress to 
organize a Territorial governmentthere. If, however, this commission 
should be appointed in the face of the fact that a bill is now pending 
to organize a Territorial government in Oklahoma, it is very likely 
something of that kind would take place. The bill would confer a very 
dangerous power in this respect. j : 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no provision ig this bill that increases ‘the 
power of any officer. It provides for no increase of power. If there 
should be, as undoubtedly there will be all along the line, recommen- 
dations by this commission for changes in the terms of ‘treaties and vari- 
ous matters of that kind, these recommendations will all have to be 
ratified by Congress. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. In reply to that I will say that now Con- 
gress would be very slow to act; would act with great discretion and 
deliberation; butif a change of policy should be indorsed bya report of 
a commission created under this act the case might be otherwise. 

Mr. BAKER. Is it not true that the Secretary of the Interior now 
possesses every one of the powers proposed to be conferred on this com- 
mission by section 2 of this bill? f 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I do not think he does, 

Mr. BAKER. I think he does. a j 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Iwilldiscussthat with the gentleman when 
we come to consider that section. 

Mr. BAKER. Thethird section, as has already been suggested, pro- 
vides that all arrangements which may be agreed upon by the commis- 
sion shall be reported to the Secretary,of the Interior, and they are sub- 


ject to his approval, in whole or in part, as he may determine. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. There are numerous provisions of section 
2 which I desire to discuss when we come to consider that. section. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Ihave no doubt my friend from Iowa will 
have ample time hereafter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that by unanimous consent the five minutes 
yielded to the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. THROCKMORTON ] by the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGers] will be considered as beginning 
now. 

The SPEAKER. It will bė so ordered, if there be no objection. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that under the 
provisions of this ‘bill no difficulty will arise by reason of any action 
which this commission may take, or any approval of such action by the 
Secretary of the Interior. I feel quite assured the Secretary would be 
entirely disposed to observe whatever may be foreshadowed here as the 
will of Congress in regard to Oklahoma or any other portion of the In- 
dian Territory. But, sir, is it not the fact that this territory of Okla- 
homa was purchased from the Indians with the distinct understanding 
that it might be peopled by other friendly Indians? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Certainly. But the Representatives from 
the States of Texas, Arkansas, Missouri, and as the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs states in his annual report, have unanimously 
and ‘‘fiercely’’ insisted that no more Indians shall be put into the In- 
dian Territory from any place whatever. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. ‘The Representatives from Texas, Arkan- 
sas, Missouri, and Kansas have insisted that the Apaches and other 
distant tribes should not be brought to the Indian-Territory. But 
Oklahoma is a part of the Indian Territory. And if the cases submit- 
ted by my friend from Iowa are to be putin vogue for the removal of the 
Arapahoes and Cheyennes to Oklahoma it would be inaceordanee with 
the treaty made with these Indians. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. ‘The Apaches—— 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. My friend from Iowa knows I have only 
a few minutes, and I hope he will permit me to proceed. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I wishtoreply. The gentleman does not 
stand here representing the people of Texas to insist the sa living 
southwest of Oklahoma, and who do not cultivate an acre of the soil, 
or, if any, but a few, that those who live beyond the rain-belt, ‘those 
who do not cultivate the soil,and do not want to, shall be taken from 
where they are and put upon the tillable portion of Oklahoma to the 
exclusion of white settlers. Does he stand here and insist they shall 
be put on the fertile lands of Oklahoma and that white people shall be 
driven beyond the rain-belt ? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I stand here faithfully to out the 
stipulations made by the Government of the United States with the five 
civilized tribes of Indians. And in my judgment, sir, itis beneath the 
dignity of any member of Congress to: do anything in the way of violat- 
ing our treaty stipulations with those Indians. 

Mr. WEAVER, ‘of Iowa. There is no treaty with the five civilized 


\l tribes of Indians requiring any such thing on our part, 


Roe 


1886. 
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Mr. THROCKMORTON. No, but the Government it. 


promised 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Is it a violation ofthe treaty when we do 
not put them there? 
Mr. THROCKMORTON. 
gue it, whether it is or is not in ~violation of treaty stipulations. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. There is no violation of treaty stipula- 


When that.question comes up we will ar- 


tions. 
Mr, THROCKMORTON. Itwas agreed to finger fine Seaman 
and for that purpose and with that understanding the Indians con- 


sented to it. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It was agreed to put freedmen there also. 
Precisely; but the freedmen will not-go 


Mr. THROCKMORTON. 
And ‘the Indians ‘refuse also to go there. 


there. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. 
That question can be fully discussed when 


Mr. THROCKMORTON. 
the Oklahoma bill is before the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what has been elicited during this brief discus- 
sion shows the vast importance of this bill, dnd the necessity-of giving 
it the most careful consideration. 

Let me recur to the appointment of Army officers as a-part of this 
commission. Now, itis well known we have Army officers who have 


such manner with all the subject-matters to be brought 

under. investigation in such commission as will make them the very 

best of executive officers, and their judgment can be relied upon as 

surely as the judgment of any civilian in the country. Itrust, there- 

stg geo ene et S T egret: Abe partied 

ponerme gee UST if any changè be made, the number 
increased in that direction. 

But I believe three civilians and three Army officers -will be suf- 
ficient for the purposes of the commission. Iam in favor of compos- 
ing the commission equally of civilians and Army officers, because I 
think it will strengthen its recommendations when they come to be 
presented to the country. 

Instead of not being qualified for this peculiar work, -as the gentle- 
man from Kansas has intimated, I think they are qualified in an espe- 
cial degree for its execution. We have found in our past experience 
officers educated at West Point make the very best executive officers. 
And if there is to be any change at all, although I hope there will be 
none, it should be in the direction of i g the number of ‘these 


“8 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, after the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
THROCKMORTON ] I donot feel it to be necessary for me to say much on 
this bill, because his views are sound upon that portion of it which he 
undertook to discuss. I, like him, believe there are to be found men 
in the military service of thecountry, ee ee 
who are as well qualified and, in fact, better qualified than any other 
class of men we have in the public service amicably to adjust the Indian 


n. 

There isanother important reason for the appointment of this com- 
mission, and thatis this: It isa well known fact to all who have given 
this subject careful attention that there arescarcely to be found two 
tribes of Indians that are alike. There are scarcely any two of them 
whp are located alike. Theirsurroundings, their matmerof living, and 


they are dissimilar in almost every 
This commission being asu board and auxiliary to the In- 
dian service, and intrusted with¢he execution of this law, will go and 


investigate each and every tribe of Indians and every trouble in re- 
= to lands and everything else pertaining to them. ‘They will make 

their exclusive business to do nothing else than the duty imposed 
upon them by this bill. The facts they will accumulate will be-sub- 
mitted to Congress by the Secretary, and will be in every way reliable 
and complete. 

The great trouble about the Indian agents is that each one has his 
own little government about him, and his reports apply solely to this 
particular community. This commission, if the becomes alaw, 
grasps the whole Indian question. ‘Those persons upon it who are de- 
tailed from civil life are presumed to be men of practical experience 
and capacity, men who know something about the Indian question, 
who will act in conjunction with men who have t half a lifetime 
upon the frontier and are thoroughly eonversant with the Indian prob- 
lem. When these men act in conjunction, and go from reservation to 
reservation, examining the condition of the Indians and the treaties 
with the various ‘tribes, investigate their needs, wants, and capacity, 
their ability for improvement, grasp the whole thing and report the re- 
sults back to the Interior Department, it will prove a source of infor- 
mation to Congress as reliable as any that can possibly be obtained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the Housewill now consent tolimit debate 
to some reasonable time. How much time does the gentleman from 
Iowa desire? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I think, Mr. Chairman, that we can not 
now very safely limit debate upon the bill. When-we reach the sec- 
ond section, that is the section in which the main grant of power ‘is con- 
tained, it is very voluminous, very extensive, and will require, every 
line of it, careful consideration. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
to propose to limit the debate upon the pending section.and amend- 
ments. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Then I ask the previous question upon the first 
section of the bills and amendments. , 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire if that would 
include the amendments offered by myself and read for information ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to including all the amend- 
ments which have been sent to the desk to be read for information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With that understanding the gentle- 
par from Indiana demands the previous question. 

Th eirp ore question was ordered. 


. The first question is u ae amend- 
wie p by the panenan from North Carolina [Mr. CowrLes], 
which the Clerk will read 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out in section 1, lines 7and 8, the words “ appointed from civil life or.” 
The amendment was rejected. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment pro- 
posed by ‘the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘To come in after the word “Interior,” in line 9 of section 1 : 

Hirea of of Congress may be appointed to the placos to be 
filled by ei those who may be appointed on this commission, 
and who are in pcos Brg salaries from the Government, shull reecive no addi- 
tional com: tion ; bat their traveling and other expenses shall be paid.on 
sworn vo 


Mr. REAGAN. I understand from conversation with several gen- 
tlemen that it will not be practicable for members of Congress toattend 
to the duties of this commission during this summer, and I therefore, 
if there be no objection, withdraw the amendment. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment pro- 
ara the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. 

read as follows: 
_ Amend ing 1a linas: the word “three ’ and inserting two.” Also 


out,in lines 8 and 9, the words “or detailed trom officers in 
the service of the enit of the Interior.” 


Mr. PETERS. I-would like to suggest by unanimous consent to the 
gentleman from Indiana that the word “major” be stricken out.and 
the word ‘‘captain’’ inserted instead in this section. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent, as the gentleman makes 
the suggestion, that the-word ‘‘major’’ be stricken out. and ‘‘captain”’ 
inserted. Many genflemen of that grade are eminently qualified tofill 
the duties of this position. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ROGERS. [rise to a parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I wish to ask whether or not the amendment now 
pending is divisible? 

The SPEAKER. Thereare two propositions involved in the amend- 
ment; in fact there are two amendments to the section. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I ask a separate vote upon them. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be taken upon the first branch 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas, which the Clerk will 
again report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 5, the word “three” and insert “two.” 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 18, 
noes 29. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment proposed by Mr. PETERS was read, as follows: 


ae out, in lines 8 and 9, the words “ or detailed from officers in the service 
of the Department of the Interior.” 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 41, 
noes 37. 

So the amendment wasagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the substitute for 
the first section, proposed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCH- 
EON]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent to modify the substi- 
tute by changing the number of the commission from seven to five. 

There was'no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

1. Amend the title of the bill to read as follows: 

“A bill to provide for reorganizing and artar defining the duties of the 
aa of commissioners, and for oth poses." 

2. Amend section 1 of said bill so that it read as follows: 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives.of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to reorganize the board of Indian commissioners, so as to 
make it to consist-of five ms, two of whom may he detailed from the offi- 
cers of the Army, port to the of the Interior for duty, the 

other members to be appointed from the existing board, from ci 
corned eo moped in the service of the Department of the Interior. And when 
said bow nearer commissioners shall be so appointed, the organization 
and araar f the present board of Indian commissioners shall cease and 
determine. It shall be the duty of the said reorganized board of Indian com- 
missioners to perform all duties heretofore intrusted to and performed by the 
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board of Indian commissioners; and the; 
poene for the Indian service, and adv: 


and supplies 


by Pennies ter oh be Indian Afairs 


n rd to the purchase of such goods and supplies. It shall also be the duty 
of commissioners, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to 
i from time to time, as he may require, the condition of the Indians of the 


various tribes and bands on the ferent reservations under the care, control, 
or jurisdiction of the United States.” 


Mr. CUTCHEON. The atter portion ig precisely in the words of the 
latter part of the first section of the bill. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I ask if we can not have a division upon 
this amendment, 

S e EE It is a motion tostrike out and insert, which is not 
ivisible. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I would like to support the first of it, 
which does away with the present commission and attaches the duties 
to the new commission. - 

The SPEAKER. The question will be taken upon the substitute as 
a whole. 

The substitute was rejected. 

The Clerk read the second section, as follows: 


Src. 2. That it shall be their duty in making such inspection to ascertain and 
report in detail as to the exact condition and needs of the Indians; what steps 
are necessary to be taken on behalf of the Government to improve their situa- 
tion in the direction of their self-support and complete ion; what, if 
any,of the reservations may be reduced in area, and what portion thereof, not 

ed for Indian occupation, may be held by the Government in trust for the 
Indians having title thereto by law or treaty, and disposed of for their benefit; 
what, if any, Indians may, with their consent, be removed to other reserya- 
tions, with a view to their concentration, and the sale. on their behalf and for 
their benefit, of their abandoned reservations; what, if any, jands reserved by 
executive orders for Indian occupation are no} r needed for such purpose and 
may be restored to the public domain; what In lands now held in common 
should be allotted in severalty, the quantity to be allotted to heads of families, 
unmarried adults, orphans, or others, and w. if any, Indians are not provided 
with or located upon reservations or lands w may be patented to them; 
what is the exact number of Indians belonging to each tribe or band, the ex- 
tent to which they are civilized and engaged in industrial pursuits, and what 
occupation is best suited to their circumstances and surroundings; whether 
they should be furnished with implements of agriculture or stock, and of what 
kind; in what cases and to what extent the support of the Government should 
be withdrawn; in what manner the annuities or other funds appropriated o1 
payable by the United States to the Indians under existing treaties and laws 
should be expended to insure the greatest and most permanent benefit to them; 
wherein and in what manner the present plans of Fgh nerdy and distributing 
Indian supplies should be chan ; the conduct and fitness of the several In- 
dian agents and agency employés; the number, kind, and qualification of em- 
ployés required for the ‘proper conduct of the service at each agency and on 

reservation; where schools should be established or discontinued; the 
relative efficiency of the Indian reservation schools as compared those 
Indian training schools not on reservations; the best plans and methods for ac- 
complishing the educational and industrial training of the Indian youth, and 
to make such training effective for their self-support; in what manner and to 
what extent the Indians upon the reservations can be pen under the protec- 
tion of our laws and subjected to their penalties, and which, if any, Indians 
should be invested with the rights of citizenship; the extent to which the In- 
dian reservations are occupied or intruded upon by unauthorized ns, and 
the best methods for correcting this evil, to prevent the in uction upon 
Indian reservations, or the sale to Indians, of intoxicating liquors, and of arms 
and ammunition to such tribes or bands whose facilities for procuring such 
things should be further restricted. . 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I move to strike out the second section. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Iowa 
that there are several amendments pending to that section which must 
be voted on first, and then a motion to strike out the section will be in 
order. 

The Clerk read the following amendment to the second section, pro- 
posed by Mr. DORSEY: 

After the word “‘self-support,” in line 41, add the following: 

`“ Also to ascertain theamounts due from the Government to the different tribes 

of Indians for educational a pores already agreed upon, or promised to be paid 
by treaties heretofore made.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The Clerk read the following amendment, proposed by Mr. GALLIN- 
GER: 

Add to section 2 the following words: 

“ Provi. That no person shall be appointed a member of the commission 
who habitually uses as a beverage any spirituous or intoxicating liquors.” 

The amendment was disagreed to; there being—ayes 26, noes 37. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6429) granting a pension to Eunice E. Clark. 


INDIAN COMMISSION. 


Mr. PETERS. I desire to offer an amendment to the second section, 
to come afterthe amendment last adopted. 
The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Also to ascertain what property, and the value thereof, of settlers has been 
destroyed by the Indians, and the tribe to which the Indians belonged who de- 
stroyed said property. 3 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to say that there are certain claims pending 
before this House in the nature of bills for property destroyed by Indian 
tribes or by members of certain Indian tribes; and it seems to me if this 
commission is to be appointed to investigate the number of subjects that 
are enumerated in this second section, they would have ample and good 
opportunity to investigate as to the property destroyed and the value 
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of the property destroyed by these tribes, and to ascertain also the In- 
dians and the tribes to which they belonged that destroyed the property. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman will not press that amend- 
ment. The subject of his amendment is entirely different from the 
general purpose of the bill. The investigation of the depredations by 
Indians should be assigned to a te commission. The questions 
are judicial. It seems to me the duties devolved upon the commission 
proposed by this bill are of so high and important a character as ex- 
pressed in the bill that these duties of detail, involving also judicial 
powers, should not be conferred on this commission. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I call the attention of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PETERS] to the fact that the Secretary of the has 
sent a communication to Congress giving a list of those claims. They 
number forty-five hundred, and embrace sums aggregating $15,000,000. 
They cover the whole period of our existence under the Constitution of 
the United States. Ifthis commission is to be authorized to take those 
subjects under consideration it can give no attention to the Indians as 
provided in the other portions of this bill. 

Mr. PETERS. In reply to the statement just made let me say that 
I think the examination of this subject by this Indian commission 
would tend to give them a more practical knowledge of Indian affairs 
and the relations of the Indians to the white settlers and to our coun- 
try than any other investigation they could undertake. I think it 
would be aspecies of education that this commission, appointed as con- 
templated, very much needs. ' 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, Iwill say to my friend from Kansas [ Mr. 
PETERS] this is a matter far too large for this commission to undertake. 
I would like to go with him or with any one else to have these claims 
investigated. Two bills are now pending before the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and I can only express my regret that they have not 
given their attention to this matter and made a report to the House, 
One of these bills refers the claims to the Court of Claimsand the other 
authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to appoint acommission within 
the Department who shall examine and finally determine, approve, or 
reject these claims and report to Congress for an appropriation. 

While we have this subject up, I beg the attention of the House to 
the question introduced by my friend from Kansas. It is a cryi 
shame that the Congress has sat here from year to year since 1847 an 
has neglected these claims secured by treaty stipulations between the 
Government and the Indians. But my friend can not attain his object 
under this bill. If he will join with me and encourage the Committee 
on Indian Affairs to report one or the other of the propositions to which 
I have referred, I trust before this Congress adjourns these long-suffer- 
ing people who have been despoiled of their property will have a re- 
sponse from the heart of the American Congress in their behalf. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Idesiretoaddoneword. ThedocumentI referred 
to is Executive Document No. 125, first session Forty-ninth Congress, 
and is a letter of the Secretary of the Interior to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, transmitting the report of Commissioner At- 
kins on the subject of Indian depredations. that document gentle- 
men will find the statement made that there are forty-five hundred of 
these claims, approximating in amount to $15,000,000, I call the at- 
tention of the House to this important document, because it is a subject 
we should deal with in legislation to come up hereafter. 

Mr. PEEL. I will say to the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. THROCK- 
MORTON], and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, PETERS] as a member 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, that we have had the measure which 
has been referred to under consideration, and I think I can say with 
safety it will be reported at a very early day. We have had so much 
work before us that we can not possibly dispose of itall. Butata very 
early day we will be able to report a measure that will supersede the 
necessity of this amendment. The proposition is one that will be judi- 
cial in its character and in keeping with the object sought. As this 
amendment is foreign to the object of this bill I hope the gentleman 
will not insist upon it now. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. § er, the explanation just made by the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], if we had some assurance that the 
bill would pass, would do away with the necessity for the amendment 
proposed by my friend from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. Sir, if there is a 
subject upon which the lawmakers of this country have been remiss 
in their duty during the last quarter of a century, it is the payment of 
claims for depredations upon the pioneers of the West by the murders 
and ravages of the Indians. When we come hereand present the facts 
that people have been murdered and that their property has been de- 
stroyed by roving bands of Indians, we are met by the proposition that 
a few Indians have been killed. Sir, that isno answer. The Govern- 
ment of the United States should keep the peace and should protect the 
white man as well as the Indian. 

Sir, about thirteen monthsago, hearing that in Southwestern Colorado 
the Indians were getting leave from the agent of the Southern Ute 
agency to go and hunt off their reservation because they had not rations 
tosupport them, and that they were ranging through the country where 
the cowboys were proceeding to make their ‘‘ round-up,” I foresaw 
there would be trouble. Every now and then they were killing cattle 
without any justification whatever, and the cowboys said they were 
stealing their horses. Having had some experience in the West, I knew 
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what must inevitably be the result if action was not taken to protect 

the innocent settlers from the Indians, Itherefore asked that a sammer 

camp should be established in Southeastern Utah or Southwestern Colo- 

rado, and that two companies should be sent from Fort Lewis to estab- 

lish the camp and protect the pioneers along the little streams where 

mer had gone to bring out their irrigating ditches and settle and make 
omes. 

Action wasslow, and it was easy to anticipate what would take place 
and what in a short time did take place. two weeks from the time 
I wrote that communication to the President expressing my apprehen- 
sion that there would be a conflict between the cowboys the In- 
dians, and that the Indians, after losing two or three of their md 
scoundrels who had been stealing horses and killing cattle, not having 
the courage to go out and take revenge upon the cowboys, would go 
along these little streams where the pioneers had settled on the arable 
land (madearable by their irrigating ditches) and would murder them— 
sir, in two weeks from the time I wrote that communication to the ex- 
ecutive department a little row took place between the Indians and 
cowboys, the cowboys claiming that the Indians had stolen some horses 
and the Indians claiming that the horses belonged to them, and the 
usual fight ensued, in which three or four Indians were killed. 

The very next night a band of Indians went to the Dolores and to 
the cabin of apor man who was trying to make a home there. They 
setfiretothecabin; heran outin the lightand blaze of the fire; they shot 
him. His wife ran out to try to protect him, and she was pierced through 
the shoulder by a bullet from a gun of one of the savages. Then she 
ran into the cabin, dragged her little children out of the back door and 
into the sage brush, and thence into the darkness of the thicket, and 
made her way to where she was taken care of by the neighbors. She 
was brought to Durango, a subscription was taken up, and she has sub- 
sisted mostly on charity from that time to this. She has partially re- 
covered, though her arm will be useless the balance of her days. ` Her 
little children have been living on the charity of her neighbors in Du- 


rango. 

I went to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs this very morning, and 
I said tohim: ‘‘Is not this an extraordinary case? Can you not make 
this case special? Can you not have it examined ahead of the few thou- 
sands of claims that are now on file in the Department?” The Com- 
missioner said that under the law and the rule he did not know how he 
could do so, but that if I would make an application to him he would 
try to have the Secretary of the Interior make the case special. Mean- 
while that woman and her children are starving. Mr. Speaker, I think 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] ought to 
be adopted. ‘ 

If we are going to create an expensive commission to deal with the 
Indians and try thereby to improve the administration of Indian affairs, 
en comnilissioners should investigate and report on such depredation 

ims. 

The claims are very just, and the present mode of dealing with them 
amounts to a denial of all justice to these suffering claimants. We are 
paying millions of money to these Indians to keep them in idleness, 
and we are practically refusing to pay these just demands. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the previous question on the 
pending section and the amendment. 5 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I hope that will notbe done. Ihave been 
yielding here by courtesy to give several gentlemen an opportunity to 
express themselves, but I want to make a speech myself. 

Mr. PRICE was recognized. : 

“Mr. HOLMAN. After the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] is 
heard I shall call for the previous question. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, there is a phase of this question which 
I think has not been brought out, and which I desire very briefly to 
bring to the attention of the House; that is the question of the pro- 
priety of creating such a commission as this at all. In the first place, 
I have very grave doubt of our power to create a commission that will 
do the work here proposed, and do it for what it is worth. 

Tn support of this suspicion, I desire to call attention to a recent re- 
port made by a select committee sent out by the Forty-eighth Congress 
on this identical business. That commission is held up tous asa 
model of economy. I have not an itemized account of its expenses; 
but I find that $4,500 was expended by four gentlemen—excellent gen- 
tlemen, too. I find that they took with them the Se: t-at-Arms of 
this House. Was hetaken along to keep the Indians off? [Laughter. ] 
They took with them also the clerk of one of the committees of this 
House; and they hired a stenographer. How many of these gentlemen 
took their wives with them I do not know. But is not the report of 
the expenses of this committee enough to emphasize the fact that it is 
very difficult to get this kind of work done, even under the economical 
management of the distinguished gentleman from Indiana, for what it 
is properly worth? Something appears to stick to it that ought not to 

ong to it. 

Now with relation to this subject of commissions, I want to call at- 
tention to the fact that for fifteen or twenty years past the people of 
this country, in numbers counting thousands where there are hundreds 


inquire what effect the alcoholic liquor traffic has upon the revenues of 
the Government, upon our civilization, upon our politicalsystem. For 
at least a decade and a half the petitioners for such a commission have 
been spurned from the councils of this nation and their request denied. 
Here are two hundred and sixty thousand Indians, not distinguished 
for their beauty [laughter], neither ornamental nor useful; and the 
great American heart goes gushing out toward them. Yet in every 
three years of our nation’s history a greater number of those people of 
this country, that embrace all its respectability and intelligence and 
produce all its wealth, go down under the blasting influence of a crime 
sanctioned by this Congress; and when we come here seeking informa- 
tion on this subject through the establishment of a commission you 
turn a deafear. Is there any consistency in this? Oris there not a 
‘‘gush,” with a lack of sense and correct sentiment behind it, which 
can not commend itself to the minds of candid men? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. er, I trust that my motion to 
strike out this second section will be adopted. I think this is a most 
extraordinary section. Indeed, the bill itself is extraordinary and in 
my judgment entirely unnecessary. The second section begins by 
providing— 

That it shall be their duty— 

That is, the duty of the commissioners— ; 
in mak inspecti ascertain in detail as to the ex: 
dition an pisis of the eee: s tinct ? aes 

Now, we already have an Indian Commissioner; we already have an 
Indian agent for every tribe; we have special agents; we have Indian 
inspectors; and it does seem to me that all the avenues of information 
are now open; all the necessary machinery is already provided, all the 
required officers are already appointed, for ascertaining the condition 
of every Indian tribe on this continent. I submit, therefore, that this 
measure is entirely useless and unnecessary—not in the line of retrench- 
ment and reform. 

Let me call attention to other provisions of this section. The com- 
mission is to inguire— 

Pb: if any, Indians may, with their consent, be removed to other reserva- 
ns. 


Now, when I said that under the provisions of this bill “‘ blanket In- 
dians’’ living west of the rain-belt might be removed east onto the 
fertile lands of Oklahoma, which had not been occupied by the Indians 
for twenty years, and ought to be reserved for white settlers, the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. THROCKMORTON] said, as I understood, that 
it was beneath the dignity of a member of this House to insist that 
that should not take place. Why, sir, it is of record, as we are informed 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, that the objection to the re- 
moval of any more Indians to the Indian Territory came from the Rep- 
resentatives of the States of Texas, Arkansas, Missouri, and Kansas. 
When the Government had a perfect right under the treaties with the 
Seminoles, the Creeks, the Cherokees, and other Indians to remove In- 
dians not residing in the Indian Territory to that Territory, an objec- 
tion which the Commissioner of Indian Affairs pronounced to have 
been ‘‘fierce’’—and I say rightly so—came from the Representatives of 
those States against such action by the Interior Department: 

Mr. RYAN. Let me say to the gentleman from Iowa that there is 
an act of Congress prohibiting the removal of any Indians from Arizona. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. There is an act of Congress forbidding the 
removal of Apaches.and Sioux Indians, and that is by a provision which 
was offered as an amendment to an appropriation bill by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Mints]. Thereisno general act of Congress prohibit- 
ing the removal of other Indians. 

Now, if they could prohibit the removal of those Indians in the line 
of the treaty and in the line of the law, thef&is nothing to prevent 
members of Congress providing that the blanket Indians shall be re- 
moved west of the rain-belt, because those Indians do not cultivate a 
particle of the soil, as they have no more use for it than a wolf. They 
do not live upon the products of the soil, but upon the products of the 
chase, with what they can get from United States appropriations. 

Mr. RYAN. That is, what they can get from the Commissary De- 
partment. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Generally out of appropriations in the In- 
dian appropriation bill. They live on the products of the chase and 
what they can get from those Indian appropriations, instead of upon 
the products of the soil. 

Under the provisions of this bill, Mr. Speaker, there is an attempt in 
my judgment to seek fresh authority and expression from Congress to 
commit the Government to a policy of removing these Indians from one 
reservation in the Indian Territory to another. And that is what we 
protest against. s 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STRUBLE. What is the pending question before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the question discussed by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] is hardly a question germane, I take 


of these Indians, have been asking Congress to appoint a commission to t it, to the bill we have under debate. And the great difficulty T have 
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in dealing with my friend from Iowa in any discussion with him is to 
get him to stick to the facts. Now, the Commissioner of Indian Af- 


fairs has not said an about the Representatives from Arkansas. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Hand me his published report, and I will 
show it to you. 

Mr. ROGERS. No; but I want toshow you, as I have the floor, I 
want to get you to stick to the facts, ifIcan. Linvite your attention, 
therefore, to this extract from the report of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs: 


But a stronger and more potent objection to concentration in the Indian Terri- 
tory exists than any yet given, and that is the fierce and uncompromising oppo- 
sition which this ition meets in the almost unanimous sentiment of the 
white citizens of “idk aces States of Missouri, Ka ‘Texas, and Arkansas, 
which surround this Territory. Suchan array of political power and influence, 
speaking as one man, is entitled to respect and grave consideration. 


Now, sir, the first intimation—— 

Mr. WEAVER; of Iowa. I supposed they were all citizens of those 
States of which they are Representatives. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘That is an artful dodge. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. But still you do not get around it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Thegentleman’s statement was that it was the ‘‘ Rep- 
resentatives of Arkansas.’’ I presume he used the expression meaning 
Representatives on this floor, or those who preceded them. There is 
nothing important in it, but this misleading statement may do injury 
in other quarters. 

Let me invite attention to another fact which has some significance 
and some importance. While the people surrounding the Indian Ter- 
xitory may resist the concentration there of tribes from other reserva- 
tions, the natural result of which is to prolong the present status quo 
there and prevent them from becoming civilized by being separated 
from the white people, yet there is no opposition from any of those 
States that I have ever heard of or dreamed of from any quarter to the 
Government's concentrating those Indians now there anywhere it pleases 
in that Territory, provided such action looks to the speedy civilization 
of those Indians. In other words, ene to another suggestion 
the gentleman makes, let me say that licy of the Government is 
to civilize them, to get them into agricultural districts, where they 
may be taught by example and precept the arts of agriculture. 

But how shall we teach them agriculture, when my distinguished 
friend from Iowa proposes to remove them to the arid plains, where 
nothing but a prairie-hen could live? 

The Government in negotiating for Oklahoma acquired it for aspe- 
cific purpose, and that specific was to settle these wild Indians 
in a country where they could makea living forthemselves byagricult- 
ure. And when that specific of the Government is marked 
out by treaty stipulations we have it contemplated here that that pur- 
pose shall not be carried out, but shall be superseded by a purpose the 
treaty never contemplated at all. 

Now, I will go with the gentleman from Iowa, and with the very 
strongest desire possible, tosee these people civilized and that country 
opened to settlement to become a State of this Union with every man 
within its borders clothed with all the rights and privileges of citizen- 
ship; but we should not undertake, Mr. Speaker, to do that by disre- 
garding facts and violating all of the obligations of the treaties under 
which we are bound toward thesepeople. There isa way and a method 
outof the difficulty without adopting such a course as that. 

There is this feature, if we are going to open up the country to set- 
tlement in violation of the treaties we should do it by establishing a 
Territorial government at once, changing thereby the policy of the 
Government toward the treaties as heretofore made, g them 
as mere expedients for the civilization of the Indians as I have had 
occasion to say heretofore, and not by undertaking to violate little by 
little this or that treaty, never keeping faith with them in our deal- 
ings. Let it be done bfa systematic policy, which operates equally 
upon all. . Let the Territories be if that is to be the policy, so 
that these men may in time be clothed with all the rights and duties 
of American citizenship. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I assented to the reporting of this bill, 
and as it has been amended I shall vote for it, although there are some 
amendments I would like to have added to it. 

I do not think it is perfect in all its provisions, but it is a step for- 
ward, and I believe if in good faith Executive appoints a com- 
petent commission, with the authority this bill confers upon them, 
that very valuable information can be made and report upon the same 
to the Secretary of the Interior and in turn to Congress for its action. 
I think the information thus furnished will be most valuable. 

But what I desired to say upon it I indicated some weeks ago, when 
I addressed the House upon the subject, and have no desire to say it 
over again. 

What I wish to see accomplished now as rapidly as possible, and I 
would run while the Government has been creeping heretofore at a 
snail’s pace in that direction, is the reduction of these large reserva- 
tions. The Indians should be taken off the large reservations and 
placed upon very small ones, or their lands assigned in severalty and 
in ement with the whites. All that stands in the way now of 
carrying out that policy, in my opinion, is the want of knowledge on 
the part of the Executive, knowledge on the part of Congress, knowl- 
edge on the part of the people. 


/ 

I will stand by this commission by my vote, because I believe it is a 
means adjusted to the end. That it can be worked out in one month 
or one year I have no idea, but it is the commencement, and that is all 
I desire to say upon the merits. 

One word in reply to the playful allusion of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. PRICE] touching theexpendituresof the committee. Never 
was a committee appointed by Congress brought down to such a rigid 
system of economic expenditures as the gentleman from’ Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN] brought down this committee, as I think each member of it 
can bear witness, from being some hundreds of dollars out of pocket. 
I will say to my friend from Wisconsin that I do not think any money 
was spent from the Treasury, certainly none was spent upon anybody 
except the members of the committee, and even that very scantily. 
The mostrigid economy was practiced. It would have been impossible, 
I imagine, to have gotten along for less. Ido not know where the 
gentleman from Wisconsiti journeyed last summer, or whether he took 
his wife with him or whether he paid her bills ornot. ‘Thatis none of 
my business as long as he did not pay for her bills out of the public 
Treasury. But certainly his expenditures could not show more econ- 


omy. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire now to call the previous question upon this 
section and amendments. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I hope the gentleman will not do that for 
a moment; I wish to reply to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I shall not occupy over two or three min- 
utes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I yield three minutes. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, in reply to 
the gentleman from Arkansas that he will never have any trouble in 
holding me to my text. I will hold myself to it if he will let me 
alone. But I want to call the attention of the House to the distinction 
the honorable gentleman makes. He says that the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs does not say that the ‘‘ Representatives” of the four 
great States of Missouri, Kansas, Texas, and Arkansas which surround 
the Territory are opposed to this concentration. 

Mr. BLAND. Let me interrupt the gentleman to say that, as one of 
the Representatives of one of the States mentioned, I am opposed to this 
concentrating of the Indians in that great Territory. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do-not object to that. I concur fully with my 
friend from Missouri on that point. Iso said in my remarks. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I understand, then, the gentleman says it 
is not the Representatives of these States but the people of the States 
who object to thisconcentration. Well, in the first place, it was not to 
be supposed that the gentleman from Arkansas was not one of the people 
of the State which he represents. s 

Mr. ROGERS. I think my friend from Iowa, after the promise he 
has just made of sticking to the text, is going very far from it. The 
gentleman must be aware that I made a distinction between the con- 
centration or removal of all of the tribes in this country into the Ter- 
ritory and the concentration of the tribes now in the Territory, I am 
distinctly opposed to removing any other wild Indians tothe Territory, 
but I think those now there should be so located and disposed of as to 
promote their civilization, and I believe that would be done by con- 
eentrating them on smaller reservations than they now occupy. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Well, then, any more tribes. He is not 
in favor of concentrating all the tribes; and I want to know if he is in 
favor of concentrating any more of them. 

Mr. ROGERS. I answer in the negative. But that is not the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Do I understand the gentleman to take the 
position before the House that he isin favor of removing the Comanches, 
the Apaches; the Kiowas, the Kickapoos, and other Indians now in the 
Indian Territory to Oklahoma to the exclusion of the white settlers? 

Mr. ROGERS. It is not necessary for me to answer that question. 
I do not claim to know just where it is best for them to be located. 
But I will say to the gentleman whatever will most speedily hasten 
their civilization in that regard I am in favor of; and the gentleman 
should not attempt to put me or my people in the attitude of opposing 
that. They want them civilized and the country opened as soon as 


possible. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But the gentleman did say he was in favor 
of putting these Indians where they would meros trog and of teach- 
ing them agriculture; and that was equivalent to saying he was in favor 
of putting them in the Oklahoma Territory. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The previous question on the second section and 
amendments thereto is demanded by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
Houtman}. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is first on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS], which the Clerk will again 


report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 41, after the word omeninnd grees 4 add the following: 
“Also to ascertain what property, and the full value thereof, of settlers has 
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been destroyed by the Indians, and the tribe to which the Indians belonged who 
destroyed said property.” 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 46. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], to strike out the second section. 

The motion was not to. 

The Clerk read section 3, as follows: 

Sec. 3. That it shall be their duty to arrange with the various tribes and bands, 
in the manner and upon the terms most favorable and just alike to the Indians 
and to the United States, and to procure the consent of the Indians thereto, in 

ce with the treaty, law, or customs governing the tribes or bands in 
such matters, for the cession or relinquishmentof any portion of their reserva- 
tions; for their removal! to other reservations, and consolidation with other In- 
dians thereon; for any changes in the manner of expending their annuities, 
and, erally, other matters calculated to promote their advancement and ciy- 
lization. All such arrangements as may be thus made and agreed upon to be 
reported to the Secretary of the Interior, who may, in his discretion, approve 
them in whole or in part: Provided, That no such arrangement thus made which 
involves the change of any existing treaty or law shall be binding or operative 
until ratified by Congress, 


The SPEAKER. The question is first on an amendment proposed 
by the gentieman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan], which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. RYAN. Before that amendment is read I desire to offer an 
amendment which should properly come in before that. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Tn line 16, section 3, after the word “Jaw,” insert “orremoval of any Indians to 
other reservations. a 

Mr, RYAN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ROGERS. May I interrupt the gentleman for one moment? I 
want to understand him. I did not catch sufficiently the amendment 
to understand it, and ask the Clerk to report the proviso as proposed 
to be amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no such gpa reann thus made which involves the change of 


any existing treaty or law, or removal of any Indians to other reservations, 
shail be binding or operative until ratified by Congress. 


Mr. RYAN. Thisamendment will simply preserve the present-prac- 
tice of the Government. Although perhaps the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior may have by present law authority to remove Indians from reser- 
vations, still the Department has done nothing of the kind, I think, for 
many years without express authority from Congress. It has been the 
practice whenever the Department desired to move Indians from one 
reservation to another to inform Congress of the desirability of doing so 
and the reasons therefor, and to ask Congress to make an appropriation 
for that purpose. But this bill would step in and seem to that 
practice and specially authorize the Secretary of the Interior to make 
such removals without further action on the part of Congress. 

I think the present practice the safer and the wiser one, and there- 
fore I have introduced the amendment which would require the Secre- 
tary of the Interior first to get the assent of Congress for that p r 

Mr. HOLMAN. I te the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
RYAN] whether it would not be better to make the provision apply 
simply to the removal of Indians to the Indian Territory rather than 
make it apply to all. Under the present law the Secretary of the In- 
terior can remove the Sioux Indians in the Northern portion of Dakota 
to theSioux réservation, which my friend from Kansas, I think, believes 
ought to be done. The Blackfeet Indians can be removed with great 
benefit to themselves and the white population of that section of coun- 
try to the Flathead reservation. Why not leave the discretion with 
the Secretary of the Interior except as to the removal of Indians to the 
Indian Territory? , 

Mr. RYAN. Iam not sure that I quite understand my friend from 
Indiana. Does he want to confine this to removals to the Indian Ter- 
ritory alone? I ask him to suggest the modification he desires. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I am not myself in favor of the proviso, but if 
adopted I suggest this is the better form: 


Or the removal of the Indians to the Indian Territory. 


Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, the modification would simply abolish, 
so to speak, the practice of the Government for many years. While, 
perhaps, the power has existed to remove Indians from one reservation 
to another, except those in Arizonaand New Mexico, to the Indian Ter- 
ritory, still the Department has not exercised that power. On the con- 
trary, it has always, as I stated a little while ago, informed Congress of 
the desirability of their removal and the reasons therefor, and asked Con- 
gress to make an appropriation for that purpose. Now tbat is a wise 
practice, and I do not see why we should introduce legislation here to 
change it. 

The amendment which I offer simply preserves the present practice. 
If it is desirable to remove Indians from any part of the country to the 
Indian Territory or from one point to another, it is but proper itseems 
to me to preserve the practice and custom of the Government by which 
the Department has hitherto appealed to Congress for approval and for 
funds for that purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Thegentleman from Kansas is certainly aware there 
has beensome consolidation of the Chippewas within the last two years, 
and that we have already legislated this session on the Indian appro- 
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priation bill with a view toa further concentration of the Chippewa 
indians. 


Mr.RYAN. Idonot care whether the authority of Congress appears 
in an appropriation bill or elsewhere, but the practice has been to ob- 
tain the approval of Congress before any remoyals whatever have been 
made. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. An appropriation of money for the removal would 
have to be made at any rate, so I think there is not much danger. 

Mr. RYAN. Then, sir, my amendment is highly S If it be- 
comes necessary under the bill thatan appropriati be made be- 
fore any action can be had, then, of course, it becomes necessary for 
Congress to act before there can be aremoval. My amendment issim- 
ply in the line of thesnggestion of the gentleman from Indiana in that 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, if my friend from Kansas [Mr. 
RYAN] will reflect for a moment, he will see that this bill contem- 
plates a new departure in the Indian policy. I assume, without being 
advised myself, that he is correct in saying that these transfers. of In- 
dians from one point to another have not been made, and indeed could 
not very well be made, without anact of Congress appropriating funds 
forthe purpose. But if that be true, then the necessity forhis amend- 
ment does not and can not exist; but I dislike in creating this com- 
mission to take any step backward or todeprive the Secretary of the 
power to avail himself of the advice of this commission, whose objects 
and duty it is to study the conditions and to look into the whole do- 
mestic concerns of the Indians. It would be unfortunate if a case 
should arise when if the Secretary of the Interior could exercise this 
power without act of Congress beneficially to the Indians and to the 
serviee generally we should take it from him. 

Therefore, I think that while the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana is entirely correct, and I should be glad to support it, Lamun- 
willing to take from the Secretary of the Interior, when he has at his 
command the aid of the able commission contemplated by this bill, the 
power to do whatever he may do by way of concentration of these tribes 
now within the Indian Territory or elsewhere, so as to reduce the res- 
ervations, if it can be done without Congressional action. Isubmit, 
sir, that no one who reads the report of the present Secretary of the In- 
terior, no one who understands the cast of mind and the make-up of 
that gentleman, can doubt for one moment that any action that he 
might take with reference to these people would be taken with the 
highest degree of both intelligence and conservatism. = 

Now, if a case should occur for the exercise of this power by the 
Secretary of the Interior with the aid of the commission contemplated 
by this bill—it might be a very smali tribe, it might occur in one 
quarter or in another, within or without the Indian Territory proper— 
a case where a removal could be made without additional expense to 
the Government. and without injury to the Indians themselves, or even 
with actual benefit to them—if, I say, such acase sheuld occur, I think 
it might well be left to him to do it, and that, too, without reference 
to what has been the practice heretofore. To take away this power 
pen pts dere: ——— says, but which has not been 

y exercised, may hamper the Secretary in the work 
contemplated in the bill. I dare say that perhaps nota single instance 
of its exercise has occurred, and yet it might become necessary, and in 
that event the powerought to be lodged in the proper place for its ex- 


ereise. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, unless this amendment proposed. b 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAx] is adopted I am frank to say 
that I, for one, can not support this bill. Under the provisions of sec- 
tion 3 as it stands, without the amendment, it would be within the 
power of this commission and the Secretary of the Interior to colonize 
all the Northwestern Indians, or all the Indians for that matter, within 
the limits of my own State; and I, for one (and I think every gentle- 
man who comes from any part of the country where they have Indians 
will agree with me), am utterly opposed to leaving that power of col- 
onizing the Indians in any State of this Union or in any one particular 
place either with these commissioners or with the Secretary of the In- 
terior. The it is conceded, has remained a long time in abey- 
ance. Ide not believe it has ever existed. 

From the very nature of the case it could not exist where the Indians 
by treaty owned the reservations. But here in this bill, by implica- 
tion, you attempt .to enact that such a power does exist, and that these 
commissioners may exercise that power and colonize the Indians wher- 
ever they see fit in this country. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, it is not. merely the question of pro- 
tecting the Indian Territory, it is a question of protecting every State 
in this Union where Indians might be colonized. We do not-want to 
have any body of officers et with power to colonize these In- 
dians—to overslangh the people of any portion of this country by col- 
onizing the Indians there. 2 

Mr. ROGERS. May I make a suggestion to my friend from Min- 
nesota? Ofcourse no such colonization as that which he mentions 
could be made without an appropriation; and in the second place, no 
transfer could of course be made where there were treaty stipulations. 
It is only where small tribes might occupy a territory under executive 
order, not under treaty, that a thing of that sort could be done. 
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Mr. NELSON. In my opinion, it is dangerous to leave the power | gress. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the amendment of my friend from 


of colonizing or removing Indians under any circumstances with any 
other body than the department of the Government which represents 
directly the people interested. 

Mr. ROGERS. The power, so far as it has existed hitherto, has not 
proved dangerous. j 

Mr. N ON. I desire now to say a few words in regard to the gen- 
eral features of this bill. I believe the bill in its main provisions to be 
a desirable measure. It is of the utmost importance that something of 
this kind should be enacted intolaw. All, or nearly all, of our proposed 
Indian legislation is referred from time to time to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs for his opinion and advice. Technically we are supposed 
to get his opinion, which is deemed of considerable importance. Asa 
matter of fact we get in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred merely the 
opinion of some subordinate or clerk receiving a salary of $1,500 or 
$1,800 a year. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. NELSON. I wish I could have a little more time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, obtained the floor and yielded his time 
to Mr, NELSON. $ 
` Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I was about to say that I regard it as 
of vital importance that a commission of this kind should be instituted. 
There is at present no branch or ent of the Government from 
which we can obtain any authentic or reliable information in regard 
to these different Indian reservations and the status of the various In- 
dian tribes. All that we obtain now is information gathered by clerks 
and subordinates of the Indian Office from the different local Indian 
agents. 

ilaa agents, as we all know, are interested parties. It is to them 
a matter of great importance to swell the returns of the number of 
Indians at the different reservations, in order to get increased appropri- 
ations and larger allowances for annuities. It is of the utmost impor- 
tance to them as Indian agents to retain their offices and their perqui- 
sites; and hence it is their interest that matters shall be kept in statu 
quo, that no changesshall be made in reference to the reservations. Their 
interests to a certain extent run side by side with those of the chiefs 
and headmen of the different tribes. They constitute, as may be said, a 
portion of the Indian oligarchy. 

What we need and what this bill is designed to supply issome power 
or authority that can furnish this Government, especially the legisla- 
* tive department of it, with full, complete, and reliable information in 

reference to the Indian problem. We have large areas of land occupied 
by a few small scattered bodies of Indians—some of them partially civil- 
ized and some in their savage state. It is of the utmost importance 
when legislating in reference to these reservations and these isolated 
tribes that we have authentic and trustworthy information from men 
who have been on the ground, who haye examined into the wants of 
the Indians and the needs of the people in the country surrounding 
the reservations. 

I am led to these remarks from the experience I have had within the 
last two years as a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs. We 
have from time to time referred our measures to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs; and I have been curious enough to ascertain how and 
where the information furnished to us has been obtained. The Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs would refer our bill to some clerk or subor- 
dinate, who would pull out from a pigeon-hole the report of some In- 
dian agent; and there would come to the committee of this House, 
ostensibly from the Commissioner, a voluminous report, based entirely 
upon the information of this Indian agent, and stating that this or that 
measure of Indian legislation ought to be adopted by the House, while 
at the same time it would be evident from the report itself that the 
recommendation came merely from a clerk knowing nothing at all about 
the subject-matter. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] - 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry to see that my friend from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] desires to retain in this bill what seems to me a 
rather extraordinary power—a power on the part of the Secretary of 
the Interior or the Indian Department to exercise control over the pub- 
lic domain of this country in so far as to transfer Indians from one res- 
ervation to another, and thus make disposition of the lands of the 
Government Without the consent of Congress. I think that all ques- 
tions of this kind, especially questions affecting the settlement of the 
Jands of this country, should be left at all times to the determination 

` of Congress. However much confidence I may have in the present Sec- 
retary of the Interior—and no one, not excepting my friend from Ar- 
kansas, has more confidence in him than I have—I am unwilling that 
this discretionary power should be left with the head of any Depart- 
ment. In my eh saetint all these questions ought to be reserved for 
the revision and determination of Congress. 

For my part, I am opposed to the removal of any more Indians into 
the Indian Territory. I trust the time is not far distant when that 
whole country will be opened up to settlement by the white people; 
and I am unwilling in this bill to give the Secretary of the Interior or 
any commissioner or officer of the Government the power, express or 
implied, by which Indians may be settled in that country or may be 
vemoved from one reservation to another without the consent of Con- 


Kansas will prevail; and if it should fail I hope this bill will be defeated. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I call the previous question on the section and pend- 


ing amendments. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Withhold it for a moment until I can offer an 
amendment to the third section. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will withdraw it to let in the amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will explain the amendment, 

Mr. HOLMAN. For one moment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not for longer than one minute. The commis- 
sion is not required to make any report of such legislation as they may 
recommend. The proviso is that no such arrangement shall be made 
involving a change of treaty whieh will be operative until ratified by 
Congress. My amendment is to add that said commission shall report 
to the Secretary of the Interior what legislation the committee recom- 
mend to be enacted affecting the Indian tribes which shall be laid be- 
fore Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that is a good amendment. 

Mr. LAIRD. I move to strike out the proviso entirely. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will not insist upon tliat. I de- 
mand the previous question. : 

Mr. LAIRD. It ought to be stricken ont. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Oh, no. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HoLMAN’s amendment to the amendment was agreed to, and 
then Mr. WEAVER’s amendment was disagreed to. 

The question next recurred on Mr. RyAN’s amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. I withdraw the proviso. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The question next recurred on the following amendment of Mr. 
CUTCHEON: 

Add after Congress,” in the seventeenth line, the following: 

y i Surther, That the said commission shall annually report to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior what legislation, if any, the commission recommend to be 
enacted for the civilization or otherwise affecting the Indian tribes; and the 
Secretary of the Interior shall lay the same before Congress at the beginning of 
each Congress,” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair). There 
is no other amendment pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask by unanimous consent to make this bill a 
continuing ial order. This is Saturday night, and it is impossible 
to complete the bill before the adjournment. I wish at-the end of the 
bill to move an important section. If there be no objection, I will 
move that the further consideration of the bill be med until some 
othertime. If I can get an order made to consider it with the Okla- 
homa bill, which is of a kindred nature—— 

Mr. COWLES. JI call for the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is Saturday evening and the House is thin; yet 
I think gentlemen present will be impressed with the importance of 
this bill and will pcan the propriety and necessity of this leg- 
islation in some form or other. I movethat the bill be postponed until 
Saturday next. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask the gentleman to accept ‘“‘ that it is not to in- 
terfere with prior orders.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would not like to do that. p 

Mr. HATCH. I move to amend the proposition ‘‘not to interfere 
with prior orders of the House.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My question is, thata prior order of the House is that 
Saturday’s sessions shall be devoted to debate in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

- The SPEAKER pro tempore. Heretofore the order was made until 
further order the session of Saturday should be devoted to debate. The 
Chair is informed that there has been a special order for next Saturday. 
If the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri be adopted it will 
virtually amount to fixing no day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the order? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The free-ship bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Then I move it be postponed until Saturday week. 

Mr. COWLES. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana moves it 
be set down for Saturday week. The Clerk informs the Chair that also 
has been appropriated for the Indian Committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam willing to take the risk of that. 

Mr. HATCH. Go on, and finish your bill now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the previous question on my motion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 12. 

Mr. COWLES. No quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is apparent no quorum is present, and I there- 
fore withdraw the demand for the previous question and the motion to 
postpone, and ask the House to proceed with the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: | 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior may direct any two or more of the 


commissioners to take charge of, superintend, and put in operation the plans, 
not inconsistent with existing laws or treaties, which he may decide upon for 


\ 
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the improvement of the condition of any of the tribes or bands of Indians. 
Where resurvey of the lines or remarking of the corners of old ahs e may be 


found necessary in order to locate the Indians upon allotments of in sever- 
ally upon any of the reservations, the work may, when practicable, be done 
under the direction of competent officers of the Army to be detailed for that 
purpose, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. Tift the commissioners appointed from civil life under the provisions 
of the first section of this act shall be paid at the rate of dollars per diem 
while actually and necessarily employed in the service; and that each member 
of the commission detailed or appointed shall be paid his actual and necessary 
traveling expenses, including transportation ; and for the purposes of this act 
the following sums, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same 
are hereby, appropriated out of moneys in the Treasury not otherwise pa pe 
paua, to be e ded under the direction and subject to the approval of the 

F T Ce tise teas li nses, includin: rtati fth 

or ment of the traveling ex u transpo: on of the mem- 
bers of the commission, dollars. -4 
x For payment of the per diem for services of the civil members of the commis- 
on, collars. 

For expenses of resurveying any portions of the reservations, for ascertaining 
the exact number of Indians of the different tribes and bands, as hereinbefore 
required, for such clerical services as may be absolutely required, for stationery, 
reut of offices when necessary and away ffom Indian reservations, and for other 
necessary expenses, $25,000. 


* Mr. HOLMAN. There are certain amendments there proposed by 
the committee to fill the blanks. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 3 of section 5 fill the blank with the word “ten.” In line 14 insert 
“ten thousand,” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
In use: 16 fill the blank by inserting the words “ not drawing salaries, nine 
ousand,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the next amendment is to strike out 
ih line 22 of this section the word ‘‘five;’’ so that it will read *‘ twenty 
thousand dollars.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. COWLES). 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out allof section 5 down to and including the word “ service,” in line 4 
of said section, Also strike out lines 15 and 16 of said section. 

Mr. COWLES. Mr. Speaker, this is to strike out that portion of this 
bill which provides for these commissioners who are to be appointed 
from civil life and their compensation, which is by the bill now fixed 
at the rate of $10 a day. With reference to! that provision that they— 
the commission—shall have their necessary expenses paid, including 
transportation, I wish to say a word. What the other necessary ex- 
penses may be, including transportation, we had better go and investi- 
gate in the office of the clerk of this body and see what these have cost 
heretofore. There has been great complaint of these committees and 
commissions sent abroad in the country and the extravagant amount 
of the expenditures that are created by them. 

I trust the motion to strike out will prevail. I do not think, under 
the circumstances, it is wise to permit this provision for the appointees 
from civil life at such compensation to remain in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the previous question upon this section and 
amendments. 

The question was taken on the amendments of Mr. COWLES, and the 
Chair announced that by the sound the amendments had been rejected. 

Mr. COWLES. I call for a division. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Too late. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair was swift in announcing the 
result and does not think that advantage should be taken of the gentle- 
man. The Chair recognizes the demand for a division. , 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 19, 
noes 65. : 

Mr. COWLES. No quorum. : 

The SPEAKER protempore. The point of order being made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. Cowles and Mr. HOLMAN were appointed tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN (before the tellers had completed their count). It is 
understood from the gentleman from North Carolina that the call for a 
quorum will be withdrawn, with the understanding that a vote may be 
taken upon this amendment, in case the bill passes, by yeas and nays 
in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam aware of that; but with that understanding 
the point of order will be withdrawn. 

Mr. COWLES. Whenever the matter comes up on the passage of the 
bill, if it is understood that we may have a yea-and-nay vote on this 
portion of it, I will withdraw the call. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not agree to that. 

Mr. COWLES. Then I insist upon the point of order that no quo- 
rum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will resume their places, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 30, noes 119. 

Mr. COWLES. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will resume their places. 
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EVENING SESSION FOR EULOGIES ON THE LATE MICHAEL HAHN. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr.Speaker, as the House is to meet at 7.30 this even- 
ing for eulogies on the late Mr. HAHN, of Louisiana, I move that we 
now take a recess. 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the order 
fixes the time of meeting this evening, at 7 o’clock. 

Mr.ST.MARTIN. This being the day fixed for the memorial serv- 
ices in honor of the late MICHAEL HAHN, I ask that the House take 
rte recess until 7.30 o’clock to consider the special order fixed for this 

y. ; 

SALE OF GOODS, ETC., BY SAMPLE. 


Mr. OFERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, pending 
that motion, to present a minority report from the Committee on Com- 
merce on House bill 1621 in relation to the sale of goods and merchan- 
dise by sample. 

There was no objection, and the views of the minority were ordered 
to be printed to accompany the report of the committee. 


ORDER OF BUSLNESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Louisiana that the House take a recess un- 
til 7.30 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 22 
minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 7 o'clock and 30 minutes 
p. m, 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House reassembled at 7.30 p. m., and was called to order by Mr. 
MCMILLIN as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read a letter from the 
SPEAKER. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 15, 1886. 
Sir: I hereby designate Hon, Benron McMILuryx to preside as Speaker pro 
tempore at the session of the House this evening. i 
’ J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Hon. Joux B. CLARK, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


EULOGIES ON LATE HON, MICHAEL HAHN. 


Mr. ST. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, the House is convened under spe- 
cial order that we may pay a tribute of respect to the memory of our 
deceased colleague, the late Hon. MICHAEL HAHN, a Representative 
from the State of Louisiana, and I send to the Clerk’s desk resolutions 
which I ask to have read and considered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. MICHAEL Hawn, late a Representative from the State of Louisiana, 


Resolved, That in the demise of our late coll e the country has suffered 
the loss of a wise legislator, a valuable citizen, and an able and faithful public 


servant, 
Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
oe ie at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall stand ad- 
journed, 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate, 


Mr. ST. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, in offering these resolutions I feel 
it incumbent upon me to give a brief sketch of the life and public serv- 
ices of my late friend and colleague. 

MICHAEL HAHN was born in Bavaria on the 24th day of November, 
1830. When an infant, his widowed mother emigrated to the United 
States, landing at New York and subsequently moving to New Orleans, 
La. He attended the public schools, and, after graduating from the 
high school of the city, entered the law office of that most eminent 
jurist, the late Christian Roselius. After graduating in the law depart- 
ment of the University of Louisiana he entered upon the practice of his 
profession, conjoining with it the duties of a notary public. 

At an early age he was elected a school director and served for sev- 
eral years. During the late war between the States, in 1862, he was 
elected to Congress, but was not admitted to his seat until the 7th of 
February, 1863. After the expiration of his Congressional term he 
was appointed prize commissioner at New Orleans, during which pe- 
riod he purchased the New Orleans True Delta, which he conducted 
editorially for some timeas a Republicanjournal. He wasinaugurated 
March 4, 1864, as the first Republican governor of Louisiana as a free 
State—receiving from President Lincoln on the 15th of the same month 
the additional powers of military governor. This mark of esteem and 
confidence on the part of President Lincoln Governor Hahn cherished 
as a marked distinction and held it as the highest of his honors. 

I well remember that the day before his untimely death—when he 
seemed to have fully recovered his health, and not supposing then that 
we were to part that day to meet no more, I told him in a playful man- 
ner that I was glad to be spared the trouble of preparing his eulogy. 
He smilingly said: ‘‘My eulogy would have given you little trouble. 
It could have been written in a few words. It would have been nec- 
essary simply to have stated that I enjoyed the friendship and confi- 
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dence of the martyr President.” 
following for my perusal: 


At the same time he presented the 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, Washington, D. C., March 13,1864, 

My Dear Sir: I congratulate you on haying fixed your name in history as 
the first free-State governor of Louisiaha. . Now that you are about to have a 
convention, which, among other things, will ly define the elective ‘fran- 
chise, I barely suggest, for your private n, whether some of the col- 
ored people may not be let in, as, for instance, the very intelligent, and ee: 
cially those who have fought gallantly in our ranks. They pe y help, 
time to come, to keep the jewel of liberty in the ily of free- 
dom. But this is only a suggestion, not to the public, but to you alone, 


Yours, truly; 
. A. LINCOLN, 
Hon, MICHAEL HAHN. 


Having been elected to the Senate of the, United States, he resigned 
the governorship, but did not press his claim to his Senatorial seat. 
After having filled with credit and usefulness several appointive posi- 
tions, he withdrew to his country place at Hahnville, in the parish of 
Saint Charles, where he secured so fully the confidence of his neighbors 
that he was elected, almost without opposition, police juror, represent- 
ative to the State Legislature, and district judge, serving as such until 
March 3, 1885, when he resigned to enter upon his duties in the Forty- 
ninth Congress. His term of service in this House, though short, gave 

romise of great usefulness and activity, and had the fatal archer spared 
his life he would have made his markin this Hall, and his Congressional 
career would have been one of unusual splendor and success. 

Mr. Speaker, it was my privilege to enjoy relations of personal friend- 
ship with Governor Hahn for more than thirty years, and although 
differingin our political faith, still it affords me pleasure to bear witness 
that his record as a citizen was such as endeared him to all who knew 
him. He was noted for the gentleness of his manners and kindliness 
of his disposition. He was a scholarly man of great ability, coupled 
with great modesty. He possessed pleasing and winning and 
in all his social relations he bore the character of an estimable, gener- 
ous, kindly, and true man. 

Like many other bright men, he has been cut down atthe threshold 
of a career full of promise, and which would have brought additional 
luster to an already honored name, and given a broader scope to his 
public career. Imbued with a laudable ambition to acquire distinc- 
tion for devotion to his adopted country, fealty to his party, and fidel- 
ity to his friends, he was ever governed in his conduct by a conscien- 
tious desire to perform his whole duty as became a man, a citizen, 
and a public servant. His success was achi under most ex- 
ing and embarrassing circumstances—stan: at one almost 
alone in his advocacy of moderation, conciliation, and justice. His 
conservatism commanded the of his political opponents and se- 
cured a confidence which was evinced by their votes. On the other 
hand, he supplied to his own party its safest and wisest counsel and 
its ablest leadership. 

This much is honestly due the memory of my deceased colleague; and, 
in closing, I can but say that by his death this body has lost a member 
who would have taken rank as a legislator and made a record that 
would have been alike creditable to himself and to the State which he 
represented. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, a colored fireman at Willard’s 
Hotel, this city, his early rounds, unlocked the door of room No. 
16, on the second floor, at half past 6 o’clock on the morning of March 
15, 1886, and stepped softly into the room to kindle a fire for the com- 
fort of its occupant. He had advanced but a step toward the open 
grate when he discovered that occupant lying prone upon his back and 
surrounded by a pool of blood. Astounded by the discovery, he ran 
affrighted into the hall, down theneighboring stairs, and pulled up in 
- breathless state at the office counter, where he related in a tremor of 
nervous excitement what he had just seen. He was confident that it 
was a case of suicide, and to his terror-stricken gaze there appeared to 
be a gaping wound in the dead man’s throat. 

The night-clerk and the keeper of the neighboring hack-stand, who 
happened to be present, ran up the stairs as rapidly as the servant had 
descended them, and were themselves in turn horrified by the appalling 

ht. 
eho room was the one occupied by Representative MICHAEL HAHN, of 
the second Congressional district of Louisiana, who was found lying upon 
the floor in the manner described. He was in his night-dress, which 
was deeply stained about the bosom with blood, and in his right hand 
was clutched a handkerchief. The left was drawn up toward the body, 
as if to press the side to ease pain. The feet were toward the grate 
and near the fender, showing that the dead man had stood leaning 
against the mantel, and in his exhaustion from the loss of blood had 
fallen full length backward. Further examination of the room told 
the rest of the melancholy story. 

The sick man, finding he was discharging blood through the mouth, 
had left his bed and walked across to the mantel. The discharge con- 
tinued copiously there, as was plainly to be seen, and also after he had 
fallen exhausted to the floor. The expression of the face was calm and 


free from pain. The servant's story of suicide and of a gaping wound in 
the throat was, of course, merely a matter of the imagination. Death 


had resulted from the bursting of a blood vessel near the heart. Thus 
died MICHAEL HAHN, who, coming to America a child and friendless, 
had carved out for himself a notable career, illustrating the possibili- 
ties within the reach of every American citizen, whether native-born 
or an nig under the liberal and benign institutions of our beloved 
country. 

The deceased was born in Bavaria, on the Rhine, on the 24th of No- 
vember, 1830. When he was quite an infant his widowed mother with 
five children came to the United States, stopping a short time in New 
York and Texas and finally settling in New Orleans abont 1840. The 
mother died of yellow fever in 1841. Young Hahn was educated in the 
public schools of the city, and after finishing his course entered upon 
the study of law. In April, 1851, he graduated from the law depart- 
ment of the University of Louisiana with the of LL. B. This 
diploma admitted him to practice in all the courts of the State. He 
immediately engaged in the practice ofhis profession. When but twenty- 
two years of age he was elected a school director and served for several 
years, being at one time president of the board. 

Politically he identified himself with the Democratie party, adher- 
ing to that wing of the party whose recognized head was Stephen A. 
Douglas, whom he supported for the Presidency in 1860. He wasa 
member of the Douglas State committee. 

After the disruption of the Charleston convention a large Union mass- 
meeting was held at Lafayette Square, New Orleans, May 8, 1860, at 
which HAHN made a strong Union speech and offered the resolutions 
adopted by the meeting. } 

He continued zealous and persistent in his opposition to secession. 
The State seceded. After secession the legislative authorities required 
all officers of the State to take a new oath of office, which prescribed a 

ledge to be faithful “to the constitution and laws of the Confederate 

tates.” He refused to subscribe to the oath, and on the arrival of. 
Farragut and Butler at New Orleans was prominent in forming Union 
associations and in reconstructing the State. : 

In December, 1862, there was an election for Congress in the two dis- 
tricts of the State then entirely within the Federal lines, and Harn, 
after a candidacy of but a few days, was elected from the second dis- 
trict, receiving more votes than the other three candidates together. 
He was not admitted to his seat until February, 1863. During his 
short stay in Congress he voted for all the war measures of President 
Lincoln, and he and the President very soon became close friends. 
After the expiration of his Congressional term he was appointed prize 
commissioner of New Orleans. 

During this year (1863) he made a number of speeches in favor of 
President Lincoln’s policy to re-establish a loyal State government in 
Louisiana, and in a speech at Lyceum Hall, New Orleans, in Novem- 
ber, 1863, he declared for the abolition of slavery in the whole State. 

In January, 1864, he took as owner and editor of the New 
Orleans Daily True Delta, in which he advocated emancipation, being 
the first paper ever owned by a Louisianian to do so. On the recon- 
struction of the State government ona loyal basis, February, 1864, Mr. 
HAHN was elected the first free-State governor, and was inducted into 
office in March following. In the same month President Lincoln in- 
vested him with the additional powers of a military governor. 

A reconstruction constitution for the State having been declared 
adopted, a legislature was elected thereunder, which, in January, 1865, 
elected Governor HAHN to the United States Senate for six years. In 
consequence of this election he resigned the office of governor, but never 
pressed his claim to a seat in the Senate. 

On the 4th of July, 1865, he made a speech at the emancipation cel- 
ebration in Washington, which was widely circulated. 

A few months later he made a speech before the Equal Suffrage As- 
sociation of Washington, which also obtained wide circulation. 

In 1867 he became editor and manager of the New Orleans Daily Re- 
publican, and continued with eminent success in that position until 
1871. During this time he received the appointment of administrator 
of the Charity Hospital of New Orleans.. On quitting journalistic life 
he retired to his plantation in Saint Charles Parish. Here he laid out 
and built the pretty and thriving village of Hahnyille. 

He was e a school director of Saint Charles Parish, and repeat- 
edly elected to represent the parish in the Legislature of the State. 
In 1872 he served as president of the Louisiana State educational con- 
vention during its three days’ session. 

While in the Legislature he served as chairman of the committee on 
the judiciary and a short time as speaker. ` 

In 1876 he was appointed State registrar of voters; in 1878 he was 
unanimously elected police juror for his parish, and in June, 1878, was 
appointed by the President superintendent of the United States mint 
at New Orleans, which position he held until January, 1879. 

In November, 1879, he waselected by an almost unaninious vote judge 
of the district composed of the parishes of Jefferson, Saint Charles, and 
Saint John, and was unanimously re-elected to that position in 1884. 
In November, 1884; he was the Republican nominee for Congress in 
the second i district of the State. He had repeatedly re- 
fused the nomination, but toward the close of the campaign, two weeks 
before the election, being pressed to accept, he yielded and became a 
candidate. His election in a district asually Democratic by 3,000 ma- 
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jority attested his great popularity with the people in and out of his 
own political party. rs 

In consequence of his election to he his p 
in March, 1885, and was serving apna aigas pest ne 
ert and credit to himself when stricken down by the icy hand of 
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It is thus seen that MICHAEL HAHN had long been a ous 
figure in the public and political affairs of Pier Beigi Pe mpinar 
one of which any man might well be proud. 

Though an active, consistent Republican from the earliest days of 
that party’s existence in the Sonth, Governor HAHN always enjoyed 
the esteem and respect of even his bitterest. political opponents, He 
was recognized as a man of unswerving integrity and sincere devotion 
to principle, and it was because of this that he was enabled to retain 
the respect and esteem of the people generally, notwithstanding his 
aaa with a party which had made itself justly odious in the 

Of all the leading Republicans in Louisiana he was one of the least 
objectionable, 

He was— 


Said an editorial in a New Orleans paper, speaking of his death— 
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record would bear scrutiny. 

In disposition Governor HAHN was warm-hearted and and his 
courteous demeanor toward all with whom he came in contact drew 
sround him a large circle of devoted friends. 

In positionsof trust he was inflexible in the performance of his duty; 
in his social relations he bore the character of an estimable, generous, 
peed and true man. 

teh ad tog ie in the immediate community in which he lived was 
unexampled; his people loved him. A number of citizens in the vil- 
lage of Hahnville draped their houses in black when the announcement 
of his death was e. 

The bar of the district over which he had presided as judge adopted 
fopesdat tribute to his memory on March 22—a few days after his 
death: 


Resolved, That in the death of the late Micuarn Haus the country at large, the 
State of Louisiana, and especially the district REN by him in Congress, 


a eg man he was without re litician 
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y, enterprising without extra: ce, appreciated joved by high an: 
ee was trustworthy and utextravagance a man of high power kable 
intellect, without false pride. 


Mr. Speaker, a good man has gone from among us in the noontide 
of his usefulness as a member of this House; one who, whether on the 
bench, in the executive office, or in the State or National Legislature, 
was ized by his contemporaries as just, honest, and capable. 
And such will be the judgment of posterity. 

Peace to his ashes! 


and remar: 


Mr. O'DONNELL, Mr. Speaker, it isa mournful pleasure to have 
been invited to pay a tribute to the memory of one who deserved so 
well of his associates. My acquaintance with Governor HAHN began 
soon after the opening of the present session, and from familiar conver- 
sations I grew to esteem him highly. He was modest and retiring, but 
even in the few weeks he served here he gathered about him many 
friends. You remember the suddenness of his demise; while those who 
knew him had noted his absence from his accustomed place, no one 
thought death near until his end was announced. 

His departure from earthly scenes teaches us the frail tenure of ex- 
istence here; it was an impressive admonition of the brevity and uncer- 
tainty of life, an exemplification of the hollowness of ambition and the 
emptiness of office. Itis indeed sad to contemplate that this quiet man 
should be forced. into such rade acquaintance with death, that the rend- 
ing of soul and body should be accompanied with such terrible suffer- 
ing. Littledid heor I realize at our last friendly interchange of thought 
that he stood on the very threshold of eternity, that the conqueror of 
all mankind was already beckoning him to its cold embrace, that his 
soul should so soon go forth on the mystic journey to the hereafter. 

No native of the soil of Louisiana loved the State more than this its 
adopted son. I remember, sir, when I first began service in this body 
I offered a bill which he thought, if it became a law, would affect a 
great industry in Louisiana, and he at once came to me to discuss the 
provisions of the measure, pointing out the injury he feared it might 
entail upon the people of the State he served and cherished. This son 
of a foreign monarchy loved liberty and our institutions; indeed his 
example taught patriotism to the children of the land; his devotion to 
the nation was often tried in the crucible of persecution, but he ever 
remained true to freedom and union. 

Representative HAHN lived nearly fifty-six years. More than a third 
of that life was passed in the service of the people, and, though ele- 
vated to high positions where avarice could have itssway, it is recorded 
to the honor of this public servant that he died poor in this world’s 
goods. He was the just executive, the erndite jurist, and the faithful 
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Representative. During the fierce contests in the section where he lived 
no one ever assailed his purity or the integrity of hisintentions. Even 
during the last political strife, a campaign when plummet and press 
fathomed greater depths of acrimony and injustice in the political sea 
than any before, the fierce light did not beat upon him with wi 

rays, and he came here the accredited Representative of the better ele- 
ments of each party in his district. Hesought to serve his people and 
the Commonwealth which he in part represented on this floor. 

The only time we heard his voice was when he appealed for the in- 
terests of Louisiana to te the prosperity of its great undertaking. 
We all remember a bill he offered and urged its passage. It was to 
remove a bitterreminder to his constituency of the struggle | of two dec- 
ades agone. He hoped to see the prejudices of the past “‘ dissolve like 
the winter drifts in the sunshine of spring,”’ and pot woe that they were 
yielding to the inevitable influences of time. 

Our late associate was of a genial nature and loved harmony. Ire- 
member just before he left this House the wound inflicted on him by 
party reflection and the mournful manner in which he read to me an 
article from a journal in his State andl expressed the hurt he felt from 
its injustice. 

Little did its author realize the ene he assailed would so soon join 
the vanished procession of men who were. Ah, Mr. Speaker, we can 
but deplore partisan malice, while kindly feeling and justice are lost 
on the arid waste of political controversy. It is one of the lamentabie 
accompaniments of our institutions that the sincerest and most upright 
intentions are too often refracted by party atmosphere from their aim. 
As I think of my friend who is gone, I am mournfully reminded of the 
truth of the Arab proverb: ‘‘ The word that we speak to-day, shall it . 
not meet us again and again at the turning of the ways to show us how 
it has cursed or blessed our fellows.” 

The evidences of and for the memory of our departed 
brother, shown by those in whose midst his honorable life was passed, 
were a comfort to relatives and friends. To them it wasa sweet blossom 
of the thorny wreath of sorrow. In the harsh and cruel contests of the 
troublous times and contentions which convulsed his State much that 
was unkind came to the surface, but in the calmer years of retrospect 
happily “death holds a flag of truce over its own; under that flag 
friend and foe sit peacefally together—passions stilled, benevolence re- 
stored, wrongs and justice done.” Astime bitterness 
and acrimony are forgotten. ‘Blessed be the kindly feeling! And asthe 
past is viewed through the mellowing atmosphere of time old friend- 
ships are renewed, and the grateful seed of charity and forbearance 
bring forth a fruitage whose harvests blossom for all eternity. 

Among the ious legacies left by the past our dead friend prized 
the letters written him by the martyr President Lincoln. They em- 
bodied the thoughts of that most imperial brain penned during ‘‘the 
great evolution of history—that creative act, so to speak, which still 
exercises an influence over the destinies of mankind.’ The great ruler 
regarded him with warm feeling, commended his moderation and wise 
use of power, and gratefully acknowledged his devotion to country, 
liberty, and Jaw. Well may his heart have been animated with just 
pride as he read the lines, as he often did, traced by the hand that 
lifted up humanity and made the flag the honest emblem of a free and 
happy nation. 

The life of Judge HAHN hasclosed. Itisa tribute to the genins of our 
institutions that the child of another clime came to our shores and his 
worth so recognized to call him to the highest places in the gift of his 
people, for they were his people and he was theirs. Hesoughtto build 
anew the broken fortunes of the section where his lot was cast. In all 
positions of responsibility and trust he exercised their powers wisely 
and well, with an eye single to the prosperity and advancement of the 
nation and those whom he served. 

The useful life is over. With him the world’s sun has gone down > 
in the shadow of death, but to emerge in the full light of God’s eter- 
nal day. Farewell, true patriot and friend of freedom. Thy days on 
earth have been for the benefit of others more than for thine own, and 
as we give voice to the praise due departed worth, we bestow upon you 
the well-earned commendation: You left your conntry better than you 
found it. What more need be said? 

Therefore on thy unknown way, 


Goin God's peace! We shall stay, 
But a little while delay, 


Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, my personal acquaintance with MI- 
CHAEL HAHN began on the first day of the present session of Congress, 
when, as the result of the chance by which our respective places in this 
Hall are d i I found myself allotted to a seat immediately on 
the right of that occupied by the Representative of the second district 
of Louisiana. From that time there sprang up between us a friend- 
ship which continued steadfast, warm, and sincere until the hour of 
his sudden and unexpected death. 

But while, personally, until that time he had been a stranger to me, 
he was not by me entirely unknown. Our deceased companion is a 
historic character in the annals of this country for the last quarter of a 
century. Being familiar with the history of his varied and eventful 
career, it was with a good amount of interest that I watched the appear- 
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ance in the House of the only representative of his party and of mine 
from the State of Louisiana. 

As we learn from the Congressional Directory, Mr. HAHN was notto 
the manor born. He was not a native of the land he loved so well, and 
owed no natural allegiance to the Government which he served so faith- 
fully. He was born in Bavaria, November 24, 1830, whence he came 
when an infant, brought by his widowed mother, to the United States, 
landing in New York, and afterward removing to the city of New Or- 
leans, which city and vicinity continued to be his home until his death. 
Like the majority of American youth, his education was that of the pub- 
licschools. He graduated from the high school of the second munici- 
pans of his adopted city. He studied law in the office of Christian 

ius, esq., and attended lectures in the law department of the Uni- 
versity of Louisiana, from which department he graduated April 7, 1851, 
before he had reached his majority. 

He at once commenced the practice of his chosen profession, His 
ability to serve the people was promptly recognized, and when but 
twenty-two years of age he was elected a member of the school board 
of the city of New Orleans, and was made its president. In the days 
prior to the civil war he was in politics a Democrat, and a follower of 
Stephen A. Douglas, making Union speeches, and by all the power he 
could command opposed secession. And even after his State bad taken 
the fatal step he stil! remained loyal tothe Union, and refused to take 
an oath requiring allegiance to the Confederate States government. 
When the State of Louisiana again fell into the hands of the Federal 
authorities he took an active and a prominent part in the reconstruc- 
tion of the State, and was the trusted friend and adviser of President 
. Lincoln. In 1862 he was elected to Congress, and in February, 1863, 
took his seat in this Hall as a Representative of the people of Louisiana. 

At the expiration of his Congressional term he was appointed prize 
commissioner of New Orleans, He at this time also began the career 
of a journalist. He purchased and edited the New Orleans Daily True 
Delta, and, true to the principles he had always entertained, he was a 
fearless and powerful advocate of emancipation. He was elected, and 
on March 4, 1864, was inaugurated, the first governor of Louisiana asa 
free State, to which was added during the same month by the appoint- 
ment of President Lincoln the duties and powers of military governor. 
In January, 1865, he resigned the office of governor, having been chosen 
to represent his State in the United States Senate. Owing to the dis- 
turbed and unsettled condition of the country at that time he did not 
press his claim, and was not admitted to a seat in the Senate. Asa 
result of his devotion to what he deemed the best interests of his State 
and country, in 1866, during the progress of a riot in New Orleans, he 


received a gunshot wound, which went with him to his grave, and. 


made him a cripple from that time to the end of his life. 

In 1867 he became editor and r of the New Orleans Daily Re- 
publican, and was also appointed administrator of the Charity Hospital 
of New Orleans. In 1871 he added to his other duties and_yocations 
that of a sugar planter, and removed to his sugar plantation in Saint 
Charles Parish, where he laid out and built the village of Hahnville. 
He was a school director of Saint Charles Parish, and in May, 1872, 
served as presidentof the Louisiana Stateeducational convention. Dur- 
ing the years 1872, 1874, and 1876 he was a member of the Legislature 
of his State. He was superintendent of the United States mint at New 
Orleans in 1878, and during the fearful ravages and excitement of the 

ellow-fever epidemic of that year he remained at his post, faithful to 
is trust. 

In November, 1879, he was elected judge of his district, and unani- 
mously re-elected in 1884, in which position he served until his term as 
a member of the Forty-ninth Congress began. His career as a youth 
in a strange land, as a man, as a citizen, as a student, as an educator, 
as a lawyer, as a judge, as a journalist, as a politician, and as a patriot, 
is worthy of all commendation, and challenges the admiration and 
imitation of every American. His death was wholly unanticipated by 
his friends and himself. He had been absent from his seat for several 
days on account of what he and all supposed was only a slight and a 
temporary indisposition. On the Friday evening previous to his death on 
Monday morning, I met him for, as events proved, the last time in life, 
on this floor. He gregted me cheerfully and said he was feeling better 
than he had for a long time, and that on Monday morning he would 
be again larly in his seat. How little thought I then that one 
week from that day, and almost at the same hour of the day, I should 
as one of a committee of this House assist in the sad duty of laying his 
mortal remains away to their final rest in the silent city of the dead, 
the beautiful cemetery Metairie, hard by the Crescent City, the Queen 
of the South, the city of his adoption and of his labors. 

How shocked was I when on that Monday morning, coming to the 
House expecting to find my genial neighbor in his seat, to find that 
seat draped in the habiliments of mourning and to be told that Mr. 
HAHN was dead! Our deceased friend was a man who appears to have 
won the esteem of all classes, races, and conditions of his follow-citi- 
zens. This trait of his character was strikingly illustrated at the fune- 
ral obsequies at his home in New Orleans, All classes, rich and r, 
high and low, Anglo-Saxon and African, from the governor of the State 
and State and city officials to the humblest member of society, appeared 
to feel that the Commonwealth and the community of his immediate 


home had met with a great loss, and they all came together and min- 
gled their tears at his bier. 

MICHAEL HAHN had the confidence of all who knew him. He was 
the only Representative of his political faith from hisState. Yet a trib- 
ute of inestimable value was paid him in the sincere sorrow at his death 
shown by his colleagues from his own State, differing from him polit- 
ically so radically as they do. I stood by the side of one of those gen- 
tlemen at the services held in this city, and he said Mr. HAHN had got 
beyond the plane of mere politics, and was a statesman who could act 
for what he believed to be the best interest of his State and country. 
He said, ‘ MICHAEL HAHN could always be relied upon. I always 
knew where to find him.” What higher tribute could be paid to his 
worth? In this connection I may be pardoned for mentioning an in- 
cident which occurred during the earlier days of our present session, 
which illustrates this phase of his character, his devotion to the intex- 
ests of the people he represented, and also the extreme modesty of the 
man and his distrust of himself and of his abilities. 

We had under consideration the bill or resolution authorizing the 
sending of certain property of the United States to the New Orleans 
Exposition, a proposition which was generally opposed by his party asso- 
ciates. I asked him what he would do aboutit. His answer was char- 
acteristic of the man: ‘I shall favorit; I think it will assist in develop- 
ing the resources of my State, and I shall not only vote for it but I must 
speak for it, even if I am anew member here.” And he did speak and 
made an eloquent plea for it. When he sat down, with his usual dis- 
trust of himself he asked: ‘‘ Did I make a fool of myself and hurt the 
cause?” While he was thus modest and distrustful of himself, there 
was one phase of his life of which he was justly proud, and of which he 
was wont to speak, and that was the friendship and confidence of Abra- 
ham Lincoln. With what pardonable and justifiable pride did he use 
to exhibit to his friends the autograph letters of that great man to him, 
asking his advice upon questions of reconstruction and commending 
his patriotic and judicious efforts in that direction ! 

The career of our departed colaborer is one of which his friends may 
well be proud. The man who, under the peculiar circumstances sur- 
rounding our country during his active life, with all the disadvantages 
of foreign birth, could live a lifetime in a community which was neces- 
sarily opposed to him in sentiment on almost every question and sus- 
tain himself and retain the entire confidence, support, and esteem of 
everybody was no ordinary man. 

He has gone. In his death his adopted country and State have lost 
a patriotic, devoted, and useful citizen, his city and district a faithful 
and earnest Representative, and his friends a steadfast ally. Peace to 
the ashes of MICHAEL HAHN. Let all that is mortal of our dead 
companion rest in the quiet tomb to which loving hands have con- 
signed his remains until the tramp of the resurrection morn shall call 
usall to appear before the great J ndgo to give an account of the deeds 
done in the body; and if he shall then rise to a future as happy as. 
his life was useful to his country and to his fellows, his warmest friends 
can desire no better fate for him we mourn. 


Mr. ELY. Mr. Speaker, in obedience to a graceful custom, we are 
convened in this Hall to pay our tributes of respect and esteem to the 
memory of a deceased member of this House. Not alone do the pro- 
prieties sanctioned by past Congresses impel us tothese services. The 
associations of this House form a peculiar bond of union between us. 
We come here strangers to each other. We take these seats, and each 
looks in the other’s face with courteous civility or, it may be, with 
idle curiosity. But as day follows day, and members join in the work 
of legislation, meet in committee-rooms or on this floor, consult, an- 
tagonize, compare and contrast opinions, and struggle with the prob- 
lems before them, there arises a common interest in the well-being and 
destiny of all and of every one which can never be wholly effaced. 
And when death’s pale flag enters this Chamber, and at his summons a 
brother leaves his chair and d to return no more, all hearts are 
moved by the bonds of good- here cemented to speak the last fare- 
well, to strew flowers on his new-made grave, and to place on the printed 
page an appreciative estimate of those qualities which elevated him to 
this distinguished post of honor and responsibility. _ 

Animated by these emotions, I gladly avail myself of this occasion 
to offer my brief tribute to the life and character of MICHAEL HAHN. 
My personal acquaintance with Mr. HAHN covered a period of scarcely 
more than three months, but during that brief time I had not failed to 
observe that he was a man of a calm, conservative, judicious temper- 
ament, full of experience in public affairs, firm and decided in his views, 
but gentle in his expression of them. He was evidently a man whom 
it would be safe to follow. I was attracted toward him by his quiet 
and unassuming manners and interesting conversation. In him were 
happily blended those qualities of mind and heart which would make 
him, as ke was from earliest manhood to the day of his death, the 
trusted public servant of those among whom his lot was most inti- 
mately cast. What a remarkable record of public service was his! 
Without the influence of birth or fortune, born in a foreign land, al- 
most from infancy the son of a widow, he had scarcely attained his ma- 
jority when he was selected for school director, and from that time 
onward the rolling years succeed each other not so rapidly as honor suc- 
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ceeded to honor and trust to trust, until in the plenitude of his influ- | be said of him he was honest, he was true, he was discreet, he was 


ence and usefulness, but it may be believed notin the plenitude of his 
honors, we mournfully draped his chair in this national House of Rep- 
resentatives, and tenderly escorted his remains to their last resting- 
place among the people who loved him so well and trusted him so 
much, 

Nor were his public trusts more remarkable for their number than 
their variety. In all departments of public service, educational, legis- 
lative, judicial, and executive, he seemed equally at home. It may not 
perhaps be said that in any special attribute was he notably endowed. 
Others may be undoubtedly named who were more eloquent than he, 
others more learned, others of stronger intellects. Buthewas eloquent, 
he was learned, he was strong, because he was faithful—faithful with 
an ingenuous, noble, inspiring faithfulness, which bore him successfully 
and triumphantly through the rugged and sometimes dangerous paths 
of his eventful career, and made him equal to the performance of every 
duty. In war and in. peace he was ever the same calm, conservative, 
faithfal man. 

He loved his country. He never forgot his allegiancetoher. When 
the war of the rebellion carried the whole people of the South will- 
ingly or unwillingly into its vortex, MICHAEL HAHN stood aloof, and 
was foremost in all measures for the maintenance of the Federal Union 
as our fathers had established it. Considering the circumstances in 
which he was placed, this part of his career distinguishes him as a re- 
markable man. By his election as the first governor of Louisiana asa 
free State, by his position as military governor under Abraham Lin- 
coln, by his advocacy of the emancipation of the slaves, he acquired a 
national reputation, and has written his name in indelible characters 
on the scroll of his country’s history. 

By this devotion to his adopted country and the perpetuity of her 
institutions MICHAEL HAHN made fitting recognition of what she had 
done for him. His career furnishes another illustration of the benefi- 
cence of our beloved land to all her children, native and adopted. 
Coming to our shores a fatherless boy, the doors of the public schools 
of the country opened to receive him. Without money and without 
price, competent teachers guided his tottering feet into paths of learn- 
ing and opened to his youthful mind store-houses of knowledge. He 
emerged from the public school well equipped to enter on the study of 
that most difficult and intricate science, the law. At the age of man- 
hood that same country placed him on a stage of action where all men 
were equal, equal under the law, equal in opportunity, equal in the 
pean which American representative government breathes into 
all her children. How well he availed himself of these privileges is 
clearly written on the pages of his life and will long be treasured in 
the memory of those to whom he was a true friend, a faithful adviser, 
and a devoted publie servant. 


Mr. PETTIBONE. In the late months of 1863, after the fall of Vicks- 
burg and the surrender at Port Hudson, when the Mississippi was again 
opened from its source to the sea, it became my fortune to arrive at New 
Orleans with a large contingent of the Federal Army; and then and 
there I first made the acquaintance of our late associate, Hon. MICHAEL 
Hann. He was then in power in the t city of the South, New Or- 
leans; but I believe that they who will recall that time, the citizens of 
Louisiana in the dread period of the civil war, will always remember 
that when in power he so bore himself and carried his faculties so meek, 
with such just and scrupulous equity in looking after the rights and 
interests of all, as that the whole of the people of Louisiana who came 
in contact with him at that time felt that in him they had a safe ad- 
viser, a true and warm and steadfast friend. 

This man, as has already been stated, was born under a foreign sky 
beyond the sea. In early life he sought the shores of America. He 
came to this country as thousands had come before him, believing that 
here was larger scope and verge and room for those who desired to en- 
joy the blessings of liberty for themselves and their posterity; and 
Louisiana became his foster-mother. As the years went by he grew 
into the full stature of American citizenship and manhood. 

The great civil war which was then before us, which was too much 
for the wisdom of Clay and Calhoun and Webster and the sages of that 
now elder time to avert, because the reasons and the causes of it lay 
back almost within the Middle Ages—that civil war was in 
front of MICHAEL HAHN in his early manhood. Through that dark 
soa he passed as did the citizens of his State and his section of the 

nion. 

When the war closed divergent interests, sharp passions, keen antag- 
onisms, virulent partisanship had their influence and their power, as 
we all know, over the States that had thrown their interests with the 
confederacy. We look back upon it now as we look back upon the 
history of the Revolution or the great rebellion in the time of Crom- 
well. A generation of men have been born since that time, To-day 
and now we can come, and with calmness and clearness of mind can 
measure men not as they would have been measured in the olden days, 
but as we now see them, surrounded by the circumstances which en- 
vironed them in that time and in the light which subsequent experi- 
ence has cast upon it. 

It is well for any one of us that, when life’s journey is done, it can 


patriotic, he desired and loved the just. 

Knowing MICHAEL HAHN a generation ago, and then having been 
separated from him by the long years that have passed, when I learned 
that he was elected to this Congress and was made a member of my 
committee I joyfully renewed the old acquaintance, and I found him 
what he was in the dark days of 1861 to 1865, only broader, and 
widened, and ripened. 

In him the elements were mixed. AN the elements were so com- 
bined that Nature might stand up and say to all the world, This was a 
man! That he was a man of broad principle, of profound conviction, 
and that he had the moral courage to breast all time and all circum- 
stance, I think will be admitted by all who knew him. The Quaker 
poet Whittier (and in one of the last conversations I had with Mr. HAHN 
he quoted Whittier) has described the character of this man and his 
aspirations for what was right and just in the little poem wherein he 
brings the Angel of Freedom and the Angel of Peace together in the 
dark time which we call our civil war, when, to the pleadings of the 
Angel of Peace for a surcease of battle, the Angel of Freedom replied: 

Then Freedom sternly said: I shun 

No pang nor strife beneath the sun 

When Human Rights are staked and won. 
I knelt with Ziska’s hunted flock; 

I watched in Touissaint’s cell of rock; 

I walked with Sidney to the block. 

The moor of Marston felt my tréad: 
Through Jersey’s snows the march I led; 
My voice Magenta’s charges sped. 

That was the spirit with which MICHAEL HAHN stood up in those dark 
days in Louisiana. But it happened to him that, as the years went by 
and age came on, the people of Louisiana came to regard him, as he 
was, as a true citizen of their State, wishing only the best things for 
the State and for all the Southland and forall the Republic. That 
the man fought life’s battle well, that he was an honored citizen of his 
Commonwealth and of the nation, was attested by the factthat he was 
sent asa Representative to this the Forty-ninth Congress, when long 
years had interposed between the sharp antagonisms of the past and the 
present time. 

No farther seck his merits to disclose, 
Or draw his frailties from their dread abode 


(There they alike in trembling hope re ) 
The bosom of his Father ae his Got” $ 


Mr. GAY. Mr. Chairman, this occasion hås been setapart by solemn 
resolution to pay the just tribute of respect to the memory of Hon. 
MICHAEL HABEN, of Louisiana. 

It often happens in intercourse with our fellow-men that we do not 
fully appreciate their value until the rude hand of death removes them 
from our midst. This I feel to be especially true with regard to my 
deceased colleague, and when made aware of his untimely, unlooked- 
for death, I awoke to a partial realization of the great loss sustained 
by this House, by his colleagues, by his constituency, and by the State 
of Louisiana, 

MICHAEL HAHN wasa native of Bavaria, and removed in 1840 witha 
widowed mother to the city of New Orleans, in the tenth year of his 
age. His mother had five children, and when the yellow-fever epi- 
demic of 1841 visited that city she fella victim, leaving these children, 
doubly orphaned, in a strange land. 

The solid metal of young MICHAL’ S nature may be seen by watching 
the progress of events. He attended the public schools and graduated 
in the high school of the second municipality. In his nineteenth year 
we find him in the law office of Christian Roselius, an eminent lawyer, 
whose pure and unblemished character no doubt stamped itself on 
young HAHN. 

While here, besides attending to the duties of the office, he followed 
two courses of lectures in the law department of the University of 
Louisiana, and graduated in April, 1851. 

During his study of the law he earned his livelihood by attention to 
the agency of real estate, with which he was intrusted, and by writing 
short articles for the press, for which he developed an early taste. His 
diploma admitted him to all the courts of the State, and he immedi- 
ately commenced the practice of law, blending with this- the duties of 
a notary public, receiving his commission in 1851. 

When but twenty-two years of age he was elected a school director 
and served on the committee on teachers with such men as Rawle, Jen- 
nings, and Bonford. ‘This position he filled several times, and was at 
one time president of the board and ex oficio chairman of the committee 
on teachers and high schools. 

In politics Mr. HAHN was a Democrat and a member of the Douglas 
State committee, supporting Stephen A. Douglas for President. After 
the disruption of the Charleston convention he was pronounced in his 
attachment to the perpetuation of the Union, and when in 1861 all per- 
sons holding office were required by the Louisiana Legislature to swear 
allegiance to the confederate government he declined. 

On the arrival of Farragut and Butler at New Orleans Mr. HAHN 
was recognized as a Union man, and became prominent in devising 
means for the re-establishment of the State government within the lines 
of Federal control, 
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On the 3d of December, 1862, elections for Congress were held in the 
first and second districts of Louisiana, then entirely within the Federal 
lines. Mr. HAHN was elected in the second district, receiving 
votes than his three competitors, Darrell, Greathouse, and Jacob Barker, 
a but was not admitted to his seat until the 17th of February, 
1 

During his short stay in Congress he became an intimate friend of 
President Lincoln, whose confidence he enjoyed. During the year 1863 
he was appointed and acted as prize commissioner at New Orleans. He 
wasappointed by General Banks with two others commissioners to liqui- 
date the affairs of the Bank of Louisiana; but on his recommendation 
the appointments were revoked and the bank allowed to settle its own 
affairs. 


On the reconstruction of the State government on a loyal basis (22d 
of February, 1864) he was elected the first free-State governor, and was 
inducted into office on the 4th of March following, and on the 15th of 
the same month he was invested with the additional powers of a mili- 
tary governor by President Lincoln. 

A constitutional convention was elected and submitted a constitu- 
tion, which was ratified. A legislature was elected, and in January, 
1865, Governor HAHN was chosen as Senator to the Senate of the United 
States for six years. He resigned his position as governor, to take ef- 
fect on the 4th of March, 1865. He never pressed his claim to a seat in 
the Senate, because he approved of the reconstruction measures which 
were then being mat 

As a journalist, his experience was extensive. On the ist of Janu- 
ary, 1864, he took charge of the New Orleans Daily True Delta. In 
1867 he formed a corporation for publishing the New Orleans Daily 
Republican, of which paper he continued to be the manager and editor 
till 1871 with eminent success. 

On retiring from editorial life he went to reside on his plantation in 
Saint Charles Parish. He laid out thereon the thriving village of Hahn- 
ville. Here he was made a school director, and in 1872 was elected to 
the islature. 

In May, 1872 he served as president of the Louisiana State educa- 
tional convention during its session of three days. He was elected to 
the Legislature three successive terms, in 1872, 1874, 1876, generally 
without opposition. 

He served as chairman of the committee on the judiciary and a short 
time as speaker. 

On the 15th of August, 1876, he was appointed registrar of voters, 
and although much discussion took place ing the irrgularity of 
the election that year, both political parties of the conduct of 
MICHAEL HAHN. In June, 1878, he was appointed by the President 
as superintendent of the United States mint at New Orleans, which 
office he held until the 1st of January, 1879, remaining at his post of 
duty during the epidemic of 1878 and contributing his services in re- 
lieving the distress caused by that scourge upon the city. 

In November, 1879, he was elected by an almost unanimous vote judge 
of the district composed of the parishes of Jefferson, Saint Charles, and 
Saint John. In 1880, during the Presidential campaign, he started and 
edited the New Orleans Ledger, supporting the Republican nominees. 
In April, 1884, he was re-elected district judge unanimously for four 
years. In October following he reluctantly ted the nomination 
as the Republican candidate for from the second district of 
Louisiana, only two weeks before the election, at which he received 
over 1,300 majority. 

The mature years of MICHAEL HAHN ran parallel with the most ex- 
cung aod ying ponot in 1o ON e his adopted State. The po- 

“litical caldron of 1860 stirred the souls of the great masses from one 
end of the land to the other. Hard feelings were engendered; solici- 
tudes were entertained and nurtured. 

‘The Sage of Auburn had declared that this country must be all free 
orallslave. The people of the South knew well that it would never 
be all slave. : 

Mr. Lincoln was elected.- His motives were pure, his sentiments 
were liberal, his course would doubtless have been pa and na- 

` tional, but he was untried, and the mindsof the South were filled with 
apprehension. Webster, Clay, and Benton, alas! were dead. Had 
ey lived, their counsel, as oil poured upon the raging waters of the 
storm, might have brought calm. But they had been removed from 
our midst. 

The people of the South loved their country, but the security of their 
equal rights seemed to be in peril. Hence the coals were easily fanned 
to a flame and the clash of arms succeeded. 

The heart of Louisiana was with their whole country; but when the 
hour for decision came she stood side by side with her sister States of 
the South. 

I recall these incidents not to revive the recollection of events which 
have passed into history, but merely to show how the subject of this 
memoir was brought into greater prominence. 

It was in such a crisis that MICHAEL HAHN took his stand amid the 
few who at the advent of the victorious Federal commanders in New 
Orleans in 1862 could be received with confidence. It was but natural 
that General Butler should look with favor upon the small band of men 
of good repute who went forward in good faith to welcome his arrival. 
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In the prominent part taken by MICHAEL HAHN during this trying 
period it is worthy of remembrance and commendation that his course 
was never marked by unfriendly bearing to his fellow-citizens who had 
differed with him in opinion; that he evinced no malice, and he had 
none; that he never used his power to oppress or annoy when it could 
have been so readily done. 

On the contrary, his talents and influence seem ever to have been 
industriously given to re-establish order and civil government, to re- 
store prosperity, and to build up the best interests of the State in the 
mode he thought available. In this he was trusted far beyond what is 
the ordinary lot of man, and his judgment and learning lent strength 
to the fabric rebuilt. 

He was of a kindly, courteous disposition, ever willing to extend the 
hand of relief and approachable by all. . 

When a member of Congress in 1863 he was granted pernkssion by 
the President to visit the Union military prisons to look into the con- 
dition of Louisiana prisoners. 

Many kindly acts of Governor HAHN to the people of Louisiana will 
live in their grateful remembrance, and especially one recounted, when 
citizens from the interior of the State were dragged upon frivolous 
charges before the court in New Orleans and lodged in a loathsome 
prison, and it became necessary in order to enlarge them to give a 
heavy bond, his warm heart led him to tender his name for their relief. 

In his quiet country home he was looked up to with the confidence 
ofa father. His advice was sought by all, and his decisions settled dif- 
ficulties, smoothed asperities, and preserved order. 

He was not permitted to retire from public life, but was compelled 
to accept positions of trust, and when he consented to be a candidate 
there was seldom opposition. 7 

Mr. HAHN was a bachelor; was accustomed to living alone. In his 
solitary apartments alone he was called upon in the silent hour of night 
to surrender his existence. _ That he was ready and that he met his fate 
with dignity was plainly manifest from the calm and genial glow which 
wreathed his countenance when his prostrate form was discovered. 

When I gazed for the last time upon the placid, peaceful countenance 
of the deceased, I was deeply impressed that the light which seemed to 
shine upon his forehead was but the reflex of the gentle spirit of the 
still small voice instilled by a mother and the heavenly spirit of all 
grace youchsafed to man through the sacrifice of the Son of God, which 
stands ready to enter the hearts of all men who serve God with a will- 
ing mind and with a perfect heart. 

e nation has done honor to itself in bearing the mortal remains of 
MICHAEL HAHN, in the guardian charge of his peers of both Houses of 
Congress, to their last resting-place amid the cypress and myrtle of his 
cherished home in Louisiana. They have laid him to rest in peace in 
the midst of relatives, friends, and neighbors, who to him were most 
dear and with whom the energies of his life had been identified. 

As one of the colleagues of Mr, HAHN I bear testimony to the ur- 
banity of his manners, to his firmness of purpose, and to his unswerv- 
ing devotion to the interests of his constituents. 

His presence here gave promise of great usefulness, and I sincerely 
mourn his loss. 

Mr. ST. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I now move the adoption of the 
resolutions. . 

The resolutions were adopted unanimously; and the House there- 
upon (at 8 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of M. F. Eastman, F. T. Greenhalge,- 
and Ella T. Wright, representing the Woman’s Indian Association of 
Lowell, Mass., in aid of Senate bills 53 and 54—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Memorial of the Grocers’ Association of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, in behalf of the American Agricultural and Dairy 
Association, for the passage of House bill 8328, defining butter, and 
imposing a tax and regulating the manufacture, sale, im tion, and 
exportation of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture: 

By Mr. BLAND: Two petitions of citizens of Miller County, Mis- 
souri, praying for pension legislation, as recommended by the national 
pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of Grange No. 249, of Northumberland 
County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of a law prohibiting the manu- 
facture and sale of all imitation dairy products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of 31 citizens of South Haven, Mich., 
praying the passage of a bill granting suffrage to women—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of 4,800 citizens of sundry districts in Utah 
Territory, earnestly protesti the enactment of any legislation 
which will deprive them of all voice in the government of said Terri- 
tory, by disfranchising them through test-oaths on account of their re- 


ligious belief, as proposed by the minority party of said Territory; also 
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against the passage of any law which would abolish the Legislature of 
Utah and create for the government of the Territory a legislative com- 
mission—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial and resolutions adopted at a convention of the wool- 
growers of Colorado, Wyoming, Utah, and Idaho, representing a com- 
bined capital of $25,000,000, heldat Salt Lake City, Utah, May 3, 1886, 
remonstrating against that portion of the tariff bill now before Con- 
gress which places wool upon the free-list, and asking for a restoration 
of the tariff of 1867 on wool and woolens—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Woman's Indian Association of Au- 
burn, Me., for the passage of Senate bill for the allotment of lands in 
severalty to Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Resolutions passed by directors of the Chicago 
Board of Trade against House bill 8328, proposing a tax on oleomar- 
garine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the same, favoring the construction of a bridge by 
the Illinois Central Railroad over the Ohio River at or near Cairo, I11.— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr, ELDREDGE: Petition of A. F. Kinning, M. D.; Edward 
Batwell, M. D.; C. F. Ashley, M. D.; Morris e, M. D.; and 33 
others, favoring an appropriation for the National Board of Health—to 
the same committee, 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of business men of Chester city, Pa., 
praying for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Petition of Grange No. 538, of Pennsylvania, 
for the passage of a bill to protect the dairy interests of the country— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of same, protesting against all 1 tion favoring the 
admission to our ports, free of duty, of all agricultural raw materials, 
such as wool, hides, jute, tobacco, raw sugars, &e,, and asking for 
agriculture the same protection afforded other industries—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of D. R. Houghton and 63 others, citizens 
of Orange, Vt., for a tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Memorial asking action of Congress relative 
to State debts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HTESTAND: Petition of citizens of Lancaster County, Penn- 
sylvania, asking for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights. and Measures. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions of the Chicago Board of 
Trade, favoring a law authorizing a railroad bridge at Cairo—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition ofthe Woman’s Indian Association of Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., asking for the enactment of Senate bill 54 as it passed the 
Senate, known as the Dawes allotmentof landinseveralty to Indians— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petition of W. C. B. Weltzin and 32 oth- 
ers, citizens of Pri Wis., in favor of some bill to so tax oleomar- 
garine as to drive it from the market—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Indian Rights Association of Madison, 
Wis., praying for the favorable consideration of the Sioux reservation 
allotment bill (S. 54) and the bill fortherelief of the Mission Indians 
of California—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Petition fora system of post-office savings 
banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of heirs of John R. Carpenter, deceased, 
Jate of Sumter County, Alabama, praying that their war claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

+ By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition of Mrs. Catharine 8. McMa- 
han, asking for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. OWEN: Petition of Arthur V. Bryant, asking for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Chicago in favor 
of the bill authorizing the erection of a railroad bridge at Cairo—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chicago, against taxing oleo- 
margarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, that the 
Government provide for the redemption of the aadA als 46 the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. : 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 149 of Pennsylvania, to suppress the 
mannaaa of imitation dairy products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, memorial of the same, against the admission free of duty of all 
agricultural raw materials—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of citizens of Holland, of Uxbridge, and of War- 
ren, Mass.,in favor of a bill regulating the trade in oleomargarine—to 
the Committce on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Protest of the Chicago Board of Trade against the 
taxation of oleomargarine, &c.—to the same committee. 

Also, resolution of the same, favoring the railroad bridge at Cairo— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chicago Produce Ex , relating to the 
protection of dairy interests—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


. 


By Mr. SENEY: pe pear ree acy oes Sc gaan Oes 
against ine and but to the same co 

By Mr STEELE Petition of Harvey Mendenhall, clerk Salem 
Monthly Meeting of Friends of Greentown, Ind., asking for the passage 
of Senate bill 355, providing for peace among nations—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, : k 

Also, petition of N. M. Neeld, of the board of inspectors, Chicago 
Board SFT Trade, asking for the defeat of the oleomargerine bill—to the 
Committee : 


on Agriculture. 
By Mr. TOOLE: Resolutions of wool-growers of Helena, protesting 
against putting wool on the free-list-—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 


The following petitions, urging the adoption of the bill placing the 
manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 
fraud and imposition, were presented, and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture: ` 

y TE ew Ss Tp Of 172 oe of oe ee 

e following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of alaw 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the National Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

blag J. M. CAMPBELL: Of citizens of Somerset County, Penn- 
sy 

By Mr. ELY: Of citizens of Middlesex County, Massichusetts. 

By Mr. HITT: Of citizens of Winnebago County, Illinois. 

By Mr. OWEN: Of citizens of Newton County, Indiana. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Of citizens of North East, Pa. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Of citizens of Northampton County, Pennsyl- 
vania, 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD; Of eitizens of the second district of Minne- 
sota. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, May 17, 1886. 


Prayer by Rev. FREDERICK D. POWER, of the city of Washington. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a large number 


of tions from twenty-two different States, signed by over 2,000 
citizens, on behalf of the American icultural and Dairy Association, 
8320, in reference to the manu- 


raying for the passage of House bi 
ste and sale of oleomargarine and other imitations of butter. The 
petitions will be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair also presents a preamble 
and resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati, remon- 
strating the passage of a law imposing a special tax on oleo- 
or butterine, but setting forth that, under proper penalty, 
these articles should be sold under their proper name and description. 
eat resolutions will be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 


orestry- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution adopted by a 
convention of wool-growers of Colorado, Wyoming, Utah, and Idaho, 
recently held at Salt Lake City, remonstrating against the placing of 
wool on the free-list, and praying for the restoration of the tariff of 
1867; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Van Wert, Ohio, 
remonstrating against the passage of the free-ship bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 23 citizens of Rutland County, Ver- 
mont, praying for the passage of a bill embodying the recommendations 
of the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Rey. M. J. Firey, Dr. N. 
K. Adams, and other citizens of Altoona, Pa., praying for the better 
legal protection of young girls in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. . 

He also presented petitions of Granges No. 3, No. 249, No. 198, No. 
337, and No. 330, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the suppression of the manufacture and sale of imitation dairy prod- 
ucts; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 
He also presented memorials of Granges No. 337,-No. 3, No. 198, and 
No. 330, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
the admission free of duty of all agricultural raw materials; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of York, Pa., praying that 
increased appropriations be made for the National Board of Health; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the petition of Charles Stoughton, of New York 
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city, praying that an appropriation be made for the improvement of 
Harlem River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of members of the bar of Pima 
County, Arizona, remonstrating against the passage of House bill 5496, 
to increase the jurisdiction of probate courts in Arizona, and to repeal 
all acts of the Territorial Assembly creating county courts in that Ter- 
ritory; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BERRY. I present a petition of the Board of Trade of the city 
of Little Rock, Ark., and the petition of a large number of citizens of 
Arkansas, praying that the full amount of $250,000 recommended by the 
board of engineers be appropriated for the improvement of the Arkansas 
River. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of Thomas Grissit and a num- 
ber of other citizens of the United States of African descent, praying 
that an appropriation be made to enable them to emigrate to Liberia. 
ae the reference of the petition to the Committee on Foreign Re- 

tions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of John F. Vawter and 27 
other citizens of Franklin, Ind.; the petition of G. Bulloek and 78 other 
citizens of Lake County, Indiana; the petition of J. Ritterskamp & 
Sons and 29 others, of Freelandsville; the petition of G. W. Lawrance, 
įr., and 30 others, of Lowell, Ind.; and the petition of W. R. Easter and 
52 others, of Kendallville, Ind., praying for the passage of House bill 
8328, defining butter, and regulating the manufacture, sale, &c, , of oleo- 
margarine; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. . 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the citizens of 
Evansville, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 
6047 and Senate bill No. 1718, authorizing the Chicago, Saint Louis 
and New Orleans Railroad Company and the Illinois Central Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge over the Ohio River at or near Cairo, 
Ill.; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the Pima County (Ari- 
zona Territory) bar, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (H. 
R. 5496) increasing the jurisdiction of probate courts of Arizona, and 
repealing all acts of the Legislative Assembly creating county courts; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented the memorial of Hon. B. F. Potts and 29 other 
cattle-men of Montana, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. 
1715) to regulate the transportation of live stock; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the board of supervisors of Pima 
County, Arizona, praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 5496) to in- 
crease the jurisdiction of probate courts in Arizona, and to repeal all 
acts of the Territorial Assembly creating county courts in said Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by the directors of the 
Commercial Exchange of Chicago, remonstrating against the passage 
of the bill to tax butterine and oleomargarine; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the directors of the Chicago 
Board of Trade, in favor of the passage of Senate bill No. 1877, to 
amend the immediate transportation act; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chicago Board of Trade, 
in favor of the passage of the bill authorizing the Illinois Central Rail- 
road Company to construct a bridge at Cairo; which were referred to 
the.Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PALMER. I present a petition of the board of health and cit- 
izens of Ypsilanti, Mich., praying for such legislation and appropria- 
tions as will enable the National of Health to effectively prevent 
the introduction of contagious diseases into the United States and their 
spread from one State to another. I move the reference of the petition 
to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. HARRIS. If I understood the petition correctly, it ought to go 
to the Committee on Appropriations, I think. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Tennessee so 
move? 

Mr, HARRIS. I am not sure that I understood the petition. I 
think it prays that increased appropriations be made. If so, it ought 
to go to the Committee on Appropriations. 
` The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘That reference will be made if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, 
Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the bill to place a tax of 10 
cents per pound on vleomargarine and butterine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented -the petition of W. F. Pattison and other citizens 
of Saline County, Missouri, praying that an appropriation be made to 
improve the Missouri River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE presented the petition of Jesse M. Tate, of Car- 
roll County, Tennessee, late a corporal of Company I, Seventh Regi- 


ment Tennessee Cavalry, praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of William Mackey, late first lieu- 
tenant of Company C, Ninety-ninth Indiana Volunteers, praying to be 
restored to the pension roll; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a petition of colored citizens of South Car- 
olina, praying for aid to enable them to emigrate to Africa; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I present a petition of citizens of Wil- 
low Springs, Oreg., praying that the coinage of silver be placed on an 
equality with that of gold; that the coin-certificate system be continued 
and so modified as to authorize the issue of certificates in denominations 
of one, two, and five dollars and upward; that legal-tender notes of the 
denomination of one and two dollars be reissued; that the public debt 
be as rapidly liquidated as the revenues of the Government will permit; 
and that the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized and instructed to 
loan money secured by mortgage on real estate to the people, especially 
the farmers. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of Geneva, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill for the redemption of the trade-dollar; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of farmers of Alfred Centre, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill taxing imitation butter 10 cents a pound; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a memorial of citizens of Charleston and 
Berkeley Counties, South Carolina, asking an appropriation for the pur- 
pose of reopening the water highway known as the ‘‘ New Town Cut,” 
between the city of Charleston and Stono River; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask leave to present a communication from the 
board of directors of the Minneapolis Industrial Exposition, asking for 
appropriations to secure a Government exhibit at that exposition dur- 
ing the summer. This communication, although addressed to me, is 
evidently intended for Congress, and I ask that it be printed in the 
RECORD. It is short. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELLin the chair). Thecom- 
munication will be so printed if there be no objection. Does the Sen- 
ator desire its reference to any committee? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so referred. 

The communication is as follows: 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., April 17, 1886. 
DEAR Sm: At a meeting of the board of directors of the Minneapolis In- 
dustrial Exposition, beld April 12, 1886, it was unanimously voted to take steps 
at once to secure an exhibit from the National Government, made up of displays 
Tan the Smithsonian Institution and various Departments, Fish Commission, 


©, . 

Hon. J. JB. GILFILLAN, from this district, has been solicited to present the 
matter to the House, and we hope that Senator SABIN and yourself can pilot the 
matter safely through the Senate. 

To enable the different departments to make a creditable showing it is neces- 
sary to have Congress appropriate from $10,000 to $15,000 to cover the expense. 
The cost is so trifling and the benefit derived by the people from these displays 
is so vast that there ought to be no hesitation about making the smal! appro- 
priation needed. 

On July 7, 1884, an act was passed appropriating $10,000 to send such a display ` 
to the Cincinnati Exposition. Mr. O'NEILL procured a similaract in favor.of 
a Louis last year, and we trust you may succeed in doing as much for the 
Northwest. 

A letter similar to the inclosed has been mailed to each of your colleagues in 
Congress from this State, requesting their co-operation with you, and we trust, 
the Minnesota delegation may present a solid front in this matter. We hopeit 
will be agreeable and convenient to you to aid the exposition in this manner, 
and we request that you endeavor to secure the necessary action of Congress at 
as early a date as possible, as it takes a long time to prepare the exhibits after 
they are authorized by Congress. 

e will be pleased to render you any assistance we can from this end, and 


follow any peg aye you may make. 
Mr. Charles W. Johnson, Clerk of the Senate, is an associate member of our 
committee, and we are certain will be glad to work with you. 
Truly, yours, ; 
. M. REGAN, 


WAL 
W. E. STEELE, 


W. D. WASHBURN, 
President, 
I cordially concur in the abo 
z Tee L. F. HUBBARD, 
Governor of Minnesota. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. R. MCMILLAN, 
U. S. Benator, Washington, D. C. 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., April 17, 1886, 


Dear Sim: The Minneapolis industrial Exposition has been duly incorporated 
under the laws of this State and has an invested rapia of $500,000. A board of 
directors has been chosen, consisting of twenty-five representative business 
men, pledged to devote their time and talents to the success of the exposition 

ear. ‘Thecapital stock has been subscribed by about two thousand three 
hundred citizens of Minneapolis, showing the universal interest taken in the 
matter here and the public c of the enterprise. An eligible site in the 
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wer. heart of the city, valued at a quarter of a million dollars, has been donated 
to the exposition by citizens. 

A date, August 23, 1886, has been fixed for the opening of the first grand in- 
dustrial and educational exposition ever held in the Northwest, and the interest 
of not only the entire State, but of the whole northwestern section of our coun- 
try, demands that it be made an unqualified success. Many unsolicited applica- 
tions for space have already been received from the leading manufacturers of 
various parts of the country, and there is no question as to the success of the 
commercial part of the display. The board of directors, however, are in the 
highest degree ambitious to make it not saly an attractiveand entertaining one, 
but in as greata measure as ible an exhibition of substantial benefitto every 
visitor, whether young or old. To achieve this end, they intend to give partic- 
ular attention to the art department and all displays of a specially educatiunal 
nature. 

We have inaugurated a movement to secure from the General Government 
displays from the Patent Office, Interior, War, Navy, and State ents, and 
Smithsonian Institute, &c,, similar to the exhibits made by these Departments in 
New Orleans, Cincinnati, and other expositions; and would bespeak for the 
movement the assistance of your influence. 

The benefits derived from these displays by visitors, especially those of the 
rising generation, can hardly be overestimated. They give to every person who 
sees them an enlarged idea of the power and resources of our common country, 
and enable the people of the interior to form some idea of the methods by which 
the affairs of the various Departments of the National Government are conducted. 

The citizens of the Central States have had the benefit of these valuable and 
instructive displays at the Cincinnatiand Saint Louisexpositions. Those of the 
Southern and Southwestern sections of the country have had an opportunity to 
see them at the World’s Exposition in New Orleans. It is but fair and just that 
the Northwest, so far remote from the seat of Government, should be permitted 
to enjoy the same advantages. From the fact that Minneapolis is the rail- 
road center of this section, and also a great summer resort, and at the time of the 
holding of our exposition will be filled with tourists from all sections of the 
country, is presented as the strongest reasons why it will be just and proper for 
Congress to authorize the slight expenditure necessary to enable so many people 
to inspect these treasures of our Government, 

Our honorable Representative in Congress from this district will present the 
matter to the House of Representatives, and the subject will be brought before 
the Senate by our honorable Senators. ~ 

We trust you may find it agreeable to assist them in securing this great ad- 
vantage to the people of the Northwest. 

We can assure you that this exposition is not local in itscharacter, but is truly 
national in its scope. It will be conducted in a cosmopolitan spirit, and has 
already enlisted the interest of all parts of the country. 

ly at your earliest opportunity is earnestly requested. 


A re 
ruly, yours, 
; WM. M. REGAN, 
GEO. L, DALE, 


CHAS. W. JOHNSON, 
Committee on Exhibits, 
W. D. WASHBURN, 
z Peesident. 


L. F. HUBBARD, 
Governor of Minnesota. 


I cordially concur in ahove request. 


Ion, S. J. R. McMILLAS, 
United Slates Senate, Washington. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1018) for the relief of Patrick 
Cook, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 711) toestablish the meaning of the word 
“t month ™ in the statutes of the United States, to submit an adverse re- 

rt thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
move to postpone the bill indefinitely ? 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT), whom I 
do not see in his seat, introduced the bill. I do not know whether he 
desires it to go on the Calendar or not. Iam instructed by the com- 
mittee to ask for its indefinite postponement. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam instructed by a majority of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (EL R. 1877) for the 
relief of John McNaughton, to report it adversely. Ido not agree 
with this report, and therefore I beg leave to submit the views of the 
minority, which I ask may be printed and that the bill be placed on 


the Calendar. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam also instructed by a majority of the Commit- 
tce on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1822) for the 
relief of Maj. E. A. Hancock, to report it adversely. I do not concur 
in this report, and submit the views of the minority. I ask that this 
bill also may be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 101) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land 
lying near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park, 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was a to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Iamalsodirected by the Committee on Territo- 
ries to report back another bill for the same purpose. This bill is sub- 
stantially the bill introduced by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], 
which has just been indefinitely postponed. There have been numer- 
ous changes made in the bill, many of them suggested by the Senator 
from Missouri, and the committee deem it best to report in the form of 
an original bill, and I hope it may receive early consideration at the 
hands of the Senate. 


The bill (S. 2436) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park, was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the resolution of the Senate relating to Congressional land 
grants in aid of military wagon-roads in the State of Oregon, submit- 
ted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2437) providing in cer- 
tain cases for the forfeiture of wagon-road grants in the State of Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to be 

rinted. R 
3 Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1213) to regulate insurance in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 902) establishing a subtreasury at Louisville, Ky.; and 

A bill (H. R. 6665) for the erection of a public building at El Paso, 
Texas. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1361) giving a pension to 
Nira D. Gwynne. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: . 

A bill (S. 1484) to authorize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Rail- 
way to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 823) granting a pension to Capt. Elihu Jones; 

A bill (S. 891) granting a pension to Geriah Collins; 

A bill (S. 983) granting a pension to Michael Daly; 

A bill (8. 103 granting a pension to H. R. Duke; 

A bill (S. 1253) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth; 

A bill (S. 1420) granting a pension to William Powell; 

A bill (S. 1431) granting a pension to Jane Carr: 

A bill (S. 1441) granting a pension to M. Romahn; 

A bill (S. 1509) granting a pension to William H. Moore; 

A bill (S. 1830) granting a pension to Mrs. C. A. Bailey; and 

A bill (S. 1850) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie C. Owen. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: - 

A bill (S. 685) granting a pension to Mary Marsh; 

A bill (S. 1227) granting an increase of pension to William P, Squires; 
and 

A bill (1539) granting a pension to Eveline Hunt, widow, and the 
minor children of Lewis Hunt, deceased. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6429) 
granting a pension to Eunice E. Clark. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the fullowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1398) granting a pension to Silas 8. White; 

A bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Simmons W. Harden; 

A bill (H. R. 1582) for the relief of Eleanor C. Bangham; 

A bill (H. R. 2145) for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge; 

A bill (H. R. aa granting a pension to Richard Gear; 

A bill (H. R. 5252) to increase the pension of George W. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1361) granting a pension to Nira D. Gwynne; 

A bill (H. R. 6429) granting a pension to Eunice E. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 7938) to authorize the Covington and Cincinnati Ele- 
vated Railway and Bridge Company to erect a bridge across the Ohio 
River; and 

A bill (S. 1394) to provide for the ascertainment of the market value 
of certain property in the city of Chicago, and to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to sell and convey said property. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2438) to authorize the Postmaster- _ 
General to allow compensation to railroad companies in certain cases for 
apartment service heretofore furnished pursuant to agreement; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GIBSON (byrequest) introduced a bill (S. 2439) tocreate a board 
for national defense; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 2440) for the relief of occupying claim- 
ants of real estate in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read 
ih its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

um : 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2441) for the re- 
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lief of Joanna Barry; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


to the Committee on Indian 
Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 2442) granting a pension to Miss 
_ Hattie A. Dada; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 


companying rs, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2444) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Mykins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2445) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Holland; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2446) for the relief of Joseph 
G. Swank; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

e alsointroduced a bill (S. 2447) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth 
Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Hr also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2448) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Deery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions.. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2449) for the relief of Thomas 
C. McElravy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2450) granting a pension to Ab- 
ner Daily; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2451) for the relief of Julia De 
Quindre; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 63) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to conyey to Anson Rudd certain real estate 
in Fremont County, Colorado; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 64) for 
the erection of an equestrian statue in the city of W; ; 
in honor of General Zachary Taylor, twelfth President of the United 
States; which was read twice byits title, and referred tothe Committee 
on the Library. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer an amendment intended to be proposed by 
me to the river and harbor oh ae cree bill, providing an appropria- 
tion of $5,000 for the rebuilding of the bridge across the canal at the 
Ohio River Falls at Louisville, Ky. I ask that it be printed, and move 
its reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I also offer anamendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the river and harbor appropriation bill, providing for an roper 
priation of $100,000 for the improvement of the harbor at Michigan Ci 
Ind. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce, with 
the accompanying papers, = printed. 

The motion was 

Mr. CULLOM, Mr. PLUMB, Mr. VEST, and Mr. WILSON, of Mary- 
land, submitted amendments intended to be arent roposed by them respect- 
ively to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be’ printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee ‘on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Army a riation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the dim of Jamės Hooper pabo gie om aa files 
and referred to the nae a on Olaims, new evidence hayfhg been fil 


E. P. THOMPSON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions ’’ the routine morning business is closed and the 
Calendar is in order. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iask unanimous consent to call up House bill 
570, No. 1135 on tho Calendar. I havenot made such a request at this 
session before, and this is a little private bill involving a very small 
amount of money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 570) for the relief of E. 
P. Thompson. It proposes to pay to E. P. Thompson, assistant Lives 
master at Indianapolis, Ind., $338, for postage-stamps and postal cards 
stolen and di February 1, 1881, for which he was held liable 
by the postmaster and paid the amount. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE PENSION BILLS, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
ok announced thatthe House had passed the following bills; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to Mary Sullivan; 
H. R. 1142) granting a pension to Lydia Hadlock; 
. R. 1201) for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar; 
. R. 1520) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Blake; 
. R. 1815) granting a pension to Ellen Corcoran; 
. R. 2144) granting a pension to C. K. Hughes; 
. R. 2242) restoring to the pension-roll the name of K. G. 


. R. 4460) to pension John W. Delp; 
. R. 4552) for the relief of Susan Smith; 
. R. 7703) granting a pension to Anna A. Probert; 
. R. 5261) granting a pension to Isaac Fossett; 
. R. pies granting a pension to John H. Hunter; 
. R. 6170) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Etten; 
. R. 6250) to increase the pension of Thomas A. Rowley; 
. R. 6311) granting arrears of pension to Mrs. Maria Walker; 
. R. 6430) granting a pension to Lucy G. Dutcher; 
. R. 7162) granting a pension to Martha Mellwain; 
A bill (H. R. 7310) granting a pension to Mrs. Arlanta T, Taylor; 
-R 7500) granting a pension to Cyrus Dubbs; 
. R. 7509) granting a pension to Cecilia C. McKenna; 
H. R. 7728) granting a pension to Mrs, Elizabeth Collins; 
. R. 7914) to increase the pension of David M. Rennoe; 
H. R. 7931) increasing the pension of Clark Boon; 
H. R. 7979) granting a pension to Jackson Steward; 
. R. 8078) for the relief of Lydia S. Johnson; 
- R. 8111) granting a pension to Rebecca Roberts; . 
A bill (H. R. 8332) increasing the pension of James L. Miller; 
ies bill (H. R. 8336) granting an i increase of pension to Duncan Forbes; 
A bill (H. R. 8372) granting a pension to John E, tt. 
The above twenty-nine pension bills were severally twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. i 


THE SHIPPING LAWS. 


Mr. FRYE, Iask unanimous consent to say one word touching the 
order of business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Maine will proceed. 

Mr. FRYE. re do not like tointerfere with what seems to have been 
an arrangement that the Calendar shall be taken up in regular order, 
but I find myself obliged to be absent from Washington for an indefi- 
nite period. My consicence will not trouble me at all in relation to it 
provided I can have one bill of before I go, and that is the 
House bill touching shipping fees, &c. Ido not think it will take long 
to di of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the order of business? 

Mr. FRYE. It is No. 267. The bill has been on the Calendar for 
a long while. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill named by him. Is there objection? 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4838) to abolish certain fees for 
official services to American vessels, and to amend the laws relating to 
shipping commissioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other 


PE bil 
e bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. FRYE. Iask that the formal reading of the bill he dispensed 
a and that it be read by sections for amendment. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that course 
will b be pursued. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 1, line 32, after the 
word ‘‘allow,’’ to insert ‘‘and pay, toe any money in the Treasury 
des otherwise appropriated ;’’ and in line 35, after the word “‘act,’’ to 

‘f also such compensation to clerks of shipping commissioners as 
wont bite De peid chan DAA tds axes peek 3’? so as to read: 


Collectors or other officers of customs, ors of steam-vessels, and ship- 
ping commissioners who are paid wholly or y by fees shall make a detailed 
such services, the fe b 


If there be no onjeotion the Senator 


report of and the fees pro y law, to the ry of the 

en naan eee idur pronen SRT Dalaran? ARAID £ 

tary e Treasury allow and pay, from any money in reasury noi 

otherwise a said officers gach compensation for said services as 
w 


ve recel passage z 
sation to clerks of Soret Peor ta Sna pas as dintr g eens omy ot thems tne 
this act not passed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after ‘‘ West Indies,” 


paid them had 
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to insert “‘or that part of the coast of South America bordering on the 
Caribbean Sea;’’ so as to make the section read: 
SEC. 2, That shipping commissioners may ship and 
vessel en: 
and the 


ping and ap Eri E fae such cases to be on: 
4612 of the Revised Statutes, for the purpose of determining the compensation 
of shipping commissioners. 

Mr. FRYE. Thatamendment is amistake. I withdraw the amend- 
ment. g 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 7 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike 
ont section 3, in the following words: 

Src. 3. That section 10 of the act entitled “An act to remove certain burdens 
on the American merchant marine and encourage the American foreign carry- 
ing trade, and for other purposes,” approved June 26, 1834, be amended by in- 
serting after the word “relative,” in line 19, the following: ‘Or to an ori 
creditor in liquidation of any just debt for board orclothing which he may have 
contracted p: one month’s pay for board and 
one month's pay for clothing.” And said 10is further amended ri strik- 

the last ph after the words “‘ vessels of the United ee 

words stricken out the following: “And any mas- 

vessel who has violated this sec- 

ty that the ener oe SO ee 
n,” 


The question is on agreeing to the 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 4, line 11, after the word ‘‘navigation,’’ to strike out the words 
‘*but shall not apply to any canal-boat, barge, or lighter,” and to in- 
sert ‘“‘ including canal-boats, barges, and lighters;’’ so as to make the 
section read: 

‘That section 4289 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as follows: 


“Sxc, 4289. The provisions of the seven ns, and of section 18 


preceding sectio: 
of an act entitled ‘An act to remove certain burdens on the American merchant 


marine and encourage the American fi 


poses,’ approved June 26, 1884, relating to ons of the liability of the 
owners of vessels, shall ap’ ly to all seagoing vessels, and also to all vessels 
used on lakes or rivers or inland navigation, including canal-boats, barges, 
and lighters.” 

The amendment was to. 


agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘Phe next amendment was to 
strike out section 7, tin the following words: 

Sc. 7. Every vessel tons or upward, entitled to be documented asa ves- 
sel of the United States, other than registered vessels, found trading between 
district and district, or between Roce pit pradan the same or carrying 
on the fishery, without being enrolled and licensed, and every of less than 
20 tons and not less than 5 tons burden found trading or ng on the fishery 
as aforesaid, without a license obtained as provided i this title, shall be liable 
to a fine of $30 at every port of arrival without such enrollmentor license. But 
if the license shall have expired while the vessel was atsea, and there shall have 
been no opporkiniiy to renew such license, then said fino of $30 shall not be in- 
curred, d so much of section 4371 of the Revised Statutes as relates to vessels 
entitled to be documented as vessels of the United States is hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 4, after the words ‘‘fine 
of,” to strike out ‘$1’? and insert ‘*$2;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That vee vessels found transporting passengers between places or in 
the United States, when such passengers TE bOn akan co bometin the United 
States, shall be liable to a fine of $2 for every passenger landed, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, after the word ‘‘six ’’ at the 
end of line 1, to strike out ‘‘seven;’’ and in line 4, after the word 
“such,” to insert regulations and;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the fines imposed by sections 5, 6, and 8 of this act shall be su to re- 
mission or mitigation by the of the when the was 
not willfully committed, under such regulations and methods of ascertaining 
the facts as may seem to him advisable. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 10, line 6, after “‘ United States,” to strike out the words ‘‘and 
to vessels of foreign countries granting similar privileges to vessels of 
the United States in their ports;’? so as to make the section read: 
lage ne provas of Schedule eee act G eee nga 

er purposes,” a; ved March 3, 1883, allowing a 
DADOA Ethecinbaee coal asoa tox Seok on vessels propelled by pend shall be 
construed to apply only to vessels of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 11, line 13, after the words ‘‘ Bermuda Islands,” to insert “on 
the coast of South America bordering on the Caribbean Sea;’’ and after 
the word ‘‘ports,”’ at the end of line 18, to insert ‘‘not, however, to 
include vessels in distress or not engaged in trade;’’ so as to read: 

That section 14 of “an act to remove certain burdens on the American mer- 
chant marine and encourage the American foreign carrying trade, and for other 
pu .” approved June 26, 188i, be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Eee. 14. That in lieu of the tax on tonnage of 30 cents per ton perannum im- 
posed prior to July 1, 1854, a duty of 3 eents per ton, not to in the aggre- 
gate 15 cents per ton in any one year, is im at each entry on all 
vessels which shall be entered in any port of the United States from any mgs ia 


or place in North America, Central America, the West Indian Islands, 


Islands, the Bermuda Islands, or the coast of South America bordering 
=o ngage weer the Pasai Jainnai, or the apy ty ee ents duty 
of 6 cen r ton, not to exceed 30 cen! per annum, posed 

ei ite entered in the United States from 


at each entry upon all vessels which shal 


any other foreign ports, not, however, to include vessels in distress or not en- 
gaged in trade." 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 11, line 32, after the words ‘‘ provided further,’’ to strike out: 


That any vessel arriving from a foreign port in a port of the United States in 
distress or not engaged in trade shall poaske from such tonnage tax: And 
provided further. 


The amendment was agreed to. i 
The next amendment was to insert as section 14 the following: 


ing out.from the ni and following lines © words “and, to in- 
dicate the pressure of steam, sui! J erigere: ia ROS y record 
each excess of steam above the prescribed limit, and the highest point 


attained.” 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was to insert as section 15 the following: 

So. 15. That the provisions of sections 2510 and 2511 of the Revised Statutes 
and of section 16 of “an act to remove certain burdens on the American mer- 
chant marine and encourage the American foreign g trade, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 26, 1884, shall apply to the construction, equipment, 
repairs, and supplies of vessels of the United States employed in the fisheries or 

es 


in the whaling ess, in the same manner as to vessels of the United Stat 
engaged in the foreign trade. 
The amendment was to. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to offer 
an amendment, but I shall withhold it, in order that the Senator from 
New York [Mr. MILLER] may offer an amendment which would more 
properly come in first. 

Mr. MILLEK. My amendment would more properly come in at the 

t time than follow the amendment of the Senator from Maine. 
move to add as a new section: 


Sec. —. That rule 12 of section 4233 of the Revised Statutes shall be so con- 
feb as not to require row-boats and skiffs upon theriver St. Lawrence tocarry 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. From the Committee on Commerce I move to add a new 
section. 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as an additional section 
the following: 


Src, —. That whenever any foreign country whose vessels have been placed 
th: rts of the United States as American 


commercial pri accorded to 
waters of such foreign country, the President, on receiving satisfactory informa- 


tion of the continuance of su nee app E § vessels of the United 
States, is hi au toissue his on excluding, on and after such 
time as he may in such commercial pri in the 


the vessels of the United States thus discriminated against, and 
concessions previously granted to the vessels of such country; and on and after 
the date named in such proclamation for it to take effect, if the master, officer, 
or agent of any vessel of such foreign country excluded by said proclamation 
from the ex: of any commercial privileges shall do any act prohibited by 
said proclamation in the ports, cn i or waters of the United States for or on 
account of such vessel, such vessel, and its rigging, tackle, furniture, and boats, 
and all the goods on shali be liable to seizure and to forfeiture to the 
United States; and any person opens ai officer of the United States in the 
enforcement of this act, or aiding and gany other person in such oppo- 
sition, shall Sor COO bone eae guilty ofa misdemeanor, and, upon convic- 
tion, shall be liable to imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I inquire of the Senator who has charge 
of the bill if this amendment is reported by the committee? 

Mr. FRYE. It is reported by the committee. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Is it in print? 

Mr. FRYE. Itis. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is a very important amendment and has not 
come under my notice before. 

Mr. FRYE. It was reported about a week ago by the Committee on 
Commerce unanimously. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator be so kind, when the proper 
time gine Bs explain it? 

Mr. FR No time is any more proper than now. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Verywell. Ihaveonly heard it hurriedly read 
at the desk, and therefore can not exactly understand the full purport 
of the amendment. : 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Maine allow me? My under- 
standing was when this amendment was proposed in committee that the 
Senator from Maine was to confer with the State Department in regard 
to it. I have heard nothing with reference to the matter since. I 
should like to hear from the Senator from Maine what the Secretary of 
State says in regard to this amendment. I see in the proceedings of 
the House of Representatives that a resolution has been adopted calling 
upon the State Department to explain the status of this matter at present. 

Mr. FRYE. I was to call on the State Department the next morn- 
ing, but unexpectedly to me the Committee on Commerce was called 
together the next morning on the river and harbor bill. I was obliged 
to be t there, and therefore did not see the Secretary of State. I 
submitted the question to the committee whether I must see him be- 
fore the amendment was reported, and it was unanimously agreed that 
I need not. As thematter was pretty thoroughly understood and there 
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noe to be no special necessity for doing so I did not see him, and 
ve not. 
Mr. VEST. I was not present in the committee at the last meeting. 
Mr. FRYE. I hardly know what explanation to give about this, 
and I do not wish to occupy any more time than is absolutely neces- 


sary. I learned long ago not ‘to discuss a bill if I wanted to pass it. 

It was stated in the discussion on the fishery resolution some time 
since that there was a statute which authorized the President of the 
United States to suspend intercourse with Canada or any other foreign 
country in case necessity arose for doingit. On examining that statute 
I found that it was not so; that it had no application to the condition 
of things which now exists in Canada, and therefore I had referred to 
the Committee on Commerce a general bill giving the President, not 
authority in a special case, not naming Canada, or England, orany other 
country, but a general bill authorizing the President, where discrim- 
inations were made and ports were closed against United States vessels 
by any country, if in his judgment it was deemed advisable, after notice 
given, to issue a proclamation closing our ports against the same vessels 
of that country. 

I do not see myself the slightest earthly objection toit. I donot see 
that the Secretary of State could possibly object to it. I made it the 
duty of the President, but the Committee on Commerce amended that 
by simply giving the President the right to doit if he pleased, leaving 
it entirely to his judgment. It seems to me a very important law to 
have on the statute-book, as Congress is not always in session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was a: to. 

Mr. VEST. I was detained from the Senate by illness at the time 
the bill was passed upon incommittee. I wish toask the Senator from 
Maine why section 14, which strikes out certain lines of section 4418 of 
the Revised Statutes, was inserted: 


Src. 14. That section 4418 of the Revtsed Statutes is hereby amended by strik- 
ing out from the nineteenth and following lines thereof the words “ and, to in- 
dicate the pressure of steam, suitable steam-registers that will correctly record 
each Bsa Ye of steam carried above the prescribed limit, and the highest point 
attain 


Mr. FRYE. ‘That was undoubtedly one of those requirements of law 
in the interest of a patent. The supervising inspector of steamships ad- 
dressed a letter to us, in which he called our attention to it and said 


that the thing itself was utterly useless, it could not be of any benefit, |. 


and was of large cost, and that in his opinion the law ought to be re- 
pealed which required it; and it was repealed on the strength of the 
supervising inspector’s request. 

I have one other amendment which I desire to offer asa new section. 
The old law with regard to destitute seamen left in foreign ports re- 


quired our vessels to bring them home, being paid for a certain dis- 
tance $10 and a certain other distance $20. That was when only sail- 
ing vessels were in use; and while it was not a reasonable sum to pay 
those vessels for a long voyage, yet as sailing vessels can almost always 
make use of an extra man it was supposed that they would get extra 
labor enough out of these sailors sent home to make it reasonable pay. 

The last shipping act, the act of 1884, increased that limit to $20 and 
$35, but it is found nowadays wherever you have a line of steamers 
that the American consuls and the sailors themselves who are left in- 
sist on being carried home in the steamer; but the steamer never has 
any use for an extra hand. A steamer is obliged to take hands enough 
on board to be occupied at landings and all that sort of thing, but it 
always has extra hands when atsea, and a large number of extra hands; 
so that when the Government puts a destitute sailor or stranded sailor 
in a foreign port on asteamship he is a charge to the steamship entirely. 

Now, take the line to Brazil. There were carried about forty-two 
men a distance averaging over 4,000 miles each. The amount under 
the act which the Government was authorized to pay the steamship 
company for carrying those men was $35 apiece. The Government 
pay amounted to $1,190. The actual cost to the steamship company 
for doing that service was over $3,000, for which it received $1,190. 
The steerage passage of those seamen would have amounted to $6,065; 
so that the loss to the steamship company was $4,875. In all respects 
they were treated precisely the same as steerage passengers—no work, 
and nothing for them to do on earth. 

Of course these sailors prefer to be sent home by a steam line, and 
undoubtedly a great many men who are not sailors manage through 
some dishonest consul to get a certificate and are sent home on a 
steamer. To remedy this very grave injustice I offer the following 
amendment, to be inserted as a new section: 

Src, —, Section 9 of “an act to remove certain burdens on the American mer- 
chant marine and encourage the American foreign carrying trade, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 26, 1884, is hereby amended in the eighth line by in- 
serting after the words ‘consular officer” the following: ‘‘ When the trans- 
portation is by a sailing vessel; and the regular steerage-passenger rate, when 
not exceeding 2 cents per mile, when the transportation is by steamer ;" and 
the third section is farther amended by adding at the end the following: “Or to 
take any seaman having a contagious disease,” 

That retains the old price where they are sent by sailing vessels, as 
the law undoubtedly expected they would be sent, and increases the 
price to the steerage rate where scnt by a steamer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Iask leave to have printed in the RECORD the state- 
ment to which I have referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

The statement is as follows: 


If there be no objection the paper 


Distressed United Slates citizens (paupers) placed on board United States and British mail steamship companies’ steamers by United States consuls, 
and carried, fed, and housed in all respects same as steerage passengers. 


Vessel and yoyago, 


Finance, voyage 2, March 5, 1883..... 
Reliance, voyage 4, September 1,1 
Reliance, voyage 8, June 26, 1884 . 
Advance, voyage 8, December 8, 
Finance, voyage 10, June 2, 1884... 


Advance, voyage 10, February, 1534 
Advance, voyage 12, May 3, 1884... 
Advance, voyage 14, July, 1884... 


Advance, voyage 18, December, 1884.. 
Finance, voyage 20, January 1, 1885.... 
Merrimack, voyage 2, February 7, 1835... 
Advance, voyage 20, February 21, 1885. 
Merrimack, voyage 6, July 6, 1885... 

Adyance, voyage 24, J uly 18, 1885.2... P 
Merrimack, voyage 10, November 29, 1885.. 
Advance, voyage 28, December 12, 1885... 
Finance, voyage 30, January, 1886. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine to the last section, wherein it is provided: 


That the provisions of sections 2510 and 2511 of the Revised Statutes—— 


I turned to the editions of the Revised Statutes with a view to see 
what those sections were, and I find in the edition of 1878 that section 
2510 relates to ‘‘ machinery for manufacture of beet sugar;’’ and I find 
in looking further back to the edition of 1873-75 that sections 2510 and 


Prrerrtrrre treet ri re eee 
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3| 1,440 30 00 90 00 60 00 
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2| 3,022 2000| 10000 80 00 
1| 4,177 10 00 65 00 55 00 
-4| 1,440 4000| 120 00 80 00 
5| 4,177 5000 | 325 00 275 00 
2| 1,440 20 00 60 00 40 00 
2| 1,440 20 00 60 00 40 00 
3| 1,440 50 00 90 00 60 00 
daaeteoe soevenes youth scent cbeneo sbeevensspneacttonevss 1,190 00 


2511 are the sections intended probably to be referred to by this section 
of the bill. 

Itseems to me that is rather an indefinite reference to those statutes, 
because the revised edition of 1878 seems to be the lawful edition now 
of the Revised Statutes, made so by proclamation of the Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. FRYE. The last edition is clearly a mistake, but the statement 
of the sections is right in the bill as I hayeit here, but perhaps that had 


—— 
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better be looked to. How would the Senator suggest that the section 
be amended? 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that the ref- 
erence to the title ought to identify the subject. 

Mr. FRYE. The title is the same in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the revision of tariff act ‘‘duties on imports’’ 
in one edition I find sections 2510 and 2511, and in the other edition 
they are sections 2513 and 2514. You might say ‘‘edition of 1873.” 
That would cover it. 

Mr. FRYE. I think myself that it is certain now, although I got 
into trouble when I hunted the matter up. The last edition was 
wrong. I move to amend, in section 15, so as to make it read: 

That the provisions of sections 2510 and 2511 of the Revised Statutes of the 
edition of 1573, &e. i 

Mr. ALLISON. We had better say 1875. It seems to have been 
proclaimed in 1875. 

Mr. FRYE. Very well, say “edition of 1875.” 

The PRESIDENT prg tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine to insert the words ‘‘edition of 1875.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine what 
change is made in the tonnage tax? 

Mr. FRYE. The tonnage tax stands precisely as it did before, but 
complications arose by reason of certain foreign countries repealing cer- 
tain dues, and complaining that they were not treated so favorably as 
those countries which were contiguous, and the law has been changed, 
so that now in a country that retains its dues taking the place of ton- 
nage dues, the President by proclamation may extend the repeal of 
these dues to that country. 

Mr. SEWELL. Making it a reciprocal law? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir; we make it a reciprocal law. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Maine the meaning of section 
13, which provides that the provisions of section 11 of ‘An act to re- 
move certain burdens on the American merchant marineand encourage 
the American foreign carrying-trade, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 26, 1884, shall not be construed to apply to whaling vessels. 

Mr. FRYE. The requirement referred to in that section is the slop- 
chest. Whalers allsail upon contract, the men and officers sharing with 
the owners, and they prefer very much to take care of their own outfit. 
The provision was inserted at their request. 


The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendments 


were concurred in, i 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to he read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, and 
ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses; 

The motion was agreed to; and, by unanimous consent, the President 
pe tempore appointed the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 

ILLER, Mr. DOLPH, and Mr. VEsT were appointed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, | 


Mr. CONGER. I call for the regular order. 

Abe Rib msgs pro tempore. The first case on the Calendar will 
stated, S 

Order of Business 162, being the bill (S. 1286) to amend section 604 
i the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes, was announced asin 
order. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent to say a 
word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isithere objection? The Chair hears 

none. : 
Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Mr. President, there is a bill on the 
Calendar, Senate bill No. 2115, being Order of Business 981, granting 
to the Oregonian Railway Bridge Company of Oregon the right to con- 
struct a bridge over the Willamette River in the vicinity of Ray’s Land- 
ing, Oregon. e 

The bill is reported unanimously from the Committee on Commerce, 
and the company stands ready to construct the bridge. It is a local 
matter. The company is delayed proceeding with the construction of 
the bridge simply awaiting the passageof thisbill. Underthesecireum- 
stances I ask the unanimous, consent of the Senate to allow the bill to 
pass at this time. It will require only the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. The object I have in view in desiring the Calen- 
dar to be proceeded with is that we may reach a good many such bills 
which are on the Calendar. There are two or three bills in which my 
constituents are interested where there seems to be an absolute neces- 
sity for action by the Senate. I hope we shall devote the morning hour 
to bills on the Calendar. I have not asked the consideration of special 
bills, and must object to the consideration of others. I did not object 
in the case of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] because the Sena- 
tor was going away. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill can 
not be considered at this time. 

Mr. CONGER. Are bills to be taken up on the Calendar that have 
been passed over heretofore without prejudice ? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those over without preju- 
dice are usually not taken up without being called for. Those passed 
over without prejudice can be called up on motion. 

Mr. CONGER. The first bill on the Calendar that has been called 
up is one that was passed over, and several have been passed over with- 
out prejudice. Should not the Calendar be taken up where we left off 
the call, and let these others be called up? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That is the course which is being 
taken. The first case on the Calendar under that ruling will be stated. 


JURIES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The bill (S. 12) to authorize the juries of the United States circuit 
and district courts to be used interchangeably, and to provide for draw- 
ing talesmen, was announced as in order; and the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, Jine 6, alter the 
words ‘‘shall be,” to strike out ‘‘in session ” and insert ‘‘held;’’? and in 
line 8, after the word ‘‘if,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ possible and;’’ so 
as to make the section read: f 

That the act of Congress approved June 39,1879, chapter 52, section 2, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so that whenever any circuit and district courts of 
the United States shall be held at the same time and place they shall be author- 
ized and uired, if the business of the courts will permit, to use interchange- 
ably the juries in either court drawn according to the provisions of said act. 

The amendment was agreed to. a > z 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2, in the following 
words: 

Sec. 2. That in order to avoid delay in the business of the courts, it shall be 
lawful, in drawing names from the jury-boxes as tales-jurors, for the court to 
excuse those drawn who live at a distance from the court until names of per- 
sons living within a convenient distance are drawn; or the court may direct the 
clerks and commissioners to provide a box, as those now authorized by law are 
made up, containing not less than three hun names of persons residing 
near the place where the court is held, and qualified to serve as jurors, from 
which the court may direct to be drawn the tales-jurors required to fill vacan- 
cies on the regular panel; or the court may, in an emergency, authorize by- 
standers to be summoned to fill vacancies on the jury: Provided, however, That 
nothing Herein contained shall authorize the courts to draw the regular juries 
otherwise than in the mode prescribed by the act of June 30, 1879. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
LABOR ARBITRATION. 


Mr. COKE. I desire to give notice that to-morrow after the morn- 
ing hour I shall ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to lay aside 
the pending order and take up Order of Business 553, being the bill (H. 
R. 7479) to provide a method for settling controversies and differences 
between railroad corporations engaged in interstate and Territorial 
transportation of property or passengers and their employés, for the pur- 
pose of submitting some remarks thereon. 


CALIFORNIA SCHOOL LANDS. 


The bill (S. 990) to enable the State of California to take lands in 
lien of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be mineral lands 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘“‘lands,’’ to insert ‘‘ within the 
State of California and from lands;”’ so as to make the section read: 

. That the State of California shall have the right to select for schoal purposes 
other lands in lieu of such sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections as may have been 
or shall be found to be mineral lands: Provided, That such selections shall be 
made from lands within the State of California, and from lands returned as ag- 
ricultural, and upon which at the date of selection no valuable mineral discov- 
eries have been made; and all such selections shall be reported to the Secretary 
of the Interior, who shall, if he is satisfied such lands so selected are not min- 
eral, so certify, and thereupon the right of said State to such selected lands shall 
finally attach; and the Secretary of the Interior shall also ascertain whether 
any of such sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections are mineral lands, and shall cer- 
tify their character, which certificate shall determine the matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. å 

Mr. ALLISON. Section 3 ought to be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa move 
to strike out section 3? 

Mr. ALLISON. Imovetostrikeout section 3, in the following words: 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

It is utterly unnecessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CALIFORNIA LAND SALES, 


The bill (S. 994) granting to the State of California 5 per cent. of the 
net proceeds of the sales of lands in said State was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. 
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Mr. DOLPH. Ibelievethe Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] 
desires it to keep its place on the Calendar without prejudice. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa object 
to its ing its place on the Calendar? 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The bill will retain its place on the 
Calendar. 
ISAIAH W. LEES AND H. H. ELLIS. 


Mr. FAIR. Iask unanimous consent to call up Order of Business 666, 
being the bill (S. 2135) to compensate Isaiah W. Lees and H. H. Ellis, 
of San Francisco, for services rendered the Government. 

Mr. CONGER. We are progressing toward that bill very rapidly 
now if nobody interferes, and I hope we may go at full speed without 
interruption. I want togetatsome bills on the Calendar in their order. 

Mr. FAIR. Iam very sorry for the objection. Iam only carrying 
out a request of Mr. MILLER, our late associate, now dead. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill can 


not be taken up now. 
Mr. FAIR. Will not the Senator from Michigan withdraw his ob- 
jection? 


Mr. CONGER. If the Senator states that he asks for the considera- 
tion of the bill at the request of our former colleague, Mr. MILLER, I 
feel unwilling to make objection, if it was a measure in which he was 


interested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 666, being the bill (S. 2135) 
to compensate Isaiah W. Lees and H. H. Ellis, of San Francisco, for 
services rendered the Government. 

Mr. CONGER. If it will not lead to debate I shall not object. 


Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read for information. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem; The bill will be read. 


spore. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

Mr ALLISON. . Let the report be read.. 

The PRESIDENT pro e. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Farr 
April 14, 1886: , 


‘The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1963) to compen- 
sate Isaiah W. Lees and H. H. Ellis, of San Francisco, Cal., for services rendered 
the Government, have had thesame under consideration, and report as follows: 
It eppes that the late Senator MILLER, of California, was immediately con- 

with the direction of the service performed by these claimants for which 
compensation is asked in the bill. 

His opinion of the value of their labor, as well as his manifest desire to aid 
them in obtaining remuneration therefor, is clearly shown by the following af- 
fidavit and letter, 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
City and County of San Francisco, ss: 

John F. Miller, being duly sworn, says that he read the petition of H.H. El- 
lis and I. W, Lees, and that the statement of facts therein contained is substan- 
tially true; that the frauds apon the United States revenues mentioned in said 
statement were detected and brought to ug by the efforts of said Elis and 


was, nt th 
of customs for the district of San Francisco, 
part of the United States; that afflant expected that said Ellis and Lees would 
reeeive one-fourth part of said sum, oie, Soe paros who gave theinformation 
which led to the payment of said ee to Treasu: 


sation requested by said Ellis and Lees is justly due them; and further saith not. 
[SEAL.] JOHN F, MILLER. 


Wasutnatoy, D. C., May 1, 1870. 

GEXTLEMEN: Your noteof the 2Ist ultimo and copies of your memorial to Con- 

have been received, 

It will afford me pleasure torender you all theaid in my power. Yourmemo- 
rial is well peepee and correctly states the facts and circumstances of the case. 
Ifa bill is introduced for your relief I will cheerfully go before the Committee 
oi Claims and give my testimony, which will substantiate all you have said in 
the memorial. 

Very truly, yours, 


Messrs. LEES and ELLIS, 
San Francisco. 
The accompanying affidavits also appear in the proof: 


I hereby certify that I was United States attorney for the district of California 
during the time referred to,and I fully concur with General Miller in his state- 
ment in regard to the services rendered by Messrs, Lees and Ellis, and thatthey 
ought to be liberally compensated therefor. 

DELOS LAKE, 


[SEAL] 
Judge of the Municipal Criminal Court, San Francisco. 


JNO. F. MILLER, 


STATE oF CALIFORNIA, 
City and County of San Francisco, ss: 

I hereby certify that during the time the alleged frauds were committed onthe 
revenue of the United States Government said Lees wasa captain of police and 
said Ellis ponosna, both belonging to what is known as the detective branch 
of the police department of the city and county of San Francisco, State of Cal- 
ifornia, and who were specially detailed at said time to investigate into said 
fraudsand aid in the discovery thereof by and at the request of General John F. 
Miller, the collector of the port of San Francisco at that time. 

[sear] P. CROWLEY, Chief of Police, 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
City and County of San Francisco, ss: 


Thomas B. Shannon, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he was sur- 


rof the port of San Francisco during the years of 1867-68; that detective 
o rs Lees and Ellis discovered the frauds on the Government by 
the firm of Nudd, Lord, and and the sales and compromises resulting di- 
y from their seizures amounted to $43,415.84, cash. 


That they had never been pag their moiety on this or any other sum up to 
the present time, and are justly entitled to a liberal compensation, for the effect 
of labors utterly destroyed the most formidable whisky combination that 


ever existed on this coast, 
[SOTARIAL SEAL.] THOS. B. SHANNON. 


A letter from ex-Mayor Bryant, of San Francisco, to Hon. BARCLAY HENLEY, 
of the House of Representatives, contains the following statement; 

‘I was naval officer of this port at the time of the detection of frauds on the 
revenues which resulted in the seizure at different times of goods and prop- 
erty belonging to the firm of Nudd, Lord & Co., and their associates. 

* The United States Government received from the seizures, sales, and com- 
promises over $13,000, but this sum was unimportant compared with the rev- 
ooa accruing to the Government through the prompt destruction of that 
tring.’ 

“Messrs. Lees and Ellis, of the San Francisco detective force, were the sole 
persons who accomplished the at work.” 

On account of the sickness of the late Senator MILLER, a bill for the relief of 
these claimants was not introduced in the Senate until after his decease. 

On the 18th day of January sos Morrow, of California, introduced in the 
House of Representatives a bill (H. R. 3864) genres | the same words and fig- 
ures, which was referred to the Committee on Claims in that body. 

On the lith day of March it was favorably reported from that committee with 
an amendment. ; ` 

That report presents a full and concise statement of the case as exhibited by 
the proofs, and is herewith appended and made a part of thisreport, as follows: 

“The claimants mentioned in the bill were members of the detective arm of 
the San Francisco police department d the years 1867-’68, and were em- 
ployed by Senator MILLER, of California, who was at that time the collector of 
customs of the port of San Francisco, to work up certain suspicious circum- 
stances connected with the management of local internal-revenue affairs. 

“The result of their skill and labor brought to light the existence of a sys- 
tematic method by which distilled spirits were removed from the internal-reve- 
nue bonded warehouses for the alleged purpose of rectification; the packages 
thus remoayed were filled with water and returned to the warehouse, while their 
original contents were placed upon the local market and sold without paying 
the tax due thereon. 

“To perfect the scheme, and place its detection beyond the reasonable possi- 
bility of exposure, they exported the barrels containing the water so frauda- 
lently snbstituted to foreign countries, under custom-house export bonds, U 
presentation of landing certificates from the American consul at the port of des- 
tination the job was finally concluded. 

“The incident which unveiled the liar methods adopted to evade the 
lawful tax came to light through the failure of a captain of a vessel in the em- 
ploy of Nudd, Lord & Co., a heavy wholesale liquor house, to successfully exe- 
cute one of their plans. 

“Te apposrs that on the 9th day of July, 1867, the schooner Sarah cleared in 
tn i ms a ache ana cosa rt Ripe eet Rtn wa 
an cases o ts, properly pro! y an expo: ‘or , whic 
represented double the amount of the tax due thereon had it entered into local 
consumption. A few days thereafter she was reported wrecked off Santa Cruz, 
which is located about 75 miles south of the har of San Francisco. 

“It was at this time that Senator MILLER secured the services of these officers. 
They discovered the wreck, and found evidence that she had been intentionally 
scuttled; that the hoops on the barrels were purposely cut to permit the con- 
tents to escape, and a few of the barrels that had not been cut contained water 
only. With thisinformation they proceeded to arrest the cook of the schooner, 
whom they found concealed on board a vessel lying in the harbor of San Fran- 
cisco, and imprisoned him. Whileunder arrest, through the payment of money 
and promise of a from criminal prosecution, they obtained informa- 
tion by which they found concealed in a cave in Sir Francis Drake's Bay, 
located on the coast of California, about 40 miles north of San Francisco, 24 bar- 
rels and 100 cases of pastes spirits, part of the schooner Sarah’s alleged cargo. 

* The remainder of the crew were subsequently arrested and indicted, 

“Tt also a pana in the evidence that the same firm of Nudd, Lord & Co., in 
the month of May previous, had shipped forty-three barrels of alleged spirits to 
Victoria, British Columbia. Furtber investigation proved that forty contained 
water and three only contained spirits. 

“In the samd month they had shipped one hundred barrels of alleged spirits 
to Guaymas, Mexico. This shipment turned out to be ninety barrels of water 
and ten only of spirits, which were sold at that place. 

“The proofs furnished the committee are documentary, and found in House 
Executive Documents, first session Forty-first Congress. They are embraced in 
the report of ex-Governor Samuel Purdy, who was detailed as special agent ot 
theinternal revenue at Washington to proceed toSan Francisco and investigate 
the in -revenue affairs, which had now become the subject of much news- 
paper excitement. 

“t The proofs show that the sums collected from the seizures and information 
furnished Senator MILLER by these claimants were as follows: 


From the sale of the spirits found at Drake's Bay.... 


«ee $2,370 80 


From sale of the wreck of the schooner Sarah. S15 04 
From the export bond of the schooner Sarah.. 82,400 00 
From the export bond of the steamer Active ...., ooo: 7,800 00 


“The total net sum paid into the National Treasury through the efforts of the 
claimants aggregates $13,415.84, and they ask for one-halfof thatamount, namely, 
$21,707.92, as compensation due them for services rendered, or moieties due to 
‘informers’ under section 179 of the old internal-revenue laws, 

“From the rical facts set forth in the report of ex-Governor Purdy, and 
the unimpeachable character of the gentlemen signing the letters, as well asthe 
Sro pang affidavits, your committee find no hesitation whatever in con- 
cluding that these claimants are entitled to a just compensation for services ren- 
d 


ered, 

“ Had each of these cases been tried before the court and judgment duly ren- 
dored for those amounts respectively, it is probable that, upon a proper repre- 
sentation, the United States district judge might have ordered at that time that 
these claimants be declared the “ informers" according to law, and awarded 
them one-half of the net sums collected through their instrumentality. But no 
such action was had. and a further discussion of that phase of the case does not 
property: enter into the present consideration. < 

“Tt is conclusively shown by the affidavit of Senator MrLLER, of California, who 
was at that time the collector of customs for the port of San Francisco, that when 
he empl these claimants he represented to them that they would receive 
one-fourth part of the net sum accruing to the Government from the success of 


their labors. 
“This representation was based upon section 3090 United States Revised Stat- 
utes, page 183, and is the law to-day as well as then. That section, after stating 


en ani A 


1886. 
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what disposition shall be made of the fines, forfeitures,or penalties incurred 


under the act by first pa: the duties, costs, &c., says: 

“And the residue of proceeds aforesaid shall be paid into the Treasury of 

the United States, and distributed under the direction of the Secretary of the 

ry in the manner following, to wit: One-half tothe United States; one- 
fourth to the person giving the information which led to the seizure or the re- 
covery of the fine or penalty,’ &c. 

“It was under the authority conferred by the foregoing section that Senator 
MILLER offered these gentlemen emplo: nt and received their services. The 
subsequent transfer of the different civil and criminal proceedings then pend- 
ing to the courts for final adjudication through the internal-revenue arm of the 
Government did not, in the opinion of your committee, change the status of 
the original eontract and ‘understanding with Collector Miller. 

“Itis clearly shown in the proofs that each case was com by Senator 
MILLER as collector of customs; that the money was paid to him, and by him per- 
sonally covered into the national Treasury without reference to the Internal 
Revenue Oftice. The confessions of judgment before the courts were merely in- 
cidental; they were doubtless resorted to by the defendants as being the more 
expeditious way to terminate the discomfiture and expense attendant upon 
such a complete exposure of bold and questionable transactions. 

“ Your committee therefore report the bill with the following amendment, 
namely: In lieu of the words * twenty-one thousand seven hu: and seven 
dollars and seventy-two cents’ insert the words ‘ten thousand eight hundred 
and fifty-three dollars and eighty-six cents.’ 

“ The last-named sum represents one-fourth of the net amount collected and 
paid into the national Treasury growing out of the efforts of the claimants, and 
which they are equitably entitled to under the provisions of section 3090 of the 
United States Revised Statutes before mentioned, 

“With this amendment, we recommend the passage of the bill.” 

Your committee therefore report the bill back to the Senate with the recom- 
mendation that a bill the same as reported from the Committee on Claims of the 
House of Representatives be ado; as a substitute for Senate bill No. 1603, and 
that Senate bill 1693 be indefinitely postponed. 

In deference to the manifest of our late brother Senator, we recommend 
the early consideration and passage of the accompanying substitute bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING, 


Mr. VOORHEES. I presume there will be no objection to my call- 
ing attention to the fact that Order of Business 238, being Senate bill 
61, relates to the same subject as a bill which came from the House and 
has been passed, for the erection of a new library building. I therefore 
ask that that bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill re- 
ferred to, being the bill (S. 61) authorizing the construction of a build- 
ing for the accommodation of the Congressional Library, will be indefi- 
nitely postponed. The Chair hears no objection, and that order is made. 

ACQUIREMENT OF PROPERTY BY ALIENS. i 

The bill (S. 188) to prevent the acquisition of real property by aliens, 
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman who reported that bill has no ob- 
jection, I think it had better go over without prejudice. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to have it retain its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 18) for the relief of the Kansas City, Fort 
Scott and Gulf Railroad Company-was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The preamble recites that the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Rail. 
road Company, successors to the Kansas and Neosho Valley Railroad 
Company, has, under and in accordance with the provisions of ‘‘An act 
to secure the rights of settlers upon certain railroad lands, and to re- 
peal the first five sections of an act entitled ‘An act granting lands to 
the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of the Kansas and Neosho 
Valley Railroad and its extension to Red River,’ approved July 25, 
1826,’’ restored to the United States all the unsold lands received by it 
under its Jand grant, and paid into the Treasury the proceeds of all 
lands sold. 

The resolution therefore declares the Kansas City, Fort Scott and 
Gulf Railroad Company entitled to the payment in full of all compen- 
sation earned heretofore in transporting mails and military and other 
supplies for the Government, to the same extent and effect as though 
no lands had been granted for the benefit of the company. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is there a report in that case ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can state the purport of the measure, which has 
heretofore passed the Senate twice, and perhaps three times. 

The company named in this bill was some time in July, 1866, granted 
lands for the purpose of enabling it to complete itsroad. Subsequently, 
by the authority of an act of Congress, passed in 1876 I think, it was 
authorized to reconvey the land to the United States, which it did, 
and paid back to the United States all the money that it had received 
for the land which had been sold, divestingitself entirely of all benefit 
growing out of the original land grant, Meanwhile, however, before 
it had done this, it had transported certain supplies for the United 
States Government. Under and by reason of the fact that it was a 
land-grant railroad pay for such transportation has been withheld. As 
it restored to the Government all that it received before the grant went 
into effect, it is proposed to put the company and the Government back 
in their original position. - 

Mr. McMILLAN. Thatis allright. I do not care for the reading 
of the report. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

BILLS ADVERSELY REPORTED. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Where bills are reported adversely, 
if there be no objection the Chair will pass them to the Calendar un- 
der the ninth rule. So that the next bill on the Calendar, being the 
bill (S. 510) for the relief of Sophia B. Moore, will be placed on the 
Calendar under the ninth rule. 

JAMES S. CLARK & CO. 

The bill (S. 41) for the relief of James S. Clark & Co., was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iask that that bill go over, retaining its place on the 
Calendar. I think I will offer a substitute for it when it comes up 
again after the meeting of the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. , 

A JAMES BAINTER. 

The bill (S. 145) for the relief of James Bainter, was announced as 
next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This, being an adverse report, will 
be placed on the Calendar under Rule IX, and also the next four cases. 


COMMANDER JOHN W. PHILIP. 


The bill (S. 1568) to authorize Commander John W. Philip, United 
States Navy, to accept a silver pitcher tendered him by the Governs 
ment of the United States of Colombia was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY F. POTTS, 


The bill (S, 244) for the relief of Mary F. Potts was announced as 
next in order. > 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that go over without losing its place ou 
the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

MICHAEL J. HEWSTON. 

The bill (S. 329) to increase the pension of Michael J. Hewston was 
announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. This bill, being reported adversely, 
it will be placed on the Calendar under Rule IX. 

TICE METERS. 


The bill (S. 950) to authorize suits to be brought in the Court of 
Claims for money paid and expenses incurred on account of Tice meters, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is adversely reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar under Rule IX. 

DISTRICT TAX SALES. 


The bill (S. 634) relating to sales for taxes in the District of Colum- 
bia was announced as next in order. 
Mr. CONGER. The Senator reporting that bill is not present. I 
ask that it go over without prejudice. 
- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. : 
DISTRICT LIQUOR SALES. 
The bill (S. 1380) relating to the sale of distilled and fermented 
liquors in the District of Columbia was announced as next in order. 
Mr. HARRIS. That was also reported by the Senator from Kansas, 
who is not present. Let it go over without prejudice. 
` The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be passed over without 


prejudice. 
LOUISE HOME PROPERTY. 


The bill (S. 1129) to exempt from taxation all property held by the 
trustees of the Louise Home, and for other purposes, was announced as 
next in order. : , 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, striking out all after the enacting Clause and 
in lieu thereof inserting: 

That all propan y held as endowment fund by the trustees of the Louise Home, 
in the city of Washington, D. C., for the purpose of revenue to ppoe said in- 
stitution, shall be, and thesame is hereby, declared exempt from all taxation and 
assessments by the municipal authorities or by the United States so long as the 
same shall be so held; and all taxes and assessments made or imposed upon 
any of the property of said trustees subsequent tothe 21st day of November, 1869, 
whether real, personal, or mixed, be, and thesame are hereby, released ; Provided, 
That estate heretofore purchased by said trustees in the man. 
endowment fund shall be exempt from taxation only while so 
ex five years from the passage of this act. 


ement of the 
d and not to 


Mr, CONGER. Is there a report accompanying that bill ? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report. 

Several SENATORS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. MILLER. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I appeal to the Senator from New York to allow the 
report to be read. It simply releases from taxation the endowment 
fund of the charity established by Mr. Corcoran known as the Louise 
Home, The endowment fund has been assessed and taxes are claimed 
onit. . 

Mr. MILLER. IfI understand the measure, it not only relieves the 
property they may now have but all they may hereafter have; and if 
these funds are invested in real estate in the city, in houses which are 
rented or in stores or in manufacturing establishments or in any other 
property, under the provisions of this bill they are entirely exempted 
from local taxation. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will look at the bill and report he 
will find that a part of the endowment fund was loaned out upon mort- 
gage security on certain real estate, and the trustees were campelled to 
acquire the property to secure that portion of the endowment fand. 
The bill does release the taxes upon that property while so held, but 
they are required to dispose of it within a limited time and not to hold 
it free from taxation. 

Mr. ALLISON, This settles a very important principle if adopted, 
because of course it would be inequitable to apply these provisions to 
one charity without applying them to all, and I think it a matter of so 
much importance that it ought not to be considered in this way. 
Fie PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 

over. iS 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that it be allowed to hold its place on the Cal- 
gndar, because when Senators look at it I am satisfied they will not 
object to it. 

Mr. MILLER. I have no objection to that course. 

Mere PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over without preju- 
ice, < 

The bill (S. 1130) to exempt from taxation all property held by the 
trustees of the Corcoran Gallery of Art, and for other purposes, was an- 
nourced as next in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. That presents exactly the same question in respect 
to another charity. 

Mr. CONGER. Let that go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the order. 


BONDS OF EXECUTORS. 


The bill (S. 1422) to amend the law relating to the bonds of exec- 
weon in the District of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It provides that whenever hereafter a testator shall, by last will and 
testament, request that his executor or executors be not required to 
give bond for the performance of his or their duty as such executor or 
executors, then and in such case the bond required shall be in such 
penalty as the court may consider sufficient to secure the payment of 
the debts due by the testator. The penalty of this bond may be in- 
creased, or an additional bond required, whenever it shall be made to 
appear to the court that the bond as given is insufficient to secure the 
pen of the debts of the testator; and on application of any distrf- 

utee or legatee entitled to take under the will, the court shall require 
the executor to give additional bond, with security in penalty sufficient 
to secure the interest of such distributee or legatee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS PASSED OVER. 


Mr. BUTLER. I should like to invite the attention of the Chair to 
a bill which has just been passed over, the bill (S. 371) limiting a por- 
tion of an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes.” 
I was out of the Senate Chamber temporarily. I should be glad to 
have that bill retain its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been done on account of 
theabsence of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. A ; 

The bill (S. 984) to regulate the foreclosure of mortgages and deeds 
of trust in the District of Columbia was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to that bill. I see the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. PIKE] is absent, and there is no printed report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The bill (S. 1598) to annex a certain strip of land therein named to 
the Territory of New Mexico was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Objection being made, the bill goes 
to the Calendar under Rule IX. 


MARTIN L. BUNDY. 
The bill (S. 365) for the relief of Martin L. Bundy was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that in the settlement of 
the accounts of Martin L. Bundy, late a paymaster in the Army, the 


proper poise officers shall allow $719.47 for the forage of two 
horses, to which he was entitled, and which was not drawn by him, 
from the 17th of July, 1862, to the 15th of April, 1866. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ARMS ACCOUNT OF MONTANA. 


The bill (S. 129) authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and set- 
tle the account for arms, ammunition, and accouterments between the 
Territory of Montana and the United States, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REAR-ADMIRAL NICHOLSON, 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 48) 
authorizing Rear-Admiral J. W. A. Nicholson to accept a medal con- 
ferred upon him by the King of Sweden and Norway. 

Mr. LOGAN. Is there any report in that case? 

Mr. FRYE. Perhaps that had better stand over, as the Senator re- 


porting it is absent. 
There isa report. Let it be read, 


Several SENATORS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The report will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, presented the follow- 
ing, to accompany S. R. 48: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washinglon, February 9, 1886, 
Smr: At the instance of éhe Secretary of the Navy, I have the honor to invite 
the action of Congress on the request of Rear-Admiral J. W. A. Nicholson, 
United States Navy, retired, to be authorized to accept from the King of Sweden 
and Norway a gold medal with an inscription thanking him for services to the 
consul-general of his government in Egypt during the bombardment of Alex- 
andria in July, 1882, 
Reference is made to S, R, 39, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
T. F. BAYARD. 


Hon, JonxN F, MILLER, &c., 
Committee on Foreign Relations, Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, January 8, 1881. 
Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith for the information and consid- 
eration of your committee a copy of a letter to this Department from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, in regard to certain decorations and presents therein described 
which have been tendered to officers of the Navy by foreign governments and 
deposited in this Department pursuant to the provisions of the third section of 
the act of Congress, approved January 31, 1881. 
lly recommend that permission be granted to the several officers 
in Mr. Chandler’s letter to accept the presents and decorations which 
have been tendered to them, respectively, subject to the provisions of the second 
section of the above-mentioned act of Con. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your ol nt servant, 

FRED'K T. FRELINGHUYSEN. 

Hon. Jonn F, MILLER, 


Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, Senate. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washinglon, October 10, 1883, 
Sim: Referring to the letters of the Department of State, dated January 4, 10, 
and 11, April 3 and September 13, 1883, with regard to certain decorations an: 
resents tendered officers of the United States avy by foreign governments, I 
hes leave to inclose herewith a list of the officers upon whom —— or decora- 
tions have been conferred, and to ask that such steps may be taken as may seem 
to you expedient for obtaining the authority of Congress for their acceptance 
by the officers named, 
I have, &c., 
WM. E. CHANDLER, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon, FREDERICK T, FRELINGHUYSEN, 
Secretary of Slate, 


List of officers of the United Slates Navy who have been tendered decorations or pres- 
+ ents by foreign governments. 

Rear-Admiral J. W. A. Nicholson.—A gold medal, presented by the King of 
Sweden for kindness and attention shown to Sw: subjects during the bom- 
bardment of Alexandria, Eeyrt, by the British. 

Rear-Admiral R. W. Shufeidt.—A sword, Persian carpet, and other articles, pre- 
cpanel | the Sultan of Zanzibar, during cruise of the Ticonderoga; presenta- 
tion made after the custom of Oriental princes, 

Rear-Admiral C. H. Baldwin.—A gold box, with a portrait of the Emperor of 
Russia set in diamonds, presented by the emperor on the occasion of his corona- 
tion at Moscow. 

Capt. George E. Belknap.—Decoration of Knight Commander of the Royal Or- 
der of Kamehameha I, tendered by the King of the Hawaiian Islands, in recog- 
nition of his services in restoring order upon the occasion of a riot at Honolulu. 

Capt. Henry Wilson and Commander Frederick Pearson.—Decorations of Knight 
Commander of the Royal Order of Kalakaua, tendered by the King of the 
waiian Islands upon the occasion of his coronation, 

. Charles A, Foster and Lieut, Jesse M. Roper.—Decorations of Knight Com- 
a of the Royal Order of the Crown of Hawaii, tendered by the King of the 
awaiian Islands on the occasion of his coronation. 

Commander P, H, Cooper, Lieut. Commander E. T, Strong and Lieut. T. T. Wood.— 
Decorations of the Order of El Busto del Libertador, tendered by his Excellency 
the President of Venezuela on the occasion of their visit to Caracas. 

Rear-Admiral George H, , Capt. R. F. Bradford, Lieut, B. F. Tiley, Lieut, 
W. 8. Cowles, and Ensign R. T. Milligan.—Decorations of the Order of El Busto 
del Libertador, tendered by His Excellency the President of Venezuela upon the 
occasion of the unveiling of the statue of Washington at Caracas. 


Mr. LOGAN. That resolution ha better go over, I guess. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that it might as well go through, if the 
Senator has no special objection. 

Mr. FRYE. This is a case where services were actually rendered, 
and the medal has been in the Department for several years. 

Mr. HAWLEY, I do not think any injury to the public service can 
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result from allowing an officer to receive a compliment, equivalent to 
a tender of thanks, from the King of Sweden as an act of national 
T hope we shall not be too severe in these matters. 
_ Mr. AN. Ido not want to be severe about these things. Iob- 
ject generally to the acceptance of medals from any foreign government 
by any of our officers. I always have opposed it and always shall vote 
againstit. If the Senate wants to pass the resolution, it can do it with- 
out any objection exeept my own personal objection, which I enter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolution 
goes over under the rule. : 

Mr. FRYE. I do not understand the Senator to object. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not object to its consideration, but I object my- 
self to it and shall vote against it. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will put the question then. 

The joint resolution was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

H. K. BELDING. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 127) for the relief of 

“H. K. Belding, which proposes to pay $1,566 to H. K. Belding, of Min- 

nesota, the amount due him for carrying the mails of the United States 
between the years 1858 and 1862. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see the committee report— 

They therefore recommend the payment to Mr. Belding of the sum of $850 
for the seventeen months of service as above stated. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the bill stand over to be taken up when 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] returns to his seat, as he 
is absent at this moment. - 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be passed over. 


FRANK DELLA TERRE AND-SUSAN F. DELLA TERRE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 492) for the relief of 
Frank Della Terre and Susan F. Della Terre, heirs of Peter Della Terre, 
deceased. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘of,’? where it occurs the second time, 
strike out “‘fifty’’ and insert “‘ten;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That out of any money in the Treasury of the United States 
the Secretary pay to Frank Della Terre and Susan F, Della Terre, heirs of the 
late district attorney of the northern district of California, Peter Della Terre, 
deceased, the sum of $10,000, in full consideration for extrao: services ren- 
dered by said Peter Della Terre, during the years 1857, 1858, and 1859, in defend- 
ing the title of the United States to public property in the State of California, and 
recovery of 19,148 square miles of territory, valued at $150,000,000. 


Mr. LOGAN, Where is the report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis a long report. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not care whether it is long or short; I want to 
know what the claim is. 

Mr. DOLPH. As that report is very lengthy and will occupy the en- 
tire morning hour and may lead to some discussion, I ask that the bill 
go over, retaining its place on the Calendar, and when the Calendar is 
taken up to-morrow morning I shall have the papers ready and be pre- 
pared to answer any question about the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over inform- 
ally. 

WILLIAM TABB, 


The bill (S. 1310) for the relief of William Tabb was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to William Tabb, of 
Spottsylvania County, near Fredericksburg, Va., $2,149.75, in full for 
supplies taken from him during the years 1863 and 1864 by and for the 
use of the United States troops. 

Mr. HOAR. Thereisa very brief reportin that case which I should 


like to have read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Hoar 
Febraary 24, 1886: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1310) for the re- 
lief of William Tabb, have considered the same, and lly rt: 

We adopt the report made by Mr. Hoar from this committee in the first ses- 
sion of the Forty-eighth Congress, and recommend the passage of the bill: 

This is a claim for propa, alleged to have been taken from the claimant, 
in tin May, 1863, by forces under the command of General J. Hooker, 
RATA part in May, 1864, by forces under command of Maj. Gen. U. S. Grant. 
It Sega from the evidence on file that the claimant was born in England; 
that he came to this country in 1848, and has since resided in Spottsylvania 
County, Virginia; that in'1856 he declared in one of the courts in said State his 
intention to me a citizen ofthe United States and to renounce all allegiance 
to foreign powers in the annae pon: by law ; that in 1870 he took his 
final oath and received his naturalization papan 

On the 16th of September, 1872 he presented his claim to the Southern Claims 
Commission. The reports of that commission show that the claim was never 
prosecuted before them. The claimant alleges that he did not prosecute his 
claim before that commission because informed by his counsel, after having pre- 
sented his claim, that the commission had said that they would not take juris- 
diction of the cause, owing to the fact that the claimant was not, at the time of 
the taking of the property, a citizen of the United States. The claimant further 
pileges that his counsel informed him that the commission advised a petition 
to Congress, 

Upon this state of facts the claimant made a petition to Congress in 1874, that 
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being. two years after he had filed his petition before the Southern Claims Com- 
m 4 
There seems to be no doubt as to the claimant's loyalty, it being 


established 
by the testimony of several witnesses, including his neighbors and Union sol- 
diers. Your committee are of the opinion that, so far as the character of the 
claimant is concerned, there is nothing which should deprive him of relief from 
Congress. The Southern Claims Commission held that they had no jurisdiction, 
because the claimant was not a full citizen in every sense of the word; but he 
surely was so far a citizen as to entitle him to protonina his rightsof property 
from this Government. The oath delaring intention to become a citizen of 
the United States was an act of expatriation, after which he could not claim re- 
dress through the British Government. : 

The claim is saad beeen and commissary supplies taken to the value of 
$2,149.75. No vouchers were given by the officers taking the property, whichis 
explained by the fact that Mr. Tabb and his family were sick at the times with 
diphtheria. There is evidence showing that on one of the occasions two of Mr. 
Tabb’s children were lying dead in his house from that disease. But there is 
other satisfactory proof that property belonging to the claimant, of the amount 
and value alleged, was taken for the use of the Army. 

A favorable report in the case was made in the second session of the Forty- 
fourth Congress, recommending that the Southern Claims Commission be given 
jurisdiction of the claim. Since the commission ceased to exist, it has been the 
usual way in such cases to recommend the passage of a bill authorizing the Quar- 
termaster-General to examine the claim and report to Congress the facts. This 
claim, however, is for a small sum, and the proof as to the amount and value of 
the property taken is very satisfactory. > 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill pass, 


Mr. PLUMB. I object to that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 


Objection being made, the bill goes 


SAC AND FOX AND IOWA RESERVATIONS. 


The bill (S. 1577) to amend the third section of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to provide forthe sale of the Sac and Fox and Iowa Indian reservations, 
in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other purposes.’’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1885, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments, in line 19, to strike out ‘‘ withheld ” and insert ‘‘held;” 
in line 20, after the word “‘accepted,’’ to strike out ‘‘in full” and in- 
sert ‘‘at their fair valuation, to be ascertained by the Secretary of the 
Interior, in part;’’ in line 26, to strike out ‘‘certificate’’ and insert 
‘‘patent;”’ in line 27, to strike out “‘ section ’’ and insert ‘‘act, and the 
act to which this act isan amendment;”’ in line 29, to strike out ‘‘cer- 
tificate” and insert ‘‘patent;’’ and, in line 30, to strike out ‘‘certi- 
fied” and insert “‘ patented; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

That section 3 of the act entitled “ An act to provide for the sale of the Sac 
and Fox and Iowa reservations, in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for 

pu .” approved March 3, 1885, be. and the sameis hereby, amended so 
asto read as follows: 

“Sec, 3. That if any member of said Sac and Fox or Iowa tribe of Indiafs, 
properly enrolled at the Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha agency, shall elect 
to remain upon the reservation of his ive tribe, he shall be allowed to 
select an allotment of laud in quantity as follows: If he be the head ofa family, 
160 acres; if a single person over eighteen yearsof age, or Orphan child under 
eighteen Zoan otare nars ; and ifa minor child under cighteen years of age, 
40 acres, heads of families selecting the land for themselves and minor children, 
and the United States Indian agent for orphan children. The lands so se- 
lected shall be held from sale as provided for herein, and shall be accepted at 
their fair valuation, to be ascertained by the Secretary of the Interior, in part 
satisfaction of his interest in_:d to mid reservation, and of the moueys or 
fund realized from the sale thereot: Provided, That his right to share in 
other funds and credits of the tribe shall not be impaired thereby ; and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall cause a patent to issue to each of the allottees, under 
the provisions of this act, and the act to which this act is an amendment, for 
the Sods selected by or for such allottee, which patent shall be of the legal 
effect, and declare that the United States does and will hold the land thus - 
ented for the period of twenty-five y. in trust for the sole use and benefit of 
the hagmapaire bre in case of his decease, of his heirs according to the laws of the 
State in w) said land is situated, and that at the iration of said period the 
United States will convey the same by patént to said Indian, or his heirs as 
aforesaid, in fee, discharged of said trust and free of all or incumbrance 
whatsoever; and if any conveyance shall be made of the lands thus allotted, or 
any contract made touching the same, before the expiration ofthe time above 
mentioned, such conveyance or contract shall be absolutely null and void; and 
such lands, during such time, shall not be subject to taxation, alienation, or forced 
sale, under execution or otherwise.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM P. SQUIRES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1227) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William P. Squires, which was, in line 7, to strike 
out ‘‘ fifty’? and insert ‘‘forty-five;’’ so as to make the rate of pension 
$45 per month. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

MARY MARSH. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 685) granting a pension 
to Mary Marsh, which were, in line 4, after the word *‘ pension-roll,’’ to 
strike out the words ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws,” and at the end of the bill to add ‘and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendments were concurred in. 

EVELINE HUNT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 

ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1539) granting a 
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poson to Eveline Hunt, widow, and the minor children of Lewis 
unt, deceased, which were, in line 4 to strike out the word “names” 
and insert ‘‘1iame;’’ in line 7, after the word “militia,” to strike out 
the words “‘and the minor children and heirs of the said Lewis Hunt, 
deceased;’’ and to amend the title so as to read ‘‘An act granting a 
pension to Eveline Hunt.’’ 

The amendments were concurred in. 

} HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 902) establishing a subtreasury at Louisville, Ky., 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 6665) for the erection of a public building at El Paso, 
Tex., was read twice by its title, and refi to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


The PRESIDENT prot The hourof 20’clock havingarrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1886) for the relief of soldiers of the late war hon- 
orably discharged after six months’ service who are disabled and de- 
pendent upon their own labor for support, and of dependent parents 
= soldiers who died in the service or from disabilities contracted 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska far. VAN Wreck], 
which will be read. A 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add: 

That no soldier under this act shall receive less than $8 per month. 


Mr. BLAIR. That isanamendment in which the Senator from Illi- 
nois is interested. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isan amendment moved by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Van Wyck]. 
F 3 BLAIR. I move to amend the amendment by substituting $4 

or 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where does theoriginal amendment come in ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary does not know, be- 
cause the amendment does not state where it is to come in. The Chair 
supposes that it will come in at the end of the bill or wherever it may 
beappropriate. Will the Senator from Nebraska indicate in what part 
of the bill the amendment shall be inserted ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Put it at the end of the first section as a proviso 
in this form: 

Set ag Surther, That no soldier under this act shall receive less than $3 per 
month. 


Mr. BLAIR. Then I renew my amendment to the amendment, to 
substitute $4 instead of $8. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the effect of the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska is to make the lowest rate of pension $8. Is 
that the intention of the Senator? x 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The amendment was presented with a view of 
mi the state of facts illustrated by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LoGaN]. Fora long time we have necessarily in the number of cases 
coming before the Pension Committee and for action in both bodies 
discovered that what seemed to be great injustice was done to soldiers 
seeking pensions from the mode, system, or manner of weighing disa- 
bility. A certain maximum 4s allowed, and then the pension is rated 
down in proportion to the disability. The result was, as heretofore 


stated, that a pension may be $1 per month; and so far has this mat- | 


ter of weighing disability been carried in the Pension Office, not only 
now but under previous administrations of that office, that really they 
have fixed it in fractions of a dollar, and some pensions are granted not 
only for $2, but for $2 and a certain number of cents; I think some 
$2.66. 

At all events it would seem improper to go into such fractions, and 
therefore it was that early in the session I introduced a bill providing 
that all persons then on the pension-roll receiving less than $8a month 
should be pensioned at the rateof $8per month. When Isaw this bill 
preter with the provision it contains as to the amount of the 
pensions, différent from what I supposed the committee intended—and 
I think I may say now that the rate of pension is fixed differently from 
what a majority of the members of the Pension Committee supposed— 
I felt that an injustice would be done if the basis of computation was 
to be the same as heretofore in these cases. I think the persons seek- 
ing pensions under this and previous laws would be better protected by 
being removed as far as possible from adjudication by the Pension Office, 
and therefore I have felt that a fixed, definite sum named in the law 
would be a greater protection to the people seeking pensions. So it was 
that I desired that there should be no pension for less than $8 a month. 
How high it will be proper to graduate them is another matter, for the 
consideration of the Senate of course; but the very difficulty under 
which we labor will be increased by allowing the measuring of pen- 
pions in this way. 

The great majority of cases reach Congress because after examination 


by the Pension Office they are rejected or because an increase is denied 
where there properly should be an increase. To avoid these appeals to 
Congress I would have the law fix the amount and not leave it asa 
matter of adjudication by the Department. - All Departments of this 
Government—and the Pension Bureau is not an exception—soon learn 
to believe that they are placed in power for the sole purpose of protect- 
ing the Government. That is certainly one of their duties; but they 
seem to think that in any event the Government must be protected, 
and finally they think the protection of the Government requires them 
Ms eis down every honest claim and to deny justice where it properly 
ongs. 

Probably the Departments are not to blame, because Congress sets the 
example. Congress denies justice to its honest creditors, and the ma- 
jority of Congress seem to believe that it is their duty to protect the 
Government by denying justice to its creditors. Therefore it is natural 
that the Pension Bureau and others should be watchful and vigilant in 
the same direction. Butneither the Pension Department nor any other 
Department should deny to a claimant under the law that which any 
jury in any court where justice is decently administered would award 


him by its verdict. But it is so, and we have seen it in thousands of , 
cases. 


Now if we frame a bill leaving it optional with the Pension Depart- 
ment to fix the amount of the pension the consequence will be that af- 
ter that is fixed by the Department three-fourths probably of those en- 
titled to pension will come to Congress and ask the reversal of the 
judgment of the Department, and a great majority of those cases will 
properly come to us when the disability is graded down to $2 or $2.66 
per month. There is too much of figures and mathematics in such a 
rating to make it safe for a claimant to get what this law allows him 
to have. Therefore it is, I trust, that no bill will pass Co: at any 
time which will place a manon the pension-rolland give him less than 
$8 a month. I desire at the outset that that much justice shall be 
done which can not be taken away, and it will save very much ex- 
pense to the Government in preventing the increase of officers which 
will otherwise be necessary, and it will save Congress from being over- 
whelmed with applications for increase of pensions when that increase 
should have honestly been given originally. If wedo not fix a defi- 
nite sum we shall be here as a board of review to readjudicate and re- 
verse decisions which ptobably have been improperly made in the De- 
partment, and which ought to be reversed. 

The pointis to protect the soldier and give to him according to the 
bounty and generosity of this Government as exemplified by acts of 
Congress, and after we have presented to him this pittance in his old 
age, in his decrepitude, in his inability to labor, and in his poverty, 
and when we propose to keep him from the poor-house, his ailments 
preventing his laboring, ishe to be turned off from the Department with 
a miserable allowance of $1 or $2 or $2.65 a month, as has frequently 
been done? I-desire at least at one end of the line that the soldier 
shall be protected, and protected to the extent of saying thatin no event 
shall his pension be less than $8 per month. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will, to carry out what ap; to be the intention 
of both Senators who have this matter in charge, give notice of an 
amendment which I will offer to follow the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska in case if shall be adopted, or rather to amend that 
when it shall be in order. I ask to have this amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). There is 
an amendment to an amendment pending now, but this can be read for 
information. S 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask that. ; 

The Cuyer CLERK. The amendment is to add: 

And this rate as appie to the least disability for which any soldier shal! be 
pensioned under this act, shall furnish the basis on which all pensions of per- 
sons pensioned hereunder or under any other law shall be adjusted and paid 
hefteafter, saving only pensions for what are known as specific disabilities. 

Mr. PLUMB. It would be very unjust indeed to adopt the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska in its present shape, because it 
would give to all pensioners $8 a month equally whether they were dis- 
abled more or less, or at all events it would operate to give to one who 
was disabled one-tenth or one-fourth or one-half as much as to one who 
was disabled totally. It would not only do that, but it would give to 
a soldier who has been unable to furnish evidence that his disability 

in the line of duty a pension at $8 a month notwithstanding 
he might not be disabled except in a very slight degree, while those 
who are now on the rolls and have already proven that their disability 
was incurred in the line of duty and has continued from the date of 
their discharge until the present time, get, many of them, as I stated 
in debate here, only $2 a month and from that on up. So, then, if the 
Senate should establish the rule of paying $8 a month as the lowest 
pehsion to those who shall be pensioned under this bill if it shall be- 
come a law, it is only proper that we should take the lowest disability 
as the basis for the adjustment and give to all the others the rating 
which they are entitled to in proportion to the $8 which you propose to 
fix as the pay for the slightest disability which can be made the subject 
of a pension as the result of medical examination. 

What we want in the first place is uniformity, and in this case uni- 
formity is equality. If we are to give io persons who are disabled only 
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slightly $8 a month, then we should give to those who are disabled in 
a greater degree a still greater sum, and we should not in taking up 
this class who have not been able heretofore to prove and will not, as 
we assume, be able hereafter to prove that they incurred disability in 
the line of duty nor that that disability has continued from the date of 
disability down to the present time, grant them a position upon the 
pension-rol! which gives them greater financial relief than we give to 
those who have been able to furnish the most conclusive required 
by the Pension Department that their disability in the line of 
duty and has continued to the present time, which would be the case 
if the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska were adopted without 
the addition I propose, 

Therefore to carry out the idea the Senator from Nebraska has ex- 
pressed, my amendment will estbalish $8as the lowest rate for any dis 
ability which shall be determined, upon medical examination, and the 
pension. will be graded from that upward except as to special disabili- 
ties, such as the loss of an eye, the loss of a limb, and others which are- 
given a special rating under the law. 

Mr. LOGAN. I offer the following as a substitute for the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]: 

Provided, however, ad all reba ray heretofore os zadar any aber 
act to any soldier here less than $8 is or has been allowed, be increased 
to $ per month, aa a Saws amount shall be hereafter allowed to any pen- 
sioner being a soldier under this or any previous act, 

The pensions of children who are provided for in one act are less than 
those for others, but this is applicable to the soldier’s pension, that his 
pension shall not be Jess than $8, so as to distinguish as to pensions 
which are granted to others under the law not having been soldiers. 

Mr. PLUMB. The objection to that is the same that I made to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. I think the Senator from 
Illinois will see at once that his amendment will do great comparative 
injustice. The rate for what is technically known under the statute 
as total disability is $8 per month. One-fourth total disability entitles 
a pensioner t» $2 a month; one-half to $4 a month; and so on. 

Now, why should there not be a distinction in reference to the grade 
of disability in effect seriously, permanently destroying the ability to 
make alivying? It isthe theory upon which the law itself has proceeded 
from the very beginning, and the law which was the basis of the con- 
tract, which made the contract between the soldier and the Government, 
and why should that distinction beremoved? Why should a person who 
is disabled one-quarter get as much asone who is disabled totally? Why 
should one who is di isabled one-half get as much as one who is disabled 
totally? Atonce the invidious distinction will be apparent, and it will 
be the source of a great deal of feeling, and very proper feeling, because of 
the injustice; and many a man will come here and say, ‘‘ Whereas I have 
shown thatJ am disabled totally I get only $8 a month, yet the man who 
is disabled one-quarter gets as much as I do. If it is fair that he shall 
have $8 a month, which will not be disputed, then give me in proportion 
as yougivehim.’? And unless some scale of that kind is adopted as ap- 
plied to the actual disability as shown by ‘the medical examination, we 
might as well take the whole pension-list from beginning to end and say 
we will capitalize it at eight, ten, twelve, fifteen, or twenty dollars a 
month as we see fit. 

There is no reason for beginning at the lower grades any more than 
for beginning at the upper grades. Either there is.to be a pension 
based upon the disability, or it becomes solely and only a service pen- 
sion in which the question of whether a man lost an arm or a leg or an 
eye, whether he is totally disabled or half or quarter disabled, cuts no 
figure whatever, the obligation of the Government to the individual 
being the same in eaeh and every case, It is to avoid this that I seek 
to establish a rating below which the pension shall not go. If itisthe 
judgment of the Senate that $8 is the proper rating, then grade the 
pensions upward from that, so that each pension as granted shall rep- 
resent the exact measure of disability so far as the medical examina- 
tion shall determine it which the soldier labors under by reason of his 
service in the Army. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator is certainly mistaken. The amendment 
which I offered does not affect the grading in the slightest degree. I 
prepared it especially so that it should not. The grading from $3 and 
upward is not affected at all. This only provides that no pension shall 
be granted for less than that sum. It does does not affect the grading 
from that up. 

Mr. PLUMB. But it grades pensions up to $8 a month; and would 
not a man who is disabled one-fourth get as much as one who labors 

under total disability? * 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘Total disability is a grade much higher than $8 a 
month. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is known under the pension law technically as 
total disability is entitled to $8. ‘There is another grading whereby a 
different scale of payment is determined to embrace the private soldier 
up to $24. Iam not talking now about a specific disability, the loss 
ofan eye or an arm ora leg. Iam talking about the general grades 
of disability. The Senator must admit that one who is disabled less 

* would get as much as one who is disabled more under his amendment 
unless he adds to it my provision, which establishes $8 as the lowest 
ible grade, and bases all other allowances on that lowest rate, that 

E grading upward according to the degree of disability. 


Sea 


Mr. LOGAN. Ihaveno objection to that as an amendment to mine. 

I understand the law to be that pensions are graded according to dis- 
ability, but, as I said the other day when the Senator was not present, 
a physician who can determine the disability so as to give one man $1 
and another $2 is a physician of extraordinary capacity and capability 
in his profession. I do not believe in it, and never have believed in it, 
and I do not to be made to believe in it. I do not believe any 
man who gets a pension of $8 because he receives no more would be 
dissatisfied with his neighbor who gets $4 if he should be increased to 
$8. Ido not think he would be dissatisfied with that man getting $8 
beeause he did not get any more himself. It does not seem to me that 
that would be very charitable or generous on the part of men suffering 
from the same character of disability. 

I do not believe in a one-dollar pension ; I du not believe in a two- 
dollar pension, or a three, or a four, or a five, or a six dollar pension. 
I believe in an eight-dollar pension. That is to say, I do not believe 
in giving less than that, for ifa man is entitled to a pension at allit is 
because he is disabled and because he is not capable of making a live- 
lihood or at least such a one as he would be able to make if he had not 
the disability. Therefore, I believe in giving him at least $96 a year, 
I do not care what his disability is, if under the law he is entitled to a 
pension st all. 

Now, let us goa little furtheét. A man has lost a portion of his hand, - 
or he has a wound, a muscular wound. Noone can tell the amount of 

that man suffers. There is no physician on earth who can tell. 
on man can tell the degree of suffering that a person has froma wound 
in a joint or from a wound that produces what is known as rheumatism 
or neuralgia growing out of awound, Ido not believe there isa physi- 
cian on earth who can tell the degree of disability and the degree of 
suffering in such cases. 

There is more than that in connection with pensions. It is not alto- 
gether the fact that a man may suffer so that it is not known to physi- 
cians or others. He may be disfigured in some way. A man for the 
loss of an eye gets a very small pension, and so for the loss of a finger, 
or the loss of thenose. The Senator may say that is specific. No mat- 
ter what it is, he gets less than $8 a month. What man would travel 
through the earth with his nose off for $42 month? It is not the pain 
or the suffering, but it is the disfiguration that he suffers from which 
is the great annoyance. When physicians tell me there is a distinction 
between a one and a two dollar pension that they can discover, I do 
not believe it. Ido not want to see these discriminations. Ifa man 
can not get over $3 a month, I want to see him get $8 4 month. 

The Senator believes that this will not produce the result he desires 
up to the amount provided for in this bill. Now, if he will examine the 
bill he will find that under the law when a man’s disability is such 
that his rating ought to be higher than is allowed under this bill, if he 
applies for a pension under the old law and gets his rating above this $8 
the rating of $8 will commence if this bill passes; but under the law 
passed heretofore his higher rating will be given to him if he is entitled 
to more than $8. This only provides for a case where a pension is given 
on account of a disability that can not he proved to have occurred in 
the service. Where the disability has occurred in the service and the 
proof shows that fact, his rating is under the old law and not under 
this. He makes his application under the other law. 

Mr. PLUMB. But under the old law he might get a rating of $2a 
month. 

Mr. LOGAN. This repeals that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Except for the amendment of the Senator from Illi- 
nois. He will admit that, I think, while of course he is willing to 
claim that the doctors do not know anything about this subject—— 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator is mistaken. Ido not claim that they 
do not know anything about it. The expression is too strong. 

4 Mr. PLUMB. He will admit that there may be grades of disa- 
ility. 

- Mr. LOGAN. I agree to that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why should not a man be pensioned according to the 
grade of his disability? Whether we shall take a man who does not 
know anything about medicine or surgery to determine it, or whether 
we shall take anybody we pick up to adjudicate it, isa matter about 
which I make no argument now. If it is deemed best to say we shall 
not have medical boards and shall have boards of lawyers or others to 
determine the degree of disability, be it so; but I want the law so that 
while the minimum pension shall be $8 a month, where you get above 
the disability for which $8 is allowed the pension shall be increased 
accordingly, whether it is left to the Senator from Illinois and myself 
or a board of. doctors or anybody elSe to determine what the rate of 
disability is. 

I am not saying that in many cases it is hard to tell whether the pen- 
sion should be $1 or $2 a month, but if the cutting off of one finger is 
adisability the cutting off of two fingers is a greater. The Senator has 
seen, as others have, hundreds and thousands of men very little able to 
get around at all, and he knows those men are disabled more than tha 
men who can get around briskly and who are in good flesh, and yet who 
are disabled in a perceptible degree. Why not have these pensions 
based on the disability actually existing, establishing the minimum be- 
low which they shall not go, and ther grading upward from that? If 
a man is just disabled so that it can be shown that he can not do as 
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much as he could do if he were in peels sound health, allow one 
rate; and then why not say to a man disabled twice as much, ‘‘ You 
shall have twice as much pension as the man just slightly disabled?”’ 
That is the point I am aiming at. I am not defending the present sys- 
tem, but we ought to have some way of determining the degree of dis- 
ability a man is under, or we should say every man shall haye the same 
pension without examination at all except to establish that there is a 
disability, leaving no power to say what degree of disability exists. 

I say the Senator’s amendment is going to do the very injustice, 
though in a less degree, that the amendment of the Senator from Ne- 
braska will, and we shall have these men coming up here and saying, 
‘ Why, if you are rating men by statute, do you not rate us higher? 
You have rated men only slightly disabled at $8; why not give us, dis- 
abled four times as much, some little increase as well ?”’ 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not wish to detain the Senate by discussing this 
question, but I certainly have not intended to cast any reflection on 
any physicians or boards; and the Senator from Kansas need not say 
we will have a board of lawyers. I said I did not believe a physician 
could tell the distinction always as to the character of disability. The 
Senator referred to the case of the loss of one or two but I do 
not believe as to the character of suffering that the physicians can tell 
the distinction between the granting of'a pension for $1 and $2. That 
is all I said on that point. seh 

I have no reflection to cast upon physicians or anybody else. I only 
take that as an illustration that I do not believe any man can tell the 
amount of suffering that a soldier undergoes, except from his own 
statement. No one can tell by looking at a man how much suffering 
he endures. I do not speak it as a reflection on the character of the 
profession—I haveno right to do so; but I speak it as a fact that I do 
not believe any one is capable of making such a distinction, I do not 
care how much he knows. i 

If the Senator desires to have the rating commence at $8—and that 
. is exactly, I think, what my amendment does and what I propose it 
shall do—let him amend it by saying that this shall be the basis for 
the rating hereafter. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is what I propose. 

Mr. LOGAN. Your amendment applies to all? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. - 

Mr. LOGAN. My amendment does not. It applies only to the 
soldiers themselves, those who are to have $8 per month, and that is 
the language that the rating shall be on this basis, and that is all you 
need. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does this bill apply to anybody but soldiers? I un- 
derstood it pensioned ex-soldiers. I did not know that it applied to 
others. 

Mr. LOGAN. I suppose the Senator knows what I mean by pen- 
sioning soldiers. The distinction between soldiers and soldiers’ chjl- 
dren is very great. 

Mr. PLUMB. Isce the point, but my amendment does not apply 
to children at all. It applies simply to soldiers. That is because it 
is based on disability. The law does not recognize disability in a child 
as the basis of a pension. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that; but where you want an amend- 
ment to apply to.a particular thing it is better to state it. Therefore 
I state that this shall apply to soldiers who are pensioned. I offered 
this amendment the other day as a substitute for the Senator’s amend- 
ment. Ido not see why if the Senator is so anxious to make his basis, 
that he can -not offer his amendment to this substitute. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ican. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘Then say this shall be the basis. 

Mr. PLUMB. And if the Senator will listen to my amendment he 
will find that my amendment applies, like his, to soldiers and to no- 
body but soldiers. If the Senator from Illinois will indulge mea mo- 
ment further, I will read my amendment to show that it is in perfect 
harmony with his, only I geet that he designed his to be the begin- 
ning and the end of it, and I wanted to say that I was opposed to the 
adoption of that amendment or any otherone which would cut off some 
provision for the purpose of puttingall persons uponan equality, which 
that determination of their disability can only bring about. My amend- 
ment is this: 

And this rate as applied to the least disability for which any soldier shall be 
pensioned under thisact shall furnish the basis on which the pensions of all per- 
sons pensioned hereunder, or under any other law, shall be adjusted and paid 
hereafter, saving only pensions for what are known as specific disabilities, 

So the Senator avill see it is in perfect harmony with the idea of the 
bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps an amendment substantially in the form I 
have drawn would meet the views of both Senators, would be briefer, 
and might come in instead of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Nebraska as a substitute for it, if agreeable to these gentlemen. 
I shall read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the first 
amendment in order is that offered by the Senator from New Hamp- 
sire to the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. BLAIR. I only made a suggestion which might help us out of 
the whole of it, and then I might make a few remarks upon the subject 


itself. Iwas going to ask the Senators if language like this would suit 
them, to add to the end of the first section the following additional pro- 
viso: 

And provided further, That i 
TES Sa oe Lael or Bi atna Sanap pae A any law to any soldier here 

Mr. LOGAN. That would cover it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Would that cover the idea? 

Mr. PLUMB. No; that is vicious in the same direction in which I 
conceived the other amendment was, that it does not establish that as 
the basis from which all rating shall be made up. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly it does; just listen to the language; 

That no pension paid under any law to any soldier hereafter shall be rated at 
less than $4 per month. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. Now, if you say in the language of my 
amendment—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I have said $4, but the amount is another point. 

Mr. PLUMB. I know, but that would require the office to give a 
uniform rating of $4 per month. 

Mr. BLAIR. Nothing less than-$4. 

Mr. PLUMB. But in that case a man totally disabled would get 
just as much and more than a man half disabled. 

Mr. BLAIR. But this would provide that there should be nothing 
less than that rate paid. 

Mr. PLUMB. How would you rate it above that? 

Mr. BLAIR. That would leave the whole body of the law and prac- 
tice just as it is now. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would that establish the basis on which the rating 
eould be made? 

Mr. BLAIR. That would establish the starting point. The start- 
ing point must be $4. < 

Mr. PLUMB. That is to say, the least perceptible disability would 
be rated at $4 and every degree above that would get more? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think it would do so; but if that is the dc- 
sign, my amendment would accomplish the p and I do not know 
that that would. I think that would have the effect of simply putting 
those now lower than $4 in that category and leaving the remainder 
undisturbed; whereas what I want is to establish a basis of equality 
so that a pensioner shall be given $8 as the lowest possible rating and 
every other pensioner disabled more than that person shall have more 
in proportion to his disability. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not suppose the Senator means to say that he 
should have more in proportion, and if he is now rated at $1 he would 
then be rated at $8, and the man who is being paid $3 would have $64 
in order to have eight times as much as the one whose rate of pension 
is increased from $1 to $8. - 

Mr. PLUMB. If he is disabled eight times as much, and the other 
one gets $8, why should he not get eight times as much? 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose the Senator does not make such a proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do, undoubtedly; that is to say—— 

Mr. BLAIR. When our ratings run all the way from $1 to $72 under 
various laws, though not under the ones perhaps to which the Senator 
refers, one could hardly tell to what extent it would multiply the - 
sion expenditures to invalid soldiers, putting the pension at eight fa 
the amount of the present rating. 

Mr. PLUMB,’ I am not talking about the question of expenditure; 
I will come to that later; and I did not suppose the Senator from New 
Hampshire was especially concerned about that feature of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. -The truth is, I am too parsimonious in these matters, 
I suppose. The Senator from Kansas makes a proposition to multiply 
the pension expenditures to the invalid soldiers by eight, if he means 
by his proposition what his own explanation shows. 

Mr. PLUMB. What I mean to say is that you have established the 
rate of $8 a month which one person may get who is simply perceptibly 
disabled, and there is no equality then in putting off aman who is dis- 
abled two, three, four, five, or eight times as much, with the same pen- 
sion. Therefore I propose that whatever basis we do establish shall be 
the basis from which we shall grade upward according to the grade of 
disability of the soldier receiving the pension, to be determined by the 
medical examination, whether one, two, four, or ten times as great. 

Mr. BLAIR. There are twelve hundred and sixty invalid soldiers 
pensioned at the rate of $1 per month. The Senator’s proposition, as 
I understand him, is to give each one of those men $8 per month. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. é P 

Mr. BLAIR. And ihe man who is now getting $8 a month would 
get $64. 

Mr.PLUMB. Ido not say $8. I simply say, establishing the basis 
we do establish as the lowest pension, there ought to be a grading up- 
ward from that, whether $8 or $10 or $4 is the basis which we estab- 
lish. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose the point which most Senators wish to reach 
is just this: There are quite a number of soldiers whose rating is dis- 
ereditably and contemptibly little, and it seems almost offensive and 
humiliating that a Government of fifty million or sixty million people 
who are pretty well off should be paying a dollar, or a dollar and a 
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half, or a dollar and a quarter, or $1.38 a month to a man whom it is 
worth while to pension at any rate. The object of the Senator from 
Tllinois is to cut off that little work and have it out of the way; and £o 
he assumes that where it is worth while to pension a man at all he 
ought to have as much as $8. . 

I sup that was the point the Senator from Kansas desired to 
reach, butit seems that it is quite a different one, and that if the basis 
should be adopted at $8 instead of $1, as it is in these twelve hundred 
and sixty cases, then when you come to the class who have a pension 
of $8 they should have $64, and so on. Of course any one can take the 
invalid peusion-list and the table that was published the other day, 
and which is to be found in the report of the Commissioner of Pensions 
on the twenty-fifth page, and see to just what extent this would add 
to the expenditures annually to invalid pensioners. It would increase 
the amount paid by some hundreds of millions. 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire a 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr, BLAIR. Fora question, certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I notice that the bill fixes the maximum pension, 
as far as it pensions anybody, at $24 per month. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the highest rate, and that would be paid for 
total inability to labor. z 

Mr. VOORHEES. Would the adoption of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Nebraska make the pension uniform at $8, no higher 
and no lower, or is that pro as the minimum? 

Mr. BLAIR. That would be the lowest, and it would vary between 
$8 and $24 instead of as the bill now is, varying between $1 and $24, 
according to the degree of the disability. 

If the amendment as offered by the Senator from Nebraska should 
be adopted and it should be applied, asit necessarily must be, with any 
sort of justice to the invalid soldiers already upon the list, it would in- 
crease the annual expenditures about $8,000,000. It would add that 
amount to the annual payment to the invalid soldiers in the country. 
It will be seen by an examination of the table to which I have referred 
that there are one thousand two hundred and sixty soldiers now rated 
at $1; from $1 to $2 there is one; at $2 there are twenty-six thousand 
one hundred and thirty-four; rated from $2 to $4 there are three thou- 
sand nine hundred and seventy-six; at $4 per month -there are sixty 
thousand two hundred and sixty-eight; from $4 -to $6 there are two 
thousand six hundred and twenty-nine; at $6 there are thirty-four thou- 
sand three hundred and thirty-nine; from $6 to $8 there are_one thou- 
sand seven hundred and twenty-nine; and at $8 there are forty-four 
thousand seven hundred and seventy-five. To increase the present in- 
valid roll to $8 per month would make an annual additional expendi- 
ture of substantially $8,000,000. If we should increase the pensions 

+» of those who are drawing less than $4 a month up to $4, so that this 
little petty work should be entirely dispensed with (if I have not made 
a mistake, and I think I have not), that would increase the annual ex- 
penditure less than $1,000,000. As I have figured it, it would make 
$720,000—that is, taking those upon the present roll. I may be pos- 
_ sibly slightly inaccurate, and it may be placed at a million dollars. I 
do not think that the amendment I have suggested of $4 a month would 
involve us upon the existing roll in an annual increased e: diture of 
more than a million dollars, and it would wipe out the offensive little- 
ness of this business to which the Senator from Illinois has referred, 
and which it does seem to me is in a way so contemptible that it ought 
to be obliterated. 

Of course this amount of $1,000,000 would be somewhat increased if 
the bill should become a law, because, under the bill as it now is, the 
rating would be from $1 to $24, and there would be some of these men 
who would be rated less than $4. Perhaps $500,000 might be a fair 
addition to the increased pension-roll if we should amend the bill by 
providing that the lowest rate paid under this and any act should be $4 
amonth. That would make $1,500,000 a year. I do not think it 
would exceed that. 

As to the basis, whether it should be adopted at $4, $6, or $8, of 
course with my looseness in money matters to which the Senator has 
alluded I would not be particular one way or theother. But I am not 
that sort of aman. Iam parsimonions, conservative, and determined 
to guard the purse-strings of the country. I am, I think, notably the 
watch-dog of the Treasury, and I mean to be such hereafter. It does 
not seem to me that we can afford to put the lowest rate at $8 a month. 
It is too much. Perhaps the soldiers deserve it, but on the other hand 
you know how it is; this country is growing poorer and poorer every 
day. We are not accumulating money as fast as we ought to be doing; 
and our Democratic friends and some others have a somewhat marked 
tendency, I think, to distribute the surplus and to increase the taxes 
in a manner most lamentable to behold; and I do not think we can 
endure it. The future of the country is compromised, and we ought 
to pay some attention to the maxims of Poor Richard. It is time that 
we revert to them. 

For my part, I think we should arrange this business in such way as 
to give the soldier, the man whom it is worth while to go through the 
performance of pensioning at all, $48 a year for the smallest disablity, 


which may be a wound in the little toe or the obliteration of one end 
of his little finger or the finger of his left hand. Ifwe give him $48a 
year that is pretty fair on the whole, considering the close circumstances 
of the country. That would buy his flour, it would pay for his fuel, 
clothe himself and his wife and perhaps his children, for I tell you, Mr. 
President, that $48 dollars a year is a great deal of money to thousands 
and hundreds of thousands of American people! It would pay their 
taxes, pay their rent, and help them a great deal. 

At the same time, when we consider that this comes out of the na- 
tional Treasury, and the national Treasury is filled, as we all know, 
by the sweat of the poorman, many of the poor men neyer having been - 
soldiers at all, and while we are to derive this taxation from them, ina 
certain sense blood-money exacted from them by the hard heart of the 
Federal tax imposer and tax collector, itseems to me that that is about 
the fair thing to do. I will warrant you if we make the basis, the 
lowest point $4 a month, the soldiers of the country will be well satis- 
fied. They are reasonable men. They are not in pursuit of political 
prominence, many of them, and the $48 a year would be exceedingly 
satisfactory everywhere, in my belief. e 

I should be gratified if the Senator from Illinois would see this, and 
if he would bè willing to offer his substitute in such a way as to effec- 
tuate these ideas, making the basis $4a month; and if we should take 
this language or something like that which I have suggested, it would 
avoid all the difficulties with reference to the existing body of law and 
leave all those questions to which the Senator from Kansas has alluded, 
the complications that would arise from an indefinite and heedless plunge 
into the existing law; it would avoid all those troubles and there could 
be no misunderstanding of a simple provision that the lowest pension 
paid, which would cut off the little things I have mentioned, should 
be $4 a month. Of course, if the Senate is inclined to fix the matter 
at $8 a month, I should acquiesce, although it seems to me that it isa 
pretty formidable thing to do. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire, limiting the amount 
to $4 a month. 

Mr. LOGAN. Is the question on that amendment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, it being an amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. Itisan amendmentof thetext. The 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois will come in afterward. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iwill offer an amendment asa substitute for the 
whole, and if that be voted down, then we can act on the other propo- 
sitions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That all a heretofore granted under any previous acttoany 
soldier shall, where less than $8 is or has been allowed, be increased to $8 
month, and no less amount shall be hereafter allowed to any pensioner being 
a soldier under this or any previous act; and this shall be the basis for rating 
in cases of specific or total disability. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be first taken on 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire, limiting the 
amount to $4 per month. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will not the proposition be first on the substitute ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be first taken on 
perfecting the text of the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska, 
which is the amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
limiting the amount to $4 instead of $8. 

Mr. BLAIR. The amendment of the Senator from Nebraska applies 
only to pensions under this act. It does not embrace those outside of 
this act. The question then is on the substitution of $4 for $8. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On thesubstitution of $4 for $8. The 
amendment and the amendment to the amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 1 it is proposed to add 
the following additional proviso: 

piace TUEA, That no soldier under this act shall receive less than $8 per 
month, 

The amendment to the amendment is to strike ont “eight” and in- 
sert ‘‘four;’’ so as to read: 

Noite Jurther, That no soldier under this act shall receive less than $4 per 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called), sham paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired upon 
this amendment with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ray.’’ 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’? ; 

The roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. CAMDEN. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT]. If hewere here, I should vote “yea.” 
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Mr. WALTHALL, My colleague [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. 

Mr. MILLER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. Ransom]. I do not know how he would vote, but if he were 
here I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. It is not in order, but I should be glad to know if 
this is the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. HARRIS. | Then I voted as I intended to vote. 

. The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Berry, Cockrell, Saulsbury, 
Blair, Edmunds, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Brown, Eustis, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, Gibson, Morrill, 
Call, Gray, Payne, 

NAYS—22, 
Aldrich, Cullom, Mitchell of Oreg., Voorhees, 
Allison, Evarts, Plumb, Walthall, 
Bowen, Frye, è Y Tne, 
Cameron, Ingalls, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chace, n, Teller. 
Conger, M " Van Wyck, 

ABSENT—36. 

Beck, Gorman, Kenna, Platt, 
Blackburn, Hale, McPherson, Pugh, 
Camden, iampeon, Mahone, Ransom, 
Coke, n, Manderson, Riddleberger, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Maxey, Sabin, 
Dawes. Hoar, Miller, Sherman, 
Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, 3 Vance, 
George, Jones of Nevada, Pike, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thenext amendment, that of theSen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Pius], will be stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. What becomes of the amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is subject to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas to perfect the text. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the amendment be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment: 

And this rate, as applied to the least disability for which any soldier shall be 
peepee eee Sones oy ea a a 
a tain only pensions for what oe known as specific isabilities. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill modify my own amendment so as to strike out 
the word ‘‘ persons” and substitute the word ‘‘soldiers.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be so modified. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now I offer the substitute that I offered as a substi- 
tute for this. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will withdraw my amendment and let the Senator 
from Illinois propose his substitute for the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the amendment to the amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will offer my amendment at a later period. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course will be taken, and the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 1 it is proposed to add: 


Provided further, That all pensons heretofore granted under any peornsao 
to any soldier shall, where less than $8 is or has been allowed, be increased to 
$8 per month, and no less amount shall be hereafter allowed to any pensioner, 
po ats a soldier, under this act or any previous act; and this shall be the basis 
for rating in cases of total disability. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the substitute proposed by the Senator from Illinois for the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Illinois that 
the I think he hasin mind would be better accomplished by 
an amendment that shall be the basis of rating for total disability. 
Why should it not read “‘or any grade thereunder?’ Thatis to say, 
if he designs to make a pension based upon the actual disability, why 
should he give one who is disabled only in a slight degree as much as 
he does to a person totally disabled? 

Mr. LOGAN. The distinction is perfectly clear, if a m will 
only think of it fora moment. The suggestion of the Senator from 
Kansas would cause an increase of the rating of those who are now 
pensioned at $8 a month in accordance with the raising of the pension 
of those below $8 a month. Thatis not my intention atall. My in- 
tention is to let those who are at $8 a month remain at $8 a month un- 
less they are entitled to more under the law, and if they are they can 
get it by applying to the Pension Office, but to increase those who are 
below $8 a month to $8 a month, and let $8 be the rate of pensions 

nted hereafter under the law or those granted heretofore under the 
ee and where there is a total disability, that that shall be the basis of 
the rating. The specific disability is provided for already. So far as 
the language is concerned it is immaterial. That is the object of the 


amendment I offer; that is exactly what the result will be, and that is 
what I mean by it. Ishall ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. The lowest existing rate of disability I believe is 
entitled to a pension of $1 a month. This to substitute for 
that unit $8 a month, so that if a soldier was disabled by having the 
first joint of his little finger shot off in an engagement, which would 
now give him a dollar a month, he shall beentitled toreceive $8 a month. 
Then the amendment, which does not clearly establish its effect in my 
mind, declares that this shall be the basis for all ratings above $8 as 
they now exist. It simply multiplies by eight the lowest sum that is 
allowed for a pensionable disability. I suppose that the effect of the 
amendment of the Senator from Ilinois would be to multiply each one 
of the sums now allowed by eight. It will increase the sum now al- 
lowed for pensionable disabilities eight times. 

Mr. MILLER. A man could receive a hundred dollars a month. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ishould say so, if I can understand the language 
of the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s colleague [Mr. PLUMB] explained that 
away. 

Mr. INGALLS. Where a man gets $8 a month now he would have 
$64 a month. y 

Mr. LOGAN. That is absurd. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Illinois says that is absurd. I 
ask the Chief Clerk to read the amendment over againand let us under- 
stand whether it is absurd or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 


Illinois will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That all ons heretofore granted under any sede ges 
to any soldier shall, where less than $8 ie or has been allowed, be increased to 


$8 per month, and no less amount shall be hereafter allowed to any pensioner, 
being a soldier, under this or any previous act, and this shall be the basis for 
rating in cases of total disability. 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘‘ This shall be the basis for rating in cases of total 
disability ’—that is to say, you have increased the unit of lowest dis- 
ability by multiplying it by eight. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
MILLER] made a suggestion of course that is not borne out fully by 
the law, because I believe that the highest rate allowed for total.dis- 
ability now is $72 a month. That is not specific; that would not come 
within the class of cases known as specific disabilities, which could re- 
sult from rheumatism, from paralysis, from nervous prostration, from 
a variety of causes which would be regarded asa specific disability. 
Therefore I should say, notwithstanding the eminent authority of the 
Senator from Illinois who characterized my deduction as absurd, that 
under the strict literal interpretation of the amendment if it becomes 
a law the man who now receives $72 a month for total disability would 
be entitled to have that multiplied by eight, and he would then receive 
ety per month, if that is the amount of seventy-two multiplied by 
eight. 

I know the Senator from Illinois does not intend to be brusque or dis- 
courteous in the observations which he made about the character of my 
suggestion, but if that is not a legitimate and fair interpretation to be 
placed upon that language I certainly am unable to comprehend it. I 
trust therefore if the object is other than that, if the purpose is not 
what is named in the amendment itself, that we shall have such a 
modification of it as at least will not leave it open to an absurd inter- 
pretation coming from those who would cértainly be disposed to regard 
it in a friendly aspect. 

Mr. LOGAN. In order to relieve the amendment from anything 
that would be liable to be misconstrued I will strike out the latter 
part of it. Iadded that to it in order to conform to the views of the 
Senator’s colleague, which he discussed in a different light from what 
the Senator now does, and I came to the same conclusion that he did, 
that the basis of the rating would be $8 and not eight times $8. * 

But in order that there shall be no dispute abont it, as I put it in at 
the suggestion of others, I will strike it out. Let the amendment be 
read as I offered it first, and then there will be no dispute about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read as modified. ri 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Protided, however, That all pensions heretofore granted under any previous act 
to any soldier shall, where less than $ is or has been allowed, be increased to 
of Hd month, and no less amount shall be hereafter allowed to any pensioner, 

ng a soldier, under this or any previous act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are demanded on 
agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before that is acted upon, as a part of the Senate is 
now here that was not here during the previcus discussion, I think that 
a few things ought perhaps to be repeated. 

I have stated once the number of soldiers who are now receiving pen- 
sions at less than $8 a month. In round numbers there are about one 
hundred and twenty-five thousand of the two hundred and forty-odd 
thousand invalid soldiers whose pensions now are rated at less than $8 
per month. Sixty thousand of those are now rated at $4 per month, 


and about thirty thousand at from $1 to $4. That makes ninety thou- 
sand, and from ninety thousani up to about one hundred and twenty- 
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five thousand are rated between $4and $8. These ratings are made by 
the medical examining boards of thecountry, sworn officers, competent 


surgeons who under oath and actual examination rate these men in this 
way. Ido not know any reason why we should impeach their official 
finding and say that the rating shall be $8, the same as the rating for 
total disability. Total disability is stiffness of one elbow-joint, anda 
man who is disabled to the extent of a stiff elbow-joint is entitled to 
$8, for that isthe rule. Any disability which is equivalent to a stiff 
elbow-joint of either arm is called a total disability for a private and 
is rated at $8. 

The one hundred and twenty-five thousand men who have an infinite 
variety of disabilities less than that, running all the way from $8 down 
to asingle dollar, are rated in the way I have stated by these sworn 
officials of the Government. I admit that a dollar a month is a little 
thing to bother about, and a dollar and a quarter a month is rather a 
small matter. Itseemed to me that in order to get rid of this national 
littleness we might say that the lowest pension paid at all should be 
$4 a month, leaving all the rest to stand just as it does. 

The Senate acting upon a suggestion of a substitution of $4 for $8 
voted that they would not make the substitution, and that brought the 
question upon the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska, his basis 
being $8 per month so far as all the additions under this bill are con- 


Now the Senator from Illinois comes in with his amendment as asub- 
stitute for the proposed amendment of the Senator from Nebraska, which 
is, in effect, to take the soldiers rated at less than $8 per month, the 
various gradations that I have stated, the one hundred and twenty-five 
thousand men now rated at less than $8 per month, and place them all 
on the roll at $8 a month; so that a man who has his little finger af- 
fected is to receive hereafter exactly the pension given to the man who 
has a stiff elbow of either arm. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], understanding the amend- 
ment offered by way of a substitute by the Senator from Illinois pre- 
cisely as the other Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMBE] explained his 
proposition, goes on to draw his logical deductions that some would be 
entitled, $8 being the basis of rating, to the amount of $500 per month, 
those who would have the very highest pension. That, however, has 
been obviated by the Senator from Illinois, who strikes out the addition, 
so that the substitute upon which the Senate is now to vote provides 
that everybody now rated at less than $8 shall hereafter be rated at $8 
per month—all upon an equality with the men who have a disability 
equivalent to a stiff elbow-joint and who have hitherto been entitled 
under the law to $8 per month. 

If this be adopted, it must at once result that the inequality of pen- 
sion to the men whose disability is very slight as compared with 
the men now upon the roll who will remain perah at $8 per month 
must atonce produce a sense of injustice; and adopting $8 a month as 
the lowest possible rate, we shall be inevitably by subsequent legisla- 
tion obliged to make the increase appropriate to the higher rates of dis- 
ability which are to be found among our soldiers; that is, higher than 
this most trivial class, who are to be rated hereafter at $8 per month. 

I do not think that this sort of interjection into the general pension 
system ought to be made. It is quite indefinite as to what the result 
may be in the way of expenditure, and certainly it does seem to me 
that it will result in an absolute perpetration of inequality and injus- 
tice under which the country as well as the soldiers will become restive, 
and we shall be obliged by subsequent legislation cither to strike this 
all out again and go back to the old system or to immensely and indefi- 
nitely increase our subsequent ratings. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I am opposed to the pending 
amendment. Under the existing pension laws we allow those physically 
disabled from manual labor (and that is the ground upon which a pen- 
sion is granted) pensions ranging from $1 to $8 per month. This pro- 
poses to change that avhole system and put the minimum pension at $8 
per month, as I understand it. There are 1,260 pensioners rated at $1 
per month, one at $1.87, and 26,134 at $2. I find that thereare 31,371 
pensioners receiving less $4 per month, and there are 128,636 pen- 
sioners receiving less than $8 per month; so that 128,636 pensioners are 
the number to be affected by this provision. ; 

I have not been able to make an exact calculation of the effect of this 
amendmént, but taking those who receive pensions at the rate of $2 
per month it will add to them $6 per month; it will add to those who 
receive $4 $4 per month; and to those who receive $6 it will add asa 
matter of course $2. I find that there are 60,268 soldiers receiving $4 
per month. I have made a calculation not of all the different rates, 
but of those who are receiving pensions at the rate of $1, $2, $4, $5, 
and $6 per month, and the increase would be about $600,000 per month 
or $7,200,000 per annum. Taking those who are receiving between $1 
and $2 and between $2 and $4, and so on, I think it might be very safe 
to say that the effect of the amendment would be an increase of $10,- 
000,000 per annum to the amount expended for pensions, a small item, 
it is true, but worth considering in legislation. 

I am opposed to the amendment for the further reason that it would 
create a great inequality, in my judgment. We allow pensions for 
physical disability. Where the applicant is disabled from manual la- 

r he receives $8 a month; where he is only disabled one-half he re- 


ceives $4 per month; and one-fourth, $2 per month. There would be 
no justice in giving the soldier one-fourth disabled from manual labor 
the same amount that you give the soldier totally disabled, nor would 
there be any justice in giving the soldier disabled one-half from man- 
ual labor the same amount that you give the soldier disabled totally. 
Ido not believe that it would be right or just. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam very anxious that this bill shall take a shape 
in which I can vote for it myself, and also a shape that will make it 
possible to become a law. Upon the statement of the Senator from 
New Hampshire the last time this bill was under consideration that it 
would not create a burden upon the Treasury of more than $18,000,000 
to $20,000,000 a year, I thought it was no greater than what the coun- 
try could bear; but I have looked at the RECORD of the debate when 
this same proposition was before the Senate in 1884, and I find a state- 
ment made by the then Senator from Oregon, Mr. Slater. Hesaid, in 
the first place, ‘‘ there are two hundred and seventy-five thousand un- 

i -of claims upon the files of the Department, with an annual 
rating of $33,000,000 which we are paying.” 

Mr. BLAIR. Claims undisposed of? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then they can not be drawing anything. 

Mr. MORRILL. He says, it is fair to assume that each one of these 
two hundred and seventy-five thousand claims must necessarily at once 
become a vital force; that is, that they would all come in and be allowed 
for a disability of some description or other. Then he says: 

It is a very low estimate if we calculate that 25 per cent. shall-be entitled to 
pensions of one million who have not presented any claims who are known 
to be living, and these estimates allow for five hundred thousand of the Union 
Army who have gone to their graves since the close of the war, 

He adds the following words: 


* Allowing the number to be five hundred thousand, and supposing the aver- 
age rate to be $4 a month, we will have added under this bill at once $24,000,000 
to the annual rating under that clause alone, to say nothing of the Mexican war 
panona or of the widows’ pensions or of the dependent relatives. If you will 
ba > pa this out you will see that under any arrangement that can be made the 
will vide for more than doubling the paoa annual pension rate, which 


is now 000,000, and in all reasonable probability it will reach more nearly 


$50,000,000 per annum, 

ae Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] in reply to this 
said: 

Before the question is taken I wish to make one or two statements that ma 
have a little bearing upon the pecuniary importance of the pending amend- 
ment, Itis quite as ] as it might appear to be from the statements of the 
Senator from Oregon |Mr. Slater]. I did not hearall that he said, but I have no 
doubt that if the amendment is adopted it will involve an annual addition to 
the pension expenditures of the country of $50,000,000, 

I desire to know whether the Senator from New Hampshire adheres 
to his estimate made a day or two since of $18,000,000 or $20,000,000, 
or whether he goes back to the one he assented to in 1884. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator had observed the debate at this session 
he would have known that I have been over that matter several times 
already. Ido not understand that that estimate was made with refer- 
ence to the pending bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. It was the Van Wyck amendment which was then 
under consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, it was the Cullom amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. No, it was the Van Wyck amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I know my recollection is not at fault about it. The 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] may have spoken on the sub- 
ject, but perhaps the Senator from Vermont will remember that the 
Mexican pension bill came from the House of Representatives in the 
Forty-eighth Congress. It was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
The Committee on Pensions reported it back with what was known as 
the Cullom amendment. A bill had.gone to the committee which 
made or assumed to make provision for soldiers who had been disabled. 
Having been changed considerably in the committee, it was reported 
back in the form of an amendment to the Mexican pension bill, and 
in the Senate the question was upon the passage of the bill with this 
amendment of the committee. Upon the amendment of the commit- 
tee I said at that time what has been read, that I thought it would in- 
volve the country in an expenditure of $50,000,000. 

The Cullom amendment embraced several other classes of pensioners 
besides those who are embraced in the present bill. It embraced wid- 
ows. We have already passed a bill referring to one class of widows 
and increased their pensions by an annual cost which has been’ esti- 
mated at from $6,000,000 to $10,000,000. They are not included in 
this bill; and so of some others. 

As I stated upon the floor of the Senate the other day, my estimate 
was at that time made without the opportunity of close examination, 
and any estimate of Course is somewhat uncertain because the data can 
not be obtained. My estimate was then four times as muchas what is 
understood to have been the estimate of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
who I believe, as was stated by some one upon the floor—certainly in 
conversation I have heard him so quoted—estimated the expenditures 
under what is this bill at about twelve and a half million dollars. 

My estimate thus to be found in the RECORD and made in the way I 
have stated with reference to all these classes was about twice what 
anybody called it even then. I donot know about the estimate of the 
late Senator from Oregon. I knew there was a prevalent impression in 
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the committee and on my own part that the estimates of the Senator 
from Oregon were as large as they well could be. I do not think any- 
body would be inclined to estimate the expenses under the bill now 
reported to the Senate at any such rate. Of course we do not know 
how much the bill will costif it becomes alaw; but we do know that we 
undertake only to assist those who must be aided by somebody; and 
the rule is, to this extent at all events, an inflexible one, that under 
its provisions no soldier will receive anything except a man who is de- 
pendent upon his own work for his living, who is disabled to a greater 
or less extent from earning his living; and who, consequently, has to 


be aided by the Grand Army, who are getting old and poor themselves’ 


and are made up very largely of the same men. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, if he will permit me, to the fact that Senator SLATER 
was discussing the Van Wyck amendment, excluding Mexican pen- 
sions, excluding all pensions for widows, and that after he made that 
statement the Senator from New Hampshire said he had no doubt that 
the estimate of the Senator from Oregon was not too high. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will remember that in my , as 
he just read it, I said I did not understand all that the Senator from 
Oregon had said, and I say now to the Senator from Vermont that the 
language I used there had reference to the entire Cullom amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. That does not appear. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think it appears; I think it must appear from any 
fair reading of the context of the entire discussion. However that may 
be, it is neither one thing nor another to the debate to-day. 

As I was saying, there is to this extent an iron and inflexible rule by 
which the expenditure would be limited, that the country is only called 
upon to pay to those who are poor and must be helped by somebody, 
and who are actually disabled without their own fault from the earn; 
ing of their living. At present those people must be uncomfortable, 
hungry, cold, and unprotected from the elements to some extent, or else 
the deficiency in their means of livelihood must be made up by the con- 
tributions of others, and those contributions must come from ‘private 
charity, they must come from the Grand Army, which does what it can 
to relieve such cases, and which, as I said before, is itself made up of 
this very same class of poor men very largely, who are themselves grow- 
ing old and poor and in want of health, and therefore ought not to be 
called upon to any greater extent nor any longer to contribute to the 
support of this class, or relief must come from the poor-houses of the 
various States and localities where these men live, or the money must 
be paid by the nation at large. = $ > 

Since the burden is to fall somewhere, either upon the soldier in the 
form of contribution from those who surround him and as a rule are 
unable to contribute to his support, and most of them unable to do 
more than maintain themselves comfortably, or upon the poor-honuse, 
or upon the nation, where ought that burden to fall? 

Since the general burden of expenditure in giving these men a com- 
fortable livelihood is not to be increased and the sixty million people 
simply take it among themselves in aliquot parts according to the ratio 
and the rules of taxation, throughout the country at large, I submit 
that the fair and equitable thing is to put that burden where it be- 
longs, upon the whole mass, upon the nation whose integrity these men 
helped to preserve; for it is to be remembered that these men are the 
ones who did the fighting. The bill covers only the eases of those who 
actually did service and the dependent parents of those men who are 
themselves in want and suffering, and no others. Those men got 
through the war without disability; they are the men who rendered 
one, two, three, four, and in some cases five years of service; so that 
the country in the form of putting down the rebellion received from 
those men far more than it did from those who contracted disabilities, 
and so rendered a much shorter period of service. The equity of the 
thing as between the benefit received by the Government on the one 
side and the service rendered by these men on the other, is ter as 
between the nation and the men who were only disabled after they had 
served out their full period of service in the war. 

Whether the country isable to bear this burden is a question, of course, 
for every Senator to decide for himself. Ithink I have made clear the 
suggestion that the burden is to be borne by somebody, by the soldier 
in the form of suffering, or by individuals, or by local communities, and 
that it is not increased in the actual amount of contribution by placing 
it upon the nation at large who received the benefit. 

It is not fair to ask any one who comes in with a measure of this kind 
or supports a measure of this kind to give to exact dollars or to a mill- 
ion of dollars the amount of expenditures underit. Itis essential; and 
it should appear that the principles involved in the bill are based upon 
equity and justice and that the honor of the country and the duty of 
the country are involved in the extension of assistance to those men, 
That appearing, when we can see by the number of men, by the rules 
of mathematics, that there is a limit and a reasonable limit to the en- 
tire expenditure—when all that is apparent in the provisions of the 
bill, and there are precedents in the case of the Revolutionary soldiers 

, and the soldiers of the war of 1812 and those of the Mexican war (the 
latter of which we have indorsed by passing it through the Senate and 
several times through the House), I submit that it is not exactly the 
fair way of discussing this bill to find fault with estimates which in 


their nature must be somewhat indefinite for the very reason that no 
man can make an absolute prophecy as to the future. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator permit a single word? I hope 
the Senator does not understand that I was trying to make a point 
against the bill; but I wanted him to give such an explanation as would 
show to the country that we were voting for no bill that was going to 
take out $50,000,000 or $100,000, 000. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know but that it will take a hundred mill- 
ions. I donot undertake to say it will not take a hundred millions, 
I undertake to say it will not take out of the nation any money that 
otherwise has not got to come out of somebody, either in the form of 
starvation, cold, hunger, nakedness, or in the form of contribution by 
people who live in the vicinity of these men, or by the per system 
of the States or the contributions of the Grand Army. I undertake to 
say that much. 

As to the actual number of the men whose cases are now pending in 
the Pension Office on an allegation of disability contracted in the serv- 
ice, those cases not yet acted u I have not taken into account in 
this bill very much. They allege that they have claims under the gen- 
eral pension laws, and the general pension laws are much more favor- 
able than this law will be, and if they can establish their claim under 
those laws ny! Shion get more than they will under this measure. 

There may some of them, there undoubtedly will be many of 
them, who, worn out with the effort to establish their claims on ac- 
count of the failure of proof and other causes, will finally fall back on 
the comparatively less remedial features of this law and get something 
in their old age under the provisions of this bill if it should become a 
law. But, outside of that, I thought it was a fair estimate to fix the 
number that would be entitled to its benefits, who would gradually es- 
tablish their claims, at two hundred and fifty thousand. That would 
be about one-fourth of the entire number of soldiers now supposed to 
be alive in the country. Those would not all come upon the roll at 
once. If there were two hundred and fifty thousand added at once to 
the roll, according to the best estimate that I could make, based upon 
the list of the adjudications in the table and ratings of the disabilities 
of the invalid pensioners, assuming that the same rules were followed 
by boards of examination with reference to these men that they have 
now adopted with reference to those upon the invalid-roll, the highest 
pension not being over $24, I thought the amount payable to this 
class, assuming the two hundred and fifty thousand to be upon the 
rolls at once, would be about $20,400,000. 

In addition to that there would be the dependent parents. I could 
not judge in regard to that classexactly, but I presume thata very large 
number of dependent parents are upon the roll now, and I thought it 
would be fair to assume that the entire expenditures under the bill 
without any amendments increasing its expensiveness would be perhaps 
$25,000,000. But I do not make any prophecy that that is the amount, 
nor do I undertake to enter any warranty that twice that amount will 
not becalledfor bythebill. I only point tothe justice of this provision 
and to the fact that somebody has got to bear the burden. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I can not understand the argument 
which has been adduced in opposition to this amendment by calling at- 


-tention toa certain class of injuries to men who might claim a pension. 


Our attention was called to the fact that a man might lose a little fin- 
ger and he would get $1 a month, andif he lost another one he would 
get $2 a month. Are we to estimate injuries to a person the same as 
you would purchase pork? That seems to me to be a very strange ar- 
gument. Upon the principle which was suggested by the Senator from 
New Hampshire a little finger is worth $1 a month, the next finger is 
worth $2 a month, the next $4 a month, the next $6 a month, and the 
next $8 a month. Is that the way it is to be estimated? 

Mr. BLAIR. I made no suggestion of a method of that kind. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understood the Senator from Kansas to say that if 
one finger was worth $1 a month the estimate would be that the second 
was worth $2, the third $3, the fourth $4, and the fifth $5, which is 
the pension that may be given for the lossofa hand. Who ever heard 
of such a rule as that about injuries done to the person? : 

Let me put one question. Our friendson the other side are anxious 
always for the passage of what is called the Mexican pension bill. 
Why do we not rate men according to their age in that measure and 
their disability from age? You give them $8 per month as a service 
pension; you give them $8 per month for their service. If there is to 
be a distinction made, a man who is seventy-five years old should re- 


ceive more than a man who is fifty years old according to that argu- 


ment. 

I do not believe this Government does the magnanimous act to its 
soldiers and dependents where it gives $1 a month for any kind of in- 
jury, I do not care what it is. If it isa scratch on the nose and is an 
injury sufficient to have a pension paid the person ought to have more 
than $1 a month. It is absurd and ridiculous to talk about giving a 
man $1 a month, and here one man is rated at $1.80 per month. AsI 
said this morning a physician must be a remarkable man who can see 
the difference between $1 and $2 in an injury when the man has pains 
or disease, and in fact they reduced one man from $2 down to $1.80 and 
allowed him a pension of $1.80 per month. That proposition to my 
judgment is absurd; I do not care what physicians do it. 
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There is one point in reference to this bill which has not been noticed. 
If you raise the pension and equalize it and make it $8 per month, you 
by that means reduce the expenses in one line by reducing the number 
of boards who examine these one-dollar, two-dollar, and three-dollar 
pensioners every three months for the purpose of ascertaining their dis- 
ability. You reduce that portion of the expense very greatly. 

As I said on a former occasion, I do not wish to discuss the amend- 
ment I have offered on the ground of the amount of money it takes out 
ot the Treasury. I desire it to be discussed on the theory as to whether 
it is right or wrong. If a man draws a pension from his Government 
and is entitled to an eight-dollar pension, it is not a question as to 
whether the Government has now at this time that $8 arranged and 
set aside for his benefit. It is a question whether this Government in- 
tends to perform an obligation which rests upon it toward the men who 
preserved and protected it. That should be the only question asked in 
reference to these pensions, where you do not put them too high, as a 
pension going to a man who is entitled to it. 

It may be a very fitting time, perhaps, to eall the attention of the 
country at least,-whether I can the attention of Senators or not, to the 
distinctions which are made in this country against the poor soldier who 
volunteered in behalf of his Government. By the very laws you have 
passed, if a man is pensioned as a major-general belonging to the Army 
of the United States known as regular Army, if it is called retirement 
he is paid $5,625 per annum, but if he was a major-general in the vol- 
unteer service he receives $360 per annum, It is a fact that the Con- 
gress of the United States since 1861, when that law was passed, has dis- 
criminated against the poor unfortunate voluuteer every time he knocks 
at the door of this great Capitol. Because a man may have served one 
year in the regular Army, no longer than than a volunteer of thesame 
rank, performing the same service, entering at the same time and retir- 
ing at thesame time, you pay one $1,800 and the other $204 a year. 

It is for the reason that these discriminations have been made by the 
Congress of the United States that there is complaint among the poor 
soldiers of this country that you give to a man who served his country 
honestly and faithfully $12 a year as a pension. I say it is a disgrace 
to this Government. Talk about the little finger for the purpose of 
ridiculing the idea of a pension! Give him no pension if he is not en- 
titled to it, but if he is entitled to it give him one that at least will 
buy him a week’s lodging. To turn a man ont on the world at $12 a 
year, or $24 a year, or $48 a year, is that which this great Government 
should never do. 

` My friend from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL] said he hoped a bill would 
be so prepared that'he could vote for it. I remember very well when 
at the head of a committee in the other branch of Congress his great 
abilities were brought to bear for the purpose of affording: facilities to 
this Government to put down the great rebellion againstit. Wenever 
thought then that he would ask “how much is it going to take out of 
the Treasury to pay the unfortunate men a pension for saving this Gov- 
ernment.” No, sir, it is an afterthought; it is a thought brought into 
this Chamber from the other side; it is the adoption of arguments 
against pensions by our own people, who ought not, in my judgment, 
to bring to bear this character of argumentation against these unfortu- 
nate men. 

I say give every man who is entitled to a pension $8 permonth. - Oh, 
says the Senator from New Hampshire, that makes a discrimination 
between the man who has a stiff arm and the man who has lost two 
fingers perhaps; the one with total disability gets but $8, and, there- 
fore, you should not give the other one $8. The old Revolutionary 
soldier got his $8 or his widow got her $8. So did the child. Why 
give the child the same pension you gave the mother? . Was not that 
a discrimination? The age of one wasa disability; the age of the other 
was rt. > 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose the Senator does not mean to be understood 
that the child received $8 and the parent $8 at the same time? 

Mr. LOGAN. Oh, no; not at the same time. 

Mr. BLAIR. The child received it on the ground of dependence, 
while the parent received it on the ground of another disability—age. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand the ground. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that there is no difference then between 
the policy and action of the Government in reference to the Revolution- 
ary soldier and its policy and action with reference to the soldier of the 
late war. ‘ E 

Mr. LOGAN. The only difference is that the same amount of pen- 
sion was given to each and every one by the law in that case, 

Mr. BLAIR: Itdoes so now. When the parent dies the child takes 
the pension which would have belonged to the parent, the full amount. 

Mr. LOGAN. The child gets $8 a month. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, the child would then get $20 a month, the rate for 
the rank of captain if the father held that rank, for all the discrimina- 
tion disappears when the soldier or officer dies in consequence of the 
service, and the pension, which then becomes a derivative pension, goes 
to his representative, and that representative takes the full amount for 
total disability. í 

Mr. LOGAN. Iunderstand that perfectly. According, then, to the 
argument of the Senator, if the man who gets a dollar a month dies 
the pension goes to the child and the child gets a dollara month, Is 
that it? 


Mr. BLAIR. I did not offer thatas anargument. I simply offered 
it asastatement of fact which was contravening the Senator’s assertion, 
as I understood it. | 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. Now that is the logicand thatis the law. 

Mr. BLAIR. Deal with the law then. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. Iwill deal with the law and with those 
who propose to support the law. 

The Senator says because the chiid was dependent upon its father or 
its mother, therefore it received the same pension as the parent. The 
child dependent on the father who to-day receives a dollar a month, no 
matter what his dependence, gets a dollar a month. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. There may be some reason for that. The father is 
paid on account of disability contracted in the service and paid accord- 
ing to the degree of that disability—that is thelaw—and according to 
that d as settled by the medical examination. In these con- 
temptible eases that I should like to get rid of it is only a question of 
degree. Suppose it to be a dollar a month., He is living and he is as 
good a man as ever, save that $1 per month disability which the Gov- 
ernment makes up to him, and he supports his child. : 

Mr. LOGAN. He is a first-class man except that he lacks a dollar 
a month of being so. 

Mr. BLAIR. He lacks $12 a year of being a first-class man. That 
is the law; but we are now speaking of the case of thechild who, when 
the father dies, becomes entitled to the same pension that that man 
would have if he were totally disabled. He dies; his source of su 
port to the child is wholly taken away. The Government takes the 
position of the parent in that case and furnishes the child just what 
the parent would receive if totally disabled; that is, his $20 a month if 
the rank was that of captain. That is the reason why the child gets 
more than the t. X S 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘I do-not wish to detain the Senate. I have spoken 
on this bill two or three times and have said all I care to say about it, 
except to call the attention of the country to the distinction and dis- 
crimination that is made between different classes of soldiers, no matter 
whether one is as good as another or not. This discrimination has 
been made by Congress, and Congress ought to undoit; Congress ought 
to retrace its steps; and when we are requested to do it in justice to 
these men we ought not to be called upon every day and asked how 
much is it going to cost. Who can tell? The chairman of this com- 
mittee can not tell how much it is going to cost. It is an impossibil- 
ity. Noone can tell. It will not cost, however, the amount that has 
been charged. The Senate has been affrighted time and again out of 
supporting proper bills for the benefit of men who were entitled to re- 
lief because of the fact that it was told it would cost so many millions 
of dollars. I know there was atime in this country—it has 
many years, if is true—when Senators now on this floor would have 
pledged their lives and their fortunes to the soldiers in the field for 
pensions or bounties if they could only have had the assurance that 
those soldiers would bring back the old flag of their-country that it 
might be unfurled over every inch of soil belonging to the United States 
of America. 

But, sir, you needed notthat pledge. They did bringit back, they did 
unfurl it over your heads, and now they come beneath that old banner 
and say toyou, ‘* In the name of the Starsand Stripes, in the name of all 
that belongs to the perpetuity of this great Government of ours, take 
away this dollar a month, take away these two or these four dollars a 
month and recognize us as men entitled at least to receive py, | 
that is but a pittance in maintaining us and our families;’’ and, sir, 
hope the Republican party in this body will never so far forget itself as 
that it will allow a proposition as fair as this to be voted down on ac- 
count of a desire to prevent money coming from the Treasury of the 
United States, that it may be piled up mountain high, so that in times 
coming it may be said, ‘* Economy has been our watchword.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeasand nays have been ordered 
on this amendment; which will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to insert at the end of section 1: 

Provided, however, That all pensions heretofore granted under any previous 
act to any soldier shall, where less than $3 is or has been allowed, be increased 


to $8 per month; and no less amount shall be hereafter allowed to any pen- 
sioner, being a soldier, under this or any previous act. 


Mr. BLAIR. Before the question is taken, I wish to say that if the 
amendment shall be rejected I will then move to add to the first sec- 
tion these words: ~~ 


And provided further, That no pension paid under any law to any soldier here- 
after shall be rated at less than $i per month. ` 


he yeas and nays were taken. 
r. HARRISON (when his name was called). 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Kenna]. If present, my colleague would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

5 Mr. TATRY Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. 

LATT]. 

Mr. FRYE. My colleazuc [Mr. HALE] is paired with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BECK]. 


I am paired with the 
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Mr. MILLER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Rawson]. . 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague [Mr. PALMER] is paired with theSen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. BECK (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw my 
vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 

Allison, Evarts, Mitchell of Oreg., Van Wyck, 
Cameron, Frye, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Conger, Hoar, Sawyer, Whitthorne, 
Cullom, No et Sewell, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Dolph, Manderson, Spooner, 

: NAYS—27. 
Berry, Coke, Hawley, Riddleberger, 
Black burn, Colquitt, Hearst, Saulsbury, 
Blair, E ` Ingalls, Teller, 
Brown, Gorman, Maxey, Vest, 
Call, Gray, Morrill, Walthall, 
Chace, Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Harr, : Pugh, 

ABSENT—27. 

Aldrich, rge, Kenna, Pike, 
Beck, Gibson, cPherson, Platt, 
Bowen, Hale, Mahone, Ransom, 
Butler, Harrison, Miller, i 
Camden. Jonesof Arkansas, Mitchell ot Pa., Stanford, 
Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Morgan, ance. 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 


So the amendment of Mr. LOGAN was rejected. 

Mr. BLAIR. I now move to insert at the end of the section the fol- 
lowing words: à 

d fur That msion paid underany law to any soldier her 
Krep H tniad oigan Eir A per bre ea 4 z tá 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate now 
is the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN 
Wyck]. g 

Mr. bram I move this as a substitute for that. ' 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That is the same proposition which was voted 
down awhile ago, I understand. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘This is not the same proposition that was offered be- 
fore. The proposition offered before was to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and 
insert “ four,” which related only to this act. This covers all cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And ided further, That no pension paid under any law toany soldier here- 
after l be rated at less than Biner month, i 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator state wherein this differs from 
the proposition we voted on before? 
` Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Nebraska asks me wherein this prop- 
osition differs from the one already voted upon, which was an amend- 
ment to his amendment as moved by myself, and which was rejected 
in order that the Senate might proceed to act upon the substitute of the 
Senator from Illinois. The amendment of the Senator from Nebraska 

to fix the lowest rate of all pensions to be paid under this bill, 
if it becomes a law, at $8 a month. Theamendment which I moved, 
and which was rejected, was to strike out the word ‘‘eight’’ in his 
amendment and insert the word ‘‘four,’’ so thatif it had been adopted, 
and then the amendment itself adopted, the bill would have provided 
that no pension paid to the new class provided for by this bill should 
be less than $4a month. That was the proposition which was voted 
upon by the Senate. 

Now, I offer as a substitute for the entire amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska, which relates only to the class embraced in this bill, a 
provision that no pension hereafter paid to any soldier under any law, 
this or any other law, shall be less than $4 per month, fixing the min- 
imum for all soldier pensioners under thisor any otheractat$4a month. 
The reasons for this are precisely the same that could be adduced and 
were adduced in favor of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Illinois and that offered by the Senator from Nebraska, save that it 
fixes the minimum at $4 rather than $8. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now, Mr. President, what is the parliamentary 
state of this proposition? On what are we to be called upon to vote? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposition before the Senate is 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska limiting to $8 a month, 
to which the Senator from New Hampshire offers a substitute. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is no such thing known in parliamentary law 
as a substitute. Wemust vote on this as an amendment to that prop- 
osition or else let it go by. What I inquired was, what the attitude 
of the proposition was. 

Mr. BLAIR. I may say to the Senator that there certainly is, for the 
Senate has just acted on a substitute, and on the principle that the jus- 
tice of the peace hung a man, it can be done, parliamentary law or not. 
The Senator from Illinois moved a substitute, and his motion failing, 
I moved another substitute for the amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska. I have no objection to moving it asan amendment to strike 
out all after the word ‘‘provided’’ in the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska and insert. ‘ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would be in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I put it in that form. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Istated—and it may be probably proper to re- 
peat it—that the bill as reported contained a provision as to the amount 
and distribution of the pension, which is not in accord, I think I may 
say, with the views of the members of the committee, or a large majority 
of them, who desire a bill to pension all disabled and dependent soldiers. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me? He has made that as- 
sertion once before this afternoon. Now let me say to him that he is 
laboring under a misapprehension. This bill as offered in that regard is 
the same that was thoroughly discussed and passed in the Forty-eighth 
Congress. It was reintroduced and sent to the committee, printed, ex- 
amined, acted upon, and reported in precisely this phraseology, and 
either the committee and the last Congress must have acted with ex- 
treme indifference or they must have known of this provision in the 
bill. ` 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I was not speaking of the committee of the 
Forty-eighth Congress. I was speaking of the committee of the Forty- 
ninth Congress. : 

Mr. BLAIR. Itis the same, and the Senator was himself a member 
of the committee in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In both Congresses; and I never sup a bill 
was to be reported here containing the provisions in this bill,-and as 
soon as I discovered it I offered two or three amendments, one of which 
is now under consideration. J 

Now to show what is the intent and meaning, let me ask my friend 
from New Hampshire if it was in his contemplation or he thinks in the 
contemplation of the members of the committee that under this billif 
a soldier lost his forefinger by an accident not the result of his own 
fault nor in the line of service, and was otherwise strong, able, vigor- 
ous, capable of earning his support by his labor, that person should go 
upon the pension-roll ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that that man if he applied to the De- 
partment, like any other applicant for a pension, and proved that he 
had a disability—if the loss of the tip of his finger was a disability— 
he would be entitled under the bill to a corresponding rating, the high- 
est for total inability to perform labor being $24. That was unques- 
tionably the understanding of the committee, because such is the ian- 
guage of the bill and it is incapable of any other construction; but it 
must be found by the certificate of the examining board that the al- 
leged disability constituted a disability to impair his capacity to earn 
his living. Whether it was such would be an open question. Doubt- 
less the occupations of many are such that a disability of that sort 
would not disable in the earning of a living. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is right at that point exactly, I think I may 
say, that the members of the committee did not suppose they were au- 
thorizing a bill of that kind. 

Mr. BLAIR, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. With the bill just as it is in all other respects, the 
Senator comes in and makes a proposition that every one of these men 
who is paid anything shall be paid $8 a month. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Precisely. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does he wish the Senate to adopt a provision which 
shall give toa man with this insignificant hurt $8 a month instead of $1? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the Senator’s proposition. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam not in favor of a bill that would give that 
man anything, nor was it supposed he was to go on the pension-roll. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the man were disabled from getting his living, why 
not? That finger might be so sore as to disable the man. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. ‘Then he would be pensionable. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, the fact to be found is the existence of a disa- 
bility which disqualifies from getting a living in some degree. Tho 
Senator’s supposition is based on his own logic. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That amendment asserts that a man can not be 
placed on the pension-roll at a dollar or two dollars. 

Mr. BLAIR. Under existing law men may be. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. And under this bill as reported that we are con- 
sidering that man’s disability might be weighed; measured to the ex- 
tent of a dollar or two dollars. 

Mr. BLAIR. The country has been legislating for a quarter of a 
century in just that way, and if there is anything in the nature of stu- 
pidity or impropriety in this proposed legislation the same is charge- 
able to all the legislation on the subject from the beginning. The 
table to which I have referred the Senator would be the best answer to 
his own question, and he will find it on the twenty-fifth page of the 
report of the present Commissioner of Pensions. There he will see that 
about one hundred and twenty-five thousand of the two hundred and 
forty-five thousand invalid pensioners at the present time under existing 
laws are rated at less than $3 a month, and some of them, twelve hun- 
dred and sixty, as low as $1 a month. - 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Those who are on the pension-roll at one, two, 
or three dollars per month are there for injuries received in the service 
and in the line of duty; and whether the soldier be rich or poor he be- 
comes entitled to that pension, whatever it may be. It is a measure of 
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damages, it is a legal claim against the Government, and no conditions 
are annexed to it. Those are the cases of the one hundred and twenty- 
five thousand to which the Senator refers. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator answer me, these men being entitled 
to justice, if it be justice to give them this little pension when they 
have contracted disability in the service, how is it justice to take an- 
other class whose disability, greater or less, was not contracted im the 
service at all, and pay them $8a month even for the most trivial hurt? 
The Senator will find the language of this bill in the first section— 

The highest rate of pension granted under this section, which shall be*for 
total incapacity to perform any manual labor, shall be $24, which is hereby made 
divisible upon that basis for any less degree of disability. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now I will state what I suppose this bill. was 
intended for and what I think three-fourths of the Committee on Pen- 
sions thought it was intended for, and what I suppose the country at 
large thinks it was intended for. By an injury in the course of service 
and in the line of duty the soldier becomes entitled to a pension as a 
legal claim without regard to whether he be rich or whether he be 
poor; but what this bill proposes now is a service pension, a service 
pension upon certain conditions, and I have never heard and the Sena- 
tor, I think, has never heard of a bill for a service pension graduating 
the pension, neither von it been discriminated heretofore whether the 
recipient be rich or 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘This is ioe a service pension; nothing of thekind. It 
is not offered as such. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. When it was proposed at the last session that 
we should have a service pension, it was objected to that time had not 
sufficiently intervened between the end of the war and the date of the 
proposed bill, and we were referred to the soldiersof the Revolutionary 
war and to the soldiers of the war of 1812 to show how great a length 
of time had elapsed between those wars and the granting of the pen- 
sions, and hence it was proposed that there be a service pension here, 
The decrepit and disabled dependents of the other wars were not before 
our eyes. The nation appealed to us that the soldiers of the last war 
should not be allowed to end their days in poor-houses or in grinding | an 
organs on the street corners, and they said it was an outrage for this 
great nation to suffer the men who saved the integrity of the Republic 
and preserved the honor of the flag to endure that abasement, and that 
that spectacle should not be witnessed by the American people. We 
said yes, because the nation said so. 

It is true my friend this morning said we forgot that in the plenitude 
of our power and our patriotism we said we were ready to vote the last 
man and the last dollar to save this Republic. We voted the “‘last 
man,” but the “last dollar’’ is far off. We said that this spectacle 
was an outrage in the eyes of the nation, and we that our de- 
pendent soldiers, those who are compelled to labor for bread and have 
a other means of support, should at least be taken care of, and we 

posed we were meeting that call in this bill. 

Bis my friend thinkslamnotconsistent. Letmesee, I proposed, 
first, that any soldier who was disabled from his own sw 

port, if he was dependent upon that support for his bread, should 
Flaca upon the pension-roll to the extent as I supposed of $8 per month. 
There was no grading of disability. Does any gentleman expect to get 
exact justice? My desire was that the bounty of this Government, that 
the justice of this Government should extend to the largest number and 
do the most good, and the object was first to gather in those who were 
sorrowful as they were to contemplate, who are the objects of the na- 
tion’s bounty and the nation’s charity, and to extend it ao further. 

If that be so then to share the bounties of this bill, as I supposed, 
there was to be a total incapacity to work to procure bread for 
subsistence; and henceif the soldier could work one-fourth of his time, 
and that one-fourth was not enough to procure his daily bread, it was a 
case of total incapacity. If the inca; capacity was to earn enough to sup- 
port life it should be considered to 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to ask him 

a questson ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. IfI barpo the effect of his amendment, itis that 
for the soldier’s disability the soldier shall receive a pension of $8, no 
matter how slight the disability. The pension, if allowed at all, shall 
not be allowed for less than $8. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. You are correctif the remaining part of the bill 
stands as it is. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is that the object of the Senator? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No,sir. My objectis that no man shall be placed 
on the pension-roll at $8 a month unless he is incapacitated to earn 
snough to support life. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question I want to get at is this: If for a very 
trifling disability the Senator would give a soldier a pension of $8, if 
another soldier presented himself equally meritorious, disabled to a de- 
gree three or four times as much, would he think it fair to give these 
two soldiers the same amount of-pension, or would he not give the latter 
soldier three or four times as much as he gives the former? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I would not think that fair, and that was pre- 
cisely what I was going to illustrate. I would think it fair if the in- 
jury was in the service and in the line of duty because the Government 
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then I suppose would pay for the injury aai, and that injury is 
different whether it be the loss of the small finger of the whole arm, 
or whether the injury be here or there [illustrating], or whether it be 
the leg below or above the knee or at the hip. Thatisan actual claim 
against the Government for which the Government pays to the extent 
of the damage. That is one point; but this bill is not that. This bill 
is a service pension, a gift, a charity if you please, given for the pur- 
pose of relieving the nation from the exhibition of its dependent and 
disabled soldiers begging at the street-corners, dying in the workhouses, 
and being buried in pine boxes at the expense of the counties. 

I hope the Senator will at once see my point, that no one shall go on 
this pension-roll unless he is disabled to the extent of incapacity to earn 
his livelihood, and ee he gets there it is to the extent of total inca- 

pacity. Suppose a man recked in a railroad car and has his arm 
taken off. that injury bad been received in the line of duty he would 
have been graded up possibly as high as $72. We do not propose to 
grade him up there under this bill. Twenty-four dollars is the highest. 
If he is wrecked almost beyond recognition but still lives, that is total 
incapacity to earn his bread. Then if he depends on his labor for that 
bread, he is placed on the pension-roll. Here you come down and down 
to lower cases. 

A man, if you please, comparatively enjoying life is suffering from 
nervous prostration who evidently can not go into the field and earn his 
bread by his labor. That amounts to total incapacity; and when you 
give that man $24 and the other wreck $24, there is not any justice in 
that if you base it on justice. This man can feed himself, he can move 
around and enjoy the society of friends and progress in locomotion. 
Another man has his arm so far off that when he exercises he is pros- 
trated and can not do anything, but he can feed himself. That is total 
incapacity; but it does not compare with the wreck or even the man 
with nervous prostration, and yet you give none of them beyond $24 
P rie bill. 

this bill is for the test to the greatest number. 

es to those who are led to the extent of inability to work, 

did not suppose it contemplated that when you got below total 

rebar where a man was unable to earn his livelihood, where his 

injury was so trivial that it did not interfere with him, such a man was 
to be a recipient of bounty. 

Mr. President, as I stated before, if we are to do anything for these 
men who do need relief, let Congress give them a fixed sum in order to 
enable them to live, because that is all they have asked for, that we 
relieve these soldiers from the weight of poverty and disability resting 

upon them so that they may to a reasonable extent enjoy the comforts 
of life. To reach that we want to do as we do with all other pension 
bills. We only make two conditions which can be easily ascertained, 
first that the soldiers are dependent, and next that they are unable to 
work so as to obtain the necessaries of life. 

Now, whatis proposed? You propose to grade them as I understand, 
so that for any Vlisability from the lowest to the highest the Pension 
Office, as is now the case, shall draw distinctions. They are to be ex- 
amined with the same care that they are now, and three-fourths of the 
cases, ly if sympathy is not with the soldier, will be adjudged 
so adversely as to create discontent and dissatisfaction. Three-fourths 
of these cases, or one-half of them at any rate, will be appealed from the 
Pension Office to the Congress of the United States; and then here this 
little committee, which handles probably three thousand cases in a year, 
will have its work increased three or four times. Ithink it ought to be 
“considered that the object of this bill is to furnish the greatest quantity 
of relief to the greatest numberof persons. I would have the allowance 
fixed at a certain rate. You want torelieve the old soldiers. They are 
all getting old. Such a man has a difficulty in the Pension Office and 
he appeals to Congress. All pension departments soon get in antago- 
nism to claimants. They begin to think, or at least they act as if they 
thought, that every soldier is a fraud. We have seen that in our com- 
mittee; we have seen cases upon cases of that kind. I speak of the De- 
partment itself; not within the last year or the last two years, but years 
ago. Antagonisms naturally grow up and they look with suspicion upon 
the soldiers’ claims. 

I have taken the position I have in this matter because I have be- 
lieved that it would do the most good. If we are to measure the dis- 
abilities of men as they have been measured I fear there will be great 
discontent necessarily in the minds of the soldiers. Even my friend 
from New Hampshire admits that. He has himself denounced, I thirik, 
this system of measuring the extent and value of the disability. My 
friend insists that that is wrong, and he himself is willing that all that 
class, amounting to one hundred and twenty-five thousand, shall be 
placed on the pension-roll at a fixed rate and put at $4 per month, 

Mr. BLAIR. No; there is no such numberas that. There is a tri- 
fling number below $4. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No matter what the number. My friend's posi- 
tion to-day is that those who have been measured below $4 shall be 
raised to $4. Now he proposes by this bill to continue this measuring 
process, scaling down by the Pension Department, so that injustice and 

will be measured out to the soldier to whom you propose to send 
relief. You denounce this scaling and measuring process, and yet you 
leave it in this bill precisely as it has been in the past. 


Its app 
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: Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will not undertake to attribute to 
me any criticism upon the bill or the general law which I did not make. 
I do not wish it to be understood that his remarks are applicable to me. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before that motion is put, I wish to submit an amend- 
ment to the pending bill. n . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be re- 
ceived and printed. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 


necessary to carry 
this act into effect: Provided, That where it Uap; that a discharge is lost, 
secon evidence may be permitted; and where it shall appear an spplicant 
has received a land warrant, that shall be suffi 
discharge, unlessthe evidence shows that he procured it by fraud: And 
Juriher, That this act shall not apply to persons under political disabilities.” 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 15th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 216) to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish certifi- 
catesof discharge to certain membersof the Missouri Home Guards; and 

An act (S. 1020) authorizing the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to convey the alley, 15 feet wide, running east and west be- 
tween lots 6 and 7, in square 635, comprising an area of 3,480 square 
feet of land, to the owner of said lots. 

The message also announced that the President had, on this day, ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1013) providing for the establishment of a port of entry 
at Mount Desert Ferry,in the town of Hancock, in the State of Maine; 

An act (S. 1471) to remove the charge of desertion from the rolls and 
records in the Office of the Adjutant-General of the Army against cer- 
tain soldiers; 

An act (S. 1105) granting the right of way to the Kensington and 
Tacony Rai Company through the arsenal grounds at Bridesburg, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

An act (S. 223) to regulate the promotion of graduates of the United 
States Military Academy. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1405) to pro- 
vide for the study of the nature of alcoholic drinks and narcotics, and 
of their effects upon the human system, in connection with the several 
divisions of the subject of physiology and hygiene, by the pupils in 
the public schools of the Territories and of the District of Columbia, 
and in the Military and Naval Academies, and Indian and colored 
schools in the Territories of the United States. 

The m also announced that the House had passed the bill (H. 
R. 8762) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for public printing, pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. : 

+ THE PASSPORT CHARGE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate: 

In response to a resolution of the Senate of the 5th instant, inquiring as to the 
necessity for the continuance of the present charge for passports for American 
citizens desiring to visit rats a ai I transmit herewith the report of the 


Secretary of State the su 
= ve GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MAwsiox, Washington, May 17, 1886. 


SPRINGFIELD PORT OF DELIVERY—VETO MESSAGE, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States: 


To the Senate of the United States: 
I return without approval Senate bill No. 1397, entitled “An act to establish a 
f Massachusetts,” 


lately earnest! 
maa aip the pamber of ports where present evils may be further extended. 
e 


cient evidence of an honorable - 


be appointed to reside at said port, who shall receive a salary not to exceed $1,000 
r annum. 
P is quite obvious that an experienced force of employés at the ports where 
= or Springtield are entered would be much better qualified to adjust the 
uties upon the same than the person thus proposed to be added to the vastarmy 


of Federal officials. 

There are many cities in the different States having larger populations than 
Springfield and fully as much entitled upon every ground presented to the ad- 
vantages sought by this bill; and yet it is clear that the following of the prece- 
dent which the proposed 1 ion would establish could not fail to produce 
co on and uncertainty in the adjustment of customs duties, leading to irri- 
tating di ms and probable loss to the Government. > 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executtve Maystox, May 17, 1886. 


hg DAWES. I move that that message be printed and lie on the 
table, : 
The motion was agreed to. 


ALASKA FRONTIER LINE. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


With reference to the h in my annual message to Congress in which 
I called attention to the uncertainty that exists as to the location of the frontier 
line between Alaska and British Columbia as defined by the treaty of cession 
with Russia of March 30, 1867, I now transmit herewith for the information and 
consideration of Congress a report of the Secretary of State upon the subject, 
with accom ying papers. a 

In view of the importance of the subject I recommend that provision be made 
by law for a preliminary survey of the boundary line in question by officers of 
the United tes, in order that the information necessary for the basis of a 
treaty between this country and Great Britain for the establishment of a definite 
boundary line may be obtained; and I also recommend that the sum of §100,- 


+000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be appropriated for the expenses 


of making such survey. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washingion, May 17, 1888. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and be printed. 


Mr. BUTLER. It seems to me that the message ought to go to the... 


Committee on Territories. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps it ought to be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, but I do not ask that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The message will be printed and lie 
on the table for further determination of the question of reference. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My attention is called to the fact that in one 
of the communications from the President—I think that in reference 
to the boundary line of the Territory of Alaska—there is an accom- 

ying map. It seems to me the printing of that map, which would 
me pate: of expense, had better be referred to the Committee on 
g- x ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, if there be 

no objection. i 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. i 

The bill (H. R. 8762) making appropriations to supply deficienoes in 
the appropriations for public printing, pensions, and pay of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the citizensof South Carolina and other papers 
relating to the claim of the Ursuline nuns be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CAMERON. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask leave to report the bill appropriating money 
for the Military Academy. I desire to have it considered at this time. 
It will take but a moment. There are no amendments to the House 
bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. Ihave moved an executive session. The Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] informs me that he had not entirely 
finished his remarks, but he gives way to my motion. 

Mr. LOGAN. It will not take ten minutes to dispose of this bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. Report it to-morrow. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihad the impression heretofore that appropriation 
bills had the right of way. we 

Mr. CAMERON. My motion was made before the Senator inter- 
fered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question in on the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 5 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and thirteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned to to-morrow, Tuesday, 
May 18, at 12 m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate this 17th day of May, 1886. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Joel Wilson, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the district of 


1886. 
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York, Maine, vice Edward A. Bragdon, whose commission will expire 
May 18, 1886. : 
. RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
S. 8. Carnahan, of Concordia, Kans., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Concordia, Kans., vice Thomas Wrong, resigned. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 
-George W. Munroe, of Bozeman, Mont., to be register of the land 
office at Bozeman, Mont., vice Oliver P. Chisholm, resigned. 
A. F. Snelling, of Lakeview, Oreg., to be register of the land office 
at Lakeview, Oreg., vice Warren Truitt, resigned. 
- INDIAN AGENTS. 
George W. Norris, of Woburn, Mass., to be agent for the Indians of 
the Nez Percé agency, in Idaho, vice Charles E. Monteith, commission 
ohn B. Scott, of Nevada, to be agent for the Indians of the Western 
Shoshone agency, in Nevada, vice John 8. Mayhugh, whose term of 
office has expired. 
Charles E Yates, of Ukiah, Cal., to be agent for the Indians of the 
— Valley agency, in California, vice Theodore F. Willsey, to be re- 
moved. 


CONFIRMATION, 
Exeeutive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 17, 1886. 
ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 


Charles Philip Henry, of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Navy. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, May 17, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. JONES, of Texas, for this day. 

To Mr. SHAW, for Monday (to-day) and Tuesday. 

To Mr. HUTTON, for two weeks, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BARKSDALE, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WILKINS, of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. . 

To Mr. ELY, for ten days, on account of important business. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, EL PASO, TEX. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6665) for the erection of a public building at El Paso, 
Tex., and that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill wiil be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
Sorea and directed to purchase or otherwise provido a site and cause to be 
rected thereon a substantial and commodious aprono ee rie ooh piset heyy 
forthe the use and accommodation of the United States custo Resate o 
and Federal courts, and for other Government uses, at ELP: Foon te in the copay of 
Texas. - The site, and ak oan when completed upon 
fications to be previous! iy Ke y Aies by the Secretary of the ieee: 
shall not exceed in cost the sum of $1 nor shall any site be purchased until 
estimates for the erection of a building which will furnish sufficient accommo- 
dations for the transaction of the public business, and which shall not exceed in 
cost the balance of the sum herein limited after Lagan site shall have Mg pur- 
ore and patd for, shall have been Spereved D7 the Secretary of the Treas- 
and no panone of site,nor plan for said building, shall be epotorss by by 
the be Borky of the Treasury ‘involvingan expenditure ex 
of $150,000 em site and building; and the site purchased shall leave the building 
unex r from fire by an open space of at least 50 feet, including 


streets and alle : Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended 
a valid title to ` said site shall be vested in the United States, nor until the 
' State of Texas shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 


same during the time the United States shall be or remain owner thereof for 
all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? Ta 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LANHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported, as 
a substitute for ‘the bill H. R. 450, a bill (H. R. 8763) to forfeit the 
lands granted a the State of Florida to aid in the construction of cer- 
tain railroads, &c.; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 


with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JAMES D. WOOD. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee of the Whole be from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6337) for the relief of James D. Wood, and that 
the same be put upon its passage. 

Mr, COX. I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the call of the States and Ter- 
ritories for the introduction of bills and resolutions. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, has the regular order been called for? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has not been demanded. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then I ask unanimous consent to 
Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of Senate bill 
263, which I ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The Clerk read the title: An act (S. 263) providing for the erection 
of a public building at Springfield, Mass. 

Mr. BEACH.” I call for the regular order, Mr, Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regalar order is deman 

A. H. ALFREY. 


Mr. PEEL introduced a bill (H. R. 8764) for the relief of Capt A. H. 
Alfrey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee.on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. SOWELL. S 

Mr. PEEL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8765) to place the name of 
William J. Sowell on the roll of the Arkansas volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
faits, and ordered to be printed. 

J. R. DUNKELBERGER. 


Mr. “MARKHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8766) for the 


relief of J. R. Dunkelberger; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ROSANNA ROBEY. 

Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 8767) granting a pension to 
Rosanna Robey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. : 

GEORGE HARLAN. 

Mr. CLEMENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 8768) for the relief of 
George Harlan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL P. ROBERTS. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. 8769) granting a pension 
to Daniel P. Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRIETTA PETERSDORF. 3 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 8770) granting a 
pension to Henrietta Petersdorf; which was read a first and second 
une es to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 

prin 


` 


THOMAS HADDEN. 

Mr. COBB introduced abill (H. R. 8771) for the relief of Thomas 
Hadden; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS A. QUEEN. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 8772) for the relief of Thomas 
A. Queen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. SWAN. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of oc Tudna, introduced a bill (H. R. 8773) garing 


a pension to George W. . Swan, Company H, Regiment Missour 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, camo to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ALLIE H. KING. 

Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 8774) granting a pension to 
Allie H. King; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES AGNEW. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8775) for the relief of 
James Agnew, granting him a pension; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES R. BURCHAM. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8776) for the relief of 
James R. Burcham, granting him a pension; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. f 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 
Mr. MATSON introduced a resolution to fix two days for the Said 


the - 
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eration of bills reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions; which 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
: SUSAN WILSON. ; 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8777) granting a pension 
to Susan Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. * 

SUSAN BAKER. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8778) for the relief of 
Susan Baker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordeted to be printed. 

ELIZABETH CHRISTIE. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Christie; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY NALLY. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8780) granting noa e ponon 
to Mary Nally; which was read a first and second time, refer: 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

“MARTHA A, KEELING. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8781) granting a pension 
to Martha A. Keeling; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY LAWSON. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8782) granting a pension 
to Mary Lawson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES H. LOCKWOOD. 


Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8783) granting a pension fo 
Charles H. Lockwood; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
* to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. HOLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the following be adopted as a substitute for clause 3 of Rule 
XXI of the House: 

3. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, ro any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appro riations Tran public works and 
objects as are already in progress. Nor any provision in any such bill or 
amendment thereto changing existing law be in order, pense such as, being 
germane to the paris capes pom of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the re- 
duction of the number and salary of the officers of the United States, by the re- 
— of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the 
United States, or by the reduction of amounts of mons onare by the bill: 
Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report of 
the committee having jurjsdiction of the subject-matter of such ame ent. 
which amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall re- 
trench expenditures, 


SOLDIERS’ HOME IN IOWA. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 8784) to au- 
thorize the location of a branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers 
in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN H. HALE. 

Mr. FULLER introduced a bill (H. R. 8785) increasing the pension 
of John H. Hale; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 8786) granting a condemned 
cannon to Isminger Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Chariton, 
Towa; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM. THURSTON. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8787) seating © pen 
sion to William Thurston, of Thayer, Iowa; which was read id and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DONATIONS OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8788) granting a con- 
demned cannon to the Post of the Grand Army of the Republic at Al- 
lerton, Iowa; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8789) granting a con- 
demned cannon to New Market Post of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION, KANSAS. 

Mr. HANBACK introduced a bill (H. R. 8790) to provide for the 
disposition of a portion of the Fort Hays military reservation in the 
State of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SALLY W. RICE, 
Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 8791) granting a pension to 
Sally W. Rice; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


W. H. H. M’ ARTHUR. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8792) granting a pension 
to W. H. H. McArthur; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

E. DEVOL. 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 8793) for the relief of E- 
Devol, of Company A, Twentieth Ohio Infantry; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. HURLEY. í 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8794) for the relief of 
Benjamin F. Hurley, of Company A, Tenth Kansas Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BERNARD CARLIN. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8795) granting a pension to Ber- 
nard Carlin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HECTOR W. SUMMERS. 
Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8796) granting a pension to 
Hector W. Summers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


G. W. M’CLURE. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 8797) granting a pension 
to G. W. McClure, of Rock Castle County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. J 
THOMAS J. HAYS. 

‘Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas J. Hays, of Rock Castle County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN BRANDENBERG. 


Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8799) granting a pen- 
sion to Jonathan Brandenberg, late private Company E, Fourteenth 
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

R. C. JAMESON. 

Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bill (H. R. 8800) for the relief of R. C. 
Jameson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LUCIE A. JAMESON. * 
Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8801) for the relief of 


Lucie A. Jameson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


: CHARLES W. HAMPTON. 

Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8802) for the relief of 
Charles W. Hampton; which was read a first and Second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered tò be printed. 

JAMES 0. KNOX. 


Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8803) for the relief of 
James O. Knox; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. RASH. 


Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8804) for the relief of 


James R. Rash; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe , 


Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. RIDDLE. 
Mr. LAFFOON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8805) for the relief of 
George W. Riddle; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committeé on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM W. ANDERSON. 


Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 8806) 
for the relief of William W. Anderson; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 

CANCELLATION LAND RESERVATIONS, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. GAY introduced a bill (H. R. 8807) to cancel certain reserva- 
tions of land on account of live-oak, in the southwestern land district, 
State of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Pablic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
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M. A. LEDET. 

Mr. GAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8808) for the relief of M. A. 
Ledet, late United States consul at T Mexico, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first.and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ASHLEY C. RICE. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 8809) granting a pension 
to Ashley C. Rice; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM R. FOOT. 

Mr, COMSTOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 8810) for the payment of 
veteran bounty to William R. Foot, Company H, Twenty-first Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWIN M. WATROUS. 
Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 8811) for the relief of Ed- 
ward M. Watrous; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ELLA A. ARCHER. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. 8812) granting a pension to Ella 
A. Archer, widow of M. P, Archer, deceased; ‘which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DR. W. W. MANTLO.’ 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8813) for the relief of Dr. 
W. W. Mantlo, of Mercer County, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committec on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

0. P. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8814) for the relief of O. P. 
Phillips, of Sullivan County, Missouri; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered tó 
be printed. 

JOHN E, CARTER. 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8815) granting a pension to 
John E. Carter, of Grundy County, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NANCY MURPHY. 

Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. 8816) for the relief of Nancy 
Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 


SMITH V. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BURNES (by Mr. Dockery) introduced a bill (H. R. 8817) grant- 
ing a pension to Smith V. Campbell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FREDERICK DIERKING. 

Mr. BURNES (by Mr. Dockery) introduced a bill (H. R. 8818) 
granting a pension to Frederick Dierking; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

EMPLOYES OF THE UNITED STATES NAVY-YARDS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 8819) to grant 
leave of absence to employés of United States navy-yards; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA BUMP. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8820) for the 
relief of Sophia Bump; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY B. STURGIS. 
Mr. DORSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8821) ting a pension to 
Henry B. Sturgis, late captain and aid-de-camp, United States volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ZARDUS JEWELL. 

Mr. DORSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8822) granting a pension 
to Zardus Jewell, late sergeant Company K, Ninety-second Illinois In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. DEVALL, 


Mr. DORSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8823) granting a pension 
to James M. Devall, late private Company O, Sixth Regiment West Vir- 
inia Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
mmittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.- 
JAMES W. PLAISTED. 
Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 8824) increasing the pension 


of James W. Plaisted; which was read afirstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ATLANTIC CITY, N. J. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8825) for the erection of 
a public building at Atlantic City, N. J.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. THOMPSON. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8826) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary M. Thompson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BUCHANAN. 

Mr. PIDCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 8827) granting a pension to 
John Buchanan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GILES WRIGHT. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8828) granting a pension 
to Giles Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; JACOB TEITS. - p 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8829) granting a pension 
to Jacob Teits; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AARON GARRIS. 

Mr. PIDCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 8830) granting a pension to 
Aaron Garris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN JOHNSON. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced abill (H. R.8831) granting a pension 
to John Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH E. DILTS. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8832) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth E. Dilts; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee. on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

i SAMUEL W. BURD, 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8833) granting a pension 
to Samuel W. Burd; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM P. GRIGGS. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8834) granting a pension 
to Abraham P. Griggs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

JACOB CASE.” 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8835) granting a pension 
to Jacob Case; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MILLER. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8836) granting a pension 
to John Miller; which was read afirst and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN Q. A. BROKAW. a 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 8837) granting a pension 
to John Q. A. Brokaw; which was read 2 first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUISE PAUL. + 

Mr. VIELE introduced a bill (H.. R. 8838) granting a pension to 
Louise Paul; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. . 

JAMES L. WRIGHT. 

Mr. HIRES introduced a bill (H. R. 8839) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of James L. Wright; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. i 
ARTIFICIAL BUTTER. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 8840) to regulate the manu- 
facture and sale of artificial butter in the District of Columbia and in 
the Territories and Government reservations, and to regulate commerce 
in such butter with foreign nations and among the several States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK DALEY. 

Mr. ARNOT introduced a bill (H. F. 8841) for the relief of Patrick 
Daley; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. FORD. 
Mr. ARNOT also introduced a bill (H. R. €842) for the relief of 
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William W. Ford, late a private of Battery D, Fifth United States Ar- 
tillery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and oi3ered to be printed. 

BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

Mr. SWINBURNE introduced a bill (H. R. 8843) to amend ani act 
entitled ‘‘An act for the establishment of a bureau of animal industry, 
and for other purposes,” approved May 29, 1884; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES E. ATKINS. 

Mr. BURLEIGH introduced a bill (H. R. 8844) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant- 
General of the Army against James E. Atkins; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

: THOMAS L. RYAN. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 8845) to in- 
crease the pension of Thomas L. Ryan; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RICHARD HAMBLIN. 

Mr. MERRIMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8846) to pay Richard 
Hamblin the difference between the pay of sergeant of artillery and 

t of engineers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PHILA CLARK. 

Mr. WEBER introduced a bill (H. R. 8847) for the relief of Phila 
Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON NOTES OF STATE BANKS. 

Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. 8848) to repeal the tax of 10 
per cent. on notes of State banks used as circulation; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


DIGEST OF INTERNATIONAL LAW. : 

Mr. COX introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 173) authorizing the 
publication of an edition of a digest of international law edited by 
Francis Wharton; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

SARAH A. HOOPER. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. H. 8849) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Hooper; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LAIRD. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8850) granting a ion 
to William Laird, late a private Company F, Fourth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


APPROPRIATIONS COVERED INTO TREASURY. 

Mr, LITTLE (by Mr. Cooper) introduced a bill (H. R. 8851) to au- 
thorize the covering into the Treasury of ific items of appropriation 
in certain cases; which was read a first andsecond time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. SUTTON. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. 8852) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Sutton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

VALENTINE VANGUNDY. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8853) for the relief 
of Valentine Vangundy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. J. ARMENTROUT. 
Mr, ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8854) granting a 
ion to J. J. Armentrout, Company D, Fourth Regiment United 
tates Artillery, in the war with Mexico, 1846; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. f: 
HUGH M’SURELY. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8855) granting a pen- 
sion to Hugh McSurely; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MORGAN TEDRICK. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8856) granting a pen- 
sion to Morgan Tedrick; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CASSIUS BEEBE. 
Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8857) granting a pension to 


Cassius Beebe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ANN FINNEGAN. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8858) granting a pension 
to Ann Finnegan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. L. DOZER. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8859) granting a pension 
to J. L. Dozer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and. ordered to be printed. 

EMELINE HARRIS. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 8860) granting a pension to 
Emeline Harris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER PUTERBAUGH. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 8861) grantingan 
increase of ion to Alexander Puterbaugh, late of Company D, Sixty- 
first Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: EDWARD MANION. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8862) grant- 
ing a pension to Edward Manion; which was read a first and second 
time, oferged to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, ‘ 

JOHN W. MILLER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8863) grant- 
ing a pension to John W. Miller; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8864) grant- 
ing a pension to Benjamin Franklin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MICHAEL M, 0’DOWD. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8865) grant- 
ing a pension to Michael M. O’Dowd; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. ‘ 

EDWARD DARRY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8866) grant- 
ing a pension to Edward Darry; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. HETZLER. = 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H.R, 8867) grant- 
ing a pension to John M. Hetzler; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

.J. W. LEIGHT. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 8868) granting a 
pension to J. W. Leight; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS, HENRIETTA M. DRUM HUNT. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H, R. 8869) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Henrietta M. Drum Hunt; which was read first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. CATHARINE S. M’MAHAN. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8870) 
Sse a pension to Mrs. Catharine S. McMahan; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

and ordered to be printed. 


ACCOUNTS PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD COMPANY. x 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania (by request), also submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to transmit to the House of Representatives a copy of all papers in the case of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, audited and reported for nig dare by the 
Secretary of the Treasury in the LA. mle Congress, and finally disallowed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and so ores to this the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress. (See evidence, Document House of epresentatives, 210, page 23; settle- 
ment 4889, &c., 1884.) 


BILLS INTRODUCED BY REQUEST. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be requested to recommend a rule re- 
quiring that there be printed in the Journal, and on the bills which are pre- 
sented by request, the words "by request.” 


WILSON E. REED. 
Mr. FLEEGER introduced a bill (H. R. 8871) granting a pension to 
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Wilson E. Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
; GOTTLIEB KAFER. 

Mr. FLEEGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8872) granting a pension 
to Gottlieb Kafer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 

CHARLES L. LOWREY. 

Mr. SWOPE introduced a bill (H. R. 8873) providing for an increase 
of pension to Charles L. Lowrey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

, CHAMBERS C. MULLIN. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8874) to increase the pen- 
sion of Chambers C. Mullin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

F MRS. SALLIE M. STEWAR®. 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8875) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Sallie M. Stewart; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. STAIR. ` 

Mr. SWOPE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8873) to restore the name 
of William C. Stairto thgpension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 
SUITS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 8877) to provide for 
bringing suits against the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. - 5 X 

JOHN SHROYER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 8878) 
granting a pension to John Shroyer, late a member of Company C, 
Two hundred and tenth Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SWIFT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also: introduced a bill (H. R. 
8879) granting a pension to William Swift; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. j 

BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER, CHATTANOOGA. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near Chattanooga, 
Tenn.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. 8881) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN CAMPBELL. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8882) for the relief of 
John Campbell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

L. H. AND R. E. GOODWIN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8883) for the relief 
of L. H. and R. E. Goodwin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS BEAL. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8884) for the relief 
of Elias Beal, captain Company H, One hundred and fifth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 5258 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HOUK (by Mr. PETTIBONE) introduced a bill (H. R. 8885) to 
amend section 5258 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF TOBACCO FREE OF TAX. 

Mr. GLASS introduced a bill (H. R. 8886) to enable tobacco planters 
to sell tobacco raised or produced by them free from any internal-reve- 
nue tax; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES F. CULLEN. 

Mr. McMILLIN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8887) for the 
relief of James F, Cullen; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. HUCKABEE. 
Mr. JOHN M. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 8888) for the relief 
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of John W. Huckabee, of Decatur County, Tennessee; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed, 

JOHN R. J. KRAHEY. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8889) 
for the relief of John R. J. Krahey; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RECELVERSHIPS. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8890) to limit the powers of 
circuit and district courts and judges of the United States in the matter 
of receiverships; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed, 

A R. L. MUNSON. i 

Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 8891) granting a pension to R. 
L. Munson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MAHALA DEXTER. 

Mr. GROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 8892) granting a pension 
to Mahala Dexter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIA P. RANDOLPH AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8893) directing the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to execute a deed of quitclaim and” 
release to a certain alley in Washington to Cornelia P. Randolph and 
others; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

FISHWAYS AT GREAT FALLS. 

Mr. WILSON also submitted a resolution calling on the Secretary of 
War for information as to the erection of fishways at the Great Falls of 
the Potomac, as directed by act of July 15, 1882; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

CALEB SMITH. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H, R. 8894) to 
correct the records of the War Department as to the date of death of 
First Lieut. Caleb Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PATCHELL, 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8895) 
to place on the pension-roll the name of William Patchell, a pilot in 
the service of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. . 
M. A. AYERS. 

. Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R, 8896) to . 
restore to the pension-roll M. A. Ayers, of Smithville, Ritchie County, 
West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’CAFFREY. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8897) 
to remove the charge of desertion and grant an honorable discharge to 
James McCaffrey, a, member of Company B, Third West Virginia Cav-. 
alry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES LOYD. 

Mr: GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8898) 
granting a pension to James Loyd, late a member of Company H, Third 
Regiment West Virginia Cavalry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committeé on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JACOB E. ISRAEL. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8899) 
granting a pension to Jacob E. Israel, of Company M, First Regiment 
West Virginia Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H. MARSHALL. 

“Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8900) 
granting a pension to Thomas H. Marshall, of Company C, First Regi- 
ment West Virginia Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL C. VICKERS. _ 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8901) 
granting a pension to Samuel C. Vickers, late a member of Company 
E, Thirteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. : 

MRS. MARIA HILL. 
Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8902) 


4594 


open ph psoas to Mrs, Maria Hill, dependent mother of Jesse L. 
, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regiment West Virginia Infantry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; SUSAN M. COVANOVAN. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8903) 
for the relief of Susan M. Covanoyan, sole surviving heir of the late 


Mary Ann Covanovan, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
DANIEL ROUSH. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8904) 
for the relief of Daniel Roush, of New Haven, Mason County, West Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN DOUGLASS. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8905) 
for the relief of Calvin Douglass, of Jackson County, West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
he had examined and found duly enrolled the bill (H. R. 7938) to au- 
‘thorize the Washington and Cincinnati Elevated Railway and Bridge 
Company to erect a bridge across the Ohio River; when the Speaker 
signed the same, 


D. D. HOLBERT. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 8906) for 
the relief of D. D. Holbert, of Gilmer County, West Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


G. W. WATSON. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8907) 
for the relief of G. W. Watson, of Parkersburg, W. Va.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LARGE. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8908) 
for therelief of William Large, of Wayne County, West Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIGENT SOLDIERS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8909) 
for the relief of indigent soldiers of the Mexican war; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

j THOMAS B.- KLINE. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8910) 
for the relief of Thomas B. Kline, executor, &c., of J. A. Kline, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. è 

z ABSALOM WESTFALL. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8911) 
for the.relief of Absalom Westfall, of Gilmer County, West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 


FRAUDULENT CLAIMS AGAINST FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS. 


Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 8912) to prevent -and 
punish the prosecution, under the protection of the United States, of 
fraudulent claims against foreign governments; which was read a first 
and second time, referred- to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

J GEORGE W. EVANS. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 8913) for the relief of George 
W. Evans; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ERNEST DESJARDINS. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8914) granting an increase 
of pension to Ernest Desjardins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


NANCY SMITH. 

Mr. PRICE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8915) for the 
relief of Nancy Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

s IGNACIA SYLVA. ` 

Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 8916) for the relief of Ignacia 
Sylva; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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QUIRINO GALLEGOS. 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 8917) for the relief of Quirino 
Gallegos; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


THE MAXWELL GRANT. 


Mr. JOSEPH also introduced the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 


Whereas, in pursuance of a decision of the Secretary of the Interior of De- 
cember 31, 1869, the surveyo; eral of New Mexico was instructed, on Janu: 
23, 1874, to regard and treat entire tract claimed as the Beaubien and Mi- 
randa or wearer grant “as public land and extend the public surveys over the 
same;” an 

Whereas said Maxwell t tract for the pastnine years has not bean treated 
os polite land, but as a private land claim; and 

ereas the settlers within the limits of the Maxwell grant tract claim pro- 

tection as pre-emption claimants to the public lands until such time as said de- 
cision of raea 31,1869, upon which their rights depend, may have been reg- 
ularly reversed: Therefore, 

Beit resolved, That the > TES of the Interior be, and is hereby, requested to 


inform the House of Representatives whether in the Land Department or in the 


courts there has been instituted a direct proceeding for the especial pu of 
having said decision of the Secretary of the Interior of December 31, , judi- 
cially annulled; and if so, whether such p: resulted in a formal decree 


of reversal. 
DAVID B. CORDELL, ` 

Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 8918) for the relief of David 
B. Cordell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS MARION HUNTER. 

Mr. HEARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 8919) for the relief of 
Francis Marion Hunter; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A GEORGE W. JONES. ` 

Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 8920) granting a pension to 
George W. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committce on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANTONIO MARQUEZ. 

Mr. ST. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 8921) for the relief of 
Antonio Marquez; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

~ HENRY EAST. 

Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 8922) for the relief of Henry 
East; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered tọ be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 

Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 8923) to amend ‘‘an actin 
relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SELMA AND MERIDIAN RAILROAD. 

Mr. SADLER introduced a bill (H. R. 8924) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to open and readjust the settlement made by the United 
States Government and the Selma and Meridian Railroad of Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 3480 REVISED STATUTES. , 

Mr. MCRAE introduced a bill (H. R. 8925) to repeal section 3480 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

M. W. LOCKE. 


Mr. McRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8926) for the relief of M. W. 
Locke, deceased, late postmaster at Lockesburg, Ark.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred by unanimous consent to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

EULA E. HENRY. 

Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8927) for the relief of Miss 
Eula E. Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 


E. R. TINSLEY. 

Mr. MCRAE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8928) for the relief of R. 
R. Tinsley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CAROLINE A. GROSHON. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER introduced a bill (H. R. 8929) granting a pen- 
sion to Caroline A. Groshon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TRUST FUNDS, ETC., IN CUSTODY OF DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. HEWITT introduced the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of War, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the Attorney-General, the Postmaster-General, the Secretary of 


1886. 
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the Navy, and the Secretary of the Interior be required respectively to furnish 
this House with a full and complete schedule of all trust funds in their custody, 

from whom and when received, to whom due, where held, and amounts of 
same; the amount of the unexpended balance of the Geneva award available 
for the payment of the judgments of the Court of Alabama Claims; and all 
other unexpended balances in the custody of the above-named officers of the 
Government; the estimated amount required for repayment to importers of ex- 
cess of custom dues, and any and all claims, of whatever nature, estimated and 
ascertained, which may within the fiscal year become a liability against the 
Treasury of the United States, 


COL. JONATHAN D. STEVENSON. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced concurrent resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of the State of New York commending Col. Jonathan D. Steven- 
son to the favorable consideration of Congress; which were read, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


EUGENE E. M’LEAN. 

Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 8930) to relieve Eugene 
E. McLean, of the State of New York, of disabilities under the four- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK MARTIN. 
Mr. HEWITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 8931) for the relief of 
Frederick Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, BUREAU OF PRINTING AND ENGRAVING. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R.°8932) grant- 
ing leave of absence to employésin the Bureau of Printing and Engrav- 
ing; which was read a first and second time, referred*to the Committee 
on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 8933) granting a 
condemned cannon to Grand Army post at Montezuma, Iowa; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Il, M SAILORS. 
Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 8934) for the relief of H. M. 
Sailors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 5258 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 8935) 
to amend section 5258 Revised Statutes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

MARY M. DEVONE, 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
8936) for the relief of Mary M. Devone; which was read a first and sec- 
ond eii referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MONUMENT TO EDWIN M. STANTON. 

Mr. BOUTELLE introduced a bill (H. R. 8937) for the erection of a 
monument to the late Edwin M. Stanton; which was read a first and 
second time, the second reading being in full, at the request of Mr. 
BOUTELLE. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, is it now in order to ask unani- 
mous consent to put this bill upon its passage immediately? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks not. This is simply a contin- 
uation of the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills 
and resolutions. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I ask the reference of the bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN B. EADS. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 8938) for the relief of John 
B. Eads; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Wat Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM BLAIR LORD. 


Mr. REED, of Maine, introduced a resolution for the relief of the’ 


estate of the late William Blair Lord; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. : 
DUTIES PAID BY EXPORTERS OF FRUITS. 

Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. 8939) to refund to exporters 
of fruits duties paid on imported sugar; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. DIAL. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 8940) for the relief of 
William C. Dial; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


A. J. ROBINSON. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8941) granting a 
. to A. J. Robinson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
DWYER TRACY. > 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8942) increasing the 
pension of Dwyer Tracy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WESLEY PHILLIPS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8943) for the re- 
lief of Wesley Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY OGLESBY. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8944) for the relief 
of Henry Oglesby; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: JOHN GANT. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8945) granting a 
pension to John Gant; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CHASE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 8946) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Chase, formerly of the United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committec on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADALENA T. BLICK. | 

Mr. BRADY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8947) for the relief 
of Adalena T. Blick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


U. S. GRANT POST, KANSAS. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8948) donating condemned can- 
non, carriage, and cannon balls to U.S. Grant Post, Kansas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LUKE HOROBIN. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 8949) granting a pension to 
Luke Horobin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS SORRELL. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (H. R. 8950) to remove the political 
disabilities of Francis Sorrell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN S. NEWCOMER. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 8951) for the relief of Ellen S. 
Newcomer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

à JESSE P. NELSON. 

Mr. TAULBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 8952) for the relief of Jesse 
P. Nelson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH F. DONALDSON. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 8953) for the relief of Sarah 
F. Donaldson, of Fairfax County, Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. = { 

COMPAGNIE GENERALE TRANSATLANTIQUE. 

Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R; 8954) referring to the Court 

of Claims the claim of Compagnie Générale Transatlantique for tonnage 


‘illegally exacted; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH KUGLER. 

Mr. EVERHART ey request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8955) granting 
a pension to Joseph Kugler; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH B. SHUEY. 

Mr. LANDES (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8956) granting a ` 
pension to Elizabeth B. Shuey; which wasread a firstand second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ROUTIER. 

Mr. LANDES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8957) grant- 
ing a pension to John Routier; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. a 

WATSON I. WHEELER. 

Mr. LANDES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8958) for 
the relief-of Watson I. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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RHODA C. COCHRAN. 

Mr. DAWSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8959) for the reliefof Rhoda 
C. Cochran; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JANE HOLMES. 

Mr. DAWSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8960) for the relief of 
Jane Holmes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH VANTINE. ; 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced abill (H. R. 8961) granting a pension to 
Sarah Vantine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EARL D. PERCY. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 8962) granting a pen- 
sion to Earl D. Percy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 8963) grantihg a pension 
to Michael Fitzpatrick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

_ JOHN W. SCOTT. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introtiuced a bill (H. R.8964) for the re- 
lief of John W. Scott; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET W. SHACKLETT. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 8965) for the re- 
lief of Harriet W. Shacklett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself-into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 72, noes 


70. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. I demand tellers, . 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If this motion prevails will that pre- 
vent us from going ahead with the regular order for Monday’s busi- 
ness? 

The SPEAKER. As long as the consideration of the appropriation 
bill shall be continued by the House it would prevent the consideration 
of other business to-day. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say that this appropriation bill ought 
to be immediately considered and passed. It es provision among 
other things for printing, the RECORD; and meet pension deficencies; 
also to pay the Army. It will not take any length of time, in all hu- 


man probability. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to inquire if there is to be any general de- 
bate, or if it is to be passed speedily? 


Mr. RANDALL. That is a matter to be reguiated by the House. 
Whatever debate is necessary to explain fully the terms of the bill will 
be allowed; but so far as the committee are concerned there is no de- 
sire to debate the bill. S 

The SPEAKER. Tellers being ordered, the Chair will appoint the 
gentleman from Michigan, Mr. O’DONNELE, andthe gentleman from 
New York, Mr. ADAMS. _ 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 76, noes 85. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I hope it will be understood [cries of ‘‘ Reg- 
ular order!?’] that this is against temperance legislation. [Cries of 
* Regular order !” - 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll, 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman from Maine will be allowed 
to make his statement, but coupled with the condition that an oppor- 
tunity is given for a reply. [Cries of “‘ Regular order!” ] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. How doesthismotion becomeinorder? This 
is suspension day. 

The SPEAKER. The day is not set apart exclusively for suspen- 
sions. It is simply in order tg move to d the rules to-day; but 


the gentleman from New York, before the Chair had proceeded to call 
the committees, rose and made the motion, which is also in order. 
Mr, REED, of Maine. 


fore. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is mistaken. 
. Mr, MCMILLIN. There were several recognitions to-day before the 
regular order was demanded. š 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 


I never heard it made on suspension day be- 


The question was taken; it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 119, 
nays 105, not voting 98; as follows: 


YEAS—119. 
A J.J. Dawson King, Sayers, 
Allen, J. M. Dibble, Laffoon, Scott, p 
Ballentine, Dockery, Landes, Seymour, 
Barbour, Dowdney, Lawler, Singleton, 
Dunn, Lore, Skinner, 
= Eldred; Lovering, Sowden, 
Belmont, Ellsberry, „Martin, Stahlnecker, 
Bennett, Ermentrout, Matson, Stewart, Charles 
Blanchard, Findlay, Maybury, St. in, 
Bland Fisher, M s Stone, W, J., Ky. 
Breckinridge,C.R. Ford, McMillin, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Breckinridge, WCP. Forney, “McRae, Swope, 
Bynum, Gay, Merriman, ey, 
Cabell, lass, iller, Taulbee. 
Caldwell, Green, R. 8 Mills, Taylor, J. M. 
Campbell, Felix Green, W. J. Mitchell, orton, 
Campbell, J. E. Hall, Morgan, Iman, 
Campbell, T. J. Halsell, Morrison Townshend, 
Clements, Hammond, Mürphy; A 
Cobb, Harris, eal, er, 
Comstock, Hatch. eel, Turner, 
Cowles, Hemphill Perry, Van Eaton, 
Cox, Henderson, J. S, Pindar, Ward, J. 
Crisp, Herbe: Randall, Ward, T. 
Croxton, Hewitt, Reagan, Warner, A. J. 
Culberson, Holman, Reese, ilson, 
Curtin, Howard, Richardson, Wise, 
Daniel, Hudd, Riggs, Woodburn, 
Davidson, A. C. Trion, R b Worthington, 
Davidson, R.H. M. Johnston, T. D. Sadler, 
NAYS—16, 
Adams, G. E. McKinley, Smalls, 
Ailen, OH. “Fuller, Milliken, Spooner, 
Anderson, J. A. Geddes, Morrill, Steele, 
Atkinson, Goff, Neece, Stephenson 
Bayne, Grout, elson, Ste J. W. 
Bingham, Guenther, O'Donnell, Stone, F. 
d, Hayden, O'Neill, Charles mae 
Boutelle, ynes, O'Neill, J. J. Struble, 
Brady, Henderson, D. B. onem? Swinburne, 
Browne, T. M. Henderson, Outhwaite, Symes, 
Brown, C, E. Hepburn, wen, Taylor, E. B. 
Brown, W. W. Herman, Payne, Taylor, Zach. 
uchanan, Hiestand, yson, homas, Q. 
Buck, Hiscock, Perkins, adeg 
Bunnell, Hitt, Peters, Wadsworth, 
Burrows, Jackson, Pettibone, Wait, 
Campbell, J. M. James, Plumb, Wakefield, 
Cannon, Johnson, F., A. Price, Weaver, A. J, 
Conger, Johnston, Reed, T. B. Weaver, J. B, 
Cooper, Kelley, Reid, J. W. T, 
Cutcheon, etcham, Rice, White, Milo 
Dingley, rd, Rockwell, Whiting, 
Dorsey, Lindsley, Rowell, illis, 
penat TORNIN > ei. Wolford, 
erhart, yam; wyer, 
Farquhar, arkham, Scranton, 
Felton, McKenna, Sessions, 
NOT VOTING—%s, 
Aiken, vis, Jones, J. H. Pidcock, 
Anderson, C. M. Dougherty, Jones, J. T, Pirce, 
rnot, Eden, Kleiner, Ranney, 
Baker, Ely, La Follette, Robertson, 
% Evans, Ian A Romeis, 
x Foran, Le Fevre, Seney, 
iss, Frederick, Lehi i W, 
Blount, Funston, Libbey, Snyder, 
E ee a 
ragg, n, C. H. ng, n 
Brumm, Gibson, Eustace Lowry, 8i = 
Burleigh, Gi > ones, Taylor, T, H. 
urnes, Glover, McAdoo, homas, J. 
Butterworth, Grosvenor, McComas, Thompson, 
Candler, 5 Millard, Van Schaick, 
Carleton, Hanback, Moffatt, Viele, 
Caswell, Harmer, Morrow, Warner, William 
Catchings, Heard, 4 Muller, Wellborn, 
Clardy, Henley, Negley, West, 
Cole, n, Norwood, Wheeler, 
Colli H White, A. C. 
Compton, i pee brag ae 
a opkins, j nans, 
Dargan, Honk, Parkes: 
Davenport, Hutton, Phelps, 
So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the reading of the names. 

There was no objection. 

The following members were announced as paired : 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Hurron with Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. ELY. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. CoLLins with Mr. RICE. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. GILFILLAN. 

Mr. WINANS with Mr. GROSVENOR, 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. HENLEY with Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. IKE H. TAYLOR. 

Mr. ARNoT with Mr. Lona. 
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Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. HILL with Mr. BAKER. 
Mr. Greson, of West Virginia, with Mr. PIRCE. 
Mr. CoLe with Mr. THOMAS, of Minois. 
Mr. CARLETON with Mr. HOLMES. 
Mr. Jones, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIG. 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. CASWELL. 
Mr. VIELE with Mr. HIRES. 
For this day: è 
Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. NEGLEY. 
Mr. Prpcock with Mr. DAVIS. 
Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. PARKER. 
Mr. JONES, of Texas, with Mr. THOMPSON. 
Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, with Mr. EVANS. 
Mr. SHAW with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
Mr. BURNES with Mr. HOPKINS. 
Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. FUNSTON. 
Mr. BRAGG with Mr. VAN SCHAICK. 
Mr. MILLARD with Mr. BOYLE. 
For this vote: 
Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. MORROW. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. KLEINER was announced as paired with Mr. DAVENPORT until 
Wednesday, May 19, 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found,duly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1394) to provide for the ascertainment of the market value 
of certain property in the city of Chicago, and to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to sell and convey said property. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY RILL, 


Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that at 3 o'clock the vote 
may be taken on the temperance education bill under the suspension of 
the rules. i 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave no objection to that. 

Several members called for the regular order. 5 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Crisp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union to consider the bill which will now be re- 
ported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8762) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for public printing, pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 3), 1886. 

Bett , €c., That the following sums, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, be, and the same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to supply deficiencies in the mgs aha 
tions for the objects hereinafter expressed for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, namely: 

PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 

For the public printing, for the public binding, and for paper for the public 

Printing, including the cost of printing the debates and proceedings of Congress 

n the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for lithographing, mapping, andengraving 
for both Houses of Congress, the Department of State, and the Soe! f De- 
partment, including salaries or compensation of all pcre 4 clerks and em- 
ployés, for labor (by the day, piece, or contract), and for all the necessary ma- 
terials which may be needed in the prosecution of the work, $229,000; and from 
the said sum hereby appropriated printing and binding may be done by the 
Public Printer to the amounts following, respectively, namely: 

For BAs and binding for Congress, including the proceedings and de- 
Lape ,000; for the State Department, $5,000; for the Treasury Department, 

PENSIONS, : 

For Army and Navy pensions asfollows: For invalids, widows, minor children, 
and dependent relatives, and survivors and widows of the war of 1812, $6,000,000: 
Provided, That the ea roomed aforesaid for Navy pensions shall be paid from 
the income of the nsion fund, so far as the same may be s ient for 
that purpose: And further, That the amount expended under each of the 
above items shall be accounted for separately. 

PAY OF THM ARMY. 

That so much of the unexpended balance of the Rg yunit for pay of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, as may be required, not to exceed 
$200,000, is hereby reapprop’ and made available to supply a deficiency in 
the appropriation for pay of the Army for the fiscal year en: June 30, 1586. 

Nore.—Amount appropriated by this bill, $6,229,000. 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I call for the reading of the report. It 
is very short, and explains the reasons why this bill is brought before 
the House at this time. 

The report (by Mr. ADAMS; of New York) was read, as follows: 

In presenting the accompanying bill providing for certain deficiencies in ap- 
propriations for the fiscal — 1886, and which are urgent, the Committee on Ap- 

roprA&tions submit the following in explanation thereof: 

The bill is based upon estimates submitted in House Ex. Does. 86, 162, 176, 192, 
and 222, and upon representations from the various heads of the Departments 
that the amounts recommended are urgently and immediately necessary to aid 
in completing the service of the Government for the current fiscal year. The 
amounts recommended are for purposes as follows: 


For public printing...... 
For pensions 


avy 


Provision is also made for the transfer of an unexpended balance of $200,000 
from the appropriation for pay of the Army for 1885, to meet a deficiency for pay 
of the Army for 1886. 

In addition to the reasons given in the executive documentsabove mentioned 
for the immediate appropriation of the sums named, attention is called to the 
letters of the Secretary of State, Public Printer, Commissioner of Pensions, and 
Paymaster-General, which are made a part of this report, 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 8, 1886, 

Sm: Referring to my letter of the 26th ultimo nesting an additional sum 
of $5,000 to cover expenses of printing and binding or this Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, I have the honor to repeat that the work now 
in the hands of the Public Printer is of such importance as to require immediate 
attention, and unless promptaction is taken by Congress to provide the amount 
necessary to complete the work for the fiscal year the public service will suffer. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
- T. F. BAYARD. 

Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 


Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives, 


° -agm 


OFFICE OF PUBLIC PRINTER, Washington, D. C., May 3,1896. 

Sim: I regret to inform you, as intimated in my last annual report, that it will 
be necessary to appropriate not less than $200,000 to continue the operations of 
this office, including the publication of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, during the 
remainder of the fiscal year. A 

This action is necessary because of the reduction`of the sppropriation for the 
present fiscal year of $250,000 by Congress without a corresponding reduction of or- 
ders (od aby z 

In o to avoid a furlough, and the suspension of the publication of the Cox- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, and the discontinuance of all work except such as was pro- 
vided for by special appropriations, this appropriation should be available not 
later than the 25th instant. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon, 8. J. RANDALL, À 
Chairman Commiltee on Appropriations, House of Representatives, 


OFFICE OF PUBLIC PRINTER, Waskington, D. C., May 3, 1886. 

DEAR Sm: In preparing my estimate for the amount of appropriation required 
for the use of the Government Printing Office for the fiscal year beginning July 
1, 1885, and closing June 30, 1886, it was necessary first to take into consideration. 
the actual amount expended during the previous year, the average annual in- 
crease of the business of the office, and the fact that the new estimate would also 
have to provide for a long session of Congress, which included nearly four 
months’ extra expenditure for printing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD from March 
4to June 30, as well as a large quantity of extra Congressional work, such as 
bills, reports, &c., and such other extra expenditures as would naturally have 
to be provided for during the long session. 

The following approp! 


8. P. ROUNDS, Public Printer, 


tions will indicate what has been heretofore provided : 


For 1885, short session 
For 1886, long session... ee 
The House of Representatives reduced the amount to the sum of $2,000,000, 
At this time I was called before the Senate Committee on Aypropriations forthe 
rpose of giving them such information as they desired upon the subject, an¢! 
Tans addressed the chairman of the committee the following letter: 


H OFFICE OF PUBLIO PRINTER, Washington, D. C., March 3, 1885. 
“DEAR Sır: Please let me urge the committee to insist upon the $2,500,000 ap- 
propriation. If less is appropriated for the long session, in my judgment a de- 
ficiency will be necessary. There is plenty of work to be done. 
“T have never asked for a deficiency,and if the Senate will insist upon its 
amendments the good record I have endeayored to make will not be broken 


“Very respectfully, s 
“S5, P. ROUNDS, Public Printer. 
“Hon. W. B. ALLISON, 


* Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate.” 


The Senate amended the bill by increasing the appropriation to $2,500,000, the 
same amount as was ee sree for the previous long session, but the con- 
ference committee reduced it to $2,250,000 ($426,107 less than the estimates), or 
the same sum that was appropriated for the previous fiscal year, which had only 
the short session of Congres 

This office has never, during my. administration, found it necessary to ask for 
any deficiency, although its yearly increasing business has been promptly and 
satisfactorily done, and its machinery and facilities increased out of its lar 
appropriation; but judging from the general increase of business and having to 

vide for the large extra expenditure of'a long session of Congress, I stated, 
n my annual report, that in my judgment, witha reduced appropriation, a dofi- 
ciency bill would become necessary, 

And I régret to say that although the expenses of the office have been kept at 
as low a figure as was possible, considering the largely increased expense is sta 
long session, and the pan excess of printing ordered by Congress over that of 
previous years, I find that this office will require an additional appropriation in 
order to print the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, complete the work ordered by Con- 
gress, and carry it to the close of this fiscal year. 

Ihave made a careful computation of the work in hand, and what I believe to 
be a correct estimate of the amount needed is $200,000 (required for the pay-rolls 
and the necessary materials for the month, which added to the amount of the 
appropriation will be $50,000 less than was appropriated for the last long ses- 
sion), and I would respectfully but urgently ask the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing to call the attention ofthe Committee on Appropriations to the matter, and 
request that immediate steps be taken to provide it in season for use not later 
than the 25th instant, as if not available at that date I'shall, under the law, be 
compelled to suspend all further work, including the publication of the Cox- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, except such as is provided for by special appropriation, 

It may be proper for me to state that from the meeting of Congressin Decem- 
ber last up to date it has ordered very much more work than ever before during 
the same period of time—as, for instance, the number of bills and resolutions 
penea to April 30 was 13,770, as against 10,761 up to the same date at tke previous 

ong session, the number of documents being 9,735, as against 7,874 during the 
same period, and other work in proportion, 

The extra cost of the CONGRE>SIONAL RECORD for this (the long) session over 
the short one, from March 4 to June 30, based upon its cost to the present time, 
will be, say, $60,000. 

Had the appropriation for the.present fiscal year been in proportion to thatof 
the previous year, or bad the amount estimated for been appropriated, or, after 
the reduction of the appropriation, had Congress made a corresponding reduc- 
tion in orders for printing, it would not now be my unpleasant duty to urge upon 
the committee the importance of having this additional amount available for 
use by the 23th instant, so as not to be obliged to cut down the force orsuspend 
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the business of the office, which would amount, in fact, to blocking the wheels 
of Con and every Department of the Government. 

Po mae information desired by the committee I will be very glad to fur- 
nish promptly. A 

Ihave the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
S. P. ROUNDS, Public Printer. 
Hon. E. BARKSDALE, 
Chairman Committee on Printing. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE InTZEIOR, Pension OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 13, 1886. 
Sim: In connection with the interview had this morning with the subcom- 
on deficiencies of the Committee on Appropriations, on the sul of 
in the appropriation for the payment of invalid and other pen- 
ae for the present fiscal year, I have the honor to submit the following state- 


ment: 

On the 8th day of May, instant, there was to the credit of this appropriation 
in the Treasury,as shown by the records of this office, available for the pay- 
ment of Army pensions (including $53,884.77, pay and allowances, and $13,264.85, 
examining surgeons’ fees), $5,674,206.76. 

On the same day there was in the hands of the several United States pension 

nts, $2,576,804.08, making a total available of 1,010.84, 
uring the mo of March last there was paid out for ne erry for 
the quarter ending on the 4th day of that month, the sum of $11,251,543.80. 

Since that date the pension-roll has continued to increase, and it is estimated 
that a sum not less $12,750,000 will be required to meet the payments due 
June 4 next, which will be made prior to the expiration of the fiscal year, and 
it may not be improper to add that the experiences of this office is that the pay- 
ments for the month of June are always largely in excess of those for any pre- 
ceding month of a fiscal year, 

There will therefore result in the appropriation for the paymentof Army pen- 
sions a deficiency amounting to $4,498,989,16. In addition to this deficiency the 
sum of $1,000,000 will also be required to pay the increase provided by the act of 
Congress approved March 19, 1886, increasing the pension of widows, minors, 
and dependent relatives. 

In explanation of this amount, it may be proper to state that there are ninety- 
nine thousand pensioners now on the rolls whose rates have been increased by 
this Jaw, and that the increase in each case to June 4 next will be $10. This will 
make $900,000, and the additional $100,000 will be required to make final pay- 
ments and in thesettlement of claims to reimbursement by the accounting ofti- 
cers of the Treasury under section 4718 of the Revised Statutes, 

The attention of the committee has been heretofore called to the necessity of 
porcos or Fag kiagoan I Pa the honor to dor nee that 

sum of $6,000, appropriated for the stated, that the action 
S available 


be speedily taken, so that the money shall not later than the 30th 
instant, as unless the moy be appre without delay the appropriation 
will be exhausted in a few days e 4th of next June, and the ent of 


all pensions will,as a consequence, terminate until the appropriation for the 
Dest Bosal year shall become available. 


Very respectfully, 
wt JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner. 
Hon, CHAIRMAN SUBCOMMITTEE ON DEFICIENCIES OF 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, House of Representatives. 


War DEPARTMENT, PAYMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, May 10, 1886. 
Sim: I have the honor toinvite your attention to a letter from this office dated 
April 20, 1886, submitting to the Secretary of War an estimate of the amount that 
will be required to supply a deficiency in the amount appropriated for pay, &c., 
of the Army for the fiscal ending June 30, 1886. 
As the now available for distribution will not be sufficient eons lete 


uested are in the hands of the % 
the yments on the muster of June 30 be suspended until the appropriation is 


je, or to make partial payment 
It is very desirable, for reasons that will suggest themselves, that either of the 
y urge as 


above contingencies should be avoided. I would therefore 
prompt action as possible in the matter. 
Jery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. B. ROCHESTER, 
Paymaster-General, 


U. 8. Army. 
Hon S. J. RANDALL, 
Chairman Commitice on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After line 43 eng os the following: 


mcr S ean tha: DOLLSY OË tha TRONY. to toad time the ap riation 
for ‘contingent hed ageay Treasury De ent, fuel, &c., 1886, a sum not amued: 
ing $4,000 to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for contingent expenses 
‘Treasury Department, gas, &c., 1886.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that until general debate 
is closed amendments will not be in order. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that all de- 
bate be now closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent that all general debate on the bill be closed, and that the com- 
mittee proceed to consider it under the five-minute rule. Is ‘here ob- 
jection? . 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I now offer the amendment which I 
sent up a few moments ago. 

The amendment was again read, and was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I move that the committee rise and 

rt the bill to the House as amended. 
. TAULBEE. Before that is done I would like to ask a question 
of the gentleman in charge of the bill. I would like to know if this 
bill appropriates any money to pay for the printing of the Agricultural 


‘Reports for 1883 and 1884. 3 E 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York. It does not. I understand the print- 


ing of those reports is provided for by special appropriations. 
Mr, HATCH. It is. 
Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, the Commissioner of Pensions is 


better advised than I am as to the necessity for this deficiency appropri- 
ation, and I do not question the propriety of it. In the annual report 
of the Commissioner he states that the amount paid for pensions during 
the fiscal year 1885 was $64,933,288, while the statement of the Treas- 
ury Department shows the amount to be $56,102,267. I assume that 
this discrepancy can be explained, but no explanation appears in the 


_report of the Commissioner or in the Treasury statement, and there 


ought to be some explanation by the Committee on Pensions. If only 
the smaller sum, $56,000,000, was paid last year, there has been no 
such increase of the pension-list as would require the additional sum 
asked for deficiencies in this. The appropriation for this year already 
made is $60,000,000, and adding this $6,000,000 would make a total of 
$10,000,000 above the payment of last year, as appears from the Treas- 
ury statement, only one million of which results from the increase of 
widows’ pensions. If only the amount shown by the Treasury state- 
ment was paid out, instead of requiring an additional sum of six mill- 
ions, or five millions, only a small portion of that amount will be 
needed, and we shall: have a considerable balance. That, of course, 
will not hurt us; but I do not see the propriety of making the appro- 
priation larger than is needed to meet the necessities of the case. The 
end of this first full fiscal year under the present administration will 
show a very considerable reduction of national expenditure over the last 
year even with increased expenditures for pensions. It will show sev- 
eral millions addition to the receipts over last year, showing general 
frugal management. 

Mr. RANDALL. The appropriation for the fiscal year 1886 was 
$60,000,000, and I take it for granted that that amount has been drawn 
by warrant by the Commissioner ‘of Pensions, and that the amounts 
which appear as expenditures are the amounts shown by the final set- 
tlement with the pension agents as they stand upon the books of the 
Treasury. That is the only explanation I can give of the discrepancy. 
I have always thought that there ought to be closer correspondence in 
accounts between the Commissioner of Pensions and the Treasury De- 

rtment in the particulars indicated by the gentleman from Illinois 
ite. MORRISON]. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. What is the actual difference? 

Mr. RANDALL. Itwould be $12,000,000, including this deficiency; 
but when you come to look at the report of the Third Auditor you can 
sce very plainly why these deficiencies of appropriations are required. 
He states that the rate of increase of pensions continues, and that since 
the 1st of April, 1885, there have been not less than forty thousand 
names added to the roll of pensioners. On theother hand, there have 
been a great many names taken off the roll—the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Morrison] I believe has heretofore indicated the number. 

Mr. MORRISON. About fifteen thousand. 

Mr. RANDALL, There have been about forty thousand added to 
the roll and about fifteen thousand taken from it, so that the net in- 
crease is about twenty-five thousand. The Third Auditor, in his very 
able report, for which, as indicating the manner of the conduct of his 
office, I desire publicly to thank him here, further says: 

During the past month over eight thousand reports were received at the office 
from the Commissioner of Pensa the largest number known in the history 
of the office. 

These are the reasons, I take it, which have occasioned this defi- 
ciency. The Congress at its last session gave the full amount asked 
for, $60,000,000. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, I am not questioning the propriety 
of this deficiency, but I would like to be able to understand the propri- 
ety of a $10,000,000 discrepancy between the statement of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensionsand the Treasury statement. Ifthat were fully under- 
stood we could better judge of the probable amount of the deficiency. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can account forit in no other way than asI have 
stated. LIagree, Mr. Chairman, with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MORRISON] that there is no inexplicable procedure about the matter. 
Anything that is in excess is covered into the Treasury. If the pension 
agents at the end of the year have money on hand which has not been 
expended it goes back into the Treasury. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the manner in which the pension 
money is disbursed will furnish an explanation of this seeming dis- 
crepancy. The Commissioner of Pensions, in the first place, draws his 
warrants upon the Treasury for the amount in gross, and the money is 
placed to the credit of the m agénts throughout the country. 
Those agents place the funds in the national banks which are desig- 
nated as depositories of the United States. That money represents the 
amount which the allowances of the Commissioner of Pensions call for. 
When the pension agents in the various localities make their disburse- 
ments to the pensioners they take vouchers, which show the amounts 
that they have actually paid out. Those vouchers are then sent to the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury, and he examines all the details of the 
disbursements by the pension agents, and finally determines how much 
of the money has reached the hands of the pensioners themselves; and. 
between the time of the making of the allowances by the i T 
of Roon A and the time when the a nas the agone are finally 
adjus discre a the explanation. z 

ata MORRISON. Mr. hairm that is an explanation which does 
not explain. The Treasury officials state that they have paid out 
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$56,000,000 for this purpose. The gentleman’s explanation would 
show that the officials of the Pension Office have paid out more. I 
do not see how they can pay more than they get from the Treasury. 
They have no money except that drawn from the Treasury, the amount 
of the Treasury warrants. 

Mr. SPRINGER, The Sergeant-at-Arms of this House draws the 
money for the pay of the members of the House for the month, but his 
account is not settled until he turns in the vouchers which he has re- 
ceived from members, and between the time when he draws the amount 
in gross and the time of making his final settlement there will appear 
a discrepancy between his account and the Treasury account. f 

Mr. CANNON. I apprehend also, Mr. Chairman, that the Third 
Auditor’s statement is deferred not only until the vouchers are re- 
turned, but until they are examined and approved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is what he states. His statement is not 
made until the vouchers have been turned over to the Treasury De- 
partment and examined and approved. 

Mr. REAGAN, I desire to inquire whether the committee are in- 
formed as to the cause of the great increase in the number of pensions 
at this late period after the close of the war. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suppose the reason is to be found in difficulties 
which have delayed the settlement of cases, and in the fact that as the 
soldiers of the late war grow older they feel greater necessity for ap- 
plying te the Government for help. I think that in general claimants 
are now prosecuting their claims with greater anxiety and energy by 
reason of their greater physical necessities, 

Mr. LAIRD (in an undertone) addressed a question to Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not sought to draw any discrimination in 
this matter between the late administration and the present adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Can the gentleman inform us whether the num- 
ber of new filings is ter now than in previous years? 

Mr. RANDALL. The Third Auditor states that there continues to 
be a rapid increase in the number of allowances. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman how it could be otherwise 
when for four years past the Pension Office has been working twice and 
a half as much force as it did, both in the field and in the office. In 
this way proofs have been accumulating from year to year, thus putting 
claims in a shape for final action, so that within a year or two past 
claims have been adjudicated and disposed of more rapidly than they 


were. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it not true that within the last four years there 
has been a great deal of general legislation which has removed objec- 
tions to claims already filed? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think there has been very little legislation of 
that sort. At some other time when the consideration of the question 
will not obstruct other matters of legislation I would be glad to enter 
fully into a discussion as to the causes which have induced a more 
pier payment of pensions by the present Commissioner than by the 
former. 

Mr. LAIRD. Will this appropriation for printing permit the publi- 
cation of the deferred report from the Bureau of Animal Industry? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAIRD. That document is much needed in our country. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. ADAMS] that the committee rise and report the 
bill as amended to the House with a recommendation that it pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 5 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr, Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 8762) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the apprepri- 
ations for public printing, pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, directed him to report the same back as 
amended with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ing to the amendment re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I call for the previous question upon 
the BENEN and on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 
rea i 
; BE SAO question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole onthe state 
of the Union was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time. 

“The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. COWLES. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 4 voting in favor thereof. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, there were— 
ayes 94, noes 4. 

Mr. COWLES. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. COWLES, and Mr. ADAMS, of New 
York, were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 163, noes 5. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 


the bill was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER. This being the third Monday of the month, the 
Chair will proceed to call the committees for motions to suspend the 
rules. The call rests with the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, amonth ago, when the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads was called, I moved, by direction of the committee, 
to d the rules and pass House bill No. 6667, a bill providing for 
the collection of certain fees from the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany. By direction of the committee I now withdraw that motion, and 
move to suspend the rules so as to adopt a resolution which has been 
reported from the committee and is now on the Calendar. I ask that 
the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. On the third Monday of last month the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], by direction of the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, moved to suspend the rules and pass a certain bill. 
A second was demanded, but before it was ordered by the House an ad- 
journment took place. The gentleman now, by direction of the com- 
mittee, as the Chair understands . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. $ 

The SPEAKER. Withdraws that motion, which in fact is not yet 
before the House and could not be until seconded, and moves to sus- 
pend the rules so as to adopt the resolution, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 

Resolved, That Saturday, the 5th, and Tuesday, the Sth days of June, 1886, im- 
mediately after the morning hours, besetapart for the consideration of measures 
reported from the Committee/on Pacific Railroads, not to interfere with revenue 
or general appropriation bills, nor with prior orders, nor with the consideration 
of re from the Committee on the Public Lands under the special order; 
and if the consideration of such business be displaced, then the next days not 

usly set apart shall be devoted to the consideration of the same until it 


shall be of, or until two days shall hav e been consumed, subject to the 
above-mentioned interference. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will inquire of the penaa from Ten- 
nessee for his own information, and especially with reference to action 
hereafter, what is meant in this resolution by the phrase “morning 
hours.” There is but one morning hour under the rules. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The resolution should read “ morning hour,” 
not ‘‘morning hours.” 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman, then, does not intend to allow on 
the days designated the hour for the consideration of bills. 

Mr. RI N. No, sir; that was not intended. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Was it not the intention of the committee to allow 
the consideration hour on those days? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The resolution reads just as the committee 
agreed to it, except that the word should be ‘‘ hour’? instead of ‘‘hours.’’ 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution in the hands of the Clerk reads 
“hours.” -The correction will be made. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes; I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. MORRISON and Mr. RICH- 


ARDSON. 
Mr. CRISP. Will gentlemen agree to a second being demanded? 
Mr. SPRINGER. I want to object to doing away with the second 


morning hour. a 

The SPEAKER. Thematter is notnow debatable. If there be no 
objection the second will be considered as ordered. 

‘There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House thirty minutes are 
allowed for debate, fifteen minutes in support of the motion and fifteen 
minutes in opposition to it. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON | will be ized to control the time in support of the 
motion, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] to control 
the time in opposition to it. . 

Mr. DUNHAM. You ought to except the morning hour from your 
motion. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do nọt desire to take up the time of the 
House in di ing the resolution. I do not think there will be any 
objection to it. Iwish to state, however, that there are a number of 
measures of considerable importance to the country pending before the 
House which have been reported from the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroads. 

one RANDALL. Will the gentleman be kind enough to indicate 
them? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will do so with pleasure. One of the meas- 
ures to be presented—I am authorized by the committee to say—will 
be the one I brought to the attention of the House on the 3d day of 
Aprillast, the bill (H. R. 6667) to amend an act entitled “An act grant- 
ing lands to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from Lake Superior to Puget’s Sound, on the Pacific coast, by the north- 
ern route,’’ requiring said Northern Pacific Railroad Company to pay 


the costs of surveying, selecting, and conveying the lands granted to 
said railroad. It will involve about $1,300,000. 

It is unnecessary, Mr. Speaker, for me to take u 
House by explaining what is meant by that bill. 
done upon a previous occasion in this House. * 


the time of the 
t has been already 
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Ope of the other measures which will be presented will be a joint 
ution authorizing the appointment of a commission of experts to 

vestigate these companies as to the methods of the system of Pacific 
railroads which have been aided by subsidy bonds and grants of land. 
It includes all the railroads embraced in that 

Another one of the measures which will be considered, being bill of 
the House No. Sapir is one of great interest tothe country, and involving 
the entire system of railroads aided with subsidy bonds by the Govern- 
ment. It has been deemed essential by the committee some legislation 
should be had looking to the interest-of the Government. The in- 
debtedness already from these railroads to the Government amounts to 
something over $100,000,000, and under the Thurman act, as gentle- 
men know, it is gradually increasing year by year and every year. 

Mr. OATES. Does the gentleman mean the railroads which have 
received grants from the Government? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The joint resolution I mention refers to the 
entire system of Pacific rai 

Mr. CATES. You mean the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific 
Railroads? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I mean the investigation provided for in the 
joint resolution relative to the Union Pacific Railroad and the Central 
Pacific Railroad and all their branches, and the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road, which has received land but not bonds. 

Mr. OATES. If you investigate the Northern Pacific, why not in- 
vestigate every other one? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We have nothing to do with any but the Pa- 
cific railroads, and therefore we do not propose to investigate all the 
aaroo in the country. It is simply the Pacific railroads we now 

o 

Mr. OATES. There are others than those you have named. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It embraces all which have received aid from 
the Government in bonds or lands. 

We have a number of other measures of not so much importance— 
chartering railroads through some of the Territories and giving per- 
mission to some of the Pacific railroads to make ‘‘running arrange- 
ments” and other business arrangements with certain other aaa 
lines. 


I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I should be content to submit the ques- 
tion to the House without a word, but the action of the Committee on 
the Pacific railroads, in some quarters and for some purpose, has been 
grossly misrepresented. Therefore while I know here and now is not 
the proper time to discuss on their merits the bills reported by that 
committee, yet I take this opportunity to put on record in a few words 
the substance of the important measure looking to the settlement of the 
great debt due the Government by these Pacific railroads. 

As is well known to the House, in 1862 an act was passed granting 
to certain corporations charters to build railroads from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and granting to them large traets of land, 
and also giving them bonds of the United States—subsidy bonds, of 
sgo much a mile—in some parts of the road $16,000 a mile, in some 
parts $32,000 a mile, and in other parts $48,000 a mile. By that act, 
to secure the Government from loss, a lien was created on all the prop- 
erty of the roads in favor of the United States. In 1864 the Govern- 
ment waived its first lien and allowed these zailroad companies to issue 
bonds of a lilee amount, which should have priority over those bonds 
which the Government gave to aid in building the roads—in other 
words, agreed that the bonds issued by the companies should have a 
first lien and the bonds issued by the United States for the benefit of 
such roads should be subordinate thereto. 

It was thought, Mr. Speaker, at the time of the passage of the act of 
1864 that one-half of the transportation account of the Government 
would be sufficient to pay the interest on the bonds, and that 5 percent. 
of the net income, which was required to be paid annually into the sink- 
ing fund, would at the maturity of the boats, enable us to have a fund 
in the ‘Treasury sufficient to pay them. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Was that stated in the debate? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir; it was so stated in the debate'upon the pas- 
sage of the act, and we have retained each year one-half of the amount 
due these railroads for transportation of the mails, troops, &e. 

. We can not always foresee results, although we may be, ever so care- 
ful in deyising and formulating a plan which we think will accomplish 
a certain object. The 5 per cent. which it was thought would enable 
the Government to accumulate a fund with which to pay the bonds at 
maturity has proven wholly inadequate forthatpurpose. Indeed, look- 
ing to the whole indebtedness of the companies, the sinking fund is 
trifling and insignificant. - 

One-half of the transportation account that was supposed to be suffi- 
cient to pay the interest on the bonds—they are 6 per eent. bonds, with- 
out option of redemption before maturity —— 
nae ee of Nebraska. What is the aggregate amount of the 

Mr. CRISP. They amount to $64,623,512. Isay that so far from 
one-half of the transyortation account being sufficient to pay the inter- 
est upon the bonds, the Government is paying out, and has been pay- 


ing out for years, in addition to the one-half transportation account, 
$1,600,000 a yearas interest on the bonds loaned these railroads. These 
bonds are due and will have to be paid by the Government in 1898, 

Mr. LAIRD. Eighteen hundred and ninety-four, is it not? 

Mr. CRISP. No; 1898—twelve yearsfrom now. We areaddingto 
the debt that the railroads owe us annually a large amount, and they 
s us now, Mr. Speaker, a net debt (after deducting all amounts now 

the sinking fund, after deducting every claim they have against the 
OEA of $102,834, 794. 

That debt will not bedue until 1898. It draws no interest, and we 

are adding to it under the present law at the rate of $1,610,785.93 every 


year. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Over and above the amount received 
by the sinking fund from all sources? 

Mr. CRISP. Over and above all receipts of the Government from 
the roads, sinking fund included. In 1898 the debt that they will owe 
to us—under the present law—will be about $128,500,000. 

Mr. LAIRD. That is in 1898? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. There are now outstanding—— 

Mr. SOWDEN. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CRISP. Let me finish this sentence. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I wish to ask a question for my own information. 
I understand you to say that they will owe the Government anons 
$102,000,000 in 1898? 

Mr. CRISP. They owe that now. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Isit collectible and payable now? 

Mr. CRISP. It is not collectible and payable now, but that is the 
sum of their indebtedness now, due in the future. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Then how can they owe the debt unless it is due 
and payable? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman is a stickler for words, while I am itry- 
ing to inform the House of the substance of the indebtedness of these 
corporations. A man or company may be indebted, although the debt 
is not due. 

In 1898, I repeat, the indebtedness to the Government will have 
reached one hundred and twenty-eight and a half millions of dollars. 
Then that amount of money will be due and payable. Before they can 
pay us, however, it must be remembered that they have an outstanding 
debt of their own, which is a prior lien to ours, upon the same prop- 
erty, which, added to our debt, will make the sum of the indebtedness 
approximately $193,000, 000. Let me give you thefigures. The United 
States has paid as interest on subsidy bonds $63,099,504.18 Total 
credits of the several companies, half transportation accounts, &c., 
$18,804, 122.28, leaving unpaid balance of interest $44,295, 381.90. This 
added to principal of bonds, $64,623,512, makes $108,918,893.30. De- 
duet from this $6,084,099.82, amount insinking fund, leaves balance 
due United States July 1, 1884, $102,834,791.08. The annual interest 
paid by the United States on the subsidy bonds is $3,877,410.72. The 
average annual repayment by the companies has been $2,266,624.79, 
showing an average annual increase of the debt of $1,610,785.93. Of 
the $2, 266,624.79 average annual payment, $1,013,016.64 is carried to 
the sinking fund, which bears interest in favor of the companies, and 
only $1,253,608.15 is actually paid into our Tregury on interest ac- 
count; we therefore advance annually to these companies in interest 
an average of $2,623,802.57 in excess of repayment of interest by them. 
The first-mo bonds of these companies amount to $64,613,060, 
They will owe us in 1898 about $128,500,000; this makes $193,000, 000, 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. -How much is the property worth? 

Mr. CRISP. The property, from the best information the commit- 
tee can obtain, could be built to-day for one-half of the amount of the 
indebtedness. 

Mr. LAIRD. What is it worth now? 

Mr. CRISP. I was saying that from the best information the com- 
mittee has been able to get the property could be built to-day for one- 
half of the $193,000,000. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the question arises, What is to be done? 

Mr. BAYNE. When do the bonds—not the Government indorsed 
bonds—fall due? 

Mr. CRISP. They fall due at the same time. They are identical; 
for the act of Congress of 1864 allowed them to issue a like amount, 
due at a like time with the bonds on which we were indorsers, and 
gave those bonds priority of lien. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Have they not kept the interest on 
these bonds to which you now refer paid up? 

Mr. CRISP. On their own bonds they have paid the interest. If 
there had been a default upon their own bonds what would have been 
the result? ‘The railroad franchises would have been sold, and if they 
only brought enough to pay the first-mortgage lien, which is under- 
stood to be the full value of the property, the Government of the 
United States would have literally nothing—no security whatever upon 
which to realize this vast sum of $128,000,000. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, for many years there have been suggestions and 
propositions looking to the protection of the interests of the Govern- 
ment in these great corporations. In 1878 what was known as the 
Thurman act was passed, by the terms of which the amount to be paid 
into the sinking fund was increased from 5 per cent. to 25 per cent., and 


. 
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which increase it was supposed would furnish some protection to the 
Government. That expectation has not been realized. By reason of 
the building of competing lines of reilroad the receipts of these great 
corporations have fallen off, competition having cut them down; and 
while there has been a great increase in the amount of the percentage 
of the net income required to be paid into the sinking fund, it does 
not make a great increase in the number of dollars that go into that 
fund. Something must be done to protect the Government. And now 
I wish to say a word upon the proposition submitted by the committee. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I desire to ask the gentleman this 
question. It was provided as to this 25 per cent, which should go into 
the sinking fund that its payment was dependent upon their ability 
first to pay the interest on the prior bonds. If they paid that interest, 
and we realized the 25 per cent. on the sinking fund—— 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

z M: 3] MORRISON. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
RISP]. £ 

The SPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. MORRISON. All the time I have. 

Mr. CRISP. Ithank the gentleman from Illinois very much, because 
I want the House and the country to understand the character of the 
bill brought in by the committee. We are confronted, then, with this 
condition of things, that this debt is increasing $1,600,000 every year; 
that we never get a dollar of interest on what we pay out for these com- 
panies; that they already owe us, or that the amount we have paid out 
for them, is now $102,000,000 over and above what we have received; 
and that this debt is increasing at such a rate that it will be $128,- 
000,000 in 1898; and the property of the companies to be of sufficient 
value to secure our debt must be worth in the market $193,000,000. 
We may as well accept the fact that the property is not worth nearly 
that sum. Now, what shall we do? 

As I have said, various plans have been suggested to protect the Gov- 
ernment in thisdebt. I will state to the House the plan that the com- 
mittee havereported. Thecommittee havethought that the first ques- 
tion was to try to better our security. We have thought it was notso 
much a question of when we were paid as it was a question of certainty 
of payment. Iam aware, sir, that the past conduct and management 
of these railroads has been such as to excite, and perhaps justly excite, 
great prejudiceagainst them. If we take counsel only of our prejudice 
I fear we can do nothing. If we take counsel of our judgment, view- 
ing the matter as business men, I hope we may. I think the commit- 
tee have done the latter, and have taken a business view of the ques- 
tion; they have at least tried to doso. We are not concerned with the 
past history of these corporations when we come to settle with them. 
We have looked at it in this way: Here is a great debt due to the Gov- 
ernment. What shall we do? Why the first thing we do is to look at 
the ability of the debtors to pay. What can they pay? When you 
find what they can pay, then you determine is the Government willing 
for increased security to extend the time of the final payment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the 
bill proposes to extend the date of the extinction of the bonds guaran- 
teed by the Government? 

Mr. CRISP. I am coming right to that. We have framed a bill, 
and if it does not meet the approval of the House when the question is 
considered we are open to receive any other suggestion; we are not 
wedded to it, but we believe as business men it is a good plan to be 
adopted. . 

We provide that this debt of $128,000,000, that will be due usin 1898, 
shall be divided into one hundred and forty parts, two of which shall 
be paid each year, beginning now, which is twelve years, you under- 
stand, before under the present law we would realize anything. We 
compute interest upon the one hundred and twenty-eight millions, sup- 

ing that to be the sum they are to payin 1898. We run the average 
interest forward, as is usual in such business transactions; so that the 
Government is receiving 3 per cent. interest upon whatever is deferred 
beyond 1898. Under that plan, instead of waiting twelve years before 
we receive a dollarand paying out each year from now until then more 
than a million and a half dollars, we will begin this year receiving from 
the companies on the debt about the sum of $3,757,496. 

A MEMBER. How do you know you will? 

Mr. CRISP. I knowitin this way: By the terms of the bill itis not 
operative until the companies have accepted it; and if they do accept 
it and fail to make the payments, then the whole debt becomes due 
at once, and the Government can proceed to collect this debt in any way 
that any creditor could. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, The Government must get it subject to the 
first mortgage. : 

Mr. CRISP. Of course, having surrendered our first lien to the other 
bondholders of the company, we can not take it back by act of Congress. 
But instead of paying over one and a half millions each year we receive 
more than threeand a half millions each year; and in 1898, when under 
the present law they would owe us $128,000, 000, the debt will have been 
decreased about $41,000,000, There is a partial extension of the time of 


payment, and there is a partial anticipation of the time of payment; 
there is an average extension of twenty-four years; but we begin to 
receive now instead of paying out from now until 1898. 

Now, then, let us see what we gain by this plan if the bill should be- 
come law and the companies acceptit. We have no absolute assurance 
that they will—— 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman has not explained whether 


tiie bill contains any scheme for refunding or extending the Govern- 
ment debt. 

Mr. CRISP. I have endeavored to explain that, instead of the whole 
debt being due in 1898, forty-one millions of it will be paid before that 
time. t 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. These bonds must be paid when due. Is 
there any scheme which embraces their extension or refunding? 

Mr. CRISP. The bill has been carefully drawn, so as to preserve all 
the liens we have now, and whatever rights, franchises, or property these 
companies now have not embraced in our mortgage we propose to reach 
by lien. You understand these railroad companies have built great 
numbers of branch lines and own vast tracts of lands that are not con- 
nected with or embraced in the lien of the Government. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask my friend from Georgia if the com- 
mittee have considered the question if this arrangement is made with- 
out the assent of the railroad company, or if it is made with its assent, 
what the probability is of the railroad company defaulting at once, 
selling the road, buying it in, and leaving the Government without 
payment. 

Mr. CRISP. You ask what is to prevent that? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes. ? 

Mr. CRISP. Iwill tell you. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman will allow me a further sugges- 
tion before he replies, it seems to me that it would only make the de- 
fault come perhaps next year instead of waiting until the maturity of 
the bonds, 

Mr. CRISP. There is a provision in this bill that the Government, 
like an individual, may, if necessary, buy to protect itself. As an in- 
dividual creditor, you would go in and purchase a prior lien to protect 
your own security. The Government has no right to do that without 
an act of Congress. As I have said, there is a provision in this bill 
which permits the Government, if it becomes necessary, to step in and 
purchase to protect itself. So much for that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the increased security that will be obtained when 
this act is accepted is set out in the report, and it aggregates about 


$79,000,000. These companies own non-subsidized lines which arecon- ` 


trolled and operated by them, and in most cases they own the majority 
of the stock of those lines. 

Mr. LAIRD. Are not those lines generally of little value? 

Mr. CRISP. Those lines are in debt, and we have a report which 
shows the amount of their indebtedness. We do not, of course, get 
additional security to the full value of the lines.. Theiraverage indebt- 
edness, I believe, is about $8,000 a mile, and that indebtedness will 
have priority over ours on these non-subsidized lines; but the difference 
between their value and this indebtedness of $8,000 a mile will be some- 
thing upon which we shall have a lien. 

Mr. PAYSON. Whatever equity the company has in those other 
lines the Government is to have the benefit of. 

Mr. CRISP. The Government is to have the benefit of it. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, there is another consideration. Under this bill 
all the transportation accounts of the Government are to be held by the 
Government., Gentlemen will remember that under the present law, 


although they owe us all this money, and although we are paying in- ' 


terest for them every year, still we have to pay them one-half our trans- 
portation account in cash. Under this bill we shall not have to pay 
them anything. 

Mr. DUNN. Unless transportation account is in excess of the next 
ensuing payment due from the roads. 

Mr. CRISP. Of course, if the amount of our transportation account 
should be at any time more than the annual or semi-annual payment 
next due we would pay the difference. 

Mr. Speaker, we believe these companies are able to comply with 
this law, and we believe it is to their interest to comply with it, and I 
know no better rule of judging whether a man will do a thing than to 
look to his ability and his interest. 

If these companies are to be honestly, here is a way in which 
they may be so managed, here isa way by which the Government may be 
paid and the companies not injured. We give them also, as my friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] suggests, the privilege of refunding their 
prior debt at 4 per cent. 1t now bears interest at 6 per cent.; butif 
when it isdue they are unable to pay it they can refund it at 4 per 
per cent., thus cutting down the rate of interest they have to pay. 

These are substantially the provisions of this bill. One word more: 
If the companies fail to accept this proposition, then the bill provides 
that the provisions of the Thurman a7 shall be so amended as to in- 
crease the amount to be paid into the sinking fund from 25 per cent. 
to 40 cent. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Suppose the companies fail topay the amount 
due annually ? 
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Mr. CRISP. Then the whole dobtbecomes due and the Government 
may proceed to collect in whatever manner it sees fit. 

Mr. LAIRD. Why not declare it due now? 

Portage ics What proportion of the public lands does this bill 
ect? 

- Mr. CRISP. There were millions of acres of the public lands granted 

to these companies, upon which, if this proposition is accepted, we shall 

get a lien to protect this debt. 

Mr. BAYNE. What has been done by these corporations with the 
proceeds of the sales of those lands? 

Mr. CRISP. ‘They have applied them generally, and perhaps exclu- 
sively, to the payment of a land mortgage. When they got those lands 
they gaveamortgageonthem. Undertheacts granting the lands to the 
companies, if the lands were not disposed of in three years they were 
to be open to settlement as other public lands. The companies gave 
mortgages on them, and thus disposed of them within the meaning of 
the act. The proceeds of the sales of these lands have been applied to 
these mortgages, and under their terms must be. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia a question. I understood him to say, in response to the in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], that in case of the 
acceptance of this bill by these companies, then, in case they should 
pou defanlt in payment, the Government might come in and buy the 

roperty to protect itself. 

The SPEAKER. The time fixed for debate on this bill has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make just one other state- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The time has expired. The gentleman can pro- 
ceed only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman.from 
Goergia [Mr. CRISP] be allowed five or ten minutes more, as he may 

ose. 

Mr, WEAVER, of Iowa. Let me say before consent is granted -—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ishall object, if the time of the gentleman 
is to be taken up by interruption. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. This is a discussion in which we can not 
participate under the rules. 

Mr. CRISP. The proposition now is simply to set a day under the 

rules for the consideration of this subject. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. So I understand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to extending the gen- 
tleman’s time as requested.. . 

Mr. HEARD. I wish to inquire whether under the existing law the 
Government has the right to goin and buy the rty in case the com- 
pany should make default on the manniy of par kevir neda as the 
law now fixes the date of its maturity? 

Mr. CRISP. Thereis no provision of the existing law which permits 
the Government or any officer of the Government to do any such thing. 

Mr. HEARD. Then you hold that the rights of the Government are 
increased by this bill? 

Mr. CRISP. If the committee did not believe that the rights of the 
Government were increased we certainly should not bring in this bill 
with the expectation of having the House pass it. 

Mr. HEARD. I mean increased in that regard. 

Mr. CRISP. Under the present status the Government has no right 
to pay prior bonds, and no right to collect a dollar until 1898, and it 
has no lien on the branch roads, Under the bill reported by the com- 
mittee yearly payments of more than three and a half million dollars 
will to be made at once. Default upon the maturity of any in- 

` stallment of the indebtedness of the company gives the Government 
the right to proceed immediately for the collection of the whole debt, 
a right which, under the present law, can not be exercised until 1898. 
A failure on the part of the railroad company to accept the provision 
of this act results inan actof Congress increasing the amount to be paid 
into the sinking fund from 25 to 40 per cent. of the net earnings of the 
roads. 

I confess, Mr. Speaker, that so far as I am concerned I see nothing, 

absolutely nothing, that has been accomplished by the Thurman act 

except the determination of our tto amend the act of 1864. As to 

any practical results in dollars cents, we have received but little 

substantial benefit from the act. We have, however, obtained the judg- 

ment of the highest court in the land that we can amend that act. 

Now, if the company fails to a this act, we do make an amend- 

ment by requiring 40 per cent. to be paid into the sinking fund. My 
* hope is that the company will accept. 

So far as we can see, thisis the best that can be done for the interests 
of the Government atthistime. Itseems to us that the real interests of 
the Government absolutely demand that there shall be some legislation 
toward the collection of thisdebt. Itisutterly absurd to su: thatin 
1898 Soeh Comparar Oan DAT eno 000. They can, we think, begin 
now to pay a little more than three and a half million dollars each year, 

` so that by 1898 they will have M Hayo paia toe Government $41,000,000. And 
the balance due be thenceforward paid in semi-annual installments 
until they have reimbursed us every dollar, principal and interest, that 
we have paid outin their behalf. This is honest and ht, and I think 
should be acceptable to both parties. We ask that the House now adopt 


this resolution, so that the question may come up and be fully discnseed.. 
If the majority of the House should not approve the plan 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. seit 
understand he claims it is in the power of Congress to increase the pay- 
ments under the Thurman act from 25 per cent. to 40 per cent. Will 
that percentage be reckoned upon the netreceipts or the gross receipts? 

Mr. CRISP. The net receipts, under the acts of 1862 and 1864. 

Mr. SCOTT. If those net receipts should not exceed the amount ot 
interest on the first-mortgage bonds, can the Government deprive the 
first-mortgage bondholders of the right to be paid their interest out ot 
the earnings of the road? 

Mr. CRISP. It can not. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then, though the amount to be paid might be in- 
creased by Congress from 25 per cent. of the net earnings to 40 per cent., 
the Government might in fact secure only 10 per cent. or less. 

Mr. CRISP. I haye already stated within the hearing of the gentle- 
man and the House that so far as I am concerned, after a pretty full 
investigation of the question, I see no relief to the Government by an 
increase of the percentage under the Thurman act. 

Mr. HERBERT. If this legislation should result in yielding to the 
Government no more than the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Scorr] has just suggested, then will not this bill have the effect of 
putting all remedy out of our hands for twenty-four years longer? 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘Oh, no.” 

Mr. CRISP. I have been very unfortunate in my explanation if I 
have conveyed any such idea as that. 

Mr. HERBERT. I merely wanted to know whether such would be 
the effect or not. 

Mr. CRISP. So far from that being so, I will say to the gentleman 
that under our plan the payments will begin next year instead of in 
1898; and if there should be a default in one payment, the whole debt 
will be immediately due. 

Mr. HERBERT. But the payments depend upon the amount of 
net income. 

Mr. CRISP. , Oh, no. 
the companies shall pay us a little over three and a half million dollars 
in cash each year, a tixed sum, without regard to their income. 

Mr. HERBERT. I did not hear that portion of the gentleman's cx- 
planation. That is the reason I asked the question. 

Mr. CRISP. In conclusion I will only say that I hope the House 
will adopt this resolution and permit us at the time designated to con- 
sider this subject. Mr. Speaker, we are so frequently unlocking the 
doors of the Treasury that a proposition to put something therein 
should have consideration for its novelty; and, seriously, I know of no 
measure more important than this, which seeks to put into the Treas- 
ury about $128,000,000 that has been paid out for the benefit of these 
great corporations, and which should now be returned to the Treasury 
of the people, where it justly belongs. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does the report of the committee set forth 
fully their scheme? 

Mr. CRISP. It does. 

Thanking the House for its courtesy, I now ask for a vote. 

The question being taken on adopting the resolution, it was adopted 
(two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

Mr. RICHAR 
desire to print or extend remarks on this subject in the RECORD. I 
ask unanimous consent that leave be given. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection members of the commit- 
tee who desire to do so—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not mean to confine the request to mem- 
bers of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s request? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to extend my remarks in the RECORD, 
and so does the gentleman from [Mr. Crisp]. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the leave requested by 
the gentleman will be granted. 

STUDY OF THE NATURE OF ALCOHOLIC DRINKS, ETC. 


Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Education I move to take from the House Calendar the bill (S. 1405) 
to pronica for the study of the nature of alcoholic drinks and narcotics, 

of their effects upon the human system, in connection with the 
several divisions of the subject of physiology and hygiene, by the pu- 
pai in the public schools of the Territories and of the District of Co- 
umbia, and in the Military and Naval Academies, and Indian and 
colored schools in tke Territories of the United States, and to suspend 
the rules and pass the same, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the nature of alcoholie drinks and narcotics, and 
cial instruction as to their effects upon the human m, in connection with 
the several divisions of the subject of physiology and Dubie schoo! be included 
in the branches of study taught in the common or public schools, and in the 
Military and Naval Schools, and shall be studied and faught as thoroughly and 


in the same manner as other like req os in said schools, by the 
are thus studied 


in the Military and tates, i 
of Columbia, and in ail Ts Indian and colored SEINS in the Territories of the 
United States, 


The plan proposed by the committee is that 


N. Mr. Speaker, some members of the committee ; 
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Sec. 2. ye pr beg mate sae OE S ace age wena re ton school Mahoney, Pirce, Thompson, 

described in the f section to enforce the of this act; and any | Hutton Martin, Ranney, Tucker, 

such officer, school r, committee, superintendent, or teacher who shall re- | Jones, iH Maybury, Robertson, Viele. 

fuse or neglect to comply with the nat act, or shall neglect or | Jones, J.T. M Rogers, Ward, J. H. 

fail to make the est section of for the instructio: d in the manner | King, Miller, Romeis, Warner, A. J. 

specified b: section of this i all pupils in each and school | Kleiner, M: A Seney, Warner, William 

under his jurisdiction, shall be pulls and the vacancy asin A Morrow, Shaw, We e 

other cases, Le Fevre, Muller, Singleton, West, 
Sec, 3, That no certificate to any person to teach in the pub- x Negley, Snyder, White, A.C. 

lie schools of the District SC belt Sarna after the Ist day of Jan- | Libbey, Norwood, Sp & Wilkins, 

uary, A. D. 1888, who has not pae a Riran in and O'Ferrall, St. Winans, 

h ne, with reference to the nature and the effects of nks | Long, O'Hara, Stone, E. F. Woodburn 

and other narcotics upon the human system. Loutti Parker, Storm, 
Mr. LORE. I demand a second. = org Ap r etna 
Mr. O'DONNELL. I move by unanimous consent that a second be 3 i à 4 

considered as ordered. So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. pended and the bill was 


` The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). Under 
the rules of the House, thirty minutes are allowed for debate—fifteen 
minutes in favor of the the motion, and fifteen minutes in opposition to the 
motion. The gentleman from Michigan, Mr. O’DONNELL, will berec- 
ognized to control the time in Support of the motion, and the gentle- 
man from Delaware, Mr. LORE, will be recognized to control the time 
in opposition to it. 

Mr. DONNELL. I reserve my time. [Cries-of ‘‘ Vote!??] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. the gentleman from Delaware does 
not take the floor and the gentleman from Michigan does not wish to 
be heard and no other member seeks the floor, the Chair will submit 
the question to thé House without debate. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, demanded the yeas and nays, but afterward 
withdrew the demand. 

Mr. BENNETT renewed the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
209, nays 8, not voting 105; as follows: 


YEAS—209, 
Adauns, G. E. Ermentrout, Lindsley, Scott, 
Adams, J.J. E Lore, n, 
Allen, 0. H. Everhart, Sean Sessions, 
Anderson, J. A. Farquhar, kham, r, 
Atkinson, Findlay, ayy z 
Ballentine, F > cAdoo, Smalis, 
Barnes, i McCreary, Sowden, 
Bayne For. : Mekinje Sorin: : 
yne, R A ger, 
i Forney, McMillin, Stahlnecker, 
Bingham, Frede 2 McRae, Steele, 
B > Fuller, Merriman, Stephenson, 
Bland, Funston, Stewart, Charles 
Bound, Y, Milliken, Ste J.W. 
Boutelle, Gedd: Mills, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Bre Ainiin a E Ging San oo 
rec’ , C. organ, 
Breckinri WCP.Goff, Morrill, Strubie, 
anodga E Green, R.S. Morrison, Swinburne, 
Brown, 0. E. Grout, Neal, Swope, 
Hale, Neece, Symes, 
Buchanan, Halsell, Nelson, A 
uck, Hammond, Oates, Tau 
Served Harry.” O'Nelll,Oharles ‘Taylor, JME. 
rrows, r; es # 
bell, Hatch, O'Neill, J.J. Taylor, Zach, 
Caldwell, Heard Thomas, O. B. 
Campbell, Felix Hemphit, Outh orton, 
Campbell, J. E. H D.B. Owen, Tillman, 
poe, vee ya Henderson, J.S. Payne, Townshend, 
Candler, Henderson, T. J. Payson, Trigg, 
Cannon, Hepburn, Peel, Turner, 
Catchings, Herbert, ' Van Eaton, 
Conger, Herman, P A Van 
Cooper, Hewitt, Pe e, ade, 
Crisp, H ; Phelps, Wadsworth, 
Croxton, Hitt, Pindar, ait, 
Culberson, Holman, Plumb, Wakefield, 
Curtin, Howard, Price, Ward, T. B. 
Cutcheon, Hudd, Randall, Weaver, A. J. 
Daniel, Trion, 3 Weaver, J. B. 
Davidson, A.C. J D, RK Rodos a 
Davidson, R, H. M. James, Reid, J. W. ler, 
Dawson, Johnson, F. A. Reese, White, Milo 
es Johnston, J.T. Rice, Whiting, 
Dingley, Johnston, T, D. Richardson, Willis, 
Dosey Ketel Rak well, Wise : 
Day, 3 Rowell, Wolford, 
Dunham, To ae Ryan, 
Dunn, Landes, Sadler, 
Eden, Lanham, Sawyer, 
Ellsberry, Lawler, Sayers, 
NAYS—8. 
Bennett, Cobb, Dargan, Hall, 
Bynum, Cowles, Green, W.J. Murphy, 
NOT VOTING—165. ə 
Aiken, Brumm. Comstock, Gloyer, 
Allen, J. M, Burleigh, Cox, Grosvenor, 
Anderson, C. M. Burnes, Crain, 
Arnot, Davenport, a 
EE a a 
ur, n, ' 
e ell, Eldredge, mare 
Belmont, Clardy, Hy. 
Bliss, Clements, Felton, Hill, 
Blount, Cole, Gallinger, 
Brady, Collins, Gibson, C. H. H 
Bragg, Compton, Gilfillan, Hopkins, 


During the roll-call the following ie a as pairs were announced 
from the Clerk’s desk: 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. Rogers with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. MARTIN with Mr. HARMER. 

- Mr. ROGERS. Iam with Mr. HAYDEN, of Massachusetts, 
otherwise I should have voted for the bill. I do not know how he 
would have voted, but suppose he would also have voted for it. 

Mr. MORRILL. My colleague, Mr. PETERS, who is confined to his 
aes Bien Scene me to state if present he would vote in favor of the bill. 

GIBSON, of West Virginia. I am reported as paired on all po- 
litical questions, but not regarding this as a political quention, I have 
voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. RICE. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. CoLtrxs], but he 
has authorized me to vote on this question, and I have aceordingly 
voted in the affirmative. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. I ask by unanimous consent members hare gen- 
eral leave to print remarks in the RECORD on this bill. À 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON LABOR. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, from the Committee on Labor, moved to 
suspend the rules and adopt the following resolution: 
‘That Thursday, the 3d day of J be set for the iderati 
oil Gee waka ae Saag Dde tinid ter the Geant oe preni peria 
not to interfere with ECAA ADEO appropriation or revenue bills; and, whether so in- 


terfered with on that ds day or not, shall be a continuin, j order as above until the 
bills presented by said committee shall be disposed 


Mr, REAGAN. I ask the gentleman to insert the words ‘‘ or prior 
orders. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And also reports from the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I will insert the words ‘‘not to conflict 
with prior orders.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. And land bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not conflict with those, as they 
are orders. : 

The resolution as modified was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Insert the words ‘“‘or bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. y are prior orders. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think hee we words should be inserted. They are 
not prior orders, but get their privil ee under the rule. 

Mr. ONEILL, of Missouri. I modify the resolution so as to 
include those words. 

Mr. BYNUM. Does that include the morning hour? 

M. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It does. 

Mr. BYNUM. The morning hour ought not to be included. 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand a second. 

The resolution as modified was again read. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is the effect of 
that order, if it be adopted by the House, to give preference to any other 
business reported from the Committee on Labor after the one day has 
been consumed ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be a continuimg order and an order which 
will remain in force until all bills reported from the committee are dis- 
posed of; but only one day is fixed for consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. Bnutitis a continuing order from day to day, as I 
understand it, until all their bills are disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. That is the effect of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the resolution be again reported. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwish to inquire of the Speaker if that means to set 
apart that particular day—— 

The SPEAKER. The order wili be again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Idesiretoask the gentleman from Misssouri whether 
he will not modify that resolution so that it shall read ‘‘any bills re- 
lating to the arbitration of labor, growing out of the President’s com- 
munication to this House,” 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. We already have that right under the 
order of the House. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Irise to a’parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. That resolution uses the words ‘‘be set apart for 
the consideration of such business as may be presented’? by this com- 
mittee, subject, however, to certain prior orders. Now I desire to know 
whether or not, if we ‘‘set apart” this day, we can defeat any measure 
that may be brought up by raising the question of consideration against 
it; or whether these words will not bind us notwithstanding the ex- 
ceptions. 

he SPEAKER. It is always in the power of the House to deter- 
mine, if the question of consideration is raised against any particular 
bill or proposition, whether it will enter upon its consideration then or 
not. , 

Mr. REAGAN. But can the question of consideration be raised? 
hee rk an example of that two or three days ago, in which it was not 
so held. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ruled just the contrary, as the gentle- 
man will find upon an examination. The Chair ruled that the gentle- 
man could raise the question of consideration against each bill called’ 
up by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Harcu] if the bill wasin the 
House. If the bill was in Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, then the House could refuse to consider it by refusing to 
go into the committee. ; 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That was the ruling. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded. 

Mr. MORRISON, I demand a second. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to ask another question—— 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the second be considered as ordered, and I will make a brief state- 
ment to the House, which I think will be satisfactory. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I object to a second being considered as ordered, un- 
less this resolution is modified so as to save the second hour for the con- 
sideration of committee bills. 

Mr. NEILL, of Missouri.. I am entirely willing to have that sec- 
ond hour saved, and have no objection to such a modification. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Then I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires, before the debate begins, to un- 
derstand exactly what form the resolution will assume under the sev- 
eral modifications which have been accepted. The Clerk will again 

rt the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday, the 3d day of June, 1886, after the hour for the con- 
sideration of bills, be set apart for the consideration of such business as may be 
presented by the Committee on Labor; this ordér not to interfere with general 
appropriation or revenue bills, bills reported from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, or prior orders, and whether so interfered with on that day or not, shall 
be a continuing.order as above until the bills presented by said committee shall 
be disposed of. ‘ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 1 desire to know if the gentleman from Mis- 
souri has power under the rules to accept modifications or amendments 
to the resolution, which, as I understand, he is authorized by his com- 
mittee to introduce ? 

The SPEAKER. That is not for the Chair to determine. If the 
gentleman’s committee has authorized him to do so the Chair can hay 
no control over the matter either way. . 

Mr. HAMMOND. [Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. ; 

Mr. HAMMOND. Under the language of the resolution, as I recol- 
lectit, the gentlemanifhe does not get through on'the first day shall have 
a continuing order, to take effect from day to day, until he disposes of 
all the bills reported by the committee. 5 

Mr. REAGAN. That is just what it does. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I would like to know from the Chair how long 
that order will last? 

The SPEAKER. It will last until Congress adjourns, on the 4th of 
March next. [Laughter.] 

But the Chair will say, in response to the gentleman, that no day is 
dedicated to the consideration of this business under the resolution as 
reported, according to the construction of the Chair heretofore upon such 
orders, except the first day named. After that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri can call up bills, but it will be for the House to determine whether 
they shall be considered or not. The continuing order, however, las 
until Congress expires. = 

Mr. MILLS. Let me ask the gentleman if he intends to call up the 
educational bill under this order? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do not. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I will vote against the order. 

Mr. MORRISON. Let us have a vote by tellers on seconding the 
demand. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to ask the gentleman from Missouri to 
make this further modification in his resolution: tostrike out the words 


“such business’? and insert in lieu thereof “‘for the consideration of 
such legislation relating to labor in the United States.” 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. In the first place, I am not authorized 
to accept this modification. 3 i 

Mr. RANDALL. You have been modifying the resolution, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. And in the second place, I do think 
it remarkable when the committee have tried to get a day from the 
Committee on Rules and they pocketed the resolution, and when now 
we get it before the House, there should be shown such intense hostility 
to giving the committee a day for the consideration of its business. 
But you may vote it down if you please. 

Mr. RANDALL, I desire to say there never has been a vote in the 
Committee on Rules cast by a single member of the committee that 
was not in favor of labor. ý 

The SPEAKER. Thetellers, the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. MOR- 
RISON, and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. O'NEILL, will take 
their places. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to make a state- 
ment. Iam satisfied the intention is not understood. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 83. 

So there was a second. t 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate, fifteen minutes in support of the resolution and fifteen in oppo- 
sition. The gentleman from Missouri, Mr. O’NEILL, will control the 
time in support of the resolution, and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. 
Morgrson, the time in opposition to it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. In order to remove a wrong impres- 
sion in the minds of some of the members concerning the effects of this 
resolution if adopted, and the scope of measures likely to be brought 
before the House, I desire to state that the only bills now pending on 
the Calendar and in the committee which could be called up under 
this resolution other than the educational bill are the bills to prohibit 
the employment of aliens on public works and to prohibit the use of 
the product of convict labor on public buildings; to protect laborers, 
servants, and mechanics in their wages; to restore wages in the public 
printing establishment to the standard of 1879; to extend the scope of 
the eight-hour law, not in regard to the back claims pending under it 
which were referred to a different committee, but to extend its scope; 
to grant leave of absence to certain laborers in different Departments 
of the Government; to provide for the incorporation by a national law 
of trade unions; to farther extend the scope of the bill passed by the 


‘last Congress prohibiting importation of contract labor, to include those 


engaged in the traffic in foreign slaves under the guise of ‘employment 
agents.” Those bills, together with the President’s message on the 
subject of arbitration, comprise the business of that gommittee. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question ? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Before I yield I want to make one 
further statement. This House in its wisdom referred to the Commit- 
tee on Labor the educational bill, and in the face of the fact that we 
can not obtain a two-thirds vote on that bill to-day—I do not believe 
we coald and the members of the committee do not think they could— 
believing they could not obtain a two-thirds vote for the consideration 
of that bill, -the committee did not think it right to ask to have all its 
other business killed unless that bill wasincluded. I desire to’state on 
behalf of the committee that that bill will not be called up under this 
order. i 

.Mr. GOFF. Is that statement founded on action taken by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, On action taken by the committee 
when six members were present. It was the unanimous action of those 
then present, and it was ratified by two other members; making it the 
action of the majority. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman whether 
the provisions he has enumerated are in one bill or in separate bills. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. In separate bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the statement of the gentleman be correct and 
the educational bill will not be brought up, I ask why will he not ac- 
cept these words: ‘Such business as relates to labor in the United 
States?’? That will cover every one of the measures he has enumerated. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Ihave no objection to that; none what- 
ever. 

Mr. COWLES. Irise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COWLES. I want to know if that amendment to the resolution 
is open to objection at this stage. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to state the modification pro- 
posed and ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. COWLES. Iobject. Iam fora fair deal on this educational bill. 
I am not afraid to put myself upon record upon it, and I do not think 
others should be. $ 

Mr. RANDALL. The suggestion I offered had no purpose to hide 
my vote on that bill. . 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, I will vote to take up that bill, but I 
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am not willing to jeopardize the entire work of the Committee on La- 
bor by including it in the resolution and failing to secure a day for the 
consideration of those bills. 

Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from Kentneky [Mr. WILLIS], 
who has charge of the educational bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. Ihope it will not be necessary for me to assert to this 
House that Iam a friend of the educational bill. ButI amalsoa friend 
to fair play. This Committee on Labor comes in upon the day for the 
suspension of the rules when they require to pot a two-thirds vote; and 
it is evident that although we have voted with the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, there may be some difficulty in securing for his committee, for 
the consideration of measures that have been legitimately and properly 
referred to it, the time which is n As one friend of the edu- 
cational bill, with no authority to bind any human being on this floor 
and with no expectation of my announcement securing any one to fol- 
low me, I say as a matter of fair play and justice to the Committee on 
Labor, and recognizing the great merit of maay of these bills which 
they have presented, I shall gladly and cheerfully vote for this resolu- 
tion, or trust to the justice and generosity of that committee in due 
time under the rules to give us a consideration of that other great bill, 
which, in my judgment, is as important as any of these. 

Mr. DUNN: Does the gentleman from KOMAN [Mr. Wirus] 
think that the educational bill has had fair play in this House? 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam noton the stool of confession. I have not ex- 
pressed any opinion on that point, nor is it necessary. 

Mr. DUNN. I have never seen any great measure throttled by such 
extraordinary and unwarranted methods as have been resorted to here 
to stifle this educational bill. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Nor I. 

Mr. McADOO. It isan extraordinary measure, and has to be met 
in that way. 

Mr. DUNN. Itis gagging the House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman certainly can not apply 
that remark to our committee. 

Mr. DUNN. I apply it to those who govern this House so as to pre- 
vent the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. MORRISON. Whatever responsibility attaches to me I accept. 
Dianghier and applause. ] 

DUNN. My opinion is that it is very large. 

Mr MORRISON. Very well. I have no inclination to avoid it, 
however large it may be. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Then let every member of the 
House have an opportunity to take the responsibility of voting for or 
against the bill. 

Mr. McADOO. We are perfectly willing. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Very well; then let us have 
it included in this resolution. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I can state frankly, on 
behalf of the Committee on Labor, that that bill will not be called up 
under this order. I am authorized to make that statement by a it 

jority of the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER: With that understanding I will -vote for the order. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Now, Mr. Speaker, I say it is unfair 
and ungenerous in gentlemen who pretend to be friends of the educa- 
tional bill, when they have had that bill referred to a committee to 
which it does not belong simply for the purpose of getting it reported, 
and when they have gota report, to then put their legs around the neck 
of that committee and undertake to throttle all the rest of its: busi- 
ness unless it will agree to carry that bill also. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr, ‘Speaker, I objected from the beginning: to 
making labor carry the educational bill. If, as the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL] states, the resolution is now in such form that 
we shall be confined, on the day designated, to the consideration of 
matters which relate to the laboring interests of the country, then I 
have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. No other bills will be called up under 
this 6 order than those I have mentioned. 

Mr. SPRINGER. With that understanding I will vote for the order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like toask the gentleman from Missouri 
Mr. Cate whether he expects at another time to call up the edu- 
eation bi 

Mr. CABELL. If the majority ôf the members of the House want 
to vote upon that bill they ought to have a right to take it up. 

A MEMBER. There is no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. But we object to labor being made the means of 
giving an undue advantage to this educational bill. 

Mr. COWLES. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. RANDALL] a question. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
is not occupying the floor. 

Mr. COWLES. He has just sat down. I want to ask him what un- 
‘due advantage this gives to the education bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. Labor affects everybody here. 

Mr. COWLES. So does education. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, some of us are not prepared to vote for edu- 
cation as embodied in the Blair bill. 


Mr. COWLES. Iam. 

Mr. CABELL. Ifthe majority of this House want to vote that way, 
they ought to have an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. COWLES. We come here as a party pledged to support that 
bill, and I am in favor of carrying out every pledge. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. How much timeam Ito be allowed for 
these interruptions? 

* The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not subject to interruption ex- 
cept with his own consent. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask 
the gentleman from Missouri a question before hesitsdown. I under- 
Biong him to say awhile ago that he would give the educational bill aday. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I sayI am willing to do all in my 
power to give it a day. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. But the committee do not ask 
that it shall have a day. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. They have reported the bill to the House 
and it is on the Calendar. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I know it is on the Calendar, 
and so are a great many other bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] 
controls the time in a a to this resolution. 

eA MORRISON. ield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, it used to be customary in this House 
in former times for committees and individuals to ask for a suspension 
of the rules in order that they might have the privilege of calling up 
for consideration certain special and important bills. The practice has 
been no doubt useful in “Pe past, but in this session we have shrewder 
men in Congress than we used to have; so that the Committee on an 
riculture has got the whole of its business set as a special order; 
Committee on Foreign Affairs has asked to have the whole of its fons 
ness set as a spacial onilen, and now the Committee on Labor asks to 
have the whole of its business setas a special order. Had we not bet- 
ter make the thing general and set all the business of the House down 
as a special order? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; I have not time. Ido not want any ques- 
tions on that subject. 

Mr. Speaker, the practice which has grown up in this House of 
thus assigning the whole business of committees as special orders to 
the exclusion of great public measures is one which ought not to be 
tolerated. We ought now to arrest the evil. The petty business of 
this House it may be well enough for us to act on, if there be leisure 
for it. But the Committee on Commerce now has before this House a 
measure that hasinterested this whole country for fourteen years, a meas- 
ure on which the people demand action, a measure affecting the cost of 

tion from one end of the country to the other to the extent 
of millions of dollars; and this important bill is to be set aside for 
petty measures, or to be antagonized by a combination of them. The 
Committee on the Public Lands seeks to bring to the attention of the 
House measures which ought to be acted on, involving the restoration 
to the public domain of millions of acres of land. The Committee on 
Pacific Railroads desires the action of the House upon a single meas- 
ure, which, as has been explained to-day, involves more than one hun- 
dred million dollars of indebtedness due the Government. Yet with 
these important questions pending, upon which the American people 
are anxiously demanding action, we go on day after day setting apart 
the time of this House for the consideration of the whole business of 
committees—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 
two days? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. You had one day. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, we had one day. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri. And yon have a continuing order for 
the interstate-commerce bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

But, Mr. Speaker, these committees have grown especially sharp in 
another respect. They not only ask that the whole business of com- 
mittees be assigned as special orders, but each of these committees asks 
that the time of the House be “‘set apart” for the consideration of its 
business, 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman’s committee had its day, in which 
fifty-four bills were 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not know, sir, what is to become of the busi- 
ness of this House if each committee is to have days ‘‘set apart’ for 
its business, and no preference is ty be given by the House to great 
commanding measures, which require consideration by Congress in 
oe to the demand of the American people. Because of the im- 
propriet; y of this practice of ‘‘setting apart’’ the time of the House for 
the whole business of a committee, and because of the impropriety of 


Has not your committee already had 


allowing petty business of all sorts to come in the way of great meas- 
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ures the consideration of which the country demands, I protest against 
the adoption of this resolution. 

As to the measures which have been named to the House by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. O’ NEILL], who seems to feel that the whole 
labor interests of this country together with the necessity of guarding 
against the incursions of foreigners rest upon his shoulders, some of those 
measures, from his statement, seem to me to carry such absurdity on 
their face that they ought not to be considered at any rate. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman from Texas, I believe, 
has opposed all of them so far; he has consistently fought us all the 
way through. é 
The gentleman assumes a very general ition 
that he is not warranted in assuming. While I do not profess to be a 
demagogue, while I make no bid for votes, Lam the friend of labor and 
have been eversince I was able to form an intelligent judgment. Those 
who know me, those especially whom I represent on this floor, are well 
aware of this fact; but I never sacrifice my manhood or my character 
as a Representative by appealing to vulgar passions against the best 
interests of the country and endeavoring to array one class of our popu- 
lation against another. [Applause.] I do not believe in doing that. 
All classes of the American people are one family, and we should be 
interested alike in the welfare of all of them. The man who would 
engender strife between class and class is not a friend of his country. 
The man who would give special precedence to any one class of the 
citizens of this country as against other classes, whether it be because 
the favored class is numerous or because it is bound together by pow- 
erful organization, does not perform a patriotic duty. 

Whenever a matter comes here upon which Congress can act, upon 
which it is right Cor should act for the protection of labor, for 
the protection of the rights of the humble, I shall be found in line 
struggling for those rights, as I have done during the whole course of 
my life. But when I am asked to tarn summersaults whenever labor 
is mentioned [laughter], when I am asked to do things that violate 
the Constitution or violate our of common right and common 
propriety, I do not intend to doit. The gentleman from Missouri is 
very anxious as to the responsibility to be assumed by other men here. 
Let him bear his own responsibility; I will take care of mine; and I 
am willing to meet that responsibility before my constituents. 

The SPEAKER To whom does the gentleman from Illinois now 

ield? 
T Ste MORRISON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. CowLxEs]. I want to hear something abont edu- 
cation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COWLES. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry, after the attitude of the 
Democratic party on the subject of education in the last campaign, that 
the duty and responsibility which my illustrious friend from Illinois 
[Mr. MORRISON ] has devolved upon my shoulders could not have been 
conferred upon those worthier and stronger than mine tobear it. Iam 
more sorry to find myself among so few here who are willing to cham- 
pion openly the cause of public education. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Where was the Democratic party com- 
mitted on this subject? 

Mr. COWLES. In its national platform, and, if I mistake not, in 
almost every State platform. 

A MEMBER. Not in the national platform. 

Mr. COWLES. I do not refer particularly to the Blair bill, but to 
the general principle of public education. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend his remarks. The 
Chair again appeals to gentlemen to take their seats. The House will 
come to order. 

Mr. COWLES. The gentleman from New York asks where we were 
committed to it. We were committed to it in the platform of the last 
national Democratic convention. We were committed then and there 
to favor education. We were committed to it in the Democratic plat- 
form of my own State. We were committed to it by my party in my 
State and in most of the other States. 

Mr, ADAMS, of New York. I deny that the Democratic party was 
ever committed in its platform to any such thing. 

Mr. COWLES. Gentlemercome here now, and I am afraid they are 
so short in their memory that some of them have forgotten the pledges 
they made to the people during the campaign. Iam willing to stand 
on the same platform, and where I stood in the campaign. I espoused 
the cause of free and popular education before the people then, and I 
espouse it now and here, 

If the proposition designated as the Blair bill is not the correct thing, 
why then let gentlemen who say they are in favor of aiding education, 
if offered in the proper way, formulate some other proposition that is 
better. Iam willing to vote on their proposition, and if I shall besat- 
isfied it is better I will vote with them. 

But what I want, Mr. Speaker, is to keep our pledges.«made to the 


people and utilize the surplus in the Treasury, which has been so much 
talked of, in the best manner possible, so as to do the greatest good to 
the greatest. number. Can we do that better than by favoring popular 
education? The people of the section from which I come, and whom I 
have the honor to represent here, are taxed to the utmost extent of 


their capacity. They are taxed by'the tariff and they are taxed by the 
internal revenue; they pay their taxes as honestly as any other le 
in America, and yet they do not get back a particle of it—no, sir, not 
a particle. Itis all dispensed in other quarters and for purposes in 
which they have, save the necessary expenses of the machinery of Gov- 
ernment, no immediate interest. 

We ask for this as a measure of justice. Wedemand it of the country 
as a matter of right. Gentlemen will come here and vote money by 
hundreds of millions of dollars for other projects. It is not dispensed 
in the country from which I come, nor for the immediate good of the 
people there, and what Iask of youis to deal fairly with usand setoff our 
portion of the surplus public money to be devoted to the best purpose 
to banger ean be a a ap and Sat, is Proe elevation and Christian- 
ization o peo) means o education. [ Applause. 

[Here the hammer fell. ti [App J 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas, 

The SPEAKER. For how long? 

Mr. MORRISON. How many minutes have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes. How much 
does he yield? 

Mr. MORRISON, I will givethe gentleman from Arkansas two and 
one-half minutes of my time, or I will give him all of it if he will not 
say anything against me. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr, DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against this resolution, not 
because I wish to indicate that I would be opposed to any of the meas- 
ures which the chairman of the Committee on Labor has declared he 
will call up. Ido not know how I might vote on those measures when 
I come-to consider each one of them. I may favor some and may vote 
against some. 

But, sir, I vote against it becanse it is an unfair discrimination against 
what I consider the most important and urgent measure before Con- 
gress, the educational bill. The opponents of it are afraid to allow this 
House to vote on the educational bill. That bill has never been al- 
lowed to get before this House for consideration, and thé most remark- 
able and extraordinary precautions seem to have been taken to prevent 
it. Fortifications have been erected against it. All the avenues of a 

roach have been studiously barricaded against it. The House is for 
it and the whole country wants it. But, sir, it is all well understood. 
The country gains no information from the declaration of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrtson] that he assumes his 
share of the responsibility. He is always frank, straightforward pand 
manly, and that is simply a frank confession on his part, and a few 
others might also come to the confessional. To show-how unfair this 
world is, for instance, here is another measure, one of ill-fame, that can 
get here with or without aid or approval of committees. The right of 
way is always open toit, There dropped out of my bundle of 
the other evening this one, numbered 2288, on bill 740, to extend the 
bonded period for whisky. ‘‘It is the same old sixpence,” and seems 
to let in the same old scheme which has been kicked with ignominy 
out of this House larly during the last two or three Co 

But, like a ‘‘bad dollar,” it continues to come back, unbidden and 
unwelcome. It issad to know that there are some gentlemen here who 
seem to be willing to vote millions for whisky, but not one dollar for 
education. [Laughter and applause.] Yes, sir, notone dollar for ed- 
ucation. Thatis not my platform. ‘This odious whisky bill received 
two years ago what should have been itseternal quietus. It was then 
proposed to extend the bonded period, involving about $75,000,000 per 
annum tothe whisky dealers, two years, making achasm of $150,000,000 
in the revenues. And the gentleman from New York, speaking for the 
bill, said the charge which I made that they intended at the end of two 
years to surrender the revenue was possibly true, and he would favor 
it. That bill comes, as before, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
enter my protest against such a policy. > 
I Mr. DUNHAM. Where does it come from? 

Mr. DUNN. The Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MORRISON. Have I any time left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has half a minute left. 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman from Arkansas does not under- 
stand that report, but wholly misunderstands and misinterprets it. 
There is no report from the Committee on Ways and Means giving away 
or remitting a single dollar of the fax on whisky. No, not one cent is 
to be remitted or given away. 

Mr. DUNN. But it extends the bonded ce 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, as recommended by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, who is charged with the collection of the tax, and it is 
in the interest of the retention and collection of thetax. While Ihave 
a place here this tax will never be taken off with my consent or vote. 
Until voted off by you or others it will remain. 

As for the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. CowLEs], who says 
that the Blair educational bill is embodied or to be found in the Demo- 
cratic platform adopted at Chicago, I wish only to say that he forgets 
what party did that; it was the Republican, not the Democratic party. 
(Laughter.] The Chicago Democratie platform says: 

We are opposed to all propositions which upon any pretext would convert 
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the General Government into a machine for collecting taxes to be distributed Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I understand, if I may be permitted to 


among the States or the citizens thereof. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I 
remaining? . % 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes. 

Mr. O?NEILL, of Missouri. I yield three minutes then to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY]. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, it so happens that I am a member 
of the committee of which my distinguished friend from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN] is chairman, the Committee on Commerce. I am likewise 
a member of the committee of which my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
O'NEILL] is chairman, the Committee on Labor, which reports this 
resolution. 

I remember that it has been but a short time since when the Com- 
mittee on Commerce had a full day set apart for the consideration of 
its measures. 

Mr. REAGAN. Only for one class, a single class of business re- 
ported from the committee. : 

Mr. TARSNEY. We passed upon that day fifty-four bills reported 
from the Committee on Commerce. The Committee on now 
asks this poor boon of this House to-day, that it may set apart a few 
hours’ time to consider some questions which go to the very root of the 
discord which prevails thro ee the land at this time. 

Will the House shut the door to this committee; will it shut the 
door to the labor of this country that is suffering to-day, and say that 
it will not devote any time to the consideration of the evils that are 
producing this trouble? We ask this House to set apart one day that 
we may consider bills, and my humble judgment is, Mr. Speaker, that 
it will require but one day to consider all the bills which the commit- 
tee will call up for the action of the House. 

Mr. REAGAN. We have already appointed a committee to investi- 
gate the subject of the troubles to which the gentleman has referred, 
and they can come in and make their report and ask action of the House 
upon it. 

Mr. TARSNEY. And I answer the gentleman from Texas, Mr. 
Speaker, by saying that the Speaker of this House appointed a commit- 
, tee at the very beginning of the session to investigate these troubles. 
That committee stands here upon the floor to-day with a number of im- 
portant bills upon the Calendar of the House which reach the very evils 
which this special committee went West to investigate, and now weask 
that we have a day set apart to consider them. 

So far as the educational bill is concerned, it does not pertain to la- 
bor. It has no business in the. Labor Committee, and as a member of 
that committee I am frank to say here and now that while in commit- 
tee the bill was fairly dealt with, yet, sir, I am prepared to admit here 
to this House and to the country that when it comes before the House 
for qii it will find anopponentin yourhumble servant, [Ap- 

lause. s 

z Why, sir, I come from a State that boastsof the best educational sys- 
tem in this whole broad land. It has a system, beginning with our 
eommon schools, controlled and directed by the people living within 
sight of the school-houses where their chi are educated; in our 
cities and villages are our public high schools, where our children are 
taught, are educated beyond the rudiments, and towering above them 
all is the great University of Ann Arbor—— . i 

Mr. WILLIS. And that system of education, the gentleman should 
not forget, came from grants of the public lands by the United States. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I decline to yield to the gentleman. 

I say towering above them all is the great university at Ann Arbor, 
where we invite your people from Kentucky, the people from every- 
where in this broad land to come and receive at our expense an educa- 
tion for their children. Do you ask me about the lands granted to the 
State of Michigan for educational purposes? Why, God bless you, my 
Kentucky friend, every acre of Government land in the State of Mich- 
i that has ever been utilized for educational purposes would not pay 
R PSEA I of its school system for six months in any one school year. 
[Applause] 

Here the hammer fell. ] - 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speakes, I want only to say in so 
far as the question of education is concerned that it was considered fully 
by the Committee on Labor, and I differ as widely from my friend from 
Michigan [Mr. TAnsNEyY] in this respect as any two men can differ on 
any subject. The gentleman speaks of these questions as being essen- 
tially different. I can see blending together the two questions of edu- 
cation and labor. Where you improve the condition of the laboring 
classes, that benefit is felt all the way through every walk of society, 
from the lowest to the highest. But this is not the place to discuss 
that question. When the educational bill comes up we may consider 
it fairly upon its merits; but for the present the only question for our 
determination is whether this House will give to the cause of labor a 
day or not; and I want you gentlemen to keep your pledges made to 
the people and recollect that it is but a few months now before you 
will go back to them again. You can not stand before any intelligent 
constituency and give a reasonable excuse why you would not give to 
the cause of labor, to the reports from the Committee on Labor, a day 
in this House. That is all we ask. 


make an inquiry, that that order if adopted gives all the reports of this 
Committee on Labor a sort of standing order for consideration during 
the remainder of this Congress?’ 

Mr. O’NEILL. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the resolution. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEELE. I want to know whether this report has not already 
been read nine or ten times. 

The SPEAKER. It has been read several times; but without objec- 
tion it will be again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr.BLAND. Iwishnow to makea parliamentary inquiry: whether 
or not that order will cover simply such bills as are brought up on that 
day from the committee for consideration, or whether it will permit the 
committee to call up any bill that may hereafter be reported? 

TheSPEAKER. Thelanguageof theresolutionisvery plain: ‘‘Such 
bills as may be presented by the committee.’’ 

Mr. BLAND. Then of course they can call upany bill they may rc- 
port at any time throughout this Congress? 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] yields 
me a quarter of a minute. The gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. DUNN] 
asked me as to the organization of the Committee on Education. Ide- 
sire to say the Speaker of the House organized that committee, as he 
did every committee in this House, with reference to the public inter- 


est, and solely with reference to that. 
Mr. DUNN. Ido not think I asked the gentleman any such ques- 
tion. i 


Mr. WILLIS. And I believed at the time the committee was organ- 
ized the Speaker did not know the opinions of a single member of it 
except myself on this question, 

Mr. DUNN. Ihave no idea that I intimated any such thing. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I misunderstood the gentleman and withdraw 
what I have said. i 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also informed the House that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: ` 

An act (H. R. 4765) to authorize the Red River Bridge Company of 
Texas to maintain a bridge across Red River; 

An act (H. R. 5543) making appropriation for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 3v, 
1887, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 6358) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Yellowstone River, in Montana; STA 

An act (H. R. 3371) authorizing the construction of bridges across the 
Illinois River, in the State of Illinois, and the Des Moines River, in the 
State of Iowa, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 5673) to authorize the construction of a railroad and 
wagon-bridge across the Mississippi River from Winona, Minn., to the 
opposite shore in Wisconsin; $ 

An act (H. R. 2993) to authorize the Chicago, Freeport and Saint 
Paul Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Saint Croix 
River (or lake) at any accessible point -between Prescott, Wis., and 
Stillwater, Minn. ; 

An act (H. R. 3370) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Keithsburg, in the State of Illinois, 
and for other ‘ 

An act (H. R. Tenis for the relief of Thomas F., Purnell; 

An act (H. R. 1464) for the relief of David Webster; 

An act (H. R. 4731) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department; 

An act (H. R. 5684) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point between the mouth of 
the Femme Osage Creek and a point 2 miles above the city of Saint 
Charles, in the county of Saint Charles, in the State of Missouri; 

An act (H. R. 5685) to authorize the construction.of a bridge over 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point in Saline City, or within 
5 miles above or 5 miles below the same, in the county of Saline, in the 
State of Missouri; = 

An act (H. R. 3369) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, and for 
other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 1360) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within 10 miles below and 
5 miles above the city of Kansas City, Mo.; 

An act (H. R. 6013) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point within 2 miles north and 2 
miles south of the city of Atchison, in the county of Atchison, in the 
State of Kansas; 

An act (H. R. 7651) to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint 
Paul Railway Company to construct, operate, and maintain a bridge 
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across the Missouri River near or in the vicinity of Chamberlain, in the 
Territory of Dakota; 

An act (H. R. 2410) for the addition of a third story to the public 
building in Dallas, Tex. 

An act (H. R. 3775) ‘to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
paenan an additional strip of ground on the east side of the United 

tates court-house and post-office eres at Fort Wayne, Ind., to be 
paid for out of the appropriation already mad 

‘An act ce R. 3351) granting a pension to Mrs. Magdalena Rehkopf; 

An act (H. R. 1027) for the extension and repair of the public build- 
ing at Befast, Me. ; 

An act (H. R. 606) authorizing the removal of the statue of Maj. 
Gen. John A. Rawlins from its present location to a site to be selected 
by the Secretary of War; 

An act (H. R. 897) for the relief of the heirs at law of Andrew F. 
MeMillen, deceased; 

An act (H. R. 2309) to give the assent of Congress to the construc- 
tion of a bridge by the Nashville, Jackson and Memphis Railroad Com- 
pany over the Tennessee River; 

An act (H. R. 3519) authorizing the Interstate Rapid Transit Rail- 
way Company to build a bridge across the Kansas River; 

An act (H. R. 5677) to authorize the construction of a ‘pile and pon- 
ton railway and wagon-bridge across the eee ke River from the 
ania of Red Wing, Minn., to the opposite shore, in the State of Wis- 


ery my (H. R. 5786) granting to the Gainesville and Cidekenw Bridge 
Company the consent of the United States to construct and maintain a 
bridge over Red River at or near Brown’s Ferry, in Crooke County, 
Texas; 

An act (H. R. 7646) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of a bridge by the Dakota Central Railway Company across the Mis- 
souri River at Pierre, Dak.; and 

An act (H. R. 4569) to authorize the -construction of a bridge across 


the Missouri River at a point to be selected either in the counties of | Cra’ 


Clay and Jackson, in the State of Missouri, orin the county of Clay or 
Platte, in said State, and the county of Wyandotte, in the State of Kan- 
sas, and to make the same a post route. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON LABOR. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and: 
ing to uw resolution offered by the gentleman from Missouri i Mr. 
O’ NEILL 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 39— 
not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I withdraw the demand for the yeas 


and nays. Z 
The question being taken, there were—ayes 94, noes 26, 
Mr. REAGAN, o quorum, 


The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Texas, Mr. REAGAN, and the 
gentleman from Missouri, Mr. O’ NEILL. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 129, noés 17. 

Mr. REAGAN. No quorum. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 44 members voting therefor—more 
than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 198, nays 20, not 
voting 104; as follows: 


YEAS—198. 

Adams, G. E Campbell, J. M. Forney, James, 
Adams, J. J Campbell, T. J. Frederick, Johnson, F, A, 
Allen, ©. H. Cannon, aller, Johnston, J.T. 
Allen, J.3 Catchings, Funston, Johnston, T, D. 
Anderson, C.M. Clements, Gay, Jones, J. H. 
Anderson, J. A. Comstock, Gedd yer noes 
Atkinson, Conger, Goff, Laffoo 
Lone meena Cooper, Green, R.S, La Follette, 

Barbour, Cox, Grout, Laird, 
Barnes, Croxton, Guenther, Lanham, 
Barry, Culberson, Hale, Lawler, 
Bayne, Curtin, Hall, Lindsley, 

h 5 Halsell, herr 
Belmont, Daniel Hammond, in, 
Bingham, Davidson, A.C. back, Matson, 
Blanchard, Dayidson, R.H.M. Harris, Maybury, 
Bland wson, Hatch, McAdoo, 
Bound. Dibble, Haynes, 

Boutelle, ery, Heard, McKenna, 
Boyle, Dorsey, Henderson, D. B. rp sao 
Brady, Dougherty, Henderson, J, S. McRae, 
Brown, O.E. Du ; Henderson, T, J. Merriman, 
Brown, W. W. Eden, Hepburn, Millard, 
Buchanan, Ellsberry, Herman, Milliken, 
Buck, Ermentrout, Hewitt, Moffat, 
Bunnell, Evans, Hiestand, Moi YF 
Burrows, Everhart, Hiscock, Morrill, 
Butterworth, Farquhar, Hitt, Murphy, 
Bynum, Findlay, H , Neal, 
Caldwell Fleeget Hada O'Donnell 
well, eeger, b "Donne 
Campbell, Felix Foran, Irion, O'Neill, Charles 
Campbell, ‘ord, J mM, O'Neill, J. J. 


Osborne. Riggs, Stewart, Charles Wade, 
Osborne, ` Rockwell, Stone, E. F. Wadsworth, 
wen, Rogers, Stone, W. J., zy: eiar 

Payne, Rowell, Stone, W. J: Ward, J.H. 

Payson, Ryan, Strait, * Ward? T.B. 

Peel, Sadler, Struble, Weaver, J. B. 

Perkins, Sawyer, Swinburne, Weber, 

Pettibone, Sayers, wope, Wheeler, 

Phelps, Scranton, Symes, White, Milo 

Pindar, Seymour, ey, Whiting, 

Plumb, Singleton, Taylor, J.M. Wilis, 

Price, Sowden, Taylor, Zach, Wilson, 

Randall, Spooner, Thomas, Wise, 

Reed, T. B. Springer, Thompson, Wol ford, 

Reid, J. W., StahInecker, Townshend, Wi Worthington. 
eese, teele, Trigg, 

Richardson, Stephenson, Van Eaton, 

NAYS—20. 

Bennett, Sapi Hemphill, Skinner, 

Breckinridge, ©. Mills, Taulbee 

Breckinridge, WCP. Towdney; Oates, Throckmorton, 

Candler, nn, Perry, Tillman, 

Cowles, Green, W.J. Reagan, Turner. 

NOT VOTING—101. 

Aiken, Gibson, O. H. Lore, Scott, 

Arnot, Gibson, Eustace Louttit Seney, 

Baker, Gilfillan, Lovering, Sessions, 

Barksdale, Glass, Lowry, Shaw, 

Bliss, Glover, Mahoney, Smalls, 

Blount, Grosvenor, Markham, Snyder, 

Bragg, armer, MeComas, p ý 

Browne, T. M, Hayden, MeMillin, Stewart, J. W. 

Brumm, Henley, Miller, St. Martin, 

Burleigh, Herbert, Mitchell, Storm, 

Burnes, Hill, Morrison, Taylor, E. B. 

Carleton, Hires, Morrow, Taylor, I. H. 

Caswell, Holmes, oto yo Thomas, J. R. 

Clardy, Hopkins, ley, ‘Tucker, 

Cobb, Houk, Ne elson, ‘an Schaick, 

Cole, Hutton Norwood, Viele, 

Collins, Jones, J.T. O' Ferrall, Wakefield, 

Compton, Kelley, O'Hara, Warner, A. J. 

in, King, Parker, Warner, Wiliam 

Davenport, Kleiner, Peters, Weaver, AL 

vis, Landes, Pideock, Wellborn, 

Dingley, Lė Fevre, Pirce, West, 

Eldredge, Lehlbach, Ranney, White, A.C. 

Ely, ~ Libbey, Rice, Wilkins, 

Felton, Little, Robertson, Winans, 

Gallinger, Long, Romeis, Woodburn 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended 
and the resolution 

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. Task unanimous consent that the reading 
of the names of members voting may be dispensed with. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object. 

The following additional pairs were announced: r 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. Lourrrr, until further notice. 

Mr. Kine with Mr. Brum, for the remainder of the day. _ 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. DINGLEyY, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. Buiss with Mr. WAKEFIELD, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. Romets, for the remainder of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 100, noes 35. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the House ‘accordingly (at 4 o’clock 
and 20 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. G. E. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Produce Exchange of 
Chicago, i in favor of the anti-butterine bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, resolutions of the Chicago Board of Trade, relative to amend- 
ment to immediate transportation act—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. C. M. ANDERSON: Petition of Alexander Puterbaugh, for 
a special act increasing his pension to $50 for total helplessness—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of Knights of Labor of Miners- 
ville, of Concordia, and of Hope, Kans., against the free-ship bill—to 
the Select Committee on Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

Also, petition of 40 citizens of Manhattan, Kans., for national aid to 
American Colonization Society—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of citizens of Dooly County, Georgia, in 
favor of the passage of the Blair bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers in the case of John A, Purner—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of citizens of Howell County, Missouri, 


for a pension for N. C. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. BRADY: Petition of Adelina T. Blick, praying that his war 
pam be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
aims. 
Also, papers relating to the claim of Adalena T. Blick, of Ream’s 
Station, Va.—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of J. M. Howell, forthe relief of Mrs. 
Mary M. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic 
of Port Rush, Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania, favoring House bill 
4902, to extend the benefits of the act of March 3, 1879, and March 3, 
1885, to certain pensioners whose disabilities are caused by amputa- 
tion, and increasing the rate therefor, and for other pu: and dis- 
abilities contracted in the service of the United States—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of ship-builders, ship-owners, and lumber merchants 
of the Pacific States, relating to the treaty of reciprocity between the 
Vaea States and the Hawaiian Islands—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of 3,892 citizens of sundry districts in Utah 
Territory, earnestly protesting against the enactment of any legislation 
which will deprive them of all voice in the government of that Terri- 
tory by disfranchising them through test-oaths on account of their re- 
ligious belief, as proposed by the minority party of said Territory; also 
against the passage of any law which would abolish the Legislature of 
Utah and create for the government of the Territory a legislative com- 
mission—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CANNON: Memorial of John B. Eads, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAREY: Memorial of wool-growers, protesting against the 
reduction of tariff on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of Madison McClelland, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of citizens of Mason County, Michi- 
gan, relative to the prevention of epidemic diseases—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of 53 miners, laborers, and others 
of Philipsburg, and of 161 of Snow Shoe, Centre County; of 54 of Kar- 
thaus, of 248 of Osceola Mills, of 572 of Houtzdale, of 503 of Du Bois, 
Clearfield County, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of M. Mengle, for the passage of a law to redeem the 
trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of Joseph Kugler, for invalid pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of T. A. Sprigg and others, of Balti- 
more, praying för the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Commit- 
tee on Coin: Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of Whiteside Post, No. 143, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Michigan, asking for favorable consideration of 
Grand Army of the Republic pension committee’s bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Memorial of Grange No. 337, of Pennsylvania, 
asking for the passage of the bill to protect the dairy interests of the 
courttry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Gra Nos. 337 and 190, of Pennsylvania, pro- 
testing against all legislation favoring the admission to our ports free 
of duty, ofall agricultural raw material, such as wool, hides, jute, raw 
sugars, tobacco, &c., and asking the same protection for riculture 
accorded to other industries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Woman's Indian Association of Cham- 
berlain, Dak., praying for the passage of the Dawes bill for the allot- 
ment of lands in severalty—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, eighteen petitions of citizens of Dakota Territory, asking that the 
Territory be divided on seventh standard parallel, and that the Terri- 
tory of North Dakota be created and organized from that portion lying 
north of said standard parallel—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of G. F. Brooks, administrator, of Gibson 
County, Tennessee, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Mahala Dexter, praying for a depend- 
ent mother’s pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, testimony in support of bill granting a pension to R. L. New- 
som—to the same committee, 

By Mr. HANBACK: Petition of J. Wiley and 50 others, of Phillips 
County, Kansas, praying for an amendment to the laws regulating a 
national board of health—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Friendship Assembly, No. 5635, Knights of Labor, 
of Kirwin, Kans., praying for the construction of a double-track rail- 
way by the United States from New York to Kansas City, Mo.—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of Frederick Martin, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of James L. Wright, for removal of charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions of Chicago Board of Trade, 
for amendment of immediate-transportation act—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Dr. George L Osborne and 22 others, 
citizens of Ripley County, Indiana, praying that Chirles H. Lockwood, 
late a private in Company F, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, be 
granted a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of George W. Swan, late private 
Company H, Third Missouri Infantry, for pension—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens of Las Ranchos de Taos, N. 
Mex.—to the Committee pn the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill appropriating money to protect the wharf 
and improve the channel of the Ohio River at Owensborough—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. : 

Also, petitionof James R. Rash, for relief—to the Committee on the 
Fost-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Eastland and Erath Coun- 
ties, Texas, in relation to the removal of tho Federal court from Gra- 
ham to Cisco, Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of F. J. Wolford, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mary L. Cleveland, for increase of pension—to the 
same committee. ; 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of J. W. Harp and 62 others, for equal- 
ization of bounty and pay to sailors and soldiers—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Petition of the Commercial Exchange of Chi- 
cago, IIL, against the bill taxing oleomargarine and butterine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. F 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of Rosanna Robey, for widow’s pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Resolutions of the Kansas City Merchants’ 
Exchange, against the passage of the bill taxing oleomargarine or other 
substitutes for butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Alsd, memorial of the Western Commercial Travelers’ Association, 
urging the passage of the James bill concerning the tax on commercial 
travelers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition and resolution of Macedon (N. Y.) Grange, 
in favor of bill to tax oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Frederick Hainlen, late private Com- 
pany C, Fourth Missouri Cavalry Volunteers, with accompanying papers, 
for rerating and increase of pension—to the Committee on Inva! id Pen- 


sions, 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Mary J. Senter, and of Isaac F. 
Ifayworth, of Jefferson County; of Bannister Medlen, of Hamblen 
County; and of David S. Noe, of Hamblen County, Tennessee, asking 
that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition and proof in the matter of Elias Beal, late captain 
Company H, Eighth Tennessee Volunteers—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. PINDAR: Petition of Philo Osgood and 67 others, citizens 
of Herkimer County, New York, favoring an appropriation for the 
National Board of Health—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Northern New York Methodist Episcopal church 
conference, composed of 228 ministers, representing 25,000 church mem- 
bers, for the enactment of such measures as will enable the law to pro- 
er Chinese in the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Hugh Harkins, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, ope of Harriet W. Bartleman, widow of Richard M. Bar- 
tleman, late a chief engineer of the United States Navy, for a pension 
of $50 per month—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Resolutions of the Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, 
protesting against taxing oleomargarine, &c,—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers in the case of Lewis 8. Bateman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Memorial of W. H. Lacy, Jennie A. Lacy, Emma 
D. Lacy, and Emma M. Gregory, wife of John W. Gregory, praying 
that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of Grange No. 198 of Pennsylvania, for the 
suppression of the manufacture and sale of imitation dairy products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same against the admission to our ports, free of duty, 
o all agricultural raw materials—to the Committee on Ways and 

cans. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Papers relating to the claim of Charles H. John- 
son, wi C. r, and of James H. Owen, of Scott County; of 
Samuel Herd; and of Wiley A. Pullen, of Newton County; and of Til- 
man Loggins’s estate, Mrs. Helen Loggins, administratrix, of Rankin 
County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee; of the Board of Trade and the Live Stock Exchange of Chi- 
cago; and of Charles F. Steiger & Co., of Springfield, Ill., opposing the 
taxing of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Robert P. Langley, Uriah R. Allen, and Joel Potts, 
of Gaan County, Illinois, praying for pensions—to the Committee 
on Pensions, 
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. Also, petition of A. A. Talmage, of Chicago, Ill, asking additional 
n for the protection of railroad companies—to the Committee 

on the Judiciary. f 
Also, resolution of the Chicago Board of Trade in favor of the con- 
struction of a railroad bridgeat Cairo, Il.—to the Committee on Com- 


merce, : 

Also, resolutions of the same, recommending amendment to the im- 
mediate-transportation act—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of ship-builders, wners, 
and others of the Pacific coast, relating to the reciprocity treaty with 
Hawaii—to the Committee on Ways and M 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of C. E. Briant 75 others, of Hunt- 
ington, Ind., asking an increase of pension for Joshua Parker, Twelfth 
Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of ship-owners, ship-builders, and lumber 
merchants of the Pacific coastStates, relating to the treaty of reciprocity 
between the United States and the Hawaiian Islands—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Samuel T. Dougherty, of Seaville, N. Y., for an 
invalid pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, petition of ship-owners, ship-builders, ‘and lumber merchants 
of the Pacific coast States, relating to the treaty of reciprocity between 
the United States and the Hawaiian Islands—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. f 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of citizens of Union County, Tli- 
nois, for arrears and increase of pension to Dwyer Tracy —to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Macedoniag Ill., and vicinity, praying that 
a pension be granted to William C. Diol, of the Sixth Cavalry, Illinois 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 251 ex-soldiers of Saline County, Illinois, demand- 
ing the passage of a bill pensioningall ex-Union soldiers and sailors— 
to the same co 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of Cornelia P. Randolph and others, for 
removal of cloud on title of certain alley in Washington, D. C.—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of Laflin D. Allen, of Henrico County, Vir- 
ginia, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. : 

The following petitions, the adoption of the bill placing the 
manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 
fraud and imposition, were presented, and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on culture: ; 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Of 68 of New York, of 248 of Pennsyl- 
vania, of 46 of Maine, of 81 of Minnesota, of 28 of Vermont, of 24 of 
Oregon, of 446 of Iowa, of 225 of Illinois, of 68 of Wisconsin, of 109 
of Missouri, of 240 of Nebraska, of 15 of Virginia, of 46 of New Jer- 
sey, of 136 of Michigan, of 17 of Connecticut, of 38 of Ohio, of 36 of 
Alabama, of 476 of Iowa, of 310 of Pennsylvania, of 30 of Indiana, 
of 48 of Minnesota, of 270f Wisconsin, of 48 of Kansas, of 27 of Col- 
orado, of 21 of West Virginia, of 149 of Iowa. 

By Mr. GLOVER: Five petitions of citizens of Saint Louis, Mo. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Of citizens of Hopbottom, Pa. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petitions of the American Agricultural and 
Dairy Association of America and of the Produce Exchange of Chi- 


Til. 
a Mr. STRAIT: Of M. D. Manning and 74 ofhers, citizens of Kan- 
diyohi County, Minnesota. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, of Stevens 
County, Minnesota. . 

By Mr. WINANS: Of citizens of Thornton, of Jefferson, of Davison 
Station, and of Elm Hall, Mich. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories,:and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BEACH: Of citizens of Rockland County, New York. 

“By Mr. BOYLE: Of citizens of Fayette County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BUCK: Of citizens of Tolland County, Connecticut. 

By Mr. DOCKERY; Of citizens of Gentry County, Missouri. 

By Mr. FORD: Of citizens of Saint Joseph County, Indiana. 

By Mr. FULLER: Of citizens of Floyd County, Iowa. 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Of citizens of Wood and Cabell Coun- 
ties, West Virginia. 

By Mr. HATCH: Of citizens of Knox County, Missouri. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Of citizens of Rockingham County, New Hamp- 


shire. 

By Mr. HEARD: Of citizens of Boone County, Missouri. 

By Mr. LORE: Of citizens of Kent County, Delaware. A 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Of citizens of Summit County, and of Stark 
County, Ohio. i 


-cents a pound. 


By Mr. RICE: Of citizens of Boston, Mass. 
By Mr. SWINBURNE: Of citizens of Srp Sera! New York. 
By Mr. T. B. WARD: Of citizens of Boone County, Indiana. 
Mr. MILO WHITE: Of citizens of Steele County, Minnesota. 
of German citizens of Winona, Minn. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 18, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
_ The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of April 9, 1886, documents containing a list of claims allowed 
by the accounting officer of the Treasury Department for the payment 
of wick no appropriations have been made by Congress; which was 
read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication will lie on the 
table and be printed. The accompanying documents, having been al- 
ready printed by order of the present Congress, will not be reprinted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of April 8, 1886, certain information in to the construction 
and expediency of completing the harbor of ge at Sandy Bay, near 
Cape Ann; which was read. 

Mr. DAWES. Let it be printed, without the accompanying maps, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The accompanying papers, except the maps, will 
be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will extend to 

The communication and 
e Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. Mi $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Postmaster-General, replying to a resolution of 
the 10th instant, calling for a report in regard to the applications of 
postmasters and late postmasters for readjustment of salaries under the 
act of March, 1882. As this letter is long the Chair will not have it 
read, as is generally done, unless the reading is specially called for. 
The communication, with the accompanying papers, will be referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HALE. I present a memorial of officers of American mail steam- 
ship lines, setting forth the advantages of governmental aid and deny- 
ing that any attempts are being made to improperly influence Congress 
to that end. 

I very willingly present this memorial, not only because it is a very 
brief and complete statement of the advantages to be gained to our com- 
merce from governmental aid to mail steamship lines, but also because . 
it denies very squarely what has been stated in certain newspapers, 
that an attempt is being made to improperly infiuence Congress in the 
interest of what are called subsidies to such lines. 

I wish to say here and now that if this effort in the interest of re- 
viving American commerce ever prevails in Congress, it will not be done 
by the influence of the “lobby.’’? That can only do harm. Success 
can only come to this effort because the American people are growing 
more and more interested in the subject, and sooner or later Co: 
must respond to the popular demand. I hope to hear of no lobbying 
influence anywhere in its favor. ° 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present the petition of Isaac N. Osborn, late a 
private in Company C, Twenty-first Indiana Volunteers, praying to be 
placed upon the ion-roll, and setting out the reasons for his re- 
quest in the petition. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Fernandina, Fla.; a 
tition of citizens of Waldo, Fla.; a petition of citizens of Ocala, Fla.; 
and a petition of citizens of Callahan, Fla., praying that the time of 
the Florida Railway and Navigation Company for the completion of 
their road may be extended; which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present petitions of citizens of Carson, 
Fairfield, and Brookville, in the State of Iowa, praying for the passage 
of the bill introduced by the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] 
placing the manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the 
control of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and taxing them 10 
I move the reference of the petitions to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Henry Talley and others, 
citizens and tax-payers of McLean County, Dakota, praying for the pas- 
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sage of the bill taxing lands sold by the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition of the New England Conference of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, by Henry W. Warren, president, and 
E. A. Manning, secretary. This isa conference com of two hun- 
dred and fifty ministers and representing thirty-five thousand church 
members. They beg leave to present to the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives their respectful petition, showing: 

“4 gine enasrg Pata between the United States and in arrengan 
o 


restrict: 
conntry, J barya that “ Chinese laborers who are now in the United States 
shall be allo shall be 


2. That most flagrant and grievous outrages have been perpetrated upon the 
Chinese in Wyoming and Washington Territories and in the States of Oregon 
and California, and in many places'in that portion of our country the purpose 

is still openly expressed of driving out the ese inhabitants. 
3. That in the course of these ou not only has much property belonging 
to Chinese revidents been destroyed, but many persons have been put to death. 
4. That the faiiure to keep our treaty obligations and the inhuman and brutal 
massacres which have been perpetrated upon these strangers in our midst have 
our country in the of taria the civilized world and subjected us to the 


stringent character be taken for the poreon of the lives and property of the 
Chinese in this country, and the spirit of persecution and lawlessness so rife in 
some regions be sternly rebuked and prompt and eflicierit punishment be vis- 


ited upon lawbreakers. 
our honorable body to enact, without delay, such 


We therefore petition 
measures as will enable the officers of the law to suppress all efforts to perse- 
nour 


cute and drive out the Chinese, and secure to them, wherever they may be 
wide domain, the same protection afforded to all other persons in **life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness," 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 

tions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH presented a petition of the Grocers’ Association of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, on behalf of the American Agricultural and Dairy 
Association, praying for the passage of House bill No. 8328, defini 
butter and imposing a tax and regulating the manufacture and sale ani 
importation and exportation of oleomargarine; which was refi to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


TAX ON IMITATION BUTTER. 


Mr. BECK. I present a petition, which, asit is brief, Ishall read. I 
understand that similar petitions have gone to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry heretofore. I desire to send this petition to the 
Committeeon Finance, if I am correct, It is very brief, and I read the 
heading over the names: 

The undersigned, dairymen and butter-makers, respectfully petition your 
honorable body for the adoption of the bill of the American Agricultural and 
Dairy Association, introduced by Hon, WARNER MILLER, of New York, in the 
Senate, and Hon. WILLIAM L, Scorr, of Pennsylvania, in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, placing the manufacture and sale of all imitation butter under 
the control of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and taxing it 10 cents 
per pound, And your petitioners represent that the greases adoption of such 
an effective measure is absolutely necessary to save the dairy industry of the 
United States fro:n ruin and to protect the consumers of butter from fraud and 
imposition of the most extreme character. 


The petition is signed by J. F. Roberts, of Waterford, Pa:, and quite 
a number of others. ; 

I desire the reference of the petitien, which I find is met by remon- 
strances from the Cincinnati, Louisville, Chicago, and other live-stock 
exchanges, to the Committee on Finance, as I think that is the only 
committee which can deal with these questions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
ne the petition presented by him be referred to the Committee on 

rinance, 

Mr. MILLER. Ihope that the Senator will not insist upon or re- 
quest that reference. This whole matter up to the present time has 
gone to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, not only in the 
Senate, but in the House of Representatives, Certainly if any subject 
should properly go to that committee, which is charged with the inter- 
ests of agriculture, this question should go there. 

It does not follow that any inference can be made as to what the ac- 
tion of that committee will be. It may be in favor of a tax and it may 
be in favor of some other measure of relief. But if the question to 
which the petition refers can not go to the Committee on Agriculture, 
then the Committee on Agriculture had better be dispensed with en- 
tirelyin this body. From time to time for many years other committees 
have been trenching upon the duties and privileges of that committee, 
until a few years ago it had been substantially driven entirely out of 
the Capitol and into quarters which are not large enough to hold the 
committee itself, much less to be able within its committee-room to 


ive hearings to any persons who shall come before it as petitioners, 
me days ago when this question was being considered in the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture it was compelled to ask the privilege of the 
Committee on Patents that it might hold its sessions in that room, be- 
cause the Committee on Agriculture was not provided with accommo- 
dations sufficient for the business properly coming before it. 

As this petition refers to the whole subject, and there has been no 
decision either by the House of Representatives or hy this body as to 
whether there shall be an attempt to pass purely a tax-bill, or whether 
there shall be some other regulation, or whether nothing shall be done, 
I insist that all these petitions shall go to that committee, where they 
have already gone and where they properly belong. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from New 
York if his committee has considered the question whether there is any 
power at all to originate any such mensure as a tax-bill in this body, 

Mr. MILLER. The Committee on Agriculture is considering the 
subject at the present time. Asto the question which the Senator sub- 
mits, I will say that thb Committee on Agriculture and Forestry will 
undertake not to invade the rights of the House of Representatives or 
to violate the Constitution by any action which it may see fit to take. 
If the committee should decide in favor of a tax measure, of course it 
would have to wait until the other House should have acted upon the 
subject. = 

But I do not propose to have this subject taken away from the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture unless the majority of the Senate favor that 
course, and if they do, we may just as well know it now as at any other 
time. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam desirous of co-operating with the Committee on 
Agriculture in any feasible legislation on this subject; but I have been 
troubled very much with the question whether any tax measure could 
be originated here. If any other remedial legislation could be adopted 
here that does not include a tax, I should think that with more pro- 
priety should go to the Committee on Agriculture than to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. Going to the Committee on Finance includes the 
idea that this imitation product can be taxed, and if it can be taxed 
certainly neither committee could have original jurisdiction. There- 
fore, if the Committee on Agriculture can devise some method of pro- 
tecting the community against fraudulent transactions in imitations 
of butter, that would be their proper work. 

Mr. MILLER. In answer to the Senator from Massachusetts I can 
say, without unduly indicating what the Committec on Agriculture 
propose to do in this matter, that if the House of Representatives, 
which has the constitutional power to originate tax bills, a power which 
undoubtedly does not pertain to this body, shall fail to act in that di- 
rection within due time, I have no doubt the Committee on Agrieult- 
ure will undertake to formulate a billtoinsome degree meet this gredt 
evil in a way which will be within constitutional limits. Then the sub- 
ject must undoubtedly belong to the Committee on Agriculture, as I 
hold that the whole subject now belongs there. 

As the question of taxation is a question which can not now be be- 
fore the Senate or before its committees properly, I think there can be 
no ible reason given why these petitions which are now coming in 
should be taken from the channel in which they haye all gone up to 
the present time. 

Mr. BECK. The petition I had the honor of presenting a few min- 
utes ago deals with taxation and taxation alone, and it asks for noth- 
ing else. I read it for the purpose of showing that. 

Mr. MILLER. I-beg the Senator’s pardon; if he will read the pe- 
tition he will find that it undertakes to do a good deal more than 
merely to impose taxation. - 

Mr. BECK. Let the petition be read again from the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the petition, as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States : 


The undersigned, dairymen and butter-makers, respectfully petition your hon- 
orable body for the adoption of the bill of the American Agricultural and Dairy- 
ing Association, introduced by Hon. WARNER MILLER, of New York, in the 
Senate, and by Hon. Writiam L. Scorr, of Pennsylvania, in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, placing the manufacture and sale of all imitations-of butter under 
the control of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue of the United States and 
taxing it 10 cents per pound; and your petitioners represent that the prompt 
adoption of such an effective measure is absolutely necessary to save the dairy 
industry of the United States from ruin and to protect the consumers of butter 
from fraud and imposition of the most extreme character. 


Mr. BECK. As I understand it, that petition is looking alone to the 
question of taxation. The bills may contain other provisions; I have 
not the bills before me. 

Mr. MILLER. The petition refers to the bill introduced by me, and 
the bill itself contains many other provisions tending in the direction 
of preventing fraud in the manufacture of imitation goods. 

Mr. BECK. The remonstrances against it, one of which I have in 
my hand from the Chicago Live-Stock Exchange, which they say was 
unanimously adopted and ordered to be sent to the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress, proceeds upon the same idea that it is a tax 
ee that is beingurged. ‘The remonstrance to which I refer reads 
as follows: 


CHIcaco Live STOOK EXCHANGE, UNION STOCK-YARDES, 
Chicago, 10, 1886, 
At a full meeting of this association, held at their rooms this day, the follow- 
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ing resolutions were reported from the undersigned committee, and were 
Mi, by a unanimous vote : 

Whereas bills are now pending in both Houses of Co: 
taxes on all manufacturers and venders of oleoma 
also pro. ngan internal-reyenue tax of 10 cents on each pound of those arti- 
eles e in this country,and placing the production and sale of them under 
charge of the Internal Revenue Bureau; and 

Whereas the proposed laws, while purporting to be revenue bills, are in re- 
ality seni ee sir stop the manufacture of oleomargarine and butterine in this 
country : ore, 

Be it resolved by the Chicago Live-Stock Exchange, That we are firmly opposed to 
the passage of any law prohibiting or taxing the manufacture or sale of oleo- 
margarine or butterine, for the following reasons: 

1. The leading chem: of this country have repeatedly examined and pro- 
nounced oleomargarine and butterine healthful articles of food. This being the 
case, Congress has no right to prohibit their manufacture or sale; and to sub- 
ject them to taxation, when revenue is not needed, is equally a violation of con- 
stitutional rights. 

2. In this market prime fat cattle are worth at least $2 per head more than they 
would bring if the manufacture of these desirable articles of food was prohib- 
ited or burdened with unjust taxation, and the materials now used in their man- 
ufacture were thus compelled to be used in other channels. 

3. The A ssi of choice grades of butter is frequently so high as to place them 

reach of ple of moderate m: who can now geta wholesome 
tute at a low price, but who would, if the proposed laws 
should be enacted, be compelled to eat poor butter or do without. 

Resolved, T] the secretary of this res instructed to forward copies 
of these resolutions to our Senators and Members in Congress, and to furnish a 


copy to the press, RUS COY. 


TO) special 
ne A bu e, and 


B. F. HARRISON, ` 
Committ 


ee. 
C. W. BAKER, Secretary. 

The remonstrance assumes, as the petition does, that taxation is the 
remedy próposed, and I suppose the Committee on Finance, having to 
await the action of the other House, is the committee to deal with that 
subject. Ifa bill should come from the House of Representatives mak- 
ing no proposition to tax this-product the Committee on Finance would 
not take any charge of it. Until the other House does act this body 
can not deal with taxation, and when it does deal with the subject of 
taxation the Committee on Finance and the Committee on Finance alone 
under our organization is the proper body to consider the question. 

I have no desire to express any opinion particularly upon the subject 
of these petitions and remonstrances. Taxation, it seems to me, is not 
the remedy. If oleomargarine is injurious to health, its manufacture 
ought to be stopped entirely by State authority. If it is a wholesome 
article. then people have an equal right to use it and to make it as 
they have to make and use butter, if they wantit. But it ought to be 
so stamped and marked that every man who buys it can know what 
it is, and know that he is buying oleo: ine or butterine. 

_ If we can do anything in that direction it waa to be done; but be- 
yond that, to say that a man shall not eat what he wants if it is whole- 
some and good, and that a man shall not manufacture that without a 
tax being imposed upon it, it seems to me is not legislation that we 
ought to indulge in. 

That is the view I take.at present. I have no doubt I have eaten 
this article. I hope I never have; I never will, if I know it; and 
therefore I want it stamped and branded so that people can know it. 
If people prefer it and can buy it more cheaply than they can buy but- 
ter, let them have it, if it is fit to be eaten at all; and if it is not, then 
a tax ought not to be imposed; it ought to be stopped entirely as in- 
jurious to public health. 

I thought the Committee on Finance was the proper committee to 
deal with the subject, but if the Senator from New York hasany feel- 
ing about it, and there are other matters in the bill (I confess I have 
not studied it with care), I am willing for the time being to let the pe- 
tition go to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, advising the 
Senator from New York, however, that if the other House sends over 
any bill on the subject involving texation I shall then make the mo- 
tion to send that bill to the Committee on Finance, which can and 
ought to deal with taxation. 

In the mean time this petition may go with the others. I did not 
know where they had all gone until this morning. It may go to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, so that they can look into it 
in the mean time, reserving the right, when the House bill comes over, 
if it deals with taxation, to move that it shall go to the Committee on 
Finance. I shall therefore let the petition go to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam glad the Senator from Kentucky has consented 
to that reference. If a bill shall be reported from the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry imposing any taxation, it will be time enough 
then to refer it to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK. Iam willing that the petition may go there for the 


resent, 
5 Mr. MILLER. The bill of which the Senator from Kentucky has 
spoken contains very much more than the mere proposition to tax imi- 
tation butter 10 cents a pound. It undertakes the inspection of all these 
goods under the supervision of Government officers, and properly stamp- 
ing ihem so that they can not be sold to consumers without the con- 
sumers’ knowledge as to what they are and what they are not. I un- 
derstand the Senator to be in favor of that proposition at the outset, 
and I have no doubt we shall all be in favor of doing as much as that. 


I do not care to go into any discussion this morning as to the pro- 
priety of this tax. Ishall do that when the measure properly comes 
before the Senate and not before. 

We are receiving from day to day petitions from thousands and tens 
of thousands of the small farmers scattered all over this country asking 
substantially for this legislation or for some measure of relief. We have 
received protests already froma few individuals engaged in this infamous 
trade of the manufacture of imitation goods, butterine and oleomarga- 
rine. The manufacture is confined, however, to a very few persons in 
this country, perhaps not more than fifty or one hundred establishments; 
I do not know the exact number. These manufacturers have suddenly 
awakened to a sense and a knowledge that the people of this country 
pro in some way, and in some proper way, to put this manufacture 
under control, so that the people of the country shall know what they 
are buying, and shall prevent all kinds of fraud or imitations being put 
upon the people. 

When the House of Representatives shall have acted upon this ques- 
tion, if not before, the Committee on Agriculture will undertake to for- 
mulate the matter, and then, if it shall in its wisdom see fit to report a 
bill here favoring a tax, it may probably be wise for the Committee on 
Finance to consider it. Butjtis well known to this body that the whole 
question of the taxation and control under Jaw of imitation butter has 
been considered by a similar committee in the House, and has been re- 
ported to the House withont the action of the.ordinary committee, the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Mr. CONGER. I ask if this debate is in order under the rule ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order under the rule on the 


motion to refer, but the motion to refer the petition to the Committee on 
Finance having been withdrawn, the petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. The Chair can not restrain debate on a motion 
to refer. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3367) granting a pension to Mary A. Foster, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 4501) granting a pension to Daniel B. Randall, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
783) granting a pension to D, B. Randall, moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

Mr, WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3831) granting a pension to Charles T. Reber; 

A bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to James Dunbar; and 

A bill (H. R. 1061) for the relief of Sarah M. Shearer. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military A f- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2193) to retire. disabled officers 
of the Army, to report it adversely, and recommend its indefinite post- 
ponement, but as the Senator who introduced it [Mr. BUTLER] has re- 
quested me to do so, I ask that it be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; 
which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (H. R. 6457) granting a pension to Alfred Pickelsimer; 

. A bill (H. R. 6039) for the relief of Greenville R. Hale; 

A bill (H. R. 6045) granting a pension to Adam Feltner; and 

A bill (H. R. 6000) granting a pension to George W. Cramblett. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports theréon: 

A bill i R. 5351) granting a pension to Mrs. Clarissa Taft; and 

A bill (H. R. 6020) granting a pension to Levi M. Starne. . 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2372) for the relief of Mary McMahan, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 158) granting a pension to Mary A. Mykins, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: B 

A bill Ns 2341) granting a pension to Josephine D. Whitted; 

A bill (S. 2353) granting a pension to William Barden; 

A bill (S. 2310) granting a pension to Hiram Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 5656) granting a pension to Margaret s. Davis; 

A bill E R. S granting a pension to John H. Downing; 

A bill (H. R. 2968) granting a pension to Harriet Peak; 

A bill (H. R. reii for the relief of Andrew G. Hillberg; 

A bill (H. R. 5951) granting a pension to John M. Mattingly; 


A bill (H. R. 5645) granting a pension to Rebecca Allen; 
A bill (H. : 


R. 7660) granting a pension to James Stobaugh; 


which controls the matter of taxation. 
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A bill (H. R. 1678) for the relief of Henry N. Huggins; : 
A bill (H. R. 4426) granting a pension to Fannie E. Evans; 
A bill (H. R. 2971) granting a pension to Francis Deming; 
A bill (H. R. 2043) to place Mary Karstetter on the pension-roll; 
A bill (H. R. ost granting a pension to Jesse B. Scudder; 
A bill (H. R. 918) granting a pension to Gilbert A. Philips; 
A bill (H. R. 3601) to increase the pension to Louisa Weitzel, widow 


of Godfrey Weitzel, late a major-general of the United States volun- 
teers; 

A bill (H. R. 6088 tingan increase of pension to Nelson Monroe; 

A bill (H. R. 6237) for the relief of Samuel Shuler; 

A bill (H. R. aor granting a pension to Mariah E. A. B. Nowell; 

A bill (H. R. 3047) granting a pension to Thomas Tegan; and 

A bill (H. R. 1627) granting a pension to Annie Bagley. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally with an amendmen 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill i 2286) for the relief of Albert C. Kelley; and 

A bill (S. 2393) granting a pension to Anna M. Marshall, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
` ferred the following bills, reported them severally with amendments, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill S 2330) for the relief of Adam Eitapence; and 

A bill (S. 2308) granting a pension to Henry Lafner. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Co 


mmittee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


ferred the petition of Rachel Ann Pierpont, praying to be allowed a |- 


pension, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2452) 
granting a pension to Rachel Ann Pierpont; which was read twice by 
its title, . - 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of George W. Peavey, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted a re- 
port thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2453) granting a pension to 
George W. Peavey; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of James S. Furniss, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted a re- 
port thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2454) granting a pension to 
James S. Furniss; which was read twice by its title, and the report was 
ordered to be printed. 

. He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 

of Edward D. Patchin, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted a re- 

sede thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2455) granting a pension to 
ward D. Patchin; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 807) granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the 
eaten war, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
re thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5761) granting a pension to Margaret J. Reighter; 

A bill (H. R. 6919) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 6372) to pension Charles A. Chase; and 

A bill (S. 2382) granting a pension to Alice Kelley. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2456) providing for the purchase 
os the painting entitled ‘‘Farming in Dakota;’’ which was read twice 

y its title. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2313) defining the service of a stevedore as a mari- 
time service, and creating a maritime lien in his favor therefor, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 985) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
transfer the United States barracks at Baton y ar La., to the Louisi- 
ana State University and Agricultural and Mechanical College at said 
place for educational purposes, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, moved their indefinite postponment; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 419) authorizing the Secretary of War to transfer the United 

-States barracks at Baton Rouge, La., to the Louisiana State University 
and Agricultural and Mechanical College at said place for educational 
purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1659) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to transfer 
the United States barracks at Baton Rouge, La., except that portion 
that lies westward of a line 50 feet east of the center of the railroad 
track of the Louisville, New Orleans and Texas Railroad Company, to 
the Louisiana State University and Agricultural and Mechanical Col- 
lege at said place for educational purposes. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the resolution of the Legislature of Georgia in relation to the 
payment of the Trezevant claim to that State, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2457) for the relief of the State of 
Georgia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should state that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] does not agree with this report. 


-Mr. HAWLEY. The bill (S. 2209) for the erection of a milling-shop 
at the national armory, Springfield, Mass., was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. That committee has considered the bill 
and approves it, but instructs me to report it with a recommendation 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, so that the 
substance of it may be incorporated in the Army appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the report 
will be agreed to, and the bill will be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. r 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Seleet Committee on Coast Defenses, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments: 

A bill (S. 662) to encourage the manufacture of steel for modern 
army ordnance, armor, and other army purposes, and to provide heavy 
ordnance adapted to modern army warfare; and i 

A bill (S. 663) to encourage the manufacture of steel for modern 
naval ordnance, armor, shafting, and other naval purposes, and to pro- 
vide heavy ordnance adapted to modern naval warfare. 

Mr. HAWLEY. By leave of thé Senate I will submit a report 
later. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1458) to provide for holding terms of the 
circuit and district courts of thé United States for the eastern-district 
of Michigan at Bay City, in said district, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

THE MENHADEN FISHERY. 


Mr. PALMER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Fisheries to 
ask that 400 copies of certain statements made before that committee on 
the subject of the menhaden fishery be printed for the use of that com- 
mittee. ý è 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 


SOUTH PASS OF THE MISSISSIPPI, 


Mr. GIBSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report favorably and to ask for the immediate consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7207) making appropriation to supply deficiency in amount re- 
quired for expenditure to June 30, 1886, for examination and surveys 
required by actsof March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to ascertain depth 
of water and width of channel at South Pass of Mississippi River. 

There is & report here from the Secretary of War and from the Chief 
of Engineers asking that the appropriation be made. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $6,492 to 
supply deficiency in amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1886, 
for examinations and surveys required by the acts of March 3, 1875, 
and June 19, 1878, to ascertain the depth of water and width of chan- 
nel secured and maintained from time to time by James B. Eads at 
South Pass of the Mississippi River and to enable the Secretary of War 
to report to Congress during the maintenance of the work. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill reported by the Senator 
from Louisiana is the House print. The identical bill referred to the 
committee should be here, if practicable. 


Mr. GIBSON. I supposed it was the identical bill. It was handed 
me by a member of the other House. 
The PRESIDENT pro t re. ‘The Chair will treat it as such. 


The question is on ordering the bill to a third reading. 
The bill was ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and 


passed 
WILLIAM L. DUNLOP, TRUSTEE. 


Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of 
William L. Dunlop, trustee, direct me to report it with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass, and I ask the consent of the Senate to consider it at 
this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
information. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, &c,, That the United States, in favor of the said William L. Dunlop, . 
of the District of Columbia, as trustee of the estate of Geo Lowry, late of 
said District, deceased, his heirs and assigns, hereby surrender, abandon, and 
forever release all right or claim they may have, by reason of any escheat, to 
any part of lot numbered 13, in square num 75, in the ass Be Washington, 
in the District of Columbia, as the same is known and distinguished on the plan 
or plat of said city, and included in the following lines and bounds, to wit: 
Beginning for the same at a point on the line of the southwest side of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue 79 feet 3 inches from the stone planted at the northwest corner of 
the square, and running thence along the line of Pennsylvania avenue toward 
said corner-stone 20 feet; thence atright angles to the avenue back to an alley 
9 feet wide, heretofore laid off ina lease to Thomas Y.Sprogell; thence with the 
line of said alley due east till it intersects with said Sprogell’s line; thence with 
said S li's line to the place of beginning, with the free use and privilege of 
the eo d alley of 9 feet in width, and with the brick dwelling-house and build- 
ings thereon. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none, and itis 
before the Senate as in Committce of the Whole. 


The joint resolution will be read for 
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The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SOUTH AMERICAN COMMISSION REPORTS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a concurrent resolution for printing additional 
copies of the reports of the South American Commission, to report it 
favorably and to ask for its present consideration. 

The concurrentresolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate ' 
oe omer ern mere 
ican on, Executive Document 226, Forty-eighth Congress, second ses- 
sion, and Executive Document 50, Forty-nintli Co first session ; of which 


5,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, and 10,000 for the use of the Honse of 
Representatives, - 


REPORT ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


Mr. MANDERSON, Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a concurrent resolution for printing additional 
copies of the report on the Interoceanic Canal, to report it favorably 
pr to ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceetiad to consider the con- 
current resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the H. concurring), there 
printed 5, So additional ries of tne mesire of Mr Menooal on ac eeecconene 

al, Senate Executive Document No. 99, first session Forty-ninth Congress; of 
which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the 
House, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Navy Deparimeni B and such addi- 
tional number shall contain the plates, maps, and photographic illustrations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the adoption of 
the lution. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator why he confines the maps to 
the 2,000 copies for the use of the Navy Department? Why not in- 
clude the maps in all? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not think that is the wording of the reso- 
lution. It ee to all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The map will be printed -with the 
5,000 additional copies. 

Mr. BUTLER. The language of the resolution did not so strike me. 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the Sn of 

the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution, reported it adversely, and 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
nted 3,000 additional copies of drawings and riggs of a recent survey of ag 
icaraguan Canal route made by Engineer enocal, United States Na 
of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 ore for t 
use of the House of Representatives. 


ALASKA FRONTIER LINE. 


Mr. MANDERSON. There came to the Senate yesterday a message 
from the President on the subject of the boundary line between Alaska 
and British Columbia. Accompanying the message of the President 
there is a report of the Secretary of State. Upon an examination of the 
report I find that it is very voluminous, and that accompanying it are 
quite a number of publications, among them one by the Coast Survey, 
which contains a large number of plates the printing of which would 
be a very great expense. By the action of the Senate yesterday not 
only was the message of the President ordered to be printed but also 
the accompanying papers. I move now to reconsider the vote by which 
the accompanying papers were ordered to be printed, and to refer the 
papers accompanying the message to the Printing Committee for their 

* consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska, from 
the Committee on Printing, moves to reconsider the action of the Senate 
esterday taken, that the documents referred to by him be printed. 
if there be no objection that order will be reconsidered and the docu- 
ments will be referred to the Committee on Printing. - The Chair hears 

none, and it is so ordered. 


PORT OF ENTRY AT PORTLAND, OREG. 


/ Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Commerce I report 
favorably without amendment the bill (S. 1393) to extend the limits of 
the port of Portland as a port of entry. The bill is favorably recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the I ask unanimous consent 
that it may be considered now. It will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. f 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c:, That the limits of the port of Portland, in the State of Ore- 
port of entry, be, and the same are hereby, extended so as to include 
gir tent port ose yar of the east bank of the Willamette River lying opposite to the 
city of ramps for Kea distance of 1 mile in width, and extending from the south 
boundary lin the corporate limits of the city of Portland down said east bank 
er said river a a eee he d y opposite to the lower end of Swan Island, in said 
ver. 
SEC. 2. That this Act shall take effect from and after the date of its passage. 


“with the accompan 


By unanimous consent the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. MAXEY. I ask that the Calendar be taken up and that it be 
disposed of in order. I think that is fair to all. 
x a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is not yet 
Mr. MAXEY. I thought the Calendar had been reached, as several 
bills have been passed by unanimous consent. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6391) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott 
and Gulf Railway Company to construct and operatea railway through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (S. 2458) for 
the relief of C. H. Fristoe, Simon Shultice, John J. Sumpter, an 
George W. Baxter; which was read twice by its title, and taferved i to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2459) granting a pension to Eliza 
Wilkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2460) granting a pension to Stephen D. 
Mead; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 2461) granting an increase of 
pension to Philip Kirschner; which was read twice by its title, and, 

ying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also AE a ‘(§. 2462) granting a pension to Helen A. 
Beebe, a volunteer nurse in the United States service during the war 
of the rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying pepers, rs, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2463) grantin ARA pension to H. D. 
Hobbs; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2464) extending the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims to certain suits for the use of patents 
and patented inventions against the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2465) to amend section 5258 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the J Sse neg 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2466) for the relief of Samuel 
E. Nichols; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, "referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 2467) granting a pension to John S. Cole- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

RS also re a bill a eh nets relief of Lewis Bitlick; 
w was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military’ Affairs. j i 

Mr. EUSTIS introduced a bill (S. 2469) for the relief of Thomas G. 
Mackie and the heirs at law of William A. Hyde; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2470) for the relief of Hiram 
Bordner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2471) making an appropriation 
for the building of a new light-house at Milwaukee, Wis.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2472) for the organization of the 
Territory of Alaska, and to provide for the establishment of a civil gov- 
ernment therefor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. : 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 2473) supplementary to and amend- 
atory of section 1342 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. CALL, Mr. HOAR, Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, and Mr. SAULS- 
BURY submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them sev- 
erally to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BONDS OF EXECUTORS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no ‘concurrent or other 
resolutions’’ the Calendar is in order, and the first case on the Calen- 
dar will be announced. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to recon- 


sider the vote by which the Senate yesterday passed the bill (S. 1422) 
to amend the law relating to the bonds of executors in the District of- 


1886. 
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Columbia. I find that the House has passed a bill precisely the same, 
in the same words, and, if my motion is granted, I shall ask that the 
House bill be put upon its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to reconsider its action upon the bill 
named by him, stating that a bill precisely the same has 
by the House of Representatives. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the vote D which the bill was passed is reconsidered. The 
House bill will be read. 

Mr. CALL. It is House bill 7879. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘That billis not on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Florida that the bill is not yet on the Calendar, and the motion 
to proceed to its consideration will have to be postponed. . 

Mr. CALL. If it bein order I move that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill and that it be re- 
ported back to the Senate without delay, inasmuch as it is precisely, 
word for word, the same as the Senate bill which was passed yesterday. 
The House bill is now pending before the committee to which it was 
referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To what committee was it referred ? 

Mr. CALL. _ To the Committee on the District of Columbia. ‘‘H. 
R. 7879. Read twice and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, May 11, 1886.” It is precisely word for word.the same as 
the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida moves 
that the Committee on the District of Columbia be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill he has named, which he will be kind 
enough to send to the desk that it may be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A bill (H. R. Z879) to amend the law relating 
to the bonds of executors in the District of Columbia.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. Whatis theobject? I did not understand the Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. The Committee on the District of Columbia reported 
Senate bill 1422, being the same as this House bill, a bill relating to 
the bonds of executors in the District of Columbia. It is the same, 
word for word, as the bill from the House. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator give bond that those bills are iden- 
tical in language? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir; they are just word for word the same bill. I 
have here the Senate bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should doubt that unless the Senator himself has 
made the comparison. 

Mr. CALL. I have read the bills. 

Mr. INGALLS. The matter was called to my attention at the last 
meeting of the District Committee, and it appeared upon an inspection 
and comparison that the language of the bills was not identical. There- 
fore, unless there has been some change meanwhile, or some modifica- 
tion, or unless I ar laboring undera mistake, the Senator from Florida 
is not as accurate as he usually is. 

Mr. CALL. There may be some immaterial difference, and as the 
chairman of the committee makes that point I will withdraw the mo- 
tion, but I have no doubt that the bills are identical. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 


STATEN ISLAND BRIDGE BILL, 


Mr. CONGER. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first case on the Calendar will 
be announced. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A bill (S. 121) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, and 
to establish the same as a post-road.’? 

The PRESIDENT pro e If there be no objection the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I object. 
Objection being made, the bill goes 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
over under the rule. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. The 
Senator from Maine moves that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like the privilege of making a state- 
ment. before the motion is put. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent to make a statement in regard to this matter. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. My colleague [Mr. SEWELL] has been neces- 
sarily called away to-day by reason of illness in his family, I understand. 
He is very much interested in this bill and would like to be present 
when it is considered. I ask that it go over without prejudice until 
to-morrow morning. I think my colleague will be here to-morrow. I 
should not like to have the Senate consider the bill in his absence. 


I understand also that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], who is 
absent likewise, takes some interest in the hill and would like to be pres- 
ent when it is considered. Therefore I ask that the bill may go over 
until to-morrow without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposition 
madé by the Senator from New Jersey ? 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator from Maine has unanimous consent. * 

Mr. FRYE. This bill will occupy more than the remainder of this 
morning hour. If I did not know that it would, I should not move 
now to proceed to its consideration notwithstanding the objection. 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] informed me that they both would be here to- 
morrow morning, and it seems to me they will be here in ampleseason 
to take part in the discussion of the bill, and the Senator fromNew Jer- 
sey [Mr. McPHERSON] might proceed this morning. That isthe only 
reason I urge the matter. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask permission to make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] cer- 
tainly desired that that bill should not be called up to-day, and his 
understanding was that it would not be. 

Mr. McPHERSON. He left here with that understanding. 

Mr. PLUMB. I know he left the city with that understanding, and 
I think it would be manifestly unfair in regatd to a matter affecting 
his State that it should be taken up during his absence. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand the motion is not debatable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenate gave unanimous consent 
to the Senator from Kansas to speak. 

Mr. CONGER. The announcement was made in so low a voice that 
I did not hear it. I stand here to object to all violations of the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made—— 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent to say one word more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to address the Senate upon this subject. 

Mr. CONGER. I shall not object now after what has occurred. 

Mr. FRYE. I am entirely willing that this bill shall go over until 
to-morrow morning provided I can have unanimous consent to take it 
up to-morrow morning. I ask unanimous consent to have this bill con- 
sidered to-morrow morning. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator will yield to me one moment I 
will ences ogi I will consent to have the bill come up at any time if my 
colleagu and I expect him here to-morrow morning. Ihave 
no conn leds teas will be absent longer than to-day; but I hope the 
Senator from Maine will not press the consideration of the bill in my 
colleague’s absence, as it is a matter in which he feels a deep interest, 
and in which the people of New Jersey feel a deep interest. 

ee FRYE. TheSenator told me he would be here to-morrow morn- 


pe McPHERSON. If he is here then I shall not object. Ido not 
mean to object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be taken up to- 
morrow morning for consideration. 

Mr. PLUMB. _I object to that. 

Mr. FRYE. I move then that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill notwithstanding the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. PLUMB called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired for the day 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. ee 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called). On this motion Iam 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘yea,’’? and I understand he would vote 
“nay,” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. INGALLS (after having voted in the affirmative). I have been 
requested to pair with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], who is 
absent and who would vote against thismotion. I therefore withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest] is necessarily detained 
from the Senate Chamber by illness. He is paired with the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. CAMDEN (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Connectieut [Mr. PLATT], whois necessarily ab- 
sent to-day; I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—22, 
pons Cullom, Hale. Mitchell of Oreg.. 
Blac’ ‘burn, Evarts, Harris, wyer, Oii 
Blair, Frye, Hawley, Whitthorne, 
Butler, Hoar, Wilson of Md, 
Call, Gorman, Logan, 
Gray, ` Miller, 
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NAYS—2. 

Aldrich, Conger, McPherson Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Manderson, S an, 
Brown, Gibson, er, Spooner, 
Chace, Hampton, Payne, ‘eller, 
Coke, n, Piumb, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkasas, Pugh, Wilson of Iowg,. 

ABSENT—30. 
Allison, Hurst, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell, 
Beck Ingalls, Morgan, Stanford, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Vance, 
Cameron, Jones of Nevada, Pike, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Kenna, tt, Vest, 
Dolph, McMillan, Ransom, Voorhces. 
Edmunds, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Fair, Maxey, Sabin, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case on the Calendar will 
be stated. 

Mr. FRYE. One moment, 

Mr. HARRISON.. I rose to make a request for unanimous consent 
that this bill might retain its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. FRYE, That is what I was going to ask. 

Mr. HARRISON. Many of us voted against the consideration of the 
bill on account of the statement that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL] was absent because of illness; and under those circumstances, 
for one I did not feel that it was right to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill, but I am in favor of the hill and in favor of its early con- 
sideration. Therefore I ask that it may retain its place on the Calen- 
dar for to-morrow, 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
retain its place on the Calendar. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 


Mr, LOGAN. I desire to call attention to Report No. 1082, accom- 
panying the bill (S. 778) to equalize the bounties of soldiers, sailors, 
and marines of the late war for the Union. On page 2, in the twenty- 
seventh line, the word ‘‘not’’ should be struck out, and on 3, in 
the twenty-second line, the word ‘‘ deceased’? should be ‘‘di gi 
These errors make the report read awkwardly, and I ask for an order 
that the Public Printer may reprint it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the order to 
reprint will be made. 


ADMINISTRATOR OF RICHARD FITZPATRICK. 


Mr. BUTLER. Before proceeding to the next bill on the Calendar 
I ask that Order of Business 670, being the bill (S. 502) for the relief 
of T. M. English, administrator of Richard Fitzpatrick, be withdrawn 
from the Calendar and recommitted to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise toa question of order. Iam unable to hear 
what is said. Things may be said and done that we in this part of the 
House do not know. I ask that order may be preserved, so that what 
is being said and done may be known. ; 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Senators willresumetheirseats. The 
Senator from South Carolina was not heard by the Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. Irepeat. I ask that Order of Business 670, being 
the bill (S. 502) for the relief of T. M. English, administrator of Rich- 
ard Fitzpatrick, reported by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], 
April 14, 1886, from the Committee on Claims adversely, be taken from 
the Calendar and recommitted to the Committee on Claims. I make 
that motion. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves tbat the bill named by him be recommitted to the Committee on 
Claims. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the order is 
made, The next case on the Calendar will be stated. 


DISTRICT POLICE REGULATIONS. 


The bill (S. 1339) to amend the police regulations of the District of 
Columbia was announced as next in order; and the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, in line 5, after the word ‘‘therefor,’’ to insert 
“by the police authorities of the District;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, £c., That whenever any female under the age of twenty-one years 
shall be found in arg Bagchee of ill-repute, or soliciting vice upon the streets or 
elsewhere, she may be arrested therefor by the police authorities of the District, 
and, under the order of the police court of the trict of Columbia, be sent to 
the House of the Good Shepherd, in the city of Washington, in said District, and 
be there required to labor at some Suitable employment and to receive instruc- 
tion and practical training; and for the support of such females in said institu- 
tion, and in consideration of the agreement of said institution to receive said 
females, the sum of $5,000 be, and the same is hereby. appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid to said institution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CALIFORNIA SCHOOL LANDS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 


yesterday the bill (S. 990) to enable the State of California to 

take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to 
be mineral lands. Perhaps the bill should be amended. I do not care 
to press the,motion now; I only want to have it entered now, so that 
the bill may be subjected to inspection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The bill has gone to the House of 
Representatives. Does the Senator ask for its return? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Themotionto reconsider will be en- 
tered, and the bill will be recalled from the House of Representatives. 


REGISTERS TO FOREIGN-BUILT VESSELS. 

The bill (S. 805) to authorize certain foreign-built steamships in the 
service of the International Navigation Company to be registered as 
vessels of the United States was announced as next in order, 

Mr. FRYE. I object to the consideration of that. 

Mr. CONGER. en it goes over to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Under Rule IX. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask that Senate bill 805 may go over without 
prejudice, not losing its piate on the Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. That ill can not be considered in the morning hour. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not ask to have the bill considered, only 
that it may go over without prejudice. t 

Mr. CONGER. Ithink it had better go under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will take its place on the Calen- 
dar under Rule IX. 


TRUSTEES OF DISTRICT REFORM SCHOOL. 


The bill (S. 1587) in relation to the trustees of the Reform School of 
the-District of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides that hereafter the chief clerk of the Department of Justice 
shall be, ex officio, a trustee of the Reform School of the District of Co- 
lumbia, with all the powers, privileges, and duties of other trustees of 
the school. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ACCOUNTS WITH RAILWAY COMPANIES. 


The bill (S. 511) to provide for the settlement of accounts with cer- 
tain railway companies was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CONGER. That embraces a large variety of subjects, and has 
been a matter of considerable discussion and examination before com- 
mittees, I do not think it can be settled in the morning hour with 
justice either to the companies or to the Government. It provides for 
a settlement and payment of balances. 

Mr. BROWN. Iask unanimons consent to make a very short state- 
ment and I think the Senator will not make the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia asks 
unanimous consent to make a statement in respect tothis bill. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. : 

Mr. BROWN, At the conclusion of the war there was a very large 
amount of railroad rolling-stock in the hands of the Government that 
had been used in what were known as the rebel States. The gauge 
there was 5 feet and the gauge over the North and West was 4 feet 8} 
inches. The rolling-stock had been made in a hurry, as the exigencies 
oftheGovernmentrequired. Itwasnot, therefore, of very superior qual- 
ity. There was over $7,000,000 worth of it, and the Government wanted 
to get rid of it. The rolling-stock had been destroyed on so many of 
the Southern railroads that they were obliged to take rolling-stock on 


-any. terms they could get it. 


It was very important to the whole country that commerce should 
be reopened and transportation revived between the two sections of 
the Union. A board was appointed to value this rolling-stock and let 
the different roads have it. As reported again and in-here in dif- 
ferent reports from the committees of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, the rolling-stock was valued at a price in many instances 
higher than the Government originally gave for it, and it was generally 
admitted to be valued at at least 25 per cent. above its value if it had 
been put on the block and sold for cash. 

In 1871 Congress passed an act that applied to a number of these 
railroads giving them a reduction which amounted to 25 per cent. 
Again, in 1875, another act was passed relieving another batch of the 
roads, and they got the same reduction of 25 per cent. on the amount 
of the valuation which had been put on the rolling-stock by the com- 
missioners. In 1877 the last act was passed that has been enacted on 
the subject, which applied to the Western and Atlantic Railroad of 
Georgia, and it received the same reduction of 25 per cent. 

So then there has been a reduction allowed by three different acts 
passed by the Congress of the United States. The reductions up to 
1877, as stated in Mr. Hartridge’s report from the Judiciary Committee 
of the House of Representatives, amounted to over $5,000,000 on the 
original investment and there was only a little over $7,000,000 of the 
whole original investment. Therefore five-sevenths of it has already 
been acted on, and that allowed to the Western and Atlantic Railroad 
is to be added to the amount, so that the great bulk of it has already 
been settled on that particular plan. 

There was an act passed that referred to the Mobile and Ohio road 
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that was the same as the others, allowing the Secretary of War and the 
Attorney-General in their discretion to make a settlement at a reduc- 
tion of not more than 25 per cent. ; butit was found that that company 
had paid within a small per cent. of the entire investment, so that if 
. the settlement was made on 25 per cent. there would be a balance due 
to the company, and there was no appropriation to meet that balance, 
and therefore they could not make the settlement. The matter was 
reported back, and during the last Congress, as I recollect, and I think 
correctly, a bill was passed by the Senate for the relief of that partic- 
ular company, but I think it was not reached and acted on in the other 
House, Every report that I have learned anything about that has been 
made on this question from first to last has always been favorable to 
the settlement. - 

This hill covers the rest of the companies inone measure, so that that 
shall be the end of it, and gives two years within which the adjust- 
ment and settlement may be made; and after that, as I understand, if 
any company does not apply it will be barred by the statute of limit- 
ations. It provides, also, that where the payment has been made, as 
in the case of the Mobile and Ohio Company, for more than 75 per 
cent. of the whole amount, then the balance may be refunded to the 
company, so as to put them all on the same basis. We simply ask 
now that the remaining companies shall be settled with on the same 
basis that has been allowed to nearly six-sevenths of the’ whole amount 
up to this time, and let that-dispose of the whole question. Other- 
wise, bills will continue to come in here in behalf of each one of the 
three or four companies still left behind. This will dispose of the en- 
tire question, leaving the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General 
to look into and investigate the whole matter. 

In that state of the case I appeal to my friend from Michigan to 
withdraw the objection and let this bill pass. 

Mr. CONGER, I think the very statement shows that this ought 
not to be left to two men and money appropriated out of the Treasury 
without something before Congress. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. ’ 

Mr. BROWN. Relief has been granted in cases of like character. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is passed over. 

Mr. BROWN. ThebillI sup will go on the other Calendar under 
the objection. I appeal to the Senator now to consent that it may re- 
tain its place on this Calendar, and ask him to look'into the report and 
satisfy himself before it comes up again. I am sureif the Senator will 
read the report and look into the whole matter he will have no objec- 
tion. I simply ask that the bill be permitted to retain its place with- 
out prejudice on this Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. It will be subject to the same objection when it 
comes u in? 

Mr. BROWN. Ofcourse it will be. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I shall not object that it shall hold its place. 

Mr. BROWN. Isimply ask that it hold its place, and I ask the 
Senator to be kind enough to read the report and then I think he will 
waive all objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
by the Senator from Georgia. 


JAMES D. REMY. 


The bill (S. 736) granting a pension to James D. Remy, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This, being reported adversely, will 
be placed on the Calendar under Rule LX. 

TIMOTHY KIBBY. 

The bill (S. 775) granting arrears of pension to Timothy Kibby, was 
announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This, being reported adversely, the 
same order will be made. 

OFFICERS OF SIGNAL SERVICE. 

The bill (S. 976) for the relief of certain officers of the Signal Service 
was consi asin Committee of the Whole. It provides that the ex- 
penses of operating and keeping in repair the northwestern section of the 
United States military telegraph lines (from Bismarck to Fort Ellis, and 
connections), constructed under the act of Congress approved June 20, 
1878, which, between the 20th of June, 1878, and the 30th of June, 1883, 
may have been paid out of moneys received from dispatches sent over 
that section, be authorized and allowed; and the several officers mak- 
ing such payments are entitled to and shall receive proper credit there- 
for upon examination of their respective accounts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

H. K. BELDING, 


Mr. SPOONER. When Order of Business 251, Senate bill 127, was 
reached by the Senate yesterday I was out of the Chamber, and it was 
passed over with the understanding, as I am informed, that it should 
not be displaced on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can move to take it up. 

Mr. SPOONER. lI ask that it be now taken up. 

The PRESIDENT-pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 


The order will be made as requested 


that the Senate take up the bill named by him. 


The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 127) for the relief of H. K. 
Belding. It provides for the payment of $1,566 to H. K. Belding, of 
Minnesota, for carrying the mails of the United States between’ the 
years 1858 and 1862. J 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will state to the Senator from Missouri that this 
claim has been reported upon favorably by a number of committees. 
It was reported favorably by the Committee on Claims of the House of 
Representatives at the first sessions of the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, Forty- 
seventh, and Forty-eighth Co: It was reported favorably by the 
Committee on Claims of the Senate in the last Congress and both 
Houses, but passed too late to be presented in time to the President for 
his signature. The report of the Committee on Claims is unanimous. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri ask 
for the reading of the report? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let part of it be read at least that we may see 
what it is. 

The read the report submitted by Mr. SPOONER February 
24, 1886, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 127) for the re- 
lief of H. K. Belding, have had the same under consideration, and respectfully 


rt: 
This claim was reported upon favorably by the Committee on Claims of the 
House of Representatives at the first session of the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, and 
Forty-seventh Con and was reported upon favorably, with amendment, 
at the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress. It was also reported upon 
favorably by the Senate Committee on Claims at the first session of the Forty- 
eighth Congress, 
he last-named report was as follows: 

“They find that said H.K. Belding was contractor on mail ronte No, 13585, 
from Brownsville, Minn., to Carimona, in the same State; that the contract was 
for four years from July 1,1858. The contract price for carrying the mail on 
this route was $1,800 annum. Mr. Belding performed the service under the 
contract until May, 1559, and was the contract price therefor. In 1859 there 
was a failure of sufficient appropriation for this route, and an order was issued 
by the Post-Office Department reducing the service on the same one-third. 

“ There was some correspondence between the contractor and the Post-Office 
Department about continuing the full service, and the contractor was informed 
there was no objection, te there was no money to pay until Congress con- 
*vened and made an appropriation. 

“Mr. Belding did perform full service from May 1, 1859, to October, 1860, and 
has received but two-thirds of the contract price therefor, and claims that hav- 
ing rendered the service in good faith he should receive the fall compensation 
named in his contract. 

“This full service was performed for seventeen months after the order of re- 
duction,and at the contract rate Mr, Belding should have received $150 per 
month. He did not receive hut $100 per month, and he asks to be paid $50 per 
month additional, or $850 for the serv so performed. 

“The service having been performed with the knowledge of the Department 
and for the manifest benefit of the community, the committee think it jnst and . 
equitable that Mr. Belding should be paid for the service actually performed 
the contract price for the same. 

“ They therefore recommend the payment to Mr. Belding of the sum of $850 
for the seventeen months of service as above stated. 

i yew Belding makes an additional claim, and the committee find the follow- 
ng facts: .- y 4 r 

“ Prior to the Ist of October, 1860, the route from Brownsville to Carimona was 
extended, and the contract with Belding annulled. Mr. Belding complained to 
the Department that he had left a good business and made large investments to 
perform his contract, and would suffer very great injury if compelled to give it 
up. He was informed that he would be reinstated and his contract renewed. 

service at this time was lessened 5 miles at one end of the route and in- 
creased 12 miles at the other, and the compensation was increased $110 per year. 
~“ Negotiations continued between Mr. Belding and the Post-Office Department 
from October 1, 1860, to February 14, 1861, four months and fourteen days, when 
the contract was renewed with Mr. Belding. During this four months and 
fourteen days Mr. Belding performed the service and bas received no there- 
for. This route over which Mr. Belding performed the service been in- 
eluded in a much larger one and let to other Dea They never performed 
any service upon it, but collected the pay under their contract for the seryice 
performed by Mr. Belding. 

“It clearly appearing that the original contract with Mr.Belding wasannulled 
for no fault or omission on his part; that he continued to perform the service in 
good faith under the assurance that he would be reinstated; that his doing so 
was well known to the Post-Office Department, and that he was subsequently 
reinstated, we are of the opinion that the payment to other parties for this serv- 
ice, under the circumstances, should not relieve the Government from paying 
Mr. Belding therefor. We therefore report back the bill without amendment, 
said bill including payment of the two sums allowed by the committee, and 
recommend that the bill ae 

Your committee concur in the above report and recommendations, and rec- 
ommend that the bill do pass, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I donot think there is any justice in that portion 
of the claim increasing it from $850. The $850 seems to be a merito- 
riousand justclaim. The balanceis a payment due this man, but which 
the Government has at some time paid to other parties who seemed to 
beentitled to it. -I think it is adouble payment, which is neither just 
nor right. I move an amendment in line 5 of the bill by striking out 
$1,566 and inserting $850. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is true as stated by the Senator from Missouri 
that the Government paid another party for the service mentioned in 
this last item, but it was improperly paid, and this claimant, then a 
very old man, performed the service. ‘There is no question about that, 
and he performed the service acceptably to the public and with the 
knowledge of the Department. The fact that the Government erro- 
neously paid some other ought not to preclude him from receiv- 
ing the sum to which he is equitably entitled. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 


The amendment was rejected. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVIDSON DICKSON AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S. 290) for the relief of Davidson Dickson and others was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the pay- 
ment to the following-named persons, or to their legal representatives, 
of the amounts due on their contracts with the United States, as ap- 

by certified accountson file in the Treasury Department, namely: 

to Davidson Dickson, $40; to W. B. Daniels, $28; to J. C. McCrary, 

$12.50; to A. Pike, $100; to James A. Ralston, $771.25; to E. E. Raw- 

son, $246.33; to M. Sparks, $100; and to trustees of Odd Fellows’ 
Pulaski, Tenn., $64.16. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 13, before the name ‘‘ James A. Ralston,” to insert ‘‘es- 
tate of;’’ so as to read: 

To estate of James A. Ralston, $771.25. 


Mr. CONGER. Will some one state what these services were for and 
when they occurred? I will not ask for the reading of the report, if 
some one will state what the services were and when they were ren- 
dered. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask to have the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Gray 
March 3, 1886: 


The Committee on enata whoa was referred the bill (S, 290) for the relief 
of Davidson Dickson and , submit the following report: 

The claims made by the respective B seemed mentioned in the bill, to wit, Da- 
vidson Dickson, W. B. Daniels, J. C. McCrary, A. Pike, James A, Ralston’s es- 
tate, E. E. Rawson, M. Sparks, and the trustees of the Odd Fellow’s Zoae 
Pulaski, Tenn., are all for rent. In support of their claims they file the — 
vouchers which se received, and in each one of which the cert o r 
certifies that the United States is debtor to the of certain 
described premises for the sum named in ; that the account is correct 
and just; that the services were rendered as stated; that they were necessary 
for the public service and are reported as required by the Army Regulations, 
These vouchers are all in duplicate on form 22, as prescribed by the said 


lations. 

All of the said accounts haye been presented to the Third Auditor for settle- 
ment and have been disallowed by him for the reason that by the act of Febru- 
ary 21, 1867 (volume 14, United States Statutes at Large, 397), it is provided 
that the act of July 4, 1864, shall not be construed to authorize the settlement of 
any claim for supplies or stores taken or furnished for the use of or used by the 
armies of the United States, nor for the occupation of or injury to real estate, nor 
for the consumption, appropriation, or destruction of or damage to personal 
property by the military authorities or troops of the United States, where such 
claim originated during the war for the suppression of the Southern rebellion 
in a State or part of a State declared in ion by the proclamation of the 
President of the United States dated July 1, 1862, or in a State in which, by an 
ordinance of secession, attempted to wi w from the United States Govern- 


. ment. 
Under said act of February 21, 1867, the Departments have declined to ged any 
claims originating in the insurrectionary States from the beginning of the in- 
surrection tothe of the President's proclamation declaring the insurrection 
atan end, whether such claims arose under contract or otherwise. And thus 
all persons whose just claims are based upon an express contract between them- 
selves and the proper oflicers of the Government, made within the limits of the 
insu ionary States, are forced to a; to Congress for relief. 

These claims arose out of contracts between the claimants and quartermas- 
ters, which were duly pope’ by such quartermaster, and claimants are, in 
reer kee Sy entitled to amounts i in their said vouchersand named 


Your committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bill, insertin, 
the words “estate of” before the words “James A. Ralston,” in the thirteenth 


Mr. CONGER. I do not find in the report anything in regard to the 
character of these men or the manner of taking the property. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived ——. 

Mr. COCKRELL. One moment. I happen to be familiar with this 
class of cases. They are claims for rent after the actual close of hos- 
tilities, where contracts were made between the parties, and no ques- 
tions of loyalty came up at all, and were reported for allowance; but 
Congress in 1867 passed the act of February 21, which prevented the 
Departments from paying them, and the Departments simply refused 
to pay them. As they are right, the anly relief is here. I suppose 
there have been fifty such bills passed. 

Mr. CONGER. I think these cases were familiar to me for years 
back in the House. The time has passed, however, for this bill to-day. 
Let it go over until to-morrow. 


WILLIAM P. SQUIRES. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to ask the reconsideration of the vote by 
which the Senate concurred in the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S. 1227) granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Squires. Without attention being called toit, the Senate concurred 
in the House amendment. I desire to have that vote reconsidered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the motion 
to reconsider will be entered. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to have it reconsidered at this time, and 
the bill -with the amendment referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempoye. It can be done by unanimous con- 


sent. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask unanimous consent that it may be disposed 
of. It isa small matter. 


which the amendment of the House of Representatives was concurred 
in*will be reconsidered, and the bill, with the amendment, will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER. Now I want to know what the request of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [ Mr. VAN Wyck] was. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska sub- ` 
mitted a motion to reconsider the action of the Senate‘on concurrin, 
in a House amendment to a pension bill with a view tø have it ref 
to the Committee on Pensions, That order has 1 made, 

Mr. CONGER. All right. - 


LABOR ARBITRATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business of yesterday, being the bill (S. 1886) for 
the relief of soldiers of the late war honorably discharged after six 
months’ service who are disabled and dependent upon their own labor 
for support, and of dependent parents of soldiers who died in the serv- 
ice or from disabilities contracted therein. The pending question is 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR] to the-amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. VAN Wyck]. 

Mr. COKE. I gave notice yesterday that at the conclusion of the 
morning hour to-day I would ask unanimous consent of the Senate to 
lay aside temporarily the pending order-for the purpose of taking up 
House bill 7479 (Order of Business 553) in order that I might SA aN 
some remarks upon it. I now make that motion. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
made by aa Senator from Texas? ‘ 

Mr. CONGER, The request was not heard here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending business be informally laid aside that 
he may make some remarks on another subject. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 7479) to provide a method for settling controversies and 
differences between railroad corporations en, in interstate and 
Territorial transportation of property or and their employés. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I shall vote for the bill as it came from 
the House, because I believe it the best, with one or two amendments 
which will be proposed, that our present experience enables us to formu- 
late. After a while we may and doubtless will be able to do better, 
but I have heard no suggestion of what seems to me to be an improvement 
as yet. ‘There is nothing compulsory in this bill; it contemplates only 
voluntary action. It proceeds on the assumption that both labor and 
capital are averse to conflict as disastrous and ms to both, and 
desirous of harmony as being in the interest of both, and offers the only 
means yet suggested of compromising difficulties between the organi- 
zations representing these great forces—that of arbitration—the Gov- 
ernment agreeing to pay the expenses of the proceedings. In the very 
nature of the case there is, and can be, nothing compulsory in such a 
proceeding, and therefore there is nothing coercive in the bill. The 
submission to arbitration, and every subsequent step contemplated by 
the bill, even to a compliance with the award, is purely voluntary, and 
necessarily so, because specific performance would be impossible of en- 
forcement upon either party. 

The laws as they now stand and are administered in the courts are 
framed to meet every conceivable case where compulsion is necessary, 
and the executive officers of the State and National Governmeiuts are 
ready to enforce them under the mandate of the courts. This field is 
already fully occupied by a system of jurisprudence the growth of 
many centuries, which justly claims to furnish a remedy for the asser- 
tion of every right and a method of redress for every wrong, with am- 
ple power to enforce its judgments and decrees, It is outside of this 
field that this bill proposes to operate. The matter of individual and 
corporate rights and wrongs and the methods of redress it is true are 
ineeely involved, but are not the primary objects proposed to be 
acted on. 

The great contests between organized capital and organized labor as 
represented by railroad corporations and their employés engaged in in- 
terstate commerce, to which alone the provisions of the House bill are 
applicable, involve interests vastly greater than those of the immediate 
parties to the conflicts, and these are the interests of the great public 
whose commerce and system of exchange, upon the orderly administra- 
tion and flow of which the comfort and happiness and fortunes of mill- 
ions may and does depend, is not infrequently obstructed and impaired, 
if not destroyed, by them. Recent experience in the Southwest proves 
the necessity for some measure of protection for the interests of the 
public against the disastrous results certain to follow a widespread col- 
lision between organized laborand capital. The States can preserve the 
peace within their borders. The State courts can try and condemn and 
punish for violations of criminal laws, and by their judgments and de- 
crees can adjust and settle civil = ens of action, but there is no remedy 
for the wrong done the general public, upon whom falls the great bulk 
of the damage resulting from these disturbances. It makes no differ- 
ence which party is right or which is wrong, the damage to the public 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there beno objection the vote by | is inevitable and the same. 
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The highest public interest, as well as the best interest of both labor 
and ‘capital, is to be found in harmonious relations and mutual confi- 
dence between the two, and any measure which is a single step in the 
direction of promoting this end, such as arbitration proposed by this 
bill, is worthy ofa fair trial. It isin the interest of the laborer whose 
union or organization has no standing in court, and can not plead or 
be impleaded in prosecution or defense of his individual rights, and 
whose poverty can not brook the expense and delay of litigation in 
courts against the wealth and power of great corporations. The tribu- 
nal established by the bill recognizes the union, the organization ot 
labor, and permits and invites its representation of its individual mem- 
bers, giving to each of them the protection of the power of the whole, 
which is denied in the courts where each individual must stand on the 
merits of his own case. Nor is it less in the best interest of capital 
which finds its widest margins and most profitable fields, where labor is 
the best cared for and is consequently the most contented. And it is 
in the promotion of harmony and healthful co-operation between labor 
and capital by the peaceful arbitration and settlement of differences 
that strikes and disturbances are averted and avoided with all their 
resultant injury to the public, as wellas the parties directly concerned. 

The bill is founded, and as I believe properly, upon the theory that 
public opinion, the great arbiter and lawmaker and executive of laws 
in this country, is the only tribunal competent to deal with the conten- 
tions between the labor organizations and the railroad corporations. 
It will not do to say that we have courts, State and Federal, and mar- 
shals and sheriffs, and all the equipments for enforcing law and pre- 
serving order ina perfect state of organization and operation, and that 
nothing else is necessary, for we all know that something more is neces- 
sary. Stubborn facts, such as have recently transpired in Missouri, 
Illinois, and Texas, prove a necessity for some means which shall pre- 
vent such violent. disturbances of the peace and such obstructions of 
the commerce of the country. After they have commenced, with the 
attendant bloodshed and destruction of property, and damage to all the 
material interests of the country, the ordinary and extraordinary 

wers of the judicial and executive branches of the State and National 
Silicate are admitted to be ample for their suppression and for 
bringing violatersof law to justice and punishment, but weall know that 
these do not prevent such troubles, for they do occur; and besides labor 
strikesare notonly possible but of frequent occurrence, in which no law 
is violated, a perfectly lawful concerted cessation of labor unaccom- 
panied by violence or intimidation, but which nevertheless paralyzes 
the business of the country and inflicts great damage on the public as 
well as loss on the parties directly concerned. 

The object of this bill is to prevent their occurrence, by providing a 
peaceful and reasonable method of compromising differences. Witha 
remedy by arbitration always open and accessible, public opinion will 
demand and coerce a resort to it. Neither party will dare decline a 
tender by the other of investigation and arbitration. To do so would 
be a confession of wrong, and would drive public opinion to the sup- 
port of the otherside.. Neithercapital norlabor can antagonize public 
opinion, and neither will do it, for it is well known to the representa- 
tives of both that either with public opinion on its side, would score an 
easy victory over theother. The investigation provided for by the bill 
would turn light on the subject of difference and enable the public to 
determine and locate the rightand the wrong ofit. The award of the 
board of arbitrators provided for would carry with it a moral force and 
the approval of a public opinion which would irresistibly compel its 
performance. . In these considerations is found a conclusive answer to 
the objection thatthe bill, containing no compulsory provision, and being 
purely voluntary in all its features, is destitute of force or effectiveness. 

This objection is in my judgment clearly untenable. If the sub- 
ject can not be dealt with in this way, it must be left as it is, to reme- 
dies already existing in the organization of our governmentsand courts, 
which, as we know, have repeatedly failed to protect the public against 
the consequences of the disturbances sought to be provided against. 
The object of this bill is to prevent and avert and provide against, the 
occurrence of conflicts between railroad corporations and their employés. 
Existing laws provide only for their suppression in the instances when 
the laws are violated, after they haveoccurred. This bill seeksto pro- 
vide for maintaining intact the trained labor in the employment of 
railroad companies engaged in interstate commerce, by furnishing free of 
expense to either party a method of settling differences between them, 
while existing laws leave such differences to culminate in strikes and 
the cessation and disorganization of labor, to the obstruction and hin- 
drance of commerce and the injury of the public, and does not then 
take cognizance of the subject unless violence or destruction of prop- 
erty is attempted. 

This bill proposes intervention between the railroad corporations and 
their employés in the general public interest, and to prevent disturb- 
ances which inflict great public injury in the stoppage or impairment 
of the methods and processes of interstate commerce, a subject which, 
by express grant of the Constitution, is within the regulating power 
and control of Congress, and the intervention is that of a peacemaker, 
which interferes with no personal orindividual right, and neitherinvades 
nor trespasses upon the rightsof any State. I look in vain for the consti- 
tutional objections charged withoutspecification or definition against this 
bill. It does not pretend to interfere with State laws, or the right of the 


States to deal as they now do with the individuals composing the labor 


organizations or the railroad corporations, or with the corporations 
themselves, for violations of State laws. It contemplates no single act 
derogatory to the power or dignity of the States. It touches no phase or 
aspect of the subject, which it is possible for State legislation to handle 
or control or te. It does not act upon persons or individuals. 
It assumes nei right nor power to dictate to the bodies intended 
to be acted on what they shall or shall not do. It leaves that to be deter- 
mined by the parties themselves, who have agreed to abitrate, who will 
act in full view of a public opinion which has been enlightened by a 
thorough and impartial investigation, and which will be swift to con- 
demn wrong and uphold the right. The operation of the bill is outside 
of the realm of positive law which deals with individuals—is outside of 
State jurisdiction and State laws and State rights. It deals only with 
moral forces. It appeals to that highest of all tribunals in this country, 
an intelligent, well-informed public opinion. 

Nobody denies the power of Congress to regulate commerce between 
the States, and it does seem unquestionable that it is competent for 
Congress, in virtue of this power, to appropriate the money necessary to 
defray the expenses of arbitrations as provided for in this bill, to pre- 
ventand avert collisions which always hurtfully obstruct and frequently 
temporarily suspend or destroy interstate commerce. In virtue of the 
power ‘‘to te commerce with foreign nations andamong the several 
States and with the Indian tribes,” ted in section 8, article 1 of the 
Constitution, and ‘‘to makeall laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for’carrying into execution the foregoing powers,” granted in the same 
article and section, we annually pass river and harbor bills appropriat- 
ing millions of dollars for clearing out snags, shoals, and sand-bars in 
the interior water ways of the country so as to facilitate the transit of 
ecommerce and the means of intercommunication between the States, 
and for the same purpose, as well as the promotion of foreign commerce, 
to deepen, improve, and render safe and accessible our exterior ports 
and harbors. 

Mr. Calhoun, strict constructionist that he was, freely admitted this 
power to be in Congress. Since the decision in the great case of Gib- 
bons vs. Ogden, reported in 9 Wheaton, in which Chief-Justicé Mar- 
shall discussed and illuminated every phase and aspect of the clause of 
the Constitution just read in, an opinion which from that day to this has 
been followed as the unquestioned law of the subject, if has been held 
that Congress possesses the power to regulate foreign and interstate com- 
merce in all its branches, and that this regulating power extends over 
all the agencies and instrumentalities and subjects and operations of 
commerce, whether on sea, in the interior rivers or lakes, or on land, 
whether in boats or vessels or on railroads; and by Chief-Justice Waite 
in Telegraph Company vs. Texas (105 United States Reports), that ‘‘a 
telegraph company occupies the same relation to commerce as a carrier 
of messages that a railroad company does as a carrier of goods;’’ that 
“both companies are instruments of commerce, and their business is 
commerce itself.’’ 3 

Mr. Justice Johnson, who delivered a concurring opinion in Gibbons 
vs. Ogden, said: ; 

Commerce in its simplest signification means an exchange of goods, but in 
the advancement of society, labor, transportation, intelligence, care, and the 
various mediums of exchange become commodities and enter into commerce ;’ 
the subject, the vehicle, the agent, and their various operations become the ob- 
jects of commercial regulation. 

In virtue of the regulating power of Congress over commerce, bills 
have been recently reported from the Commerce Committees of the two 
Houses of Congress, and are now pending, giving national aid to the 
construction of a ship-railway across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, and 
a similar bill has been once before reported from the Commerce Com- 
mittee of this body. The proposed assertion of this power in aid of the 
construction of a ship-railway in a foreign country for the purpose of 
uniting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, would seem to 
justify the language of Justice Field, delivering the opinion of the Su- 
preme Court in County of Mobile rs. Kimball (102 United States Re- 
ports), when he said, referring to the power of Congress to regulate 
commerce: 


* That power isindeed without limitation. It authorizes Congress to prescribe 


the conditions upon which commerce in all its forms shall be conducted between 
our citizens, and the citizens or subjects of other countries, and between the cit- 
izens of the several States and to adopt measures to promote its growth and in- 
sure its safety. ` 


If may constitutionally appropriate money to clear out and 
keep and safe and navigable our rivers and harbors and Jakes, to 


the end that the flow of commerce between the States shall be free and _ 


unobstructed, why may not money be appropriated as is done in this 


bill to pay the expenses of arbitrations to insure thesafety, and provide , 


against obstructions of commerce carried on land by rail? The power 
of Congress over the subject is the same whether the carriage is by land 
or by water, and that power has always been exerted by Congress to 
remove obstructions and perils and hindrances to commerce in any of 
its branches, and it can not be denied that the purpose of this bill is to 
guard that portion of the commerce of the country carried by rail, con- 
stituting as it does at least four-fifths of the whole, against embarrassing 
and hurtful interruption. 

It is generally admitted that Congress has power to intervene be- 
tween railroad corporations and shippers and passengers, and see to it 
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that charges are reasonable, and this includes necessarily the power, if 
Congress chooses to exercise it, of prescribing what the charges shall 
be; and again that Congress has the power, if deemed wise to exercise 
it, as I believe it is, to prohibit a greater charge for a short than for a 
long haul: These and many other regulating provisions are to be 
found in the various interstate-commerce bills, which at one time and 
another have been discussed and sometimes through one Honse 
and sometimes h the other of Congress, the two Houses never 
having yet concurred, however, in ing the same bill. These regu- 
ations assume that trains are running, that transportation is going on, 
that the car wheels are moving. If these stop, commerce is suspended, 
is tanto destroyed. To keep them moving would seem a primary 
eek hierren principle underlying all other regulations, because 
without it all other regulations are nugatory, and is therefore within 
the power of Congress, whenever that power may be exercised without 
trenching upon the rights of individuals, or the rights or powers of the 
States, neither of which I have shown is done in this bill. | 

With the single exception of appropriating money to pay the expense 
‘of arbitrating and settling differences between railroad corporations and 
their employés, in order to provide against strikes, and the consequent 
disorganization of the trained and expert labor on our great lines of 
transportation, to the detriment and hindrance of commerce, there is 
no exercise of power in this bill beyond the authority granted the board 
of arbitrators to summon and swear witnesses, &c. The award of the 
arbitrators is not to be entered as the judgment of any court, is not to 
be enforced by judicial or executive process, is simply to be publicly 
announced by the arbitrators and filed with and proclaimed by the 
Commissioner of Labor of the United States. An arbitration is defined 
in the law-books to be, ‘‘a proceeding by private and unofficial persons 
selected by the parties upon matters of difference submitted to them,” 
In all the statutes I have ever seen or heard of providing for arbitra- 
tion there are provisions for making the awards, judgments of courts, 
to be enforced as other judgments are, by regular judicial process. 

This feature, for reasons I have indicated, is necessarily absent from 
thisbill. The board ofarbitrators having no power to enforce the award, 
and not even to adjudge costs against either party, for they are assumed 
by the Government, neither person nor property being affected in any 
legal sense by their action, are in no respect judicial officers, are only 
an advisory board, and the objection to the method of their appointment 
as being unconstitutional is clearly not well taken. The suggestion 
that a labor bureau of three commissioners be established here, and in- 
vested with the same powers proposed to be given arbitrators chosen by 
the parties themselves under the House bill does not meet the approval 
of myjudgment. A fixedand permanent board, appointed by the Presi- 
dent, to be a part of the executive branch of the Government, and re- 
siding in this at all times red-hot political center, could not fail to take 
on a distinct political character and complexion, when absolute non- 

i ip would be essential to its effectiveness. 

This tribunal, located in this city, the focus and center of corporation 
influence and power, the theater of its greatest achievements, the field 
on which its great victories over the people in railroad, land, tariff, 
financial, and other class legislation have been won, surrounded on all 
sides by a demoralizing and undermining atmosphere, and, while thus 
domiciled in the very home and residence of one party, and under the 
very shadow of Wall street, is thousands of miles it may be from the 
other to be affected by the award and the public opinion to be enlight- 
ened by the investigation, would utterly fail, and justly too, to com- 
mand the confidence of the laboring people or the country, and would 
therefore be a failure as a tribunal for voluntary arbitration of differ- 
ences. Perfect fairness and impartiality between the parties in the con- 
stitution of the board of arbitration is an indispensable requisite to a 
successful operation of the plan, and this pro nent board lo- 
cated in Washington would be, although honestly intended otherwise, 
wholly to the advantage and in the interest of the corporations. For 
we can not suppose that three labor commissioners will withstand a 

wer whichit is well known has so often dominated not only Con 

mt all the branches of the Government here, and if they should be able 


to do this, the impression that they would fall under corporation influ- | 


ence could not be removed, and would as effectually destroy their use- 
fulness as if it were true. Such a board would at once assume the 
characteristics of a court in its proceedings and methods, and its bent 
and bias soon become known, and instead of going before it voluntarily, 
parties would prefer to goat onceintothe established Pg Hiare ca ary 
ofthecountry. I believe every State in the Union has onits statute-book 
a law providing for the settlement of causes of action by arbitrators 
chosen by the parties themselves, and the object of all these laws is to 
enable parties, when they prefer, to select their own tribunal rather 
than go into the established courts. 

The suggestion to take away from the parties the selection of the 
board ot arbitrators and vest the power of choice elsewhere, and to es- 
tablish the board thus chosen into a fixed and permanent one, seems to 
me to be destructive of the vital principle and theory of arbitration, 
and the erection of a new tribunal, which in its relation to this subject 
would possess all the vices and none of the virtues of the established 
courts. The proceeding by arbitration is eminently a domestic, home 
remedy, one dependent for its efficacy upon the moral influence of the 


fact that the award is made by arbitrators chosen by the parties them- 


selves on account of their peculiar fitness for the business in hand, and 
this fitness comes usually from well-known high character as well asa 
thorough knowledge of the matter they are called on to arbitrate, and 
of all the facts and circumstances connected with.it. $ 

These considerations apply with unusual force to such contentions as 
we are now considering, when the character of labor required, and the 
cost of living and the res gestœ of the whole business involved in the 
particular case, ought to be familiar to those who sit as arbitrators. 
The differences and disturbances aimed to be met by the proposed legis- 
lation, if general over the country, could not be investigated by one 
board, and if local should always be investigated in the locality where 
the troubles occur. The bill passed by the House tenders to the par- 
ties at issue a remedy for the friendly settlement of their differences on 
the spot, without the delay of Washington bureau red tape, each party 
being authorized by its provisions to select one arbitrator, and the two 
arbitrators thus chosen to select a third as umpire. 

The remedy is omnipresent, and wherever a difference occurs is there 
to settle and adjust it. We are endeavoring to devise a plan which 
will encourage and invite and assist a settlement of disputes between 
railroad corporations and their employés without delay, and the injury 
to the public and the immediate parties incident thereto, and it does 
seem clear to me that a provision which enables the parties to select 
their own arbitrators, men of their own choice, would induce and pro- 
mote and accomplish this mode of settlement, and that the establish- 
ment of a fixed and permanent tribunal, remote from the field of dis- 
turbances, regardless of what might be the desire of either party, would 
repel and discourage it. While I do not propose to commit myself to 
all that has been said by the Supremé Court of the United States touch- 
ing the power of Congress in the regulation of interstate and foreign 
commerce, and especially mean, so far as my vote and action are con- 
cerned, here or elsewhere, to guard vigilantly against any interference 
with or invasion of the powers and duties and rights of the States b 
Federal authority, I can see nothing but what is in strict accord wi 
the Constitution, and with the most liberal definition of State rights, in 
this bill as it came from the House. There is certainly no harm in the 
bill, and it may, and I believe will, if passed, accomplish a t deal of 
good. It is an experiment, of course, but one in my judgment well 
worthy of a fair trial. 

Organization is the order of the day in every department of human, 
industry. Labor organizations are the counterpart of organizations of 
capital. The latter have produced the former, and both are the nat- 
ural outgrowth of a phenomenal increase in population, productiveness, 
and unequally distributed wealth. _ That these exciting causes will re- 
main in a growing and increasing form, and will continue to stimulate 
and enlarge these organizations, can not be doubted, and it is equally 
unquestionable that the stronger and more widespread the organiza- 
tions become the greater, will be the necessity for some measure for the 
settlement of differences between them. - A law for this can 
never be less n than it is now, with all the probabilities that 
it will be very much more necessary in the future. It does not meet 
the question to say, as has been said, that a remedy for the evils com- 
plained of may be found in an enforcement of existing laws, and an 
appeal to the ballot-box. The evils grew up under existing laws, and 
under the same ballot we now have. The people are the same, are 
moved by the same impulses, swayed by the same influences, imbued 
with the same passions and prejudices, and prompted by the same in- 
centives that have always actuated them. 

We must deal with the situation as it is, not as it might be or ought 
to be. The subject is one which can neither be ignored nor post- 
poned. Philosophie discussions over the causes which have produced 
the existing condition of affairs, coupled with admonitions to the peo- 
ple that if they will be wiser and more virtuous in the use of the bal- 
lot they will be happier and better governed, have their uses. But 
this subject requires more definite and specific and rapid treatment, 
and the bill as it came from the House is the best suggestion of a rem- 
edy yet made, in my judgment. 

The railroad statistics brought up to the end of the year 1884 by Mr. 
Henry V. Poor in his railroad manual, show the total number of miles 
of railroad in the United States up to that time to have been 125,379, 
more than 45 per cent. of the railroad mileage of the world. And the 
astonishing statement is made in the able and exhaustive report of the 
Senate Select Committee on Interstate Commerce submitted to the Sen- 
ate on the 18th of January last, on the authority of Mr. Edward Atkin- 
son,.of Massachusetts, that ‘‘the railway property of the country con- 
stitutes one-fifth part of the accumulated capital of the country to-day,’’ 
and it is further stated in that report that “‘ there are 650,000 people 
employed in that service in the mere mechanism of the distribution of 
products, without reference to those employed in construction,” and 
that the railroads of the United States move about 400,000,000 tons a 
year, half of which is food and fuel.” These facts illustrate with unan- 
swerable force the magnitude and importance of the subject we are now 
considering. The rapidity with which these facts are being intensified 
and enlarged may be determined by the following, which I read from 
the same report: 


The average number of population to 1 mile of road completed by decades 
page ag follows: In 1840,6,194; in 1850,2,705; ju 1860, 1,087; in 1870,784; and 
n h 


1886. 
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And still the work of railroad building goes on with unabated vigor. 
In the face of facts like these, no higher duty rests upon Congress than 
to the extent of its constitutional power to provide against any hin- 
drance from any source of a commerce in which all the people of the 
United States are so vitally interested, millions of them even depend- 
ent upon it for such absolute necessaries of life as food and fael—a pro- 
vision demanded no less in the interest of the great army of laboring 
people engaged in this commerce, and of the owners of the vast capital 
invested in it, than in that of the great public they are serving. 

It may be assumed as a fixed and settled fact that the power to reg- 
ulate a commerce between the States and Territories of this Union, so 
vast in its proportions, and so interwoven with the routine business and 
every-day life of all the people as to be a part and of it, as is that 
carried on the railroad lines of this country, will be maintained as a 
proper function of Government, and that both the State and National 
Governments, each acting within the sphere of constitutional power, are 
required by the people to put forth and exercise when necessary all their 
power to the end that this commerce shall go on unobstructed, unhin- 
dered, and unimpeded by dissensions between those engaged in carrying 
iton. This much is unquestionably demanded by the country, and 
nothing less will be accepted. Railroad corporations are public serv- 
ants and will be held to a rigid accountability for the performance of 
their duties as common carriers, and ought to be, strike or no strike, and 
those who obstruct them in discharge of those duties by the injury or 
destruction of property or by unlawful violence, or threats of violence, 
will and ought to be sternly dealt with as criminal violators of the laws 
of the state. 

The public interest is supreme and paramount, and this requires fhat 
the flow of commeree shall be free, and shall not be obstructed either 
by default or design. Nobody questions the right of any man, or any 
number of men, to throw down their implements and cease work at 
any time that he or they may desire or choose to do so. Nor can it be 
questioned that others willing to do the work have the legal and moral 
right with the consent of the employer, to take the vacated places and 
perform the labor free from violence or intimidation. A government 
which would fail to protect its citizens in the enjoyment of these un- 
questioned rights, would be a failure in a vital regard. Capital asso- 
ciates, and it is right and expedient that labor shall do the same. The 
condition of the laboring people of this country has been greatly ad- 
vanced and benefited by organization, as an abundance of high authority 
could be quoted to show. Indeed, the history of the labor question in 
Europe and America establishes beyond controversy that labor organ- 
izations, based on the-fandamental idea of obedience to law and scrup- 
ulous for the rights of others, have more than all other causes 
combined, elevated and improved in every way their membership and 
tended to bring labor and capital into harmonious and just relations. 

The labor organizations of thecountry are in their infancy, are crude 
and untrained, but time will bring them the wisdom of experience and 
discipline, and place in the lead their most intelligent, conservative, 
and patriotic men, and send to the rear or expel from their ranks the 
rashy turbulent, and lawless, who when permitted to lead always bring 
about mischief and trouble. 
risk bread and meat for their families and the consequences of violated 
law upon the counsels of such men, but that patient forbearance, even 
under wrong, and obedience to lawiand for the rights of others, 
will bring to their support a solid public sentiment, which will join 
with and maintain them in demanding under the forms of law all that 
just and reasonable men can ask, and that the opposite course will al- 
ways isolate and defeat them. Many of the capitalists of to-day were 
laboring men a few years ago. Many of the laboring men of to-day 
will be capitalists a few years hence. The great mass of the@American 
people are laborers in some form of ind All of them are free 
men, armed with the power of the ballot, and all aspire to an improved 
and bettered condition. The interests of the laboring men in good 
government are precisely those of all other good citizens. 

There has never been a time and never will be, when the sympathies 
of the great body of the people have not been ‘and will not be found 
with the laborers and producers of this country, and opposed to the ra- 
pacity and avarice of corporate power; but ours is a conservative, self- 
governing, and self-reliant people, who feel and know that there is no 
liberty without law, and that obedience to law is the fundamental idea 
of all government and all Jaw and all social order, and this they will 
always inexorably demand as a condition of their favor and support. 
Organizations of laboring people for self-protection, advancement, and 
improvement, for securing for themselves a fair share of the profits of 
the enterprises they labor in, through lawful methods, will never fail 
to command the active sympathy and support of the people, but when 
used for purposes of aggression upon the rights of others, for attack in- 
stead of defense, for defiance instead of obedience to law, will not fail 
toexciteodium and bring down swift condemnation. I yield tonoman 
a greater abhorrence of the domination of money and corporate power 
than I feel. I will go as far as he who goes farthest, by every consti- 
tutional method and means in opposition to it, because I believe it, as 
developed and manifested in this country in its corrupting power over 
legislators, judges, governments, and the press, and in its to 
plunder and rob the people, a standing menace to liberty and free gov- 


They will find out that it will not doto 


ernment. But all men must recognize the inexorable necessity of ad- 
hering to the Constitution and laws in dealing with it, for lawlessness 
and anarchy would aggravate the evil, would invite a stronger govern- 
ent, further removed from the people, and still more under the dominion 
of that power—would bring but another turn of the screw. ' 

No honest man can read thetestimony on the files of the two Houses 
of taken by the various committees who have from time to 
time investigated the subject, without a feeling of profound indignation 
and disgust, that a vital necessity to the whole country, like our great 
railroad system, should be an instrumentality in the hands of a few in- 
dividuals for the systematic robbery of all the people of the country. 
That it is so used is not a matter of conjecture, nor does it rest on the 
assertion of enemies of railroad corporations, but isshown by the testi- 
mony of some of the ablest railroad men and experts in the United 
States; some of whom for years have been en in the highest 
branches of railroad administration. Mr. Henry V. Poor, the author of 
Poor’s Railroad Manual, to whose testimony before the Senate commit- 
tee I have already adverted, and who will be accused by nobody of un- 
friendliness to railroad corporations, in his statement estimates that of 
the capital stock, bonds, and other evidences of indebtedness, issued by 
the railroads of the United States, amounting at the close of 1883 to 
$7,495,471,311 , at least $2,000,000,000 represents what is known as 

watered S »” 


Mr. F. B. Thurber, of New York, a distinguished member and one 
of the directors of the Board of Trade and Transportation of New York 
city, one of the leading witnesses examined by the Senate Committee, 
in reply to a question propounded by Chairman CULLOM as to whether 
he had definite information as to the amount of ‘‘ water”’ in railroad 
stock, said, on page 295 of the testimony: 

No, sir; I do not think anybody has in particular. I heard Mr. Poor's esti- 
mate, I know t are so many instances where that is so very short of the 
mark that itis absurd, I think he said that the New York Central was about 
half water. Why, the New York Central had been watered three times prior 
to 1867-’68, and, at that time, they doubled it. They put forty-seven millions of 
water into the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad in 1867-'68, and 
they paid cight (8) per cent. dividends on that forty-seven millions until last 
year, which was the first year they dropped their dividends down. 1 think last 
i they paid 6 per cent., and I they have now got down to 4. I know 

have figured up what the dividends on that water had amounted to in thir- 
teen years, with interest compounded annually. It was $31,000,000. I think that 
that is a pretty good indication of where one hundred millionaires were made, 
That was for thirteen years on the watered stock of that road. I think I have 
a tabular statement of it here, if Iam not mistaken. It was only carried up to 
1881. In 1881 it was $75,049,000; and the next year, 1882, put it over $80,000,000. 


Other witnesses examined by the committee whose testimony is em- 
bodied in the report establish upon what seems to me to be clear proof, 
that at least one-half of the great aggregate just given of railroad stock, 
bonds, &c., is ‘water’? and nothing more, and that Mr. Poor’s state- 
ment is greatly under the truth. 

I referred a few minutes ago to the statementof Mr. Edward Atkin- 
son, of Massachusetts, as to railroad values in this country as being an 
reeeeepens, here It is found on page 318 of the testimony, and is in 
these words: ‘* One-fifth part of all the capital of the country, one- 
fifth part of all that has been saved from the hand of man and placed 
upon the land, consists of railway property to-day.” I ask when we 
contemplate the accumulations of sixty millions of people in cities, 
towns, and country, in houses and fences, in manufactures, in horses 
and cattle and other live-stock, and personal property, in money and 
bonds, and in values of all kinds on land and water, covering a conti- 
nent, and then, speaking in round numbers, the 130,000 milesof railroad 
in the United States, if the statement itself, assuming it to be correct 
as to face values, does not bear upon its face and in its body overwhelm- 
ing, unanswerable, and conclusive evidence that-the stock of these 
roads has been inflated and watered and rewatered many times over? 

There are some propositions which the common mind can fathom as 
well as the most learned expert, and this is one of them. In the cen- 
sus year there were for each mile of completed railroad 23.8 square 
miles of area, 571 population, and 3,243 acres of improved land, and 
the av value of products of farms, manufactories, mines, quarries, 
and petroleum wells was $88,347 for each mile of road. A large pro- 
portion of the accumulations of wealth of the country is not embraced 
under either of the heads constituting that aggregate. Yet this prod- 
uct of one year of capital invested in its production is almost three 
times as great as the average cost of one mile of railroad, which Mr. 
Poor, as I will presently show, estimates at $30,000. Deducting a 
reasonable estimate of the value of the land actually used in the pro- 
duction of the aggregate of products for the census year, which is com- 
paratively small in 2mount, and allowing for the enormous amount of 
other wealth not embraced in this calculation, it will be seen that rail- 
road property, instead of being one-fifth part of all the accumulations 
of value in this country, can not be over one-half, and is most probably 
not a dollar over one-third, of that amount, and that the difference be- 
tween this estimate and Mr. Atkinson’ssimply represents the ‘* water’? 
in therailroadstocks. Railroad building only commenced in this coun- 
try about fifty years ago. 

In 1830 there were only 23 miles of railroad in operation in the 
United States. For more than two hundred and fifty years this coun- 
try has been developing, and its millions of hardy, enterprising, and 
thrifty people laboring and struggling and saving up wealth. It is too 
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heavy a t upon the credulity of the country to expect it to be 
believed thst the comparatively few persons who have for fifty years 
only been building and operating railroads have honestly acquired one- 
fifth part of all the accumulations of value in thecountry. That they 
claim to have done so is certain, That the figures at which they value 
railroad property, stocks, &c., sustains that claim is equally certain. 
That they tax the people for transportation on a basis established for 
the purpose of paying interest in the shape of dividends on the amount 
thus claimed to be railroad values is unquestionable, and that at least 
one-half, and most probably a considerably larger proportion, of the 
all values is fictitious, bogus, “‘ watered stock ’’ does not admit of 
a doubt or question. 

** Watered stock’? means stock created by a stroke of the pen, costing 
nothing except the paper and ink used in making it, and representing 
not.a penny of actual capital or value but which is added to the actual, 
bona fide stock which represents capital, and counted as part of the cost 
of the railroad, and freight and passenger rates are fixed high enough 
to pay dividends upon the whole, fictitious as well as real. Through 
this device, honest stockholders are defrauded and the people compelied 
to pay nearly double rates for ion, because the corporations 
claim therightto fair profits or dividendson the entirestock, *‘ watered ” 
as well as real. ‘This watered stock, representing nothing but the 
wrong which created it, stands on the books of the railroad corpora- 
tions, in the stock markets, everywhere, on the same footing with 
stock honestly representing cash value, draws the same dividends, and 
commands the same prices, and the people are taxed in transportation 
charges to pay interest on it as if it represented full amd honest cash 
face value. 

Through this process of fraudulently watering railroad stocks a per- 
petual mortgage for an amount ter than the entire national debt 
when at its greatest figure after war, before its reduction was com- 
menced, has been placed upon the industry of the country, exacting 
from every person and every pound of freight carried its daily and hourly 
tribute. In order to give some idea of the methods through which 
stock watering is performed I here read from the testimony of Mr. 
Simon Sterns, representing the Board of Trade and Transportation of 
New York, given before the Senate committee, and found on pages 78 
and 79 of the volume of testimony. He says: 

The books ofeach railway company were a sealed mystery toaltsave the head 
of its book-keeping department. Each particular road had its own system of 
accounts. Indeed, itwas testified before a railway committee that some $700,000 


expended during one particular year by the Erie Railway as a corruption fund 
and for legal expenses was carried to the india-rubber account, and thus found 
its way into the construction account. So that part of the construction account 
of some of these railways is what they expend annually upon legislative com- 
mittees, or in influencing or preventing legislation, and in the law courts. 

The New York Central Rathway Company in 1869 doubled its stock, watered 
its stock by 50 per cent. on the amalgamation or eonsolidation of the New York 
Central and Hudson River roads, issuing $2 for one of the entire stock of these 
several companies, They had, therefore, after this consolidation, a stock ac- 
count which was out of all harmony with their construction account, and for 
ten years following, every year varying, from 3 to 8 per cent. of this water was 
artificially carried into the construction account, so that eventually the con- 
struction account and the ital account balanced; and there is therefore a 
construction account wholly fictitions as to a trifle of $40,000,000 or thereabouts 
in the New York Central books. As a system of book-keeping it had to bal- 
ance,and therefore the balance was forced by carrying some years 3,some 5, 
and some 8 per cent. of this water into the construction account, as though so 
much construction had been carried on that year,and eventually the two ac- 
counts balanced, In the same way the balances were forced in the Erie Rail- 
way Company when Mr. Gould took $40,000,000 of the stock of the Erie Rail- 
way Company out of its books, sold it on the street, and appropriated the money 
to his own use, and there was not a dollar's worth of construction to represent 
it,and when a reorganization took place the balance of the Erie Railway Com- 
pany was forced to meet that violence done to the stock account. So that in 
some of these railway corporations their system of keeping accounts is a mys- 
tery to everybody outside of the corporation. 

Again, Mr. F. B. Thurber, of New York, on pages 274 and 275 of 
the volume of testimony, illustrates the operation of stock watering 
by a tabulated statement of figures showing that the dividends on 
$47,000,000 of watered stock put into the New York Central and Hud- 
son River Railroad, the same referred to by Mr. Sterne, with interest 
thereon from 1869 to 1884, both inclusive, amounted to $100,000,000. 
He concludes on this point by saying that if this stock which had pre- 
viously been largely watered had not again been watered ‘‘ the public 
would have been $100,000,000 richer and Mr. Vanderbilt and his as- 
sociates $100,000,000 poorer.?” ‘‘Overcapitalization ’’ is the polite des- 
ignation for this method of plundering the people. 

The same gentleman in his testimony said: ‘‘ Excessive capitaliza- 
tion operates as a mortgage upon the industry of the country whenever 
the power exists to impose rates for transportation which will yield 
dividends on watered stock.’’ The power to impose rates exists uni- 
versally with the corporatigns, except in the rare cases when competi- 
tion controls them. Pooling, which is now the order of the day among 
railroads, and is utterly destructive of competition, gives to railroad 
corporations power to exact full dividends upon their fictitious watered 
stock. It has become an axiom in railroad administration that when 
combinations is possible competition is impossible. 

Says Mr. Thurber on page 274 of testimony taken by the committee: 

In considering the subject, “what is a reasonable rate,” we are constantly 


brought face to face with perhaps the greatest difficulty and one of the greatest 
wrongs connected with the whole subject, namely, fi oryan p on, Pro- 
fe promoters have overloaded our railway em with watered stock, 


and haye imposed upon the practical railway men of this country, who operate 
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of fi PEME lyr 6 same pesca erm rs pone pon tals tbus 
overcapitali our transportation system, they endeavored by combi: on to 
enforce rates which would yield dividends upon the entire mass of capital. 

The testimony of Mr. Poor, Mr. Stern, Mr. Atkinson, Mr. O’ Donnell, 
and all of the ablest and best informed men who came before the com- 
mittee, concurred that railroad property, on the basis of the actual 
honest capital in it, pays better even in the hardest times than any 
other investment in the United States, and that all the trouble about 
it comes from forcing dividends on watered stock. From the beginning 
of time, the effort to get something for nothing has produced trouble, 
reigns will. Discussing this subject, Mr. Poor says, in his manual 

‘or - 


these 


crease in the three 
165,440; oftheir soning. 
bable that the cost of the mileage constructed in the three core nage the 


debt, was in excess of cost of construction. 
money of all the roads in operation in the ited States in 1883 did not exceed, 
as itcertainly did not, the amount of their funded and floating debts, $3,787,- 
410,728, the actual investment was a most profitable one, The net carnin: 
for the year were $336,911,584, a sum equaling 9 per cent. on their cost. If the 
fictitious capital could be eliminated from their accounts, their success as invest- 
ments would have no parallel. 

This statement from Mr. Poor, than whom the railroad corporations 
have no abler or better friend, that tor the three years ending Decem- 
ber 81, 1883, the new railroad constructed was stocked and bonded for 
$70,000 per mile, when the actual cost of construction was only $30,000 
per mile, showing $40,000 per mileof ‘‘ watered stock,” and that in as 
hard a year as 1883 the actual capital invested in railroads paid 9 per 
cent. net profit, fully justifies the conclusion of his statement that— 

If the fictitious capital could be eliminated from their accounts, their success 
as investments would have no parallel. 

Mr. Poor again says, on page 229: 

The introduction of water into the share-capital of railroads, from the enor- 
mous amount issued, is the chief cause of the condition of things of which so much 
complaint has been made, and which was the occasion for the appointment of 

our committee, After “ water” is issued the next thing is to make it valuable 

y the imposition of exorbitant charges upon traffic panne over the ronds issu- 
ingit. There have never been wanting earnest protests nstthis great wrong, 
all to very little or no ; 

To give value to ‘‘ watered stock” means in plain English to rob the 
public in extortionate transportation charges, and the employés who 
perform the labor on the railroad lines in reduced Labor can 
not duplicate itself to meet this duplication of capital, nor can the pub- 
lic protect itself against the wrongful and dishonest exaction. 

It is the watered stock which brings down the per cent. of profit on 
railroad investments and forces them into bankruptcy, and the proceeds 
of this fictitious stock, the issuance of which is covered up in the intri- 
ceacies of a system of book-keeping understood only by the few who 
keep the books, find their way into the pockets of the few high iy au- 
thority in the corporations, who, in violation of official trust, defraud 
honest stockholders and plunder the public in amassing princely fort- 
unes for themselves. It is to give value to this fraudulently-issued 
stock and buoy it on Wall street, that dividends on itare forced by double 
charges on the public for transportation, and by cutting down the wages 
of labor. In order to keep up the value of stock the charges must be 
sufficient to pay interest on the bonds outstanding, because that mist 
be paid first, and then to pay the dividends on the stock, so that the 
stock and bonds constitute the basis for transportation charges. 

Mr. Josph, of Iowa, a witness before the committee, stated that the 
aggregate of the bonded debtand stock of the railroads of Iowa amounted 
last , according to official reports, to $258,000,000, while the prop- 
erty of the roads upon which they paid taxes.was assessed at only 
$30,000,000, and that the annual net profit of the roads was within a 
fraction of 5 per cent. on the first-named amount, orabout $12,000,000, 
which is exactly 40 per cent. net profit on the amount they assess for 
taxes; and it will be remembered that this profit was made during a 
period of unparalleled depression. Iread from the testimony, page 1036; 

Senator Harn. Did I understand you correctly when I understood you to 
say that the stock and bonded debt amounted to $258,000,000 on your railroads? 


Ir. JOSEPH. Yes, sir, 
Senator Hargis, And that the assessment for taxation was $30;000,000 in the 


Mr. perot Yes, sir. 

Senator Harris. A difference of $228,000,000° 

Mr. Josern. The assessment is about one-ninth of the sum on which they 
draw revenues. 

The assessment for taxes to the State about one-ninth of the sum on 
which their rates and charges are fixed and on which they draw reve- 
nues. This statement as to the Iowa roads is believed to be equally 
true as to the proportion of “‘ water” in railroad stocks throughout the 
Southwest. = 

I could multiply quotations to the same effect indefinitely from the 
mass of testimony before the Senate, but will not consume more time 
todo so. It is sufficient to say that all the testimony concurs in at- 
tributing to overeapitalization, or, in other words, to fraudulently issued 
stock and bonds known as ‘f watered stock,’ all the difficulties sur- 


1886. 
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rounding railroad administration, producing, as it does, a war between 
the Je and the railroad co: the former-trying to protect 

ves from extortionate rates sought to be enforced by the latter 
for the purpose of making dividends on fictitious capital, or, to speak 
more accurately, on no capital at all. 

The mystery as to the mode of accumulating the colossal fortunes 
which in the last fifteen years have been amassed by leading railroad 
men is solved under the light of the undisputed facts, which show 
wholesale pillage of the public in the administration of the great trans- 
portation business of the country. These great railroad lines are as 
necessary to:the civilization and commercial, social, and political life 
of the Republic as blood cireulation is to the life of man, and disease, 
impurity, and taint in the latter is no more fatal to physical health 
than corruption and dishonesty in the management of the former is to 
the health of the body-politic. ` The duty of the government, State and 
national, is plain. Congress should no longer permit corporations in- 
their own interest to regulate interstate commerce as they now do, to 

a function vested by the Constitution in Congress, but should 
itself by law regulate it in the interest of the public in a mode which 
shall be fair to honestly invested capital. But the chief responsibility 
and the highest duty rest with the States which have chartered the great 
railroad corporations. Theseowe it to themselves, to their people, tothe 
great right of local self-government which needs to be vindicated in this 
regard, to take hold of this subject in earnest and deal with it as its 
stupendous importance demands. The power isin their hands to apply 
the remedy. I read from page 52 of the testimony taken by the Sen- 

ittee, from the statement of Mr. John O° a member 


ate commi! 
of the board of railroad commissioners of the State of New York. He 
says: 

The prejudice against railroads will be pena, jogas when railroads 
or are made to be honest by basing their serung upon honest capital. 

Senator PLATT. Suppose the stock of a or any other corporation falls 
to a point where it correctly represents the pee hn say that some of these 
elevated roads have a capital largely in excess of ir cost—suppose thestock 
of such a railroad should fall to a point that. represented its cost or 
value, is there any habe 4 you know of that the State can oblige the company to 
reorganize on that ? 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Probably not; but the State can limit their earnings so that 
it is a practical on a basis of honest capital. They can reduce 


the of fare se freight. 
ht to be done? . 


Senator Piatt. Do you think ito 
Mr. O'DONNELL, Certainly. I think railroads should only be permitted to 


earn a fair dividend on honest capital. 

Tread again from the testimony of the same gentleman, on pages 48 
and 49: 

Senator PLATT. The ownership of the roads has passed largely out of the 
hands of the men who watered the stock. Does that fact make any difference 
in your mind as to the amount of earnings they should be allowed? 

E Paart O'DONNELL. You ered aje sia Bude by ONA eae ome pa 
ve considered very much. Wherea State, veaction egalized 
Where tase eo Loen 


road stocks stand differently from an investor in any other stock. 
sooner the idea that no where a road is built, or for what purpose 
when its stock or bonds are put on the market somehow they are teed 
against loss, is dissi d the better for all concerned. commerce of the 
country must not be burdened to pay large dividends on watered railroad stocks, 
it being inimical to the prosperity of the commonwealth. 

Senator PLATT, You think this question of watering is so well known that 
persons who buy railroad stock buy it with knowledge? ` 

Senator Harris. With such knowledge as to put them on inquiry? 

Mr, O'DoxsELL. The courts have decided that aman buying stock must buy 
with his eyes open,and this is the way the public buy all other securities. 


I read from page 39 of the testimony, part of the statement of Mr. 
Rogers, also one of the board of railroad commissioners of the State of 
New York: 


Senator Parr. You think it isa matter a commission could deal with to 
determine whether, in a particular case where complaint was made, a railroad 
was charging too much? y 

Mr. Rogers. Where complaint is made that too much is being from 
a particular point the mi in which our commission deals with it is this: 
We take up the question of the cost of the construction of the road, we find out 
how much it has taken to build it, how much stock and how many bonds are 
out, and how much has gone in good faith into the construction of the road. 
We then take their revenues and see whether those revenues are paying a fair 
rate, after the cost of hauling and handling are taken out, upon the cost of con- 
struction. Ifso, we reach the conclusion aps pemaine rates Ba es that road 
ought not to be diminished under the guarantee of the general road act. 

= * * * = * * 

Senator PLATT. In dealing with this question do you call the ‘cost of con- 
struction” what the company represents the cost of construction to be, or do 
you a 3 to get at what the road was actually constructed for’? 

Mr. Rocers. We get at what it actually was constructed for. Of course we 
can not go into the question as to whether they paid more for their iron or their 
ties than they really ought to have paid, but we do substantially get at the ques- 
tion what amount of money went in, and take out the “ water.’ 

Senator PLATT. Suppose the company, in building the road, let the contract 
to a construction company in which parties interested in the building of the 
road were also interested, and made a very large and unconscionable profit out 
of that contract, do you consider that at all? 

Mr. Rocrrs. That specific question has not been brought before us, although 
I can see that it would be very embarrassing. Not having been brought before 
us I can not answer it, buta number of cases have been brought before us where 
we were obli to find out the cost of construction, and we did it substantially. 
The eley roads was a case in point. They are stocked and bonded for 
$45,000,000. We found their actual cost of construction was $22,680,000, and Com- 
missioner O’ Donnell found in his minority report that it was $22,350,000. 


I read again from page 301 of the same volume of testimony, from the 
statement of Judge Thomas Russell, chairman of the railroad commis- 
sion of the State of Massachusetts. He says: 

Furthermore, our supreme court has always held very strictly the doctrine that 
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railroad corporations are public corporations, created solely for the good of the 
public, and that they are to be dealt with nocording ly. Agreatmany yearsago 
the islature: “ are made for the people, and not 


Prieina a tean n iss and that idea has been adopted by th supreme court 
e 7 an ea r 
of ris State. : tion is a public eorporation, 


this The doctrine that a railroad corpora: 

prove y solely for the benefit of the people, and not of the stockholders, bas been 
stated by Chief-Justice Shaw and Just ray, who was lately ourchief-justice, 
as strongly and as clearly as ever any asked to have it stated. 

I now read from the report of the board of railroad commissioners ot 
the State of New York to the Legislature of that State. They say: 


A-common carrier thus at common law a quasi pepe penises 


created becomes 

bound, as the of its privileges conferred, to carry all persons property 

offered to it for a = 
e n 


just and reasonable compensation, and with due 
ety and convenience. It is the right and duty of the State, 
inal charter or by su! uent legislative or other action, to see thatthe 
service to which he is thus entitled, to vent railroads from as- 
suming rights and privileges not granted, to compel the correction of abu and 
to require the formance of duties assumed. No less has the railroad at least 
a „equitable right to insist that the State shall guard its prop- 
erty, that it shall be protected in the exercise of its chartered privileges, and 
that subsequent legislation shall not exceed the limits above stated 
This position railroads 


toward its citizens and toward its the State ever and 


unceasingly es. For instance, the right conferred to im and collect 
fares and freight rates is the permission of the State to exact from transporta- 
tion and commerce a tax in return for a public service required of and performed 
by the railroad. The amount of this tax in a just and equitable view and based 
on a public policy which duly regards good faith, and which is liberalenough to 
promote and sustain prompt, efiicient, and constantly improving service on the 
part of railroads is that amount which will expenses and a fair return upon 
the capital of the corporation invested. To keep the tax within this limit is 
the duty of the State toward its citizens; to sustainit at this point is the corpo- 
ration’s right, in the enforcement of which the State ought iot to interfere. 

The States are under the highest obligation to protect and deal lib- 
erally with the actual honest capital invested in railroads. This is due 
to the corporations, their stockholders and creditors, no less than to the 
public honorand credit, but the obligation is equally binding and sacred 
to protect the public against the extortion and imposition practiced by 
thecorporations through theinstrumentality of fraudulently issued stock 
andbonds. There isnot a railroad company in the United States except 
one whosestock has not been repeatedly watered and rewatered, and that 
isnot taxing the people nearly or quite double on transportation to pay 
interest and dividends on bogus, fictitious capital. The Baltimore and 
Ohio is named by Mr. Thurber as an exception. That corporation, he 
says, has never watered its stock, and he attributes its great prosperity 
to that fact. There is nota railroad corporation in the United States 
whose stock which represents actual capital honestly expended in con- 
struction and equipment, would not pay heavy dividends and be a mag- 
nificent investment. 

These conclusions are overwhelmingly established in all the testimony 
on the records of the Senate and House, and there is no dissent from the 
opinion that nine-tenths of the rate wars and other troubles between 
the railroad corporations themselves, and between them and the public 
grow out of ‘watered stock.” This being the great disturbing cause 
should be eliminated by the State governments, whose charters confer 
on these corporationstherighttoexist. It makes no difference how this 
is done, whether through a commission with power to adjust the rates 
of freight and passage on the basis of the actual capital invested, dis- 
carding “‘watered stock” from the estimate, or in some other mode 
which is just and equitable, so itis done. The evil will never correct 
itself, but if not dug up by the roots will grow from bad to worse. 
Whenever a corporation is driven through the instrumentality of 
“‘watered stock”? into bankruptcy and the hands of a receiver, and 
is settled up amd its property sold ont, the first thing done by the 
purchaser on reorganization is to water the stock again, and thus the 
process goes on, and the grip on the throat of the public is maintained 
without interruption. 

` This crimeagainst the public will nevercease until the people through 
their State governments, which alone can deal with it, shall make war 
upon it with earnestness, energy, and determination. Now that theat- 
tention of the country isattracted by recent disturbances to the general 
subject of railroad transportation in connection with the labor troubles, 
and the public mind is busy with the problem, it would be well while 
devising means to assure with absolute certainty the perfect freedom 
of commerce from embarrassment, obstruction, or hindrance, by pro- 
tecting railroad property from injury and railroad employés from vio- 
lence and intimidation, which should be done, if necessary, with the 
whole power of the respective States, also to consider and adopt the 
surest and best means of eradicating and wiping ont thatgreatest of all 
evils affecting our railroad system, the prolific parent of all the evils 
which besetit, ‘‘ watered stock,” bogus, fictitious capital, and of placing 
the railroad system of the country upon the honest basis of the actual 
eapital invested in construction and equipment. 

Common justice and the public interest alike require that while the 
whole power of the state shall guard and protect railroad property and 
franchises and employés against invasion, injury, or molestation from 
any quarter, that it shall also protect the people against extortion and 
oppression by the railroad corporations. The honor of our Govern» 
ment, State and national, is solemnly pledged to the protection of hon- 
est capital actually invested in railroad enterprises, in the enjoyment 
of fair and even li returns, but is pledged with equal sacredness 
pects the people against the frand and rapacity of the corporations, 

oppressive and wrongful exactions upon their commerce. 

When laying its hands upon the laborer, who, under the exasperating 
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influence of evil counsels and real or imaginary wrongs, violates its 
mandates, the law must not shrink from a contest with the corpora- 
tions of its own creation, which coolly and systematically use their pow- 
ers to wrong and defraud the whole people. To command respect and 
obedience the law must act equally and alike upon all, upon the strong 
as well as the weak, the rich as well as the poor. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I do not rise to make a speech on this 
subject; but, inasmuch as the Senator from Texas has called up this 
pill and has advocated it in a very able speech, principally devoted to 
the watered stock of railroads, of which I have nothing to say, I desire 
to call his attention to some points, inasmuch as he is an advocate of 
this bill, without committing myself either for or against it if I can do 
no better. 

First, it pro an arbitration. When? After commerce has been 
interfered with, and not before. That is objectionable in my mind. 

Second, after you arbitrate you do not agree in the bill that the arbi- 
tration shall be enforced. You provide that the trouble shall be arbi- 
trated, but provide no means by which either party shall have power 
to enforce the judgment of the arbitrators. That is all there is of the 
bill. ‘The rest of it is mere machinery. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me I will state—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope Senators will not allow this to pass into a mis- 
cellaneous debate. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sent. A 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Illinois wished to make a remark. 


It is proceeding by unanimous con- 


Mr. LOGAN. Iask the Senate to give me ten minutes. 
Mr. BLAIR. I should object to its leading to a discussion between 
Senators. 


Mr. LOGAN. Iam not going to have a discussion. I did not get 
up to make a speech, but I rose for the purpose of saying that this bill, 
as reported by the Committee on Education and Labor, has three propo- 
sitions in it: First, to arbitrate after commerce has been stopped 

Mr. COKE. The Senator from Illinois will permit me to say that 
I think he is very clearly mistaken about that. 

Mr. LOGAN. Well, what is it? 

Mr. COKE. I have sent fora copy of the bill; I have not one be- 
fore me just now. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have it. 


Which differences or controversies may hinder, impede, obstruct, interrupt, or 
affect such transportation of property or passengers. 


Then they shall do what? Then they shall, on the application of 
both sides, arbitrate. That is, after the impeding has been done, then 
they shall arbitrate. 

I propose that they shall arbitrate before, that if a difference occurs 
they shall arbitrate before commerce is interfered with. 

But I have framed a substitute for the amendment of the President 
of the Senate and for this bill, which I propose to offer at the proper 
time. I concluded, inasmuch asthe Senator from Texas had taken some 
time in discussing the bill, to state briefly what my proposition is. I 
have only the framework of it; I was just completing it when the Sen- 
ator rose to speak; and for that reason I desire to state exactly what I 
shall propose when I get my scheme completed. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Have it printed. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will when it iscompleted. I am not going to offer 
it now, but I will state what I propose to offer as a substitute. 

First, I propose that a commission to be called the commission of ar- 
bitration shall be appointed by the President of the United States and 
confirmed by the Senate; that they shall be selected from men who un- 

- derstand the industries of the country, the labor question, and those 
questions which have caused the trouble between employers and em- 
ployés; that they shall not be partisans, but one shall be selected from 
one party and another from another and another from persons claiming 
no party 0 tion, another one selected from the class of persons 
who are well versed in transportation, and the other one selected from 
the class of persons known as the laboring classes of this country, so 
that all classes shall be represented, the commission being five in num- 
ber, and havea secretary, astenographer, anda messenger. These mem- 
bers shall as soon as appointed and confirmed meet and organize and 
elect one of their number as president of the board. ‘That is the first 
proposition. They are to hold their term of office for three years, and 
receive an annual compensation of $3,500, the secretary $2,000, the 
stenographer $2,000, and the messenger $1,400. 

Their duties then shall be to examine into all cases where differences 
exist between employer and employé en in the rtation of 

ms or property, and to make a report through the President of the 
nited States to the Congress of the United States. Where the par- 
ties, as the House bill provides, agree to an arbitration, they shall sub- 
mit their agreement in writing. In other words, they and their attor- 
neys shall agree in writing that these commissioners shall arbitrate the 
question. Then the commissioners shall have er to send for per- 
sons and papers, to swear witnesses and examine the whole case in 
a summary way and decide the question on principles of equity per- 
taining to the controversy. When a decision is made, that decision 
shall be filed in the district court of the United States for the district 
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in which the controversy occurred. When that award is filed between 
the parties before the district court, it is to be spread on the record and 
become a decree of the court, to be enforced as other decrees of the 
court. 

I propose to substitute that for this bill for the reason that there is 
no way provided in this bill for enforcing the decree. Under the House 
bill you may arbitrate to-day, and to-morrow if Iam a party I may 
say, ‘‘I do not care for yourarbitration; you have no power to provide 
for its enforcement; you make ho provision for its enforcement;’’ it is 
a mere act of the parties after some trouble has arisen, and the whole 
thing vanishes if either side disagrees to it. 

My proposition declares that the parties are all to be heard by them- 
selves on their own oath if they desire and by witnesses and may be 
represented by attorneys if they wish. Further than that, I make it 
the duty of the commission to investigate all controversies arising as 
the one did arise which perhaps caused the introduction of this bill. 
I provide whether these persons refer the question to the commission 
or not, whether they agree to arbitrate before the commission or not, 
that it shall be the duty of the commission to investigate the contro- 
versy and report the facts so that the President sl refer them to 

that Congress may have some means of judging and knowing 
hereafter as to thé manner of dealing with this question. 

Then I provide for the mode of summoning witnesses, for the pay of 
witnesses and officers serving process, and give authority to the com- 
missioners to send for persons and papers and have officers to execute 
subpcenas and bring witnesses before them, having the powers that a 
commission should have for the purpose of making proper examinations. 

I provide also that the expense of an arbitration shall be paid by the 
Government of the United States where it does not exceed a certain 
amount; that witnesses and marshals shall be paid fees according to the 
fees now allowed by law to witnesses and persons serving process. 

I go further. I provide that the act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a 
Bureau of Labor,’’ approved June 27, 1884, is hereby amended so that 
the bureau shall hereafter be designated and known as the Depart- 
ment of Labor, and that the Commissioner, in addition to the duties 
now required of him by law, shall be required to communicate with the 
various railroad companies and other corporations and associations of in- 
dividuals engaged in the transportation of persons or property, or engaged 
in any other of the industries of the country where t be carried on by 
a corporation or an association, and shall ascertain the number of em- 
ployés in each instance as far as practicable and the manner in which 
their labor is conducted and the character of the labor performed, and 
also as near as may he the condition, situation, manner of living, facil- 
ities for the education of the children of the laborers so employed, the 
relations of labor to capital generally, and also make comparative lists 
and statements as to the number of hours of labor required in the va- 
rious employments, and also ascertain the character of the Jabor and 
compensation in the various European countries, make up the statis- 
tics, make comparative statements of labor, the price of food, the price 
of living, and make report to the Secretary of the Interior and through 
him to the Congress of the United States for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing properly all connected with labor and employments in this and 
other countries, so that we may legislate hereafter, if necessary, in a 
manner that will be calculated to bring proper results. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to suggest that one of his 
objections to the House bill was that it did not operate until after a 
disturbance had occurred? I desire to read a clause of the bill to show 
him that he is mistaken in that regard. The first section provides— 

That whenever differences or controversies arise between railroad companies 
engaged in the transportation of property or passengers between two or more 
States of the United , between a Territory and State, within the Territories 
of the United States, or within the District of Columbia, and the employés of 
said railroad companies, which differences or controversies may hinder, impede, 
obstruct, interrupt, or affect such transportation of property or passengers—— 

Mr. LOGAN. Tilien they shall investigate. 

Mr. COKE. I read this simply to answer the Senator’s objection 
that the bill did not operate until after the obstruction had occurred. 

Mr. LOGAN. We will not discuss it now. That affects investiga- 
tion. What-I said was that the provision of the bill was that where 
transportation was impeded they might arbitrate. The Senator now 
refers to another matter. 

What I wish to say is that as soon as I correct one or two provisions 
in this proposition, that I have been preparing last nightand this morn- 
ing, I offer it as a substitute for the bill and amendments, and I 
will try to be prepared as well as I can when it comes up to advocate 
the proposition. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


Mr. BLAIR. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is called for. 

The te, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1886) for the relief of soldiers of the late war hon- 
orably di after six months’ service, who are disabled and de- 
pendent upon their own labor for support, and of dependent parents of 
soldiers who died in the service or from disabilities contracted therein. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read, 


The pending amendment will be 
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The Cuter CLERK. The amendment proposed by Mr. VAN W¥cK 
is at the end of section 1 to add the following proviso: 

rib on further, That no soldier under this act shall receive less than $$ per 
mout, 

To which Mr. BLAIR proposes as an amendment to strike out all 
after the words ‘‘Provided further”? and insert: 


That no pension paid under any law to any soldier hereafter shall be rated at 
less than $4 per month, 


Mr. MCPHERSON. It seems to me from the discussion which has 
taken place on this bill that it comes before the Senate in a very loose 
form. There appears to bea great desire for information and a wantof 
information which no member of the committee seems to be able to 
give. Itis a very important subject, and the measure, if enacted, will 
necessarily take a large sum of money from the public Treasury. 

In order that the Senate may be thoroughly advised as to the result, 
the actual or approximate result, of its action if the bill should be 
passed and become a law, I desire for my part to have such informa- 
tion as will enable me to act intelligently on the subject. I therefore 
move that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions with 
instructions to investigate and report to the Senate the approximate 
amount of money which will be needed from the Treasury to carry into 
effect the provisions of the bill, so that the Senate may have full knowl- 
edge of all matters connected with the bill, the amount of money 
needed, and that provision may be made in some way to raise the 
needed amount of money to carry out our pledges to the pensioners. 

I think the chairman of the committee and the Committee on Pen- 
sions generally should agree to such a proposition at once. The delay 
need not be very long. The Pension Department will be able to give 
something like an approximate estimate, taking into consideration the 
number of persons who will probably call for relief under this bill, and 
it need not perhaps delay action on the bill more than a week or ten 
days, or perhaps even less. Certainly the Committee on Pensionsshould 
come to the Senate prepared to give us some information touching this 
subject. If the committee are unwilling to take that responsibility 
upon themselves, certainly the committee ought to give some Senator 
upon the floor the opportunity of making the investigation. I would 
even attempt to do it myself at the sacrifice of any and every other duty 
I may have here rather than be called upon to vote for a bill which I 
can not tell oneof my constituents what its effect will be upon the tax- 
payers of the country. 

While I sympathize somewhat with the bill, I submit that this is a 
piece of the blindest legislation with respect to the cost and the conse- 
quences to the tax-payer that has ever been brought to the attention of 
the Senate since I have been a member of the body. < 

While I do not wish it to be understood in making this motion that 
I am attacking the bill itself, at the same time I think it must be ap- 
parent to the mind of every Senator that we should pause and see 
where we are going before proceeding any further in this direction. 

Mr. President, I now offer my motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey moves 

' to recommift the bill with instructions, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘The motion is: 5 


That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions, with instructions | £1 


to investigate and report to the Senate thea ximate amount of money which 
1 be needed from the Treasury to carry into effect the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. One word more. There are several amend- 
ments pending in the Senate which tend in the direction of increasing 
the committee’s bill and others in the direction of decreasing it. If 
an approximate estimate, which would be sufficient for all the practical 
purposes of legislation, could be given on the basis of the committee’s 
bill, it would enablé each Senator to form something like a correct esti- 
mate touching the effect of the amendments which propose to either 
increase or decrease the amount granted by the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey is so 
kind and good, so anxious to be right on this matter, that I felt almost 
entranced into acquiescence in his motion. He is so ‘‘child-like and 
bland” in his manner that I was nearly persuaded, until about the 
last of his remarks, that he was really for the bill and was in the honest 
and anxious pursuit of information. But I am compelled to remind 
the Senator that this is a bill on which he has already once voted in a 
former Congress, that here is no new proposition, he is perfectly famil- 
jar with it, he has acted upon it once; he is not a new member of the 
Senate who is entirely ignorant of the contents of the bill and the data 
on which it is hased. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Did we have the information in the former 
Congress that is asked for now? 

Mr. BLAIR, ‘The Senator had such information that he did not feel 
the necessity of calling for more. He was able to vote and did vote, at 
least I have no doubt that he did, and probably against the bill, as now 
he will again under any circumstances whatever. This proposition was 
discussed more or less, the idea itself, in the Forty-seventh Congress, if 
I recollect aright. It was pending in the Forty-eighth Congress during 
both sessions. It was finally discussed at very considerable length in 
the last session of the Forty-eighth Congress, and this precise proposi- 
tion was voted upon. ° : 
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Application was made to the Pension Department for information 
touching upon the probable cost of this bill if it should become a law; 
and upon the propositions contained in the bill the Commissioner re- 
plied, as he very naturally might, as anybody must, that it was impos- 
sible for him to estimate any better than anybody else could as to the 
probable cost of the bill if it should become a law. We know, and he 
gave to us, about the number of surviving soldiers in the country, but 
how many of those surviving soldiers are now disabled it is impossible 
for him or foranybody elseto tell. How many of them are both disabled 
and poor, so that they would be brought within the provisions of the 
bill, it is quite as difficult to determine. But we do know that it is 
the duty of a man to pay his debts, and that that duty is not affected 
by the question of amount. 

As I stated yesterday, the bill contains a general proposition upon 
which a man must vote as his conscience shall dictate rather than any- 
thing else. If it is right that these men, to be provided for by some- 
body, should be provided for by sixty million people instead of by their 
comparatively few associates in the communities in which they live, 
the sixty million having received the benefit of their sacrifices and 
services in the field, the bill ought to become Jaw. If not, the bill 
should be rejected. That is the general rule by which I guide my own 
opinions and my own action in regard to the support of the bill, 

As to the actual amount that the bill will cost, I havestated on sev- 
eral occasions as closely as I could my own conjecture, if you please. 
I think.it will cost somewhere from $20,000,000 to $25,000,000 as the 
bill stands—probably $25,000,000. -The Senator from Illinois says he 
does not think it will cost that amount. I do not know of anybody 
who estimates the amount to be more than I have done. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is that the annual or the gross sum? 

Mr. BLAIR. The annual sum. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I find by a reference to the RECORD that the 
Senator from New Hampshire on another occasion concluded that it 
would cost $50,000,000, 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is quite mistaken about that. We have 
been over that three times in the present debate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Does the Senator know that it would not cost 
$50,000,000, or $100,000,000, or $150,000,000? I am supposing, as we 
must necessarily suppose, that as a pensioner becomes old and in a 
measure decrepit his pension would be increased. As you provide in 
your bill for total-disability pensions of $24 a month, would it not be 
reasonable to suppose that the majority of the pensioners at this time, 
twenty-odd years after the war has closed, twenty-five years after it was 
begun, would be total-disability pensioners? ‘Therefore how can the 
Senator, from any data in his possession, give us anything like an ap- 
proximate idea of the cost of the bill? : 

Mr. BLAIR. I will answer that by asking the Senator— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. One word more. If it were submitted to the 
Pension Department, where these ratings have been made, a judgment 
could be formed from the pensioners of the present time, from the num- 
ber of those who are total-disability pensioners and those of smaller 
ratings, which would give us something of a more accurate knowledge 
than the Senator seems able to give, or than, if able, he is willing to 


ve. 
Mr. BLAIR. We made that call in the last Congress; we submitted 
it to the Pension Department, and obtained the-reply which I have 
stated. I ask the Senator whether, with the knowledge which he ex- 
hibits of the. elements of the problem, he believes it is possible for a 
man who happens to be clothed with the position of Commissioner of 


-Pensions to answer such quéstions any better than we can? 


Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to have an answer to my question 
on that subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. We have all the data, we have the ratings; we have 
the number of pensioners that there are now; we have the number of 
soldiers who are probably surviving in the country; we have poesession 
of all the facis he can give us; and we have been accustomed to assume 
that we had as much of the necessary common sense to consider the 
data when furnished to us as anybody, and that we are as capable of 
forming an opinion. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to say in this connection, if the Senator 
will bear with me, that I think if that inquiry were made of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire or myself, as Commissioner of Pensions, we 
should respond toit. I takeit that the present Commissioner will with 
equal alacrity respond to any call made on him forinformation. Cer- 
tainly he has done so in the past; and if it took every clerk in the Pen- 
sion De ent to make estimates and to give facts and figures I be- 
lieve he would employ them for that purpose. It would surely do no 
harm to the Senate to be in possession of all the information touching 
this matter which could possibly be given. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The investigations of the Commissioner of Pensions 
and his clerks are not among the class of soldiers who are covered by 
the bill, and the Commissioner is not likely to be in the possession of any 
data which would enable him to throw light in the form of an opinion 
upon the probable costof this bill any further than he has already done 
so by giving us the data which we have in his report, and the statistics 
which are open and common to us all. 
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In regard to the actual expense, the immediate expense, should the 


to put themselves on the roll under that provision. Then there wili 


bill become a law, it must not be considered, because perhapsa quarter | be a very large number of men who are not on the rol], who are not ap- 


of a million may underits provisions come torepresent the average ad- 
dition from year to year to the pension-roll, that the immediate eost 
for the present year would be any such amount. If there should be 
an increase to that number, and if it should average from year to year 
that number until the soldiers disa or at least until the roll 
commenced to diminish by reason of their disap from the 
earth, the probable cost would be from $20,000,000 to $25,000,000, as 
I have often stated, so far as my own judgment is concerned. But 
nothing would be paid under this measure until the claims were inves- 
tigated and established, and that is a process requiring time. It is not 
probable that the next fiscal year would witness an increase of the ex- 
penditures of the Pension Office toany great extent, because six months 
ora year would undoubtedly be required in the investigation and es- 
tablishment of the claims to any considerable number at least. 

With a million survivors, which is the estimate I believe all around 
in the country, a quarter of them already on the pension-roll, a great 
many of them still in the full vigor of life, a great many more who are 
not in the full vigor of life, but. who nevertheless have the means of 
comfortable support, neither class coming under the provisions of this 
bill, I do not believe that there can remain more than another quarter 
of a million who would be covered by its provisions by reason of their 
being both poor and dependent upon their labor for and disa- 
bled for the performance of that labor. If that beso, taking the tables 
which the Commissioner furnishes us, the expense under the bill could 
not.be more than $20,000,000 or $25,000,000. At the same time, it is 
like guessing how many people will die next year, and it is of course 
utterly impossible to furnish any warrant beforehand of the exact 
amount of the expenditure. 

But, as I said in the first place, if this money ought to be paid, if 


these people ought to be taken eare of, and they have got “to be taken | y 


care of, and will be taken care of, for there must be the endurance of 
starvation and want on their part or they must be taken care of by the 
nation at large or by their neighbors, generally poor, or by their com- 
rades, generally poorer still, or by the ordinary pauper systems of the 
counties and the States—if that is true, then I think the question is 
one which the Senate can decide in but one way, whether the parties 
whom I have mentioned should bear the burden or the nation itself at 


ĮI received a paper this morning from Pennsylvania. Of course I do 
not know whether its statement is true or not, but I have no reason to 
doubt it. Itis a newspaper containing thestatement that in that single 
county where it is published there were seventy-five old soldiers of the 
war for the Union who were supported in the pa: houses of the county 
by publiccharity. Factsof that kind, as weall know, exist in all parts 
of the country where these soldiers live, and such facts are a national 


disgrace. 

If I felt that the committee could give the Senate any further or more 
reliable information bya continued investigation, which has now been 
prolonged for some three or four years, I would not object to the bill 
going back to the committee. Iwould not object if E thought a recom- 
mittal could be of any service to the committee or the Senate or the 
country in the elucidation of further data. Still, feeling it not to be 
possible that we could give more information to the Senate and feeling 
that this disgrace should not longer exist, I must oppose the Senator’s 
motion, and I hope that the Senate will proceed to consider and dispose 
of the bill in some way. 

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
that the bill be recommitted with instructions. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it does not seem to me that if we re- 
fer the bill to the committee they can give us a very greatdeal of in- 
formation. Although I confess myself that the bill in the shape in 
which it comes from the committee has no careful estimate of what it 
would cost, and is not entirely satisfactory to me, I think the friends 
of the bill, of whom I consider myself one, ought in some way to at- 
tempt to show about what will be the whole cost. 

The first section of the bill practically, as I undeystand it, puts every 
survivor of the Union armies on the pension-roll who is disabled and 
dependent upon his own labor for support. There are 149,000 appli- 
cations pending before the Department of who. we may pre- 
sume will be considered entunderthe bill. There were in June, 
1885, 149,000 applications for invalid pensions that had been rejected, 
and rejected I suppose almost entirely because the ies fhiled to prove 
that their disability was incurred in theline of duty. I think very 
few cases will be found where the parties have applied for a pension 
that they will not be able to show that they were disabled, and the 
pat question to be determined was whether they were disabled in the 

ine of duty or out of the line, or subsequent to their discharge from 
the Army. Those persons, it may be presumed, would make their ap- 
plications under the bill. 

We add te that large body of men a very uncertain number. Every 
man who has been disabled since the war and has to depend upon his 
own exertions would be entitled under the bill to make his application. 
-nine thousand cases it is fair to pre- 


Out of the one hundred and forty- 
sume that at least much more than one hundred thousand will be able 


plicants, who are not now in the Pension Office seeking to be put on the 
roll. Then we add the dependent fathers and mothers, which is an 
bee quantity, and it is impossible for anybody to determine the 
number. 

So far as I am concerned, I am exceedingly anxious, wherever there 
is a disabled soldier who is disabled from earning his living in an hon- 
est way, to provide for his ane I am also exceedingly anxious 
that the class of men who will sometimes seek to put themselves on 
the roll who are not so dependent or not so disabled shall be kept off. 
I suppose the machinery of the Department is sufficient to keep that 
class of eof 

I think if the bill had come here with a provision for a fixed sum 
for those who are found to be disabled, if would be more satisfactory 
than itis now. If the committee are of the opinion that they can not 

ive us any data to go upon, then it is not worth while to rerefer the 
ill to the committee. 

What it would cost isa mere conjecture. The honorableSenator who 
has the bill incharge says it will cost probably not less than $25,000,000 
per annum, a mere nothing in the way we consider amounts in these 
days. Ido not want the bill to pass with the understanding that it is 
a very small sum that we are to pay. In my judgment $25,000,000 
will not begin to cover it. Three hundred and forty-five thoysand one 
hundred and twenty-five pensioners now on the roll require $65,000,000 

annum. : 

Mr. BLAIR. Thirty-eight million dollars is the annual charge. 
Sixty-five million dollars was the total last year. That includes the 
aggregation of the first payments. 

Mr. TELLER. It represents the aggregation of the first payment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Thirty-eight million dollars is the cost from year to 


ear. 

Mr. TELLER. So after deducting those we might take the $38,- 
000,000. Now if you add one hundred thousand more names to the 
roll you have added nearly a third more in amount. Then you have 
all the dependent fathers and all the dependent mothers to be added, 
of which, as I said before, the number is entirely uncertain. Nobody 
will be able to say whether it is ten thousand or fifty thousand. 

I notice whenever these bills come before the Senate that they always 
come here with an estimate exceedingly small, and they have always 
been underestimated. While, as I said before, I am in favor of paying 
to every disabled dependent soldier a bounty from the Government, I 
am in favor of doing it with our eyes open; and I am not én favor of 
pushing such a bill through here or anywhere else and deceiving our- 
selves that it is going to cost a mere nothing. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think I understood the Senator to say that he 
saw no particular advantage to be gained by recommitting the bill to 
the committee if the committee could giveno further information. Let 
me say to the Senator that-I observed yesterday in the discussion that 
the committee itself did not agree as to what plan should be adopted, 
whether there should be an indefinite sum or a fixed sum paid, and 
certainly the committee would be able to come to some conclusion touch- 
ingthat subject. I noticed that some members of the committee were 
in favor of fixing a sum of $8 a month to cover all cases of disability. 
Thereare a great many things it seems to me that the committee might 
be able to agree upon. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me to say a word on that 
int? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from #olorado has the 


oor. 

Mr. McPHERSON. TheSenator from Colorado was yielding to me. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwas coming to the very point to which the Senator 
from New Jersey calls attention. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Colorado permit me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say that the committee at the regular meeting 
this morning failed to agree on those points. The committee is unable 
to agree, and it would be entirely useless to send the bill back for the 
determination of questions which in the end must be submitted to the 
Senate, and which have been already pretty thoroughly discussed in 
the presence of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwasabout to allude to the fact that yesterday there 
seemed to be a diversity of opinion ameng the members of the commit- 
tee. Some members of the committee thought that $8 should be the 
limit. The bill confines it to $24. Other members of the committec 
thought that the lowest sum to: be paid, whatever might be the disa- 
bility, should be $4, and some thought that $8 should be the lowest 
sum. I think the committee should have brought in a definite bill, or 
if the bill comes here with the committee divided, I think the commit- 
tee should let the bill alone and we should pass the bill as it now 
stands, which is a good deal better than to tinker with it by determin- 
ing whether the lowest rate shall be $4, or $8, or whether the highest 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


4627 


rate shall be $8. Twenty-four dollars is fixed in the bill as the highest 
limit. As the law now stands the highest rate is $72. If a man is to- 


tally disabled under the existing law he is entitled to receive $72. I | bough 


understand that under this bill if a man is totally disabled he would 
be entitled to receive $24. Therefore it is fair to e that the De- 
partment will so administer the office that a man who has a small dis- 
ability will not receive any more than a man now on the roll is receiv- 


The reason why I said that it does notseem to me that the commit- 
tee are going to give us any further information was because the Sena- 
tor in charge of the bill declares that it is impossible to doit. I do 
not know myself any way to arrive at what the bill is going to cost, 
and I think we shall have to shut our eyes and vote for it, if we do 
vote for it, with the understanding that it is going to cost a good deal 
of money. I know that when the arrears-of-pensions act was passed, a 
measure of which I entirely approved, a provision of law that I think 
ought not to have been limited to 1880, we were told that it would 
add only a ri million dollars, when it has added an immense sum. 

So fay as the beneficiaries under that act are concerned it was a con- 
tract with the Government. The Government entered into a contract 
with all the soldiers that if they were disabled in the service it would 
pay them a pension. This is nota contract. This is a bounty which 

e propose to give to show our appreciation of their patriotic service, 
sacl in doing this we have a right to guard the measure in any shape 
wechoose and to limit it as we see fit. Weare under no moral obliga- 
tion to do anything more than is just and proper’so far as the honor of 
the nation requires us. If the man is poor and to the poor-house, 
I think it is something to the disgrace of the United States Govern- 
ment, when he has been a loyal soldier and has received his discharge 
in the proper manner, if he does not receive at least the pittance of a 
pension that is allowed to others who have seryed with him under like 
circumstances. 

Tam going to vote against the return of the bill to the Committee on 
Pensions, not because I think the bill is in the shape in whichit ought 
to have come here, not because I am satisfied with the bill, but because 
I am satisfied that to recommit it will add nothing to our information 
on the subject. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, ordinarily I should give a silent 
vote upon such a question, but I deem it proper to depart from that rule 
for a few minutes. 

I would have no objection, and have none in fact, tothe reference of 
this matter back to the committee, as moved by the Senator from New 
Jersey, but whether that takes place or not, I expect to vote for the 
bill; so that the question of investigation concerning the amount which 
is to be paid under it will not determine my vote. 

I have listened to the objections to the bill as well asto the statement 
of its merits. Iam nota person who is deterred from following the 
inclinations of my mind and heart by the outcry that it will take a 
good deal of money out of the Treasury. Sir, it is active, circulating 
money that is a blessing; and itis dead, money that is a 
curse. The worst evil of our times is the rapid accumulation of large 
sums of capital in a few hands. That is the cause of distress through- 
out the land. It is the cause of strikes. It deprives labor of its op- 
portunities. 

I say again that the worst evil which overshadows the Republic and 
all its best interests at this time is the tendency to accumulate im- 
mense estates and to withdraw the circulation of the country from the 
many into the hands of the few. It is the busy, active, circulating 
dollar that does the people good. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The silver dollar? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, as the Senator from Louisiana well says, the 
silver dollar, as well as every other good dollar with equal purchasing 
power; and I know no dollar, the silver dollar included, which does not 
pay for a meal’s victuals, or a suit of clothes, or any other article of 
vea or comfort, as well as the gold goias or any other piece of circu- 

tion. 

I therefore do not deprecate the sppropriation of enough to pay the 
soldiers of this country liberally. I do not deprecate that degree of 
expansion of the currency which follows it. Isay here, that beginning 

with the closing year of the panic which afflicted this country from 1873 
to 1878, from that time forward the money which has been annually 
paid on pension account has in a large degree averted hard times, op- 
premon, financial panics, and the overthrow of the prosperity of the 

aboring people. 

We are now hard upon a crisis of great peril to the business interests 
and to the labor interests of thiscountry. The money which ti 
through the channel of pensions is not merely beneficial to 
sioner who directly receives it; it passes into every channel of piire 
and trade; it pays debts on all hands. 

I have heard allusion made in this discussion to the question of ar- 
rears, that it involved a large amount. It did, and it did a vast deal 
of good, North and South, East and West. There is nothing sectional 
in a fnll cireulating medium. I have traveled over the State of Indi- 
ana and seen the little white houses built in a number of instances, 
hundreds of them, by the amount received in a considerable sum at a 
time for arrears of pension. That money did not stay in the hands of 


any one man or Bp! narrow ¢irele, but circulated e here; it bought 
lumber, bought shingles, bought glass, bought flooring, 
t frets rea and paid for these articles and brought ease to the 
business interests for miles around. 

I wish to say a word so far as the sectional aspects of this question 
are concerned. I presume never as long as we live will the incidents 
of the war fail to revive in our minds the recollections of that war. It 
would not be possible in the economy of human nature that it should 
be otherwise. I wish to say, however, that there never was a nobler 
K iA more generous, magnanimous, and unselfish presented upon 

face of the in theannals of mankind, than has been presented 
by the people of the South as represented on this floor and on on floor 
of the other House of Congress, in year after year ungrudgingly and 
unmurniuringly voting for large sums pensioning the victors in the 
great conflict of the past. 

But there is this to say to them and for them: There is a compensa- 
tion to them eyen. The money thus spent, nearly a hundred millions 
a year, expanding the currency to that extent, is confined to no lines. 
Tt goes to New Orleans; it goes to the t State of Georgia; it finds 
its way to Arkansas and to Mississippi, and through all the channels 
of trade and industry throughout this wide extended country. Its im- 
mediate blessing, perhaps, is more direct to the communities of the 
North, but at last it pereolates and finds its way throughout all the 
communities, and is a blessing to them all alike. Iam glad it isso, for 
such magnanimity and unselfish devotion and patriotism to the insti- 
tutions of the country as they stand should have something back i in the 
way of compensation. 

I will say further to my Southern friends, that their course upon 
this subject has not been barren of results or barren of response from 
the, people of the North. If my Southern friends around me will 
think for a moment, the course of this Government so far as pecuniary 
and financial dealing with them is concerned has not been illiberal. 
I will not pause now to speak of the great educational bill which re- 
cently passed this body and which is yet. pending im another, where I 
hope it will be adopted. I know there is difference of opinion among 
Southern Senators as to the power of the Government to enact such 
legislation, but there can be no difference of opinion among Southern 
gentlemen as to the grand liberality, the grand national groeronty, 
and the great conception of the future of education on the part of 
those who originated that measure. There can be no two opinions 
upon that subject. 

I may be permitted also, while I am on my feet, to say to Senators 
from the South who have to answer to their people (and I do not ex- 
pect men to forget their own sections and their own constituencies), 
that those people can be easily reminded of many other acts besides 
the educational bill calculated to reconcile them to the generosity and 
magnanimity of their representatives on the subject of pensions. 
This Government has been liberal and great in its appropriations for 
the improvements of the rivers and harbors of the whole country, the 
South wellincluded. She has not been treated as a step-sister when 
it comes to these benefactions from the Government. I, too, have 
voted for every one of them, on the principle largely that I'snall vote 
for this measure, because the circulation of money employing labor and 
improving the country is the way to develop its greatness, its strength, 
and to give to the people the blessings of industry and prosperity in 
their own. homes. 

Where have we fallen short in our improvements of ‘the Mississippi 
River and the other great water courses which interlace the entire 
South? In our careful expositions of the great industries of the coun- 
try we have done something, I hope, for the Southern people_to feel 
as a compensation for what they have done on this great question of 
pensions. 

Mr. President, I have felt impelled to say these things because of 
the position which I occupy. Ido notexpect miracles from my South- 
ern friends. I am not one of those men who expect Southern Senators 
or Southern Members or the Southern people to repudiate and affect 
to scorn or rebuke the great struggle in which they were en A 
They are doing enough without that being required of them, but if a 
few words of mine like these may enable them to meet their constitu- 
ents and reconcile them to a liberal and generous course on the great 
question of pensions I shall be glad. I think they can; and I shall be 
amply rewarded for any exertions I have made on this and other ques- 
tions in their behalf by contributing, in however minor a degree, to 
such a result. 

I have not thought it necessary, Mr. President, to discuss pensions 
at great length or indeed at all during the present session of Congress, 
but I have embraced this opportunity to give in a general way my 
views upon this question. 

The merits of those to whom these benefactions of the Government 
go are beyond the reach of discussion. They rest not in the field of 
debate. I never want to live to see the soldiers who marched to the 
drum and fife in the bloom and freshness of youth passing their old age 
in the poor-house. Whether they were disabled by cannon-shot or 
saber-stroke, or subsequently by disease or the debility of old 
age, I want to see them pa Bf care of, and by my vote they will be 
taken care of. 
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Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I only desire to say, as I have been 
mentioned several times in connection with the discussion of this bill, 
that the central idea which is intended to be presented by the bill 
is that soldiers of the Union who are diseased from whatever cause, if 
not from their own folly or wickedness, should be put upon the pension- 
rolls if they are not able to take care of themselves. I have not ex- 
amined the bill before the Senate very closely, but from my reading of 
it it is substantially the bill which I the honor of reporting to the 
Senate two years ago, and which was passed by the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. It the same precisely, except that it is six months’ 
service instead of three. ° 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the bill does not go as far perhaps as that 
bill did, but it is because some of the provisions of that bill have been 
already enacted into law; so that the provisions of that bill which have 
not become law, as I read it, are now before the Senate. 

Mr. President, the reason why I think this bill ought to be passed, in 
brief, is this: We are now twenty-one years since the close of the war. 
There are thousands and tens of thousands of soldiers of this country 
yet not pensioned and who have not yet made application even for pen- 
sions. Everyman knows that the further away we get from the scene 
of action the more difficult it is for the man broken down in health, 
diseased in body, incapable of performing manual labor, to prove his 
case and show that he is entitled to a pension. So it seemed to me 
when I introduced this bill, and it seems to me yet, that it is the duty 
of this Government at this late day, two decades after the war closed, 
to put all the soldiers who fought for the country whoare disabled and 

` unable to care for themselves upon the pension-roll without the neces- 
sity on their part of proving that the disability was incurred in the 
line of duty or in the service of their country. 

Unless some such bill as this is passed we shall see what we already 
see in part, and to which the Senator from Indiana referred—we shall 
see not only a few of the gallant soldiers who fought for this country in 
its time of peril marched off to the poor-houses, but the time will not be 
far distant when hundreds and thousandsof as brave men as fought for 
the Union will be compelled to go to the poor-houses of our country 
unless by individual charity they are kept out. 

I think the time has come when it is the duty of the National Gov- 
ernment to do away with the necessity of that particularity of proof 
which has been required in-the years that have gone, so that every hon- 
est soldier who fought for his country who is now disabled or who may 
hereafter become disabled, if it was not from his own fault or wicked- 
ness of conduct, shall go upon the pension-roll and be taken care of by 
the Government. I do not believe in a reckless, extravagant expendi- 
ture of money in pensioning soldiers or in any other direction; but here 
is a simple bill; its provisions are plain, and as has been stated by the 
acting chairman of the committee, as I understand him, he does not 
believe it will take over twenty or twenty-five million dollars per an- 
num out of the Treasury. My own judgment is that it will not take so 
much, but even if it takes more, I contend that it is the duty of the 
Government of the United States to see that these men who fought for 
the flug and for the Union shall be kept out of the poor-houses of the 
country and not allowed to starve. 

Mr. President, that is the substantial feature of this bill. Thereare 
other features in it which are of minor importance; but that is the 
great feature of the bill, and it is the reason why, in my judgment, 
the bill onght to pass. 

There is another provision, that the man’s enlistment shall be con- 
clusive evidence of the fact that he was sound when he went into theserv- 
ice. I believe the law already is that it is prima facie evidence; but 
this goes further and makes it absolute. I contend that the time has 
come when that also should be incorporated into the law, so that twenty 
years or more after a man’s service to the country and after the time 
has come when it is impossible, an absolute impossibility, that he should 
make the proof necessary, the Government should presume, should take 
it as a conclusive presumption, that he was sound when he went into 
the service, if there was no fraud in the manner in which he entered 
the service. : 

Mr. President, I did not rise to speak long upon thisquestion. I be- 
lieve the bill has been before the Senate long enough so that every man 
here understands its provisions, and probably is ready and waiting to 
vote; but I did not feel, as I have been referred to several times in con- 
nection with the discussion, like allowing the debate to pass over and 
the bill to be acted upon without giving my renewed expression to the 
belief that the duty of Congress is to pass the bill so that it may be- 
come a law. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to recommit the bill with 
instructions. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I presume I shall not be suspected 
of any want of liberality toward the veteran soldiers of this country. 
The accusation hitherto made has been that my course in this body has 
been characterized by asomewhat wanton and indifferent extravagance 
upon this topic. 

I shall not vote for the motion to recommit this bill with or without 


instructions, not because it is satisfactory to me in its present condition, 
but because I am unable to see what advantage or benefit would be 
derived from any action like that contemplated by the motion of the 
Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator will pardon nie a moment. Heis 
certainly aware of the fact that the same Congress which passes this 
bill will be required to raise means for its fulfillment. The Senator 
very well knows that an appropriacan of money, of $50,000,000 or more, 
as I have heard it stated by different Senators in the Chamber and by 
persons outside the Chamber, will be involved, and this will necessa- 
rily tend to reduce the chances of other measures. _ 

One of the objects I have in view in desiring a recommitment of the 
bill is that we may have the most information possible touching the 
amount involved, that we may be advised to the fullest extent, in order 
that we may make provision for the fulfillment of the promise which 
the bill makes. Certainly it will take but little time and we shall 
perhaps be better informed than we are now. 

Mr. INGALLS. Obviously, Mr. President, any computation based 
upon the idea of obtaining statistics for consideration under the pro- 
visions of this bill would be mere conjecture and surmise. No one 
knows that better than the Senator from New Jersey. In the naval and 
military service of this country during the war there were about two 
million seven hundred thousand enlistments, Very nearly three mill- 
ion men enlisted under the flag of their country and served on sea and 
on land that this country might survive and that we might be here to 
discuss in this halting and imperfect phrase as to the measure of relief 
that we should bestow upon them. How many of the survivors of those 
two million seven hundred thousand men would apply for relief under 
this act the Senator from New Jersey is just as capable of computing as 
anybody else. There are no data upon which the computation can be 
made any more than one can predict how many babies will be born next 
year or how many birds will fly over this Capitol nextfall on their way 
to the southward. And I have observed, notwithstanding the somo- 
what extravagant eulogy that the Senator from Indiana bestowed upon 
his associates on the other side of this Chamber, that whenevera measure 
for the enlargement and liberalization of the pension system is brought 
up in this body, or has been brought up for the past thirteen years since 
I have been a member thereof, some Senator of the political persuasion 
to which he belongs gets up with a slate and pencil and begins to figure 
out how much it is going to cost to accomplish this great measure of 
ee beneficence which the Senator from Indiana approves, like 
myself. 

I am not aware that during all that period of time there bas been an 
objection upon the Republican side of this Chamber as to the amount 
of money that would be required to pension the disabled volunteer sol- 
diers of the Republic, but it has been left for the associates of the Sena- 
tor from Indiana to ask how much will all this cost, and to refuse with 
something of petulance and impatience, as the Senator from Missouri 
did the other day, as the Senator from Arkansas did the other day, to 
give their assent to measures of this description because they are uncer- 
tain what they will cost, and because as they say, it is time to call a 
halt in these matters, that the nation has gone far enough, and that too 
much has been paid already, that it goes as the Senator from Missouri 
said into the insatiable maws of the claim agents, or that this is not an 
impulse that arises from the great, generous heart of the nation to do 
justice to its defenders, but that it is a sordid and mercenary scheme 
engendered in the foul souls of the claim agent and the scalper and the 
bounty-jumper to make new raids upon the Federal Treasury. That 
sort of accusation has come from the other side of this Chamber. They 
have not been in haste to ask whether or not this is just, but they have 
been active to inquire how muchit will costand whether we can afford it. 

Now, Mr. President, how many or how few will come under the pro- 
visions of this bill no man can tell. It is obviously impossible by any 
arithmetic, by any system of mathematics, by any demonstration, to 
declare that so many thousand veteran soldiers of the Republic will be 
disabled next year and netd assistance from the . What, 
therefore, would be the use, upon that ground, for that purpose, sug- 
gested by the Senator from New Jersey, to refer this bill back to the 
committee? I confess that I have not the slightest idea how much this 
bill will cost in case it shall become a law, and I do not care how much 
it will cost—whether it will cost $25,000,000. or $100,000,000 in addi- 
tion to what we pay now. 

If there are anysurvivors of the veteran armies of the Republic who 
by reason of disability are liable to become public charges like those 
named by the Senator from New Hampshire, tenants of almshonses, 
dependent upon public charity for support, I repeat that I do not pro- 

to inquire how much it will cost. It would be a national shame, 
ascandal, a disgrace, if a nation as opulent as this, with uncounted 
millions lying idle in its Treasury, were to permit those who had ever 
served under its flag to become the inmates of almshouses and county 
poor-houses. 

I think upon reflection the Senator from New Jersey will himself 
become convinced that the rereference of this bill to the committee for 
the purpose of making the inquiry that he suggests would be futile 
and nugatory and useless as well, because if it be true that there are 
enough of the veterans of those armies in such a condition as described 
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by the Senator from New Hampshire whose payment under this bill 
would require $50,000,000 annually from the Treasury, would the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey refuse to pay it? Ithinknot. Iam quite sure, 
sir, that no matter what might be the amount which would be called 
for by the accomplishment of the purposes of this bill, if there should 
chance to be those who are entitled to its beneficence, the Senator from 
New Jersey would be one of the very foremost to demand that that 
amount should be paid. 

Weare coming, Mr. President, very rapidly to the idea of service pen- 
sions for the survivors of the Union armies, and I t that the Com- 
mittee on Pensions were not able to present to us a bill pure and simple 
for the purpose of doing one single thing, and that is to omit from the 
present chain of evidence necessary in a ion cause that which now 
requires that the disability proven to exist shall be proven also to have 
resulted from disability incurred in the service. As the law now stands, 
in the first place, military service must be established; in the next place, 
disability; in the third place, the connection of that disability with the 
military service; and in the fourth place, its continuance from the time 
of its occurrence down to the time when the application for pension is 
made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to add one other? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The poor fellow is frequently called upon to prove 
that he was a well man when he entered the service, though the Gov- 
ernment examined him itself. i 

Mr. INGALLS. ThatI omitted, because of course it isan antecedent 
portion of the evidence; but I believe, though I am not clear on that 
point, that we have already passed a law making enlistment prima facie 
proof of soundness. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is in this bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; this makes it conclusive. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Kansas is correct. = 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand the law now to be that enlistmen 
and acceptance constitute prima facie evidence of soundness at the time 
the soldier was enlisted. 

Mr. BLAIR. - I understand that to be so, but in the practical work- 
ing of the law the very slighest evidence to the contrary, or a hint even, 
is held to repel that presumption. 

Mr. INGALLS. That shifts the burden of proof. 

Mr. BLAIR. The practical result is about the same as before. 

Mr. CULLOM. What does the Senator from New Hampshire say 
about that? è 

Mr. BLAIR. The law is as stated by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. CULLOM. I know it is so. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The provision making it prima facie evi- 
dence was enacted during the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. BLAIR. But notwithstanding the enactment of the law mak- 
ing the fact of enlistment presumptive evidence of soundness, in prac- 
ical operation, as I said, the slightest hint is held to repel it, so that, 
practically the poor fellow is obliged in almost every instance to prove 
that he was actually sound at enlistment notwithstanding the law; and 
a great number of cases during this very last year were rejected at the 
Pension Office on the ground of want of soundness at the time of en- 
listment, notwithstanding in some cases there had been two enlistments 
and two findings by the Government surgeon at those enlistments that 
the man was fit to perform service. Sometimes this plea has been set 
up against a man who performed three or four years’ service, and the 
allegation made that he was unsound at the time of enlistment. 

Mr. CULLOM. The law asit stands makes the enlistment prima 
facie evidence of the soundness of the man. ‘This bill provides that the 
fact shall be conclusive. é 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill now, in section 3, ends all that, by providing 
that the enlistment and muster into service shall be conclusive evidence 
of soundness at the time of enlistment, except in cases of fraud, which, 
of course, vitiates everything. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was about to proceed to say that I suppose the 
ultimate purpose of this bill is merely to omit one link in the chain of 
evidence now necessary to establish the right of a man to a pension; 
that is to say, being shown to have been a soldier and the fact of disa- 
bility being established, he shall not be required to prove that that 
disability resulted from his military service; but that (subject to exist- 
ing laws as to the rates of disability), having been enlisted in the serv- 
ice, he shall be entitled to a pension, whether that disability resulted 
from his service or not, except in cases that are known as specific, like 
those resulting from gunshot wounds, or fractures, or something of that 
kind. 

But the bill of the committee, no matter what might have been their 
purpose, does not seem to accomplish this result. It is complicated 
with considerations that I think ought to have been omitted, and 
among others is the condition that is contained in line 11, on top of 
page 2, which reads: 

And shall also be dependent upon his own labor for support. 

It is not clear exactly what the committee meant by that provision. 
The language is ambiguous. I can not tell whether if this should be- 
comea law it would be necessary for a man to prove that the disability 
was such that he could not support himself by his own labor, or whether 
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capacity to take care of himself, he should still havea pension. I sub- 
mit to the Senator from New Hampshire that the bill is not explicit on 
that point, because there may be grades of pensionable disability that 
would not in any way whatever impair the capacity of a man to earn his 
own livelihood; yet under this bill I suppose that a liberal interpreta- 
tion would be that whether he was disabled to an extent to impair hig 
capacity to earn his own livelihood or not, having enlisted in the service 
he would be entitled to a pension if he were a laboring man. That is 
unjust. That is a distinction which ought not to exist. Either you 
should make the pension depend upon the inability of the man to earn 
his own livelihood and support, or you should give him a pension if he 
is disabled whether he is a laboring man or whether he is engaged in 
any other avocation in life. 

The bill is illogical; I think it is unjust. It is in one aspect of it 
open to the objections that were made against what was known as the 
pauper law of 1818, applying to the soldiers of the Revolutionary war. 
1f it were possible to so amend the bill as to provide either one of two 
things, in the first place, that any man who has been in the military 
service and who has been disabled from any cause not resulting from 
his own misconduct should receive a pension at the rate of $4 a month 
whether he was a laboring man_or not, that would suit-me; or if it 
should provide that any man whọ had been in the military or naval 
service of the United States who was disabled should have a pension 
coresponding to the rate of his disability as established by existing 
laws, whether he was a laboring man or not, that would be agreeable 
tome. Iam unable to decide from the language of the bill which of 
these interpretations the committee desire should be placed upon it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to suggest to the Senator that the use of this 
language ‘‘ and sballalso be dependentupon his own labor for support,” 
was, as I understand it, and as I recollect it originally, to prevent, for 
instance, a man who had wealth and who was disabled from procuring 
a pension, it not being deemed necessary for him; but the man who in 
every-day life has to labor for his support to keep himself out of the poor- 
house or from being an object of charity, that man, whether heincurred 
his disability in the line of duty orsince the war, should be entitled to 


a pension. 

Mr. INGALLS. Still, does the Senator mean to say that, being de- 
pendent upon his own labor for support, if it appears that his own la- 
bor is sufficient to give him a support notwithstanding his disability, 
he is still entitled to a pension? 

Mr. CULLOM. If aman is disabled so that he can not labor, he 
certainly should be pensioned. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course that goes without saying; but there are 
disabilities, as the Senator knows very well, which are recognized under 
that term, which do not destroy the capacity of a man for supporting 
himself by labor. Now, suppose a man had his little toe shot off dur- 
ing an engagement, or that he lost it in a thrashing-machine, or that 
he was in some way disabled through a railway accident so that he be- 
came to a certain extent, disabled, technically speaking, as the pension 
laws now fix it, but where he is still able to support himself by his 
own labor, is the fact of his disability technically a fact that entitles 
him to a pension under this bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose the same rule would apply to that case 
that does now under the law. If a man has lost one finger, he now 
gets a pension to the extent of the disability incurred thereby; and just 
so in the case of a disabled person under this bill. That I suppose 
would be the fair construction of the language used. He would secure 
a pension in proportion to his disability. 

Mr. INGALLS. If that is the interpretation, it is obviously unjust 
to make this bill apply only to those who are dependent upon their own 
labor for support. Does that mean manual labor? Is it the intention 
of the committee to say that it shall be manual labor? I should like 
to have some information from the committee or some member of it on 
this subject. 

Mr. BECK. I, too, want some information on that point. After 
reading it over I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois a question, 
if the Senator from Kansas will allow me. Suppose one of our stenog- 
taphers had been a soldier, had received an honorable discharge, had 
come out of the war healthy, but afterward lost an arm, the left arm, 
in a thrashing-machine, or otherwise, a year or two ago, and could still 
make $3,000 a year as a stenographer, is he still to be paid a pension? 

Mr. CULLOM. I would ask the Senator whether he would not be 
paid under the law as it is? 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon; not if he lost the arm in a thrashing- 
machine three years ago. 

Mr. CULLOM. Suppose he lost the arm in the Army and still was 
able to perform his duty as a stenographer. 

Mr. BECK. The bill provides tor a disability incurred since the 
war. ‘Isa man who left the Army a perfectly healthy man who is per- 
fectly able as a clerk or stenographer or anything else to make a hand- 
some living, because he has been disabled by the kick of a horse or 
anything else in the last few years to get a pension ? 

Mr. CULLOM. My understanding is that every disabled soldier, 
whether he is able to perform labor or not, under this bill will be enti- 
tled to a pension. 
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Mr. BECK. Eventhough he has ample means of support ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no. 

Mr. CULLOM. Notif he has ample means of support. 

~ Mr. BECK. But his own labor— 

Mr. CULLOM. Where he is ‘“‘dependent upon his own labor for 
support’? is the language of the bill. 

Mr. BECK. I put the case of a clerk or a stenographer or any one 
who is dependent on his own labor for support, who has received an 
injury long after the war, having been a perfectly sound man for years 
after the war closed, who has had the left arm taken off by a thrash- 
ing-machine and still can write and make $3,000 a year. He is adisa- 
bled man for some p but he can make his own living. 

Mr. CULLOM. In proportion to his disability, according to the pro- 
visions of the bill, he is pensionable. 

Mr. BECK. Therefore we are to pay all men who have been hurt 
in any way since the war, whether they need help or not? 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no. 

Mr. BECK. A stenographer can make his money and make an ample 
living, or a clerk can, although he may have lost the left hand. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Kansas will allow me a word. I 
believe I shall be about the fifth occupier of the floor. 

Mr. INGALLS. Go on. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The bill contains tw% conditions which must be com- 

plied with, must be facts proven before a pension can be granted. One 
is disability, physical disability of course, and that must be ascertained 
by a board of examining surgeons under other regulations of Jaw, and 
it will be- rated anywhere from $24, which is for total incapacity to 
perform manual labor. The disability a faer; braan and the rat- 
ing or proportion of disability, the highest total incapacity to 
perform manual labor, as you will see further on in the bill, and the 
lowest the slightest im ent of ca ity to perform labor, voe m 
ng being according to the degree found between those two S abor fot sup 
farther it must be proven that he is dependent upon his for Dey 
port. The bill does not say that he must be dependent upon 
~ labor; but he must be dependent upon his labor. He st tae 
physical disability which would impair that of a well man to some 
Sage and the degree must be ascertained. Then he must be a man 
who is dependent upon his labor, not upon his income from other 
sources, not upon his bonds or money at interest, but upon his labor 
- for support. 

Mr. BECK. Now, one wordtomakemyselfplain. Thestenographer 
at that table has nothing to live on but what he earns by his work, his 
labor. He was a soldier, he was honorably discharged, he was a well 
man, a healthy man; and without any fault of his, either by a thrash- 
ing-machine or the kick of a horse, as I said, he has lost his left arm. 
He has become disabled without fault of his own; he is t on 
his Jabor; and yet after the loss of that arm he can still make $3,000 a 
year. Ishe pensionable? That is the question. 

Mr. BLAIR. If he is dependent on his labor, and his labor is that 
of a stenographer, and he is physically disabled, ‘he will be entitled to 
a pension. 

Mr. BECK. He has lost the left arm. 

Mr. BLAIR. If he be a lawyer and dependent upon his own labor 
as a lawyer for his support, and is also p y disabled in a degree 
which is to be ascertained and might run trom $24 down, then he will 
be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. BECK. A man who has lost aleg is disabled for some p: 
but that does not disable him from being pigs diy De at that table. 

Mr. BLAIR. That would be a physical but the degree of 


tion which it bore to total ae to perfi 
degree of disability having thus been fixed, then the further question 
whether the man is dependent upon his labor for support, rather than 

upon outside property, is to be determined under the bill, and then the 
pension would be granted. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, take the case of the lawyer who 
was actually in the service and who had the three fingers of his left 
hand shot off. 

Mr. BLAIR. In the service? 

Mr. INGALLS. In the service. Although that mutilation of his 
hand does not in any way whatever interfere with his capacity to earn 
a livelihood in his profession, although it may be an added badge of 
distinction and decoration that would give him larger fees and more 
lucrative employment, yet under existing laws he is entitled to pen- 
sion for that disability notwithstanding the fact that it does not im- 
ood or interfere in any way whatever with his capacity to earn a live- 

ood or support himself, 
Mr. MILLER. Asa lawyer. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from New York says ‘‘ as a lawyer.” 
Very well; it makes no difference in speaking about the existing 
sion law whether a man gets his SSS by the practice of the ea 
or in politics, or by following the plow, or working in a blacksmith’s 
forge. The fact that he is disable whether it interferes with his ca- 
pacity to get a livelihood or whether he has funds invested in Goyern- 


ment bonds or an income from rents or from bonds and mortgages, if 
he has been disabled in battle, or suffered any mutilation of his 

or is cri he is pensioned because ad is disabled. Well now I 
understand that this bill proposes a departure from that plan. 

Mr. BLAIR. Justin this respect, which the Senator has led the 
way up to sodistinctly: Thatsame man who could get a pension under 
the general law, no matter how wealthy he might be, no matter how 
little disabled to get his living as a lawyer he might be, who by rea- 


son of his physical hurt is entitled to a pension under the general law, 
must under this law prove further that he is dependent upon his labor 
for support. 


Mr. INGALLS. Now we will take the lawyer under this bill. Hav- 
ing taken him under the general pension law, now we will introduce 
him into this bill. Here is the lawyer who was in the military service 
of his country and came out without mutilation, without disability of 
any kind whatever, and is engaged in the active pps of his profes- 
sion. We will assume that this last year, in arailway accident, he lost 
the three fingers of his left hand. It is a pensionable disability under 
existing law and as I conceive as defined by this bill. It may be that 
Iam mistaken; but what I desire to know is whether or notin the case 
that I have detailed and specified that man, the lawyer, being shown 
to be disabled and mutilated, so far as the existing laws are concerned, 
would become one of the beneficiaries under this bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. Suppose the lawyer should quit the law business 
and go to shoving a jack-plane, where would he come out then? Would 
he be pensionable then ? 
nl INGALLS. I do not know where he would come out. 

Mr. CULLOM. Would he not be pensionable ? 

Mr. INGALLS. That is what I am aing to find out. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think, as the bill stands, the lawyer in that case be- 
ing dependent upon the practice of his profession for support and that 
being his labor, he would be entitled to pension under the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is not right. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do notsay that itis right, but I think that it is well 
enough. At the same time I stated early in the discussion that it 
might be well to insert before that word ‘“‘labor’’ the word ‘‘manual,’’ 
and say ‘‘ manual labor.’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. In saying that was not right, I was hasty. It is 
not what I want to do; I meant to say I do not want to do that. The 
lawyer that is dependent upon his own labor for his subsistence and 
who received a disability, pensionable under other circumstances, that 
does not disqualify him from continuing to earn his livelihood by his 
labor, Ido not want to pension; but I should like, if it were possible, to 
introduce some Feo sats FE limitation in this bill which would provide 
that the disability should be such as would prevent a man from obtain- 
ing his livelihood in his own calling in life to which he has devoted 
himself. If he becomes disabled in that way, having himself been 
enlisted in the military service, he should be entitled to some compen- 
sation in the way of a pension to keep him out of the poor-house. I 
submit that this 7m does not do that if the interpretation that I put 
upon itiscorrect, and Iam still further fortified by the further provision 
that I find in lines 18, 19, 20, and 21: 


The highest mg eee pension granted under this section, which shall be for 
total in to perform any manual labor, shall be $24, which is hereby 
made di le upon that basis for any less degree of disability. 


I refer to that for the ibe of saying that in me judgment those 
four lines propose to appl. laws and regulations of the 
Pension Office in were lly they propose to apply the present rates 
and grades of the Pension Office to the grades of disability that are 
provided for in this act. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the word ‘‘manual’’ is omitted in the elev- 
enth line with design; but the man who is actually disabled and who 
is dependent upon his work, whatever it may be, for his livelihood, 
shall be entitled to a pension. That proposition held distinctly i in 
mind, un the next question to be determined is how shall that man’s 
pension be measured, for the bill provides that those disabilities from 
which men may come to suffer, varying as they do in degree, shall 
vary in the amount of pension applicable to each. If-the alee dis- 
ability from which a man suffers, disregarding his employment en- 
tirely, it being a physical disability, is so great that he can not per- 
form any manual labor—whether that manual labor was the means of 
getting his living or not is unimportant—then he is entitled for such 
a degree of physical disability to a month. 

If his physical disability is the loss of three fingers of his hand in a 
railroad accident, which the Senator from Kansas supposed in his illus- 
tration, of course ‘iti is not a disability totally incapacitating him to earn 
his living by manual labor, and he would be rated less than $24 per 
month and at such degree less than $24 per month as might be deter- 
mined by the examining board. So these later lines which provide for 
the rating of the pension from $24 down are simply a measure of the 
degree of pension that shall go to the degree of physical disability from 
which the man suffers, and that must be got from the ideaof the nature 
of the work on which the man depends. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now, will the Senator advise me why or upon what 
principle of justice the lawyer disabled by a railroad accident and los- 
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ing three fingers of his left hand and still able to carry on the business 
of his profession should receive any pension at all? That is what I 
want to know. 

Mr. BLAIR. He is disabled physically, and he is in that regard. 
There are very few instances of that kind, of course.. But when you 
pass from the lawyer, who may be one in a hundred thousand or one 
in fifty thousand throughout the country, and you come to the case of 
the clerk, howisit? You may assume that there is not any great neces- 
sity, that the lawyer shall receive under this general bill; but on the 
other hand you have to consider that there are but very few such, and 
that in the vicissitudes of life he may come to be dependent upon phys- 
ical labor. Although then he may have to depend upon his profession, 
the time may come when he may have to abandon’it. It is a compara- 
tively trifling matter. 

You come very soon to other classes, the clerks and the teachers of 
the country who have been in the service and in regard to whom the 
Senator from Kentucky made hisinguiry. There there does not seem 
to be any objection. They are not a very large number, and they suf- 
fer from physical disability, and they are all to be dependent upon 


their labor. There does not seem to be any great objection, they hav- 
ing performed honorable service, to giving them a pension in ion 
to the actual degree of physical disability from which they It 


is very true that oftentimes this disability in these classes of what you 
may call the higher or more intellectual occupations would not largely 
disable them from acquiring a livelihood in their chosen vocation; but 
after all there are a great many cases where it would; and if you say 

**manual labor’? you exclude a very large class of those who ought to 
take under the provisions of such anact. It was onthe whole thought 
best to omit that word ‘‘manual’’ as the bill came to the Senate be- 
cause of the hardship that would result in such a very large class of 
cases if these persons in intellectual employments, if you may so call 
them, were omitted. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not understand how any modification was 
made by omitting the word ‘‘manual’’ before ‘labor’? in line 11, if 
yon retain it before ‘“‘labor ” in line 19, because that is the controlling 
clause. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator to reflect a moment and see if that 
isso. The second clause is: 

he hi, 
total lncutactty. to ba aret an labor, ball e re 
fivisibie upon that for any less degree of E aia 

That, without any reference whatever to what precedes in the sec- 
tion, is "there simply to indicate a measure for the varying dae di of 
physical disability from which the applicant may have come to suffer, 
from total incapacity to perform manual labor down. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire whether it means working with his 
hands or something equivalent to that? When you give a lien to a 
laborer you do not give it to a lawyer or teacher; you use the word 
‘‘laborer.”? I understand that word has in law, if not technically, 
still such a uniform signification that, independent of the observation 
of the Senator from with which I entirely agree, where the 

phrase is used ‘‘dependent parents’ which says ‘‘their own manual 
Tkbor, the word “‘labor’’ has the same the Senator at- 
taches to it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not only in law, but in religion; we say ‘‘the la- 
borer isworthy of his hire.” That does not mean the lawyer is worthy 
of his hire; it means the laboring man. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then the bill is right as it is, and the Benaton’s eriti- 
cism is of no consequence. 

Mr. INGALLS. No. 

Mr. BLAIR. So I am glad he is satisfied. 

Mr. INGALLS. -The Senator will not understand me. Ispeak from 
an entirely amicable standpoint. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that. 

Mr. INGALLS. I shall vote for this bill, unless it can be improved 
or we shall get something better. I merely suggest the difficulty in the 
Ming of uniting the friends of some intelligible pension measure on this 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s objections to the bill, which seem to be 
as the phraseology now stands as I understand him, may be resolved 
in favor of the existing phraseology. 

Mr. INGALLS. If we can not get anything better. 

Mr. BLAIR. If we can get better, very well. Iam ready for better 
phraseology. 

Mr. INGALLS. I want to say further that I can see no reason why 
there should be a reduction of the existing rate for total incapacity to 
perform manual labor from $72, which is now the sum that is paid 
monthly, to $24, as provided in this bill. If there is any reason in the 

law that gives to a pensioner who is entirely disqualified for 


which shall be for 
hich is hereby made 


taking care of himself and requires the constant aid and attention of 
another person $72, then there is no reason, if you are going to be just 
to these men who did seryice under the same flag and encountered the 
same difficulties, why you should make a discrimination and pay those 
who are the beneficiaries of this bill one-third only of the amount al- 
lowed by existing law to those who are disabled in the service. 

Mr. BLAIR. The reason of that is this: that this is an extension 


of to an entirely new class who are supposed not to have de- 
rived their disability by virtue of their service, and therefore we may 
justly deal with them upon a different basis as to the degree of pension 
which we give them from that which we have in treating those 
who contracted their disability in the service i 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Kansas give wey for an ex- 
ecutive session? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, 

Mr. MORRILL. fe Sr that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HARBOR OF REFUGE AT SANDY BAY, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Before the doors are closed I should like to 
make a report from a committee. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Printing to report the of wiper accompanying the letter of the Secretary 
of War, pertaining to the harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Massachusetts, 
with the recommendation that they benot printed, and ask that the pa- 
pers and accompanying maps be sent to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESID. RESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nebraska, from 
the Committee on Printing, moves that the papers accompanying the 
communication named by him benot printed, and that they be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After fifty-two minutes spent in executive session the doors were reo- 
pened, and (at 6 o’clock and 16 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned 
until to-morrow, Wednesday, May.19, at 12 m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 20, 1886. 
William S. Rosecrans, of California, to be Register of the Treasury. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 14, 1886. 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 
Victor Vifquain, of Nebraska, to be consul of the United States at 


Barranquilla. 
John M. Birch, of Wheeling, W. Va., to be consul of the United 
States at N. 
, of Knoxyille, Tenn., to be consul of the United States 


Peter Stau 

at St. Galle. 
Promotions in the Revenue-Marine Service. 

First Lieut. Morton L. Phillips, to be a captain in the revenue-marine 
service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. Wm. S. Baldwin, to be a first lieutenant in the Rev- 
enue-Marine Service in the United States. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Lawrence Harrigan, of Missouri, to be appraiser of merchandise for 
the port of Saint Louis, in the State of Missouri. 


NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 


Silas W. Burt, of New York, to be naval officer of customs in the dis- 
trict of New York, in the State of New York. 
SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Robert C. Jordan, of Nebraska, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska. 
Hans 8. B2attie, of New York, to besurveyor of customs for the port 
of New York, in the State of New York. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Obadiah W. Cutler, of New York, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Niagara, N. Y. 

William Reed, of New York, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Champlain, in the State of New York. 

Charles C. Sweeny, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Galveston, in the State of Texas. 

Clother H. Vaughn, of New York, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Sag Harbor, in the State of New York. 

Serson P. Coffin, of Massachusetts, to be —— of customs for the 
district of Edgartown, in the State of Massachusetts 

PENSION AGENT. 


William W. H. Davis, of Doylestown, Pa., to be pension agent at 

Philadelphia, Pa. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
Edgar S. Wilson, of Jackson, Miss., to be ener of the land office 
at Cheyenne, Wyo. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Edward R. Fogg, of Nebraska, to be receiver of public moneys at 

Beatrice, Nebr. 
POSTMASTERS. 

John N. Major, to be postmaster at Redding, in the county of Shasta 

and State of California. 
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Jo. D. Sproul, to be postmaster at Chico, in the county of Butteand 
State of California. 

Russell D. Stephens, to be postmaster at Sacramento, in the county 
of Sacramento od State of California. 

David W. Gwynn, to be postmaster at Tallahassee, in the county of 
Leon and State of Florida. 

Daniel W. Krisher, to be postmaster at North Manchester, in the 
county of Wabash and State of Indiana.. 

John E. Ward, to be postmaster at Modesto, in the county of Stan- 
islaus and State of California. 

Robert M. Roberson, to be postmaster at Tipton, in the county of 
Tipton and State of Indiana. 

Sumner B. Chase, to he postmaster at Osage, in the county of Mitch- 
ell and State of Iowa. 

A. L. Downard, to be postmaster at Marengo, in the county of Iowa 
and State of Iowa. 
. ©. C. Yonge, jr., to be postmaster at Pensacola, in the county of Es- 
cambia and State of Florida. 

William S. Evans, to be postmaster at La Grange, in the ccunty of 
Troup and State of Georgia. 

Harry C. Evans, to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the county of 
Davis and State of Iowa. . 

E. D. Fenn, to be postmaster at Nevada, in the county of Storey and 
State of Iowa. 

J. C. Roney, to be postmaster at Americus, in the county of Sumter 
and State of Georgia, in place of William A. Black. 

William T. Sharp, to be postmaster at Brooklyn, in the county of 
Poweshiek and State of Iowa. 

W. H. Brister, to be postmaster at Water Valley, in the county of 
Yalobusha and State of Mississippi. 

William E. Black, to be 
Daviess and State of Missouri. 

Louis Lowry, to be postmaster at Cameron, in the county of Clinton 
and State of Missouri. 

John Marens, to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the county of Cald- 
well and State of Missouri. 

Francis M. Setzer, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county of 
Gentry and State of Missouri. 

John C. Anderson, to be postmaster at Spartanburg Court House, in 
the county of Spartanburg and State of South Carolina. 

Patrick M. Shea, to be postmaster at Chicopee Falls, Mass. 

James S. Vedder, to be postmaster at Washington, Washington 
County, Kansas. 

William Lavies, to be postmaster at Santa Barbara, Santa Barbara 
County, California. 

Warren Woodson, to be postmaster at Red Bluff, Tehama County, 
California. 

T. C. McConnell, to be postmaster at Brownwood, Brown County, 
Texas. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Twenty-fourth Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. John L. Bullis, to be captain, April 29, 1886. 

Second Lieut. Alfred M. Palmer, to be first lieutenant, April 29, 1888. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


Capt. George E. Head, to be major, April 20, 1886, vice Jordan, pro- 
moted to the Nineteenth Infantry. 

First Lieut. John P. Thompson, to be captain, April 20, 1886, vice 
Hesd, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Francis P. Fremont, to be first lieutenant, April 20, 
1836, vice Thompson,. promoted. 


EIGHTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. Cyrus A. Earnest, regimental quartermaster, to be cap- 
tain, April 19, 1886, vice Andrews, promoted to the Twenty-first In- 
fantry. 


er at Gallatin, in the county of 


EIGHTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Lieut. Col. John E. Yard, of the Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be col- 

onel, April 19, 1886, rice Ruger, appointed brigadier-general. 
NINETEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Maj. William H. Jordan, of the Third Infantry, to be lieutenant-col- 
onel, April 20, 1886, vice Bliss, promoted to the Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry. 

TWENTY-FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

Capt. John N. Andrews, of the Eighth Infantry, to be major, April 

19, 1886, vice Pearson, promoted to the Twenty-fourth Infantry. 


TWENTY-THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. Stephen O’Connor, to be first lieutenant, April 1, 1886, 
vice Bolton, appointed regimental adjutant. - 
TWENTY-FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Lieut. Col. Zenas R. Bliss, of the Nineteenth Infantry, to be colonel, 
April 20, 1886, vice Potter, appointed brigadier-general. 
Maj. Edward P. Pearson, of the Twenty-first Infantry, to be lieu- 


tenant-colonel, April 19, 1886, vice Yard, promoted to the Eighteenth 
Infantry. 


FIRST REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 


First Lieut. Frazier A. Boutelle, to be captain, April 24, 1886, vice 
Bendire, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Oscar J. Brown, to be first lieutenant, April 24, 1886, 
vice Boutelle, promoted. 


FIFTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 


First Lieut. Charles H. Rockwell, to be captain, April 24, 1886, vice 
Payne, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Henry J. Goldman, to be first lieutenant, April 24, 
1886, vice Rockwell, promoted. 


EIGHTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY, 


First Lieut. Richard A. Williams, to be captain, April 24, 1886, vice 
Foote, retired from active service. 


Second Lieut. Joseph A. Claxton, to be first lieutenant, April 24, 
1886, vice Williams, promoted. 


FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


Second Lieut. John S. Mason, jr., to be first lieutenant, April 20, 
1886, vice Edmunds, appointed regimental adjutant. 
THIRD REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
First Lieut. Melville C. Wilkinson, to be captain, April 24, 1886, 
vice Mitchell, retired from active service. 


Second Lieut. George Bell, jr., to be first lieutenant, April 24, 1886, 
vice Wilkinson, promoted. 


ELEVENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. William Hoffman, to be captain, April 24, 1886, vice 
Jackson, retired from active service. 

First Lieut. Charles F. Roe, to be captain, April 24, 1886, vice Whit- 
ney, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. James E. Macklin, to be first lieutenant, April 24, 
1886, vice Hoffman, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John H. Philbrick, to be first lieutenant, April 24, 
1886, vice Roe, promoted. 

TWENTY-FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 

First Lieut. Edward B. Rheem, to be captain, April 24, 1886, vice 
Evans, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Charles M. Truitt, to be first lieutenant, Apri] 24, 
1886, vice Rheem, promoted. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


John H. Farley, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue for the 
eighteenth district of Ohio. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the. Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination (No. 
1304) of John H. Farley ae Onio, to be collector of internal revenue oR the eight- 
eenth district of Ohio, in place of Worth S. Streator, sus nded, and, so far as 
I have been able to ound the information, they find Mr. Farley isa fit 

proper person to di the duties of the office, and that there are no 
or papers on file ecting upon the character of Mr. Streator, sus- 
pended, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the Treasury: 


-Treasuny DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1885. 


Sir: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “ there are any charges on file against 
the official or moral character of Worth S. Streator, Jate collector of internal rev- 
enue for the district of Ohio, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this inquiry relatesto 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. 

But in order that I may surely act within the requirements of the statute re- 
lating to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, 
— the pedhak of the present administration will be better carried out by 
such change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining ng upon the oficial or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Department, 


‘ully, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary. 
Hon. Justrx S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


Fo resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on 
April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 

raa a That the letters of the Secretary of the ury to the Committee 

on i Finanoe, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 

of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 

tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 

anes vd reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 
character. 

Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 

to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 

firmation of Mr. Farley. 


REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate May 14, 1886. 
Charles W. Button nominated to be postmaster at Lynchburg, in 
the county of Campbell and State of Virginia. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TrESDAY, May 18, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the reading of so much of the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of yesterday as related to the introduction of 
bills and resolutions was dispensed with. ” The remainder of the Jour- 
nal was read and approved, 


REGULATION OF MACKEREL FISHING. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, the bill with regard to the im- 
porting and landing of mackerel caught during t e spawning season 
was assigned for to-day, but I understand it is designed to bring up 
the postal appropriation bill, in which case I do not desire to interfere, 
but willask thatthe mackerel bill be postponed until the day after to- 
morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. By an order of the House made some days sincea 
bill reported from the Committee on Ways and Means, in charge of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], was postponed until 
to-day. The. gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] now asks that the 
order postponing it be continued until the day after to-morrow. 

Mr, HOLMAN. What is the character of the bill? 

. Mr. REED, of Maine. It is a bill with regard to the close of the time 
for mackerel fishing. It is a bill that will not take long. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the order will be made 
as requested by the gentleman from Maine. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, referred to the Cum- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


With reference to the paragraph in my annual message to Congress in which 
I called attention to the uncertainty that exists as to pa location of the frontier 
line between Alaska and British Columbia is defined by the treaty of cession 
with Russia of March 30, 1867, I now transmit herewith for the information and 
consideration of Congress s a report of the Secretary of State upon the subject, 
with accompanying pa 

In view of the importance of the subject I recommend that provision be made 
by law for a preliminary survey of the boundary line in question by officers of 
the United States, in order that the information for the basis of a 
treaty between this country and Great Britain for the establishment of adefinite 
boundary line may be obtained; and Ialso recommend that the sum of $100,000. 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, be appropriated for the expenses of 


making such survey. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcUTIVE MANSION, Washington, May 17, 1886. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BAYNE, for the remainder of this week. 

To Mr. WEST, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. GEDDES, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. LANDES, for one week from to-day, on account of important 
business. 

SALARIES OF CONSULAR OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, submitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
State for salaries of consular officers, not citizens of the United States, 
for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

N. A. ADAMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with inclosure, a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior relative to an appropriation to reimburse 
N. A. Adams, late pension agent at Topeka, Kans., for protest fees paid 
by him; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ASSISTANT COLLECTOR, NEW YORK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, submitting the estimate of appropriation for 
one assistant collector, district of New York; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

M’LEMORE VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the order of the 
findings of fact in the case of Sarah L. McLemore, administratrix, vs. 
The United States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6391) to 
_ authorize.the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railway Company to 
construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes, with an amendment by the Senate. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendment is merely formal; 
it does not change the meaning of the bill in any way, and I ask that 
it be now concurred in. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 7, line 24, after “all,” insert “ fences,” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT KANSAS CITY, MO. ` 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 117) making 
an appropriation for the extension and enlargement of the United States 
eustom-house at Kansas City, Mo.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

SEWELL COULSON AND OTHERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 249) for the 
payment of Sewell Coulson and Porter, Harrison & Fishback for legal 
services; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TERRE HAUTE, IND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 430) to change 
the limit of appropriation for the public building at Terre Haute, Ind.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Building and Grounds. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LA FAYETTE, IND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the hill (S. 531) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at La Fayette, Ind.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

PUBLIC BUILDING, DETROIT, MICH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1131) toamend 
an act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Detroit, Mich., approved March 2, 1885; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

- HEIRS OF MARTIN KENOFSKY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1219) for the 
relief of the heirs of Martin Kenofsky; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MARQUETTE, MICH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1457) to increase 
the appropriation for the erection of a public building at Mirgueta, 
Mich. ; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
Grounds. 

: DENISON AND WASHITA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1486) to author- 
ize the Denison and Washita Railway Company to construct and op- 
erate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, JACKSON, MISS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1550) to provide 
for an addition to the United States building at Jackson, Miss.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DENVER, COLO. < 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1592) to change 
the limit of appropriation for the public building at Denver, Colo. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT DODGE, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the bill (S. 1611) for the 
erection of a public building at Fort Dodge, Iowa; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS, SAINT PAUL, MINN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1919) to au- 
thorize the purchase of additional ground adjoining the United States 
court-house and post-office building at Saint Paul, Minn., the erection 
of a bonded warehouse, and the repair of the existing United States 
building at said place, and providing money therefor; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HARRISONBURG, VA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2058) to com- 
plete the public building at Harrisonburg, Va.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PARKERSBURG, W. VA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2191) to com- 
paa repairs and alterations of the public building at Parkersburg, W. 

a.; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

WESTERN MIAMI INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1433) for the re- 
lief of the Western Miami Indians of Kansas; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORT ON ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate con- 
current resolutions; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED Srares, May 14, 1886. 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House af Representatives concurring), 
That the report on Alaska by L. E. Turner be printed, with the necessary illus- 
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trations, and that 4,000 additional copies be printed; of which 1,000 co; shall 
be for the use of ries cag cary: Pd sonia for the use of the House of ~ ta- 


tives,and 1,000 copies for ribution under the direction of the Chief Signal 
Officer of the United States Army. x 


* BONDS OF CIGAR MANUFACTURERS. 
Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 1985, a bill (H. R. 8966) to so construe and 
amend section 3387 of the Revised Statutes as amended as to reduce the 
penal sum of the bonds of cigar manufacturers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
House bill No. 1985 was ordered to be laid on the table. 
BRIDGE ACROSS SAINT AUGUSTINE AND LAZARETTO CREEKS, GEORGIA. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a substi- 
tute for H. R. 7600, a bill (H. R. 8967) to authorize the building of 
railroad bridges across Saint Augustine and Lazaretto Creeks, State of 
Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 7600 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MENOMINEE. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8023) to give the as- 
sent of Congress to the construction of a bridge by the municipalities 
of Menominee, Mich., and Marinette, Wis., over Menominee River; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS LAKE CHAMPLAIN. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 63) to authorize the con- 
struction of a highway bridge across that part of the waters of Lake 
Champlain lying between the towns of North Hero and Alburg, in 
the State of Vermont; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BELLINGHAM BAY RAILWAY AND NAVIGATION COMPANY. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 236) to authorize the 
Bellingham Bay Railway and Navigation Company to build certain 
bridges in the Territory of Washington; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


READJUSTMENT OF POSTMASTERS’ SALARIES. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, submitted the views of the minority, toaccompany the bill (H. R. 
6993) amendatory of the actapproved March 3, 1883, entitled ‘‘Anactau- 
thorizing and directing the Postmaster-General to readjust the salaries of 
certain postmastersin accordance with the provisions of section 8 of the 
act of June 12, 1866, and confirmatory of the action of the Post-Office 
Department thereunder;’’ which was ordered to be printed, to accom- 
pany the report of the committee. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 450) repealing all 
laws granting public lands to certain railroad companies and to certain 
States for the benefit of said railroad companies, and declaring the right 
and interest of said railroad companies and States in said lands forfeited, 
and also declaring said lands to be a part of the public domain, subject 
to homestead, pre-emption, and sale as other public lands belonging 
to the United States, and for other purposes; which was ordered to be 
laid on the table, and the accompanying rt printed. 

Mr. PAYSON. This relates to so much of that bill as refers to the 
lands granted in aid of the Alabama and Chattanooga Railroad Com- 
pany, as the rt fully sets forth. 

Mr. SADLER, from the Committeeon the Territories, reported back 
with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2163) to regulate the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the Territories, with a 
provision to submit the same to the voters thereof for ratification; which 
was ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying reportprinted. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Patents, reported back 
with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2117) for the relief of the 
assignees of Charles W. Jones by the extension of a patent; which was 
ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying report printed. 


BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the resolution of May 17, 1886, 
fixing certain days for the consideration of business from said commit- 
tee; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2653) for the relief 
of West Virginia troops ane under authority of the governor of said 
State during the late war; which (on motion of Mr. Gorr) was referred 


to the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the adverse report, ordered to be printed. 
MARY MORTIMER SEMMES. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (S. 489) granting a pension to Mary 
Mortimer Semmes, widow of Commodore Alexander A. Semmes, U. 8. 
N.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
= Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY E. CRIMMINS. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 160) granting a pension 
to E. Crimmins, widow of Patrick Crimmins; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. . 


MARGARET HUNTER HARDIE. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1133} granting an increase 
of pension to X t Hunter Hardie; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. PINDAR; by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was di from the further consideration ot 
the bill (H. R. 6843) for the reliefof Archibald Donnelly; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. Ñ 

On motion of Mr. HAYNES, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 3119) for the relief of Louis Garon; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ALFRED J. HILL. 

Mr, HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8651) increasing the pension of Alfred 
J. Hill; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES J. ESTY. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
rted back favorably the bill (S. 910) pantig a ion to Charles J, 
Eeit: which was veliero t0 ths Cb ttee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 7334) granting a pension to Mrs. Ruth Adley; 

A bill (E R. 7946) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bridges; 

A bill (H. R. 1473) granting a pension to Mary Carr; 

A bill (H. R. 7944) to increase the pension of Andrew J. Durgin; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 4123) granting a pension to Charles J. Esty. 


RACHEL FLEMING CELLAR. 


Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Pensions, rted back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 895) granting a pension to Rachel Fleming Cellar; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
yate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ABBY L. BURBANK. 


Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2192) granting a pension to Abby L. Burbank; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARY HOWARD FARQUHAR. 

Mr. LANDES (by Mr. ELDREDGE) from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 678) for the relief of Mary How- 
ard Farquhar; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY BELLION. 

Mr. BRADY, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 1217) for the relief of Henry Bellion; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed. 

A bill fe R. 271) for the relief of Valencia C. Hutchinson; 
A bill (H. R. 2534) granting a pension to James A. Van Nort; 

A bint Gr R. 4893) granting a pension to Mary I. Foster; and 

A 


H. R. 3710) granting a pension to B. F. Foy. 
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WILLIAM LYNCH. 


Mr. STRUBLE, from the ir AA AEE naa estar favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 6132) granting a pension to Lyneh; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. _ 


JOHN MELLIFONT AND ELLEN RIORDON. 


Mr. from the Committee on Claims, pasty perce be asubsti- 
tute for H. R. 3716, a bill (H. R. 8968) for the of John Mellifont 
and Ellen Riordon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committeeof the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 3716 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


MARIAN F. HAYNIE. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, rted back favor- 
ably the bill (H. È. 96) for the relief of Marian F. ynie; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its cler 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the 
to hen ant 5. 58) crank titles: 
A granting a pension to Mary Marsh 
A bill (S. 1227) granting an increase of pension to William P. Squires; 
and 


A bill (S. 1539) pee A a pension to Eveline Hunt, widow, and the 
minor children o unt, deceased. 

The message also pieces that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 570) for the relief of E. P. Thompson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 4838) to abolish certain fees for official services 
to American vessels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping co. com- 
missioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other purposes; ask: 

a conference with the House on the amendments to said bill; and had 
appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. MILLER, Mr. 
Do.ru, and Mr. VEST. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed bills and 
joint nie of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was 

A bill (S. 13) to ENEE the juries of the United States circuit 
and district courts to be used interchangeably, and to provide for 
drawing talesmen ; 

A bill (S. 129) authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and set- 
tle the account for arms, ammunition, and accouterments between the 
Territory of Montana and the United States; 

A bill a n for the relief of Martin L. Bundy; 

A bill (S. 990) to enable the State of California to take lands in lieu 
of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be mineral lands ; 

A bill (S. 1422) to amend the law relating to the bonds of execu- 
tors in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1568) to authorize Commander John wW. Philip, United 
States Navy, to accept a silver pitcher from the Government of the 
United States of Colombia; 

A bill (S. 1577) to amend the third section of an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the sale of the Sac and Fox and Iowa Indian reser- 
vations, in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other. pur- 

,”? approved March 3, 1885; 

A bill (S. 2135) to compensate Isaiah W. Lees and H. H. Ellis, of 

San Francisco, for services rendered the Government ; 


A joint resolution (S. R. 18) for the relief of the Kansas City, Fort 


Scott and Gulf Railroad Company; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 48) authorizing Rear-Admiral J. W. A. 
Nicholson to accept a niedal conferred upon him by the King of Sweden 
and Norway. 

LAFAYETTE FOWLER. 

Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R 8676) for the relief of Lafayette Fowler; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ENOCH JACOBS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H, R. 4197) to compensate Enoch Jacobs for-serv- 
ices rendered to the Department of State; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NIGHT INSPECTORS, ETC. 


Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, from the Committee on also reported 
back favorably the pill (HL R. 7771) for the relief of Tr anna 
of the ports of New York and Baltimore; which was referred to the 


Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 


JABEZ BURCHARD. 
Mr. SOWDEN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 


earn pregy ap E Oe gcd a which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, wah be N AE cae ordered to be printed. 


CORONNA, TAUSSIG & CO. AND OTHERS. 


Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, reported, as a substitute 
for the bill H. R. 6310, a bill (H. R. 8969) for the the relief of Coronna, 
Taussig & Co. and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be ont 

The bill H. R. 6310 was laid on the table. 


LIEUT. JOHN G. KYLE. 


Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1926) for the payment of the funeral expenses 
of Lieut. John G. Kyle; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

S. E. SCARBOROUGH. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3257) for the relief of S. E. Beathosough: 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TRUSTEES OF JUDSON FEMALE COLLEGE. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, from the Committee on War Claims, 

ke at as a substitute for the bill H. R. 3172, a bill (H. R. 8970) to 
burse the trustees of the Judson Female College; which was read a 

first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 

the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

be printed. 

$ e bill H. R. 3172 was laid on the table. 


FREDERICK W. BISOLA 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War reported back ad- 
versely the bili (H. R. 1001) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

. LYMAN, from the, Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
adversely the bill (S. 187) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles, of 
Westport, Nova Scotia; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF THE LATE FRANCIS I. WHEELER. _ 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6080) for the relief of the heirs of the 
late Francis I. Wheeler; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, sod, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

CALIFORNIA SILK. 

Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, cated back fa- 
vorably joint resolution (H. Res. 171) authorizing the exhibition of 
specimens of California silk in the Capitol building by Professor New- 
man; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the aceom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. JOSEPH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 2850) peeing. for one additional as- 
sociate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico, 
and for other p ; which was referred to the Committee of .the 
Whole House on the state of the Uhion, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported back the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5887) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; which were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printedi 

A bill (H. R. 5092) granting a pension to Nancy Conner; 

A bill tr R. 7405) granting a pension to Mary F. Black; and 

A bill (H. R. 5437) granting a pension to Lewis Chronister. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
ei theamendments of the Senate to the Post-Office appropriation 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Theamendmentsof the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5887) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, are now open to general 
debate, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], chairman of 
pie Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, is entitled to the 

oor. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, for the present I shall confine what 
I have to say to the sixth amendment of the Senate to the Post-Office 
appropriation bill, which may be succinctly stated as what is known 
as the subsidy clause. I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a state- 
ment from the Superintendent of Foreign Mails defining sea and in- 


land postage. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Q. Define sea and inland postage. 
A. It is the gross revenue collected on the mails destined to foreign countries, 
Q. On what basis is it calculated? 
A. Five cents per each one-half ounce, or $1.60 per pound, on letters and post- 
cards, and 1 cent per 2 ounces, or § cents per pound, on other articles. 
Q. Please detine sea postage, 
A. It is an indefinite term. Under the Berne treaty, which went into effect 
July 1, 1875, the rate of extraordinary sea transit of the majls was fixed at 25 francs 
ki or $1.82 for 2 pounds3 ounces for letters and post-cards, and I franc 
Eo centa per kilogram (2 pounds 3 ounces) on other articles,and the ordinary 
rate of sea transit of the mails was fixed at 6 francs 50 centimes, or about 60 cents 
und, met kaari and £ and k iesp oee Aaa pia 
convention of June, 1878, by paragrap! e 4, page 5, redu: e in- 
ternational sea transit rates óf the mails as follows: Where the extraordinary 
rates of sea transit had been hitherto fixed at 25francsit wasreduced to 15 francs, 
and where the ordinary sea transit rate had been fixed at 6 francs 50 centimes 
= kil „it was reduced to 5 francs, or 44 cents per pound. As the United 
tes Government was a party to, and is bound by, this conventional treaty this 
Department has accepted and taken these rates to be sea postage on the mails 
conveyed by the various steamship companies, There is no statutory law de- 
fining sea or inland „and Department has been governed solely by 
the Universal P: Union treaty, 


Mr. BLOUNT. This rule of payment for carrying our mails is the 
only provision upon the subject at this time. We are brought now to 
examine the Senate amendment, which is based on an allegation that 
the compensation is inadequate, as well as on various others. It will 
be observed that in the first portion of that amendment there isa declara- 
tion that its object is— : 

Tosecure the greater frequency and regularity in dispatch, and a greater speed 
in the carriage of such mails. ~ 

To do this the Postmaster-General is directed to advertise for pro- 
posals, to contratt with owners of American steamships— 

For a term of not less than three years nor more than five years, and atarate 
of compensation not exceeding 50 cents a nautical mile on the trip each way 
actually traveled between the terminal points, in the most direct and feasible 
sailing course between the terminal ponis as shall be. found expedient and de- 
sirable to secure the ends above set forth, 

So far the object seems to be provided with language out of which 
some results are to be anticipated. He is required up to this point to 

rovide for greater and a greater number of trips. After that, 

owever, tne friends of the steamship companies, discontented with this 
arrangement, apprehending that the Postmaster-General up to this 
point having a discretion in reference to this matter might exercise it 
to an end they were not seeking, found means of adding to that the fol- 
lowing clause: : e 

And if he shall be unable to make such contracts for any of such respective 
services he shall, so far as possible, cause the mails of the United States to be 
carried to and from said p. , respectively, in the best and most expeditious 
manner practicable, in American vessels, and for a reasonable compensation, 
not exceeding the rate aforementioned. 


It is to be observed that this last clause is the gist of this whole 
amendment. This sum of money is to be confined to the payment of 
American steamers between points specifically designated. It can go 
nowhere else. And if these companies are not willing to give any in- 
crease of trips, or increase of speed, or particular size of vessels, or any 
other requirement which would seem wise and proper regarding the 
postal and commercial facilities of this country, they have but to say 
to the Postmaster-General, ‘‘ We decline; we shall continue to run the 
lines we have as we run them now. And what can youdo? Here 
is a declaration that if you can not negotiate with us after advertise- 
ment under the first portion of this paragraph then you shall, if pos- 
sible, as the language runs, have the mail carried on steamships of this 
kind at a rate not exceeding 50 centsa mile. We have these steamers; 
we are willing to carry the mails at 50 cents a mile, and the law takes 
from you all discretion. We are at yourservice; give us this money.” 

It is equivalent to an absolute direction to the Postmaster-General, 
and such is his understandingofit. The Postmaster-General is required 
to have these mails carried upon the existing lines of steamers. As the 
service stood last year some of these lines contained foreign-constructed 
steamers. Take the New York, Havana and Mexican line. Five of the 
steamships of that line are American and four are foreign vessels. On 
it, therefore, under this law the Postmaster-General is compelled to re- 
duce the number of trips. And soithappensonotherlines. You have, 
therefore, an expenditure of $800,000 which will not give you any 
greater number of trips, which will result in your getting fewer trips, 
in actually narrowing your foreign mail facilities. 

In addition to this he must contract, if he contractsat all, for a term 
not less than three nor more than five years, When heshall have given 
to these lines 50 cents a mile for either period, it works an absolute in- 


hibition upon any other company attempting to traverse the same route. 
Fifty cents a mile each way, running upinto thousands of dollars, gives 
them an advantage over any other line, and prevents the construction 
of new ships for the purpose of going on these routes for that period. 
Therefore you have, so far as your commerce is concerned, blocked the 
way for an increase of lines for commercial purposes. You have pre- 
vented by your law any increase of the postal service during that time. 
Other vessels will not come in when you want more trips, when you 
want more speed, under circumstances like these. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, you will not, as I have already stated, get an 
additional trip by it. On the contrary, you will have reduced your 
service. 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to a statement from 
the Superintendent of the Foreign Mail Service, prepared under the di- 
rection of the Postmaster-General. In relation to this matter, the first 
line to which I call the attention of the committee is the New York, 
Havanaand Mexican. ` Article 4 of its contract with the Mexican Gov- 
ernment of January 17, 1881, extended to 1886, requires that— 

All letters, official documents, and other packages dispatched by the admin- 
istration of posts for the ports at which the steamers are pledged to call— 

Mark you— 
both going and coming from Mexico wi ried by the com: 
cathe the: period it pe, Bas the ie ibers AnA PEANG 

Article 7 of the postal convention between the United States and 
Mexicoof December 11, 1861, provides for the transmission of American 
mails through Mexico without eharge. 

An extract from the letter of the Mexican secretary of the interior, 
dated August, 1885, addressed to the director-general of posts of Mexico, 
and by him transmitted to this Department, is as follows: 

Itis stated in the contracts made with these companies,the New York, Ha- 
vana and Mexican, the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, and the California and 
Mexican line, that they are obliged to convey, both going and coming, the ofti- 
cial and public correspondence. d 7 

Virtually, the steamer may be considered as a traveling office of the 
Mexican post-office whose services the other countries of the Postal 
Union may employ by paying to the Mexican post-office the transit ex- 
penses, in accordance with articles 3 and 4 of the Paris convention. 

Article 3, paragraph 2, of the Paris convention, reads thus: 

Unless there be a contrary arrangement, the direct sea conveyance performed 
between two countries by means of packets or vessels de ing upon one of 
them shall be considered as a third service, and such conveyance, as well as any 
perormed between two offices of the same country by the intermediary of mar- 

time or territorial services maintained by another country is regulated by the 
stipulation of the following article, 

Article 4 fixes the rate of sea transit for such service at 5 francs per 
kilogram for letters and postal cards and 50 centimes per kilogram for 
other articles, l : 

Now, under this arrangement here is the New York, Havana and 
Mexican line, which belongs, so far as mail facilities are concerned, to 
the Mexican Government, receiving a subsidy for carrying their mails to 
this country and carrying back our mails. The pending proposition 
designs to give that company $58,700—to give it to them absolutely. 
It is ours now, but this bill proposes that you shall give them that 
amount as an absolute donation. 

But supposing this obligation on the part of this company to the 
Mexican Government did not exist, I ask attention to some statistics as 
to what you would pay this line under the present Jaw or treaty stipu- 
lations compared with what this bill proposes to pay them. I have here 
a statement from which, as I intend to print it in fall in the RECORD, 
I shall read now only brief extracts. 

The price per pound at subsidy rates, 50 cents a mile, is $1.18.2. The 
price per pound at sea and inland postage is 24 cents. And that is 
above their advertised express rates. 

Now let us examine the case of the Pacific Steamship line running 
from San Francisco to Panama. Article 4 of its contract with the Mex- 
ican Government provides that the company obligates itself to convey 
free on its steamers correspondence and packages of prints dispatched 
by post-offices and intended for the port of call or originating in it, the 
company being obliged to receive or deliver onits account in each port 
such correspondence and to take care of it while on board their steamers. 

The extracts from the letter of the Mexican secretary of the interior 
and the observations set forthin connection with the New York, Havana 
and Mexican line apply likewise here; also article 7 of the postal con- 
vention between the United States and Mexico and the extracts from 
the Paris convention given above. 

So here you have asecond line under contract with the Mexican Gov- 
ernment to carry the Mexican mails to this country and to take the ` 
American mails to Mexico. - Now it will be observed that the pound 
rate here is $5.70,5;, while at sea and inland postage it would be 24.4 
cents. 

The contract of the California and Mexican Steamship Company with 
the Mexican Government contains the same provisions, and the various 
regulations of the Postal Union which I have cited in other casesapply 
here. 

I ask gentlemen, especially those who are seeking to pay only adequate | 
compensation for mail service, to mark the rate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me a single question? 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Inamoment. The price per pound at subsidy rates 
on this line is $8.18; the price per pound at sea and inland postage is 
27 cents. ‘ 

It will be observed, therefore, that when they come to pay these 
steamships at the rate of 50 cents a mile, the rate per pound is on one 
line two dollars and a fraction, on another five dollars and a fraction, 
and on another over $8.18 a pound. What does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania desire to ask? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Georgia, in referring to the 
New York, Havana and Mexican line to Mexico, assumed, I thought 
from his statement, that the subsidy of the Government applied to the 
carriage of mails from the United States to Mexican ports. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did. 

: Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I would state that in the New 
ork— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, my friend will have an hour to dis- 
cuss this question, and I have not any time to spare. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Isimply ask this for information. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand. I will say to my friend that I shall 
publish this document in full in the RECORD, and from it he will see 
very clearly what is claimed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I merely wanted to be informed as to this ic- 
ular point. The statement which I have here, which is almost identi- 
eal with the one from which the gentleman from Georgia has been 
quoting, only states that the subsidy is for the carriage of the Mexican 

mails from San Francisco to the United States. 
` Mr. BLOUNT. Well, Mr. Chairman, my friend will have his hour. 
Now look at the Brazil line. On that at subsidy rates the price per 
pound is $2.43,5,; at sea and inland postage it is 21 cents. 

As to the mails to Guatemala and Costa Rica there is a long statement, 
which I will not take time to read but will ask gentlemen to examine 
in print. r P 

Un the Pacific line to Hawaii and Australia at 50 cents a mile the 
rate per pound is $1.71; at sea and inland postage it is 22 cents, 

Take the mails to Japan and China.. That mail has been carried 
since 1885 by the Oriental and Occidental line. Shouldit be taken by 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, by reason of its ships being of 
American construction, we would pay at subsidy rates $2.91 a pound, 
while at sea and inland postage the rate per pound would be 26 cents. 
The total amount of money we would pay at subsidy rates would -be 
$109,620, as against $3,500 now paid tothe Oriental and Occidental line 
for the same service. That line is anxious to continue to carry. the mail 
at that rate—at a rate per annum equal to what is now proposed to be 
paid per month to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. And this 
Oriental and Occidental Company, while all its vessels save one are of 
foreign registry, is as much American property as the Pacific Mail line. 

Now let us examine the statement as to the Venezuela mails. The 
Red D line would get the appropriation should this amendment become 


law. At 50 cents a mile, that company would get $104,244; atsea and- 


inland postage the amount would be $3,901. 

The price per pound, at subsidy rates, is $6.25; at sea and inland post- 
age it would be 23 cents. The companiescarrying the mails for Hayti, 
San Domingo, and Turk’s Island would receive under this arrangement 
$22,355, as against $552.79. The pound rate would be $2.83, as against 
18 cents for sea and inland postage. The mails for the Isthmus and the 
Pacific coast by way of the Pacific Mail Steamship line from New York 
to Colon would be paid for at the rate of 69 cents a pound, as against 
17 cents sea and inland postage, and 6 cents the price actually paid. 

This statement, theretore, discloses first the fact that you propose to 
pay to lines belonging to other governments, under contract with other 
governments, for a service they are already engaged to perform at the 
rate of 50 cents a mile. You thereby disregard all reference to distance 
and all reference toservice. You tie down your Government to the lines 
now in existence; and you preventany increase of them. You utterly 
ignore all commercial advantages which might be secured by any pre- 
scription as to the size of the ship, the regulation of freight, or any other 
consideration which would advance your postal or commercial facilities. 

I wish now to invite attention to a table showing the total number 
of nautical miles traveled exclusively by vessels American built and 
registered, during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1885, to China, Japan, 
Hawaii, New Zealand, Australia, Mexico, the States of Central Amer- 
ica, the Bahamas, Cuba, Hayti, Venezuela, Brazil, and the tine 
Republic. (Seeexhibitattached.) Thisstatementalso shows the sum 
which would be derived from this service at the rate of 50 centsa mile. 
The amount after careful calculation, taking out all the foreign ships, is 
$815,000.88. A little more would be required to pay the 50-cent rate 
than the sum inthe amendment. In this connection I wish to call at- 
tention to a communication from the Superintendent of Foreign Mails 
as to the effect on the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. He says that 
this would be $325,000 more than the sea postage paid to that company 
for the same service during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1885. 

Itis proper, Mr. Chairman, that I should qualifyin one particular the 
statement that we would have no increase of mail service. The Vene- 
zuelan line, which now declines to carry the mail to Venezuela, would 
carry it in a shorter time than the line now employed. With this ex- 
rg Ay there would be no increase in any particular, and there will be 
a decrease on other lines and in the service. 


I ask in this connection the attention of the committee to the sub- 
sidies paid to steamship companies in 1884, taken from the general 
statistics of postal service, published by the international bureau, Berne. 
From thisit appears France is paying $5,152,388; Great Britain, $3,006,- 
000, &c. It will take some time to read them all, but the total is 
$11,661,118.22. (See exhibit attached.) 3 

Then I invite your attention to the table showing the surplus and 
deficiency in foreign countries of the Universal Postal Union during the 
year 1884, from general statistics of the postal servicepublished by the 
international bureau, Berne, 1886. From this it appears Great Britain, 
which is commended for her subsidies to her foreign lines, after having 

ted these subsidies, has of surplus revenue, $12,492,856; Germany, 
$6,448,000; France, $5,782,000; Austfia, $2,009,000, and so on to the 
end of that column, while on the other side, the United States has the 
largest deficiency of any country, to wit: $4,000,000, in round num- 
bers; Brazil, $2,501,000; Russia, $1,057,000, and so on throughout that 
list. (See exhibit.) 

Now, Mr. Chairman, during the last Congress the Senate of the 
United States placed upon an appropriation bill to be paid to these 
lines of steamers the sum of $400,000. Its subsequent history I need 
not recall. The Senate of the United States now proposes for that 
same, or rather less, service the sum of $800,000. 

From time to time as this subject has been discussed the friends of 
the amendment have seen fit to parade tabular statements showing the 
subsidies paid by Great Britain, France, Germany, Italy, and other 
countries for the purpose of improving their commercial intercourse. 
Notwithstanding the act is alleged to be for mail pay, the argument of 
its friends is continually running that it is to improve and extend our 
commercial facilities. They confine themselves to these tabular state- 
ments. These gentlemen with broad and great views standing upon a 
pinnacle and surveying the great nations of the earth in their com- 
mercial intercourse can observe nothing but tabular statements of sub- 
sidy amounts and have you instructed from these alone as to,what 
other nations were and are doing. 

I invite your closer attention to the action of several of the European 
governments. In Executive Document No. 172 of this session, on page 
5, you will find the following statement: 


THE FRENCH BOUNTY LAW. 


The bounty proposition in France assumed a definite form by the ulga- 
tion of a law in January, 1881, by which the privileges weg oma p-builders 
since 1866 of importing free of duty all materials used in the construction and 
equipment of vessels were abolished, and asystem of eer ant directly from 
the state was substituted. These bounties were fixed at the following 
rates: For iron orsteel vessels, 60 francs per ton, gross measurement; for wooden 
vessels of 200 tons or more, 20 francs per ton; for wooden vessels of less than 200 
tons, 10 francs ton; for com te vessels, 40 franes per ton; for engines 
placed on steamers, and for auxiliary apparatus, such as steam-pumps, 
donkey-engines, win ventilators worked by machinery, also their boilers 
and Pipes: 12 francs kilogram. These various allowances were payable on 
the delivery of the French register by the receiver of customs at the nearest 
place of construction. 

Nor was the state aid confined to the construction of ships only; it was ex- 


tended to the navigation of them. 
ART. 9. As compensation for imposed on the mercantile navy for the 
recruitment and service of the tary na’ a navigation bounty shall be 


granted, during ten years from the date of pu lication of this law, to all French 


vessels, sailing or A 

This bounty is applicable only to foreign-going vessels, 

It is fixed at 1.59 francs per ton and per 1,000 miles’ run for vessels of 
French construction fresh off the stocks and decreases annually by— 


For wooden vessels.. 


For foreign-built vessels the bounty is reduced to one-half of the above-as- 
signed amount. : 

One-half of the bounty allowed by France is allowed on ships of for- 
eign construction, and it is competent for any citizen of France to go 
into any market of the world and buy his ship and put it on the ocean, 
not only in competition with the French but all the vessels of the 
world. 

You have, therefore, as the French policy, a bounty on ship-building, 
a bounty on navigation, and the right of Frenchmen to buy their ships as 
cheaply as they can-any where on the face of the globe and register them 
as French vessels. In the matter of subsidizing there, it is by compe- 
tition. Furthermore, they may require of any French ships, where 
the oe are not subsidized or are not under contract, to carry her 
mai 

Now let us examine Germany. On page 61 of this same report, the 
annual aid granted by the German Government to promote ship-build- 
ing is the duty free on the importation of steam-engines and boilers 
used in ship-building, while the free importation of sea and river vessels 
rather protects the interests of the coast and export trade. 

No. 15, clause d, of the German tariff of July 15, 1879, still in force, reads as fol- 


WS: 

(d) Sea and river vessels, inclusive of the customary ship utensils belonging 
thereto (marine stores), anchors, anchor and other ship chains, as well as steam 
boilers and engines, free. 

Some of the above privileges seem to have been given to German sbip-build- 
ers in compliance with egg peon in common, under date of April 29, 1879, 
addressed to the German hstag, for a duty- importation of materials 
necessary for ship-building and ship engines and boilers. 


Again, as to ship navigation: 
The ocean postal service of the German Empire in direct intercourse with 
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Up to the ist of July next the result of the action of the German 
Government in this regard grim never aided in the building of 


ships; she never su y lines; and notwithstanding this, while 
France has been subsidizing and giving bounties, German ship-build- 
ing and German have gone on increasing at a rate beyond that 


of France. And she has been paying this service 320,000 marks. 
Task gentlemen who have belittled the foreign -mail pay of the United 

States to pay attention to the statement contained in this report: 
That her annual pay is 820,000 marks on all these lines. 


Which is about $80,000. ‘ThisgreatGerman Empire, becauseshe had 
a contract to take effect in the future, has been paraded a subsidy-giv- 
ing government, notwithstanding her past history, disclosing the fact 
that the entire foreign-mail pay is less than $100,000. We have been 
ridiculed, notwithst for allowing Germany, France, 
ries geia and the ihn soksidised ies to Aaina tin seas, as weare 


On page 87 of the same report you will find reference to the charac- 
ter of these German subsidized. lines, and I want to invite American 
legislators to the zealous care with which the entis guarded by 
the German law rather than by those loose methods which would give 
$800,000 without any advantage to anybody the owners of the 
American steamship lines. You will find in article 17 the following: 


oga 17. Lirias for freight and pae aana remains to the contractor, 
The tariff wil fend Fe omay re chancellor. For this 


before 
later chan; in the tariff must be notified to the im chancellor at least 
six weeks they will enforced, and be deemed valid 
during that time no other ave CAOT She panan 
In to the lishing of the tariffeand 

tractor has to.comply w the instructions given by the Seed beneslion 

Rates of fare and rates of freight are regulated by the as- 
sent of the im chancellor, lest with these privileges they should 


be able to destroy other companies; for the same hand is directing them 
and keeping on an equal footing the subsidized as well as the unsub- 
sidized lines. 
Again: 
ArT. 20. The aeri ay binds ee 
tariff: 


for th 


tractor. 

Then again I ask your attention to a paragraph contained in article 
26. After providing for the keeping of the accounts, the following 
occurs: 


If itis ved by the separate account in this way that at the 
toe Art Aves ve Foa Seg a mmr contractor has mad: 


of the imperial Pp sasora raa to carry out further the Sease ac 
and cond fe the amount of 

refund to the imperial treasury half of the surplus 

The line is provided with ample pay and its freight rates are regu- 

lated, and the character of the ship shall be as good as that of any other 
ship that runs between the designated ports. If there be a surplus at 
the end of five years the mail pay shall be reduced half, or one-half the 
surplus shall be refunded to the imperial treasury. 


How business-like; how worthy of the great statesman at the head of | to 


the German Empire! See his directing hand controlling the destines 
of his people, rising high above the influences of capital about him, and 
making regulations for the benefit of her commerce, of her postal service, 
in the interest of the German people, rather than in the interest of such 
men as are seeking, without furnishing return to the government, to 
take from its treasury enormous sums of money. 

I ask next your attention to Great Britain. On page 95:06 She samo 
report you have this statement: 


Any nation can have its vessels constructed in this country on the same foot- 
ing ns British owners, and no fines or penalties are incurred in baving such 
red in any other country. All Sosiala nsed in ship-building are 
Bar British Government does not grant bounties, para wen 


vessels registe 
admitted free of duty. 
ri to 
jp-builders. It does, however, pay for the mail service. » Tle ete 
awarded by open competition. Any company which has steamers having Aod 
en demanded by the post-office authorities may tender for this sery- 
There are no privileges accorded to vessels sailing under the British 
flag not enjoyed by vessels of other nations. Italy stands as to her pol- 
icy about as France does. I am admonished that my time is expiring, 
and therefore I can not enter into details as to that service. 
We are continually reminded of the condition of the American car- 
ryinz trade. I ask your attention to the map in front of the Clerk’s 


BOUNTIES, ETC. 


desk. I understand it has been prepared at the foreign mail office. 
You will see that there is on the transatlantic service no American 
line. You will find a few lines of American registered vessels on the 


Pacific and a few running down from New Orleans to Central and 
South America. 

The South American Commission declared that— 

Of the 


The amendment gives up all thoughts of carrying that eight hun- 
dred millions, less 7 per cent; it abandons that at the instigation of 


estimation. But whyis this? Why should that 
and these American ports fail to disclose an Am 
of steamers carrying the American flag to Europe? Yon can not carry 
the commerce of the world unless you can carry it as cheap as other 
countries. Youcan not build a dices as France, as Germany, as 

land. You require all your ships for register shall be American- 
built. ‘The blank place for the American shipson that map isthe result. 
These other great nations provide their citizens may go anywhere on 
the face of the earth and buy their ships at the cheapest rate and enter 
into competition for the carriage of merchandise. And yet-we stand 
here and, instead of facing the truth, attempt to delude ourselves as to 
this policy by saying that it comes from the fact that we do not subsi- 
dize. The practical sense of any disinterested man must revolt at any 
such conclusion. 

Why have we lost this commerce? Gentlemen have been in the 
habit of saying from a partisan standpoint that it was because perhaps 
one or the other party was in power. The exact truth is easy of ascer- 
tainment. When we were the second power on the face of the globe in 
the carrying trade of the world the cheapest ship manufactured was 
American. The time came when the demands of commerce required 
we should have first iron and then steel steamers, and then instead of 


if | being able to construct the cheapest ship ours was the most costly. I 
oaan shall ask to publish a table containing a statement of the increase at 


one navy-yard in England during the period of seven years from 10 
per cent. of steel tonnage to about 50 per cent. 
USE OF STEEL AND DEVELOPMENT OF MARINE ENGINEERING. 


Total |T TA 
‘onnage | age of stee’ 
Year. tonnage. | of steel. | to total 
tonnage. 


We can not build as cheaply as other nations. We are not allowed 
to buy, and the di ful record on that map arises from the narrow- 
minded policy here stated. Our consul at Marseilles writes thus : 
From this distance even 4 apogee of maritime interests is thought 
bring to our country a Fenced spree opportunity. oe 

“Ah!” said a marine broker of Marseilles realy, “you Americans hold 
all the winning cards. While we in Europe are overburdened with costly 
armies, you have only a single army corps to guard your fortifications and 
watch the Indians; while we have been aE a | millions upon iren-clad 
fleets which are obsolete, without ever caren fought a battle, you can now 
build a navy that will include and surpass all t e we have impoverished our- 
selves to learn ; and as for a merchant Sapisan pena have only to changea para- 


in your ‘shipping laws and ean buy everything they 
eae the best steam fleets that can a be bi built, at any sink. eek half thoir cost 


want, the 
down to their value as old iron.” 
FRANK H. MASON, Consul. 


Usrfkp STATES COKSULATE, 

Marseilles, March 9, 1886. 

Mr. Chairman, I have seen it stated in various quarters, in the press 
and in legislative bodies, that we have a country south of us and we 
ought to take its trade. It is said that this amendment opens upa 
field for our commerce, and it has been addressed as a special argument 
to gentlemen co from the section where I reside that it was calcu- 
lated to build up Southern States in their manufactures, I am admon- 
ished by the passing time that I shall not be able to recur to these 
statistics. 

Allow me to recur for a moment, however, to Venezuela and to Bra- 
zi). You have six trips to and from Venznela—six trips either way 
permonth. Yourgoods go down there. They are simply the cheaper 
gradeof cotton goods. When they get there the English manufacture 
is cheaper than ours; we therefore can sell but a small part of what 
those people buy. 

As to Brazil, the cotton goods furnished’ by Great Britain and the 
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United States are as 27 to 1. ‘Why? Because the British plain piece- 

sell at 5.65 cents, while the American sell at 9.78 cents. The 
printed British goods sell at 7.79 cents, and the American at 10.39 
cents, Itis absurd to talk about controlling a market under such cir- 
cumstances. It will only serve to delude and frame a public opinion, 
ignorant and misled, and tributary to subsidy advocates; this, and 
nothing more. 

Let us observe, Mr. Chairman, for a moment the proposition in this 
amendment. Only 7 per cent. of your exports go to countries south of 
us. Your grain finds its way to ‘Two-thirds of the cotton 
productof the South goes to Liverpool. All abandoned! No effort on 
behalf of our agriculture to reduce the freight rates on our grain or on 
our cotton. That fieldis all abandoned. Lines are to be subsidized to 
Central and South America, where statistics show we are unable to do 
much in the way of trade unless we allow the American merchant to 
buy his ships as the citizens of other coùntries are permitted to buy 
theirs. And yet, sir, with this state of facts and with a few factories 
in the Southern States, you are told that you are going to build up 
that great agricultural population by subsidizing these few steamship 
companies, ignoring the real sources of wealth.’ And this, too, when 
you can not add a ship or a trip to our transportation facilities, 

{Here the hammer fell.] . 


APPENDIX. 
Post-Orricr Dep. y 
OFFICE OF — PosTMASTER-GENEBRAL, 
Washington, D. C., May 17, 1886. 
My Dean Sie: I herewith msec boty some comments upon the proposed 
amendment to the Airani ors tion bill which seem to me to be worthy 
of consideration. Alsoa new of mileage made by American-built ships in 
be ani lines last year. As 
ain, sir, Ve respect a , yours, 
ae “pt WM. F. VILAS, Posimaster-General. 
Iion. J. H. BLousT, M. C., 


Chairman Committee on Post-Ofices and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives. 
Memoranda in ri to the Senate amendment to the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill in relation to the transportation of the foreign mails. 
L It will be observed at once that the proposed 


rangements Pe aan areata ot abuse anata sore eee es in question, which 
have been directed to be in the office of the Superintendent of Foreign 
Mails, will make this very obvious. rire pe Sanders iea carriage, as at 
resent conducted, is as frequent, as regular, an mac ap it would probably 
Bein t in the power of the Departmentto peovidn 4 ore enwitht eaid st this PODIAS 
with but one or two exceptions to be mentioned; and that the price proposed. 
when contrasted in pare pur pound, y exceeds an tage apy of 
= 


mere compensation for gar proms dag tn on his 
own business, at his own con when he pieases, and how he 

On the route to Venezuela the price would enable and require ne 
ment to usethe of 


services of the American Sgeag es ea and give a little 
ee than that which the Department has been limited to the 
the Red “D” mt would pe the mails fn the manner ect forth in the an- 


for the canes Pea 8 tons of mai during the entire year, which at the 
v 


of 7 cents 
per aan at hs parcels â th rates. i ‘thet company y has for years car- 
ried this same mail for a price not exceeding $1,500 per annum, and as it is prob- 
able see greater share of the mail relates to rie freights ried on the ves- 
sels, it is certain that such a sum would be properly charact as a gratuity. 
or ess ba instead of compensation. This is one of the excepted cases ref 

to above. I will now mention the other, 


go necessarily to 
which sails a lineof Américas bail and registered ships. That com) y makes 
a sailing every twenty days only, while the Occidental and Oriental line which 


, also mak ret twenty Says The operation 
of this subsidy would emer be, so far as ma e jangaia tay concerned, simply 
y which now carries 

mail does so at about “000 a year, less than $7.00 , and has faithfully and 
ogee continued to carry the mail when the Pacific Mail Company refused to 

o so. 

The subsidy would give the Pacific Mail Company, for cach of the thirteen 
trips made during the year, a greater price than is paid the other company for 
the entire yearly service. Thus the Pacific Mail Company would be awarded 
aiveiars times for the breach of o! n fo the Government what the other 

pany has been allowed for oe faithful service, and the latter deprived 
of of its v The Orien 


cific Mait Company; but it possesses only one American-built ship. 

‘The tabulations which Mr. Beil has made for me show that the entire $800,000 
would be exhausted, and more than exhausted, at the proposed rate of 50 cents 
per mile per trip both ways without adding a trip to ase which were made 
peal Ah the last fiscal year, and hence excludea reasonable expectation of better 
service. 

The totality of the subsidy involved is at least $2,400,000, and possibly $4,000,- 
rey merger gd asthe proposed contracts shall be limited to three or extended 

o five years, 

If, Another feature of this proposi enactment deserving particular attention 
is the effect which it would have tom ype Sa OIA, of ship-building. It 
is obvious that if one line of receive on every trip a bounty of 50 
cents per mile sailed, amounting to some ramen ote E of dollars on every vorago; 
such s line will possess advantages which will enable it to def; tion, 
should any other persons have the temerity to attempt to enter Tek against 
it. So far, therefore, from its being in the interest of new ships, the effect of it 
will be to deter the building of American ships. The only way to obviate this 
would be to extend the proffer of 50 cents a mile to any American ship which 
should enter upon the traffle between the United States and any of the countries 
to which such lines should be subsidized. 

This, indeed, would become necessary to eg Lie service as well as tothe 
interests of shi ping extension, because wet Fi rovisions of that kind could 
there be any cnlargement of the postal fa or the full term for which the 


- -- 


contracts should be made, and the Department would yaprogi RNs cA 

portunity to use any increased facilities for the transportation of the mails, 

a PSA rari made under this subgidy will be fetters upon an extension for 

a term 
sae The last seeneere but one of the amendment proposed, will operate to 

ion on the part of the Department. 


t provides that the E neral shall “so far as possible, cause the mails 
of the United States to tg nr Sound from pong sarge vely, in Amer- 
ican vessels and for a reasonable compensation ing the rate afore- 

mentioned.” Inasmuch as Cree sey mares lege ry merican vessels to cach 


of the countries named, with the single en this will I leave it in the power 
of the companies to dictate their terms to Department, being secure under 
the enactment of ing the mails, and thereto abe te Suau Ganon the full 


Pane nk mera iy per preety a nth the lange 
approp: on by the nning o enactmen’ 
appropriation is designed “to secure the greater frequency and einen 
prompt pag enna byt inthe carriage of such mails Inasmuch as the 
peed existing American line on the route, in each case, will have the legal right 
to require mails to be transported by its vessels, it can refuse a contract except 
for the highest sum named and without any increased performance of service, 
either in frequency, regularity, or speed, which the Departnveat might desire. 

In short, the law might as well proffer 50 cents a mile to each of the American 
companies direct, and simply add a ent that they should take such 
United States mails as the rtment should tender for rtation. 

Some of the vessels employed in at least one of the lines of erican steam- 
ship companies are of foreign build, and to that extent the services of those 

IVe The it may be anticipated, will be limited instead of increased. 

Tee pote iiaj pre ararken to Serasani FA the transport: ioe 
procure for ation 
apaan mails aan several foreign countries to the ied States. The Postal 
Union convention, of which all of the countries except those in Australia are 
members, requires every government to provide say for the dispatch from its. 
own shores of the pes Ab te mails, This act proposes that the United States, in 
violation of the treaty obligation, shall assume the performance of the duty of 
t governments in regard to sending their own mails. 

Most of the companies which would be ries of this amendment now 
receive from those governments liberal payments for the carriage of Lhe mails, 
which the amendment would require the United States to provide for. 

V. The provision in the last sentence that mail contracts shall be made from 
the ports of New York and New Orleans ria iapa ae tothe Empire paran 
must necessarily inoperative, because the $600,000 wi 
be inadequate to do more than vide a tuities to fa hemo lines. Itis somewhat 


in 
anh dissension. There is nothing, in short 
than the 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF POREIGN Mars, 
Washington, D. C., May 10, 1856. 

Sm; In compliance with your instructions, Ihave the honor to furnish the 
following eens of information relative tothe conveyance of United States mails 

during the year ended June 39, 1 by American lines of steamers sùbsi- 
dized pa See aver governments; to mails dispatched to Japan and China by ves- 
sels of the dental and Oriental line, since August 1, 1585; and to New Zea- 
land and Australia by the Oceanic Steamship Com mpany, under a contract with 
the New Zealand Government, dated November 21,1 

MAILS FOR MEXICO. 


AS I. yee! Spiny Havana and Mexican line: Nine vessels—five foreign registry, 


ded to September 1, 1886, requires that— 


“All letters, and other dispatched by the admin- 
of posts for e ports at which the steamers are obliged to call sete 
ing and be transported free by the company during the peri 


joys 
Article VII of sial convention between the United States and Mexico, of 
December 11,1861, provides that— 

“The United xin States engage to grant to the Polar ana States of America 
the transit, in closed mails, free from any postage duties, imposts, detention, or 
examination whatever, through i Un een phe Got orany of their pos- 
sessions or territories, of letters, ne moe gaps ers or other printed 

arded from the United St Erres, or any of their posses- 


, and by him trans- 


= Ib is stated in aipat made with these companies (New York, Havana 
Mexican; Pacific Mail Steamship Company ; and California and Mexican) 
thet they are obliged to convey, both going and coming, the official and public 

SEAE: 

- + s $ 

s Virtually the SRSA may be considered as a traveling officer of the Mexican 
post-oflice, whose services other countries of the union may employ by paying 
to the Mexican post-office the transit expenses, in aceordance with ‘Articles III 
and IV of the Paris convention.” 

Article III, paragraph 2, of the Paris convention : 

“Unless there be a contrary tthe direct sea-conveyance performed 
between two countries by means of packets or vessels depending upon one of 
them shall be considered as a third service; and such conveyance, as well = 
any performed between two offices of the same country, by the intermedia eter 
maritime-or territorial services maintained by another country, is regulated by 
the stipulations of the following article.” 

Article IV fixes the rate of sea transit for such service.at ‘5 francs (96.5 cents) 
per kilogram (2.205 pounds) of letters and pos and 50 centimes per kilo- 
gram (about 4} cents a pound) for other articles,” 


SERVICES RENDERED, ETC. 


Number of trips during the year ending June 30, 1555... 50 
Total C PA LE er 117,406 
Amount that would have been paid at 50 cents a mile,. $58,700 00 
Amount of mail (letters and prints) carried (pounds) ....-................ < 49, 682 


~ 
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Amount if paid at sea and inland postage ers $ cents peri 
ounce, prints 1 cent per 2 ounces) 
Amount actually paid by this Departm 
If paid at freight rates Boy ote r mpegs a PALAA 
If pai ex ca gorse aie 
san = iad pound at pan mis ae rates (50 ERED a mares letters and 
P aN 
a per pound at sea and inlahd postage .. 
i Pact und actually paid 
"i Bes Steamship Company, San Fran 


gay eT TV of its of its contract with the Mexican Government provides that— 

“The company obligates itself to convey, free, on its steamers co: 
ence s ages of prints dispatched by ftices and 
ports o; 


rrespond- 

post-o intended for the 

1, or originating in them; the company being obliged to receive or 

deliver, on its account, in each port, such correspondence, and to take proper 
care of it while on board their steamers.” 

The extracts from the letter of the Mexican Sacha! J of the interior given 


under “1” likewise apply here; as also Article VII of the postal convention 
between the United States and Mexico and the extracts from Paris convention 
given under “I.” 

SERVICES RENDERED, ETC, 


Number of trips during year ended June 30, 1885. 25 
Total mileage for the year.........-c:::sereessesseeeenee 163, 550 
Amount that would have been paid at 50 cents s $81,775 00 
Amount of mails (letters and prints) carried (pounds) 14,330 
If paid at sea and inland $ $3,505 55 
Don actually paid (sea postage 1,238 44 
1 pest at pion ec ee rates ek cents per 100 ds, 7L 64 
at parcel-dispatch rates g cents per po: imd) 1,003 10 
Pr ser pound if paid at su! y rates (50 cents a mile), oar <i 
an -6 
Price per pound at sea and wee postage.. 24.4 
Price per pound actually paid...........ecrrser ee 08.6 


UI. California and Mexican Broamsbip Company: ER seer] 
Article eak of its contract of November 13, 1883, with the Mexican Government 


rovides 
z “AN letters, official soot teen and other articles — the postmas- 
ters of the ports eres cisco, Ensenada, de Magda 
Cabo de San Lucas, and La Paz) will be spaka steam- 
r of mie oar sig and Ms Mexican Steamship Company’ during the sgl it 
e sul 
he tracts from liter of the Mexican Secretary of the Interior given under “I” 


Antari apply here; as also Article VII of postal convention between the 


United States and Mexico and the extracts from Paris convention given under I. 
SERVICES RENDERED, ETC., SAME PERIOD. 


at pe Ne ai rates 
per pound samoan rates... w 18 
Price per pound at sea and inland postage.. 27 
Price per pound actually paid..... ak 09.3 


I desire to call your attention to the fact thas Article VII of the Postal Con- 
wy of December 11, 1861, between the United States and Mexico, provides 
as follows: 

“The United States of apace engage to Se oa toed United Mexican States 
the transit, in closed mails, free from an pay opinia; detention, or 
examination snee throu h the U. T Stres sof a Eg ag of Pecan 
possessions or es, of letters, ne pers, printed pam or other 

Atos exican States, or KAE of their pos- 


m or 
n 


ions or 
of the Mesken Bee mails for Europe, 
conv by the United States 
exican Sail for Mexican des- 
tinations conveyed sac hod aea States territory by railroad, star route, and 
other services, 
BRAZIL, 

IV. United States and Brazil Mail Steamship Company : Vessels all American. 

Contract between the Government of Brazil and this company is not on file a 
the Department; but the amountof the subsidy ae to this job som! = 
num is, according to the report of the Brazilian post-office ‘or 1881 
rps ,000 milreis, at the United States Treasury standard of i; m 


is=,54.6 cents, 


SERVICES RENDERED, ETC, 


y paid (sea postage).. . 
f paid Pa freight rates (55 cents per 100 pounds)... 
it at parcel-dispatch ra! tes (6h cents per pound)... 1,789 83 
Pr per pound if paid at subsidy rates (50 cents per mile, letters 
and prints) $2 43.3 
Price per pound at sea and inland postage.. 21 


Price per pound actually paid........... TS 


MAILS FOR GUATEMALA AND COSTA RICA. 

V. The Pacific wi Steamship Company has contracts with the Governments 

le Guatemala and Costa Rica for the rang froma of mails between San Fran- 

and Panama, and is paid by each of these governments at the rate of 

$2.00 000 per month; but copies of the contracts have not been furnished this De- 
partment, and consequently their terms are not known. 


MAILS FOR NEW ZEALAND. 
VI. Extract ss lettér of postmaster-general of New Zealand, dated Welling- 


ton, February 26. 
“T forward enira with Union ipae Aore mn iy, of New Zealand, 


for the formance of a ‘four-week! ail serv rteen round trips an- 
nually) between Sydney, pega cre ;Honotalo, and San Francisco, for a period 
of three years from the 21st November last, and to draw your special attention 
to clauses 10 and 11: 


be £30,000 sterling per annum, less the deduction next hereinafter mentioned, 
namely: The Postmaster-General of the United States has agreed b; cablegram 
to pay £4,000 toward the services herein a proviso , unless Congress forbids, tess 


= Reese yment shall be made, two-thirds of the said sum of £4,000 shall 
m the total payment of £30,000. 
The contractors collect the said “£4,000, and account as aforesaid to the 


I vad sg owe for two-thirds of that sum, which sum shall be equally di- 
vided between the postmasters-general, If oe Postmaster-General of the United 
States is prevented by Congress from payi ing the £4,000, then the postmaster- 
general shall make up the payment to the 000 aforesaid in the proportion of 
£20,000 by the postmaste: i iie of New Zealand to £10,000 fo the postmaster: 
general of New South W: 

“*Clanse 11. Ten thousand pounds of the total sum payable under this AR ESN 
shall be by the postmaster-general of New South Wales, and £20,000 shall 
be paid y the ee see of New Zealand; but from such payments 
there shall be ucted by each of the postmaste eral, respectively, an 

ofthe £4,000 agreed to asters gon, the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral of the United States as aforesaid.’ 

The service to be performed exclusively by the a Steamship Company, 
during the next three years between San Francisco and the Hawaiian Kingdom, 
under the contract between the New Zealand Governmentand the Union Steam- 
ship Company, for the conveyance of mails between New Zealand and the United 
States, was performed during the year ended June 30,1885, by the Pacific Mail 


.Steamship ea gE and Oceanic Steamship Company jointly, the details of 


which during year were as follows: 
PACIFIC MAIL TO HAWAII AND AUSTRALIA—SERVICES RENDERED, ETC, 
Number of trips sare fiscal year ended June 30, 1885. 


Total mileage. 169, 650 
Amount if paic =. $34,825 00 
forte sand inland and prints) carried (pounds)... "A uL 8374 
sea a and postage....... apsssasosessdað as 65 
Amount actually woes sess... 13,565 29 
(At 2 cents an: 7 Sa rate for letters to Australia, ‘and 5 francs 
per kilogram of letters and 50 centimes for 
If wae at freight rates (80 cents per 100 poun 762 93 
it pe id at parcel-dispatch rates (10 cents per ier i 9,537 40 
ce per pound at subsidy rates (50 cents a KGN 99.9 
Price per pound at sea and inland a DORAN 43 
Price per pound actually paid............cssserorseseserseseneereesesresanees senene 14,2 
OCEANIC STEAMSHIP COMPANY—SERVICES RENDERED, ETC. 
serpents of trips during fiscal year ended June 30, soa 24 
Se EE NH TS 2 By Be 99,792 
Shela if paid at 50 cents a mile............ $49, 896 00 
Amount of mai ea and ina and prints) carried (pounds) 29, 086 
If paid at sea and in’ AE $6,593 32 
Amount actually “ry is 2,369 48 
an paes at freight rates (80 cents per 100 pounds)........ 232 68 
ispatch rates (10 cents per pound) 2,908 60 
ce na cand at subsidy rates (50 cents a mile). $1 71.5 
Price per pound at sea and inland postage. 22.6 
Price per pound actually paid..............0++ 08,1 


MAILS FOR JAPAN AND CHINA. 

vil. OR RSET gy mane rion tg’ dere a a rary te 
and Oriental line were bro to San Fran June 29, 1875; and the first 
outward — b; Sona ag of line from San Francisco for Japan and China 
was 


The 
1885. 

Occidental and Oriental line re service during fiscal year ended June 
30, 1885, as follows: Number of trips, 12; weight of all carried, 22,668 pounds, 


pounds, 
Amount paid to Occidental and Oriental line since it became sole carrier. 
To San Pablo (American register): 
Quarter ended Lak mer eae Ke oer oon 
Quarter ended December 
Quarter ended March 31, 1 i 


Total ......r0veeee oseeebeccease sesurecasene tnsosnoesnses sec seoe osses saseoosssessesessssee 3, 268 24 


To three other steamers (foreign register) : 
Quarter ended Peery x il 


Quarter ended December 31, 1885. 917 10 
Quarter ended March 31 , 1886. PRES socentscbindg trocsanvanbsbouemacakiontpka ~ 97910 
DORR) ESN ERSA aA ROA anlocset 2,172 00 
PACIFIC MAIL STEAMSHIP COMPANY TO YOKOHAMA AND HONG KONG. 
Number of trips during fiscal your ended June id ai DO APA 18 
Total mileage..........scsesrsseesees oo R 219, 24 
Amount if paid at 50 cents a milo... $109, 620 000 
Total weight of mail a and p:i 37,584 
If paid at sea and inland postage .. $10,125 84 
Amount actually paid (sea 3,506 64 
Lec * freight rates (60 cents 226 34 
at parcel-dispatch rates one 3,758 40 
Se bac seceded ch radh e 2 91,6 
Price per pound at sea and toland neon 26.9 
Price per pound actually paid 09.3 
MAILS FOR VENEZUELA, 
VIOI. Red D line, New York to Venezuela and Curacoa. 
Number of trips =. fiscal yo ended June 30, 1885. A 
il 208, 488 
$104, 244 00 
16,723 
If paid at sea and inland postage .......... $3,901 22 
Amount actually inte aaa 1,392 94 
If paid at freight rates So larget 58 34 
If paid at Senia per i 1,185 OL 
ce per pound pe pee 6 23.3 
aad eon PONOA RS SADA alan 23.3 
P. per pound actually paid..... 08.3 


MAILS FOR HAYTI, SAN DOMINGO, AND TURK’S ISLANDS, 


PRS Tie pedii line. Roig York to Hayti, San Domingo, and Turk’s Island. 
Dominican Government not known. 


niet of trips oe fiscal year oe June 30, bers 


NOURI RISO TATR TEA aoceres 44,710 
amore if paid at 50 cents a 00 
Weight of mail (letters and scintey ‘carried (pounds). 7,897 


eMail Vine’ withdrew from the China and Japan service August 1, ‘ 


» ee anna 


1886. 
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AGAI 


If paid at sea and inland 
Amount actually paid (sea postage 
If paid at freight rates (35 Brera a fi 100 pounds)... 
If paid at parcel-dispatch rates ts per pound).. 

per pound at subsidy rates (50 cents a mile).. 
Price per pound at sea and inland postage......... 
Price per pound actuall y, paid.. 


MAILS FOR THE ISTHMUS AND THE PACIFIC COAST. 
X. Pacific Mail Steamship Company, New York to Colon. 


Number of trips bets fiscal year ended June 30, 1885. 
Total mileage 
Amount, if paid at k 
Ad ht of mail (ethers a1 and prints) 
id at sea and inland 


sessen esseen eses reseeeses eee: 


I am, very aatan as your obedient sery: a, 

NICHOLAS M. BELL, 
be Superintendent Foreign Mails. 
Hon. WiLitam F. VILAS, 
ster-General, 


Total ag of of grea miles ae tues ae os Ay v Aea buia -= 
register during fiscal. June to na, Japan, Hawa. ew 
Zealand, Australia, Mexico, she teases ae 


Slates of Central ‘America, Bahamas, Cuba, Hayti, 
Venezuela, raath; ‘and Argentine Abies 


| 
| 
| 


3 


ppm 
| z | SEs 
2 s Bia FE 
§ F RZ |335 
| P -3 Ree 
läg E| së (33E 
American lines, 2 $ E # £ g ke 
3s | 3| £8 |357 
z = 20% 
3 $ eR Seog 
i613) 2 (ii 
' e] 
| > zZ & < 
Pacific Mail line: f 
China and Japan. | 4 18 | 219,240 | $109, 620 
Hawaii, New Zealand ma ustral -f 1 4 56,550 28,275 
Colon and Panama... ll 63 | 319,940 || 159,970 
Oceanic Steamship Com re gered 2 |, 792 |, 896 
Occidental ena Orienta ro bere 
China and Japa) ax 1} 5 63, 700 31,850 
California and eskau Steamship Company, | 
PEARED ianuarie cogeeoncorteter| as] 23 36, 480 18, 240 
New York, Havana and Mexican EAR | | 
Company, Mexico 4 | 33| 137,016 
New York and Cuba Mail; Bahamas a 5 35 68,250 34,125 
Clyde ‘line, Hay tl. ii ..5....0...60<seseassoscenee 2 17 44,710 
United States and Brazil Mail line, Braz 3 13 | 134,004 
Red “D” line, Venezcela ...... . 5 31 | 132,060 
New Orleans and Central A | 
2 | 15 40,500 
2 19 38,000 
Morgan line, Cuba. 4 $ 41 30,500 
Morgan line, Mexico. | 17 28, 900 
New Orleans, Honduras and Guatemala iine, i 
British Honduras 1 5 10, 650 5,325 
Royal Mail line, British Honduras........ at 3 36 76, 680 38,340 
Service from Tampa to Cuba via Key West. | 1| 104 72, 800 36, 400 
Mendoza, Argentine Republic............ | 1 1 12,578 6, 289 
Kate Currell, British Honduras, &c. af 1 1 2,130 1,065 
Lizzie Henderson, Cuba.. 1 12 3,600 1,800 
Christiana, Cuba 1 2 600 300 
Dictator, Cuba.... 1 2 600 300 
Aaron Kingsland, 1 8 900 450 


Subsidies paid to steamship companies during 1884. 


[From General Statistics of the Postal Service, pent by the International 
Bureau, Berne, 1886, page 15.] 


Argentine Republic $6, 229 07 
Austria ..... 43,106 55 
Belgium 134, 793 32 
Brazil..... 2, 223, 958 10 
Denmark 32, 469 54 
{nadal 5, 152, 388 98 
Great Britai: 3,006,766 67 
Tae India. 350,724 42 
eseneb oe 241,250 00 
Netherlands. 8 a 
ortuga 
* Roumania ..... 984 87 
British Honduras 23, 320 67 
Hong-Kong Jen colony)... ns 31,314 82 
Danish Antilles (Danish colony). 2,505 00 
Cochin China (French col 202, O44 00 
Guadelupe (French colony).. 22, 204 07 
Martinique (French colon: 2,123 00 
oa Pierre and Miquelon ( 10,072 67 
Senegal (French colony) .......:sses-ssses soe 11,042 68 
Netherlands East Indies (Netheriands 29, 635 15 
Care Verde Islands (Portuguese colony)...... 7,54 43 
11, 661,118 22 
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countries of the Universal Postal Union dur- 


ous 
ing 1884. (From General Statistics of the Postal Service, published by the Interna- @ 
B Berne, 1886.) 


lus. | Countries, | Deficiency. 
$56 22 | $4,013,943 74 
003 00 2,501,000 92 
500 63 1, 057, 410 46 
834 41 579, 623 77 
BE 2 on 3 
891,820 15 garia... s 
516,452 17 | 92,281 21 
293,584 26 || A 91, 685 61 
190, 066 40 15, 526 07 
137, 491 07 | 14,517 84 
109,983 94 13,761 28 
109, 416 26 10, 607 44 
29, 404 70 | 9,014 83 
11, 043 84 || 7,463 69 
5, 355 04 || 
3,739 37 || 
2,841 34 || 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, sia or FoREIGN MAILS, 
'ashington, D. C., May 15, 1886. 
Dear Sın: Pursuant to your TAMA uest $ have the easi to mercies you 
that the total amount that would © Pacific Mail ooo, or $385, 00 
under the Senate amendment would be a little in excess of $325, or 000 
more that the sea and inland , Or ,000 more than the sea 
ian eny aon company for the same service during the last fiscal year reine 
une 
I inclose herewith a letter of the honorable Postmaster-General dated May 
12, and the letter of this office of May 10, No. 71967, which were left at my office 
sai cree. respectful bedient t 
am, very ully, your o! ent servan 
: NICHOLAS M. BELL 
Superintendent Foreign Mails, 
Ion. James H. Biount, e 
House of Representatives. 


Exports of collon manufactures. 
Dutch Guiana: British, $92,000; United States, $1,733. 
French Guiana, nothing. 
Cotton goods to Brazil? “British, $17,182,000; American, $660,740; or $27 British 
British iece-goods, 5 


to $1 American. s cheapest. British plain Fe .65 cents; 
American plain piece-goods, 9.78 cents; British printed,7.59 cents; American 
it > cents, 

Cotton imported—British, $3,081,000; American, 


$580,000. 
bom A Republic: Two-thirds of the cotton thread and nine-tenths of the 
cotton fabrics come from England. American exports exceed herimports, Ex- 
sorts of cotton fabrics on the decline. 
o Central America: 
Great Britain... 
United 


Great Britain, 1880 
United States, 

To United States c of ‘Colombia? 
Great Britain, 1880 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, if there be no Ee, I ask that 


the time of the gentleman from Georgia be extended, . 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I should like very much to have fur- 
ther time, but I do not think it would be courteous to other gentle-_ 
men, because I propose to limit the debate, and looking to that end, I 
now move that the committee rise for the purpose of limiting general 
debate on this amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr.-Chairman, in the first place, I trust that by 
unanimous consent the chairman of the committee may be allowed ad- 
ditional time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I shall not ask a privilege for my- 
self that I can not afford to ask for others. I believe that two days 
will be ample for general debate. I propose to ask for that, nothing 
more and nothing less, and in so doing I am acting under the instruc- 
tions of my committee and deferring to a sentiment in this House that 
the public time should not be uselessly occupied. 

. BURROWS. I trust that the chairman of the committee will 
not make the motion to rise at this time, just at the close of his ad- 
dress, thus disturbing the impression which he has made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I suppose three minutes will answer the purpose, 


‘and I trust that I have made impression enough to last that long. 


(Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia that the committee now rise. 

The motion was to. 2 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Chair will bear with me for a moment, I 
wish to say that I was not at the meeting of the committee this morn- 
ing and did not understand, what I now learn, thatit was agreed in 
the committee that general debate should be limited as proposed by the 
chairman. I now withdraw my objection and desire that the debate 
may be limited by unanimous consent. 
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s 
e rheCHAIRMAN. The committee determines to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the § having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration the Post-Office appropriation 
bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole fofthe purpose of considering the Senate 
amendments to the Post-Office appropriation bill, and pending that, I 
move that general debate on the same be limited to this day.and to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose it is the intention of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] to move to go into Committee of the Whole to- 
morrow after the morning hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. After the first morning hour. The Chair has held 
that it requires unanimous consent to dispense with that hour, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided thatit is in order, under 
the rule, at any time after the expiration of the morning hour, which 
is the hour for the call of committees, to move to go into Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider general appropria-. 


tion bills or revenue bills.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is what I propose to do. 

The motion of Mr. BLOUNT to limit general debate was agreed to; 
aeo = motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 

ole, 

The Honse accordingly again resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
te of the Union for the further consideration of the Post-Office ap- 
priation bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, the Post-Office appropriation bill, 
ving passed the House, comes back to us from the Senate with sev- 

eral amendments, only one of which will provoke any considerable dis- 
cussion. That is the amendment numbered 6, which provides an ap- 
propriation of $800,000 to support the carrying of our foreign mails to 
Central and South America, China, Japan, and Australia, 

The carrying of the mails is a governmental obligation. The estab- 
lishment of post-offices and post-roads is a duty imposed upon the Na- 
tional Government by the national Constitution. ‘The carrying of the 
mails to these post-offices over established post-routes is enjoined by 
legislative mandate. In the execution of this obligation the National 
Government expended for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, in car- 
tying the domestic mail above twenty-three and a half million dollars, 
Of this sum over sixteen and a half millions were paid to the railways 
of the country. We paid to the star-route service hout the 
country about five and a half millions, We paid for our steamboat 
service, coastwise and inland, over half a million—$563,000. We paid 
for the messenger service, carrying the mails from the depots to the 
post-offices, $879,217. 

While we make this liberal appropriation for the carrying of the do- 
mestic mail, we appropriated last year for our entire foreign service 
over both oceans, through the Gulf, and over the Caribbean Sea to the 
South American countries, the sum of $326,735—a trifle over one-fifth 
of the amount we appropriated to the domestic messenger service. This 
was the sum total of our foreign appropriation. This paucity of com- 
pensation is no fault of the Postmaster-General; it is no fault of any 
Government officer; but it arises from the law. For instance, the rail- 
way service, for which we paid, as I have said, sixteen and one-half 

. millions last year, is contracted for, not by advertisement; but under 
certain limitations the Postmaster-General is authorized to contract for 
that service. . 

The star-route service, for which we pay five and one-half millions, is 
let to the lowest responsible bidder, and if there are no competing bids 
upon any competing route the route is let to the single bidder, who- 
ever he be, if the price be reasonable; in other words, the letting of 
this service is lodged with the Postmaster-General, to be contracted 
for to the lowest responsible bidder after due advertisement. 

The coastwise service and the river service on our steamboats is not 
even let to the lowest responsible bidder; but the Postmaster-General 
is authorized to contract for this service upon his own judgment, and 
an appropriation is made to enable him to make contracts to carry out 
this service along our coast and over our rivers. For that service we 
paid over half million last year. 

But when you come to the foreign service, sections 4007 and 4009 of 
the Revised Statutes limit the amount of compensation; for instance, . 
the former section (4007) gives the Postmaster-General authority to 
contract for the foreign service. 

But section 4009 restricts him in the payment of compensation by 
saying that when the mails are carried on an American steamship he 
may pay the postage of the mail carried; but if carried on a foreign 
vessel or a sailing vessel he shall pay the sea postage only, which is 
the difference between the whole postage and the inland . Bo, 
under the operation of that law, which restricts the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to this rule of compensation, this great injustice arises. 

To illustrate: We paid last year for carrying the mails from Tampa, 
Fla., to Key West, a coastwise service of 249 miles, $23,600. We took 
that same mail and carried it from Key West to Cuba, about 100 miles, 


and that, being foreign service, could be paid only the sea and inland 
postage at most. It was paid the sea postage—about $237—$23,600 
from Tampa to Key Westand $237 from Key West toHavana. Why? 
Because the law permits the Postmaster-General to contract for coast- 
wise service, while the provisions of law restrict him in the matter of 
compensation for the foreign service to the sea postage if itis a foreign 
vessel, or the sea and inland postage if it be a domestic ressel. - 

Now as a result of this the amount expended for our whole foreign 
service, as I have said, was limited during the last year to the sum of 
about $326,000. But the shameful part of this matter is that of this 
$326,000, $280,000 went into the pockets of foreign ship-owners and 
only $46,000 to our own vessels, for the whole mail service across the 
Atlantic is carried in foreign bottoms under foreign flags. They zeai y 
take our mails for the sea postage, and this law has driven erican 
mails from American ships. 

The Post-Office appropriation bill, as it went from the House, con- 
tinued this old method of compensation, giving to American lines 
at most only the sea and inland postage. It comes back to us author- 
izing the Postmaster-General to do with this foreign service precisely 
what is done with the domestic seryicé, with the mail carried on star 
routes and on steamboats. It authorizes him to contract for this serv- 
ice tq the lowest responsible bidder sailing an American craft and 
flying the American flag. This whole talk of “subsidy” and ‘‘ bounty’? 
is simply to excite the prejudices of this House, instead of appealing 
to the judgment of reasonable men. 

The only practical question then is, will you appropriate $800,000— 
less than you pay for the domestic messenger service—for the support 
of your foreign mail service? To this measure, for myself, I give my 
most earnest and cordial support. 

The chairman of the committee, in commenting on this provision, 
says that by its terms it will allow no increase of service; that the whole 
$800,000 will go to existing lines between their present terminal points, 
and there will be no opportunity under this provision for the Post- 
master-General to either increase the service or put on new lines. 

The chairman was not unaware of the fact that in committee I 
offered an amendment to this provision, which I now send tothe Clerk’s 
desk and ask to be read, and when the proper time arrives I will 
move to concur in this amendment with the following proviso. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That not exceeding $100,000 of the amount herein appropriated shall 
be expended in payment of existing American steamship lines for the transpor- 
tation of foreign mails according to the schedules heretofore in force; and that 
so much of the balance as may mired shall be expended in increasing the 
frequency of the postal service of such steamship lines and in the establishment 
of postal service by American builtand poaren na f steamships between the United 
States and such ports ofthe foreign countries herein named, not now connected 
with the United States by American steamship lines, as the Postmaster-General 
may select, including Buenos Ayres and Montevideo. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, it will be observed by this amend- 
ment, upon which I shall ask a vote in committee, that only $400,000 
of this $300,000 is to be used for existing lines between their present 
terminal points, and the balance of the ,000 may be used by the 
Postmaster-General for the extension of present lines or to establish new 
lines to new ports. 

The question then is, is this $800,000 or $400,000 too much for our 
whole foreign service? 

To the New York and Brazilian line, the only line we have running 
to Brazil, we paid last year $4,210, and the distance it had to go on a 
single trip was 5,154 miles, or in a round trip more than 10,000 miles. 
To Rio and return we paid this line the sum of $4,210 for the year, or 
$326 a trip, or about 3 cents a mile, while at the same time we paid for 
246 miles from Tampa to Key West $23,600, or 46 cents a mile. Upon 
what principle of justice or of reason is this distinction made? 

The “ Red D line,” to which the gentleman referred, the only line 
running from New York to Venezuela, the only steamship flying the 
American flag in that country, sailed to reach the ports of Venezuela 
3,066 miles, in eachround trip 6,132 miles, and received—how much ?— 
$56.53 a trip, stopping at eight ports, and paid ont more to deliver the 
mail than they received from the Government of the United States. 

At the same time we paid the steamship for carrying the mails from 
Norfolk to Baltimore, but 200 miles, the sum of $18,000—more than 15 
cents a mile! 

To the New York and Cuban line, running from New York to Cuba, 
1,174 miles, we paid a little over $2,600. ‘That line made seventy-one ` 
trips, sailing a total distance of 166,608 miles. And how much did we 
pay a mile to that line? One cent and a half for carrying the United 
States mail. At the same time a steamer running from Norfolk to Cape 
Charles, 38 miles of coastwise service, for that 38 miles received $10,971, * 
or over 39 cents a mile. A ceht and a half from New York to Cuba, 
1,174 miles, and 40 cents a mile from Norfolk to Cape Charles, 38 miles! 
We paid the New Orleans and Central American line, running from 
New Orleans to Nicaragua, 1,065 miles’ distance, making fifteen trips, 
traveling in the year 40,500 miles—we paid for that service, for carrying 
the United States mail, going to the post-office in the United States and 
getting the mail, taking it to the boat, and delivering it to the post- 
office in the foreign country, the magnificent sum of $24.50. It is pro- 
posed now to pay this line a reasonable compensation for that service, 
and it is denominated a subsidy ! 
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At the same time while we paid this line the sum of $24.50 we paid 
another line, running from New Orleans to Port Eads, $22,719. The 
Clyde line, which runs from New York to Hayti, 1,315 miles, seven- 
teen trips (44,710 miles a year), was paid for that service $553.66 fora 


year, a cent and one-fifth per mile. At the same time we paid from 
Memphis to Arkansas City, only 216 miles, $24,000. Upon what prin- 
ciple do we pay only one cent and a half a mile from New York to 
Hayti and 33} cents a mile from Memphis to Arkansas City, From 
New Orleans to Honduras, a service of 1,060 miles, we paid last year the 
sum of $38.91; for carrying the United States mail from New Orleans 
to Grand Isle we paid $3,950. We paid more last year from Tampa to 
Key West, 246 miles, than we paid the American lines for the whole 
Gulf service, South Atlantic and transatlantic service, and the service 
to Mexico, Central and South America, and Europe. 

Let us look now at the other side of the South American country. 
From San Francisco to Hong-Kong, 6,080 miles distant, we paid $3,506 
for last year’s service, eighteen trips, each trip 12,180 miles, the total 
distance sailed nearly 220,000 miles, and we paid 1} cents a mile for 
that foreign service. At the same time another boat starts from San 
Francisco and goes to Eureka, on the coast, only 216 miles distant, and 
we paid that line $6,500. Why pay foratrip of 32,000 miles $195 and 
a trip of 432 miles $125? 

From San Francisco to Panama, a distance of 2,539 miles, we paid 
$1,238. The total number of trips was twenty-five, each trip more 
than 5,000 miles, and we paid to that line for each trip $49.53, or about 
9 mills per mile. \ 

At the same time we paid another line running from Tacoma to Port 
Townsend, 98 miles $29,700, or 48 cents a mile. Why pay 9 mills for 
a trip of 5,000 miles and 48 cents for a tripof 95 miles? The California 
and Mexican Steamship Company, running from San Francisco to 
Mexico, 1,520 miles, sailing during the year more than 36,000 miles, 
was paid $208.82, while at the same time we paid from Port Townsend 
to Neah Bay, 102 miles, $6,303. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is there any explanation for this 
astounding statement of difference you make by reason of the quantity 
of work done or amount of mail handled? 

Mr. BURROWS. No, sir, there is not; and it may be said further 
that domestic lines can stop along the coast or at cities on our rivers 
and trade at different towns all along the line, while the foreign ship 
after it puts to sea has no way business en route to its foreign destina- 
tion. > 

Mr. GOFF. And that is in the interest of the home service, which 
makes it worse yet. 

Mr. BURROWS. If there is any service that ought to be paid well 
it is that upon the ocean, which can draw nothing from local trade. 

We paid more for carrying the mails from San Francisco to Sacra- 
mento, 171 miles, to wit, $6,000, than we paid the American line from 
San Francisco to Hong-Kong, Panama, and to Mexico. We paid $6,000 
more for carrying the mails from Tacoma to Port Townsend, a distance 
of 98 miles, than we paid the whole foreign Pacific mail service. We 
paid as much from Tacoma to Sitka, 1,441 miles, to wit, $47,700, than 
to all the American lines to foreign ports across both oceans. And yet 
no man charges that the compensation from Tacoma to Sitka is a sub- 
sidy. Ihave alluded to these facts for the purpose of showing how 
unjustly the law of sea and inland postage operates. Itis not the 
fault of any executive officer, it is simply because the law declares 
that you shall pay toa tis ps vessel only the sea and inland postage 
if itis flying an American flag from an American ship; and there is 
nothing under the sun in the amendment of the Senate but the mere 
saying to the Postmaster-General ‘‘ you shall have the same authority 
to contract for the foreign service as you now have to contract for do- 
mestic service,” and makes an appropriation to carry these,contracts 
out. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to ask the gentleman 
another question, if I do not disturb him. 

Mr. BURROWS. It does not disturb me, but my time is limited 
and I have a great deal that I desire to present to the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Itis claimed by some that these foreign 
vessels only carry sometimes ten or twelve letters on these long trips, 
while the shorter routes carry immense quantities of mail. Now, in 
line with the question before asked, I would like to inquire (to have 
some light thrown upon that point) if it is the quantity handled or the 
weight of the mails which has such a material effect in creating the 
difference to which you allude. : 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘The amount handled does not enter into the com- 
putation at all. That, of course, is considered in the railway mail 
service; but in the star-route service it is not considered. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Itis not weighed. = 

Mr. BURROWS. The mails are not weighed except on the rail- 
roads; but when they are to be carried over a star route the law is that 
the service shall be let to the lowest responsible bidder, and steam- 
boats ing the domestic mail enter into contracts for this service 
without regard to weight, simply receiving it in pouches and throwing 


it off at the port of destination; but the weight of the mail on star-route 
and coastwise lines does not enter into the question of compensation 
to any considerable extent, and the quantity of mail should not govern 
in compensating for the foreign service for the reason that it is just as 
much labor to go from the wharf in New York city to the post-office, 
as the master of the ship is compelled to do, to get the mail where it 
fills one bag as it would if it filled five or fifty bags. 

When the steamship company receive the mail for foreign transporta- 
tion the delivery of it is attended with the same expense whether itis 
five -bags or fifty. At some of the ports in South America, in Vene- 
zuela or Brazil, the mails have to be taken on a tug and carried tothe 
landing, and then carried to the post-office. They are not delivered at 
the wharf. And it makes no difference in the expense in hiring that 
tug, which the steamship companies must now do—paying at one place 
as I remember $15—-whether they take one mail-bag or fifty. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Butthe fact remains that the carrying of foreign 
mails is paid by weight. These astounding figures are not on the proper 
basis. 


.Mr. BURROWS. The carrying of the foreign mail is paid, as I have 
stated, according to the postage on that mail, and nothing more. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Based on weight. 

Mr. BURROWS. On the postage, which is, of course, based on 
weight—so much on every half-ounce; 5 cents, for instance, from New 
York to Rio; and the Government says to the American steamship com- 
pany carrying the American flag, ‘‘ If you carry that letter from New 
York to Rio we will divide the postage; we will give you 3 cents and 
take 2; that is, we will take the domestic and give you the sea post- 
age; or, if we incline to generosity, we are permitted to give you the 
whole postage, 5 cents.” And if this line running to Rio, which might 
extend its line to the Plata, to Buenos Ayres, and the Argentine Ke- 
public, we say to it, ‘‘Push ahead; and if you go down and open that 
country and carry fifty letters, we will pay you $2.50.” 

Mr. GUENTHER, I wish to ask the gentleman, then, whether he 
puts this appropriation on the ground of extending our commerce? 

Mr. BURROWS. I will come to that presently. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I do not desire to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Government says to the Brazilian Steamship 
Company, ‘If you will push 1,500 miles farther along, and strike the 
great city of Buenos Ayres, with its population of 500,000, and carry 
the to the borders of the Argentine Republic, we will pay you the 
sea and inland postage on the mails carried,’’ and that is all the Post- 
master-General can pay under the law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is there any other mail service except the foreign 
mail that is compensated on the basis of the postage—on the earnings of 
the maid service to the Government? 

Mr. BURROWS. None other. ecarry the mail to the distant fron- 
tier, if there be but a single man. My friend from Wisconsin made a 
suggestion about our foreign commerce. I suppose the mail is carried to 
the frontiersman not because he expects to remain there but aday and 
then return but because he has located there, and in the track of the mail 
line will follow the tide of immigration, which will contribute to the es- 
tablishment of new homes and cities, the development of the country, 
and in the end contribute to the general weal. 

In other days other men were not afraid to champion a proposition 
like this. Other men were not afraid to pay reasonable compensation to 
American lines for carrying the foreign mails. In other days this sub- 
ject commanded the thoughtful consideration and earnest speech of 
American statesmen and was a matter of national solicitude, 

Mr. Bayard, the illustrious father of the no less illustrions present 
Secretary of State, said: 

The mail service in this and all countries on Jand is a government duty; and 
with all great maritime nations which have the power to control that service 
on the ocean it is as much a government duty where their extensive commerce 
is concerned as is on Jand the proper transportation of correspondence. The 
mail service with foreign countries on any principle that I can appreciate is as 
much a governmental duty and demands as much the expenditure and the at- 
tention of the Government as transportation of correspondence in the interior 
ofthe country, Will you— 

Senator Bayard said— 
adopt a policy which will place the entire transportation of your mails under 
British control— x 

That is what you have done— 


which will put into their hands the transportation of ngers, which will a 
a tax on American citizens for the advancement of British commerce? Suc 
may be the judgment of the honorable Senator, but it is not mine, and I trust it 
will not be that of the American Senate. í 


Thomas Butler King, speaking on this same subject, said: 
If it be asked why Great Britain has thns taken the lead of us in ocean steam 
navigation, while we are so clearly superior in domestic steamers and ing 


ships, the answer is she has anticipated us through the extension of her 
system to foreign countries in combination with naval arrangements, 


James K. Polk once said this: 


Saami, sokea By raies who Say peneowees te aa wisdom, of the 
land should have to be reminded that they are pandering to British power, for- 
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getting American interests, and losing sight of that greatness and grandeur 
which attach to this American Government. 

I stand upon the floor of the American Congress and I find men who are will- 
ing to measure our greatness by the circnmference of a dollar—a dollar, sir!— 
measure American prosperty and American greatness by a round dollar, and 
thus pander to British interests, bow the 
Milod us at Lexington, that flashed the first guns from Bunker Hill, that 
Sunes us upon the sea and Jand in 1812, and that been jealous of our pros- 
perity and our greatness ever since—say to her, “ Good mother, won't you please 
ey oar mails?” Why, sir, I scorn, I despise that anti-American feeling and 
sentiment, The men who stand battling upon these principles are behind the 
age; they are behind the progress of their country; they know nothing of its 
porer fe Sond aaneen aae are contributing to a combination of foreign policy 

How prophetic the words of Bayard which I have quoted! To-day, 
as I have said, of the $326,000 paid for carrying our foreign mails $280,- 
000 is paid to the owners of foreign vessels, and not a single American 
line crossing the Atlantic carries the American 

But, Mr. i , I have not discussed what I intended when I 
arose. It was my purpose to call the attention of this committee to 
the advantage which would result to the nation in carrying our mails 
to the South American countries, as this bill proposes, in American 
steamships. 

We can not and we must not lose sight of the advantage of connect- 
ing this country with the South American republics. The carrying of 
a single letter to Chili or to the Argentine Republic may lay the foun- 
dation of a trade of inestimable value, not to these ip compa- 
nies, but to all the American people. Our diversified industries are ca- 
pale of giving employment to all our laboring people. The field and 
the factory, the forest and the mine, our fucilities for employing labor, 
are simply boundless, and yet to-day a million of our laboring people 
are out of employment and the bloody hand of the communist is clutch- 
ing at the throat of capital. 

We might give p oyment to this labor if we would. Baut if we 
employ this laborand light the fires of our furnaces and open the mines 
and set the looms in motion, where shall we dispose of the products? 
Why, at our very door is the answer. We have the market at hand if 
we are wise enough to control it. Within astone’s throw almost, right 
south of us, is the Republic of Mexico, with its twenty-seven States, 
with a government patterned after our own, with ten millions and a 
half of people. Her imports last year were more than $35,000,000; 
her exports were more than $46,000,000; her entire trade aggregating 
more than $82,000, 000. : 

Who controls the trade of Mexico, lying right ae border? Why, 
sir, Spain took over twenty-six millions of it, Germany over eighteen 
millions and a half, France nearly sixteen millions, while the United 
States controlled less than ten milliens; England took nine millions, 
and the Central American countries two and a half millions. So that 
of this entire trade with Mexico the United States controlled buta 
trifie over one-tenth, while nine-tenths of it was held by foreign coun- 
tries. ‘ 

Take Central America, with its five republics. Those five "Central 
American republies have more trade with England by far—yes, double 
the trade—than they have with the United States, although they lie 
at our very doors, easily aceessible from the ports of the Gulf States. 
Their principal imports are cotton goods. We could furnish every yard 
of cotton goods that the Central American countries need, but Great 
Britain in 1880 sold them 31,000,000 yards, while the United States 
sold them only 688,000 yards—a little over half a million. The bal- 
ance of trade with Mexico in 1884 was against us by over $3,000,000. 
The import trade of Central America has increased rapidly in the last 
fifteen years. In 1870it was only $730,000; in 1884 it was $6,500,000. 

In 1883 the United States sold the Central American countries man- 
ufactured goods amounting to less that $2,000,000, while Great Britain 
sold them over three and a half million dollars. Of cotton goods the 
United States sold them $124,000 worth, while Great Britain sold them 
$2,500,000 worth. The United States sold them only $4,000 worth of 
candles, Great Britain $13,000 worth. We sold them $16,000 worth of 
china and Great Britain $28,000 worth. Of wearing apparel 
the United States sold them but $24,000 worth, England $148,000 worth. 
Of iron and steel we sold them $300,000 worth, while England sold them 
$500,000 worth. Of wood manufactures we sold Central America but 
$4,000 worth, England $121,000 worth. And in the last twenty years 
our entire trade with the Central American countries, so far as exports 
are concerned, has amounted to only sixteen millions, while that of 
Great Britain alone has been more than $46,000,000, and with France 
more than ten millions and a half. 

Why, sir, look at these countries south of us—Mexico, Central and 
South America, embracing within their confines forty-three million 
people substantially without manufactures—fifteen republics, fashioned 
after our own, and the great Empire of Brazil. I have referred to the 
commerce of Central America alone. Take the commerce of Central 
and South American countries ther. The total foreign commerce 
of Central and South America is ,000,000 annually, and their im- 
ports alone from Europe and the United States aggregate in value $420,- 
- 000,000 annually. These countries buy of foreign countries $420,000,- 
000 worth of commodities. Of that total foreign trade of $850,000,000 
how much does the United States control? One hundred and thirty 
million dollars, while Europe controls $720,000,000. Of her $420,000, - 


liant knee, and say to the power that. 


000 imports, they bought of the United States only $40,000,000—one- 
tenth—the balance, $380,000,000, was purchased of foreign countries 
other than our own; yet all she consumes we can produce. Of the 
$800,000,000 merchandise ag AR last year from the United States 
less than 7 per cent. went to tral and South America, 

Why, sir, South America imports annually enormous quantities of 
coal. How much from the United States? None; she brings it from 
England. Yet our coal mines are running on half time or closed up al- 
together. Mexico and Central and South America consume annually 
about $100,000,000 worth of cotton How much do they buy of 
Great Britain? Ninety-five percent.,and theother 5 percent. weshare 
insimply. Thereis no reason why we should not furnish all her cotton 
fabrics, and these constitute the wearing apparel of three-fourth of her 


ple. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And yet we can furnish coarse cotton goods more 
eee then Great Britain. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iron and steel those countries buy of Europe by 
millions, while our mills are shut down. What is the reason of this? 
What is the trouble? 

Why, sir, to those South American countries we have two lines of 
steamers—only two. . We have one line, the Red D line, running from 
New York to Venezuela, and another line running from New York and 
Newport News to Brazil. Ontside of these lines there is not a single 
American steamer entering a port of the South American countries or 
flying an American The Brazilian line has three steamers, every 
one of them American built; the Venezuelan line seven, all of Amer- 
ican construction. We thus have ten steamers on two lines running to 
Venezuela and Brazil, the only two countries of all the South Ameri- 
ean republics to which our steamers run. And for the mail service to 
these two countries we paid last year the magnificent sum of $5,603.08. 
At the same time we paid from Tampa to Key West $23,600; we 
paid to the Pacific Mail Steamship line, from New York to Colon and 
from San Francisco to Panama, $8,817; we paid the New Orleans and 
Central American line, $24.50; Oteri’s Pioneer line, from New Orleans 
to Honduras, $81.38; the Royal Mail line, from New Orleans to Hon- 
duras, $509; the New Orleans, Honduras and Guatemala line, $35.91; 
and the Kate Currell, from New Orleans to Honduras, $1.17. The ag- 
gregate amount paid for carrying the mails to Central and South America 
was $15,136.16, about the same sum we paid from Louisville, Ky., to 
Evansville, Ind. This is the extent and amount of compensation paid 
American steamships for carrying our mails to Central and South 
America; and if you want to reach any other country in South America 
to-day aside from Venezuela and Brazil you must take passage to En- 
gland and under a foreign flag reach the Argentine Republic, her capital 
city of Buenos Ayres, Uruguay, Chili, or any other of the great eastern 
or western republics of South America. 

Now, what have foreign countries been doing and what are they still 
doing to sustain their foreign-mail service with these countries? In 
showing what Germany, France, Great Britain, and other foreign coun- 
tries pay for their foreign service I restrict my statements to Central 
and South America. In the winter of 1884~’85 Mr. Frelinghuysen, then 
Secretary of State, requested the various legations in Europe to advise 
him as to the amount of aid granted by the governments of those coun- 
tries to encourage commerce between their ports and Central and South 
America. Mr. Lowell, our minister to Englarid, inclosed in reply the 
following communication from the English premier: 

FOREIGN OFFICE, January 24, 1885, 


Sır: I have the honor to transmit to you the accompanying statement, which 

her majesty’s has caused to be prepared, giving the information, so 

e records of the general post-office extend, namely; from the year 1861 

to he peceti date, in regard to the aid granted by Her Majesty's Government 

toward the establishment of direct steamship communication between this 
country and Central and South America. 

I have the honor to be, &c., 
GRANVILLE. 


The following is the statement: 


from year to year until 1884, when the British Government paid £95,- 
000 for mail service between her ports and Central and South America. 
Nearly $1,500,000 in 1862, continuing until the close of our civil war, 
and in 1884 $500,000 were paid by that country to connect her ports with 
Central and South America. In twenty-two years she paid for this 
service twenty-two and one-half millions of dollars, and she is still ex- 
pending half a million dollars every year to hold this trade. She pays 
the Royal Mail line for nine steamers to Rio, fourteen steamers to Cen- 
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tral America and the countries of the Caribbean Sea $432,000. At the 
same time, the United States in twenty-two years has expended for her 
mail service to Central and South America only $350,000. 

Our minister to France replied by saying that in 1884 France paid 
her South American line $728,000 and her West India and Central 
American lines $790,000, a total of $1,518,000, while the United States 
paid $15,000. 

Mr. Dayton, our minister to the Hague, replied that the Royal West 
India mail steamers are paid $3,000 a round trip for a weekly service 
between its ports and the ports of the West Indies and Central and South 
rue TASE ayear. The United States paid for similar service 

5,000. 

Austria-Hungary pays the Lloyd Steamship Company, for each trip 
to Central and South America, 4,000 florins. The Spanish line of 
steamships to the West Indies receive annually $350,000 from that goy- 
ernment—more than the United States paid for her entire foreign serv- 
ice. Belgium pays a line of steamers between Antwerp and the ports 
of Rio, Buenos Ayres, and Montevideo, the whole postal revenues of the 
mailcarried, whether originating in or destined to Belgium, and $100,000 
annually besides. 

Mr. Kasson, minister to Berlin, in his reply said: 

LEGATION OF THE UNTTED STATES, Berlin, March 30, 1885, 


Sır: Inclosed herewith I transmit a SOP, of the law recently passed the 
Reichstag granting subsidies for the establishment of three new steamship lines 
for the furt development of German commerce and German interests in for- 


a, aerer with translation of the same. 
e contract is made for fifteen years, the annual amount for the first two lines 
being 4,000,000 marks, and for the tributary lines 1,000. 

The determined resolution of the chancellor to provide this new opening to 
market for the surplus man ures of Germany, to open new spheres of em- 
ployment to the enterprising German people, and to increase the influence of 
Germany in the world, enforced by his powerful and patriotic arguments in 
Parliament, carried the day over the combination of op; 
country, whose intelligent and patriotic statesmanship 


the demagogue’s cry of “‘jobbery. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
JOIN A. KASSON, 


The foregoing is sufficient to give some idea what fo governments 
are doing to secure and hold the trade of Central and South America. 

I have referred to the importance of this trade in a general way; let 
me take it up somewhat more in detail. 

Take the Republic of Venezuela, with her population of 2,000,000 of 
people. Our exportsof manufactured goods are small. In 1883 wesold 
herof cotton goods $214,000 worth, while England sold her $1,500,000 
worth, 

We sold her of chemicals $107,000 worth, $278,000 of iron and steel, 
$77,000 of petroleum, and $75,000 of furniture. 

France sold her of leather goods, boots and shoes, $70,000 worth, and 
the United States, with her great factories, sold the people of Venezuela 
only $1,700 worth. 

The establishment of the Red D line has opened that country to us 
and done much to increase our trade. In 1870 our imports from Vene- 
zuela were two millions, in 1884 they were six millions and a half. 
Our exports in 1870 were $866,000; in 1884 two millions. In 1870 we 
imported 11,000,000 pounds of coffee; in 1884 53,000,000 of pounds. 
In 1870 we shipped to her $15,000 worth of furniture; in 1884 $80,000 
worth. In 1870 we bought of her $440,000 worth of hides; in 1880 
$1,052,000 worth. In 1870 we sold her $23,000 worth of oil, and in 
1880 $82,000 worth. This gives some slight idea of what the Red D 
line has accomplished. Yet of the entire import trade of Venezuela 
England to-day controls one-half of it, and the United States a little less 
than one-third. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MILLARD. I will take the floor, Mr. Chairman, and yield to 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

The CHAIRMAN. For how long? 

Mr. MILLARD. As long as he wishes. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will conclude in a few minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, the Red D line has advanced our interests with this 
country, and yet it has but seven vessels. It made thirty-four tri 
last year, sailing 6,000 miles each trip; yet we paid that line only 
$1,300, while at the same time we paid to the steamer running from 
Brunswick to Simon’s Mills, in your State of Georgia, Mr. Chairman, 
12 miles, $1,000, and we pay only $1,300 to this Venezuelan line. 

The United States of Colombia, how about our trade with her? Not 
a solitary American steamship entering her port, yet hertrade is great. 
England sells her annually three and a half millions of cotton 
while the United States only half a million. Of boots and shoes she 
bought of the United States $112,000 and of France $750,000. France 
sells her $828,000 worth of wearing apparel, while the United States 
sells her but $85,000. Sheimports annually $20,000,000 worth of man- 
ufactured products, every single article of which we produce in this 
country and might sell her, but we have not a single steamship con- 
necting with her ports. 

Go down to Peru, a country with three millions of people and insti- 
tutions modeled after our own. She is practically without manufac- 
tories. 

The United States sold Peru in 1882 of cotton goods only $42,000 
worth, while Great Britain sold her $2,325,000. In 1882 we sold her 
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of hardware—iron and steel—but $73,000 worth, while Great Britain 
sold her $811,000 worth. 

Of the article of paper the United States sold $1,170 worth and Great 
Britain $16,000 worth. Of manufactured hemp the United States sold 
her $7,000, while Great Britain sold her $100,000. Of wearing ap- 

Great Britain sold her $58,000, France $178,000, and the United 
tates not a dollar’s worth. Of woolen goods she bought of England 
$481,000 worth, of France $719,000 worth, and of the United States 
not a dollar. Why is this? We have no communication with that 
country. 
` Look at the map before you and you will observe that there is nota 
line running from the United States down the western shore of South 
America. Now and then bya stray sailing vessel American reach 
her ports, but they are shipped generally to Liverpool and Hamburg 
and carried under a foreign flag around the Horn. The Royal Mail 
Steamship Company and French line monopolize this entire trade, and 
do it not by being paid the sea and ited geard but are aided by 
liberal compensation for carrying the mails. 

How easily the Pacific Steamship Company could extend her line 
from Panama down the western coast, but the United States says to 
her, ‘‘ If you take that venture we will give you half the postage on the 
letters you carry, though these letters may lay the foundation for a great 
trade with the Republic of Peru.” 

Take Chili, with her population of two and one half-millions, and the 
trade with that country is enormous. I can not gointoitat length, but 
she buys annually $35,000,000 worth of manufactured goods. Think 
of it; $35,000,000annually! She has more trade per capita than France, 
twice as much foreign trade as Mexico, and four times as much as the 
whole of the Central American states. 

Yet the United States has less than 4 per cent. of this trade; En- 
gland, France, and Germany control more than 80 per cent. of her trade; 
and Great Britain alone takes more than 50 per cent. of it. In 1882 
our trade was only $3,500,000 with Chili, while Great Britain’s trade that 
very year was $73,000,000, and France and Germany $13,000,000. And 
yet we stand idly by and refuse to do anything to secure this trade, and 
when it is proposed to pay reasonable compensation to American lines 
if they will open communication with this country and thereby extend 
our communications through the instrumentality of a mail service we 
are met with the cry of ‘‘subsidy.’’ Germany sold ofse -machines— 
for they are not savages down there—in 1882 Germany sold of sewing- 
machines $109,000 and the United States $7,000. 

Germany sold her of pianos $112,000 worth and the United States 
$7,000. Ofcotton goods Germany sold $1,645,000 worth, and the United 
States $300,000 worth. Of boots and shoes Germany sold $234,000, 
and the United States sold none! In 1882 England sold $7,000,000 
worth of cotton goods and one-half million dollars’ worth of woolen 

and two millions of iron and steel, every single yard and pound 
of which could have been furnished by the looms, mines, and mills of 
the United States. From 1863 to 1882, in twenty years, England sold 
her $213,000,000 worth, France $135,000,000, and the United States 
$36,000,000. $ 

In 1882 Chili bought $10,000,000 worth of cotton goods, only $300,- 
000 of which came from the United States; $4,000,000 worth of woolen 
goods, $6,000 of it from United States; $319,000 worth of carpets, none 

m United States; $470,000 worth of silks, none from the United 
States; $1,289,000 grain and flour bags, $114 worth bought of the United 
States; she bought $722,000 worth of hats and caps, from the United 
States none; $1,261,000 furnishing goods, $125 of this came from the 
United States; she bought $400,000 worth of watches and jewelry, we 
sold her $21,000 of it; $428,000 worth of boots and shoes, $11,000 worth 
of which came from the United States; she bought $892,000 worth of glass 
and crockery, $15,000 of it from the United States; she-bought $2,000,- 
000 worth of hardware and cutlery, $200,000 of it came from the United 
States; $2,300,000 worth of iron, of which the United States sold her 
but$306; she bought $164,000 worth of watches, butno portion of them 
came from the United States. What is the trouble? Why this pau- 
cityof trade? Why, we haye no communication with Chili! And when 
it is proposed to extend the steamship lines carrying American mails 
to that country by permitting the Postmaster-General to contract for 
this service the same as for the domestic service the cry of “subsidy” 


is raised. 

In 1881, thirteen hundred and eighty, and in 1882, fifteen hundred 
and sixty, vessels entered the ports of Chili, more than twenty-five hun- 
dred craftin all. Four-fifths of them were under the English flag and 
not 2 single steamship from the United States carrying the American 
flag. 

It is easy to extend our Pacific mail down the coast and touch at 
Chili, but the reply comes, ‘‘if you take the venture we will give you 
only 5 cents a letter for carrying American mails,”’ 

What does Chili say in her public press? And let me say right here 
that many of these foreign countries are anxious to establish mail com- 
munication with us. They never refer to us but as the “Great Repub- 
lic,” and they have standing offers of a hundred thousand dollars if we 
will do something to establish mail communication with them; but 
ers refused. When we try to do it we are met with the cry of 
subsidy. 
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I read from an article, an editorial, published in a Valparaiso paper, 
the Journal of Commerce, which will give you some idea of the thought 
of Chili upon this subject: 


tions of the Old and New World together, forming a painful contrast with the 
United States. : : 
In the last twenty years, commencing from 1863, the exports from Germany 
to Chili have increased from $772,515 to $10,015,564, those from France from 
nd from $4,090,069 to $31,638,000. 
from $1,810,816 in 1863 to $1,774,645 
for to Germany they inereased from 
9,364 to $6,208,927, to England from 


in population, richness, nor industrial products. I rpasses 
most respects, and should have our trade by reason of its proximity and the 
engendered by common institutions andaspirations. It 


The people of the United States no doubt believe, as they have good reason 
to, that the humiliating condition of theircommerce in South America is neither 
natural nor fatal, and there is an easy method of improving it, by overcoming 
the artificial obstacles which stand in the way, in order that the Great Republic 
may take the first place in rank and honor. ‘The distinguished commissioners 
will commit a grave error if they attribute the prostration of their commerce to 
antipathies or bad feeling toward their country, ortoa lection for European 
manufactures. On the contrary, there is no one in i who does not recog- 
nize the superiority of American products, natural and manufactured, and as 
regards price and quality they are preferred to European goods, with perhaps 
the exception of articles of ion and fine ee they themselves import. 
Yet in spite of this the English and Germans have almost a monopoly in all 
the South American markets, 

Whenever we have established and maintained steamship communication 
with foreign countries increase of trade has rapidly followed. As the result of 
establishing the “Red D line,” running between New York and the ports of 
Venezuela, our trade with that country has rapidly increased from $1,793,000 in 
1879 to $2,953,000 in 1884, and $3,013,339 in 1835, 


But I must pass over much that I would like to say and conclude. 
On the eastern side of South America the Brazilian line stops at Rio. 
Fifteen hundred miles beyond lies the great Argentine Republic, with 
a population of 3,000,000, with fourteen sovereign states confederated 
into a central government, with her president and national congress, 
hercapital, Buenos Ayres, having 500,000 people, 40,000 of whom speak 
the English language. We are scarcely known there as a nation. 

In 1884 this great republic bought $94,000,000 worth of mannufact- 
ured goods, Of this amount $38,000,000 came from Great Britain; from 
France, $17,000,000; from Germany, $9,000,000; from Belgium, $7,- 
500,000; from Spain, $5,000,000; from distant Italy, $4,000,000, and 
from the United States seven and one-half million dollars’ worth—only 
about 8 per cent. of the United States. 

Last year she bought $20,000,000 worth of clothing, every article of 
which could be manufactured in the United States; $8,000,000 worth 
of furniture, all of which we might have furnished. In the last 
twenty years we have bought of her $110,000,000 worth of raw ma- 
terial and sold her but $47,000,000 worth, paying her $63,000,000 in 
cash, which has gone to enrich our foreign rivals. But with whom 
does the Argentine Republic trade? In the last twenty years we have 
sold her $40,000,000 worth; Great Britain, $254,000,000, and France, 
$313,000,000. In 1883 Great Britain sold her of cottons alone $6,665, - 
000 worth; while the United Statessold her but $150,000 worth. The 
United States sold her of woolen goods but $7,500 worth; while Great 
Britain sold her $2,169,000 worth. The United States sold her of iron 
and steel $500,000 worth; while Great Britain sold her $6,725,000 
worth. Her total commerce with European countries is 90 per cent. of 
her whole trade, and with the United States only 10 per cent. 

What is the trouble? We have no communication with the Argen- 
tine Republic, and her great capital, Buenos Ayres, or with Uruguay, 
and the beautiful city of Montevideo. Twenty-one lines connect her 
ports with Europe. ; 

In 1884, 3,629 steamers arrived at the great city of Buenos Ayres. 
How many from the United States? Not one; 3,629 steamships and 
3,445 sailing vessels. 

Of the total tonnage that entered the port of Buenos Ayres, 24 per 
cent. was under the British flag, 16 per cent. under the French flag, 9 
per cent. under the German, and 24 per cent. under the flags of other 
countries, and the United States had the miserable representation of 2 
per cent. of the sailing vessels. Two hundred ocean steamers ply be- 
tween Buenos Ayres and European countries, and if you want to reach 
Buenos Ayres you must take passage across the Atlantic and sail from 

d. Forty to sixty steamships arrive in' Buenos Ayres every 
month. English, German, French, and Italian lines have over one 
hundred steamships carrying the mail into her ports, with freight and 

ngers. Italy has a fast mail line, running in fifteen days. We 
must send our mails, passengers, and freight by Europe. All these 
lines are liberally paid for carrying the mails. 
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How easily the Brazilian line could be extended down to the Plate. 
Yet we refuse to encourage this line in such an undertaking. And if 
she takes the venture we will promise to pay her only the sea and in- 
land postage on the mails carried. 

Look to U: y, with her seven hundred thousand people and her 
capital of one hundred and four thousand. The annual value of her 
commerce is $50,000,000, her imports $26,000,000. In 1885 she im- 

rted from Great Britain $8,000,000 worth, from the United States 

1,500,000. She imports annually $20,000,000 of manufactured prod- 
ucts, more than one-fourth of which comes from England and 18 per 
cent. from France. Between 1862 and 1882 she bought of the United 
States $21,500,000 worth, of England $115,000,000, and of France 
$118,500,000. In 1882 England sold her of cotton goods $3,000,000 
worth, the United States $580,000; of iron and steel $1,269,000, the 
United States $98,000; of woolen goods $865,000, the United States 
$1,350. England sold her $350,000 worth of coal, the’ United States 
pave worth; $286,000 worth of hemp, the United States $38,000 
worth. 

Twenty-one lines of steamers from Europe enter her ports—eight 
British lines, four French, two Spanish, one Italian, one Belgian, one 
with the Netherlands, none with the United States—only an occasional 
sailing vessel. The result is we have no trade with this country and 
can not have until we have regularcommunication. Merchants can not 
order goods of us with any certainty of receiving them in time for their 
trade. The South American Commission say in their report that if a 
merchant in Uruguay orders goods from the United States he must wait 
from five to nine months for returns, while he can cable an order to 
Europe and receive his goods in forty-five days. The commission note 
an instance where a nine-months’ order had not been received, and last 
cargo from New York was one hundred and twenty-five days to Monte- 
video, six months after the order was mailed. In another case a mer- 
chant ordered three hundred harvesters from the United States—for 
they use harvesters there—from an American manufacturer and sold 
them all before they arrived. ‘They found such ready sale that he or- 
dered three hundred harvesters more. But it was seven months before 
he heard from this order and long after the harvest was over. Wehad 
no mail communication except via Europe, hence the delay. Buta 
cablegram was sent to England, and in sixty days the goods were there. 
The advantage of mail communication is that the foreign merchant in 
ordering goods knows they will arrive in time to meet his trade, as mail 
lines run upon regular time between intermediate and terminal ports; 
come up the eastern coast of South American to the great Empire of 
Brazil, with its population of 13,000,000, with which country we are 
connected by the New York and Brazilian Steamship Company. 

This empire bought of England in 1885 $34,000,000 worth, and of 
the United States only $7,317,000. We import from this country an- 
nually about $50,000,000 and sell her only eight or ten millions. Her 
total imports are $140,000,000 annually. Of this, England furnishes 45 
per cent., France 17 per cent., and the United States only $8,500,000. 

In 1883, she bought of England $15,778,098 worth of cotton goods, 
of the United States $612,828; of England $95,613 worth of hats and 
caps, of the United States only $119 worth; of England $1,446,572 
worth of flax manufacture, and only $49,000 from United States; from 
England $5,674, 407 of iron and steel, $1,034,648 worth from the United 
States; $1,000,000 of manufactures of leather goods from England, and 
$36,000 worth from the United States. She bought of Great Britain 
$1,618,000 worth of woolen goods; of the United States only $2,842 
worth. She bought $1,500,000 worth of wearing apparel from France, 
and only $17,000 worth from the United States, 

In twenty years England sold Brazil $630,000,000 worth of products, 
and the United States in the same time only $138,000,000. Why do 
we have so little trade with this country? Because the only commu- 
nication we have with this great empire is by means of the New York 
and Brazilian Steamship line, having only three steamers, making a 
monthly service. Yet against great odds this line has maintained its 
course and carried our flag into the rich ports of this empire. While 
we have but this one line with three steamers, Great Britain has three 
lines with fifty-five steamers, France has nineteen steamers, and Ger- 
many fifteen steamers—eighty-nine in all from these three countries, 
connecting their ports with the ports of this empire. All these Euro- 
pean lines are liberally paid for carrying the mails, while we paid this 
Brazilian line last year from New York to nine ports in Brazil only 
$4,210. It costs that to handle the mails. Brazil pays annually over 
$1,000,000 for her foreign-mail service, and the United States stands 
whining on the wharves and asks that her mails may be carried as a 
deadhead. It is astounding that we pay this line only $4,210 for 6,000 
miles, while we pay a line from Lake Charles to Cameron, 55 miles, 
$4,090. Upon no principle of justice or equity can this inequality be 
maintained. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have only glanced at the surface of this ques- 
tion. The man who talks *‘subsidy’’ upon this does it to mislead. 
The statement of the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads that this $800,000 must go toexisting lines isan error. He 
makes his computation on a basis that they must each be paid 50 cents 
amile. Thatisa mistake. The service is to be let to the lowest re- 


sponsible bidder, not to exceed 50 cents. We pay the coastwise service 
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57 cents, while some of the English lines that carry our mails across 
the Atlantic receive about 40 cents.a mile. 

We pay annually to foreign ships for carrying our mails $280,000. 
Why not do something for our ownlines? Only $46,000 last year to 


our own steamship lines. We produce annually eight billions of manu- 
factured goods; seven and a half billions of agricultural products; to- 
gether fifteen and a half billions; and we need a market for our sur- 
plus products. Where shall we findit? It lies at our very door. It 
is amazing to me that when a proposition is made to expend only $400,- 
000 to existing lines connecting with Central and South America, with 
China and Japan, and to use another $400,000 to extend these lines 
and put on new ones that may serve to connect with other countries 
and the ports of the Atlantic and Gulf States to the commerce of 
the republics of South America—it is amazing, I say, to me that gen- 
tlemen will resist it on either side of the House. 

What object is there in opening the Mississippi River at an expense 
of twenty, thirty, fifty million of dollars, and then permit the com- 
merce she carries to be taken and carried under foreign flags? What 
sense is there in it? What sense is there in expending $450,000 on the 
harbor of Galveston to give an outlet for her commerce, and then say to 
American lines proposing to carry that commerce, ‘‘ We will pay only 3 
cents, or the letter postage, for carrying the mails between that harbor 
and the ports of Central and South America?” I would not permit 
England to hold this market, at the very threshhold of our own country, 
if by paying a liberal compensation for carrying the mails I could rescue 
the trade from her. All we plead for is reasonable com ion. 

It has been said this is in the interest of the steamship companies 
alone. That isnottrue. ‘Thatit willadvantage them no one can deny, 
but that they are the only parties to be benefited is wholly untrue. 
I hold in my hand the manifest of a single steamship, the Finance, of 
the Brazilian line, which sailed from New York on the 28th of Feb- 
ruary last. What cargo did she have on board? She had on board, 
going from the United States to those South American countries, $250,- 
000 worth of American goods—a quarter of a million dollars’ worth of 
American products on one steamship going to the markets of those coun- 
tries. This a matter that concerns the steamship companies alone? 

Where did that cargo come from? It came from twenty-four States 
of this Union. Look over the manifest—hardware, scales, and fur 
goods from Connecticut; axes,-organs, and printing-presses from New 
York; locomotives, cars, steel tires, and machinery from Pennsylvania; 
wagons and sewing-machines from New Jersey; rangesfrom Maryland; 
cotton cloth from Georgia; steel springs and furniture from Michigan; 
car wheels, sewing-machines, and furniture from Ohio; rosin and to- 
bacco-cutters from North Carolina; scales and axes from Rhode Island; 
engines and machinery from Illinois; sheetings from South Carolina; 
furniture and slates from Vermont; watches and clocks from Massa- 
chusetts; bacon and hams from Kansas; scales and wire from Missouri; 
flour from Wisconsin and Minnesota; canned fruit and hominy from 

land; fish from Maine; canned fruit from Delaware; oysters from 
Louisiana; flour from Virginia; rosin and hominy from Oregon, and 
agricultural implements from Iowa. 

, Mr. irman, I could goon through the list, embracing the prod- 
ucts of twenty-four States, and amounting in value to a quarter of a 
million of dollars taken from American farms and factories and going 
to these South American markets, Yet men will say that this matter 
concerns only the steamship companies! This measure must commend 
itself to the good judgment of the American Congress and the American 
people. The South specially must be deeply interested in its success. 
It is high time that we cease to pay foreign ship-owners $75,000,000 
annually for carrying American freight, passengers, and mails. 

I hope this appropriation will be made. I hope my amendment will 
be adopted, allowing $400,000 to be used on the present lines, and au~ 
thorizing the Postmaster-General to use the balance to extend those 
lines and to-put on new ones. I would not permit England to hold the 
markets of Mexico, Central and South America, if by paying a liberal 
compensation to American steamships for carrying the mails I could 
rescue them from her, This canbe done, and by so doing we will reopen 
our mines, relight our furnaces, dispose of our surplus products, give 
employment to laborand investment to capital, and augynent the pros- 
perity of the nation at home and her prowess upon thesea. [Applausé 
upon the Republican side. } 

Mr. MILLARD. Mr. Chairman, how much time havc I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has thirty minutes. 

Mr. MILLARD. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect to occupy the hour to 
which I am entitled under the rule, but if I should forget myself, I 
will ask the chairman to call me down at the end of forty-five minutes, 


as I desire to yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota’ 


[Mr. WAKEFIELD]. 

At the risk of being a little desultory, I will adopt a course which 
Thad not intended, and first make some reference to a portion of the 
speech of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. Hehas made 
some comparisons between the amounts paid in other branches of the 
postal service and those paid in the foreign sea-service, and he has men- 
tioned some steamboat lines carrying the mails upon our rivers and 
some carrying the coastwise mails. I presume the gentleman’s figures 


are correct so far as the amounts paid are concerned, but I do not think 
they prove what he designs them to prove. If we have paid none too 
much tosteamboat lines for carrying our inland and coastwise mails then 
his comparisons might have some force, but his figures may prove sim- 
ply that we have been paying too much to the steamboat lines, and in 
some instances that is what they do prove. The gentleman, if I did 
not misunderstand him, mentioned the steamboat line running from 
Port Townsend to Sitka, Alaska, If I am wrong about that I hope he 
will correct me. 

Mr. BURROWS. I did refer to that line. 

Mr. RIGGS. The gentleman referred to that line and compared the 
amount paid there in 1885 with the amount paid to some steamship 
line the name of which I forget at this moment. If I have the cor- 
rect figures (and they have been furnished to me officially) we paid in 
the fiscal year 1885 to the steamboat line carrying the mails from Port 
Townsend, Wash., to Sitka, Alaska, $18,002.06. _ 

Now, the fact about that line is that since then that same service has 
been let for less than half that amount, and we are still, I imagine, 
paying too much. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
since that time the’same service on that same steamboat line has been 
let for $9,000 per annum. I call his attention and the attention of 
this committee to the fact that during the nine months beginning April 
1, 1885, and ending December 31, 1885, the pay upon steamboat lines 
was reduced $118,062.06. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand the gentleman does not criticise the 
statement I made as to the amount paid last year. E 

Mr. RIGGS, Oh, no; I think the gentleman is correct, or substan- 
tially so, about the figures. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the gentleman states that in reletting the 
service has been let lower? 

Mr. RIGGS. Yes, sir. Iam not criticising the statement of fact 
that the gentleman made, only the inferences he sought to draw. These 
official figures are evidence tomy mind—and it seems to me they should 
be evidence to the minds of all—that we have been paying too much 
upon the steamboat lines, I believe, as I have said, that we are still 
paying too much. 

The gentleman from Michigan also compared the amount (and it is 
very large) which we pay forourstar-route service with the gross amount 
we have paid to American steamships for foreign mail service. I pre- 
sume the gentleman has not forgotten the frauds, the swindles, and the 
great scandal connected with our star routes not long ago. We have 
been paying too much. The Government has been defrauded in this 
star-route service; and I have no doubt we are still paying too much 
upon many of these routes. So that the figures, when furnished, do 
not necessarily warrant the inference which the gentleman seeks to 
draw, that because we pay $18,000 or a little more for mails upon a coast- 
wise and inland route of 1,349 miles, therefore we should pay the same 
amount for a sea route of the same length. 

If I understood the gentleman—and I certainly understood one re- 
mark near the close of his address—he insists that no question of sub- 
sidy arises under this Senate amendment, that the proposition to pay 
$300,000 to American steamships for carrying the mails to the countries 
named in the Senate amendment is simply a proposition to pay what 
the carrying of those mails is fairly worth—nothing more. I under- 
stood him to say, I think he did say, near the conclusion of his remarks, 
that whoever talks ‘‘subsidy’’ upon this amendment talks simply to 
deceive. I will do the gentleman the credit of supposing him to believe 
that;. he is entitled to the credit of sincerity in that statement; and I 
want him to have all he is entitled to in that particular. But I insist 
that the only attempt to deceive here is on the other side. I believe 
that this amendment was cunningly devised with the view of deceiving. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Give us some evidence of that; do 
not merely assert it. 

Mr. RIGGS. If I should rest upon assertion alone, the assertion on 
one side is as good as the assertion on the other. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Michigan gave 
one hundred reasons for his assertion. r: 

Mr. RIGGS. I did not hear them, and I think I heard all he said. 

Now, before I go further I want to call attention to the construction of 
this amendment, and I will do so in connection with the provision 
which by an amendment of the Senate was inserted in the annual ap- 
propriation bill to pay the expenses of the Post-Office Department for 
the present fiscal year. That amendment provided— e 

For transportation of foreign mails, including railway transit across the Isth- 
mus of Panama, $800,000. And the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to 
enter into contracts for the transportation of any part of said foreign mails, 
after legal advertisement, with the lowest responsible bidder, at a rate not ex- 
ceeding 50 cents a nautical mile on the trip each way actually traveled between 
the terminal points: Provided, That the mails so contracted shall be carried on 


American steamships, and that the aggregate of such contracts shall not ex- 
ceed one-half of the sum hereby appropriated. 


In the debates on this floor upon that amendment it was conceded 
by all that its language was merely directory; that under it the Post- 
master-General would not be bound to make contracts or even to ad- 
vertise for bids and lettings. It was so understood and sostated on the 
floor repeatedly by gentlemen who were in favor of the amendment and 
by the gentleman on this side of the House who had charge of the Post- 
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taen soopaa bill. Now, the Postmaster-General for reasons as- 

his last annual report—reasons which I think are entirely 
satisfactory-—failed to make any contract for carrying the mails under 
that provision. The terms of the provision were directory. Now, I 
want to call attention to the terms of the amendment under discussion 
which appropriates a similar sum of money, but does not, as it comes 
to us from the Senate, contain tke proviso limiting the expenditure 
under such contract to $400,000 for American steamships. ‘The lan- 
guage of the amendment under consideration is: 


For the transportation of foreign mails by i irena built and registered 

eamships, to secure the prenter hequeney and in dispatch, and a 
greater speed in the carriage of such mails to Brazil; the 1 ublics of Mexico, 
Central and South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward ery 
New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the ‘Australian colonies; China and Ja 
$800,000; and the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, after due nord 
tisement for posals, such contract or contracts with the owners of such Amer- 
ican pepo hrp for a term of not less than three years nor more than five years, 
and at a rate ny compensation not bag re no 50 cents a nautical mile on the trip 

each way actually traveled between the terminal points, in the most direct and 
feasible sailing course between the terminal points, as shall be found expedient 
AKS noch conicaths Sor REY CA Gon Taapestive ovr vices, he’ AAI in tar ae’ DU 
ma 
sible, Game the. mails of the U nited States to bo carried to and from said oot ag 
respectively, in the best and most expeditious manner ticable, in Asean 
en for a reasonable compensation, not exceeding the rate aforemen- 

On 

What construction must be put upon this amendment? The first 
portion of it uses the language that ‘‘the Postmaster-General is au- 
thorized to make, after due advertisement for proposals, such contract 
or contracts,” &c., employing the phraseology which was used in the 
amendment inserted in the Post-Office appropriation bill passed at the 
last session. And I suppose that portion of it would be held to be 
merely directory. 

We have been told on the floor to-day by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Burrows], in response to the statement made by the chair- 
man of the committee, that we are not bound under this amendment 
to pay 50 cents a nautical mile to these American steamships. I un- 
derstood the gentleman to make that statement. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. RIGGS. I understood him to criticise the statement, of the 
chairman, and to say that we were not bound to do it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood the chairman in making his state- 
ment to base it on the theory that 50 cents a nautical mile, which is 
the maximum, would have to be paid, when in fact the service is to be 
let to the lowest bidder, and it may be only 25 cents a nautical mile. 

Mr. RIGGS. As I construe this amendment there is no discretion 
left with the Department; the discretion is all left to the steamship 
companies, Under the amendment placed on the bill last year by the 
Senate there was discretion, and that discretion resided in the Postmas- 
ter-General. 

Mr. BURROWS. Whatdoes the gentleman do with this phraseology 
in the amendment? 


Ata rate of compensation not exceeding 50 cents a nautical mile. 


It limits the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. RIGGS. Certainly; but I am talking within the limit of 50 
cents a mile, I understand the gentleman from Michigan to say that 
we are not bound to pay 50 cents a mile. I think the result would be 
that we would be compelled on every American line existing to pay 50 
cents a mile. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman is speaking of the result. He is 
to advertise for bids, and to get it as much lower as he possibly can. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Isit not compulsory on the Posmaster-General ? 

Mr. RIGGS. Having given the promise to yield a portion of my 
time—a promise which I intend to keep—I do not propose to let this 
discussion run into a desultory colloquy. 

I understood the chairman of the committee presented the matter in 
this line, or rather his qualifications were based on the theory we would 
have to pay 50 cents a nautical mile. I understood the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] to criticise that statement, and to insist we 
would in all probability not be compelled to pay that price. I believe 
it will result in the payment of 50 cents a mileif it be adopted. 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘The statement I made is this: The chairman ar- 
gued if we pay the whole of the $800,000 we would pay these lines 50 
cents a mile, I understand by the amendment I propose to offer at the 

roper time it would take only $400,000 for existing lines, and the 
A Patan for the extension of new lines, and we would not pay 50 cents 
a mile. 

Mr.- RIGGS. Now, when the chairman made his statement the 
gentleman’s amendment had not been presented, and there was no 
notice that it would be presented. The discussion was then proceed- 
ing on this amendment of the Senate. I will state why I think the 
Government will be compelled to pay 50 cents a nautical mile. The 
first clause of the amendment would seem to be directory and to leave 
a danena in the Postmaster-General ; but the latter clause provides 
as follows: 


And if he shall be unable to make such contracts for any of such respective 
services, he shall— 

That leaves no discretion— ; 
so far as possible, cause the mails of the United States to be carried to and 


from said places, respecti 
diana, ta Aosortoan yemela, ond P AEGEE a pE ANE eet exceeting 
the rate anomie i aoa 

There is no discretion there. If he fails to receive bids under the 
first clause it is provided he shall then cause the mails of the United 
States to be carried to and from the places enumerated in the previous 
portiog of the amendment upon American vessels at a rate not to ex- 
ceed 50 cents a nautical mile. 

In the light of what has occurred in this country in the histo: 
the carrying trade on railroads and on steamships is it unreasonable to 
imagine a case in which the steamship companies, by concert, would 
refuse to bid under the first clause of the amendment, and would there- 
fore compel the Postmaster-General to contract with them under the 
latter clause ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. He contracts under the general statutes, 

Mr. RIGGS. He isauthorized under the first clause to advertise for 
bids, ‘but if he shall be unable to make contracts for such service he 
shall then, as far as possible, cause the mails of the United States to be 
carried in the best and most expeditious manner practicable, in Amer- 
ican vessels, and for a reasonable compensation, not exceeding the rate 
aforementioned; that is, of 50 cents a mile. There is nothing in that 
clause about advertising, nothing said about bids, nothing said about 
competition, and no competition is contemplated. 

The design of the amendment was to leave the discretion in the steam- 
boat companies to refuse to bid by concert of action, and compel the 
Postmaster-General without discretion to pay them their own price, 
not exceeding 50 cents a nautical mile; and I believe that is the fair 
and legitimate construction of the amendment. 

We are charged with seeking to deceive. I per have said it 
already; but whether I have or not, I wish Eara ly to deny any 
attempt to deceive upon this side of the House. It is upon the other 
side that that charge must rest; and I claim that upon a fair construc- 
tion of the amendment, a legal construction of it, it can bear no other 
interpretation than I have given to it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. RIGGS. I have but a very few minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I merely want to call the gentleman’s attention 
to the language of this amendment: 

And if he shall be unable to make such contracts for any of such EAE 
services, he shall as far as possible, &c. 

That is the whole scope of it. 

Mr. RIGGS. I understand that, and if the steamship companies 
refuse to bid under the first clanse, then the Postmaster-General says, 
I want you to carry the mails; I am compelled to have them carried if 

ible upon American steamships—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly, ‘‘if possible.” 

Mr. RIGGS. And what will you carry them for? The answer is 
manifest. They well say, 50 cents a nautical mile, and he is bound 
under the latter clause of this Senate amendment to give them that 
amount and there is no escape from it. That is the opinion of the De- 
partment, that is the opinion of good lawyers who have examined the 
subject; and I repeat I do not believe there is any escape from that legal 
construction of the amendment, taken altogether. I believe it was pre- 
pared and designed for the purpose of depriving the Postmaster-General 
of discretion which he had under the previous appropriation bill. I 
believe it was designed to leave the discretion entirely with the steam- 
ship companies. 

When we remember, Mr. Chairman, that they have pooled hereto- 
fore, when we remember that the railroads are pooling as they are doing 
now, when we learn from the last reports of the Pacific Railroad, which 
gentlemen no doubt have received within the last week, that that road 
is pert some trouble with the Government now because it and 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company have pooled, when we know this 
is occurring every day in the year, is it unreasonable to suppose that 
by concerted action these steamship companies will drive the Postmas- 
ter-Gencral into a corner and force this eg dye pe I do not believe it 
to be an unreasonable construction, but I do believe that it was de- - 
signed for that very purpose. 

But, Mr. Chairman, leaving that, there are so far as some of their 
methods are concerned two classes of steamship-subsidy men. There 
is one class represented by such gentlemen as A. Foster Higgins, of New 
York, who at the Boston meeting a few days ago said, ‘‘ We want sub- 
sidies, and there should be no quibbling about it;”’ and another class 
who are saying we do not want subsidies; we are opposed to subsidies, 
Now, so far as the first class is concerned it is not necessary to under- 
take to ascertain what the design of this amendment is. They under- 
stand that it is designed to pay them subsidies, that that is its object; 
but as to the other class, and as to their friends upon this floor, such 
friends as the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. Burrows], who says 
there is no subsidy in this, it is necessary to institute inquiry to ascer- 
tain whether or not it really amounts to a subsidy. 

If the sum of $800,000 is necessary to pay reasonable compensation 
to American steamship companies carrying the mails they do carry to 
the countries named in the amendment, then I favor an appropriation 
of $800,000, I favor paying the American steamship companies all that 
is fair, even a liberal pay for carrying the mails, but when it comes to 
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a business proposition of undertaking to hire somebody to carry our 
mails, considering that proposition by itself regardless of the question 
of promoting the interest of ship-builders and ship-owners or the pri- 
vate interests of anybody else, then I insist that if we pay a dollar more 
than what is liberal and fair pay we pay just that much more than we 
ought to pay; and here I want to institute some comparisons. 

I remember the gentleman from Michigan on a former occasion said 
to the House—I came near saying curtly; he said it bluntly at all 
events—that those of us who chose to compare the money paid for car- 
rying the United States mails with the amount paid for the parcels-dis- 
patch and for freights could have no argument with him; and yet not- 
withstanding his longer experience, notwithstanding the confidence 
with which he has made his statement, I am disposed to make a com- 
parison of that very character. I donot intend to weary anybody else, 
or myself, with a long detail of figures here. It is sufficient for my pur- 
pose and for the purpose of this argument to state general results, which 
the official figures will bear out. , y 

You may take the ‘‘ Red D” line, the United States and Brazil line, 
or any other line of steamers, take all of the lines, compare the rates 
paid on each by the Postmaster-General, or which he has offered to pay 
and which they refused, with the rates paid for carrying freights, and 
it will be found that the Postmaster-General offered these American 
steamships, if they would carry our mails to such countries as they 
were sailing to (and impose upon them no other conditions than those 
that were imposed by the conditions of their ordinary traffic)—he offered 
them a rate that would pay them from forty to nearly one hundred 
times the amount that they were getting for carrying freight. 

He offered them a rate which would pay them an average of four 
times as much for carrying the mails as they were receiving for carry- 
ing an equal weight of parcels at their dispatch rates. - Now, is it fair 
to compare these payments? I think it is if we consider the duties 
and responsibilities, the labor and the expense, attaching to parcel pack- 
ages and freight and those attaching to the mails, n 

What duty is imposed on a steamship carrying the United States 
mails that is not imposed on that steamship in carrying parcels at its 
dispatch rates? What responsibility is imposed that is not imposed in 
carrying parcels? What expense is imposed that is not imposed in 
carrying parcels? The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], 
alluding I think to the United States and Brazil line, called attention 
to the fact that the steamship company is bound before its steamship 
leaves the port of New York to send to the post-office there and get the 
mails. He alluded to that fact in a way which impressed me as if he 
spoke of it because he believed that fact entitled that company to 50 
cents per nautical mile for carrying the mails. What does it really 
cost them’? Eight dollars and fifty cents; that is the amount, as ap- 
pears from their own statement signed by their own manager. Their 
round trip is about 10,000 miles, and the mileage at 50 cents per nau- 
tical mile would be over $5,000a trip. Isthe outlay in the port of New 
York in sending for the mails and putting them on board a warrant for 
suchasum? Itisanitem, of course. If they pay out $8.50 they should 
have it repaid, and should be compensated fairly for carrying the mail. 

But what duty do they perform in carrying the mails? They send 
to the post-office and.get the mails; they are put up in closed bags; 
they convey them on board and lock them up in a small room 8 feet 
each way. That is the end of the attention the mails have until they 
reach the port of destination in South America, And then they were 
bound when they carried our mails to put these mails ashore as speedily 
as was practicable and deliver them to the postal authorities at the port 

_ of destination. That is the attention the mails have. ; 

Now take the expense at one port of destination. At Pernambuco 
the United States and Brazil Company say they expend $30.80 on one 
trip in putting. the mails ashore. I do not know whether they do or 
not. Isometimes doubt it, for the reason that other portions of the 
statement will not bear close inspection and analysis. But suppose 
they do expend $8.40 at New York and $30.80 at Pernambuco, these 
payments furnish no warrant for paying 50 cents a nautical mile, 
amounting to $5,000 a round trip, for carrying the mails, 

They ought to get back the money they pay out and a fair amount 
for carrying the mails. But when they have put the mails on board, 
receiving them in closed pouches, locked them up ina small room, put 
them ashore at the port of destination and delivered them to the postal 
authorities, then their duties are performed. Now, what is their duty 
as to parcels carried at their dispatch rates for which they get not one- 
fourth of what the Postmaster-General offered them, sea and inland 
postage, for carrying the mails. They receive them I suppose at some 
office in New York city and convey them to their vessels; they take 
just as good care of them as they do of the mails. They are sent at 
higher rates, because the senders attach some special value to them; 
just as in our own country we send parcels by express and pay higher 

` rates than freight rates because some special value attaches to the par- 
cel. They take as good care of them as they do of the mails. At the 
port of destination they deliver them to some office just as they deliver 
the mails at the post-office. And so far as duty is concerned and so far 
as responsibility is concerned the duties and responsibilities attaching 
to the carriage of these parcels are as great as those attaching to the 
carriage of the mails, and greater, because at least in some sense they 
become insurers of the parcels, while they are not insurers of the mail. 


Nobody ever heard of an attempt to hold a steamship company or the 
master or the owner of a vessel responsible for the loss of a mail or any 
injury to it. Such a thing has never occurred. 

With regard to freights, of course most of the freights, except the 
highest class, are stowed in the hold of the vessel. ey do not oc- 
cupyas valuable space as the mails or the parcels carried; but the Post- 
master-General offered to pay this special sum, one hundred times as 
much as they carry freights for. Is not that enough? It certainly is 
enough upon all comparisons that ean be made or that I have been able 
to make. 

Iam not satisfied that we ought to pay any line more than sea and 
inland postage for carrying the mails justas a business proposition, If 


we want to encourage the building of more ships, if we want to en-. 


courage ship-owners to put more ships on the sea, and to establish 
lines to ports where we have none, and to build up a commerce by pay- 
ing subsidies, that is another thing. But if you want to do that, I 
insist that the fair way to the people who provide the money to pay 
these subsidies, if they are paid, is to call the transaction by its i 
name, and not pay subsidies to ship-owners and those who estab 
steamship lines to carry on business upon the sea, under the pretense 
of simply paying fair compensation for carrying our mails. 


There have been some facts presented with reference to what the | 


service would cost us under this amendment, but they were made and 
the figures that I have were made upon the assumption that we might 
be compelled to pay 50 cents per nautical mile. i 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. RIGGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. * As a business proposition, why do you give 
the preference to American ships? Why not take foreign ships if you 
ean get the service for less ? 

Mr. RIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I am frank to say to the gentleman 
that in my judgment the very fact that we do give that preference to 
American ships and pay them more than foreign ships, at first blush 
seems to tend slightly in the direction of the views of that side of the 
House. 

Mr.. W@DSWORTH. It contravenes your business principles. 

Mr. RIGGS. Oh, no, Mr. Chairman; I donot believe that one centand 
forty-seven hundredths is enough pay for carrying a letter 5,000 miles. 
And the Postmaster-General did not think it enough, and offered our 
own steamships more. But that is what we pay foreign ships for car- 
rying each letter that is carried from this country across the Atlantic 
under the International Postal Union rates; and when the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] alluded to what he called the shame- 
ful fact that we were paying foreign vessels about $280,000 out of the 
total of $326,000 that is paid for carrying our foreign mails, one who 
had not examined the facts and figures might have been impressed with 
the idea that we were paying those foreign vessels higher than we paid 
our own vessels or higher than we proposed to pay our own vessels, 


when the truth is that the Department has offered our own ships nearly . 


three times as much for carrying the letter mail as we have ever paid, 
or as, under the law, we can pay to foreign vessels, 

If the depression of ourshipping comes from the fact that we are not 
paying enough or that we do not propose to pay enough for 
the mails, why is it that we are taunted here on this floor with the fact 
that foreign vessels receive what has been alluded to as munificent pay 
for carrying the transatlantice mails, although they are paid at a less 
rate than we have offered our own vessels? If that isa lucrative trade 
why do not our own ships enter it? There is no prohibition. They 
can go into it if they choose, 

The fact that they do not enter that trade proves that the difficulty 
does not grow out of a failure on the part of the Government to pay 
properly for carrying the mails, if it proves anything. 

It has been mentioned, I believe, by the gentleman from Michi 
[Mr. Burrows] to-day—it certainly was mentioned by him on a for- 
mer occasion—that we were paying, or had paid, one foreign line as 
high as 80 cents per mile for carrying the transatlantic mail. We paid 
that line not so much by two-thirds as we have offered our own fine. 
We paid the international postal rate, and the estimated large mileage, 
if it ever existed, resulted from carrying a very large quantity of mail. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What line does the gentleman mean? 

Mr. RIGGS. I do not know to what line the gentleman from Mich- 
ian [Mr. Burrows] alluded, but he mentioned what he alleged to be 
the fact that we had paid as high as 80 cents a mile for carrying our for- 
eign mails. We paid those vessels the international rate of sea postage, 
and we have offered our own vessels sea and inland postage, which is 
nearly three times as great, on letter mail. 

Under the proposed amendment if we pay 50 cents per nautical mile 
the New York, Havana and Mexican Mail line will receive, supposing 
it carries the same weight of mail as in 1885, $11.06 a pound for carry- 
ing letters. That is allowing them the same rate for carrying papers 
that they received in 1885. They then received 8 cents a pound for 
carrying the newspapers and 6} cents a pound for carrying parcels, 
which are more valuable. I presume that 8 cents a pound for carrying 
newspapers, which are not valuable and require less care than parcels, 
is ample compensation. 

Allowing them the same rate of pay for newspapers, which is enough, 
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they would receive $11.16 per pound for carrying letters against 6} 
cents a pound for carrying parcels, many of which are more valuable 
than letters. Now, why the difference? Is it necessary to e this 
difference in order to give them fair pay for carrying the mails? I in- 
sist it is not. Take the “Red D” line. Suppose they should carry 
the mails for the next fiscal year, and this amendment should be in 
force, and we should pay them 50 cents a mile, if they should carry 
the same number of pounds carried in the fiseal year 1885 they would 
receive $65.05 a pound for carrying letters; that is, allowing them the 
same rate of pay which they received in 1885 for carrying papers, which 
is 1 cent a pound more than they charge (and they fix their own rates) 
for carrying parcels more valuable than newspapers, parcels which re- 
ceive as much attention as newspapers. 

Now, is it necessary in order that we may give these companies fair 
pay for carrying the mails that we shall pay them 1 cent more per 
pound for newspapers than they receive for parcels, and $65.05 per 
pound for carrying letters? I insist it is not; and in any comparison 
that can be made under the proposed legislation with other rates, and 
with what is paid inother branches of the service, the result reached, so 
far as I am concerned, leads me to conclude that no such sum as $800,000 
is necessary. Ido not believe it would be ed as necessary by 
anybody except the gentleman from Michigan. He has said substan- 
tially that it is necessary to appropriate this sum in order that we may 
give fair pay for carrying the mails. Isuppose he thinks so. I do not 
believe such is the fact; but I believe the fact to he that such a sum 
of money will pay a bounty to these steamship companies. I believe 
that is the intention. 

Ihayesomerespect and some admiration for the candor of those steam- 
ship men and their friends who say, ‘‘We want subsidies and there 
should be no quibbling about it,” and who have caused a bill to be in- 
troduced into this House, and a counterpart in the Senate, proposing 
directly to pay 30 cents per ton bounty on every thousand miles sailed 
and pro rata for each fraction of a thousand miles, which by the way is 
substantially the French tonnage bounty system. I have admiration 
for such candor; but when people propose under the disguise of paying 
merely fair pay for carrying the mails to pay subsidies to the owners 
of steamships, my respect is not so great. For myself, I woul@have no 
taxation of the poor to pay subsidies to the rich. ; 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricas] has 
now occupied forty-five minutes of his time. 

Mr. RIGGS. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. WAKEFIELD]. 

Mr. HEWITT. Before the gentleman from Minnesota proceeds, I 
trust he will allow me a moment in order that I may present, and have 
printed in the RECORD, so that members may read if to-morrow, an 
amendment which I desire to offer. It is designed as a substitute 
for the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Michigan. I ask 
that it may be printed in the RECORD, ‘ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike outall after the word "Japan," in line 104, to the end of the paragraph, 
and insert the following: 

“ Four hundred thousand dollars; and the Postmaster-General shall, as far as 
possible, cause the mails of the United States to be carried to and from said 
places ively in American built and registered steamships, provided the 
same can be carried for a reasonable compensation, to be by him determined, 
but not exceeding the rate of 50 cents nautical mile for the distance usually 


traveled in the most direct and feasible course between the terminal points 
hereinbefore specified.” 


Mr. WAKEFIELD. Mr, Chairman, I had not intended until yes- 
terday to take any part in the discussion of this Senate amendment. 
My attention, however, has been called to some misstatements of my 
position that have recently appeared in the public press of the coun- 
try, and in justice to myself 1 am compelled to ask the indulgence of 
the House while I correct the errors into which they have fallen. 

Since I have had a seat in this House I have endeavored fearlessly, 
if unobtrusively, to do my duty in respect to all questions upon which 
I haye been called upon to act. In every vote I have given here I have, 
to the best of my judgment, reflected faithfully the views of the gen- 
erous people who have twice elected me to re t them on this floor. 

As a member of the subcommittee of the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, to which was assigned the duty of formulating the bill 
making an appropriation for the postal service of the Government, I in- 
vestigated very carefully and with no little labor such facts and dataas 
were obtainable in order that I might arrive at a just conclusion as to 
the demands and needs of that branch of the public service. I scruti- 
nized more particularly and with special care'the item in the Book of 
Estimates having relation to our {foreign-mail service. After a very 
critical examination of the precedents and a thorough investigation of 
the facts and figures furnished by the superintendent of this service 
bearing upon the question of just. compensation, and after an exhaustive 
discussion of this item by the subcommittee, we came to the conclusion 
with gs positiveness some months ago, a conclusion that was subse- 
quently reached by the House, that the full amount originally recom- 
mended by the Postmaster-General for this service would not be re- 
guired, and therefore we reducéd his estimate $50,000. 

It will be remembered that when the bill was under discussion here 


onits final passage the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] moved 
as an amendment to the report of the committee to increase the item 
for the foreign-mail service $50,000. During the discussion that arose 
upon his proposition, it will be remembered by those who did me the 
honor to hear me, I gave to the House some of the reasons which com- 
pelled me to the opinion that the Burrows amendment ought not to be 
adopted. I thought and said then, on the 25th of March, as I think 
and say now, that that amount or any amount in excess of that agreed 
upon by the committee and subsequently ratified by the House is a 
largess, a donation, pure and simple, and one that is not demanded by 
any needs of the service nor by any reasonable anticipations of its in- 
creased efficiency. The bill went to the Senate without change in this 
particular, and now comes back to us with an amendment inyolvying 
an expenditure of $4,000,000, or $800,000 per year for five years. 

From the well-known position occupied by me when the bill was 
under consideration by the subcommittee, and from the views expressed 
by me on this floor when this bill was under discussion in Committee 
of the Whole, it seems not unreasonable that I should be found among 
the opponents of this Senate amendment. 

It is impossible for me to conceive that any person of ordinary inte]- 
ligence could suppose that having earnestly and honestly antagonized 
any increase of the amount to be allowed for the foreign-mail service, 
in every stage of its consideration, I should now find myself justified, 
either in the vestibule of my independent judgment or in the forum of 
my conscience, if I permitted this Senate amendment to pass without an 
earnest and emphatic protest against such action. Such a course would 
be a veritable illustration of the action of that class of people who strain 
at a gnat and swallow a camel. 

Under the special plea of affording better mail facilities, and with 
the illogical assurance that our merchant marine would be greatly 
stimulated and enco , the sum of $50,000, which was modestly 
suggested by the distinguished gentleman from Michigan, has swollen 
under the liberal manipulations of the Senate to the enormous sum of 
$4,000,000. I had the right, I think, as a member of this House, to 
expect that my views in this regard, honestly formed and expressed 
without excitement or passion, would be criticised by those who dis- 
agreed with me in a dispassionate and honorable manner. I regret to 
be compelled to say that such has not been the fact. I seem to have 
incurred the hostilty of some of those corporations that hope to be the 
recipients of a large share of this enormous bounty, ‘Their enginery 
of detraction and slander has been set in motion. ‘Their lobbyists 
have been busily engaged in the work of misrepresentation and abuse. 
Through these instruments and such of the perpa of the country 
as have a warm side for anything with a subsidy in it they have 
sought to blacken my reputation and rob me of my good name, either 
for purposes of intimidation, ór to punish me for exercising my right 
of individual judgment. $ 

I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read the telegram I have 
marked. In this connection I will say that the newspaper I have sent 
up is the Pioneer Press, of Saint Paul, in my State, one of the ablest 
and most widely circulated journals of the Northwest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WAKEFIELD AND GUENTHER—A COBDEN CLUB MAN'S WORK, 


{Special telegram.] 
WASHINGTON, May 12. 


p! 
riation bill, a priating $800,000 for the transportation of United States mails, 
Mtr Codman inoue of ep gory active and able ad of free shi, 
sent here by the Eo steamship companies, and is assisted by an agent of 
the German lines. 


The author of that teli , I am credibly informed, has within the 
last few weeks manifi a very lively interest in the success of this 
subsidy scheme. I do not desire to question his motives in so doing. 
They are no doubt such as are satisfactory to him, and with which I 
have nothing todo. But I do desire to say in reference to that libel- 
ous telegram that so far as it relates to me, and I may add so far as it 
relates to my colleague on the committee, I have no doubt it is a ma- 
licious and inexcusable falsehood. It is wholly and utterly false; false 
in general and false in detail. There has been and is no attenuated 
s w of a shade of foundation in fact for any assertion or innuendo 
it contains. 

To my knowledge I have never even seen the gentleman mentioned 
in the telegram, or his German associate, or any of his or their repre- 
sentatives, nor the agents or representatives of the English or German 
steamship companies. At the risk of arguing myself unknown, I will 


say further that until I saw Mr. Codman’s name in this telegram I 
can not recall that I ever heard the name. 

I will add that I here assert, without mental reservation or secret 
evasion of mind, that I have never been solicited or requested, directly 
or indirectly, by any living soul tooppose this Senate amendment. On 
the other hand, I have been frequently, persistently, and earnestly 
urged to support it by leading representatives of some of the corpora- 
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tions to whose benefit it would inure, Iwill say, however, in justice to 
those gentlemen that they discussed the subject as gentlemen of honor 
and integrity, and I am convinced they would not countenance or ap- 
prove of the character of attack upon an honorable opponent that that 
telegram illustrates. 

A cause must be weak indeed that is driven to such reprehensible 
measures to sustain itself. á 

If I am not misinformed as to the authorship of the telegram, at least 
one gentleman has called on me at his urgent solicitation and requested 
me to withdraw my opposition to this amendment. J was not pre- 
pared to stultify myself, and respectfully declined. Is it for this that 
I am the object of his righteous indignation? Is it because of this re- 
fusal that this infamous falsification of the facts is wired to the leading 
newspaper of my State as an item of news from the Federal capital? 


It so oe Sioa é 

I believe the final action of the House upon this proposition will 
prove that he has not many of the elements of a wise political prophet, 
as his action in this regard has proven that he has few of a high-minded 
and honorable journalist. ° 

I have no wish again to go over the field of discussion that resulted 

.in March last in a decisive expression of the judgment of the House 
upon the principle involved in this Senate amendment. 

The $50,000 proposition came to us with the plausible argument that 
the amount was needed to enable the Postmaster-General to pay the 
South American and China lines a fair and reasonable compensation for 
the transportation of our mails. The House after full discussion re- 
garded the amount proposed as a subsidy, and repudiated it. 

This $4,000,000 amendment comes to us upon no such theory, and 
we are asked to ratify and adopt it for another and entirely different 
reason. Weare told it is needed to foster and build up our foreign 
trade, to revive and encourage our shipping interests, and to enable us 
to compete with the great powers of Europe for the carrying trade of 
the world. Especial claim is made that this munificent donation from 
the public Treasury will enable our merchants and manufacturers to 
better cultivate trade relations with our sister republics, and will give 
to us great advantages over ourforeign rivals. It isclaimed, also, that 
it will result in the construction of more American ships, and thus lessen 
the tariff of freight rates to those southern ports. Is there any reason 
or logic in such a claim? Now, I think it is well understood and con- 
ceded that if this money should be voted it will from the very logic 
of the situation, pass into the hands of the Pacific Mail, the Brazilian, 
and the Red D lines. With what result? Why, it appears to me with 
the natural and unavoidable result of giving additional power to those 
lines and enabling them to maintain a complete monopoly of the pas- 
senger and freight traffic to the ports we desire to reach. Intrenched 
as they will bein the favor of the Government they will establish such 
rates as they please, and those rates will have no restriction except their 
own conceptions of profit. What en ent appears here for the 
construction of new ships and the establishment of new and independ- 
ent lines? . 

As to the other proposition that it will increase our trade with South 
America, I can make no better or more conclusive answer than by pre- 
senting a few extracts from the report of the commission appointed 
under an act of Congress approved July 7, 1884, to ascertain and report 
upon the best modesof securing more intimate international and com- 
mercial relations between the United States and the several countries 
of Central and South America. . This commission examined a 
number of the principal merchants and business. men of Central and 
South America with a view if possible of ascertaining the best policy 
for us to pursue to secure their trade. The first extract I will read is 
from the statement of Mr. L. H. Boulton, who, as a correspondent of 
the owners of the Red D line, would not be likely to be prejudiced 
against Government subsidies. He resides at Caracas. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GUENTHER was recognized, and yielded a portion of his time 
to Mr. WAKEFIELD. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD. The following is the statement of Mr. H. L. 
Boulton: 


Q. Please state the name of your firm. 

A. H. L. Boulton & Co, 

Q. What is the name of your New York firm? 

A. Itis not a branch, 
separate, - 

Q. What is the name of the New York house? 

A. Boulton, Bliss & Dallett. bed 

Q. Are you an American citizen? 

A. No; [aman English citizen. 

Q. But your trade is mostly with the United States? 

A. I may say entirely. 

Q. Will you give us,in your own language,a history of the establishment of 
the line of steamers from here to New York? 
k I would like Mr. Boulton to say how long his firm has been doing business 

ere, 

A. Since the bag "30. 

Q. Give us the history of your lines of steamers from here to New York, 


lease. z 
Oe The history is that we used to run a line of sailing vessels, and finally 
made up our minds that ly steamers might do as well as sailing vessels. 

Q. In what year did you commence the steamship lines? 

A. Toward the end of 1879. 

Q. How many vessels does it consist of ? 

A. Three steamers, 


Have you a branch there? 
We are correspondents, The two houses are entirely 


Q aow many originally? 

y O. 

à Sà Give us the history of the building of those steamers; where were they 
milt? 

A. Two of them were built in Philadelphia, and we are building a third. We 
have three, really, but one is a pierit i steamer. We have a branch steamer 
running to to Maracaibo also. She was also built in Philadelphia. 

Q. What are your views as to the effect of the United States Government fa- 
voring the lines in some way? What would be the effect on the commerce be- 
tween the two countries? 

A. A subsidy from the United States Government might enable us to intro- 
duce other improvements in the line that would facilitate business, but I doubt 
if it would pay to ran a weekly line instead of fortnightly steamers unless bus- 
iness should increase considerably. 

“i Q. Js the facility the same for American merchants for getting their goods 
ere? 

A. The same tariff for all nations, 

Q. Then why does not the United States, which is nearcrto you, get that busi- 
ness? 

A. They can not produce as cheaply as in Europe. 

Q. The-people would be just as willing to buy of us ifthey could buy as cheaply ? 

A. There would be no difficulty at all if they could produce as cheaply. Gen- 
erally ipa oa bares American manufactu cotton goods and hardware arc 
superior to the European article; very likely too good. J 

Q. The pointis that our mannfacturers donotadapt themselvesto the tastes or 
e fashions, whatever it may be, of the consumers in Venezuela as well as the 

Suro ? 

A. Yes, sir; that in part, but it is not even that; it goes farther than that. 
The quality of American manufactures is superior to the general importation 
from Europe, as far as I understand, and consequently dearer. 

Q. But they cost more? 

A. Yes, of course, 

Q. And if our dry goods manufacturers want this trade they must manufacture 


Fa Iot only that, but they must accommodate themselves to European ways. 

I will call the attention of the committee to the statement of Mr. 
Rohl, onr consular agent at Caracas, and particularly to his views in 
reference to the present facilities for steamship communication between 
that port and the United States: 


Q. You are our consular agent here? te 
A. Yes sir; I have lived here in Caracas nearly always, and my business is 


dry goods. 
è. Where do zs import most of them from? 

A. From England and Gernany. 

Q. What should our manufacturers do to obtain your trade here? 

A. They should send out commercial travelers will samples, whose duty it 
would be tagtudy the special requirements of the country; offer their and 
send their orders home, A great part of the business is done on credit, so that 
these agents would have to become acquainted with the different firms to know 
to whom to givecredit and upto whatamount, This is the way the English and 
German houses abroad do, Many of their travelers visit Venezuela annually, 
principally English, and many repeat their visits periodically, so they are always 
ready to give precise information to their employers about the trade, the stand- 
ing of their customers, and the changes in the taste of the people. They do, of 
course, business in certain branches different one from the other. 

The trade with the United States is gradually growing and increasing by its 
own efforts, and there is every reason to believe that it will further increase. 

Q. Would increased ip communication increase trade? 

A. I¢seems to me that the steamship communication we have is quite sufi- 
cient. The owners of the Red D line do all in their power to meet every re- 
quirement. Their ships are first-rate vessels as speed, and in every 
other respect. Formerly we had two steamers a month; now we have three. 
Two are their own, and are ships built expressly for this trade; one is char- 
tered. This jast one will be substituted in two months by a third, now being 
built in the United States, so that traffic will be carried on by steamers all built 
in the United States, and owned by the firm of Boulton. 
ke Q. is there any prejudice against American goods; have the people been 
A. There are slight complaints in that respect. Some merchants have com- 
plained, and it has come under my notice that manufacturers have not sent the - 
second or third time what they did first. 


Hear what Mr. Behrings and E. Valiente say are some of the reasons 
we do not increase our trade with their people more rapidly — 


STATEMENT OF A. BEHRINGS. 

Q. How long have you lived hero? 

A. Since 1868. 

Q. Can you suggest anything whereby the United States can increase its busi- 
ness in this country? 

A. I have not thought on that. 

Q. Eaa pene is submitted to you, how can we get the business of Vene- 
zuela? e take nearly all you raise now, but we do not give you all you use. 
We take a large proportion of your products, 

A. Itisin ng already, the dry-goods branch, and may increase more even. 
We bring “lona” and grey drills and printed goods and cotton. 

Q. Do you deal in ready-made clothing? 

A. No; the duty is very high. We bring quite common articles for the people 
from England and Germany; they are cotton Bagging comes princi- 
pally from England, It can be made cheaper there. 

Q. Have you very heavy import duties? 

A. Yes; we cacu them at 40 per cent., more or less. , 

Q. Would a reduction of duty tend to increase importation? 

A, I think so; no doubt. 

Q. Do you find your freight charges a great burden ? 

A. No; and freights from the United States, I will say, are more favorablo 
than from England. 

Q. How much cheaper are they? 

A. From the States it is 30 cents, and from England 50 cents. 


STATEMENT OF E. VALIENTE. 
Q. Are you a citizen of the United States? 
A, Yes. Iwas naturalized in New York. I was in the States since I was 
seven years old, Iam a Cuban by birth, and [am manager of the gas-works 


iere. 

2. What could our Government do to increase trade between the two coun- 
tries? 
A. Well, I have traveled for a great many American houses throughout South 


Am and have endeavored to push American goods, Spanish is my native 
ton: ; and I was twenty years a broker in New York. Americans know very 
little and study very little and cater yery little to our business, Our merchants 


in New York will not make prints, for example, of the width and size required, 
unless you give them an immense order, They will not touch it, Another 
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thing is the packing. In the States they have the idea that we are fond of 1 
inch planks, and we have to pay duty on the gross weight. That alone kil 
three-fourths of the business, because you have also interior freight to 


pay. 

3. How should they do the packing? e 

A. Like in Europe. The chairs they have learnt to pack, and that is why we 
get them here now. I received three hundred and forty boxes of brick the other 
day, and the planks were so heavy that I have not been able to sell them foran 

. Lhadtoburnthem. Our packing in the States does not compare wi 

urope. , 

Mr. Henry. American goods come here all smashed, and the European goods, 
the finest crockery and you will find nothing broken. 

Q. In what other articles should there be a difference in packing? 

A. Generally speaking, in everything. The American houses advertise here, 
but if you send an order they can not fill it; does not know the requirements 
of the custom-house, and the invoice is generally sent wrong, and therefore we 
have to deal with commission houses. A very few houses directly with 
the people, as Lanman & Kemp, for instance, and they do an immense business. 
‘They are the largest drug house in the United States for foreign articles. AEA 
are manufacturers. They sell by commission men traveling around the retail 
dealers. They have agents in all parts and they fill any order at onee, and if 
not satisfactory you simply hand it over to the agent. 

Q. Will you p. give us any information you can? 

A. We import dry goods and export coffee. We import from England, Ger- 
many, France, Enoe States. We get cotton goods from the States. 

or fine 


A. Coarse. 
Q. Do you find them satisfactory? 
A. We import only a few from the State. 


Q. y? 
A. Only since the last ten years we have tried it, but they did not suit ihe peo- 
ple. In general the goods in England are cheaper. 
Q. we understand the American goods are better, but they do not suit the 
people, 
A. Yes, sir; by uia by they will be convinced it is better to pay a higher price 
a arti 


MQ. They are fading 
Q. y are fiudingthatout in Mexico. What would you suggest to American 
manufacturers to le them to get this trade here? 

A. For agents to come with regularity with samples from New York or the 
States, and if we find anything suitable we always take it. 

Q. Then you would say to send intell good men with samples of goods, 
men be oat how to talk to the people? 


A, Yes; but they won't 
Q. much smuggling? . 
A. Yes, sir; but not near Caracas or La Guayra, but in the western and east- 
ern part of the country. 9 
% d ped get away some of your custom by smuggling? 
es, sir, 
ra e there much complaint about the partiality of custom-house officers? 
O, 
Q. Would an increase in steamship lines help you? - 
A. Itis quite sufficient now. Msoee pais also cocoa and cotton. The cotton 
we send to Hamburg. We also export bark quinine from Puerto Rico, which 
is found in the west. 


Q. = a any of that bark manufactured here? 
, sir, 
Q. Then oom export it and you bring the medicine back? 
e also export a few hides and skins, Our coffec we export to 
Hamburg and France, and also to New York. 
Q. Where do your hides go? 
A. We exported very few pred bee's They mostly go to New York, These 
hides are from animals killed for beef. 
Q. Is there much wool ? 
A. Only a little in Maracaibo. 
Q. We would like to know what obstacles there are, and what our people 
must do to push them aside, to get your trade, 
A. As I told you, in our branch it depends on seeing the goods. 
bg you go and inspect the goods when you buy, or do you order by sam- 
ples 
A. By awa eee and sometimes we go over there. 
Q. Generally you go by New York? 
A. Generally, since the steamers run larly. 
Q. Do steamers come here from New Orleans and Baltimore? 
` A. No; now and then a sailing vessel comes with lumber. 
Ye ae vou export any oranges and bananas? 
. No, sir. 
Mr. Rout. They have tried it, but did not continue it. 
Q. Are many quinces raised here? 
A. Very few. . 


Mr. Gossrich appears to be a well-informed importer, and he does not 

an increase in steamship lines as necessary for their trade. 

‘The report of the commission is full of this character of testimony, 
showing that there is no such demand for additional steamship facilities 
as the friends of this subsidy assert to exist. 

I will cite but one more extract, taken from the statement made to 
the commission by Winfield S. Bird, our consul at at Laguayra. I 
will not read his entire statement; it is too long; but at the close ofa 
very intelligent and well-considered exposition of his views upon the 
whole subject of our trade relations to that country he says: 

In conclusion, to summarize and emphasize whatis here stated, it — be taken 


for ted that the ple of Venezuela are well Spota toward fer to 
trade with the merchants and manufacturers of the United States; ee - ved 
w e de- 


ter, indifferent to the tastes of the people, or disinclined to comp! 
mands of the market, suffer a large and lucrative commerce to nto the hands 
of Euro itecan be remedied by a and en tic agents, fa- 
miliar with the Spanish language, to traverse country and talk up our goods. 
We have ample and excellent steam communications with New York, and every- 
thing is propitious and inviting, so that with proper and well-di: energy, 
our already thriving commerce with this country may speedily acquire a vol- 
umeand extent that will be, from every point of view,permanentand satisfactory. 


But I have read enough to show, I think, that the great obstacle to 
an increased trade with Central and South America, or at least one 
great obstacle to that trade, is not so much the want of proper facilities 
for transportation asthe neglect on the part of our merchants and man- 
nfacturers to accommodate themselves to the peculiar conditions that 
exist there. If they would adapt themselves and their wares to the 


tastes and demands of those peoples, consulting their needs as to 
quality and price of their goods and. merchandise, extending to them 
the same credits that they receive from England and Germany, sending 
their agents there with samples and employing the same means they 
employ at home to extend and their sales, there is no reason to 
fear that they would not- in due time largely increase their trade. 
When that is done, when they have built up by energy and integrity 
a lucrative business, when the demand. comes for greater transporta- 
tion facilities there need be no apprehension but the supply will equal 
the demand. [A piana] 

Mr. GUENTH Mr. Chairman, in my opinion this appropriation 
of $800,000 doesnoteven rise to thedignity ofa subsidy. Itis ‘‘neither 
fish, flesh, nor fowl.” If I understand it correctly, and I think I do, 
a subsidy is government aid to individuals or private corporations, 
given for the purpose of promoting immediately, or ultimately at least, 
the public interests, the general welfare of the people. If this element 
of public benefit is lacking, as it isin this case, then it is not a sub- 
sidy, but a donation—a gift, pure and simple. 

Now, I have occ®ionally given my vote to donate moneys from the 
public Treasury where the circumstancesjustified such a course—where, 
for instance, a great calamity had befallen a ion of the American 
peop ee reference perhaps to the great when the cause of 

umanity appealed to us. I did it because I knew that the t heart 
of the Amiet Se would justify such a course. I did it ‘‘for 
sweet charity’s sake.” [Applause.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, can it be charity in this case to vote this appro- 
priation of $800,000—or of $4,000,000, because it amounts to noth- 
ing less—given as it is for five years—for charity’s sake to the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company? What public interest will it promote? 
Will it increase our commerce? Will it revive our foreign carrying 
trade? Will it give us better mail facilities? To all these questions 
every unprejudiced mind, everybody who has studied the situation 
impartially, must answer in the negative. If you are unsophisticated 
enough to think that this amount will either revive our foreign carry- 
ing trade or benefit the commerce of the country, you might as well 
try to cure a severe case of chronic Washi summer malaria with 
an annual dose of one grain of quinine. [Laughter. ] 

It is not my purpose to.discuss at this time the decadence of Ameri- 
ean shipping, or the tariff, or any other economic question. I may 
touch on them briefly and incidentally only to sustain my argument. 

I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that this appropriation is a donation for 
the benefit of a few parties who have neither the intention nor the ca- 
pacity to rendcrany equivalent service to the public forit.. [Applause. ] 

It is, in my opinion, an unjustifiable attempt to vote the people’s 
money to private parties disguised under the gauzy pretext of extend- 
ing our commerce and reviving our foreign carrying trade. It must be 
a hard task, even for the cheek of the Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 
pany, to make this proposition and keep up a sober face. [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

It seems grotesque enough to make a half-way intelligent horse 
laugh. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I can not help considering this appropriation, to say 
the least, as an impolitic measure, which should find no response on 
either side of the American House of Representatives, with the 
high duty of guarding the people’s money and seeing to it that the pub- 
th money 7 conscientiously expended, and for public purposes only. 

pplause. 

j AEs one-half of this sum will go to the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company. They are the beneficiaries of this scheme. Will any gen- 
tleman deny that? I pause for a reply. 

It should seem, Mr. Chairman, that after the exposure of this mal- 
odorous company in the Forty-fourth when it was shown by 
the investigating committee in the report submitted to this House by 
the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Kasson, that the sum of $900,000 had 
been expended to carry through a similar measure in that Con it 
should seem that we ought to be very cautious at least with this com- 
pany; that we should shun it like a burnt child {does fire, that we 
should shrink from that company and not touch it with a 10-foot pole. 
{Laughter.] This Pacific Mail Steamship Company is the same com- 
pany that until recently received an annuity of over a million of dollars 
from the Pacific roads under a stipulation that they would not carry 
passengers and freights as low as they profitably could-afford to do. 

What do you call such g contract, my friends, Democrats and Repub- 
licans alike? I call it a conspiracy against the public interests. It 
was a corrupt bargain and opposed to every principle of public policy. 
I say it was nothing short of a crime on the part of both contracting 
parties, both parties having been subsidized for the purpose of buildin 
up the commerce of the country. Instead of doing that, they hampe 
it all they could by levying extortionate tribute upon the very people 
who had voted them millions of acres of the public lands and millions 
of dollars, presenting such a spectacle of black ingratitude before the 
world as would have caused the robber knights of the mediæval ages 
to blush with shame. [Laughter and applause.] And from this com- 
pany and their ilk, you and their advocates expect good to flow to our 
commerce ! 

Mr. Chairman, I almost lose patience when I have to listen to such 
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ropositions. It seems enough to make a saint use unparliamentary 
[Laughter.] Vote money to this company under the pre- 
text of increasing and extending our commerce ! Vote it to the very 
parties that conspired to burden and oppress it. Will the time never 
eome when we will be able to see things in their proper light? Will 
we always lend a willing ear to the sham pretenses of these grasping 
corporations? Is it only necessary for them to come to us under the 
thin guise of unselfish patriotism, sound their hypocritical cants about 
the glory of the starry banner, reminding us of the inquisition of the 
medieval age, when every horrible and dark deed done was justified by 
it as pro majore Dei gloria, brag about the immense benefits they 
will render to the commerce of the country, provided we give them so 
much cold and glittering cash, and yet you will give it to them! Is it 
not s that we should not see through their confidence game? 
Are we really as verdant as that, to be made their victims so easily, to 
be deluded and deceived like country boys by their artful hypoc- 
risy and shallow pretenses? [Laughter.] Will we always take their 
bait? Are we really what their brethren of lower degree call “‘ su 
ers?” (Great laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, the main charge that has been brought in all cam- 
paigns for a number of years against my party—the Republican party; 
the party by which I have stood ever since I became a voter and by 
whose principles I stand to-day, under whose colors I fight my politi- 
cal battles; the party which I loved when in power and love still more 
since it is out of power [applause]; the party of Lincoln and Grant; 
the party whose achievements are engraved in indestructible letters on 
the golden tablets of history; the party that preserved the Union, that 
made us a powerful and prosperous nation—I say, Mr. Chairman, the 
main charge brought against us as a party, was the popular belief in the 
truth of it which has caused the Republican party, in spite of the truth 
of its principles, in spite of its glorious achievements, to find itself to-day 
out of power, were charges just of this character, charges that we had 
been too free with the people’s money; that we had granted too many 
millions of dollars for subsidies; that we had paid too dearly for 
what we had received; that we had allowed ourselves to be made the 
victims of scheming corporations; that we had been too credulous; 
that we had been im upon too frequently by land-grant and sub- 
sidy-hunting railroad, canal, and transportation companies; that we 
had dealt too much in class legislation for the benefit of monopolies 
and millionaires, and that we let the plunderers pull the wool over our 
eyes—these were charges that many honest people believed, and the 
result was our dis-charge from power. 

Now I, for one, do not want to see my party furnish ground for a re- 
newal of such charges. If we have done a wrong in the past, let us con- 
fess it and not do it again. [Laughter.] Confession is good for the 
soul, and it brings forgiveness. [Laughter and applause.] Let us 
profit by the sad experiences of the past. Do not let the Shylocks of 
the Pacific Railroad Company make us pull their chestnuts out of the 
fire any more. [Laughter.] Is it not enough that our wings have 
been singed? Shall we fly back into the flame again unmindful of our 
former experience? 

Mr. Chairman, I stand here upon this floor as a Republican whenever 
questions arise involving poina principles upon which parties divide. 
But, sir, on this question I do not rise as a Republican, for it does not 
involve a political principle. I stand here as the representative of my 
people, irrespective of party. They who have honored me with the 
proud distinction of representing them on this floor have a right to 
expect that on questions of such a character, of such far-reaching pos- 
sibilities, I should vote, not as a Republican, not as a Democrat, not as 
a Mugwump [laughter], but as a representative of the American people, 
boldly and fearlessly, not minding the dirty and uncalled-for insinua- 
tion that I have been influenced by improper motives or by the agents 
of foreign transportation lines, 

Right here I will say that no man will ever successfully impeach my 
paranan as a through-and-through American- citizen. [Applause. ] 

am not susceptible to be led astray by agents of the Cobden Club. I 
take my stand because I believe I am right. Iam fullyaware that my 
motives will be assailed. Still I must give vent and voice to my hon- 
est convictions, though the heavens should fall. 

I will read an article from the New York Tribune similar in tone 
to that which my friend and colleagueon the committee had read from 
the Pioneer Press, of Saint Paul, Minn.: 

John Codman, the well-known free-trader, is in town, with the object, I un- 
derstand, of defeating the Senate amendment to the Post-Office appropriation 
bill, which provides ,000 for the transportation of forei; mailer Mr. Cod- 
man is one of the most active advocates of free ships, and an article in the 
current number of The North American Review, in which he favors the re 
of the ve tariff on ships and the passage of the Mormon bill. It is 

here that he is an agent of the English steamship companies, ana that 
in present task he is ass by an agent of the German steamship lines. 
They seem to have captured GUENTHER, of Wisconsin, and WAKEFIELD, of 
Minnesota, who are the only Republicans who will oppose the amendment.,— 
N. Y. Tribune, May 13. 

That is a fair sample of the slush sent by certain newspaper writers 
to the metropolitan press, which they expect their readers to swallow. 
I have great regard, as my friend from Minnesota [Mr. WAKEFIELD] 
has, for honest representatives of the press. But in response to this 
falsehood, I affirm right here, as if I stood in the presence of my Cre- 


ator, that I do not know Mr. Codman from Adam or Moses [laughter]; 
that nobody ever approached me in any manner for the purpose ofin- . 
ducing me to vote against this subsidy, but that, on the other hand, a 
number of persons, not-members of this House, have tried to induce 
me, not by reprehensible or corrupt means, but by persuasion, lengthy 
arguments, and button-holing, to vote for this subsidy. In view of 
my steadfast opposition to this subsidy in the Forty-eighth Congress 
and to similar propositions in the Forty-seventh this article is not very 
appropriate. f should not be surprised if this ‘‘smart Alick ” of a 
correspondent will write another brilliant article and make the start- 
ling announcement that the free-traders have at last succeeded in capt- 
uring Mr. MORRISON, or that before long Mr. WILLIAM D. KELLEY 
is likely to join the protectionist wing of the party. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

I think that the New York Tribune, a great and influential paper, 
ought to be a little more careful before it takes to smirching the 
acter of those who happen to differ from it. Some newspapers have 
made the statement that the Postmaster-General, Mr. and 
others were furnishing me material for this debate. In answer to this 
false statement I will say neither the Postmaster-General nor Mr. Cod- 
man nor any other person living has furnished me anything designed 
for this discussion. What facts I have were looked up by me in public 
official documents, and nobody but myself is in any degree responsible 
for what I say. 

Now, Mr. irman, I am determined to make my fight without fear, 
and I trust also without reproach. I ask my party friends not to pro- 
voke public condemnation by voting for.this donation. Let us pause 
and reflect well before we jump into the deep water of this subsidy, 
not knowing where we will land. Do not let us enter upon the policy 
involved in it, which may eventually cost this country untold millions. 

The bill to which this proposition is an amendment is one making 
appropriation for the Post-Office Department. It is not the business 
of that Department to devise means to extend our commerce. This bill 
deals solely with the business of carrying and distributing the mails. 
It is not one for the extension of commerce or to revive American ship- 


ping. 

Right here I wish to say a word to my friend from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows]. He quoted about an hour ago a tabular statement of the 
Brazilian line and said they carried in one cargo a value of $250,000 
to Brazil. Now, if they did do such a large and I take it profitable 
business, why should they pose here before this Congress as mendicants 
and ask for aid? 

Mr. BURROWS. Is that any reason why the Government of the 
United States should not pay for the service the company performs for 
it? 
Mr. GUENTHER. I claim, asI claimed in the speech I delivered 
some weeks ago, that the compensation for carrying the mails, sea and 
inland postage, is sufficient. 

Mr. FELTON. Is not that a matter of opinion? 

Mr. GUENTHER. I say I claimed that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. On what basis does the gentleman place it? 

Mr. GUENTHER. On the basis of weight. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Would he estimate the charge on the mails on 
the basis of weight the same as on coal? 

Mr. GUENTHER. The same as I would estimate the charge on the 
carriage of valuable matter, such as express matter perhaps. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do express companies carry diamondson the basis 
of charging by weight? À 

Mr. GUENTHER. In carrying diamonds they charge for value; but 
other express matter they carry by weight, and I presume according to 
the space it occupies. Iam willing to base the compensation on space 
and weight. £ 

Mr. BURROWS. Do you apply the express-matter rule of compen- 
sation to other branches of the service, the star-route service and the 
coastwise service? 

Mr. GUENTHER. I have nothing to do at present with the star- 
route service. I deal now solely with the carriage of the foreign mails 
by steamships, 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask you if the rule of compensation which you 
apply to that applies in other branches of the service? 

Mr. GUENTHER. I guess not; but I have not paid any attention 
to that subject, because I intended to speak here upon the carriage of 
the foreign mails by steamship lines, not to the inland service: 

Mr. SPRINGER. On the star-route lines the service is put on spe- 
cially for the carrriage of the mails; but in these cases the vessels make 
the trips all the same, whether they carry the mails or not. 

Mr. BURROWS. Passengers and freight are carried on the star- 
route lines also. 

Mr, GUENTHER. Now, I must go on with the subject under de- 
bate. Establish such a precedent as you propose and where will you 
end? There area number of industries in our country that are not 
profitable. Why should we refuse to make them so by appropriations 
from the public Treasury, if we do it for the sea-carrier? The work- 
ingmen of the country claim that they do not receive adequate com- 
pensation. Why should not the Government make og eon for 

t higher 


them the same as to these transportation companies? 
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right have these companies than'the laborers? When the farmers of 
the West call upon Congress to protect their wool-growing interests 

inst rninous competition which has almost destroyed that branch 
of industry, when they ask for the restoration of the wool tariff of 1867, 
their demand, instead of being complied with, is met by the proposi- 
tion to completely kill the wool-growing interest of the country by 
placing wool on the free-list. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Just as you meet this. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Ido not meet itin that way. Mr. Chairman, 
when the farmers of my own and other States engaged in the cultiva- 
tion of tobacco ask to have the duty on Sumatra tobacco increased; or 
at least the existing law amended it so thatwill do what it was in- 
tended to'do, masterly inactivity prevails; but as soon as the elegant 
gentlemen of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company and other lines ask 
for a contribution of four million of dollars—because that is the sum 
given in this appropriation, $800,000 for five years—so that they can 
add that amount to their incomes and increase the value of their stock, 

- we seem to run over each other in the effort to comply with their de- 
mand. 

The farmers are coolly told that nothing will be done for them, but 
that they are expected to cheerfully contribute their share to subsidize 
these corporations so as to enable them all the more to import 
wool and tobacco, the product of slave and pauper labor, to the detri- 
ment of that class of American industries. To make them swallow 
the pill you sugar-coat it, and call it a measure ‘‘for the promotion of 
the commerce of the country;’’ but, gentlemen, the nauseous taste re- 
mains, because the coating is too thin. [Laughter.] 

You strangle the Western farmer and expect him to buy the cord to 
do # with. You expect him to commit financial hara-kiri and gener- 
ously propose to furnish him the knife to perforny that operation. I 
repeat what I have said on former occasions: secure your home market 
first before you reach out for other markets. You import annually 
hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth of articles which we might as well 
manufactureinourown country. Devote your attention to the problem 
of controlling this home market first, which will give profitable and 
steady employment to every poorly paid and unemployed workman the 
year round. Donot fritteraway your money and your efforts in foolish 
attempts to secure one dollar by paying five for it. One to five repre- 
sents about the proportion of the exports and imports to and from the 
countries to which you want to establish additional lines, 

Why do you want to reach out across the seas to semi-barbarous coun- 
tries for that which lies at your feet? Why do you want to go into di- 
rectand ruinous competition with every country on the face of the globe, 
with the products of their cheap pauper labor, the paupers of Europe, 
the slaves of the Dutch and the Spanish possessions, the coolies of China, 
and the pariahs of India? Mr. Chairman, let me read a few lines from 
aletter recently written by a gentleman for whom I entertain the highest 
respect, and with all due regard to my honorable friend [Mr. Burrows] 
I will say that on the subject of promoting the industries of the coun- 
try I take the authority of Judge KELLEY in preference even to the 
authority of my distinguished friend from Michigan. Judge KELLEY, 
in a letter written on the 2d of this month, says: 

HIS RECOLLECTIONS OF PAST LABOR AGITATIONS IN PHILADELPHIA, 

To the editor of the Press: 

f l g 
pints e a AE O E 
enough to remember the denunciations that were pou upon the heads of par- 
ticipants in what was called that revolutionary movement for the shortening of 
the hours of labor. I have long believed that if the eight-hour system of labor 
for both man and machinery prevailed throughout the industrial world there 
would be less suffering, a greater average duration of life, and a higher and more 
general degree of contentmentamong the wealth-producing community through- 
out the world. 

Mark the following language: 


The increasing productive x of man should have long since secured to 
labor a larger share of its AA atot than it anywhere receives. The struggle 
for cheapness, which is dangerously stimulated by the competition of nations for 
foreign markets, has reduced the laboring population of transatlantic countries 
to such hard conditions and wrought it to such intensity of discontent as to 
have unsettled the foundations of government and individual property in those 
countries. 

If as the laborer's power of production increases his share of the joint prod- 
ucts of labor and capital had been equitably increased, the terrible contrast be- 
tween the rich and the poor, which now shocks the observant traveler in every 
foreign land and is painfully apparent in the large cities and some other por- 
tions of our country, would have been impossible. The well-paid and prosper- 
ous laborers would have made a profitable home market in every country, and 
every reduction of wages that is made in obedience to the demand for cheaper 

has been a sep in the wrong direction. 

The universal establishmentof eight hours as the limit of a day’s labor would 
improve the social habits and increase the intelligence of the laboring classes, 
as the reduction from thirteen hours to ten per day did nearly sixty years ago. 

If it be suggested that an eight-hour law be beyond the scope of government, 
I reply that it is the duty of a popular government to defend and protect the 
propery of that great body of its citizens whose estate consists solely of the 
i far and mental ability of its members to perform productive labor, as much 
as it is to protect and defend the real and personal estate of those who derive 
incomes from such possessions, 

WILLIAM D. KELLEY, 


Member of Congress from Philadelphia. 
That is first-class doctrine, and I stand by it. What has England 
profited by this system? A few great merchants and t corpora- 
tions have enriched themselves atthe of the masses of the En- 
glish people. The people have been ground down; their wages have 


been reduced more and more; and in order to keep up this system 
thousands upon thousands of ¿precious human lives were sacrificed to 
the greed and the fiendish avarice of those merchant princes of England. 

Isay, Mr, Chairman, every million of mammon acquired in the for- 
eign trade of England was bought at the price of human blood. All 
the oceans upon which the merchant marine of England floats to-day 
can not wash that stain away. The smellof blood is there, and all the 
perfumes of Arabia can not sweeten it. Let other countries keve the 
trade with these countries. Letthem have theirtrade, their discontent 
among the people, and their constant wars, while we in this blessed 
land of ours, on the other band, secure our own market, accompanied 
by prosperity and the blessings of peace. Let the English and the 
French strike their balances. Let them add up the sums they have 
paid for subsidies, the hundreds of millions of dollars swallowed up by 
their wars to protect their foreign commerce, not counting even the 
thousands upon thousands of human lives sacrificed in thatcause, and 
then count the actual gain realized, and see whether the balance will 
not be on the wrong side. 

Mr. Chairman, we hear day after day the doleful songs of these sub- 
sidy-asking shippers. Those who are not posted must receive the im- 
pression that we have hardly any vessels left, while in fact we are to- 
day second on the list of maritime powers. If we look at the compara- 
tive growth of the tonnage of the merchant navies of the principal mari- 
time nations we find that we have held our own. I will give you a 
few figures. 


TONNAGE OF LEADING NATIONS, 


United States, 235, 167, 453 
Great Britain... 8, 447,171 | 9,131,418 s 247 
Norwny........ 1,518, 655 | 1,546,793 1338 
German Emp 182,097 | 1,269,477 | 87,380 

NCC, ccsaees 919, 298 | 1,003,679 | 84,331 


They may be dry, but they are instructive. Comparing the year1880 - 
with 1883, the latest for which I had official figures, the United States 
in 1880 had a tonnage of 4,068,034 tons; in 1883, 4,235,487 tons, a gain 
of 167,453 tons. Great Britain, which leads the world, and I think 
will always lead the world in the carrying trade on account of her geo- 
graphical position —— 

Several MEMBERS. Nob always. r 

Mr. GUENTHER. Well, as long as we areas happily situated as we 
are, having a protective system in this country, I do not envy England 
the doing of the carrying trade of the world almost at a loss. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. We can do better business. 

Mr. GUENTHER. We are engaged in a more profitable business 
right here at home. 

Ip 1880 the tonnage of Great Britain was 8,447,171 tons; in 1883, 
9,131,480 tons; a gain in rpund numbers of 684,000 tons. 

Norway is third on the list of maritime nations. Now, do you think 
this fact has made Norway the third most powerful nation in the world? 
I presume to a great many this statement will be utterly astounding. 
But the fact remains that Norway is the third largest maritime power 
to-day. 

In regard to the tonnage of the German Empire and France I gave 
the figures, We, Mr. Chairman, gained in tonnage 167,453 tons—pretty 
nearly as much as the gain of France and Germany put together, 171,- 
760 tons; and this in spite of three years’ bounty, a large bounty, in 
France. 

Will these comparative figures justify the incessant lamentations of 
these Eastern gentlemen about the decadence of American ship-building 
and ship-owning? Will they always succeed in making it a convenient 
pretext for asking help from the Government? Will they never “‘give 
us a rest” [laughterand applause], and allow us to pay some attention 
to the grievances and needs of the farmers of the West and of the la- 
boring element of the whole country? I am surprised at the alacrity, 
the agility, and the zeal with which my Western colleagues always rush 
to the succor of these Eastern gentlemen whenever they blow their little 
whistle. [Laughter.] Why not pay a subsidy to the farmers when 
the price of wheat is so low that it does not pay to raise it? We might 
do so with perfect propriety if you pass this appropriation to the steam- 
ship owners. x 

If we establish the principleinvolved in this amendment it will fur- 
nish a pretext for every industry to call upon Congress for aid, whether 
it is needed or not. If it is your purpose to embark in the business of 
extending Government aid to private business enterprises, declare that 
policy boldly; act like men; but do not dodge the question by putting 
a rider npon a Post-Office appropriation bill. 

I will print some remarks of the Postmaster-General about this sub- 
ject. 

A MEMBER. Oh, well, but he is a Democrat. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I know he is but I think he has given this 
subject a good deal of study. If not, I presume the very men who 
haye made it a study are Republicans in the Department; and so the 
insinuation that I should not listen to what the Postmaster-General 
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says, because he is a Democrat, has no force whatever for me. Iam 
not one of those who pretend that because a man is a!Democrat he most 
always be wrong. I quote from the lastannual report of the Postmas- 
ter-General: 

Much has been said about pence ge ber the postal 


riation to aid Ameri- 

can commerce, When Congress desire to invest Post-Office Depart- 

ment with care for that object, it can not be doubted it will easily choose lan- 

ge which will plainly convey the p: and impose the duty, Until then 

that Department can not rightfally employ the moneys appropriated for the 

poets coud to secure objects not intrusted to its care, however meritorious in 
ves. 

It may be properly farther observed of this, that during many years the prac- 
tice of Guanine DOG aid to American lines was ed at so great a cost, 
and to so little advantage, that it was long since wholly abandoned; that when 
followed, Con had directed it; and if that body designed its renewal, pre- 

ies, OF an, 


gress 
sumably it would again have declared the purpose. 

But the policy of subsidizing American p hey ent of them. 
isnot involved in the decision arrived at. That pertains to Con: of 
the Department, and therefore the Department can only award just compensa- 
tion and then stop. If exigencies may arise to justify its adoption, it seems to 
belong to that y to recognize their existence and prescribe the object and 
amount of the grant. 

The Postmaster-General adds: 


No exigency exists for the establishment of any new lines to carry the mails, 
Those now on the sea as common carriers are ient for the present needs of 
the Lary mail service, They appear to have maintained themselves for years 
without Government bounty in profitable pursuit of their business, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the advocates of this proposition point us to the 
glorious results that have been accomplished in other countries by 
granting subsidies. Why should not we imitate them they say ?* If 
you think they are always right on economic questions why do you not 
adopt free trade in this country because England has it? 

I claim, Mr. Chairman, that the benefits other countries have de- 
rived from subsidies have not been adequate to the expenditures. 
France has paid the largest subsidies in the whole world. Let us com- 
pare her with a country that so far has paid none. 

Take Germany; and I want to say to gentlemen who point to Ger- 
many as a country that has always paid subsidies that they have been 
entirely misinformed; that Germany has never paid a dollar’s worth 
of subsidy to any steamship line. They have just embarked in that 
business, but they have nor sips anything as yet. They have gone at 
itlike men. They have made an ms haga of $30,000,000 for the 
establishment or the creation of new lines. But this proposition here 
does not ask for the creation or establishment of new lines, but simply 
pro to pay money to lines already in existence. 

ow I will compare France with Germany, because France on the 
one hand has paid and is paying large subsidies and Germany is not. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But she has agreed to pay them? : 

Mr. GUENTHER. Yes, she has agreed to pay them, but she has not 
yet paid out a dollat. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. She has agreed to pay subsidies to her steamship 


lines. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Yes, but it is not so much for the promotion of 
her commerce as to further the colonization schemes of Germany. I 
can say from a comparison of France with Germany that the increase 
in tonnage has been greater relatively in Germany with no bounty than 
in France since her adoption of large bounties. 

It may be interesting to know that in eight years prior to the era of 
bounties the French tonnage of steam-v increased relatively much 
faster than that of its continental competitors; than it did afterwards, 

Let individuals and corporations understand that somebody is going 
to back them, that they may rely on some power other than their own 
push and energy, and the result will alwaysbethesame. Tomy mind 
the reason why American enterprise has been so successful, that we 
to-day lead the world in almost every branch of industry, is that the 
American has not relied on a paternal government to help him out of 
a scrape, but has established the motto, ‘‘ Help yourself; be self-re- 
liant; fight yourown battle.” [Great applause.] That has been the 
stimulus by which we haye made a steady and conspicuous progress, 
and not by pleading the baby act. [Laughter and aio 

France, after she adopted her bounty system, from 1881 to 1884 in- 
clusive, paid in aid of her vessels directly and indirectly nearly $28,- 
000,000. In the same period Germany paid her vessels about $320,000. 
During that time France increased her tonnage 1,768 tons over that 
of Germany. In other words, by paying twenty-seven millions and a 
half of dollars more for the same period, for the same purpose, and 
having about as much tonnage as Germany, than Germany did pay, 
France succeeded, by means of an expenditure of over $27,000,000, in 
increasing her tonnage to the enormons extent of 1,768tons! [Laugh- 
terand applause.] That is about half the size ofa good steamer. By 
the time they have gained a whole vessel it will have cost the large 
sum of $55,000,000; a rather expensive price to pay for one vessel. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If Germany did so much better withont subsidies 
than France did with them in increasing her tonnage and extending 
her commerce, why has Germany adopted the policy of granting sub- 
sidies and appropriated so much money for that purpose? 

Mr. GUENTHER. We can not legislate herein this country to pre- 
vent the Germans from making fools of themselves if they choose. 


[Laughter and applause,] Germany has done a great many things I 
do not indorse. 

Mr. McADOO. Let me inquire of the gentleman whether it is not 
a fact that France has physical advantages over Germany in having 
more ports and ports easier of access? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Yes; certainly. Germany has only a northern 
sea boundary, while France is surrounded by the seas on several sides- 

Mr. McADOO. Are not the advantages all with France? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Yes; the advantages are all with France. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why does the gentleman go back on his coun- 


try? 

Mr. MILLS. Has French commerce fallen off? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Of course it has. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Some gentleman referred to Germany 
as your country. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Did any gentleman refer to Germany as ‘‘my 
country?” 

Mr. . Yes; I said I did not think the gentleman could 
go back upon his country. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Upon my country! What do you think is my 
country! [Great applause.] I want to say to the gentleman from 
Maine that, although I was on German soil, and I have no reason 
to feel otherwise than proud of it; I am still prouder, as I always have 
been, to call myself an American citizen. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I am glad to hear the gentleman’s outburst of 
pnas devotion tothe country. I havenever had any doubt of that. 

ut I refer to the gentleman’s own country; I meant the land of his. 
birth, when he spoke of them slightingly; and I suggested the pre- 
sumption that he did not intend to go back on them or say they were 
fools, as I thought I understood him to say. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I did not say they were fools, but I say that 
Germany may have made a fool of herself, as doubtless my friend has 
done, and as I myself have occasionally done, made a fool of myself. 
[Laughter.] I think they made a mistake in this matter; that is 
what I referred to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam sorry the gentleman ever did it. I have 
never noticed it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GUENTHER. I say it because I am nothing but human and 
it is human to err, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman can plead guilty for himself, but 
not for me. ‘ 

Mr. GUENTHER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was speaking of the 
result in France of this subsidy system. The oficial statistics show 
that its shipping has decreased during the years pointed out, instead 
of being benefited and built up. 

Besides, the lines that had been called into existence through the 
bounty system are earning nothing or else are in a state of bankruptcy 
to-day, and other lines are paying little or no dividends at all, and 
during all of that time France has paid in the way of bounties, direct 
or indirect, to her vessels about $3,000,000 more than En; d, Austria, 
Italy, Belgium, and Germany combined. ‘These are official figures, and 
yet we are told by the advocates of subsidy that it will benefit com- 
merce to imitate France. The truth is, Mr. Chairman, that the ocean 
carrying trade, in consequence of these subsidies and bounties granted 
to the shipping interest, has so overstimulated ship-bnilding that there 
is to-day a carrying capacity in excess of the world’s need. ‘There can 
be no question about that, as my friend from Pennsylvania just sug- 
gests. 

The year 1885 has been especially disastrous to the shipping busi- 
ness. Subsidized lines are paying little or nodividends; the net earn- 
ings are trifling or nothing, and the whole business has become unprofit- 
able, and that is the reason that Americans, who seldom make fools of 
themselves in a matter of business, do not embark in this business now. 

How much will it require to do what gentleman expect to do in the 
way of building up our shipping interests in this country and ree | 
it self-supporting? The advocates of the bounty system claim it will 
bring new lines into existence and new vessels into competition. It 
will not do it, I venture to assert. On the contrary, subsidize a line for 
five years, as proposed here, and you create a monopoly; and I do not 
say that as a demagogue, in an odious sense, but the effect is that it 
will bea monopoly. No other line will start, because it can not com- 
pete with the subsidized line; so that instead of promoting shipping 
and commerce, the reverse will result. 

The purpose of this donation is ostensibly to stimulate commerce and 
give better mail facilities by creating new lines. I reply that the effect 
will be to distribute the money among the existing lines and give them 
the power to prevent competition. ‘The general opinion in France to- 
day is that the bounty system has failed to produce the effect of in- 
creasing the shipping trade, and has only succeeded in creating a few 
large steamship companies, who have monopolized the steamship in- 
terests and the whole carrying trade to the exclusion of other lines 
engaged in the business. 

Now I want to call the attention of the House to the fact that when- 
ever coffee is mentioned it is said that these lines to Brazil will bring it 
so much cheaper, The fact I think is, and in that I am satisfied I am 
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correct, that most if not all of the coffee is brought in sailing vessels. 
That at least is my understanding: 

I say the very lines that were called into existence by these large 
bounties from France are bankrupt to-day; who will be benefited by 
a similar bounty here? On what real ground can you excuse this ap- 
propriation which will take $4,000,000 from the public Treasury? How 
can you justify such a proposition before the bar of public opinion. I 
claim that it would be a gross abuse of our power. I appeal to my 
party friends; I appeal in the name of the American people whose money 
we have to take care ra (2 ayga ater one to whom =~ eh a of the 

ublican party are dear; I ap to you as a Republican who wants 
ro, an his party, like Cæsar wanted his wife, to be‘above reproach; I 
appeal to you gentlemen that you will not again act as you did in 
the closing hours of the last Congress; do not allow yourselves to be 
again intimidated or coerced by threats of a prolonged or extra session 
into voting for such a subsidy, Assert your manhood and independ- 
ence. Be not deceived by the siren songs of lobbyists who swarm in 
the corridors here to button-hole the members. Do not vote the public 
Treasury away to fill the coffers of Jay Gould and his greedy corpora- 
tions. And when I mention the name Jay Gould I simply do it because I 
am informed, and believe, he will be a large beneficiary of this appro- 
priation; because he is one of the main stockholders of the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company. Listen to the voice of the American people, and 
not to the insincere pretenses of a handful of millionaires. I long, Mr. 
Chairman, for the purer atmosphere and the cool breezes of my State. 
I would like to go home and be with my family and friends in Wiscon- 
sin, provided our business was done here. I know the le also would 
breathe casier had weadjourned already. [Laughter.]: But, sir, ardent 
as my desire is for the session to close, I for one will not be induced by 
any pretext, under any circumstances, to vote for this misappropriation 

of public money. 

- Mr. BUCHANAN. You will fight it out on that line if it takes all 
summer ? 4 

Mr. GUENTHER. Yes,sit. Ithank the gentleman for the sugges- 
tion. If it is proposed to make the close of the session conditional on 
the passage of this amendments, if it is proposed to make it a question 
of physical endurance, I am physically not very strong myself, but I for 
one am willing to stay rather than yield, rather than to be coerced into 
submission to the dictates of these hunters for subsidies and would-be 

lunderers of the people’s Treasury. I for one am determined to stay 
heen and, in the language of that immortal hero, as suggested by m. 
friend, stay and fight them if it takes all summer. [Great applause. 
If I have any time remaining I reserve it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope the gentleman will bear me witness there 
has been no suggestion on the other side of any such coercion as he has 

ken of. í 

Mr. GUENTHER. Ihave heard many suggestions. 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘There has been no such suggestion in the debate. 
The gentleman seems to have drawn on his imagination. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I do not make statements unless I have some- 
thing more substantial than imagination to draw upon. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has the gentleman from Wisconsin any time re- 
maining? 

The MAN. The gentleman has one minute left. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iwill state to the Chair I suppose it is understood 
that one hour and a half have been occupied on this side. How much 
time has been used on the other side? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand from the Chair we have had three 
hours. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] had 
expected to to-day, butis ill and unable to be here this afternoon. 
I had expected him to follow; and it will be impossible now for any- 
one on this side to go on. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not think this subsidy question should take up 
all the time of the House. Why not have a vote upon it? 

The CHAIRMAN. If no gentleman proposes to continue the debate 
further or to make a motion the Chair will put the question on concur- 
rence in the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think there is some misunderstanding. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] concedes that the remaining 
time of this day should be occupied by that side of the House. 

Mr. BURROWS, ButI stated thatit was expected that Mr. PETERS, 
who is ill, would talk half an hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I shall insist if gentlemen on that side are not ready 
to go on gentlemen on this side not suffer by it. We do not pro- 
pose to let gentlemen on the other side conclude this debate. I move 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ihave given a reason for our not proceeding, which 
ought to be satisfactory—the sickness of a member of the committee 
who expected to this afternoon. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam not complaining that the gentleman is sick, 
but the understanding was that this should occupy twodays. .The prac- 
tice is to alternate, and we have certainly done our share up to this time. 

The motion that the committee rise was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
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House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
Senate amendments to the Post-Office appropriation bill, had come to 
no resolution thereon. í í 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, re- 
quested the return of the resolution of the Senate of May 17, 1886, 
agreeing to the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1227) granting 
an increase of pension to William P. Squires. 

It also requested the return of ‘the bill (S. 990) to enable the State 
of California to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-second 
sections found to be mineral Jands. c s 

It also announced the passage of a bill and joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7207) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1886, for examination 
and surveys required by acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to 
ascertain depth of water and width of channel at South Pass of Mis- 
sissippi River; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of William L. Dunlop, 
trustee. 

It further announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in 
which concurrence was requested > 

A bill (S. a for the relief of H. K. Belding; 

A bill (S. 976) for the relief of certain officers of the Signal Service; 

A bill (S. 1339) to amend the police regulations of the District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1393) to extend the limits of port of Portland as a port of 
entry; and i $ 
A bill (S, 1587) in relation to the trustees of the Reform School of 
the District of Columbia. 

It also announced the passage of concurrent resolutions providing 
for the printing of 15,000 additional copies of the reports of the South 
American Commission and 5,000 additional copies of the report of Mr. 
Menocal on the interoceanic canal; in which concurrence was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of th» fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 823) granting a pension to Capt. Elihu Jones; 

A bill (S. 685) granting a pension to Mary Marsh; 

A bill (S. 983) granting a pension io Michael Daly; 

A bill (S. 1098) granting a pension to H. R. Duke; 

A bill (S. 1250 ting a pension to J. D. Haworth; 

A bill (S. 1387) for the completion of a public knilding at Wichita, 


Kans. ; 

A bill (S. 1405) to provide for the study of the -nature of alcoholic 
drinks and narcotics and of their effects upon the human system in con- 
nection with the several divisions of the sthject of physiology and hy- 

iene by the pupils in the public schools of-the Territories and of the 
Distri ict of Columbia, and in the Military and Naval Academies, and In- 
dian and colored schools in the Territories of the United States; 

A bill la 1420) granting a pension to William Powell; 

A bill (S. 1431) granting a pension to Jane Carr; 

A bill (S. 1434) to authorize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Rail- 
way to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other p k EO 

A bill (S. 1441) granting a pension to M. Romahn; 

A bill (S. 1509) granting a pension to William H. Moore; 

A bill (1539) granting a pension to Eveline Hunt; 
A bill (8. 1850) granting a pension to Mrs. C. A. Bailey; and 


A bill (S. 1850) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie C. Owen. 


RETURN OF BILL FROM SENATE. 


On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent it was ordered 
that the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to return to the House 
the bill (S. 891) granting a pension to Geriah Collins. 

N. H. VAN ZANDT. 

Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8971) 
granting a pension to N. H. Van Zandt; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be _ 
printed. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA SPECIAL ASSESSMENT LIENS. 


` Mr. COMPTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 

8972) for the relief of the holders of the District of Columbia special 

assessment liens and others; which was read a first and second time, re- 

EE, to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

p SHIPPING LAWS. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, the bill (H. R. 4838) to abolish certain 
fees for official services to American vessels, and to amend the laws re- 
lating to shipping commissioners, seamen, owners of vessels, and for 
other purposes, with amendments by the Senate, on which the Senate 
asked for a conference, was taken from the Speaker's table, referred to 
the select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Iu- 
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terests, and ordered to be printed, with the amendments of the Senate. 
Mr. KING. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 40’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of citizens of Newburgh, N. Y., for the 
redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage; Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of the president and faculty of the Uni- 
versity of North Carolina, for experimental stations in aid of agricult- 
ure—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of citizens of Wright, Webster, and La- 
clede Counties, Missouri, for opening up Oklahoma Territory—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Grange No. 40, of New Jersey, for 
the suppression of the manufacture and sale of imitations of dairy prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. . 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizensof Bedford County, 
Pennsylvania, asking that a pension be granted to Asahel Walker, Jatė 
of Company A, Eighty-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers (House bill 
8716)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Sundry petitions from 33,000 citizens of Nebraska, 
asking the passage of the bill giving permission to the Union Pacific 
ner Company to build branch lines—to the Committee on Pacific 
Rai f 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of Richard D. Lamb and John M. Lamb, 
praying that their war claim be referred to-the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of 53 miners, laborers, and others, 
of Philipsburg; of 161, of Snow Shoe, Centre County; of 54, of Karthaus; 
of 248, of Osceola Mills; of 572, of Houtzdale; of 503, of Du Bois, Clear- 
field County, Pennsylvania, requesting an investigation by the Curtin 
committee of labor troubles in said district—to the Committee ón La- 
bor. - 
By Mr. EVANS: Petition of 168 citizens of Bucks County, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee 
- on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of Grange No. 60, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Chester County, Pennsylvania, praying for the suppression 
of imitation of dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of same, protesting against the admission, free of duty, 
of agricultural raw material—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Joel H. Marsh and 71 others, citizens 
of Sharon, Vt., for a tax on oleo; ine—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition of Herman Baumhager, of Oregon, for 
increase of pension, with accompanying papers, to accompany House 
bill 6958—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavits, petitions, and proofs on behalf of claim of Kate Hat- 
ost of Oregon, to accompany House bill 6553—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of the Berdan Fire-arms Manufacturing 
Company, for relief—to the same committee. ; 

Also, petition of Eugene E. McLean, for removal of political disabil- 
ities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition for relief of Joseph Curriden (House bill 
1491)—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Georgiana Showers, for a widow’s pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition for the protection of the purity of girls under eighteen 
years of age—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of captains and owners of steam-vessels run- 
ning on the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers, against the building of a low 
bridge across the Ohio River at or near Cairo, Ill.—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of John Stewart, of Bledsoe County, Ten- 
nessee, asking pay for services as recruiting officer during the late war, 
and pay for expenditures incurred in and about said recruiting—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of Chi- 
cago, opposing tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, fav- 
oring the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati, opposing 
tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of the Legislature of New York in favor 
of granting relief to Jonathan D. Stevenson—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, petition against changing the tariff on spool-cotton—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. PAYSON: Petition of L. Martin and many others, citizens of 
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Kankakee County, Ilinois, for legislation against imitation butter—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of cutters, trimmers, and other skilled 
mechanics of Philadelphia, Pa., against the proposed reduction of the 
duty on ready-made clothing—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Papers relating to the claim of William F. 
T. Coleman, of Rutherford County, Tennessee—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. RIGGS: Resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of Chi- 
cago, against taxation of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, protest of the Kansas City Board of Trade, against taxation of 
oleo; ine—to the same committee. 

Also, protest of the Kansas City Live-Stock Exchange, against the 
bill to tax oleo ine—to the same committee. : 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petitions for amendment of patent laws—to th 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of citizens of Carroll County, Maryland, 
for retirement of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 4 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati, 
pati taxing oleomargarine and butterine—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Nicholas 0’ Keefe, for pension as school 
t er—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of citizens of Fitchburg, Mass., for the 
bill establishing a national board of health—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Hadley, of Chicopee, of Holyoke, 
of Plainfield, of Hatfield, of Athol, andof Prescott, Mass., in favor of 
the bill taxing imitation butter—to the Committee on Agriculture.- 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of Peter Tresnon, private Company B, Sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteers, for change of record of of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The following petitions, urging the adoption of the bill placing the 
manufacture and sales of all imitations of butter under the control of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 
fraud and imposition, were presented, and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture: 

By Mr. SHAW: Of dairymen and butter-makers of Carroll County, 
Maryland. . 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and. Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools suppported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented, and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of citizens of Mecklenburgh County, 
North Carolina. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Of citizens of Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania, 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Of citizens of Dubuque County, Iowa. 

By Mr. HITT: Of 65 citizens of Stephenson County, Illinois. 

By Mr. WAIT: Of Rev. S. G. Willard and other citizens of New 
London County, Connecticut. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 19, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
POTOMAC RIVER BRIDGE AT ANALOSTAN ISLAND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the commissioners of the District of Columbia; which was 
read, as follows: 


. 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, May 18, 1886, 
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Str: In response to the Senate resolution of May 3, the commissioners beg 
to inform the Senate that preliminary estimates of the cost of a bridge across 
the Potomac to connect the city of Washington with the Arlington National 
Cemetery have been popa 

The line of the bridge APOC y that of New York avenue prolonged, 
and, traversing Analostan Island, leads directly to the main gate of Arlington. 

As the Senate resolution conveys no intimation of the character of the pro- 
posed structure nor of the probable uses to be made thereof, the commissioners 
are without a guide in these respects. 

Alternative estimates have been made for an iron trussed structure for the 
= width of the valley and for a combined trussand embankment construc- 
tion. 

The general features of both are for a roadway of 20 feet in width with two 
6-foot sidewalks, open spans of 210feet each, and a draw-span over the channel 
of 250 feet, with center pier. The bottom chord of the bridge is 20 feet above 
mean low water. 

Plan A includes 1,300 linear feet of trussed bridge as above proposed, with 
2,100 feet of embankment; total cost, $350,000. If the roadway be reduced to 18 
feet and the sidewalks be omitted, the cost would be $300,000, s 

7 


Plan B is for a trussed iron structure throughout, withno embankment. The 
cost is $460,000. With the reduced dimensions as undersubplan A the 


estimated 
cost would be $360,000. 

The constructions above estimated for are about the cheapest that it would be 
at all worth while to consider. Of the two, plan A is the cheaper and probably 
the more advantageous, if the embankment across Analostan Island and the 
marsh beyond be not considered us. A 

If more o of greater capacity be contemplated the cost 


In te resolution requires an estimate of the cost 
of converting the plateau belonging to Arlingtonintoa und, Inthe 
a of detailed: itis estimated 


W. B. WEBB, President. 
Hon. JORN SHERMAN, 
President pro tempore United States Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be printed 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. I should think it had better go to the Committee on 
Appropriations. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator so move? 


Mr. DAWES. I think it shou™ be referred to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DAWES. It relates toa matter before the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of William Web- 
ster, of Washington, D.C., praying Government aid in furtherance of 
his claims against Great Britain; which was referted to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of Mrs. Louisa Avery, formerly 
postmasterat Tallahassee, Fla. The petitioner prays for the adjustment 
and payment of the difference of salary allowed by Department circu- 
lar No. 1223, November series, 1884, under the terms of the act of 
March 3, 1883, which she alleges has been denied to her by the action 
of the Postmaster-General. I move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr: CALL. I also present a preamble and resolutions adopted by 
the Board of Trade of Jacksonville, Fla.; which was read, as follows: 

Whereas the board of trade has been informed that a resolution has been in- 
troduced into the United States Senate looking to the forfeiture of the land 
granted to the Florida Railway and Navigation $ 

Be it resolved, That it is the sense of the Jacksonvil 
would be to the interest of the State of Florida to grant further time for the com- 
pletion of said railroad, and that the land granted to said company by the United 
States should not be forfeited, as this board has perfect confidence that the said 
railroad will carry out in good faith the purposes of its o) charter. 
ved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded by the secretary to 
the Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

In presenting this petition I desire to say that I ask its respectful con- 
sideration by the Committee on Public Lands and by the Senate. I 
have presented a large number of similar petitions from citizens of the 
State of Florida, for which I also ask the most careful consideration. I 
am myself opposed to the action prayed for by these petitioners. 

The petition in effect asks Congress to extend a railroad grant which 
expired in 1866 and to re-enact it. This action by Congress would in 
my opinion substantially be to recognize and give its approval to about 
$15,000,000 or $16,000,000 of fictitious securities in the shape of watered 
stock and fictitious bonded indebtedness placed on this railroad prop- 
erty above either its original cost or the price paid for it by the persons 
now holding it. 

It would be for Congress to give its approval to the methods and prac- 
tices by which $3,000,000,000 of fraudulent and fictitious securities 
have been put upon this country indefiance of law and without the 
consent of the taxing power, and by which an annual tax of between 
two and four hundred millions of dollars is imposed on the labor and 
industries of the country without the authority of law, but in the 
forms of law, and with a certainty and a relentless power which will re- 
quire the greatest efforts on the part of the people to prevent and over- 
come—a tax on locomotion and transportation paid by every man, woman, 
and child; a tax equal in amount and more oppressive than the entire 
taxation required for the support of the Federal Government, with its 
great army of pensioners, all to pay the interest on fraudulent and unreal 
securities, issued without consideration, and made operative through the 
connivance and permission of the tribunals charged by the people with 
the protection of the public and the just enforcement of the law. 

It asks an imposition of between five and eight hundred thousand 
dollars of annual taxation upon the people of Florida in the shape of 

rtation to pay the interest upon these fictitious securities; and 
it further in effect asks that it be putin the power of this railroad com- 
pany or of those who hold the fictitious securities to take from the set- 
tlers upon the public lands in the State of Florida between a million 
and a half and two million dollars as a contribution to the great prop- 
erty which they have already accumulated by gratuities from the United 
States and the State. 
Therailroads constituting the Florida Railway and Navigation Com- 


pany are the Florida Railroad, which sold in 1866 for $320,000, payable 
in its bonds at 20 cents in the dollar; the Pensacola and Georgia Rail- 
road, which sold in 1869 for $1,400,000, of which about $900,000 was 
paid in bonds bought at 30 and 40 cents, and which was again sold about 
1880 subject to a lien of about $900,000; the Florida, Atlantic and Gulf 
Central Railroad, which was sold in 1879, I think, for about $120,000, 
payable in bonds at 20 cents in the dollar, with about 120 miles of new 
road. This , the trustee and the receiver testify, is now bonded 
for $18,080,000. It produces a gross income of $1,000,000 annually, and 
is subject to a fixed interest charge of about $450,000. We are there- 
fore confronted with the question on which the Senate lately acted in 
the interstate-commerce bill, which the Senate passed by a vote of 44 in 
favor of the bill and 4 against—the question which of all others now 
menaces the country and oppresses the people, increasing the cost of 
living and depressing the business of the country, which has deprived 
a million of men of employment and made hundreds of thousands of 
starving women and children. 

The paramount and overshadowing question, How shall Congress and 
the States so legislate as to prevent the $3,000,000,000 of watered and 
fictitious bonded debt, with its three or four hundred millions of annual 
tax levied on the people of this country, from remaining a perpetual and 

ing burden on all the industries and labor of the people? is met by 
this petition of the board of trade, requesting that this fifteen millions 
of indebtedness shall be approved by Congress and rewarded with a 
gift of the public land by the renewal of a railroad grant which ex- 
pired twenty years and with the power to demand from the set- 
tlers on the, public of the United States from one and a half to 
two millions of dollars as the price of their homes. 

I will print, as a part of these remarks, the following extracts from 
the able speech of the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] on this subject, 
delivered in the Senate yesterday: 

No honest man can read the testimony on the files of the two Houses of 
psy bro taken by the various committees who have from time to time in- 
vestigated the subject, without a feeling of profound indignation and disgust, 
that a vital necessity to the whole country, like our great railroad system, 
should be an instrumentality in the-hands of a few individuals for the sys- 
tematic robbery of all the people of the country. That it isso used is not a 
matter of conjecture, nor does it rest on the assertion ‘of enemies of railroad 
Re gabon ut is shown by the testimony of some of the ablest railroad men 
and experts in the United States, some of whom for years have been engaged 
in the highest branches of railroad administration. .Mr. Henry V. Poor, the 
author of Poor's Manual, to whose testimony before the Senate com- 
mittee I have already adverted, and who will be accused by nobody of un- 
friendliness to railroad corporations, in his statement estimates that of the capi- 
tal stock, bonds, and other cvidences of indebtedness issued by the railroads 
of the United States, amoun: at the close of 1883 to $7,495,471,311, at least 
$2,000,000,000 represents what is known as “ watered stock.” 
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In 1830 there were only 23 miles of railroad in operation in the United States. 
For more than two hun and 


gling and saving up wealth. It is too ow Ésa i tu 


interest in the shape of dividends on the amount thus claimed to be ra 
oe) 5 sees Saye dormer bag an = least ea entero most probably a e 

e arger proportion, of the alleged values tious, bogus, * wate: 
stock '’ does not admit of a doubt or question, ; 

“Watered stock ” means stock created by a stroke of the pen, costing nothing 
except the paper and ‘ink used in making it, and representing not a penny of 
actual capital or value, but which is added to the actual, bona fide stock which 
represents capital,and counted as part of the cost of the railroad, and freight 
and ger rates are fixed high enough to pay dividends upon the whole, 


fictitious as well as real. Through this device honest stockholders aré de- 
frauded and the people compelled to pay nearly double rates for transportation, 
use the corporations im the right to profits or dividends on the en- 


tire stock, “ watered ™” as well as real. This watered stock, representing noth- 
ing but the wrong which created it, stands on the booksof the railroad corpo- 
rations, in the stock markets, everywhere, on the same footing with stock hon- 
estly i rape y See vaus cata the same ho et eter an nye the 
same prices, an people are in trans) ion charges to pay interest 
on it as if it re resented fall and honest cash arava 

Through this process of fraudulently watering railroad stocks a perpetual 
mortgage for an amount greater than entire national debt when at its t- 
est figure after the war, before its reduction was commenced, has been placed 


n the ind of the country, CraoHng From: every person and every pound 
of freight its daily and hourly tribute. In order to give some idea of 
the methods through which stock-watering is performed I here read from the 


m: 

testimony of Mr. Simon Sterns, representing the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation of New York, given before the Senate committee, and found on pages 
78 and 79 of the volume of testimony. 


Mr. F. B. Thurber, of New York, on pages 274 of his testimony, said: 


That if this stock which had planed been largely watered had not again 
been watered “the public would have been $100,000,000 richer and Mr, Vander- 
bilt and his associates $100,000,000 poorer.” ‘ Overcapitalization” is the polite 
designation for this method of plundering the people. 

The same gentleman in his testimony said: * ve capitalization oper- 
ates as a mort; upon the industry of the country whenever the power exists 
to impose rates for transportation which will yield dividends on watered stock.” 
‘The power to impose rates exists universally with the corporations, except in 
the rare cases when competition controlsthem. Pooling, which is now the order 
of the day yy railroads, and is utterly destructive of rend beet gives to 
railroad corporations power to exact fall dividends upon their fictitious watered 
stock. It has become an axiom in railroad administration that when combina- 
tions are possible competition is impossible. 

Corporations which, in violation of official trust, defraud honest stocklolders 
and a aair thepublicin amassing princely fortunes for themselves. Itistogive 
value to this fraudulently issued stock and buoy it on Wall street, that dividends 
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on itare forced by double charges on the public for rtation, and by cutting 
down the wages of labor. In order to keep up the value of stock the charges 
must be sufficient to pay interest on the bonds outstanding, because that must 
be paid first, and then to pay the dividends on the stock, so that the stock and 
bonds constitute the basis for transportation ee 

Mr. J h, of Iowa, a witness before the committee, stated that the aggregate 
of the bon debt and stock of the railroads of Iowa amounted last year, ac- 
tording to official reports, to $253,000,000, while the property of the roads upon 
which they paid taxes was assessed at only $30,000,000, nad that the annual net 
profit of the roads was within a fraction of 5 percent. on the first-named amount, 
or about $12,000,000, which is exactly 40 per cent. net profit on the amount they 
assess for taxes; and it will be remembered that this profit was made during a 
periodof a “pee Se ghee Iread from the testimony, page 1086: 

“ Senator . Did I understand you correctly when I understood you to 
say that the stock and bonded debt amounted to $258,000,000 on your railroads? 

“Mr, JOSEPH. Yes, sir. 

Peono Harris, And that the assessment for taxation was $30,000,000 in the 

“Mr. JOSEPH, Yes, sir. k 

“Senator Harris. A difference of $228,000,000? 

“Mr. JosepH. The assessment is about one-ninth of the sum on which they 
draw revenues.” 

The ent for taxes to the State about one-ninth of the sum on which 
their rates and charges are fixed and on which they draw revenues, This state- 
ment as to the Iowa roads is believed to be equally true as to the proportion of 
“water” in railroad stocks throughout the Southwest. 

Icould multiply quotations to the same effect indefinitely from the mass of 
testimony. before the Senate, but will not consume more time to do so. Itis 
sufficient to say that all the testimony concurs in attributing to overcapitaliza- 
tion, or,in other words; to fraudulently issued stock and bonds known as ` wa- 
tered stock,” all the difficulties surrounding railroad administration, produc- 
ing,as it does, a war between the people and the railroad corporations, the 
former trying to protect themselyes from extortionate rates sought to be en- 
forced by the latter for the purpose of making dividends on fictitious capital, 
or, to speak more accurately, on no capital at all. 

The mystery as to the mode of accumulating the colossal fortunes which in 
the Jast fifteen years have been amassed by 1 railroad men is solved un- 
der the light of the undisputed facts, which show wholesale pillage of the pub- 
lic in the administration of the great transportation business of the country, 
‘These great railroad lines are as necessary to the civilization and commercial, 
social, and political life of the Republic as blood circulation is to the life of 
man, and di X reri f and taint in the latter is no more fatal to physical 
health than corruption and dishonesty in the management of the former is-to 
the health of the body-politic. The duty of the government, State and national, 
is plain. Con should no longer permit corporations in their own in- 
terest to regulate interstate commerce as they now do, to usurp a function 
vested by the Constitution in Congress, but should itself by law regulate it in 
i deg a palia Ia ael s, el ee a paei 
ca e chie! and the hig) u 
which havo chartered the great raion corporations, These owe it to them- 
selves, to their people, to the t right of local sélf-government which needs 
to be vind in this , to take hold of this subject in earnest and deal 
with it as its stupendous importance demands, The power is in their hands to 
apply the remedy, 


I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Public 
Lands 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented a petition of citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for the enactment of a law providing for the redemption of the 
trade-dollar; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of George M. Lyons and other 


members of the George E. Sayles Post, No. 126, Grand Army of the’ 


Republic, praying for legislation that will make more just and equal 
the pensions, and especially of those soldiers who have lost both arms. 
They therefore pray for the passage of Senate bill No. 927, in relation 
to that subject. This, although in all other respects in the form ofa 
petition to Congress, is addressed to me personally. I ask that the 
paper be received and treated as a petition and referred to the Commit- 
` tee on Pensions. , 

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be received and 
so referred, if there be no objection. ' 

Mr. DAWES. I also present the petition of Simon H. White, of 
Hinsdale, Mass., and other farmers in various towns in the county of 
Berkshire, Mass., praying for the passage of the bill introduced in the 
Senate by Hon. WARNER MILLER for the purpose of placing the man- 
ufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. I move the reference of the peti- 
tion to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was : to. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of Lucinda Silver, of New York, 
praying for the passage of a bill extending the time for the filing of cer- 
tain pension claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, HARRIS presented the petition of Catherine White, of Grundy 
County, Tennessee, praying to be reimbursed for certain quartermas- 
ter’s stores taken for and used by the United States Army; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of citizens of Wilmington, Del., 
praying for the redemption of the trade-dollar; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. ° 

He also presented a petition of owners of vessels engaged in the 
United States merchant marine, and others, owners of cargoes carried 
thereon, praying for the passage of the bill to permit the owners of cer- 


tain vessels and the owners or underwriters of cargoes laden thereon: 


to sue the United States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
‘REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims to present 
a supplemental report in regard to the bill (S. 2265) for the relief of 
} Sarah E. E. Perine, widow and administratrix of William Perine. I 
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ask that the report may be printed and that the clerks make the proper 
entry on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed and noted 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Claims I report an 
original bill for the relief of James S. Clark & Co., which I ask to have 
read twice and placed upon the Calendar; and when Order of Business 
213, being the bill (S. 41) forthe relief of the same claimants, is reached 
I shall offer this as a substitute for that bill. 

The bill (S. 2474) for the relief of James S. Clark & Co. was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4837) for the relief of Mary E. Whitehead, submitted 
an adverse report thereom, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2414) for the relief of Miss Eula E. 
Henry, reported it without amendment, andsubmitteda report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2261) for the relief of R. R. Tinsley and Miss Eula E. Henry, moved 
its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 7436) to grant a pension to Mary Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 6568) granting a pension to Henry I. Cartin; 

A bill (H. R. 7253) for the relief of Joseph Guy; 

A bill (H. R. 6247) granting a pension to Mayberry Vance; - 

A bill (H. R. 3304) to restore the name of Abner Morehead to the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 504) granting a pension to Anna Kessinger; 

A bill (H. R. 3640) granting a pension to James T. Irwin; 

i granting a pension to William J. Barker; 
granting a pension to James H. Darling; 
granting a pension to Rebecca Reese McKee; 
granting a pension to Mrs. Alice E. Travers; 
ting a pension to Maria Cunningham; 
ting a pension to Cummins Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 5232) for the relief of Mary Hawhe; and 

A bill (H. R. 5492) granting a pension to Eliza Newman. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred ~ 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, ard 
submitted reports thereon: 


ZE 
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A bill (H. R. 7509) granting a pension to Cecelia C. McKenna; 
A bill (H. R. 5434) granting a pension to Amos C. Wertz; 

A bill (H. R. 3501) granting a pension to Daniel J. Bingman; 
A bill (H. R. 6176) granting a pension to Margaret Mayham; 
A bill (H. R. 6193) granting a pension to Charles Foreman; 

A bill (H. R. 4382) to increase the ion of John F. Chase; 
A bill (H. R. 5411) granting a pension to John Butler; 

A bill (H. R. 7641) granting a pension to Sophronia Witham; 
A bill (H. R. 1945) granting a pension to Jeremiah M. Fitger; 
A bill (H. R. 6266) granting a pension to Philip Arner; 

A bill (H. R. 6147) granting a pensi Frederick Marion; 

A bill (H. R. 4226) for the relief of Samuel Kitzmiller; 

A bill (H, R. 5435) granting a pension to David L. McDermott; 
A bill (H. R. 3645) granting a pension to Sarah Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. san granting a pension to Henry Bollman; and 
A bill (H. R. 6812) granting a pension to Margaret Lucas. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1932) granting a pension to Mrs. M. Augusta Barnes, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 565) for the relief of Joseph H. Maddox and 
others, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of Samuel Noble, of Anniston, Ala., praying compensation for certain 
cotton alleged to have been captured by the United States military au- 
thorities at Savannah, Ga., during the late war, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2475) for the relief of Samuel Noble; 
which was sat twice by its title. 


THE PASSPORT CHARGE. 


Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the m of the President of the United 
States, transmitting a letter of the Secretary of State, in response to a 
resolution of the Senate of May 5, relative to charges for passports to 
American citizens, to report it back and ask that the committee be = 
referred to the Committee on Finance, as it relates to what is practi- 
cally a tax. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be no objection. 


That order will be made if there 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had directed him to return to the 
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Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill (S. 990) to enable the 
State of California to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections found to be mineral lands; and also to return to the Sen- 
ate its resolution agreeing to the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S. 1227) granting an increase of pension to Will- 
iam P. Squires. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message alsoannounced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 

A bill (S. 823) granting a pension to Capt. Elihu Jones; 

A bill (S. 685) granting a pension to Mary Marsh; 

A bill (S. 983) granting a pension to Michae] Daly; 

A bill (S. 1098 granting a pension to H. R. Duke; 

A bill (S. 1253) granting a pension to J. D. Haworth; 
yA bill (S. 1387) for the completion of a public building at Wichita, 

8. 5 

A bill (S. 1405) to provide for the study of the nature of alcoholic 
drinks and narcotics and of their effects upon the human system in con- 
nection with the several divisions of the subject of physiology and hy- 
giene by the pupils in the public schools of the Territories and of the 
District of Columbia, and in the Military and Naval Academies, and 
Indian and colored schools in the Territories of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1420) granting a pension to William Powell; 

-A bill (8. FN granting a pension to Jane Carr; 
A bill (S, 1484) to authorize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Rail- 
‘way to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other pu - 

A bill (S. 1441) granting a pension to M. Romahn; 

A bill (S. 1509) granting a pension to William H. Moore; 

A bill (S. 1539) granting a pension to Eveline Hunt; 

A bill (S, 1830) granting a pension to Mrs. C. A. Bailey; and 

A bill (S. 1850) granting a pension to Mrs, Annie C. Owen. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BOWEN, I introduce a bill granting a pension to Alfred Cum- 
ings, and I wish to state that I accompany it with some papers, one of 
which is signed by Mr. Cumings himself. I call the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions to the fact that the difficulty 
in the ease in the Pension Office was that the identity of the claimant 
could not beestablished. It is possible that his signature may be com- 
pared with that on the pay-rolls of his company, which the committee 
willno doubt be able to get by calling on the Department for them, so 
that i. : missing link in this man’s evidence may be supplied. 

The bill (S. 2476) granting a pension to Alfred Cumings was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2477) making an appropriation 
for the establishment and erection of a military post near the city of 
Denver, in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2478) granting a pension to John 
Wines; which was read twicg by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, r 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2479) granting a pension to Mrs. Ada- 


line P. Loy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | pri 


Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 2480) granting a pension to 
Augustine H. Flood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2481) granting a pension to 
Robert Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

LABOR ARBITRATION. 

Mr. LOGAN submitted an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 7479) to provide a 
method for settling controversies and differences between railroad cor- 
porations engaged in interstate and Territorial transportation of prop- 
erty or passengers and their employés. 


THE GENEVA AWARD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no ‘‘ concurrent or other 
resolutions ’’ the morning business is closed and the Calendar is in or- 


Mr. HOAR. Before the Calendar is proceeded with I should like to 
give notice thatif it beagreeable to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] 
I shall ask the Senate to-morrow morning after the routine business 
is over to take up and sear ed of the bill (H. R. 6661) to provide for 
closing up the business and paying the expenses of the Court of Com- 
missioners of Alabama Claims and for other purposes. I desire that 
the bill shall be disposed of at an early day, and I understand that it 


will be agreeable to the Senator from Iowa to take it up at an early day. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If it be the pleasure of the Senate to con- 
sider the bill to-morrow I shall have no objection. 
Mr. CONGER. Ifit is proposed to take up the bill in the morning 


hour I shall have to object to its being taken up hefore 2 o'clock. T 
do not wish by my silence to give any assent to taking up the bill be- 
fore 2 o’clock. R 

DAVIDSON DICKSON AND OTHERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first case on the Calendar will 
be announced. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 290) for the relief of Davidson Dick- 
son and others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the bill as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was read yes- 
terday and also the report from the Committee on Claims. The pend- 
ing question is on the amendment reported from the commi inline 
13, before the name ‘‘ James A. Ralston,” to insert the words “‘ estate 
of.” so as to read: 

To estate of James A. Ralston, $771.25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Was not the Staten Island bridge bill the regular order 
for this morning? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was left on the Calendar undis- . 
posed of. The pending bill was under consideration at the expiration 
of the morning hour yesterday. Af there be no further amendmentas 
in Committee of the Whole thy’bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to thé Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered 40 be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 


STATEN ISLAND BRIDGE. 


Mr. FRYE. I nfove that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business 259, being on the Calendar two ahead of the bill 
which has just been passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 259, being 
the bill (S. 121) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, and to establish the same 
as a post-road. 

Mr. SEWELL. I shall object to the consideration of the bill in the 
morning hour. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to its consideration, 
notwithstanding the objection. The Senator from New Jersey is ap- 
parently now present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the Senator 
from Maine moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill notwithstanding the objection. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. Í 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 
` The first amendment was, in line 9, after the word ‘‘ Kill,” to strike 
out the words “‘at or near Elizabeth, Union County,” and to insert 
‘from ;’? and in line 10, after the word ‘‘ Jersey,” to strike out the words 
“t and the town of Northfield’? and insert ‘‘to;’’ so as to read: 

That it shall be lawful for the Staten Island Rapid Transit Railroad Company, 
a corporation existing under the Jaws of the State of New York, and the ti- 
more and New York Rail Company, & corporation existing under the laws 
of the State of New Jersey, or either of said companies, to build and maintaina 
dge across the Staten Island Sound, or Arthur Kill, from New Jersey to Rich- 
mond County, New York, for the of railroad trains, engines, and cars 
thereon, and to lay on and over said bri ge railway tracks for the more perfect 
connection of any railroads that are or shall be constructed to the said sound at 
or opposite said point, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 6, after the word ‘‘ than,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty-two;’’ and after the word 
‘tabove,’? in the same line, to insert the word ‘‘mean;’’ so as to read: 

Src. 2. That said bridge shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, with a 
draw over the main channel of the sound at an accessible and navigable point, 
and with spans of not less than 200 feet in length in the clear on each side of the 
central or pivot pier of the draw; and said spans shall not be less than 32 feet 
above mean low-water mark, measuring to the lowest member of the bridge 
superstructure. F 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 1, after the word ‘‘plan,”’ 
to insert the words ‘‘ and location;”’ and in line 5, after ihe word *‘ plan,” 
to insert the words ‘‘and location;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 4. Thatthe plan and location ofsaid ben, pietia adetailed map ofthe sound 
at the proposed site of the bridge and near thereto, exhibiting the depths and 
currents, shall be submitted to the pared A of War for his approval, and until 
he approve the plan and location of said bridge it shall not be built, &c. 

The amendments were to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Are the amendments of the committee throngh 
with? 

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I now desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr.SEWELL. Will my colleague allow me to ask for the reading 
of the report in this case? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
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The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the following report, submitted by 
Mr. Frye February 25, 1886: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 121) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bri across the Staten Island Sound, known as 
pba! Kill, and to establish the same as a post-road, beg leave to report as fol- 
ows: 

This bill makes it lawful for the Staten Island Rapid Transit Railroad Com- 
pany and the Baltimore and New York Railroad Company, corporations exist- 
ing under the States of New York and New Jersey respectively, to construct a 
railway bridge across the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, at ornear 
Elizabeth, N. J., and the town of Northfield, upon Staten Island, New York. 


Mr. FRYE. Right there I wish to say that the latitude of the Sec- 
retary of War has been increased as to the location of the bridge by an 
amendment which has been adopted. 

: Rat Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report, as 
ollows: 


It provides that the bridge shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, witha 
draw over the main channel of the sound at an accessible and navigable point 
and with spans of not less than 200 feet in the clear on each side of the central 
or pivot pierof the draw, and that these spans shall not be less than 32 feet above 
low-water mark measuring to the lowest member of the bridge superstructure. 
The bill further provides that the plan and location of the bridge shall be sub- 
mitte:t to the Secretary of War and receive his approval before it can be con- 
structed. 

The committee gave ample opportunity to all parties interested to present 
their arguments in favor of or against the bill,and,after carefully considering 
the same, now state their conclusions as follows: 

(1) Staten Island Sound, or Arthur Kill, is a tidal water way separating New 
Jersey from Staten Island, New York. The bill does not locate the site of the 
bridge, but leaves the same to be determined by the Secretary of War. It was 
conceded, however, in the arguments before the committee that the point at 
which the railroad companies desired to construct the bridge, if the site chosen 
by them should be approved by the Secretary of War, was near the southern 
border of the town of Elizabetl, where the sound does not exceed 600 feet in 
width. Some of the opponents of the bill did not object to the construction of 
the bridge across the sound, but to the location as chosen by the railroad com- 
panies, The pooni however, are of opinion that the question of the loca- 
tion of the bridge should be left, as it is left by the bill, to the determination of 
the Secretary of War, who will doubtless be governed in his action by the re- 
port of engineer officers thoroughly familiar with the sound,and who are emi- 
neutly qualified to determine what is properly a question of engineering. 

In almost all the acts of Congress authorizing the construction of bridges over 
navigable streams we find that the Secretary of War has been invested with the 
power to locate the bridge and approve the plans thereof, and no sufficient rea- 
on has been presented to the committee warranting a departure from this uni- 

form usage. 

(2) Staten Island Sound is an important water way connecting Newark Bay 
and Kill yon Kull with Raritan Bay, and beg this sound there is carried an 
Landers commerce, The shores on either side in the main are low, flat salt 
meadows. 

The chief commerce of the sound that is to be affected by the construction of 
this bridge is that coming from South Amboy, Perth Amboy, and the Raritan 
River. At South Amboy the Pennsylvania Railroad Company have constructed 
their extensive coal wharves, and at Perth Amboy are found the large piers of 
the Lehigh Valley Railroad Company. The tonnage from South Amboy, as 
shown by the report of Major Gillespie, for the year ending June 30, 1834, was 
2,308,961 tons, being chiefly coal (see page 754); from Perth Amboy, from th 
report (page 754), the tonnage was 2,293,620 tons; this also was chiefly coal. 
From the Raritan River came, first, the tonnage passing through the Delaware 
and Raritan Canal, connecting the Delaware and Raritan Rivers, amounting, as 
shown by that report (pago 756), to 1.272.386 tons; and also the tonnage coming 
from manufacturing and other establishments upon the river and tributaries, 
and which was carried in small sail-boats or small steamers, and shown in the 
same report as 409,939 tons. 

What at’ rete of this entire tonnage passes through the Raritan Bey and 
takes what is known as the outer channel through the Narrows to New York, 
and what proportion of the same passes through the outer channel and yan 
Sandy Hook and up the coast, the committee Lave no accurate means of de- 
termining ; it was, however, conclusively shown to the committee, and indeed 
admitted by all parties, that the commerce from South Amboy, Perth Amboy, 
and the Delaware and Raritan Canal, and which passed up the sound to New 
York Harbor and to ports situated on or near Long Island Sound, was carried 
almostexclusively in eanal-boatsand barges. These boats and barges are placed 
in large tows, sometimes containing, as stated to the committee, 8,000 tons of 
coal, and drawn by tugs. Thecanal-boats or barges coming fromthe Delaware 
and Raritan Canal are brought down the Raritan River in large tows and 
through the draw-bridge of the Central Railroad of New Jersey at the mouth of 
the Raritan River. The draw of this bridge gives a clear water way of 20v feet. 
© The opponents of the bill claim that the construction of the bridge would offer 
serious obstruction to this canal-boat and barge traffic by contracting the width 
of the channel to two clear water ways of 200 feet each; the committee, how- 
ever, are of the opinion that the difficulties anticipated by the opponents of the 
bill will not arise in actual practice. It must be remembered that these canal- 
boats and barges will roay pass under the bridge constructed 30 feet above 
Jaw-water mark without the draw thereof being open, and it was shown to this 
committee that a large proportion of the tugs were provided with smoke-stacks 
of such a height that they could readily pass under the bridge without the open- 
ing of the draw. Moreover, it is a well-known fact that the smoke-stacks of 
these tugs can be so constructed that they can be lowered while passing under 
a bridge, and that this form of construction is quite common, if not almost uni- 
versal, upon the Western rivers, where the boats are frequently uired to lower 
their stacks while passing under bridges constructed without a draw. 

The committee call attention to the fact that the bill does not fix the exact 
height at which the bridge is to be constructed above low-water mark, but pre- 
scribes that it shall be constructed not less than 30 feet above the same, leaving 
to the Secretary of War to determine whether, under all the circumstances, the 
bridge shall be constructed a few feet higher than the minimum prescribed by 
the bill. The committee call attention to the fact that very much of this com- 
merce that will pass through this bridge has not only come through the Dela- 
ware and Raritan Canal, but has come in tows through the 200-foot draw at the 
mouth of the Raritan River. The committee are not aware that a draw of 
greater length than that prescribed by the bill has ever been required by Con- 

ional enactment. The New York and Greenbush Railroad Company's 
-bridge is constructed across the Hudson River, near Albany, with a draw of 170 
feet, and above this draw are made up the large tows of canal-boats coming from 
the Canal and destined to New York, and through it also pass all the large 
steamers plying between New York and Albany. 

The lake commerce of the city of Chicago isaccommodated upon the Chicago 
River, and at least 99 per cent, of the same passes through one w-bridge and 
90 per cent. passes through five draw-brid Over the Chicago River there are 
some thirty-three bridges with draws therein, and none of them, we believe, 


Under the act of Con; 
approved the 8d day of March, 1883, the construction of a bridge of the New 
ork, Boston and Providence Railroad Compay across the Thames River, at 


are of greater width than that provided by the bill. 


or near New London, Conn., was authori: location and plans thereof 
were to be approved by a of Anay and Navy officers d by the 
Secretaries of War and Navy. After full discussion this board has approved a 
plan of a bridge with a draw of substantially the same length as that provided 
in the bill, and through this draw the sound steamers of the Norwich line, 
and large ocean craft, and the United States war vessels destined to the naval 
station, which is situated some%distance above the bridge. Across the Harlem 
Riverin New York bridges have aon $ been constructed and a hey by 
the engineers of the Army with draws of considerably less width the one 
pro by this bill; and under these bridges and through these draws passes 
an immense commerce, as well as the large car floats and tows of the New 
York Central and Hudson River Railroad to the High Bridge terminus of that 
line. 

It is a fact well known that there is scarcely a navigable water way in New 
Jersey which has not been bridged under the authority of the Legislature of 
that State. The large commerce of the city of Newark, with a population of 
150,000 inhabitants, and of its neighboring towns passes through the draws of 
the numerous bridges across the Newark Bay and the Passaic River, and none 
of these draws have a width greater than 80 feet, and the extent and value of 
the commerce and the number of vessels passing through the same is shown by 
the above-mentioned report of Major Gillespie (page 742). All of these bridges 
across the Newark Bay and the Passaic River are so low that the draws are re- 
quired to be opened even for the smallest 

The committee are therefore persuaded that the commerce of Arthur Kill 
can readily through a 200-foot draw. It was shown to the committee that 
there was a ited commerce of smal) oyster-boats and craft of that kind, but 
of course these would have no difficulty in passing through this draw-bridge. 
Very few sea-going vessels pass through the Arthur Kill and only when in tow, 
and it was not seriously claimed that vessels of this character would be aff 
by the construction of this bridge. 

The committee refer to the fact that a bill similar to this received the unani- 
mous approval of the Senate Committee on Commerce at the last session, and 
they also refer to and make a part of this report the report of the Secretary of 
War and the communications of the War Department in regard to the previous 
bill, which contained provisions substantially the same as the one now in 

uestion. They call special attention to the following language of Major 
illespie, of the engineers: 

“The proposed Loipe width of 200 feet on either side of the pivot will be ample 
to prevent inter: ce with the security and convenience of navigation of 
Arthur Kill. It is a comprehensive enterprise, which, if suecessfully carried. 
out, will add greatly to the commercia! character of the island and the adja- 
cent shores, and the bridges may be safely authorized to be built under the re- 
strictions of the bill without any detriment to commerce, present or pro- 


ive. 

In the report of Major Gillespie the Chief of Engineers concurred, and the 
same was approved by the Secretary of War. 

(3) The two corporations which by the bill are authorized to construct this 
bridge are now controlled by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, which 
seeks for its traffic an independent outlet upon New York Harbor. This com- 
pany is one of the trunk lines, so called, controlling some 3,000 miles of 
railway, extending to i 


cinnati, Louisville, and Saint Louis on the southwest, 
and Pittsburgh, Cleveland, Sandusky, and Chicago in the north and northwest. 

This company desires to use the northern and eastern shore of Staten Island 
for its terminus; upon these shores there is ample depth of water for the ac- 
commodation of the largest sea-going vessels. vessels can come direct to 
the piers constructed upon these Staten Island shores and unload their cargoes 
direct into warehouses, whence the same can be loaded directly into cars for 
shipmment to their places of distribution. Terminal charges for lighterage from 
the vessel to the warehouse and again from the warehouse to the railroad will 
thus be saved. The average cost of lighterage in New York Harbor was 
to your committee at 60 cents a ton. The railroad company also propose to 
earry their passenger traffic in fast steamers directly from the northern point of 
the feland to their depot near the Paner in New York city, and which is im- 
mediately connected with the station of the four elevated railroad lines in New 
York. 

The construction of the bridge will therefore serve a very important public 
purpose and accommodate a very large amount of interstate and foreign traffic, 
and will give to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad an independent terminusat 
New York, and will bring into use for commercial pu: the deep-watered 
shore of Staten Island, which forms the southern portion of the New York Har- 
bor, 

(4) The committee are of opinion that the commerce which passes across sueh 
a stream as Staten Island Sound is to be accommodated as well as that which 
passes along it,and,in the langu: of the Supreme Court in the case of Es- 
canaba Company vs. Chicago (107 U. S. Reports, page 6380), “The object of wise 
legislation is to give facilities to both with the least obstruction to either.” This 
we think is accomplished by the provisions of tke bill, Commerce of the rail- 
road can across the sound, commerce of the sound can pass through the 
draws which are ample for every purpose, and the large proportion of thesound 
traffic can pass under the bridge without even the necessity of opening the 
draw and without being obstructed in any substantial degree. 

The committee therefore report Senate bill No. 121 with amendments, and 
recommend its as amended. 

Since this report was prepared the attention of your committee has been called 
to resolutions passed by the Legislature of New Jersey touching the authority 
of Congress in these premises, and in fact denying that authority. They there- 
fore submit their views as to this question. They also annex communieations 
from the Secretary of War. 

The committee does not deem it necessary to enter into an extended discus- 
sion of the power of Congress to pass acts authorizing the construction of bridges 
over interstate water ways. This power has been exercised too frequently to 
be now the subject of serious denial, To cite a single instance,among the 
statutes enacted by the Forty-seventh Con there are twenty-four acts in 
substantially the same terms as the present bill authorizing railroad companies 
to build bridges over navigable rivers within and between States; hardly ases- 
sion of Con passes without similar authority being conferred upon a rail- 
road or bridge company to bridge some navigable stream. 

In 1876 the State of South lina filed a bill in the Supreme Court of the 
United States against the State of Geo and the Secretary of War to prevent 
the United States engineers from building a crib across one channel of the Sa- 
vannah River in order to deepen the others. The court dismissed the biil, and 
in doing so used the following language : 

“ They (the States before the adoption of the Federal Constitution) had ple- 
nary authority to make improvements inthe bed of a river, to divert the water 
from one channel to another, and to plant obstructions in it at their will, but 
the power to regulate commerce conferred by the Constitution is that which 
previously existed in the States. The power to regulate commerce confers the 
control for that pu to the extent necessary of all the navigable rivers of 
the United States which are accessible from a State other than those in which 
they lie; for this purpose they are the public property of the United States, sub- 
ee es all the ya legislation by Congress." (South Carolina vs. Georgia, 

+ 5., page 4. : 
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the court said: 
es a nE eresiel ta the bed ota | aE tenants AOOO 
would be an obstruction. Ep Pe Pec simiay aneo ouse erected on 
the stream to narrow the TREVE 


ora out 
jer of a bridge stan: where vessels now pass.” 
PT is true that retain the 


numerous decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
ich Congress has uniformly In the case of Gillman rs, Phila- 
deiphia (3 Wallace, 713) the court, referring to the construction of bridges, uses 


the fo! 
“The States have ways exercised this power, and, from the nature and ob- 
jects of the two systems of government, they must always pe yrs to exercise 
ject, however, in all cases to the paramount agera Sens ae. when- 
ever power of the State shall be exerted within the ere of commer- 
cial ay which belongs to the nation.” 


x , Congress may ini Sera ig it shall be deemed necessary; by 
general or laws it may bridges over navigable waters, re- 
move offen b. and ordri who shall thereafter erect them. 
Within the sphere of their aut ty both the legislative and judicial power of 
the United States are different doctrine finds no warrant in the 


supreme, 

Constitution and is at abnormal and revolutionary.” 
In a case concerning a license to construct a poao in the Mississippi, the os 
sid, in 1878: ‘‘ Moreover, the United States, ha ying paran paramount control over = 
river, may Aari such license if the State should refuse one.” 


(98 U. S. Apn rir 
Patterson pe eae rear In 1882 the same court said, in the ting 
to the bridge over the O; iver, authorized by both State and the United States, 


that the act of Congress was “the paramount licenso for 1 for ar erectionand mainte- 
nance of the bridge.” (105 U. vial ge 479, vs. United States. 
The authority to construct the bri across the sisi R iver from Counci 
Bluffs to Omaha is derived from the act of Con: i Fe Jair tes! fes 1871, without 
any legislation of the State of Iowa authori rien Boe construction, and the con- 
senon res re ety wa under this act has been declared legal by the Supreme 


The act of Con oof daly 14, 1862 yo sae ited 570), authorized a railroad com- 
pany to construct the bridge over the Ohio River near Steubenville, and makes 
void all provisions of the acts of Ohio or Virginia in con therewith. This 
is a notable of w) authorized a rail puy to —_ 


pany to construct its brides ins 

The committee do not deem it. 
sional action in authorizing bridges, nor to oP at greater nea to the numer- 
ous decisions of the Supreme Court and circuit courts of the United States, in 
which this power is recognized as unquestioned. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington Cily, January 27,1836, 


Sir: I have the sad to tke on Commer the receipt of a letter, dated the 8th 
jason from the Co rst arene ma Senate bill No. 


P nerona Staten 3 pper ie that the Tarnished with 
tgnestions aa may be deemed Scenes Setsahcioe $00 merits of the bill and the 


ia reply 1 ee ws to invite i attention to moos a Te letter, dated the —_ 
Se Seay Fl who em! a 


rt in this 
or Gilles ie, Cone concurrin; ws, and assena d 
mire the orps of Engineers, cones Dridgo and te water be measured 
from the level meant low water, and be made 32 feet, if cable. 


The recommendations of Major Gillespie and of the Chief of Engineers are 
concurred in 
Very opati our obedient servant, 
a nis WM. C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. SAMTEL J, R. MCMILLAN, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, U. 8. Senate. 


OFFICE OF TIIE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, U.S. Anuy, 
Washington, D. O., January 21,1886. 
Sıx: I have the honor to acknowledge the reference to this office for report of 
letter from the Senate Committee on Commerce, by its an Aera J.B. McMillan, 


sion, “to authorize the construction of a across the Staten Sound, 
that ft was referred to Alay. G L. Gillespie, Corps of Eagineecs, who has returned 
that it was to .G. eers, w. return 
itwith a tepore of whiċh the following copy is ally submitted. 

Major G ve oie s views are co’ otha and in addition it is 
recommended the height in the clear between the structure and the 
water be esr bma from the level of mean low water, be made 32 feet, if 


practicable. 
UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, New York, January 16, 1886. 
aowa 


ngress, first session, “ 
ross the Staten Island Sound, acon as Ar- 


& posts 
the same as Senate yh 144i, Fort -eighth Co: first 
is office under dnies eter: | fos 
e. 


a ppa At the fet 
tel tet mroxtanenty, the 
th ny “as fn the the 

nel being 18 to 19 feet M. In the the doe half of the k kill the be savigntle 


are the minimum pam arising from smal 5 dell at pve near 
Perth Amboy excess of 35 feet. By a slight aimo pea the naviga- 
ble depth may y be mt to 20 feet, low 

bill 121, -ninth Co session, pro’ for the construc- 
tion of a pivot draw-' which shall have a width of of not less than 200 
feet in clear on either side of the pivot „anda less than 30 
feet from lower chord to low-water my 5 
all the d of tor commerce of the kill, restri 


of 
struction for the pivot pier such as will cause least interference with the exist- 


constructi 
a | not bi tion affect an 


channel and at the same time will be least obstructive to the 


roposed bridge under the provisions of the bill will 
iterests over which the Government has control. 
Y, ii obedient servant, 
G. L. GILLESPIE, 


Major of Engincers, Bvt. Lieut, Col., United States Army. 
Brig. Gen. Joms NEWTON 
Chief of Engineers, United Slates Army, Washington, D. C. 


The letter from the Senate Committee on Commerce is herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN NEWTON, 


Chief of Engineers, Brig. and Bvt. Maj. General, 


i ; 
ps Ape 

The ion of the od 
ery 


Hon, W. C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War, 


War DEPARTNENT, Washington City, March 7, 1834. 
Sim: In returning herewith the copy of bill S. 1447, “A bill to authorize the 


eonstruction of certain bridges across the Staten Island Sound, known as Ar- 
thur Kill or Kill von Kull, and to establish the same as ” which was 
referred from the Senate Committee on Commerce for views of this De: m 


ment thereon, I haye the honor to inclose herewith a report of the Chief of En- 
ean ag en embod: a copy of a report upon the subject of 
by Maj. G. L. Gillespie, Corps of Engineers, New York, dated the 28th 


The views presented gén or Gillespie, in which the Chief of Engineers ex- 
prone his concurrence, a (oa get is by this Department, 
ery respectfull ur obedient servant, 
aia - ROBERT T, LINCOLN, 
Secretary 


of War. 


ultimo. 


Hon, S. J. R. MCMILLAN, 
Chairman Commitiee on Commerce, Uniled States Senate. 


OFFICE or CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES Army, 
Washington, D. C., March 4, 1834 
Sim: I have the honor to return herewith (S. 1447) “A bill to authorize the 
construction of certain bridges across the Staten Island Sound known as Ar- 
thur Kill, and to establish the same as post-roads,” referred to the War Depart- 
ment for its views and ms from the Committee on Commerce of the 
Senate of the United States, and thence to this office, and to invite attention to 
the es copy of the report thereon of Maj. G. A Gillespie, Corps of En- 


It wil will be observed that Reg atic Nery nb sees no objection to the construction 
of draw-bridges as provided Image needy So to spanning the highway 
oars grasigis bya ge with ret bea spans having the elevation spec! in 


[Second indorsement.] 
UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, New York, February 28, 1884. 
Respectfully returned to the Chief of Engineers, United States Army. That 
there may be no mistake ng to the water way mentioned as “Staten Island 
Sound,” I take occasion to in the beginning that the navigable channel 
known by that name is lite ya, wuciunlvely. to the narrow and tortuous water 
t | fide om the New Je Arthur Kill, which separates Staten Island on the west 
side from the New Jersey shore, and extends from Elizabethport to Perth Am- 


boy, N. J. 
The name Kill von Kull is reserved solely for the sonning paaa between 
È | ope aw Fork Rey Bay and Newark Bay, separating Bergen Neck on the north 


south, 
The bridges mentioned in Senate bil bill 1447, Forty-eighth Congress, first session, 


are proposed to be over Arth ur Kille on at or below Elizabethport, N. 
J., ind Une oihar ab or ADON Faith ADDO 

‘Arthur Kill is the grand eee ch the, local commerce of the several 

ports streams on the west side of Staten Island, as well as for the interstate 

passing south and west through the Delaware and ki 

which connects the tan River at New B N. J., with the Delaware 

River at Trenton, N. J. This canal is one of ne cipal links of the chain of 

in! navigation of the 4 ig vaca sap 9 a minimum depth of 8 feet 

and its annual ariani non 't ximately ; less of late 

years than form apie bale had ough its importance as a 

water way is not im 


The draws Which ore desacibel in the bill are sufficiently wide to meet all 
the requirements of commerce along the route over which the bridges are to be 


built. 

I do not approve the spanning of any important navigable highway bt groped 
to the sea, which is now or may hereafter bo utilized by seagoing ve 
bridge with continugus even if Hs 
high as 100 feet above Sortie ig Sepa and 


draw. 

No such condition existson Arthur Kill, and while the existing sour of wate 
pa animaag ee ene ee ee the first class, yet the stream is capable 
of ere hades roved whenever commerce demands it, For 

is reason the should provided with draws. The pro) 
width of 200 pM ny eitherside of the vot will be ample to pre 
tion of Arthur i. 

von Kull, the Central Railroad of 


one of 65 feet, and the Pennsylvania Railroad, in the 
of Newark, has one of 75 feet. 

Eailroad ew Jersey, whose tracks cross Raritan River near 

the canal, after a lengthy controversy with the 


eae same as propone ta in this 


tor nioa to bel Bait it io itis args nies 
w. 
wr = cake terprise, which, if successfull ied out, will add 
a com: ve eni w carr out, w 
to the commercial character of the island and the adjacent shores, and 

e may be safely authorized to be built under the restrictions of the bill 
without‘any detriment to commerce, present or prospective. 
The papers are herewith returned. 

G. L. GILLESPIE, 


Major of En zineers, Brt. Lieut. Ool., U. S. A. 
I soomus in these ore Ro en A] 
Very respectfully, your o! nt servan 
Snes Sine Roa AA a ee O SA 
neers, ‘a. 
Hon, ROBERT T. Lixcony, 
Secretary of War. 


1886. 
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OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES Army, 
Washington, D. C., April 17, 1884. 
Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the reference to this office on the lith 


© inst. of the letter of Hon. W. P. FRYE, of the Committee on Commerce of the 


United States Senate, inclosing S. 1447 “to authorize the construction of certain 
bridges across the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill or Kill von Kull, 
and to establish the same as post-roads,” and certain papers relating thereto, 
and to state that it was referred to Maj. G. L, Gi ie, of Engineers; who 
has returned it with the report of which the following is a copy. 3 
Major Gillespié's views appear to be just and proper, and are concurred in. 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER'S OFFICE, 
New York, April 15, 1884. 

Respeotfully returned to the Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 

The intent of the act, as I understand it, is to authorize at this time the con- 
struction of a railroad bridge over the navigable waters of Arthur Kill, the Sec- 
Hoy? bi War having the reserved right, in the interest of commerce, to dictate 
the character and arrangement of the bridge in all its parts. 

The petition submitted with Mr. Bonnett’s paper has been carefully consid- 
ered, The east bank of Arthur Kill, on the northern side of Staten Island, ex- 
tending south to Fresh Kills, is a wide marsh land, with but little variation in 
its eleyation for adistance from the shore line of over2 miles. Ifthe lower 
chord ofthe bridge proposed to be built near Elizabethport be placed at 135 feet 
aboye high water the approaches to the bridge would be over OnE and high 
trestie-work, which would have so steep a de as to make the pro 
ably unfitted for giving rapid transit to the towns on the island and on the 
west bank, or for convenient connection with railroads. 

The 135-feet contour of the island along the proposed railroad line on the north 
shore does not extend westward of Factoryville. At the southwestern point of 
the island the nd is higher than on the north shore; on the ridge above 
Tottenville the 100-feet contour appears on a single rise, but this is an exception; 
all the rest of the ground in the vicinity is much lower. 

The low character of the land adjacent to Arthur Kill therefore compels, with 
rapid transit in view, the construction of low bridges; and that they may not 
obstruct navigation, draws must be A si ati the exact width and arrangement 
of which can be definitely stated oy ae a careful survey of the water course 
has been madè, including the dete ion of the strength and directions of the 
current. A clear width of not less than 200 feet in the channel aed berger Ener 
ee provided for in the act, is, with my present Leber 2 deemed cient 
for the requirement of the commerce of Arthur Kill, and the ay. ye Eryn 
may, itis taought, be built without Torann injuriously with flow of 
tide, or without increasing the dangers to navigation due to ice which forms in 
the kill or which is driven there by winds and currents, 

The relation of the paes to the tides, ice floes, and other matters involving 
the rights of commerce will engage the attention of the examining officers des- 
Lane by the Secretary of War, after the bridge company shall have presented 

rawings and 3 of the plans proposed. 

The examination will include not only the bridges proper and the n 
width of draws, but their sites and the sites and arrangements of the piers with 
reference to the navigation of Arthur Kill in all its bearings. 

The papers are herewith returned. 

G. L, GILLESPIE, 


Major of Engineers, Bvt. Lieut, Col., U. 8. A. 
The letter of the Hon. Mr. FRYE is herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN NEWTON, 


Chie, Engine Brig. and Bet, |. Gen. 
Hon. Rozerr T. LINCOLN, ES ARRS DN al 
Secretary of War. 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, A 19, 1884. 
Sm: Referring to your letter of the 10th instant, inclosing bill S. 1447, ANA 
ngress, first session, a bill “to authorize the construction of certain 
dges across the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill or Kill von Kull, 
and to establish the same as post-roads,”’ together with a petition from Mr. P. 
Bonnett and other shore-owners, and also returning for consideration in con- 
nection with petition referred to a report, dated the 4th ultimo, from the 
Chief of Engineers, embodying a report on this bill from Maj. G. L. Gillesp: 
Corps of Engineers, I haye the honor to invite your attention to the 
report of April 17, 1834, from the Chief of rs, embodying a oy,” e Da 
report, dated the 15th instant, from Maj. G. L. Gillespie, Corps of Engineers, 
whose views as expressed therein are concurred in by the Chief of Engineers, 
The inclosures to your letter are herewith returned. 
Very ully, your obedient servant, = 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, Secretary of War. 
Hon. WILLIAM P, FRYE, : 


Chairman of subcommittee of Committee on Commerce, 
United Staies Senate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire. to offer an amendment to the pending 
bill which I think will commend itself to every member of the Senate. 
I have not formulated my amendment exactly in the shape I desire to 
present it, but I will state, first, that I p to strike out the word 
*‘ bridge” wherever it occurs in the bill and to insert the word “‘ tun- 
nel.’’ I propose also to strike out all of the second section which pro- 
vides the machinery by which the draw shall be closed and opened. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator propose—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I care nothing about the amendment offered 
by the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The Chair understands the Senator 
proposes to strike out the word ‘‘ bridge’ wherever it occurs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I propose to amend the bill according to the 
copy I have sent to the desk, including the amendments made by the 
committee. ; F 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill, and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That it shall be lawful for the Staten Island Rapid Transit Railroad Company, 
a corporation existing under the laws of the State of New York, and the 
more and New York Railroad Company, a corporation existing under the laws 
of the State of New Jersey, or either of said companies, to build and maintain a 
tunnel under the Staten Island Sound, or Arthur Kill, from New Jersey to Rich- 
mond County, New York, for the passage of railroad trains, es, and cars 
thereon, and to lay in said tunnel railway tracks for the more 
of any railroads that are or shall be constructed to the said sound at or opposite 
said point; and in case of any litigation concerning any Spbaruckioa to 
the free navi ion of said sound on account of said tunnel, the cause may be 
tried before circuit court of the United States of either of said States in w. 
any portion of said obstruction or tunnel touches; and that all rail compa- 
nies desiring to use the said tunnel shall haye and be entitled toequal rights ead 


ci 


privileges in the passage over the and in the use of the machinery and fixt- 
ures thereof and of all the for a reasonable compensation to 
be paid to the owners of said under and upon such terms conditions 
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route, upon which also no higher be for the transmission over 
the same of the mails, the troops, and munitions of war of the United States 
than the rate mile paid for th n over the railroads or public 
ie a eat to said tunnel; — the Urey — shall have the right of 
way for postal-telegraph rough said tunnel. 

Zo. 3. That the plan Sad aae of said tunnel, with a detailed map of the 
sound at the p site of the tunnel and near thereto, exhibiting the depths 
and current be submitted to of War for his approval, and 


e tary 
until he approve the plan and location of said tunnel it shall not be built; but 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, in obedience to the instructions 
of my State, whose behests I respect, and in behalf of the interests of 
free and unobstructed commerce u the water ways of the country, 
which are the people’s ways and their only relief against unjust rail- 
road exactions, I shall vote against the passage of this bill unless prop- 
erly amended. 

The bill now before the Senate is misleading in its title, It should 
be entitled a bill to destroy water ways in the interest of railways. 
With all due respect to the honorable committee who reported this bill, 
and I do respect each and every member of said committee, I venture 
as my opinion that with all the facts before it there is not another legis- 
lative committee of any progressive nation on earth that would fora 
moment entertain such a asthis bill contains. I take it, there- 
fore, the committee have not given the facts as they exist, and trust 
that when the facts are stated even the committee itself will agree to 
the amendments I have offered. 

The bill itself proposes to give ostensibly to the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad the right to bridge Staten Island Sound, an = of the sea, 
and is the sea itself, to an island in front of it, by a cture which 
when built willof necessity obstruct commerce. The bridge is not for 
the use of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad solely, but for the use of 
any and all railroads who desire to use it, and all railroads can and will 
use it who think they will be benefited by its use. So, therefore, my 
opposition is not alone to one railroad but to all railroads, except the 
crossing be by tunnelor a suitable bridge structure that will not impair 
the navigation of the stream. 

New Jersey hails with delight the advent of any and all new rail- 
way lines, from whatever source they spring or whatever name they 
bear, ing access to the State and the terminal facilities she enjoys. 
In that State the franchise is free and the liberty to build railroads 
absolute and unrestricted, Although not first in the advance, at last, 
however, the iron hi that great apostle of liberty and enterprise, is 
given more freedom in New Jersey than anywhereelse. No Jaws more 
liberal for the construction of railroads can be found upon the statute- 
books of any State in the Union. 

While New Jersey has been more than liberal to the railroad lines 
that have sought to cross her territory, she has at all times defended 
her water courses from aggressions of every kind with a force and vigor 
that would be creditable and profitable for the Federal Government to 
imitate. : R 

New Jersey has nearly 30 milesof water front contiguous to New York 
Harbor (including the 12 miles of Arthur Kill), all of which is available 
for terminal facilities for all the great railroad lines which stretch far 
and wide over the continent, developing its industries and which seek 
their outlet at the sea. 

The New Jersey shore is the point at which imports and exports meet 
for ex The steamship lines to and from all parts of the 
world here meet the vast system of railroads and inland water routes, 
and cargoes are exchanged with the least possible expense for handling. 
It was to preserve intact and free from obstruction this Arthur Kill and 
the Kill von Kull and other great streams that she required that all 
railroads should gain the consent of her Legislature before the stream 
could be bridged. It was not so much to prevent the crossings as to 
control the manner of the crossings. 

If Arthur Kill and the Kill von Kull were the property of any Eu- 
ropean nation it would ere this have expended untold millions upon 
it, converting it intoaship-canal for vessels of the largest size. Nature 
has done its full share, leaving it to the hand of man to fashion and 
improve it to meet the demands of increasing commerce and national 
development. ` 

The bill authorizes the construction of a bridge over this sound to _ 
Staten Island shore at a point where the sound is only 600 feet wide, _ 
providing for a center pier in the middle of the stream to accommodate 
a railroad which desires to cross the stream, follow up the opposite 
shore, and locate its depot 2 miles above on the same stream, not- 
withstanding the resulting infinite distress of the water route and two 
great railroads whose depots are located on the Jersey shore, and all of 
which are the competitors of the railroad which seeks this legislation. 
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It is said that Staten Island should have rapid transit, that the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad should have the right to establish its terminal 
on Staten Island if its own and the public interest requires it. In both 
cases true, very true, and neither the State of New Jersey nor myself 
will place any obstacle in the way, provided the crossing be made in 
such manner as not to defeat and destroy a much greater public interest. 

It is claimed by some of the ablest lawyers and jurists in the country 
that Congress has no constitutional right under the circumstances as 
here presented to authorize the construction of this bridge. 

Withoutaffirming or denying the existence of such power in Congress— 
as the Supreme Court has never recorded its decision ina similar case—I 
am ready, however, to admit that the tendency of its decisions of late 
has been in the direction of enlarging the scope of Congressional power, 
and to this extent restricting the authority of the States even in matters 
over which the States claimed exclusive control. Even the Senate it- 
self, whose membersare the representatives of States, seems to have for- 
gotten the teachings of the fathers, and has already taken gigantic 
strides toward a centralized government, denying to the States even the 
control of its municipal affairs. 

I need not therefore waste the time of the Senate in discussing the 
constitutional power to do this thing, but will leave the discussion with 
others so disposed and better equipped than myself to deal with the 
constitutional phases of the case. However, let me remind the Senate 
that the propriety or necessity of a bridge only 30 feet high and having 
a center pier is not a question for the discretion of the court but for 
the discretion of Congress, The means or instrumentalities by which 
the power granted should be executed is a Congressional power and 
should be exercised with extreme caution. 

Tam well acquainted with the location and business upon this water 
way. The 16,000,000 tons which annually pass the sound and Arthur 
Kul consist of coal, lumber, iron-ore, clay, brick, and all kinds of heavy 
material used by manufacturing establishments located on the banks 
of the sound, together with the vast traffic of the rivers and streams which 
enter into it, all of which have been made navigable by the Govern- 
ment, to wit, the vast traffic of the Passaicand Hackensack Rivers, upon 
which are located the great manufacturing cities of Newark, Paterson, 
Passaic, Hack@msack, and other towns of less importance as manu fact- 
uring centers. á ; 

Large smelting works and other important manufacturing industries 
have been established on the banks of these rivers and streams. Then 
comes the Elizabeth River, made navigable by the bounty of the Gov- 
ernment to the city of Elizabeth; the Rahway River, made navigable 
to the city of Rahway; the Raritan River, made navigable to the city 
of New Brunswick, and by internal water communication furnishing 
an interior water route as faras Pamlico Sound on the south. The vast 
clay interest, which furnishes material for a large proportion of the pot- 
tery manufactured in the United States, is mainly transported through 
this channel, and reaches the channel through Reesh Kill, Richmond, 
Woodbridge, Cheesequake, and Whale Creeks, all of which have been 
dredged and improved by the Government to meet the requirements of 
this trade. It will thus be seen that the major part of the traffic 
through this sound is of the coarser and weightier material, which will 
not bear rail transportation. 

The extent and importance of this traffic is simply enormous, em- 
ploying over one hundred thousand vessels, carrying 16,000,000 tons of 
products, with an estimated value of over $60,000,000—a tonnage 
greater than the entire foreign commerce of the port of New York and 
much greater than the foreign tonnage of Philadelphia and Baltimore 
combined; and, with the exception of the single article of coal, the ton- 
nage of the sound is greater than the entire tonnage of the six great 
trank lines of railway having their termini in New Jersey. It is esti- 
mated that over thirty thousand people find employment in the navi- 
gation of this natural water way, made by nature’s God for man’s use, 
and upon which, together with its feeders, the Government has already 
expended nearly $1,000,000. 

The tonnage of the Suez Canal in 1883, which cost to build over 457,- 
000,000 francs, was less than half the tonnage of the sound during that 
year. The tonnage of the Detroit River, of which I will speak here- 
after, was in 1872 about 9,000,000 tons. Compared with the tonnage 
of the Erie Cangl, consisting of like bulky and weighty products, the 
comparison stands as follows: Erie Canal in 1885, 5,000,000 tons, or less 
than one-third of the tonnage of the sound. 

Pursuing thécomparison further, we find that theestimated tonnage 
of the Panama or Nicaragua canal, or the interoceanic ship-railway, 
estimated to cost, severally, from two to five hundred millions of dol- 
lars, will be less than the present tonnage upon this sound. 

Let it now be remembered that the stream through which this im- 
mense commerce is an arm of the sea, in short the sea itself. 
The point at which this proposed bridge is to be built is only 600 feet 
in width, and in the very middle of the channel a center pier is to be 
located, upon which the draw is to rest, and the channel is to be re- 
stricted 200 feet in width, thereby placing serious restrictions upon the 
commerce of the stream for the immediate accommodation of a single 
railway company, which, after allowing said railway its full share of the 
traflic to New York, will notcarry overthis bridge one-tenth of the traffic 
which now passes upon the waters below the proposed bridge. Again, 


starting from Pamlico Sound onthe south, this great internal water way 
is a direct competitor for almost every mile of said distance with the 
Baltimore and Ohio system, which seeks by the proposed legislation to 
cripple the water route. 

Again, the Pennsylvania system has its terminal at South Amboy; 
the Lehigh Valley at Perth Amboy, and the New Jersey Central at 
Elizabethport, each of which is upon the banks of the sound on the 
Jersey shore, all of which are competing lines with the Baltimore and 
Ohio, and any obstruction to their commerce will tend to lessen active 
competition. In addition to the obstructionsstated to the business of 
rival lines, very extensive manufacturing establishments have been 
built upon the Jersey shore, witha es yet commerce greater than 
that of any single railway in the United States. I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, which I wish to have read, a letter from the Standard Chemical 
Company, whose works are located on the sound, and which contains 
much valuable information. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


OFFICE OF STANDARD CHEMICAL COMPANY, 
New York, April 9, isso. 

Dear Str; We have in Union County, New Jersey, an extensive investment 
in land and manufacturing plant on Arthur Kill, which stream forms a part of 
the channel between Staten Island and New Jersey. This safe and sheltered 
inland water way has, within the past ten years, madea wonderfully progressive 
advance incommercial importance. The two drawbacks which in the past have 
hindered its development were shoalness of water for a certain distance in New- 
ark Bay and narrowness for a mile or so in frontof the city of Elizabeth, where 
in summer there is scarcely room for the crowd of traffic, and where in winter 
there is a strong tendency for ice to collect and jam. 

The United States Government has since 1873 done much to remedy the first 
difficulty in the way of the profitable use of this channel by excavating Mag hdr F 
the shoals of Newark Bay a passage 13 feet deep at low water andv400 feet in 
width, such channel being a necessity for existing trafic. (Ste report Secretary 
of War, 1834, volume 2, part 1, page 742.) 

In 1879 this dredging work was so far advanced that this company geemed it 
safe to crect large works just south of Elizabeth, Daily communication with 
New York is a matter of prime necessity with us, and we note that our business 
has not been interfered with by ice, except fora few days ata time during the 
severe cold spells of the winters of 1835 and 1886. The passage of large passen- 
ger steamers and heavy tugs with tows breaks up all ordinary ice, and the rapid 
tidal flow of Arthur Kill disperses this formation in the wide expanse of New- 
ark and Raritan Bays. Attimes we have done our part in keeping this channel 
clear by running our own steamer, the Advance, backward and forward from 
our docks to Newark Bay. We regard with apprehension the favorable report 
of Senate bill 121, a bill that would authorize the building of a draw-bridge 
just north of our works where the kill is only 635 feet wide. 

Such. a structure, even when provided with two openings of 200 feet cach, 
would completely change the character of this water way. At times it would 
so collect the ice as to render all our efforts to break through of no avail. It 
would throttle the flow of the tide where it now has to through the nar- 
rowest section of this extensive channel, and thus create in many above 
and below it a shoaling of the water. It would be ruinous to profitable 
prosecution of the great towing busine*s that now uses this highway of neces- 
sity. It would even seriously impede large vessels in tow from passing safely 
except atslack-water, Thus our location would be reduced from a situation on 
a free and unobstructed “arm of the sea’ to one scarcely better than upon an 
artificial dock with tidal gates, 

We are surprised that any engineer should pronounce such a bridge equal to 
the requirements of existing commerce, much more that it should be said that it 
could “be safely authorized to be built, without any detriment to commerce, 
present or prospective.” 

Since the United States Government took away the main obstacle to this re- 
markable highway—the shoal in Newark Bay—we have located our works upon 
its shores, occupying about 1,000 feet out of total New Jersey shore front, be- 
twéen Elizabeth and Perth Amboy, of about 12 miles. To this 1,000 feet the 
privileges of a free and unobstructed navigation have brought an interstate 
commerce of 25,000 tons per annum. Four other establishments, averaging 
about the same business that we do, have taken advan of the same facilities 
to extend that great commerce that is now centering in the vicinity of New 
York, and there is every reason to suppose that this entire shore will in the near 
future be lined with commercial establishments, to which the free use of the 
water way is the most important condition. Here, then. is a prospective com- 
merce of 1,500,000 tons per annum, far greater than any railway can ever expect 
to carry across the stream. 

We hope that no bill will ever be authorized in Washington, Trenton, or else- 
where that would allow the clear water way of this. stream to be reduced to a 
width of less than 500 feet by any bridge structure, or without having a provision 
regarding height and width of draw, admitting of safe passage of vessels with 
lofty masts through the same. 

Respectfully, yours, 
STANDARD CHEMICAL COMPANY. 

Hon. bo R. MCPHERSON, 


ted States Senator, Washington, D. O. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I will now read the statements of Mr. W. T. 
Meredith, of New York, Mr. D. C. Chase, and Mr. Isaac L. Fisher, presi- 
dent of the Steam and Sail Vessels’ Association, all intelligent men, in 
respect of this matter: 


[New York Herald, February 8, 1888.) 
BLOCKING THE KILLS—HOW THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO’S BRIDGE WILL AFFECT 
NEW YORK—A SOURCE OF DANGER AND DELAY—INTERVIEWS WITH VESSEL- 
OWNERS WHO OPPOSE THE BRIDGE—A RAILROAD'S SELFISH ENTERPRISE. 


The general public seems to-be entirely ignorant of the inland water way to 
the south of New York Harbor and its valueto the commerce of the country and 
the people of New York. The Herald lays before its readers to-day some in- 
formation rding the navigation of the Arthur Kill Sound, of the disastrous 
manner it will be affected by the building of the proposed bridge between the 
Jersey shore and Staten Island. 


SECOND ONLY TO THE EAST RIVER. 


“The importance of the Arthur Kill Sound to the commerce of New York,” 

id Mr. William T. Meredith, of No, 58 Wall street, "is second only to that of 
the East River. Arthur Kill Sound carries every year more freight than the 
combined foreign shipments of Philadelphia and jtimore. The Clyde lines, 
the other freight lines to the South, the coal trafiic of the doce babar cae and Le- 
high railroads from Perth and South Amboy all pass over this highway. It 
would be no greater outrage on the commerce of New York to build a cheap 


` immense weight forging along at such a great 
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spile with a draw across the East River to the north of Blackwell's Island than 
it would be to block up Arthur KN Sound with the same kind of structure.” 

What evidence is there that the spile bridge with a draw would obstruct the 
navigation of the sound? 

“The evidence of the towboat companies,” replied Mr. Meredith, “ followin 
the water of the south of New York; the reduction of the tonnage of the Rari- 
tan Canal by more than one-half in consequence of the building of the Raritan 
Bridge at the lower end of the Arthur Kill Sound, a structure very similar to 
that which itis proposed to throw across from New Je to Staten Island. 
Besides this, the common sense of every man teaches him t a bridge so low 
that a draw is required to admit the passage of vessels is an obstruction ina 
crowded stream, How would New York get along with a drawbridge across 
the Hudson 2 miles above the city?” 


T ROW THE BRIDGE WILL BE BUILT. 


Mr. D, C. Chase, president of the Delaware and Raritan Canal Steam Towing 
Company, was found at his office, No. 129 Broad street. Upon beingasked togive 
his opinion on the present proposed spile-bridge he said: “Already much has 
been said about the enormous traffic of the stream across which the bridge is to be 
built. We all know that a bridge of some kind or other is to be constructed, and 
all that navigators, whether steam lines, oystermen, or traders, want is a bridge 
that will not interfere with that traffic. Few know that over one hundred thou- 
sand vessels a year pass up and down the Arthur KillSound. These carry coal, 
iron, sand, brick, and almost every variety of freight. The trade is very large, 
there being 13,500,000 tons of freight carried every year. The value of this freight 
is from $4 to $100 a ton, 

“The center pier, constructed of driven spiles,” explained Mr. Chase, “ is to be 
550 feet in Jength, which, with the cribbing or cee at each end, will probabl 
be 570 feet in all. It is to be about 65 feet in width. The stream at this point 
narrow, being only 600 feet from shore to shore. As spile piers are to be built 
out from both shores, the width of the draw, when open, will be only 225 feet. 
At the place in question there are strong cross-currents, and the runs about 
4 miles an hour, Thus a tow coming toward New York loaded with 8,000 tons, 
not an unusual cargo, and being towed by steam, moves along with the tide at 
a rate of speed of from 7 to 8 miles an hour, Should the draw be closed or shut 
in the face of such a tow, as will often be the case, there is no power on earth 
that can check the loaded boats from regina | into the center pier; and the 

eadway will eause the boats to 
crash up inst each other, and not only ran a chance of being wrecked; but do 
considerable damage to the bridge. Any one acquainted with the towing traffic 
on this stream knows this will be the case, as the stream at the point where 
es bridge is to be built is too narrow to admit of long tows being turned and 
ecked, 
THE REAL POINT AT ISSUE, 


“The real point at issue is whether the bridge shall or shall not be such a 
structure as will leave the navigation of Arthur Kill Sound free. The Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad Company propose to build a bridge costing only $350,000, 
with a draw affording a way 225 feet wide from the center pier to either 
side, at an elevation of 30 fect above the water, At the point where it is pro- 

to locate the bridge the sound, though deep, is only 600 feet in width. I 

have talked with a num of expert bridge-builders on the subject, and there 

ean be no doubt that an expenditure of $750,000 would build a bridge witha 

single span of 600 feet from shore to shore at a height of 70 feet above the water, 

and this would leave the navigation of the sound comparativelyfree. President 

Cleveland, in his message to Congress, refers to this very question of the con- 
struction of bridges over navigable waters. 

“Nowhere else in the country would such a bridge be tolerated as the Balti- 
more and Ohio is now preparing to construct over a great water way for a paltry 
cost of 000. This bridve question seems to be looked upon in New York as 
only a good joke on New Jersey. Butif this cheap draw-bridge be built New 
York will find it more than a joke against her sister State. Te will be an ob- 
struction to her own commerce. Public attention should be directed to the right 
of the people to demand a structure costing from $750,000 to $1,000,000, and New 
York should look to it carefully that no bridge across Arthur Kill Sound by act 
of Congress which will interfere with her commerce, as the proposed spilc-bridge 
with a draw will certainly do, should be constructed. y 

The whole country should rise against this contemplated outrage. No pier 
or any su) ructure should be bniltin navigable waters. The Government 
has already expended $848,000 in removing obstructions in this Frage and pro- 
pose to spend upward of $2,000,000 more for the same purpose. The center pier 
of itself will be a greater obstruction to navigation than all the obstructions 
which have been or will be removed. There is no other inland water route 
from New York tothe South and West, and no one State is more interested in 
this matter than another, The secret is that the Baltimore and Ohio desire to 
block up the water traffic that they may control the business themselyes,” 


THIRTY THOUSAND NAVIGATORS TO SUPFER. 

Mr. Isaac L, Fisher, president of the Steam and Sai! Vessels’ Association, was 
next called upon at his oflice, No. 14 South street. “I have only the interest of 
the navigator at heart,” said he. “I speak for no corporation. The est 
interest of all in this matter is that of the men who earn their bread and butter 
on the stream of water in question. The number of vessels plying through tiie 
Kills is annually increasing. One hundred thousand passed up and down from 
this city through the Kills and Arthur Kill last year, 

“Al ther there are ten thousand different vessels employed in the Arthur 
Kitt ic, They average three men each; the oyster-boats and vessels carry- 
ing bricks employ six to eight hands; the canal- about two. Altogether 
thirty thousand men earn a living on these waters; besides this 30 per cent, of 
these men carry their families with them, Block up the stream with a bridge 
at the place selected by the railroad and these men must necessarily suffer, The 
whole plan of navigation in the sound will have to be changed, thereby castin 
a heavy burden upon all employed in it. The tugboat men, who must Serrana i 


for dam: to the vessels and cargoes towed, will not take additional risks with- 
out additional compensation. The carrier will ask increased rates to mect the 
ine rates charged. The shippers, in orderto protect themselves, must pay 


increased rates of insurance, for underwriters will advance their ratesor the 
increased risk,all of which must ultimately be borne by the consumer, If 
granted, this cheap water route so conspicuously mentioned by Colonel Gillespie 
in his report of 183 will be ruined, and many thousand men who earn their liy- 
ing upon this stream of water will be driven off, because a single corporation, 
in order not to change their plans, insist upon choosing a that will ruin the 
sound. The bridge can be built so as not to interfere with the commerce, and 
it ought to be if built at all, 


THE DRAW WILL RARELY BE CLOSED, 


“The bridge bill provides,” continued Mr. Fisher, “that the draw shall be 
opened promptly upon reasonable signals, except when trains are passing over 
it, That section is delusive. When a train is about due that draw would not 
be turned until the train had passed over it, for all the vessels in the country. 
In all fairness, how could a vessel running with the tide, and often hampered 
by the fogs prevalent thereabouts, avoid colliding with the bridge under such 
conditions. It is so at every railroad drawbridgs, and itis that which makes 
them so objectionable and gerous. For the safety of the traveling public 
alone, they should all be built without a draw, especially where it is as practi- 
cable as in this case, I honestly believe that the draw in this bridge built as 
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proposed will be open seven-tenths of the time, because the work that is now 

done in bulk will of necessity be divided in many parts.” 

i hance scheme, then, do you suggest for bridging the Arthur Kill? was asked 
y the reporter, 

“Let the railroad people move below Morss Creek, vut 4,500 feet, to a spot 
known as Buckwheat i where the current runs true and fair, the center 
abutment being placed on the island and the bridge constructed 70 feet above 
high-water mark, so that all vessels can pass under the span.’ 

And Buckwheat Island—— 

“Yes, of course. Mr. Wiman’sstatement has been read that the island is only 
25 feet square, while as a matter of fact it contains over 2 acres, being 600 feet in 
length and 160 feet in width, these figures being upon the sworn state- 
ment of the engineer of the riparian commission.” 

THE OYSTERMEN’S OPINION. 

The reporter then followed the water's edge and talked with over twenty own- 
ers of oysier-boais and their captains. They allseemed to be aware of the tra 
that was about to be sprung on them. One of the oldest captains said: “We 
have only recently learned that the sound was to be blocked by driven spiles. 
The bridge people bad better build a dam across Arthur Kill and be done with 
it. If nature had placed such an obstruction in the middle of the channel at the 
point suggested the Government would have been obliged to remove it long 
ago. The gist of the thing is that the bridge is not to be built so as not toin- 
terfere with commerce, but commerce is to be regu so as not to interfere 
le, seems to be down on American commerce, 
and is going now to let an Englishman block us up worse than ever.” 

Mr. William P, Clyde, No. 35 Broadway, said: “I have no objection to s 
proper kind of bridge across Arthur Kill, but if the stream is blocked up with 
spiles there will be trouble. More I decline to say.” From an authentic source 
it is learned that the Clyde lines carry $65,000 of freight daily through Arthur 
Kill Sound. In all $5,000,000 of freight is carried by the steam lines every month, 

WHAT COAL SHIPPERS SAY. 

Messrs. Berwind, White & Co., No. 55 Broadway, are the largest miners and 
shippers of bituminous coal in this country, Last year 600,000 tonsof their coal 
was brought through Arthur Kill Sound. Mr. Berwind said: * We have feit 
that the aay must come, but we are strongly opposed to one with a draw. It 
should be at least 70 fect above the surface ol the water.” 

Capt. Henry Hoffman, the superintendent of the harbor work of Berwind, 
White & Co., said: * The proposed bridge is going to do incalculable damage to 
the commerce of New York—far more harm than it will do to Jersey. Thiscity 
is the great central shipping point. I know some of the bridge builders, an 
they say it is to be built of spiles driven in the center of the channel. This will 
practically block up the sound. Both the sailing and steam traffic will be dis- 
astrously affected. The fleets of oyster-boats can not beat through a draw 
against a head wind. They will lose days of time every year. The spile pier 
in winter will create ice, and catch enough to block the draws. As the sound 
is now we haye the greatest trouble with ice for several months every year. 
There are thousands of men who make a living on the souud because it is now 
open; but shut it up, as is contemplated, and the poor man, of course, goes by 
the board. As far as the coal traffic is concerned, it is impossible to bring the 
coal to the city as cheaply or as safely as through Arthur Kill. When we are 
forced by the ice to go outside of Staten Island we have to load our boata with 
one-fourth less coal, and the danger is increased four hundredfold. When east 
winds prevail we do not dare to make the outside route, ™ 

A GREAT EXPENSE TO NAVIGATORS. 

How about the tows of coal coming to this city ? 

“The usual tows consist of from thirty to forty boats. I have seen forty-eight 
boats in one tow. Each boat is loaded with 300 tons of coal. Thus a tow of 
thirty-five boats is laden with 10,500 tonsof coal. According to the weather and 
tides, from one to three tugsare used. The boats are four abreast and string out 
a great length. The line from the tow to the tugs is about 120 fathoms, say 720 
feet, This length of line is necessary. It will be impossible to get such tows 
through the draw, because the boats sheer and swing in the cross current where 
the bridge is to be built. Extra tugs will have to be located there to assist the 
regular tugs in getting the tow through the draw. The expense willbe greatly 
incre . and, of course, prices will have to be advanced, The additional ex- 
pense between a draw-bridge and one to span the Kill will be but a flea-bite to 
what the navigators will have to expend yearly if the channel is blocked up 
with spiles, These are the facts, and no one can truthfully contradict them,” 


Again. The State of New Jersey is the owner of the riparian right 
of nearly 12 miles of water front from Elizabethport to Perth Amboy, 
having a present value of $10 per front foot and a prospective value 
almost incalculable, the proceeds of which are pledged to the school 
fund of the State, and whose valne would be vastly decreased by the 
proposed bridge structure. In the judgment of many prominent gen- 
tlemen—whose judgment in these matters is superior to my own—con- 
sidering the pecuniary interests the State has in these lands, it could 
better afford to build a tunnel atitsown cost and expense and present 
it to the railway companies desiring to use it than to suffer the loss 
which the proposed bill will entail. 

It is estimated that 95 per cent. of all the coal distributed through the 
New England States is transported by boat through Long Island Sound, 
a large proportion of which first passes through Staten Island Sound. 
Although the coal fields have djrect communication by rail with New 
England, the railways have not been able to compete successfully with 
the cheap water transportation to the New England ports. Any ob- 
struction to this water commerce is an additional charge upon coal prod- 
ucts to all points east of New York. 

This proposed bridge is to have a center pier 580 feet in length par- 
allel with the channel. And this long center pier is the very thing 
which the mariner so greatly dreads. Any Senator who has crossed 
the East River between New York and Brooklyn when the tide begins 
to ebb can form an approximate idea of the force of the current through 
the narrowest part of this stream again narrowed down to 400 feet by 
the bridge structure. The tide will run through this narrow water 
way (now like a mill-race) with increased velocity, making navigation 
very dangerous if not well-nigh impossible. 

The present method of navigation in the sound is by long tows of 
thirty or forty boats, each containing 300 tons, more or less, drawn by 
one or two steamboats of great power. These boats enter the kills at 
Raritan Bay, and start upward when the tide begins to flow, having 
the assistance of the tide or slackwatcr until they reach Long Island 
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Sound. In the opinion of those who navigate the sound, by reason 
of the center pier of the bridge or the approaches thereto in this tort- 
uous stream, with long, snake-like tows, it would be necessary to use 
the ebb tide instead of the flow, thereby increasing the cost and delay 
in navigation more than 100 per cent. As explained by one mariner, 
a steamboat would be required at the rear end of the tow to steer it 
through the passage. Another says, if running with the tide and the 
draw be not open, as will be often the case, these frail and heavy-loaded 
canal-boats would be forced against the bridge and with certainty be 
wrecked. He even predicts that the stream itself will be absolutely 
closed at times by reason of sunken wrecks. 
In proof of this he cites the conditions which existed at the Raritan 
bridge when first built, when the attempt was made to pass the draw 
at an ebb tide which was followed by the wreck of many boats. The 
practice now is to anchor the tows above the bridge, at great loss of 
time, and go through the draw against the tide. ‘They then pass into 
Arthur Kill and approach the proposed bridge with the conditions ex- 
actly reversed. They must then anchor again until the tide changes, 
or take the chances of safely passing the pier, and that, too, in a cur- 
rent much stronger than at the Raritan bridge. 
Again, if an upward-bound tow should anchor below the bridge for 
the reason stated, all commerce in the opposite direction would neces- 
“sarily be impeded, for the stream is too narrow at this point to permit 
them to pass safely. 
Again, the traffic over the railroad owning this proposed bridge, con- 
sisting of passenger and freight trains, will necessarily be very large, 
and the draw will of necessity be closed a great portion of the time. It 
takes several minutes to open and close thedraw. Itis plain, then, that 
this wealthy railroad corporation, secure in its power by its being given 
control of the bridge, can not do its own business without disregarding 
its obligations toward its weaker competitor, a part of whose rights it 
has already taken away under the protection of the law and obstructs 
its operations. With the incessant passage of trains vessels must be de- 
layed for hours, time which they can not make up, and which must 
prove a serious loss to men who are not able commonly to bear it. 
The only question the committee seem to have considered is not 
whether the bridge will seriously interfere with commerce, but whether 
commerce shall be so as not to interfere with the bridge. 
To illustrate further, over one hundred thonsand vessels annually pass 
through the sound, or three hundred and thirty vessels every twelve 
hours. The trains of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad alone (if no other 
road avails itself of the privileges the bill confers), if equal to the pres- 
ent business of the Pennsylvania line (and it would scarcely be willing 
to concede it to be less), would require to over the bridge over three 
hundred trains per day, or say two hundred trains within the twelve 
working hours by water. Allowing fifteen minutes to both open and 
close the draw, it would require each working day to be fifty hours long 
to adjust the draw alone, to say nothing of the time required in passing 
boats or trains through or over the draw, and to say nothing of the in- 
creasing commerce required by 12 miles of new manufacturing enter- 
prises which would otherwise soon locate on the shores of the sound. 
‘Therefore, for the reasons I have stated, any attempt to bridge this sound 
other than by a bridge sufficiently high to permit the commerce to 
under it, or by a tunnel underneath it, is a mistake so heinous that it 
approaches a crime. 
‘The proposed bridge is to be 32 feet above the low water, and is to 
cost $300,000. A tunnel can be made 32 feet below the surface of the 
water, the bed of the sound being sdlid sandstone, making the grades 
precisely the same, for the sum of six hundred thousand dollars, and even 
four hundred thousand has been named as its cost. Through this tun- 
nel, if properly constructed, could pass without interruption all the com- 
merce, present and prospective, to and from Staten Island for a hundred 
yearstocome. ‘The tunnel proper would be scarcely as long as this Cap- 
itol building, it being only 600 feet from shore to shore; and the ap- 
proaches could be open, as the shores are nearly on a level with the 
water. A bridge 70 feet high and to span the stream without draws 
would be somewhat more expensive because of the approach thereto on 
fhe Jersey shore. However, the question of expense should have no 
*place in this controversy, for no railroad should be permitted to cross 
that stream except above or below the waters, so as not to interfere with 
its immense commerce. 
In a newly settled country the natural water courses are the only 
highways available for heavy transportation. As population increases 
and the country is developed railways are built, and, for a time, they 
can do all the business required, thus apparently superseding water 
transportation altogether; but as the wealth and density of population 
still further increase the necessity for water transportation again as- 
serts itself. So true is this, that now on all sides we find a cry raised 
for the improvement and greater use of water ways. The necessity 
for paying increased attention to our inland navigation has been forced 
upon the public in this country by the combination which railway 
companies have managed so skillfully to and work for their 
exclusive benefit. It isnotin this country alone, however, that a tend- 
ency to revert to the older means of transit is noticeable. Throughout 
the world of commerce the desire for more direct means of conveying 
goods in bulk prevails. 


By the cession of Alsace and Lorraine France lost the connection be- 
tween the northern tributaries of the Rhone and the Rhine, which were 
united at Strasburg. She set to work without delay to reunite these 
two lines of communication by a new canal constructed on their side 
of the Vosges, the estimated cost of which was sixty-five million francs. 
This work must now be complete or drawing toward completion. Even 
the Russians have been at work converting St. Petersburg into a sea- 
port by a canal 20 miles in length. At the mouths of the Danubeand 
the Mississippi great improvements have been carried out with marked 
success, giving to the Danube 20 feet of water in place of 9 feet, and 
increasing the low-water depths of the Mississippi from 8 feet to 30° 
feet, with the result that the exports from New Orleans have increased 
many fold. Manchester is about 40 miles from Liverpool, with six lines 
of railway connecting the two cities, yet it is proposed to connect the 
two cities by a ship-canal to cost $40,000,000, as the numerous railway 
lines are deemed insufficient to transport economically heavy and bulky 
merchandise. In this connection I desire to read a statement by Maj. 
W. R. King, one of the ablest of the Corps of Engineers of the United 
States Army: 


This isevident from the experience in older countries, for although we are, in 
our own estimation, a wonderful nation, we are not exempt from the laws of 
nature, and will pi ly obey “ manifest destiny.” about as others have done 
before us, and we are not so wise but that we may profitably take lessons from 
their experience. France, for example, with an area about four-fifths as la 
as our State of Texas, and a population thirteen times denser than that of the 
United State# has 18,000 miles of railway, or about 1 mile of railway to LI miles 
ot TrritoEys while the United States have only 1 mile of railway to 29 miles of 

erritory. ~ 

Notwithstanding these facts, and the enormous strain upon her finances for 
war expenses and indemnity, France is expending sums on her water ways that 
would make our short-sighted economists howl with alarm. 


For rivers she proposes to Cxpend.....sessss.sssesssesseossssseinesessessesasasrs seneese S 
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Making in all....... sss. aseeesersasese 175, 800, 000 


to be expended in the immediate future for these improvements; a sum larger 
than all that has been expended for rivers and harbors TA the United States 
since the foundation of the Government. This last, including all unexpended 
balances, amounts to only $1396,112,576, and if we include the $31,021,423, which 
covers all that has been expended by States and private corporations for river 
improvements, so far as can be ascertained, the amount would still be only 
$167,134,000, or 38,000,000 less than this one appropriation by the French. 
Germany affords another excellent example of how river Rape pes oughtto 
be developed. With an arca almost equal to that of France, and only one sev- 
enteenth part as t as that of the United States, she has fifteen times our 
density of population, and a mile of railroad to every 9 square miles of territory, 
instead of 1 to 29as we have. She finds it advantageous, however, to expend 
far greater sums for river improvements than the most enthusiastic advocate of 
internal improvements would think of expending on our rivers. On onestream, 
not as large as some of,the branches of the Tennessee, say the Holston or Clinch, 
she has expender $20,000,000, and Iam informed that a cpa TOWAES COMERS 
chain 
to 


on one of these rivers, which is too rapid for ordinary navigation, a 

cable 100 miles long, which enables boats to make regular trips accordi 
schedule and carry freight at about half a cent per ton-mile, for short as well as 
for long distances. This towage company pays 6 per cent, dividends on its cap- 
ital stock, which is considered a investment in that country. 

Among the advantages of river improvements may be mentioned : 

1. They furnish means for the transportation of heavy and bulky commodi- 
ties, such as coal, iron-ore, scrapand pig iron, stone and timber, which often will 
not pay the cost of transportation by rail. 

2. They keep in check the sping tendencies of railway companies by con- 
trolling freight rates and facilities. 

s Ea Ka 
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Now, sir, this proposed legislation is based entirely upon the request 
of the parties interested, and the propriety of which issupported solely 
upon the opinion of Major Gillespie, of the Engineer Corps of the United 
States Army, who seemingly never resists the plans and purposes of 
powerful and wealthy corporations. A reference to Major Gillespie in 
1884, February 28, exhibits a want of knowledge in the performance 
of his duties, touching the needs and requirements of commerce, truly 
amusing. The bill then pending was for two railroad bridges, simi- 
lar to the one now proposed, to be located one at each end of Arthur 
Kill. As Arthur Kill is the nearest and-the necessary outlet for the 
great floods of ice from a part of New York Bay, the Kill von Kull, 
Newark Bay, the Hackensack and Passaic Rivers, together with the 
Rahway and Elizabeth Rivers, this ice floe would be forced between 
the two bridges and effectually blockade the sound. And yet he de- 
clared these two bridges no detriment to commerce, present or p t- 
ive. In 1886 he again reported, in a modified and guarded form, and 
concludes as follows: : 

The construction of the proposed bridge under the provisions of the bill will 
not injuriously affect any interests over which the Government has control. 

With the exception of the report of Major Gillespie, there nowhere 
appears the opinion of any Government or other engineer in support of 
the position taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey will 
pause fora moment. It is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, 2 o’clock having arrived. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think I can finish in a few minutes what I de- 
sire to say on this point. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from New 
Jersey may be permitted to finish. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. 

from New Jersey will proceed. 


If there be no objection the Senator 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE..: 


4667 


Mr, McPHERSON. Indirect contradiction, however, to the reason- 
ing and conclusions of Major Gillespie we have the statements and 
opinions of several other engineers, civil and military, touching this 
subject. I desire to read a statement of Maj. A. B. Burr, United States 
Government engineer, in charge of Raritan River improvements, whose 
long experience with the commerce of these waters would appear to 
make him a competent authority on this subject: 

In d to the proposed building of a railroad prigo across Arthur Kill, be- 


to support the road. 
= te, most important highways for commerce in the vicinity of New York 
arbor, 

The channel is used by all the vessels which transport the commerce ori 
ing. at Elizabethport,and also by all vessels, steamers, boats, , and tows 
which go to and come from the many rivers tribu to Arthur Kijl, or which 

from New York Harbor southward, through the Delaware and Raritan 

nal, which with the Raritan River is the connecting link of interstate com- 
merce, between es south of New Jersey and east. The annual tonnage 
of the canal alone at one time amounted to 5,500,000 tons; it is now diminished 
to 1,800,000 tons on account of shoals in the Raritan River and the unfortunate 
delay at the mouth of this river compelling the tows to t for certain stages 
sod Commpenny'a DIAES then diy CEDA geek IDANE ox petting Garcon. 
s ; then they ex, lence ty g ough. 

In 1874 the Caneel Government pro; to improve the channel by dreiging: 
the channel 400 feet wide, 13 feet deep, mean low water, extended from Shooter's 
Island leading past the wharves at Elizabethport with deflecting dikes on both 
sides of the channel. The opposition to the dikes was so influential that April 
26, 1875, a general order wasissued constitu & board of United States engineer 
officers to examine and report a plan fora nel between Staten Island and 
New Jersey, which board reported November 39, 1875, and in this report is the 
following paragraph: 

“It has been urged that the projected route, by reason of the abrupt termina- 
tion of direction at the eastern end of the dikes, will inconvenience the towa; 
companies, while the advantages of a wider, deeper,and shorter channel only 
about a mile long between dikes more than compensate for the inconveniences 
of this change of direction to the larger class of vessels, Itisquite probable that 
large tows would by preference take the present channel if suitably improved. 
Any proposition to dike in the present channel would doubtless prove a failure, 
as the meeting of Arthur Kill and Kill Von Kull currents would form a shoal 
somewhere between the dikes, or atthe entrance, and thus defeat the purpose 
of theirconstruction. This board place their decision not to recommend the dike 
system of improvement already commenced solely on this ground, that what- 
ever may have been the prospective requirementsof commerce on this route 


nat- 


yerse to accommodate present commercial interests by Gredging toade of 

0 toll feet at mean low water by diminishing its curvature at the Corner Stakes 

Aalen by giving it such width as to permit the passage of 1: tows, and 
c 


he of sailing vessels in usson these waters without risk of collid- 
ing or grounding. Wet fore recommend that this popoa andwidening 
of the nel be effected in accordance with the plans which we now submit,” 
“As the channel in its western and difficult portion was uced by the transit 
of large tows drawn by steamers and the larger class of lers, it ispresumed 
that when deepened the same causes will help maint: e 


A. B. BURR, C. E., 
In charge Raritan United States Government Improvement. 

It will thus be seen that Major Burr contradicts flatly almost every 
statement made by Major Gillespie. In a matter of so much impor- 
tance as this great water way, with almost double the tonnage of the 
Detroit River, why was not the same course pursued as was done with 
the proposed Detroit River bridge? Several reports favorable to the 
construction of the bridge had been made by Government engineers as 
to the propriety and feasibility of the bridge, until finally, and with 
commendable caution, a board of engineers was appointed, five in num- 
ber, consisting of Majors Warren, Comstock, Weitzel, and Merrill, and 
Captain Livermore, who after carefully considering the whole matter, 
and although the river tonnage was only about one-half the present ton- 


nageof the Arthur Kill, and although the river was closed to navigation 
four months of each year and the railway interests seemingly almost 
imperative, this board reversed all former decisions, declared against 
the bridge and in favor of a tunnel. 

Now, Mr. President, I have reached that point in the discussion 
where I wish to refer to very many authorities upon this subject, if it 
is the pleasure of the Senate that I should proceed now, or I will wait 
until some other time, as I am very hoarse and it is almost impossible 
for me to speak this morning. Howeverif the Senate would prefer that 
race eis all I have to say on this subject, I will try and worry 
through it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). Does the 
Senator from New Jersey express any request to the Senate? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to say that the subject to which I wish 
to refer in my remarks hereafter will be to read from reports of differ- 
ent engineers, &c., touching similar improvements which have been 
pro to be made in other parts of the country, and it may take me 
some little time, As I say, I am very hoarse, and it is almost impossi- 
ble for me to speak at ail. 

Mr.SEWELL. I suggest to my colleague to let the matter go over 
and let the regular order be proceeded with, and he can resume his re- 
marks to-morrow in the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from New Jersey re- 
frains from addressing the Senate at any greater length at this time, 
the. regular order will be presented. . It is a matter for the Senator 
from New Jersey to determine. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire of course to consult the convenience of 
the Senate and the committee. It is well known that I have placed 
no hinderance or obstacle in the way of the discussion of this measure. 
I desire to have it fairly discussed before the Senate, so that the Senate 
may fairly understand it.. If it is the desire of the Senate that I shall 
go on now, I will continue to do so, and conclude all I have to say about 
the matter. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was called from the Chamber. Ishouldlike to un- 
derstand the condition of the business of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey an- 
nounced that he was nearly through with his speech when the hour of 
2 o’clock arrived, and unanimous consent was given that he might con- 
clude to-day. The Senator from New Jersey now informs the Senate 
that he has numerous quotations or citations to make from authorities 
and that he does not desire to go on further now. 

Mr. BLAIR. Has it been suggésted that the quotations be printed 
without reading them ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has heard no such sugges- 

tion. ; 
Mr. BLAIR. If they are all citations of authorities and the Senator 
has ted that he is not in a condition to speak, would it be looked 
upon in the light of a favorable on if some one should ask, or if 
he should ask, that they be printed without being read? I think con- 
sent would be given. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It simply amounts to this: We have a regular 
order which I understood was to come up at 20’clock. When that hour 
arrived the Senator from Maine asked the courtesy of the Senate that I 
might conclude what I had to say on that particular part of the ques- 
tion of which I was then speaking. Ifit isthe wish of the Senate that 
I shall continue the discussion of the bill to-day, I will continue. If 
it is the wish of the Senate to take up the regular order and then con- 
tinue the discussion of this measure to-morrow in the morning hour, 
I should like to understand it. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the preference of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey? Does he prefer to go on now? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to say that having occupied the floor for 
an hour and a half, and being somewhat debilitated and weak, it would 
be very difficult for me to speak longer, and I should prefer to go on 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The regular order is called for, and 
will be proceeded with. s NJ 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


- The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1886) for the relief of soldiers of the late war honorably 
discharged after six months’ service who are disabled and dependent ` 
upon their own labor for support, and of dependent parents of soldiers 
who died in the service or from disabilities contracted therein. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] to recommit 
the bill to the Committee on Pensions with instructions, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] had the 
floor yesterday and I think perhaps had not concluded. I understood 
him to say that he had not. He is not here, but is in attendance on a 
committee near the Senate Chamber. I desire to say a few words, and 
I may say them now, and give way to the Senator from Kansas if he 
shall desire to occupy the floor when he comes in. 

Yesterday I made some allusions to the large amount of money that 
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‘would undoubtedly be necessary to carry out the provisions of the bill 
if it should become a law. I do not desire to have it understood that 


in making that suggestion I was r opposing the bill or finding fault with 
it to 


it because of that. I only wan go to the country and be thor- 
oughly understood that we can not be generous without being some- 
what expensive. Thatis tosay, if we are going to give toall these peo- 
ple what we claim that we should do, as a matter of generosity, as a 
matter of bounty, and as a matter of propriety and right, it will be a 
very expensive affair, and that we all understand, I did not mean to 
intimate that the Government of the United States was not able to 
meet all these demands as made upon it at anytime. I do not myself 
think that there is any danger but what the Government will be able 
to do so. Ido not myself think that there is any danger of the Gov- 
ernment bankrupting itself in the payment of pensions, although as I 
said I would very much prefer always in voting upon a bill to know 
just exactly what it will cost, and that is always true of a bill which 
is not absolutely required as a legal obligation on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. 

I noticed that yesterday the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHER- 
SON ]in speaking of this bill, addressing himself to the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], said: 

He is certainly aware of the fact that the same Congress which passes this bill 
will be requi to raise means for its fulfillment, 

I understand by that that the Senator from New Jersey means to 
make the declaration that the present financial condition of the country 
will not justify the payment of the sum suggested, $25,000,000 a year; 
that it will become the duty of Congress to devise some method to in- 
crease the amount of money coming into the Treasury in order to meet 
the increased and new obligation created by the passage of the bill. If 
that is true, it affords a reason why we should at least go forward with 
some caution. I do not think it true myself. I donot think thatthe 
present financial condition of the country justifies the assertion that it 
will be necessary to increase ourrevenues for the purpose of meeting this 
billifit costs even what the Senator supposes it is possible that it may 
cost, $50,000,000 a year. If it costs as much as that it might necessi- 
tate a suspension of some payments that the Government might pay 
and would otherwise make undoubtedly if the bill did not pass, but it 
is not possible if the bill passes that there should be any deficit, at 
least for some time. : 

In the first place, these pensions will not all of course come upon us 
atonce. The applications will come in gradually and by degrees, and 
money will accumulate in the Treasury as it has been accumulating, to 
meet the expenditures which will be incurred under the bill. 

I do net propose to go into any general financial discussion as to the 
methods of rasing money or as to the propriety of piling upin the 
Treasury Department vast sums of money. I noticed yesterday that 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] said that one of the causes 
of strikes was the vast accumulation of money in the hands of indi- 
viduals. I with him. The aggregation of vast fortunes in the 
hands ofa few, whetherthey be corporations or individuals, has a tend- 
ency to create in this country a feeling of unrest, and it creates a feel- 
ing in the mind of a very large portion of the people that what those 
men have accumulated unduly they must have taken from somebody, 
and that it has come Jargely from the class of people who have the least 
protection at the hands of the Government, the laboring class. 

So I think that the accumulation of large fortunes in the hands of a 
few people or corporations is an evil. I think that an equal evil is the 
accumulation of a very large amount of money in the Treasury of the 
United States. I think in fact that it is a greater evil than to have 
it in the hands of individuals who make use of it in some way or other. 
If it isin the hands of ® corporation it is probably en in some 
business which makes the capital available and profitable, and every- 
body has some benefit from the fact that the company has the money. 
Locked up in the United States Treasury it is of no benefit to any per- 
son whatever. 

I find by looking at the Treasury report a statement that when this 
administration came into power in March, 1885, the net balance in the 
Treasury was oy eight million and some odd thousand dollars, to be 
accurate, $8,764,590. To force this net balance the Treasury Depart- 
ment was compelled to carry to the debtor side of the column $100,- 
000,000 of gold lyingin the Treasury upon the hypothesis that it might 
be called out of the Treasury for the purpose of the redemption of the 
national notes. So in fact there were $108,000,000 of surplus money 
in the Treasury at that time instead of a net balance of $8,000,000; 
but for the purpose for which I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate it is not necessary that that should be added. 

Starting out with the assumption that $8,000,000 was the net bal- 
ance, I find that when the Treasury Department made its report in No- 
vember, 1885, it stated then that there had accumulated in the Treasury 
some $66,000,000 more than was in the Treasury in the March preced- 
ing. It is fair to presume that this money, if allowed to lie in the 
Treasury, was money not needed, not required for paying the obliga- 
tions of the Government or for the purpose of administering the affairs 
of the Government. i 

I find by taking the last report issued by the 


Department 


) Treasury D 
in which the accounts are brought up to the date of April 30, 1886, 


there is a net balance in the Treasury of $106,391,874.06. When you 
consider for a moment the hundred million dollars that is held as a re- 
serve for the redemption of national notes, there is in the Treasury of 
the United States, or was on the ist of May, $206,391,874 more than 
3 required for the purpose of carrying on the Government of the United 
States. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Did the last Treasury statement include the hun- 
dred million of reserve? s 

Mr. TELLER. The hundred million reserve is not included in this. 
The hundred million is treated as a liability and is to be subtracted 
from this amount, because it is found in the liability account. The 
total amount of money in the Treasury was $505,201,319.97. Against 
that in the column of liabilities stands $398,809,445.91. Included in 
that liability will be found the hundred millions of bank reserve stated 
as a liability. 

Of course the Government of the United States can get rid of some 
of this money by calling bonds, for there is a large amount of bonds 
which can be called. The holders of the bonds are not at all anxiéus 
that they should be called. The Government does not seem to be anx- 
ious that the bonds should be called either, because they have been 
called rather slowly; although I believe there has been a call since last 
December of $30,000,000, which has not had the effect I think of dis- 
tributing very much money among the people, but on the contrary has 
reduced the amount of money in circulation instead of increasing it. 

I cite this to show that there is no immediate danger of the bank- 
ruptcy of the Government of the United States, if we are pretty liberal 
in the matter of pensions; and, although I would not want to vote for 
any measure for the express purpose of distributing the money iil the 
Treasury, I think it would be a good thing for the business interests of 
this country if $100,000,000 of that money could be distributed af once. 
I think a good and wise and economical administration of the affairs of 
the Government requires that at least from one hundred to one hundred 
and fifty millions of that money should be paid out at once. 

Mr. President, not only is the $206,391,874, which is held in the 
Treasury serving no particular purpose, except the $100,000,000 which 
is supposed to be held to meet demands that may possibly, not proba- - 
bly, be made by the holders of greenbacks, but there is a‘large amount 
besides that could be paid out which is held to meet claims that are 
not expected to be presented for many years, ifatall. It is undoubt- 
edly wise for the Government to keep on hand money enough to meet 
all ils immediate demands, Beyond that it is not at all necessary that 
the Government should go. Of course, it may be said that the green- 
backs are a demand on the Government, and that they are a liability 
which must be always considered and calculated upon in determining 
the liabilities of the Government; and yet everybody understands that 
the Government is no more likely to be called upon to redeem the 
national greenbacks to-day than to redeem the bonds which do not 
mature until 1891. Nobody who was at the head of a great bank 
having its paper out in that way would ever think of holding one- 
third of its issues for the purpose of redemption if if had an income 
independent thereof of $1,000,000 a day ; and there is not a banking 
institution in the United States or in the world in the same financial 
position that the Treasury of the United States is in that would not 
feel itself justified in paying out $300,000,000, discounting paper to 
that extent, and it would be held a solyent and sound bank in any 
financial circle in the world. 

There need be no apprehenison or alarm thata government which can 
accumulate from March, 1885, to November, 1885, sixty-odd millions of 
money more than it needed and demanded for its current expenses and 
for the discharge of its obligations will not be able to meet any demand 
which may be made upon it by the passage of this bill. 

Mr. President, I see that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] is 
here, and I have said all I desire to say on this bill at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hargis inthe chair). The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions with in- 
structions, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Arkansas] has been called away on pub- 
lic business. I understand that he is paired with the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Harrison]. Ido not know whether the Senator from 
Indiana has voted or not. 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not notice that the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JonEs] was absent. I beg to announce a pair with the Senator 
from Arkansas. If he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam paired for the day with the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Maxey]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CHACE. Iam paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Witsoy]. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the 
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Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. If my colleague were here, 
he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. Piatt], who is unavoidably absent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. TheSenator from Texas [Mr. Coxe] is paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. If present, the Senator 
from Texas would vote ‘‘ yea’? on this ition. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—il4, 


Beck, Cockrell, arris, Saulsbury, 
A Gibson, McPherson, Vest. 
Blackburn, Gorman, Pugh, 
Call, Hampton, m, 

NAYS—28. 
Aldrich, Hale, Miller, Sherman, 
Blair, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Spooner, 
Brown, Inga! Morrill, Stanford, 
Songer, I n, Piumb, Teller, 

Iph, MeMillan, Riddleberger, Voorhees, 
Frye, Mahone, Sawyer, Walthall 
George, Manderson Sewell, Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—H. 
Allison, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Pike, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Platt, 
Butler, Eustis Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Camden, Evarts, Kenna, Vance, 
Cameron, s Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Chace, Gray, Mitchell of Pa., Whitthorne, 
Coke, Harrison, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Hearst, Palmer, 
Culiom, Hoar, Payne, 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska TMr. VAN Wyck]. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

TheSECRETARY. The gmendmentis tostrike out of the amendment 
proposed by Mr. VAN Wyck all after the words ‘‘ Provided further ” 
and to insert: _ 

That no pension paid under any law to any soldier hereafter shall be rated at 
Jess than $i per month, 

Mr. GEORGE. Is the amendment before the Senate now the one 
offered by the Senator from New Hampshire ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment now before the Sen- 
ate is the amendment proposed by the’ Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Wren} to the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
VAN Wyck], which has just been read. It is practically to strike out 
“eight” and insert ‘‘four,’? The amendment will be again read, in 
order that the Senate may understand the precise question. 

The Secretary read the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to inquire to what amendment that is offered 
as an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It isan amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. 

Mr. LOGAN. What is that amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. í 

The SECRETARY. The amendment proposed by Mr. VAN Wrcris, 
at the end of section 1 to add the following proviso: 

ager Surther, That no soldier under this act shall receive less than $8 per 
mon 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska: Now the Secretary will report the amend- 
ment to it proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The SECRETARY. The amendment of Mr. BLAIR is to strike out 
all after the words ‘‘ Provided further” and insert: « 


That no pension paid under any law to any soldier hereafter shall be rated at 
ess than $4 per month. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask the Senator why not amend that so as to pro- 
vide rr no soldier heretofore or hereafter shall be pensioned at less 
than $4? 2 

Mr. BLAIR. Thatis whatitis; but that language would make more 
words. ‘The amendment of the Senator from Nebraska applies only to 
those who may be pensioned under this act, and if it is adopted just as 
offered it will give to all a pension of not less than $8. The amend- 
ment to the amendment moved by myself is that no soldier pensioned 
under any law, this or any former act, shall hereafter be paid a less pen- 
sion than $4 per month. So if this amendment to the amendment be 
adopted and then the amendment be adopted as amended and become 
part of the bill, the law will be that no soldier pensioned shall be paid 
a pension of less than $4 a month. 

Mr. HOAR. May Iask the Senator from New Hampshire why when 
the rest of the bill applies to soldiers and sailors all through, the amend- 
ment applies only to soldiers? 

Mr. BLAIR. The word “sailors” may be inserted so as to read 
‘*soldiers or sailors.” I will modify my amendment so as to include 
“sailors.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be so modified. 


Mr. LOGAN. Idesiretomoveanamendment. I moved an amend- 
ment the other day providing $8 per month. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair suggests tothe Senator that 
the amendment is not now in order, as it would be in the third degree. 
The pending question is onan amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that, but I think I can offer it so that 
it will be in order. -Day before yesterday I offered an amendment ap- 
plicable to pensions under this and all other laws, providing that no 
pension should be rated at less than $8. It was voted down. The 
proposition now is to rate them at $4. I move to substitute for the 
amendment and the pending amendment to the amendment the words 
used in my former amendment, changing the amount to not less than 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can give notice of his 
intention to offer such an amendment, but the amendment is not now 
in order. The pending question is upon the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]; a further amendment would 
be in the third degree and therefore out of order at this time. 

Mr. LOGAN. A substitute for both, then—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Would not be in order at this time. 

Mr, LOGAN. Very well. I hope this will be voted down, and then 
I shall offer an amendment for $6. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to advise 
the Senate what persons are specified and what classes enumerated in 
section 4693 of the Revised Statutes as ionable. 

Mr. BLAIR. Has the Senator the Statutes before him? 

Mr. INGALLS. I have not. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the general statute, under which soldiers, sail- 
ors, and others connected with the Army are pensioned for their par- 
ticipation in the war of 1861. I have the provision here in the compi- 
lation of the pension laws. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have found the Revised Statutes. Section 4693 
includes soldiers, sailors, and marines. 

Mr. BLAIR. And militia. 

Mr. INGALLS. And militia. Now I am unable to see, that being 
the case, why a proviso should be attached to the bill declaring that 
only one of the enumerated classes shall receive a minimum pension. 
I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if there is any reason for that 
or if that was the intention of the committee? Otherwise I suggest to 
him that the word ‘soldier’? should be left out and the provision sim- 
ply be ‘‘that no pension paid under this act shall be less than $8 a 
month.” 

Mr. BLAIR. Or “‘ paid under any act.” 
oe INGALLS. ‘“‘@nder any act;’’ but I do not want to vote for 

t. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill ċame from the committee with none of that 
matter with reference to the minimum limit of pensions. One was of- 
fered by the Senator from Illinois proposing to fix the lowest pension 
at $8 a month. An amendment was moved to another amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] to the same ef- 
fect, substituting $4 for $8. That amendment was moved by myself, 
and it was voted down, as was the general amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois making the minimum of any pension $8 payable under 
any act. : Á 

The effort that I am making is to fix that minimum at $4 rather 
than at $8, if any legislation takes place on the subject at all. The 
committee has recommended none whatever; and if all these amend- 
ments are negatived the’ bill will then stand as it came from the com- 
mittee, $ 

What the Senator from Kansas says is quite true, that if the amend- 
ment to the amendment that I offered should be adopted it would be 
better to substitute another which would include all the cases covered 
by section 4693 of the Revised Statutes. ‘There are but very few that 
would be embraced more than are already embraced in the language of 
the amendmentas it stands. These classes I can specify to the Senate: 


First. Any officer of the Army, including regulars, volunteers, and militia, or 
any officer in the Navy or Marine Corps, or any enlisted man, 


That is in one section; in another: 

Any master serving on a gunboat, or any pilot, engineer, sailor, or other per- 
son not regularly PAE &e. Jiang 

Third. Any person not an enlisted soldier in the Army, serving for the time 
being as a member of the militia of any State, under orders of an officer of the 
United States, &e. 

The fourth class: 3 

Any acting assistant or contract surgeon disabled, 

And the like. And— 

Any provost-marshal, deputy provost-marshal, or enrolling oficer disabled. 

Perhaps I had better substitute for the words ‘‘ soldier or sailor” the 
word ‘‘person.”? 


Mr. INGALLS. The better way would be to strike out all the quali- 
fying words after ‘‘pension’’ and let the proviso apply simply to pen- 
sions, declaring what shall be the lowest rate of pension under the act. 
If the Secretary will read the amendment, it will appear that by strik- 
ing out three or four words the object the Senator desires will be at- 
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tained, leaving the provision a general one, applicable to all persons 
entitled to pension. 
Mr. BLAIR. That is what I desire. : 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment suggested by the 
e X. is to strike out of the ing amend- 

ment the words ‘‘to any soldier or sailor;’’ so as to read: i 

‘That no pension paid under any law hereafter shall be rated at less than $4 
per month, 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘That will cover it all and will include everything. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
so modifies the amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. LOGAN. I suggest to the Senator that the amendment may be 
changed to some other sum. The word ‘‘persons’’ applies to all per- 
sons 


Mr. BLAIR. “Pension” is the word. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. Then it would apply to all pensions, whether given 
to children, to soldiers, or to sailors. You have got to make a distinc- 
tion and use the words ‘soldiers, sailors, and marines,” so that it will 
apply to them and not interfere with the pensions of children. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘There is a bill already pending proposing to increase 
the pensions of minor children to $4 per month, and hence there is no 
class, so far as I know, that would not be included ‘and by proposed 
legislation is not already included at as high a rate as $4. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, if this amendment shall prevail the 
entire practice of the Pension Office will be inverted. The rule now is 
to take the highest rate paid as the unit and grade downward from 
that. Seventy-two dollars being the rate for total disability or help- 
lessness requiring the continual attendance of another person, all other 
grades are established by rating downward from that to the lowestsum, 
which is $1 permonth. If weestablish a minimum rate four times the 
amount now paid we dislocate the entire system, and it will require a 
rerating of all pensions upon an entirely novel basis. I assume that the 
Senator from New Hampshire does not want to do that. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would suggest to the Senator that the amendment 
to which he is really speaking is that of the Senator from Nebraska, 
which proposes to fix the minimum at $8, and I moved to modify that 
by fixing it at $4. I do not say that I care whether either amendment 
is adopted. 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘The principle is the same whether $4 or $8 is fixed 
as the minimum. 

Mr. BLAIR. There are twenty-five or thirty thousand small cases 
less than $4, and it seems to be rather trifling with a man to give him 
such an infinitesimal sum. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ithink the man who triflesgs the man who applies 
for a pension under these circumstances, a man who is not disabled at 
all practically but merely technically, who has had some little trifling 
mutilation, or some scar, or some sort of bodily hurt that does not at 
all interfere with his capacity to earn his livelihood or transact his busi- 
ness insomuch that when you come to what his condition is physically 
by medical examination, taking the highest rate of total disability as 
thg unit, it is determined that he is entitled to $1 a month as a pen- 
sion. The trifling is with the man who applies for it, and not with 
the system that gives it to him. And instead of saying that the man 
who now gets a dollar a month after having been examined by a board 
of surgeons sworn to di their duty shall have $4 a month, the 
wiser and better and more patriotic course would be to say that no 
man who can establish a claim to no higher disability than that shall 
receive any pension at all. P 

There is not any reason or justice in saying that those men who 
have technically established a claim to a pension that does not dis- 
able them or impair their capacity for earning a livelihood shall be 
increased either to $4 or to $8 per month. It is an injustice to those 
men who have been disabled. I do not regard it at all as trifling on 
the part of those who have the control of this business when they de- 
cide, after an examination of all the facts in the case, that a man is 
entitled to but $1 a month. 

Mr, President, inasmuch as the Senator from New Hampshire de- 
clares that both these amendments are excrescences on this bill; that 
they are interpolations not considered by the committee, not desired 
bythe committee, but puton here for some reason after the bill reaches 
the Senate—I will not say with what object or purpose or with what 
design or with what intent, but placed here illogically and without 
any concurrence on the part of the committee—I hope neither of them 
will be agreed to, and that we shall be enabled to come down to the 
simple proposition involved in this bill, and that is, whether or not 
the man who has served in the Army of the United States and not 
been disabled, but is subsequently incapacitated by disease from ob- 
taining a livelihood for himself, shall be placed on the pension-roll, 
- rather than become an object of publie eharity, without being com- 
pelled to prove that his disability resulted from his military service. 
I therefore move to lay this amendment on the table. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I trust the Senator will not press that motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw the motion if the Senator desires to 


speak, 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir; only fora moment. I did not intend 


to say anything more on this amendment or. the features connected 
with it or what might follow as a necessary consequence from it, be- 
yond, before the question is put on the amendment to the amendment, 
explaining more fully the state of the case. 
Senator from Kansas says that this amendment comes here with- . 

we action of the committee and that it is an excrescence upon this 

we INGALLS. I took what the Senator from New Hampshire 
said. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not say it was an excrescence, 

Mr. INGALLS. That was an inference. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then you could not have taken it from what I said. 

Mr. INGALLS. The remark I made was based on what you said. 

Mr. BLAIR. I said it had not been considered or recommended by 
the committee, which is true; but the committee would hardly be jus- 
tified in taking the ground that an amendment offered in the Senate 
was necessarily an excrescence upon their work. Itis very liable to be 
a great rp eee upon if. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I took occasion at one time in the discussion to 
state that this matter of the amount of pensions was not, as I under- 
stood it, adjudicated upon by the committee. There are two proposi- 
tions as to the amount, and in order to make myself clear I will repeat 
what Isaid before. I introduced three amendments to this bill for the 
purpose of establishing the point sought to be arrived at by me, and 
all three would bear interpretation on the theory which we supposed 
properly attached to this bill. 

The case referred to by the Senator from Kansas yesterday very prop- 
erly was that of an injury to a man who had labored at the profession 
of the law, or medicine if you please, or as an editor, by his losing his 
fingers inthe service. If aman loses any portion of his limbs or isdis- 
abled, it makes no difference whether he may have been ten days in 
the service or served four years, it is an actual injury for which the ex- 
isting law says he shall have a pension. 

Mr. INGALLS. Specifically. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Specifically; no matter whether he is rich or 
poor, no matter whether he served ten days or four years, he gets no 
more and no less for that injury. But now we propose to establish an- 
other class of pensioners, which are service pensions subject to condi- 
tions. This service pension requires six months’ service. If aman has 
served five months and twenty-nine days, no matter what the extent 
of his disability, under this bill he does not get a pension. He must 
have served six months; and then there are two other conditions, that 
he shall be dependent and that he shall be disabled. My idea always 
has been in a bill of this kind that a man’s disability should amount . 
to an inability to procure his livelihood by his labor, and I sup 
that a soldier who did not come within that condition first of six 
months’ service and then disability to earn a livelihood should not be 
placed on the pension-roll. That has always been my notion of a pen- 
sion of this kind. 

We start with the theory of benefiting those who actually need it on 
account of their necessity, because they are unable to procure their 
daily bread by daily labor. Any disability less than that should not 
place a person on the pension-rell. Any disability greater than that, 
bogpnse it could be no greater, should entitle him to no greater pen- 
soð. It mnst be incapacity, no matter what the cause, to procure his 
daily bread by his daily labor; and when you find a case of that kind 
it is total incapacity. Anything less than that, in my judgment, should 
never be placed on the pension-roll. 

That is the point from which we start on this matter. The main 
question is, shall it be a uniform pension? -So I always supposed; I 
supposed every service pension should be a uniform pension. I sup- 
posed it was to be $10. Ifthe disability is not entitled to that, it is 
entitled to nothing. No matter whether it proceeds from prostration 
or asthma or consumptiou, or whether it be both legs off or both arms 
off, it is incapacity to work. Hence it was that in this class of pen- 
sions I suggested that the rate of disability should be to incapacitate 
for obtaining a livelihood by labor, and by that was meant a complete 
livelihood, If a man was able to go around and do chores for a few 
days in the week he was incapacitated to earn his complete livelihood, 
and therefore was completely incapacitated. I thought that proposi- 
tion would extend the bounty of this bill to a class of men that the peo- 
ple of the nation were-desiring should be benefited, and would reach 
the greater number of cases. Therefore it was that I desired first to 
settle the class of cases and then the amount of pension to be allowed; 
and I thought I had made myself clear on that matter. 

With this one amendment standing alone saying the pension shall be 
$8 a month, and with the other parts of the bill remaining that the 
pension may be graded down, I concede there would bean inconsistency. 
It would be an injustice to those already on the pension-roll who may 
be receiving two or three dollars fora disability that under this bill you 
give $8 for. But that is the point to be considered and the only point 
that I desired by the three or four amendments I submitted to hring to 
the consideration of the Senate, whether we should fix this rate at $24 
running down to $1, or whether it should be a uniform rate of $8 a 
month. 

The only purpose and the only idea, as I understand, of the American 
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people, which finds its echo here, should be and is to prevent the spec- 
tacle, revolting to the American ‘people, that there should be a portion 
of their soldiers, from a disdbility incurred after the Barvice, dying in 
the poor-house or begging on the street-corners. That was the purpose 
of the bill,.and I did not suppose it was to be extended further than that. 

If a strong, able-bodied man, competent to earn his livelihood, lost 
one finger, or two or three fingers, a disability known and recognized 
under the law, and which yet might not affect his power to earn his 
bread by his own labor, he should not go on the pension-roll. 
understand, this bill provides that this class of cases shall go on the 
pension-roll; and therefore the proposition I make is not an excres- 
cence, but one of the features of the bill. After we have determined 
the class, then comes the question of the amount of n. There- 

. fore I supposed it was perfectly logical, for until the bill appeared 
here I did not know that the bill was coming from this committee. 
So I had to add that feature to it. It is true, as the Senator from New 
Hampshire says, it was in the bill of the Forty-eighth Congress. 

I desire to say nothing further than to explain, which I have sought 
in these few words to do, precisely the point whether we shall fix this 
pension at $24, running down to any sum, even as low as$1 or $2 per 
month, If that is its judgment, let theSenatesay so. If it desires the 
other proposition, let that be said. But I did notsuppose when it was 
proposed, nordo I think the Grand Army of the Republic ever formu- 
lated, a bill arranged in this way. They did ask that should 

ize the claim of disability and dependence on the part of theold 
soldier, even where that disability occurred after the close of the war; 
but I think they never formulated the amount of the payment and 
how it should be graduated. 

I shall be content with what the action of the Senate may be. My 
only object has been to extend its provisions so as to reach the greatest 
number of deserving and desirable cases. I dread to submit the claims 
of soldiers for disabilities incurred in the service or afterwards to any 
Pension Department, no matter under what administration, for un- 
fortunately it is the case that generally their sympathies somehow or 
other seem to be against the claim of the soldier, and if there be a doubt 
in the evidence it is generally resolved against the soldier; and if there 
is any doubt as to the amount of the money which should be allowed 
because of the disability, the general tendency seems to be to fix it at 
the lowest amount. Therefore I think justice would be nearer done to 
se ple and to the claimants of this bounty by fixing in the law a 

‘orm amount to be paid to each pensioner. 

we BECK. Mr. President, I have only a word or two to say in op- 
position to the principie of this bill, while I will vote for the amend- 
ment reducing the minimum pension rate from $8 to $4 per month. 

Heretofore all pensions have been limited to those persons who have 
been injured in the service of the United States or whose present ail- 
ment can be traced distinctly to disease ori riginating in the service. 
This bill proposes to pension all men who were in ik ihe military or naval 
service for a period of six months and have been honorably discharged 
therefrom who now depend upon their own exertion for support, if they 
should happen to be injured at any time either this year or hereafter. 
That is a very wide departure from any class of injuries or ailments 
that has been considered pensionable heretofore. In other words, this 
bill proposes to pension men who may never have heard a gun fired, 
who may never have been exposed to danger or risk in any form in the 
military or naval service. He may have been stationed in New York 
or Boston in some quartermaster or commi establishment in the 
service of the United States, and may haye been discharged honorably 
after six months’ service after receiving full pay for his work with- 
out ever having been within 100 miles of an enemy. He may be, as 
was su yesterday, a lawyer in full practice, earning annually 
$5,000, or, to use my illustration of yesterday, a stenographer at our 
desk making three or four thousand dollars a year; and yet, if in open- 
ing his door or riding in his buggy he loses a little finger by accident 
(which would have made him pensionable if it had been lost by a gun- 
shot wound or any other accident while he was in the mili or naval 
service) he is to be pensioned because that is a physical disability and 
he is making his living by his labor, whether at the bar, in the pulpit, 
or anywhere else, no matter how small the disability is if it is a dis- 
ability that would have entitled him toa pension if it had been re- 
ceived in the service of the United States. 

If for example by a gunshot wound from the enemy he had lost his 
little finger he would be pensionable, and if by mashing it in the door 
of his house he loses it to-morrow, more than twenty years after he left 
the service, having been a healthy and unhurt man, having never heard 
a gun fired, having occupied a safe position during the six months he 
served, he is to be pensioned at not less than $8 a month, and his wife 
and children are also to be pensioned after he is dead. 

I have heard of men cutting off their fingers during the late war to 
avoid the draft. There may be men in this country who would be 
glad to lose a little finger to secure a pension of $8 a month for them- 
selves and their wives and their minor children. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator does not understand that the bill provides 
any fixed pension at $8 a month or more. 

Mr. BECK. I understand that is the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. 

Mr. BLAIR. But it is not in the bill. 
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Mr. BECK. It is the proposition we are now required to vote on. 
The loss of a finger now by a man twenty-five years after his discharge 
from the service will entitle him to a pension, and the minimum shall 
be $8 a month if the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska pre- 
vails and $4 if it does not. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I A Tei that the pensions be uniform at $3, 
d that no person shall be entitled to a pension unless his disability 
is to the extent of incapacity to obtain his livelihood by his labor. 

Mr. BECK. That is not the provision of the bill. 

Roce YAR WYCK. Itried to explain that that was not the provision 
of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator describes a disability now which under 
existing law is pensionable at $72. So this bill, if it should pass and 
pass in the way the Senator from Nebraska explains that he wants to 
have it passed, would cover the cases of two hundred and forty or two 
hundred and fifty thousand now on the roll. It would cover nine hun- 
dred and thirty cases, if that number can be found, who have that dis- 
ability not contracted in the service, but who had rendered service to 
the country, so that it would be no bill at all to reach the poor. 

Mr. BECK. The $4 a month proposed by the Senator from New 
Hampshire is less objectionable than the $8, and therefore I shall vote 
with him that far. That was really about all I rose to say. 

But I think the principle of the bill, extending beyond disabilities in- 
curred in the service and carrying the pension-roll to a point that there 
is no warrant for in either reason, or justice is objectionable. 

Up to this time no one who was in the service ever expected that it 
Wonka be carried to the length now proposed. The pension-roll is now 
a very heavy one. I know complaint is made against all of us who de- 
sire reasonable economy. It is said that we are grumbling about the 
amount of money that ‘being expended for pensions, yet in spite of ali 
these flings, when we consider that $765, 000,000 have been paid for pen- 
sions up to the 1st day of last July, and that all the expenses of this 
Government from the day of General Washington’s inauguration until 
after the inauguration of Mr. Polk, for fifty-five years, for all the ex- 
penses of the Government, including the Army, the Navy, and every- 
thing else, were less than $765,000,000, we can form some idea of the 
magnitude of the sum that has heen paid for pensions. And when we 
come to consider still further that it is proposed to pension men who 
have been healthy for years and years after the termination of the war, 
many of whom have rendered no service except being subject to call for 
six months, and that our present taxation has to be made that much 
more onerous, while it is so adjusted now that all the money-comes out 
of the labor of the very poorest of our people who are struggling to make 
a bare living for themselves and their families, the impropriety of such 
legislation will be manifest. 

If this bill passes I hope that a provision will be made requiring the 
wealth of the country to support the people who have become poor be- 
eause of their service to the country in time of war. I think every 
well-regulated government ought to have an income tax at least upon 
incomes over $5,000 a year, and I hope to see attached to this bill in 
the other House, if it can not be done here, a provision that there shall 
be a graduated tax upon the incomes of the men of wealth of this coun- 
try corresponding with the pension-list, so that the wealth of the coun- 
try shall pay for the services of the soldiers who have lost their health 
in protecting the property which is not now taxed, or at least very in- 
adequately taxed. 

If that were done more care perhaps would be exhibited by very 
many people who are now clamorous for the granting of pensions than 
is now shown when they are to be paid out of the now grievous taxa- 
tion on the poor and all their wants and needs. There is no reason why 
it should not be done. There is no more legitimate tax than a tax 
upon the incomes of the men who have made their money by the meth- 
ods described by the Senator from Texas [ Mr. COKE] yesterday, through 
the watered stock of railroads, protective tariff, class legislation, and 
the ten thousand other devices that have made so many millionaires, 
who manage to avoid taxation altogether, and can therefore very well 
afford to pay a tax on their incomes to pay pensions, instead of raising 
these vast sums as now by taxation on the necessaries of life of the 
poorest of our people in order to increase the wealth of tht.monopolists 
by increased taxation. But Iam not going into that question at this 
time. I only take occasion to express the hope and wish which I have 
stated. I shall vote for the amendment to the amendment, but I am 
not content with the principle of the bill extending bounties and dp- 
nations when no injuries were received in the service and no disease 
traceable to the service is even suggested. I shall oppose all such 
measures, believing them to be only devices to maintain unjust and 
oppressive taxation on the industries and labor of the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is-on the amendmentof 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. : 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, can I offer my amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is now in order. 
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. Mr. LOGAN. Very well, sir. I offer, then, as an amendment to the 
amendment: 

Provided, That any pension hereafter allowed or paid to any soldier, sailor, or 
marine under this or any other act shall not be less than $6 per month, 

Mr. President, just one word in response to what the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BECK] has said. Of course he did not intend an un- 
fair argument, and I hope he will not consider that I am criticising 
what, he has said when I remark that I do not think the argument he 
made and which has so often been made by opponents of pension bills 
is a fair one. Because a soldier has lost his little finger and gets a pen- 
sion for that, to say that this bill is made for the purpose of pensioning 
that class of persons is not a fair argument. Why? It is only occa- 
sionally that you find a person who is disabled in that way. That is 
an exception to the rule. The majority of those who are disabled by 
disease, whether contracted in the service or since the expiration of 
their term of service, are not of that class. There might be found a 
few of that class in the country; but there are very few on the pension- 
rolls of that class. - It is very seldom that any one is pensioned for the 
loss of a little finger or something of that kind. The majority of those 

sioned are ns who are disabled by disease, and more that are 
disabled by disease will be pensioned under this bill than of those dis- 
abled by wounds. They contracted the disease probably in the service, 

- but they are not capable of proving it, and why? 

Every one who is familiar with the facts connected with the grant- 
ing of pensions knows that the soldier who was disabled early in the 
war or during the war from disease and who went to the hospitals is 
readily pensioned, because such persons have no trouble in proving their 
cases. It is the man who did his duty faithfully, and who when he 
was stricken down by disease that was not considered dangerous re- 
mained in camp and did not go to hospital, who fails to get his pension. 
That class of persons have very hard work to prove their cases. Their 
associates who were living with them in tent during the time, their 
messmates, as they were called, have changed their residences and are 
located in different parts of the country, and the applicant for a pen- 
sion who is not able to find them fails in his testimony, and he fails in 
obtaining his ion, although he deserves it as much as a man who 
was in hospital and who can prove by the hospital records that he was 
sick. This is and has been one of the great troubles in connection with 
very many who are really entitled to ns. They are not able to 
prove the fact of the contraction of the di in the service. This bill 
applies to that class of cases. 

‘There is another class of cases to which it applies, as the Senator from 
Kentucky said—persons who have received injuries since the war; but 
when he says that a person who is making his $5,000 a year is included 
in this bill I di with him. That is not the case. It is where a 
person earns his livelihood by his labor and is disabled from doing it 
that he is to be pensioned, not a person who can make $5,000 a year or 
$10,000 or even $500 a year, if that is a competency for him, but it is 
those who are so disabled by disease or injury that they are not capable 
of making for themselves a living. It is that class to which this bill 
applies. 

s aP I have before stated, I at one time saw a soldier who had served 
through the entire war, a stout, healthy man, and on a Fourth of July 
he was firing a gun and lost both arms in firing that gun. He is not 
competent to make a living of any kind. Both arms are off, one above 
the elbow and one just below. I saw the poor unfortunate man and 
gave him all the assistance I could. That man ought to havea pension; 
he ought to have a pension because he was a soldier who served his 
country, and because by misfortune he has been deprived of the power 
of making for himself a living. I think so at least. 

Now, so far as the amount of pay is concerned, as I said before—and 
I do not desire to repeat at any length—I do not believe that $1, or $2, 
or $3, or $4 is a sufficient pension for a man who is entitled to draw a 
pension at all. itried to have this pension raised to $8, but I was voted 
down. Of course I shall not bother the Senate by trying it again, but 
the amendment I have now proposed is $6 a month. 

The Senator who is in charge of the bill well knows the fact that the 
soldiers of this country know more about the troubles, trials, and 
diseases of one another than any other class of people. They are asso- 
ciated together in their little societies and organizations and they learn 
the ills of one another. They have almost universally throughout this 
country petitioned Congress to do away with these small pensions for 
the very reason I mentiored the other day, that no physician can tell 
the sufferings of these men who have a disease that is not prominent 

and e cursed to all, and you have to take the man’s word for it as to 

his suffering. No evidence can be produced to prove the amount of 
suffering. Therefore you must take the man’s word. The Depart- 
ment can only have his word. His evidence is not considered sufficient. 
Then they rate him. If he walks about and labors somewhat, per- 
forms some labor, they give him $1, or $2, or $3 a month. 

Inmy judgment—and I do not ask any man to be governed by my opin- 
ion—it is absurd for the Goveriiment to pay a pension of that character, 
if it pays any atall. I would, as the Senator from Kansas said, rather 
not have a pension, if I was a pensioner, than to be put off with a dol- 

* lar a month and have to make out my certificate four times a year for 
a dollar a month or have somebody else to do it if I was not competent 


l % it. I think it is absurd and preposterous to give a pension of that 
in 

As pensions have been given heretofore, there has, as I said the other 
day, been a discrimination made against the Union soldier. He has 
not received the character of bounty that other soldiers have-who have 
served this country. I said he had not received land as all other sol- 
diers had. He has not received the rating of pension that all other sol- 
diers had. He is reduced down from $8 to $1 in many instances, and 
the others were not. My object was to put them upon the same plane 
of equality where all other soldiers have been heretofore placed. 

I think $6 is toosmall an amount, but as $8 was not accepted by the 

Senate I hope, if they will accept any change whatever, they will adopt 
at least the proposition of $6 per month, for if there is any man in this 
country who served it for three years or four years or nearly five years 
at $13 per month when money in which he was paid was worth only 
from 37 to 40 cents on the dollar, and has expended all of it and much 
more for his family, if he had one, or in supplying himself at times in 
getting provisions that the Government did not furnish—if such aman 
is disabled at all, if this Government can not afford to pay him $72 a 
year for the remainder of his life if he is disabled so that he can not 
make a living, no matter when that misfortune occurred, then I donot 
think that this Government performs its duty toward that unfortunate 
man. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Illinois that the Chair was not aware of the fact when he ruled 
that the Senator’s amendment was in order a few moments since that 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire was itself a sub- 
stitute for the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. Hence, to 
entertain the amendment of the Senator from Illinois at this time 
would be to propose to strike out what the Senate has by vote just in- 
serted in the amendment; and the opinion of the Chair is upon that 
state of facts that while the bill remains in committee the Senator’s 
amendment will not be in order if he intends it as a substitute for the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska as amended. 

Mr, LOGAN, The Senator from New Hampshire offered his as an 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, as the Chair is informed by the Secretary. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not so understand. I offered a substitute and 
the Chair said it was out of order. 

Mr. INGALLS. It was a motion to strike out and insert. ‘ 

Mr. BLAIR. It was to strike out all after the words ‘‘ provided 
farther,’’ and to insert. 

Mr. LOGAN. It was an amendment to an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair is now advised by the 
Secretary, however, the effect of the Senator’s amendment is to strike 
out precisely what has just been inserted, and to insert other language 
in lieu. That being so, it would not be in order while the bill is in 
committee; it will be in order in the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Can not. the Senator from Illinois move to strike 
out the word ‘‘four’’ in the amendment and insert “six?” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In view of the fact that the Senate 
has by vote within the last few minutes inserted the word “‘four,” the 
Chair thinks it would not be in order to move to strike that out while 
the bill remains in Committee of the Whole. It will certainly be in 
order to do so when the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I, of course, submit to the opinion of the Chair, but 
at the same time it certainly is an opinion that has not been followed 
in this Senate very generally. Only day before yesterday the very same 
proposition was entertained by the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the proposition was to strike out 
anything other or in addition to the language which has just been in- 
serted the Chair would unhesitatingly hold that the amendment of the 
Senator was in order; but the proposition, as the Chairnow understands 
it, is to strike out no more nor less, but precisely what the Senate has 
just inserted, and that being true, the Chair holds that it would not be 
in order to move to strike that out and insert something else. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Nebraska offered an amendment 
proposing to establish the minimum rate of pension at $8 in certain 
language. The Senator from New Hampshire moved to amend the 
amendment, or to strike out of it all after the words ‘‘ Provided further,” 
and insert certain language limiting the minimum of pensions to $4 per 
month. - Then when that amendment of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire was agreed to the amendment offered by the Senator from Ne- 
braska had been amended, and the question then was, will the Senate 
agree to the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska asamended 
upon the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. Therefore it 
appears to me that this is still in an amendable s While I differ 
with great diffidence from authority so eminent and so long unques- 
tioned as that of the occupant of the chair, I should still venture to say 
that inasmuch as the question has not yet been put on agreeing to the 
amendmentof the Senator from Nebraskaasamended, while thatis pend- 
ing the Senator from Illinois would plainly have the right, the parlia- 
mentary question being undetermined before the Senate, to ask the 
opinion of the Senate as in Committee of the Whole whether that should 
be finally amended by inserting the word “‘six’’ instead of “‘ four.” 
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Iam opposed to all these propositions, the eight, the six, and the four; 
but speaking from a parliamentary standpoint, it seems to me, with 
very great deference to the Chair, that the ruling would result in great 
inconvenience, and that the question is still undetermined whether the 
Reset Pe agree to the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska as 
amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupantof the chair will 
not interpose the question of order. The Senator has suggested it or 
made the question of order, and if there be no objection the Chair will 
entertain the amendment of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was about to ask that by unanimous consent the 
amendment be entertained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the amendment is 
not technically strictly in order at this time. The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois to the amendment of 
the Senator from Nebraska as amended. 

Mr. LOGAN. On that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I am opposed to all these altera- 
tions of the pension law. I do not believe it is wise policy to adopt 
the provision proposed by the Senator from Nebraska or any of these 
others. The only effect is to take more money out of the Treasury, and 
I shall vote against all these propositions. But I want to say that in 
my opinion the pension laws of this country have been as liberal as 
those of any country on earth, and that we have to-dayas large apen- 
sion-roll as ever was provided for by any country of which I know. 
We have paid out since the close of the war a larger amount of money 
in pensions I suppose than ever was paid in the same length of time by 
any other country on earth. Yet the proposition of this bill and all 
the amendments offered to it is looking to further increase the expendi- 
tures from the public Treasury for the purpose of pensions. 

I appreciate as highly as any person does the service rendered by the 
soldiers of the country, and [ have never knowingly voted against any 
pee having a pension who I believed was entitled to it under the 

aws of the land. I voted against the arrears-of-pensions act because 

I believed that that was a mere gratuity, just as this is a bounty, as 
was said yesterday by the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 
‘To bounties that are unnecessary, whether in the form of subsidies or 
in the form of additional amounts to soldiers, I am opposed. Unless 
there is an absolute necessity for the expenditure of public money I 
believe we ought not to expend it. 

The time was when in this Senate Chamber the efforts of Senators was 
io scrutinize. expenditures and to guard the public interests against 
wastefulness and extravagance; but the tendency to-day is in exactly 
the opposite direction? and our whole legislation is looking to see how 
we can expend the public money. 

I shall not inquire into the motives of the extravagant disposition on 
the part of Congress, either of this House or the other, but I venture 
the remark that with reference to pensions to soldiers the only way to 
stop that would be by a constitutional amendment to deprive all sol- 
diers of a right to vote, of which I would not be in favor, or to provide 
by a constitutional amendment that no man who has served in Con- 
gress should ever be cligible to the position of an incumbent of the 
White House. 

We are all human and governed sometimes by ourambition, If the 
soldiers of this country had no votes to-day you would hear nothing 
about the patriotism which prompted the expenditure of the public 
money for the purpose of pensioning soldiers. It is because the sol- 
diers have a vote that their voice is potential in this Hall. We had as 
well speak the truth about this matter. 

There are other people just as worthy asthe soldiers. There are ladies 
in this land who are earning their living by their needle. We do not 
hear any talk of ioning them or providing for their necessities. 
Many of the soldiers are needy, but the country has provided liberally 
for them if their inability resulted from service for the country. 

If there is any man who has not been provided for, whose disabilities 
were incurred in the war, let him be provided for; but this bill pro- 
vides for a service ion. Many of the soldiers are worthy men, and 
the country ought to deal liberally with them, but there are other peo- 
ple just as worthy. 

We are looking at what we can do with the money in the Treasury. 
I heard a speech yesterday from the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOOR- 
HEES], in which he talked about the beneficial effects of the distribu- 
tion of money. I-heard aspeech this morning on the other side of the 
Chamber by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], in which he 
talked about wanting a hundred millions distributed out of the public 
Treasury. I have not heard a single member of the Senate talk about 
the source from whence this money comes. Where does it come from, 
sir? It comes out of taxes upon the poor people of this country as 
well as the rich. ; 

Look at the taxes the people of this country are paying! Look, for 
instance, at the clothing of the people of this country! What does it 
cost to clothe the American people? I venture the assertion at once 
that it will take a billion dollars to furnish the clothing that is worn 
by the people of this country. It is true that all that clothing is not 
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imported, and therefore does not pay duty, but that which is manu- 
factured in this country is protected by the duty upon that which is 
imported, and the price of it is enhanced by reason of the duties put 
upon that which is imported; so upon the billion dollars paid out annu- 
ally for clothing in this country at the rate of 40 per cent. that would 
amount to $400,000,000, which is paid alone upon the clothing of the 
country. Then there are many other articles, articles of diet and of 
food, which are subject to taxation, and almost every article of furni- 
ture. When you come to the enormous amount of taxes paid directly 
or indirectly by the people of this country it amounts to $400,000,000 
or $500,000,000 annually, and yet you are talking about increasing the 
expenditures of the Government, and therefore increasing necessarily 
the expenses of Government to the people of the country. We ought 
to look rather to a reduction of the expenditures than to an extrava- 
gant expenditure of money. We ought to look to see whether we can 
not reduce the burdens of the people. 

While there may be three or four hundred thousand soldiers whoare 
needy, there are five millions of people equally as needy as they are to- 
day, who are helping to pay the taxes which you are giving away to 
the soldiers and to others. Go through the rural sections of the coun- 
try. There are men and women toiling from early dawn until late at 
night, scarcely able to make a living. They have to pay taxes upon 
their clothing, upon much that they eat, upon all that they have in 
their houses in the shape of furniture, and yet we never turn to look 
to that class of people; it is to some n who has a vote that we can 
secure by appropriations of the public money. 

Fc: one, while I remain in the Senate I shall not vote subsidies nor 
bounties which are not demanded by the public service to any class of 
men, and if the consequence to me is that I am retired from public 
life well and good, I shall have the satisfaction of knowing that while 
serving in the Senate I have followed the dictates of my own judgment 
in that regard and that I have not been influenced by a desire to pro- 
mote my political interests. 

Mr. President, I would do anything that is proper and right to be 
done by the soldiers. As the bill is now amended we are to increase 
the pension of a man who has $1 to $4. The proposition of the Senator 
from Illinois is to increase it to $6. Those men were rated under the 
law at the time when their disabilities occurred or soon after. Many 
are to-day on the pension-rolls who ought not to be there because the dis- 
ability has passed away; and I expect, while I do not know the fact, 

at if there was a perfectscrutiny into the present condition of pension 

ffairs there would be found a very eonsiderable percentage of those 
now on the roll and drawing pensions-from the Government whose dis- 
abilities have disappeared and who are as able to make their living as 
any other person of the same age in the country. 

I shall not vote for any of these propositions. I might vote fora 
proposition to reduce the amount proposed in the bill, as I would have 
voted for a proposition to reduce the limit from $8 to $4 for the purpose 
of limiting it as far as possible, hut against the bill, however amended, 
I shall cast my vote. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I certainly did not intend to occupy 
the time of the Senate any further, but I can not sit quietly by and 
listen to so remarkable a speech as I have just heard from the Senator 
from Delaware without responding very briefly to some of the points 
which he suggests. 

‘The question as to whether a person shall receive a pension who has 
not been in the Army, because he is poor, is one which I have never 
heard mooted before. I have never known that line to be drawn at all, 
and the suggestion made that the factof a person being in impoverished 
circumstances shall be the only merit which shall cause the Govern- 
ment to give him a pension 

As Iunderstand the Senator, he does not believe that patriotism is 
worthy of his country. He does not believe that because a man served 
his country faithfully he is entitled to any more than one who failed to 
serve it faithfully. He does not believe that agovernmentshould hold 
out inducements to a man to defend its flag and its honor. He does 
not believe that a man is gifted with any patriotism in his breast, but 
he is a mere machine to be employed for pecuniary gain 

The Senator even insinuates that if it were not that soldiers had votes 
to give at the polls there would be no pensions granted them. I am 
willing that the Senator shall apply that remark to himself. If he 
holds within his ‘breast a heart so bloodless as that, without sympathy 
toward these unfortunates, I am perfectly willing that he shall enjoy 
all the consolation it gives him. 

But, sir, so far as I am concerned I do not appeal for pensions for votes. 
I have never appealed for votes on any ground. I appeal for pensions 
on the ground of misfortune, on the ground of sympathy, on the ground 
of charity, on the ground of a duty that the Government owes to its 
preservers and protectors, and upon no other ground; and he who in- 
sinuates that men who have sympathy with the unfortunate soldier 
are only actuated by sinister motives or designs to procure their votes 
has a poorer opinion of honesty and honor than I desire E have of him. 

Sir, it is the most remarkable statement that I ever fistened to, and 
it would have only beenstronger if the ability had been ter. When 
the time comes in this land that men stand up in the Senate Chamber 
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and from the stand point of opposition to the honor of this Government 
declfim against the right of the Government to grant charities or 
bounties to the unfortunate men who have become soin defense of the 
Government which protects them to-day, I say then the of the 
soldier forthat class of men ought to cease. How can the soldiers have 
respect for men who declare that they are entitled to nothing on ac- 
count of having served their country ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator intends to insinuate that I made 
any such allusion to the soldiers it is not justified by what I said. I 
said the country had provided liberally for the soldiers, and that if 
there was any disabled soldier in the land who had not been provided 
for he ought to be provided for. 

The Senator certainly could not have listened to my remarks on that 
point, for I want to say that I made no personal application of my gen- 
eral remarks to anybody. If the Senator sees proper to give it a per- 
sonal application I can not help that. I did not give it any 
application. I only made a general statement and a statement which 
I think the people of this country believe to-day, that our action here 
in reference to pensions is being influenced to a certain extent at least 
by the very fact that soldiers have votes. I think the country believes 
it. I made no personal application to the Senator from Illinois, but if 
he sees proper to give it a personal application to himself I can not 
avoid it. 

Mr. LOGAN. The latter speech of the Senator is amusing. I did 
not take what he said as personal to myself; I took it as personal to 
every one who was in favor of granting these benefits to soldiers. I am 
not the only advocate of those unfortunate men; I do not take it to 
myself; but. I was only trying to give the Senator to understand what 
he had said so that he might apply that to himself. 

What I said was that the distinction was not drawn by his remarks 
between those who served their country and those who did not; that 
his argument was on the basis that one was entitled to a pen- 
sion just as much as another if he was unfortunate and poor. That 
was his argument, and that was what I was replying to. It was that 
patriotism had nothing to do with a pension; that service had nothing 
to do with it, and the only question was the want of the individual. 

I was replying to that, and further I wasreplying totheremark which 
he made that because they had votes was the only reason why they 
were pensioned. Ingovernments where they do not vote they are pen- 
sioned. Under the lead of the autocrats of countries where men have 
not been entitled to vote they havealways had pensions. There is nog 
a government on earth, whether the soldier votes or does not vote, tha 
does not pension the unfortunate soldier, and his widow and orphans 
also. 

Ipresume there are not very many soldiers ps in Delaware who 
have votes, because there are but few people who vote there, for some 
reason or other, I donot know what. In myStateall men twenty-one 
years old who have not disfranchised themselves are entitled to vote, 
whether they have been soldiers or not. There are more people there 
who have not been soldiers than there are who have been soldiers; so 
that if the theory of the Senator is right, that the people believe what 
he says they believe, the soldiers’ vote would amount to very little in 
this country when compared to the vote-of those who were not soldiers. 
So the argumentis very light so far as that particular is concerned, as 
well as in other particulars. 

T presume that the women who are widows of soldiers and the chil- 
dren who are the orphans of unfortunate soldiers have no vote in Del- 
aware. They have notin my State. Why should I or any other Sen- 
ator be in favor of pensioning a widow? Forsooth, because she votes, 
would be the argument of the Senator from Delaware. Why should I 
he in favor of pensioning a child one year old? Because it votes, says 
the Senator from Delaware. Did a man ever hear such an argument 
fall from the lips of a great statesman before? Ineverdid. Itisnew; 
itis novel. It is an argument which ought to be preserved and handed 
down to be declaimed by boys in schools, that they might learn the pa- 
triotic devotion of men in this country who believe that nothing but a 
desire for votes can cause a Senator to vote for a pension. 

What causes Senators here to vote for clearing out spring branches, 
as has been done? Money is appropriated for rivers and places where 
boats never could float, Is that forthe benefit of the country, or to ac- 
commodate some partieular section of the country? I do not hear the 
Senator declaim against that. The only lond declamation that I hear 
from him at different times is against pension bills for unfortunate sol- 
diers because the Treasury is being robbed ! 

When the Senator speaks of men who agree on this subject taking 
money out of the Treasury to pay the soldier, it is not robbery. The 
only time the Treasury has ever been robbed in this Government was 
when those left it whom the soldiers brought back; and it comes in 
very bad grace from any Senator to talk about robbing the Treasury 
by paying pensions to unfortunate soldiers. I do not allude to this for 
the purpose of harrowing up and arousing the feelings of any one; but 


I do say that when men insinuate that others are willing to rob the 
‘Treasury to pay these soldiers they had better turn their attention 
back a few years and see when the Treasury was robbed and by whom 
it was done. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, Mr. President, I donot intend that the Senator 


from Illinois shall put me in a false position. I said nothing against 
pensioning soldiers who had been wounded in the service. This bill 
isnot for that purpose. It is a service-pension bill for disabilities in- 
curred at any time since the service was rendered, and it is that bill to 
which I am opposed. 

I said expressly in-the remarks which I made that the country had 
provided for the soldiers who were disabled during the war, and thatif 
there was any soldier thus disabled who had not been provided for it 
should be done. I spoke against extending the bounty of the Govern- 
ment tomen who were not wounded or whodid not receive any disability 
in the war, men who have become diseased, as everybody is liable to be- 
come diseased, since the termination of the war, not traceable to the 
war, but traceable to the afflictions which fall upon humanity. 


I do not intend that the Senator from Illinois shall hold me upas being _ 


opposed to the pensioning of soldiers under the laws who had received 
wounds in the war or who became diseased while in the service of their 
country. It is against extending that, and givingnow what I consider a 
bounty to men who were not wounded in the war, who contracted no 
disease in the war, simply from the fact that they were once in the 
war—it is against the provisions of such a bill that I spoke. 

The Senator seems to talk with some feeling, He was a gallant sol- 
dier in the war and he deserves well of his country, but at the same 
time he is not to be allowed to dictate to everybody else what their 
views shall be. If Senators on this side of the FEDD WA aver bod 
diffe; with him it comes very ungraciously from him to say that they 
were unpatriotic and that they have got no patriotism. The simple fact 
that a man wore epaulets is not a proof of his patriotism more than the 


man who in any other of the walks of life faithfully discharged his duty 


to his country. 

I defy the Senator to point to any word of mine or to any act of 
mine that was not in perfect consonance and harmony with the inter- 
est of the Government of the country at the time of the war. I voted 
thé Democratic ticket. If that was evidence of disloys@ty, I plead 
guilty to it. 

Mr, LOGAN. I did not say anything about disloyalty. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. No duty that I owed to this Government was 
ever omitted, and I,have no doubt that I went as far as the Senator to 
discharge my duty. I do not mean to say that I rendered as much 
service, for he was a gallant officer in the war, but I went as far from 
compromising myself with those with whom my country was engaged 
in war as he would have gone. Iremember at one time while passing 
through Canada bein; ne oni to see certain gentlemen who were there 
as representatives of theconfederategovernment. I positively declined 
to see them, on the ground that I had no right to hold intercourse with 
those who were fighting against the country to Which I belonged. 

I declined to see Mr. Thompson, Mr, Clay, and other tlemen to 
whom I could have been introduced, on the ground that I had no right 
as a citizen of the United States to hold any intercourse whatever with 
the enemies of my country. The imputation in the remarks of the 
Senator that gentlemen who differ with him are not actuated by as loyal 
motives as himself is unjust at least. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I made no such impu- 
tation. I was discussing the remarks of Senators, and said that they 
made that argument; and so they did. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. No, sir; the Senator was not discussing the po- 
sition of the Senator from Delaware at all. He was misrepresenting 
the position, doubtless unintentionally. 

Mr. LOGAN. If I misrepresented the Senator I beg his pardon. I 
did not intend to do so, and I do not think I did. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I say it was doubtless unintentional, but he 
was misrepresenting my position. 

Mr. LOGAN. One position the Senator occupied I did not allude to 
for the reason that I did not knowit. If I had known that he was in 
Canada at that time I should have alluded to that fact. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator from Illinois represented the Sen- 
ator from Delaware as being opposed toall pensions. That is not true 
in fact, and no word that has escaped me has justified such a remark 
from the Senator from Illinois. ` 

I have observed in the discussion which has been going on upon this 
bill that gentlemen who see proper to take their view of the subject 

are disposed to attribute a want of patriotism to others who do notco- 
incide with them. Ihave my views, and I am not‘afraid to express 
them in the Senate or out of it; and I am willing to be judged by them; 
but Iam not willing to be judged by the interpretation of the Senator 
from Illinois. When I want an interpreter of what my meaning er my 
position is I shall not seek for it in that quarter. 

I only intended to express my opinion because the yeas and nays 
were called upon the pending amendment, and to say that I intend to 
vote against the bill and against every proposition which proposes to 
increase the pensions of this country for the purposes named in the bill. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Mr. President, I was a Union man during the war, 
and at the close of it I was one of the very few Democrats who was 
left upon the registration roll of my State and allowed to vote because 
of the test-oath then required there. There is not a man who has a 
more generous sympathy for the disabled soldiers of the Union than I 
have. Ishould be willing to vote generous pensions to every soldier 
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who was wounded or disabled in the war or whose disabilities resulted 
from his service in the Army. 

But I think that our bounty should cease at that point. Iam not 
in favor of voting either service pensioris or other pensions to those who 
came out of the war uninjured and possessing all the vigor of constitu- 
tion with which they entered the Army. The men who served in the 
pit ar the rebellion are mainly still young men or men in the prime 
of life. 

Mr. GEORGE, Will the Senator from West Virginia allow me to 
interrupt him? > 

Mr. CAMDEN. Certainly. z 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand the Senator to say that he is op 
toservice pensions. Did he not vote for the Mexican pension bill last 
year, which was a service pension, and nothing else? 

Mr. CAMDEN. I think I voted against it. I know that I was op- 

to it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am-very sorry to hear that you did oppose it. 

Mr. CAMDEN, I voted in committee against it, and I do not hesi- 
tate to say here now that I voted against it in the Senate in the form 
that it finally assumed. Iwas opposed then, and I am opposed to-day, 
to service pensions to the soldiers of the Mexican war for the very reason 
that if we extend service pensions to the soldiers of the Mexican war 
at this time, it will be but a very short period until, upon the same 
principle, service pensions will be granted to the soldiers of the late war. 
Although the lapse of time will not be so great, it will be the prece- 
dent which will establish a service pension to every soldier of this coun- 
try before three years. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I understand the Senator to say that heisop- 
posed to a service pension to the soldiers of the Mexican war because 
ltmay result in giving a service pension to soldiers of the late war. Is 
that his idea? 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iwill say to the Senator from Mississippi that there 
are exceptions to the rule, which I might concede if it was prudent or 
expedient to do it at this time. There is a great difference between 
pensioning scldiers forty: years after the service and pensioning soldiers 
twenty years after the service. In forty years after the service the 
soldier has become an old man; ‘he may be in suffering or may be de- 
crepit; but a service pension to the soldier of the war for the Union 
would be entirely a bounty on the part of the Government, and the 
Government should have a discretion as to when it will extend that 
bonny, and in my judgment it ought not at this time to be extended 
at all. 

We are not voting away our own money; we are voting away the 
money of the people of this country; and the people of this country are 
composed three-fourths or almost nine-tenths of laboring men. We 
should place proper limits to the bounty that the Government should 
extend in any and in all instances. 3 

There are in this country engaged in agricultural pursuits, in round 
numbers, seyen millions of people; there arein mines and manufactur- 
ing interests some four millions of people; there are in other laboring 
pursuits about five millions more people, making in the aggregate six- 
teen millions of laboring people, one-half of whom pérhaps are less able 
to make their own living, let alone contribute bounties to others, than 
the average of the soldiers who came out of the war uninjured. 

Mr. LOGAN. The soldiers are nearly all laboring men themselves. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I know they are, but we ate taxing one class of 
laboring men in the interest of another class of laboring men. 

Mr. LOGAN. Oh, no; not at all 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iappreciate the spirit of patriotism which governed 
those men in goingintothe Army. I appreciate the spirit of patriotism 
which has been displayed by our volunteer soldiers on every occasion 
when the conntry has demanded their services; but that spirit is not 
promoted by encouraging the idea of extraordinary compensation to 
those men. You degrade the spirit of patriotism to one of pecuniary 
interest, 

I believe, as E said before, that the Government owesit to every soldier 
who has been in its service and has been disabled or wounded in that 
service, or whose health has been impaired from that service, to grant 
a liberal and generous pension to him, but I think that our bounty 
ought to end at that point. 

I shall yote against all amendments looking to an increase of our 
pension-rol], and I shall vote against the bill itself. y% 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agrecing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN] to the amend- 
mnentof the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] as amended, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 
from the Senate, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. SAbIN’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
(Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). The Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUME] is engaged in the Committee on Appropriations and re- 


I am paired 
He was called away 


quested me to pair with him. If he were here, I should vote “nay” 
and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON]. : 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. PLATT], who is unavoidably absent from the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator from Texas [ Mr. wax requested me 
to announce his pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] 
on these questions. s 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague [Mr. Dawes] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN]. : 

Mr. HACE. I am paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 


Wison. ] 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 21; as follows: 
YEAS—20. 
Bowen, Hale, Manderson, Sewell, 
Conger, Hoar, Miller, Spooner, 
Cullom, f; Mitchell of Oreg., an Wyck, 
Dolph, McMillan, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Frye, Mahone, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa, 
NAYS—21. 
Beck, Eustis, Hearst, Stanford, 
Berry, Gibson, Morgan, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Gray, Payne, Whitthorne, 
Brown, Hampton, Pugh, 
Call, Harris, Saulsbury, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Skerman, 
ABSENT—35. i 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Blair, Ev: Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Fair, McPherson, Sabin, 
Camden, George, Maxey, Teller, 
Cameron, Gorman, Mitchell of Pa., Vance, 
Chace, Harrison, Palmer, . Vest, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Pike, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Platt, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to offer an amendment to come in at 
the end of section 1. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘That is not in order now. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand the question now to be on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] as 
amended. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the pending question. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move-to lay that amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
lay the amendment upon the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Can we have that amendment read ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment, ` 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to add at the end of the first sec- 
tion of the bill: 

Provided further, That no pension paid under any law hereafter shall berated 
at less than $ per month, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
lay the amendment on the table. 

ar tantion was not agreed to; there being ona division—ayes 15, 
noes 24. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. [ offer an amendment to come in at the end of 
section 1. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Delaware will-be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment just 
agreed to the following proviso: 

And provided also, That no payment of any increase of expenditures for pen- 
sions under this act shall be made from the Treasury until provision shall be 
made by law to meet such increase of expenditure by a tax upon incomes spe- 
cifically applicable thereto. 

Mr. BLAIR. , I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 


Mr. ALDRICH (when his name was called). 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 
vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. LOGAN (when Mr, ALLIson’s name was called). The Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] requested me to announce a pair between 
him and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I should 
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Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Benator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. ; 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. If he were present, I should 


vote ‘‘nay.” 
Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
The Senator 


ator from ro Agee [Mr. WiLsox]. 

Mr. CONGER (when Mr.*CoKr’s name was called). 
from Texas [Mr. Coker] is paired with the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Evarts]. j 

Mr. CONGER (when Mr. PALMER’s name was called). My col- 
league [ Mr. Cacti T is paired on all these questions with the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. HEARST (after having voted in the negative). I sce that my 
colleague [Mr. STANFORD] is out of the Chamber, and-it is under- 
stood that we are paired when either of us is away. So I withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. HOAR. Mycolleague [Mr. DAWES] is paired with the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 15; as follows: 


I am paired with the Sen- 


YEAS—29, 
Blair, Hale. Manderson, Spooner, 
Bowen, Harrison, Miller, an Wyck, 
Brown, Hawley, Mitchell of Oreg., Voorhees, 
Conger, Hoar, Morrill, Walthall. 
Cullom, . Ingalls, $ Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, logan, Sawyer, e 
Frye, McMillan, Sewell, 
Geo Mahone, Sherman, 

NAYS—15, 
Beck, Colquitt, Hampton, Pugh 
meny: Eust: Harris, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Jones of Arkansas, Whitthorne. 
Call, Gray, Morgan, 

ABSENT—32. 

Aldrich, Dawes, Kenna, Ransom, 
Allison, Edmunds, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Evarts, Maxey, Sabin. 
Camden, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Cameron, Gorman, Palmer, Teller, 
Chace, Hearst, Pike, . Vance, 
Cockrell, Jonesof Florida, Platt, Vest, 
Coke, Jonesof Nevada, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask at this time the consent of the Senate to have 
two or three merely verbal amendments made. In section 1, line 15, 
after the word “‘disability,’”’ the words ‘‘and dependence” should be 
inserted. The pension is made payable on two conditions, disability 
and dependence, and in that line the words ‘‘and dependence” have 
been improperly omitted. I ask that the words be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 15, after the word ‘‘disabil- 
jty,’’ it isproposed to insert the words ‘‘and dependence;’’ so as to read: 

And be entitled to receive a pension during the continuance of such disabil- 
ity and dependence. ° 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from New Hampshire will allow 
me, by the use of the words ‘‘ and dependence,’’ in line 15, it will be 
necessary, in Jine 16, for him to change the word ‘‘ thereof’’ to the 
words ‘‘of such disability,’’ so as to make it good grammar and good 


sense, 

Mr. BLAIR. That change should be made. I thank the Senator 
from Ohio for the suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘The Chief Clerk will state the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Ohio. = S 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 1, line 16, it is proposed to strike out 
the word “thereof ” and insert the words ‘‘ of such disability;”’ so as 
to read: 


And be entitled to receive a pension during the continuance of such disability 
and dependence at a rate proportionate to the degree of such disability. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Are there any degrees of dependence? 

Mr. BLAIR. Therearenonenow. If there are amendments on that 
matter they will come in later, and will apply, if the Senator should 
choose to move them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. In the twentieth line of the first section, after the 
words ‘‘ twenty-four dollars,” the words ‘‘per month” should be in- 
serted; so as to read: 

The highest rate of pension granted under this section, which shall be for total 
incapacity to perform any manual labor, shall be $24 per month, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BLAIR. The second section, commencing in line 8, now reads: 

And such as may be found to be entitled to $8 a month under existing laws 
shall receive in lieu thereof $12 a month from and after the approval of this act, 

I wish to insert after the word’ *‘ laws,” at the commencement of the 
tenth line, the words ‘‘as modified by this section,” this section being 
created to include another class. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Crier CLERK. In section 2, line 10, after the word “laws,” 
it is propieta to insert the words ‘‘ as modified by this section;’’ soas 
to read: 

And such as may be found to be entitled to $8 a month under existing laws as 
modified by this section shail receive in lieu thereof $12 a month from and after 
the approval of this act, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend, in the tenth line of the first section, 
by striking out, after the word ‘‘ own,” the words ‘‘ gross carelessness, 


-| disreputable conduct, or vicious habits,” and inserting in lieu thereof 


the word “‘ fault;”’ so as to read: 

And who is or shall become disabled from any cause not the result of his own 
fault, and shall also be dependent upon his own labor for support. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that amendment will be agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. LOGAN. In section 1, line 7, before the word ‘‘ months,’ I 
move to strike out the word ‘‘six’’ and insert the word ‘‘three;”’ so 


;| as to read: 


That every person specified in the several classes enumerated in section 4693 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and the amendments thereto, who 
served inthe military or naval service, as mentioned in said section, for the 
period of three months durir. z the war of the rebellion, &c, ‘ 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that amendment will be accepted. 
ator from Illinois going to speak to it? 

Mr. LOGAN. I was not going to say anything except that I know 
myself, of my own knowledge, numbers of men who did not serve six 
months who would be as‘much deserving of a pension under this bill 
as a man who seryed five years, for they were in battles, and in heavy 
battles. If they are not disabled they will not get any m under 
the amendment I propose, and if they are disabled they are as much 
entitled to a pension as if they had served six months. 

Mr. BLAIR. As this bill passed the Senate in the last Congress it - 
was precisely as it would be if amended as moved by the Senator from, 
Illinois. Although the committee considered the matter and inserted 
the words “‘six months” on deliberation, yet I know the fact to be that 
of the three-months men who fought the first battle of Bull Run and 
who exhibited as great patriotism certainly as any of our soldiers did, 
being the very first to enlist, very many would be excluded from the 
provisions of this act unless the amendment be made. I have received 
several letters since the bill was reported from that class, and I hope 
the amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Nobody objects to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. We are all for it: 

Mr. LOGAN. Unanimously. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well, I will say no more. I thought some one 
objected to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Insection 1, at the end of line 11, after the word ‘‘sup- 
port,’’ I move to insert the words- 

Or upon the contributions of others not legally bound thereto. 

So as to read: 


And who is or shall become disabled from any cause not the result of his own 
fault, and shall also be dependent upon his own labor for support, or upon the 
contributions of others not legally bound thereto, shall upon making due proof 
of the facts, &e. A 

Those words arein the second section, and apply already to dependent 
parents, and unless they be placed in the first section the bill would be 
inoperative to those who are entirely disabled, and who for that reason, 
having been disabled for any length of time, can not be said to be de- 
pendent upon their own labor, since they are utterly incompetent to 
perform any labor. It could not be said that a man is dependent upon 
his own labor for support who can not perform any labor whatever and 
who is supported by Charity. Therefore I think these words should be 
in, and I suppose they will be inserted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no further amendment be proposed 
the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ioffered an amendment which I should like to have 
read and acted upon at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add as a new section: 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place the names of all the surviving officers, soldi and sailors who 
enlisted and served in the war with Mexico for any period during the years 
1845, 1846, 1847, and 1848, and were honorably discharged, and their surviving 
widows, on the pension-roll, at the rate of $3 per month, from and after the e 
sage of this act, during their lives. That the Bakony of the Interior is KUR 
ized and directed to make such rules and regulations as are necessary to carry 


Is the Sen- 
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this act into effect: Provided, That where it shall ap) that a discharge is lost, 
secondary evidence may be permitted; and where it shall appear an applicant 
has received a land warrant, that shall be sufficient evidence of an honorable 
discharge, unless the evidence shows that he procured it by fraud: And pro- 
—— Ju , That this act shall not apply to persons under political ili- 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the latter clause be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read the latter 
clause of the amendment. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That this act shall not apply to persons under political 
disabilities. å 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President. 

Mr. BUTLER. I asked for the yeas and nays. Why not take a di- 
rect vote? 

Mr. BLAIR. I want'to say just a word. I do not care to open any 
discussion, but I wish the country and the Senate to understand that 
the committee has reported the House Mexican pension bill, the precise 
measure which has been read at the desk as an amendment to this bill. 
It is considerably modified it is true, butitis in the condition of a House 
bill in the possession of the Senate, and in some form, I have no doubt, 
will be passed by the Senate; and the committee are disposed to act in 
the utmost good faith and with such celerity as the sentiment of the 
Senate will permit them to do in pressing it for consideration. It has 
been reported in precisely the form in which it was passed by the Senate 
in the last Congress. 

I think the Senate will wish to modify the bill as it came from the 
House considerably if they pass it. For instance, it requires no defi- 
nite period of service whatever as a condition for the payment of what 
is a service pension purely, and there are other parti in which the 
bill was not satisfactory, I may say properly, perhaps, to the minority 
members of the Committee on Pensions, or at least to some of them. 
It was objected to. ‘The House bill which was reported to the Senate 
comes here as much by the action of the minority members of that 
committee as the majority. 

For my own part I am personally in favor of giving the soldiers of 
the Mexican war a service pension, although I have on former occasions 
opposed it, but a majority of the committee decided that the bill should 
be reported in the form in which it comes to the Senate, which makes 
it a service pension absolute to all who are sixty-two years of age; and 
to those who are less than sixty-two years of age, in order that they 
may receive the pension provided, it is necessary that they shall prove 
ny. and dependence in analogy to the provisions of the pending 

If this amendment should be placed upon the pending bill, or if the 
fate of the soldiers of the Mexican war should be made to depend upon 
the fate of this bill, the Senator from South Carolina will himself see 
that there is greater uncertainty as to the result of this measure than 
if we deal with the House bill, which we may amend and simply send 
back for concurrence in the amendments. This bill has yet to run 
the gauntlet of the House and of the Presidential action. 

I think the Senator will himself after this statement perceive that if 
I should move to lay his amendment upon the table it could not besaid 
that I did so with any unfriendly feeling toward the class of men who 
would be affected by it. 

Mr. MILLER. But rather in their interest. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is rather in their interest; and if the Senator from 
South Carolina does not desire to say anything more, I will make the 
motion to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER, I have nothing to say whatever in reply to what the 
Senator has just stated. 

Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps the Senator will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr, BUTLER. No, I shall not withdraw it; but if what the Sena- 
tor says is true, and I have no doubt it is true, the Senate Committee 
on Pensions having reported the Mexican pension bill which came from 
the House, and proposing to have action upon it as early as possible, it 
will not in the slightest degree injure that measure by adopting the 
amendment I have proposed to the pending bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. But it would injure this measure very seriously, and 
might excite opposition to the passage of the Mexican ion bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, I think very likely it would strengthen it. It 
would in my estimation, I have no hesitation in saying, strengthen this 
bill very much, A 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will see that the Mexican pension bill 
has reached the Senate and does not meet with adverse action from 
some who formerly opposed it. 

Mr. BUTLER. It simply gives to the Mexican pension bill two 
chances instead of one, and therefore I shall insist upon a vote upon my 
amendment. Ifthe Senate votes it down, of course I shall have noth- 
ing to say. 

r. BLAIR. Butit will injure this bill, and I trust my motion to 
lay on the table will prevail. I withhold the motion, however, as the 
Senator from Illinois wishes to speak. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. Allow me to say justone word. Iam a friend of the 
Mexican pension bill. I have always voted for it, and I shall do so 


whenever it comes up. I madea speech here oncein opposition to put- 
ting amendments upon it, because I wanted each measure to stand upon 
its own basis, 

For that reason I shall vote against this amendment, although Ishall 
vote for the bill when it comes up asit is presented from the committee 
or in some form or other, and in the best form that I can get it for the 
benefit of those soldiers. But to put it in this bill, with the minimum 
to Union soldiers limited in the bill to $4and the pension of the soldiers 
of the Mexican war fixed at $8, I do not think would fit very well; and I 
should not like to put the measures together in that shape; forif aman 
who served in the Mexican war is entitled to $8 a month without any 
disability whatever, it seems to me that a man with disability who 
served in the Union Army is entitled to the same rate of pension. It 
was on that principle that I offered my amendment. Therefore I shall 
vote against the amendment, or in favor of laying it on the table, if the 
Senator from New Hampshire makes that motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I make the motion to lay the amendment on the table, 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

the ye and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro 

Mr. BUTLER (when hisnamewas called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron]. * If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with theSen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Kenna]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iam paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 


GORMAN]. If he were present, I should vote “yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS—23, 
Blair, Harrison, Mahone, Sewell, 
bis Hawley, oe te es 
om. oar er, pooner, 
Dolp! j Fortis, Morgan, an Wyck, 
Frye, Kon, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa. 
Hale, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
NAYS—17. 
Beck, Eustis, Harris, Saulsbury, 
Berry. eo Jones of Arkansas, Walthall. 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mitchell of Oreg., 
Brown, Gray, Payne, 
N Hampton, i 
ABSENT—36, 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Dawes, McPherson, Sabin, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Maxey, Stanford, 
Butler, Evarts, Mitchell of Pa., Teller, 
Camden, Fair, Palmer, Vance, 
Cameron, Gorman, Pike, est, 
Chace, Hearst, : Platt, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Whitthorne, 
Coke, Jones of Nev Ransom, Wilson of Md, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 
Mr. BLAIR. When the discussion opened I gave noticethat I would 
move to insert before the word ‘‘labor,’’ in the eleventh line of the 
first section, at the top of the second page, the word ‘‘manual;” but 
the discussion having indicated, and my own understanding now being, 
that the language as it stands would be held to include persons disabled 
and dependent upon their labor, whether it was that of a teacher or a 
physician or a clergyman dependent upon the exercise of his usual pur- 
suit in life, I will not make the motion to insert that word. I think 
the bill ought to be construed, and as it stands will be construed to in- 
clude all who are dependent upon their usual avocation in life for the 
means of sustenance and whg are disabled. Therefore I withhold the 
amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit me 
to make a suggestion in that particular? It is very clear to my mind 
that as the bill now stands no persons will be entitled to its benefits, 
should it become a law, except those who being disabled are dependent 
upon their own manual labor for support. I know of no reason why 
that rule should be applied. A man who has been a soldier and who 
is a physician or a clergyman or a lawyer or an editor or a merchant 
or a teacher, being disabled and dependent and unable to pursue his 
avocation, ought to receive the benefits of this bill exactly the same as 
a man who follows the plow or makes shoes or manufactures iron in the 
forge. 

I therefore suggest to the Senator whether he will not consent to strike 
out the whole of line 11, which would certainly include all those who 
are at present by a technical construction included and give the other 
people a chance; and-if he will not consent to that, whether he does 
not think it would be advisable to substitute for the word ‘‘labor’’ th 
word ‘‘exertion;’’ so as to read: } 

And shall also be dependent upon his own exertion for support. 
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Mr. BLAIR. If that is the best word to put there, I have no objec- 
tion to the It occurred to me that “‘his usual avocation or 
calling in life’? would be better. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ishould say either “‘exertion’’ or ‘“‘effort.”’ Either 
of these words would bea great deal more comprehensive than the 
word ‘‘Jabor’’ as it is understood in the common acceptation of that 
term and the legal aceeptation as well. Therefore, if the Senator de- 
sires to extend the benefits of this bill to all who are disabled and who 
would be entitled to claim, no matter what may be their it in 
life, if he would use either of those two words he would include all 
those that are now included and extend the benefits of the act prob- 
ably to those who are now by the terms of the act itself excluded, 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will move to insert the word “ exer- 
tion ” instead of ‘‘labor,’’ I shall not oppose it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
. ator from Kansas as offering an amendment? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. In line 11 of section 1 I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘labor ’’ and insert the word ‘‘ exertion;’’ so as to read: 


And shall also be dependent upon his own exertion for support. 


Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection so far as I am concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. Before the vote is taken on this bill I desire to make 

a few remarks giving the reasons which will control my vote on its 
final passage. 
Mr. President, after the termination of the late unfortunate civil war, 
when the Southern States composing the confederacy had been con- 
quered, the Government, standing in the capacity of victor, dictated 
the terms upon which the Southern States could resume their place in 
the Union with all the rights and privileges of States of the Union. 
The Southern people and Southern States accepted those terms, and 
whatever may be said of the terms, or of the delays which occurred, or 
the evils of the reconstruction period, the terms were in fact accepted by 
the Southern and the authority of the Government was re-estab- 
tablished with all the States as members of the Union. 

In this state of things the Southern States again became a component 

rt of the Union, and the Southern people citizens of their respective 

tates and citizens of the United States, with all therights, privileges, and 
immunities, and with all the duties and obligations of other citizens. 

The fourteenth constitutional amendment, which was assented to by 
the Southern States, contains a provision that the validity of the debt 
of the United States, including debts incurred for the payment of pen- 
sions and bounties for services in suppressing insurrection or rebellion, 
shall not be questioned. But neither the United States nor any State 
shall assume or pay any debt or obligation incurred by insurrection or 
rebellion against tle United States or any claim for the loss or eman- 
cipation of any slave, but all such debts, obligations, and claims shall 
be held to be illegal and void. 

By the terms of this constitutional amendment, agreed to by both 
sides, it becomes the duty of the Southern people to act in the matter 
of pensions to Union soldiers precisely as they would have acted if they 
had been on the Union side in the contest and the Union soldiers had 
been their soldiers. In other words, Southern Senatorsand Represent- 
atives in Congress are bound to act toward the Union soldiers in mat- 
ters of pensions just as they would have acted if the Southern States 
had been part of the Union and fighting for the Union during the civil 
strife, or just as we would act toward them if the war had been against 
a foreign power and they had been fighting the battles of the Govern- 
ment. - 

Now, if I am correct in this view, as long as the people of the North- 
ern States, who were in the Union and fighting for the Union during 
the contest, feel that there is still anything due the soldiers as pensions 
which has not been paid by the Government, and as long as Northern 
tax-payers are content with the passage of laws increasing pensions, I 
do not think the people of the South can object. 

I have no doubt there are a great many tax-payers in the Northern 
States who do not approve the extent to which the Government has 
gone in the matter of pensions; but as the Northern constituencies con- 
tinue to send Senators and ives to Congress who, without 
regard to-party lines or party divisions, vote almost solidly for addi- 
tional pension bills, we have no right to conclude that the majority of 
the Northern tax-payers disapprove such action; and it is reasonable to 
suppose if the South had been in the Union at the time and the Union 
Army had been considered their army that they would have gone as 
far in granting the soldiers pensions as the people of the Northern 
States would have gone. While, therefore, I feel that we are going to 
an extent the propriety of which is questionable, I will yield any 
doubt I may entertain as to the wisdom and propriety of this measure 
and give the benefit of the doubt in its favor as long as the representa- 
tives of both political parties North are almost solid in their 
And believing that to be true in the present instance, I expect to vote 
for the bill. But before I take my seat I desire to remark that our 
soldiers who served in the war against Mexico, which occurred nearly 


fifteen years prior to the late civil war and about forty years ago, have 
not yet received service ions. 

Very large numbers of the Mexican soldiers are dead, and those who 
survive are mostly_becoming old and many of them decrepit. 

I think while Southern Senators and Representatives have, as a rule, 
faithfully sustained measures for pensioning Union soldiers, Northern 
Senators and Representatives should consider with more liberality the 
claims of the soldiers against Mexico. It is true, I believe, thata 
majority of them were from the Southern States, and that the South 
would get part of the benefit if that act should yee 

Those gallant meri were fighting the battlesof this Governmentagainst 
a foreign foe, and their gallantry and success addeé@ an empire of terri- 


tory to the Republic. Why, then, should we continue to decline to’ 


grant them pensions? 

When.forty years have passed from the commencement of the late 
civil war, I have no doubt service pensions will be granted to all the 
Union surviving soldiers engaged in it, a atan earlier period. I 
trust the soldiers against Mexico may be kindly and ‘justly dealt with 
without further delay, and I do not think I shall vote in future for 
farther increase of pensions to Union soldiers until something just 
and reasonable has been done for them. 

And in this connection I desire to remark that the Government, in 
my opinion, owes the same duty to the soldiers who, at a still earlier 
period, fought our battles against the Indians, 

There are in my State still some old men, the survivors of the sol- 
diers who fought our Indian battles. The number is comparatively 
small, and they are generally old and needy. I think provision should 
be made for them, and I trust Northern Senators and resentatives, 
as well as Southern Senators and Representatives, will consider ma- 
turely the obligation which the Government is under to them, and see 
that full justice is done them. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think the speech of the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown] should not pass without a statement of fact in 
connection with it. 

The pension for the Mexican soldiers would have passed six or eight 
years ago if it were not for the fact that that side of the Chamber unan- 
imously, with the exception of one or two Senators only, refused to 
accept a proposition for pensioning those soldiers which contained a pro- 
vision that no pension should be paid to Jefferson Davis. It was their 
fault, not the fault of this side of the Chamber unless they expected us 
to pension Mr. Davis, that that bill did not pass at that time. Later 
the same Senators refused to accept a bill providing for pensioning the 
soldiers of the Mexican war, which this side of the Chamber was ready 
to support, but which put them precisely on the footing on which the 
soldiers of the Revolution were placed for more than forty years after the 
close of the Revolutionary war, and precisely on the footing that the 
soldiers of the war of 1812 were placed down to 1873 or 1874, fifty-six 
or fifty-eight years after the conclusion of that war. 

The soldiers of the Revolution were required until nearly fifty years 
after its close to state in their application that the person applying was 
in need of a pension, and the general service pension treating age as a 
universal disability was not applied to the soldiers of the Revolution 
or to the soldiers of the war of 1812 until a longer interval had passed 
since the close of that war than has now passed since the close of the 
Mexican war. i 

So that pension bill failed on account of the claim and demand from 
that side of the Chamber, represented almost wholly by Southern Sen- 
ators, that the soldiers of the Mexican war should be put in a better 
condition than the soldiers of the Revolution were placed in or than 
the soldiers of 1812 were placed in. ‘They claimed, as some Senators 
did, that it was a degradation toa soldier to have to state in his appli- 
cation that he needed a pension. If it were a degradation, then we have 
degraded the widows and dependent fathers and mothers of the soldiers 
of the war of the Union; then we have degraded thesoldiers of the war 
of the Revolution and the soldiers of the war of 1812. 

The failure to pension the soldiers of the Mexican war before this time 
is due not to this side of the Chamber, not to the representatives of the 
Northern States of the Union; it is due asa matter of history to the 
Senators who denied, first, thata pension bill which excluded Jeff Davis 
should be passed by the representatives of this Government, and who 
afterward rejected a bill which placed them on the same footing with 
the soldiers of the war of the Revolution and of the war of 1812, and on 
the same footing with the widows and dependent parents of the soldiers 
of the war for the Union. - 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr, President, the statement made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] needs, I think, a little explanation. 

As to the first bill to which the Senator alludes. I know nothing. 
I was not a member of this body at the time when it was discussed 
and failed. 

As to the second bill, if my recollection is not at fault, the Senate 
passed a bill, as stated by the Senator from Massachusetts, which was 
not wholly consistent with the position assigned by him to Senators 
on this side. ` 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me for saying that the bill to 
which I referred as the second bill, to which I suppose he is now com- 


. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4679 


ing, was the measure which was in charge of the late Senator from 
` Kentucky, General Williams. 

Mr. GEORGE. I refer to that bill. The failure of that bill was not 
wholly due to the action of Senators on this side of the Chamber. In 
the first place, I remember very well that both my then colleague, Mr. 
Lamar, and myself were advocating and supporting the bill in the shape 
in which the Senator says it was distasteful to this side of the Chamber. 
In the next place, if I am not very much mistaken (and if I am I shall 
be glad to be corrected), the distinguished Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
LOGAN] made the same objection to what was then denounced as the 
pauper clause of that bill as was made by General Williams, the Sen- 
ator from Téxas [Mr. MAXEY], and some other Senators on this side. 
‘The Senator from Illinois nods assent to that proposition. I was will- 
ing, and my former colleague was always willing, to accept the pen- 
sioning of the Mexican war soldiers upon the basis finally assumed in the 
bill to which the Senator from Massachusetts has alluded. I believe 
that if it had not been for the great weight and large influence of the 
Senator from Illinois, notwithstanding the objections urged upon this 
side of the Chamber, that bill might have 

And now one word more. I intend to vote for the bill-now before 
the Senate. I shall vote for it under no constraint whatever. I shall 
vote for it cheerfully, and because I believe it to be my duty as an 
American Senator to vote for it. If there be any consequences to fall 
on me personally for that, I am ready to meet them. I have only cast 
one vote on the. various amendments which have been proposed which 
I need to explain, and I ask now to explain it. 

When the proposition was made by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY] to insert a proviso restraining the operation of this bill 
until a law was passed raising revenue sufficient from incomes to pay 
the debt, I voted against it; and for these reasons: In the first place I 
regarded it as anobstructive amendment to the of the bill, and 
being in favor of the bill, I did not propose to encumber it by amend- 
ments that would tend to defeat it. 

In thesecond place I desire to say that I am now and I have been for 
a long time very profoundly impressed with the injustice of the tax 
laws of the Union. I have been very profoundly im with the 
truth of the statement made by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] 


this morning, that most of the large revenue which we collect and dis- | Senat 


burse is collected from that class of our population who are least able 
to pay it; and I have also been impressed with the conviction that it 
was the duty of the American Congress to impose further taxation upon 
what is called the accumulated wealth of the country. In accordance 
with that conviction I have favored and I now favor the imposition of 
income taxes and of other taxes which would more equally impose the 
burdens of taxation upon all classes. But the Senate has no right to 
originate a measure of that sort. All revenue bills must originate in 
the House of Representatives; and notwithstanding my convictions as 
to the propriety of taxation of that sort, and my readiness to vote for 
taxation of that kind whenever I have the legitimate op ity to 
cast that vote, I felt, for the reason which I have just stated, that it was 
my duty to vote against the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Delaware. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, on the 8th of December, 1885, I in- 
troduced a bill (S. 35) to remove the limitation in the payment of ar- 
rears of pensions, which was twice read, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, where it has reposed now fora period of nearly six months 
without apparent action, and, so far as I am advised, without any re- 
sponse to the resolution adopted by the Senate on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Loan] directing that committee to report 
that bill to the Senate for its action. 

This subject is one that is very near to my heart. As the author of 
the original measure in 1879 for the removal of the limitation on the 
pomer of arrears of pension, having consented with reluctance to the 

imitation that was imposed fixing the time beyond which their pay- 
ment should not be made at the 1st of July, 1880, I have never ceased 
to hope and labor for the time when that act of injustice would be re- 
paired; and I believe that of all questions which are now pending upon 
this matter before the people of this country there is none in which so 
large a number of men are profoundly and actively interested as in this 
measure to which I have thus called the attention of the Senate. 

Ido not desire in any way whatever to impede or hinder or retard or de- 
lay action upon the measure now before the Senate. Jam in favorof the 
proposition as it has been amended, and if I can receive any assurance 
that there will be such action on the part of the Committee on Pensions 
as will enable the Senate to act upon this bill I shall not propose this 
as an amendment to the pending measure; but unless there has been 
some action taken or is likely to be some action taken so that definite 
assurance may be had that this bill is not to sleep in that committee 
but to be reported to the Senate for its action, I feel that it isan imper- 
ative duty upon me to offer this proposition as an amendment to the 
pending bill, and I wait to hear from the chairman of the committee 
to know whether there is any likelihood, whether he can give me any 
assurance that there is a probability that in response to the resolution 
of the Senate this bill will be shortly reported either with a favorable 

‘report or with an adverse report—I do not care which—so that we may 


have the opportunity of discussing it as an independent measure for 
future consideration. I wait for a reply. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator as well as the Senate is 
aware that the chairman of the committee, nearly three months since, 
I think, was by reason of ill health obliged to leave the city, andsince 
that time has been either at his home or in a neighboring city for med- 
ical treatment, and in his absence I have, as well as I could, acted as 
chairman and helped to get on with the business of the committee as 
rapidly as I-could. 

In regard to the particular bill that the Senator from Kansas refers 
to, I remember on four occasions I have brought that bill tothe attention 
of the committee, being myself anxious that the bill should be acted 
upon favorably, if at all. The conditions were such on the first three 
of these occasions that I felt that perhaps the ultimate interest of the 
measure would be conserved by avoiding action by the committee for 
the time being at least. When the Senator from Minois offered the 
motion, about two weeks since, in the Senate that the Committee on 
Pensions be requested to report that bill there was no action by the 
Senate which emphasized its anxiety for a report. As I recollect, the 
attendance was thin, and while there was no opposition there were but 
one or two votes in favor of the of the resolution. But still it 
was aresolution of the Senate, and attention was called to it at the very 
next meeting of the committee, which was a week ago last Tuesday. 

The committee was not inclined at that time to report the measure 
favorably; and finally it was decided that it would not at that time re- 
port it atalJ, but that a call should be made upon the Commissioner of 
Pensions to ascertain his estimates of the probable expenditure under 
the terms of the bill should it become a law. Thatcall was madeimme- 
diately. The letter was written during the session of the committee, 
signed by myself, and immediately forwarded. The reply came the 
day that the discussion commenced upon this bill, and.the contents of 
that reply I gave to the Senate in that discussion, so that the Senate 
and the committee might avail themselves of the information at once. 

At the last meeting of the committee we took up the bill for consid- 
eration. We first acted upon the Mexican pension bill and then took 
up the arrears bill for consideration, and the final vote was postponed 
until the next meeting of the committee. I am hot able to give the 
or any assurance that that final vote, if such indications as I have 
observed are reliable as a prophecy for the future, will be a favorable 
vote to the bill; but I think that the committee is determined to act 
and report the measure back to the possession of the Senate, so that the 
Senate may deal with it as it shall see fit. I do not know that I am au- 
thorized to say that the measure will be reported back without recom- 
mendation, but I think there may be some probability of that action. 

Mr. SEWELL. My recollection is that we were to report the bill to 
the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator was not present at the last meeting. The 
Senator’s recollection is different from my own. There was no action 
that I am aware of. What was the Senator’s impression as to the nat- 
ure of that report? 

Mr. SEWELL. Without recommendation. 


Mr. BLAIR. Idid not understand it so, but there will be no hesi- - 


tation in returning the bill to the possession of the Senate without rec- 
ommendation, or possibly with a recommendation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Is not the Senator from New Hampshire able, 
from his knowledge of the committee, to state distinctly and unquali- 
fiedly that that bill will be reported back to the Senate with or with- 
out recommendation? 

Mr. BLAIR. I haveso stated. 

Mr. VAN WYCK,. You stated that you thought so. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not authorized to say that the bill will be re- 
ported back to the Senate, but I am authorized to say that I have not 
the slightest doubt of it, and that a formal vote was postponed until the 
next meeting, several Senators having passed out from the committee- 
room before we were able to reach a vote. The Senate will have the 
bill, though. I warrant you that. 

Mr. BROWN.. Mr. President, after the observations I submitted a 
short time ago the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] obtained 
the, floor and made some remarks, and then the Senator from: Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] took the floor. While he wasoccupying the floor 
I was called out for a few moments from the Chamber and the Senate 

to the consideration of something else before I returned. Isim- 
ply take the floor now to say to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
in the remarks I made I did not intend to imply censure to any party 
on account of anything that had been done in reference to the Mexi- 
can pension bill, but only to make an appeal to both parties to pass a 
just bill in behalf of the survivors of that war. 

Whether the time had come heretofore, or whether we have agreed 
or disagreed about it, I trust we shall‘all agree now that the time has 
come when service pensions ought to be granted to the survivors of the 
Mexican war; und without desiring to stir up any strife or to make 
any accusations or to blame anybody in the past, I desire to renew the 
appeal in their behalf and again to express the hope that the bill which 
was reported by the committee in proper shape will be passed. Iin- 
tended no censure. 
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Mr. HOAR. I did not understand the Senator from Georgia to imply 
any censure upon anybody, and I did not make any remarks with the 
view of repelling any censure or making any on my side; but there is 
a great misunderstanding in some portions of the country, which I have 
seen myself the evidence of very extensively in the press, and in letters 
from Mexican veterans, and in the reports of meetings of such veterans, 
more particularly in the South, in regard to that matter. Itshould be 
distinctly understood by the country and by the Mexican war soldiers, 
first, that a veteran of the Mexican war receives to-day, and has been 
able to receive ever since a brief period after the close of that war, a 
pension upon terms which would give it to any soldier in any other 
war. There is no condition which would enable a soldier of the war 
for the Union or a soldier of the war of the Revolution or of the war 
of 1812 to obtain a pension which being applicable to a soldier of the 
Mexican war would not give him a pension. I do not think that is 
generally un š ° 

It is further true that but for the objections I stated, which came 
almost wholly from Senators from the South, though one or two North- 
ern Senators may have shared them—I do not think the Senator from 
Tilinois was one so far as to object to the bill on the ground which I 
stated or to express himself in favor of so doing—every survivor of the 
Mexican war would have been pensioned long ago whose circumstances 
were such as to make him need a pension. I wanted to have that un- 
derstood by the country. 

Mr. GEORGE, I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to the fact that, if I am not mistaken, the Mexican pen- 
sion bill to which he refers was never put on its passage in this body 
as a Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. HOAR. That bill was in charge of a late Senator from Ken- 
tucky, whom we all remember with , General Williams, him- 
self a veteran of that war and a veteran on the confederate side in the 
late war; and General Williams knew very well that the Republican 
side of the Senate were ready to pass his bill if the same condition were 
attached to it which was attached to the pension bill for the soldiers of 
the Revolution; and while he did not bring it up fora vote, he did 
make speech after speech upon the subject in which he rejected that 
modification. 

Mr. GEORGE. This is the fact about that, if I am not mistaken, 
that after those objections were made by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LoGAn] and by Senators on this side the bill was then amended by at- 
taching to it something like the present bill now before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. And then it passed the Senate? 

Mr. GEORGE. And the bill as thus amended passed this body. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I wish to say a word not in the way of 
general debate, for I have said all I propose in that line, but I want to 
notice a remark of the Senator from Mississippi. 

A I voted for the amendment of the Setiator from Delaware, as did many 

gentlemen on this side of the Chamber. I did not for a moment think 
that any constitutional question as to the origination of a revenue meas- 
ure was involved in that amendment, and I say now such question can 
aa be possibly involved. The language of the amendment is as fol- 

WS: 

Provided, That no payment of any increase of expenditures for pensions under 
this act shall be made from the Treasury until provision shall be made by law 
to meet such increase of expenditure by a tax upon incomes specifically appli- 
eable thereto. 

As a matter of course the originating of this income tax would come 
from the House of Representatives; but this amendment simply goes to 
the extent of providing that until, according to the Constitution, the 
income tax shall be created, these pensions shall not be paid. If by 
any sort of forced construction that can be held to announce the doc- 
trine that the Senate can originate a revenue bill, I confess I do not un- 
derstand the force of the English language. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is there any tax imposed by the amendment? 

Mr. VEST. Nota bit; that is a matter subsequent and to be regu- 
lated by law. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course. 

Mr. GEORGE. By the very few remarks I made I did not expect 
to get up a debate on a constitutional question; but as the Senator 
from Missouri has denied the correctness of my position I will respond 
to his statement, I think very satisfactorily. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that all bills to raise 
money shall originate in the House of Representatives. That gives 
the House of Representatives the exclusive right of the initiation of 
money bills. Now for this body in a bill passed by it making an ap- 
pro riation which the amendment itself assumes to be a proper one, to 

imit that appropriation, to say it shall not take effect unless the House 
of Representatives shall originate a proposition to raise a tax in a cer- 
tain way, it seems to me is an attempt upon the of the Senate to 
coerce the House of Representatives into the origination of a tax law. 
It may not be strictly a violation ofthe Constitution of the United States, 
but it is a violation of its spirit. It is not within the power of this 
body in the discharge of a public duty, as that amendment admits the 
passage of this bill to be, to say it will not discharge that duty unless 
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hace na eas itl keinen measure of a certain 
character. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Mississippi will point out one line 
or syllable or letter of this amendment which provides for uny appro- 
priation or the creation of any tax then I should certainly Ble ir bt to 
him in the most public and ample manner, but this is simply a condi- 
tion which may arise in the future or may not. If the House of Rep- 
resentatives sees proper to originate an income tax hereafter, then this 
amendment would become operative. Until the House of ta- 
tives does it under the Constitution and according to law, then the 
amendment is inoperative, and that is the whole of it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iwishtosayasingleword. Ishall not be charged 
with taking up much of the time of the Senate. - 

I voted against the amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware. 
I voted to lay it on the table, beeause I knew that a vote in favor of 
that amendment was.a vote against this bill. I do not believe there is 
the remotest probability at this time of the House of Representatives 
originating or Co passing an income tax; and consequently the 
proposition that this bill should be non-effective until such a law is 
enacted to my mind would be giving a vote which I have at no time 
intended to give on this matter. 

Now, a single word on the subject of the income tax, so that I may 
not be misunderstood. I voted for the creation of the income tax in 
the other House of Congress a good many years ago, and I was one of 
the few who voted against its repeal when it disappeared from the stat- 
ute-book. I remember that nearly everybody was stampeded by the 
difficulties of collecting an income tax, and the cogent and somewhat 
peculiar t in favor of its repeal was the enormous amount of 
perjury which men committed to avoid the payment of an income tax. 
I believe in a taxon incomes. I believe it is an honest method of rais- 
ing revenue, and I think I would be, upon a fair proposition coming 
forward in a legitimate way, for a well-regulated income tax, and take 
the chances for the loss of souls by perjury in trying toevade it, which 
seemed v be the great argument at the time of the repeal in favor of 
its repeal. 

This much I desired to say, and no more. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. BECK. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). For this day Iam paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] and have been paired 
with him on all the amendments on which we have voted to-day. I 
should vote for the passage of the bill if he were present. ` 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. s 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 


ator from land [Mr. Witson]. 
Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 


ator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] on this bill. If he were here, I 
should vote “‘ nay.” 
Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). Iam paired on this vote 
with oe Senator from Alabama [Mr.PuGH]. I would vote “yea,” if 
at liberty. 

Mr. CONGER (when the name of Mr. EVARTS was called). TheSen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Evarts] is paired with the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CoKE]. If he were present, the Senator from New York 
would vote for this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Upon all questions con- 
nected with this bill I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I imagine 
he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HEARST (when his name was called). Iam paired with my 
colleague [Mr. STANFORD]; but I do not know how he would vote on 
this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no doubt he would vote for the bill. 

Mr. HEARST. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when the name of Mr. MITCHELL, of Pennsylvania, 
was called). I have been asked to announce that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] ispaired with the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Jones], and to state that if he were present, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY (when Mr. PLATT’S name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. PLATT] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia (Mr. CAM- 
DEN]. My colleague, if present, I sup would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). My col- 
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Teague [Mr. SABIN] is absent, and is paired with the Senator from West 
a [Mr. Kenna]. If my colleague were here, he would vote for 

e 

The roll-call was concluded. i 

Mr. DAWES. I am paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MAxEY]. Ifhe were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL 


. I vote ‘‘nay.’? I desire to announce that the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and myself were paired upon the 
last two yea-and-nay calls. 
Mr. ALLISON. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 


Mr. BLAIR. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. PIKE] is 
absent from the Senate on account of sickness, If present, he would 
vote for the bill. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—H. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Mahone, Sewell, 

n, Hale, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blair, Hampton, Miller, Spooner, 
Bowen, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., Van Wyck, 
Brown, Hawley, Morrill, ‘oor! 

Conger, H oar, Payne, Walthall, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
e, Lanan Riddleberger, 
George, McMillan, Sawyer, 
NAYS—14, 
Beck, Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
rap Eustis, MePherson, Whitthorne, 
B burn, Gorman, Morgan, 
Call, Gray, Saulsbury, 
ABSENT—23, 
Butler, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Camden, Edmunds, Kenna, Ransom, 
Cameron, Evarte, Maxey, Sabin, 
Chace, Fair, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Coke, Palmer, ‘eller, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Pike, Vance, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Platt, Wilson of Md, 


So the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. BLAIR, the title was amended by striking out 
“six months” and inserting ‘‘ three months.” 


AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. PAYNE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the next tie ordan which is the bill (S. 714) to establish a uniform 
system of ptcy throughout the United States. : 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LOGAN. Iask leave to make a report-—— 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask leave to take up the next two bills on the Cal- 
endar, which relate to pensions. 

pee PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
nized. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5886) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1887, to report it without amendment. I desire to have that bill 
acted on now. I will state to the Senate that there is not a change in 
it as reported. We have taken the bill precisely as it came from the 
House of Representatives and reported it, and I do not desire to take 
up the time of the Senate to explain it. I will only say that it is a 
reduction of some $12,000 from last year’s bill. There are some things 
in it I would amend if it was left to me; but the committee thought 
it best to report the bill as it came from the House, inasmuch as there 
is nothing very material that we would desire to change. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the special order, the Sen- 
ator from Illinois asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill just reported. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the bill (H. R. 5886) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for thefiscal year ending June 30, 
1887, is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. It will be 
read 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of executive business. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the reading of this bill the 


Senator from Virginia moves that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
We shall get this bill through in ten 


Mr. LOGAN. I hope not. 
minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to 
have it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. COKE (when his name was called), Iam paired on all ques- 


The Senator from Illinois was recog- 


tions with the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. If he werehere, 
I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], and withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. Vapi I announce my pair with theSenator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB]. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I voted, but 
am paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. He de- 
sires an executive session, and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I am paired with the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. 


CULLoM]. 
The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 26; as follows: 
YEAS—14. 
Beck, Call, Hampton, Walthall, 

4 Colquitt. oar, Whitthorne, 

Blackburn, George, Jones of Arkansas, 
rown, Gibson, Riddleberger, 
NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Gray, Miller, Sawyer, 
Butler, Harrison, Mitchell of Oreg., Sewell, 

f Ingalls, Morgan, , 
Conger, zogen Morrill, S ; 
Dolp! MeMillan, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Frye, Mahone, Payne, 

rman, Manderson, Saulsbury, 

ABSENT—36. 

Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Ran. 
Blair, Eustis, Kenna, Sabin, 
Bowen, Evarts, McPherson, Stanford, 
Camden, Fair, Maxey, .« Teller, 
Cameron, Hale, Mitchell of Pa., Vance, 
Cockrel}, Harris, Pike, Van Wyck, 
Coke, Hawley, est, 
Cullom, Hearst, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 

So the motion was not a, to. 


greed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. | I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senator to withhold that for a 
moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iwithdraw the motion if the Senator from Iowa 
will renew it. 

GEORGE W. CRAMBLETT. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I merely wish to make a request. Yester- 
day the bill (H. R. 6000) granting a pension to George W. Cramblett 
was reported adversely from the Committee on Pensions and indefinitely 
postponed.’ I ask unanimous consent that that vote may be reconsid- 
ered and the bill placed upon the Calendar. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the vote indefinitely postponing the bill named by him be reconsidered, 
and that it be placed on the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair ` 
hears none; nd the bill will be placed on the Calendar with the ad- 
verse report. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LOGAN. Now I desire to have the appropriation bill read. 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 5886) making appropriations for 
the Peppari of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1887. 

Mr. HOAR, I understand that this bill only displaces the bank- 
ruptey bill informally. It is not a laying aside of it. 

Mr. LOGAN. It will not take ten minutes to pass this. 

Mr. HOAR. It will be so understood by the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate the bankruptcy bill prior to the close of the day’s session. 

Mr. BECK. I ask the Senator from Illinois when this bill was con- 
sidered in committee? I thought I attended every meeting. 

Mr. LOGAN. It was consideréd the other day in your absence. 

Mr. BECK, I beg pardon; I was absent. My colleague on the 
committee from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] tells me he never heard of 
it, and I never heard of it. We had no notice about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] will 
bear in mind that I stated to him about it and he gave his assent to it, 
though he was not present when it was considered in committee. It 
was rather informally considered, I agree. If there is any objection 
to it I trust the Senator from Illinois will give these gentlemen an op- 
portunity to investigate it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly; I have not the slightest objection to the bill 
being recommitted to the committee if anybody desiresit. It wassub- 
mitted to a subcommittee; we considered it; the subcommittee agreed 
to it, the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] being one of them. He 
said that whatever the rest of us agreed to would besatisfactory to him. 
So I reported the bill back. We agreed to the bill exactly as it came 
from the House, and I was instructed to report it, and I have done so. 
If there is any desire to have the bill recommitted I have no objection. 
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Mr. BECK.. I do not desire to have a recommittal of the bill; but 
calling up a bill at twenty minutes to six and putting it through with- 


out a word of explanation is not usual. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Illinois will have the bill 
recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iwill doso, I move that it be recommitted. Ihave 
prepared a written report. 

Mr. BECK. If the report is read, I shall be content. 

Mr. LOGAN. I intended to have it read after the bill was read. I 
have a written report and statement showing every dollar expended 
last year and this year, and a comparative statement showing every- 
thing there is in the bill, which I intended to put in the RECORD so 
that everybody could see it. ` 

Mr. BECK. The reason why I made the inquiry was that the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and myself were on the board 
of visitors last year and we made quite a number of recommendations 
in our written report of changes and improvements which ought to be 
made, some of which I desire to call attention to. They were sub- 
mitted quite elaborately and the reasons for them were presented at 
length. I did not know whether they were included in this bill or 
not; and I desire to hear the report read, becauseif they are I am con- 
tent. 3 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask, leave to say one word on this subject, as Iam 
on the committee. 

It has been stated to the Senate that I had not remembered the fact 
of this bill having'been considered in committee. , I did make that re- 
mark. I had no recollection at the time, however, that the chairman 
of the committee had called my attention to the fact that the bill would 
be reported as it came from the House. I now remember that. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask that the bill be recommitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been already recommitted. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I now move that the Senate proceed tothe 
consideration of executive business. - 

Mr. CONGER. Pending that motion, I move that the Senate ad- 
j Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iask if mineis not a motion that has pri- 
ority? It may not, of course, when I make it; I understand that per- 
fectly well, especially when the Senator from Michigan proposes to make 
any other motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business a motion to adjourn is always in 
order. : 

Mr. ADDURRE I then ie i my molon; but I should 
like, if the Senator from Michigan wo ow me, to have permission 
to state just now that my object in making the motion is that the Sen- 
ate shall understand that I do it at a time when nohody can object to 
. it except some one who wants to go to dinner. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 41 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 20, at 12 
o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


WEDNESDAY, May 19, $886. 


The House met at 110’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBUEN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


x CORRECTION. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I notice that the RECORD represents 
meas having obtained leave of absence. I have not asked or obtained 
such leave. 

The SPEAKER. The correction’ will be made. The leave of ab- 
sence was in fact granted to the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. Hupp. 


W. H. BEARD. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, submitting an estimate from the Secretary of the Navy 
of an appropriation to pay W. H. Beard for damages to boat 
caused by fouling with the United States steamer Dispatch; which was 
. referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES 1883. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the , transmitting a detailed account of the re- 
ceipts and expenditures of the United States for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1883; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT SMITH VS. THE UNITED STATES, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 


clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the order and find- 
ings of fact in the case of Robert Smith vs. The United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. . 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate bills; 


which were severally read a first and second time, and referred as fol- 


WS: 

The bill (S. 12) to authorize the juries of the United States circuit and 
district courts to be used interchangeably, and ‘to provide for drawing 
talesmen—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
ane bill (S. 127) for the relief of H. K. Belding—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 48) authorizing Rear-Admiral J. W, A. Nich- 
olson to accept a medal conferred upon him by the King of Sweden and 
Norway—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 18) for-the relief of the Kansas City, Fort 
Scott and Gulf Railroad Company—to the Committee on Pacific Rail- 


The bill (S. 2135) to compensate Isaiah W. Lees and H. H. Ellis, of 
San Francisco, for services rendered the Government—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1587) in relation to the trustees of the Reform School of 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1577) to amend the third section of an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for the sale of the Sac and Fox and Iowa Indian reserva- 
tions, in the States of Nebraska‘and Kansas, and for other purposes,’’ 
approved March 3, 1885—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1568) to authorize Commander John W. Philip, United 
States Navy, to accept'a silver pitcher from the Government of the 
United States of Colombia—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

The bill (S. 1422) to amend the law relating to the bonds of execu- 
2> cag District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 

umbia. 

The bill (S. 1393) to extend the limits of the port of Portland as a 
port of entry—to. the Committee on Commerce. - 

The bill (S. 1339) to amend the police regulations of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 990) to enable the State of California to take lands in 
lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be mineral 
lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The bill (S. 976) for the relief of certain officers of the Signal Service— 
to the Committee on 

The bill (S. 365) for the relief of Martin L. Bundy—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 129) authorizing the Secretary of Var to adjust and set- 
tle the account for ammunition, and acconterments between the 
Territory of Montana and the United States—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

. REPORTS OF THE SOUTH AMERICAN COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution 
for the printing of 15,000 additional copies of the of the South 
American Commission, Executive Document No. 226, Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, second session, and Executive Document No, 50, Forty-ninth 
Congress, first session; which was read and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

REPORT ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution 
for the printing of 5,000 additional copies of the report of Mr. Menocal 
on the Interoceanic Canal, Senate Executive Document No. 99,. first 
session Forty-ninth Congress; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

RETURN OF BILLS TO THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following: 


Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, May 18, 1886. 


Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of R 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 990) to enable the State of 
ne te lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be mineral 


The SPEAKER. If ‘there be no objection this request will be 
granted, and the bill will be returned to the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, May 18, 1536, 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the resolution of the Senate of May 17, 1886, agree- 
ing to the amendmentof the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1227) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William P. Baaicen; 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection this request of the 
Senate will be granted. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
` LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BYNUM, for ten days. 
To Mr. FoRAN, for the remainder of the week, on account of impor- 
tant business. 


1886. 
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REPRINTING OF ir REPORT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request: 

Mr. Brratont desires to have House Report No. 1938, to accompany House bill 
No. 6520, to reform and reorganize the consular service, reprinted for the use of 
the House, the copies heretofore printed having been exhausted. 

ident SPEAKER. If there is no objection this report will be re- 
printed. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
House Calendar for present consideration Senate bill 91, to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to granta right of way for a railroad. and telegraph 
line through the lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians 
to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for other 

ar : re 

Mr. BLOUNT. Under instructions from the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads I must call for the regular order, 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the gentleman from Georgia—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman well understands that this day is 
set apart for debate on a bill which may not be debated at any other 
time, while the gentleman can seek the floor any morning to bring up 
the bill he has indicated. 

SEWELL COULSON AND OTHERS. 


The SPEAKER. By mistake Senate bill No. 249, for the payment 


of Sewell Coulson and Porter, Harrison & Fishback for l servi 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims. If there be no objec- 
tion, that committee will be discharged from the further i tion 


of the bill, and it will be referred to the Committee on Claims, 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. . 
FEES OF WITNESSES AND JURORS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to makea privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The committee to which was a res- 
olution making inquiry whether fees of witnesses and jurors for 1883 
and prior years have all been paid, has directed me to report the same 
back with a recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the House 
whether all fees of witnesses and of jurors, for 1883 and prior years, have been 
paid, and, if not, what amount thereof remain unpaid, and whether appropria- 
tions are available for the payment of the same. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania ask for the 
reading of the rt accompanying the resolution ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it had better be read, or else inserted in 
the RECORD. The resolution proposed to call for information which 
the Committee on Appropriations think is already in the possession of the 
House, and the report gives references to the documents in which that 
information can he found. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the report will be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. The reportis 
as follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the resolution of in- 
quiry calling upon the tary of the Treasury to “ inform the House whether 
all fees of witnesses and of jurors for 1883and prior years have been paid, and, if 
not, what amount thereof remain unpaid, and whether appropriations are avail- 
able for the payment of the same,” submit the following statement : 

The information sought is already in the possession of the House and is con- 
tained in the House executive documents of this session, n 70, 210, and 
225, showing that claims for witness’ fees amounting to $3,171.66 and for jurors’ 
fees amounting to $87.70 for 1883 and prior years have been allowed by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, and are certified to Congress for consideration 
nce with section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884 (23 Statutes, page 254), Under 


in com: 
the operation of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, there are now no appropria- 
tions available for the payment of these claims; the section to being 


foll $ 
asi That from and after the Ist day of July, 1874, and of each year thereafter, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall cause all unexpended balances of appropria- 
tions which shall have remained upon the books of the Treasury for two fiscal 
years to be carried to the surplus fund and covered into the Bid 

The committee recommend that the resolution be laid upon the table, 

The question being taken on agreeing to the recommendation of the 
Committee on Appropriations that the resolution be laid on the table, 
it was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent that the formal call of 
committees be dispensed with to-day, and that in lieu thereof the 
Speaker beauthorized to recognize such gentlemen as may have reports 
to make. 

Mr. BEACH. I think we gain no time by that arrangement, and it 
creates confusion at the desk. I shal! haye to object. I call for the 


ae, order. 

he Speaker proceeded to call the standing and select committees 

for reports to be referred to the appropriate calendars. 3 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT DUBUQUE, IOWA. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 8141, a bill (H. R. 8973) to authorize 
the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across 
the Missississippi River at or near Dubuque, in the State of Iowa; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill 8141 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 
CHEYENNE AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. _ 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 8037) to authorize the Cheyenne and 
Northern Railway Company to build its road across the Fort Russell 
and Fort Laramie military reservations; which was referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANT IN IOWA. 


Mr. VAN EATON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 149) forfeiting a part of certain lands granted 
to the State of Iowa to aid in the construction of railroads in that State, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I desire to inquire whether it would be in order to 
call up that bill for consideration now. . 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Under the rules, when may it be called up? 

The SPEAKER. -An order-of the House made during the present 
session gives the Committee on Public Lands the right to call upat any 
time when the House is not otherwise engaged bills forfeiting Jand 
grants to railroad companies and certain other classes of bills mentioned 
in the order. But the House is now engaged in receiving reports from 
committees under the rule. 

DENISON AND WASHITA VALLEY RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back with 
favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1486) to authorize the Denison 
and Washita Valley Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

TERRITORY OF NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. PERRY, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8288) to reapportion thé 
Territory of New Mexiéo; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. SMITH. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, re back with favora- 
ble recommendation the bill (S. 13) for the relief of William J.Smith, 
late surveyor of customs of the port of Memphis, State of Tennessee; 
which was referred to the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. é 

_ ESTATE OF ISAAC P. TICE. 

Mr. TRIGG, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 1671) for the relief of the administrators 
of the estate of Isaac P. Tice, deceased; which was referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


H. B. WILSON, ADMINISTRATOR. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 63) for the relief of H. B. 
Wilson, administrator of the estate of William Tinder, deceased; which 
was referred to the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed, 


OFFICE OF SECOND VICE-PRESIDENT UNITED STATES. 


Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Elections, reported back with 
amendments the joint resolution (H. Res. 61) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States creating and defining the office 
of second vice-president of the United States; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


nted. 
a BEACH, from the same committee, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted minority views; which were ordered to be printed, to accom- 

y the report of the comruittee. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I desire to submit hereafter other views of a 
minority to accompany this report. k 

There was no objection, and leaye was granted tothe minority to file 
views hereafter. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. PETERS, fromthe Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back with adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 5319) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the Postmaster-General to 
adjust certain claims of postmasters for losses by fire, burglary, and 
other unavoidable casualties; which was ordered to be laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I niove that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to further consider 
general appropriation bills. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, this day was set apart for the Commit- 
tee on Military A ffairs, and I would like to have an understanding that 
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we shall have another day in lieu of this, which will be occupied by 
the Post-Office Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs (H. R. 7634) was set for consideration on this day. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana asks that that order be continued until the com- 
periei has had one day for the consideration of this bill. Is there ob- 

ection? 
‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The motion of Mr. BLouNT was then agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

Mr. MILLARD. Mr. Chairman, having discussed the question un- 
der consideration at length upon a previous occasion, I desire to occupy 
the attention of the House for a very few moments only, after which [ 
will shor what remains of my time to my friend from New Jersey [Mr. 
PHELPS]. 

The precise question before this committee and which we are called. 
upon to pass is whether, we shall appropriate the sum of $375,000 
for the transportation of our foreign mails, or whether we shall appro- 
priate the sum of $800,000, as provided by the amendment of the 
Senate. Sir, I am not s i at the action taken by the Senate. 
The sum of $375,000, as set forth in the original bill and as presented 
by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, is not sufficient 
even to pay sea and inland . To substantiate the statement I 
make I call the attention of the committee to the report of the Super- 
intendent of Foreign Mails. He says: 


If it is the will Siege cebu ar the entire sea and inland postage shall be 
n 


given to vessels of the States register for the conveyance of mails trans- 


ported by them, the estimate of $350,000 must be increased $75,000. 

This House, upon a former occasion when this matter was here for 
consideration, sought to put upon the bill the sum of $75,000, but we 
were unable to do even that. The matter goes to the Senate, and that 
body, without distinction of party; proposes, to appropriate not $375,- 
000, but $800,000. ; $ 

~ Bir, I have no fear of the cry of ‘‘subsidy” so far as I am concerned. 
It has no terrors for me. I do not know any one of the companies 
engaged in the ini rene of our foreign mails. ~ I have no interest 
in these companies; I have the same interest that every other citizen 
of this great public, no more and no less, Now whatis this proposi- 
tion that comes before us from theSenate? First, it is that the foreign 
mails shall be carried by American steamships. Is there a member on 
the floor of this House who objects to that? Is there any subsidy in 
that? The original bill does not declare that our mails shall be carried 
by American vessels or steamships. It appropriates simply the sum of 
$375,000, leaving it in the discretion of the Postmaster-General how 
that money be expended. 

We come to the second proposition: That not only that $375,000, but 
there shall be given a sum of $800,000. Notwithstanding we are the 
largest agricultural manufacturing country in the world and ought to 
export more than any other nation, we are the only nation on the face 
of the earth that compels vessels to carry the mails for sea and inland 

England gives annually $3,000,000; Germany gives $1,600,- 
000; ce gives $3,600,000, e gave last year the sum of $331,000, 
$271,000 of which, as stated by the distinguished gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Burrows], was paid to foreign ips. 

Mr. Chairman, a few days ago we voted fifteen and a quarter millions 
for the improvement of therivers and harbors of this country; $4,000,- 
000 of that appropriation went for the purpose of improving the Mis- 
sissippi River. I ask you what justice or propriety is there in this 
House giving $4,000,000 to the Mississippi River and refusing the sum 
of $800,000 to establish lines between the United States and the South 
American Republics? 

Upon what theory can we appropriate millions for the improvement of 
the navigation of the Mississippi River and then close its mouth against 
the ports of South America? 

In my judgment, sir, this $800,000, if voted as prescribed by this 
amendment, will bring greater advantages and benefit to this country 
than the entire fifteen and one-fourth millions contained in the river 
and harbor bill. 

The great question that confronts us to-day as a nation and as a peo- 
ple—and a question that we have got to meet sooner or later—is how 
we are to find a market for our surplus products. Just south and east 
of us are Venezuela and Brazil; beyond is the Empire of Japan; Ven- 
ezuela with a population of 3,000,000, Brazil with a population of 10,- 
000,000, Japan with a population of 40,000,000. They are without 
manufactures. They have to go abroad for their manufactured prod- 
ucts. The answer to this question is in the passage of the Senate amend- 
ment, Let us establish our commercial relations with these countries. 
We are entitled to their trade, and we will have it if we will take the 

ste; 

In the South American republics we shall find a market for all our 
surplus products. 

Mr. Chairman, I have occupied more time than I intended. Isimply 
want to reiterate what I said on a former occasion, I have given this 
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matter a great deal of thought without the slightest interest in the ques- 
tion saye that of any citizen of the country. Isay, rather than i 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-two minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. PHELPS. This amendment, and especially the action of the 
Senate when they passed it, is full of encouragement to the friends of 
American shipping. Thirty-nine Senators voted for the measure; only 
eighteen votedagainstit. In thediscussion and in the division there was 
no effort to make ita party question. Each Senator spoke and each Sen- 
ator voted according to his view of the merits of the question, and on 
beg nee co ight Democratic Senators—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Irise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is notin order to comment on the opinions or 
action of Senators. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. PHELPS. Iam not maLa comment upon the oyan of 
Senators beyond stating the facts which are given to the world by the 
press and the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. I think the gentleman from 
Georgia should be proud that eight Democratic Senators had the cour- 


age——. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
point of order is determined. 

Mr. PHELPS. I trust that the objection of the gentleman from 
Georgia to hearing the truth about the action of his colleagues in the 
Senate will not be taken out of my time. 

Mr. BLOUNT.. The gentleman from New Jersey is dealing unfairly 
in continuing his remarks, 

Mr. P . Why could not the matter of order be settled if I 
simply say I read in the publie prints that eight Democratic Senators 
voted to give free ships to American commerce? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call the gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair asks the. gentleman from Georgia to 
cite the rule under which he makes the point of order. 

Mr. PHELPS. If this is exhausting my time I would rather print 
the extract from the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD which gave the vote 
and pass on. 

Mr. BURROWS. I presume while the point of order is being con- 
sidered that will not be deducted from the gentleman’s time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will take care of that. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEELE. Is it in order to delay the business of the House 
TaS the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] is studying the 
rules? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The business of the House is not being delayed. 
The rule is being sought at the request of the Chair. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will ask the Clerk to read from page 132 of Jeffer- 
son’s Manual. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same sub- 
ject in the other House, or the particular votes or majorities on it there, because 
the opinion of each House should be left to its own independency, not to be in- 


fluenced by the proceedings of the other; and the quoting them might beget 
reflecti: ouses, 


ions leading to a misunderstanding between the two 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated to the gentleman from New 
Jersey that he thought the point of order was well taken, but would 
be willing to hear from the gentleman after the reading of the rule. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. , then, with the view of saving time, 
I will withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order being withdrawn, the gentle- 
man from New Jersey will proceed. 

Mr. PHELPS. Ithank the gentleman for waiving his point of order 
and will trespass no further than to say that I read in the public press 
and the RECORD of Congress that eight Democratic Senators had the cour- 
age to vote to give new ships to American commerce and new markets to 
American man And now, the Senate having done its duty, it 
is time for this House to do theirs. The measure has so many advan- 
tages, it supplies so many wants, we ought promptly to adopt it. We 
want steamships; this measure will give them. We want markets for 
oursurplus; this measure will givethem. Wewant todefend our coasts; 
this measure will give us a merchant marine, the militia of the sea—the 
most efficient means of doing it. 

Such a m so useful, so reasonable, we shall refuse to pass, if 
we dorejectit, because its enemies callitasubsidy. Itis not asubsidy, 
for it is neither a gift nor an excessive payment. What isit? Itisa 
fair payment to American ships for carrying the mails, and if you ask 


tleman will suspend his remarks till the 
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me how I ascertain that the payment is a fair one, I answer, as I ascertain 
the fair price for any commodity ogany service. I goout into themar- 
kets and I ask the price, and in this case I go out into the market of 
the world and learn that this price which we propose to pay for carry- 
ing our mail is less than the price paid by any other nation. No one 
has yet challenged the proposition, except in the case of Germany.» Let 
us pause, then, for a moment to look at the history of Germany in this re- 
lation. Germany did not encourage her shipping by liberal paymentor 
gift, and because she did not the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT] 
in great enthusiasm 'exclaimed, ‘* How business-like! How worthy the 
great statesman at the head of the German Empire !”’ 

But what was the result of all this business and all this statesman- 
ship? Germany secured only two steamship lines worthy of mention. 
They run between Hamburg and Bremen and New York, between old 
and wealthy ports. These have done a good business and increased 
their ships, but only because they had the business of carrying emi- 
grants, which is always lucrative. A line to Australia tried to live; 
but its service was so wandering and dilatory, it was-such a fleet of 
tramps, that the Germans sent their mails and their freight in British 
bottoms; and look at the result! Theold principle operated; business 
followed the flag, and the Germans found that London bahkers got all 
of the exchanges and London merchants were beginning to get all of 
the business. So Germany acted the part of wisdom. These facts were 
stated in a memorial, which was the foundation of new legislation in 
the. Reichstag, and npon their presentation the German Parliament 
acted—reversed its policy, and started courageously upon the path long 
trod by its successful neighbors. It agreed to give $1,000,000 toa sin- 
gle line for carrying the German mail one year to Australia. One mill- 
ion dollars to a single line! The gentleman from Georgia praised the 
old policy of Germany, which Germany publicly declared was a fail- 
ure. Why does he refuse to praise the new policy of Germany? Must 
we take the words from his month, and, in view of $1,000,000 voted di- 
rectly to the North German Lloyds, exclaim for him, ‘‘ How business- 
like! How worthy the great statesman at the head of the German 
Empire!” [ ter. ] 

But we think this an excessive payment. We have more moderate 
notions. Our Pacific Mail Company has for years been performing this 
same service upon almost the same terms. She has carried our mails 
to Australia promptly, safely, and frequently. But we did not give her 
$1,000,000; we gave her $20,000; and for this paltry sum she carried 
them during the year 1884 750,000 miles. 

This is the service rendered to the mail service of this country; and 
this is all for many a year we have paid her forit. And yet the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] has spoken of this company 
as an enemy to the country. Yes, an enemy, if to multiply our trade 
many times and to get no pay. for doing so is worthy of censure. Yes, 
if to multiply our trade with Australia three times, our trade with 
Mexico four times, and our trade with Central America fifteen times, 
and to do it for nothing, is the act of a public enemy, but not otherwise. 
Yet this is what the Pacific Mail has done for us in the last ten or fif- 
teen years. 

This is the payment that Germany makes nowadays for carrying her 
mails. I will take one example from the policy of France, and choose 
one that is near by and familiar, because it is easier to understand and 
to remember. : 

For many years France has had a steamship line plying between 
Havre and New York. It was old and faithful, but not excellent. 
France sought to improve it. She offered an inducement, and as a re- 
sult five new steamers of magnificent proportions are entering the line. 
And what is the inducement? France gives each steamer that makes 
the round trip $14,500. The round trip is 6,000 miles; so if we pay 
the highest rate warranted by this amendment the United States will 
pay to the American steamer that renders this service $3,000. France 
pays $14,500 for what we are to pay—if our opponents will let us give 
this ‘‘subsidy’’—$3,000. And Germany now pays $1,000,000 for what 
the United States has been paying $20,000. 

I will not seek other examples, but will repeat my py (re declara- 
tion without fear of contradiction, that no nation pays so little for sim- 
ilar services as we propose to do even under this amendment. And 
I also repeat, in view of that truth, that this amendment proposes only 
afair payment to American ships for carrying the American mails. 

Now, let us consider what we get besides if we make this fair pay- 
ment. We get two things that we want very much—steamships and 
trade. And if you ask me again how do I know this, my answer is: 
First, because there are capitalists versed in nautical business who have 
again and again declared their readiness to establish new lines between 
all the old ports and to any of the new if the vote of this amendment 
can be assured for years; but, secondly, because this has been the policy 
of all European nations and has always had the same results. This 
nation wanted ships and wanted trade. They paid their money after 
this fashion we are speaking of and they got ships and trade, and al- 
most in the ratio in which they paid their money. England paid the 
most, so England got the largest returns. 

Since 1840 England has paid $250,000,000 in such subsidies. Amon- 
strous sum, and yet there was thriftin it. She paid $250,000,000, but 
she has to-day 55 per cent. of the foreign tonnage of the world and 44 
per cent. of allits tonnage. Englishmen can proudly look over the 


world and see these results; and if there were time for details how many 
separate proofs of the wisdom of this policy might be cited like this. 
The United States now sends across the seas 25,000,000 tons annually. 
Statisticians say it is fair to assume that each ton costs $6. If that is 
so, this country alone pays to Great Britian $150, 000,000 for freight each 
year. But this only shows the liberality with which England spends 
money to encourage the mercantile marine. I want to show further, 
by a little incident, the courage and energy with which, under all cir- 
cumstances, she pursues this policy. France got her steamship line into 
Brazil first—Brazil for whose trade civilization competes and whose trade 
ought to be ours. This French line carried English mails and freight 
with safety anddispatch. It was practically direct connection for En- 
gland, as the French vessels stopped at Southampton. 

But this did not satisfy England. She had learned the lesson too 
well that trade follows the flag, and she determined to send her own 
flag to Brazil, so she made this extraordinary offer, to guarantee 8 
cent, on all the capital which should beinvested in anew English line, 
and this was in effect the form of her. guarantee: If the profits made by 
this company shall not equal 8 per cent. on the capital invested, then 
the government will make up the deficiency. Was ita bad investment? 
Look at the trade of Brazil to-day. France and England to-day buy 
from Brazil about as much of its productions as we. These two nations 
buy between fifty and sixty millionsof Brazilian products, and so does 
the United States.. But when we look for the reciprocity how differ- 
entthe picture. Brazil buysof the United States nine millions; Brazil 
buys of France and England forty-nine millions of merchandise. And 
yet, as the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. BURROWS] showed, the bulk 
of the merchandise which Brazil buys consists of just those articles 
which are American specialties, and which our countrymen can produce 
better and cheaper than any competitors. - The articles consist largely 
of cotton goods, machinery, agricultural implements. But Franceand 
England are willing to pay for it and own their transportation. We 
have no direct communication; and that disadvantage more than bal- 
ances the natural advantages which we possess. 

I have no time to speak of our long coast, which no navy can protect, 
and which must be left to the care of our mercantile marine. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman ‘from New Jersey has already ex- 
ceeded his time by two minutes. But the Chair will recognize him in 
his own right of —— 

Mr. BINGHAM. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. PHELPS. Five minutes are enough. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill yield eight minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Speaker, I shall not abuse my friend’s courtesy, 
and I will sum up the rest of the points I wanted to make. 

There are several questions the friends of this measure ask and never 
get an answer. Let me repeat them. Why do the opponents of the 
measure do so much and pay so much for our domestic mails and do so 
little and pay so little for our foreign mails? What is the difference? 
Why have they given so much to railways—too much—in money, $100,- 
000,000; in land, -200,000,000 acres? And why do they refuse to give 
anything to steamships? What is the difference? And why do they 
encouragé us to pay for carrying our mails on the land and along the 
coast more than the service returns, and exhibit horror when we sug- 
gest that they expend in the development of our foreign commerce 
scarcely half the money which our foreign mails have paid into the 


Treasury? We ask you to give $800,000 to encourage this great inter- . 


est and you refuse, although you collect over $1,600,000 in ocean post- 
age. Shall we encourage home trade and frown upon foreign com- 
merce? - 

Mr. Speaker, I want again to refer to the action of the Senate, not 
to abuse the courtesy of the gentleman from ia, who waived the 
point of order, but to recall a remark which the RECORD officially re- 
corded and the newspapers reported. A Senator had the courage to 
state the whole truthin this matter. He said his only regret in voting 
for this amendment .was that the amount appropriated was too small. 
That Senator was the Senator from Georgia; and I say now, not in taunt 
of the gentleman from Georgia, whose sincerity I greatly honor, but 
in kindness for him—if what we hear of his great State is true; if it is 
growing in wealth, population, intelligence, and energy, the sentiments 
of her Senator are likely to be sentiments which his own people will 
approve and reward. [Applause. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that in conse- 
quence of indisposition I shall not be able to participate in the debate 
at this time asfullyas I had intended. Ishall, therefore, yield so much 
time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] as he may desire 
to occupy. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I practically agree with the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin that this is no subsidy that we propose to pay 
for our foreign-mail service; but, sir, I do not wish to have it under- 
stood that I would be unwilling to vote a liberal subsidy if satisfied 
that the effect of it would be to extend American commerce and to 
build up foreign markets for the products of our farms and our fac- 
tories. 

However, the word ‘subsidy ” is invoked in this discussion because, 
I suppose, it is imagined that it may have the effect to frighten some 
man from his conviction and change his vote. I suppose itis true that 


of exciting prejudice against the Senate amendment t proposes to 
increase above the present law the compensation to be paid to Ameri- 
can ships for ocean mail service. I suppose, sir, that the aggregation 
of capital has had the same effect upon the other side of the ocean that 
it has had upon this side of the ocean; and if necessary for the devel- 
opment of our industries I will quite as soon, yes, sooner, vote money to 
our ownocean lines to open up a foreign market for the fruits of our farms 
and factories, for the extension of American commerce, for carrying the 
American mail, as to adopt a policy that will enable the monopolists that 
control the foreign steamships to destroy our markets, cripple our indus- 
tries, ruin our commerceand driveit from the ocean. And when gentle- 
men clamor that the lobby is filled with men who are pushing the Senate 
amendments, I may as well retort that as strong, far stronger, influences 
are at work, emanating from other quarters, to strike down our American 
steamship lines; and to usenames, I wouldas soon vote foran American 
Jay Gould, an American Huntington, and an American Sage on this side 
of the Atlantic, if it will result in extending our trade, our markets, our 
commerce, as to vote for the English Jay Gould, the English Hunting- 
ton, the English Sage, the German Jay Gould, the German Huntington, 
the German Sage, when a ruined trade, market, and commerce are to fol- 
low. [Applause.] Ihave no doubt that the same processes that are 
practiced here are indulged in over there on similar questions; but I 
make no insinuation that the foreign influences are at work here. I 
have ‘not felt any lobby influences, home or foreign, in regard to this 
question. Those who speak of such influences as being at work doubt- 
less speak from theirown knowledge or else from their i inations, 
in neither case, from my standpoint, to their credit. I believe that this 
question ought to be and that it will be decided, if not uponits merits 
and outside of any influences of doubtful character, at least according 
to the honest convictions of a majority of the House. 

But, sir, the only argument that is used against the Senate amend- 
ment, the only argument that has any force in itas against that amend- 
ment is suggested by the question, ‘‘ How can we expect to build up 
this trade in the South American and Central American states and in 
Mexico if we need a high protective'tariff to hold our home markets 
for our home products?’’ That question has been put to me to-day, 
and I have been asked to explain it. It is very easy of solution. 

He who has watched the progress of our manufacturing industries 
for the last twenty years knows this to bea fact: that in nearly all that 
they consume in South America, in the Central American states, and 
in Mexico, and which is preduced in this country and in Europe, we 
to-day need no protective tariff to protect our home markets against 
the foreign producer. Inall the cheaper fabrics, and they are the only 
ones for which they afford a market, we can and do compete with the 
world. As to all fabrics, iron, steel, wood, and leather goods, largely 
made by machinery, and in which manual labor is comparatively a 
small element, we need no protection whatever. Wecan make and 
sell them on equal terms with the rest of the world. This is so true 
in the iron and steel industries, that I believe the exportation of iron 
and steel goods to those and other foreign markets within the last year 
amounted to over $16,000,000; and yet we can not compete with En- 
gland in all the steel goods; but in machinery, in agricultural imple- 
ments—the hoe, the ax, the shovel, the augur, the bit, nails, wire, 
and mowers, reapers, plows—in all an agricultural people consume we 
can and do. 

These.are goods that Mexico and Central and South America demand 
and will buy from us and are buying from us to a certain extent to-day, 
and will continue to buy if we can ship them there. This is true also 
as to cotton fabrics. All the cheaper grades of cotton goods we can pro- 
duce in this country and compete successfully with the manufacturers 
of the world. To-day—lI will not limit, however, quite so closely—I 
have been told within the year our producers of the cheaper coarser 
cotton fabrics have been able to produce and exportand sell in the En- 
glish colonies their goodsin competition with the English manufactured 
goods, because they were enabled to produce them cheaper by the aid 
of labor-saving machinery. And this is proved by the fact our yearly 
exports of them amount to $12,000,000 of many products of leather, 
all this is equally true. Of leather goods we export to a foreign market 
about $10,000,000 in value; and you may go through with lines of goods 
those people buy and consume and you will establish the fact that by 
the development of our manufacturing industries, by the use of ma- 
chinery, we are able to make and sell to them as cheap as any one else 
those goods of which they consume considerable qnantities and which 
make up their foreign commerce, but which they now the more largely 
buy in Europe, and weare unable to compete with Germany, with En- 
gland, and with France only when they monopolize, control the trans- 
portation, the carrying trade. Iam asked to explain why we can do 
this and yet pay more for our labor. I answer, because our manufact- 


ure of the goods I have mentioned is largely done by machinery; in the 
use of machinery but little manual labor is required to make them. 
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uct of machinery and the mechanical ingenuity of America, and con- 
sequently manual labor enters but little into their cost. Of course 
when you reach the higher grade of goods, where there is a 

eadi of skilled human labor, it is impossible to compete with 
the lower-priced labor of Europe. Our laborers are paid the better 


wages. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. And if we enlarge the market and 
increase the demand can we still manufacture the-article cheaper and 
pay the same or higher rates for labor ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. If weenlarge the market we enlarge the production 
and the cost is reduced necessarily. It is true in this country by the 
aggregation of capital inall industries production has been increased, and 
I want to add in this connection that while production has been in- 
creased the rate of wages has not only kept its place but has heen in- 
creased also. 

It has not had the effect to depress labor; but, sir, as bearing upon 
this question, we have to-day a trade of some $40,000,000 with South 
America, and itis all in those lines of goods in which it has been demon- 
strated by actual experience that we can compete with European pro- 
ducers. ` And yet Europe has, I suppose, about two-thirds the South 
American trade for the reason, and it is the only reason, because we 
havenot American transportation to their markets. I assert we can 
drive European producers from those markets at no great cost if you 
will give our people the same facilities for transportation. As illus- 
trating this, I have before me tables of the trade of the United States 
and other nations with Venezuela, to which the “Red D” line runs. 
Tn that country we to-day sell $14,831,221 worth of goods as against 
$11,902,322 worth sold by England; still less were sold there by Ger- 


many and France. Wherever we have opened up communication with- 


a South American or a Central. American state, buying largely from 
them, as we do, the result has been in every instance to increase the 
sale of our own products of American goods there, 

Year by year the statistics prove that the trade has been increasing, 
and due to the fact I have already mentioned, that in the lines of goods 
which they purchase and consume we to-day can produce as cheap or 
cheaper than Europe. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I say there is noth- 
ing in the argument that the protective policy is inconsistent with the 
development of our foreign trade, or that gentlemen who vote for this 
measure will take positions antagonistic to the protective policy. Sir, 
there is no question of free trade, revenue reform, or protection in- 
volved here at all. Gentlemen on the other side may attempt to whip 
men into line upon the pretense that this is a question of revenue re- 
form or of free trade, or on this side upon the ground that it isa ques- 
tion of protection; but there is nothing in such pretenses. Iexpect to 
see gentlemen who understand this question quite as well as I do, and 
who differ with me upon the whole theory of protection and revenue, 
voting in the line of this Senate amendment. 

Another suggestion in regard to our South American trade. By ex- 
amination hastily I find in 1884 we marketed there $7,000,000 of our 
agricultural products—flour, bacon, lard, butter, hams, cheese. I fur- 
ther find South America is a large purchaser of these products, and 
right in juxtaposition with this I place another fact: They import 
into Brazil $5,000,000 worth of butter and cheese. England does not 
produce the butter and cheese she consumes, and the butter and cheese 
from the United States is shipped te England or Holland and then to 
Brazil and sold at 75 cents per pound, and sold as English or Dutch 
butter. 

This is in the markets to which we do not have American lines; the 
shipment by way of Europe is what makes the high price. , 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another aspect of this case to which I 
desire to call attention, and which béars directly upon the question 
whether this a subsidy or not. A subsidy to be offensive to me must 
be the giving of something for which we are to receive no return. It 
can only-be offensive upon the theory that it isa donation, for which no 
value is to be returned by the donee. Let us look at this question for 
a moment in that light. I ask the attention of the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, who has 
charge of this measure in this House, ‘to what Iam going to say, so 
that he or some other gentleman may have an opportunity to challenge 
my statement. I assert that the effect of the American lines upon our 
commerce with South America within the last five years has been to 
lessen the price of the goods that we buy from South America a million 
and a half of dollars in the last year. Take coffee alone. The effect 
of the Brazilian line upon the price of that luxury or necessity, which- 
ever you please to call it, due to cheapened transportation alone, has 
been to reduce it abont $1,000,000 to the American consumer. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly I will. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Whatis the proportion of coffee brought by the Bra- 
zilian line to this country? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ican not give the exact amount, but the whole con- 
sumption of coffee in this country amounts, I believe, to about forty 
millions a year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And the Brazilian line declines to carry it, and itis 
carried on foreign vessels. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. Isay, Mr. Chairman, that the effect of the Brazilian 
line upon the importation of coffee alone has heen to reduce the freight, 
Spl 5 AO Sparen ee oe to Sba eopmamer in Abank She Amount Thays 
sta 

Mr. BLOUNT. And I remind the gentleman that the Brazilian line 
does not bring coffee at all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In 1884 the Brazilian line brought here 199,284 
nee and the pees to the whole amount taken to New York was 
15} per cent; but I do not care whether the Brazilian line brings it or 
not. The Brazilian line holds the trade upon it down toa certain point, 
and if England, Germany, or any other country underbids them so that 
they are unwilling to bringiit, and it is brought by a cheaper line, is 
not the effect the same? Is not my argument equally under that 
condition of facts? It makes no difference whether the coffee comes 
here in American bottoms or comes in agi vessels, I say that the 
effect of American competition has been to lower the freight and so to 
lower the price of that commodity to the consumer for the past year 
$1,000,000 in our markets, The lowering of price, which is due to the 
reduction in freights upon our entire traffic, alone has benefited the con- 
sumer to the extent of one million and a half of dollars. The effect of 
the competition of American lines in South American trade has been 
within those fi 

Mr. BLO . Will the gentleman state how long the Brazilian 
line has been running? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ithasbeen runningI think since 1883; the Red line, 
to which is due to some extent the reduction of which I have spoken, 
longer. The other line began in-1882, perhaps earlier. In that short 
porosot simn, Ma: Chairman; ra W ul result has been produced 

lowering the price of that commodity in this country. 

I will read a dispatch just handed me: 

In '77, no steamers; in ’78, tramp once in three months. Old American line 
began May, '78; May, '81. Occasional chartered tramps up to starting 
of our line, January, ’83. > 
LACHLAN, Jr. 


I am within bounds when I state that the reduction in freights alone 
resulting from the competition of these American steamship lines has 
benefited the American consumer at the rate of a million and a half 
dollars each year. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said thus much as bearing upon the question 
whether American steamship lines to. South America, to Central Amer- 
ica, and to Mexicoare a possibility, whether trade with the people of those 
countries is a possibility. It seems to me that this is demonstrated by 
the large volume of business to which I have alluded, and by the fact 
that in those ports which have had easy communication with the United 
States we have driven legionis a produer from the market. It is a 
fixed fact which must be ed by every one that it is in the power 
of the people of the United States to grasp the trade of these nations. 
This has been further illustrated by gentlemen who have preceded me, 
and I shall not discuss that point further. 

What is it we propose to do? Do we propose to give American 
steamship lines a subsidy? No; but taking into view the rates paid 
by other nations for this class of service, we propose to pay to Ameri- 
can steamships, vessels of American registry, only a meager compen- 
sation at best for carrying American mails. 

Right here I wish to say that never in the history of this country 
have we sought to make our mail service self-sustaining. Talk about 
subsidy! Why, we have been continuously since the papaning of this 
Government paying subsidies for ing domestic mails. I do not 
know of asingle steamboat line which in the whole history of our coun- 
try has been paid for the transportation of mails atthe rate of the post- 
age upon the mail matter carried. I ask gentlemen on the other side 
of this question to point me to one such case. Year after year, Con- 
gress after Congress has provided for the carrying of mails upon steam- 
boat lines for no other purpose than to build up those lines. That has 
been the policy of the country. 

In the star service we have year after year let contracts for the carry- 
ing of mails into the South and into the far West for no other object 
in the world, as it seems to me, than to build up stage routes through 
those localities for the purpose of helping the fronti for the pur- 

of building up the country, for the purpose of giving to the Amer- 
ican citizen, wherever he may be located, mail facilities. The star- 
route service has never repaid to the Government the expense; the 
steamboat-mail service hasnever done so; but contracts have been made 
time and again in those services for the purpose of subsidizing steam- 
boat lines and stage routes. 

But here, the American people, with a trade of over $200,000,000 in 
their hands to-day, ask to have their mails transported for them in 
American vessels by the United States Government, and they are told 
that it shall not be transported for them in American vessels, but shall 
be transported in foreign vessels, with the direct effect of crushing out 
the enterprises in which they are engaged. 

Let us examine a moment to ascertain what will be paid under this 
Senate amendment, if adopted, as compared with sums which are paid 
for similar service by England, Germany, and France. 

Take the Peninsular and Oriental Company, engaged in the trade with 
Japan and China, That line includes 664,874 miles of travel per year; 


and the gross amount paid by England is $2,250,000, being at the rate 
of $3.38 per mile. The same rate, if paid to the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company, would yield $517,140. Under this amendment of the 
Senate, which they tell us subsidizes the Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 
pany, that com will receive $76,800 as against $2,250,000 paid for 
similar service to rival lines. 

Take the Peninsular and Oriental Company’s line to Australia and the ¢ 


Straits colonies, running annually 145,600 miles. That company rew™ - 


ceives the gross sum of $650,000, being at the rateof $4.18 a mile. The 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company, if paid at the same rate, would 
Ap $642,048, but under the Senate amendment will receive 

Take the Royal Mail, running to Central America and the east coast 
bf Şouth America. For 480,960 miles annually traveled that line re- 
ceives $495,000, being at the rate of $1.03 a mile. The same rate paid 
to the American line which would compete with this foreign line would 
yield $135,960; yet under this bill that American line would receive 
only $66,000. 

Take the Brazil and the River Plate line, running 182,200 miles 
annually at the rate of 70 cents a mile and receiving $126,280. The 
same rate paid to American ships would give them $92,400; but under 
this Senate amendment they would receive but $66,000. 

I will not weary the committee by dwelling further upon these fig- 
ures, which I publish with my remarks, 

The result as shown by these statistics is that England, France, and 
Germany pay for their mail service from 50 per cent. over to 200 per 
cent. more than is paid by the United States. And do we say that 
they are subsidizing their lines? Where England has English com- 
merce, Germany German commerce, or France French commerce, in 
which their citizens respectively are engaged, they say to the, ‘‘We 
will carry your mail to you if your necessities require it or your inter- 
ests thereby will be advanced.’’ In reference to her mail service, as 
in other matters, England says to her citizen, ‘‘ Wherever the English 
citizen is the English arm is strong enough, and will continue to be 
strong enough, to protect him and subserve his interests. 

Mr. Chairman, I would not stand here to advocate the carrying of 
American mails in American ships ata larger rate of compensation than 
other nations for the rtation of their mails; but I ask to 
find out what service is worth and payit. How are you to judge of 
its value? 

Is that value to be determined by the policy which seems to be fa- 
vored by the aap tice from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], and I regret to 
say is favored by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER], that 
these foreign ships, paid these large sums of money for carrying the mails 
of their respective nations, shall have our mails to carry to those nations 
with which we have a commerce and which is in direct competition 
with the ing nations of ; that we will give our mails to 
them to carry at the low price at which they can afford to do it for the 
sake of crushing out American competition? 

What is the effect? As has been stated here on the floor, we have 
paid $240,000 to foreign vessels against $40,000 to American vessels. 

Why, sir, it is for the interest of the ship-owners on the other side to 
carry our mails for nothing if by that method they can drive American 
steamships off the ocean. Shall we be parties to that? 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Will my colleague permit me to ask 
a question for information ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Why is it they appropriate $800,000 
for this year, when the appropriation last year, so far as my memory 
serves me, was for $400,000? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, sir, I do not know why. If I should give 
a reason—and perhaps that would be the true reason—it is that those 
who favor this policy —— 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I voted for it last year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘Those who fayor the policy supposed $400,000 was 
all that Congress would appropriate, and therefore that sum was 
adopted. It was not because it was the limit which could be expended 
to advantage, but because it was the largest sum Congress could be 
prevailed upon to appropriate. 

I desire to be understood upon this question, because it was doubted 
for a moment by a gentleman who investigated this question. More 
money might well be appropriated to carry American mails and ex- 
tend our commerce with the South American, Central American, and@ 
Mexican States. 

As I was remarking, the policy which obtains favor on the other side, 
and which obtains favor from gentlemen on this side who seem to be 
alarmed lest some advantage might be secured by some steamship line 
with which some rich man is connected—the policy they favor is ftis: 
That these English, French, and German lines paid the large compen- 
sations I have named—hut I do not know that they are large—but paid 
these rates of 50, 100, and 200 and more per cent., more than we pro- 
pose to pay, that we will let them carry our mails at the lowest possi- 
ble price, the direct effect of it being to drive American ships from the 
ocean ! 

As I said, Mr. Chairman, England can afford to carry our mails for 
nothing. As I have pointed out, we are competing with her for trade, 
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and she feels it. Shecan afford to carry our mails for nothing, if the | our stages, uponour horses. Measured i hrs rates paid by European 
direct effect of it would be the destruction of these American lines of | powers we propose a small compensation indeed. : 
steamships. I apprehend if any board sat upon this question to determine what 
The i CN from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] said wisely when | it was fairly worth, there is not either in this country, England, Ger- 
he said this was no subsidy. -It is none, measured by the price we pay | many, or France one which would not rt larger compensation was 
ae carrying our domestic mails on our railroads, on our steamboats, on | due for value received than that pro in the Senate amendment. 
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I have but little more to say in this discussion. Those who have | of our shipping interests is involyedin it. American labor is involved 
preceded me have already commented in detail upon the trade which | init. In it we find anew investment for American capital. Itis about 
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that will enter into that commerce we can produce. The building up | their development. She has reached the point whereshe produces more 
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than she can consume—where she can produce as cheap as the old country 
the goods South America and Central America consume. It has been 
said by some gentlemen here that we on this side of the House could ill 
afford to support a measure of this kind. 

I desire to say in response to that, that if there is a governmental 
policy that is worthy of support it is this; that if there is one govern- 
mental policy more than another. that will add to our prosperity on 
which we can enter it is this. There is no donation init to any person 
or corporation anywhere. It.is simply proposed to pay for service ren- 
dered to us what it is worth, but it carries with it the extension of 
American trade. Itcarries with it the extension of American markets. 
It carries with it the saving to this country in the way of exchange 
yearly of over $40,000,000 of gold which now we pay out in exchange 
to the Central and South American states. The balance of trade is 
against us there. If we enter upon this policy it will be changed. 
Year by year we see signs of that change. There is not a single port 
into which an American steamship runs that our trade is not increased, 
and gradually the balance is being changed in our favor. 

As I said, over $40,000,000 of gold each year go from our coffers, go 
from our banks, to pay these nations the balance of trade that is due 
them. And I for one, as a man, and as a citizen of the United 
States, find nothing in this Senate amendment which I can not su 


port. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] 
fifteen minutes of his time remaining., 

Mr. PETERS. I propose to occupy a few moments. 

There are one or two observations which I desire to makt, Mr. Chair- 
man, in relation to the measure which is now under consideration. In 
the Forty-eighth Congress I voted against a provision similar to this. 
I was induced to do so because it was charged at that time on both sides 
of the House that it was a subsidy to a great steamboat monopoly; that 
we were asked to subsidize the Pacific Mail Steamship Company; and 
that thiscompany would receive whatever appropriation might be made 
for this purpose. Without examining into the far-reaching consequences 
of my action I voted against a similar proposition in principle which 
was before the House in the last Congress. Since that time I have given 
this subject some consideration. I have been so strongly prejudiced 
in my feeling against anything like a subsidy that it was with difficulty 
I brought myself to view this question in anything like a fair light. 

I rested content with the vote that I gave in the last Congress until 
a thorough examination convinced me that the cry of subsidy was un- 
just and benefited English monopolies and injured American indus- 
tries, Believing this, my vote ll be cast in favor of the Senate 
amendment, I would like to know what the outlook is if we are to 
continue on in the same course as in the past year. I would like to 
know what there is in the future to which an American can look forward 
with pride in connection with this subject. Can you look forward to 
1887 to 1888 or to 1889 in the hope that this country will have any bet- 
ter business relations with the South American states? Can you look 
forward to any better time in the future so long as we continue to be 
whipped into this do-nothing policy by this cry of subsidy ? 

I have the honor to represent in this House one of the largest agri- 
cultural districts in the United States. It is exclusively agricultural, 
and it has a population at present which is greater than that of any 
other district in the United States except those States that composeone 
Congressional district. And I say that it is to the interest of the farm- 
ers in my district to indorse and uphold the very policy that is inau- 
gurated by this Senate amendment. And why? use the farmer 
of my district is interested in increasing the consuming power of the 
United States. The producing power of the United States in grain to- 
day is greater than the consuming power, and hence the wheat producer 
is placed at the mercy of the Liverpool wheat merchant. And what we 
desire, what the producing classes, especially the agricultural produc- 
ing classes to-day desire, is that the consuming power of the United 
States shall be increased so that we within our own border can consume 
every bushel of wheat produced in the United States. And whenever 
we increase our consuming power so that we will be able to consume 
every bushel of wheat produced in the United States then we will free 
that product from the control of the Liverpool wheat merchant and the 
Liverpool wheat market. What the farmer of Kansas and the farmer 
of the Mississippi Valley need is an increase in the manufacturing in- 
dustries of the United States, because every man who is a manufact- 
urer, every man who is a laborer in the manufacturing establishment, 
is a consumer and nota producer of farm products. 

What we desire is to take from the farming classes of to-day and add 
to the manufacturing classes, so that the consuming power of this 
country may be increased. I say that the farmer of Kansas, notwith- 
standing what has been said upon this floor, has a greater interest in 
this proposition than has the manufacturer of the East—a greater in- 
terest even than has the stockholder in any of these steamship lines. 
If encouraging trade with South America gives, as it will, an addi- 
tional market for our manufactured products, American labor is thereby 
benefited, our consuming power is inereased, and agricultural products 
will find a remunerative home market. 

If I could look forward into the future and see that the time would 
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come when we would be relieved from the power of this monopoly that 
is now clutching American industry; if I could look forward into the 
future and see that, without some experimentation on our part, we 
might expect or hope to be'in a better position in the future, then I 
would be willing to stand still. But no man can point out to me any 

rospect that, without action in the present, we shall be any better off 
in the future than we are now. 

But, Mr. Chairman, aside from this is another great consideration. 
The American continentis the field that properly belongs to the United 
States. I am a believer in the Monroe doctrine that gives to the United 
States the American continent. I believe the time will come when 
Canada and Mexico will come under the American flag, and I believe 
that by. the kind of legislation proposed in this Senate amendment the 
time will be hastened when we, instead of Great Britain, shall have 
control of the South American trade. When I examine the figures in 
relation to trade with the South American countries I find that the 
ra States, which should have it all, have but a small proportion 
of it. 

The United States with her thousandsof miles of seacoast, the United 
States with her immense advantages over other countries, the United 


States with everything in her favor, should have every particle of that 


South American trade, yet to-day she has only $75,000,000 of it, while 
foreign countries have $325,000,000, Is there any man who has pride 
in the American flag or pride in his country who is willing to submit 
to this without an effort to change it—who is willing that foreign na- 
tions should have $325,000,000 of that South American trade while we 
have only $75,000,000? Thatis thesituationof to-day. I repeat that 
if any gentleman can show me that, without some such action or legis- 
lation as this, that balance of trade will be changed in our favor, I shall 
be glad to have him doit, because I would like to vote against this ap- 
propriation if 1 could do it consistently with my ideas of what is due to 
the honor of my country. I know it is said that this is a subsidy; I 
know it is said and has been argued here that the voting of this money 
is robbing the tax-payers of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, how utterly fallacious is any statement of that kind! 
Our foreign-mail service pays over a million dollars more than we pay 
now or have ever paid forit. As matter of fact, the United States never 
does invest $1 in paying for our foreign-mail service. It is the foreign 
merchants and the home merchants corresponding with each other. It 
is the inhabitant of the United States writing to his correspondents 
abroad and paying the sea postage—these are the parties who volun- 
tarily contribute the money from which we propose to pay these steam- 
ship lines forcarrying our foreign mails, Thepeopleof the United States 
do not pay a cent of it by tax. It is the voluntary contribution of the 
business men and others who patronize the foreign-mail service. Itis 
out of that voluntary contribution that it is now proposed to take $800, - 
000 and appropriate it in the interest of our foreign-mail service. 

I cast aside, therefore, this talk about taxing the people of this 
country, directly or indirectly, for the money with which to subsidize 
(as some gentlemen put it) these American steamships for carrying our 
foreign mails, There is nothing to it. 

Mr. Chairman, what a spectacle! The United States, the wealthiest 
nation under the sun, with $10,000,000,000 more of aggregate wealth 
than England and all her possessions, the wealthiest nation in agri- 
culture, the wealthiest in manufactures, yet bowing down and crouch- 
ing in the dust of humiliation before British power and British influ- 
ence; yielding without a struggle $325, 000,000 of the trade of the South 
American states which properly and naturally belongs to us! For one, 
I will not assent to such a surrender. I want to encourage our Ameri- 
can steamship lines. I want to say to these men—I care not who they 
are, I care not how much they may come here and ask Congress to as- 
sist them—lI want to say to them that we will take $800,000 from the 
$2,100,000 of revenue derived from the foreign-mail service and appro- 
priate it to pay, under the discretion of the Postmaster-General, a 
reasonable compensation for carrying our foreign mails, with the hope 
that it may open up to us new fields for the sale of our manufactured 
goods; with the hope that it may increase the consuming power of our 
people; with the hope that itmay restore our mercantile marine, so that 
the flag of our country may again float over as many merchant vessels 
as it did before the war. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. If no gentleman desires to occupy the floor the 
Chair will put the question. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘ Vote!’? “Vote!” 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I hope that some gentleman upon 
the other side will go on with the debate. We wanttomake an equal 
division of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there have been three 
hours occupied on either side, and that there remains one hour and 
twenty-two minutes on each side, provided the debate continues until 
5 o’clock. : 

Mr. DocKERY rose and was recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia in charge of 
this bill [Mr. BLOUNT] desire to retain the last hour? 

' Mr. BLOUNT. I do not object to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, 
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DocKERY] going on for his hour. The residue of the time I shall 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr, Chairman, having discussed at. considerable 
length the propositions involved in what is known as the “subsidy 
clause” of the Post-Office bill for the present fiscal year, and inasmuch 
. as the pending Senate amendmentinvolves the same principles of pub- 
lic policy, I will content myself by offering a few additional reasons 
why this measure should not prevail. 

The amendment, which is No. 6 in the bill now under discussion, is 
in the following terms: 


(6) For the Pagitan aap of coho mails by American built and red 
steamships, to secure the greater ees and oe, in dispatch, eon a 
speed in the carriage of such ee aee Mexico, 
traland South America ; the Sandwriche Wastindia, and dward Islands; 
New Caled eps New Zealand, and the Australian colonies; China and Japan, 
,000; and the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, after d ue advertise- 
ment for proposals, such contract or contracts with the owners of such Ameri- 
can steamships, for a term of not less than three years nor more than five years, 
seer ata parey compensation not exceeding 50 cents a nautical mile on the tri 


feasible sailing course between the terminal points, as 

and desirable to seoure the ends above set forth. And if he 

make such contracts for any of such respective services, he shall, 

ae ea pn EG a 

weasels, and for a reasonable compensation, not cxoniing the rate aforemen- 
Thel Postmaster-General, if in his ergy. ead it be le, shall contract for 

a semi-monthly mail service between the ports of New York and New Orleans, 

alternately, and the port of Rio de Janeiro, under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this measure because the circum- 
stances under which it is presented make it coercive legislation. 

It assumes to aid commerce; but if it does in fact do so, the aid is ex- 
tended at the expense of the efficiency of the foreign postal-service. 

It makes a futile parade of advertisements when in truth and in fact 
there can be no competition except on two lines—the line from San 
Francisco to China and Japan and the line from New York to Havana. 

It pretends to aid in the restoration of our merchant marine, when 
statistics show that the subsidies of the past have not produced such a 
result. 

Itdisregards the international treaty of Berne, which went into effect 
June 30, 1874, and to which the Government of the United States was a 


party 

Itisa subsidy, naked, pure, and simple—a gift nS the mA peonia money 
in aid of private corporations. It is a departure t wise enun- 
ciation of the Democratic party which reir dats all taxes shall be 
levied and used for public purposes. 

Before proceeding to discuss the reasons which induce me to oppose 
this amendment I wish to say a word in reply to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. That gentleman, as we are 
all aware, is usually well informed, an ‘always with force and 
effect; but he has evidently not made a thorough investigation of this 
subject, as I understand him to make the declaration in connection with 
the commercial view of the question that the Red D line is one of the 
lines running to Brazil. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iso understood the gentleman. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I said since the Red D line was put on—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well; I so understood the gentleman, and 
several other members on this side understood him to the same effect. 

Mr. HISCOCK. IfI said that, I did not intend it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Of course every one who has investigated the ques- 
tion knows that the Red D line does not run to Brazil but to Venezuela. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am aware of that; but I was speaking of the 
length of time during which there had been a reduction of freight. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That there may be no misund I will be 
obliged if the gentleman will give me now the exact date when the 
Brazil line was established. 

Mr. HISCOCK. According to my rs eC in 1882., 

Mr. DOCKERY. It was inauguarated originally more than fifty 

ears Ago. 
a Mr. “HISCOCK. I am speaking about the present line. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The present line, which has been subsidized lib- 
erally by the Government, was jnaugurated, if I mistake not, in 1867. 
a Mr. HISCOCK. Iam speaking of the present administration of that 

ine. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam speaking of the line without any reference 
to past or present ownership. 

I desire now to refer briefly to one or two points made by the very 

able gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS], who asks the House 
to appropriate this $800,000, and also in reply— 

Mr. HISCOCK. The ‘gentleman will onmea moment. Iwould 
like to ask him whether my statement in reference to the reduction of 
freight within the period of five years is not correct. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave notinvestigated that branch of the subject. 
I suppose it to be correct, for the reason that the Government of the 
United States has contributed abundantly from its Treasury to that 
company, and Ishould assume that the company would return in some 
measure the favor by reducing freights. I imagine, however, that the 
reduction of freight comes not from subsidy, but from the competition 
of foreign lines which they are compelled to meet. 


Mr. HISCOCK. That was precisely my argumen 
I was about to say —_ interrupted by the ae from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock], and in reply to the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. PHELPS], that he is en in the statement that the foreign- 
mail service yields any revenue whatever to the Government. On page 
20 of the Postmaster-General’s report for 1885 he discusses the ques- 
tion, and states: 
los no case is there any ground to affirm that the foreign correspondence affords 
TAA pe nove the actual cost to the Department of the services performed 
The argument, therefore, of a surplus revenue in this branch of the 
postal service, which has been invo. in behalf of this proposition, 
clearly fails. The Government realizes no surplus by reason of the 
transportation of foreign mails, 
DOES IT AID COMMERCE? 
Mr. Chairman, before giving jn detail my objections to this measure, 
I desire to call attention to the arra: of figures presented on yesterday 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] in support of the 
theory that there was an inviting Kp Sh for trade with the repub- 
lics of Central and South America, and that the one thing needful to de- 
velop our commerce in that direction was this pro “subsidy ” to 
American steamship lines, because the hindrance in the way of trade 
with South pert was the lack of ocean facilities. 
I shall not reply to the argument that the gentleman presented, 
buttressed as it was by a bewildering display of statistics, but will 


allow a distinguished ublican Senator, who has recently discussed 
this question in another body, to be heard in answer. This Senator, 
who is one of the ablest of the Republican leaders, expresses his views 


in the following language, and leaves no tenable ground upon which 
the gentleman from Michigan can rest his argument: 


The reason for the decay of American shipping, in my judgment, will be 
found in the fact that American ital = more profitably employed in 
some other way than in building ships. Ihave heard ane Moin the con- 


tinuance of this argument of the advantages to result app’ 

priations to the restoration of the interests of American hpi: ut I have lis- 
tened in vain for some og seer or mag an | of Maine and 
the men of Massachusetts do not now build shi wantthem. There 


is no reason why they ae not build ships if ob desire them, They have 
e E a T have the forests and n AT rok the mines and the isnt 
the sk: illed labor, a and if ship-building bela Feng I yaua to say 
capitalists of and romsa ei would Tranen: ships; and the reason Ae 
they have not done itis because they make more money pray Ba building rail 
roads, and bu Western aidea Mande: aed any ete: on mortgage at 6 and 
and 10 and 15 per cent. to Western 


I do not, therefore, Mr. President, feel “that this toa lotic im: 
to vote nat a largo ap appro; nm out, > fs the See a Treasury for the a oe 
decayed interests has much weight. 
eck rag te pence: wo trying trade of this world, 
There has been a ga a iarri tr parei about that loss of the Poon alaren 
by the United and we have been told of the and the shame tha! 
arises — the igp the United 


trade of this world ata loss, $ as she does, use she has an insular posi Jr 
There is nota Harp er D pg perv ee he teahourd LA peek: 
uct of her fiel an pronn of her factories or her mines can not by her 
zaityay system ae ver 4 in fourteen hours in the dock ready for Shipment to 


and that is to en on what may be called the 
ess of the world by water at a loss. There is 
that can be bought for 50 percent. of 


Therefore the reason why the United States does not do the carrying business 
is because she can do better. Itdoes not sound reasonable or log- 
ical or sensible to rise here and declare that the reason we do not do the carry- 
ing sini of the world is because Congress does not vote subsidies for mail pay. 
Stat show better; and whenever the carrying trade of the world can be 
pin yen at a profit, the United States of America will have their share of it. 
But so long as American money can be more aroi Snvlover. in railroad 
tra: rtation at home than it can in water transporta: My etary e erg oe o 
long it will continue to be so employed, and the voting ot $100, 
aae oe more lines of steamships for service will not prevent it, pb wi moe a 
p 

We have been told also that to the south of us there is et em- 
pire waiting for the invitation of American commerce. ngress has been 
appealed to to vote for an apppropriation the ground that unless it is en- 
acted by Congress the balance of trade would continue to be against us. 

There is another reason why we have not gotthe trade of the South American 
republics, one that has nos aon mention — one that deserves mention, 
neers it Soe gener Bere rer se peer tay Pewee and fi 
and castigated for un; otic frugality iling to make the necessary 
priations, whereby we are unable to secure our share in the millions "ot § kith 
American commerce. The reason why we do not have South American 
merce is because we do not attempt to sell them the things they want to bay. 
The reason why our merchants and our manufacturers find no marketin South 
America is because the merchants and manufacturers of other countries can 
offer them a better article at a less price, There is no want of facility of com- 
munication; the testimony in the report of the commissioners shows that the 
means of communication are ample, but that in their dealings with American 
merchants and American manufacturers they have been flouted, they have been 
refused credit; they have not been offered the articles they wanted to buy, and 
when goods have been sold to them by sample they have proved to be entirely 
out of comparison with those samples both as to price and as to quality. 


COERCIVE LEGISLATION. 

Let us examine now the legislative objection that can and properly 
ought to be urged against the measure. Section3 of Rule XVI of the 
Senate provides that ‘‘no amendment which Peet general legisla- 
tion shall be received to any appropriation bil Itis not my pur; pope 
to make any criticism upon the fact that this amendment comes from 
the Senate, despite theexistence of this rule; it is, of course, well un- 
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derstood that the rules of this body forbid euch criticism; but I desire 
simply to call the attention of the House to the rule, because this amend- 
ment seems to me to be obnoxious to the rule kai “í general leg- 
islation.’’ It is certainly a change of existing law. 

Section 4007 of the Revised Statutes provides: 

That the Postmaster-General may, after advertising for proposals, enter into 
contracts for the transportation of the mail between the United States and any 
foreign country, whenever the public interest will be thereby promoted. _ 

It will be readily observed that this section of the statute places 
no restriction upon the Postmaster-Gerieral. There is no limitation. 
Under this clause the Postmaster-General may enter into contract with 
American or foreign built ships for the rtation of the mails of 
the United States abroad. The pen m ent restricts the adver- 
tisements for this service to American built and registered steamships. 
It is, therefore, whether wise or unwise legislation, clearly a change of 
the existing statute. I may also add that section 4007 is almost iden- 
tical in terms with the law of Great Britain with reference to the trans- 
portation of foreign mails. England has in the past subsidized lib- 
erally her steamship lines, and her policy in that regard has been com- 
mended by our friends on the other side as wise, statesmanlike, and 
judicious; but while this may be true, I wish tosay that Great Britain 
and France never have restricted and do not now restrict their mail con- 
tracts to their own lines of steamships. 

Here , Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] was unfortunate in his statement of facts, in saying that the 
Government of England said to her citizens, it matters not where you 


go—— 

Mr. Hiscock rose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That was the substance of your statement—that 
your mails should be carried in English bottoms. The Government 
of England says no such thing, but under her existing postal laws ad- 
vertises for her mail service without any restrictions as to nationality. 

Mr, HISCOCK rose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. At this time a large part of the English mail to- 
this country comes in the North German Lloyd steamers. Neither 
England nor France restrict their ocean-mail service to English and 
French vessels. Competition is as to the steamships of all nations. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to general legislation upon appropria- 
tion bills. Any ‘legislative proposition that is for the best interests of 
the people ought to be strong enough as an independent measure to 
win the favor of the law-making power. Of course, unobjectionable 
legislation might be proposed in connection with appropriation bilis; 
but the practice is bad, and leads to just such propositions as this we 
are now considering. Here is an pron A unmistakable, and well 

defined, to coerce the judgment of this House, and induce it to ac- 
cept a measure that would not receive its favor if offered as an inde- 
poroa popore pier ey par; in the adoption of the new ae 
a oned the unwise policy of legislating upon appropriation bi 
and it seems to me, Mr, Chairman, that other bodies interested in the 
legislation of this country should seek rather to encourage this new de- 
parture than to discourage it by the presentation of propositions such 
as the one now under consideration. 

Mr. it is no use to mince matters about this amendment. 
Let us meet the issue fairly and frankly. It can only receive the favor 
of the House by the sustaining power of an appropriation bill back of 
it and the coercive influences necessarily incident thereto. 

For myself, I wish to say that I can be persuaded to support most 
any reasonable legislation. My disposition leads me to desire to com- 
P y with the requests of gentlemen and render favors whenever possible; 

ut, sir, coming as this proposition does from the Senate, circumstanced 
and surrounded as it is now and was in the beh cai Congress, I 
shall never give my consent that it be enacted into law. 

Mr. Chairman, I am anxious to reach the close of the present ses- 
sion and return to home and friends in the “‘magnificent Empire of 
Missouri,” which I have the honor to represent in part upon this floor; 
but, sir, as strong as is my desire in this direction, I am willing to stay 
here until the-snows of winter shall mantle the heights of Arlington 
rather than that this House should be coerced into the acceptance of 
this subsidy. [Applause. ] 

The leaders of the Republican party in this House have almost with- 
out exception in ya years opposed ‘‘riders’’ upon appropriation Bills. 
In the Forty-sixth Congress, when the revision of the rules was under 
discussion, Mr. HOLMAN offered the following amendment to section 
3of Rule XXT: 

Pieks shall any provision in any such bill, or amendment thereto, changing cx- 

ng law, be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of 
the i bill, shall retrench Sees b7 the nction of the number and salary 
of the officers of the United States, & 

This proposition authorized legislation looking to reduction of ex- 
penditures, while the amendment under consideration authorizes in- 
creased expenditure. Messrs. FRYE, Robeson, REED, and other Re- 
publican leaders expressed themselves on this question in clear and 
patriotic terms; and as I do not often have opportunity to commend 
the views of our Republican friends upon questions of public policy, I 
will give some of their utterances in that debate. 

Mr. FRYE said: 


I donot believe that the Committee on Appropriations should have the 


wers 
cf legislation as granted in this rule. I agree withthe gentleman from 


nnec- 


ticut le Haw .ey] and the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Robeson] in that. 
When I see the Committee on Appropriations taking our whole consular and 
diplomatic system, and in ten days’ time, without certainly any adequate or 
requisite knowledge of what they are doin p Sees through it asa mad bull 
eal through a china shop, it has occurred to me that that com- 
mittee had better attend to their laitimate busi ness and let the business of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairsalone. I do believe, and my experience both ii: 
a Republican House and in a Democratic House has forced me to that belief, that 
there should be a restriction upon that committee; that the right of legislation, 
whether in reduction of expenditures or not, should be taken away from them. 


La REEp’s terse and timely comment was in the following terms: 


sary have been taught lessons which ought to show us that it is un- 

same to of n which is founded upon loading down appro- 

priston bills Whether it is done upon pretense of economy or upon a pretense 

Take 7 jean ting for the proper needs of the Government, it is equally wrong. 

aan a rule—and surely we are capable of doing that—whiech says that 

ser Appro) APPORRE Committee shall make no appropriations except those which 

to law, then that provision obliges all other committees to attend 

legislation. And I say that the scenes we have witnessed in this 

House ever since this discussion of rules has been on account of the pro- 
vision which the gentieman from Ohio [Mr. eld] wants to strike out, 

It is not eee aarp nature, as represented upon that Appropriation Commit- 
tee, not to p t legislation under that clause,and when we happen to have, 
as we did pban in the last Congress, a gentleman on that committee who knew 
, we had a perfect avalanche of such business brought before us; and 

impossible that human nature,as it is constituted outside of the 

ions Committee, can neg eel ERIN from exalting their commit- 
tees just as the gentlemen of the ttee on Agriculture have exalted that 
committee to-day. But if we say that appropriations are to be made according 
to law by one committee, then we have control of the great general appropria- 
tions of the Government, and we know what we can appropriate, pee then the 

Thatisa t =r orton that ie Sight d d that enabh 

isa true system; a m is and proper, an at enables 
every committee and every member to participate in the legislation of this House, 
I sincerely hope we may come up to the level ns this question, for I believe it to 
be a great Apne a that we will not degrade it by the introduction of partisan 
matters, I trust that we shall adopt a system that we shall be satis‘\ed with, a 
system thrives vind see ourselves must work well, for if we adopt it the Appropri- 
ations Committee can not puta single word of ion upon an appropria- 
tion bill except by unanimous consent, and what more can other committees de- 
sire? We then bave got ai foam that is philosophically correct and practically 
correct. 


Mr. Robeson’s criticism, it seems to me, should be conclusive. He 
says: 
But there is another objection to nes committee to legislate, more 
Eommitte my beeper than any other, and it ma: bhi ceeds tdatcahpatier ea 
mimittce pu G pamangan on an ap) che vinegar ey exerc: uress on the 
Ju the House and the } jation of the country. No man votes ex- 
yas a would; no one is as free to act as if it were an independent proposi- 
tion All} n is driven through under the whip and spur of the pressure 
of appropriations. You must submit to break up the half of your policy, or you 
jane es itall. You do not approve the cular proposition but you must 
go for it, otherwise there will be no money for the uses of the Government. 
speak! on this subject,and I mean to speak on this whole matter 
„not in interest of any party, not aga pen the views of any fac- 
no ann other than that Avhich looks to the of the country as a 
; and I appeal to you, gentlemen, legislators of the United States, as’ you 
are answerable to your own consciences and to your ppelieientic do you mean 
that the general legislation of the e AA be forced through under any 
kind of duress at all? This ideastrikes at the very end and center of a de ibera- 
tive body. The freedom of all deliberation and the freedom of all action will be 
gone where any such system prevails. 


_In the Forty-sixth Congress (page 116, volume 37), Mr. Garfield, in 

a certain “‘rider’’ that was then offered upon an appropria- 

tion bill, made the following pertinent comment upon an issue such as 
is presented by this amendment: 


Our amr of law is Sesoni Thatisthe granite foundation of our whole 
superstructure. Nothing in this Republic can be law without consent—the free 
consent of the House; the free consent of the Senate; the free consent of the 
Exeéutive, or, if he refuse it, the free consent of two-thirds of these bodies, 


Will any man deny that? Will any man chall a line of the statement that 
free consent is the foundation rock of all our institutions? 
Again, Mr. Chairman, in the Forty-eighth when the revis- 


ion of the rules of the Senate was being made by that body, we find, on 
page 274, volume 64 of the RECORD, the following appropriate comments 
by Senators DAWEs and FRYE: 

The views of Senator DAWES are expressed as follows: 


That brings me to one great defect in this rt of the Committee on Rules. 
They have done nothing to meet the great culty, that while one Soe yer is 
permitted by its rules to incorporate into an appropriation bill matters of inde- 
pendent l m you can notin the other branch even amend the legislation 
which comes “You can notoffer anamendmentto peter m gt ee 
in an appropriation bill which comes, under the rules of the other branch, be- 
fore us, and there has been no attempt in this as far as I am able to dis- 
cover, to meet that difficulty. Under that wice, if I may use that word without 
any offense, under that error, that difficulty, more trouble arises in appro a 
tion b‘lls, more measures are pushed through by the money power behind 
in an appropriation biH, more objectionable features of independent legislation 
po upon the statute-boo. book, than by any other method resorted to in Congress. 
t has, by that new feature of it which has sprung up within a few years, been 
e, one —— having by its rules provided that 
moe agers bas lapeigaeee without ts character or its extent, may be 
eed tte S to an appropriation bill xd id carried by the necessities ap- 
ropriations through that branch and brought into the other, where it can not 
ies the rules of the body where it is sent be even amended; it must be rc- 
jected in toto or taken as a whole. 


Senator FRYE (who is mentioned in the columns of the public press as 
the author of this amendment) shows sre he entertained in the Forty- 
eighth Congress the views he so vigorously expressed on this floor in the 
Forty-sixth Con, Hisadvocacy of the pending amendment might 
psec ge imply a lack of consistency, but I forbear criticism, as the rules 
forbid. 

Senator FRYE said: 


One criticism made by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] upon the action of the Committee on Rules it seems to me is not de- 


made more dangerous to | 
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served by the committee. Of course to them and to any man theabsurdity is ee 
parentof the House of Representatives having power to send appropriation bil 

with general legislation over here, and under our rules no power on our part 
toamend that general legislation. It was discussed by the ittee on Rules 
and certain remedies were pro) , but every remedy which could be Goosh 
of in this particular Rule XVII appeared to the committee to be an invitation 
to the other House to continue that rule which permitted general 1 ation. 
Then the question came to the committee. Is there any course open by which 

e can undertake in some way to prevent this general legislation? I think it 
is generally understood that there has been, even in the other House, disposi- 
tion growing against that rule which permits general legislation of almostevery 
conceivable kind, allowing general legislation decreasing expenditures, and 
it was hoped by the committee that under a joint rule the other House benef 
might consent that this whole matter should be governed and controlled. 
Therefore, on page 45 of this report, Rule IV of the joint rules proposed by 
the committee, there is a clause which provides against all general } lation 
on appropriation bills, Ifthe Senate will send that to the House ard the House 
shall agree to it, the whole trouble will be cured at once. If the Senate will 
send it to the House and the House shall disagree to it, and there shall bea 
compromise of some kind, there may be some healing in the result of that com- 
promise. That is the only reason why the committee did not undertake in this 
rule itself to provide that where general legislation came over here on an ap- 
propriation bill there should be a right to amend it, 

The difficulties to which these Republican Senators referred have 
been remedied by the House in the adoption of the new rules, and it is 
now impossible to incorporate legislation in any appropriation bills. 
This action, in my opinion, was wise and timely, and received the sanc- 
tion of the House by an overwhelming vote. 

WHO IS RESPONSIBLE? 

Ido not wonder that our Republican friends should seek to enact some 
legislation that will restore the merchant marine of this country, The 
long period of their domination resulted in its almost total destruc- 
tion, and it isa matter of no surprise that, as they must of necessity real- 
ize their responsibility for this condition of affairs, and smarting under 
deserved criticism, they should seek, even at this late hour, to do 
something to aid in its restoration. But laying aside for the mo- 
ment all other considerations, I submit, Mr. Chairman, whether it is 
in good taste for the Republican party, with the control of the Sen- 
ate only, to seek to compel a Democratic administration to adopt their 
policy on this great question. 

The people at the last national election relieved our friends on the 
other side from the responsibility which had previously rested upon 
their party; and in view of this fact, unpleasant as it seems to them, it 
isnot becoming thatthey should attempt coercive methods, The people 
have charged the Democratic party with the responsibility for the con- 
duct of national affairs, and that responsibility it does not seek to 
avoid. 

This Democratic administration is opposed to subsidies, and it is not 
fair dealing for the Republican Senate to seek to compel the adoption 
of its policy. The Democratic party is responsible to the people, and 
not to the Senate, and should be unvexedand unhampered by coercive 
legislation and allowed to employ its own methods and policies to re- 
store our merchant marine. 

MERCHANT MARINE, 

My next objection to this amendment is that while its friends claim 
thatitaids the merchant marine, it does so—if in fact it does it at all—at 
the expense of the efficiency of the foreign mail service. The language 
of the- bill is ‘‘for the ae of foreign mails by American 
built and registered steamships, to secure the greater frequency and 
ee tty Ea dispatch, and a greater speed in the carriage of such 
mails,” Here the design would clearly seem to be to secure greater 
frequency, regularity, and speed, but if this be the object of the amend- 
ment it wholly fails in its purpose. How is it possible tosecure greater 
frequency, regularity, and increased speed when the proposition in ex- 
press terms confines the mail service to one line, and nowhere provides 
that the vessel shall ran on schedule time ? 

Iwill give an oppor to my friend from California [Mr. FELTON], 
who I know to be a good business man, to answer this question. I 
pause forareply. Can greater frequency and regularity be secured by 
dispensing with the services of two or three lines and employing only 
one? And how is the increased speed to be attained when there is no 
provision made to secure it? I await a reply from any one, as I am 
anxious to know how the ocean mail service is to be expedited under 
this proposed law. The proposition seems to me absurd and imprac- 
ti 


ical. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. - Does not ‘‘money make the mare 

9”) 

Mr. DOCKERY, Money is something of a motive power; but, if 
you will pardon me, it does not increase the speed unless special pro- 
vision is made looking to that end. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Does not the amendment itself propose that 
in disbursing this money the Postmaster-General shall take steps to 
secure greater speed and regularity? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The preamble to the amendment is something like 
the ‘‘general-welfare’’ clause in the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. That is very broad. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The amendment says, as I have before stated, that 
it is for the purpose of securing greater speed, and so forth, but it makes 
no provision for that purpose. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, I will read the amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Icannotyield for that purpose. I understand the 


amendment. Itauthorizes ter frequency, regularity, and dispatch; 
but the proposed method of its execution virtually operates as a pro- 
hibition upon the first two and wholly neglects to provide for increased 
speed, except by way of commendation. y 

Mr. FELTON. The gentleman asked me a question a while S 
and now, in reply, I ask him: Can you not safely leave that to the 
Postmaster-General? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The discretion exercised by the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral with reference to this question of subsidies has been so wise and 
judicious as to command my warmest admiration, and to win for him 
the confidence of the people and especially of the Democratic party. 
I indorse in terms positive and unequivocal without any sort of reser- 
vation his official action in relation to this proposition, and if the dis- 
cretion is to be vested in any officer I desire that it should be exercised 
by him. But my responsibility as a Representative demands that I 
shall endeavor to have measures upon which I am called to vote prop- 
erly framed, so as to carry out the objects for which they are intended. 
If we are to vote this money to these companies it ought to be care- 
fully and Properly guarded. 

Mr. FELTON. And if the policy of last yearis continued they will 
not get a cent of the money. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to say in answer to that observation that I 
shall not be greatly grieved if they do not; but this amendment is 
quite different from the law of last year. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. It ought to be. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Instead of leaving it discretionary there seems to 
be a mandatory provision here, and if such is the fact, and it becomes 
law, it will be executed, because the Democratic party has never vio- 
lated the law in this country. [Laughter.] 

Before leaving this branch of the subject [ wish to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that under the law as it exists on the statute- 
book to-day, the Postmaster-General can avail himself of the fastest 
steamers, and in factall lines of vessels. This amendment would deny 
him that privilege for the future. 

Whatever may be the opinion as to the effect of this proposition i Ste 
the commerce and carrying trade of the country, it seems to me clear 
and conclusive that it will result in decreased foreign mail facilities. 


THE SUBSIDY PERIOD, 


Sir, I shall favor any practical measure that seeks to restore the carry- 
ing trade of this country to American vessels, but I do not believe that 
such a result can be obtained by giving a monopoly to existing Ameri- 
can lines, as this amendment does. t us rather favor legislation 
that will encourage the Sip of American steamships, and thus in- 
augurate new enterprises and additional lines of ocean transportation. 

Subsidies will not accomplish this result. In corroboration of this 
statement I need only invite attention to some statistics showing the 
condition of the merchant marine from 1866 to 1877, the years during 
which the subsidy poney received the favor of the Government. The 
statistics in full will be found on pages 32 and 33 of the Report of the 
Commissioner of Navigation to the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
fiscal year 1885. 

Now I submit, Mr. Chairman, as a fair proposition, that if subsidies 
will aid in building up our merchant marine should not that result be 
exhibited in the development and growth of this interest in the eleven 
years during which the policy continued? Will my friend from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Burrows], whom I see before me, deny the fairness of the 
proposition I submit when I insist that if subsidies really aid in the de- 
velopment of the carrying trade that the fact should exhibit itself dur- 
ing this subsidy period from 1866 to 1877? 

t us examine the statistics and ascertain what the result was, 
From 1866 to 1877 the total appropriations for vessels carrying the 
American flag were $7,517,661.22, and but for the inordinate of 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company and the di ul scandal con- 
nected with the expenditure of $900,000 to debauch and corrupt the 
Forty-second Congress, for aught I know the policy might have been 
continued many years. 

In 1866, the first year of the inauguration of the subsidy policy, the 
tonnage registered for the foreign trade was 1,387,756. In 1877, after 
eleven years of subsidy, it only amounted to 1,570,600. In 1866, 32 
per cent. of the foreign trade was carried in American vessels; in 1877, 
only 26 per cent. was carried in American vessels—an absolute decrease 
of 6 per cent. 

Mr. FELTON. Has it not depreciated since that time 5 or 6 per 
cent, ? 

Mr. DOCKERY,. It has, but that does not affect my argument, 
The statistics show a decrease of 6 per cent. in the carrying trade for 
the time stated, despite the enormous subsidies of those years. 

In 1866 vessels were built in the United States amounting to a ton- 
nage of 336,146.56. In 1877 the vessels built in the United States 
amounted in tonnage to only 176,591.06, a decrease of 159,555.50 tons. 
In 1866 the tonnage of the vessels owned in the United States amounted 
to 4,310,778. In 1877 it amounted to only 4,242,600 tons, a loss of 
68,178. 

Now, I ask you candidly, as business men, do not these figures re- 
yeal the fact that subsidies fail to augment materially the prosperity 
of our merchant marine? 
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Mr. FELTON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I can yield only for a question. 

Mr. FELTON. Is not the inference this: That because it failed to 
increase under the subsidies, and because it failed since the subsidies, 
there must be other fundamental reasons involved apart from the mat- 
ter of subsidies? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

We do not disagree as to that; and this brings me to the practical 
question presented. If the subsidizing system does not augment our 
prosperity upon the seas, why should we be called upon to vote this 
$800,000 annual expenditure out of the public Treasury? Certainly 
no Representative upon this floor would desire to vote away this amount 
of the people’s money unless it be that some public good was to be sub- 
served 


The discussion of this question having conclusively established the 
fact, it seems to me, that this pro expenditure will not inure to 
the benefit of the public, but to the benefit of private corporations only, 
I shallexpect the House to non-concurin the Senate amendment. This 
question, as it relates to commerce and merchant marine, having ex- 
cited some public interest, I ask to incorporate with my remarks a part 
of the report of the Commissioner of Navigation for 1885, found on 
pages 31,32, which is very suggestive as to the causes that have led to 
this decline. His opinion, in connection with the statistics submitted, 
shows that subsidies will not arrest this decline and restore our mer- 
chantmarine. He says: é 


The history of the growth and development of the commercial navies of the 
different ons of the world is an interesting study, but although it might in 
the course of centuries be expected to point out some important facts showing 
the cause of the Rein ny Bd depressing periods in certain countries very lit- 
tle is deduced from such inquiry beyond the fact that the “ price rules the 
trade. 

A people must, of course, possess enterprise and a maritime spirit to succeed 
ontheocean, * * + Thenationthatcan place the cheapest ships on the ocean 
has an advantage: 

In our early history as a nation, before iron ships came into use, we could 
build a ship for less money than it could be built for in England. The timber 
of our forests was then so abundant as to be almost valueless, while England 
had to import that used by her. The materials were much cheaper here, and 
only that the cost of labor was greater, a ship of that day could ey. be pas 
afloat for nearly one-half the cost of the same kind of vessel in Great Britain. 
Our young merchant marine grew up strong and healthy under the stimulus of 
this advantage, which continued until after the building of iron vessels had 


ii ory me E A bad EE RAEE fashioning it into 
ships had become fully developed that the y ee for wooden ships for the 
ocean trade was broughtto a pause. But, although we still build the best wooden 
ships that are built anywhere, and can compete with the world in that particular 
branch, the iron vesselsof Great Britain have all the time been getting cheaper, 
and can now be contracted for at from £9 to £10 10s per ton for a first-class sail- 
ing vessel supplied with an East India outfit, This is actually as low asa first- 
rate oak ship can now be built for in this country. 

The arrest or decline of ship-building for foreign trade in the United States 
appears to have followed the prevailing prices of cost of producing the ship 
in this country as compared with the cost abroad. 

I am further confirmed in the opinion that the real trouble is with the 
carrying trade rather than with commerce, by a conversation recently 
had with Mr. Ripley, oneof the managing directors of the Brazil steam- 
ship line, and whohas been in Washington several months past looking 
after the interests of this corporation. He says frankly that they now 
have more commerce than ships, and that they are unable to transport 
all the commerce that is offered, but the line declines to construct 
or purchase other vessels because of their inability, as claimed, to com- 
pete with foreign subsidized lines, 

DO THEY NEED IT? 

This line and the other ocean corporations therefore ask the Govern- 
ment to give them $800,000 annually to enable them to meet this for- 
eign competition. In other words, they ask the Government to make 
an annual investment of $800,000 for aterm of three to five years in a 
business that is claimed to be unprofitable. In this view of the case it 
becomes us to ascertain whether or not it is true that these companies 
are unable to compete with foreign ocean carriers. Let us therefore 
ascertain by a comparative examination of the American and foreign 
merchant marine the net income on the capital invested. I find ina 
recent discussion a statement made by a distinguished Republican Sen- 
ator in another body, in which he says: 

The best statisticians inform us that for the amount of capital employed in 
the carrying trade Great Britain does not receive 1 per cent. per annum upon 
the capital invested. 

The Pacific Mail Steamship Company, the largest beneficiary under 
this amendment, according to the Commercial and Financial Chron- 
icle, realized, in 1881~—’82, a gross income of $4,124,713; in 1882~’83, 
$4,102,764; in 1883—'84, $4,787,899. 

The net income of this corporation for these years respectively was 
$901,677, $912,257, and $1,393,480—5 per cent. on capital invested. 
England’s ship-owners, therefore, realize 1 per cent. on their capital, 
while the Pacific Mail Steamship Company realized 5 percent. perannum 
for the years named, and last year, upon a capital of $20,000,000, they 
realized 8 per cent.—certainly a handsome return upon the investment. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. No matter what they received; they 
earned it. This Government did not give them anything. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well. Iam not questioning that they earned 
it, but if they earned 5 per cent. or 8 per cent., as they did, last year, 


I do not want them to come here and ask the Government to ‘pay them 
tribute when the English companies with whom they compete earn only 
1 per cent. 

Mir. BURROWS. Why not ask how much the railroads receive. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Because the question of railway transportation and 
rates is not now under consideration. Whenever that question is pre- 
sented for discussion, my friend will find me always trying to carry out 
the good old Democratic doctrine of ‘‘ the greatest good to the greatest 
number,” and if those corporations stand in the way of the practical 
exemplification of that doctrine, I shall be found voting against them. 

Mr. FELTON. The gentleman talks about what the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company made last year. I want to call his attention to 
the fact that they did not make it out of their ocean commerce, but 
out of the railroads. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I thank the gentleman from California for the sug- 
gestion, because it calls to my attention the pooling arrangement which 
exists between the Union and Central Pacific Railroadsand this steam- 
sup company, by which they mutually agree to keep up freight rates, 
and in consideration of which the railroad companies make a monthly 
payment to this steamship company of $95,000. 

The Pacific Mail Steamship Company, that thus exacts this tribute 
from my people, would be, under this amendment, the chief benefici- 


ary. y 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. In justa moment. 

It was claimed during the debate in the Forty-eighth Congress on 
this question that the stock of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
was owned by seven hundred different persons. Not having access to 
the stock-book of that company, of course I have no means of know- 
ing just who are the holders of its stock, but I find by reference to 
Poor’s Railroad Manual that the names of the directors of this com- 
pany elected on May 27, 1885, were Jay Gould, Sidney Dillon, Russell 
Sage, C. P. Huntington, Henry Hart, J. B. Houston, William Remsen, 
J. W. Shaw, of New York,-and other gentlemen who are known to 
this House and to the country as millionaires. 

These, Mr. Chairman, are the directors of the corporation that is 
most active in pressing for this subsidy. 

I submit herewith a table compiled in the office of the Superintend- 
ent of Foreign Mails, showing the service rendered by this company to 
the Government during the last fiscal year, the amount received for 
such service, and the increased amount that will be realized by the cor- 
poration should this amendment become a law. : 


Table showing the amount the Pacifie Mail Steamship Company would real- 


ize out of the $800,000 subsidy. 
EN 
hg 
Service, 25 as | 
5 Ş Bae 


San Francisco to Japan and China. 


San Francisco to Hawaii and Australia....csssssssssscosessssessssosons 169,150 | 84,575 

Now: Lork U OOs sins nan secede senses saseda NA easton 152. 456 76, 228 

San Francisco to Panama 163, 550 81,775 
NON roo E ETEN E duatveceaness sip ovadnebers oven} 


Pacifie Mail Steamship Company received for same service, fiscal year ended 


June 30, 1885. 
Japa MU CHINA BOL TICS S seo tnccscnis sccuvsctectesevisvone sateni kossen isins e apa - $3,506 64 
Hawaiian and Australian service 13,565 29 
Colon service............ 7,579 22 
service......... 1, 238 44 
NM Ne A IEE sascha wicvousatesa be cbpoudessesictcnsadepset] os E N ETN 25, 889 59 


Number of pounds of mail carried by Pacific Mail Steamship Company for 
the year ended June 30, 1885. 


Panama service 


Da OA E ORTAR E A NAA LIONE A SNITT E tekenteas ined 
Average paid per pound. 
s m LS 
Be a Eg 
23 ache vA 
Service. $5 se | its 
: g2 | 3° | ga8 
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Japan and China........... 4 $0 09.3 | $2 91.6 | $0 26.9 
Hawaiian and Austral 13.9 86.8 42.2 
Oslon assisa cas, | 6.8 69.1 17.8 
Panama. | 8.6 5 70.6 24.4 
VOLANO 6 s0sdsnsgx sorceress esneceyassectogrsecessbe payarennanesass | 9.6 2 54.5 27.8 
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Increased annual compensation to Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
under this amendment, , 308.41, 

A glance at the table reveals the fact romp ces the Jaroa proposed 
to be given as a donation to these steamship acific Mail 
Steamship Company will receive $352,198, nae y nT of the en- 
tire amount. In other to state it so that the House may be 
fully advised, should this amendment become a law the Pacific Mail 
PETERA Company will realize an increased annual compensation of 
$326,308.41. 

Now, will the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], who 
is to follow me, deny the fact that I have just stated? If s0, I pause to 
give him the opportunity here and now. 

Sir, I do not believe-that this House is yet ready to sakes such a gift 
of the public money to a corporation that in the Forty-second Con- 
gress debauched some of the people’s representatives and fixed on them 
the ineffaceable stain of corruption, that ‘‘ great Neptunes Ocean’? can 
not wash away, or the oblivion of time wipe from the ‘table of 


memory.” [Applause. ] 
NO COMPETITION. 


Mr. Chairman, I urge as a further objection to this measure the fact 
that the advertisement provided for can not give the Government the 
benefit of competition except on two lines, the line from San Francisco 
to the East and the line from New York to Havana. ‘There is but one 
American line on all the other routes, and therefore, while the bill 
would seem to offer the Government the advantage which it ordinarily 
has where competition is invited, it does not in fact doso. All the 
probabilities indicate that the maximum rate authorized by this bill 
will be secured ;by these ocean steamship corporations if this amend- 
ment becomes a law. 

I discussed at length this phase of the question when the Post-Office 
appropriation bill was before this body for consideration, and therefore 
will not at this time tax the patience Tf the House in its further pre- 
sentation. 

VIOLATES TREATY, 

Again, Mr. Chairman, there is a further reason why this measure 
should not be adopted. The provision of this amendment which au- 
thorizes a ‘‘rate of compensation, not exceeding 50 cents a nautical 
mile on the trip each way actually traveled between the terminal 
points,” is in direct violation of the international treaty of Berne, 
which went ore June saer and to bates Pt Meee States 
was a party. treaty pro in express e ** expense 
of transit of mails shall be borne by the administration of the country 
of origin.” Therefore this amendment, which authorizes compensation 
on return voyages, nullifies and sets at naught this stipulation of the 
Universal Postal Union. The United States is only bound for and can 
only properly compensate steamships for the transportation of mails on 
the outward voyage. ‘The effect of this amendment will be to give the 
steamers double pay for the return trip. 

The 50 cents mileage on the return trip is a gift beyond any sort of 
controversy, because the ship can not pimathily have, under this treaty, 
any mail on board for the transportation of which the United States is 
bound either in law or equity. 

The Postmaster-General, in a communication of the 17th instant, 
makes the following statement: 


IV. The clause which has just been mentioned also contains another pecu 
feature. It —- the De ent to procure and for the t: 
of mails from the several fo: countries to mph. 
ee range of which of sie erie —- p oe ž 
mem uires every governmen e only for thè 
own shores of the foreign mails. This act proposes that the United States, in 
violation of the treaty obligation, shall assume the performance of the duty of 
these governments in to sending their own mails, 

Most of the companies which would beneficiaries of this amendment now 
receive from those governments liberal pa: ts for the of the mails, 
which the amendment would require the t nited States to provide for. 


A DISCARDED POLICY, 

Mr. Chairman, my attention has just been called to the following 
editorial in the New York Tribune of the 18th instant: 

The Tribune says: 

Unhappily the Democrats have shown a decided Aca to change 
noe! Aen course on public arenen of this kind, While they have followed 

popunio “pura on te oi matters, they still rsist in playing into the hands 

= of Eog other nations on this ion of — commerce. The steady 

ecline in the teas of ships the American flag, and the increase at 

_ expense of the commerce one o nations, has opened the eyes of somé 

ated Democrats; but the party leaders are nae yet willing to admit that they 
blundered on this matter. 

This is not the first time that I have heard the intimation that the 
Demiocratic party on some questions was not progressive, and that 
sometimes we tented on Republican camping ground as late as four 
years after that party had moved forward. Possibly this criticism may 
apply with force and effect on some few questions, but I invoke it now 
in behalf of my own party. Instead of the Democrats showing a ‘‘de- 
cided unwillingness to change their past course on public questions of 
this kind,” the truth is just the reverse. They are indisposed to re- 
inaugurate a policy which they discarded some twenty-eight years ago, 
and as a result of experience. 

It therefore appears to me, Mr, Chairman, that the Republican 

y is now camping upon the ground we abandoned before the war. 
Laughter and applause, ] 


” Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. You did some things right before 
cts war. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Nobody questions that. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Will the gentleman state how much 
mo, we pay for freights? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not quite catch the drift of the gentleman's 
question. The gentleman can state the amount. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. We pay about $154,000,000—more money 
than six New England States pay to all their laborers in all the pro- 
tected manufac! industries, 

Mr. DOCKERY. What has that to do with this question? 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. It hasa great deal to do with the ques- 
tion whether we will get back our commerce or not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The commerceis all right. The trouble is that it 
is carried in foreign bottoms. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Precisely so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why is it carried in foreign bottoms? 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Oh, we all know that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If you do, I would like to have you answer the 
epee: ButI willtellyou. Itis because they carry it cheaper than 
we do. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, Precisely. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Some of our Republican friends seem to think 
that the Democratic party is “lagging behind” and neglectful of our 
i gr frig oe Sir, the aug grag marine was wigice a encour- 
aged e Democratic party when in power, an t was that party 
that passed the first law which gave the preference to American steam- 
ships in the transportation of foreign mails. 

Section 5 of the act of June 14, 1858, by a Democratic Con- 
gress and approved by a Democratic President, is in the following terms: 

The Postmaster-General may cause mail to be orted between the United 
States and foreign ports by steamship for the sea and United States inland post- 
age, and sea postage only if by a foreign vessel, preference to be given Ameri- 
can vessels, 

When we relinquished control of the National Government we left 
this section upon the statute-book. It remained in force until April 
17, 1862, when it was repealed by a Republican Con 

In the revision of the United States Statutes made in 1873 it was 
again enacted, and is now apart of section 4009 of the present revision. 

During the last seven years of Republican control, and after Congress 
abandoned the subsidy policy as a result of the Pacific Mail exposures 
and scandal in the Forty-second Congress, this law, so far as it relates 
to com tion to American remained upon the statute- 
book without being enforced, except on two lines. 

The Republican administrations, with the full authority to pay sea 
and inland postage to American vessels, only tendered and paid this 
amount to a line that had a brief existence from Philadelphia to Liver- 
pool, and to the line running from New York to Brazil. ‘eve and ex- 
i ie these two lines the Republican party refused to-pay sea and 

d postage to American Yessels for the Seven years succeeding the 
discontinuance of the subsidy policy. I submit, Mr. Chairman, in view 
of this record, whether crificism does not come ‘with ill grace from the 
leaders of that party 


CONCLUSION, 


Mr, Chairman, in conclusion permit me to a epee to the members of 
this House to reject the icious principle o. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I do not.see any aiy in it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Icare not what tlemen call it. I maintain 
that it is a proposition to give from the public Treasury the sum of 
$800,000 to private corporations. 

Mr. Chairman, as I was about tosay, subsidy taxes 2o many for the 
benefit of the few, and makes the business it seeks to aid selfish, grasp- 
ing, and dependent, rather than hardy, self-reliant, and generous. It 
enervates and discourages, rather than stimulates to the exploration of 
new fields of enterprise. 

Sir, this principle is at variance with our institutions and antagonizes 
the fundamental ideas npon which is founded our wise and beneficent 
system of government. Our fathers, driven from the Old World by the 
exactions and oppressions of favored classes, sought to establish here a 
government which should recognize the just rights of men and exem- 

lifiy the doctrine of ‘‘ equal and exact justice to all, and exclusive privi- 
ke to none.’’ This doctrine was proclaimed by the hardy pioneers of 
the New World, who adopted as the corner-stone of the oifice they 
sought to erect the principle of ‘‘ the greatest good to the greatest num- 
ber.” 

Sir, thisis not an auspicious time for the adoption of any measure 
increasing the already weighty burdens of taxation. Labor is discon- 
tented and capital hesitates to make new ventures because of so much 
unrest among the people. Eschewing subsidies, which only build up 
great monopolies of corporate wealth, let us without party distinction 
stand together in the effort to restore to the nation the maritime strength 
which made her once the rival of the proud mistress of the seas. [Ap_ 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment that I 
may make astatement in reference to the Brazilian line yana has been 
referred to? 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I have promised to yield all my time; otherwise 
I would be glad to accommodate the gentleman. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr, BING- 
HAM] to yield me a moment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will do so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Idesire to refer to a dispatch which I have received 
from New York, giving some facts in regard to this Brazilian line. It 
states: 

In 1877 no steamers; in 1878, tramp once in three months. Old American line 
began May, 1878; stopped May,1881. Occasional chartered tramps up to start- 
ing of our line, January, 1883. 

This dispatch confirms the statement I made in regard to the Bra- 
zilian line; and J will say to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCK- 
ERY] that he will find all my statements equally correct. 

Mr. BINGHAM addressed the committee. He withholds his remarks 
for revision, and they will be published hereafter. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr, SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Dockery] yielded me the remainder of his time. 

The House passed several weeks ago the bill making appropriation 
for the postal service for the ensuing fiscal year. As passed by the 
House ‘the bill made appropriation sufficient to pay for the foreign 
mail service at the rate of sea postage to vessels of foreign regi 
and sea and inland postage to vessels of American register. At these 
rates during the last fiscal year we paid foreign vessels for carrying 
our mails about $280,000, and American vessels about $46,000. These 
amounts, with perhaps some increase for growing service, would be 
required for the next fiscal year, and were appropriated in the bill as 
it passed the House. Bat the Senate, notwithstanding the rules of 
that body prohibit legislation on appropriation bills, placed upon this 
bil the following amendment: 

For the transportation of foreign mails by American built and red 
steamships, to secure the greater frequency and regularity in d anda 
greater speed in the carriage of such mails to Brazil; the oe of Mexico, 
Central and South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; 
New Caledonia, New d,and the Australian colonies; China and Japan, 
$300,000; and the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, after due adver- 
tisement for proposals, such contract or contracts with the owners of such Amer- 
ican steamships, for a term of not less than three yearsnor more than five years, 
and at a rate of compensation not exceeding 50 cents a nautical mile on the 
each way actually traveled between the terminal points, in the most direct an 
feasible sailing course between the terminal pena 8 shall be found expedient 
and desirable to secure the ends above set forth, dif he shall be unable to 
make such contracts for any of such respective services, he shall, so far as pos- 
sible, cause the mails of the United States to be carried to and from such places, 
ine xg in the best and most expeditious manner practicable, in American 
Mroma for a reasonable compensation, not ex ing the rate aforemen- 

This amendment, if agreed to by the House, will increase the com- 
pensation for the service covered by it about $750,000 above the amount 
of the sea and inland and to that extent is a gratuity, a sub- 
sidy. For it is not disputed that the sea and inland postage is ample 
compensation for the service actually rendered as compared with like 
service—express and package service—rendered for private individuals, 
It is not pretended that the actual service for the mail rted can 
not be performed for that amount. But the avowed object is to make 
such liberal compensation as will encourage American commerce with 
foreign countries, 

Mr. Chairman, on yesterday I listened with interest to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], who presented a very 
able and carefully prepared argument in support of the pending amend- 
ment. This argument seemed to be that we were not paying for the 
foreign mail service in our American ships a sufficient compensation for 
the services actuallyrendered. In order toprove the statement he cited 
numerous instances where the coastwise service was paid a much greater 
sum, if mileage is to be considered as the basis of rating, than the 
amount paid to the foreign service. - He also cited several instances to 
show that the trade of other governments was being taken from this 
country by ee running between Germany and those coun- 
tries and between England and the countries mentioned, while our 
own trade was falling off, for the reason, I presume (for that was the ob- 
ject of the statement), that the Government of the United States did 
not pay subsidies, while they did. One illustration he made was that 
Germany sold sewing-machines in 1882 to South America to the value 
of $109,000, while the United States for the same year only sold ma- 
chines to the value of $7,000. - 

Now, if there is any conclusion to be drawn from these premises it 
would be that we ought to pay a subsidy to our ships in order to ena- 
ble our people tosell moresewing-machines, or at least as many, as Ger- 
many does; but the gentleman failed to state that Germany, during 
ae time hes Saera P his Hivern the time that this trade was 

ing carried on, did not pay her ships any subsidy at all for carryin 
the mails to that portion of South reared So that argument falls to 

_ the ground. She was notpaying a subsidy at that time for mail service 
to that country when the sewing-machines were sold; and hence the 
argument is good for nothing. It does not fit the case, and bas no ap- 
plicability whatever. 

Now, the other argument was that because we had to pay for certain 
coastwise service a larger amount per mile than for our foreign serv- 
ice, therefore the foreign service did not get enough. It may be 
sible that the coastwise service is too liberally paid; but however that 
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may be, the measure of compensation does not depend upon the dis- 
tance or the number of miles that a steamship runs. The measure of 
compensation for carrying our mails, it seems to me, ought to be what 
it is worth to carry that much weight of other matter of like quality. 
Should the United States pay more for sending newspapers and let- 
ters to foreign countries than the amount paid by individuals for the 
transportation of express packages of equal weight and of equally val- 
uable matter? f 

The payment should be the same for a like service, to be determined 
by like space and like value; and upon what ground, therefore, does 
the steamship company carrying the American flag demand a greater 
compensation from the Government than it charges a private individ- 
ual for like service? Iask on what ground? Is it because that ves- 
sel carries the American flag for its protection, a flag that will call forth 
every man and every dollar in this country to protect it in all parts of 
the world if it should be assailed? Is it for that reason we should pay 
a higher price for such service than is paid by the individual citizen 
for the similar service? Why, Mr. Chairman, if there is any obliga- 
tion created by these facts, it must,be apparent that it is on the side of 
the steamship companies. 

This House, at a time when the fact was known to but few, repealed 
that general law which required every vessel ing the American 
flag to transport our mails at the rate then fixed; thatistosay, the sea 
and inland postage. Iwas amember of the House when that was done, 
and am somewhat careful as to what is being transacted here, but I do 
not know when that provision was repealed. I have heard some of the 
oldest members on this floor express the same want of knowledge on the 
subject—members like my distinguished friend from Indiana [ Mr. Hoi- 
MAN] who sits before me. He did not know the hour or the moment 
when that act was repealed by this House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It was never considered by the House or the Senate; 
it was cooked up in the conference committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was enacted through the instrumentality of a 
conference committee, and the House did not know what was being 
done when that act was repealed. Now, itis my opinion that an Ameri- 
can steamship that carries the flag ofour country, and gets the protec- 
tion which that fact implies, onght to be compelled to carry the mails 
of the people of this country at a reasonable rate. 

But these steamship companies, which carry the flag of our country 
and demand the protection of our Government wherever they go, re- 
fused to carry the people’s mails after the ist day of August last for 
even a greater compensation than they are paid forlike service by pri- 
vate individuals. Let me call the attention of the committee to one 
of these corporations, The Pacific Mail Steamship Company, of 
New York, has acapital—much of it watered stock, I presume—of $20,- 
000,000. -Last year its net earnings were8 per cent. on this capital. 
That steamship company, carrying our flag and demanding all the re- 
sources of our Government to protect its ships in whatever waters they 
may sail, refused to carry the people’s mails. It went even further 
than this. It not only refused to carry our mails, but it prevented the 
Atlas Steamship Company also from carrying them. Mr. Bell, the Su- 
perintendent of Foreign Mails, thus refers to this boycotting operation 
on the part of the Pacific Mail Company: 

Arrangements were made with the Atlas Steamship Com 
mails for the Isthmus and Central and South America from 
twice a month from August 1, but before its first sailing in A 
notified this Department through the gery of New York that it was under 
an arrangement with the Pacific Mail line not to any een or freight 
from New York to Colon Aegina; and that, as the Pacific Mail had given 
Da ofthe neveciet net 10 eariy EEE or passers he cocaany tre 
ferred not to convey the mails to Colon.- As the c Mail and the Atlas 
Steamship Company are the only steamship lines sailing from New York for 
the Isthmus direct, no direct route for forwarding the mails for and via the 
Isthmus was available by this Department, and consequently, by agreement 


with the Jamaica office, it was arranged to send the mails oy ES rom New 
York to Jamaica five times a month for dispatch thence to Colon by steamers 


ny to convey the 
‘ew York to Colon 
ugust the company 


sailing from. Kin m for Colon not more than one or two days later than if 
sent from New York to Colon direct, provided close connection be made at 
Kin, ith the outgoing steamer for Colon. The mails sent by this route ` 


ston w. 
include those for Colon, Panama, and for Central and South America, destina- 
tions requiring transit across the Isthmus of Panama. (Report of Postmaster- 
General, 1885, page 827.) 


There might be some excuse for this extraordinary conduct on the part 
of the Pacific Mail Company if the compensation tendered by the Post- 


master-General had been inadequate. Butit was ample. Upon this 


point I prefer to let the Postmaster-General state the facts. Iread from 
his late report, pages 41 and 42: 


The general conclusion seems sustained by the facts that, except special cir- 
cumstances should require a greater, the rate of sea postage is remunerative for 
the service of carrying the mails. . 

The statute authorizes the entire sea and inland postage to be paid to Ameri- 
can steamships, although but sea may be allowed to foreign vessels—a 
proof of the legislative judgment that the latterrate issufficiently remunerative 
to command the service, as the fact is. 

This statute appeared to afford power to make abundant compensation for all 
the service necessary until the next session of the Congress. 

The accompanying tables, prepared in the foreign mails office, show that this 
would have yielded to me following American companies, on the basis of last 
years business, ively: 

To the Pacific Steamship Company, on its New York and Colon line, $19,- 
275.82, as against $7,501.78 atsea postage, and $7,679 atits rates, and 
$411.40 at its freight rates, for nearly 55 tons of total mail; an average of $507.26 
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per trip for 288 pounds of matter, which it would have carried for $10.82 at 
ight rates, and $202.09 at ls-dispatch rates. 

On its San Franciscoand line, $3.496.18 for about 7 tons, against $1,238.44 
at sea postage, $71.69 at freight, and $1,002.55 at parcels-dispatch rates. 


The Government was paying on that line $3,496 for the same service 
for which it charged individuals $1,000—upon the same kind of par- 
cels—express packages and other valuable matter: 


On its San Franciseo and Yokohama line, $10,125.80 for less than 19 tons, 
against $3,506.64 at sea postage, $226.34 at freight rates, and $3,753.40 at parcels- 
dispatch rates. 


So it is upon all these lines. The report continues: 


On its Australian line, $41,018.65 for about 48 tons, nst $13,565.29 at the special 
rates paid heretofore, $762.93 at freight rates, and $9,537.40 at parcels-dispatch 
rates; an average per trip of $3,155.28 for 7,336 pounds, nearly fifty-four times 
its freight-rates, over four times its j poyiromop ergy prices, and a better average 
price per trip than the average paid across the Atlantic by $2,505.92. 

To the Venezuelan Red D line, $3,942.86 for about 8 tons of mail, against $1,- 
302.95 at sea postage, $58.34 at its freight rates, and $1,155.01 at its parcels-dispatch 
rates, 


To the New York and Cuba line, $5, 203.48 for about 12 tons, nst $2,271.94 at 
sea postage, $61.63 at freight rates, and $1,548.17 at its are rates. 
To the New York, Havana and Mexjcan line, $11,932.11 for about 25 tons, 


against $4,131.13 at sea postage, $129.17 at freight rates, and $3,229.33 at parcels- 
= rates, 

‘hese facts seem to prove that the total sea and inland isan abundant 

d service; and, without further recapitulation, ref- 

rtionate 

tfully ex- 

the care 


recompense for the pro; 
erence to the tables will show the amounts to the other lines a proj 
a oa perc If this be correct judgment, no more could be 
pen of the appropriation unless other objects were to be sought 

of the postal service. 

It thus appears that the American mail steamship companies received 
three times as much for carrying the American mails on their lines as 
was charged private individuals forlikeservice. We paid to the Ameri- 
can and foreign ships for carrying our mails last year $331,000. Gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House now come forward and ask us to 
pay $800,000 for the service on American ships alone. As before stated, 
the total amount of the sea and inland postage to which the American 
vessels were entitled during the last year was less than $50,000. Dur- 
ing the present fiscal year, except in a few cases, our mails are being 
carried for the sea postage only, and they are carried as expeditiously 
as they have been heretofore, which proves that our Postmaster-Gen- 
eral can secure the speedy dispatch of American mails for the sea post- 
age only. And yet gentlemen on the other side of the House demand 
that we shall pay $800,000 a year for that service, more than we are 
now paying. Upon what is this demand based? ‘The claim is that it 
is for the purpose of aiding American commerce and of building up our 
American merchant marine. I want to call the attention of the gen~ 
tlemen to the fact that the company that is to receive the greater por- 
tion of this large subsidy—for that is what it is—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. It will receive $160,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will receive that amount if the Senate amend- 
ment is reduced to $400,000. But if the Senate amendment is agreed 
to it will receive $320,000, That company, that is to receive $160,000 
or $320,000, as the case may be, of the sum appropriated in this Senate 
amendment, by their last annual report showed net earnings of over 8 
per cent. upon their twenty millions of capital stock, and declared a divi- 
dend of over 5 per cent., and they had a cash balance of nearly half 
a million dollars in their treasury. 5 s : 

Mr. BINGHAM, They have lost a steamer since then. 

Mr.SPRINGER. My friend from Pennsylvania says they have lost 
a steamer since then. I presume, if they were good business men, they 

-had the steamer well insured andare whole on that transaction. Then, 
having lost their steamship and got insurance money, I suggest they 
build another steamship and put it in the service and carry the mails 
at reasonable rates. r 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand they carry their own insurance; they 
insure themselves. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then they charge a certain rate for the purpose of 
securing their own insurance, which amounts to the same thing. If 
they can make it more profitable to insure their own vessels than to 
patronize insurance companies, then they makean additional profit on 
their business. So you can take either horn of the dilemma, and you 

_ will find the company is doing well all the time, as they tell us in their 

advertisements and as was stated in their last annual report for the 
year ending April 30,1885. Let me read from the published report of 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company: 

Herewith annexed you will find statement of the business of the company for 


the past year, which is unusually reanqaer ps A as showing net earnings of over 8 
per cent. for the year, with a business outlook for the future that promises better 
than at any period of our history for the lastten years. On the 3lst of December 
last the company paid off the entire amount of its indebtedness to the Panama 
Railroad Company,and the earnings since that time have sufficed to continue 
dividends at the rate Ketel par cent., leaving the company at the present time 
with a cash balance of nearly half a million of dollars, 


I read from the report of Mr. J. B. Houston, president of the com- 
pany, and addressed to its stockholders, for the year ending April 30, 
1885. 


This prosperous company, having an unusual run of business for the 
past yearand with the brightest prospects for the future, comes before 
this House and asks us to subsidize it by giving it a bonus for ng 
the mails of the United States. As my friend from Missouri [ Mr. 
Dockery] intimated, the directors and principal stockholders of this 


company are not of that class of our citizens who are entitled to subsi- 
dies or Government aid. 

The names of the directors of that company show that they are all 
able to support themselves and take care of their private business with- 
out subsidies from Congress. If gentlemen will turn to Poor’s Rail- 
road Manual they will see that the directors elected on May 27, 1885, 
were Jay Gould, Sidney Dillon, Russell , C. P. Huntington, Henry 
Hart, J. B. Houston, William Remsen, J. W. Shaw of New York, and 
other gentlemen who have ample means and do notneed subsidies from 
the Government in order to make their business profitable. The com- 
pany is already paying 8 per cent. upon a largely augmented and 
watered stock. Their balance-sheet shows that the vessels they have 
and the real estate they own have cost only $12,500,000, and upon that 
actual value of $12,500,000 they declared net earnings last year amount- 
ng nearly $2,000,000. 

ut nothing seems to satisfy steamship companies any more than 
other corporations. Their cry is continually for more, and the Ameri- 
can Congress, the representatives of the American people, are asked to 
give them this large bonus of $800,000, when the Postmaster-General 
informs’us that he can secure the same service by paying the amount 
of the sea and inland postage, which forthe last szal year was less 
than $50,000. He a pog the service for this year for less than 
that amount. The adoption of the Senate amendment will not secure 
greater efficiency in the foreign-mail service. It will only increase the 
cost but will not improve the service, nor will it benefit American com- 
merce. 

The report of Mr. Bell, the Superintendentof the Foreign Mail Serv- 
ice, demonstrates conclusively that we can secure a better and more 
expeditious foreign-mail service under the system adopted by the pres- 
ent Postmaster-General than under the contract system proposed in 
the Senate amendment. -Thereis but one line of American steamships 
running between this country and Europe—that between Philadelphia 
and Liv l. Under the rate of sea and inland postage we pay that 
company $1,416 a year. If $400,000 even are voted for the American 
lines on the basis proposed in the Senate amendment, that company 
would receive $25,000 a year for the same service. If that company is 
now ing our mails on the days its ships sail for $1,400 a year why 
should we pay it $25,000? Perhaps some gentleman on the other side 
of the House will be able to explain. I can not see it. 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen who favor this Senate amendment tell us 
that it does not carry a subsidy. At the same time they-tell us we 
should agree to the amendment and make this large appropriation in 
order to aid in building up our foreign commerce. Unless it is a sub- 
sidy, what aid can it give to commerce? If the amount to be voted is 
the actual cost of the service, how is American commerce benefited ? 
We are now making appropriations for the postal service of this coun- 
try, and not dealing with foreign commerce. If gentlemen desire to 
vote subsidies for that purpose let them bring in a bill for that purpose, 
that we may know exactly what is intended. 

If time would admit I could demonstrate conclusively, I think, that 
our foreign commerce can not be restored by giving subsidies to ships. 
If we ever expect to get our share of the commerce of the world we 
must permit trade with other nations. If we expect other nations to 
buy from us we must permit them to sell tous. Our tariff laws im- 
pose duties on imports from foreign countries to the amount of 40 per 
cent. When we open our ports to the commerce of other nations theirs 
will be opened to us upon a profitable basis of mutual exchanges. But 
I have no time to elaborate this proposition during this debate. 

I hope this Senate amendment will be voted down, and that our Post- 
master-General may be permitted to secure the carrying of our mails 
as is now being done. He is entitled to the thanks of the country for 
the course he has pursued already, and this House should sustain him. 
He does not want this Senate appropriation, and we ought not to force 
it upon him. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I now yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Delaware [Mr. LORE]. 

Mr. LORE. Mr. Chairman, after one year’s consideration, I see no 
reason why I should take now a different position than was taken by 
me during the last Congress upon a like measure. With many other 
Democrats, I voted for the $400,000 amendment in the 6 aie 
bill of the Forty-eighth Congress, and I want to say to my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. DockERy] that the vote in the Forty-eighth Congress 
upon the $400,000 amendment was a vote not given under pressure, or 
under any influence other than the enlightened conviction of the men 
who voted for theamendment, that it was in the line of wise statesman- 
ship. It was the expression, sir, of men who fearlessly represented 
their constituencies on this floor, and who could not be deterred by the 
hackneyed cries of fraud and subsidies so ingeniously and persistently 
iterated by its opponents. 

This proposition, as I understand it—and I think we all have a very 
clear apprehension of it now—is simply to place in the hands of the 
Postmaster-General the sum of $800,000 with which he may pay a 
liberal, or it should be said rather a fair, compensation to American- 
built steamships for carrying our mails to foreign countries. I do not 
believe, sir, that any patriot can look upon that map in front of the 
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Speaker’s desk, on which are marked the routes of the different 
steamship lines, and not feel his cheeks suffused with the blush of 
shame. Not a single line of American steamships is there on the 
western coast of South America, while the ocean is literally ribbed 
with the tracks of European steamers -that are reaping her rich har- 
vests, and we sit supinely by at the mercy of other nations. Why is 
this so? Their lines plow the intervening oceans from one end to the 
other. From Europe to the Western continent (which heretofore has 
been considered ours) you find line after line of European ships, but 
no American. How have those lines been established? I assert, sir, 
without fear of contradiction, that they have been established largely 
if not entirely by subsidies or by the payment of liberal compensation 
for mail service. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] has 
furnished to this House a table which I desire to insert here: 


Subsidies paid to steamship companies during 1884. 


[From General Statistics of the Postal Service, published by the International 
Bureau, Berne, 1886, 15.) 


Argentine Republic. ......:0..).sccovercsissescteveces sosossessssvovensvessoseees SNS $6,229 07 
Austria... ~~ 43, 106 55 
Belgium 134,733 32 
Brazil.. 2,223, 958 10 
Denm 32,469 54 
France... 5, 152, 388 98 
Great Britain. 3,006,766 67 
British India 350, 724 42 
apan,........ 241,250 00 
Netherlands 101,975 60 
Portugal. 23,964 61 
r EE ic scsertocabcan none 984 87 
British Honduras {British co! 23, 320 67 
Hong-Kong (British colony)... 31,314 82 
Danish Antilles (Danish colon: 2,895 00 
Cochin China (French colony) 202, 044 00 
Guadalupe (French colony)..... 22, 204 07 
Martinique (French colony 2,123 00 
St, Pierre and Miquelon (Fren 10, 072 67 
Senegal (French colony) .... ...........s000++ 11, 042 68 
Netherlands East Indies (Netherlands colony). 29,635 15 
Cape Verde Islands (Portuguese Colony )...sersesssrssesssrsssssssssnsnas sensat 7, 54 43 
11, 661, 118 22 


It shows a long list of the nations that have built up their mercan- 
tile marine by compensation for mail service or by subsidy, and gives 
the amount expended by each during 1884. Among them I find that 
even so small a country as Roumania—Roumania, struggling for exist- 
ence—appropriates $984.87 for this purpose, while the other countries 
named in the list expend various amounts, increasing in rapid ratio un- 
til you come to France, which appropriates $5,152,388.98 to build up 
her merchant marine. 

Those foreign lines, established originally by liberal compensation for 
the carriage of the mails or by direct subsidy, are the very lines that 
are now receiving from the American people $280,000 for carrying our 
foreign mails, while our own lines receive but $46,000. I think my 
friend from Missouri [ Mr. DocKERY ] will admit all our American steam- 
ship lines were built up originally and sustained by the liberal policy 
of the Government from 1866 to 1877. 

The American lines are now asked to compete unaided with the for- 
eign lines still sustained in the manner I have stated by their respect- 
ive governments, while we have not only ceased to aid our own, but have 
thrown every embarrassment in their way. Sir, we would not to-day 
have a line of steamers to any foreign country to carry our mails were 
it not for the fact that the Government at one time recognized the ne- 
cessities of the case and gave them liberal aid. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DockERY] says that our commerce was not increased 
during the period of such Government aid, from 1866 to 1877. Iad- 
mit that in the aggregate tonnage was not increased; but the gentleman 
overlooked one very material factor; he overlooked the fact that from 
1866 to 1877 while there was no marked increase of tonnage there was 
that marvelous transition from sail to steam tonnage, from the wooden 
clipper to the iron and steel steamer, which multiplied the carrying 
capacity of vessels and made our commercial marine equal to at least 
one-third or one-half more ships. But, sir, he forgets that we owe even 
the shadow of a merchant marine on the ocean to the bounteous aid of 
the Government which is so strongly condemned. If it had not been 
that the liberal hand of the Government was stretched out from 1866 
to 1877 there would not have been an American line of steamships any 
where to which we could have even offered liberal compensation to-day. 

Mr. Chairman, I am free to say that if this proposition were pre- 
sented to us in the form of a bold and naked subsidy—if it were a prop- 
osition that Congress should give to the respective lines the amount of 
money named in this amendment for the purpose of building up or 
helping to build up the American marine, I would vote for it, if such 
result could be obtained in no other way. In the last Congress we 
endeavored to remove some of the restrictions upon our American mer- 
chant marine; and under the Dingley bill a number of them were re- 
moved, It is now proposed to give an impetus in another direction— 
not to give asubsidy (it can not properly come under that term), not 
to give excessive compensation for carrying the mails, but to give only 
such compensation as you are giving to your coastwise steamers and 
your railroads. 

The men who oppose this appropriation of $800,000 for this purpose 


are in this very bill voting away millions of dollars to the railroads 
owned by these bugbears, whom some of my friends here scarcely dare 
to mention except with bated breath—Jay Gould, Russell Sage, Dillon, 
and Huntington. You are appropriating millions of dollars for carry- 
ing the mails upon the railroads owned by the great corporations which 
these men control. But because, forsooth, they may get some of the 
money proposed to be paid under this amendment for building up the 
American merchant marine, this House is invoked with spasms of terror 
not to vote for the amendment lest Jay Gould and Russell Sage and 
Dillon and Huntington may receive some partoftheamount. If there 
be force in such an argument then we should cut off the appropriation 
to the railroads. 

But, sir, if you measure the compensation proposed to be given to 
these different steamship lines by the amount now paid to many of 
these railroads, by the amount now given for star-route service, by the 
amount given to your coastwise steamers and your steamboats plying 
up and down your rivers, the compensation here proposed is but a baga- 
telle. It is much less than is given on many of these routes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LORE. Certainly. 

Mr BLOUNT. I wish to inquire of the gentleman which line of 
steamers he would take as the true test of the proper compensation to 
be paid? The steamers engaged in the coastwise and the inland serv- 
ice are paid different rates, according to the particular contract; and 
the rates vary with almost every line. Which would the gentleman 
adopt as the truetest for proper compensation? 

Mr. LORE. You might take the average for coastwise service or the 
average pay upon yourrailroad lines, and ifyouaddall considerationsinto 
account, such as the characterof the steamers required, the long routes, 
and competition of foreign subsidized lines, I submit that the amount 
proposed to be given here would be only fair compensation. 

Take the line of steamers running from San Francisco to China and 
Japan, with not astopping place from terminus to terminus. It isan 
American line floating the American flag. There are no intermediate 
stopping places from which that line can obtain business. The service 
is to be measured largely by the distance traveled, and the compensa- 
tion should be the value of the work done in running five or six thou- 
sand miles without any stopping places. Now take many of theroutes 
of which the gentleman speaks. The coastwise steamers can afford in 
many cases to accept comparatively low rates for mail service because 
all along their routes there are stopping places where they can gather 
trade of every character, which helps to pay expenses and necessarily 
enables them to carry the mail at low rates. 

Take your star routes. You are paying none of these for mail trans- 
portation upon the basis of the number of letters carried or the quan- 
tity of mail matter. If that were the basis, the rate would be in some 
cases 50 cents a letter for every letter carried. You can fix no general 
and universal rule of compensation. You must take the circumstances 
of each particular case. And when you do so, measuring the compen- 
sation by the methods I suggest, I submit to my friend from Georgia 
the compensation proposed to be given under this amendment is not 
equal to that allowed either upon the star routes, the coastwise routes, 
or upon many of the railroad routes. 

But there is another consideration. I believe not only that the com- 
pensation here proposed is just and proper, no subsidy, simply fair 
compensation for the work to be done, but the very lines which it is 
proposed by fair mail compensation to help are the lines which to-day 
connect us with the central and southern portions of our continent. 
There are fifty million people in Mexico, Central and South America 
who are to-day, with outstretched arms, asking usto come and take their 
commerce. ‘That commerce amounts to $820,000,000. It isa harvest 
so rich that the countries of Europe vie with each other in the ambitious 
effort to secure its wealth; England, France, Germany, Italy, Norway, 
are gathering from South American soil the bounty that rightfully is 
our heritage. 

They send out their swift steamers, liberally subsidized, to these in- 
viting lands, while we sit idly by the great ocean highway, and through 
the mouths of unwise economists periodically and spasmodically ery 
out *‘subsidy,” ‘‘fraud,’’ and turn over again to our sluggish sleep. 

How much of that $820,000,000 of Mexican, Central and South 
American commerce lying at our feet is carried in American vessels? ` 
About 10 percent. The residue is carried by lines of European steam- 
ers, which have been established by subsidies in the way of liberal com- 
pensation for carrying the mails. When asked to take, not specula- 
tion, but the experience of the nations of the earth as our guide, in order 
that we may accomplish like results, that is, cover the seas once more 
with American-built, American manned and registered vessels, to ex- 
tend our trade abroad, increase our commerce, and enhance our wealth, 
the corruption of the dead past is conjured up as an insuperable barrier 
and the abuse of a wise system instanced as the rule. 

It has been said that we can have our foreign mails carried in for- 
eign bottoms cheaper than by American steamships. Yes, to our shame, 
to-day they are carried in foreign bottoms; they are carried by foreign 
steamship lines, which have been built up and strengthened by the sys- 
tem of subsidies adopted in competing countries, and with the mails 
they are carrying all but about 17 per cent. of the $1,300,000,000 com- 
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merce 6fthe United States with foreign countries. The United States 
is paying $140,000,000 in freight to foreign steamers, and unwisely 
refuses to grant fair compensation to our own steamships that are strug- 
gling unaided to win back their lost carrying trade. We are paying 
millions for tribute, refuse thousands for independence. Shall we al- 
low the great commerce of this south country also to fall like a ripe 
apple into the laps of England, Norway, Germany, and France, whose 
**tramp’’ steamers to-day are to be found in every one of our harbors, 
flaunting their banners defiantly in our faces? If so, take down the 
American flag from every masthead, build a Chinese wall along our 
10,000 miles of seacoast, and frankly admit our commercial imbe- 


ty. 

On the Delaware River only two years ago we had four fine ocean 
steamers, owned aid run by American capitalists, from Philadelphia to 
Liverpool, which carried the American flag—they were the Pennsyl- 
vania, the Ohio, the Indiana, the lincis—competing as passenger car- 
riers with Euro lines. I watched them with patriotic pride as they 
steamed up and down that broad river, and hoped they had come to 
stay. The United States Government turned a cold shoulder to the 
enterprise. I ask my friends where they are to-day? 

Mr. MCADOO. I-believe they are in existence. 

Mr. LORE. They are in existence, but degraded to transports; not 
a passenger walks their decks. Instead of ing passengers across 
the ocean they have become little better than freight tramps, seeking 
cargoes as best they may. England always fed such children, and she 
has a line to every leading port in this country. We starve all such. 
We have not an American steamship to-day carrying passengers across 
the Atlantic. ‘Two hundred and fifty thousand immigrants, great num- 
bers of business men, and pleasure-seekers from Europe-land upon our 
shores each year, and they came not in American but in foreign steam- 
ers; while back again hundreds of thousands pass each year, and not 
one is carried in vessels ing our flag. We, as my facetious friend 
said the other day, have not on the Atlantic Ocean two logs fastened to- 
gether with ropes, and a hoop-pole mast, bearing the American flag at 
the masthead [laughter] to symbolize our great maritime nation, 

Then, I ask, is this Congress to be frightened by the names of Jay 
Gould, Russell Sage, Dillon, and Huntington? I imagine the Demo- 
cratic party is not made of such stuff as to bescared in that way. Itsees 
the possibility of rehabilitating the American merchant marine. No 
specters invoked from the distempered imaginations of gentlemen who 
_ fear another era of corruption should stay this work. We have a Demo- 
cratic administration pledged to economy and honesty. We have a 
Postmaster-General in whose hands we may safely intrust the distri- 
bution of this fand. He will see to it that not one dollar is wasted. 
Let the experiment be tried. It is in the right direction. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire briefly to recall the atten- 
tion of the committee to the exact issue presented to us. The House 
has adopted a paragraph appropriating the sum of $375,000 for foreign 
mail service; $315,000 of this sum will be required to pay for the trans- 
portation of transatlantic mails and incidentals, and only $60,000 re- 
mains to be used in paying for the transportation of mails to the West 
Indies, Central America, South America, Asia, and the Australian 
colonies by American steamships. TheSenate has amended that para- 
graph by adding an appropriation of $800,000 for the transportation of 
mails by American steamships to the various countries I have named. 


The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] has moved a proviso by |. 


way of an amendment, not to € the intention of the Senate as we 
learn from the discussions which took place in that. body, but, on the 
contrary, to make clear what it is intended to accomplish by this ap- 
propriation. 

It is provided that not exceeding $400,000 of this amount shall be ap- 
propriated as compensation for existing American steamship lines in 
carrying the American mail according to schedules heretofore in force, 
and that so much of the other $400,000 as may be necessary shall be 
used according to the discretion of the Postmaster-General in estab- 
lishing new steamship lines to various ports in the countries named, 
and for increased frequency of service on those lines already existing. 
` The question involved is whether the $60,000 appropriated by the 
House is sufficient to give fair compensation to American steamship 
lines already in existence, or whether the amount shall be increased by 
placing at the disposalof the Postmaster-General not exceeding the sum 
of $400,000 as compensation for those lines, the balance to be employed 
in establishing new lines and increasing the frequency of their trips. 
Gentlemen will see from the maximum amount placed at the disposal 
of the Postmaster-General for all American steamship lines now exist- 
ing, on the basis of the service in the past, only $400,000, that it can 
not be in any sense a subsidy according to the European idea, where a 
million of dollars or more is to be given to a single line for the purpose 
of establishing postal and commercial connections. 

But here is only $400,000 to be placed at the disposal of the Post- 
master-General for the whole of the twelve existing American lines of 
steamships, not exceeding that amount, and as much less as he can pro- 
cure contracts with them for this service. 
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It seems to me the practical question for us, as reasonable business 
men, is whether or not $60,000 is a reasonable and decent compensation 
for the existing lines of American steamships for the services which 
they have been accustomed to perform, or whether, on the other hand, 
that amount, which is to be placed in the hands of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral for securing the service should not be $400,000; and further, 
whetherit is not wise to place in his hands $400,000 additional for the 
purpose of establishing new lines of American steamships and inereas- 
ing the frequency of the service to the ports of South America and Cen- 
tral America, and the other countries mentioned in this amendment 
where we have not already postal and commercial communication. 

There has been agreat dealof declamation here with reference to this 
proposition, I take it not intended for gentlemen who are members of 
this House, but for effect outside; because it can not be possible that 
such gentlemen as I see before me, and whom I know to be intelligent 
and usually reasonable and candid, should stand up in this House and 
declaim about the wickedness of the ‘‘ immense expenditure’’ proposed 
in the way of a subsidy to be given to American steamship lines. 

I want to call the attention of the committee to exactly what this 
Senate amendment, as the gentleman from Michigan proposes to make 
clear its purport, is designed to accomplish and what it will provide as 
compensation for the various American steamship lines as compared 
with what was provided in the House paragraph. _ 

By the House provision, which appropriated only $60,000 for Ameri- 
can steamships, in order to give sea and inland ge to all existing 
American lines, it is necessary first of all to drop ont from all consid- 
eration and all compensation two existing lines, and not.give them any- 
thing, namely, the Cuban line and the Mexican line. Fnrther, as to 
the Australian line let me call your attention to this fact: The sea and 
inland postage would give to the Australian line $41,000, which would 
be a decent compensation under the circumstances, and is made so be- 
cause the Australian colonies are not in the Postal Union, and conse- 
quently postage on all letters to these colonies continues at 12 cents. 
Therefore a compensation of 12 cents as sea and inland postage would 
give a decent compensation, in this case amounting to $41,000, to be 

id to that line. But mark you, instead of giving that amount to this 

ine, which has done so much to develop our commerce, it is proposed 
by the House provision to give that line not a cent from the Treasury 
of the United States. 

How is this brought about? In this manner: A private arrangement 
has been, made with the Government of New Zealand, which has a con- 
tract with the steamship lines connecting Australia and San Francisco, 
by which they have secured the transportation of all of their mails at 
an annual compensation of $150,000. Through this arrangement with 
the Government of New Zealand that tomy says, ‘*You dump all of 
your mails into our mail-bags and pay us $20,000 a year, and we will 
take care of them. ”? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. What do you mean by a private arrange- 
ment? 

Mr. DINGLEY, I mean an arrangement entered into by the Post- 
master-General with this Government of New Zealand without author- 
ity of law. Therefore, to prevent the payment of $41,000 to the Aus- 
tralian mail line, under the existing law giving that line the sea and 
inland postage, this private arrangement is made, whereby thé steam- 
ship company is not to.get a cent from this Government, and we get 
our mails transported for $20,006. Thus we save $21,000, and only 
about $40,000 of the House appropriation will go to American steam- 
ship lines. 

I ask, Mr. Chairman, is that worthy of a great nation like this? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes; although my time is very limited. 

- Mr. DOCKERY. Did not this line refuse to carry the mails? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course we understand that the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company declined to accept the sea and inland postage of 
12 cents on this line, because it involved the acceptance of the sea and 
inland postage of 5 cents on all their other lines. But I am speaking 
now of the next fiscal year for which this appropriation is made. It 
would require $106,000 to give existing American steamship lines 
simply the sea and inland postage; and the House SAF ae 
only $60,000, and got around the difficulty in the manner I have sug- 
gested. That is the House provision which we are asked to insist 
upon. . 

Phat do we give to the American lines under the House provision ? 
I speak to gentlemen as reasonable business men, as men of candor. 
This is in no sense a party question. It is simply a business question; 
and I appeal to you as candid business men to look at it in a business 
light. I want to ask you as fair men if you think that the amounts 
the House proposes to pay American steamship lines are fair or de- 
cent. What do we propose to give the American steamship line which 
connects San Francisco with China and Japan, a distance of 6,000 miles, 
or 12,000 miles on the round trip? Just $10,000—no more, no less, 
On the ather hand, we are paying the little steamboat line from Nor- 
folk to Baltimore, a distance of 200 miles, $18,000. 

And yet gentlemen who think that $18,000 for the Norfolk line is 
fair compensation stand up on this floor and defend the appropriation 
of only $10,000 for mail service to China and Japanas ample, abundant, 
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and reasonable, Iask gentlemen to consider this discrimination against 
American steamships in the foreign trade and ask themselves if it is 
just. Divest yourselves of prejudice in this matter. I regret very 
much to have seen in the course of debate a tendency not to deal with 
this question in a spirit of candor, but to throw in our faces certain 
phrases, and endeavor thereby to turn away the attention of this com- 
mittee from the exact facts at issue and create prejudice against this 
proposition. 

Look at the facts. We haye an important steamship line connecting 
New York with Brazilian ports and running as faras Rio. The dis- 
tance is 5,500 miles, or 11,000 miles on a round trip; and what does 
the House appropriation give that line? Only $5,791! And gentle- 
men stand up here and say this is fair compensation. No wonder, 
when you propose such compensation as that for carrying the mails to 
American steamships, you think it necessary to follow it up with a 
compulsory bill obliging American steamships to carry the mails at the 
compensation offered under the penalty of a refusal of a clearance. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Allow me to say to the gentleman that there is an- 
other line which is anxious to take it at that compensation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly that may be done by a British line 
maak under the British flag, and with capital furnished by Great 

ritain. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thereisasmuch capital in that line as in the other. 

Mr. DINGLEY.: I think the gentleman from Georgia did not mean 
the New York and Brazil mail route, because there is no other line to 
Brazil. The gentleman was thinking of the route from San Francisco 
to China and Japan. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I took your illustration, which was the compensa- 
tion for carrying the mail to China. > 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was through with that. Iam now speaking of 
the line to Brazil. I ask the gentleman from Georgia, and I ask him 
because I know him to be a candid man—I ask the tleman to say if 
he thinks $5,791 a year for carrying our mails from New York to Brazil, 
a distance of 5,500 miles, is sufficient com: ion? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It depends on the standpoint from which the gen- 
tleman looks at it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask you if it is sufficient from any just stand- 
point? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Isay I take their rates for dealing with the public, 
and judged by that standard this is more than ample compensation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman say $5,791 is ample compen- 
sation for carrying the mails that distance? If so, if thatis amplecom- 
pensation, in Heaven’s name what are we paying everywhere else in 
our domestic service for carrying the mail? 

For carrying the mail between Tampa and Key West, 246 miles, we 
paid eek year PO; aasan ofo wae miles, and a mileage both 
ways during the year of only 50,000 miles, as inst a mileage of 
134,004 miles for the Brazilian line. paci 

Mr. DOCKERY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does not this amendment propose to pay 50 cents 
a mile on the return voyage, when there is no mail on board, which the 
United States is liable to pay for ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will come to that in a moment. I may say in 
passing, however, that the Brazilian line could not be paid over $50,- 
000 under the Senate amendment as modified, which would be less than 
the Tampa line is paid, 

I wish to call the attention of gentlemen to the immense dispropor- 
tion between the rates we propose to pay American steamship lines 
which happen to be in the foreign service and what we pay to those 

in the coastwise trade. We have an American line from New 
York to Venezuela which makes a mileage of 208,000 miles a year; 
and for carrying the mails the House appropriation p: to allow 
that line $4,000, or 4 cents per mile one way. Yet the British Cunard 
line, which carries a large part of our transatlantic mails, will be paid 
40 cents per mile one way out of the Houseappropriation. Gentlemen 
can but see that when such a discrimination is worked out against our 
own lines which carry our smaller South American mails, that the 
basis of payment by weight, without regard to distance, is wrong. 
Gentlemen surely can not mean what they say when they stand up and 
assert that such compensation as the House proposes to give American 
steamship lines in the foreign trade for mail service is reasonable. You 
know, gentlemen, they are not fair and reasonable. They are not de- 
cent. . 

No nation gets its mails carried for such a compensation as we propose. 
Of course you need a compulsory law, and even‘a law that will give 
authority to confiscate private property in steamships, if you propose 
to give only such compensation as this for mail servio If gentlemen 
would examine this subject candidly they would not propose anything 
of thekind. The moment you have reasonable compensation the steam- 
ship lines are glad to take the mail. Tliey do not need compulsion 
more than stage-coaches on the land do. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman permit me to suggest—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I must decline to yield further, as I have only a 
few minutes left. s 


What is proposed by the Senate amendment as modified by the pro- 


viso of the gentleman from Michigan? I ask if it approaches the idea 
of asubsidy in the European sense? What would the China and Japan 
line get under this amendment, even supposing the whole amount of 
$400,000 should be paid to existing lines? It would get $50,000. Is 
that a subsidy in any objectionable sense? Only $50,000 for carrying 
our mails on s route of 6,000 miles! Why, gentlemen can not mean 
what they say when they characterize such payments as these as sub- 
sidies in any improper sense. 

On the basis of a peymens of from $350,000 to $400,000 to existing 
lines the Brazilian line would receive only $50,000; the Australian 
line, $42,500; the Venezuelan, $50,000, and the line to China and Ja- 
pan, only $50,000. And the payments in all these cases would be only 
a fraction more than that we pay the British Cunard and White Star 
lines. : Why is the payment to American, lines characterized as subsidy 
and that to British lines fair mail pay? 

We pay $29,700 to the coastwise steamers which carry the mail be- 
tween Tacoma and Port Townsend, a distance of 98 miles; the total 
mileage in a year one way being 60,000 miles, and the payment per mile 
being about 50 cents. You call that fair mail pay! Why is not the 
same rate per mile fair mail pay for an American steamship line in the 
foreign trade? 4 

I wish to call attention to the two maps which gentlemen see hung 
before the Clerk’s desk. These maps were prepared, as I understand, 
by the Post-Office Department. On the map at the left hand are shown 
the American steamship lines, connecting the United States with the 
yatious countries of Central and South America, Australia, and the col- 
onies, and with China and Japan. Notice the small number of lines 
there shown. 

Turn now to the other map, which shows the British, German, and 
French lines co ing those European countries with the West Indies 
and with Central and South America, When you compare the two 
maps, do you wonder that we can not secure a larger amount of trade 
with Central and South American countries? There is hardly any 
means of direct postal commercial communication between the United 
States and any of the South American ports. But, on the other hand, 
notice the net-work of lines connecting these ports of the countries of 
South America with the countries of Europe. It has been well said 
to-day by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] that the 
history of the world shows that foreign trade follows the flag. That 
is true, sir, and unless means of communication, prompt and frequent, 
can be availed of by the merchant, you can not expect to build upa 
trade with any country. There are Central and South America lying 
before us, which last year had a foreign commerce amounting to eight 
hundred and fifty millions, of which we obtained only one hundred 
and thirty millions. 

The exports of South and Central America last year were $430, 000, 000. 
We took a larger proportion of their products than we exported to them 
of our products. We took from the South American countries last year 
$90,000,000 of their productions. How much did we export to them? 
We bought from them $90,000,000 worth of goods and we sold them 
only $40,000,000. Why did we not sell them more? Partly for the 
reason that there are no means of regular, frequent, and prompt com- 
munication between this country and any portion of South America 
except the one line that runs to Rio. 

Now, everybody knows that it is only as you have ready communi- 
cation that trade can be built up. There can be no question that{if we 
had direct, frequent, and ready steamship communication with the 
South American countries business could be built up to a very great 
extent between the United States and those countries. ‘They do not 
buy of us, because the products that they would purchase from us are 
toalarge extent those that they must have promptly, and for that prompt 
and means of communication are absolutely necessary. It so 
happens that these South American countries lying close to our doors 
are non-manufacturing countries. They haye the raw products that 
we want, and nearly all of which are admitted free of duty into this 
country. 

They, on theother hand, want our productions. They want our food 
products. They want our common cotton cloths, for cottons are the 
chief textiles used in the South American countries. They want our 
machinery. They want thousands of articles that we could supply 
them, and that we would supply them if we had proper means of com- 
munication. In reading the argument of the gentleman from i 
[Mr. BLovnt] (I trust he will give me his attention for a moment), I 
saw, very much to my surprise, a statement that we could not supply 
the South American countries with the coarse cotton cloth known as 
standard sheetings because the English manufacturers could supply 
them so much cheaper. He stated that plain standard sheetings could 
be furnished by English or other European manufacturers at 54 cents 
peryard, while thesame goods obtained from the manufacturing estab- 


lishments of this country would cost 9} centsa yard. I wondered where 
he got such information as that, buton turning over the statistics that 
accompany his speech I noticed that the Superintendent of the For- 
eign Mail Service supplied the figures. 

. Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I noticed them at least in connection with the 
report furnished by the superintendent, and naturally supposed that 
he was the authority. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, that isa very differentthing. There area great 
many things in connection with it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now I wish to eall the attention of the gentleman 
from Georgia to the fact that he can go into any store in Washington 
to-day and buy at retail plain standard sheetings at 7 cents a yard; so 
it can hardly be possible that the manufacturer sells them by the bale 
at 9} centsa yard. In my own city there is a mill producing largely 
plain cotton cloths to be shipped to China, and they are being shipped 
there and sold by the side of the English products at precisely the same 
price, quality for quality.- 

Gentlemen will bear in mind that in the production of these common 
standard sheetings three-fourths of the cost is in the raw material; the 
labor is a small item, and such goods we can produce as cheaply as any 
nation on the face of the earth. When we come to the finer products, 
where labor more largely enters into the cost, we are of course distanced 
on account of our higher-paid labor; but we can compete in such coarse 
cotton goods as are largely used in South America. In the gentleman’s 
own city there are manufacturers who can supply South America as 
cheaply as England can if they can have direct, regular, frequent postal 
and commercial communication by steamship lines. It will of course 
take some little time to build up the trade and find out what is wanted; 
but give us the means of communication and the rest will follow. I 
mention this, Mr. Chairman, to show that there is a large range of pro- 
ductions in which we can compete with foreign nations in the South 
American market. 

Our farm products, our agricultural machinery, our coarse standard 
sheetings we can produce and sell as cheaply as like articles can be pro- 
duced and sold anywhere in the world. Now, it is this class of prod- 
ucts, as I have already said, that South America wants, and yet we can 
not send them to her because we have no direct, frequent, regular means 
of communication. 

Look at Brazil. Last year we bought of Brazil nearly $50,000,000 
worth of her products, almost all of which came in free of duty, and 
Ja we sold her goods to the mere beggarly amount of eight and a half 
millions. 

I mention this, Mr. Chairman, in order to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that we can not in this matter lose sight of the 
fact that the opening up of trade with South America is an exceedingly 

important object, which this Congress ought to have in view; and one 
which will justify the most liberal appropriations to American steam- 
ship lines for the purpose of establishing prompt and frequent postal 
and commercial communication with those countries. 

But I must hasten. There is a third point to which I wish to call 
attention. It has been said in the progress of this debate that it makes 
no difference whether our mails are carried by American steamships or 
by British steamships; that while we would like to have American 
steamships engaged in this businesss, yet if British steamships can do 
the work more cheaply let them doit. Now, if we should apply that 
same principle to all other industries—to the coastwise trade for in- 
stance, and to the ordinary industries of the country—whereshould we 
be? But inthe maintenance of amerchant marine and in the establish- 
ment of steamship lines there is something more than an ordinary in- 
dustry. : 

The merchant marine is to every country the militia of the seas. No 
nation can maintain an efficient navy without an efficient and pros- 
perous merchant marine behind it. That is the experience of all the 
nations of the world. Besides, by encouraging the establishment of 
‘American steamship lines we provide in the most economical manner 
vessels for use in case of war as light-armed cruisers and as transports. 
In ease of war, if our mails are carried upon foreign steamships, those 
vessels are liable to be taken from us; and if the nation which owns 
them is the one with which we are at war, they are at once turned against 
us. Butif our mail-carrying steamers are owned and controlled by 
Americans and registered as vesselsof the United States, then the Gov- 
ernment can put its hands upon them and can use them in defense, as 
an aid in distributing its troops and as light-armed cruisers. 

The ability of England to-day to defend herself as a nation depends 
more upon her great steam marine, upon which she can lay her hands 
in case of war, than upon the naval vessels which she maintains in com- 
mission, Five hundred thousand dollars expended in this way for 
building up a few new steamship lines to encourage postal and com- 
mercial communication with the South American countries with which 
we are not now in connection, to extend and promote our trade, to open 
new markets for the Western farmers, for the manufacturers of the East, 
and for the workmen of the country, will give us steamships which, in 
case of war, will be worth more to us than any cruisers that we could 
build with $2,000,000 expended for that purpose. 

There is more in this policy, which is to be inaugurated or set aside 
by the vote that the House may now or hereafter give on this question 
than many gentlemen here seem tothink. If this Government refuses 


to give proper and efficient assistance to its steam marine, it allows the 
pean nations by the aid of their great subsidies to seize upon every. 
avenue of trade. We shall not only lose our trade to a great extent, 


but we shall lose the steamship lines which now exist. It is impossi- 
ble that these lines can be maintained permanently unless there shall 
be some assistance in the way of fair compensation for mail service. 
Let me read from the foreign dispatches a telegram published only three 
days after the action of this House in refusing to appropriate more than 
$60,000 for the foreign mail service: 

Lonpos, April 8, 1886. 


The Imperial Government [of Great Britain] has decided to subsidize a new 
line of steamers between British Columbia and Hong-Kong and Australia by 
paying $100,000 annually for ten years. The steamers must be first class and ca- 
pable of carrying guns and troops, and if required the government shall have 
the right to use the steamers in the event of war. : 


Canada, as poor as she is, has added a sixty-thousand-dollar appro- 
priation for the same purpose, making $160,000 to open up a new line 
of steamers from British Columbia on our western coast to Hong-Kong 
and the Australian colonies—a line intended to compete with and drive 
off the American steamship line now running from San Francisco to 
the Australian colonies and Japan. 

We look on and see these things transpiring before our eyes and con- 
tent ourselves with saying, ‘‘ Although Great Britain and Canada give 
$160,000 to establish a line that is to come in direct competition with an 
existing American line and turn the trade of Japan, China, and Aus- 
tralia away from us, yet if we give $10,000 it is all we ought to do; 
but if we give $50,000 itis a wicked subsidy, that ought to consign gen- 
tlemen who vote for it to some unpleasant Jodality.’’ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN obtained the floor and said: I yield two minutes to 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Idonot wish to occupy two minutes. I desire on] 
to make asingle remark. The gentleman from Maine [Mr, DINGLEY 
was unkind enongh to say that I had taken my statistics as to the prices 
of American and British cotton goods in Rio from the Superintendent 
of Foreign Mails. Idesire toinform the gentleman that I quoted from 
our consular reports—Republican authority. I got the information 
from the State Department, as the latest information in its possession. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply wanted to call the gentleman's attention 
to the fact that common standard sheetings could be bought here in 
Washington for 7 cents a yard. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The statistics to which I referred did not purport to 
date of to-day; they gave a comparative statement; and I referred to 
the comparison as shown by them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman having mentioned 5} cents as 
the price for standard English sheetings, I desired to say that goods of 
similar quality could be bought for about the same price from the man- 
ufacturers of this country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MORRISON]. ' 

Mr. MORRISON. I desired,when the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] was on the floor to ask him a question. Perhaps it would 
hardly be right to make the inquiry now, as he might not have time to 
answer. But as he is a gentleman who always has a ready reply, I will 
take the liberty of making the inquiry now, with my reason for mak- 
ing it. : 

The gentleman from Maine, as well as several other gentlemen, 
has said in the course of this debate, and it is perhaps true as to some 
of the articles mentioned, that we can make cotton sheeting and some 
other articles at such low cost we might sell them in or exchange with 
the South American countries if we only had ready communication. 
He said, too, that we bought from Brazil $50,000,000 in products an- 
nually, which come in free of duty, and sold to her people eight and a 
balf millions; that if we had direct communication we could have ex- 
changed probably to the full extent of our purchases or a greater ex- 
tent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ididnotsay toa fuller extent, but built up greatly. 

Mr. MORRISON. Well, toa fuller extent than we have sold. Now, 
I want to ask the gentleman from Maine what. we did with the fifty 
millions’ worth of goods we bought from Brazil? Wemust have brought 
them here, and I would inquire why the ships that brought fifty mill- 
ions of heavy products to us should not and did not carry out our cheap 
products to these countries south of us, Brazil and others? 

Mr. DINGLEY. All our vessels were sailing vessels; but of course 
goods can not be sent in sailing vessels in modern times. 

Mr. MORRISON. They only come to and do not go from us? 
[Laughter and appleuse.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I think it will be a good day for the 
United States when our legislators shall recognize there are no inter- 
national analogi®™ so far as our country is concerned. It is idle for 
gentlemen on this floor to be continually pointing to Europe on all eco- 
nomic and even political questions. On all matters of governmental 
business we always have paraded before us the circumstances and policy 
of European nations, more especially Great Britain. 

Now, physically, and I refer to the physical geography of our coun- 
try, and politically and socially we are so far different from Europe 
there is no analogy whereby comparison can be instituted. There 
never was a country founded, norsituated and circumstanced like ours, 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL ‘RECORD—HOUSE. 


A701 - 


It is idle for gentlemen to resurrect the romantic fable of Greece and 
Rome. There is no analogy between this Republic of thirty-eight sov- 
ereign States to universal suffrage, perfect legal equality, and general 
intelligence, and the semi-caste-founded republics of the olden time. 
There is no comparison even between our Republic and the modern Re- 
publics of France and Switzerland. Therefore neither on this floor 
nor elsewhere can there be instituted comparison between our country 
and any other on the face of the globe. What may be eminently 
proper for them may be entirely wrong for us and against the very 
fundamental principles.of our system. What their geographical posi- 
tion may demand ours may render totally unnecessary. The commer- 
cial laws of a small island may not be suited to govern a whole conti- 
nent. Monarchical and paternal government can furnish no example 
for republican rule. 

But forgetting all this, some gentlemen seem inclined to adopt and 
try all these English and Continental panaceas for commercial, labor, 
and other troubles, and which, in my judgment, are not suited at all 
to this cotintry. When you compare the two countries physically see 
the divergence; there is an island that is but a patch of sod upon the 
Atlantic, and here we are the legislators for a continent. The laws 
that might benefit the one can not benefit the other, even if they could 
be enacted without violating the spirit of our institutions. 

There can be no institution of comparison between our people and the 
people of France. France is obliged, in order to maintain her political 
supremacy, to enter into commercial competition with Great Britain. 
And Great Britain is compelled to havea foreign commerce. The British 
Empire, so far as Great Britain and Ireland are concerned, can nob main- 
tain itself unless it sends out its commercial feelers, as it will, into 
every portion of the globe. And here you have what would make the 
whole of Europe. You have difference of climate, and I might say dif- 

‘ference of people and difference of production—the varied productions, 
the climates, conditions, and physical differences of a world all in your 
own country. 

Did you ever think of this fact? The people of nearly every other 
country are migratory. Emigration and exile are painful but common 
household words in all Old World lands. The breezes that blow inland 
on the vaunted British Islands carry the sighs and sobbed adieus of 
British subjects. Other people are emigrants, and this Heaven-blessed 
land is to them the haven of rest. Our people, thank Heaven, are not 
forced out on the pitiless ocean to seek homes and trade and labor in 
foreign lands. The vacant chair of the adventurous emigrant stands a 
monument of regret in nearly every European home, -Let us avoid the 
causes that produced this mournful exodus from other lands. 

We have a Europe of our own, and the true cause why there is not 
upon the high seas the American flag as plentifully as that of these 
maritime Old World nations is that since the war we have been de- 
veloping this vast continent. The energies and the wealth of our peo- 
ple have been directed in creating, not a mere maritime power, but to 
develop this wonderful continent. When this continent is sufficiently 
developed, and when it becomes necessary to plow the seas as well as 
the land, we shall go upon the broad and I will trust to the 
genius and the wealth and the power of the United States to make 
itself felt on the high seas as it has on the land to-day. [Applause.] 

I have before me here an address delivered by Mr. Charles S. Hill 
before the New Orleans Chamber of Commerce. He asks the question 
why we have not American ships, and says: 


their freight rates 50 4 nea cent., relying upon their home statesmen and subsidy, 

Lloyds underwriters instantly rush to their assistance 
and depreciate the stanilasd of the American ship by rating our ship enviously 
and jealously below the inferior ship of the Clyde. 


Now that is not so. That is not the difference. Let us understand 
this thing and be honest about it. The troublelies just here: itis the 
cost of labor. Why, sir, if you were presented the English Cunard 
Steamship line, to sail it under our flag with the large subsidies or 
bounties they are said to receive for ing the mails, you could not 
contend a day against the other lines; and it is because the labor and 
the materials into which our labor enter are more expensive. That is 
the reason that these lines can not run advantageously with the same 
freight parallel with cheaply ran foreign steamships. : 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me interrupt the gentleman—— 

Mr. McADOO. Ihave but a few moments. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Carrying out that same idea. Before the Ship- 
ping Committee appeared a number of expert gentlemen on this sub- 
ject, and they said that if the ships were given to them they could not 
afford to run them. 

Mr. MCADOO. I believe, Mr. Chairman, itis admitted here that the 
difference in the cost of running an English steamship as compared 

_with an American steamship is 25 per cent. With the Italian, Nor- 


wegian, French, and other nations the difference is very much greater. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. What makes the difference? 
Mr. McADOO. I can not yield, in the short time I have, for inter- 
ruptions. 
f we are going to compete with the foreign lines that cost 25 per 
cent. and even much less to ran them without subsidies, then we will 
have to add 25 per cent., and even much more, beyond the highest sub- 


sidy paid by any foreign nation, beyond the nearly twelve millions paid 
annually for many years by the other nations with their cheap labor, 
to be able to compete with them upon the seas. In saying this I be- 
lieve I state the case correctly, and if I do, whois prepared to enter upon 
such a tremendous scheme? If we are going into this international 
struggle for commercial supremacy upon the seas we will have to give 
additional subsidy beyond what the other countries pay in order to over- 
come their cheaper running expenses. Now I can not say I grieve at 
this. ~This is the slight cost, if cost at all, we pay for the greatest and 
best of all markets—the home market, and for having the best paid and 
most independent and intellig€nt labor on the whole globe. If you are 
bound to compete, you must reduce wages. Who will vote to reduce 
the wages of labor? Not one, I hope. Will we ever have a powerful 
merchant marine? Yes, undoubtedly, when our necessities demand it. 
All the advantage is with us. The nations of Europe are overdoing the 
carrying trade; they are engaged in a death-struggle. 

Bounty against bounty, subsidy against subsidy, ship against ship, 
line against line, and all the while a constant drain on their frightfully 
overladen tax-payer. Few, ifany, of theselines paydividends. They 
are exhausting themselves, while we are strengthening ourselves. Our 
great rival feels keenly the loss of our markets, and when the real strug- 
gle comes, if we keepon as we have in the past, we will find her strength 
sa and we will be master of the situation. Yes, without forcing 
events, agreat American marine, unrivaled in the past, is coming. Isay 
they are overdoing it. Look at the English ocean tramps, such as sur- 
vive the deadly perils of storms and their own frailty! They cover 
the waters from Terra del Fuego to the Thames, from Montreal to Mel- 
bourne, and that too, by the way, without the blessings of subsidy. 
They do not live well, to be sure, but if our subsidy frieyds are correct, 
the wonder is they live at all. par 

Why, Mr. Chairman, look at the very absurdity oftheargument. Mr. 
HILL says that the Lloyds treat our American vessels unfairly. If that 
be true, is it not equally true that they will treat the subsidized ships 
just as unfairly as those that have no subsidy? Will the mere fact of 
granting a subsidy make a difference in their action, and if we puta 
subsidy on the ship, will the British Lloyds, if this charge be correct, 
desist from the conspiracy to underrate and undervalue and generally 
conspire against American shipping? 

Now I know my time is limited and I must hurry briefly over these 
points. Another point to which I wish to allude, I have read with 
a glow of patriotism the extraordinarily able report of Thomas Butler 
King, a Representative from the State of Georgia in Congress, in favor 
of, as gentlemen on the other side tell us, the subsidizing or giving large 
bountiesto American shipping. But, Mr. Chairman, times are changed 
since Mr. King wrote that re If he were present and participat- 
ing in this debate to-day he would not, I believe, advocate this proposi- 
tion. What was his object? To make a quasi-navy. In those days 
the merchant ship was readily convertible into a man-of-war. There 
was no very great difference in their construction. i 

Wooden ships composed our Navy; wooden ships were all the rule, 
both in the Navy and in the merchant marine; and in the event of a 
war it was well known that the wooden shins of the merchant marine 
could be quickly transferred into fighting ships for the Navy. But it 
is widely different to-day; and it is idle for gentlemen to say that if 
you subsidize the American vessels engaged in commerce that in time 
of war you will have there a strong arm to protect the coast, assert our 
rights and dignity, and defend our domestic commerce as well as our 
merchant marine upon the seas. The man-of-war of to-day is a special 
creation provided for that particular business, and no subsidized or un- 
subsidized merchant vessel would be able in any naval contest to main- 
tain herself against a modern man-of-war. Sotheargument which was 
given at the time of the inception of the system of giving bounties to 
American shipping,{to create a quasi-naval arm by stimulating the mer- 
chant marine, has ceased to have any weight so faras this Government 
is concerned by reason of the advance in naval architecture. 

I said, Mr. Chairmain, at the outset of my remarks, that I did not be- 
lieve we could build up a merchant marine by subsidies; I know you 
can not do it by a gratuity. Ifit can be done by subsidy, if that is the 
only remedy, and I do not believe it is a remedy, then, as a Representa- 
tive, I would meet that matter squarely face to face as a business propo- 
sition; and if a subsidy is the only remedy, let us go about it in a busi- 
ness-like way. You say you want to enable our merchant marine to 
compete with thesubsidized marine of other countries richly subsidized, 
and against these immense subsidies you want to spoon-feed our Ameri- 
can marine with watery gruel in homeopathic doses. [Laughter.] 

The of thisamendment will not, in my honest judgment, add 
a ship or a man to our merchant navy. It will go to a few existing 
lines and give them an advantage over new American lines that may 
be built. It will go into well-known hands and into coffers not empty. 
In saying this I have no prejudice. Not one millionaire could find it 
profitable to build, equip, and run the finest American vessels under 
the American flag. I love that flag, without or with an appropriation, 
as much asany man living. I hope to liveand know it is on every sea, 
powerful, respected, honored, ay, loved by all peoples who love liberty. 
For all honest, just, practicable laws that will advance American ships 
and American shipping I will be found an advocate, even to the extent 
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of differentiating in their favor. The day may soon come when an 
American zollverein will be formed and the e of this western 
hemisphere become ours against all comers. Then new ships and new 
lines will come of necessity. Ships of themselves do not make com- 
merce. Commerce begets ships. The arguments for this amendment 
are very plausible and quite forcibly and adroitly put, and we, seeing 
the patient so ill and weak, are supposed to be willing to try any 
remedy. This remedy would prove as inefficacious as feeding a con- 
sumptive onsnow balls. There has been, besides, a tainted atmosphere 
around all this legislation in times that are past. Let us not be 
carried away. This money belongs to tH® whole people, and we must 
be sure we are spending it wisely and honestly. 

I yield to no man on this floor in my Americanism. I care more for 
the prosperity and welfare of the meanest flatboat that was ever poled 
on the Mississippi River than I do for all the ships that have floated the 
English flag from the days of Alfred to the reign of Victoria. I am 
more interested in the humblest cross-road blacksmith-shop in the last 
county of Texas than I am in all the mills, looms, and ship-yards of 
Great Britain from John O’Groat’s to Land’s End. [Applause.] 

As to how subsidy has operated in France, I call attention to this 
late report of our agent: X 

The ships that were to be built and navigated with the aid of the government 
were to neh manufactures into foreign markets, and so encourage and 
extend domestic manufactures and open new yents for home-made wares. Un- 
less the statistics are false this result not been attained, and it would almost 
seem as if there occurred a mere transfer of carriage. 

Did this transfer of carriage from foreign to French vessels involve a decrease 
of freights peculiar to French tonnage, a saving to the French shi alone, 
at least commensurate with the cost of the bounties, something might be said 
in favor of the policy. Under those circumstances the nation would have a 


larger mercan ine anda share in the carrying trade at no cost to 
itself. There ifo evidence, however, that such a has followed; and 


while the bounties by stimulating shi) ing and ship navigation have in- 
creased the available tonnage beyond requirements of traffic, the consequent 
reduction of freights has involved a loss and nota gain to the French nation, 


by throwing u it the burden of a shippiog interest that but for the govern- 
ment aid would have been unprofitable, and that because of such aid can not 
conform itself to the demands of trade—the only basis that wlll insnre profit 
and permanency. 


As to England, hear the eloquent and fearless gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. GUENTHER] in his speech of yesterday: 
What has England profited by thissystem? A few great merchants and great 


corporations have enriched themselves at the expense of the masses of the En- 
glish people. The people have been ground down; their wages have been re- 


duced more and more; and in order to up this system thousands upon 
thousands of precious human lives were tothe greed and the fiendi 
avarice of those merchant of 


Englan: 

Isay, Mr. Chairman, every million of mammon acquired in the foreign trade 
of England was bought o Ranked cate tore blood. All the oceans upon which 
the merchant marine of d floats to-day can not wash that stain away. 
The smell of blood is there, and all the perfumes of Arabia can not sweeten it, 

other countries have the trade with these countries. Let them have their 
trade, their discontent among the te, and their constant wars, while we in 
this blessed land of ours, on the other hand, secure our own market, accompa- 
nied by prosperity and the blessi of peace. Let the English andthe French 
strike their balances. Let them add up the sums they have paid for subsidies, 
the hundreds of millions of dollars swallowed up by their wars to protect their 
foreign.commerce, not counting even the thousands upon thousands of human 
lives sacrificed in that cause, and then count the actual gain realized, and see 
wheti:er the balance will not be on the wrong side. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCADOO. Lask leave to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I should like to ask the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired, and the gen- 
tileman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The pending question has been discussed at length 
and with more than ordinary ability. I would hardly feel justified in 
occupying the attention of the committee further except for the pur- 
pose of calling attention, after a brief statement, to one main feature of 
the policy involved. Gentlemen seem to be conscious that the idea of 
subsidy, the building up of the interests of a particular class of citizens 
or a particular industry,at the expense of the whole people, is an un- 
American policy, and on that account have sought with great ingenu- 
ity of argument to show that this measure does not involve a subsidy 
but simply fair pay to the steamship lines for the transportation of the 
mails to foreign ports. 

Now, sir, the fact can not be concealed, looking at the subject from 
any conceivable standpoint, that the amount proposed to be paid under 
the pending amendment is enormously in excess of the charges made 
and compensation received by American steamships or any other ships 
carry ing our mails for transportation of commodities requiring the same 
degree of care and involving the same responsibilities. Weareinformed 
by the Postmaster-General in his last annual report that the rate now 
paid jor the transportation of our mails in American steamships is thir- 
ty-four times as great—I believe I am correct in the figures, large as 
they are—as the amount paid for the transportation of merchandise 
under conditions requiring the same degree of care and responsibility, 
and four times the cost of transporting commodities in parcels where 
there is absolute insurance of safe delivery, the latter feature not being 
exacted in the transportation of the mails, only reasonable and proper 
care and vigilance. 


The following are the exact words of the Postmaster-General on the 
subject: 

The actual service rendered by the carrier consists in taking the mails from 
the post-office at the port of de: re, inclosed in locked bags (of er for 
letters, and usually of canvas for paper mails), conveying them to the vessel, 
depositing in “mail room,” to remain until arrival at the port of des- 
tination, when the bags are conveyed to the post-office. The mail room iscom- 
monly a small interior room occupying no more, and no more valuable, space 
than the baggage-room. In some vessels it is sheathed or ceiled 
with thin iron. ides providing this room and keeping it securely locked, no 
special guard or care is required during the vo: , unless some accident de- 
mands. No responsibility as an insurer rests on the carrier. Such liability for 
loss as he undergoes is d dent on proof of negligence; and probably few, 
if any, instances of mulct for such loss can be found. 

The “express” or “* 


As far back as 1862, when our own ships, under the protection of 
our flag, refused to carry our mails at reasonable rates, Postmaster- 
General Montgomery Blair, under President Lincoln, wrote the fol- 
lowing letter on the same subject: 

Post-OFFick DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. O., March 3, 1862. 

GextTLemMeN: I haye received formal notice from Cornelius Vanderbilt, con- 
trolling the steamship line to Aspinwall, that he will not take the South Pacific 
or any other mail after the 2lst instant. This isan attempt to coerce Congress 
to contract with him on his own terms for carrying these mails. I called theat- 
tention of Congress to the coercive m exercised by the railroad companies 
upon the Government in my ann report, I trust suitable measures will be 

opted before adjournment to maintain the public interestsin thatbehalf. But 

steamboat coercion requires immediate attention. Unless something is 
done at once the vast mercan interests will be seriously affected. 

My own opinion is that this and every other line of steamers leaving our ports 
should be required to take mails to their ports of destination upon such terms 
as are now or may hereafter be allowed by Con as the condition of their 
clearance. Itis not pretended thatthe compensation now given is not sufficient 
for the service ren . No private person pays them for any kind of trans- 
portation at the rate paid by the Government for mail matter.~ We give all and 
more than we make out of it, and no personsare so much benefited incidentally 
as the owners of the ships, for the bulk of the correspondencerelates to the trade 
Or oars EECA 

‘ours, ully, 
M. BLAIR, Postimaster-General, 

Messrs, CoLLAMER and CoLFAXx, 

Chairmen, &c., Senate and House of Representatives. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. IKEN. Is not that true of our letter postage; that it is 
immensely greater than it costs to send packages and goods according 
to weight? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend refers to our policy here in our own 
country, of course I answer yes; for, so far as our internal policy is 
concerned in regard to contracts for carrying the mails, under the pro- 
visions of the Federal Constitution of course an entirely different policy 
prevails from that which has relation to our foreign affairs. The diffu- 
sion of intelligence among our own people and facilities for intercourse 
between them stand on a basis entirely different from that of our in- 
tercourse with foreign nations. 

Here at home the force of competition and the necessity of furnishing 
our whole people with postal facilities control the service. 

I find among the numerous appeals made to the House since this 
measure has been pending none more patriotic and florid in its terms 
or more exacting in its demands than one that comes to us from a body 
of gentlemen of enterprise in the Southwest. That body do not think 
proper to hide behind any specious argument, but make an appeal di- 
rect. They say: 

Let us resolve that our merchant marine must and shall be revived; ay, by 
a pany peal the only means of honestly obtaining what our national needs de- 
man a 


That is the appeal which comes to us. It hides behind no subter- 
fuge. It says it is a subsidy that is demanded. And the body of gen- 


tlemen who have surrounded the Capitol during the last few days do 
not put iton different grounds. They urge it as subsidy pure and sim- 
ple that will revive American shipping. 

Take one of our greatest lines, the Pacific Steamship Company, run- 
ning from San Francisco to China and Japan, an American line owned 
in part by Americans and in part by English capitalists, and sailing under 
the American flag and greatly favored in former years. ` That company 
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declined to transport your mails under the reasonable rates which have 
been eg by law. Another line in competition with it, the Occi- 
dental and Oriental Steamship line, having the same kind of vessels 
and running between the same ports, has been cheerfully transporting 
your mails without any hesitation under the rates prescribed by law— 
the sea postage—from the Pacific coast to those remote countries. If 
one line can carry at the rate prescribed by law, and it is proposed to 
pay the other vastly more for the same service, is not that subsidizing 
it? The foreign line of vessels, without any subsidy from any govern- 
ment, transports your mails at what your Postal Department asserts 
is a fair and reasonable rate, and makes no question as to its fairness. 
The other demands vastly more, and you propose to grant this demand 
by the pending proposition. 

I do not believe any of the expedients resorted to in former years 
under the mistaken policy that is now again being on Congress 
ever had the least appreciable effect in stimulating our shipping interests. 
They had not up to 1859 when the former effort was abandoned, nor at 
any subsequent period. It has been said in this debate—I refer to the 
fact only incidentally—that our trade with Rio has recently been af- 
fected beneficially by the establishment of a line of steamers. You 
have had a steamship line to Rio for years; you have one now without 
subsidy; and your sailing vessels have to a greater or less extent brought 
the products of that country to our shores and carried ours to a lim- 
ited extent to Brazil. But the period of subsidy, $150,000 a year for a 
short period, produced no appreciable result upon thattrade. Thesame 
trade which before existed exists to-day somewhat ; it was not 
increased by the subsidy. This became so manifest at the end of ashort 
period of time that the law authorizing the subsidy was permitted to 
expire by its own limitation; while our carrying trade with the Sand- 
wich Islands, which amounted to nothing while we paid a subsidy of 
$75,000 a year, grew to] proportions under the reciprocity treaty. 

Sixteen years ago this House organized a committee which was di- 
rected to visit the various cities of the East and inquire into the causes 
of the decline of ourshipping interests. That committee, of which Hon. 
John Lynch, then of the city of Portland, Me., was chairman, visited 


all the leading cities of the section of the conntry; and in the 
ponderous volume submitted to by that committee containing 
the evidence taken and its final report there is no more intelligent state- 


ment of the cause of that decline or of the remedy than is found in a 
single passage in the testimony of Mr. W. H. Derby, an intelligent busi- 
ness gentlenian of the city of Boston. He says: 

You will aid shipping more by reducing the duties than in any otherway. I 
speak as one in favor of protection incidental to revenue, I do not speak as a 
free-trader. Ido not go to those extremes, Perhaps I am not wise in not going 
further than I do. I stand on moderate protection, Your protection road. soe is 
48 per cent. on an a’ on everything you import. How was it before the 
war? Fourteen and a half per cent. was the average. Is Congress aware of 
that great disparity? Is Congress aware that we have neh er from 14} to 48 
per cent. duty on everything we import? Does Congress eve that 48 per 
cent. is a proper of duties, or that we are to maintain them at those rates? 
Is it just to this nation to do so? 

Of all the opinions expressed before that committee in your commer- 
cial cities,fno statement of the cause of the disap ce of our ships 
from the ocean isso well fortified by facts as this which I have just read, 
and yet after sixteen years our tariff taxation remains substantially the 
same, 

But, Mr. Chairman, permit me to say that gentlemen deal with this 
subject and with the American people unfairly when they talk about this 
being a question of commerce. Our commerce is not declining; our 
commerce grows steadily with the advance of years. Ourshipping in- 
terests, our carrying trade only have declined, and they have declined 
for manifest reasons, in addition to the burden imposed by our excessive 
taxation. Of those reasons I know of none so obvious as the fact that 
the American capitalist has been able to invest his money in more re- 
munerative enterprises. When he enters into the carrying trade of the 
world (the most cosmopolitan of all employments), he comes directly 
in competition with the people of all other nations, and must adopt 
their frugal methods and must be satisfied with their small profits, or 
must go to the wall. If it is to his advantage to put his vessels under 
the flag of a foreign nation, as it nently is in the interest of econ- 
omy, he does not hesitate to doit. But generally our capitalists pre- 
fer more lucrative investments at home. 

Let gentlemen make their appeals to the American flag as much as 
they may, the fact remains that sixteen years ago when this inquiry 
was made by the committee I have named, and up to the present time, 
a very considerable portion of our capital has been invested wherever 
it could be advantageously done in foreign shipping doing business un- 
der the flags of other nations. At the time of this inquiry two iron ships 
were being built on the Clyde by American capitalists with the avowed 
purpose of putting them under the British flag and holding them un- 
der bottomry bonds. So, sir, the question upon the part of thé citizen 
investing his capital is not one of the national credit. It is not with 
him a question of national pride in the flag of his country, but a cold, 
deliberate calculation of moneyed profit in the ing trade of the 
world, and from that standpoint alone can this subject be fairly pre- 
sented by gentlemen who ask for this subsidy in behalf of the carrying 
trade on the oceans which alike concerns all nations. Low taxes will 
generally secure the flag. Citizens do not hesitate to engage in the car- 
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hand an article clipped from the Boston Herald, one of the most intelli- 
gent of our great commérci , to which I desire to call the 
attention of the House. I ask the Clerk to read the article. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SHIPPING INTERESTS, 


The depressed state of the shipping interest, due to the falling off of merchan- 
prasa great heponi af te Leg cps tae And sscepdinnty. 
England upon those belon; o the class of seamen. 
Be obtained as nam ipes sailors who have certifi- 
passed an examination a to go tosea 
ve been 


If the English ee merchants are losing money on almost e 


But, Mr. Chairman, I sought the floor not for the poaa of dis- 
cussing except in a preliminary way the question whether this was a 
subsidy or not, or to what extent subsidy can revive our shipping in- 
terest, but for the purpose of presenting another view w. I think 
underlies this whole subject. I believe, sir, that this measure involves a 
policy of Government which ought to arrest ina very marked degree the 
attention notonly of this House but of the American people. The small 
sum of money involved, $800,000, is of but little moment. It would not 
be felt by our ; it would not be felt by our tax-paying people. 
nih sir, this is one'of a class of measures which up-to this time have 
produced, as I think, only injury and disaster to the country. The 
int to which I desire to ask attention is so well and briefly su 

y an article in a leading commercial newspaper of the city of New 
York that I ask to have the article read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[From the New York Commercial Bulletin, October 26, 1885.) 
THE GOVERNMENT NURSE. 

Is there no way of eradicating from men's minds the pestilent fallacy that it 

is the function of republican government to provide (1) sinecures for persons 
who have no means of cowedgent puri and (2) access to the ype Treasury (i, ¢., 
the tax-payers’ pockets) to individuals who are unable carry on their pri- 
vate business in competition with other people, except at a loss? 
Under monarehical or despotic systems, where the king or the kaiser can do no 
wrong and where class 1 has been countenanced from time immemo- 
rial, a policy of that character is comprehensible. There the peopleare simply 
machines for providing means for the tax rer, and as long as the despotic 
or mo: ical system exists there is absolutely no help for them, save in reyo- 
lution or emigration. But in this country, where the people are supreme and 
have no owner but themselves, any policy which proposes to deal with them 
as if they were servants or slaves that somehow have an all-powerful master 
veiled under the forms of government is to be reprobated not gnly as unjust in 
itself, but a flagrant usurpation, and from every point of view unrepublican 
and un-American. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thatarticle presents the point to which I wish tocall 
attention, I do not hesitate to say that in no instance in our history 
where the Government has gone out of the legitimate province of gov- 
ernment and sought to promote special interests at the general expense 
by subsidies, no matter in whatever form presented, have the results 
been otherwise than injurious to the country. I concede very cheer- 
fully that in a few instances prior to 1860 the Democratic party de- 

in an evil hour from the great principle that underlies its 
political creed, that Federal legislation should be confined strictly to 
the domain of government; but in no instance was any beneficial result 
secured, Nosuch result was secured by thesubsidies given prior to 1858, 
in the vain attempt to extend ourshipping, and the system broke down 
in 1859 by its own weight, as then all men saw that this artificial sys- 
tem, however it might enlarge and build up the estates of a portion of 
our people, could not by any possibility operate beneficially to the 
whole country or secure permanent results except in disordering the 
social condition of our people. 

But what has been the history of subsidy in this country. What 
has been the effect of our past legislation, the attempt, through the 
aid of Congress, yielding to the never-ending pressure in favor of spe- 
cial interests, to build up the fortunes of men engaged in some special 
pursuit or occupation? What are the fruits of thissystem? Does any 
gentleman believe it possible that during the last twenty-six years 
such an extraordinary change could have occurred in the material 
condition of our people as that now unhappily displayed if the Gov- 
ernment had confined the exercise of its powers inside the simple realm 
of government? Does any citizen believe that in the absence of this 
policy of subsidy, this employment of the power of the nation to pro- 
mote special interests, the present condition of ourcountry would have 
been reached, the old-time equality in the condition of our people so 
completely changed? The root of the present disorders now confront- 
ing the American people is to be found in the policy involved in this 
seemingly unimportant proposition to give $800,000 a year for five 
years to the class of citizens owning and navigating ships. Until the 
policy established by our fathers of a radical departure from the tradi- 
tions of Europe, and its methods of government in marking out a new 
policy under which the interests of all men should be alike protected, 
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limiting government to the simple duty of securing the public peace 
and the administration of fustice—until this policy was abandoned, 
the future of our Government asa strong and viggous republic, stronger 
and more vigorous because of the equality of'condition among our 
people in material affairs, was absolutely assured. 

But, sir, the policy of subsidy was adopted, and for twenty-six years 
it has controlled affairs. It appeared at an early moment in the 
methods of your financial system and the adjustment of your great 
public debt, Men who were able to control your affairs and give color 
to your class legislation could not forbear seizing upon the opening 
opportunities, nor could the men who saw the opportunity. You 
can compute with safety hundreds of millions added to the wealth of 
a favored few of your people and placed as an oppressive weight upon 
the shoulders of labor by the various measures through which your 
legislation passed in adjusting and readjusting your financial system 
and the great debt of the nation, No monarchy in all history presents 
an example of such rapid accumulation of great estates by favorites of 
government. 

Under the argument of opening up the country and the rapid develop- 
ment of its resources you granted imperial subsidies in lands and ex- 
hausted the patrimony of your people; and what, sir, have been their 
fruits? I admit the tendency has been torapid developmentin wealth, 
in towns, cities, and estates, but has it been that kind of development 
the American people ought to desire? Is it that order of development, 
of general advancement and peaceful and prosperous homes which it 
was the interest of your people to secure? Is thedevelopment secured 
by these vast subsidies consistent with the principles of your free insti- 
tutions and the substantial equality of your people? Or, on the con- 
trary, is it not a departure from those principles and a development 
of national resources on the methods of the Old World fatal to the 
nopea of the New? 

y, sir, the imperial estates you have created, the more than baronial 
possessions you have established by your class legislation and subsidies 
through yourgreatland grants, pledges of the public credit, public bonds, 
and financial methods are without example. Can any human being fore- 
tell the extent to which those measures, made in the interest of favored 
classes under the pretense of rapid development of the resources of our 
country, may change the character of our institutions and the destiny 
of the American Republic? 

Congress was appealed to by the skillfal and unscrupulous to open 
up highways of improvement, to better the conditions of labor, as 
though this could be brought about by opening up unbounded oppor- 
tunities for the acquisition of fortunes. The inevitable result came 
remorselessly and steadily; wealth increased in an unexampled de- 
gree, but it was not the wealth that cheers and invigorates labor and 
builds up prosperous and happy homes, but the;wealth of great estates. 
Why, sir, thirty years ago a large private estate was so rare in this 
country as to command ial attention. Very few of our people 
were rich and very fewof them were poor. Every successive measure 
that looked to the interest of the few instead of the simple duties of 
the Government to the many, to all alike, has created and increased 
estate after estate until changes in the condition of a people greater 
than the human race has ever witnessed has occurred in the lifetime of 
a single generation. Overgrown fortunes, spent largely in foreign coun- 
tries, with such ostentation as to bring republican institutions, if 
possible, into disrepute, or at home in princely luxury, setting an ex- 
ample of idle display to our people, while arousing indignation on the 
part of those who justly feel that the Government has been unjust, an 
order of things exceedingly unfavorable to the maintenance of the 
public peace and the perpetuation of the true spirit of our republican 
institutions. 

Sir, could any gentleman have doubted, in view of the happy condi- 
tion of our country from which this period of lavish subsidy was a de- 
parture, that in departing from the early methods of our Government 
a fatal mistake was being made? Could any doubt have existed that 
the policy adopted by Congress in the series of measures to which I 
havereferred would produce overgrown estates on the one hand and hope- 
less poverty and cheerless homes on the other, with masses of our people 
not able to keep the wolf from the door or to furnish shelter, food, and 
raiment for their wives and children? No, sir. The history of the 
human race rendered it absolutely certain that these results would 
follow. Who could have doubted that discontent would arise, the 
public peace be disturbed, and appeals to Congress for relief? Could 
any gentleman have doubted these would be the natural and legitimate 
results? They were foreseen as results likely to arise if we went back 
to the methods of monarchies as clearly by the prophetic eye of the early 
statesmen of this Republic as they are to-day. They sought to guard 
against such result, but our generation has failed in the high duty of 
its trust, and for temporary advantage and to promote favorite inter- 
ests have sacrificed the grand hopes of the future. 

You can not go out of the domain of the Government, you can not 
legislate in favor of special interests without building up fortunes of 
some and at the same time reducing fortunes of others. If you give 
great occasion, open up great opportunities, as have in our 


generation, a few great estates, a great multitude of impoverished peo- 
ple are the inevitable results—great estates, and the land filled with the 


ery of labor struggling for relief. High taxation and subsidies to en- 
rich special classes are alone responsible for all this. 

Under the old benign policy of our fathers this Government at the 
end of the present century would have been in the vigor of youth, the 
general equality of its people in the main preserved. As itisnow who 
can foretell what will be the condition of the American Republic at the 
end of the present century, with the changed condition of the people, 
the interest of labor oppressed by the overbearing temper of capital, 
with public discontent and the unrest of multitudes of our people fur- 
nishing a pretext for an increased army andan increased navy? Where 
are these thingstoend? I fear, ascertain as cause follows effect, unless 
all this shall be changed and Congress shall undo as far as it can this 
un-American legislation in behalf of special interests, unless that rem- 
edy isapplied, and applied speedily, ourinstitutions will encounter grave 


Surely Congress will not goon adding to the elements of public in- 
security. j 

Is this House prepared, therefore, in view of the recent experience 
we have had, to embark in these attempts at fostering the wealth of 
the few engaged in the ocean carrying trade at the expense of the whole 
people of the country? Are not the estates of some of the beneficiaries 
of this measure already too t for the public safety ? 

Sir, I hope that past experience will not be forgotten. I think this 
House at least should not forget the final result of the last subsidy 
grant made by this House on the ever specious pretense of reviving 
American shipping. I had occasion to remind the House once before 
that the most humiliating spectacle ever witnessed on this floor, and I 
trust in God it will not be repeated, was when men coming here with 
the respect and confidence of honorable constituencies left this Hall 
covered with shame and dishonor, never to return, and that, too, as 
the result of this policy now sought to be incorporated anew into our 
legislation, and as a natural outgrowth of a system of legislation in 
which the fortunes of the few by personal importunity are to be pro- 
moted at the expense of the many. 

I think it is due to the people of this country, it is due to this House 
that the fact should be stated that one of the great corporations appeal- 
ing to you for this subsidy came into your lobbies by its accredited 
agents with money in their hands to corrupt the legislation of Con- 
gress and by corrupt and dishonest means obtain money from your 
Treasury. In 1865 you had granted the Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 
pany a subsidy of $500,000 a year for ten years. In 1872 you passed 
the law granting that powerful corporation a further subsidy of $500,- 
000 a year for ten years, and two years later the fact came to light that 
bribery had secured the law and you promptly repealed it. 

Gentlemen, here lies the great peril of this system of subsidies, this 
system of legislation that in its results inevitably makes a few rich and 
many poor, Bad enough that the policy of our period should be to dis- 
turb the natural equality in the material condition of our people by 
operation of law, building up great estates for the few and producing 
corresponding poverty in the many, because, independent of its injus- 
tice, it weakens the foundation of our Government; but how much less 
is that evil than that in our great Republic, in the opening of this our 
second century, & policy should be entered upon the natural fruits of 
which are to invite assaults upon the integrity and honor of the Con- 
gress of the United States and the agents of your Government. Can 
any man understand the extent to which the great subsidies already 
granted have affected your public men? How many public men have 
been brought into fearful and perilous temptations by motives un- 
friendly to the Government that employ them! That last experience 
in subsidy legislation is one I think that ought not to be forgotten. It 
is a humiliating lesson and ought not to be repeated, at least in our 
generation. r 
` The Pacific Mail Steamship Company is here the recipient of most of 
the subsidy proposed to be granted, a company which has already ac- 
cumulated enormous wealth, not as the outgrowth of enterprise, fru- 
gality, or industry, but the outgrowth of your subsidy legislation; a 
wealth that has been created by laws at the expense of your people, 
which have changed the natural order of things, operating to the dis- 
advantage of the multitude and to the advantage of the few. 

This measure is in the main to still further enrich the enormous estates 
you have already created. I wish, sir, that. a from a report 
made to this House, which I have marked, may be read from the Clerk’s 
desk; and before it is read let me call the attention of the committee 
to a statement made by this same famous document to which I have 
alluded and which was laid upon all our desks to-day—this appeal of 
wealth for still greater estates. After referring to the fact that the pre- 
viously small subsidies of 1857 were abandoned in 1859, the statement 
goes on: 7 
ts 1870, by hard pluck, there was built 276,053 tons, and in 1874 a rally to 432,- 
: Thon teats came a breaking of national faith by farther Congressional abro- 
gation of ocean mail contracts, and again the stabbing of our shipping in obe- 
dience to foreign whisperings, by way of punishing the individuals who had 
plundered the small profits saved. And thus, from short-sightedness, misrep- 
resentation, and legislative bungling, in 1880 we built only 157,409 tons. 

I ask your attention to the language “‘ foreign whisperings,’’ and in 
this connection I ask to have read the passage from the report to which 
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I have before alluded. Let ussee if it is true, as intimated here more 
than once during this debate, that it was influences from abroad that 
were inducing members of Congress to refuse to promote the interest 
of their own shipping. Let us see whose ‘‘ whisperings’? suspended 
the subsidy of $500,000 a year granted to the Pacific Steamship 
Company in 1872. Let us hear the report of the Committee of Ways 
and Means of this House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The investigation of the Committee on Ways and Means was upon the ques- 
ae daca nge: ONAY, had been corraptiy used by paa Tae eiry Rogen onrad 

ompany or by any person to procure the passage by Congress o e act pro- 
viding for the increased mail service. 

The testimony shows that Arden B. Stockwell was, by a stock combination, 
elected president of the company in November, 1871, with a new board of di- 
rectors, In December, 1871, he appears to have revived the urpose entertained 
by former officers of the company of obtaining an appropriation for additional 
service between San Francisco and China, and summoned Richard B, Irwin, 
one of the company’s agents at San Francisco, to New York for consultation. 
Irwin accordingly came to New York in January, 1872, when he was told by Mr. 
Stockwell of his purpose to bring the matter before Congress, and Stock- 
well arranged with him that he should p to Washington in charge of the 
efforts to procure the passage of such an act. This was done prior to my com- 
ett agate of his purpose to the board of directors or to the executive com- 
mittee, 

„it also appears that on the lith of February, 1872, at a meeting of the execu- 
tive committee of the board of directors the following resolution was adopted 
by that committee, at the request of said Stockwell; 

“February 14, 1872. 

*“ Resolved, That the president, in his discretion, is hereby authorized to em- 
ploy counsel and incur such other necessary expense as may be necessary in 
connection with the measures for additional sabsidy now pending before Con- 
gress.” . 

* t $ * = è * 

My DEAR Sir: Linclose checks to my order indorsed to your order for $250,- 
000, $100,000, $110,000, and $10,000, which are placed in your hands to be used in 
payment of your service in case of the passage and approval by the President 
of the bill or amendment providing for the increase of our China mail service to 
semi-monthly trips with a subsidy of $500,000 a year for ten years, said compen- 
sation to be reduced pro rata in the event of a reduction of the amount appro- 
priated as above. None of these checks to be used by you but all to be returned 
to me in the event of failure, excepting ouly the last-named (340,000) all or any 
portion of which you may apply if actually required for your necessary expenses 
and for counsel fees. > 

Very respectfully yours, 


RICHARD B, Inwiy, Esq. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Stockwell was the president of the company. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

These were either the personal checks of Stockwell or checks belonging to 
him, not the checks of the company. 


Irwin claimed that under the arrangement made by Mr. Stockwell with him, 


instead of the sum of $250,000 named in the preceding letter he was to have 


$500,000, and so stated to Stockwell in reply to that letter. To this communica- 
tion of Irwin, Stockwell replied under date of May 4, 1872. - 

Dear Sir: Yours of the 3d to band. We are much encouraged by the result 
of yesterday were it not for the demands of to-day. When we were defeated 
in the “House” you ssid to me there was some to come of it; that if we 
did get our bill would cost less. I don’t think it wise for the company to give 
their checks in this matter. Notwithstanding, I now inclose the four checks 
for $100,000 each as you desire; but if they must be used, I would prefer my 
checks to be substituted for these; but, as I say above, I send them because I 
want to do everything to insure success. Of course you will return me my 
checks for $250,000 previously sent to you. 

Yours, very respectfully, 


Mr. R. B. IRW. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Thatis the letter of the president of the board of 
directors of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, the president of the 
very company which has been appealing to yov by a paper laid on your 
desks this morning denying that any improper influences are in use to 
secure the passage of this amendment appropriating this subsidy of 
$800,000—the same company which, according to the report in the hands 
of the Clerk at your desk, expended $900,000 to corrupt Congress. The 
following words in the conclusion of the report made to the House on 
the 20th day of February, 1873, only thirteen years ago, by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, show the extent by this extraordinary ex- 
penditure of this corporation to influence the action of Congress. 

The results of the evidence are that about $900,000 was disbursed upon the 
ry age that it was used in aid of the passage of the act now under investi- 
ga 5 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What was the date of that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itwas February 20,1873. The company which ex- 
pended that $900,000 and carried, on the 2d of June, 1872, that subsidy 
of $500,000 for ten years through, that same company now comes be- 
fore you and tells you that no improper influences are being used to 
secure the pending subsidy. I do not believe that corrupt corporation 
can reach any member of this House. I hasten indeed to say that I 
do not believe that the Pacific Mail Steamship Company could by all 
of its enormous wealth, the foundation of which was laid by a Congres- 
sional subsidy, reach ny member of this House. 

But the fact that it has done so in former years, that it spent its cor- 
rupting money to dishonor Congress and our country—for that very 
letter shows that the president of the company regarded Congress as in 
the market and legislation as something to be bought, is too manifest 
to be called in question—makes me shudder at the thought that the 
same powerful corporation can again appear by its agentsin your lobbies 
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demanding a gratuity out of the hard earnings of our people hoarded 
in your Treasury. This very corporation is a direct outgrowth of your 
subsidy system in the grant of bonds and lands you e to the Union 
Pacific Railway Company, in which you created private fortunes almost 
unexampled in the history of mankind. h 

But, gentlemen, have you considered that in connection with this ques- 
tion of subsidy the question of taxation necessarily connected with it 
is of the highest moment. The current expenses of this Government 
confined to the simple objects and just purposes of Government would 
be enormously below the present rate of expenditure. Direct subsidy 
in various forms has swollen the expenditure to the present enormous 
proportions. Have you considered, gentlemen, that taxation itself is 
one of the most powerful centralizers of wealth ever devised by men 
who wish to live off of the labor of other men? You draw from the 
labor of the people annually $325,000,000, a sum more than equal to 
one-fifth of the entire currency of thecountry. You know that atleast 
a part of this $325,000,000—this enormous wealth—is annually crys- 
tallized into more than comfortable estates and in instances into 
great fortunes somewhere. It never goes back to the great mass of 
our people who pay it into the Treasury through the countless chan- 
nels of customs, taxes, and internal-revenue taxation. It never goes 
back to them. This $325,000,000 is an enormous body of wealth 
drawn annually from the industries of the people. Its exactions are 
felt in every home and at every fireside in the crimping of the com- 
forts of home, shelter, and food. ‘It is drawn from the whole people, 
and yet less than half a million, perhaps a greatly less number of 
our people, receive back any portion of this vast sum of money in any 
shape or form, and yet this goes on every year. With a taxation on 
labor unexampled in a time of peace, with a consciousness that our 
wealth in lands has been substantially exhausted by imperial grants 
to the favorites of Congress, that the enormous body of wealth, near 
$100,000,000, has been given directly to the gentlemen who have in- 
geniously managed the Union Pacific Railway system and unnumbered 
other subsidies, is it surprising that at this early moment Congress is 
appealed to for relief; that bills are pending to repeal the enormous 
land grants so far as it can be done; that efforts are made to compel 
the Union Pacific to disgorge the sums of money it has dishonestly 
withheld; that unrest and discontent fill the land with disorder? No, 
sir; this is the natural result of subsidy. 

I admit again that the last twenty-six years have witnessed an un- 
exampled growth of the wealth of this country, but the form of its de- 
velopment has thrown us back to the wretched social system of the Old 
World, from which our fathers thought they had foreverescaped. Pal- 
aces and huts, the luxury and arrogance of wealth, the wretchedness of 
poverty! English, Scotch, and German landlordism in America with 
great landed estates and impoverished and dependent American tenants! 
Such are the fruits of subsidy. Such was the result of subsidy in the 
Old World in giving strength to monarchy by the centralization of 
wealth. Such is, has been, and willbe in the New, and such are its 
results in ourcountry up tothis hour. Subsidy in-the nature of things 
centralizes wealth. Thestrength of monarchy is in centralized wealth; 
the strength of a republic is in the diffusion of the wealth of the nation 
among the whole people, and yet men of ample fortunes are here de- 
manding subsidies from your Treasury ! 

I protest against this presumption of wealth. I protest against a sys- 
tem of legislation which imperils the integrity of Congress and invites 
unlawful and corrupt agencies. I protest against legislation for the 
benefit of the few at the expense of labor. I protest against this whole 
system of subsidy, which in all ages has only created great estates and 
filled the land with poverty. And I plead for that earlier and better 
system which secured to all men the equal protection of law and equal 
and exact justice to all, ‘* protecting all, granting favors to none.” 

[Here the hammer fall. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say that I shall press as rapidly as I can 
to-morrow the consideration of these amendments. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask permission to extend my’ remarks in the 
RECORD. . 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that {fie committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriation for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1887, had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen who desire 
to do so may have leave to print their remarks on these amendments 
in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. © 
Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
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committee had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution of 
the follo title; when the S er signed the same: 
Aish sc ution’ (H. Res, 79) for the relief of William L. Dunlap, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Virginia [ Mr. melon Ayder 


. not present when the Committee on Naval Affairs was called, desires to 
present a report. 
There was no objection. 
_ Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Naval ees re back the 


The motion was 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 4 0’clock and 59 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNES: Papers relating to the claim of William Gibson, 
administrator of Sterling Gibson, of Warrenton, Ga.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 

Also, petition of William Gibson, administrator of Dr. Sterling Gib- 
son, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BUCK: Petition of Sara T. Kinny, Harriet Beecher Stowe, 

gi Silliman Dana, Mary A. Cooke, Anna W. Riddle, and Mary 

M. Vermilye, officers of the Indian Association of Connecticut, for the 

of the Dawes bill providing for the allotment of lands in sev- 

eralty to the Indians; also favoring the bill for the relief of the Mission 
Indians of California—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Grange No. 734, of Pennsyl- 
vania, asking Be segs to prohibit the manufacture and sale of all 
imitation dai ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of citizens of Adair County, Iowa, for a 
special act increasing the pension of Briggs Alden, a soldier of the war 
of 1812—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of citizens of Duval County, Texas, pray- 
ing for the re-establishment of the duty of 1867 on wool—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of ex-Union soldiers of Charlevoix 
OAREN pian, S raying for additional pension legislation—to the 
Committee on valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chicago, urg- 
ing the passage of Senate bill 1877, favoring the immediate-transporta- 
tion act—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ~ 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Ex of , against 
House bill 8328, proposing a tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of Mrs. M. C. Tatum, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of State Grange No. 81, of New Jersey, 
for the suppression of the manufacture and sale of all imitation dairy 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same, protesting against any tariff discrimination 

agricultural raw material—to the Committee on Ways and 


ByN Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of W. H. Porter and 155 others, 
soldiers and citizens, asking for the passage of House bill 3320, grant- 
ing a pension to all Union soldiers, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Effza S. Jones, widow of John C. 
Jones, deceased, and of Robert C. Jones, and other children and heirs 
at TA of said John C. Ji ones, for compensation for property taken and 
destroyed by the British forces in Charles OTA Maryland, during | Sen 
the year 1814—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of George Rex, president board of 
health of Canton, Ohio, and others, for the maintenance of the National 
Board of Health in order that further efforts may be made relative to 
the prevention of epidemics in this country—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. RIGGS: Protest of R. H. Gavin and others, citizens of Beards- 
town, IIL, against a low draw-bridge across the Mississippi below the 
mouth of the Missouri River—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Louis L. Roberts and others, of Kane, Ill., for taxa- 
tion of oleo: e—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. SINGLETON: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. J. Burn- 
ham, of Scott County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. SPOONER: Petitions of the Womans’ Indian Association 


of Rhode Island, and of the Womans’ Indian Association of Newport, 


R. TARER of Senate bills Nos. 53 and 54—to the Committee 
on In 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Reply of Robert M. Littler, secretary of 
the National Butter, Cheese, and Egg Association, to the Board of 
Trade of Chicago on the bogus-butter question—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of citizens of Harris and 
other counties in Texas, asking an appropriation to be expended in 

colored citizens to Liberia—to the Committee on Appro- 

priations, 


By Mr. STORM: Petition of the Produce Exchange of Toledo, Ohio, 
against taxing oleomargarine and butterine—to the Committee on Ag- 


Sa ing 

tition of J. G. Zern, A. J. Darling, and 60 others, citizens of 
Carbon ae nty, Pennsylvania, i in favor of redeeming the trade-dollar— 
to the Committee on Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of numerous citizens of Willsburg, Pa., 
for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of citizens of Knox County, Kentucky, 
asking a pension for Lieut. William B. Eva, late Company H, Forty- 
seat Kentucky Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: relatingto the claim of Mrs. Laura 
Stovall—to the Committee Gn W ar Claims. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of 241 citizens of Minnesota, praying 
for the action of Congress in reference to lands claimed to have been im- 
properly certified to the State of Minnesota for the benefit of certain 
railroad companies—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. T. B. WARD: Petition of 100 citizens of Madison County, 
Indiana, asking that all soldiers and sailors who served in the Féderal 
Army sixty days in the war for the Union be pensioned—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: Papers relating to the claimof Mrs. Belly Hardmann— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions, urging the adoption of the pill placing the 
manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 


fraud and imposition, were pi , and severally referred to the Com- 

mittee on Agriculture 

Rea! y Mr. ERMENTROUT: Of the Solebury Farmers’ Club, of Bucks 
Fo 


ennsylvyania. 
By Mr. HILL: Of citizens of Atwater, of Po: he Round Bot- 
tom, of Wooster, of Bloomville, and of Hartford, 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of William Ulrich and ii ETAN of Foun- 
tain City, Wis. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of alaw 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented, and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Of citizens of Peoria County, Illinois, 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of. yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


“Mr. COKE. When in the consideration of the pension bill 
yesterday the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER] i peosianing the soldiers of the Mexican war was voted on, that 
is, when the motion to lay the amendment on the table was voted on, 
I was absent from the Senate, at the Commerce Committee room with 
other members of that committee at work on the river and harbor bill, 
by permission of the Senate. Iam marked in the RECORD as an ab- 

sentee, when in fact I was paired with the Senator from New York [ Mr, 
EVARTS]. Had I been present, I would have voted against laying the 
amendment on the table. I desire that fact to appear of record. 

I desire to state further that my colleague [Mr. MAXEY], who was 
also absent on official business, who is marked here as an absentee and 
who has no pair announced on this vote, was paired with the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes]. If my colleague had been here, he 
would have voted as I would have done, against the motion to table 
the amendment. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that both pairs 
were announced. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a letter from the governor 
of Ohio, transmitting a copy of the resolutions of the house of represent- 
atives of Ohio in respect to the election of Hon. HENRY B. PAYNE 


1886. 


a Senator from that State; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. VEST presented a resolution of the Board of Trade of Kansas 
City, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the bill imposing a tax 
on oleomargarine and butterine; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of citizens of Wilton, Fairfield 
County, Connecticut, praying for the passage of a bill providing that 
imitation butter shall be sold under its true name; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a pennon of ex-prisoners of war, citizens of Hart- 
ford, Conn., praying for the passage of the bill pending in the House 
of Representatives to pension ex-prisoners of war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN. Ipresent the report of the grand jury of the United 
States court in Savannah, made to the court at the termination of their 
labors, in which they call attention to the condition of the present 
court-house. It is located upon the most important business street in 
the city, which is paved with cobble-stone, and the numerous wagons 
and carriages and vehicles of all sorts which pass over it, as the grand 
jury state and as the judge states in a letter accompanying the pre- 
sentment, make it almost impossible many times (and I know from 
having once practiced in the court there that it is true) to hear either 
the witnesses or the remarks of counsel. The House of Representa- 
tives having passed a bill making an appropriation for a new building 
at that place, this is intended as an expression of the grand jury, in- 
dorsed by the judge, as to the great necessity for the of the bill. 
I move the reference of the papers to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. ` 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of T. R. Foster and 25 other 
citizens of Berlin, Vt., and some other towns, praying for legislation 
to repress the manufacture and sale of fraudulent butter. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the petition of Albert D. Spalter, of Rumney 
Depot, N. H., in which he prays for remuneration on account of serv- 
ices rendered the Government by his maternal grandfather, Lieut. 
Moses Child, during the French and Indian and Revolutionary wars. I 
move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

- The motion was a to. 3 j 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of Charles B. Pendleton, a senator 
from the twenty-fourth senatorial district of Florida, and F. Figueredo, 
a member cf the assembly of Florida, in which they assert that Mr. 
Cirilo Pouble, formerly a resident of Key West and more lately of New 
York, and to them well knowh, was arrested in the city of Havana, 
Cuba, in December, 1884, and since then has been confined in prison 
by the Spanish-authorities of that island for some so-called political 
offense. 

They further show that Mr. Civile Pouble in May of 1882 declared 
his intention to become a citizen of the United States, which is a matter 
of record in the clerk’s office at Key West, and which has been ex- 
amined and attested by them. 

They farther show that Mr. Pouble is held for publications which 
were made in this country, and while a resident of it, and if an offense 
was there committed he is amenable to our laws. In the cause of hu- 
manity, common justice, and the honor of our country they respectfully 
ask that his immediate release and return to this country be demanded, 
and pray for such other action as may best comport with the dignity of 
this country. 

I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, with ihe request that it may have immediate consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5401) making appropriations for additional 
barracks at the Southern, Northwestern, and Western branches of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them séverally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2427) for the relief of the legal representatives of Eliza M. 
Ferris; ; 

A bill (H. R. 6248) granting a pension to Louis A. Wollenweber; 

A bill (H. R. 7437) to increase the pension of Levi L, Tongue; 

A bill (H. R, 7407) granting a pension to Dubbs; 

A bill (H. R. 7688) granting a pension to Wilhelm Nolte; 

A bill (H. R. 7843) granting a pension to Edwin R. Parks; 

A bill (H. R. 7299) for the relief of Green Chambers; 

A bill (H. R. 7401) granting a pension to Samuel Miller; and 

A bill (H. R. 6895) granting a pension to Sarah Harbaugh. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


A707 


Mr. SA from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5154) granting a pension to Margaret A. Poland, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Arizona, in favor of the appointment of a fourth United States judge 
and an increase of compensation to judges, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that the prayer of the petitioners be de- 
nied; which was to. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2281) granting to railroads the right of way through 
the Indian reservation in Northern Montana, reported it with amend- 
ments. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1799) for the removal of the Eastern Cherokee Indians to the’ Indian 
Territory, reported it without amendment. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom wa3 
referred the bill (S. 2377) to authorize the United States district court 
for the northern district of California to proceed in the case of the ex- 
ecutors and heirs of Augustine de Yturbide, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committec 
on Private Land Claims; which was agreed to. 


CHEYENNE AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2222) to authorize the Chey- 
enne and Northern Railway Company to build its road across the Fort 
Russell and Fort Laramie military reservations, to report it favorably 
with amendments. 

I will say that this bill has not only the unanimous approval of the 
committee but also the approval of the Secretary of War, and as the 
road is to be constructed this year, I ask that the bill be now consid- 
ered. I do not think there can be any possible objection to it. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There are two amendments proposed by the. 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, after the word ‘‘line,”’ the commit- 
tee report to insert the words ‘“‘and subject to such regulations;’’ so 
as to read: 


That the Cheyenne and Northern Railway Company, a corporation created 
and organized under the laws of the Territory of Wyoming, is hereby-author- 
ized to build its road across the Fort Russell and Fort Laramie military reser- 
vations, upon such a line and subject to such regulations as may be approved 
by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
was to add to the bill: 

And shall be subject to such change or removal as maybe prescribed by the 
Secretary of War. 

‘Mr. MORRILL. I suggest to the Senator in charge of the bill that 
the amendment should be amended by adding ‘‘at the expense of the 
railway company.’’ 

.Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection to that amendment. I 
adopt the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont, that any change or- 
dered by the Secretary of War shall be made at the expense of the rail- 
way company. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment ‘‘at 
the expense of the railway company;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That such right of way shall not exceed 100 fect in width, and shall 
be subject to such change or removal as may be prescribed by the Secretary of 
War, at the expense of the milway company. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now let us hear the bill as amended read. 
very short. fe 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That the Cheyenne and Northern Railway Company, a cor- 
ce aie created and organized under the laws of the Territory of Wyoming, is 

sreby authorized to build its road across the Fort Russell and Fort Laramie 
military reservations, upon such a line and subject to such restrictions as may 
be approved by the Sangeet f of War: Provided, Thatsuch right of way shall not 
exceed 100 feet in width, and shall be subject to such change or removal as may 
be prestribed by the Secretary of War, at the expense of the railway company. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to add what Iam sure there will beno ob- 
jection to, that which ought to be added in all these granting bills: 

That if the rights hereby conferred shall not be exercised and the road built 
within three years next after the passage of this act, all the rights and authority. * 
hereby granted shall absolutely cease and determine. e 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have certainly no objection to that, 
Sires EDMUNDS. We ought to have that in every one of these 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is a railroad bill, and I have guarded it 
very carefully with ‘all the restrictions possible, and certainly I have 
no objection to that amendment. 


The amendment to the amendment 


It is 


` 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. ~ 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section: 

Sec. 2. That if the rights hereby conferred shall not be exercised and the 
road built within three years next after the of this act, all the rights 
and authority hereby granted shall absolutely cease and determine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. X 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be cngrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.’ 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 570) for the relief of E. P. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 6391) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and 
Gulf Railway Company to constract and operate a railway through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7207) making appropriation to supply deficiency in 
amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1886, for examination and 
surveys required by acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to as- 
certain depth of water and width of channel at South Pass of Missis- 
sippi River; and 

Joint resolution (H, Res. 79) for the relief of William L. Dunlop, 

GILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2482) to restore pensions in certain 
cases; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2483) to grant to the trustees of 
the German Lutheran Trinity congregation, of Washington, D. C., the 
right to sell a portion of their cemetery lands; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 2484) appropriating $25,000 in 
aid of a volunteer disabled soldiers’ hv*ie in Vermont; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the bill be read the second time and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, which I suppose is the 
proper committee, and I hope that committee will give it early atten- 
tion. 

The bill was read the second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 2485) granting a pension to Robert Boyd; 

A bill (S. 2486) granting a pension to John Spruce; 

A bill (S. 2487) granting a pension to Andrew Mucklin; and 

A bill (S. 2488) granting a pension to John B. Fuller, 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2489) for the relief of Thomas Ge- 
hagan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

His dias introduced a bill (S. 2490) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Bethord; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2491) granting a pension to George W. 
Schell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2492) granting a pension to Samuel Wil- 
son, father of Samuel Wilson, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2493) granting a pension to John Harris; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2494) granting a pension to Nelson Ma- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2495) granting a pension to William De- 
moss; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
petition, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 65) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to receive forinstruction at the Military Academy 
at West Point Carlos H. L. Morsing, of Brazil, South America; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BROWN and Mr. MCPHERSON submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them severally to the river and harbor appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


‘and offenses committed in the three counties named. 


ARKANSAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no ‘‘ concurrent or other 
rosolutions’’ the Calendar is now in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I wish to ask the unanimous leave of the 
Senate to take up a bill of local importance in my State. It simply 
transfers three counties from the Federal judicial district in which I 
live to another Federal judicial district to save the inconvenience of 
parties litigant and witnesses traveling 160 or 200 miles farther than 
it is necessary to travel. The bill will not require the attention of the 
beer above two or three minutes. It is Calender No. 1143, House 

ill 5910. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5910) to detach the counties of Howard, Little River, and 
Sevier from the western and add them to the eastern district of Ar- 
kansas. Is thereobjection? ‘The Chair hears none; and the bill is be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read at 
length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill.- 

Mr. INGALLS. Since the bill was reported it has occurred to the 
committee that an amendment will be necessary to it so far as pending 
causes are concerned. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And crimes. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes; old offenses. I ask the Chief Clerk to report 
the amendment which I have previously submitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is not with the bill 
at the desk. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
with the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Has not the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] 
the exact language in another bill relating to the districts in his State? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Yes; the amendment with reference to old of- 
fenses. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I send the amendment which the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi has in his possession to the desk. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the amendment be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill: 


And all prosecutions for crimes and offenses heretofore committed against 
the United States shall be commenced and prosecuted asif this act had not been 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It should read ‘‘commenced, prosecuted, and de- 
termined.” . Put in the words ‘‘and determined.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as 
modified. z , 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


And oe prosecution for crimes and offenses heretofore committed against 
the United States shall be commenced, prosecuted, and determined as if this 
act had not been passed. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That will not do. 


I gave the clerks a paper which was to be filed 


It should be confined to crimes 
As it is now it 
is altogether too large. è 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes; it should apply to the three counties 
of Howard, Little River, and Sevier. 

Mr. INGALLS. I prepared an amendment and gave it to the clerks 
to file with the bill, and it should appear somewhere among the papers. 

RESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment does not seem to be 

among the papers now. If the bill lies over temporarily the clerks 
will probably find it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can fix it in a moment. 

Mr. CONGER. If this bill is laid over temporarily I ask, what I 
have been struggling for some weeks to get, consent to consider a bill, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Michigan suspend for a 
moment until we can finish the bill of my friend from Arkansas? I 
have'an amendment now prepared which I think will answer the pur- 
pose. I move to amend the bill by adding after section 2, as section 3, 
and so changing the number of the last section: $ 

Sec. 3. All crimes and offenses heretofore committed within said western dis- 
trict shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with 
the same effect as if this acPhad not been passed. 

I think that will do. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


: THE BARGE MICHIGAN. 

Mr. CONGER. I now ask the consent of the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4968) to authorize and direct the 
registry and enrollment of the barge Michigan, of Alpena, Mich. 
cd unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. * 


Mr. DAWES. I move that Order of Business 1096, being the bill 
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(S. 2066) touching the grade of commander in the Navy, and to correct 

an error in relation to an appointment therein, be recommitted to the 

Committee on Naval Affairs. I have the consent of the Senator who 

reported the bill adversely [Mr. BUTLER] to move its recommittal. 
The motion was agreed to. : : 


MISSISSIPPI JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar will now be proceeded 
with. The first bill on the Calendar is the bill (S. 121) to authorize 
- the construction of a bridge across the Staten Island Sound, known as 
Arthur Kill, and to establish the same as a post-road, on which the 
Senator frem New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] has the floor. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Will the Senator from New Jersey yield tome 
to call up a local bill, which can be disposed of without debate? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should be very glad to yield, bnt I do not 
know that I have any right toyield the flooron abill whichis incharge 
of another Senator. 

Mr. WALTHALL. If the Senator will yield it will take no time. 
I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 2152) to amend chapter 218 of the acts ofgjhe first 
session of the Forty-seventh Congress, approved June 15, 1852. 

By.unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, to add to the bill: 


And all prosecutions for crimes and offenses heretofore committed against the 
United States shall be commenced and prosecuted asif this act had not been 


So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &e., That the county of Attala, in the northern judicial district of 
the State of Mississippi,is hereby transferred from the western to the eastern 
division of said district; and all prosecutions for crimes and offenses heretofore 
committed against the United States shall be commenced and prosecuted as if 
this act had not been passed. * 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not correct in form, and I move, if there 
be no objection, to insert in lieu of that amendment precisely the words 
which we have inserted in the Arkansas bill, which I am sure will cover 
it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I will state to the Senator that the amendment 
just reported was made to the bill by the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but unhappily, by some accident in transerib- 
ing, it is not in the form which was agreed upon in the committee: 

Mr. WALTHALL. The amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Vermont will be acceptable to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment as reported from the Committee on the Judiciary will be with- 
drawn and the amendment as heretofore proposed by the Senator from 
Vermont will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And all crimes and offenses heretofore committed within said western division 
of said northern district shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same 
manner and with the same effect as if this act had not been passed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 3 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 

STATEN ISLAND BRIDGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar will 
now be proceeded with. A 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 121) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, and to establish the 
same asa post-road, the pending question being on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. MCPHERSON as a substitute. 

Mr. McPHERSON. When I yielded the floor yesterday I was pro- 
ceeding to speak of the policy which had been pursued touching the 
proposed construction of a bridge across the Detroit River. It will be 
remembered that certain officers of the Corps of Engineers of the United 
States Army, asin the present case, had reported favorably upon the prac- 
ticability of bridging that stream consistently with the interests of navi- 
gation. It will be farther remembered that in this case but one engi- 
neer officer has made such a report. In the case of the Detroit River 
bridge I think there had been three distinct and separate reports favor- 
ing the construction of abridge. This would probably have been done, 
and the immense commerce of that great water way would have been 
permanently impaired, had it not been for the timely action of Congress, 
as found in the appropriation bill for rivers and harbors, approved 
merch 3, 1873, in which a provision was inserted, which reads as fol- 

OWS: 

That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and required to detail from the 
Be neon Corps one or more engineers, whose duty it shall be to inquire into 
and report u the practicability of bridging, consistently with the interests of 
navigation, the channel between Lake Huron and Lake Erie, at such points as 
may be needful for the passing of railroad trains across said channel, and also 
its effect upon the eo, aaa of the same; and further, to inquire into the num- 
ber and r of the vessels navigating said channel, and the number of 
trips made by each, and, if said bridging be practicable, to report what extent of 
span or spans and elevation above the water will be required in the construc- 


-winter need a 


tion of such bridge or bridges, so as not seriously to injure the navigation of 


said nel. 


I send to the desk of the Secretary, andask to have read, asmall part 
of that rt, which will be found on page 599 of the report of the 
pe ore ma the year 1874, included within the lines I have marked. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The different railway crossings of the river have now been considered. Two 
bridges only are at present desired, namely, at Detroit and at Stony Island. As 
the road crossing at the latter vere has but just been opened, we have no data 
for the amount of freight it will take over. From Messrs. Bissell and Hackett’s 
statement, the amount of freight which would through a Vain ro Detroitis 
about 9,000,000 of tons per annum, while from the Great Western way Com- 
pass statement the whole amount of freight crossed at Detroit in 1872 was 

ess than one-tenth that amount. But what makes a bridge necessary to the 
railroads is the winter ice, as during the summer freight can be crossed about 
as cheaply by ferry as by a bridge, when interest on the cost of the latter and 
maintenance are considered. er 

Hence, sup ng one-third of the railway freight to be crossed during the 
winter mon it will be seen,in the case of a bridge, that 9,000,000 of tons of 
freight is asked to yield its interests for the benefit of one-thirtieth of that amount, 
This ratio will become larger when the Canada Southern road is in full opera- 
tion, but it must always be small. ‘ 

But, aside from the relative amounts of freight whose interests are in opposi- 
tion, there is a wide difference between the rates of transportation between 
points connected both by water and by rail. 

From Chicago to Buffalo, during the season of navigation, there is the freest 
competition. The vessels engaged in freighting are of the most varied kind, 
their owners and managers are widely scattered, and almostas numerousasthe 
vessels; and, when the rates of freight become high enough to make hem, 
a little more profitable, any man with a few thousand dollars can build a vesse: 
and compete with the others. 7 

A E EEI TEE of any serious extentand long continuation becomes then im- 
possible, 

Among the railroad lines between Chicago and Buffalo, which are few in num- 
ber, combinations to fix the rates of freightare easily formed. If the rates are 
too high, the fact that, to enter into competition with these, a capital of many 
millions of dollars is required, practically destroys such competition as would 
fix and keep the rates at the lowest practicable point. 

The results of unlimited competition and water transportation on one hand, 
and of no competition and rail transportation on the other,are shown in the 
rates on grain from Chicago to Buffalo by water, in 1872, which varied, accord- 
ing to Messrs. Bissell and Hackett’s statement, from 1.66 mills ps ton per mile 
to 3.53 mills per ton per mile: averaging 2.74 mills, or about 12 cents per hun- 
dred pounds from Chicago to Buffalo, while the rail rates by Blue Line were in 
October, 1872, 35 cents,and in May and September, 1873, 30 cents. In 1871 these 
rates yaried from 22} cents in summer to 35 cents in winter. 

The earnings on through freight of the Michigan Central Railroad are given in 
Table XVII, and in 1872 they average 12.80 mills per ton per mile. 

‘The most pressing want of the whole Northwest is cheap transportation to the 
East, and no steps should be taken which can interfere with the main channel 
by which that transportation is secured. If we consider the magnitude of the 
freights which pass through the Detroit River as compared with those which in 
ridge to cross it, or if we compare the rates by which freight is 
carried between points like Chicagoand Buffalo, common to two routes, the 
immense importance of the E aega berger of the water way unimpaired stands 
clearly forth. Bridges would be of an additional value to the Toads on ace 
count of the quicker time its passengers could make. This consideration is, 
however, of minor importance to the country at large,and ly to the 
Northwest, which demands, not the quickest ger transit to New York 
across the Detroit River, but the cheapest frieghts on grain. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I need not detail to the Senate the imperative 
necessity which seemed to exist to accommodate the great railroad lines 
engaged in interstate commerce, and the great expense entailed on said 
lines, especially during the winter season, in crossing freight and pas- 
sengers. The cost during ice season was estimated as high as 20 cents 
per ton on freight by some of the railroad managers, Notwithstanding 
this obstruction to the railroads during the winter season the Secretary 
of War, wisely and prudently, appointed a board of engineers, five in 
number, to carry into effect the provisions of act of March 3, 1873. And 
notwithstanding the railroad companies proposed to compromise upon a 
bridge which would be available for their use four months in the year, 
and whose use would be denied them during the navigation season, or 
eight months in the year, the able board of officers to whom it was re- 
ferred reported against a bridge and in favor of a tunnel. 

I will now read the conclusions of the board, which will be found on 
page 603 of the same volume. 

Second. That no bridge giving paeme yemni; by draws alone, with draw- 


spans at present practicable, can be permitted without serious injury to naviga- 


tion. 
$ * * * * s 


= 

Fourth. For the reasons heretofore given, although the question has not been 
directly referred to it, the board deem the crossing of the river by tunnels the onl, 
unobjectionable method; and from all the information they have obtained, 
think a tunnel at Detroit or Stony Island is by no means impracticable, at a cost 
not so great as to debar its construction. 

The bridge was denied and a tunnel was recommended; a tunnel was 
commenced to be built, but they have not proceeded to the extent of 
completing it. i 

I only cite this case to show that after three engineer officers of like 
rank with Major Gillespie had reported in favor of bridging the Detroit 
River, the Secretary of War under an act of Congress appointed aboard 
of engineers of the most competent men in the Engineer Corps of the 
Army, and they decided against the construction of a bridge across that ` 
river for the reasons so very elaborately stated which appear in the re- 


rt. 
Again, Mr. President, the act of June 23, 1866, making appropriations 
for rivers and harbors contained the following section: 


For examining and reporting upon the subject of constructing railroad bridges 
across the Mississippi River between Saint Paul, in Minnesota, and Saint Louis, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4710 


in Missouri, upon such plans as will offer the least impediment to the naviga- 


tion of the river. 

The Secre of War organized a board of engineers under that dis- 
tinguished engineer officer General Warren. They examined into all 
of the proposed bridges, built and to be built, to wit, at Quincy, at Du- 
buque, at Saint Paul, at Hastings, at Winona, at La Crosse, at Prairie 
du Chien, at Clinton, the new Rock Island bridge, and the Burlington 
railway bridge, the Hannibal railway bridge, and the Louisiana railway 
bridge. 

The board makes very elaborate reports in each case, which I com- 
mend fo the consideration of the Senate, but will not take the time of 
the Senate to read. I will, however, read a few words from the general 
conclusions reached by the board as found on page 15, report of 1878, 
which reads as follows: 


Not counting draw-bridges authorized but not built, those now in existence 
have more than reached the limits of aggregate obstruction to navigation that 


can be borne without suffering great loss, Such bridges “accommodate” the 


railroads, but the delays they occasion to vessels at nights and during winds 
which do not interfere with the navigation of other parts of the river, prevent 
all regularity in the running of steamboats, and destroy the systematic arrange- 
ments for loading and unloading freights, upon which economical and profit- 
able management depends. $ t % 


$ hd 
- The conclusion then (which the whole of this investigation and report sus- 
pat | is, that high bridges with wide spans are the only kind that will with 
pon “of accommodate the railroads, and at the same time preserve the navi- 

Now, Mr. President, the reports that I have read impel me to the 
conclusion that the Senate can not with safety to all interests con- 
cerned, and especially to the great interests of navigation on this stream, 
consent that it be bridged as provide in this bill. A tunnel may be 
built at very little cost and under more favorable, conditions as to ap- 
proaches, depth, and foundation of the stream than can be found clse- 
where in the world. Ifa tunnel were properly constructed the passage 
of the trains could not interfere with the commerce of the stream, nor 
could the commerce of the stream interfere with or delay the 
of the trains. For myself, I am not willing to sacrifice this great pak 
lic interest at the demand of a single railroad or any number of rail- 
roads. 

I will not take the time of the Senate longer, Mr. President, having 
only referred to one or two authorities, although I have many that I 
should like to submit. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, this bill being practically in my charge, 
it was myintention to have closed the debate;. but as I leave to-morrow 
morning that will be impossible; and therefore I will take no part in 
the discussion. I leave the questions of law and of fact fortunately 
in abler hands than mine anyway. I desire to say simply a word now. 

Allusion has been made to two railroad companies, the Pennsylvania 
and the Baltimore and Ohio, and their conflicting interests. I wasap- 
pointed chairman of a subcommittee to consider this question about 
three years ago, and I am frank to say that my predilections were all 
for the Pennsylvania Railroad and are to-day as against the Baltimore 
and Ohio. Iam free further to say that all my sympathies were with 
New Jersey as against New York, New Jersey being the smaller State, 
and I living ina small State. Therefore I started into this investiga- 
tion with a desire to be able to satisfy myself that this bridge ought 
not to be built—an honest desire on my part to so find. 

We gave at least at that time two days’ hearing, and some of the 
ablest lawyers in this country appeared for both sides. The Senators 
from New Jersey appeared in of one side. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I did not. 

Mr, FRYE. Youdid not. The members of the House appeared on 
both sides. Fortunately nearly the whole of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce were present at these hearings, as it was a matter 
of a good deal of interest and attracted attention, and the hearings 
were of great interest on account of the distinguished character-of the 
gentlemen who appeared to represent the two sides. ‘We listened pa- 
tiently and heard all the testimony in the case and reported unani- 
mously, I being compelled to yield my predilections and my sympathies, 
in favor of building this bridge and building it 30 feet high above 
mean low water. 

The bill was not acted upon. It was again presented at this session 
of Congress, and again the gentlemen on both sides demanded a hearing, 
and again the whole committee gave them a hearing that lasted, accord- 
ing to my recollection, three days. The investigation and the argu- 
ments were more exhaustive than they were before, and in the trial of 
this case there was nothing left out of evidence or of Jaw, and when the 
hearing was over the Committee on Commerce, with the same unanim- 
ity as before, gave a verdict in favor of building this bridge, only amend- 
ing the former bill by increasing the height 2 feet, and as the former 
bill limited the Secretary of War to the location at a particular point 
which was objectionable to many of the gentlemen who appeared 
against the bridge on account of a current and a curve in the stream 
there but which the railroad preferred on account of its being a shorter 
distance across, an amendment was agreed to giving more latitude to 
the Secretary of War as to location. I say the committee was practi- 


cally unanimous on that, and after a full hearing, a great deal fuller 
and ampler hearing than can be had here in the Senate. 
Now, Mr. President, I myself have no question about the propriety 
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of building this bridge. In my judgment the general commerce of the 
country demands it. That it will interfere to a certain extent with the 
commerce of the Arthur Kill of course can not be doubted, and no 
bridge can be built on any river where there is much commerce that 
does not to a certain extent interfere with that commerce; and yet the 
interference with that commerce is amply answered for by the benefits 
that will be derived by the general commerce of the country. 

As to the height of the bridge, it has been suggested that it ought to 
be 70 feet. I disagree to that suggestion. I fail to see why 70 feet 
would be any better than 32 feet. There is no schooner or barge that 
can not go under a 22-foot bridge, and there is no tug or canal-boat or 
barge, in my opinion from the evidence offered, that will not go under 
the 32-foot bridge. All tugs that are constructed nowadays that would 
not go under a 32-foot bridge can very easily, and at a very little ex- 
pense, be so contrived’ that the smoke-stacks can be lowered; and on 
the Western rivers and in other localities very many of them are so 
contrived. It is very seldom that a sailing vessel goes through this 
Kill. There is no necessity forit. The commerce of the Kill consists 
of canal-boats, tug-boats, barges. According to the evidence, ninety- 
ane one4fmndredths of all the commerce that goes through it is of that 
character. 

There is within my knowledge but one bridge in this whole neigh- 
borhood of New York and New Jersey higher than a 32 feet bridge, 
and that is the Brooklyn bridge. Ido not know of anyother. There 
certainly is not one in New Jersey. A large amount of the commerce 
which comes through this Kill comes down the Raritan River and under 
a bridge there which is not 32 feet high. There is not one higher in 
New England that I knowof. The draw provided for is 200 feet in the 
clear. I do not. believe that that draw will have to be opened four 
times a day to accommodate all the commerce of the Arthur Kill witk 
a bridge 32 feet high. 

Mr. President, that is all I desire to say.. In my judgment the in- 
terests of the commerce of this country, not of New England, because 
I do not think New England commerce wil¥ be benefited in the slight- 
est by this bridge, but the commerce of the great West will be im- 
mensely accommodated by this bridge. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator permit me to call his attention 
to a part of the report? Major Gillespie, upon whom I think the com- 
mittee very largely rely seemingly, as they quote him in the formal 
report they make to the Senate, speaking of the bridges about New 
York and New Jersey, as found on page 743 of the report of the Secre- 
tary of War in 1884, says of Arthur Kill: 

This is one of the most important highways for commerce in the vicinity of 
New York Harbor. 

The channel is used by all the vessels which transport the commerce originat- 
ing at Klizabethport, and also by all the yessels, steamers, boats, bar, and 
tows which go to the several rivers tributary to Authur Kill, or which pass 
from New York Harbor southward through the Delaware and Raritan Canal, 

‘The annual tonnage of the canal alone at one time reached the high figure of 
5,500,000 tons. 

It is now greatly diminished; he proceeds to state why. It will be 
remembered that the Raritan River is only a tributary of this sound. 
Across the mouth of that river was built a bridge of exactly the char- 
acter which the Senator proposes to build across the main channel of 
Arthur Kill. As a consequence of the building of that bridge across 
the mouth of the Raritan River, according to the statement of Major 
Gillespie himself, the commerce has diminished from 5,500,000 tons to 
2,300,000 tons. And yet he does not think this proposed bridge will 
interfere with the commerce of the sound. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not say so. I said I thought it would. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Major Gillespie goes on to say: 

The tonnage of coal, iron, and other freight from Elizabethport is about 3,000- 
000 annually, and the total tonnage through the channel is estimated at 16,500,- 
000 tons annually, with an estimated value of $61,592,000. : 

The maintenance of deep water in this channel is a matter of more than local 
importance, and concerns not only the entire coasting trade of New Jersey, but 
also a considerable part of that of Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Marylan 

Especially is it a great outlet for easy and cconomical delivery to the manu- 
factories of the New England States, 


In that regard it does interest the Senator’s constituents. 
Especial attention is invited —— 


Mr. FRYE. The Senator will pardon me again. I said that New 
England had not any special interest in favor of this bridge. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I so understand him. 

Mr. FRYE. It is the opposite of what the Senator has attributed to 


me. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I have noticed in the Senator’s 
report, which Ihave read with a great deal of care, a statement as to the 
amount of tonnage passing through this stream upon which he expects 
to construct a bridge only 32 feet high. He speaks of the tonnage of 
Perth Amboy, South Amboy, and the Delaware and Raritan Canal. 
He quotes from Major Gillespie’s report and Major Gillespie is exactly 
right as to the amount of tonnage from the three given points. 

Major Gillespie, for some reason unexplained, whether intentionally 
or unintentionally, has deceived the committee and the public as to the 
amount of tonnage necessarily passing through the Arthur Kill. He 
speaks of three points which are great delivery points and there stops. 
Now, what are the facts? In addition to the tonnage that must neces- 
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sarily pass through this stream of which Major Gillespie speaks, here 
is Cheesequake Creek, which has been improved by the Government, 
and according to his own report there are 47,000 tons from that not 
nameđinhisreport; thereis Rahway River,50, 000 tons; Elizabeth River, 
30,000 tons; Woodbridge Creek, 120, 000 tons annually; Matteawan 
Creek, 122, 000 tons; and there'is Keyport Harbor; its commerce must 
take this route in timesof storm on the Atlantic, and the entire commerce 
of Keyport Harbor is 1,800,000 tons. Then "there is South River, of 
which he does not speak at all, 350,000 tons; and the factories located 
along the Arthur Kill, 100,000 tons more. 

Let me ask the Senator from Maine just one simple question. Under 
this bill this can not be in the special interest of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad alone, because you propose to give all other railroads the 
same advantages; and that I claim will be worse than giving them to 
the Baltimore and Ohio alone, because it will only multiply the trains 
on the bridge and more seriously impede navigation because of the 
number of trains. Then what is the objection, what can be the objec- 
jection to the construction of a tunnel instead of a bridge, when the 
tunnel can be cheaply built, and when the tunnel is built no passing 
vessel can interfere with a passing train and no passing train with a 
passing vessel? 

Here is an island said to be important for the great commercial in- 
terests of the country, conceded to be so, and therefore it is that you 
should be extremely careful how you propose to reach that island. Let 
it be done in asubstantial manner, in a wise and prudent manner. It 
is only a matter of a few thousand dollars one way or the other, andas 
I said yesterday when addressing the Senate it would be better for the 
people of New Jersey to build the tunnel, construct it at their own ex- 
pense, and make it a present to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and 
all other railroads that desire to use it, than to endure this proposed 
bridge. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I was not aware that I had said anything 
to provoke the Senator from New J ersey into making another speech. 
I said nothing about the extent of commerce on this stream at all. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator quoted Major Gillespie’s report as 
to the amount of commerce, 

Mr. FRYE. In my speech I said nothing about the amount of com- 


mierce, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I spoke of your report. 

Mr. FRYE. My report correctly stated the commerce. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It stated the commerce at three points. I say 
that in the general estimate there are 3,582,000 tons of freight passing 
through there that are not stated in the report. 

Mr. FRYE. Isimply desire to restate what I did say, that before 
the Committee on Commerce all the faets ap . Thedistinguished 
gentlemen who argued the case besides the Senator from New Jersey 
did not leave out anything of law or of fact. Everything was put in. 
I never knewa case in my experience more carefully prepared and more 
thoroughly treated than this case; and yet I say that the committee 
were compelled to come to the conclusion that the general interests of 
commerce demanded that the bridge should be built. That is all I 
said about it. Iam not belittling the commerce of Arthur Kill. I 
know it is immense, and that is all I intended to say about it. 

Now only one word further in regard to Major Gillespie. Sostrongly 
was my mind inclined for New Jersey and for the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road as against the Baltimore and Ohio—I mean personally—that after 
we had had one hearing and the report of Engineer Gillespie had been 
read the Senator from New Jersey asked me if I would not have that 
report recommitted with a request that an examination be made. I 
recommitted that report to the Secretary of War with an inyitation as 
strong as one could make it in a letter of that kind, that he not only 
would re-examine, but that he would reform his report so that it might 
be nearer my views and my wishes; but instead of reforming he ex- 
amined again, and the report came back stronger than it was before. 

That is all I desire to say. Ido not intend to discuss the general 
merits of the question at all. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, in all the cases to which I re- 
ferred this morning like favorable reports had been made by individual 
engineers, and those reports and recommendations when referred to a 
board of engineers were overruled. Iam quite certain thatif this mat- 
ter were recommitted toa board of intelligent engineers not one of them 
would report favorably to the construction of a bridge across this water 
avay, except it be a high bridge with a wide span. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in several years’ service upon the Com- 
mittee on Commerce I do not now remember asingle case wherea bridge 
was proposed to be constructed over a navigable stream where there was 
any considerable amount of commerce without a direct conflict between 
what is called the river interest or the navigation interest and the rail- 
road companies. The great difficulty in which our committee has al- 
ways been has been to strike the just medium between these two con- 
flicting interests. The river men, the navigation men seem to be un- 
able to see that there is a vast change in the carrying trade which has 
taken place all over this continent.” Where there used to be hundreds 
of vessels navigating streams, the railroads have almost destroyed the 
navigation interest. 

Conspicuously is this so in cases like the one now under considera- 


tion before the Senate. The natural antagonism, if I may so term it, 
between the railroads and the navigation interest, the vessels of the 
country, has been sadly enhanced in this case by the struggle between 
two giant corporations, the Pennsylvania and the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Companies. ` The Pennsylvania Railroad, I speak of it in the 
most disinterested way; Ihave no connection with either company and 
buta very slight acquaintance with the officers of either; 1 have no 
favors to ask from them and have never received any. My only interest 
in this matter isas a Senator from a Western State, every producer in 
which is directly interested in cheap’ transportation, whether by water 
or by rail, and I have endeavored to perform my duty judicially in this 
whole matter and have listened to the arguments that have been made 
on each side. The Pennsylvania Railroad Company wants to keep the 
Baltimore and Ohio from coming into New York city, because that en- 
hances and increases its own profits. Itistheoldstory. The Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company has made this struggle upon the basis ostensibly 
of what, as I said before, is now the rather inconsiderable navigation 
interest, because as compared with the interests of these two gigantic 
corporations the navigation is inconsiderable, though it amounts here 
to a great deal. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask whether there is not some way of adjust- 
ing these interests so that the navigation which now exists shall not be 
imperiled for the benefit of interests hereafter to arise. 

Mr. VEST. That is exactly the object and aim of the Commerce Com- 
mittee, and has been in all these cases, and is in the case now before 
the Senate. If we can give to this railroad the right to cross Arthur 
Kill and give it direct communication with or entrance into New York ` 
city without injuring the navigation interest, we want to do it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to a question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Supposeanother great railroad interestand a sec- 
ond and a third shall in the immediate future seek an outlet across New 
Jersey and to the terminal facilities found there, and shall also desire 
to build a railroad bridge. Suppose the applications multiply indefi- 
nitely. This will be accepted and taken as a precedent and rule for 
future action by Congress, and it is absolutely and emphatically proven 
that this bridge alone will not only impair but destroy the commerce, 
what will it be when there are half a dozen others, with differing train „e 
hours? How ‘Jong does the Senator think, under such circumstances, 
it would require for a tow to pass through all the bridges? In short, 
would not all commerce on the sound be of necessity abandoned ? 

Mr. VEST. That is the si the case entirely opposed to the con- 
struction of any bridge across the Arthur Kill. Does the Senator mean 
to say that we are to construct no bridgeatall? He says this will bea 
precedent. In so far as it is the construction of a bridge in the interest 
of cheap rtation, and which does not unjustly affect the naviga- 
tion interests, it is a good precedent, and the bridge ought to be buiit 
whether it goes over one navigable stream or another. When it comes 
now to the reductio ad absurdum put here by the Senator from New 
Jersey, thatif we pass this bill we shall multiply the number of bridges 
across the Arthur Kill, I say that is no argument at all, because that is 
taking for nothing the legislative discretion of the Committee on Com- 
merce and of the Senate and of the Congress. All these matters are 
to be determined as each case is specifically presented. 

When the Eads bridge was built at Saint Louis, the most splendid 
structure of the kind at that time upon this continent if not in the 
world, I remember, and every Senator here will remember, the attack 
made upon it by all the steamboat interests of the Mississippi River. 
It was predicted that the river would be obstructed by the wrecks that 
would be caused against the piers of that bridge; yet the bridge stands 
there to-day without those wrecks; and now when another bridge is 
proposed across the Mississippi River and in every such instance these 
same interests, no doubt looking alone to their immediate personal ben- 


efit, declare that if another bridge is put over the stream it will destroy ~ 


navigation entirely. 
é Srl SEWELL. May I ask the Senator what is the height of that 
ge? 

Mr. VEST. Fifty feet, a fixed bridge with fixed spans, and nota 
draw-bridge 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Above high water? 

Mr. SEWELL. Sufficient to pass everything on the “Mississippi 
River. 

Mr. VEST. Boatmen said not. They complained that it would be 
impossible for the larger class of boats on the Upper Mississippi to go 
below the bridge; and yet all these difficulties have disappeared. The 
engineers of the United States held a convention at Saint Louis and 
declared that the bridge was utterly impracticable, thata 500 feet span 
was absolutely impossible, and they stopped the construction of it for 
eighteen months; yet Eads went on and built the bridge, and, so far as 
can be seen now, it will stand as long as the banks on each side of the 
river stand. 

Mr. President, I approached the question, as I said, precisely in a 
judicial way except so far as my representation of a Western and agri- 
culture State may influence my judgment, being, as I am, anxious for 
cheap transportation. Every Western Senator, every Western citizen, 


knows that every bushel of corn or wheat that goes to New York—and 
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allour agricultural products goto New York—that goes there cheapened 
in transportation is so much more in the pockets of the men who raise 
that wheat and that corn. 

I would not destroy the navigation interests upon the Arthur Kill; 
it would be unjust to arbitrarily pass any measure that would do this; 
but I say to those navigation interests, as I did to the steamboatmen on 
the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers, ‘‘ You must give and take; you 


must recognize changed conditions and changed methods; you must rec- 
ognize the fact that three-fourths of the transportation of this country 
is in the hands of the railroads, antl that that proportion will increase. 
You can not-appeal from the irresistible decrees of God and nature.” 
These streams can never be made again to become the exclusive means 
of transportation for the carrying trade of this continent. I would not 
arbitrarily destroy them, and I have conscientiously and honestly en- 
deavored to strike what is the just medium between these two conflict- 
ing interests in my action in the committee and in the Senate. : 

Now I cometo thelegal proposition involved. Mr. Courtlandt Parker, 
a very eminent lawyer, argued the case on behalf of the adverse inter- 
est to the construction of this bridge in a brief which I read and re- 
read with great interest, because as a professional production itis almost 
without a peer, and as a lawyer he is entitled to my intense admira- 
tion, and I say so publicly. I took the pains to examine every au- 
thority cited by Mr. Parker, and to go through the whole case as a 
lawyer to the bestof my ability. ‘The main authority upon which Mr. 
Parker relies, it may be said almost exclusively, is that of Gilman rs. 
The City of Philadelphia, found in 3 Wallace, 713. He also cites 8 Curtis, 
105, the case of Wilson vs. The Blackbird Creek Company, which is a 
leading case in the decisions of the Supreme Court; 18 Howard, 232, 
State of Pennsylvania vs. The Whecling and Belmont Bridge Company, 
and Pollard’s Lessee vs. Hagan, 15 Curtis. 

Whatever may have been the opinion of jurists in the past with re- 
gard to the right of Congress to construct bridges and to control naviga- 
tion or commerce across navigable streams, I say to-day without any 
hesitation that that question has been settled and settled forever. It is 
not necessary now to discuss the power of Congress as against the power 
of a State Legislature to authorize the construction of bridges over inter- 
nal streams; and I mean by that expression a stream which is entirely 
«Within one State and where the State or the citizens of the State own 
the soil upon each side of the proposed bridge. 

The bridge that is proposed to be constructed in the present case is 
what is called a tidal bridge. It iswhere the tide ebbsand flows. In 
regard to that class of structures reme Court have decided so 
often and so emphatically that the co: ction of bridges is exclusively 
within the jurisdiction of Congress whenever Congress sees proper to 
exercise it, that the lawyer who to-day would say that it does not exist 
would simply make himself absurd and ridiculous before the profes- 
sion. If the Legislature of a State sees proper, even as to an internal 
stream, to exercise its jurisdiction and authorize the construction of a 
bridge Congress could nullify, to use the expression, or abrogate the 
exercise of that jurisdiction if Congress came to the conclusion that it 
was a navigable-stream or came within the constitutional clause which 
confers on Congress power to regulate commerce among the several 
States. But pretermitting that discussion over an arm of the sea, over 
an estuary or a river where the tide ebbs and flows, there is no sort of 
doubt that Congress has the jurisdiction to say whether a bridge shall 
be constructed or not, and no State can interfere with the exercise of 
that discretion. 

If a State sees proper to exercise its municipal jurisdiction over the 
land on either side, it can do so; but even in thatcase, if Congress sees 
proper to authorize the construction of a bridge under the constitutional 
clause to which I have referred, and in the exercise of that jurisdiction 
it is necessary to take a portion of the soil of the State or condemn it 
for the purpose of putting abutments or piers in order to construct the 
bridge, that power absolutely rests with the Congress of the United 
States and nowhere else. 

The cases which are cited by Mr. Parker absolutely demonstrate this 
position, outside of the recent Georgia case which is cited in the report 
of the committee. Therefore till this proposition is contested I shall 
leave it where it is with the statement that this is a question for the 
discretion of Congress under the jurisdiction which is absolutely vested 
in us by the Federal Constitution. 

Now as to the details of this structure the Senator from New Jersey 
says we have relied on the opinion of Major Gillespie. Notso. Asa 
matter of course that opinion had gteat weight with the committee. 
He isan engineer officer of the United States. Heis familiar with these 
waters. It was his official duty to make this report to Congress, and 
he has made it over and over again. He is absolutely corrupt or abso- 
lutely incompetent or else this bridge should be constructed as is pro- 
vided in this bill. But aside from that report, aside from the vast in- 
terests involved in the way of cheap transportation, let us look at the 
details of the bridge itself. 

The bill provides fora pivot draw-bridge over a stream 600 feet wide, 


with two spans of 200 feet each upon either side of the pivot-pier. It 
has all the safeguards in regard to opening the draws. No draw-bridge 
of over 200 feet span has been constructed over any stream. It is suf- 


ficient to say now that engineers, no matter how they may have in- 


clined upon questions of the construction of bridges, have never rec- 
ommended the construction of any draw-bridge with a span of over 
200 feet. Over the Mississippi River that draw has been found ample 
and complete. In the State of New Jersey there are draws, as wé 
were informed by the evidence before the committee, of 70 feet, and 
that over streams hearly as wide as this Arthur Kill. 

It is provided in the bill not that this bridge shall be 32 feet above 
the surface of the stream or above the highest of the superstructure, 
but itis provided that it shall not be less 32 feet, and the bill 
further provides that the Secretary of War, assisted by the engineer 
officers, shall consider the details of the construction of the bridge and 
fix the height, and put such additional safeguards as may be necessary 
in order to preserve the navigation interest. 

The whole question in a nutshell is, shall the State of New Jersey, 
much as I respect that State and her honored Senators upon this floor, 
shall the Pennsylvania Railroad with its 400,000,000 of capital—I say 
that in no acrimonious sense, but simply because I want to emphasize 
the vast interests and the importance of that corporation—shall even 
the State of New Jersey and the Pennsylvania Railroad Company say that 
this Congress shall not authorize a bridge in which the carrying trade 
ofthe whole country is interested and all the producing interests of the 
country, when the Secretary of War, when the Engineer Bureau, and 
when commonsense tell you that it will be no obstruction to navigation 
except such as is absolutely necessary in the construction of a bridge 
across a navigable stream. 

If the Senator from New Jersey thinks it necessary to put additional 
safeguards in the bill, let him do so. He can provide for sheer-booms, 
drop-booms, so that every craft that comes can be dropped through these 
draws without any danger. 

It was said before the committee and principally urged that the smaller 
craft, the hundreds of thousands of smaller boats that are to pass through 
this bridge would be in danger. Why, sir, is it possible, even if the 
lowest bridge should be resorted to, 32 feet high—and the Engineer 
Bureau can go as much above that as they think proper—but even put- 
ting it at 32 feet, how, as the Senator from Maine says, could the 
smaller craft be in danger. Sloops, schooners, oyster boats, and other 
craft that dre used upon Arthur Kill could go through; and after all it 
is a question for the discretion and the public honesty and the public 
capacity of the Engineer Bureau when these conflicting interests are 
brought together upon the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ishould like to ask the Senator whether the 
committee considered the question in referenee to the tunnel that is 
spoken of? s 

Mr. VEST. Asamatter of course that was urged upon us, and urged 
upon us in the different arguments that were made. We heard the case 
over andoveragain. From the evidence wehad in regard to the nature 
of the soil upon either side and as to the practicability and expense of 
a tunnel, and principally from our conclusion as to whether this bridge 
would impede navigation, we found that in our judgment a bridge was 
better than a tunnel and less expensive. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I must say that some of the 
statements just made by the Senator from Missouri seem to me very 
extraordinary. I understand him to say that this is a combination of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad and the State of New Jersey as against the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad system. 

Mr. VEST. I made no such assertion. I did not want to say any- 
thing that would have so offensive a signification as the word ‘‘ combi- 
nation’? mightimply. Ido mean to say this, and my friend from New 
Jersey shall have the benefit of it frankly: I mean to say that the 
Pennsylvania Railroad and these New Jersey interests are against this 
bill; and it was so represented in our committee. I do not say there 
was any combination or understanding. I know nothing about that. 
I stated it simply as it appeared. The advocates of the opposite side 
of the question to the passage of the bill were gentlemen representing 
the State of New Jersey as they claimed, and it was also very evident 
that the Pennsylvania Railroad Company were represented too. 

Mr. McPHERSON. With all due res to the Senator I wish to 
say that what I said was a necessary conclusion I drew from the state- 
ments he made. 

Now I should like the Senator from Missouri to say in what respect 
the bill reported by the committee of which he is an honored member 
cripples the Pennsylvania Railroad from enjoying all the privileges 
given by the bill to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. I read, begin- 
ning in line 20 of section 1 of the bill: s 

That all railway companies desiring to use the said bridge shall have and be 
entitled to equal rights and privil in the parage over the same, and in the 
use of the machinery and fixtures thereof and of all the approaches thereto, for 


a reasonable compensation to be paid to the owners of said bridge under and 


upon such terms and conditions as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of War 


upon hearing the allegations and proofs of the parties in case they shall not 
agree. 
It is a bridge not for the Baltimore and Ohio Railway. There can 
be no conflict’ of interests as between the Pennsylvania or any other 
in New Jersey and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad under this 
bill. If the advantages the Baltimore and Ohio system are to receive 
by crossing this stream and having a location at the other end of 
Staten Island are of such vast consequence as the Senator avers them 
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to be for the great commercial interests of this country, will not the 
Pennsylvania system, will not the New Jersey Central, the Lehigh 
Valley, and the other lines which have sought access to water privi- 
leges on the shore of New Jersey also be empowered to cross to Staten 
Island? It is perfectly absurd to say that it is not so. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator yield to me fora moment? The pro- 
vision of the bill which he has cited appears in all our bridge bills. It 
is a general provision, which answers fully the position he asumed a 
short time ago that we should be flooded with bills for bridges across 
the Arthur Kill. Other railroad corporations can avail themselves of 
the provision. Now I ask the Senator—for we ought to be frank with 
each other in the discussion of this measure—if he does not know as a 
fact that the Pennsylvania Railroad Company do oppose the construc- 
tion of this bridge? As to their reasons they are entirely within the 
ken of that company. Ihave nothing to do with them, but I ask him 
if it is not a fact and if he does not know it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I want to answer just as frankly as fhe Senator 
has put his question. I do not know what the object or purpose of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company may be touching this bill. I 
know nothing as to their wishes touching the bill. I have never had 
any conference with any member of the board of officers of that road 
or with anybody who represents them; but I can say to the Senator 
as within my knowledge that the Pennsylvania Railroad have a station 
at South Amboy for the transportation of coal-for distribution through 
New England, for distribution through New York to each and every 
point of the Hudson River, over an area of hundreds of miles around 
the harbor of New York. That coil passes throught the Arthur Kill 
of necessity. It dare not go outside of Staten Island, for that in storm- 
time means wrecking to all those who undertake to go through that 
charnel. 

I can easily see that the Pennsylvania Railroad would be opposed to 
the Committee on Commerce of the Senate reporting a bill which would 
impair the navigation of the stream so as to place the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad on better terms of competition with them than they could 
otherwise be. I can see a reason why the Lehigh Valley people, I can 
see a reason why the New Jersey Central should oppose it. Those three 
lines are located upon the west shore of this stream. They are at the 
end of the railroad transit, so to speak. 

The Senator is mistaken when he says this channel is a part of the 
great commerce of the country between the West and the Kast. It is 
not true. It is the end of rail commerce, and it is a great system used 
for the distribution of that commerce. What isthe commerce? It is 
coal, it is of articles heavy and bulky that it is impossible to transport 
farther by rail. The coal that goes to New England passes through 
this channel and goes to all the New England ports. It is there put 
on cars and distributed to all partsof New England. There is a direct 
railroad communication between New England and the coal field, but 
it is so much easier and cheaper to transport it by boat that it gocs for 
that reason by that mode. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say for myself and I want to say for 
New Jersey that neither the Pennsylvania Railroad nor any other rail- 
road that has had access to New Jersey soil has ever had the audacity 
to ask the Legislature of New Jersey for the right to cross this stream 
with a bridge. As I said yesterday there is no State in this Union in 
which the franchise to build railroads is as free as it is upon the soil of 
New Jersey. We hail with delight any and every railroad corporation 
by whatever name and coming from whatever source it may that comes 
to our State to enjoy its privileges under free and unrestricted laws. We 
ask only that they behave themselves and pay their taxes, and New 
Jersey would as freely confer upon the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad a 
franchise as upon the Pennsylvania or any other line. No railroad com- 
pany owns New Jersey. 

Mr. President, to get back to the subject, I wish to ask the Senator 
from Missouri a question. He says the committee considered the ques- 
tion of a tunnel, but he does not say why they did not recommend a 
tunnel. Will he please answer me that question ? 

Mr. VEST. I stated that we came to the conclusion that this bridge 
was cheaper and better, that it did not destroy the navigation inter- 
ests, and that we did not think it was right or necessary or in order 
for us in considering this bill to take up the contemplated project of a 
rannel which was not before us except as an argument against this 

au. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I think the Senator will not find fault 
with me if I should state in this connection that it was more for the 
interest of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company that a bridge 
should be built than a tunnel. 

Mr. VEST. The question before us was simply this, should we, in 
the exercise of the jurisdiction conferred upon us by the Constitution 
to regulate commerce among the States, say whether this bridge bill 
should pass or not, and that we should determine the question whether 
the construction of the bridge interfered with the navigability of Ar- 
thur Kill. That was the only question. The only way the tunnel 
ever came before us was that it was brought before the committee by 
the opponents of this bill, who said, ‘‘ Why do you not build a tun- 
nel?’ We did not think it was our duty to go into the statistics and 


the details of the construction of a tunnel, but that it was our duty 
to pass upon the question whether the construction of this bridge 
would interfere with the navigability of this stream. l 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The stream is 600 feet wide, less than the length 
of this Capitol building. The bed of solid standstone underneath in 
which to construct a tunnel. The water is about 14 or 15 feet doep. 
The approaches to the tunnel are upon ground almost level with the 
water itself. There is no reason in the world why a tunnel should not 
be built. No place in théworld can be found where a tunnel could be 
more economically built, and yet the Senator from Missouri says that 
the committee decided that as inasmuch as the railroad bridge whéth 
they proposed to make did not interfere with the navigation of the 
stream, therefore they did not consider the tunnel project at all. Now 
let us sec about that. Letus see how well the committee have advised 
the Senate on that subject. ' 

Suppose the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad alone without any other 
road ran trains across this bridge. Other lines are to have the same 
privilege; it is just as much for the Pennsylvania Railroad as for the 
Baltimore and Ohio, and if it were entirely a Pennsylvania Railroad 
scheme I should oppose it just as much. If they run as many trains 
over this proposed bridge daily asthe Pennsylvania line of railroad runs 
into Jersey City and ont of it, it would amount to over three hundred 
trains aday. There are one hundred and seventeen thousand vessels 
running up and down thestream annnally, oramounting to nearly four 
hundred per day. 

Now, sir, allow twelve working hours of the day as a suitable time 
for the opening and closing of the draw to enable a boat or a train to 
pass. If you allow fifteen minntes, it would require a working day of 
fifty hours to permit the draw to be opened and closed for the amount 
of traffic; and still the committee says it does not, and can not, and 
will not interfere with commerce! ‘The Senator says that the commit- 
tee believe it will be no injury to navigation. And he goes further. 
He says that all applications of new enterprises desiring facilities should 
be considered alike. Very true. In the case of the Mississippi River 
and on all great streams the same rule that obtains in one case in the 
construction of a bridge obtains in almost all. 

If some other line of road starting from the Senator’sState should 
reach the Arthur Kill and should apply to a committee of Congress to 
give them facilities to cross the Arthur Kill by a bridge, certainly Con- 
gress would not impose more severe terms on that new corporation, ' 
which perhaps might be unable to expend quite as much as a wealthy 
powerful corporation like the Baltimore and Ohio, and that would be 
an additional reason why facilities should be given to that corporation 
instead of an older and more wealthy one. Suppose it shall apply for 
permission to cross the stream, the Senator certainly would not impose 
upon it more conditions than are already imposed on the Baltimore and 
Ohio. What is the consequence? The very moment this permission 
is given that is the end of allcommerce upon Arthur Kill. Other lines 
would apply for like permission, bridges would be multiplied, and com- 
merce would cease. 4 

Mr. FRYE. I have just received a communication which I think it 
is important the Senate should have touching this tunnel matter. It 
is from one of the vice-presidents of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company, and has just been handed to me: 


WasurxcrTos, D. C., May 20,1886, \ 


Sin: In the RECORD of yesterday I note that Senator MCPHERSON offered to 
amend the Kill von Kull bridge bill by striking out the word bridge and sub- 
stituting tunnel. The question of tunneling the Arthur Kill has been thor- 
oughly considered by our engineering department and found to be impracti- 
cable, owing to the enormouscostentailed. I herewith submitto yousome data 
in relation to their examination of the oe 

To build a tunnel under the Arthur Kill would require the subgrade of the 
same to be 63 feet below low tide, which depth will be necessary to give the re- 
quired roofing below the bed of stream over the crown of the tunnel arch; The 
length of the approach on the west, or Jersey, shore would be 4,800 feet, The 
length of tunnel would be 13,509 feet, or over 2.55 miles. The lengthof theeast 
approach on Staten Island shore would be 7,000 feet, making a total length of 
tunnel and approaches of 25,300 feet, or 4.8 miles. In addition to this, it would 
necessitate the crossing at grade of the Pennsylvania Railroad at or near 
Elizabeth. This, with the fact of ascending and descending grades to the tun- 
nel, would make the line dificult to maintain and operate. 

The question may be fairly asked, What requires the great length of tunnel 
and approach? This is made pipraga 4 owing to the salt meadows and the ebb 
and flow of the tide covering them, which makes it necessary that the tunnel 
should be extended beyond the point of high water to prevent it being flooded 
atevery change of the tide. Careful estimates have been made of the cost of a 
tunnel there, and our engineers find that the sum will 000,000, in- 
stead of $700,000, the Senator from New Jersey estimated it at. This estimate 
has been carefully considered, and our reports show that it can not possibly be 
done for less, even if at that sum. 

All tunnels of this character projected in this country under streams, 
notably the tunnel under the Hudson River and the one under the Detroit River, 
akin — Bete — pr pena cheno work m the a of = same 

ve n com op work o to the large in cost and great 
difficulties encountered in the construction of the same. 

In reply to the statement made by the Standard Chemical Company with re- 

to the great obstruction of nei’ Mev ss to be imposed by this bridge I would 
to say that the tow frontage of the largest tows carried through the kill are 
about 80 feet and the direction of the current is normal to the line of the piers 
which are proposed to be built. The average rate of the current is from two 
and a quarter to two and a half miles per hour. The clear water way on both 
sides of the pier is 216 feet. Under these conditions it is clearly impossible that 
any obstruction could be imposed upon the free and uninterrupted towage 
through these water ways. 
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These views are fully substantiated by the reports of the board of United 
States engineer officers which are before you. 
Lam, very respectfully, yours, 


THOS, 
Second Vice-President Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, 


M. KING, 


Hon, WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
Chħaiiman Subcommittee of Committee on Commerce, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If I had anticipated the presentation of this ex- 
traordinary paper I should also have been prepared to present one in sub- 
stantiation of what I said yesterday touching the cost of the tunnel. 

There is one particular statement in this paper that I wish to call 
attention to. The writer says the approach to the tunnel must be 4,800 
feet from the tunnel itself; that it must be 60 feet under the water. A 
short distance above that where it would propose to build a tunnel or 
where the bridge is proposed to be built an attempt was made to tunnel 
the Judson River on shores precisely the same as found on the Arthur 
Kill, and the distance from the mouth of the tunnel where it was to 
enter the river provided by that company was a little less than 2,000 
feet—I think 1,800. Here I think it is proposed to go back 4,800 feet. 
In fact, no more extravagant statement was ever made in the world, 
and everybody can see its purpose. Such a statement may be a sur- 
prise, but will scarcely be influential. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not propose to discuss this billatlength. There 
are twoquestionsinvolved. Atleast two questions have been discussed 
to some extent, and two questions were elaborately presented before 
the Committee on Commerce. One is the power of Congress to au- 


thorize the construction of this bridge, and the other is the necessity | 


and propriety of the bridge. 

If there is any question which has been finally and conclusively set- 
tled by a long course of judicial decisions by the highest judicial tri- 
bunal of this country, the Supreme Court of the United States, that 
question, I think, is the question of the power of Congress to authorize 
thé construction of bridges over navigable streams. 

As I understand the Jaw at the present time it is settled that Con- 
gress, under the clause of the Constitution which confers upon it power 
to regulate commerce between the States and with foreign nations, has 
power to determine what is an obstruction to a navigable stream and 
to authorize the construction of bridges over the navigable waters of the 
United States, whether they form the boundary between two or more 
States or Territories, or whether they are wholly within the bounda- 
ries of States; that Congress never having occupied the field and un- 
dertaken to regulate by a general law the construction of bridges over 
streams wholly within the boundaries of States, a State Legislature 
may authorize the construction of a bridge over such a stream, and al- 
though such a bridge when co: is an obstruction in fact to com- 
merce,it is a lawful structure. But they have also held in many well- 
considered decisions that a State law can not authorize the construction 
of a bridge over a navigable stream which forms the boundary between 
two or more States, and, as I haye said, the power of Congressextends 
to all the streams of the country that are navigable in fact. 

In some of the early decisions, following the English decisions, it was 
held that a navigable stream must be a stream in which the tide ebbed 
and flowed, butin the case of the Genesee Chief, reported in 12 Howard, 
decided about the year 1851, those earlier decisions were reversed, and 
it was declared that a stream which is navigable in fact is navigable in 
law, and that the power of Congress to regulate commerce upon such 
streams and to authorize or prohibit obstructions upon the waters of the 
country extended to every river or stream which was navigable in fact. 

In the case of the Wheeling Bridge Company, reported in 13 Howard, 
the State of Virginia had undertaken to construct a bridge over the 
Ohio River under an act of the Legislature of V ia. It wasan ob- 
structiontocommerce. Someof the yessels which been constructed 
to ply on the Ohio River had masts and smoke-stacks of such height 
that they could not pass under the bridge, and the Supreme Court of 
the United States held that the bridge was an unlawful obstruction 
and ordered it taken down. Afterward Congress passed an act legal- 
izing the bridge. The case was then a second time brought up to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and is reported in 18 Howard. 
The Supreme Court held that Congress had the power under the Con- 
stitution to make lawful a bridge which was an obstruction in fact to 
commerce, Congress having power to determine what should be con- 
sidered an obstruction to a navigable stream. In Bridge Company vs. 
United States (15 Otto, 470), it was held that the ount power of 
regulating bridges that affect the navigation of the navigable waters of 
the United States isin Congress. In the case of the Escanaba Company 
vs, Chicago, reported in 107 United States Reports, 682, the same doc- 
trine was affirmed. The court say: 


‘The power vested in the General Government to regulate interstate and for- 
eign commerce involves the control of the waters of the United States which 
are navigable in so far as it may be necessary to insure their free naviga- 
tion, when by ves or their connection with other waters they form a con- 


tinuous channel for commerce among the States or with foreign countries. 
Citing the case of The Daniel Ball, 10 Wallace, 557. Then the court 
say: 

‘Such is the case with the Chicago River and its branches. 

The court held that in the case of a stream wholly within the limits 


of a State, like the Chicago River, until Congress has interfered and 
prescribed some regulation concerning the construction of bridges an 
act of the State Legislature is sufficient to authorize the obstruction of 
the stream and the construction of a bridge. But they say further, 
however, referring to this power of the State to authorize the construc- 
tion of bridges: . 

When its power is exercised so as to unnecessarily obstruct the navigation 
of the river or its branches, Congress may interfere and remove the obstruction. 
If the power of the State and that of the Federal Government come in conflict, 
the latter must control and the former yield. This necessarily follows from the 
position given by the Constitution to legislation in pursuance of it as the su- 
preme law of the land. 

This case was decided in October, 1882. In October, 1884, a case 
-which was appealed from the ninth circuit, from the district of Cali- 
fornia, the case of John T. Cardwell vs. American Bridge Company, 
113 United States Reports, was decided, in which the same doctrine was 
enunciated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have to interrupt the 
Senator from Oregon to lay before the Senate the unfinished business 
of yesterday, which is the bill (S. 714) to establish a uniform system 
of throughout the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that that be laid aside informally and that the 
consideration of the bridge bill may be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. The special order will be laid aside informally and the consid- 
eration of Senate bill No. 121 continued: 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishall not take up further time on the legal question. 
I have references*to a large number of decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States to the same point, but, as I said at the outset, I 
consider the question so thoroughly settled by a long course of judicial 
decisions that the lawyer who would undertake to dispute the proposi- 
tion of the power of to authorize the construction of bridges 
over streams which are navigable in fact, within the States and Terri- 
tories, or those which form the boundary between States or between a 
State and a Territory, must either be uninformed as to the course of ju- 
dicial decision, or must have more temerity than theaverage lawyer has. 

Congress, then, having power to authorize the construction of this 
bridge, the question arises, ought the construction of the bridge to be 
authorized? Will the commerce of the whole country be promoted by 
the construction of the bridge? As was said by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, there will always be a difference of opinion between those inter- 
ested in transportation by railroads and those interested in the com- 
merce of the rivers whenever it is propose to construct a bridge across 
a navigable river that will in any way interfere with navigation. There 
is no bridge which can be constructed that will not prove some obstruc- 
tion to navigation, and the question always is, when authority to con- 
struct a bridge is asked, whether or not the entire commerce of the 
country will be promoted by the construction of the bridge? 

I propone to examine briefly the question of the benefit to commerce 
of the construction of this bridge. In the first place, it will extend 
the limited wharf and harbor facilities of the city of New York by add- 
ing to them something like 10 miles of deep-water frontage on Staten 
Island, at which the trains of cars loaded with the produce of the coun- 
try can discharge their freight immediately into the vessels which-are 
to take them to foreign countries, and at which the imports which are 
brought into the port of New York may be loaded directly from the 
vessels that bring the merchandise upon the trains of cars, to be dis- 
tributed through the extensive railroad systems of the United States 
all over the country. 

Owing to the limited harbor and wharf facilities at the city of New 
York, I am informed that the terminal charges are unusual. I have 
seen it stated somewhere that during a freight war between the differ- 
ent railroad companies operating roads between Chicago to New York 
not long since the rate was reduced to 12 cents 100 pounds, and 
that 4 cents of this was required to pay the terminal charges at New 
York. In short, every bushel of grain that is raised in the great West 
and is sent to New York has to pay in the way of lighterage, for hand- 
ling, for ferriage, and terminal so much, that it becomes a bur- 
densome tax upon the producers of the country; and: so with goods 
which are imported. 

This is therefore a question not alone between the State of New Jer- 
sey and the city of New York, not alone between the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company and the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, but 
it is New Jersey against the nation, and I mightsay New Jersey against 
the world, because the terminal charge at New York is to a greater or 
less extent directly or indirectly a tax upon the entire commerce of 
the United States. ° 

I suppose that no.one will deny the importance of opening up the 
shores of Staten Island bordering on the New York Bay to commerce 
and utilizing that river front. In fact no one had the temerity to do 
it before the committee and no one has had the temerity to do it in 
the discussion of this bill in the Senate. The only question appears to 
be how shall it be done. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] pro: a tunnel, 
and the Senator from Missouri admitted, as I understand, that at some 
stage of the discussion before the committee a tunnel had been sug- 
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gested. My recollection is different. Ifa tunnel was suggested at all 
before the committee it was at some meeting when I was not present, 
or it must have been at a previous Congress. As was said by the Sen- 
ator from Maine or the Senator from Missouri, the suggestion of a tun- 
nel comes from the opponents of this bill. The railroad company or 
companies proposing to build this bridge are not asking for a tunnel. 
They come here and show that a tunnel is impracticable. 

But what has Congress to do with authorizing a tunnel under Arthur 
Kill? Will the Senator from New Jersey answer me? What power 
has Congress to say that a railroad company chartered under the laws 
of a State may build a tunnel under a navigable stream? Does that 
interfere with commerce? Is that a regulation of commerce? Is that 
within the constitutional power of Congress? Notat all. If these 
railroad companies desire to tunnel under Arthur Kill I undertake to 
say they may make a tunnel without the permission of Congress. The 
only power of Congress is to regulate commerce and to prevent ob- 
structions to navigable streams; but when it is proposed to tunnel under 
a stream, when you get beneath the bed rock there is no interference 
with commerce, and there is no necessity for getting the consent of Con- 
gress to do that. In fact Congress has no power whatever to authorize 
it. The act would be a nullity. It would confer no authority what- 
ever upon the company. Such an amendment in any event ought not 
to be adopted. The bill should be voted on upon its merits and should 
be cither passed or defeated. 

Will the bridge proposed to be built under the provisions of this bill 
be such an unusual obstruction to the commerce of Arthur Kill that 
Congress ought not to authorize it? It is said that the stream at the 
point where it is proposed to bridge it is only 600 feet- wide. What dif- 
ference does it make how wideitis? Whatever the width of the stream 
may be the commerce must pass through the two draws, which are to 
be 200 feet in width, or under the bridge. 

As is said in the report of the Committee on Commerce to accompany 
the bill, the committee are not aware that there is a bridge in the 
United States that has a draw exceeding in width that provided forin 
the bill, 200 feet. The vast commerce of the Upper Mississippi River 

through numerous draws, many of which are not 200 feet in 
width. The lumber fleets, the fleets of coal barges, the fleets of wheat 
barges that pass down that river pass through draws of 200 feet and 
less, and the tows of great canal-boats coming through the Erie Canal, 
or made up at Albany and towed down the Hudson River, pass through 
a bridge or bridges of less draw. i 

But still it is claimed that here in Arthur Kill, which has a current 
as has been stated of two miles and a half an hour only, a bridge with 
draws of 200 feet in width would be such an obstruction that Congress 
ought not to authorize its construction. It also appears from the re- 
port of the committee, and was so stated before the committee by per- 
sons who are well informed, that nearly all the commerce of Arthur 
Kill is by canal boats and barges, which are towed by tugs; that the 
canal boats and barges can all pass under the bridge without the open- 
ing of the draw; that a large majority of the tugs can pass under the 
bridge without the opening of the draw, and that those which have 
smoke-stacks so high that they could not pass under a bridge of the 
height that this is proposed to be built can easily have their smoke- 
stacks so arranged that they can be lowered when they pass under it. 
It was shown also that there are very few vessels with masts passing 
there, and very few vessels would come down through this shallow 
channel which are destined for foreign ports. 

So while in the aggregate, considering the commerce which is carried 
on through the kill, the amount is not large which would require the 
opening of the draw, and the number of vessels the passage of which 
‘would be impeded by this bridge is very small, it is estimated that 
there will be $200,000,000 in value of commerce passing over this rail- 
road and on to Staten Island annually after the bridge is constructed: 

-Itis not claimed by the opponents of the bill that the value of the com- 
merce that passes through this water way is more than a small frac- 
tion of this amount. i 

So the committee came to the conclusion, and I think the Senate will 
come to the conclusion, that the advantages to commerce by the con- 
struction of this bridge are so great that the inconvenience which the 
commerce of Arthur Kill will suffer by the construction of the bridge 
ought to be suffered for the public good. Every dollar in terminal 
charges which is saved by the construction of this bridge and by the 
utilization of this water front upon Staten Island is a dollar saved for 
the producers and consumers of the entire West. That is all I desire 
to say. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I regretted to hear the statement of 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], who is chairman of the snbcom- 
mittee on the bill of the Commerce Committee, that there had been 
several hearings before that committee and that ample opportunities 
had been given to the opponents of this measure, and that the com- 
mittee had givenitthe fullest, freest, and fairestattention. I attended, 
I think, all the three meetings that the committee had on this subject, 
and on each of those occasions I think there were present from ten to 
twenty of the leading opponents of this measure, presidents and cap- 
tains of tow-boat associations and vessel owners, and I remember dis- 


tinctly that those hearings on both sides amounted on each occasion to 
not_over an hour oran hour and a half. While the committee was 
supposed to meet at 10 o’clock, it did not get a quorum together until 
nearly 11. I mean by a quorum, a quorum of the subcommittee. 
I do not know of any occasion where the full committee met to have 
a hearing. 5 

My recollection is that there were only three members of that com- 
mittee present at any one time, and that many of the gentlemen who 
were at the expense of coming here at the invitation of the committee 
went away unheard. In one case which came to my personal notice, 
that of Major Burr, who is the civil engineer in charge of the Govern- 
ment work on the river, he came before the committee to give his views 
but was unable to do so, and left his brief with me to be sent to the | 
committee afterward; and he is positively opposed to the construction 
of the bridge at the point named and in the manner proposed. 

The Senate, on the two or three occasions when this matter has been 
presented to them, collectively as a body and individually, has not had 
a proper appreciation of what this stream of water has done in the shape 
of the transportation of the products of the country. The Arthur Kill 
connects the Raritan Bay with the Newark Bay and the Kill von Kull, 
debouchinginto New York Bay, and is theconnecting inland water with 
the North River, Long Island Sound, and the commerce to the east- 
ward, coastwise. To the south it connects by way of the Raritan River, 
the Delaware and Raritan Canal, the Delaware River, the Chesapeake 
and Delaware Canal, the Chesapeake Bay, and the sounds away down 
into North Carolina, and with the Delaware River to the ocean. It runs 
practically an inside channel for interstate commerce from North Caro- 
lina away up to the Schuylkill Canal and up the North River to the Erie 
Canal, and through the Erie Canal, and permeates half the country. 

By tows is the principal way of transmission of the commerce from 
the different feeders of the Arthur Kill. There is first the Delaware 
and Raritan Canal; and the statement of this very engineer, who has 
charge of these works, who could not be heard before the committee, is 
to the effect that that canal at one time did a business of 5,500,000 
tons, but that since the construction of the bridge over the Raritan 
River, which is a similar one and the in the country to-day and 
with the largest draw, by reason of the obstruction which it affords to 
the passage of boats, by reason of the loss and damage occurring there, 
a thousand tons of freight having been smashed against the piers at a 
time, and by reason of the fact that the piers in the bridge have chan 
the current, the tonnage of that great internal artificial navigation 
been reduced to about 2,000,000 tons. I was surprised at the state- 
ment myself. I knew it had been reduced some, but I was not pře- 
pared to hear that the construction of that bridge had absolutely re- 
duced 50 per cent. the commerce of that canal. 

A short distance from its mouth is the Amboy division of the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad, the terminus for the supplies of all the gasworks to 
the eastward and the soft coal supplies for the steam-power in and 
around the vicinity of New York, including the foreign ships. -Amboy 
is the terminal point for that class of coal. They are made up in tows 
to go to New York. 

Below a short distance is the Lehigh Valley terminus, which is a 
hard coal terminus, and which distributes coal all over New England 
and up the North River and every place in the immediate vicinity or 
New York, the tows being made up so as to make the transportation 
more convenient and cheaper. The soft-coal tows are made up so as to 
take them alongside of a steamer or take them alongside of a wharf for 
a gas company, or any place else; and they run rightup and drop their 
coal, and the boat shoves off, and the steamer comes back the next day, * 
picks them up, and brings them back again. Thecanal tows are made 
up partly of canal-boats, partly of three-masted schooners, partly of 
barges of a thousand, tons that may have a width of 125 feet and a 
length of 2,100. 

So when the statement is made here that the commerce of this great 
artery is in canal-boats and simply towed by tugs, and that they can 
get under a 32-foot bridge or throngh an open way of 200 feet, it is 
not true. I state myself, from public knowledge of the situation, 
that it is a physical impossibility. Steamers take these tows, made 
up of forty and fifty vessels, which have a cargo of more than 10,000 
tons, and which run from 1,800 to 2,100 feet in length, and it is im- 
possible for them to go through a passage-way 200 feet wide. The 
very framework of the steamers themselves is such as to run up to 70 
feet. 

The engineer officer in charge, and I mean by that the responsible 
officer in charge, Colonel Gillespie, has given us his opinion that the 
tonnage is 16,000,000 tons passing through here. If so, it is the largest 
in this country, larger than that of tke Mississippi River, larger than 
that of the Detroit River, larger than that of the port of New York, and 
larger than that of the North River. He says that that tonnage can be 
passed in that way through a pivot-draw in the center of a 600-foot 
channel with 200-foot openings. If you ask him why he said so he will 
say ‘‘it can de done.” Sodo I. Twice as much can be passed; but in 
doing so you put the cost upon it so great that you destroy the whole 
thing. You can not undertake to bring a tow, as represented in the 


map, 2,100 feet long, through that channel without the meeting of tides, 
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without stopping and anchoring. Itisalmostanimpossibility, because 
it gluts up the whole channel, and you would have to divide itinto six 
or eight tows in order to pass it through the bridge. 

Ihave here an accurate survey and report of this whole question made 


up for the counsel of the different rtation companies and the in- 

vidual owners of boats on the kills. It was intended for use in the 
courts when it was threatened that this bridge would be built against 
the State authorities. 

I will say before I go into that question that I was sorry to hear ex- 
pressions in relation to the different railroad interests in connection 
with this matter. If anybody knows aboutitI oughttoknow. Ihave 
never heard of any opposition on the part of any railroad company to 
the construction of a bridge that would fairly pass the tonnage of that 
river. There is no jealousy and no feeling and no desire to keep out 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad from a terminus at Staten Island if 
that company so desire. I have no knowledge that they do. The fact 
is that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company have not gotten a road 
in theState of New Jersey or beyond Philadelphia. The only evidence 
that they have got any connection with that bridge is that under the 


general railroad law of the State of New Jersey which allows any seven , 


men who have $2,000 per mile to put in the hands of the treasurer as 
an evidence of good faith to lay out and construct a road. Six miles 
of road connecting with the end of the proposed bridge was laid out and 
filed in the office of the secretary of state of New Jersey, and $12,000 
of money deposited on it. It goes nowhere and ends nowhere. 

Beyond that nothing has been done in the State of New Jersey to 
show that the Baltimore and Ohio road are ever going to build a mile of 
their road, and nothing has been done on that 6 miles; not a spadeful 
of ground has been turned. On the other side of the river there is a 
small local road termed the Staten Island Transit Company, owned and 
controlled by a gentleman named Wiman for speculative purposes. It 
was oñered for sale a year ago, and it is said it has since been contracted 
for by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 

Mr. FRYE. That is on the island? 

Mr. SEWELL. That is on the island. I do not know that that is 
true, but I merely give what is the common talk; that the contract is 
conditioned on giving an authority to construct a bridge across that arm 
of the sea, and it is said that a small part of the contract money has 
been paid, and that this is a speculative move on the part of a citizen— 
no, for he is not even a citizen of the United States; agentleman living 
on Staten Island interested in land. So far as I am able to judge, so 
far as the personal relations between myself and the different railroads 
entering the State of New Jersey engaged in interstate commerce, I 
have not even the knowledge that the Baltimore and Ohio have any idea 
of constructing that line, and I have the knowledge that the other com- 
panies, the Pennsylvania, the Lehigh Valley, and the Central have not 
a particle of objection to the construction, except the objection which 
comes to them collaterally by the towing companies in which they are 
interested in the distribution of their freights. In fact, if this is going 
to be a great benefit to the country at large they would desire, in my 
opinion every one of them, to take advantage of crossing a bridge and 
getting a terminus probably for coal on Staten Island, and if the bridge 
could be so constructed, and it can very easily be done, so as not to 
present an absolute barrier to the transportation from the different ter- 
mini both of the canals and the railroads on the Bay of New York as 
at present used, all parties would be pleased. 

The report, as I have stated, was made by an eminent engineer, and 
is in a condition to be substantiated, as it was intended to be used in 
the courts. 

Mr, FRYE. Will the Senator inform me what that report is? 

Mr. SEWELL. This is a report made by one of the leading en- 

* gineers of our State for the counsel of the different companies and in- 
dividual owners of vessels to be used in our State court in case there 
was any contest about this bridge, and it is ready to be substantiated 
at any time. I have gone over it very carefully myself, and I would 
not use it if I did not know that it was correct. The engineer says: 

Jersey Crry, N. J., April 14, 1886. 
BARKER GuMMERE, Esq.: 

DEAR Ste: In compliance with your instructions that I should make a profes- 
sional examination of the projected scheme for the extension of the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad across Arthur Kill or Staten Island Sound by meansof a draw- 
ee tavigntion, HERAA or cher interoutn dopendees tn A TALES GODTA 
fe ets that Staanal being retained free from all Sbai; I have the honorto 


report as follows: 
he inquiry has covered a very wide ficld of research, and though opinion 


and rough estimates of the several items of information poe | apon the ques- 
tion at e were easily obtainable, it has beena work of muc e and labor 
to secure the properly authenticated data which only could be of use as evidence 


in the case of legal complication. At an early s in the work I discovered 


that there was no hydrographic survey of the ki 


ed 
this aver eee the original survey of the kill made by the United 
The changes in the sections of the bottom of the stream between 1855 and 1872, 


me to believe that the engineers of 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company had made during the past season 


-| of the channel and where the scour has effect is ‘hard sand, overlyin 


careful hydrographic surveys over the same ground, which they would be ready 
to submit to any board of United States engineers which might be detailed by 
the Secretary of War to examine into the feasibility of bridging this stream. 
Presumably surveys would not show too gei A the facts against the 
bridge, and unless these facts were presented in a ect and well-authenti- 
cated form, the navigation and other interests op to a bridge might suffer. 

That this might not be the case, you directed me to make a proper survey of 
that portion of the kill lying between Elizabethport and Buckwheat Island for 
use in this controversy. ch a survey been made,and Iam happy to o aay 
that I think it adds materially to strengthen our view of the question, I l 
allude to the facts brought out by this survey in the opes lace in this report. 
kon the purpose of systematizing the report 1 shall divide it into the following 

is: 


First. General description of Arthur Kill and relations which it bears to other 
channels tributary to the harbor of New York. 


These are the different headings of the report. 


Second. Commerce and comparison with commerce of other streams, 

Third. Manufacturing and riparian interests on the Jersey shore and grants 
made by the State, with improvements made under said grants, 
a dita Proposed project of Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company as far as 

eveloped. 

Fifth. Regimen of channel in the vicinity of proposed site of bridge as de- 
termined by soundings and current observation, 

Sixth. Probable changés in channel from erection of piers in the stream. 

Seventh. Increase of cost of water transportation imposed by necessity of 
passing the draw, 


Thatis, one of the particular portions of the report, and the probable 
changes in the channel by the proposed erection of the piers in the 
stream. 


Eighth, Effect re value of waterfront property. 

Ninth. Action of Government engineers upon question of bridging other nav- 
igable channels, and comparisons with the channel in gamon 

Tenth, Other means of crossing the stream which will notinterfere with nav- 
igation interests. 

To illustrate certain of the facts under discussion I have prepared three maps, 
marked A, B, and C. 

Map A is a general chart showing éhe harborof New Yorkand itsapproaches, 
with the depth of water in the different channels and bodies of water which 
together constitute that harbor. 

Map B shows the whole extent of Arthur Kill, with the latest soundings by 
United States engineers in 1872, except where I have made soundings for this 
research; also, the riparian lines as established by the riparign commissioners 
of New Jersey, and recommended by the United States engineer for the Staten 
Island shore; also, the grants and leases of riparian lands made by the State of 
New Jonn) and the location of manufacturing and other improvements along 
the shores. R 

Map C shows hydrographic survey made for this investigation, showing on a 
large scale the Kill from Buckwheat Island to Elizabethport, with position of 
proposed bridge, soundings, current directions, Kc; also, sections of the kill at 
eight points, showing changes between the soundings of 1855, 1872, and 1886; also, 
pontian he line of proposed bridge showing probable reduction of area of sec- 

ion hy piers. 

First. General description of Arthur Kill and relation which it bears to other 
channels tributary to the harbor of New York: > 

Arthur Kill, or Staten Island Sound, is an arm of the sea, extending from New- 
ark Bay to Raritan Bay, between the mainland of New Jersey and Staten Isl- 
and, New York. It has a length of 12 miles,and a width varying from 3,600 
feet to 600 feet. It isnavigable for vessels drawing 12 feet of waterat mean low 
tide throughout its whole extem, The channel is tortuous and in places very 
narrow; it will be seen by inspection of map A that in these features it surpasses 
all the other arms or tributaries of New York Harbor. The bottom inthe peter 
the red 
sandstone belt which forms the upper rock strata extending across the State from 
the Delaware River to the New York State line between the Palisadesand marl 
beds of Middle New Jersey on the east and the mountains of gneiss on the 
west, the rock itself, I should judge from the soundings, being perfectly bare 
in many places on the bottom. The banks are for much of their extent black 
mud, forming salt meadows, the surfaces of which are about at mean high-water 
level. These mud banks stand almost perpendicular for a depth of 4 to 6 feet 
from the surface and then slope off toward the center of the channel until a 
point is reached where the rapidity of the current is sufficient to scour and carry 
away the mud, to be deposited in a bank in some eddy in one of the numerous 


sharp turns in the stream. 

The current is comparatively rapid. Observation made for the purposes of 
this investigation show that its speed at half-tide varies from 1.25 to 2 miles 
per hour in the northern portion of the kill. A speed of } mile per hour is 
given by the authorities as sufficient to move fine sand or mud, and an exami- 
nation of the sections on Map C will show great changes between the bottom by 
surveys of 1855, 1872, and 1886, 

When the facts of the narrow, tortuous, changeable, and shallow channel are 
considered in connection with the enormous importance of this stream to the 
commerce hora ing, Fare the harbor of New York, and as a link in the chain of 
inland navigation between the New England, Middle Atlantic, and Southern 
States, and work it is doing and is destined to do as a carrier of the more 
bulky and Se paea products and manufactures of the country which could 
not survive the imposition of the lowest railroad tolls, a due appreciation may 
be formed of the need of zealous care and delicate study before the slightest ob- 
struction in the way of bridge-piers be interposed to change the imen of that 
channel and perhaps do irreparable damage to publicand private interests rep- 
resenting millions of capital. 

Map A will show the relative widths of channels of different depths in Ar- 
thur Kill in direct com m with other tributary arms of New York Harbor, 
re Map B shows whole extentof the kill, withthe depths of waterat mean low 
tide. 


Second. Commerce and comparison with commerce of other streams, 

Through this narrow channel passes a commerce which, in te of act- 
ual freight carried or measured tonnage, is surpassed but by very few of the 
great water ways of the world. 

In the course of the discussion on the subject under consideration and in com- 
paring the published statements put forth by the advocates and opposers of the 

ridge project, I find a misunderstanding as to the term “ tonnage’’ which it is 
important should be corrected. The actual number of tons of freight carried 
is one thing and the tonnage of a port or body of water another. is second 
is the measured or red capacity of the vessels entering and clearing. 
They may carry freight or be in ballast. Still a vessel registered or measuring 
1,000 tons will be counted 1,000 tons on her entry into a port, or passing one way 
on a stream and 1,000 tons more when opire À or passing the other way, 
though she may not carry either time 500 tons of actual freight or may carry 
3,000 tons. This last is the eral acceptation of the term, as it would be an 
impossibility to compute with any degree of exactness the actual tonnage of 
the multifarious varieties of freight received and shipped from a port like Ne 
York, but the registered or measured tonnage of all yessels entered and cleared 


1886. 


—in the foreign trade at least—is filed at the custom-house and can be readily 
obtained, and from these the tonnage statistics are pre; 

It is safe to say tuat the actual tons of freight carried in any one year will not 
exceed 50 per cent. of these figures of f®nnage. 

This is he peg the case in the stream underconsideration. The great bulk 
of es Pe tis inward bound, passing only one way and the vessel goes one 
way light. 3 

Then a computation of actual freight tonnage does not give the stream the 
credit for onns the many hundredscf tugs and tow-boats, aggregating thou- 
sands of tons in a year. 

Thus a comparison of the gy 8 anaga of Arthar Kill with the registered 
tonnage of the Chicago River, Detroit River, or oter bodies of water,as has 
been made, is deceiving. 

I have, therefore, to the best of my ability, after ca eful inquiry, collated first 
the actual freight tonnage, and then the equivalent +o the registered or meas- 


ured ton b 

The kill torins an important link in the chain of inland navigation which ex- 
tends from Narragansett Bay to the Carolina sounds, and is made up in of 
Long Island Sound, Kill von Kull, Arthur Kill, Delaware and Raritan 1 
Chesapeake and Delaware Canal, and the Southern canals terminating in Chesa- 
peake Bay. Butthe commerce bròught to Arthur Kill from these sources is 

uta portion of the total. On its shores and upon the shores of the Raritan 
River and Bay south of the propored site of the bridge are established the ter- 
minal depots for heavy freights of two important railroads, namely, the Amboy 
division of the Pennsylvania Railroad at South Amboy and the Lehigh Valley 
Railroad at Perth Amboy, besides many extensive manufactories. North of 


the pro: site of the bridge and perhaps liable, only in a less d , to be 
affected is the Elizabeth coal depot of the Central Railroad of New Jersey and 
more large manufactories. 

A glance at the Map A— 


Which I have before me— 


will show that Arthur Kill offers the only sheltered channel between the 
mouth of the Raritan and the wharves of New York:city. The freights to which 
this channel is mainly devoted are coal, pottery, and brick clays, and their man- 
ufactured popao fertilizers, ores, and the cheaper and bulkier chemical prod- 
ucts, Still the total freight tonnage is so that if all these classes be de- 
ducted from it there still remains an tonnage of higher class freight 
approximating 1,500,000 tons, or greater in quantity than the receipts of 
grain in New York in the year 1485 over the New York Central and Pennsyl- 
vania lines or by the Erie 1, 

The annual coal tonnage carried through the kill from points south of the 
proposed site of the bridge is made up as follows: 


Tons. 
Delaware and Raritan Canal 609, 632 
Pennsylvania Railroad from South Amboy. 


Lehigh Valley Railroad, Perth Amboy. 


Of the above fully 9 per cent. passes throigh Arthur Kill, and would be af- 
fected by the building of a bridge, namely: 4,036,040 tons, > 

The ve figures were obtained from the following sources: The Delaware 
and Raritan Canal, Hon. D. C. Chase, superintendent of towing; South Amboy, 
A. O. Davis, terminal and shipping agent Pennsylvania Railroad at that point; 
Lehigh Valley, Mr. James Donnelly, superintendent of New Jersey line. 

The figures for Delaware and Raritan Canal and for Lehigh Valley Railroad 
are for year 1884. The South Amboy figures for 1885, Since writing this I have 
been able to com the figures for 1885, and find no difference which can affect 
any deduetions wn from the above, To accommodate this trade alone re- 
quired the passage of 52,900 vessels through the kill, representing a dy sponges 
tonnage of eight and one-quarter millions, or 30,500 more vessels and .1,000,000 
more tons the total entries and clearances at Chicago in 1885. 

To this portion of the coal reaching the inner harbor of New York from 

ints south of the proposed of the bridge, must be addetl the coal received 
4 rail and distributed from the Central Railroad of New Jersey terminus at 
lizabethport, near the northern entrance to the sound. 

This consisted in 1885 of 2,000,000 actual tons, required the passage one way of 
vessels representing a measured tonnage of 4,500,000. 

Thus the total coal shipments from points on and through Arthur Kill reach 
the enormous figures of 6,484,483 tons, or equal to 20 per cent, ofthe whole annual 
product of anthracite. 

The figures forthe tonnage at Elizabethport were collected from estimates 
made by Mr. F. E. Saward, of the Coal Trade Journal, and Mr. P. Cole, of Eliz- 


abethport. The estimate of vessels and registered tonn: is carefully collated 
from personal observation and from inquiring of Mr, J. P, Cole, shipper of 
Elizabethport, and others haying knowledge of the facts. 


fi 
Turning from coal to the next single item of freight shipped through 
the sound, namely, pottery clay, and manufactures the: . Thisisa trade to 
which cheap and uno! water transportation is vitally essential. Its 
statistics show annual actual tonnage of freight of 750,000 tons, requiring the 
peun ange spay the sound of 10,000 vessels, representing a registered tonnage 
of about2, 3 

The following detailed statistics of commerce passing through Arthur Kill 
noni been collected with great care; each statement therein made has been veri- 

ed. 

The figures for the Delaware and Raritan Canal are from the official records 
of that corporation. Those for South Amboy from Mr. A. C. Davis, terminal 
and shipp' agent Pennsylvania Rail at this point. The individual 
shippers on the Raritan, from information furnished by them, generally in the 
form of a letter signed, to Hon, D.C, Chase, to whom I am indebted for the orig- 
inal estimates. 

The Lehigh Valley Railroad trade is from information 
Donnelly, superintendent of New Jersey division Lehi: alley 
Perth Amboy, Mr. F. B, Morris, superintendent Bee Line rtation Com- 
pany, and Mr. Isaac L. Fisher, agent Perth Amboy Towing Line. The 
for the manufactures on Arthur Kill are in most cases given by the parties 
themselves either to Hon. D. C. Chase or collected by personal inquiry. 

The Elizabethport shipments of coal are official figures from Mr. John P. 
Jones, accountant of the Anthracite Board of Control, Philadelphia. Other 
tehas from careful inquiry among parties having knowledge of the facts, and 
verification and correction of statements already pomehes in official reports. 

In all cases of doubt the figures are believed to be below the truth, and it will 
be noticed that no estimate been made of the unattached commerce 
the sound which can not be credited todny icular interest, yet must in 
course of a year amount to a large item. ese statistics are believed by the 
writer to be as near correct as it is possible to obtain in such matters, and iay 
error exists its correction would increase the totals here given. 


I have herea detailed statement of the commerce of Arthur Kill. It 
gives the point where the different articles of trade originate, the amount 
of tons, and the different firms in business along the kill, and the ship- 
pers from the different stations and termini. It issubstantially correct 


ven by Mr. James 
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in this essential, that it only gives absolute date, the figures for a great 
many thousands of tons of irregular freight not being counted. 


Detailed statement of the commerce of Arthur Kill per annum, based on 
returns for 1883, 1884, and 1885. 
[Compiled from various sources and verified by E. W. Harrison, April, 1886,] 
` CONTRIBUTED FROM RARITAN RIVER AND BAY. 


& gs = 
g |E c 
eS Tas, a 
sg |? $ FI a 
Contributor. g noe = è 
& > ges a9 > 
fs -A =" S 
S° 53| -o 2 
< Z < > 
250 | 2,400 | 310,000 | $835,000 
175 | 13,000 | 50,000 150, 000 
75 50 2,000 10, 000 
s 400 18, 644 37, 288 
300 360 | 18,000 90,000 
200 250 14, 000 63, 000 
200 216 28, 000 126, 000 
200 200 9, 366 28,098 
200 190 | 10,000 40, 000 
200 150 6,000 24,000 
George W. Barn 200 430 12, 000 48,000 
Anna M. Yates. 200 80 2,250 11,250 
Pettit & Miller.. 200 460 27,000 162, 000 
Valentine Broth 200 20 1,000 2,000 
Thomas Acker. s... 200 120 3,000 8,000 
Keasby & Co..... 200 368 17, 000 50, 000 
Ashland Emery Works... 200 16 1,000 37,000 
Ostrander & Co........... 200 70 5,000 10, 000 
W., ©. Compton 200 60 3,000 2,000 
Edgar Brothers. 200 300 15, 000 30, 000 
John Phieffer... 200 176 8,000 16,000 
Hornsby & Co..... 200 268 10, 000 50,000 
Roberts Brothers... rA 26 1,000 3,500 
Ridgeway Brothers... 200 g 000 10,000 
Miscellaneous shippers.... 444 1,000 50, 000 
Delaware and Raritan Canal ............0.::|eressesssrescoeee: | cose soeces 871, 967 | 9,226,080 
Do, steam Lines.........-ccscese cesses secese 200 | 14,186 | 224, 484 |15, 854,474 
To and from free level D. and R. Canal }*......0...ccc0+)seseeeereeee 7,850 172,700 
New Brinswick, Amboy and New York 
Steamboat Company..........scrseceeresecee 600 656 11,375 113,750 
South Amboy............. 250 | 30,698 !2, 125, 464 |10, 000,000 
Cheesequake Creek 46,137 | 217,000 


Total estimated measured tonnage: 
Number of trips of vessels to and from.. 
So tons freight carried.. 

alue... en 


cent. of abo 
through Arthur Kill, namely......... 


CONTRIBUTED FROM POINTS ON ARTHUR KILL AND ITS TRIBUTARIES SOUTH OF 
THE PROPOSED SITE OF ERIDGE. 


Lehigh Valley Railroad Company at 


Perth Amboy... 225 | 15,558 2, 201, 752./16, 105, 382 
Williams, Clark & 200 250 50,000 | 1, 200, 000 
United Refiners’ Export Oil 500 50 6,000 270,000 
Rahway River (see report Chief of En- 

EE iega SOBA A EE 75 650 48,500 485, 000 
oodbridge Creek (see rt Chief & 

ees 1834, TOO ancsonannosonenen aa 200 | 1,000 | 112,068 834, 000 
Stan: mi mn par 100 500 30,000 450,000 
Bowker Fertilizing Company....... 150 | 1,000 60,000 600,000 
Fire-Proof Building Company.. 100 o4 6, 221 40, 884 
New Jersey Extraction Works................ 200 | 1,130 22, 600 113, 000 
Staten Island shore, Fresh Kill Creek... 100 440 22,000 175, 000 
Rossville... Se Pam = 100 14 1,186 4,750 
Priceville 100 400 16, 000 000 
Tottenville .... 100 124 12, 200 71,000 


8, 


Total estimated measured tonnage.. 
Number of trips of vessels to and from 
— tons freight carried.. Y 

alue. 


seee 


4,297,445 | 19,654 2,368, 352 feta erates 


‘CONTRIBUTED FROM POINTS ON ARTHUR KILL AND ITS TRIBUTARIES NORTH OF 
THE PROPOSED SITE OF THE BRIDGE, . 


TWO Ary-GOCKS EMN S O R | 

P River (see re rt Chief of En- | 
neers, 

Central Railroad. 


value... 
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Recapitulation of commerce affected by proposed bridge. 
Originating south of proposed site of bridge: 
Equivalent registered tonnage ...........c-ssssssserseneeesessaseecenssessssssesscesenes 
Number of of vessels... n = 
Actual tons of freight carried.. 
Value 
Q: 
Equiv 
Number of of vessels 
ot Of freight carried 


15, 772,175 
69, 451 


To enable these figures to be appreciated it is well to compare with 
the statistics of other water ways, for example, Chicago Harbor, 1885: 
Total registered tonnage, entries and elearances........cccsssscere-<ereereeees 7, 257, 236. 
Total number of vessels entered and cleared................--..00++ Saanio 21,542 

The magnitude of this commerce differs little from that of the years 
1883 and 1884. 


Foreign commerce of the port of New York for the fiscal year ending June 
s 30, 1885. 
[Report Bureau of Statistics on foreign commerce and navigation.] 


| 
Number of— | Merete) Tonnage. 


| 


Detroit River, season of 1883: 40,385 vessels; registered tonnage, 
17,695,174 tons. 
The report of the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army. for 


1874, page 587, contains report of board of engineerson project of a rail- 
road bridge across the Detroit River, and contains a careful estimate, 
showing that in 1872 9,116,570 tons actual freight passed Detroit. 
These figures are significant, as the decision of the board was that a 
bridge could not be permitted. This subject I have fully considered 
under its appropriate head in this report. 

The amount of coal ing Cincinnati on the Ohio annually is given 
at 75,000,000 bushels, equal to 2,519,311 tons. (See appendix to report 
of United States engineers on bri on the Ohio River, Chief of Engi- 
neers’ report, 1871, pages 429, &e.) This would represent a registered 
tonnage of probably 6,000,000 tons. : 

The tonnuge of the Hudson River, including its feeding three canals, 

_ and covering the trade of forty-three cities and towns along its banks, 
was estimated by Captain Vosburgh, agent of Schuyler’s towboat line, 
at 20,000,000 tons. 

. The total tons freight carried on the canals of New York State in 1884 
was 5,009,488. (See report of board of railroad commissioners State of 
New York for 1884, volume 1, page xi.) i 

The entities and clearances at the port of London in 1884 were 74,105 
vessels, representing registered tonnage of 18,549,889 tons. 

The net tonnage of the Suez Canal, 1883, was 5,775,861. (See re- 
port of Professor J. E. Nourse, Unite@States Navy, transmitted to the 
Senate June 26, 1884.) 

These comparisons show the rank of Arthur Kill as a water way. 

The following table gives the actual passages of vessels, passing the 
foot of Livingston street, Elizabethport, in the twenty-four hours, be- 
tween 6 p. m. of April 9 and 6 p. m. of April 10, 1886. All vessels not 


passing the proposed site of bridge have been eliminated: 
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Vessel. Time. 

Tug and three-masted schooner.......... 8.55 a. m 
Tug and one barge..........-..... 9.04 a.m 
Steamboat.. 9.35 a, m, 

Tie tos 9.50 a. m 
Schooner 10.20 a, m. 

Steam canal 10.29 a. m. 
Brick-schooner... 11.15 a, m. 
Brick-sloop... 11.17 a. m. 
Oyster-sloop......... 1L.2 a. m. 
Tug and canal-boat . 11.55 a. m. 
Oyster sloo 12.00 m. 
12.08 p. m. 

12.21 p. m. 
12.26 p.m. 

12.29 p. m. 

PO Aa 12.47 p. m. 

Two towboats joined... 12.55 p. m. 
Brick-sloop........... 1.06 p. m, 
Tug and canal-boa 1.13 p.m. 
he Fer ate m. 
yster-sloo .29 p. m. 
BIERO. RFA FEIS INSA RS 1.40 p. m. 
158 p.m. 

Brick-sloop 2.17 p.m. 
Schooner . 2.23 p. m. 
Brick-schoo: 3.10 p.m. 
Towboat. 3.32 p.m. 
Steamboat 3.58 p.m. 
Schooner 4.02 p.m. 
Oyster-sloop 4.09 p.m. 
Freight boat 4.09 p. m. 
Tug, one coal- 4.22 p.m, 
Tugboat ..... 3.36 p.m. 
Brick-sloop. 4.36 p.m. 
Tug and canal-boat . 5.12 p.m. 


These observation were taken at a dull season of the year and can 
not fairly be considered as giving even an average of the daily move- 
ment though the sound. It will be noted that the great proportion of 
heavy tows passed in the honrs of darkness. 

The president of the Pittsburgh Coal Exchange, in a communication 
to the board of United States engineers appointed, under authority of 
an act of Congress approved July 11, 1870, to examine into the effect 
the bridges of the Ohio were having upon the navigation of that stream, 
says (see Appendix B, board’s report. Report Chief of Engineers, 1871, 
pages 429 et seg.): 

The losses by collision with the piers of bridges 
4106.00). heavy as it is, constitutes but a small item of the te loss result- 

ng fromsaid obstruction. The great loss sustained is by detention arising from 
the necessity of landing our towboats and waiting for daylight, not daring to 
run the narrow channel ways at night, 

t‘ The narrow channel ways’’ he speaks of are from three to four 
hundred feet wideand notobstructed by draw-pier and fenders, as would 
be the case in a draw-bridge, and this draw-bridge has but 200 feet clear 
opening. The coal fleets carry about the šan number of tons of coal as 
the tows on the Arthur Kill and generally contain less number of boats. 

The time required to open and close the Raritan draw, at the present 
day the longest in the world, is on an average about four and one-half 
minutes. This draw is for a single track, and moves, the engineer in 
charge informs me, exceedingly smoothly. The proposed draw will be 
for double track at least twice the wéight. If the time of passing ves- 
sels through be considered, a fair average will be fifteen minutes, and 
some tows and vessels will require more time, some less, depending 
upon wind and tide. On this assumption, applying the figures of the 
last table, the draw would have been open and closed for the twenty- 
fours hours selected for periods as follows: 


spanning the Ohio River 


Open from— Open. Closed from— Closed. 

j : A. m. 

6.20 to 6,50...... | 6.00to 6.20.. 20 
7.02 to 7.3... 6.50 to 7.02, 12 
8.15 to 8.30... 7.35to 8.1 40 
8.55 to 9.56... | 8.30 to 8.55. 25 
10. 00 to 10. 28.. 9.56 to 10.00... v 
12.48 to 1.03.. 10. 28 to 12. 48... 2 2 
1.05 to 1.32.. 1.03 tọ 1.05... 02 
1.45to 2 06.. 1.32to 1,45... 13 
3.07 to 3.22 2.06to 3.07 1 OL 
5.18to 5. 3.22to 5.18 1 56 
6.10to 6. 5.33 to 6.10. 37 
0.48 to 7.39.. 6.25 to 6.48... 23 
8.0ito 8.25.. 7.39to 8.04... 25 
& to 9.19... 8.25 to 8.55... 39 
9.35to 10.05.. 9.19to 9.35... 16 
10. to 10,44 10, 05 to 10, 20, 15 
11, 15to 11. 10, 44 to IL, 15. 81 
11.55 to 12.1 11.40 to 11. 55. 15 
32. 21 to 12. 44.. 12 18 to 12.21 03 
12.47 to 1.55.. | 12. 44 to 12.47... 03 
1.58 to 2.13.. 1.55 to 1.58... 03 
2.17 to 2.38.. 2.13 to 2.17... O4 
3.10to 3.35 2.38to 3.00 39 
3.32 to 3.4 3.35 to 3.32 o7 
4.02 to 4.5L 3.47 to 4.02 15 
5.12 to 5.27... 4.5ito 5.12... 21 
OSI1O I O cea 33. 

Total time open Total time closed..............| 12 26 
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Thus in this twenty-four hours the draw would have to keep open 
ten times for twenty minutes or more; three times, thirty minutes or 
more; twice, forty-five minutes or more, and twice over an hour; or if 
the same average be kept up for a month of twenty-six working days, 
we will have two hundred and sixty times twenty minutes or more; 
seventy-eight times, thirty minutes or more; fifty-two times, forty-five 
minutes or more; fifty-two times, one hour or more. 

One of the arguments advanced by the board of United States en- 
gineers against bridging the Detroit River (see report already referred 
to) was the impracticability of passing this commerce of the river 
through a draw, at the same time accommodating the railroad traffic, 
and in support of this proposition they show that in June, 1873, the 
draw would have had to be open three hundred and sixty-one times for 
twenty minutes or more; ninety-three times, for thirty minutes or 
more; twenty times, for forty-five minutes or more; once for one hour 
and fifteen minutes. 

A comparison of these figures will show that the objection raised to 
the Detroit River bridge applies with greater force to the proposed 
structure. And, furthermore, there will be no difficulty in my opinion 
in showing that during the busy season the movements of vessels through 
the kill is more than double the example here given, 

In such a case it would become a serious question which should 
way, the shipping or the railroad interest, for one must suffer peek ta 

“loss and inconvenience. 

I have here a statement in connection with this matter of the differ- 
ent buildings and manufactories coo b e line of the kills, the location 
being such, so contiguous to New York, and the land being surprisingly 
cheap and transportation so easy to distribute the ucts of large 
works, that a great deal of it has been taken up for that purpose. 

Third. Manufacturing and riparian interests on the Jersey shore and grants 
made by the State, with improvements made under said grants. 

Map B will show the location of the State grants of riparian lands along the 
whole extent of the kill. 


The following are the grantees and the extent of frontage granted, measured 
along the exterior line for solid filling. 


Central Railroad of New Jersey: 


ray ng eg street, east to Trumbull estate. 
Central Railroad of New Jersey, Marshall 


feet south of Lewis street .......... 
JR. Watson, Sandy POTD inca cscetsncvecaseecsosterses: ocvecsonses 


Total ..cs.cvovecens wereeeesaeceeess veoessosossesss eecen ers oe teeeneee a enccesesevenceesaveeve weve 23, 860.33 


Or about 5} miles, 

The advantage which this water front offers for manufactories req So 
space and cheap land is evident. An open channel within easy distance of 
great business center of New York, and also one of the main lines of water 
communication of the Union in front, and in the rear the New York and Long 
Branch kpaa connecting with all trunk lines. 

The follow: manufacturing and business enterprises, some very extensive, 
romiod been lished upon the shores mainly during the last ten or twelve 


“The Refiners’ Export Oil Co: ny, per yon : 8buildings; emplo: i hares 
25 men; have 200 feet of bulk New York office, 46 E 


Roessaler & Hasslacher, manufacturers and pees. of chemicals: 2 large 
brick buildings, 100 feet ‘of bulkhead, and employ about 6 men: New York 


office, 56 Pine street. 
aoe Hall & Son, lumber dealers, Perth Amboy: 450 fect of bulkheaded water 
x S. B. teh EaU ,machine-shop: Use portion of I. Hall & Son’s water fronts; have 
W. G. Unde: in, Perth Amboy: 100 feet of bulkheaded water front. > 
Pennsyl Railroad Company, Perth i oes and Woodbridge Railroad: 
125 feet of dock. 


; 150 feet of wharf. 
C. W. Boynton, man manufacturer of fire-brick: dings; 40 40 feet of improved 
be front on Staten Island Sound. 150 feet on Woodi Creek, 

res, manufacturer of fire-brick: 10 buildings; 400 feet of wharf on 
Woodbridge ¢ Cresk: New York office, 418 East Twenty: second ot 

Perth Amboy Terra Cott Works: 20 buildings; 50 feet of w. 

Lehigh Valley Railroad have extensive terminal facilities. 5 Sie wheres 
and coal piers, and improvements valued at $900,000, 

William Clark & Co., manufacturers of chemicals: " Buildings cover an area of 
about aren 5 piers. 64 feet by 300 feet, and 1,000 feet of water front. 

Stan Chemical mpany: 10 large buildings; 475 feet of improved water 
front; employs 70 men; have spent about $3,000,000 in improvements. Office, 
71 Wall street, New York. 

ey Say Coe, manufacturer of fertilizers: 5 buildings; 550 feet of improved 
water 

A. Mitchel, manufacturer of fertilizers: 1 building; 100 feet of improved 
water nt, 

New Jersey Extraction Works and State Chemical Company: Several large 
minap 350 feet of improved water front. 

Fertilizer Company: Buildings covering a space of about 3} acres; 
os hot ot improved water front. 

The pleted gaing Company: Several buildings and 350 feet of im- 


Pre vere 
Te A nito nt the brid; Eware bay the New Jersey shore of the 
re ot gene 


of the proposed wester!, 


er Tas marsh; land similarly situated can be purchased for $50 per foot 
ron 
The terminal of the Central Railroad of New Jersey with its 13 coal wharves, 
si neon docks, represent an actual value of improyed property of upward of 
The enormous works of the ens Manufacturing Company, employing at 
different times 1,800 


to 5,000 hands, with a large improved water front acquired 
ag pa ame lies north of the coal docks. 
ll these interests are affected by the proposed bridge. 
a project of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company as far 
as deve! 
ore and Ohio Railroad Company's agents have located and marked 
upon the and with permanent stakes a center line of railroad crossing the 
sound a = distance north of a. Way—Elizabethport. The line apnena 
upon Ma at ren ted 
Ow the d shore the pid 1 Trasie Oam ny have purchased sev- 
eral large tracts of land, one in 


rane running along the 
ridge-site to Howland 


shore from a point about 200 feet north e Seas 
Hook, the northwestern extremity of Staten Island. This tract, Lam informed, 
ges pene of Mayor Grace, of New York, and the consideration was about 


T acre. 
oe Ee to ten days ago they had not acquired title to the land upon which the 
on Island end of the bridge would abut, the owner holding it at a very stiff 


figu 

The plans for the bridge es far as develo; contemplate a double track iron 
draw: with a draw span of two 200-foot clear at Opang; which will make 
the draw ut 470 feet long, and the heaviest at world, Ateither 


least 470 feet lon; — and 45 feet wide, with guide fender on outer sides of the open- 
ore 


btracted 
the Map C. ene ete 


the practice in ruet 
Final plans might change the pirra of thedraw 
inge. slightly, rakane or shorten some of the lesser spans, change the 
rs, or differ from the plot in small details, but these could 
no coy = the ded ete we desire to prove, namely: Thei 
ure would inflict upon sh: ng. Given the lines as located and 
mension of draw, no ee on from the plot as shown on om © could lessen 
the disadvantageous effect of the structure upon the navi; nterests. 
Fifth, Regimen of channel in the weer rat of proposed site oft bridge, as deter- 


er ay soundings and current o 

shows a careful survey of Arthur Kill from a point just south of 
Backbeat loland to the foot of Livingston street, Elizabethport, plotted in a 
scale of 200 feet to 1 inch. The soundings are shown in feet and tenths and re- 
fer to mean low water—the same plan as was adopted by the United States 
engineers in 1873. The position of each sounding has been accurately located 
by triangulation from instruments on the shore.gThe sections plotted on the 
A Sa pe tea crema gram fad pono LIA TA int oars” UE of 10 feet 
toaninch. The lines of soundings are the same as those used in 1855 by the 
United States Coast Survey, and in 1872 by United States engineers under direc- 
tion of General Newton, and the sections show the exact c which have 
taken place between these dates. 

It be noted by an inspection of these sections that there have been many 
changes in the bed of the stream between een these periods. The general tendency 
is to scour out and deepen the channel on the New York side and shoal on the 
New Jersey side. This is no doubt duein a great measure tothe retardation of 
the tidal flow by the erection of piers and docks jutting out into the stream on 
the Jersey shore; but while this tendency is to be noted another fact shows, 
which I deem of great importance in considering the question of the effect upon 
the men of the channel likely to follow the erection of piers, there has been 
a regu with consequent enlargement of the sectional area in the 
narrow portion of the kill covered by the four northermost sections and a regu- 
lar de at the points where the channel widens in ne} Buckwheat Island. 
The nnel, 12 feet deep at low water as shown by Coast Survey of 1885 ve 
tween Buckwheat Island and the Jersey shore, has Sato disappeared, and 
in Ed p eae yor flat almost dry at low water. 

ani informed that thigis partially accounted for by the fact that a contractor 
int the employ of the Central Railroad of New Jersey deposited the silt exca- 
the coal-dock sli Elizabethport in this channel. Thismay have 


narrow 


produced a current and per 

The general directions of the flood and el phone, mais arshin upon tha map 
arrow-heads. The general direction of the flood currentis: 
the chanrel between Staten Island and Buckwheat Island it isa payee current 
to the point at Sections XI and XIV, opposto the New Jersey Extraction Works, 
here it is deflected and divided, that portion nearest the center of the channel 
COALA tm AIDOT k aires line d mally across tbe kill to the mouth of 
Morse's Creek where it forms an eddy and n greatly retarded, then passes out 
and is deflected diagonally across toward the Staten Island Bhore. ring 
rapidity as it joins the other body, The ion of the flood in the deepest 
of the channel opposite the points XI and XIV and within 100 feet of the Staten 
Island shore sweeps swiftly around the point and continues in almosta straight 
line to the point just north of Old Place Creek; here it is deflected toward the 
Jersey shore for about 600 to 1,000 feet and then continues on in a Sitcom al- 
most parallel to the New York shore to the foot of seth cougar sre 

The ebb current coming around the northwestern nt of Staten Island is 
deflected di y across the kill to the mouth of Elizabeth River; from 
thence it toward the New York side in almost a direct line to the mouth 
of Old Place Creek; thence in almost a direct line to the point at Line XI and 
XIV, which it passes in the continuation of this line until the center of the chan- 
nel is ; thence in a true current directly through the passage between 
Buckwheat and Staten Islands, Both the ebb and flood currents cross a 
ter line of the pro; bridge at an angle of aboutseventy-ninedegrees. The 
awry abused of the current passing the line of the proposed bridge is 2 miles 
per 
Sixth. Probable changes in regimen of channel from erection of piers in the 


An sudden reduction in the area of cross-section ofa stream is sure to result 
Thesame volume of water ee S of the sections of a river channel 
Where this is not the case, we have falls and rapids, which 
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are caused by certain cross-sections being of much less area than the others, and 
the water must increase in velocity in order that the same volume shall pass, 
Nature here comes into play, and the increased velocity produces a scour of the 
= sections and a deposit in the larger sections until the equilibrium is re- 

ored, 

If the larger section be narrow and deep, such deposits eo no harm, asthe 
area can be lessened without encroaching upon useful depth; but if the larger 
section be broad and shallow, as is usually the case, the deposits form bars and 
shoals. An inspection of the sections on Map C shows this action has been 
going on toa certain extent in Arthur Kill, near the site of proposed bang 

‘he erection of piers under the most favorable circumstances will reduce the 
cross-section of the stream, on Line IV and VII, at the preposed point of cross- 
ing, from 10,053 square feet to 8,565 square feet, or 1,488 square feet; or, in order 
for the stream to regain its present regimen, this section must be scoured out 
to a depth of about 2 feet, and the material thus scoured deposited at some point 
where the stream widens and the velocity of current decreases, . 

If the point of deposit could be controlled a reduction of the area of the large 
sections by a reduction of width only might be of advantage, but nothing is so 
capricious as a stream running through banks such as we find at the kills, and 
the deposit is as likely to be d y in the channel as elsewhere. 

The portion carried north by the flood will certainly be deposited on the flats 
near corner stake and add to the shoal which the United States Government has 
spent already $92,204.62 in counteracting. 

Furthermore the channel will be likely to be affected seriously by another 
cause resulting from the proposed erection, Arthur Kill at present is remarka- 
bly free from ice in winter. The strong current and unobstructed water way 
with the open waters of New York Bay and Raritan Bay at either end tend to 
this result. During the most severe winters it is seldom closed but for a few 
days. With the erection of the piers this will certainly not be the case. All 
examples show that the piers will hold the ice which forms and preventit being 
ee out of the stream, and result in closing the sound-to navigation all 

nter. 

The formation of fixed ice in the wide and shallow reaches will be followed 
by more rapid shoaling, the ice itself assisting in retarding the flow and also 
usually carrying and gathering solid matter on its under side, which is deposited 
in the spring. Examples illustrating these facts can be seen in Newark Bay and 
the Passaicand Hackensack Rivers. The tidal currents of these streams are nat- 
urally very strong. Without bridges to hold back the ice it is likely navigation 
could be continued throughout the winter, but they are now closed tightly from 
the first hard frost until the ice rots in the spring. 

The annual winter closing of the kill would, of course, result in driving all 
commerce going erly 2 to and from the Amboys to the outside route. When 
this is the case for the few odd days in winter now, the towing companies give 
natice to owners of barges, &c., that they will not assume responsibility for extra 
risk caused by going outside of Staten Island. It will thus be understood that the 
closing of this water route for a pertion of the year will revolutionize the trade 
ag yarn rv oe it. 

Another important consideration to be taken into account is: 

The meeting place of the tides of the Kill von Kull and Arthur Kill is now at 
corner stake. Such places always show a tendency to shoal,and this has been 
the case here. The expenditure of the United States Government just men- 
pega was to secure by means of dikes a channel through this shoal of 13 feet 
at low water. 


Seventh, 
passing the draw. s 

This is a vital part of the opposition to the construction of the bridge 
as proposed in the bill. 


The ter bulk of the freight tonnage of this stream is carried in tows made 
np of m thirty to seventy boats and barges towed by one large towboat or 
wo tugs, 


I will state that these towboats are not the little things described by 
the Senator from Maine, which might let down their smoke-stacks con- 
veniently whenever they chose to pass an obstruction, but they are 
great, powerful steamers, constructed especially for pulling the 10,000 
tons of freight necessary for the vessels to carry. 


The amount of actual freight tonnage in one of thege tows varies from six to 
ten thousand tons of coal. Tows vey in length from 1,100 feet to 2,150 feet and 
in actual width from 60 to125 feet. The tows of the Delaware and Raritan Canal 
are made up and leave New Brunswick on the ebb tide in the Raritan, 

This has = been the practice, the object having been to meet the flood 
tide at the junction of the Raritan and Arthur Kill and make use of it on the 
ary PAP the kill. Before the erection of the Raritan draw on the New York 
and g Branch Railroad, it was usual to anchor at Sandy Point, the mouth 
ef the Raritan, and wait forthe flood. Butthe erection of the draw-bridge com- 
pelled the fleets to anchor above the draw, a process fraught with much risk 
and damage to pass a fleet through the Raritan draw, feet clear opening 
with the current. The fleets, therefore, now wait above the draw until slack- 
water and pass through there, taking the fair tide up the kill. 

But what would be the effect upon this fleet if the proposed structure be 
erected? It halal a ea phorres ggg “at tg the pro draw on a fair tide as 
to the draw in the Raritan. Therefore the fleet instead of having, as now, 
aclear laced be eted re ig me pg ag mg ng Sen pen bave to — 
again below the pro „await a turn in the tide, and pass through the 
draw nst it. The same procedure must be followed by tows from Perth and 
South Amboy, they leaving those places ona favorable tide. This bridge would 
a result in an actual loss of one tide, or six hours, to every tow on the 

The time of a Delaware and Raritan tow-boatis worth $12 per hour. The time 

the Perth Amboy towing line tug is worth $85 per day, or for six hours $42.50. 
m Perth Amboy will be towed by two tugs. The 


A fleet of thirty-two boats fro: 
additional cost in tugs alone will be $85, and for the Delaware and Raritan boat 
$72, and this is ssc FT ndent of the time of canal-boats, barges, or light- 
ers and their crews. this item for a fleet of forty boats be taken at $3 per boat 
(a very low estimate),-we have a loss of $192 in the case of a Delaware and Rar- 
itan tow. Such a fleet will average 200 tons per boator §,000tonsinall; thusthe 
added cost will be 2.4 cents per ton, or on the 4,000,000 tons of coal annually con- 
ve through the sound the large tax of $96,000. 
ut this is not the actual or worse result to the floating commerce of the kill 

which is likely to follow the erection of a draw-bridge as pro; ` 

The estimates of losses last given are based upon the premises that a tow of 
the dimensions now common to these waters could be passed through the pro- 
posed draw opata 

I have endeavored to show upon Map C the position occupied by one of these 
tows at the site of the bridge, also the bridge and draw openings. . The long 
flexible fleet is shown contorted as it is at point by the ion of the ebb 
current. A glance at the map will show that some difficulty will be experienced 


in passing such a body safely through an opening 200 feet wide into which the 
currents t at an oblique angle. Again, the tows on the sound usually run 
together closely following each other, the same object (to take advantage of the 
favorable tide) being common to all. Maps A and C will show that the sound 
is not a place where such a fleet could lay to or anchor without blocking up the 
narrow passage to the injury and delay of all other navigation. 

It would be impossible to stop three or four of these fleets to await a change 
in the tide without absolutely blocking up the channel. This is proven often 
in time of sudden fogs upon the sound reautting tows to anchor, The un- 
wieldy mass of the fleet becomes strung across the channel, and for the time 
being offers great obstruction to or practically stopsall othernavigation. Under 
the head of “Commerce,” a quotation was made from the president of the Pitts- 
burgh Coal Exchange, alluding to the tying up of coal fleets on the Ohio, and 
the great expense and risk attending the operation, but the Ohio is several 
times as wide as this stream, and the current is always in one direétion. 

There seems to be no other opinion among boatmen but that the erection of 
the proposed bridge will compel the curtailment of the fleet. Mr. Isaac L. 
Fisher, agent of the Perth Amboy Towing Line and a boatman of long ex- 
peenes in these waters, estimates that the usual ficet of that line of thirty-two 

ats towed by two tugs must be cut down to eight fleets, of four boats and one 
g each, so that the ara wcpenini can be safely with a favorable tide. 

The additional cost would be $510 for the six added tu The fleet of thirty- 
two boats would carryon an average 7,000 tons coal; therefore the added cost 
per ton is 7.3 cents, or on the 4,000,000 tons of coal annually carried past the pro- 
posed bridge site, $292,000. 

The actual price charged for towing such a fleet from Perth Amboy to New 
Sork now about 3 cents per ton, so that the cost of towage would be more 

an tri 3 

The above estimates only apply to la fleets. As to the single sailing ves- 
sels and tows of one, two, or three Toata; wilah form no mean Soria of the com- 
merce of the kill, with wind and tide against her, itis doubtful if a sailing vessel 
could beat through the narrow opening of the draw at all, and if it were possible 
the risks of collision would be greater than the master would be warranted in 
assuming. 

For a number of years it has been the practice on the Charles River, Massa- 
chusetts, to charge an additional freight rate of 3cents per ton of coal per draw- 
bridge passed through, 

This practice is mentioned in a letter from Messrs, H. and A. Morse & Co., whole- 
sale conl-dealers, of Boston, to Maj, Charles W. Raymond, United States Engi- 
neers, printed on page 514 of the report of the Chief of Engineers for 1884,and 
coinmented npon by Major Raymond in his report on page 513, preceding. It 
is also confirmed by Mr, Smith W. Haines, of Jersey City, who has for many 
years been interested in the chartering of vessels for coal to Eastern points. 
The draw-bridge openings of the Charles River are narrow as compared with 
the one proposed. 

In addition to these charges must be taken into account the actual losses by 
collision with piers or fenders which it is im ible to prevent and which must 
certainly have the effect of raising the premium of marine insurance on vessels 
trading through the sound. The actual losses from these causes at five bridges 
on the Ohio are given on the authority of the Pittsburgh Coal Exchange ina 
report to the Chief of Engineers, and Printed with his report 1871 Appendix B, 
page 420, as being the sum of $198,692. The period covered was for one bridge 
six peace and seven months, for the other four less than two years. 

These i go are all built at a height of 70 to 90 feet above low-water level, 
with channel spans of from 300 to 400 feet. The coal fleets consist of from six- 
teen to eighteen coal barges or ten coal boats, and the freight tonnage is from 
7,€00 to 9,000 tons. 

Taking all these facts into consideration, I think it safe to estimate that the 
erection of a bridge as proposed will impose a tax of at least 6 cents per ton upon 
all classes of freight carried past the draw, or a total annual tax approximating 


$500,000, . 

The claim has been made that the elevation of 30 feet above low water pro- 
posed for the bridge will enable the greater portion of the commetce of the kill 
to pass under it. This claim I think on examination untenable. The top of 
smokestacks of tugs are usually more than 30 feet from water line, some of the 
towboats being Jarge steamers 60 feet above water. 

A tow seldom is made up without containing several lighters, sloops, or schoon- 
ers with masts over 70 feet high, and they will be scattered through the tow from 
one end to the other so the draw can not be closed until the whole tow has 
pae; and the height of the floor can not affect the main obstruction. the piers 

n the ehannel, and the narrow channel way. No opening less than450feet will 
give the proper freedom to navigation now engaged, and a floor 70 feet above 
high water would still shut out some thousands of vessels per year unless a draw- 
span be provided also. 

The Steubenville bridge over the Ohio had a channel span of 300 feet and was 
90 feet above low water. The board of engineers already referred to, consist- 
ing of General G. K. Warren, Godfrey Weitzel, and Col. William E. Merrill, 
recommend its widening at a cost of $200,414.50, and say: “This bridge has 
been a serious hinderance to navigation since it was built. It is unquestionable 
that bridges over the Ohio, thougha public necessity, are a source of danger and 
loss to the navigation interest,” (See report Chief of Engineers 1871, pages 429, 


et seq.) 

The principal traffic incommoded by this bridge was coal, amounting annu- 
ally at that period to about 2,500,000 tons. 

It is claimed that the railroad traffic to be accommodated by the bri will 
be of so much more importance to the community at large that the result of its 
erection will result in a net gain. 

The total receipts of principal staples at New York in the year 1885 were: 


Tons. | Value. 
_ x ISS af 
a PIERE NAR NE W 528,536 | $19, 664, 505 
Grain and meal.. 2,220,000 | 66,819, 557 
Cotton....... 256,000 | 54,497, 200 
Petroleum. Seese +s „| 1,456,429 | 29,250,000 
AA rastera i o aiie an] 4p -400) OD 170, 231, 262 


NorE.—The quantities are taken from the Journal of Commerce for January 
J, 1886, The computations are made from usual market quantities to gross 
tons. The values are computed on average market quotations for 1885, 

Of the above 23.63 per cent. of the grain and flour is delivered by canal, 92 per 
cent. of the cotton by water, and a rtion of the petroleum by pipe line. 
Iam informed also by Mr. Charles Sterling, superintendent of the National 
Storage Company, that petroleum should be left out of any calculation of prob- 
able Dag, oe over the proposed bridge, as it is not likely any quantity will 
ever be ship: by thatline. These being subtracted we have, tons, 2,341,428, 

ue, $70,407,835, on the supposition that the freight is evenly divided among 
the six trunk lines. The timore and Ohio mar e to carry over the 
bridge 390,278 tons, valued at $11,734,639. If miscellaneous freights be added, 
say 600,000 tons, valued at $20,000,000—eastward freights, not including coal, 
ighth. Effect upon value of water-front property. 


t 
yestablished 


praiser, 

“That the water front from the bridge to Twenty-third street, which had 
been worth in ordinary times $7,000,000, had been depreciated 30 per cent. 

“That the city had met this depreciation by reducing the valuation for taxa- 
tion of the principal storehouses from 20 to 40 per cent. t same class of 
Dope below the bridge had not depreciated. 

9 he had found the property on the Jersey shore and the east side of 
the Hudson as far as Seventy-second street increased as much in proportion as 

~ the decrease on the East River above the bridge.” 

Vernon H. Brown, at — agent of the Cunard Seanu Company, testi- 
fied that he had knowledge of a clause being inserted on charter parties for- 
bidding vessels to goabove the bridge; had himself sent such instructions, and 
would not have a vessel go above the bridge if he could help it. 

Capt. Ambrose Snow testifies that the bridge would injure the warehouses 
above it, and was a great detriment to the free use of the river, and injured the 

r and commerce of New York. 

Richard C. Wiet, employed by the Standard Oil Company, testified that the 
building of the bridge had injured the Hunter's Point works of the company; 
that owners of large vessels asa favorask that the vessels be sent to Weehawken 
for oil; that the business at Weehawken was thus increased at the expense of 
Hunter's Point. 

To verify these statements made in 1879 and discover whether the deprecia- 
tion then claimed had been permanent, I have conversed with Mr. A. B. Miller, 
warehouse owner, 8$ Pear! street, and the plaintiff in a suit in the United States 
circuit court for the southern district of New York against the mayor and al- 
derrgpn of the city and the trustees of the Brooklyn bridge, and a gentleman 
pericetly familiar with the subject. 

I also called upon Capt. Ambrose Snow, president of the Board of Trade and 
ne erp one of the best-known merchants and ship-owners of the 
city of New York. Both gentlemen assured me that the experience of the 
seven years since 1879 had corroborated the testimony here given; that the de- 
preciation in real estate along the shore front above the bridge was fully 30per 
cent, Mr. D. A. Nash, secretary of the board of commissioners of pilots, and 
Mr, Francis W. Houghton, secretary of the Maritime ion, also confirmed 
these statements, and there is no trouble in proving them by overwhelming 
testimony. While this has been the effect of the East River bridge, 1,500 feet 
clear span and 135 feet in height, a nearer example to the land under consid- 
eration may be found in the Newark Bay bridge of the Central Railroad of 
New Jersey. The lands along the shore north and south of this bridge are sim- 


ilar as to all natural advantages. 
Before the bridge was built a channel 7 to 8 feet deep at low water extended 
from the coal-d of the Central Railroad Company of New Jersey along the 


shore to the Newark Bay light-house. Thischannel isshown on the Coast Sur- 
vey map of 1855, and witnesses can be produced who will testify to having taken 
vessels to Newark from Arthur Kill by that route. This channel has entirely 
disap) above the bridge, and reason can be found in causes chargea- 
ble to the bridge. Lands north of the bridge are worth not more than $200 per 
acre, while not 300 feet away land south of the bridge fronting on the water are 
worth unimproved $15,000 per acre. 

These facts were well shown out in the testimony of Mr. Charles W. Noyes, 
taken in the railroad-tax cases of 1882 and 1834. 

Information derived from owners of manufacturing establishments along the 
sound show that they have well-grounded fears of the regular closin; or the 
channel in winter by ice if the bridge be built. The free access to their es 
in ail seasons is a necessity; one company maintain a boat solely for the pur- 
pose of breaking up the floating ice. 

If the sound is closed for the winter many flourishing industries must go else- 
where, and the shore-front, which now offers the best facilities to such interests 
upon a main water way, will become of far less value,and the water way will 

k to the position of a canal. 

Ninth, Action of Government engineers upon question of bridging other nay- 
jgable channels, and comparisons with the channel in question. 

The only other navigable channels under control of the United States Gov- 
ernment, at all comparable with Arthur Kill in magnitude and importance of 
commercial interest involved, upon which the question of the erection of bridges 
has been raised, are the East River, the Detroit River, and the Hudson. 

The East River has been bridged with a span of 1,500 feet and 135 feet a 
The results to the ship: ing interests of the port of New York it can not be denied 
have been detrimental, Nothing but the necessity for communications between 
the vast population of the two cities of New York and Brooklyn can justify or 
compensate for the damage inflicted upon the harbor. 

Attempts have been made to bridge the Detroit River at Detroit and other 
poinw, but all haye been successfully defeated by the navigation interests of the 

orthern lakes. This is also the case with projects to bridge the Hudson 
below Albany. 


The claim was made by the railroad com 
Chicago River accommodated forty-three thousand seven hundred and thirty- 
five vessels in 1868, a draw could easily pass the commerce of the Detroit 
River; but the board remarked that the Chicago River can not be com; to 
this great highway, there being no current. Tugs rarely take through more 
than one vessel at a time, and sometimes two tugs to one vessel; and the sides 


es that as a draw-bridge on the 


of the stream are docked, serving as fenders, 
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The average width of the Saint Clair River, navigable for boats of 16 feet 
draught, was 2,000 feet. 
Nine million one hundred and sixteen thousand five hundred and seyenty 


Railroad Company proposed that the draw be closed for y times a day fora 
space of ten pe ba each time, to allow of the of trains; but this the 
board considered could not be allowed, due regard had to navigation. 


making connection except by a tunnel or bridge. Here. 
miles of water front available at the owner's price, 


The conclusion of the board is summed up as follows: 

First. That a bridge giving clear headway of 150 feet and clear span of 400 
fect would not seriously impede navigation. 

Second. No beige vipg cones, to vessels by draw alone, with draw span 
at present practicable, can be permitted without serious injury to navigation. 

hird. That a bridge giving aclear opening of 700 feet from April 1 to Decem- 
ber 1, with two draw openings 100 feet in the clear,and with the permanent 
foundations of its movable piers 18 feet below lowest stage of water, will not 
be a serious obstruction to navigation. 

Fourth, For the reasons heretofore given, although the question has not been 
directly referred to it, the board deemed the crossing of the river by tunnels the 
only unobjectionable method, and from all the information they have obtained 
thinka tunnel at Detroit or Stony Island is by no means impracticable at a cost 
not so tas to debar its construction. 
nited States enginecrs in the Ohio uniformly demand clear spans of at 
least 400 feet, 

Viewing the subject under consideration in the light of these decisions it is 

ult to see how the pi structure over Arthur can receive 
sanction of the United States engineers, 3 

Tenth. Other means of crossing the stream which will not interfere with nav- 
igaton interests. 

There is no good reason except the cost of the work why this stream should 
not be crossed bya tunnel under itsbed. Theunderlying rock,asshown by the 
State geological survey, is sandstone. The tunnel need notin its deepest part 
be more than 50 feet below low water. It could be constructed in an open cut, 
section by section, in caissons, and the pron prckames from anchors or other 
weights which might be dropped upon it. grades to reach such a tunnel 
would not be excessive. 

In comparison with the Detroit tunnel, the Hudson River tunnel, or the tun- 
nel just completed under the bed of the Mersey between Live land Birken- 

ead, the work would be child's play and the cost a mere fraction. 

The new Mersey tunnel shows the jealous care which Liverpool exercises over 
her harbor and water communications. 

‘This is 3 miles long, excavated through sandstone rock. 

The item of cost should not be allowed to come into considerution. 

The injury that would be inflicted upon commerce at present and for all time 
by the pro; ridge is so much more in actual money value than the high- 
est peasy estimate that could be made fora tunnel, thatsuch arguments should 
be thrown aside. 

If it is necessary for the general good for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad to 
have its terminal on Staten Island, the additional cost should not stand in the 
way of protecting interests as important as these now threatened by the pro- 

structure. 5 

All these facts are respectfully submitted. 

They are all susceptible of legal proof when necessary. 

Certain points may require to be en’ upon as developments arise in the 
discussion, but I believe the whole ground is covered in its engineering aspect. 


Very respectfully, 
E. W. HARRISON, Civil Engineer. 


Mr. President, the people who use this passage between Raritan and 
New York have grown up on it. It was the first great means of com- 
munication originally between New Amsterdam and the settlements to 
the south and westof it, the other means being the Hudson River to the 
north and west of it. Before the days of railroads the great transporta- 
tion companies that furnished all the products either imported or manu- 
factured in New York and in the New England States and that brought 
any return they could from the West, used this line of communication; 
and the very people who are to-day engaged in the towing and whoown 
these steamers and vessels are the successors of the men of one hundred 
years ago who opened up this first line of communication to the West.’ 
They grew from their small commencements until to-day some of them 
are powerful corporations and have a great deal of money in- 
vested in their business. 

I repeat, as far as the railroad companies are concerned there is no 
opposition from any railroad company in New Jersey or Pennsylvania 
of which I have any knowledge who have ever spoken to me about it 
except that which comes from affiliated companies owning vessels on 
this stream and which they think they have a natural right to navi- 
gate. While they will not object to a tunnel or the? will not object to 
a fair bridge, they can not see how Congress will deliberately strike at 
their rights, their capital, their earnings, their savings, for a road which 
has no existence in fact and which has never turned a spadeful of the 
soil of New Jersey to make it. 

I have listened with some interest to the argument of the Senator 
from Missouri and the Senator from Oregon on the legal side of this 
question. I have carefully looked at it, and without the technical 
knowledge necessary to enable me to compete with those gentlemen in 
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a matter of that kind, I have prepared a brief which I think will show 
that there are two sides even to that case. 

This bill, in terms, confers upon a New Jersey corporation, 
the Baltimore New York Railroad Company—that is, the oe 
which owns the small 6 miles of road on Mag ani Bang State of New 
Jersey, to which I referred, and which never done any work—the 
franchise of constructing and maintaining a railway bridge across the 
Staten Island Sound, that is to say, within the boundaries and 
across the territory of the State of New Jersey and within the bound- 
aries and across the territory of the State of New York; and also con- 
fers upon a New York corporation (the Staten Island Rapid Transit 
Company) the same franchise, Whether the franchise is joint and only 
exercisable by both, or several, and exercisable by either, is immaterial, 
as it is beyond the power of Congress to confer either the joint or sev- 
eral franchise upon both or either of these corporations. 

The Federal and the State Legislatures are separate and independent 
sovereignties within the respective limits of their constitutional powers, 
and stand, within those limits, in the same relation to each other as do 
the several State Legislatures. Neither can exercise or limit the con- 
stitutional powers of the other, and it is decisively adj by the 
Federal Supreme Court that the Legislature of one State cannot confer 
franchises upon a corporation created by another State: 


Tt is true that a a by the name and style vf the plaintiffs (the Obio 
aud Mississippi Rai Comreny) appears to have been chartered by the 
States of Indiana and Ohio, clothed with the same ca: ties and powers, and 


it into life and 


exists by 
State or sovereignty which brin, 
Railroad Com- 


endues it with its feexition and powers. (Ohio and Mississip 
pany ts. Wheeler, 1 Black, 297.) 

And the same court affirms this doctrine ina recent case, and adjudges 
that such legislation by separate States has simply the effect of creating 
two separate corporations ‘‘acting in each State according to the powers 
locally bestowed, as distinctly as though they had no in common 
either as to name, capital, or membership.” (Clark vs. Barnard, 108 
United States, 452.) 

_Tf, then, theintent of this act is, as the act clearly expresses it to be, 
to confer an additional franchise upon a New Jersey corporation to be 
exercised both in New Jersey and New York, and an additional fran- 
chise upon a New York corporation to be exercised both in New York 
and New Jersey, such intent is clearly beyond the powers of Congress 
to accomplish. Admitting, for the present, that Federal Govern- 
ment has power to construct bridges within the territory of New Jer- 
sey, it is clear that it can exercise its power only by its own agents, 
natural or artificial; and if it wills to construct the proposed bridge 
over Staten Island Sound bya corporate agent it must create a corpora- 
tion for that purpose. 

Thus when the Federal Government determined to exercise its powers 
in respect to the Federal currency, &c,, through corporate ‘agents it nec- 
essarily created the national banks for that purpose; for it is surely 
clear thatit could not have conferred upon State banks, having only 
the franchise of receiving and investing deposits, the additional fran- 
chises of discount and issue. Andif the Federal Government had 
availed itself of State banks already holding the franchises of discount 
and issue, it is clear that it would have been because in that case the 
Federal Government would have availed itself of the exercise by the 
State banks, in the execution of the Federal agency, of franchises al- 
ready conferred upon them by the State. 

The bill No. 121 is not apt to create a bridge corporation, and if Con- 
gress asserts the power to construct this bridge and to create a corpora- 
tion as its agent for that purpose, it should not resort to indirection to 
accomplish its ends. The dignity of Congress requires that its grants 
should be clear and explicit, and not be couched in terms which upon 
their face im the conferring of additional franchises upon the creat- 
ures of the States. If can confer, it must be because it has 
legislative dominion over the corporation, and if it has such dominion 
it can also take away; the result would be that Congress has unlimited 
power to amend the charters of State corporations. 

But it may be said that Co merely intends to give the Federal 
assent to such interruption of the navigation of the Staten Island Sound 
as will be occasioned by a bridge already authorized by Statelaw. The 
terms of this act are peculiarly inapt for such They purport 
to give original authority to construct the bridge, and not merely to 
permit the partial invasion of the navigation right; and the report of 
the Senate committee avows that to be the intent of the act. s 

It is necessary therefore to consider the power of the Federal Govern- 
ment to construct a bridge within the territory of New Jersey and upon 
and over the lands of the State without its consent. This power is 
boldly claimed in the report of the Senate committee as a necessary in- 
- cident to the constitutional power of Congress to regulate commerce in 

general and the commerce between the States. 

It is obvious that the power to construct a bridge is limited to its con- 
struction for the public use, and includes the power of taking by the 
“eminent domain” such land as may be necessary for the construction 


thereon of the ‘‘towers’’ of a suspension bridge, or the abutments and 

piers, or piles, supporting such a structure as is described in Senate bill 

No. 121, and of crossing over the land underneath the structure by a 
ent occupation of such = 

That the land intended to be appropriated and occupied under the au- 
thority of this act, from ordinary water mark to the middle thread 
of Staten Island Sound is the sole property of the State of New Jersey. 
has been abundantly settled by the Federal Supreme Court. 

It is not n to state particularly the charters and grants under which 
they (plaintiffs) They are áll set out in the verdict in the case of 
Martin vs. | pines rted in 16 367. The title claimed by the proprie- 
tors in case same with the title upon which the plaintiffnow relies. 
And upon very full argument and consideration in the case referred to, the 
court were of opinion that the soil under the public navigable waters of East 
New Jersey belonged to the State, and not to the proprietors, and the decision 
in that case must govern this. (Den vs. Jersey Company, 15 How., 432.) 

And the same court in another case adjudged as follows: 

This supposed compact (between the United States and the State of Alabama) 
is nothing more than a regulation of commerce, to that extent, among the sev- 
eral States, and can have no controlling influence in the decision of the case be- 
saeviguble NONE dor all AASA PATO Deksops ETAS to tha Slates 
na’ for all m exclusively to cs 
wi their respective territorial Jurisdictions. paee apin , and thane only, have 
the constitutional pore to exercise it. To give to the United States the right 
to transfer to a cii the title to the shores and soils under navigable waters 
would be placing in their hands a weapon which might be wielded greatly to 
the injury of sovereignty and deprive the States of the power to exercise 
a numerous and important class of police powers. (Pollard’s 


vs. Hagan, 
3 How., 230.) 

And one of the conclusions at which the court finally arrived is stated 
on the same page as follows: 

First. The shores of navigable waters and the soils under them were not 
granted by the Constitution to the United States, but were reserved to the States 
respectively. g 

And the same court has with equal distinctness affirmed the ruling 
in3 Howard above cited by its judgment in the following cases: Good- 
title vs. Kibbe, 9 How., 471; Doe vs. Beebe, 13 How., 25. If the State 
of New Jersey then has title in fee to the shores and soils under the 
navigable waters of Staten Island Sound, it also has the incidents of such 
title and is the owner thereof ab imo usque ad c@lum; nor can the United 
States or any person or corporation by its authority construct an abut- 
ment on the shore or erect piers or piles upon the soil under the water 
of Staten Island Sound, nor stretch a bridge or viaduct through the 
air above such soil, except by the consent of the State. Nor has the 
Federal Government ever pretended to exercise such power; nor has 
the Federal court ever adj the existence of such power. The 
Senate committee have avowed that the power exists and has been re- 
peatedly exercised, but an examination of the cases will show that in 
all of them the States owning the shores and soil under the navigable 
waters permitted by Congress to be crossed by a bridge had previously 
authorized the construction of such bri or was acquiescing therein. 

Such was the fact in Pennsylvania vs. Wheeling, &c., Bridge Company 
(13 How., 518); Pennsylvania vs. Wheeling, &c., Bridge Company (18 
How., 421); Wilson rs. Blackbird, &c., Company (2 Pet., 250); Gilman 
vs. Philadelphia (3 Wall., 713); Mississippi, &c., Company vs. Ward (2 
Black., 485); The Clinton Bridge a Wall., 454) ; Bridge Company ts. - 
United States (105 U. S., 470); Miller vs. Mayorof New York (109 U. S., 
385). Innone ofthese cases is therean intimation from either bar or court 
that Congress had power to construct or em another to construct 
a bridge across a navigable stream within the limits of a State. On 
the contrary, in every case the reasoning and the judgment of the Su- 
premeFederal Court are accordant with the authoritative enunciations 
of that court in Gilman vs. Philadelphia (3 Wallace, 713, &c.). On 
page 724 the court say as follows: 

Commerce implies navigation. The power to regulate commerce compre- 


hends the control, for that purpose and to the extent necessary, of all the nav- 
igable waters of the United States which are accessible from a State other than 


those in which they lie. For this pupone sre are the public tee of the 
nation, and subject to all the requisite legislation by Congress. is necessa- 
rily includes the power to keep them open and free from any obstruction to their 
navigation, in‘ by the States or otherwise, to remove such obstructions 
when they exist, and to vide by such sanctions as they may deem “apg 
against the occurrence of the evil e ea the a of haying hs 
these purposes Congress possesses e powers w! existed in the es 
before the adoption of the national Constitution, and which have always existed 
in the Parliament in England. 


And on page 725 of the same case the court further speaksas follows: 


We will now turn our attention to the rights and powers of the States which 
are to be considered, 

The National Government a no powers but such as have been dele- 
ted to it. The States have all but such as they have surrendered. The power 
authorize the building of bridges is nov to be found in the Federal Constitu- 

tion. It has not been n from the States. It mustreside somewhere. They 
had it before the Constitution was adopted, and they have it still. 

This authoritative and specific definition and limitation of the Federal 
power over navigable waters within the territories of the States, and 
co-ordinate determination that the exclusive power of constructing 
bridges over such waters is and always has been vested in the States, 
effectually disposes of the report of the Senate committee and conclu- 
sively demonstrates this bill to be unconstitutional and void. 

Its object is by Federal authority to violate a State statute which 
prohibits the construction of any bridge across the Staten Island Sound 
(Pamphlet Laws of New Jersey 1878, page 343), toseize upon the lands 
of the State of New Jersey and donate them to the perpetual use of a 
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corporation created by itself and a corporation created by the State of 
-New York, and, as openly avowed by the Senate committee, this spo- 
liationis to be committed for the use of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company, a corporation of the State of Maryland, and this is to 
be accomplished in despite of the protest of the State of New Jersey 
twice repeated, through joint resolutions adopted by its Legislature, 
and presented by its Senators and Representatives to both Houses of 
Congress. 
Mr. President, there is no doubt about the feasibility of a tunnel at 
the point named, ‘The channel itself being only about 600 feet wide, 
all the surrounding circumstances are such as are favorable to the con- 
struction and maintenance and repair of a tunnel; but failing in the 
eunnel, while the State of New Jersey objects very strongly to anything 
that looks like a bridge that would obstruct navigation across what is 
to it and to its citizens this most important channel, I would not have 
any hesitation in being favorable myself to a reasonably fair bridge. 
And if the Senate do not think the proposition of my colleague for a 
tunnel is a proper one, there is in the immediate vicinity of this pro- 
posed crossing a point where the channel widens out to a thousand feet 
and where there is an island in the exact center of it where the con- 
struction of a bridge 70 feet high would relieve four-fifths of the com- 
merce of the sound, as it would enable the railroad company to give a 
span about four or five hundred feet wide leaving on the other side a 
small draw which would reduce the expense in that particular. I 
` should think this 700-foot bridge with its approaches could very readily 
be constructed at an additional cost of $500,000. 

T have shown conclusively to my own satisfaction, and I think to that 
of any fair gentleman who will look into it, that the absolute increased 
cost in the handling of the different products through this bridge in its 
present condition would amount to more than this $500,000 per year. 

There is no reason in the world why people like these, 
their lives in this particular branch of business, haying all their capital 
invested in it, should be absolutely destroyed as you propose to do here 
for anything that will reduce the usefulness or add to the cost of trans- 
portation of a ton of coal. There is no reason why it should be done 
in the interest of a corporation if there is a corporation that is to build 
this bridge. If there is a great powerful company that will build a 
bridge across this kill, and if the interests of interstate commerce re- 
quire it, there is no reason why a bridge should bear hardly on the 
commerre of the stream, there is no reason why they should not add 
$500,000 or a million dollars to the expense if that will give them all 
they require, and if it will save harmless the people who have enjoyed 
their nautical rights so long and who have their capital invested in 
their water craft. 

If the amendment of my colleague for the construction of a tunnel 
shall not meet with the approbation of the Senate, I will offer some 
amendments which will increase the height of the proposed bridge and 
locate it at the point I have indicated abont half a mile off. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not desire to consume more 
than a few minutes of the time of the Senate to meet one or two points 
presented by the Senators from New Jersey in opposition to the con- 
struction of this bridge. 

Both the Senators from New Jersey dwelt at considerable length and 
with emphasis upon the fact that this bridge is mainly intended to ac- 
eommodate the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. The Baltimore and 
Ohio company, as is known to everybody, is a corporation of the State 
of Maryland, and, therefore, I took no part in the Committee on Com- 
merce in the determination of this question. The Pennsylvania Rail- 
road also passes through the State of Maryland, and I am correct in 
saying that it has more miles of track within the State of Maryland 
than has the Baltimore and Ohio company. i 

I have been always, in the Legislature of my own State and here, in 
favor of giving to all railroad corporations such facilities as would en- 
able them to transact the public business and place them all upon an 
exact equality. Iwould not restrict the Pennsylvania Railroad or the 

Baltimore and Ohio, but the line of the Baltimore and Ohio north from 
Baltimore to-day practically terminates at Philadelphia. ` It is making 
an effort to reach the harbor of New York, and has behind it 3,000 
miles of railroad extending throughout the West as far as Chicago and 
Saint Louis. Itdesires to reach the port of New York in order to com- 
pete with other trunk lines, and which, as I think, will have the effect 
of reducing the cost of transportation to the people of this country. 

But, Mr. President, before the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany had the slightest interest in the construction of this bridge the 
measure was brought here as a local matter. It was brought here by 
the projectors of a railroad on Staten Island, and they came asking pre- 
cisely the same privileges that are asked for to-day, to construct over 
this kill a bridge that would accommodate any road that should reach 
the banks of the kill so as to get over to Staten Island and utilize the 
immense water front and the deep water on the ocean side of the island. 
The Committee on Commerce treating it as a local matter, with no con- 
nection then with any other line, were unanimous in reporting a bill 
substantially the same as the one before the Senate to-day. 

The objection urged is not that it will be a great obstruction to com- 
merce, that it will obstruct all the interstate commerce passing down 
this kill and through the Delaware and Raritan Canal, and through 


nnage passing 
‘ally, when they concluded to buy the controlling 


the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal, and then down the Chesapeake 
Bay into the sounds south of Norfolk. If that were so, I myself would 
be opposed to the construction of a bridge across this kill. But what 
is the fact? Ofall the commerce that passes up and down the Arthur 
Kill and goes through this line of canal, 90 per cent. is in barges and 
canal-boats, all of which, including the steamers that tow them, can 
pass under this bridge 32 feet high. There is but 10 per cent. of the 
sailing vessels that pass up and down this kill that can not pass under 
the bridge, and not one of them can go there unless it is towed. The 
width of the kill is 600 feet at the greatest extreme. The actual width 
of the kill for navigation purposes is about 400 feet, on account of the 
shoals on either side. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] asks me to repeat 
what I said about the towage. I say that 90 per cent. of all the im- 
mense tonnage that passes up and down the kill is in flat-boats, canal- 
boats, and barges that have no masts, and hence can pass under this 
bridge without opening the draw; and only 10 per cent. would require 
the draw to be opened, and of that 10 per cent. not a single vessel 

through under sail; they must all be towed by steamers. 

If the statements of the Senators from New Jersey were aceurate, that 
this draw would be required to be open nearly the entire time, the 

tof the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad would not desire to 
construct a bridge there; they would not hayeit. They know that 
there is an immense to! ing there, and their object was natur- 
interest in the Staten 
Island enterprise, to have a passage across that kill which would best 
facilitate their own commerce, and they made a very careful examina- 
tion as to the approaches, whether a tunnel was feasible, and I have 
no question myself, from the examination which I have given (and I 
believe any Senator will be so convinced by looking at one of the Gov- 


all | ernment maps), that the construction of a tunnel there within the cost 


of $5,000,000 would be impracticable. There can be no question as to 
this statement. On the west side the marsh extends for about 2 miles, 
and before you could make an approach to a tunnel you must reach a 
high point so that the water will not overflow it. 

An attempt has been made to increase the facilities of crossing the 
North River by constructing a tunnel from Jersey City across to New 
York; but the undertaking has been found so expensive that there has 
not been money enough raised in this country to make a great tunnel 
for the Pennsylvania Rai and the Erie Railroad and all the other 
lines that have their termination at Jersey City and Hoboken, and the 
engineers without exception say that it is not feasible within a reason- 
able cost, 

Now look at the commerce that passes up and down this kill. The 
greater portion of it goes through the Raritan River and then throngh 
the Delawareand Raritan Canal. It through a bridge on the 
Raritan River not higher than the one proposed by this bill with a 
draw of 200 feet in the channel of a river that is only 125 feet in width, 
and then into a canal that is 80 feet in width and 19 feet in depth. 
Talk about interruptions to trade! Why, sir, all the trade going 
through this kill through a bridge with a draw less than 200 feet 
without interruption. Five million tons per annum have passed that 
one pointalone. The truth is that 90 per cent., at least 3,000,000 tons, 
of that can pass under the bridge without the opening of the draw. 
And yet gentlemen say that it is not feasible, that it is impossible to 
take one of these long tows through a of 216 feet without dam- 
age at the pier. As I have shown you, it passes up the Raritan River. 
and the channel there is only 125 feet. It is not possible for the inter- 
state commerce to be interfered with by this bridge. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] asks me how much 
i up the Raritan River. It is almost impossible to get the data, 

ut a very large amount of it. The Senator from New Jersey in that 
connection made the point—and if he had been correct in his facts it 
would have been a point of great force against the construction of a - 
bridge across the Raritan River—that the tonnage of the Delaware and 
Raritan had fallen off from 5,000,000 tons to 2,000,000. The construc- 
tion of the bridge has had naught to do with the falling off of that ton- 
The fact is that the Pennsylvania Railroad when it bought the 
tailroads of New Jersey bought with them the Delaware and Raritan 
Canal, and made such arate on the transportation of coal that the whole 
body of the tonnage which formerly passed over the canal now passes 
over the railroad, which runs parallel with the canal. 

Mr. GEORGE. How far from it? 

Mr. GORMAN. It is on the banks, parellel with the canal. The 
same company owns the canal and owns the railroad. It is their in- 
terest not alone in Pennsylvania and New Jersey, but itis the interest 
of railroads everywhere to transfer freights from the canals. The ton- 
nage of the Delaware and Raritan Canal has fallen off from five or six 
million to two or three million tons, but that is not owing to the con- 
struction of the bridge on the Raritan River. 

At Chicago, as this report states, 99 per cent. of all the tonnage that 
passes down the Chicago River from the lake passes through one bridge, 
and about 60 per cent. of it passes through three or four bridges the 
draws of which are all less in span than the one we propose here. 
There is no bridge at Boston, with all the vast commerce of that b 
city, that exceeds this in length. ‘There are forty bridges in the State 


4724 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—SENATE. 


May 20, 


of New Jersey, all authorized by the action of that State, from 70 feet 
to 170 feet in length, over various streams many of which run into 
Newark Bay, and the Pennsylvania Railroad crosses them witha draw 
Jess than 60 feet. The t city of Newark, with 160,000inhabitants 
ai git Sie Limona Seta. has a belles WUA draw Taa Chan OE 
So they are dotted all over the State, and there has been no obstruction 
to commerce caused thereby and no claim of it until now. 

Mr. President, my friend from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] pro- 

a tunnel. Ido not intend to say more about it than that it is 
not feasible at a reasonable cost and will prevent for a long time this 
road having an outlet to New York harbor. The other Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] says if that is not adopted he will propose 
an amendment requiring the bridge to be located at a different point 
and 70 feet in height. That proposition, if acceded to, would not ben- 
efit commerce in any way. Seventy feet in height would not permit a 
masted vessel to pass through without a draw. 

Mr. SEWELL. The point I suggest is over halfa mile from the pres- 
ent structure, where the stream widens out'to a thousand feet and where 
there is an island in the center. My proposition is for a bridge 70 feet 
high, with a clear span on one side of say 400 feet and with a draw on 
the other side, so that the great body of the commerce of this stream 
which goes by the large tows may go clear and unobstructed in the 400- 
foot span. Á 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave shown that the greater portion of the com- 
merce which up and down the kill in a channel 125 feet 
in width. One hundred and twenty-five feet width of channel is found 
suficient for the great tows that pass up and down. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator inform us where the channel is 125 
feet wide? 

Mr. GORMAN. In the Raritan River. 

Mr. SEWELL. The tonnage coming from the Raritan River is not 
more than 20 per cent. of the whole tonnage of Arthur Kill. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘The draw in the Raritan River bridge is 200 feet, 
but the width of the channel is only 125 feet; and it is perfectly well 
known that there is no difficulty and never has been any with the ton- 
nage of the Raritan and Delaware Canal. At this point the stream is 
to be left with a channel 216 feet in width—as wide as any river in this 
‘country—when the bridge is constructed as the bill provides, which will 
be wide enough for all the tows that come down the Hudson River; 
wider than the tows that go down the Monongahela and Allegheny 
Rivers, and there are no such tows on any of the Western waters. A 
bridge 32 feet high will admit 90 per cent. of the commerce that passes 
up and down the kill, and the draw will only have to be opened for 10 
per cent. of it. > 

Mr, SEWELL. Itis not creditable to the business capacity and in- 
telligence of the Senator from Maryland to make a statement that this 

rO 

iver. The Ohio River bridges are required to have spans three or four 
hundred feet wide; I think the smallest is 300 feet; and there have been 
difficulties even with 300-foot openings and all the requirements there 
imposed. We have advanced in the science of bridge construction so 
that 500-foot spans are now feasible. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New Jersey did not understand 
me. I say that the longest draw-bridge to-day in this country is 200 
feet. 

Mr. SEWELL. I was talking about spans. In the Ohio River the 
bridges are so high that they do not practically require the draw ex- 
cept in extreme high water. 

. GORMAN. There are no draws, as I understand, on the Ohio 
River bridges, and the spans are much greater than elsewhere; but upon 
all the rivers of this country where you have bridges with draws not 
one of them exceeds 200 feet. My friend from Missouri tells me the 
longest on the Mississippi River is 200 feet. Isit possible that the com- 
merce passing in towboats, canal-boats, and barges on the Arthur Kill 
requires greater space than all the commerce passing up and down the 
Mississippi River? 

Now, Mr. President, as to the construction of a high bridge, 70 feet; 
that would not give greater facilities than a bridge 32 feet high; but 
it would add to the cost of this structure. The difference is between 
$450,000 and $1,510,000. Besides, if placed at the proposed point for 
the high bridge, the railroad officials believe it would be an obstruction 
to the through freights of this country. But howeverthat may be, the 
bill as Ap ae by the Committee on Commerce provides that the loca- 
tion and height of the bridge shall be in the discretion of the War De- 
partment; that the engineers, who are not interested in either company, 
who have no interest except to see that proper facilities are given, shall 
locate this bridge at any point upon the kill and determine its height 
provided it shall not be less than 32 feet. 

Mr. President, all the great cities between here and Boston are crossed 
by these very railroads, and every one of them has draw-bridges with 
less than the one proposed in this bill. The Pennsylvania Rail- 
road, as well as the Baltimore and Ohio road, in Maryland, in Penn- 

lvania, and in New. Jersey, has bridges over navigable streams where 

e commerce is very considerable, and all less than the one proposed 
in this bill, and yet they do not interfere with commerce. 

As I have said before, I myself would oppose the construction of any 


draw is wider than the openings in the bridges on the Ohio. 


bridge that would interfere with this great inland water way, which I 
hope to see improved and taken out of the hands of private parties and 
made a highway by the Government of the United States. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate longer. 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like to ask a question of the Senator from 
Maryland. He stated $5,000,000 as the cost of the construction of a 
tunnel. I ask him whether he has any data on that point? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] read a state- 
ment made by the second vice-president of the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad, in which he said that owing to the marshy ground on the 
western side that approach to the tunnel would necessarily be of great 
length, making the approaches and the tunnel itself 4,4, miles in length, 
and that the cost of it would not be less than $5,000,000. That wag 
a careful‘estimate. Taking the experience of the attempt to construct. 
a tunnel under the Hudson River from Jersey City to New York, where 
millions of dollars have already been invested and it has baffled the 
best engineering skill of this country, it would not be safe to say that 
it could be done within the $5,000,000; and hence they eame to the 
conclusion, and I think that will strike any practical mind as being 
correct, that no tunnel and no crossing of the kill could be had within 
reasonable cost except by a bridge. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, were it not to answer some of 
the extraordinary statements of the Senator from Maryland I should 
not ask the Senate to listen to me any farther on this bill. ' 

First, as to the tunnel scheme, we have here to-day astatement made 
by engineers in the interest that seeks this legislation, and given evi- 
dently to the Senate as a reason why the amendment I have had the 
honor to offer should not be accepted, putting the probable cost of the 
tunnel at $5,000,000. 

Now, sir, I wish to present to the Senate a state of fact touching the 
construction of other tunnels, and then leave it to the intelligence of 
the Senate to decide. 

Through what is known as the Bergen Hill, near Jersey City, in the 
county of Hudson, there are two railroad tunnels constructed, each 1 
mile in length, through solid trap rock, the hardest rock known, the 
hardest to work. They are each about a mile in length, 80 feet below 
the surface of the ground. The contract price for building one of those 
tunnels was $800,000, and the cost of building the other was about a 
million dollars. 

What are the conditions where this proposed tunnel is to be built? 
All the reports in the possession of the Senate go to show that 10 or 12 
feet below the surface of the ground is solid sandstone. The sandstone 
crops out in the bed of the stream. It is easy to excavate and very easy 
to protect after it has been excavated by arching it over. 

They propose to build a bridge to be 32 feet above low water. I 
propose to build a tunnel which shall go an equal distance, or say 40 
feet, under the surface. Now willsome Senator rise in his place and 
say as a common-sense proposition that it is necessary to have that 
tunnel with its approaches more than 1 mile in length from one end 
to the other for crossing a stream 600 feet in width, with solid sand- 
stone from which to excavate the approaches and to build’up, if you 
please, retaining-walls. No intelligent engineer or railroad man will 
come before the Senate of the United States and say that the probable 
cost of building a tunnel at this point across that stream, so that the 
navigation of the stream shall not interfere with the transit of the 
trains or the trains interfere with the commerce of the stream, would 
amount to any such sum. The statement is so absurd and unreason- 
able that its falsity appears on its very face. 

There was one other thing touched by the Senator from Maryland of 
which I wish to speak. He spoke of the tonnage of the Raritan River 
and the canal and the great water way to the South. He spoke of the 
commerce of the Raritan River as being the major part of the com- 
merce of Arthur Kill. I have read from the report of Major Gillespie, 
who is accepted as authority by the committee, that while the com- 
merce of that canal at one time was 5,500,000 tons annually, and con- 
tinued to increase after it went into the possession of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company until the Raritan bridge was built, which was built 
across the mouth of the Raritan River where it empties into the kill, 
and that after that bridge was built the difficulties encountered in the 
navigation of the Raritan River were so great that the commerce fell 
off to 2,300,000 tons, and why? For the very best of reasons, and for. 
a reason that is unanswerable as to the location and construction of 
this bridge. - 

Now, what isit? When that bridge was built across the Raritan 
with a draw of 200 feet, a tow coming down the Raritan River dare not 
go through the draw when the tide was ebbing, but it was forced to 
come to anchor above the bridge, the channel of which the Senator 
from Maryland says is 125 feet wide. Instead of that being true, the 
bridge is almost 2 miles long where it crosses the Raritan, and there is 
a basin there that would almost cover the whole city of Washington, 
A tow comes down the river and has to anchor until such time as the 
water flows in and keeps the tow straight by running against the stream 
or inland flow. When the bridge was first constructed and the boats 
undertook to pass the draw with a tow there were more boats wrecked 
and in the bottom of the river than were upon its surface by reason of 
coming in contact by the action of the tide with the draw at the open- 
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ing of the bridge. Now of the 16,000,000 tons which pass through the 
kill but 2,300,000 tons pass through the Raritan River. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘The Senator does not intend to misrepresent me. 
I did not say 16,000,000 tons pass through the Raritan River. I said 
that prior to‘the Pennsylvania Railroad Company getting possession of 
the Delaware and Raritan Canal the tonnage of the canal had increased 
tofive orsix millions, but that ithad fallen off to about two million since. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Did I fail to make that plain to the Senator? 
I stated and I state now that from the time that property went into the 
possession of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company up to the time the 
bridge across the mouth of the Raritan was built, the commerce of that 
canal increased from 3,500,000 tons per year to 5,500,000 tons, and until 
the bridge was built the commerce never decreased. 

Now take the tow as it leaves the Raritan bridge we will say. It 
proceeds to the Arthur Kill, It is under the control of a large steam- 
boat. The largest tugboats in this country are the tugboats that navi- 
gate Long Island Sound, which take hold of these boats in Arthur Kill, 
pass up with the current as the tide comes in, and if they have a fair 
run they can reach Long Island Sound before the tide begins to ebb. 
When they reach this proposed bridge, what are they todo? They find 
the same conditions existing that require them to come to anchor at the 
Raritan bridge, because the water of the tide is then going against the 
tow and in the middle of the channel you have a pier 580 feet long upon 
which these draws are located. 

I have myself, at that point, when a steamboat from any cause what- 
ever broke down or was suspended in its motion for a minute, seen the 
tows go, part on one bank and part on the other. The tow is almost 
turned around there by the action of the current, With this great 
mass of water forced up, first as it will be through the Raritan Bay and 
the Arthur Kill up into Newark Bay and the Hever Bay and the 
Rahway River, when it begins to ebb it goes out with tremendous force. 
Now there is nothing to obstruct the whole path of the channel; it is 
free and unobstructed, and it will continue to be if a tunnel is built 
under its waters; butif you locate this impediment in the stream, then 
you add to the difficulties. 

With regard to this tunnel I will take upon myself the responsibility 
of saying that I think I can produce within forty-eight hours from this 
moment a renee pariy who will agree to constract the tunnel for 
all the purposes needed by any railroad or any number of railroads for 
$1,000,000, and give bonds for the faithful execution of the contract. 

Mr. President, the State of New Jersey, by a concurrent resolution of 
both houses of the Legislature, passed by an almost unanimous vote, 
has asked that the Congress of the United States do not destroy this 
water way; and it*would be tomy mind under all the circumstances of 
the case, with all the fears expressed here on the part of those who are 
interested in the commerce of that stream, a strange thing for the Sen- 
ate of the United States at the behest or dictation of any railroad cor- 
poration or any number of them to say, ‘‘notwithstanding your objec- 
tions, notwithstanding your fears, notwithstanding your appeals, still 
we think the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad orsome railroad oughtto have 
the privilege of crossing this stream just as it pleases; and if itis a 
matter of a million dollars or $300,000, the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road ought to have the benefit of that reduction in cost.” 

Now, I have another proposition to make, and that is this: If the 
tunnel cost $5,000,000, if it cost double $5,000,000, the Congress of the 
United States should not permit any corporation to imperil by any 
bridge of any kind whatever (other than one that entirely spans the 
stream and is high enough to permit the commerce of the kill to pass 
unobstructed) the navigation of this great water way. 

I understand this bridge will cost about $350,000. I think it can be 
built for much less, . As to the cost of a bridge 70 feet high, we have 
estimates for that. 

Mr. GEORGE. ts that satisfactory? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. Anything is satisfactory to New 
Jersey and to the people interested in this stream that places the piers 
on both sides of the channel, leaving the channel free, and is sufficiently 
high to permit the navigation of thestream; eitheracantalever bridge or 
a suspension bridge may be erected and nobody will find fault with that. 
Let notice be taken by every Senator that New Jersey does not object; 
I do not object to the crossing of this stream by the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad. Iwishittobedone. New Jersey wishes it also. She would 
be glad to have it come into New Jersey and add to her wealth and im- 
portance. She only objects to the manner in which the work is pro- 

to be done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I came to the opinion a good many 
years ago, when it was proposed to bridge the Detroit River and when 
I had observed for years the constant bridging of navigable streams, 
which always more or less interrupts a free highway for a monopolized 
one, that I would never vote again, if I knew it, in favor of anything 
that would in the slightest degree obstruct any free navigable high- 
way of the United States that was necessary to any reasonable amount 
of commerce.. I think that is especially true in reference to water 
ways like that at Detroit and like those in the vicinity of New York 
and other great cities and centers of commerce and traffic in our con- 
stantly growing country. And when we look at the map of the United 
States and see, what all of us know without my referring to it, that a 


comparatively very slight expense will make from the city of New York 
to the Gulf of Florida on the west side of that State, and without any 
considerable canal at all to the east side of it, an internal water way 
free from the dangers either of water or of storms that will go from the 
city of New York to Fernandina at least and then by a ship-canal 
across Florida to the waters of the Gulf and so to Pensacola and Mo- 
bile and New Orleans, I mean to be very slow in voting forany bridge 
that is not so high above the water or so deep below it as shall disturb 
what I hope we shall all live, and what many of us will live, to see 
done, an internal water way for the commerce of the United States in 
peace and war that shall traverse the whole eastern seaboard of this 
country and bring us substantially to New Orleans, 

This little piece of water that looks so small on the map is the open- 
ing key to that whole enterprise. More than forty years ago when I 
was a lad I sailed through this very Arthur Kill in a large steamboat 
in order for the first time in my young life to see the capital of my 
country, Washington, and my recollection of itis very vivid. Iseemed 
to be sailing through land, but there was water enough, and even iu 
that day there was a great deal of commerce onit. How much it must 
have grown since! And as New York situated on an island has got 
to overgrow itself and expand as it is doing to the Jersey shore, the 
same business, the same people, the samecommerce, the same manu- 
factures, the same enterprise, the same common welfare require this 
water way to be maintained; and I feel that I must be very slow indeed 
to put any obstruction to this natural tide-way that connects the upper 
harbor of New York with Raritan Bay and so to the southward with 
the commerce of the United States. These waters are free to every- 
body. The humblest citizen with his little vessel and the wealthier 
citizen with his larger vessel, without paying toll to anybody or wait- 
ing for anybody, has the right to go. a 

I think it will be better for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad for its 
own interest, with the vast commerce that it will undoubtedly bring 
to New York—and why it does not go to Jersey City I do not know as 
it is nearer still—to spend one million or two or five million dollars for 
a bridge that shall go high above this water or for a tunnel, if that be 
practicable as it is stated to be, that shall go below it, than to be sub- 
jected as this bill seems to require (and as I suppose is intended to re- 
quire except when its trains are actually passing) to stop the trains and 
open the draws every five minutes for the constantly increasing com- 
merce in that water. - 

Mr. President, for the reasons thus briefly stated, as this bill now 
stands I shall vote against it. If it be provided that there shall be 
built a railroad bridge high enough above the water or low enough be- 
low it not to interfere with the free and perfectly unobstructed com- 
merce, without any pier in the middle of this little channel or near it, 
then I shall vote for it with pleasure. Without it I can not. 

Mr. VEST, I wish to say a single word in to the matter of 
the tunnel which is now brought up for the first time in legislative form. 

The point made by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] has not 
been answered and I think can not be. What has the Congress of the 
United States to do with a tunnel under a navigable stream? Un- 
doubtedly, we have a right to regulate commerce among the States 
under the Constitution, and according to the decisions of the courts to 
say whether a bridge may go over a tidal stream anywhere; but when 
it comes to the question whether Congress shall regulate tunnels under 
a river, whether it is a tidal stream or an internal stream, that, I take 
it, will require some adjudication. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would that not be the same as if the State of New 
Jersey and the State of New York authorized a bridge so high above 
the water as not to interfere with navigation? Is it not precisely the 
same ? $ 

Mr. VEST. That is a novel question and one that the Committee 
on Commerce were not required to determine, for the reason that this 
subject of tunneling was not brought before us in any legislative form, 
Although it was mentioned in the arguments of counsel, it was not 
brought before the committee in any sort of proposition. This propo- 
sition for a tunnel comes to us to-day for the first time in a legislative 
form, though it was mentioned in argument before the committee. 
But aside from that, when a railroad company comes before Congress 
and proposes to construct a bridge the only question for the committee 
or indeed for the Senate or for Congress to determine is whether that 
structure as proposed is an obstruction to navigation—not an obstruc- 
tion in the way the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] says. I 
understand him to say that he will vote for no bridge that obstructs 
navigation to any extent upon navigable streams. Then he will never 
vote to construct any bridge at all. I undertake to say that no bridge 
can be constructed of any size that does not to some extent obstruct 
navigation. A bridge can not be put up that to some extent does not 
obstruct navigation; and the only question for Congress to determine 
is whether the demands of commerce are such that a railroad company 
should be permitted to have a bridge in order to meet the general de- 
mands of the country. 

The Senator from Vermont asks why not make this a high bridge of 
70 or 80 feet? Because the evidence before the committee showed that 
the expense would be intolerable almost to any corporation, because of 
the long approaches and the condemnation of land; and we have no right 
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to force any corporation, large or small, to spend more money upon such 
a bridge than is n in order to cross the stream, provided al- 
ways that the least amount of obstruction is brought about to naviga- 
tion. That is the whole thing for us to determine. 

It isa remarkable thing that the Senator from New Jersey comes 
here now and talks to us about a high bridge of 70 feet. Why was not 
that proposition madeto the committee? Why not offer an amendment 
to the bill of that sort? 

Mr. McPHERSON. DoI understand the Senator to say that the 
proposition was not made in committee? 

Mr. VEST. I heard the proposition as to the height of the bridge, 
but it was never made in any authoritative form by the Senator from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to say that I never appeared before the 
committee at all, but I did understand—— 

Mr. SEWELL. Allow me to say that I heard the suggestion made 
to the committee, but the Senator from Missouri was not there. 

Mr. VEST. I know thatall sorts of suggestions were made, Ihave 
heard the question discussed five or six times. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I haveleave now to make the suggestion? 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator wants to offer an amendment, let him 
do it. s 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the committee will prepare an amendment 
providing for a bridge 70 feet high that will span the stream so as not 
to impair or obstruct it in any form, with the consent of the Senate I 
will withdraw my amendment for a tunnel. 

Mr. VEST. We have reported our bill. We have examined this 
question over and over again and heard all sorts of arguments and read 
all sorts of briefs; and we have heard from the captains of schooners 
and gloops and steamers, and from lawyers of the highest rank in the 

rofession, and from members of the other House of Con: and the 

ate, and we have reported unanimously this bill, which the Senate 
can take or reject as they please. 

I will say as the result of our investigation, without any prejudice 
I am sure on the part of the committee, that this bridge can be con- 
structed under the details presented in this bill without materially af- 
fecting the navigation. + is the result of our conclusions. 

Now the Senators stand here and say that a bridge of a certain height 
shall be built; that nothing but a bridge 70 feet high can be tolerated 
over that stream. If they have this amendment to eae let them 
propose it and we will meet them and discuss it. ese statements 
amount to nothing. i 

I propose to offer an amendment to this bill, as I notice in reading it 
over that it is not sufficiently explicit as to a certain limitation which 
should be in all bridge bills. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
proposes an amendment to the part proposed to be stricken out, which 
is in order. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert: 

Ifthe pade fees Warshall at any time deem any change or alteration neces- 
sary in the said bridge so that the same shall not obstract nay: ion, or if he 
shall think the removal of the whole structure Cregeen fa the alteration so re- 
quired or the removal of the whole structure be at the expense of the 
parties owning said bri ; and if said bridge shall not be finished within two 
years from the passage of this act, the rights and privileges hereby granted shall 
determine and cease, 7 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate 
more than a few moments upon this question. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] has expressed hisopinion 
upon this bill in avery few words and his judgment against it. I regret 
that he did notconsider this matter of sufficient importance to listen to 
the argument of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], who was chair- 
man of the subcommittee which reported this bill, or to the remarks 
made by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN], who also was a 
member of the committee which reported this bill to the Senate. If he 
had, perhaps he would have been convinced that this bridge when built 
will not be an undue obstruction to the free navigation of the Arthur 
Kill. If I understood the Senator correctly he is opposed to all bridges 
across navigable streams for the transit of railroads because they will 
in some way obstruct the rights of private navigators upon those waters. 

Mr. President, we have passed through this body at this session a 
score of bills of a similar nature to this, bridging the Missouri River 
and the Mississippi River and a number of other streams, and, if I re- 
meinber rightly, one in the State of Vermont, and I have never heard 
the voice of the Senator from Vermont raised here against any of those 
Loerie andif he has not voted for them directly he has indirectly, 

use every one of them has been by the unanimous consent 
of this body, and in every case they were bills for low bridges and for 
draws. 3 

As I have listened to the opposition to this bill, coming chiefiy and 
almost entirely, except the last protest thathas been entered by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, from the two Senators from New Jersey, I have 


wondered why it was that the State of New Jersey alone stood here | tha 


opposing this measure. The arguments made nst this bill by the 
Senators from New Jersey, if correct, should elicit the warm oe of 
the Senators from New York and from all the New England States, 


which are interested more than all other States in the navigation of the 
Arthur Kill and in the commerce which passes over it. . 


I haye no desire to question the correctness of the estimate which 
the Senators from New Jersey have given as to the amount of commerce 
passing through this kill. It is said to be sixteen or twenty million 
tons per annum. Where does it come from and where does it go to? 
How much of it originates in the State of New Jersey anf how much 
of it terminates there? The Arthur Kill is a tidal bounded 
upon one side by the State of New Jersey and upon the other side by 
the State of New York, and presumably the State of New York might 
have as much interest in the commerce of the Arthur Kill as the State 
of New Jersey, and I do not hesitate to say that it has a thousand times 
greater interest, for nearly all these 16,000,000 tons of freight passing 
through it find their terminus and market in the State of New York 
and not in the State of New Jersey, and that which does not go to the 
State of New York goes through Long Island Sound to the New Eng- 
land States. In short, probably not 5 per cent. of the commerce pass- 
ing through the Arthur Kill either originates in the State of New Jersey 
or terminates there. The coal comes from the mines of Pennsylvania, 
and that is the principal of the commerce of the Arthur Kill. It 
goes to New York city and up the Hudson River or around Long Island 
Sound and to the New England ports. 

How does it happen then that the State of New Jersey is exclusively 
charged with a watchfal care over this most valuable stream? If this 
is to destroy the commerce of the Arthur Kill, why are not the great 
merchants of New York, and its chambers of commerce, and its Legis- 
lature here protesting against the passage of this bill? Most certainly 
if they believed for a moment that it would seriously interfere with the 
commerce of that stream, all those t interests centering in the city 
of New York and in the State and also in the New England States 
would be here in vast numbers protesting against it. But what are 
the facts? Nearly all the leading shipping merchants in the city of 
New York have petitioned this body for the passage of the bill. The 
Maritime Association and I think nearly if not quite every commercial 
body in the city of New York have petitioned the Senate for the pas- 
sage of this bill. The Legislature of New York have repeatedly passed 
resolutions favoring it. 

Would this appear for a single moment or could it happen if the 
people most deeply interested in this commerce believed that the bridge 
would injure it? Why does it not happen that the State of Pennsyl- 
vania from whence all this coal comes is not here protestin, inst 
the passage of this bill? Because the merchants of New York and 
its commercial bodies and the miners and shippers of coal in Penn- 
sylvania know full well that the poueng Dee is bridge will be no 
serious obstruction to the commerce which has hitherto floated upon it. 
The people of Pennsylvania and of the entire South and Southwest 
know that the building of this bridge is to add vastly to the terminal 
facilities of the port of New York. They know full well that anything 
done to reduce the cost of terminal charges in that great harbor will 
redound to the interest of the grower of cotton and the grower of grain 
and the miner'of coal in all the States which I have mentioned. 

It is undoubtedly the interest of the whole portion of the country 
traversed by the great railroad which proposes to go in there that this 
bridge should be built. It is equally for the interest of all of New 
York’s merchants and financial people and shipping merchants and 
also for the interest of the New E d States that this bridge shall 
be constructed and that the terminal facilities of the harbor of New 
York shall be thereby tly increased. 

Any one looking at the map will discover that upon the north end of 
Staten Island there is a vast water front which could be well utilized 
for the building of piers and wharves, and that is what it is proposed 
to do; and when that work shall have been completed, then the harbor 
of New York will have a terminal which will be as cheap or cheaper 
than that io be found in any other cityin the Union. Go to Baltimore 
to-day, and you will find there the cars of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road running directly upon the wharves, and the produce of the West 
is taken directly from the car and loaded into the ocean-going steamer. 
That will be done in, New York if this bill passes. By what right, 
then, does the State of New Jersey introduce itself here and demand 
of the Congress of the United States that permission shall not be given 
for the bri g of the Arthur Kill? What can be its object? 

Mr. President, I do not care to go into the motives which have actu- 
ated that State or its representatives herein opposing this measure. It 
is perfectly natural that that Stateshould desire that this great terminal 
should be upon its own shores, and that out of the property thus created 
the State should draw a large revenue in the way of taxation. Iam 
not disposed to criticise it for that desire; but shall the demands of this 
great commerce be at all interfered with or checked because the State 
of New Jersey desires to keep this terminal within its own borders 
when a much better terminal, a terminal where freight can be handled 
much more cheaply, can be found upon Staten Island within the bounds 
of the State of New York? No, Mr. President, the Congress of the 
United States can not and will not be actuated by any such motive as 


t. 
As to the contest between the two great railroad systems, the Penn- 
sylvania and the Baltimore and Ohio, I have nothing to say. - We all 
know that there has been a sharp rivalry and a t contest between 
them, and, growing out of it, the Baltimore and Ohio Company has 
found it necessary to expend large sums of money in building a new 
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and independent line from the city of Baltimore to Philadelphia, and 
from there to New York. -It has met with opposition at every step of 
its progress. It was with the greatest difficulty that it secured the 
right of passage through Philadelphia. And now, when it would erect 
for itself an independent and a great terminal upon the harbor of New 
York, to which it can bring all the produce of the country through 
which its lines and its branches run, itis met here by the opposition of 
the State of New Jersey. 

It seems to me that the one proposition which I have stated, that 
New York, that its merchants and its Legislature, and that substan- 
tially the whole of New England, have interposed no opposition what- 
ever to the construction of this bridge, should be evidence enough to 
this body that it is not seriously to interfere with the navigation of the 
Arthur Kill; but if more testimony be n , the Senate has only 
to turn to the report made to this body by the Committee on Commerce, 
~ and there they will find the-report of the Chief of Engineers, submitted 
to Congress by the Secretary of War. That report was made to the 
Forty-eighth Congress. It was distinctly and fairly in favor of this 
proposition. It undertakes to show that this bridge, built according to 
the provisions of the bill, will be no serious obstruction to the naviga- 
tion of the Arthur Kill. The committee again this winter,-when the 
question was brought before it, after nearly two years had elapsed, and 
when the engineering corps had had an abundance of opportunity to 
restudy this question, re-examined it and resubmitted the question to 
the engineering ee of our Government for another opinion, and 
that opinion is to be found in the report made by the committee. It 
fully bears out the favorable report which was made two years ago, and 
it gives sufficient reasons for the report which has been made to this 
session of Congress. Let me read one clause of it. This report was 
made January 16, 1886: . 


Senate bill 121, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, provides for the construo- 
tion of a pivot draw-bridge, which shall have a width of n of not less than 
200 feet in the clear on either side of the pivot ol and a height of not less than 
30 feet from lower chord to low-water level. ese provisions, in my opinion, 
meet all the demands of the present or future commerce of the kill, and the re- 
strictions contained in section 4 of the bill are ample to secure a location and 
construction for the pivot pier such as will cause least interference with the 
existing deep-water channel and at the same time will be least obstructive to 
the tidal currents. 

The construction of the proposed bridge under the provisions of the bill will 
not injuriously affect any interests over which the Government has control, 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
G. L. GILLESPIE, 


Major of Engineers, Brt. Lieut. Col. United States Army. 


This is indorsed by General Newton and by the of War. 
These, in brief, are the conditions and the cireumstances under which 
this bill comes before this body. It is desired by all the merchants and 
business men of the city of New York who have seen fit to ex: their 
opinion upon it, and they are numbered by hundreds. It has been in- 
dorsed by the State Legislature, and it has met with no opposition, so 
far as I know, in any portion of New England lying along the Atlantic 
coast, a 

The proposition now made to change the bridge into a tunnel needs 
no rebutting argument. If a tunnel were desired, or were possible, it 
would not be necessary to come to this body for permission to build it. 
For years the attempt has been made to run a tunnel under the North 
River between Jersey City and New York. Thusfarits projectors have 
been unable to complete it or even to continue its construction, and to- 
day it stands substantially an abandoned project, undoubtedly one which 
the commerce of the port of New York would be very glad to see com- 
pleted. The letter read here to-day, written on the authority of the 
engineering corps of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, is a sufficient 
answer as to the feasibility of building a tunnel under the Arthur Kill. 

Failing in that proposition, the Senators tell us that they propose to 
ask for a high bridge at some other point. But this bill does not locate 
the bridge at any point. As originally presented, it did locate it near 
Elizabethport, Union County, New Jersey, and the town of Northfield, 
Richmond County, New York. The committee have stricken out of 
the bill those points designated and left the location of the bridge to be 
approved by the Secretary of War. If he sees fit to require the bridge 
tobe built at some other point than the one that was originally intended 
in the bill, he has absolute power todoit. If he should see fit to order 
it to be located a half-mile below at the island of which the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SEwELL] spoke, the Secretary of War has power 
todoit. IftheSecretary of War and the engineering corps, after a most 
careful consideration of this matter, should see fit to order the bridge to 
be built higher than is provided for in this bill, they have power to do 
it, for the bill does not limit the height of it, but it simply provides that 
it shall be built at not less than 32 feet above low water. 

In all its provisions, then, the bill leaves it absolutely in the power 
and control of the Secretary of War to say how the bridge shall be 
built, and where it shall be built, and what its height shall be. Any 
attempt to change the bill by turning the bridge into a tunnel or into 
a high bridge is simply intended for the purpose of defeating the en- 
tire measure; but if it should pass this body in any such amended form 
it would be absolutely destroyed, and thus one of the great trunk lines 
of this country would be shut out from one of the best terminals which 
can be found upon the Atlantic coast for the delivery of goods for ship- 

ment to foreign countries. I do not believe that any of the interests 


of*this country demand that that shall be done. If I believed for a 
moment that the building of this bridge would seriously interfere with 
the commerce of the Arthur Kill, I should be here protesting against 
it more warmly than the honorable Senators from New Jersey have 
protested against it, forif the State of New Jersey has any interest in 
this commerce whatever, the State of New York has a thousand-fold 
greater interest in it, for it forms no inconsiderable portion of the com- 
merce of the great city of New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] moved an amendment to the part proposed ‘to be stricken out, 
which is first in order. The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. MILLER. What is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

If the Secretary of War shall at any time deem any change or alteration neo- 
essary in the said bridge so that the same shall not obstruct navigation, or if he 
shall think the removal of the whole structure necessary, the alteration so re- 
Sie parties carding exit TAALO, and 1E the mad Delage uhet wnt be TORNS 
within two years 7 Bao the passage of this act the rights and privileges hereby 
granted determine and cease. 

Mr. VEST. Let that be added to the end of section 4. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on this amendment. 
- The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. McPHERSON. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ` 

Mr. I understand this strikes out the bridge and puts in a 


It will þe again read. 


tunnel. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired on this bill with thé Senator from Ala- 
bama[Mr. MORGAN]. The Senator from West Virginia can withdraw 
his pair and vote. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Then I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the tor from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. If he 
were present I should vote “yea.” i 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired on the bill 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], who has been called 
from the Senate Chamber. I do not know how he would vote on this 
amendment. I should vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were present. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. Not knowing how he 
would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam paired for the day with the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Maxey]. Ifany one can inform me how he would vote on this 
amendment, I shall be governed accordingly. I should vote ‘‘nay’’ 
if the Senator from Texas were here. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
generally with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], but I 
have been requested to transfer my pair on this K pinion to the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Wirsox], so that I will allow my vote to stand, 
the Senator from Pennsylvania being paired with the Senato" from 
Maryland. 

Mr. MILLER. My colleague [Mr. EVARTS] is necessarily absent, 
but is in favor of this measure and would vote against this amendment. 
With the consent of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] I will change 
his pair to the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. The Senator 
from Maine announced his pair with the Senator from Alabama. 

My colleague can be paired with him and the Senator from Maine 
can vote. My colleague desired me to get a pair for him on this 
measure. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I vote. 

Mr. MILLER. It is suggested that I did not announce how my col- 
league would vote. He is in favor of this bridge-building bill, and 
would vote against the amendment. 

Mr. CHACE. I am paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Witson], but I am advised he would vote “‘nay’’ if present; therefore 
I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 40; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—5. 
Bowen, McPherson, Plumb} . Sewell. 
Hampton, y . 
: NAYS—40. id 

Allison, Coke, Hawley, Pugh, 
Bey cone Taanis Saulsbur 

rry nger, n; ; N 
Blair ` Dolph, Jonest Arkansas, Sawyer, ”' 
Brown, « Eustis, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Gane” Gibss Mitchell of O Vona 

+ n, e No0) 

Camden, Gorman, oedh. "| Walthall, 
Chace, Hale, er, Whitthorne, 
Cockrell, Harris, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
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ABSENT—31. 

Aldrich, George, Mahone, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Gray, Manderson, Spooner, 
Cameron, Harrison, - Maxey, Stanford, 
Cullom, Hearst, Mitchell of Pa., Teller, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Vance, 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, ke, Van Wyck, 

Kenna, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Fair, Logan, Riddleberger, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr.SEWELL. 1 propose to offer an amendment to locate this bridge 
within about a half-mile or three-quarters of a mile from the location 
intended by the bill. 

Mr. MILLER. WilltheSenatorallow me to ask a question? Where 
in this bill does he find any location? 

Mr. SEWELL. I find the map of the company locating the bridge 
at a certain point. 

Mr. MILLER. That does not locate it at all without the approval 
of the Secretary of War. 

Mr.SEWELL. That is a subsequent matter. 

Within half a mile the stream widens out from 600 feet to 1,000 feet, 
with an island in the center, where I propose that this bridge shall be 
located. There with a sufficient elevation of the bridge—an elevation 
not as much as is required on the Ohio River by the general law—the 

t body of the traffic that goes by tow, large numbers of vessels, as 
f stated in my remarks, being towed, can get through. This can be 
secured by an elevation of 70 feet, leaving on the other channel space 
for a smaller draw, which I provide for by reducing the size of the 
draw fixed in the original bill from 200 to 100 feet, so as to allow masted 
vessels to go through ina single tow. Iwill read the amendment and 
afterward send it to the desk. ‘ 

In line 9 of the first section of the bill I propose to amend by locating 
the bridge at Buckwheat Island, and in the second section by striking 
out all down to ‘‘mark,’’ in line 6, and inserting: ° 

That said bridge shall be constructed with a draw over the channel on the 
New Jersey or westerly side of Buckwheat Island of not less than 100 feet open- 
ing, and witha nof not less than 400 feet on the easterly side of said island, 
and said bridge shall not be less than 70 feet above mean high-water mark. 

Providing for a clear span on one side and a draw on the other. 

After the remarks of the Senator from New York favoring this project 
I beg to say tliat the only charters that exist to-day by the Leg- 
islature of New York are one for a bridge 137} feet high, which has not 
been built, and one for a tunnel at this very proposed site. 

Mr. MILLER. What does the Senator mean by that? 

Mr.SEWELL. I mean that that is the legislation of New York State. 

Mr. MILLER. We have three bridges across the Hudson River at 
Albany. 

Mr. SEWELL. I speak of this particular locality between Rich- 
mond County, New York, and New Jersey. 

Mr. FRYE. This whole matter was discussed and considered by the 
committee, and it was the unanimous opinion of the committee that 
the location of this bridge should be left to the Engineer Department. 
The bill itself as it was first presented rather indicated that the bridge 
was to be built at the location to which the Senator from New Jersey 
objects. It has to-day been amended by an amendment reported by 
the committee itself pring Bye Engineer Department a latitude of sev- 
eral miles, so that if in their opinion commerce requires that it shall 
be located over this island, they will so find. 

As to the height of 70 feet, there is not the slightest advantage in a 
70-foot bridge over a 32-foot bridge, and 32 feet is the minimum, but 
not the maximum. No masted vessel can go under a 70-foot bridge any 
easier than it can go under a 32-foot bridge, and these coal-barges can 
go under a 32-foot bridge as well as they can under one of 70 feet. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In regard to this amendment I only wish to 
state one fact: For the 70-foot bridge but one approach is necessary, to 
wit, on the Jersey shore. The altitude of the island is so great that 
the trains can run to and from the bridge right on a level, so that but 
one high approach would be needed. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say that I have estimates of the difference 
in cost, and they correspond very nearly with what the Senator from 
Maryland stated. It is a question of $400,000 or a million; my esti- 
mate makes it $500,000. The increased cost for towing the vessels 
would be more every year than the additional cost of construction of a 
high bridge if it should be $600,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. As faras I am concerned I am not willing to leave 
the question whether this bridge affects commerce or not to the judg- 
ment of some engineer officer we do not know about. Ireally candidly 
think that in many respects the engineer officers of the Army are dis- 
qualified to judge of that question. Their education and their prepos- 
sessions rûn in certain lines, and they may not take into account all the 
ramifications of the great trade that has existed from time immemorial 
and which are to be affected by the location of the bridge or by the 
height of it or by the manner of its construction. 

There is no parity, as I think, between this case and that which is 
cited by the Senator from Missouri of the commerce of the Mississippi 
River. As every one knows, the commerce of all that great section of 
the country has been comparatively diverted by means of the construc- 


tion of railroads in such a way that the river does not now carry any- 
thing like what it did formerly in proportion, and that diversion, as 
the Senator from Missouri says very well, will continue. At the same 
time we shall vote before this session is over, I have no doubt, many 
millions of dollars for the purpose of improving and keeping open the 
Mississippi River, which is so unimportant a channel of commerce and 
which is borsi less important, as the Senator from Missouri says, 
every day. 

But the commerce which traverses this stream, as I understand, is 
not to be changed or taken off, or in any way diminished by reason of 
the construction of the railroad. Itis the local traffic incident to ap- 
proximation to a greatcity that comesalong this water way, not because 
of its cheap transportation alone, but because of the enormous facilities 
furnished by the extent of frontage for the receipt and deposit and re- 
distribution again of all the products of this trade, and it is the end 
also, as the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] suggests, of 
railroad transportation. And so every single thing which is carried 
upon this stream will continue to be carried there no matter how many 
railroads may be constructed across it. So we areconfronted with this 
proposition as to whether we will authorize the construction of an im- 
pediment or anything that may possibly prove to be an impediment to 
a traffic that is bound always to continue. 

No one objects, as I suppose, to the construction of a bridge across 
this or any other stream where it is necessary for the purposes of rail- 
road transportation; but what damage we may do by improvident ac- 
tion here can not be repaired, and whether we require a railroad com- 
pany to build a bridge costing a million dollars or a million and a half 
of dollars does not touch the question of the cost of the transportation 
that is finally to make use of that railroad. It will not affect the price 
of cattle or corn or hogs in the State of Missouri or the State of Kansas, 
as every one knows. Is it not, therefore, the part of wisdom to require 
the building of such a structure as shall in no possible case interfere 
with a traffic which is essential to the welfare of the people who live 
in that section of country and which is always bound to be carried on 
by the same means that it is now carried on unless it is to be destroyed? 

I think, then, if it be true that this bridge will not cost more than 
half a million dollars built with the span suggested by the Senator 
from New Jersey, or even if it will cost not more than a million if 
thereby we make perfectly sure that we shall not harm in any single 
vital particular the business now carried on upon that stream, there 
ought to be no hesitation in taking that precaution and voting for the 
more costly and the higher structure. 

It is true that this business, when we come to speak of the amount 
that a man’s little boat carries of clay, chemicals, and things of that 
kind down this stream, cuts a very insignificant figure compared with 
the enormous business of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. At the 
same time it is not only vital to him, but the trade itself and the 
ability to carry it on in the way it has always been carried on affects 
very seriously all the population of the adjoining country, and-for the 
reasons which I have already stated. A 

Why shall we not, therefore, give to that existing traffic every pos- 
sible chance to continue as it always has continued, as it exists to-day, 
rather than run the risk of taking away one single iota for the benefit 
of a railroad company, when by taking it away we do not add at all to 
the value of the railroad property practically, or to the value of the rail- 
road as the transporter of the great products of the country, and in no 
sense tend to increase the cost of that transportation, for, as I said, if 
a corporation of that kind is capitalized at forty, fifty, sixty, or perhaps 
one hundred million, the addition of half a million or a million dollars 
to the cost of such a structure affects in not the slightest degree the 
cost of transportation over that line, because it is not the transportation 
simply from one bank of the stream to the other, but the haul from the 
great interior of the country to the Atlantic seaboard, to which the dis- 
tribution of the interest upon half a million dollars or a million dollars, 
the cost of the entire bridge, is as nothing. 

I would guard as jealously and save from all harm just as certainly 
every single owner of any means of transportation upon this stream 
and every one who has been carrying on and is now carrying on any 
commerce or trade there, however humble, as I would save the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Company with its forty millions of capital. 
And when I speak of that railroad company I speak with t respect, 
for it is a great channel of commerce, which ought to have all reasona- 
ble facilities for getting into New York and all other cities where it 
wants to go. But atthesame time when it comes tothe essential mat- 
ter of right, it is not right to run any risk at all of a away privi- 
leges already existing, himble though they may beand small in amount, 
for the purpose of giving additional privileges to corporations which 
always find in one way or another means of accomplishing their pur- 
poses. Itwill not add to the revenues of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company to take away these privileges. It will not add to the 
cost of maintaining and operating that great railway to require them 
to build such a bridge as shall under no possible condition of things 
injure the slightest or the humblest of the people who now use this 
water way for their own purposes and as an adjunct to the commerce 
of the city of New York and of all the vicinity. Therefore, if there 
is any possible chance that this low bridge or this bridge to be built 
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at the place fixed upon this map will do harm, we ought to vote to put 
it somewhere else and put up a different kind of structure. 

When I come to consider that question Iam bound to give credit and 
great weight, in fact almost controlling weight, to the statement made 
by the two Senators representing that State on this floor, the men who 
know more about it than I do, the men who have had an intimate con- 
nection with the affairs of that section of country all their lives per- 
haps, and who represent that people here. While they claim yeng 
as I understand in any way to deprive New York of any privilege of 
access to the West, they do claim that we shall not take action which 
will in any wise impair the interests that have grown up there and are 
important to the people of that section of the country; and that claim, 
so far as I am concerned, I am willing to concede. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator is willing to be guided by the judg- 
ment of the Senators from New Jersey in the matter. Will he tell us 
how the State of New Jersey has any greater interest in the commerce 
of Arthur Kill than New York has? 

Mr.-PLUMB. Ido not suppose it has any greater interest. 

Mr. MILLER. The commerce neither begins in the State of New 
Jersey nor does it end there. 

Mr. PLUMB. The State of New York is not interested in any way 
in the question as to whether this bridge is 30 feet high or 70 feet high; 
it is not interested in any way, near or remote, in the question of 
whether the bridge costs half a million dollars or a million or three 
million dollars. ‘That may be left out of account entirely; that con- 
cerns the railroad company; and in view of the fact that it concerns 
the railroad company solely and only, I am not willing to put in the 
balance that question of the interest of the railroad company against 
the interest which has been built up, which exists to-day in enormous 
volume, which is the means of existence and profit to many thousands 
of people, who use this means of communication planted there by nat- 
ure, and all the affiliated interests which they serve by means of the 
navigation they carry ou in their modest and inconsequential boats. 
Therefore, as I said, the question is whether we will, for the purpose 
of enabling this railroad company to get along with a little less cost, 
take risks, however slight, of doing harm to somebody who is not able 
to respond to the loss and damage which are threatened, not half as able 
to respond to that loss and damage as the railroad company is to pay 
out of its ample revenues the additional sum of half a million or a 
million dollars for the purpose of making this structure in such a way 
that there can be no question at all that it will be equally useful to 
them and lacking the power of harm to existing interests. 

For this reason I will vote all the time to resolve doubts in favor of 
the commerce existing there and the people who are carrying it onand 
against those who seek to take a privilege, which, while useful to the 
public interest, can be exercised in some other way by them, and which 
only costs them a little sum of money without value to the public. 

As I said before, I do not speak with any special di + of the 
Engineer Corps of the Army or of any member of it, but I ask the Sen- 
ate seriously to consider whether they are willing to put the question 
as to whether a commerce of the magnitude which this commerce is 
by common consent known to be at the mercy of a single person, who- 
ever he may be? ; 

The engineer officers are not charged with any question relating to 
commerce; they are not educated in such questions; they know noth- 
ing about them except in some remote way. They know less about 
them, I ventuze to say, than almost any other class of educated people, 
because their education, their instruction, their means of observation 
have not been in that line. They are not men to whom should be com- 
mitted those great questions as to whether these interests, made up of 
a multitude of small transactions, but in their ramifications extending 
hundreds of miles along that coast, embracing interests ting 
large amounts, and yet in many respects no doubt of a delicate character, 
are to be interrupted, and whether this course which has become to a 
certain extent a prescriptive right, will be trenched upon by the erec- 
tion of this great highway across this other great highway. 

For my part, therefore, as I said, Iam not willing to permit that 
question to be decided by any one having less authority than Congress 
itself. With us ought to rest the ultimate responsibility, and we ought 
not to dodge our responsibility by committing this great question to 
any one, either to the Secretary of War or any member of the Army 
underhim. We ought to decide it ourselves. For the purpose of the 

` vote which I shall give, I shall vote for the longest and highest and 
most costly structure within a reasonable limit which mayseem to give 
the most assurance that the business which now plies along this water 
way shall ply with the same safety, the same convenience, the same 
volume, the same lack of impediment and restriction that it always has 
had; which can be accomplished by the erection of such a structure as 
shall be not only within the means of the railroad company, buta 
structure of safety for all the traffic which it will carry over it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr, President, I have listened to this discussion 
with considerable interest, and with an honest and earnest desire to be 
instructed on this subject, Observing the remarks made by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas, I should like to ask him whether a bridge was ever 


authorized to be constructed by an act of Congress where the bill did 
not have in it the provision that it should be placed in the hands of the 
War Department and conducted by the engineers? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is true in minor cases, but not in all cases, and 
not as broadly as is the proposition in the bill. The length of the span 
is provided for always, and the height above high-water mark, and no 
discretion is committed to the Secretary of War, except that if at any 
time thereafter the structure authorized in all its parts to be put up in 
a particular way by Congress shall prove destructive to commerce, he 
may then take certain action. ` 

Mr. VOORHEES. My recollection of bills upon this subject is per- 
haps not as accurate as that of other Senators, but I know of no prece- 
dent by which the construction of a bridge was placed in different hands 
than those proposed by this bill, nor indeed can I conceive how it could 
be done otherwise. I do not suppose that Senators sitting here could 
devise the method, the details, the distances, and the heights of a 
bridge. The construction of a pripe must necessarily be placed in the 
hands of the engineer officers, capable men upon that subject. 

I will observe further, in response to what the Senator from Kansas 
says, as to the risk of interfering with navigation, that we could not 
interfere with it if we tried to do so. We could not obstruct navi 
tion by law. If we were to enact a law for that purpose, and if a 
bridge built by the engineers, or the War Department, or by anybody 
else should interfere with navigation it would be torn down; it could 
not stand. There is no risk on that subject. 

The matter at last resolves itself back as to whether the committee 
which reported this bill has done its work intelligently or not. If we 
can not trust such attention as has been given to this measure by the 
committee, I know not how we can legislate upon a subject of this kind. 
There is a safeguard to navigation in the Constitution. It is there, and 
can not bê taken away by an act of Congress, The committee assures 
us that this structure will not interfere with navigation. If it should 
interfere it will give way to the supreme right of way which navigable 
waters have. I donot believe that it will interfere with navigation for 
the reason that the committtee who have investigated this subject give 
us that assurance. Therefore I can see no risk in voting for this 
measure. 

As a Western man, representing in part a Western State, we have 
but one interest, and that is to have as many competing lines to 
our mighty products to the markets of the Eastas possible. I can not 
sympathize with an attempt to shutout any competing line of railroad 
by other roads and by other lines. It is impossible for us to do so. 
This looks to me like an honest and legitimate effort upon the part of 
one great railroad system to get into New York, and there is an attempt, 
natural though selfish, because selfishness belongs to corporations as 
well as to individuals, to keep it out of that market. That is thelight 
in which it appears to me, and as to the risks I can not find them, iu- 
vestigating the matter in the brief space in which I have given it my 
attention. 

Mr. SEWELL. I wish to correct an impression necessarily created 
by the remarks of the Senator from Indiana in relation to the construc- 
tion of these bridges. I doubt if Congress has ever passed an act for 
the construction of a bridge in which it did not specifically give limit 
to the height and to the spans. I will cite an instance in point which 
covers this case to a great extent, that of the Newport bridge, author- 
ized in 1868 to be built by the Newport and Cincinnati Bridge Company, 
where it was prescribed that the lowest point should be 73 feet high. 
The tonnage of the Ohio River is not 25 per cent, the tonnage of this 
passage-way. Thesteamboatintereston the Ohio River after that bridge 
was half built—and I have the maps of it here showing the process of 
construction of that bridge at the, time—came to Congress and com- 
plained that 73 feet was not sufficient for the passage of just such tows 
as go through the kills; and by an act of Congress they had it increased 
to 103 feet, although the bridge was more than half constructed and 
the piers were all laid and one-half of the superstructure was up, as this 
map will show. A railroad company arbitrarily is empowered by this 
act of Congress; and the protection I seek now for the people who navi- 
gate the kills is tochange the plan, elevate the bridge 38 feet, and spend 
$600,000 in doing it. 

Mr. VEST. I donot choose that the Senator from Kansas shall come 
into this debate at this hour like a cavalry charge and put me in a po- 
sition I have never occupied. The Senator said I stated that the Mis- 
sissippi River was becoming unimportant as a portion of the carrying 
agency of the country. Isaid nosuch thing. The whole scope of my 
argument was simply to the effect, and it is true, that the river men 
were unable to appreciate the fact that the railroads of the country were 
doing the largest portion of the carrying trade. 

As to the Mississippi River becoming unimportant, it can never be- 
come so; and it is idiotic to suppose that it ever will. It is to-day the 
great conservative factor in the carrying trade of this country, and itis 
the only check we have upon the great trunk railroads that run from 
east to west. I do not propose to be put in any such position by the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say to the Senator that I do not think I 


represented him as saying that it was unimportant, but comparatively 
I was probably not listening very closely at the time, 


unimportant, 
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although I noticed that particularly, because he lives on the river and 
is as competent to judge of its comparative importance as anybody. I 
understood him to say thatan increasing amount of commerce was con- 
stantly being taken away from that river by railroads, and of course 
that would mean that the river had lost its comparative importance. 
That it is important in the way he speaks of, as a corrective, I agree; 
that no one denies. I do not care to discuss the question as to whether 
it has lost either its absolute or its relative importance; but the state- 
ment which he made had the effect upon my mind certainly of convey- 
ing the impression that the Mississippi River was not the factor in the 
commerce of this country, in the rtation of products, that it 
formerly was, by reason of the fact that the railroads had diverted 
traffic from it. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; and so far as that statement is concerned I re- 
peat it. There was a time when there were no railroads in the coun- 
try, or only here and there a sporadic road which did not meet at-all 
the demands of commerce, and then we were dependent entirely upon 
the rivers. When I first became a citizenof Missouri I found upon the 
Missouri River seventy-odd packets equal in accommodation to any of 
the coast packets of Louisiana or to be found now upon the North 
River, and to-day I believe between the city in which I live and the 
city of Saint Louis there are twô boats, dependent almost entirely upon 
way traffic. I simply meant to say that the changed conditions and 
circumstances of the country had brought about a condition of affairs 
which the river men seem very reluctant to admit but which still does 
exist. WhatI meantto say at the sametime, and I repeat it, was that 
the Mississippi River and its great tributaries must always remain a 
most important factor and a conservative one in the carrying trade of 
the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let meask the Senatora question. We do not differ 
about this matter. Iagree with him entirely in what he tow says, 
and certainly I did not mean to misrepresent him. Does he mean to 
say now in support of the bill that he thinks the building of a bridge 
by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad across this channel will in any way 
interfere with the commerce of this stream as an auxiliary of trade with 
New York and all that section of country? In other words, does‘he 
believe that the Baltimore and Ohio will take up any of the business 
that now comes down it? 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that it would, and it is not necessary to 
consider that question in regard to the propriety ef passing this bill. 
The only question which was before the Committee on Commerce, and 
which is now before the Senate, is whether we can authorize the build- 
ing of this bridge in the interest of the general commerce of the country 
without doing manifest injustice to the people who navigate the stream; 
and that is what we are trying to do. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask a question of 
of the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. ° 


some of the lawyers 


Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator from Missouri can answer. Per- 
haps the question will exhibit a good deal of ignorance on my part. 
But as I understand the Senators from New Jersey the State of New 


Jersey opposes this project, and its Legislature has put itself on record 
inst it. $ 


Mr. VEST. I believe they do. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, if that be true, what operation is there in this 
bill at all to accomplish anything? I understand that Congress may, 
in the first place, by national authority, remove the objection in regard 
to a structure across a navigable stream that it obstructs navigation so 
that the persons building the bridge would not be indictable at com- 
mon law or byany other proper process, and the structure would not 
be destroyed asa nuisance. Iunderstand that many persons, notevery- 
body, claim that under our- power to te commerce we may au- 
thorize a railroad under the law of eminent domain to cross the country 
and take land, in which case, however, there must be provisions for its 
condemnation, and provisions which must attend the exercise of the 
power of eminent domain. But here there is nothing of that kind. 
Here is one New Jersey corporation and one New York corporation, 
either of which is authorized to build a certain structure which must 
rest at one end upon landin New Jersey and must occupy New Jersey 
soil. There is not any authority to use eminent domain. 

Has not the State of New Jersey the absolute power over this New 
Jersey corporation, the Baltimore and New York Railroad Company, 
and has it not the absolute power over all corporations to prevent them 
from building this bridge or any part of it in the State of New Jersey, 
notwithstanding this assent given by Congress? So, how does this 
measure do anything against the insistance or remonstrance of the State 
of New Jersey ? 

Mr. SEWELL. Itis the peculiarity of the bill that the Congress of 
the United States pro to give a power to a corporation of New 
Jersey which the charter of that corporation especially prohibits it 
from using. 

Mr. HOAR. But this bill has not said that A B and C D, a corpora- 
tion which we create, or a corpora’ 


tion which any State has created, or 
any individuals may have delegated to them the power of eminent do- 
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main to build a bridge or to build a railroad. It has simply said that 
a New Jersey corporation may build a bridge on certain conditions, 
and that is all it has said. It has not undertaken to exercise ina 
proper way or in any way the authority which I named. 

Is not this tion, although Congress has said it has no objec- 
tion to its doing so, still under the control of New Jersey? Is not New 
Jersey soil still under the control of New Jersey for the purpose of 
building bridges or constructing railroads or anything else, unless Con- 
gress by national power, if it can do so, as most of us think, has author- 
ized an exercise of eminent domain? I can not see that any Senator 
has yet answered the proposition that if it be true that New Jersey ob- 
genae have been cntirely wasting our time in bringing in and passing 
this bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. What has New Jersey done? 

Mr. HOAR. Nothing, except her Legislature haye voted to instruct 
her Senators on the subject. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Legislature of New Jersey have on two occa- 
sions voted, the first time unanimously, the next time by a two-thirds 
vote, requesting Congress not to pass this bill, and they have passed an 
act prohibiting any corporation of New Jersey from exercising the right 
of crossing this stream without their consent. 

Mr. HOAR. What can be done under this billif New Jersey objects? 

Mr. SEWELL. I presume the corporation can throw tht matter into 
litigation in the United States courts. 

Mr. Vest and others addressed the Chair. 

7 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri has the 
oor. 

Mr. VEST. I think I have the floor. 

-The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Missouri is entitled 
to the floor. 3 

Mr. VEST. Iyielded, but the statute of limitations is still ranning. 

The charters of these two railroad eompanies have in them the ordi- 
nary provisions in regard to the crossing of a navigable stream and the 
condemnation of such portions of the land upon each side of the stream 
as may bė necessary for piers or abutments or the appurtenances to a 
bridge. That is a sufficient. answer to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
if he requires an answer. 

But aside from that, the Supreme Court of the United States has de- 
cided that © has the power, notwithstanding the act of a State 
Legislature, to give toa railroad company the right to condemn so much 
of the soil of a State as is necessary for the construction of a bridge. 

Mr. HOAR. But that is not done by the bill. i 

Mr. VEST, The charters of these railroad companies give them a 
general right to bridge navigable streams. 3 

Mr. HOAR. ‘That is my precise proposition. If Congress gives it to 
them, then it may be that it is beyond the power of the State Legisla- 
ture; but if they haye got no power except from the State Legislature 
which created one of these corporations and which can give or refuse ` 
to give powers to the other, how can they go on under the bill without 
New Jersey legislation to accomplish this result? 

Mr. VEST. I have already stated that these charters contain the or- 
dinary provisions for the passage of the railroad tracks over navigable 
streams, and theconstruction of bridges from each State, one from New 
York and one from New Jersey, with the right to condemn land for 
abutments or for piers upon the soil of those States. But even aside 
from that, if no such right existed under the charters, under the bill 
that we have now any court would imply the right absolutely to use so 
much land as was necessary. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is it denied that the Arthur Kill isa navigable 
stream ? 

Mr. VEST. I think not. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iask the Senator from Massachusetts if he under- 
stands that this Kill von Kull is a part of the navigable waters of the 
United States. : 

Mr. HOAR. Of course. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then what has New Jersey to do with it? 
Sup that New Jersey passed a thousand acts of her Legislature for- 
bidding a corporation from building a bridge over that stream, what 
effect would that have over an act of Congress declaring that a railroad 
corporation might construct a bridge over it? I do not understand the 
point made by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Kansas—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri has the 
floor. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iask the Senator from Kansas to tell me how the 
act of Congress is going to give the authority to acquire soil that is in- 
herent in the State of New Jersey itself? 

Mr. INGALLS. They have got the right already under the act of 
incorporation from New Jersey and New York to go up to the line of 
those navigable waters, 2 

Mr. SEWELL. That-is just where the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course, if I am mistaken, that is the end of it. 

Mr. SEWELL. There is a special provision on that subject. : 

Mr. INGALLS. But the Senator from Missouri says, and it has 
been repeatedly stated in this debate, that existing corporate rights 
have been conferred both in New Jersey and in New York. If that 
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is the case they have the right up to the navigable line of that water, 
already upon the soil. Then to assume that an act of the New Jersey 

islature forbidding the crossing of the navigable waters of the 
United States by a bridge could interfere with the power of Congress, 
which has been exercised a thousand times over all the navigable 
waters of this country, is imputing a power to New Jersey that never 
has been claimed for any other State in this Union. 

Mr, HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to restate 
my proposition that it may be understood? The Senator from Kansas 
manifestly does not understand it. 

It is conceded that the power exists in the United States to author- 
ize the dealing with navigable water as it sees fit. It may authorize 
the extension of a wharf into Boston Harbor, and it may authorize the 
taking of land by eminent domain for that p if that be a mat- 
ter of general public interest. It may authorize the crossing of the. 
Mississippi River. That is one thing it may do. ` 

There is another thing which Congress may do. It may authorize 
the crofsing of the entire continent for purposes of interstate com- 
merce with a railroad and confer eminent domain. That is a separate 
thing which it may do. But it can not take away the power from 
New Jersey to control its corporations. If a corporation whose char- 
ter New Jersey created and whose charter it may alter or repeal, as I 
assume it can the charter of this corporation, undertakes to go into a 
business of interstate commerce, to build arailroad across Pennsylvania 
or anywhere else, New Jersey may stop it, and that is in the control of 
New Jersey, notwithstanding all the authority which Congress may 
have given it. 

In the next place, if it be necessary to take New Jersey soil to come 
down to the line of navigable water on one side, and the bridge 
not be built without that, the control of that proceeding is solely within 
the power of the New Jersey Legislature, unless the Congress of the 
United States, in addition to its license to cross or occupy or interfere 
with the waters of the navigable streams, have added the authority to 
come down to the bank, and have added the authority to exercise emi- 
nent domain under national power conferred upon it for that purpose. 

That does not appear in this bill. We have simply said that a New 

Jersey corporation may cross this navigable water, and that is all. A 
great deal is necessary to put this thing out of the control of New Jer- 
sey. New Jersey may destroy this New Jersey co tion. It may 
say that it shall exist only on condition that it not exercise the 
power to interfere with this navigable stream; but in the absence of any 
such thing, unless New Jersey has conferred the power of eminent do- 
main to put one end of this structure upon her soil, this bill, it seems 
to me, is nugatory. That is the proposition I make. 
` Mr. VEST. We have nothing to do with the powers of these cor- 
porations. Here are two corporations created under State law. One 
of the corporations is in New Jersey and the other is in New York. 
They come to us full and complete or incomplete as the State Legislat- 
ures have made them, and they simply ask from us the exercise of our 
jurisdiction, which is that to regulate commerce among the States. We 
say to them, you may go with your corporate power as the Legislature 
of your State has invested you and pass over a navigable stream of the 
United States. Now, that is all. We can not consider the question 
as to the powers of these corporations. 

If I understand the Senator from Massachusetts he wants Congress to 
put in this bill a provision to condemn land in New Jersey., We have 
nothing to do with that. The Supreme Court of the United States has 
said that no State Legislature can by any sortof legislation mar or de- 
crease in any iota the power given by the Constitution to Congress to 
regulate commerce. Thatinvolves the rightto put a bridge over anavi- 
gable stream, and if New Jersey were to attempt by any legislation 
after we have passed this bill to say that these corporations should not 
have this land, the New York co ion especially in New Jersey, 
for the purpose of constructing the bridge, it would be as much a nulli- 
fication as South Carolina or any other State has ever been charged 
with attempting. There is no question in regard to that matter. No 
Tepara would have a right to nullify an act of Congress in any such 

‘ashion. 

As I said before, it is a complete answer to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts for us to say from the Committee on Commerce that we have 
nothing to do with the power of these corporations. ‘They come to us 
and say, ‘‘We exist, we have our powers, and we ask from you the ex- 
ercise of the jurisdiction which you possess, and only that jurisdiction; 
thatis, to say that we may construct a bridge over a navigable stream;’’ 
and when the United States Congress does that it does all that it has 
the power to do. x 

That is the whole of this question, sir. I hope the Senate will now 
take a vote upon the bill and determine it at once, as I presume the 
debate has developed every question which is necessary to a correct de- 
termination of the whole subject. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it seems to me that the question we 
have been considering, so far asthe law of this matter is concerned, is 
whether, as the bill provides, a corporation created under the laws of 
New Jersey, dependent upon the laws of that State for its very life and 
ene trae do anything forbidden by the public policy and the laws 
o 


There can be no objection about this propositión; and when the Sen- 
ator from Missouri speaks of a corporation created in New York being 
authorized by Congress to exercise any power under its authority to 
regulate interstate commerce, he varies the proposition. That is true, 
but it is not true that a corporation, in defiance of the law that creates 
r and of the sovereign power to which it is amenable, may do any- 

ing. 

The statement here is that the State of New Jersey has forbidden 
this creature of it to pursue a certain line of policy. That New Jersey 
corporation is completely subject to the laws of the State of New Jersey 
and can have no power conferred upon it by Congress in violation of 
the law that creates it and the law to which it is amenable. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Florida allow me ġo state 
right there that the Stateof New Jersey forbade the exercise of the right 
to bridge that stream without submitting the plans of the bridge to 


the action of the Legislature? It was intended just to protect the peo- ~ 


ple navigating that stream from a low bridge; that was all; and New 
Jersey will grant these companies the power if they will only build a 
decent bridge. 

Mr. CALL. The coporation isa creature of New Jersey law, and the 
law can not be violated by that corporate body which depends upon 
New Jersey law for its existence and for its powers. 

I propose to vote for the bill; yet I wish to say that I think there 
oughtnot to be, unlessit is absolutely necessary, any obstruction placed 
in a great water highway adjacent to a great commercial city like New 
York. It is immaterial whether the State of New Jersey or the State 
of New York or any other State has the principal interest in the com- 
merce that is to be found upon that highway. The question with me 
is that it is immaterial whether it be a million or two million dollars 
that is necessary to make a single span across a highway that bears 
upon its boSom such a vast and stupendous t:afñc or a smaller amount; 
if it be practicable to do it, it ought to be done without any pier which 
may obstruct even in the smallest degree the navigation of that great 
highway. x 

We are deficient in information npon that subject, and I think this 
matter ought to go over until some information Of a definite character 
is presented. If the two Senators from New Jersey who have spoken 
upon this subject are right, and a bridge without a pier and with a 
single span can be built for any reasonable cost, in my judgment it 
ought to be done, and I shall sustain a proposition to that effect. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VEST and others. I hope not. 

Mr. MILLER and others. Let us vote. $ 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can come to a vote I withdraw ihe motion. 
[“ Vote!” “Vote!”] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. CALL. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 9, after the words ‘Arthur 
Kill,” it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘over Buckwheat Island; and 
in section 2 to strike out all down to and including the words “ low- 
water mark,” in line 6, as follows: 

That said bridge shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, with adraw over 
the main channel of the sound at an accessible and navigable point, and with 
spans of not less than 200 feet in length in the clear on each side of the central 


or pivot pier of the draw; and said spans shall not be less than 32 feet above 
mean low-water mark. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That said bridge shall be constructed with a draw over the channel on the > 


New Jersey,or westerly side of Buckwheat Island, of not less than 100 feet open- 
ing, and witha spes not less than 400 feet on the easterly side of said island; 
and said bridge not be less than 70 feet above high-water mark. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to this 


| amendment. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The + fie and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. FRYE’sS pame wascalled). Iwas requested 
by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE] to state that he was called from 
the Chamber, but is paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE] on this question. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CONGER (when Mr. PALMER’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. PALMER] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was ealled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont | Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. A 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will announce for the last time the pair between 
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the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILsoN] and the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], who was called out of the Chamber and who will be absent 
for a few moments. He would vote “yea” and I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MAHONE (after having voted in the affirmative). I haveagreed 
to pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. EyArts], and therefore 
withdraw my vote. He would vote ‘‘nay ” and I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will inform Senators that 
so many are paired that less than a quorum have voted, although more 
than a quorum are present in the Chamber. 

Mr. MILLER. I suggest to the Chair that the announcement of the 
result bę delayed for a few moments, and that the Sergeant-at-Arms go 
into the committee-rooms and ask Senators-who are there to come in 
and vote. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. More than a quorum are present in 
the Senate Chamber, but many Senators present are paired. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not suppose anybody desires a roll-call on 
this subject. The negationi s sufficiently strong on the side of those op- 

to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call for the yeas and nays may 
be withdrawn by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent that the call be withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the call for the yeas and nays be 
withdrawn. There being no objection, the call is withdrawn, and the 
amendment is rejected. é } 

Mr. MCPHERSON. `I will offer oneamendment to which I think the 
committee will agree. If I thought the committee would not agree to 
the amendment I should not delay the bill, Looking at the fourth sec- 
tion it reads as follows: 

That the plan and location of said bridge, &c. 


I desire to offer an amendment to that section by inserting after th 
words ‘‘and location” the words ‘‘height and span ;’’ so as to read: 

That the plan and lotion, height and span of said bridge, with a detailed 
map of the sound at the proposed site, &c, 

And at the end of line 3, in the same section, after the words “shall 
be,” I move to add the words: 


First recommended by a board of engineer officers of the United States Army, 
not less than five in number, whose recommendation shall be— 


Providing that their recommendation shall be submitted to the Sec- 
retary of War. Instead of leaving it, as you do now, to Major Gillespie 
to report, the amendment provides fora board of engineers, not less than 
five in number, who must examine into the location and the height and 
span. I suppose the committee will not object to the amendment. 

Mr. MILLER. I think I shall have to object to the amendment, I 
do not feel authorized to speak for the committee, but I introduced the 
bill. This matter has been under consideration by the Corps of Engi- 
neers for two years—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator from New York will withdraw 
his objection. This will only delay the matter for a short time, and 
really I think there is no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. MILLER. Perhaps I do not understand it fully. 

Several SENATORS. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let me explain to the Senate that the amend- 
ment proposes to do exactly what was done in regard to bridging the 
Detroit River and other streams. Instead of taking the opinion of a 
single engineer officer, I proposea board of engineers. They may meet 
within a week for that matter. They are to be appointed by the Sec- 
retary of War, to determine the question as to the plan and location of 
the bridge and the height and span of the bridge, taking into consid- 
eration the commerce, and to make a recommendation to the Secretary 
of War who shall approve the same before action is begun. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘There is no objection to that. 

Mr. MILLER. This is a very sudden movement, and it is not very 
fully understood; but if the Senator from Maryland thinks it is all 
right I do not know that I shall object. As the amendment is ex- 
plained it entirely does away with the provision for the bridge being 
32 feet above water; it entirely does away with the proposition of a 
draw of 200 feet in the clear on either side, and puts the whole thing 
absolutely, without any provision of Congress whatever as to the bridge, 
either as to the length of span or the height or length of the draw, not 
only out of the hands of Congress, but commits it to a board of Army 
engineers. That is all there is of it. j 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the board decide that the bridge shall be 
higher than 32 feet, and that should be the opinion of the board taking 
into consideration the commerce, I do not suppose the Senator from 
ged York would complain, when the bill says it shall notbe less than 

eet. > 

Mr. MILLER. The Senate has never yet undertaken, in authoriz- 
ing the building of a bridge, after having made provision in regard to 


the limitation of the width of span and height, &e., then to turn around 
in an addendum to the bill and say that the whole thing shall be re- 
ferred to a board of engineers, who shall have absolute control of the 
plans and propositions connected with it. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 1, after the wérds ‘‘ and loca- 
cation,” insert the words ‘‘height and span;’’ and at the end of line 3, 
after the words ‘‘shall be,” add the words ‘‘first recommended by a 
board of engineer officers of the United States Army, not less than five 
in number, whose recommendation shall be’’— : 

So as to read: 

That the plan and location, height and span of said bridge, with a detailed 
map of the sound at the proposed site of the bridge and near thereto, exhibitin 
the depths and currents, shall be first recommended by a board of engineer of- 
ficers of the United States Army, not less than five in number, whose recommen- 
dation shall be submitted to the Secretary of War for his approval, and until he 
approve the plan and location of said bridge it shall not be built. 

Mr. DOLPH. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that he had 
probably better say ‘‘to be appointed by the Secretary of War” than 
to be submitted to him. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There will be no objection to that modi§cation. 

Mr. BUTLER, Pendingthat, [movethattheSenateadjourn. [‘' Let 
us vote !’?] - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate adjourn. , 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. McPHERSON. Let us finish the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. IfwecanvoteI will withdraw themotion. [‘‘ Vote!’ 
‘**Vote!’?] I withdraw the motion for the present, and give notice that 
I shall renew it pretty quickly unless a vote is reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON ]. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If this amendment is adopted it seems to me, 
‘with the very brief examination I have been able to give it, that it is 
entirely inconsistent and in conflict with the second section of the bill. 
There is no express repeal of the section, but it leaves the bill ina 
shape in which it seems to me it can not be executed. I have not 
charge of the bill, and therefore will say nothing further. 

Mr. MILLER. I must protest against the adoption of this amend- 
ment. We have provided in the bill fora certain kind of abridge. We 
have specified that it shall be a pivot draw of not less than 200 feet in 
the clear on each side, that the bridge shall be built not less than 32 
feet above low water, and that so far as the location is concerned and 
the rest of the plans of the bridge all shall be submitted to the Secre- 
tary of War for his approval before anything can be done, 

Now there isa proposition made to put the whole thingin the hands 
of the Secretary of War, he to be guided by a board of Army a, es 
consisting of five, who shall decide upon the location, upon the length 
of span, upon the height of bridge, and upon every particular pertain- 
ing to it before anything can be done. 

As the chairman of the Committee on Commerce [Mr. MCMILLAN] 
has suggested, this amendment is in absolute conflict with the second 
section and in fact with nearly all that precedes it in the bill. It is 
simply a part of the attempts which have been made to amend this 
bill and to destroy it, first, by authorizing the building of a tunnel and 
then by compelling the bridge to be 70 feet above high water. Failing 
in that, it is now proposed to entirely destroy the bill and simply pass a 
bill, if it amounts to anything, which says that a bridge may be built 
at some point across the Arthur Kill, of such dimensions, of such height 
above the water, and of such width of spans as the Secretary of War, 
guided by five Army engineers, may decide. 

It was only a few moments ago when the opposers of this bill were 
arguing here that it was not safe to leave even the discretion which we 
had put into the bill with the Secretary of War and the Army engi- 
neers. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] argued strenuously 
against giving the Secretary of War even that discretion, and urged that 
we should absolutely locate it at some particular point on the stream, 
and that we should provide carefully in every a Nene Now it is 
abe saya to take out all the provisions guarding the bill and put it abso- 

utely into the hands of the Secretary of War guided by a board of Army 
engineers. I protest that that kind of legislation has never been pro- 
posed in this body and has never been carried. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion to lay the amendment on the table was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bili was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year‘ending June 
30, 1887, numbered 1 and 2; that it had di to the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 3, 4, and 6, and that it had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 5 with an amendment, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 
Mr. HOAR. . Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The Chair will lay before the Sen. 
ate the unfinished business. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A bill (S. 714) to establish a uniform system | LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


of bankruptcy throughout the United States.” 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 21, at 12 o’clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 20, 1886. 


The House met at 11o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H: MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
CARPENTERS, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from theacting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the 
Navy forpay of carpenters atthe Navy Department; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PANAMA CANAL—PROGRESS IN 1885. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting a special intelligence report by Lieutenant 
Kimball and Naval Cadet Capp, United States Navy, upon the progress 
of the Panama Canal during the year 1885; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. RoGERs, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. KELLEY, on Friday and Saturday next, to enable him to visit 
Lynchburg and Roanoke, Va. 


CORRECTION OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. STORM, unanimous consent was given for the re- 
printing of the bill (H. R. 8746) to allot lands of the Seneca Indians in 
New York with the following correction, being the insertion of words 
omitted by mistake: On page 5, section 8, line 6, after the word ‘‘ Indi- 
ans,” insert the words ‘‘and said commissioners shall;’’ also, on page 
6, section 9, line 2, after the word ‘‘ them,” insert the words ‘‘or made 
by Indians.” 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Senate bill 91 be taken from the House Calendar and considered at this 
time. It is an act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to granta right of 
way for arailroad and telegraph line through the lands of the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint Louis and San Francisco 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes.’’ 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill just read ? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I object. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I do not make objection to the consid- 
eraon of the bill. I understand that this is in the nature of a private 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there is considerable 
doubt about such bills, as to whether they properly go to the House 
Calendar or to the Private Calendar. The Chair understands that this 
is a bill giving the consent of the United States to a private corporation 
obtaining the right of way through certain Indian lands. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I do not object, but I desire to make 
some remarks on the bill if it is to be considered at this time. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] whether this is an act granting a right 
of way, or simply an act extending the time for the building of the 
road ? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Extending the time. That is all. 

shor A ERN The Chair was misinformed as to the character of 
the bill. 

Mr. BRUMM. Is there any land grant that will be affected by rea- 
son of this extension of time? 

Mr. CULBERSON. None at all, sir. The reason why the exten- 
sion is needed is that under the original act the Secretary of War was 
required to designate the point at which this company should cross the 
Arkansas River with its bridge, and he failed to make the designation 
in time to permit the completion of the road within the time pre- 
scribed by the original act. 

Mr. BRUMM. The bill, I believe, is unanimously reported by the 
committee, 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, sir; there is a unanimous report of the 
committees, both in the House and in the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How long does it extend the time? 

Mr. CULBERSON. One year. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I object. 


d 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
Jgne 30, 1887, and for other purposes, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order on that 
bill. 
The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Regular order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman from Maine to withdraw his de- 
mand for the regular order long enough for me to make a request for 
unanimous consent to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. REED assented. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that the morn- 
ing hour be dispensed With. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MACKEREL FISHING, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I move to take 
up House bill No. 5538, which was made the special order for the 18th 
of May, but was, I believe, on motion of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-R postponed until to-day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that that bill will not occupy more 
than an hour. 4 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think not. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: i, 

A bill (H. R. 5538) relating to the importing and landing of mackerel caughi 
during the spawning season. = 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the bill demanded ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think the bill should MB read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United Slates of Amer- 


ica in Congress assembled, That for the period of five years from and after the 


passage of this act, no mackerel, other than whatis known as Spanish mackerel, 
caught between the Ist day of March and the Ist day of June, inclusive, of each 
year shall be imported into the United States. 

Sxco, 2, That section 4321 of the Revised Statutes is amended, for the period of 
five years aforesaid, so as to read before the last sentence as follows: * This li- 
the right to fish for mackerel, otherthan for what is known 


if a vessel of this country, and the forfeiture to the Unit to 
law, of the mackerel imported or landed, or sought to be imported or landed. 
r Sec. 4. That nothing in this act shall be construed to conflict with existing 
reaties. 
Sec, 5. That all laws in conflict with this law are hereby repealed. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been 
presented by the Committee on Ways and Means in response to numer- 
ous petitions referred to the committee, as well as urgent representa- 
tions by gentlemen of the House who are well informed on this sub- 
ject. The object of the bill is to prevent mackerel fishing when the 
fish are first moving to our shores and for the most part are spawning. 
Gentlemen are familiar with legislation of this kind relating to other 
species of fish, and the general nature of the measure will be apparent, 
perhaps, without much explanation from me. 

It may be well to remark that the committee proposes two amend- 
ments, one of which arises from the lapse of time since the introduc- 
tion of the bill. The bill as drawn proposes to embrace the present 
season as one during which mackerel caught in the early part of the 
season can not be landed. That period having substantially passed, 
the bill, of course, can only begin to operate with the coming year, 

There is also one section, section 4, which has been inserted by mis- 
take, and which at the proper time I will ask to have stricken out, 
That section provides— 

* That nothing in this act shall be construed to conflict with existing treaties. 

Upon inquiry at the State Department we have learned that this pro- 
vision is unnecessary verbiage. 

Mr. Speaker, I would not consent to any extreme and permanent leg- 
islation upén a matter of this sort; but a conservative proposition like 
this, temporary in its duration, is, Ithink, only areasonable response to 
the views and solicitations which have been presented tous. The bill 
can only operate for five years; and it will only preclude, so far as it 
may be effectual, the catching of mackerel during a period of three 

“months of each year, mainly the spawning season, when, as is well 
known, so far as the salting of fish is concerned, they are ill-suited for 
that purpose. ‘x : 

There is considerable doubt among the authorities as to whether or 
not any iances for catching fish that rove in the open sea can have 
an ap} ble effect upon their quantity. Iam less of opinion now 
than I was in the earlier stages of such investigation as I have been able 
to give to this matter that it is possible to practically exterminate open- 
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with classes of fish that congregate closely in great 
limitedareas. Bymeansof immense nets operated by steam fish arenow 
taken, not as in olden times by hook and line, butas many as hundreds 
of barrels at a single haul. * 

But apart from that, a matter abont which there is practically no 
dispute is the unwisdom of their being harassed in the early part of 
the year and during the spawning season by being pursued, as they 
sometimes are, by hundreds of vessels, plowing among them and dis- 
persing them from our coast, driving them far out to sea, where it 
is difficult to get them, and of course much more expensive to dis- 
pose of them after they are caught. Especially is this realized in the 
warm season of the year—and the mackerel-fishing season proper is 
mainly from about the 1st of July to the 1st of November, running 
through the warm months of July and August—when the fish are 
taken at a point remote from shore, and when there must, of course, be 
more expensive arrangements made for preserving them until they can 
be properly handled. -. 

Therefore, sir, the concurrent testimony being that, independent of 
the question of extinction, while the fish are coming into our shores 
and during thisearlier portion of the season embracing at least a greater 
part of the spawning season, they should not be disturbed, and should 
not be harassed until fully upon ourfishing grounds and fitted for con- 
sumption, I have come to the conclusion (without myself knowing by 
experience anything at all of this business, but after conferring with 
those who have experience and from reading the productions of those 
who are considered authorities upon -the question) that the passage of 
a bill of this character is a reasonable and conservative step, and so far 
as food products are concerned will tend to cheapen the supply of food. 
I am all the more strengthened in my support of this measure because 
it seems to be in accord with the almost unanimous wish of the men 
who catch the fish and see the need- of some regularity and system. 

It may be well to remark that of the fleet we have engaged in this 
business, three huggred and fifty-eight vessels in 1885, carrying five 
thousand four hun and twenty-five men, all but four of the vessels 
came from the States of Massachusetts and Maine. Of those four, one 
comes from Portsmouth, N. H., one from Connecticut, one from Penn- 
sylvania, and one from New York. I believe the principal opposition 
will comefrom my distinguished friend from New York [Mr. Hewrrr], 
who I suppose represents that single vessel. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will my friend frém Arkansas be kind enough to 
state (because I have not examined the bill) in what waters the bill 
proposes to control fishing ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We do notspecify any waters 
in the bill. We can not do that. The bill seeks to prevent the land- 
ing of mackerel from the 1st of March to the 1st of June, wherever they 
may be caught, upon the theory that if people can not land and sell 
tihem they will not catch them. 

Mr. REAGAN. What I wish to ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
in this connection is if there is anything in the bill that applies to the 
waters within the marine league of the shore on our State coasts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There is nothing in the bill 
that affects the waters within the marine league, at least no thought of 
interference is entertained, nor is there anything that applies to the 
fish caught in the estuaries along our shores. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iasked the question because there was a bill re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee for the purpose of extending to citi- 
zens of each State the rights granted to citizens of any other State to 
fish for floating fish—— 

Mr. COLLINS. They reported adversely on that bill. 

M:. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This has no connection with 
that bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is what I understand, that the Committee on 
the Judiciary reported adversely as to the authority to do that. How 
then can authority be assumed to do it here? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Butwe donot touch that ques- 
tion; this has reference to deep-sea fish. We do not say, or I do not 
wish to say, that citizens of the United States shall not catch fish within 
the jurisdiction of the State. : 

Mr. REAGAN. Butif you disregard the principles that the waters 
within the marine league belong to the States, and if this bill applies 
to such waters, then you do restrict the rights of the citizens of the 
State: o 

Mr. REED, of Maine. We do not touch that question at all; this 
appl-es to the waters beyond the marine league. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This has reference, as the 
gentleman will observe, only to the fishing for mackerel, which do not 
run up the streams or come into the estuaries. They are an open-sed 
deep-water fish, perhaps do not come within the marine league, or 
least of all during the season here embraced, and hence the point that 
the gentleman from Texas raises is perhaps not touched by this bill. 
But [ will be glad to see any proper features that may be lacking added 
by the House. s 

Mr. REAGAN. But the gentleman from Arkansas must remember 


that the marine league extends a good way out from the estuaries. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam awareof that, but I am 
stating the fact that these, being what are termed open-sea fish, do not 
come into the estuaries like shad and herring, and perhaps are not caught 
to any appreciable extent even within the marine league. Other gen- 
tlemen here can speak to that point better than I can. 

Mr. COLLINS. And they do not catch them with a hook and line 
any more. 

Mr. LORE. Let me ask the gentleman from Arkansas whether the 
Fish Commission of the United States have favored this bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, bf Arkansas. I will state in response to the 
gentleman from Delaware that the Fish Commission of the United 
States has not been asked specifically about the bill; though I have 
talked fully with the Commissioner and others of the service, and had 
some correspondence with them about the propositions involved; and 
I have here in my hand a very interesting letter from the specialist 
employed by Professor Baird to study and observe the habits, &c., of 
the mackerel. Captain Collins, a gentleman whom I am assured by 
Professor Baird is the best living authority on the subject, and his 
statements of facts strongly sustain this bill. 

Mr. TUCKER, I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
another question. In reading this bill it seems to me it does apply to 
waters which belong for the purpose of fishing to the States as well 
as the waters beyond the marine league or domain of the States. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Will the gentleman point out 
the provision of the bill to which he referred ? 

Mr. TUCKER. The second section of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, that I shall be glad to 
hear further upon; but I can not understand now how you can make 
such a construction. 

Mr. TUCKER. Iamasking only forinformation, not pretending to 
criticise the bill. The second section of the bill provides: 

That section 4321 of the Revised Statutes is amended, for the period of five 
years aforesaid, so as to read before the last sentence as follows: “This license 
does not grant the right to fish for mackerel, other than for what is known as 
Spona mackerel, between the lst day of March and the Ist day of June, inclu- 
sive, of this year.” 

Now, what is the nature of this license to which reference is made ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Thatissimply for the purpose of giving notice 
to the fishermen directly in their licenses. 

Mr. TUCKER. Does thislicense which the Governmentallows under 
this bill apply to waters which belong exclusively to the States? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. No, sir. 


Mr. TUCKER. It applies then only to the ocean, or to waters beyond i 


the marine league ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It applies only to such waters as the United 
States has the right to issue a license for. 

Mr. REAGAN. It seems to me that*this first provision of the bill is 
more indefinite than the other. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman point 
out—— 

Mr. BRAGG. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRAGG. There are a number of gentlemen hero who are very 
anxious to hear what this private conversation is about. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been endeavoring to secure order 
upon the floor, and gentlemen will facilitate the transaction of the 
public business by assisting the Chair in that respect. 

Mr. REAGAN. By permission of the gentleman from Arkansas I 
want to call his attention to the reading of the first section: 

That for the period of five years from and after the passage of this act,no 
mackerel, other than what is known as the Spanish mackerel, caught between 
the Ist day of March and the Ist day of June, inclusive, of each year, shall be 
imported into the United States or landed upon its shores, 

There is nothing in this that would indicate that the bringing in of 
mackerel caught within the territory of the States may not be cov- 
ered by this act. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Itis not intended to cover it, and has not 
that effect. 

Mr. TUCKER. Idonotthink it will cover it, for I take it for granted 
that the section applies only to mackerel caught in waters beyond the 
boundary of the United States. 

Mr. REAGAN. It does not say so. 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes; it says ‘‘shall not be imported,” and that im- 
plies that it is caught in foreign waters; and therefore I think the first 
section applies only to fish caught in foreign waters. 

Mr. HEWITT. Fish caught by American vessels in the deep sea 
and brought into our ports would not be classed as an importation un- 
der our customs laws and lations. i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will now surrender the floor, 
and yield one-half hour to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hew- 


Irr]. 

Mr. HEWITT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to understand the rule 
which governs the disposition of time in this discussion. I donot know 
whether this bill is open for general discussion without limit of debate, 
or whether it is limited by the hour rule for the call of committees. 


1886. 
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The SPEAKER. Under the ruleof the House a gentleman who ob- 
tains the floorin his own right hasan hour, and the discussion continues 
until the previous question is ordered. 

` Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I desire to call the previous 
question at the close of one hour. , 

Mr. HEWITT. I decline to have time yielded to me. I wish to 
take the floor in my own right. This is a much more important sub- 
ject than it might be inferred to be from the remarks of the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 'Bhegentleman from New York 
can consume the half-hour which I yield him, and then take the floor 
in his own right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas holds the floor. 

Mr. HEWITT. I desire to have the floor in my own right. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to say to the House and to the gen- 
tleman from New York, that while I am deeply interested and my con- 
stituency is also deeply interested in this bill, I have not the slightest 
desire to limit him or any one else in debate. . 

But we all have to be governed in dealing with matters before the 
House by the situation of affairs as we find them. We can not cut 
these debates out of whole cloth. We have got to do as we can; and 
we could only get this question fairly before the House upon an under- 
standing that we should not interfere with other business. Now if the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] has no objection to let the dis- 
cussion go on, I do not care how much time is given. But under the 
circumstances, having only an hour, we desired to give the gentleman 
from New York one-half the time and take one-half ourselves, and then 
close up the discussion, having reference to the actual time there is for 
business before the House. : i 

Mr. HEWITT. I do not propose to be dependent upon the grace of 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] when I defend the rights and 
interests of my constituents. If the House chooses to close debate in 
an hour, I must do the best I can. But this is a subject which can not 

be properly discussed in an hour; and for myself, I claim either that 
the subject shall go over or that we shall have time to deal with it in- 
telligently. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEW- 
ITT] does not desire to speak, I will make a few remarks and then call 
the previous question. 

Mr. HEWITT. I want to be recognized in my own right; and I 
notified the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], who understands 
it perfectly, that this discussion could not be ended in an hour. I do 
not think the subject can be properly discussed in an hour, and I wish 

ample time. If I were in condition to enter upon discussion to-day, 
as the gentleman from Maine knows I am not, I might in fifteen or 
twenty minutes state the case; but as it is, disabled by utter loss of 
sleep, I must take considerable time in reading authorities which other- 
wise I would state, 

Mr. LORE. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York whether 
this is not a question of cheap food for a large portion of the people of 
this country? 

Mr. HEWITT. Itis certainly an important question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If the gentleman from New York declines to 
take the time yielded to him I shall endeavor to state both sides of the 
question. 

Mr. HEWITT. Isimply ask the Chair to decide whether at any 
time in the course of this debate I will be able to take the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not state that, because the House 
may order the previous question. Unless the previous question is or- 
dered, the gentleman from New York being a member of the committee 
and opposed to the bill, the Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. HEWITT. I desire to be recognized now. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE] yield the floor? : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If I am permitted to resume 
the floor after the gentleman from New York has made his remarks I 
am willing to yield to him now. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman from Arkansas, was it not un- 
derstood he would call the previous question at the expiration of one 
hour if I would not antagonize this proposition with the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. There was no absolute-agree- 
ment. I desire, however, to call the previous question at the expira- 
tion of one hour. N 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iunderstood from the gentleman from Arkansas and 
pom the gentleman from Maine that this matter would take only an 

our. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I expressed an opinion as to 
what time it would take; thatisall. I expressed a wish to call the 
previous question at the end of one hour, and I still have that wish 
strongly and I will enforce it if within my power, and if I can do so 
without rudeness to my friend from New York [Mr. HEWITT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As there seems to bea misunderstanding about this, 
I think the gentleman had better withdraw the bill for the present and 

_ take it up to-morrow. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Very well. Every proposition is at a disadvan- 


tage in this House, and deservedly so, which looks like crowding any- - 
body. The gentleman from New York states he is not in physical con- 
dition to go on with the debate, and for my part I do not want to press 
him to doit. If unanimous consent can be given that we shall go on 
with this bill and finish it to-morrow, I shall consent to that arrange- 
ment with great pleasure, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I consent to that. 

Mr. COBB. I feel compelled to object to that arrangement. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then say next Saturday, 

Mr. HAMMOND. In the absence of the chairman of the Select Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests I beg te 
state that Saturday is specially assigned for the consideration of the bill 
as to free ships, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state the request which has been 
made, The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] asks unanimous con- 
sent that this bill be considered to-morrow immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal. Is that objected to? 

Mr. COBB, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine then asks unanimous 
consent that the bill be considered on Saturday. 

Mr. COBB. I shall object to that also. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is it in order to move to post- 
pone the consideration of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then I move that the consid- 
eration of the bill be postponed till to-morrow. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ar- 
kansas; and there were—ayes 106, noes 22. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, as to-morrow is private bill day, 
I make the point that there is no quorum. 

The SPEAKER, The point being made that there isno quorum, the 
Chair wi te the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
and the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. BUCHANAN, to act as tellers. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Does the result of this vote, if decided in the affirmative, set aside the 
Private Calendar to-morrow ? i 

The SPEAKER. Itdoes. If this bill is called up under a special 
order of the House naming to-morrow specifically, the Private Calendar 
will not be considered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7207) making appropriation to supply deficiency in 
amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1886, for examination and 
surveys required by acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to as- 
certain depth of water and width of channel at South Pass of Missis- 
sippi River; : 

A bill (H. R. 570) for the relief of E. P. Thompson; and 

A bill (H. R. 6391) to authorize the Kansas City, FortScott and Gulf 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (before the completion of the division). Mr. 
Speaker, inasmuch as it is evident that a large majority of those pres- 
ent do not desire to have the private bills acted upon which we have 
reported, I withdraw the point as to no quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. The point that noquorum has voted is withdrawn. 
The ayes have it, and the motion to postpone the further consideration 
of the pending bill until to-morrow is agreed to. . 

BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON BUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 

Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds a resolution dated April 26, 1886, to 
fix a day for the consideration of business from the said committee; 
which was referred to the Honse Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of further considering the Senate amendments to the Post- 
Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the Post-Of- 
fice appropriation bill. General debate upon the bill was concluded at 
5 o’clock yesterday. The Clerk will now read the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1,at the end of line 16, insert: 
“And the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to rent a suitable building 


on Capitol Hill for use as a branch of the Washington city post-office, at a rate 
not exceeding $30 per month, until further action of Congress.” 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the propriety of this amendment 
may be briéfly stated. Section 98 of the Postal Laws and Regulations 
(which is but a part of the Revised- Statutes) is as follows: 

That the Postmaster-General, when the public convenience requires it, may 
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establish within any post-office delivery one or more branch offices for the re- 
ceipt and delivery of mail matter and the sale of stamps and envelopes; and he 
shall prescribe the rules and regulations for the government thereof. 


The Postmaster-General is allowed a gross fund for rent, light, fuel, 
&c., and but for a provision in the deficiency bill in 1874, which 
prohibited a contract for the rent of any building in the city of Wash- 
ington until an appropriation had been made therefor, there would be 
no occasion for this provision here. No special appropriation having 
been made for this purpose, the Postmaster-General is unable to make 
acontract for a building; and the committee have therefore deemed it 
best to recommend concurrence inthisamendment. For further justi- 
fication of the amendment I ask to have printed in this connection the 
opinions of the Postmaster-General and of the Attorney-General in ref- 
erence to the construction of the law. i 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The following are the opinions referred to by Mr. BLOUNT: 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
4 Washington, D. C., May 12, 1886. 

My DEAR Mr. CHAIRMAN : I hand you herewith a copy of the opinion of the 
Assistant Attorney-General in regard to the East Capitol station. Thissupplies 
the vague remembrance, which I could not give A agers fixity to, of some stat- 
ute which prohibited the renting of a building in the city of Washington excépt 
by special direction. It is in the deficiency bill of 1874. 

The residue of the opinion is too clear for any question, as it seems to me. 
The opinion of the Attorney-General of the United States, furnished July 1, 1885, 
to which reference was e, was, if I mistake not, based upon a prior ecision 
of the Court of Claims, and in consequence of that decision there was enacted 
by the Congress in the act of March 3, 1885, authority to rent post-offices and 
buildings for post-office uses in general. Thatstands, of course, qualified by the 
clause in the deficiency bill of 1874, quoted in the inclosed opinion. 


Very ly, 
WM. F. VILAS, Postmaster-General. 
Hon. J. H. BLOUNT, 
Chairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., December 11, 1885. 

Sie: Ihave the honor to acknowledge receipt of your communication of date 
10th instant, asking my opinion relative to the law in regard to the renting of 
buildings and rooms for the use of the Government in the District of Columbia. 

You refer to me therewith the letter of Hon. WILLIAN P, FRYE, and of Hon. 
W. B. ALLISON, and Hon. James B, Beck, giving their views of the state of the 
law ae the renting of a station for use as a branch post-office on East 
Capitol Hill, 

he state of the law on which I gavean oral opinion some time since was, and 
still is, as follows: 

The deficiency biil of 1874 enacts that “hereafter no contract shall be made 
for the rent of any building or part of any building in Washington, not now in 
use by the Government, to be used for the pu of the Government until an 
appropriation therefor shall have been made in terms by Congress.” 

he act of July 5, 1884, making appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1885, reads: 
$ $ $ s $ a 


$ 

“For rent, light, and fuel, $480,000. And the Postmaster-General is hereby 
authorized to rent a suitable building on Capitol Hill for use as a branch of the 
Washington city post-office, at a rate not exceeding $30 per month.” 

"he act of March 8, 1885, did not re-enact this provision, and makes no appro- 
priations in terms for the rent of such branch office. 

It reads: ‘For rent, light, and fuel, $490,000. That the Postmaster-General 
may, in the disbursement of this appropriation, apply part thereof to the pur- 
pose of leasing premises for use for post-offices of the first, second, and third 
classes, at a reasonable annual rental, to be paid quarterly for a term not ex- 
ceeding five years,” Ke. 

The opinion of the Attorney-General furnished to this Department July 1, 
1885, upon the authority of the Postmaster-General to lease buildings for post- 
offices, advised this De t that the Postmaster-General could not, prior 
to the act of March 3, 1885, lease a building for a post-office anywhere fora 
longer term than the Si pat provided for the payment of the rent. 

The act of March 3,1885, makes no provision in terms for a renting of the 
branch office on East Capitol Hill. 

‘There is nothing in the act of 1834 authorizing this particular building to be 
rented for a longer period than the appropriation from which it was to be paid, 
and, under the rule of the Attorney-General’s opinion, the act of 1884 must be 
held as authorizing the renting of that branch office only for the year covered 
by that appropriation. 

I find nothing in the subsequent acts which will warrant me ia the view that 
a renewal of the lease was authorized, or that it was intended to be covered by 
the general appropriation for rent, light, and fuel of the act of March 3, 1885, 
The opinion of the Attorney-General makes it quite clear that the act of 1884 
did not authorize a continuing contract. The act of 1874, above quoted, seems 
to my mind to preclude the P: neral from incurring this expense in 
the absence of an appropriation in terms therefor. 

The general authority to lease ffices of the several classes therein men- 
tion@d in the act of March ae , does not affect or modify the act of 1874 pro- 
hibiting the renting of buil ps this city. That prohibition is still in full 
force, and it seems clear to me that the only safe rule is to keep within its terms, 
much as I would like to see my way clear to advise otherwise in this case. 

Itis with no little diffidence that Iadhere to these views in view of the fact that 
eminent and learned gentlemen differ with them. But I am led to think that 
the Senators formed their conclusions without having before them the act of 
1874, and without hayag their attention called to the legal aspects of the case 
presented by Attorney-General Garland’s opinion, 


Very respectfully, 
~ EDWIN E. BRYANT, 
Assistant Atlorney-General, Post-Office Department. 
Ton, A. E. STEVENSON, 


First Assistant Postmaster-General. 


The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 


1, line 20, after the word “cents,” insert "forty thousand dollars of 
which may be used in the discretion of the Postmaster-General for the estab- 
lishment under existing law of the free-delivery system in cities where it isnot 
now established.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, under the law the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral may establish free-delivery offices wherever the gross receipts reach 


$20,000 or the population served thereby reaches 20,000. Appropria- 
bei eee been provided for the service to the fullest extent allowed 
y law. 

The Senate, however, inserted this provision, which does not extend 
the free-delivery system beyond the limit authorized by law at this 
time; and the only reason the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads could see for its insertion was that it had been found in a pre- 
vious bill, and out of abundance of caution has been inserted here. It 
amounts to nothing; it is mere surplusage; and we thought, in order 
to get the question out of th way of the conferees and out of the way 
of the House, we would recommend concurrence. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
the effect of that provision might not be that not more than $40,000 
could be so used, and whether, in view of the circumstances of the cities 
that might take the free-delivery service under existing law, the $40,- 
000 embraced in this proposition would not in all probability be applied 
to the extension of the free-delivery system to cities whereit is not now 
in operation. - 

Mr. BLOUNT. This provision was in the last bill, and there was 
found no objection of that kind. 

The question being taken on concurring in the amendment of the 
Senate, it was concurred in. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

After the words in lines 46 and 47, ‘Inland transportation by steamboat routes, 
five hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars,” insert the following : 

“ The Postmaster-General is authori: after the due advertisement, to con- 
tract for inland and foreign steamboat mail service, when it can be com bined in 
one rgute, where the foreign office or offices are not more than 200 miles distant 
e domestic office, on the same terms and conditions as inland steamboat 
seryice, and pay for the same out of the appropriation for inland steamboat 
sevice; said contracts to be made with and performed by American built and 

ps.” 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, although not able to be 
present continually, I have followed the debates on this question in the 
RECORD, and there remains perhaps little new or important to be said. 
The carrying of the mailsin the United States, and between the United 
States and foreign countries, is, or ought to be, a business operation and 
nothing else. In the transmission of mail matter two methods are em- 
ployed. In the one case, the Government advertises for bids and lets 
contracts to the lowest bidder fora specific service; that is, for carrying 
the mails to and from certain points—this and nothing more. If the 
contractor chooses to connect with that service the duties of a common 
carrier it is merely incidental; he may doso or not as hechooses. The 
other method is to employ the common carriers of the country to trans- 
port and distribute the mails, and by this method, to a large extent, 
the mails of the United States are transmitted and distributed. The 
first method, that of contracting for particular service, is known as the 
star-route service; the other is employedon all the railways of the 
country. 

Common carriers are as much under obligation to perform service for 
the Government as for private parties. Lines of steamships upon the 
high seas are common carriers as much as railway-lines. The oceans 
are covered with steamships and vessels of every sort plying between 
different countries as common carriers. The established steamship 
lines between Key West and Cuba are common carriers, as are those 
between New York and Brazil, or between San Francisco and China. 
The Government has the same right to employ these common carriers 
for the transmission of its mails that express companies or private 
parties have to employ them for the transmission of any matter which 
these common carriers are engaged in carrying. 

It is upon this principle or by this method that we are carrying our 
mails across the ocean between the United States and foreign countries; 
and anything beyond fair compensation as common carriers to lines al- 
ready established, for carrying the mail, is subsidy. And although 
gentlemen on the other side and others in favor of subsidies say this 
proposed increase is not intended as a subsidy but only fair compensa- 
tion for carrying the mails, yet scarcely one has spoken three minutes 
without throwing off the disguise and conceding that the proposed ap- 
propriation is needed in order to maintain steamship lines and increase 
and extend our commerce with other countries, especially South Ameri- 
can countries. í 

That constitutes a very different proposition from merely carrying 
the mails. For my part I desire to see the carrying of the mails not 
only throughout the United States, including coastwise steamers, but 
everywhere else entirely separated from the idea of maintaining com- 
mercial lines of transportation. It is true—I am bound to admit it— 
that in many cases, indeed generally, the Government in its contracts 
with coastwise and river steamers pays not for carrying the mails only 
but to maintain steamboat lines for travel and commercial purposes. 
That is what the Government really does, although itis all done under 
the guise of carrying the mails. Thisis a practice which I think should 
be discontinued. The Government should act upon business principles 
alone. The transmission of the mails should be with the Government 
a business operation solely. The Government should employ for this 
purpose all the agencies that commerce and trade provide for carrying 
the mails, and should employ them in precisely the same way as pri- 


vate parties employ them for purposes of transportation. š 
The Government does not ask railroad companies for bids and let the 
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carrying of mails to the lowest bidder. That would be impracticable 
even if it were desirable. But the Government employs them as com- 
mon carriers and provides what is deemed reasonable compensation. 
The contract plan is no more applicable to steamboats or steamship 
lines than it is to railway lines, and I desire to say here that the Post- 
master-General is entitled, I think, to no small degree of credit for 
haying reduced and cut off excessive allowances to a number of steam- 
boat lines engaged in the coastwise trade; but the reform will not be 
complete until the contract system as applied to steamboats is aban- 
doned and they are treated as common carriers, entitled only to fair 
compensation, like the railways, for the services they perform for the 
Government in carrying its mails; for when you go beyond this there 
are no limits or bounds except the discretion of Congress in making 
appropriations. For instance, if itis proposed to pay more than sea 
and inland postage, which the law now provides, and which is much 
more than the Postal Union has agreed is fair compensation for carry- 
ing the mails on the high seas, these additional payments being made for 
the purpose of maintaining commercial lines, where are we to stop? 
Let us see. One y says the trade with South America is impor- 
tant. I agree to that; no doubt it is important.: 

[Here the hammer fell.] ` e 

Mr. DOCKERY obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to the 
gentleman from Ohio. s 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iam obliged to the gentleman from Mis- 
seuri. , Mr. Chairman, suppose we undertake to establish and maintain 
lines of reams upa for commercial pu Where will that prin- 
ciple lead us? Wecan go into the markets of South America with our 
products only when we can place them there as cheaply as any other 
country. We can go there with our manufactured products only when 
we can sell them as cheaply as any other country. In other words, 
when manufactured commodities can be bought as cheaply in this coun- 
try as in England, then the buyers from South America will come here 
or we can go there with our goods, not otherwise. 

I am obliged to admit the logic of things; and I say to my protection 
friends that we can not consistently with one hand by protective tariff 
laws make more costly, as we we do, the production of commodities in 
this country, and with the other hand try to cheapen them for foreign 
markets by offering bounties to steamship lines to carry them at re- 
duced rates. 

Why that is like pouring water into a sieve. Itis wasting with one 
hand what we try to save with the other. There is no question about 
that; there is no escaping that conclusion. 

Suppose, for instance, the price of commodities in Boston and New 
York was 20 per cent. higher than in England, and it cost 20 percent. 
to transport them to the markets of South America, Suppose then we 

ntain lines of steamers to transport these commodities for nothing. 
hen we would be upon an equality when we got to Brazil. ‘That 
would be in effect the same thing as taxing the whole people to pay 20 
per cent. of the cost of producing these commodities, and then let them 
pay their own way to market. Now, it is quite apparent thatthe larger 
our trade carried on under these conditions the greater would be our 


loss. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that would not be the case respecting things in 
the production of which we have a natural or acquired advantage in 
this country over other countries; but in that case we can go into other 
markets without subsidies. ‘Trade and commerce will go there under 
such conditions without help. 

There is, however, let me say, one condition in which perhaps it would 
be proper for any government to offer bounties or lend help in some 
form, and that would be where it was desirable to open new commu- 
nications and establish commercial relations with countries promising 
new markets for what we can supply as cheaply as any other country, 
but which at the ontset might be attended with loss which private in- 
terests would be loath to sustain. If in such a case there was a suffi- 
cient public interest to warrant public aid, I see no impropriety in ex- 
tending such public aid for a limited time, provided also there was a 
reasonable certainty that when once well established such trade would 
be self-supporting and remunerative. On this principle the Govern- 
ment lent its aid to the construction of the Pacific Railroad. It might 
be the same in establishing or starting a steamship line, but let it be 
done under no disguises, but as a subsidy, intended to afford temporary 
aid to an enterprise that would be of national importance and in the 
end prove a benefit to the country generally.” 

But that is not this case at all. This is one where common carriers 
are already on the seas engaged in commercial operations. TheSenate 
amendment would add no new common carriers and would add no new 
facilities for trade. 

It is not claimed that any of these lines are about to be abandoned, 
or that there is any such necessity or importance as I have named, but 
merely that it would be such compensation as would enable the owners 
of these steamship lines to pay larger dividends or make larger profits, 
which otherwise perhaps they could not. But I say that to attempt to 
wrest trade from Great Britain and secure it to this country by subsidiz- 
ing steamship lines in order to place us on an equal footing in foreign 
markets with our products must necessarily fail; for we can only main- 
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tain ourselves permanently in foreign markets with those things which 
we can produce more cheaply than other countries produce them. I 
am opposed, therefore, to the amendment of the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the object of this amendment was this: From 
Tampa to Key West is inland service, and can be provided for under 
existing laws, under what is known as the steamboat service. From 
Key West to Havana, Cuba, about 95 miles, is foreign service, and must 
be provided for under the Postal Union regulations, and can be paid only 
sea and inland ? 

The object was to unite the two in one contract; so the Postmaster- 
General, instead of making two contracts, need only make one. There 
was di ment among certain gentlemen who are opposed to sub- 
sidies of any kind, some believing this was a concession. I did not so 
regard it. I do not think it would amount to a dollar one way or the 
other to the Government. Iam authorized to say, in the opinion of 
the Postmaster-General, whether in or out, he will be amply provided 
to pay for such service as is desirable for the speediest and most fre- 
quent service. 

The committee recommend non-concurrence in the amendment, and 
as I believe there is no struggle at this point I therefore ask for a vote. 

The Senate amendment was disagreed to. 

The fourth amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Strike out ‘' $8,000” and insert ‘' $88,000; ” so it will read: 

“ Railway post-office car service, $1,888,000.” š 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the smallest length of post-office car 
which the law allows is 40 feet. Under preceding administrations there 
was a rule allowing for less lengthof post-office car space. The present 
Postmaster-General and Attorney-General have held thatrule is wrong, 
and the former has withdrawn the service below 40 feet. ‘The service 
has been reduced $80,000 by reason of thatopinion. The Senate passed 
a bill providing for less space of post-office car service and sent it to 
this House, which never yet has acted upon it. I suppose in the view 
of the possibility of the passage of such a measure the Senate inserted 
this increase of appropriation. 

The present Postmaster-General is of the opinion that the money pro- 
vided in the bill to which this is an addition is suficient, and there- 
fore the committee recommend non-concurrence. And I believe that is 
the unanimous opinion of the committee. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, there is a proposition now before this 
House, as stated by the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, to render more explicit the lawin relation to payment 
for post-office car space. That law until within the last trel VAn on tha 
has been uniformly construed to embrace not only post-office cars, but 
apartments in cars, a proposition which is manifestly just, because, if a 
whole car 40 feet long is paid for at so much, certainly one-half of a 
car, say 20 feet in length, ought to be paid for at something like one- 
half the same sum per mile. 

Such has been the construction of the 
when all former rulings have been reve: 
of the paltry sum of $80,000 out of $1,888,000. Now there is a propo- 
sition re the House, which has passed the Senate, for the purpose of 
making thelawsqplain asto do justice to all classes of our roads carry- 
ing the mails, and, as stated, it involves only the expenditure of $80,000. 
Such a proposition, one so reasonable, it would seem is likely to com- 
mend itself to the judgment of the House and be enacted into a law. 
If it does not become a law, and the Postmaster-General adheres to his 
present position, there will be only a surplus of $80,000. If it becomes 
a law, and thisamendment is not concurred in, there will be adeficiency 
of $80,000. 

I therefore think, and would submit to the committee, Mr. Chair- 
man, that instead of recommending non-concurrence, this Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Koads should recommend concurrence in the 
Senate amendment. @ 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I have hoped and still hope that we 
shall have but little controversy at this point. I think it but fair, 
however, to the Post-Office Department to correct a statement of the 

entleman from South Carolina, who has said that it will require only 
$50,000 to provide postal cars where necessary; I mean to say where 
the measurement is less than 40 feet. 

The gentleman was misled into making this statement doubtless in 
this way: There are very few roads where the car service was less than 
40 feet. Such cases have been exceptional. If provision was made for 
roads in similar condition to those which had this service, it would cost 
the Government more than $1,000,000; so that instead of being a de- 
ficiency of $80,000 it amounts to $1,000,000. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would ask the gentleman from Georgia if this bill 
as it came to the House makes a difference or commits the Govern- 
ment to more than $80,000? I am talking now exclusively of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This bill does not commit the Government to any- 
thing at all, for if you pass the $80,000 the Postmaster-General can 
not use it; and that would be the answer to the gentleman’s proposi- 


tion. 
But I would like to know if it did, upon what principle the House 


rtment until very recently, 
, and a saving has been made 
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could agree to have the facilities extended to a dozen roads in this coun- 
try, + leas op hO DOA eens Hebets er get similar 


privileges. Let us, if we are to make any ge at all, do it by gen- 
eral legislative provisions based upon experience. 

One other word. The gentleman hasstated that it has been the uni- 
form ruling of the Post-Office Department, prior to the present admin- 
istration, that less than ears of 40 feet might be allowed. I wish to 
say in response'to the 5 that there never has been any opinion 
of any Postmaster-Gen in that respect. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would ask if that has not been the practice ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes; and there are many practices that need cor- 
rection, and this is one of them. I hope we shall continue the prin- 
ciple of legislation which has been inaugurated in this House, that 
wherever there is a violation of law, no matter by whom, we shall 
stay the hand of the violator. Sir, this practice has come up on an or- 
der sometimes of a Second Assistant Postmaster-General or a Superin- 
tendent of Railway Transportation without any knowledge on the part 
of the Postmaster-General or any Cabinet officer, so far as the policy is 
coneerned; and I say that thorough search has been made for it with- 
ont effect; and in the light of these facts it is not to be wondered at 
that gentlemen upon both sides of this House who have examined the 
statute concur in this as a proper provision of law. I say, then, it is 
no wonder we have not disagreed to it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I do not suppose the chairman of 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads in charge of this bill 
in his renrarks just made either by direction or indirection meant to 
charge corruption on the past administration of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman-will allow me I will answer him. 
I was referring to the declaration on the part of the gentleman from 
South Carolina that the Department had sanctioned this practice. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no question of that. The judgment of 
the present administration of the Post-Office Department in the con- 
struction of the law is simply the utterance of the Assistant Attorney- 
General of that Department. So far as the gentleman’s proposition is 
concerned, it is a question of construction of the law, I do not think 
that it has been or can be charged as a corrupt practice on the part of 
the Department. 

There is on the Calendar of this House, reported from the Senate, a 
bill giving the Postmaster-General authority to make contracts for cars 
of less than the number of feet as construed by the present adminis- 
tration of the Post-Office; and that will allow the usual sums to be ap- 
propriated for this purpose. I want to say with the chairman of the 
committee that I concur in the judgment of our committee in asking 
non-concurrence on the part of this House with the proposition con- 
tained in the bill as amended in the Senate. 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads will have the first 
and second days of the coming month for the consideration of bills re- 
ported from that committee. I have no doubt that the very propo- 
sition contained in this amendment of $80,000 for these additional 
facilities on cars of less than 40 feet in length will be considered at that 
time. Should it pass, the House can then either consider the question 
of appropriation to out that law, orif this bill has not been 
upon between the two Houses then the question can come there. I 
think the House will act wisely in following the recommendation of 
the committee in a non-concurrence of this amendment. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I understand the former or practice of the 
Department has-been simply this: that while the law provided that 


_ $25 should be paid for cars 40 feet long, in cases where cars of that 


dimension were not necessary they have paid for smaller cars pro rata; 
that if a car not more than 20 feet was necessary to carry the mails over 
the same roads, then the Department has paid $12.50. And it seems 
to me that that practice was a saving rather than an expense to the 
Government. > 

The present Postmaster-General, as has beef stated by the chairman 
of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, has ruled that 
there was no warrantin law for giving this pro rata, and has discontinued 
the payment. Now, as hasbeen stated, there isa bill before this House 
to pay these companies up to the time they had notice of this decision 
by the Department; and there is also another bill which comes down 
from the Senate to give authority of lawso that the present Postmaster- 
General shall see his way clear if he desires to do so to continue the 
old practice. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] says that certain roads 
have had certain privileges in this way. I do not understand this is a 
privilege to railroad rations, I understand it isa privilege to the 
people to have their mails carried, and it is a privilege to the Govern- 
ment if they can have them carried in a car 20 feet long at $12.50 todo 
so, rather than have them carried in a car 40 feet long at $25. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I feel very much assured at what has been said in 
the way of promise of the early consideration of the measure proposed 
to make clear a section of the Revised Statutes which is not now ab- 
solutely explicit. But in the judgment of a good many who have been 
accustomed to construe laws this section is now consi as being 


ample for furnishing theauthority to contract for less than 40 feet, be- 
cause the expression is, ‘‘at a rate not exceeding $25 per mile per an- 


num for cars 40 feet in length;’’ thus fixing the rate. And under that 
hitherto it has been the practice to adopt that rate, and to give pro rata 
for cars under 40 feet in 

~A different construction has been adopted by the present adminis- 
tration. Either construction might well be adopted, and it is well to 
have an act to settle the matter beyond a peradventure—an act whose 
equity and reasonableness will commend it to this House. As thatact 
will come before this House in a separate measure I have no desire to 
press my motion for concurrence. 
` Mr. BLOUNT. With the view of momie the opinion of the De- 
partment with reference to this matter I ask leave to print the 
opinions of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General and the Assistant 
Attorney-General. These gentlemen claim that there is a question of 
construction. I wish to say that when the bill was the Senate 
had a limitation of 40-foot cars; the House reduced it below that; the 
Senate rejected the amendment of the House and the bill finally passed 
in this form. 

The opinions referred to by Mr. BLOUNT are as follows: 


[Letter of Second Assistant Postmaster-General to the Postmaster-General.] 


‘ashington, D. 

Sm: In compliance with your request for information as to the amounts here- 
tofore allowed for railway post-oflice cars, or apartments less than 40 on} beg 
to submit the EER parterai tabular statement, prepared from records in 
railway adjustment division, which exhibits in detail the amounts paid certain 
railroad companies for such ent cars since the passage of the act of 1873 
fixing the compensation of railroads for the transportation of the mails, and up 
to the date such payments were discontinued. 

The preparation of this statement has been attended with considerable difi- 
culty and many careful and tedious calculations. It was necessary, in the first 
place, to examine the weight returns of the various weighings on almost all of 
the sixteen hundred railroad routes in operation, in order to ascertain definitely 
on what routes allowances had at any e been made during this long period 
for -office cars léss than 40 feet in length. This done, the routes upon 
which such allowances had been made separated from the files, it became neces- 
saryin each case to compare the several weight returns with theorders makin, 
the allowances, and by calculations apportion the proper sums for weight an 
for regular railway ces, and for apartments less than 40 feet, in the man- 
ner shown in the lar statement. 

Prior to the 1st of July, 1879, there was no separate appro. 
post-office cars, as at present, the cost for that branch of the service being in- 
cluded with the cost for t rtation. The actmaking the a; org eee for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year onda une 30, 1880, 
made the first separate appropriation for railway post-office cars, and required 
that thereafter se estimates be made for p Aeara r and for railway 
post-office cars. ers for payments to railroad companies were, prior to the 
above date, at the rate of somuch perannum, ST A w part was 
for postal cars and what part for weight of mails, it is believed that the 
amount set down in the statementas expended for the several i before the 
KOO EOE EOIN brig STO ep od rinsed gery doe a are the 
result of caleulations arrived at b to the weight of mails an 
railway post-office cars what would be the allowances therefor, and count- 
ing the remainder of the expenditure as for apartments less than 46 feet. The* 
valienad route-books were for a long time be by the different ee 
fa pect ebay roy pa PE DOADA is probably owing to this fact awant - 
of being apa 18 ontan manifestin the wording of the orders and in the manner 

wances. 


on for railway 


regular cars. 

unct”’ to a 40-foot car, the rate allowed for the a t would 
be 62} cents per foot; if run in connection with a 45-foot car, cents per foot; 
and 80 cents per foot if run in connection with a 50-foot car, and so on. 

From the best evidence attainable it seems to have been an understanding in 
the Department that allowances could be made for apartments less than 40 feet 
where there wasa second daily line, and this interpretation seems to have com- 
menced with the inauguration of the Ben method of compensa- 
tion of railroads, In the great majority of cases where such allowances were 
made there were two daily lines of een ee core are some in- 
stances of such allowances where thero was only asingle daily line. It ap 
that the Department experienced, in many cases, considerable difficulty in in- 
ducing the railroad companies to provide equipment for a second daily line of 
apartment cars unless extra allowance was ted. No difference could'be 
made on account of pay for thay oe whether the same was carried on a single 
daily line or two or more daily lines. Thus,a road carrying 3,000 pounds per 
day, and making one trip per day, and furnishing one line of apartments would 
receive as much pay asa carrying the same weight, but making two trips 
per day and incurring the expense of equipping and maintaining two lines of 
apartment cars. The practice seems to have grown up in this way, and has of 
late years been confined almost exclusively to the Eastern States, on lines 
where there is a frequent service and many post-offices re sees J a greater pro- 
portion of space for distribution as com: with the weight of mails carried. 

One column in the statement shows what officer signed the formal order mak- 
y for a) ents was 
service, who 


no formal order was made until the line was put in o; 
the t. By my direction the has recently been changed. 
step in a line of railway post-office cars is to pass a 
authorizing such establishment, leaving the date of the commence- 
ment of the service and pay to be determined by a subsequent order. . 
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This order states the exact length, inside measurement, of the cars authorized, 
and goes upon the appropriate route-book. Notification is then sent to the 
penaas increas that such a line of ay Baa peen -autona sa re- 
questing him to e the necessary steps to put the-line operation and re- 
port the date of the commencement of the service, When this report is received, 
giving the date, another order is made fixing the pay, which also upon the 
route-books, Thus a clear history of the establishment of each is placed 
upon the records of this Department, which will leave no doubt in the future 
as to what was authorized and by whose authority. 

It will be seen-from the statement that the aggregate amount paid for apart- 
ments from July 1, 1873, to June 30, 1885, is $079,959.67. « 

Payments for apartments have recently been discontinued, amounting to $80,- 
161.73 por annum, fall 

ery respectfully, 
A. LEO KNOTT, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-Gencral. 
Hon, W1i.1.1AM F. VILAS, 
Postmaster-General. 


[Copy of opinion of Assistant Attorney-General. ] 


Post-OrricE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., November 25, 1885. 


Sin: Ihave the honor to inform you that I have considered the question of 
“apartment service,” so called, upon which you request my opinion, and to ad- 
vise you of my views thereon. 

Sections 4002, 4003, 4004, 4005 of the Revised Statutes read as follows: 

“ Sec, 4002, The Postmaster-General is authorized and directed to readjust the 
compensation hereafter to be paid for the transportation of mails on railroad 
routes upon the conditions and at the rates hereinafter mentioned. 

“First. That the mails shall be conveyed with due frequency and speed, and 
that sufficient and suitable room, fixtures, and farniture, in a car or apartment, 
properly lighted and warmed, shall be provided for route-agents to accompany 
and distribute the mails. 

“Second. That the pay per mile per annum shall not exceed the following 
rates, namely: On routes carrying their Aare an average weight of mails 

per day of 200 pounds, $50; 500 pounds, $75; 1,000 pounds, $100; 1 ieee 

125 ; 2,000 pounds, $150; 3,500 pounds, $175; 5,000 mite wea and $35 addition 
for every additional 2,000 pounds, the average weight to be ascertained, in every 
case, by the an aS ata of the mails for such number of successive working 
days, not less than thirty, at such times, after June 30, 1873, and not less fre- 
quently than once in every four years, and the result to be stated and verified 
in such form and manner as the Postmast: eral may direct.” (P.L,andR., 


sec, 629. 3 
“Sec, 4003. In case con railroad company now furnishing railway -ofice 
per mile per annum for 45-foot cars, 


y 
tion.” (Act of March 3, 1879, sec. 1, 20 Stat., e elf ; P. L. and R., sec, 631. 
“Sec, 4005. All cars or parts of cars used for the rail 


(Act of March 3, 1879, sec, 4,20 Stat. L., p. 358; P. L. and R. sec, 632. 
The question you desired to be advised upon is this: Can a railway company, 


in length or upward, and that a company which furnishes merely an “ apartment 
te 1 ecified in the second 


tatutes. 

Long before the act of March 3, 1879, the full railway post-office car was in use, 
The law recognized two kinds of post-office cars on railways, as it seems clear 
tome, Ean afer in cars used in part forthe carrying of the mails, such 
as are mentioned in section 4002, in part for express or baggage or for other uses, 
and the full railway post-office car. 

The full railway postal car was put on as early as 1864. (See History of Rail- 
way Mail Service, page 154.) $ 

It appears historically tbat tho railway companies made some threats of re- 
fusing to furnish this kind of cars (see History of Railway Mail Service, page 
183, ys E report of Naame pags 50) about Jan , 1873, and as a result of 
their threats the act was p: on March 3, which is now R. S. 4004, and 
which provided that if any company which was then furnishing railway post- 
office cars should refuse to provide such cars, such company should not be en- 
titled to any increase of compensation under the provisions of the next section 
(4004). This section (4004) is as follows: * Additional pay may be allowed for 
every line comprising a daily trip cach way of railway ce cars, at a rate 
not exceeding r mile perannum for cars 40 feet in length, and $30 per mile 
per annum for 45-foot cars, and $40 per mile per annum for 50-foot cars, and $50 
per mile per annum for 55 to 60 foot cars,” 

This authorizes additional payment for what? For 40, 45,50, and 55 to 60 foot 
cars. The price in each case has a maximum limit. But this additional com- 
pensation is not pro rata as to cars less than 40 feet, nor to cars in which a part 
only of the car, and less than 40 feet, is made into an apartment for mail service. 

All companies must furnish apartments property lighted and warmed for 
route agents to accompany and distribute the mails, whether daily trips each 
way are made or not. The additional compensation is only allowable when 
the line comprises daily trips each wy and when railway tal cars, at least 
40 feet in length, are furnished. Shou d cars or apartments less than 40 feet in 
length, a trips than daily each way be made, no additional compensation 
can be made, 


Post-Office De t, was contained the following p: 
“* Provided, further, That additional pay may be allowed at a rate not exceed- 

ing $25 per e per annum for every line of railway 

and suitable 


ks to accompany and distribute the mails, and 


fice cars, at arate not exceeding $25 per mile |. 
$30 foo 


ToL ony a ay sae Way upoe such trains as may be satisfactory to the Post- 


This proviso would have given them additional pay for a railway post-office 
in a car of suitable size for the service zesioa an eline on which it was run. 
n 


But this proviso was stricken out, and in lieu of it, the hc hae gn were inserted 
maan now constitute sections 4003, 4004, and 4005, vised Statutes, above 
uoted,. 
3 Since that time the Department has, until recently, and then only in excep- 
tional cases, as I am informed by the Superintendent ofthe Railway Mail Bery- 
ice, construed the law as allowing no additional payment forapartment service, 
even where the a; ents were equipped for and usedasaraiiway 
The railways of country have very Denney ean pone such construction as 
Uitte the intend of Congrom appears trees ibe Kay OC iss lapisiation, aA 
us o mgress appears from ry of the ation, as 
think, from the action of Congress above referred to in rejecting the measure 
that would in terms have warranted the Fp Seer for “apartment service,” and 
from tontemporaneous construction, bot y the Department and by the great 
mass of the railway com , no less than by the subsequent action of Con- 
in making barerone ations upon estimates that excluded from calculation 

e payment to way companies forsuch “apartment service.” 

I think, in view of the terms of the act and the considerations above stated, 
that additional pay provided .in section 4004 can not be allowed in cases where 
only apartments in cars less than 40 feet in length are furnished. $ 

That subsequent legislation was framed on this construction of the statute is 
further evidenced by the proviso of the act of June 11, 1880, which reads: “ Pro- 
vided, that in case any ra’ d company fail or refuse to provide railway post- 
office cars when required by the Post-Office Dopa man said company shali 
have its pay reduced J0 per cent. on the rates fixed in section 4002 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, asamended the act of July 12,1876," &c., * * * andas fur- 
ther amended by the act of June 17, 1878, &e. (21 Stat. L., 178.) 

The appropriation for 188182 was as follows: ‘For railway post-office car 
service, ,000. And hereafter, when any railroad company fail or refuse to 
provide railway flice cars when required by the Post-Cfiice Department, 
or shall fail or use to provide suitable safety beaters and safety lamps there- 
for, with such number of saws and axes to each car, for use in case of accident, 
as may be required by the Post-Office Department, said company shall have its 
pay reduced 10 per cent, on the rates fixed in section 4002 of the Revised Statutes, 
as amended,” &c, 

This legislation, and the fact that the appropriations for each year have been 
based upon estimates which exclude payment for apartment" car service, 
leave no doubt that the understanding of Congress and the railway companies 
of the country generally is in accord with my construction of these statutes. 


Very respectfully, ~ 
: ‘i {á EDWIN E. BRYANT, 
~ Assistant Altorney-General, Post-Office Department, 
Hon, A. LEO. Kyorr, 


Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 


Letter of Second Assistant Postmaster-General, transmitting tabular stalement, &c. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF SECOND ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. O., February 17, 1886. 


Sim: In compliance with your request, I herewith send you the accompany- 
ing tabulated statement, showing in de the sums of money paid to the va- 
rious railroads for apartment-car service from July 1, 1873, to December 15, 
1885, and which pay, as I have already informed you, was by a recent decision 
of the Assistant Attorney-General for the Pi Moce Department held to be 
not warranted by law, which opinion was subsequently submitted to the At- 
torney-General of the United States and orally approved of by him. The table 
also exhibits in detail the number of routes, the termini, locality, and the 
pontannada character of the service so performed, and the length of the cars 
so pa T. 

jaian transmit herewith a copy of my letter of the 2ist of December, 1885, to 
the Postmaster-General, explanatory of the matter [Exhibit F], and a copy of 
the opinion of Hon. Edwin E. Bryant, Assistant Attorney-General, above re- 
ferred to. [Exhibit G.] 


Very respectful) 
mies z A. LEO KNOTT, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 
cn James H. BLOUNT, 


hairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives. 
The question being taken on the amendment of the Senate, it was 
not concurred in. 
The Clerk read the fifth amendment of the Senate, as follows: 
oa page 4, line 68, strike out ** $251,725.82" and insert "$291,000 ;” so that it will 
as, 


“Necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $291,000." 


Mr. BLOUNT. . Mr. Chairman, for several years there has been an 
appropriation for special facilities, which has been always understood 
to be for the purpose of increasing the speed of mails along the Atlan- 
tic coast. It has been especially beneficial to merchants in Boston and 
New York in giving quicker and more frequent trips to Hayana. It 
has also been of advantage to the Southern section of the country in 
two ways: Without it the mails would have to go to New York and 
then to Cuba; with it they would go direct to Tampa and to Cuba. 
In addition to that, along in that section of country the local mails 
were distributed more rapidly. Whether this system was wise or not 
it has been adopted for many years, and has been agreed to in effect by 
the two Houses at this session by the appropriation for special facilities 
herein contained. It appears that the Senate thought, and I have no 
doubt correctly thought, that a quicker trip could be given by means 
of a special fund for some point between Jacksonville and the western 
coast of Florida. They have estimated it at $40,000. It is evident 
that the estimate must be conjectural. The Department do not think 
that more than one-half this sum will be needed; but being unable 
until the effort is made to contract to determine what it may be, they 
said if it only took half that sum the remainder could be left in the 
Treasury, as if could not be appropriated to any other purpose. With 
that understanding the committee have unanimously recommended 
concurrence in this amendment. . 

tice na The question is concurrence in the Senate amend- 
m a 


A740 


The committee have in- 


After the word “ dollars,” in the Senate amendment, insert “ to be expended 
in the discretion of the Postmaster-General.” 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say this to the House in all 
frankness, there is no concealment on the part of the Department about 
this matter; there is no purpose in the proposition except this: The 
debates in the Senate looked to one line of railroad. Now there are 
three lines from Jacksonville to the west coast of Florida, and the idea 
is simply to make it quite clear that the Postmaster-General may use 
this appropriation on any one of those three lines. That is the sole ob- 
ject of the amendment, and if any gentleman is apprehensive of any- 
thing about it I shall ask to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee to withdraw the amendment, for this reason: There is nothing 
in the section now which designates any particular line. The whole 
appropriation-is ‘‘ for necessary and special facilities on trunk lines.” 

The Postmaster-General has discretion now as to what line he shall 
mrp wl iton. But if these words are added it will put the expenditure 
of the whole appropriation in the discretion of the Postmaster-General. 
It is equivalent to saying ‘‘ for necessary and special facilities on trank 
lines, provided the Postmaster-General deems them necessary and 
proper.” Thatis throwing the entire responsibility upon the Postmas- 
ter-General instead of the House assuming its own proper responsibility. 
For these reasons I ask the chairman to withdraw the amendment. _ 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I find some objection to the with- 
drawal of the amendment; and as it is unanimously reported from the 
committee and as what I have stated with reference to the use of the 
fand is by authority, I move that the amendment be concurred in. 

The question was taken; and the amendment to the Senate amend- 
ment was agreed to—ayes 92, noes 5. ; 3 

The Senate amendment as amended was then concurred in. 

The Clerk read the next Senate amendment, as follows: 

(6) For the transportation of foreign mails by American built and tered 
steamships, to secure the greater frequency and regularity in dispatch. and a 
pono speed in the carriage of such mails to Brazil; the ublics of Mexico, 

ntral and South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; 
New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian colonies; China and Japan, 
$800,000; and the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, after due adver- 
tisement for proposals, such contract or contracts with the owners of such Amer- 
ican steamships, for aterm of not less than three years nor more than five years, 
and ata rate of compensation not exceeding 50 cents a nautical mile on the trip 
each way actually traveled between the terminal points, in the most direct and 
feasible sailing course between the terminal points, as ana be found expedient 
and desirable to'secure the ends above set forth, And if he shall be unable to 
make such contracts for any of such respective services, he shall, so far as pos- 
sible, cause the mails of the United States to be carried to and from said places, 
respectively, in the best and most expeditious manner practicable, in American 
yonn ae and for a reasonable compensation, not exceeding the rate aforemen- 

oned. 

The Postmaster-General, if in his judgment it be paesane; shall contract 


for a semi-monthly mail ice between the ports of New York and New Or- 
leans, alternately, and the port of Rio de Janeiro, under the provisions of this 
act, 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I suppose it would be superfluous 
for me to say anything in the way of ent at this time in refer- 
ence to thisamendment. The committee is divided upon the question, 
but the majority of the committee recommend non-concurrence. My 
object at present is to move that the committee rise to limit debate upon 
this section and all amendments thereto, 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will allow 
the debate to go on for a little while. Ido not think it will occupy 
much time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam willing to be very liberal about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BLOUNT] that there has been no debate on this proposition 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I thought I had just made a speech, Mr. Chairman; 
if not, I have got to make one. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. I think we can come to an understanding about 
it. How long are you willing that the debate shall continue ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. We shall have debate on other amendments, and I 
think that two hours is a reasonable time. 

Mr. BURROWS. Say that the debate upon this provision and 
amendments shall close at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I agree to that, Mr. Chairman, and I ask unanimous 
consent that that order be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suppose it is understood that the time will be 
divided equally? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iso understand it, unless some gentleman objects. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. i t that some one be desig- 
nated to have of the time on the other side of the House and 
some one on this side. 


The CHAIRMAN. Unless it is objected to, the Chair will nize 


the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. BLOUNT, as having control of the 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I beg pardon of the Chair. 
structed me to recommend this addition to the amendment: ‘‘To be ex- 
pended in the discretion of the Postmaster-General.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


May 20, 


time on one side and the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. BURROWS, 
on the other. 

Several MEMBERS. “No!” “No!” 7 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I supposed that this debate was to pro- 
coon uuni the premina rule, 


The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. RYAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, if that be so, it seems to me that 
the proper way is for the Chair to recognize each side alternately. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would have taken that course but for 
the request which came from that side of the House, that there should 
be a division of the time agreed upon and that certain gentlemen 
should control the time on either side. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that it is a very diffi- 
cult task which the Chair is putting upon me, and I trust I shall be re- 
lieved from it and that the Chair will control the time. 

Mr. BURROWS. I withdraw the suggestion. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur in the amendment 
of the Senate with an amendment adding the proviso which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That not exceeding $400,000 of the amount herein appropriated shall 
be expended in payment of existing American steamship lines br the transpor- 
tation of foreign mails according to the schedules heretofore in force; and that 
so much of the balance as may be required shall be expended in increasing the 
frequency of the postal service of such steamship lines and in the establishment 
of postal service by American built and registered steamships between the United 
States and such ports of the foreign countries herein named, not now connected 
with the United States by American steamship lines, as tle Postmaster-General 
may select, including Buenos Ayres and Montevideo. è 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, theargument npon this amendment 
of the Senate has proceeded upon the theory that $800,000 is to be dis- 
tributed among the existing steamship lines carrying the preia mails, 
The most cursory cxamination of this amendment will disclose that 
this theory is clearly and positively without foundation. The Senate 
amendment proposes no such thing, but simply declares that the Post- 
master-General shall have $800,000 at his disposal to provide for the 
transportation of the foreign mails instead of paying for such trans- 
portation the sea and inland postage as now provided by law. And 
how shall he use this $800,000? He shall advertise for bids for carry- 
ing this foreign mail, shall let the contract to the lowest responsible 
bidder, and shall make no contract at a rate exceeding 50 cents a mile. 
This $800,000 is placed at his disposal to be used for that purpose, just 
as you place sixteen and a hal millions at his disposal for the trans- 
portation of the mails on railroads, five and a half millions for the star- 
route service, and half a million for the coastwise and inland steamboat 
service, to be expended upon contracts let to the lowest bidder. This 
is all there is of the proposition; and all this talk about paying the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company $350,000, and the Brazilian line so 
many thousand dollars, and some other line so many thousand dollars, 
is indulged in simply to alarm the members of this Ho 

[Here the hammer fell. ] i $ 

Mr. CANNON obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. But it is said that if upon a given route there are 
two lines and the Postmaster-General lets the contract to the line which 
puts in the lowest bid the other line will be driven from the service. 
‘That is not so; for there is another provision of the amendment which 
authorizes the Postmaster-General to expedite the service and to con- 
tract also with the other line sailing on another day. 

It is also said that where there is but one line there will be no com- 
petition, and that one line will simply put in a bid at the rate of 50 
cents a mile, so that we might as well estimate the entire cost of the 
service at that rate. . 

But gentlemen forget that the Postmaster-General has the right 
to decline all bids; and if after advertising for carrying the foreign 
mails upon American steamships he finds the bids are too high, he can 
refuse to accept any bid whatever. The last provision of this amend- 
ment is put in for the very purpose of meeting that condition of things. 

Why, sir, in advertising for the star-route service the Postmaster- 
General reserves the right to reject all bids, and he does so frequently. 
So he may decline the bids of all these lines—the Pacific Mail, the 
Brazilian line, the Red D line, &e. And then, what? : 

And if he shall be unable to make such contracts for any of such respective 
services, he shall, so far as possible, cause the mails of the United States to be 
carried to and from said places, respectively,in the best and most expeditious 


manner practicable, in American vessels, and for a reasonable compensation, 
not exceeding the rate aforementioned. 


So he may decline to receive all bids; and then he has $800,000 at 
his disposal to be used in providing for the foreign mail service. There 
is nothing else in this provision. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. There is not much of a *‘steal’’ in 
it after all. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is all there is of it. We appropriate $900,- 
000 for the messenger service, and the Postmaster-General distributes 
it for this service. We propose to appropriate in this bill $800,000 for 
the foreign service, and the Postman General may use it in making 
contracts at a rate not exceeding 50 cents a mile. g 

One thing further. My amendment proposes that of this $800,000, 


1886. 
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$400,000 shall be used for existing lines, and the other $400,000 in ex- | I want no effete monarchy, no hereditary nobility, no system of sub- 


tending the service of existing lines and putting on new ones. As I 
showed the other day, we have no connection with any country in South 
America except Venezuela and the Empire of Brazil. With all the 
other countries of South America we have practically no communica- 
tion. Under thisamendment $400,000 can be used by the Postmaster- 
General in extending the service and establishing new lines. Under 
this authority see how readily the Postmaster-General can connect the 
ports on the Gulf of Mexico with Rio Janeiro and other South Ameri- 
can ports. Under this provision the Postmaster-General may expend 
$400,000 in contracts with lines running from Mobile, from Galveston, 
from New Orleans, connecting with the Brazilian and Red D lines from 
South America, thus giving to the Gulf States a semi-monthly service 
to the great countries of South America. 

Mr, CANNON. I notice by this provision in the bill the Postmaster- 
General ‘‘ is authorized to make,” Xe. Now, in view of the previous 
action of the Postmaster-General under similar authority, is not this a 
vain contest, éven if the House and the Senate should concur in adopt- 
ing the provision? 

Mr. BURROWS. I say to my friend distinctly that the question 
will be entirely within the discretion of the Postmaster-General; but 
it is hoped that if this House should concur in the amendment he will 
feel constrained by this expression of opinion to execute the law, and 
undoubtedly he would if both Houses should adopt this provision. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Has he notalready disregarded an act of Congress? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly; but that was for certain reasons which 
I do not now care to discuss, This provision simply places at the dis- 
posal of the Postmaster-General $800,000, $400,000 of which may be 
used to extend the service or establish new lines; and heis authorized 
to let this service to the lowest responsible bidder or to reject all bids 
if he so desires, and to contract upon the best possible terms. 

How gentlemen on this floor can possibly twist this provision intoa 
subsidy I confess I can not understand. You might as well call the 
star-route service, for which we make appropriatiou of five and one- 
half millions of dollars, a subsidy. You might as well call the $900- 
000 you pay for carrying the mails from depots to the post-oflices, the 
messenger service—you might as well call it a subsidy. 

It simply gives this $800,000 to be used in the foreign service fur car- 
rying the mails by American steamships; and if my amendment be 
adopted, it restricts the Postmaster-General to $400,000 to the present 
lines and leaves $400,000 to extend lines along the Western coast of 
South America, putting on new lines to connect the ports of the Gulf 
States with a line going to South America and return. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] q 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last sen- 
tence. Sir, this is a proposition to subsidize certain steamship lines by 
giving them $800,000 under the pretense that it is for carrying the mails 
to foreign countries. The amount really involved is about $4,000,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen who advocate the Senate’s amend- 
ment have spent most of their time in trying to prove it is not a sub- 
sidy. ‘Those who have looked dispassionately at the measure will, I 
think, agree with me in the opinion that that effort has been futile. 
No man who scrutinizes this amendment of the Senate can come to any 
other conclusion than that itis a subsidy in the boldest, broadest, and 
most unmitigated form. 

It might properly be denominated an effort, a strenuous effort, to ap- 
propriate $800,000 of money and ultimately four millions without ob- 
taining anadditional mile of mail service, without reaching a single new 
port with our mails, and without placing a single new steamer afloat. 
The proposition is to pay $800,000 for a service we can get done as well 
for $60,000. The question for this House to determine is whether it is 
ready to enter upon such a gratuity. 

In the last this same job to the extent of $400,000 was at- 
tempted and rushed through in the closing hours of the session under 
an impression that if it were not granted its advocates would let the 
bill fail and force an extra session. But I am happy to say that 
although it passed the House, there was e Democratic administration 
in power that refused to squander the money in any such way. The 
masses of the people have heartily indorsed this action, and we will 
be unworthy the trust re in us by a confiding constituency if we 
fail to hold up their hands in the fight and proclaim that the action 
taken was right. : 

Mr. Chairman, I know not what others will do, but for one I will 
stay here till August, till Christmas, ay, till March, before this vicious 
amendment shall prevail and this dangerous subsidizing policy be 
adopted. Let us fight it out now and here. : 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] spent much of his 
time yesterday in deprecating the action of the American Government 
and lauding that of Germany. I have sometimes wondered why those 
statesmen who are so well pleased with Germany, so delighted with 
its iron chancellor, and so contented with its measures of administra- 
tion, so charmed with its system of government, could not take them- 
selves, ‘‘bag and baggage,” and get under its jurisdiction. The sooner 
we quit trying to imitate all that is vicious in European systems, 
against which our ancestors rebelled, against which they fought, and 
against which our victories were won, the soorer we will prosper as a 
nation, and the better we will perpetuate our liberties. Pxoense} 


sidy, which makes the poor poorer and thc rich richer as my model fora 
government. 

The gentleman from New Jersey says that the principles of this bill 
applied to a line from Havre to New York would only receive $3,000, 
while the same trip under the German subsidy would receive $14,000. 
Suppose itis true. If true, it will only prove this, that the German 
Government will at last outsubsidize us and our subsidy will in the end 
dous no good. We can notcompete with them in subsidies. A govern- 
ment that has planned a system giving thirty millions of subsidy can 
not be beaten by a government which hesitates to give $800,000. One 
gentleman said the English Government has given in subsidies to its 
shipping two hundred and forty millions in forty years. I accept this 
as true, and hold up the frightful figures to the people as a warning 
against the taxing robbery they may expect if we once begin this busi- 
ness. i 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] has given the secret 
out by admitting that only $400,000 was demanded last year because 
it was thought only $400,000 could be obtained. He also intimates, I 
believe in so many words says, the reason why more than $800,000 was 
not demanded in this bill was not because it was enough, but because 
more could not be obtained. You are to be treated with small doses 
at first, the amount to be increased as you will bear it, like the skill- 
ful physician gives medicine that is poisonous. 

Then, sir, when reduced to its last analogy, this is the entrance to a 
system which would work viciousness only. 

My distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] read yesterday 
from the investigating proceedings which resulted from our last subsidy 
about the year 1872. He read telegrams or letters from parties man- 
aging that subsidy, putting in the hands of their paid lobbyists hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars to engineer and buy it through Congress, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. - 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I will take the floor, and yield my time to my 
colleague.: 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I thank my colleague for his kindness. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope the gentleman will direct his attention to 
the pending provision before he closes his remarks. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam doingitnow. I have shown that the other 
subsidy to one of these lines ended in extravagance and a disgrace to 
the country. In the line of what the gentleman wants I will say this 
subsidy will result finally as the old one did, and if the lobby is not 
using money now the lobbies that succeed it will use money. I do not 
believe, in fact I know, that money can not be successfully used now, 
for fortunately this House of Representatives is not for sale. 

Mr. BURROWS. Itis no subsidy. 2 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Did the gentleman from Tennessee 
vote for the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I can not yield hereafter. I will yield long 
enough, however, to say I did vote for itand I will do it again. Every- 
thing in the river and harbor bill that goes to Hell Gate is satisfactory 
to my friend from New York, and everything else in it is unsatisfac- 
tory tohim. [Laughter.] 

As a proof that this is only an entering-wedge for subsidies, I refer 
gentlemen to the debate on the subject in the last Congress, when the 
gentleman from Michigan, who had the matter in charge, admitted it. 

Mr. Chairman, who is to reap the benefit of this subsidy? ‘Does it 
go to any of the hundred thousand men now out of employmentin our 
land? Doesit gotothe poorandneedy? No,sir. But oneof the chiet 
beneficiaries is the steamship line now owned and controlled by Jay 
Gould, Russell Sage, C. P. Huntington, and others. Are they paupers, 
that they must be fed from the publiccrib? Arethey weak financially 
and unable to keep their vessels afloat without Government subsidy ? 
What obligation is this Congress, this country, under to open its coffers 
and pour out its treasure to them? Sir, I will never consent to pay 
$800,000 a year for a service that can be as well done for less than one 
hundred thousand—never! never! 

Gentlemen have tried to draw an analogy between this provision and 
the star-route service, the railway mail service, forgetting the fact that 
under the subsidy provision contained in the Senate amendment the 
amount will be paid, not in proportion to the amount or weight of 
mail carried, but by the miles the vessel traverses. It virtually gives 50 
centsa mile for every mile traveled by the mail steamer. Thatisnot so 
with the railway mail service, for at stated periods the mails of the 
United States are weighed and on the railway the carrying is paid for 
in proportion to the weight of mail carried, whereas under this loosely 
drawn and obnoxious amendment if a vessel carried only one postal card 
the full amount of the subsidy would have to be paid to it, possibly 
amounting to 50 cents for every mile traveled. 

Gentlemen have said they want to expedite theservice. Mr. Chair- 
man, that discussion was had once before, and while talking so much 
about the star-route service and expediting mails we may also stop and 
consider for a moment what has resulted from the unlimited discretion 
of officials in expediting service once before. Dorsey, Brady, and such 
a band of thieves as never infested any country before broke into the 

under a former administration, and,, from 1878 to 1881, stole 
millions of dollars. This was done under pretext of giving speedier 
and better mail service. 
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Mr. BURROWS. Is that an answer to this question? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is in answer to the proposition to lodge 
more discretion in executive officers and to pay more for service than 
it is worth. 5 

Mr. BURROWS. Laskisit an answer tothe question presented here? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I have stated my position on this 
question, and if the gentlemen do not understand it it is futile to un- 
dertake to impress it upon them. If this bill is intended to encourage 
shipping between the governments named and ourown I repeatit will 
not be effectual, because other governments will ontbid us. That is 
inevitable. 

We should not enter upon this system of subsidizing. I glory in our 

American institutions because of their purity; and I would keep them 
inviolate, There is noneed for such a policy to build up our shipping 
interests. If it paid better to navigate the ocean than to work upon 
the land the people of the United States with their enterprise, their 
intelligence, their ingenuity, and their business capacity would turn 
to navigation, and when the time comes that it does pay better they 
will do it. But while you can make 10 per cent. on the land and only 
2 per cent. on the high seas the American people will not abandon the 
land and take to the water. 
.- Mr, Chairman, is it claimed by any man on this floor that the service 
is not as well done under the present system as under that proposed 
by the Senate amendment? I repeat, is that claimed? The rashest 
man on the other side does not, I am sure, claim that it would be more 
effectual. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman is mistaken; I do claim it, and I 
will show the facts. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam afraid my friend in his zeal upon this sub- 
ject would claim anything that is not contained within the decalogue. 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no; I will not. But I will show that the 
gentleman’s statement is not correct. 

Mr. Chairman, we have a.country unequaled in its beauty, unri- 
valed in its resources. It is inhabited by a race gathered from every 
quarter of the globe. In assimilating the different nationalities com- 
ing here our people have striven to adopt the good and reject the evil 
ofall. We have a Constitution the wonder of the world, in the fram- 
ing of which our fathers strove to take only enough of the natural lib- 
erty of man to make it impossible for him to injure others and to give 
himastable, safe government. Mr. Jefferson, the wisest of the founders 
of our system, laid down one of theessential principles of our Govern- 
ment tobe: ‘‘ Equal andexact justice toall men. * * * Exclusive 
privileges to none.” Let us not depart from this sound principle to- 
day by granting to a favored few of our citizens without consideration 
money which belongs to all. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. McMILLIN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. Chairman, can we build as good ships as Erfgland, 
as France, Germany, and Italy build? Wecan. Can we build them 
as cheaply as those countries do, as the Old World can? We can not. 
Why? We have all the material of the best quality, and we have, 
without exception, the best skilled labor the world produces. But with 
us educated expert labor is paid at least 60 per cent. more than the ex- 
pert labor of foreign lands. With us labor is protected by law; with 
them everything is protected by law except labor. If we paid our la- 
bor the same wages they pay theirs we could build as cheap ships as 
they do and better ones, for our labor is the best. Do we want to 
build ships as cheap as they do? Dowe want to build them cheaply 
to the degradation of our labor? We do not; wé should not; for todo 
sois to destroy the homes, wreck the happiness, and disband the grandest 
army of free, intelligent laborers, part of our educated, liberty-loving 
and Christian citizenship, the most exalted band of human toilers, who 
earn their living as by the Divine command it was ordained, by the 
sweat of their faces, found anywhere on God’s sin-cursed, yet beautiful 
footstool. 

I want to see good ships in our merchant marine, and I want them to 
carry our flag on all seas. We must have such ships, must have astrong, 
progressive, prosperous merchant marine. It will bean honor to us as a 

ple; it will be a protection tous asa nation. But we must, we can 
fon these ships without the degradation of our labor, without the in- 
jury of ourindastries. We can have them without that sacrifice, with- 
out the destruction of our firesides and the desecration of our house- 
hold gods: How? Simply by paying -American-built ships, manned 
by American sailors, flying the American flag, carrying American car- 
goes, and establishing American trade fair compensation for the labor 
they do for the American Government by giving them preference over 
foreign ships, and by aiding them in extending our commerce, This 
is not subsidy. _ If it is, then I am for subsidy. 

The labor with which the ship was built was paid fair wages; the 
labor with which the cargo was manufactured was paid fair wages; the 
labor with which the ship is sailed is paid fair wages; pray tell me why 
should not the ship have fair compensation? Why should not the men 
who buiitit, who go out with it on thesea, taking ilsrisks, aiding youas 
well as themselves by its success, have fair compensation and just re- 
muneration? We virtually have no trade with South America, with 
Central America, with Mexico to-day. It should be immense. We 


never will have such trade unless we aid in its establishment. Once 
established it will take care of itself. It will furnish a market for our 
surplus productions, if such we have; will give employment to our labor: 
will open new fields for our enterprise and industry. 

Give usa foothold there and I defy the world todislodge us. Why? 
Because the productions of our skilled labor, if it can reach market, 
will always sell. - If not always the cheapest, it is always the best; 
hence cheapest in the long run. It is the best, because made by intel- 
ligent, liberty-loving American citizens, and will always and every- 
where sell in preference to the shoddy production of pauper toil. The 
educated expert American laborer is the grandest monarch that walks 
the earth. I would not reduce him to the level of the workman of the 
Old World, but I would sell his product over the Jabor of the ignorant 
toiler of despotic lands because it is the best, because it is made by 
American citizens. 

It is not right to say to those who build and sail our ships—it is not 
just for the United States, speaking through its duly constituted agents, 
to say: ‘* We can have our mails carried cheaper than you offer to do it. 
The ships of other nations have underbid you; unless you lower your 
rates we will favor your foreign competitors.” May my tongue be pal- 
sied before I so speak, and may my arm wither before, the power bei 
mine, I write such an order. It is wrong in principle, it is shamefi 
in practice, it is a crime against free institutions, it is non-republican; 
still, it is thoroughly democratic as democracy is interpreted by those 
who speak for it to-day. 

Foreign ships can well carry our mails at foreign postage rates, for 
the difference between that and fair compensation is more than made 
up by the subsidy paid them by the governments whose flags they fly, 
by governments that not only pay them a bounty, but guarantee to 
their owners fair remuneration. Our ships not only contend against 
such competition, such fearful odds, but here in the House that should 
be the House of their friends they find an enemy as unrelenting as the 
one they find on the seas. 

Were I your Postmaster-General, and my hands were not tied by 
laws such as the majority of this House enacts, the flag of my country 
should float from every vessel carrying her mails to foreign shores—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. To accomplish that you would require to have 
a Congress with an American spirit. 

Mr. GOFF. Yes; and I would have the ships of my country sail 
over every sea, to every land where American enterprise has established 
commercial dealings or contends for supremacy; and I would so do, 
even if it did cost the ‘‘round dollars” of your Treasury todo it. And 
they would all come rolling back again, bringing many others with 
them by the increase of our commerce, by the commercial prosperity 
so broughtabout. Trade, individual happiness, national greatness will 
surely follow that flag, Mr. Chairman, that now gives dignity to you 
in your high position and power to this House in its deliberations, 
typifying as it does all that is great of human action, all that is grand 
of human thought. 

Gentlemen of the other side of this Chamber, this is not the first time 
you have combined with foreign powers, if not for the purpose now, at 
least. with the result, and certainly with that object heretofore, of de- 
stroying the merchant marine of the United States. The first serious 
blow our carrying trade received was from the cruisers of the so-called 
Confederate States of America, setafloat through your instrumentalities, 
with the connivance of those very governments in behalf of whose ships 
you oppose this amendment. Our commerce has not declined; on the 
contrary, it is far greater than ever. The trouble is that in our com- 
merce we resort almost entirely to foreign vessels. The rebel cruisers 
captured and destroyed many of our ships, much of our merchant ma- 
rine, and with the aid of foreign power drove the residue almost en- 
tirely from the sea or to registration under foreign 

Gentlemen, you gave us as much as we conld well do to see to you 
on land, and those unfriendly powers, said to be neutral, with your aid, 
played havoc with uson theseas. And now when peace has come again 
those foreign powers claim the rights you helped them take which you 
concede, and then, wonderful to relate, you say to us that this deplor- 
able result is bronght about by burdensome taxation, by vicious legis- 
lation, and the delinquencies of Republican administrations. Oshame! 
where is thy blush? 

Mr. Chairman, it is well known, it is a historical fact, that England 
and France especially seized the opportunity presented by our civil war 
to cover the seas with their great fleets of iron ships, then just coming 
into use, subsidizing them, guaranteeing their prosperity and protect- 
ing them with their magnificent navies, thus securing their continu- 
ance and supremacy. Mr. Chairman, that was in the day of our coun- 
try’s weakness—in the hour when she drank of the dregs of the bitter 
cup. Now we are strong again, now our flag is supreme over all our 
land, and it is our duty to see that it is known and respected on all seas 
and is a stranger to none. ‘ 

I shall vote for that policy, call it what you will—gratuity, bonus, 
bounty, subsidy, I ‘care not—that will open up our dismantled ship- 
yards, encourage our ship-builders, build up our grand old John Roaches 
instead of tearing them down, employ our unemployed, drive the wolf . 
from our cabin doors, and send great iron merchant ships, planned by 
American genius, built by American labor from American material, 
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and floating the flag of our Union—the stary banner of our fathers— 
ont over all the seas, into all ports, unto all peoples, even following 
the sun around the globe. 

Iam for the American system and American interests always as 
against British free-trade and foreign supremacy. [Applause.] 

Mr. RIGGS. To secure for our own people the carrying of our own 
commerce we need something more than this amendment, I call at- 
tention to the fact that in 1885 more than 81 per cent. of all we ex- 
ported went to Europe anda portion went to Africa, This amendment 
does not propose to secure to our own people the i of any por- 
tion of those exports, so that really the object can not be by this amend- 
mént to aid our own people very greatly in securing the carriage of 
what we export. 

Nearly all our exports go somewhere else than to South America, 
Central America, Australia, New Zealand, Japan, and China; and the 
argument we have just heard is inapplicable to this amendment in the 
light of the facts. 

I want to call attention to some figures that have been presented here- 
tofore in the course of the argument on this amendment. Statements 
have been made about what was paid in 1885 to steamboat and coast- 
wise lines in connection with the figuresas to what was paid to the sea 
lines. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] first employed 
the figures and some of them were employed by others afterward. 

That gentleman mentioned the fact that in 1885 we paid $18,000 for 
carrying the mails from Baltimore to Norfolk, and he compared that 
with some one of the lines carrying the foreign mails which received 
less money. Now, in order that there may be any fairness in his com- 
parison he must assume that the steamboat line from Baltimore to Nor- 
folk received none too much. That assumption is necessarily. involved. 
Why have I not the same right to assume that the steamship line he 
mentioned received enough and therefore the coastwise line received too 
much? ‘That isthe real truth so far as the coastwise line is concerned. 
I call attention to the fact that since 1885 the same service between 
Baltimore and Norfolk has been let for $6,000—one third of the amount 
paid in 1885. ; 

I have the statement here, the official figures, from the Second As- 
sistant Postmaster-General, furnished yesterday. So there is no force 
in that argument based on the comparison the gentleman made. The 
gentleman from Michigan also mentioned that in 1885 we paid the line 
from New Ogleans to Port Eads $22,719; and he compared those figures 
with the amounts paid to some one of our sea lines. Since then that 
service has been let for $7,900—a plain evidence that too much was 
paid before. The comparison therefore falls to the ground. 

The gentleman also mentioned the route from New Orleans to Grand 
Isle, on which $3,950 was paid in 1885. Since that time that service 
has been entirely discontinued and the points served by it are now 
served otherwise. 

He mentioned the steamboat line from Menrphis and Arkansas City, 
to which we paid iu 1885 $24,000. Since that time the same service 
has been let for $14,000, and I think that is too much. The facts, when 
we get down to them, do not warrant the inference which the gentle- 
man sought to draw and to have this committee draw. So you may 
go on through the figures from the beginning to the end, and, aa rule, 
you will find that they do not warrant the inference which the gentle- 
man drew frontthem. If the argument proves that steamships did 
not receive enough, then g similar comparison will prove that one-half 
our steamboat lines are paid too little, because some steamboat lines, 
traveling equally.as many miles as those named, received much less 


pay. 
litere the hammer fell.) 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of this question 
yesterday I had o¢casion to remark and to call the attention of this 
House to utterances and declarations made by boards of trade and cham- 
bers of commerce throughout the country to show that those great or- 
ganizations, dealing not only with commercial questions but with every 
industrial question, were looking to this House to formulate some meas- 
ure of wise legislation that would in some way aid American shipping 
in reaching the rich markets of the world. Iam in receipt this morn- 
ing of a communication from the chamber of commerce of my own city 
of Philadelphia, wherein Lam requested to read to this House their 
opinion and their utterances upon this subject. It is unnecessary for 
me to speak of that organization individually. It is representative of 
the mercantile and commercial interests of the city; it is typical of the 
same character of organization that is common to the great industrial 
centers of the country. I read: : 

PHILADELPHIA, May 20, 1836, 


The Philadelphia Board of Trade, representing the vast manufacturing in- 
terests of the city, and including in its membership every branch of mercantile 
and commercial activity, respectfully memorialize your honorable body to take 
some positive and efficient measures to extend our commerce and open new 
outlets for our products, es ially in South American and Central American 
markets. To this end they have united with the National Board of Tradeand 
other leading commercial organizations in urging the necessity of a department 
of commerce, charged eepectally with the duty of extending commercial rela- 
tions with foreign countries. They have united in urging the passage of a bill 
giving a bounty to sailing vessels and steamers based on an equitable milea; 
system, and they are of the opinion that a measure of this kind would soon 


followed by a rapid extension of our trade into the leading markets of the 
world. The board of trade haye reason to feel great encouragement at the 


.the remainder of said 


uestions, and Congress is not called on to 
lead, but to follow, a general and widespread movement in favor of a prompt, 


aroused public sentiment on these 


liberal, national 


policy in this regard. The of trade believe that the 
mere of the 


ad pending amendment, appropriating $800,00) for carrying the 
mails to forei, orts on American vessels, will lead to the establishment of 
new lines, and will quickly justify the wisdom of its enactment. They, there- 
fore, earnestly urge the passage of this measure, The building and fitting out 
of a mercantile marine will be felt as a stimulus to the people of every section 
of the country, and the American laborer and producer should look with con- 
fidence to an American Congress to adopt such a policy as will give to our own 
people the adtantage of this increased demand upon our supplies of raw ma- 
terial and our manufacturing facilities, 
7 FRED'K FRALEY, Vice President. 


GEORGE L. BUZBY, Secretary. 

This utterence is the expression of mercantile and industrial inter- 
ests that have examined this whole question not as it is examined in 
the discussion of two days in this House, but in all its practical rela- 
tions and bearings. ; 

And in that connection I desire simply to emphasize this one senti- 
ment or sentence: the civilized nations of the world pay to-day, cither 
as subsidy or bounty or gift, or whatever you may call it, for mail 
transportation upward of $11,000,000, either to aid the carriage of the 
mails or to promote commercial relations and secure foreign trade. 
Our rea is $375,000, $36,000 of which only goes to American 
vessels, š 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


After ‘* $800, 000,” in line 105, add the following: “of which amount $290,090, of 
so much thereof as may be required, shall be ex ed fer the establishmentor 
a mail line from a rtto a port or ports in th and Central America, and 
,000 shall be expended in payment of established lines 
as hereinafter provided.” 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, as a general proposition, I am 
opposed to the subsidizing, to any great amount, of the ships of any cor- 
poration in this or any other country. Inthe expenditure of the large 
amounts of money which have heretofore been spent by this Govern- 
ment it is a fact which can not be successfully controverted that the 
Southern States have not had a fair proportion of that expenditure. I 
am not here, sir, to play statesman upon this floor, but to the best of 
my ability to represent in part the interests of the people of the State 
of Florida, Pensacola, in the western portion of that State, is one of the 
largest timber ports in this country and ranks among the great timber 
ports of the world. ‘The greater portion of the business of that port, or 
a large.portion of it, I should have said, is transacted with the ports of 
Central and South America. 

On the eastern side of the State of Florida, only twenty hours dis- 
tant from Pensacola or New Orleans, are large mills shipping lumber 
to the ports of all the world, a great deal of it being shipped to the 
northern ports of this country. The shipment to the northern ports of 
the United States would not be affected in any way by this subsidy. 
But as the case now stands it takes at least fifty days for us to get a 
letter from the ports of Central and South America with which a great 
deal of this lumber business is transacted. 

If a line were established from some Gulf port—probably New Or- 
leans, as being the greatest port in that portion of our country—these 
men engaged’ in the lumber trade who are intimately connected with 
that port by steamboat and rail communication could get their letters 
within a reasonable time. _ Sir, it can not beexpected that Representa- 
tives from the section of the country in which I live will agree toa 
vote by this House giving for such a purpose as this any great amount 
of money from the expenditure of which they are to receive no benefit. 
I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. ZACK. TAYLOR: I move to amend the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] by adding the proviso which 
I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided also, That $100,000 of said $100,000 shall be applied by the Postmaster- 
General to the transportation of foreign mails by existing.steamers or lines 
ranning from New Orleans to ports in Central and South America and to ports 
in the West India Islands; and $100,000 of said $800,000 shall be applied by the 
Postmaster-General to the establishment of new lines from the city of New 
Orleans to said ports in said islands and in Central and South America for the 
transportation of said mails, 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, one good result that has 
grown out of the controversy between the Postmaster-General and the 
steamship companies—the only good result so far as I have been able 
to ascertain—is that it has brought to the knowledge of the officials of 
the Post-Office Department the fact that New Orleans is the best point 
for the distribution of our mails to Central and South America; and 
that idea having once gotten into their heads, I think it the duty of 
Congress to see that it should not get out again. [Laughter.] 

New Orleans isnearer by many hundreds of miles and by many days’ 
travel to all these ports (except those in Brazil or on the River Plate) 
than either New York or San Francisco. Chicago and Saint Lonis are 
nearer by one-third than is New York. Besides, sir, the Mississippi 
River was created as an outlet for the States in the Mississippi Valley. 
It affords a perpetual guarantee of competition in transportation; and 
nearly all the articles purchased from this country by those portions of 
Central and South America are produced in the Mississippi Valley. 
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Almost everything that they buy from this country either crosses that 
river or is produced in the Mississippi Valley and goes out of this 
country by the seaboard cities, paying tribute to them and to the trans- 
continental lines of railway. 

We need some provision of this kind in order to enable us to dispose 
of the surplus agricultural products grown in the Mississippi Valley. 
If you will look over the list of our exports to these countries you will 
see that 90 per cent. of them are grown or produced in the Mississippi 
Valley. Petroleum, the hardware of Ohio and Indiana, lumber, fur- 
niture, and breadstuffs all come from that valley; and the proper way to 
promote-and encourage the commerce we now have is the establishment 
of lines from New Orleans to these Central and South American ports. 

I aes residue of my time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNon]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has one minute. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to have two. j 

Mr. BURROWS, _ I will give my friend another minute. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, but little can be said in a minute. 
I wish I had more time, I have no objection as a matter of policy to 
give necessary aid for a first-class mail service to our people at home 
and abroad. Such a service as will assist in developing our-country and 
establishing our commerce; but I want to know that the aid will accom- 

lish the purpose for which it is given. I do not believe the aid given 
te this provision even if expended by this administration would accom- 
plish the purpose for which it is given. The administration is un- 
friendly, as I understand it, : 

The provision ‘* authorizes’? the Postmaster-General to make con- 
tracts for the ocean mail service: We all know that such language is 


construed by him as givingadiscretion, and that he has refused under- 


similar authority to make contracts. Much has been said during this 
debate about the presence of a lobby promoting the passage of this bill. 
I do not believe it. If a lobby corruptly seeks to promote this pro- 
vision it would not only be knavish but idiotic, for if the provision 
passes the Postmaster-General still has a discretion. In the event it 
does pass then a lobby might appear, butif it did it would hover about 
the Post-Office Department, seeking to control the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General. In any way you look at it I do not see that the 
enactment of the provision is wise. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, whether the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan bé adopted or not, I shall offer as a sub- 
stitute for the entire Senate amendment the provisipn which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ts tas AEEA ck Saale to Del; Go republics GE MERLO, Ountenl and’ BSTN 
America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; New Caledonia, 
New Zealand, and the Australian colonies, China and Japan, $100,000, or so 
much thereof as may be needed; and the Postmaster-General shall, as far as 
possible, cause the mails of the United States to be carried to and from said 
places reportar in American built and registered steamships, provided the 
same can carried for a reasonable compensation, to be by him determined, 
but not exceeding the rate of 50 cents per nautical mile for the distance usually 
traveled in the most direct and feasible course between the terminal points 
hereinbefore specified. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Chairman, this is a plain, practical, business 
proposition, intended to meet an existing embarrassment in the car- 
riage of the foreign mails. 

In the last Congress we had to deal with anew state of thelaw. The 
compulsory obligation resting on American vessels to carry the Amer- 
ican mail had been repealed. It was known that new arrangements 
would have to be made, and hence Congress placed at the disposal of 
the Postmaster-General thesum of $400,000, This money was intended 
to be used for such payments as might be required to keep up the for- 
eign-mail service of the country. 

‘The appropriation was permissive; it was not mandatory. It was 
intended to be left to the discretion of the Postmaster-General. Al de- 
nunciations therefore against him as a violator of the law are entirely 
unfounded and unjust. ‘The House intended to put this money at his 
disposal, as H might see fit to use it. He has not seen fit to use it. 
Criticism, therefore, is proper enough as to the exercise of the discre- 
tion confided to him, but it is not proper as to his execution of the law. 
He has done what he supposed to have been his duty in the premises. 

There was in this appropriation no element of subsidy whatever.. It 
was not intended to be a subsidy. I voted for it, and my colleagues 
not now members of this House, Mr. Cox, Mr. Dorsheimer, and Mr. 
Potter, all of us pronounced opponents of all subsidy measures, voted 
for this appropriation. We felt that the public necessity required the 
provision of a fund upon which the Postmaster-General could draw in 
ease of necessity in order to prevent the stoppage of such postal accom- 
modations as the people of this country had had with foreign countries. 

But all doubt as to whether it was a subsidy or not is settled by the 
Postmaster-General himself, who thus speaks of it in his report: 

Mauch has been said about employing the postal appropriation to aid Ameri- 
can commerce. When Congress shall desire to invest the Post-Office Depart- 
atone hin will plainly CONTOS Mie purpies eed daitose tee rome, atl 
then that Departoaans can: not rightfully. employ the monere appropriated for 


the postal service to secure objects not in to its care, however merito- 
rious in themselves, 


I am opposed to the Senate amendment because it is advocated here 
as a subsidy and was advocated there as a subsidy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will take the floor and yield my time to my col- 


eague. 

Mr. HEWITT. Iam much obliged to my colleague; and I will say 
to the House that if I trespass on its time it is because I was entirely 
unable to get recognition during the general debate, and it does seem 
to me the voice of the city of New York, which receives and sends out 
nearly the whole of these foreign mails, at least ought to be expressed 
on this floor. [Applause. ] 

Now I say the Senate amendment, and, I will add, the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. Burrows], are open to 
the objection of being essentially subsidies, to which in any shape or 
form I am opposed. 

But there still remains the difficulty created by the repeal of the 
compulsory law. If gentlemen had wanted to remove this difficul 
they ought to have broughta bill in for the restoration of the compul- 
sory law, and pressed it to its legitimate end, if they think that isa 
remedy for these difficulties. But that hasnot been done. The com- 
munications between thiscountry and foreign countries are not carried 
on to the satisfaction of the commercial interests. 

I have heard it asserted here that the present mail service is satisfac- 
tory. That is not my information. My constituents by hundreds 
have been writing to me and asking me to secure some action by which 
the mails shall be carried with larity and dispatch. They do not 
ask that new steamship lines shall be created by bounties, but they ask 
that the mails, such as they had before the repeal of the compulsory act, 
shall, .by some process or other, be restored. 

If gentlemen are inclined to dispute the fact this service is not satis- 
factory I will quote to them the language of the Postmaster-General 
himself, who says in his annual report: 


Some delays and inconveniences bave arisen between New York and Colon, 
San Francisco and Japan and China, and to the west coast df Mexico, by the re- 
fusal of the Pacific Mail Company, and some between New York and Vene- 
zuela by the late action of the Red D company... Except these, all the forei; 
mails are transported either in the same manner or a better than during the 


l 


enr. 

o te action by Congress is very desirable to provide such means as it shall 
deem appropriate to relieve the inconvenience sustained on the routes indi- 
cated. The Department recognizes its obl ion to the business men of the 
country, who have forborne complaint, with but few exceptions, rather than 
manifest a willingness to see the Government compelled to a course which 
upon careful consideration had been decided inexpedient and unwise to be 
prenes They are entitled to the earliest practicable relief which can be 
given. 

Now it is agreed on all hands as to the routes specified by the Post- 
master-General it isnecessary for this House to take action. And hence 
I have proffered the amendment in order that the Postmaster-General 
may be able to apply the proper remedy. Atameeting held in the city 
of New York, at the Importers and Exporters’ Exchange, a series of 
resolutions was adopted. I willnottaketime to read them, but in sub- 
stance they state that the mail service with China and Japan and the East 
Indies is demoralized, that letters which formerly were carried in 
twenty-six days now require fifty-eight days. One of the great mer- 
Spee in New York engaged in that business, who has written mea 
etter-—— š 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. BRUMM. I suggest that it is not fair to others of us who de- 
sire to be heard. š 

Mr. HEWITT. Of course if any gentleman objects to my proceed- 
ing I do not wish to occupy the attention of the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave no objection whatever to the gentleman pro- 
oramai but the debate, by fhe order of the House, is to close at 3 
o'clock. 

Mr. BARRY. I am informed that my name is next on the list of 

ers, and I will defer to the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield his time to the gentle- 
man fromh New York ? 

Mr. BARRY. I donot yield my time, but simply defer to the gentle- 
man from New York, if that will oblige -him, so that he can continue 
his remarks consecutively. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not object, of course, to the gentleman yield- 
ing his time, but as there are gentlemen on this side of the House who 
still wish to be heard, I do not want their time to be taken from them; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has already oc- 
cupied the time that was yielded to him. Of course any gentleman 
who has the floor can yield his time if there be no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If T can be recognized I will 
yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARRY, Iunderstand that some gentleman is willing to yield 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Any one who can get the floor 
can yield his time, and if I can be recognized I will yield. 

Mr. BARRY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 


New York be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I must object in justice to this side of the House, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will not ob- 
ject. The gentleman from New York ought to haye been r i 
on this subject in the general debate. He represents the largest inter- 
est involved in this proposition in this country, and he ought to have 
time given to him as a matter of justice. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have stated that I had no objections to the gentle- 
man proceeding, provided the time was yielded from the other side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to strike out the last 
word, if that is in order, and will yield to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two amendments now pending. 

Mr. BARRY. Iwill yield two minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from New York, if that will oblige him. 

Mr. HEWITT. I am very much obliged to the gentleman from 
Mississippi, but I can not in two minutes by any possibility say to the 
House what I desire to say on the question. I supposed it was under- 
stood that I should have about twenty minutes, which would be charged 
against the time of the other side. If that is objected to, I think it is 
better to take permission to'print the remainder of my remarks, 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Chair will recognize me I will yield five 
minutes of my time to the gentleman from New York. That will give 
him seven minutes in all, if that will be of any service to him. 

Mr. HEWITT. Then I will endeavor to condense what Ihave tosay 
within that space of time. 

The embarrassment to which I have referred with our East India mail 
service still exists, as I am informed by Mr, Frazar, of the Oriental house 
of Frazar & Co., who was here within a week. 

With South America the United States mails are now carried to all 
the ports (to which the Red D line delivered them formerly) in twenty- 
eight days. The Red D line delivered them in nine and one-quarter 
days. That of course is not such a mail service as the merchants of this 
country require for the proper transaction of their business. 

Now whose fault is this? Where does the blame lie? ‘The Post- 
master-General has become involved ir a controversy with the steam- 
shipcompanies. On both sides I think there has been more temper than 
judgment. I think the steamship companies have behaved very badly, 
with the exception of the Brazil line. They have refused to carry the 
mails since last September, and the public have been put to great in- 
convenience in consequence of this mistaken course. 

If they had fulfilled their pledge to the public made on the 12th of 
August last, in an appeal in which they made a declaration which I 
shall quote, there would have been no grievance; and if they had then 
asked Congress to indemnify them for the work performed an appro- 
priation would have readily been voted to the companies in payment 
of services thus voluntarily rendered. 

In this appeal they made the following declaration: 

It bas become a matter of principle with them. They have refused the proffer 
of the Government, and yet they continue to carry the mails, as the law permits 
them to do, without any compensation to themselves, conveying such letters as 
may be delivered them by the public inclosed in properly-stamped envelopes. 
The Government is at no loss; it will receive the whole of the sea and inland 
postage; the public is atno loss. It hasnow the advantage of deciding whether 
to send its mails by the various companies or whether to take advantage of the 
new facilities that the Government affords by carrying the mails in foreign 
ships—facilities by which the mail will reach Japan from San Francisco in sixty 
days instead of eighteen days as hiretofore. 

And yet within a month of that time these very people who make 
this statement and publish it turn around and refuse to carry the mails 
of the United States! They are entitled, Mr. Chairman, to no consid- 
eration at the hands of this Congress. On the other hand, the Post- 
master-General should have secured the carriage of the mails by a 
concession that was entirely within the discretion confided to him by 
the act of Congress; but he preferred to plant himself upon the ground 
that the act meant either the $400,000 or the 50 cents a mile or noth- 
ing. He said that the amount appropriated was not sufficient to go 
around at the rate per mile limited in'the law, and so he decided to 
make no allowance. WhatIthink should have been done was to have 
called these steamship people together in conference and to have en- 
deavored to arrange some terms by which the mails should be carried 
until Congress could meet. The sea and inland postage is not an ade- 
quate compensation in all cases, It isnot a sufficient sum to pay some 
of the lines conveying small mails for the conditions imposed upon them 
for sailing upon fixed days, for thecare of the mails, and the accommo- 
dations required, and more particularly for landing the mails at many 
foreign ports and waiting there for the return mails. 

An intelligent merchant would have dealt with the question upon its 
merits, and a great public officer should have allowed no feeling to enter 
into the controversy. It ought to have been considered upon pure busi- 
ness principles. All feeling ought to have been eliminated. Now, the 
proposition which I make is based upon a common-sense view, and is 
simply this—that $400,000 shall be appropriated to enable the Post- 
master-General to get speedy and frequent mail service at the points 
and places where it was formerly done to the satisfaction of the public. 
But it is at his discretion. If he can get it upon a reasonable basis of 
compensation he is to give the business to the Americanlines. Buthe 
is not restricted to the American lines. If the compensation which he 
offers to American lines is not acceptable, or rather if the proposition 
which he receives from them is unreasonable, he may seek elsewhere 
to have the business done, But preference should be given to American 


lines, because, whether gentlemen like it or not, the sentiment of this 
country is in favor, so far as possible, of the proposition that the mail 
shall be carried in American bottoms and under the American flag. 

But let it be observed that by the terms of this amendment the 
Postmaster-General is to be master of the situation, as he ought to be, 
and the steamship companies are to take his terms or take nothing. 
The reliance is placed, as it ought to be, upon his discretion, his sense 
of justice, and his desire to gratify the people, whose servant he is. 

And now as to the money expenditure involved in this provision. I 
have recently felt moved to make an earnest protest against the im- 
provident expenditures of money involved in pension, fiscal, and other 
bills pending in this House. I do not take back one word of what I 
have said on this subject. I am against waste and extravagance, now 
on Torere, lest the burdens of taxation are thus made too heavy to 

me. 

But wise expenditures of money often lighten the load of taxation. 
The provision of adequate mail facilities increases the ability of the 
citizen to meet his obligations. In other words, they pay back more 
than they cost. ` ean’ 

Again, there are some disbursements which are a matter of honor. 
The promises made to our soldiers are of this nature, but we are not 
called upon to excéed our promises. Trust funds are also sacred, and 
must be administered according to the spirit of the trust. ‘All the 
money which we derive from our foreign-mail service is a trust fand, 
to be used for the payment, first, of the actual outlays, and, secondly, 
for extension of foreign-mail facilities. : 

The Postal Union is the last triumph of civilization, if it is not its 
greatest achievement. Itis the beginning of the era when the war 
drums shall cease to beat in the federation of the world. Before its for- 
mation the cost of postage among the nations was prohibitory to the 
most of mankind. The Collins line after its subsides ceased collected 
in one year in sea postage alone nearly $200,000. 

The progress of civilized nations toward a common and cheap rate 
of international postage is the work of enlightened statesmen and good 
Christians, They knew that it could not be accomplished without sac- 
rifices in money, and the nations were pledged to make them. 

The wish has been accomplished at a great cost. The only nation 
which has not to pay out more money than it receives is the United 
States. We alone make money out of it. How much is now not of 
much consequence, but it is more than the $400,000 proposed to be paid 
by the amendment which I have offered. I say this deliberately, not- 
withstanding the disingenuous effort of the Superintendent of Foreign 
Mails to diminish the actual amount. This money does not belong to 
us. It belongs tothe world, for whom we hold it in trust—in trust for 
what? For the extension of postal facilities whenever we can find oc- 
casion to-transmit mails more speedily and more frequently. 

This will be made clear beyond cavil if we consider what we should 
have done if the Postal Union had proceeded to accomplish its benefi- 
cent work by another method. Suppose the convention when itadopted 
the 5-cent rate had decided to assess the loss upon each nation in 
portion to the number of letters sent and received by each, meal oe 
could we have declined such a manifestly fair proposal? And if we 
had agreed to it, is it not evident that we should have had to pay out 
a large sum annually to indemnify the other governments for what they 
pay out in compensation for the carriage of the ocean mails? 

This obligation we have not only escaped, but we actually made a 
profit out of the operation in more ways than one. Owing to the vast 
amount of correspondence on the Atlantic lines, we get a considerable 
profit out of the mails carried for us in foreign ships. We even get a 
profit out of the carriage of the closed mails across the continent. 

Without stopping now to estimate the net profits of this business, ít 
is enough to say that it is a profit never intended to be given or taken, 
and that the part of honor and honesty is to use it for the general good by 
the extension of mail facilities, none the less profitable to us because 
open to all the world; for it is a fact known to every merchant and 
every student of political economy that business follows as well as pre- 
cedes the steamship and the flag which floats over it. ; 

Where duty, honor, and profit concur there ought to be no hesitation 
in placing at the disposition of the Postmaster-General ample means to 
enable him to discharge his obligations to the people and the other 
nations of the world. As matters now stand we are placed in the hu- 
miliating position of sponging upon the other nations of the world. If 
there is any doubt on this point let the following mortifying letter, 
addressed by the Superintendent of our Foreign Mail Service to the 
Mexican minister, bear witness. Comment is unnecessary when sixty 
millions of Americans are thus made debtors to ten millions of Mex- 
icans struggling for existence. O, shame! where is thy blush? 

Post-OrricE DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF FOREIGN MATIS, 
Washington, D. O., May19, 1886, 

Sim: Under date of March 24 last, the post-office department of Mexico trans- 
mitted to this Department a copy of the new Mexican postal guide containing 
a distribution scheme for correspondence from the United States for Mexico. 
The letter which accompanies it states as follows, namely: “No distribution 


scheme is given in the guide for correspondence for the states of Campeche, Yuca- 

, Tabasco, and Chiapas, as this correspondence can be forwarded more advan- 
tageously by sea than by land.” As thesteamersof the New York, Havana, and 
Mexican Stea ny are subsidized by the Governmentof Mexico, and 


mship Com y 
therefore by Article III of the Postal Union Convention of Paris, 1878, are trav- 
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eling ffices of Mexico, and are not under the control pai this Department, and 


by treaty of 1861, Articles VI and VII, this Government to send by 
said steamers the mails ing in this country desti: for can ports of 
call of the'steamersof this Ihave the or to request that you will indicate 
in what way this De it can utilize this ice according to treaty stipu- 


servi 

lation. I have to that if the agent of the Mexican Governm 

receive the mails destined for those ports at the New York post-office and ac- 
company them to the steamer it would expedite the-delivery of the mails to 
the agent of the Mexican Government. However, the question as to where and 
how this agent shall come into possession of these mails is a matter of detail to 
be om by your ait re argue Somat í 

am, very respect: , your o ent servan 
Deep mae NICHOLAS M. BELL, 


Superintendent Foreign Mails, 
ay, Ean rsi Areara ehao a 
coia . a” eeik Legation, Washington, D. 0. 

Mr. BARRY. Mr. Chairman, I have no ambition to air my opinions 
on this question, but as I was side-tracked yesterday in the general de- 
bate I deem it proper as a member of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads that I should voice on this floor my sentiment and the 
sentiment of the people I represent as positively and emphatically o 
posing any subsidy to any corporation or individual-whatever. It 
un-democratic. It does notrespond, Mr. Chairman, to the spirit and 
genius of our Government and of our people. : 

Why, sir, we are told that thirty years ago our ocean commerce and 
carrying trade whitened the broad Atlantic, and that our Navy floated 
over its waters with invincible pride. The American then would not 
have ‘‘flattered Neptune for his trident.” But now we turn with an 
averted eye from that boundless expanse of our expiring glory an@look 
with an anxious and half despairing gaze to the small South and Cen- 
tral American States and Isles contiguous to our continent, whither 
about 7 percent. of all ourexports go. Wearecontinually importuned 
to look upon Germany, upon England, upon France as our models in 
mail service, and whose examples in that regard we are asked to be to 
obsequious imitators. 

When it comes to other economic questions, and especially those of 
revenue and tariff, in England, we are told to turn from them in derision. 
And so it is after listening to the speeches here, I know not whether to 
stroke admiringly the mane of the British lion or, as a distinguished 

ntleman from New York used to do, give his tail a derisive twist. 

Laughter. ] 

Now, sir, if this bill should pass with the Senate subsidy amendment, 
in order to preserve its unity we should amend the title. It is entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887.’? Should this amend- 
ment prevail it would be proper to amend the title so as to make it 
read ‘“‘Ap act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1887, and to subsidize 
certain $ p lines.” í 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CATCHINGS was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. 
BARRY. 

Mr. BARRY. A great deal of stress has been laid on the fact that 
we pay for our domestic service vast sums of money. That was em- 
phasized by my able friend from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS]. 

It is the purpose and policy of the Post-Office Department to pay for 
domestic mail service quantum merwit, according to service rendered. 
This is the policy under the present administration, though in some 
instances under the preceding administration excessive amounts were 
contracted for inthe steamboat service, which are being reduced as fast 
as the law will permit. 

Why, sir, our whole foreign-mail service is only 2,705,378 pounds per 
annum, for which we pay $331,903.24. 

Upon the Pennsylvania Railroad between New York and Philadel- 
phia 49,786,365 pounds of mail matter is transported during the year, 
and at a cost of $181,771.81. 

In twenty days the Pennsylvania Railroad will carry between New 
York and Philadelphia more mails than the whole annual foreign-mail 
service. : 

In less than three days it will carry the amount in weight that is an- 
nually sent from the United States to all the countries south of us on 
this continent, the adjacent islands, and across the Pacific Ocean, for 
the carriage of which this branch of our foreign-mail service cost during 
the last fiscal year $60,994.52. This railway would during three days 
receive for transporting the mails less than $1,500. 

It is true that the element of distance should enter into this compu- 
tation, but with that in view the advantage will still be with the for- 
eign-mailservice. Itshould be remembered also that ships sail at their 
convenience and reach their ports when they please, without bonds, 
schedule, obligations, and the attendant fines, forfeitures, and penalties 
upon their infraction. The reverse is true with our inland service. 
And besides, the steamships are in the ocean carrying business, 
and the mails they convey are merely incidental to their enterprise and 
cause but slight inconvenience. 

Besides, American vessels carrying our mails to foreign ports en- 
joy advantages denied to ofhers. Pi ing a certificate of the Post- 
master-General that they carry the United States mails, they are re- 
lieved in foreign ports from light-house dues, port charges, eer 


. charges, and tonnage tax. They are permitted to land, discharge 
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receive their cargoes on any day or at any time, and can not be dis- 
turbed for any purpose, a panie they could not otherwise claim—a 
benefit often as valuable to a vessel as the carrying of the mailsis worth. 
For example, a steamer not possessing such a certificate upon landin, 

at Havana is required to pay $1.35 per ton on all freight y a an 
and received. A United States mail steamship is exempt from this 
tonnage tax up to 6 tons, and only 62} cents per ton in excess of that. 

In my opinion the true solution of the problem is, what is right, 
what is a fair compensation; and this rule should obtain in every phase 
of governmental service. Common carriers on sea or land should form 
no exception. 

As I understand it sea and inland postage is just, even liberal, and 
that outside this subsidy the appropriation in this bill covers that. I 

refer American vessels to have it, and when compatible with the pub- 

ic interests to carry our mails. The sea and inland postage is 5 cents 
a letter, or $1.60 per pound for the same; on papersit 8 cents per pound. 
The sea postage is 44 cents per pound for letters and 44 cents per pound 
for papers. 

Upon referring to the report of the Postmaster-General for the last 

year we find that the total weight of transatlantic mails carried 
from New York during the last fiscal year was 2,194,066 pounds, which 
cost at sea-postage rates $270,157.63, the average being $609.36 a trip 
during the year. This was at rates thirty-four times greater than 
charged by ships for freight and four times the cost for parcels of dis- 
patch matter of the same quantity. Of course the value attached to 
mail matter should make a difference, but it should also be remem- 
bered that only about one-fifth of our sea-borne mails are letters. 

Notwithstanding the liberal offer of sea and inland postage made 
last year by the Postmaster-General, several American lines withdrew 
after the Ist August, because forsooth that officer, under the high and 
solemn obligations of his office, declined to distribute one them the 
$400,000 which they claimed under act March 3, 1885. Of the eight 
lines departing from New York and San Francisco all refused to trans- 
port our mails except the United States and Brazil Mail Steamship 
Company, plying between New York and Brazil, and the Oriental and 
Occidental line from San Francisco to China and Japan. 

The other remaining lines would convey no other mails from our 
shores than such as were deliverable in those countries with which such 
ships were under contract compelling such service, which conduct 
scarcely betrays that zeal for ‘‘American commerce’’ and vaulting love 
of country which they and their friends evince in demanding the 
$400,000 subsidy and the granting of this one amounting to $800,000. 

Whatever repugnance, emanating from patriotic pride, there may 
exist respecting the carrying of our mails to foreign countries in for- 
eign ships, it is obviously of a recent growth, for we find an ancient 
legislative recognition of that policy on the part of Congress, 

As far back as 1858 an act of Congress in express terms authorized 
the Postmaster-General to allow sea to foreign vessels, and that 
law continues in force at present. While to every American citizenit 
is more desirable to have our mails for other countries carried under the 
American flag, yet the policy is doubtless a wise one to send them at 
times in foreign ships to expedite their transmission. 

Such has been the settled practice of this Government for years, with- 
out reference to the political parties that have administered it. 

For the last fiscal year we had for inland transportation 12,371 star 
routes, aggregating 232,222 miles, which cost $5,414,804; 116 steamboat 
routes, aggregating 11,997 miles, which cost $563,002; 1,621 railroad 
routes, aggregating 121,032 miles, which cost $16,627,983, including 
$1,869,488 for railway post-office-car service. 

The point is pressed that the compensation is liberal, even excessive, 
compared with that paid for the foreign service. Thisis untrue, and in 
many respects there is no likeness or similitude between the two, and 
the comparison becomes illogical. 

The inland service is or should be paid a compensatory price, and is 
never subsidized to build up commerce or common carriers, individuals, 
or corporations. It is obligated to the Government by schedules. All 
but the railway service (with a few exceptions in steamboat lines) enter 
into contract with bond, after pro are advertised for. 

As it has been strenuously asserted that in the steamboat service 
there is no advertisement for bids, I invite attention to this communi- 
cation and statement from Second Assistant Postmaster-General Knott: 


Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF SECOND ASSISTANT ENERAL, 
Washington, D.C., May 25, 1886. 

Sim: In reply to your verbal mauryi have tho honor to inform you that the 
law ee the letting of steamboat service without advertising for pro- 
posals will be found in sections 3943, 3956, and 3970 R.S. as amended by the act 
of May 17, 1878 (sec. 5, 20th Stat., page 61), which is embraced in the Postal Laws 
and Regulations of 1879, in section 607, and reads as follows: 

+ * * When from any cause it may become necessary to make a new con- 
tract for carry: the upon any water route between ports of the United 
States upon which mail service has previously been performed, the Postmaster- 
General may contract with the owner or master of any steamship, steamboat, or 
other vesse Pinion upon the waters or between ports of the United States, 
for carrying th san, upon said route forany length of time not exceeding four 
years and without advertising for teea & therefor whenever the publie in- 
terest and convenience will thereby be promoted, but the price paid for such 
service shall in no case be ater than the average price paid under the last 
preceding or existing regular contract upon the same route. And the Postmas- 

l may contract with the owners or masters of steamships, steamboats. 


ter-Genera . 
or other vessels plying upon the waters or between ports of the United States 


1886. 
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for carrying the mails upon such routes where no mail service has previously 
been performed without advertising for proposals therefor, but no eontract for 
such new service shall be for a longer time than one year. No contract for 
carrying the mails between the United States and any orega pork shall be for 
a longer time than two years, unless otherwise directed by Congress, k 
Under the law itis competent for the Postmaster-General to contract with 
the owner or master of a steamboat for service on & new route for a period not 
exceeding one year, without advertising for proposals, and on a route that has 
been let under an advertisement for a period not exceeding four years at a rate 
of pay not exceeding that paid previously under the regular advertisement. 
At the present time there are one hundred and twenty-three steamboat routes 


in operation in the United States, of which only fourteen were let otherwise 
rer ome advertisement for proposals, as shown by the accompanying 
en 
From July 1, 1886, there will be several routes in operation that were let at 
less than the lowest bids under advertisements. 


Very respectfully, 
ji A. LEO KNOTT, 
Second Assistaut Postmaster-General 
Hon, F. G. Barry, 
Committee on the Post-Ofice and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives. 


Slatement of steamboat service in operation, not under a regular or miscellaneous advertisement. 


State. 


Paducah, Cairo, Il... seneese.. 
Manistee, Milwaukee, Wis 
Jacksonville, Orange Dale. 


Charlevoix, East Jordan......,...... 


* For period. 


As to railroads it is not deemed practicable or desirable to have ex- 
press contracts with them as in former times, and the Post-Office De- 
partment adjusts their pay under proper regulations; but they are sub- 
ject to fines and penalties. Indeed, the whole inland service rests under 
various obligations, such fines, forfeitures, and penalties incident 
thereto for their infraction as each case may require. 

The foreign service is exempt from all this. 

The star service, in a very large degree, is equipped and put into 
operation by the contractors for that sole purpose, and their net earn- 
ings are slight and in a great number of instances they lose. Nosteamer, 
American or otherwise, ever lost a farthing on account of carrying the 
foreign mails of our Government. 

The appropriations for our inland service may appear large, but it 
should be borne in mind that the United States and Territories stretch 
across the continent and embrace an area of 3,000,000 square miles, not 
including Alaska, with fifty-four thousand offices, and the population 
of 60,000,000 is rapidly increasing. 

Our inland service is an element of our national life, a plexus and 
network that intimately and sensitively affects and blends all parts of 
the Union and its Territories. The ‘‘head is not more native to the 
heart’’ than that system is to the commercial and social welfare of our 
people, and there is no department of the public service which they 
cherish so ardently. The system is one of the most admirable in the 
world, and is conducted by the most intelligent methods. I decline to 
look to England or Continental Europe as a paragon to emulate in our 
postal system. In every sense of the word our people can govern them- 
selves without foreign examplars. 

England with all her boasted liberality in expenditures for postal fa- 
cilities only pays out about one-half of our annual expenditures for the 
same purpose. Her total postal service only costs $27,072,333.63 per 
annum. Her ‘ packet’? or ocean service is only $3,012,146.45 a year. 
Her insular position and her importantand remote provinces in America, 
Africa, and Asia force her to maintain an enormous mail and commer- 
cial communication with them. 

It is as essential to that government as our inland service is to us, 
the imperative demands on either government being as great, and both 
might with propriety be termed domestic mail service, as British soil 
and subjects may be found in every division of the globe. Look at her 
possessions—her Canadian domfnion, Barbadoes, Jamaica, Trinidad, 
Bahama, Bermuda, Guiana, India, Burmah, Australia, New Zealand, 
and Ceylon; her Gold Coast and other possessions on the western shores 

_of Africa; the Cape of Good Hope and Transvaal—with their millions 
of British subjects! Thus it will be seen how important is her ocean 
mail service. 

France expends $26,000,000 for postal service. Her subsidies to 
steamship companies, according to the French postal report of 1884, 
was $5,152,388.98; but that isan avowed, outspoken subsidy or dona- 
tion, a gift enterprise, which neither the interest nor inclination of the 
American people prompts them to make. 

It may serve to silence the applausive clamor heard in behalf of the 
sums expended by England and France for postal service when it is 
remembered that our Government pays annually as much as both of 
them combined; and it is too great a stretch of patriotism to add the 
unnecessary sum of $800,000 a year to the bill for five possible consec- : 


tPer annum. 


plan Pay. Remarks, 

Fishers Island, Noank................. Oct. 10, 1885, to June 30,1886} *$361 00 parte shee bulletin bourd in Department and post-oflices 
for ten days, . 

Troyville, Tooleys.......csssssseseerees Aug. 1, 1885, to June 30,1886 | 73,000 00 Do. 

Duluth, Two Harbors................:| May 15, 1886, to June 30, 1886 B 83 Do. : : 

Grand Haven, Milwaukee, Wis...| June 1, 1886, to Oct. 31, 1886 t10 00 | In accordance with contractor’s proposition being less than 
the rate under previous regular advertisement. 

New Orleans, Vicksburg, Miss..... | Mar.20, 1886, to June 30,1886 | 1,000 00 Do. 

New Orleans, Port Eads......... .....] Dec. 21, 1885, to June 30, 1886 | +12, 000 00 Do. 

Chatahoochee, A: ‘| Aug.15, 1885, to June 30, 1888 500 00 Do. 

Palatka, Drayton Island.... .| Apr. 16, 1886, to June 30, 1886 000 In accordance with contractor’s proposition, being less than 
the rate under previous regular advertisement. (Part new.) 

Baltimore, Salisbury..............0.0 Dec. 16, 1885, to Dee. 15, 1886 jbo In accordance with proposition ; new service. 

Houston, Lynchburg. AETA ANR July 1, 1882, to June 30,1886 In acco: ce with contractor's proposition, being less than 


Ses rate under previous regul advertisement, 


Do. 
In accordance with contractor’s proposition; being less than 
~ the rate under previous regular advertisement. (Partnew.) 
ł2 00 | New service; rate less than contractor's proposition. 


t Per round trip. 


utive yom as provided for in thesixth Senate amendment. It would 
scarcely please the toiling tax-payers of the land. It may sound well 
to talk about building up American shipping or American commerce, 
but we should think of building up the American tax-payer, or, by 
placing the least possible burden on his shoulders, let him build him- 
self up, as every individual enterprise or industry should do, without 
a gift or subsidy from the treasury of the people, or the imposition of 
a protective tax upon them. 

The Constitution says that taxation should be uniform, and it fol- 
lows as a logical sequence that its benefits should flow to the people 
without discrimination in favor of any class or occupation. 

The appropriations for internal transportation in this bill which the 
House passed and sent to the Senate are as follows: 


rr gees service ( 

messengers ....... 

Railway poe, gerade me 

Rajlway postal cars ............-ssssessssseen asss: e 000 

Special facilities on trumk eaaa roses 291, 000 
sp aanus lecteur eresstes 25, 109, 433 


The receipts for postage for the last fiscal year was $40,056,226.69. 
From that deduct receipts-from the foreign service, $2,287,169.13, and 
our domestic revenue from postage is $37,769,057.56. 

Thus it will be seen that only 66 per cent. of our domestic postage 
revenue is devoted to domestic transportation, while American steam- 
ers for carrying foreign mails receive all the sea and inland postage, 
which, for letters, is 5 centseach of } ounce or under, or $1.60 per pound, 
and for papers 8 cents per pound, while our domestic postage is only 2 
cents for a letter weighing 1 ounce or under, and 1 cent a pound for 


papers. i 

This subsidy amendment proposes to give $800,000 to American built 
and registered vessels for carrying the mails to Brazil, Mexico, Central 
and South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Isl- 
ands; New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian colonies; 
China and Japan, at a compensation of not over 50 cents per mile, going 
and returning. 

For the last fiscal year there were fifty-eight American vessels en- 
gaged in this service which traveled in an aggregate 1,630,176 miles! $ 
At this estimate it would require $815,000 fo pay them, thus leaving 
a deficit in that behalf of $15,000. It is idle tosay that the Postmas- 
ter-General could contract with these lines for the service at a sum less 
than $800,000. They would insist upon having all, and thus monopo- 
lize the business, driving off competitors, or dedline to carry the mails 
which, in either case, would not be very reassuring to our commer- 
cial intercourse with those countries and American ship-building. 

Our commercial prosperity seems to be the innocent and patriotic 
purpose of such legislation. Then when that sum should be so ab- 
sorbed what would become of the service contemplated in the last para- 
graph of the amendment, which is as follows: 

The Postmaster-General, if in his judgment it be practicable, shall contract 
for a semi-monthly mail service between the ports of New York and New Or- 


leans, alternately, and the port of Rio de Janeiro, under the provisions of this 
act. 


Of course nothing would be left of the amount for such service. 
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Only 8.37 per cent. of the entire sea-borne mail for the last fiscal year 
was dispatched to the countries contemplated in the amendment, and 
to pay $800,000 for this service, amounting to only 45,021 pounds of 
letters and 424,447 pounds of paper, would be an unblushing subsidy, 
In the mean time all the balance of foreign-mail service, which com- 
prisesalmost the entire amount of that service, is relegated to the House 
appropriation for foreign mails, namely, $375,000. 

How the extravagant bounty of $800,000 a year for the transmission 
of 469,468 pounds of mail to the countries south of us and across the 
Pacific would cause their inhabitants to buy our manufactured prod- 
ucts, when they can buy them elsewhere cheaper than we will sell them 
for, is a mystery that can not be explained. : 

Perhaps a sense of exalted admiration for the immense sums donated 
to a few vessels by this Government might cause them to make the 
sacrifice, but that can scarcely be considered human nature. 

The following table will show how exports of merchandise from the 
United States to Brazil have scarcely increased for twenty years, and 
how our imports from Brazid have rapidly advanced, in face of our 
protective tariff. 

[From report of Central and South American Commissioners. ] 


The following statement shows the value of merchandise imported from and 
exported to Brazil during the twenty years from 1865 to 1884, inclusive: 


Year ending June 30— | Exports. | Imports. Total. 

$6,580,161 | $9,784,312 | $16,364,473 
5, 691, 659 16, 816, 803 508, 462 
5,099,387 | 19,100,300 | 24, 199, 687 
5,695,404 | 23,595,740 | 29, 291, 144 
5, 866, 604 837,403 | 30, 704, 007 
5,774, 823.| 25,161, 219 30, 985, 542 
6,013,733 | 30,551,215 36, 564, 948 
5, 912, 783 30, 122, 36, 035, 167 
7,197,722 | 38,540,376 | 45,738,098 
7, 702,156 43, 888, 647 51,590, 803 
7, 742, 359 42, 027, 863 49, 770, 222 
7, 346, 380 45, 446, 381 52,792, 761 
7,581, 813 43, 498, 041 51, 079, 854 
8,686,704 | 42,968,973 | 51, 655, 677 
8,194,370 | 39,875,441 47,569, 811 
8,605,346 | 51,970,090 60,575, 436 
9,252,415 | 52,782,536 | 62,034,951 
9, 152, 562 48, 801, 878 57, 54, 440 
9,252,094 | 44, 4881459 | 53, 740, 553 
8, 646, 261 50, 256, 189 58, 902, 450 
Total for twenty years........<0s00 145,994, 246 | 724,014,250 | 870,008, 496 


Excess of imports, $579,020, 004. 


It would require an Oriental imagination and the highest order of 
the poetic temperament to suppose a subsidy for mail service to the 
vessels on that line would have reversed the figures or affected the result, 

When the sea carriage was ample to import so liberally, the same 
means were at hand to export as much or more. They would not buy 
our merchandise because they could purchase elsewhere at lower rates. 
They preferred going further and faring better. This ademocratic ad- 
ministration! It has not recommended such a measure as this, and I 
do not think it could approve of it. 

The postal system was created for the transmission of mails ata fair 
compensation. It is a perversion of it to make it a medium of distrib- 
uting bounties forany purpose, In his annual report the present Post- 
master-General says, speaking of the foreign service: 

No exigency exists for the establishment of any new lines to carry the mails. 
Those now on the sea as common carriers are sufficient for the present needs 
of the foreign-mail service. They a) to have maintained themselves for 
years without Government bounty in profitable pursuit of their business, 

Mr. Chairman, the people whom it is my honor to represent here are 
almost wholly agricultural, and for twenty years have phy i hard 
against the tyranny of adverse circumstances and have felt keenly the 
marked advantages. thataggregated and Ca eae wealth has enjoyed at 
the expense of the farming classes and the burden of a high protective 
tariff system. Many of them have seen wealth walk out and poverty 
walk in. They saw the one depart almost without a murmur, and re- 
ceived the other without a sigh, and have bravely maintained the strug- 

agile for existence to this good hour. They are loyal to the Government, 
and none would more glory in its prowess and progress than they, but 
they would have its blessings descend on all alike. They favor nosub- 
sidies; they want simply an equal chance with all other pursuits; they 
ask no bounty or protective tariff for themselves, nor do they favor the 
same for the sake of others. They insist on the lowest possible amount 
of taxation, falling lightest on the necessaries of life, and a govern- 
ment justly and economically administered. 

The war being over, they want peace, and not a fruitless war of words 
and bitter recriminations, They would banish all sectional animosity, 
so that throughout our great Republic— 

° Good-will between us like the palm may flourish, 

And peace its wheaten garland wear. 

To these convictions I give my cordial approbation. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, the proposition sent to us by the Sen- 
ate is a most extraordinary one in any aspect in which it may be 
viewed. It is simply a proposition on the part of the Senate that we 


shall make a donation out of the public Treasury of $740,000 per an- 
num to certain ship-builders in this country, the chief of whom is Mr. 
John Roach. During the last fiscal year we had the mail carried on 
the line now proposed to be subsidized ata cost of $60,000. They 
were glad to get it at $60,000. They made money by carrying it at 
$60,000. - They are glad to get the same amount of freight to carry 
under their special-dispatch charge, which is about 9} cents a pound, 
and they would have made $52,000 by carrying the mail at that rate. 

They carried 548,000 pounds of American mails on those lines for 
$60,000, and notwithstanding they carried it last year at that rate we 
now propose to pay them $800,000 for the same service. They are glad 
to get freight to carry at 80 cents per 100 pounds, eight-tenths of a cent 
per pe On all the waters of the earth ships are now carrying 
freight, hunting for it, glad to get it, at that rate for like distances, and 
the owners are making profit by it. If they were not theirships would 
be lying up at the docks. At thatrate we would pay less than $5,000 
for the carriage of this 548,000 pounds of mail matter, but the Post- 
master-General is willing to pay them the sea and inland postage, which 
is about $98,000, double what we pay the foreign lines for carrying our 
mails, for we only pay them sea ge, while the Department is will- 
ing to pay these lines both sea and inland postage. Now, why is it that 
we are asked to pay out this vast amount of money when we can get 
pe mails carried faster and better and in greater security by paying 

0,000? 

Gentlemen say it is nota subsidy. I say it is a donation outright, 
without any compensation to the public Treasury, without any com- 
pensation to public commerce, without any compensation to the people 
of the United States in any respect whatever. But it is said that this 
is to be done in the interest of extending our foreign commerce. When 
did the gentlemen who are proposing this subsidy become so much in 
love with the extension of our foreign commerce? This proposition 
comes from those who have been pria ris down our foreign commerce, 
who have always talked about finding home markets for our home prod- 
uce, and who have denounced every proposition to extend our commerce 
to foreign countries as an emanation of the British brain, as a reflection 
of British sentiment, and the advocacy of British policy here. But 
whenever it is proposed to unlock the doors of the public Treasury to 
take a large sum of money that has been wrung by hard taxation from 
an oppressed and plundered people and throw it into the lap of John 
Roach, and Cramp & Sons, and some others of these ship-builders, then 
all at once these gentlemen became enamored of foreign commerce, 

We heard a few days ago a lecture delivered by a gentleman on this 
floor upon the subject of economy. - He told us that the people were 
calling a halt and were demanding that we should reduce taxation. 
That exhortation to economy was delivered upon alittle bill proposing 
to expend a few thousand dollars; but when we have before usa prop- 
osition to spend $800,000, the same gentleman who then lectured this 
House in favor of stopping expenditures from the public Treasury and 
reducing taxation comes forward and lends the benefit of his counsel 
and his aid to this proposition to spend $800,000 for the foreign mail 
service, 

Mr. HEWITT. Does the gentleman refer to me? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. t 

Mr. HEWITT. I object to a subsidy; I am against it. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I did not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. HEWITT. Certainly you did not. 

Mr. MILLS. Is the gentleman opposed to the Senate amendment ? 

Mr. HEWITT. I oppose the Senate amendment, and shall vote 
against it. 

Mr. MILLS. Is the gentleman opposed to paying any more for this 
service than the sea and inland postage? 

Mr. HEWITT. Iam opposed to paying any more than the value of 
the service. I propose to pay what it is worth. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. LANHAM obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to my 
colleague [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. MILLS. . Mr. i , it is said that the measure now under 
consideration will benefit our foreign commerce. It is said that our 
fathers subsidized vessels from 1850 to 1860. Itis said that England 
has subsidized steamship lines; and it is true. Itis said that her com- 
merce has been extending and strengthening ever since she the 
subsidy system. But, sir, this growth of England’s commerce had 
no reference whatever tosubsidy. The commerce of England, itis true, 
grew while she was giving large sums for her foreign-mail service; and 
so did ours while we were making similar payments. But why was it? 
There is a vast distinction, which must be drawn here in order to un- 
derstand this question properly. The people of the United States be- 
tween 1850 and 1860 were carrying out a policy looking to free com- 
merce and trade with the world. They were breaking down the walls 
that had existed between themselves and the people of foreign coun- 
tries. They were propagating their trade in every possible-way. 

England was pursuing the same policy. Shewas negotiating treaties 
with all the powers of the earth, eveh the petty princes of Afmca, in 
order that she might extend her trade to all peoples, civilized, half- 
civilized, and savage; she sought to remove every obstruction to trade; 
she sent her consuls to every country to protect her trade; she nego- 
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tiated treaties for the abolition of the old doctrine that in time of war 
goods carried under am enemy’s flag are to be considered as the goods 
of the enemy, and through her influence neutral goods were secured 
under an enemy’s flag. She has bent all her energies to banish priva- 
teering from the ocean, and to secure in every way she could the com- 
merce of the world against all dangers and all hinderances as it moved 
toward its markets. 

Having removed all the hindering causes, she then began to push her 
commerce everywhere. Her manufaturers said to Parliament, ‘‘ There 
are some people in South America whose trade we want. Help us pro- 
cure it.’ Parliament responded by sending a line of steamships to 
South America. Her manufacturers sent out agents on these lines, 
and said to them, ‘‘See what those people want—what sort of 
hats and pantaloons and vests they wear; study their tastes and report 
tous. We will manufacture goods to send to them, and in exchange, 
we will take their wool and their copper, bring them to our markets, 
manufacture them, and send them over the world.” But here you are 
saying, ‘* We will not have the wool and copper of Peruand Chili; we will 
not have the things that they wish to exchange for our productions,” 
At the same time you propose to pour money from the Treasury into 
the pockets of John Roach, while you exclude from this country the 
goods which these South American nations would gladly exchange for 
ours. That is the proposition you make, and yet you talk about ex- 
tending commerce ! 

In order to extend commerce the first thing you must do is to remove 
the barriers which exclude the commodities that other nations desire 
to exchange for ours, When you have leveled these obstructions it will 
then be time enongh for you to devise means to push your commerce to 
foreign countries by ocean lines of steamers. I do not know but that 
it may be wise then to do it if the demands of commerce itself do not 
put vessels on the line. But first you must throw open the gateways 
to this country and let the commerce of other countries come in. Com- 
merce is two-sided. It takes two men to make a trade, and it takes two 
countries to make a trade. You must be willing to accept what othef 
papers send you as well as desirous to force them to take what you 
send. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. MILLS. Ob, my friend has spoken several time’ on this sub- 
ject. Í 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman maintain that in these days 
trade is barter, and that we can obtain trade only by giving away our 
markets? Do not the facts point the other way? Do we not now sell 
our goods to South America either directly or via Europe? 

Mr. MILLS, Oh, yes; we do a little trade of all sorts with South 
America. But if we were willing to take the wool of South American 
countries, they would be more willing to take our manufactured goods. 
If New England would manufacture goods to suit the tastes of the people 
of South America—manufacture them as our consuls have told us re- 
peatedly those people want them manufactured, and not manufacture 
goods for Venezuela according to the tastes of the people of Boston, and 
if we were willing to take what they have to give in exchange, then we 
should have trade, and trade without any subsidy. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] f 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I know how distasteful the word ‘‘sub- 
sidy’’ is to many of the American people. And I also know that 
there has not been for years a railroad constructed in America without 
the aid of either national or local subsidies, and often with the most 
beneficial results to the whole people. 

Scarcely a furnace, forge, or factory of any kind or character has 
been erected for years in any part of the country without the aid of 
local subsidies. 

Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been and is being paid an- 
nually by the Government for the encouragement of agriculture, and 
but few can be found who will deny the propriety, if not the necessity, 
of nin Government aid to this great and important branch of national 
industry. 

Subsidies are freely and intelligently voted in aid of educational in- 
terest by the nation, the States, counties; and cities. 

Other countries, with the products of which ours come in contact 
and competition, have aided by subsidies their commercial appliances 
so far that if individual enterprise is left to cope unaided with these, 
they must be driven out in the unfair contest. 

I can discern no reason why, as a people, we should aid by subsidies 
every creative or other industry down to tide water, and then become 
alarmed at the word subsidy, reverse our policy, and leave our mails 
and commerce to be driven from the seas. 

The national thought has been directed to the subject of production 
too long to the exclusion of the equally important one of finding a mar- 
ket for these products, 

I regret somewhat that this question should be attached to the Post- 
Office appropriation bill, asI should prefer to vote directly for the propo- 
sition, pure and simple, of stimulating American ship-building and 
American commerce by Government aid to the ends that new markets 
may be sought out for our surplus products and American lines of 
transportation to carry it there. 

I hold to the opinion that our people can cope successfully with the 


people of any other country on earth in the battle of life when placed 
on an equal footing; but that they can not do so when their competi- 
tors are fostered and protected by government aid. Therefore I will 
give my vote for this amendment as a slight step toward the grounds 
that we should assume, that it is the first duty of the American Con- 
gress to take care of the interest of the American people, even though 
the people and interests of other nations should languish. 

If I believed in the theories of free trade I would vote against this 
amendment, but as a protectionist of American producers and the 
American system I must support it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Chairman, the master of the French revolution, 
in reply to an opponent, once thundered from the tribune that ‘‘ words 
were things.” The discussion which this amendment has provoked is 
only another illustration of the profeund truth contained in that reply. 
A simple proposition to pay an adequate sum for a service rendered is 
denounced as asubsidy, and men grow happy and rub their hands with 
glee, thanking God that they are not subsidists. T remember, after 
the little unpleasantness over the bill of my distinguished friend from 
Illinois, just two years ago, a dissatisfied constituent of mine said that 
he was done with me because I was a protectionist; and when a friend 
of mine asked him what a protectionist was he said he did not know. 
The word stood him instead of an idea; and if I had been denounced 
at the time, or stabbed with the same fatal. epithet with which Dan- 
iel O'Connell drew the life-blood of the old fish-woman, as a parallelo- 
pipedon, it would have served just as well. 

Now, sir, words do not appal me unless they have back of them ideas 
and principles at which conscience may justly take offense. 

If the charge so freely bandied here that this is a subsidy means that 
we who advocate this amendment are about to vote away the people’s 
money for an improper object or to waste it ina fruitless attempt to re- 
vive the languishing carrying trade of the country, then I propose to 
seriously examine the charge and discuss the foundation upon which it 
rests. If pesca, Seca is meant by it than the vague insinuation of an 
ill-defined word, I shall not attempt to beat the empty air in search of 
an imaginary enemy. 

What is this proposition? 

First, That going and coming the steam carrier of the mail flying the 
American flag between this country and foreign ports may receive for 
a stated period a compensation not exceeding 50 cents per nautical mile 
traveled. This is to be arranged by contract. 3 

Second. If such a contract can not be agreed upon, then the Post- 
master-General may provide for an expeditious foreign ocean mail service 
by American steamers for such period and at such rates of compensation 
as may be just, not to exceed, however, the limit of 50 cents a mile. 
For this purpose the sum of $800,000 is appropriated by the Senate 
amendment, and this amendment is further restricted by the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] to divide this 
sum by applying one-half to existing lines and reserving the other half 
for new companies that may come into existence. Here then is a prop- 
osition that up to the limit of 50 cents a mile the Postmaster-General 
may contract for this service. If he can get it done for half of the sum, 
there is nothing in the amendment which requires him to give the whole 
of it. The lan of the amendment is not that these American 
steamship lines s have in any event 50 cents a mile. That sum is 
fixed as the maximum limit beyond which the rate of compensation 
shall not pass. 

But then it is said that it amounts to the same thing, because there 
are no competitions, and that the proposal therefore in each case will 
be to for not less than the maximum rate. 

Well, then what follows? If the Postmaster-General is not willing 
to let a long contract, for three or five years, at 50 cents a mile or less, 
he may say to those companies. I want to pay you what is just, Irec- 
ognize the fact that youare entitled to something more for this service 
than the mere weight of mail or number of letters or parcels would èn- 
title you to. I think distance should be taken into consideration. I 
think the hazards of the sea, the magnitude of the capital required for 
the construction, equipment, and management of a large steamship, the 
item of marine insurances, and the unprofitableness of the journey, $ 
contrasted with other routes, drawing tribute from a hundred way ee 
tions, ought all to be taken into the account. Nay, I will goa step fur- 
ther, and to be perfectly fair with you I will admit into this estimate 
another consideration, which some of our intensely practical friends, 
who can see no merit in anything except a pinching economy, would 
exclude. I will even say, in this bargain, that I would rather have an 
American ship carry the United States mail than a foreign bottom. I 
would rather pay a little more to an American vessel, if it was only for 
the sentiment of retaining the poor privileges of carrying the correspond- 
ence affecting our foreign commerce, which now unhappily sails the seas 
under other flags than our own. ‘Taking all these things into the ac- 
count, I will pay you 30, 40, or 50 cents a mile, as the case may be. 

Is that an improper waste of money? Is there anything dishonora- 
ble or disgraceful in such an arrangement? Why, sir, it has been dem- 
onstrated over and over again that the outlay of some of those compa- 
nies for delivering the mails is greater than the income they receive 
from sea and inland postage. Is it not dishonorable and disgraceful 
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for a great Government like this to be a pensioner upon the bounty of 
these steamship lines? Why do they carry your mail at all? It cer- 
tainly is not for the profit they niake out of it. y i 

The United States is in the attitude of a beggar. It says to these 
carriers: ‘‘As long as you are going on the voyage you might as well take 
my mail; it will not cost you much to do it; in some cases yon may 
even make enough from the postage to pay your actual outlay in han- 
dling and delivering the bags. Do you not think it would be churlish 
in you, not to say unpatriotic, to sail without discharging a small neigh- 
borly act like this? You ought to remember, too, that prior to April 
1, 1884, I would not permit you to clear unless you to take the 
mail, and now that I have released you from that obligation and have 
thrown myself upon your generosity entirely, is it too much to claim 
some little consideration in return for such a friendly service? Iam 
not asking Fonts oes et eee ads of course if that was the case 
it would make a difference, but Iam simply saying that as long as you 
have to go to Cuba, to Japan, to Brazil, to Venezuela, Mexico, Central 
and South America, and you have plenty of room in your vessel, you 
might as well take the mail. It is not very heavy; it will not take up 
much space; it will not incommode you very much, and really the 
compensation, though small, is quite enough for the service. I give 
you 5 cents for every letter, this being a bargain regulated by tare. 
The bag is excluded as gross; besides, wrappers, under our new tariff, 
do not count in the valuation. A thousand letters at 5 cents apiece is 
$50, all of which you earn for carrying a small leather or canvas bag 
that may be stuffed away in some corner of the ship and not be so much 
as seen, let alone felt. Now you charge nothing for carrying a pas- 
senger’s trunks that will take up twice as much room, will weigh five 
times as much, and will be correspondingly difficult to place and to 
handle. Instead of being stingy with you, you see Iam really munifi- 
cent—absolutely profuse, ridiculously extravagant, ”? 

This argument was too strong for most of the lines, but it seems from 
the Postmaster-General’s report that there was one recalcitrant com- 
pany atSan Francisco which was nòt so responsive to either patriotism 
or reason, and boldly refused to carry the mail for the princely sum of 
5 cents a letter. The head of the Post-Office Department, who had first 
invented an ingenious method of getting rid of offensive partisans, the 
chief merit of which consisted in the secrecy by which the operation 
was to be conducted, bethought him of the striking tween 
the s trunk and the United States mail, and with oneof those 
sudden and lightning-like inspirations which only occur to true genius, 
hit npon an expedient to rid the country of its postal matter with the 
same secrecy and dispatch with which he has gotten rid of the fourth- 
class postmasters, A to his own account, he telegraphed to the 
agent of the Post-Office Dipa at San Francisco to buy a ticket 
. to Panama for passage on steamer then about to sail, and then to 

take the United States mail on board as his personal š 
gued, and fairly, that each passenger was entitled to so much è 
that the mail in this instance did not exceed the prescribed weight, or 
ifjt did the difculty could be overcome by’ paying a little more for 
extra baggage. 

This the agent would have been compelled to do at any rate, because 
it is to be presumed that postal clerks, while they are knocked about a 
good deal and may possibly in this way become somewhat indifferent 
to comfort and appearance, would still find difficulty in supplying their 
personal wants out of the United States mail, even if it were permis- 
sible to open the pouch. In other words, it is to be presumed that the 
agent in this case would have a trunk or yalise of his own in which he 
would carry a few articles of personal attire, and unless this trunk or 
valise was big enough to hold his clothes and the mail bag too, there 
would be extra to pay for, and it would be difficult to claim that 
the contents of the United States mail constituted his personal effects. 
It is fair to presume that the extra charge would have to be paid apon 
the pouch rather than upon the trunk, always assuming of course that 
the mail bag was not in the trunks, 

As the whole scheme was one of economy and secrecy, as in fact there 
is little or no merit in the invention unless the company was to be 
outwitted by a shrewd maneuver on the part of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, I strongly incline to the belief, although his report is silent upon 

~is part of the case, that the mail was to be concealed like a stow- 
away in the trunks and so passed as the baggage of the t, re- 
ducing the actual cost of transportation to the price paid for his ticket. 
I do not know why the. system has not been gen: y introduced, un- 
less it is for the reason given by the Postmaster-General that the fares 
earned by the companies for the carriage of passengers with United 
States mails attached were not equal to sea and inland postage. But 
it would seem that there ought to be some honor connected with this 
mixed transportation of the individual and the sovereignty of the 
nation which should carry with it an increased fare and the charge for 
an ordinary ee A man traveling with the United States mail 
as a part of his personal effects would naturally receive more consider- 
ation than a common traveler and ought in justice to pay forthe honor. 

The Forty-eighth Congress; in my opinion, by what is knownas the 

subsidy amendment, intended that the Postmaster-General should apply 


the money appropriated by that amendment for the purpose of paying 


He ar- 


our American steamships some adequate sum for the service rendered. 
The whole debate shows that the-authority conferred upon him was not 
directory but mandatory. He has seen fit to put a different construc- 
tion upon the act, and as a result of his conclusion has been forced inte 
resorting to an expedient to escape the consequences of his folly which 
I do not care to characterize. 

The United States mail is not baggage, nor is it freight, and any rate 
of compensation for its carriage either upon sea or land based upon this 
naked idea misconceives the nature of the service rendered. 

I think that the old colored mail messenger in Virginia had a much 
truer and keener appreciation of the character and dignity of thisservice 
than the Postmaster-General. Whena white man kicked him as he was 
carrying the mail down the platform toward his house, he turned around 
on his assailant and said: ‘‘ Look here, boss, do you know when you 
isa kicking me that you’re kicking the whole United States?” There 
is a decency and propriety in this case easy to perceive but difficult to 
analyze, which requires that the compensation to be paid should not 
be determined by the ordinary rules which govern the transportation 
of freights or mere merchandise. 

Let a man consider but a moment the immense difference between a 
sack of flour and a sack of mail matter. One goes to the wharf in an 
open dray and is pitched by the stevedore into the hold of the vessel. 
The other comes to the wharf in a closed wagon with the symbols of 
the United States painted upon its sides.. It contains matter which 
from the moment it has left the writer’s hands has become sacred in 
the eye of the law, and from the drop-box to the point of delivery passes 
through sueh hands only as have been consecrated for theservice. But 
when you go a step further and analyze the contents of the bags the 
difference is still more striking. The mail-bag is an epitome of human 
life. The social and business intercourse of nations is represented there 
as well as the sovereignty of the country. 

It is simply ridiculous to say that supposing the flour-bag and mail- 
bag to be equal in weight and dimensions, and both to be carried the 
same distance, that therefore the same rate of com tion should be 
paid for each. And yet the proposition is not ridiculous if weight, 
space occupied, and distance traveled are the only considerations which 
are to determine what shall be paid for the carriage of the mail. 

Apart from building up our merchant marine and establishing new 
commercial relations with the countries south of us I believe in pay- 
ing a fair compensation for our foreign ocean steamship mail service, 
and I know that the rate now paid is not fair, and in some cases in- 
stead of being a benefit to the companies is an actual burden. The 
coastwise, the river, and star-route service are all compensated upon the 
basis of the considerations to which I have: referred, and surely if a 
difference is to be ized it ought to be made in favor of the solitary 
carrier of the sea who beats his tempestuous way along an untraveled 
road toward an uncertain port. [Applause.] 

When Mr. FINDLAY had spoken five minutes the gavel fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McADOO. If the Chairman will recognize me I will yield my 
time to the gentleman from Maryland. 

The CHAIRMAN. But five minutes remain for that side. If no 
enema claims that time the Chair will recognize the gentleman from 

land. 

Mr. BRUMM. I claim it. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I tried hard to get into the general debate, but had 
not an opportunity. I ask leave to extend my remarks, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DAWOR) is entitled to recognition. 

Mr. LAWLER. Iyield my time to the gentleman from Maryland, 

Mr. FINDLAY resumed ahd concluded the remarks printed above. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] is intended to reduce the proposal of 
the Senate amendment one-half, from eight to four hundred thousand 
dollars. As interpreted by the gentleman himself the expenditure of 
this sum is left discretionary with the Postmaster-General. The ex- 
ercise of such discretion ought not to be imposed on that officer; he does 
not want it, and to vest it in him after the controversy which has grown 
out of this question is to again subject him to the accusation that the 
discretion has been abused. 

This is a responsibility which belongs to Congress; and, as I under- 
stand the proposition of the gentleman from New York, it requires the 
expenditure of the money at any rate not exceeding 50 cents per mile. 
The limitation that ‘‘the Postmaster-General shall as far as possible 
cause” the mails to be carried, will, in my opinion, leave the Postmas- 
ter-General without the supposed or intended discretion and make it 
his duty to spend the money. 

The Postmaster-General, charged with the conduct of our United 
States mails on land and sea, at home and abroad, estimates the cost of 
carrying our mails going to and coming from foreign countries at 
$375,000 and asks for that sum for that k ER of the mail service. 
This is $42,000 more than was expended last year orin any one yearin 
the last eight for the same purpose. 

The bill which the House sent to the Senate appropriating the $375,- 
000 asked for this foreign mail service comes back to us with a Senate 
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amendment adding $800,000 for the alleged purpose of securing more 
frequent and faster mails from this country to China and Japan, Aus- 
tralia, Mexico, Central and South America, in American ships. 

This annual sum of $800,000 is to continue for five years, and at the 
end of five years will have cost us $4,000,000. 

This part of the foreign mail service is now done for not more than 
$60,000 and has been done for much less than $60,000 a year in all of 
the last eight years, and the proposed increase will require us to pay 
in five years $4,000,000 for carrying mails which on the basis of exist- 
ing law would be carried for $300,000. 

The subsidy, bounty, or encouragement system in a modified or in 
some form is with us thirty-five or more years old. If calling it sub- 
sidy is objectionable to anybody I will say that this plan of giving more 
for carrying mails on sea than the service can be obtained for with the 
alleged purpose of building ships, opening up or creating foreign trade 
or foreign commerce, is more than thirty-five years old. And old as it 
is, it never built a ship, bettered trade, or made a market. It did lead 
to some corrupt practices which caused it to die several years ago. 
There was an attempt to resurrect it last Congress, and now here it is 
again. i 

The attempted revival by last Congress of this system or policy was 
defeated by the Postmaster-General in the judicious exercise of the 
discretion then left with him. This too without hinderance or detri- 
ment to the foreign mail service and with mindful regard to the prefer- 
ence and advantage which under the law he may give American ship- 
owners. To thesehesaid, asdisclosedin the correspondence: ‘‘ Carry the 
foreign mails, and you shall receive sea and inland postage or nearly 
three times the amount for which foreign ship-owners are ready to 
render this service.” This the owners of ships carrying our flag refused, 
and would not allow American mails to be carried on American ships 
except u their own terms. These terms they failed to get, because 
of the official courage and integrity of Postmaster-General Vilas, 

Now they are here flying the American flag and prescribing their 
own terms in this Senate amendment, which this time leaves the Post- 
master-General without that official discretion which before enabled 
him to protect the public interest and the public Treasury. That duty 
is now outs. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I am next on the list, and I yield 
my time to my colleague [Mr. Morrison]. í 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr.Chairman, theadvocates of this Senate amend- 
ment, so far as appears from the discussion, insist on its adoption more 
for commercial reasons than for the p expressed in the amend- 
ment itself. They complain of our unwillingness to pay more than the 
sum needed to secure the service. They insist that itis unfair and un- 
just = pats to pay as much or vs Scag neal carrying mails vice 

ple in foreign counties as we pay for supplying our own people in 
ey own country with mail facilities : ae 

Among others the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] made 
this criticism of the opposition to this measure. Without intending it 
the gentleman furnished the answer to his own argument when hesaid 
that we carried the mails to our distant frontiers at a cost greatly dis- 
proportionate to the few people it found there. 

This he correctly said was done to establish settlement, that cities 
and towns might be built and farms opened and cultivated. Sir, we 
do not send our mails at so great cost over the sea and to the frontier 
of other countries where we do not own or want to owna foot of land, 
nor would we plant colonies or settlements or build cities or make the 
homes of our people there. We are asked to emulate d, copy 
France, follow Germany, in the carrying and distribution of mails. 
This is what we have been doing fora century. We carry or pay for 
carrying the mails to our ownpeople. Does England, France, Germany, 
or any European country do more except for hire? a 

When Great Britain subsidizes or hires a transatlantic ship she pays 
to send her mails to her territory in this hemisphere, North and South 
America, equal toourown, more than 3,600,000 square miles and 6,000, - 
000 of her people—British subjects. When she pays a steamer to 
mails to Hong-Kong, China, and Japan, going by way of the Suez Canal, 
it carries her mails past and to more than a million of square miles of 
her territory and to;over 200,000,000 of her subjects—five times as many 
people as she has at home. 

When she sends them to Australia, if the ship goes down one side 
of Africa and back on thè other it carries mail to two and one-half 
millions of hey subjects, and passes nearly half a million square miles of 
her territory there (in Africa), and when the ship reaches Australia 
and Australasia she finds an empire thirty times larger than that we 
call Great Britain, and nearly four million of subjects, and those too 
largely her own children and their descendants. Gentlemen know, but 
forget for the purpose of this debate, that Great Britain, her territories, 
one, and dependencies cover one-seventh of the land surface of the 


When France carries mails across the Atlantic it is to her colonies 
in the West Indies and South America, where she has 40,000 square 
miles of territory and three hundred and seventy-five thousand people. 
When she pays to send her mails to Cochin China and neighbors, she 
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finds 60,000 square miles of her territory and nearly eleven million sub- 
jects. 

When she starts out to Australasia she carries her mails past and to 
200,000 square miles of her colonies and over a million of subjects in 
Africa, and in Oceanica has dozens of islands and nearly ninety thousand 
subjects. In all her colonies and protected countries, France outside 
of France is nearly half a million square miles of land and twenty-one 
and one-half millions of people. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I will give the gentleman from Il- 
linois part of my time. : 

Mr. MORRISON. I will try to take but little of it. 

Germany, too, Mr, Chairman, grants large subsidies, having fallen 
upon this policy only in the last year,and why? Because she, too, has 
now embarked in the policy or scheme of colonization. Her people were 
leaving fatherland and coming to ours—she tried protection without 
avail; wages refused to rise with protection. Her people would not 
stayin Germany; she determined to plantthem in German colonies; she 
has territory on the west coast of Africa and on the east. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] held up Germany 
as anew convert to the subsidy faith and as an example for us. She, 
he said, paid or was going to pay $1,000,000 a year for carrying her mails 
to Australia. The gentleman from New Jersey hardly forgets that 
Germany has acquired part of New Guinea and the Bismarck Archi- 

lago, and now has territory alongside Australia ten times as largeas 
his State of New Jersey and with 300,000 population. The United 
States pays more than $1,000,000 for carrying mails to a like area or 
equal extent of territory. 

No, Mr. Chairman, there is nothing in the example or policy of Ger- 
many, or of any other country of Europe, which justifies us in enter- 
ingupon thisquestionablescheme. Everything in the history and prac- 
tices of our own country forbids it. 

[After Mr. MORRISON had spoken five minutes the hammer fell. ` Be- 
fore he resumed the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I am next on the list, and I yield 
my time to my colleague [Mr. MORRISON]. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRUMM. When the chairman has taken the names of mem- 
bers who desire to speak under the five-minute rule on the affirmative 
or on the negative side of the question before the House and a member 
places hi f, we will say for instance on the affirmative side—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. We will give you leave to print your question in 
the Recorp. [Laughter.] I yield my time to my colleague. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear the question of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM]. é 

Mr. BRUMM. My question is this: When a gentleman places him- 
self on the affirmative side of the issue and some fifteen min- 
utes ostensibly on that side, and it then turns out that he is really on 
the negative side, he having, whether unintentionally or by trick or 
fraud, succeeded in occupying fifteen minutes of time in that way, I 
desire to know whether it is proper that that time shouldstill be charged 
to the affirmative side, or should it be charged to the negative side of 
the question ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not remember the whole of the 

tleman’s question. The time on thatside ofthe Houseis exhausted. 

e gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] is recognized. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon a decision. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman can notinterrupt the gentleman 


from Illinois who is now on the floor. 

Mr. BRUMM. I insist upon a decision on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. BRUMM. The chairman is mistaken. I wish to correct the 
chairman in this, that I do not-—— i 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has decided. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania can appeal if he likes. 


Mr. BRUMM. No; I will not appeal. I simply wish to correct the | 


Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. BRUMM. You will not permit me to make a correction. 

The CHAIRMAN. No. [Laughter, ] z 

Mr. MORRISON resumed and finished his remarks as above. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I rise only to direct attention to 
the curious spectacle presented in this House in reference to a proposi- 
tion involving a possible expenditure of $4,000,000. This proposition 
is urged upon us without a word of administrative suggestion or ap- 
proval. Isthereanything in the message of the President of the United 
States directing attention to the necessity of expending this money? 
Do we find in the report of the Postmaster-General any suggestion in 


favor of this scheme? Not only does the Postmaster-General fail to” 


recommend it, but every word he has uttered in relation to this subject 


has been a against such an appropriation. The proposition 


comes to us out of the usual course. No estimate forit has been sub- 
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mitted; no reference to the subject comes to us through the usual chan- 
nel of communication, the Speaker of this House. This provision has 
emanated from the other branch of Congress—a body which for years 
has been contending against the right of this House to put upon a gen- 
eral appropriation bill any provision legislative in its er. 

This expenditure, so far as justified at all, is supported only on the 
broad ground that it is going to revive American commerce. But, sir, 
our experience for thirty years and more has shown that every effort of 
this character to appropriate money out of the Treasury of the United 
States for any such purpose has been a failure. No, gentlemen, the re- 
vival of American shipping is not to be-promoted by subsidy, by any 
appropriations of money in the manner now proposed. The gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] who has urged this argument as 
to the revival of American commerce will himself admit that this ap- 
propriation, if it does not accomplish any such result, is a waste of the 
public money. Judging from the past, I do not believe it will accom- 

lish anything in that direction. ence I think it a waste of the pub- 

ic money, and I believe we are utterly without justification in making 
any such appropriation. 

Before taking my seat I wish to give expression to the hope that upon 
this proposition each of us may range himself on that side of the ques- 
tion where he expects to stay to the end. [Applause.] I remember 
very well when an appropriation of this kind, a, identical with the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewirr] 
to-day, was voted into the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. HEWITT rose. 

Mr. RANDALL, Well, I think they look to about the same result. 

Mr. HEWITT. ‘The gentleman from New York’? differs with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. We often differ, and Iam gladofit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEWITT. That is enco g- : i 

Mr. RANDALL. The proposition to which I refer was put into the 
Post-Office ial aie gar bill at 3 o’clockin the morning in the closing 
hours of the last session, and that result was finally accomplished by 
no change perhaps of the votes which members had cast upon the sub- 
ject, there being but few, ifany, suchchanges. That result would not 
have been reached except by reason ofthe absenteeism ofmembers. And 
in concluding I wish to invoke every man here to so record himself on 
this proposition that he will not find it necessary to absent himself there- 
after. BETEN mt 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the paneon of the gentleman 
from New York, as I understand his explanation of it, is substantially 
the same as the proposition of the bill for the current year, 

Mr. HEWITT: rose, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not yield. 

Mr. HEWITT. I want to correct the gentleman. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But I insist the gentleman has no right to interrupt 
me without my consent. 

Mr. HEWITT. Then do not misrepresent me. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not misrepresented you. I am in the debate 
giving my own construction, and the gentleman has no right to inter- 
rupt me. 

. HEWITT. The gentleman has misrepresented me. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr, Chairman, I am here construing this amend- 
ment as I apprehend it. 

Mr. HEWITT. Ah, that is another thing. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The gentleman must know that is what I am doing. 

Mr. HEWITT. But you said I construed it so. [Laughter]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I take the gentleman on that line. The prop- 
osition in the bill of this year is one of discretion, but the gentleman in 
referring to this amendment has claimed it is in the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General. How much better off is he now? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us look at this proposition. The bill of this 
year is certainly one of discretion. It has been so held by the Depart- 
ment. It provided thereshou]d not be exceeding 50 cents a mile. ‘This 
bill has that, but it does not stop there. That of the present year uses 
the language 

judgment and not the gentleman’s as to the true construction. 
*. And the Postntaster-General shall as far as possible— 
' Language directory— 
cause the mails of the United States to be carried to and from said places re- 
spectively in American built and registered steamships, provided— 

Here comes a little qualification— 
provided the same can be carried for a reasonable compensation to be by him 
determined, 


The Postmaster-General has already regarded sea and inland postage 

as reasonable com ion, but the gentleman indicates from the dis- 

tion of this House and of Congress, if his amendment be adopted, 

it ny be as high as 50 cents a mile. Therefore all the moral power 

House which that language can convey is that it is not to com- 

pel the Postmaster-General against hisavowed opinion asto reasonable 

: ens parses to use asum of money which he declares he does not 
need. [Applause. ] 

There can be no mistake about this matter. The gentleman from 


‘is hereby authorized;’’ and what I am saying is my- 


New York [Mr. Hewrrr] voted for the $400,000 proposition last win- 
ter. The gentleman from New York in my judgment is advocating a 
worse proposition to-day. 3 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one word more. The situation is singular. 
Last winter at the dead hour of night, under the stress of the state- 
ment we should have an extra session, under the declaration the Sen- 
ate would not consent to the passage of the Post-Office appropriation 
bill unless this was done, the amendment was placed on the bill. Time 
passed along, the Democratic administration came into power and put 
the ban of condemnation on it. That is all done to-day. The policy 
of the administration on this subject can not be mistaken; but the 
Senate of the United States, in violation of the principle of not potting 
legislation on appropriation bills, for which they have time an sgain 
arraigned this House, seek to force on that administration a Republican 
policy. There is an audacity, aboldness aboutit, that needs to be met 
by the courage of the men in power. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Will the gentleman allow me to ask who is legis- 
lating for the country, the Postmaster-General or——  - 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not yield. The gentleman knows I do not 
wish to be disturbed. ’ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Very well; I will not disturb you. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So far as this question is concerned no gentleman 
who does not want to be deceived can be deceived. The issue is clean 
and square. For one, as a Democrat, I am ready to stand responsible 
for it here and all over the land in the coming elections. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted, and the question recurs on 
the amendment to the amendment by the gentleman from Tennessee 
Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to Mr. Burrows's amendment the following : 

“Provided also, That $100,000 of said $400,000 shall be applied by the Postmaster- 
General to the transportation of foreign mails by existing steamers or lines run- 
rrp, Bb New Orleans to ports in Central and South America, and to ports in 
the West India Islands, and $100,000 of said $800,000 shall be applied by the Post- 
master-General to the establishment of new lines from the city of New Orleans 


to said ports in said islands and in Central and South America for the transpor- 
tation of said mails.” 


Mr. BURROWS. Isu the gentleman’s amendment comes in 
later, and not as an amendment to mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be voted on as read. 

‘The amendment was disagreed to. 

The question next recurredon Mr. Burrows’s amendment; which 
was read, as follows: 

After line 113 add: 

“ Provided, That not exceeding $400,000 of the amount herein ppro atea shall 
beexpended in payment of existing American steamship lines for the tra: r- 
tation of foreign according to the schedules heretofore in force; and that 
so much of the balance as may be required shall be expended in increasing the 
frequency of the postal service of such steamship lines and in the establishment 
of postal service by American built and registered steamships between the United 
States and such ports of the foreign countries herein named, not now connected 
with the United States by American steamship lines, as the Postmaster-General 
may select, including Buenos Ayres and Montevideo.” 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 142. 
plause. ] j 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question next recurred on the following amendment by Mr. 
DOUGHERTY. 

After $800,000, line 105, insert : 

“Of which amount $200,000, or so much thereof as may be required, shall be 
expended for the establishment of a mail line from a Gulf port to a port or ports 
in South and Central America; and the remainder of said $800,000 shall be ex- 
pended in payment of established lines as hereinafter provided.” 

Strike out lines 120, 121, 122, and 123. 

The amendment was disagreed to. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the substitute for 
the Senate amendment moved by the gentleman from New York [Mr, . 
HEWITT]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To secure the er uency and regularity in di: and a greater 
speed in Fagan dao mols to Brasil; the Re lies of exi Central and 
South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; New Cale- 
donia,New Zealand, and the Australian colonies,China and Japan, $400,000, or so 
much thereof as may be needed; and the Postmaster-General shall, as far as 
possible,cause the mails of the United States to be carried to and from said 
places rapea in American built and registered steamships, provided the 
same can be carried for a reasonable compensation, to be by him determined, 
but not exceeding the rate of 50 cents per nautical mile for the distance usually 
traveled in the most direct and feasible course between “the terminal points 
hereinbefore specified. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I move the following amendment to 
the Senate amendment : 

After the word steamships, on line 107, insert the following: 

* Except the Pacific Mail Steamship Company.” 


The CHAIRMAN. That will be first voted on. 

The amendment to the amendment was di to. 

The question recurrred on Mr. HEWITT’S substitute. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 139. 
plause. ] 

So the substitute was not adopted. 

Mr. HEWITT. Is it in order to ask for a vote by yeas and nays in 
the House? 


[Ap- 


[Ap- 
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Mr. RANDALL. It does not go to the House, and there will be no 
opportunity to vote on it. 

The Senate amendment was then non-concurred in. 

The committee informally rose. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of the bill (H. R. 5910) to detach the counties of Howard, 
Little River, and Sevier from the western and add them to the eastern 
sean of Arkansas, with amendments; in which concurrence was re- 
quested. 

It also announced the of the bill (H. R. 4968) to authorize 
and direct the registry and enrollment of the barge Michigan at Al- 
pena, Mich. 

It further announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in 
which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 290) for the relief of Davidson Dickson and others; 

A bill (S. 1886) for the relief of soldiers of the late war honorably 
discharged after three months service, who are disabled and dependent 
upon their own labor forsupport, and the dependent parents of soldiers 
who died in the service or from disabilities contracted therein; 

A bill (S. 2222) to authorize the Cheyenne and Northern Railway 
Company to build its road across the Fort Russell and Fort Laramie 
mili reservations; and 

A bill (S. 2152) to amend chapter 218 of the acts of the first 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, approved June 15, 1882. 

The committee resumed its session. 


on 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION DILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT moved that the committee rise and report the bill and 
Senate amendments to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reason the Chair did not make longer col- 
loquy with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] as tatime 
was use, the time being limited, it would be taken out of the time 
of gentlemen to whom it had been promised. And in point of fact 
the compains made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania as to the 
time yielded to the gentleman from New York was unjust. He had 
but seventeen minutes in all. Five of that be obtained from the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock].. That would leave twelve to 
be divided. The time consumed by the Democrats was sixty minutes, 
and the time by the Republicans sixty-seven min utes. 

Mr. BLOUNT’S motion was then agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of Union having had under consideration the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1887, had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
sundry recommendations, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the previous question on the report of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The previous question was ordered. PES 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask that the recommendations of the committee 
be concurred in in gross except as regards the sixth amendment of the 


Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that there is more than one 
amendment on which there is an adverse recommendation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then let them be acted upon separately. 

On the first and second amendments the Committee of the Whole 
recommend concurrence. 2 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The recommendation of the Committee of the Whole that the third 
amendment of the Senate be non-concurred in was to. 

The recommendation of the Committee of the Whole that the fourth 
amendment be non-concurred in was agreed to. 

The recommendation of the Committee of the Whole that the fifth 
amendment of the Senate be concurred in with an amendment adding 
the words, ‘‘ to be expended under the direction of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral,” was to. 

The sixth amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


For the transportation of forei mails by American built and ered 
steamships, to secure the greater frequency and regularity in dispatch, and a 
ter speed in the carriage of such mails to Brazil: the bce: ree eee of Mexico, 
ntral and South America; the Sandwich, West India, and Windward Islands; 
New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian colonies; China and Japan, 
$800,000; and the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, after due adver- 
tisement for pro such contract or contracts with the owners of such 
American stea: ips, for a term of not less than three years nor more than 
five years, and at arate of compensation not exceeding 50 cents a nautical mile 
on the trip each way actually traveled between the terminal points, in the most 
direct and feasible sailing course between the terminal points, as shall be found 
expedient and desirable to secure the ends above set forth. d if he shall be 
unable to make such contracts for any of such respective services, he shall, so 
far as pomu cause the mails of the United States to be carried to and from 
said places, respectively, in the best and most expeditious manner practicable, 
in American vessels, and for a reasonable compensation, not ex the rate 
aforementioned. 


The Postmaster-General, if in his judgment it be practicable, shall contract 
XVIL 
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for a semi-monthly mail service between the ports of New York and New Or- 
egis: alternately, and the port of Rio de Janeiro, under the provisions of this 
act. 

The SPEAKER. The recommendation of the Committce of the 
Whole is to non-coneur. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. It has been suggested to me that the question on 
which we are to vote is not fully understood. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state it. The report of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union is to non-concur. 
Those who desire to non-concur will vote ‘‘yea;’’ those who desire to 
concur will vote ‘‘ nay.” $ 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 178, nays 80, nob 
voting 64; as follows: 


YEAS—178. 

Allen, J. M. Davidson, R. H. M. La Follette, Scott, 
Anderson, C. M. Dawson, Laird, Seymour, 
Anderson, J. A. Dibble, Lanham, W, 
Arnot, Dockery, Lawler, Singleton, 
Ballentine, Dougherty, Lehlbach, Skinner, 
Barksdale, Dowdney, Louttit, wden, 
Barnes, Dunn, Lowry, Spriggs, 
Barry, Eden, Mahoney, Springer, 
Beach, Eldredge, Martin, Stahlnecker, 
Belmont, Slisberry, Matson, Stewart, Charles 
Bennett, Ermentrout, Maybury, Stone, W. J.,Ky. 
Bland, T, McAdoo, - Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Bliss, Ford, McComas, Storm, 
Blount, Forney, Strait, 
Boyle ler, MeMillin, Struble, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Glass, IcRae, Swope, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Glover, Merriman, Tarsney, 
Browne, T. M. Green, R. S. Miller, Taulbee 
Brown, W. W. Green, W. J. Mills, Taylor, J. M. 
Cabell, Guenther, Mitchell, Thomas, O. B. 
Caldwell, Hal, Morgan, Throckmorton, 
Campbell, Felix Halsell, orrill, Tillman, 
Campbell, J. E. Hammond, Morrison, Townshend, 
Cam il, T, Harris, Muller, ER, 

ler, Hatch, ad a ‘Tucker, 
Cannon, Heard Neal, ‘Turner, - 
Ca! BS, Hem hin, Neece, Van Eaton, 
Clements, Henderson, D. B. Oates, Viele, 
Cobb, Henderson, J. S. O'Donnell, Wakefield, 
Cole, Henderson, T. J. O’Ferrall, Ward, J. H. 
Collins, Henley, Outhwaite, Ward, T. B. 
Compton, Hepburn, Payson, Warner, A. J, 
Comstock, Herbert, erry; Warner, Wiliam 
Conger, Hewitt, Pidcock, Weaver, À. J. 
Cooper, Hil, Pindar, Weaver, J. B, 
Cowles, Holman, Randall, Wellborn, 
Cox, Howard, Beaga, Wheeler. 
Crain, Hudd, Reid, J. W. White, Milo 
Crisp, Trion, Reese, Willis, 
Croxton, Johnston, T. D, Richardson, Wilson, 
Culberson, Jones, J. H. Riggs, Wise, 
Curtin, Jones, J, Rowell, Wolford, 
Daniel, King, Ryan, Worthington, 
Dargan, Kleiner, Sadler, 
Davidson, A. C. Laffoon, Sayers, 

NAYS—8, 
Adams, G. E. Felton, Kelley, Rice, 
Adams, J. J. Findlay, Ketcham, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Fleeger, Lindsley, Scranton, 
Baker, Funston, Lore, Sessions, 
Bingham, Gallinger, MeKenna, Smal 
Blanchard, Gay, MeKinley, Spooner, 
Bound, Gilfillan, Millard, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Goff, Milliken, Stewart, J. W. 
Brumm, Grosvenor, Moffatt, St. Martin, 
ck, Grout, Morrow, Swinburne, 
Bunnell, Han 4 Neeley, es, 
Burrows, Haynes, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, I. H, 
Campbell, J. M. Herman, me, ylor, 
Davenport, Hiestand, Payne, Thompson, 
Dingley, Hiscock, Peters, Wade, 
Dorsey, Hitt, Pettibone, Wadsworth, 
Du é Jackson, Piumb, Wait, 
Evans, James, Price, Weber, 
Everhart, Johnson, F. A. Ranney, Whiting, 
Farquhar, Johnston, J. T. Reed, T. B. Woodburn, 
NOT VOTING—6L. 

Aiken, Davis, * LeFevre, Pirce, 
Allen, C. H. Ely, Libbey, Robertson, 

ur, Foran, Little, Rockwell, 
Bayne, Frederick, Long, Rogers, 
Brady, Geddes, Lovering, Romeis, 
B ý Gibson, C. H. Lyman, Seney, 
Brown, C. E. Gibson, Eustace Markham, Snyder, 
Buchanan, Hale, Nelson, Steele, 
Burleigh, Harmer, Norwood, Stone, E. F. 
Burnes, Hayden, O'Hara, Taylor, E. B. 
Butterworth, Hires, O'Neill, J. J. Thomas, J. R. 
Bynum, Holmes, Owen, an Schaick, 
Carleton, Hopkins, Parker, est, 
Caswell, Houk, Peel, White, A. C. 
Clardy, Hutton, Perkins, Wilkins, 
Cutcheon, Landes, Phelps, Winans, 


So the sixth amendment of the Senate was non-concurred in. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I ask the reading of the names be dispensed with. 
Mr. GUENTHER. I object. 

The following pairs were announced, 
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Until further notice: 

Mr. GIBSON, of land, with Mr, HAYDEN. 

Mr. BuRNES with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr, RoGERS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. FORAN with Mr. Lona. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. GEDDES with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr, SENEY with Mr. ELY. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. CUTCHEON. 

Mr. HALE with Mr. PIRCE. 

Mr, FREDERICK with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

Mr. CARLETON with Mr. HOLMES. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. WINANS with Mr. Hovx. 7 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. GILFILLAN. 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. PERKINS. Mr. PEEL, if present, would vote 
against the Senate amendment and Mr. PERKINS would vote for it. 

For this day: s 

Mr, AIKEN with Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. HARMER, 

Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. Hurron with Mr. DAVIS. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

On the sixth Senate amendment to this bill: 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. STEELE. Mr. STEELE would vote for the 
amendment and Mr. SNYDER it. 

Mr. Bynum with Mr. OWEN. Mr. Bynum would vote against the 
amendment and Mr. OWEN for it. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. BRAGG. Mr. BRAGG would vote against 
the amendment and Mr. VAN SCHAIK would vote for it. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. LIBBEY. Mr. LIBBEY would vote for the 
amendment; Mr. BAYNE would vote against it. : 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. BRADY. Mr. BRADY would vote for the 
Senatè amendment and Mr. BARBOUR bit. 

Mr. Horxrys with Mr. Romers. If present, Mr. ROMEIS would 
vote for the amendment, and Mr. HOPKINS against it. 

Mr. Netson with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. If present, Mr. 
NELSON would vote against the amendment and Mr. ALLEN would 
vote for it. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote on the various Senate 
amendments; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 104, noes 54. 

And aécordingly (at 3°0’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. ` 


The following petitions and eee were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOT: Petition of veterans of the late civil war and citi- 
zens of the United ppc Paine for the passage of bill to pension all 
honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the late Union Army—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of the grand jury of Orange County, New 
York, in favor of legislation to prevent adulterations in food—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 35 citizens of Howells, Orange County, New York, 
in favor of taxing artificial butter—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition for pension for W. R. Bray—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pension. í 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of colored citizens of Ar- 
kansas, asking Government aid to emigrate to Africa—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. å 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Eudora E. Knox, of Crawford 
County, Arkansas—to the Committeecon War Claims. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Resolutions of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation of New York, for the issuing of bills of the denomination of 
one and two dollars—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of the president and faculty of the Univer- 
sity of North Carolina, in favor of agricultural experimental stations— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of the Women’s Indian Association, of 
Ypsilanti, Mich., praying for the passage of Senate bill 53—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of 36 citizens of Mountaindale; 
of 54 citizens of Tusnel Hill; of 40 citizens of Blandburg, Cambria 
County; of 64 citizens of Coalport, Clearfield County; of 72 citizens of 
Cross and Windom, Mineral County: and of Three Runs, Clearfield 


County, Pennsylvania, requesting an investigation by the Curtin com- 
mittee of labor troubles in said district—to the Committee on, Labor. 
By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of J. G. Harvey, of Baltimore, and 


others, praying for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers in the case of heirs of Christopher 
Cott for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of W. S. Shadduck and 112 others, citi- 
zens of Western Vermont, for a tax on oleomargarine—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Petition of Obadiah Thorne and others, for the 
restoration of the tariff of 1867 on importations of wool—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 87 citizens of Stephenson County, Ili- 
nois, for legislation and appropriations in support of the National Board 
of Health—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Julia G. Wilkinson, Caroline B. 
Thompson, Caroline M. Ferris, and H. R. Jewitt, tively presi- 
dent, vice-president, secretary, and treasurer of the Woman’s Indian 
Association, and 59 others, citizens of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., asking for 
the passage of the Dawes bill for allotment of land inseveralty to Indians; 
also for the passage of Senate bill No. 53, for the relief of the Mission 
Indians of California—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Supplemental memorial of Juan 8, Hart, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Simeon Hart, deceased, praying for the pay- 
ment of the claim of Simeon Hart, deceased, against the United States 
for flour, corn, and forage furnished under contracts with the United 
States previous to April 13, 1861—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Joint resolution of the General Assembly of 
Ohio, No. 24, requesting the Senators and Members from Ohio to vote 
for the passage of bill (Senate 779) for pensioning prisoners of war who 
were confined in the confederate military prisons during the late war— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: Petition of Drs. A. Y. P. Garnett, N. S. Lin- 
coln, J. M. Toner, C. M. Hammitt, and others, for an appropriation to 
assist jn defraying the expenses of the international medical congress 
to meet in Washington, D. C., in 1887—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. . 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition for the legal protection of young girls, 
&c.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of the Women’s Indian Association 
of Pittsfield, Mass., for the passage of the Dawes bill allotting land in 
severalty to Indians (S. 54); also, for the of Senate bill 53, for 
the relief of the Mission Indians of California—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. STORM: Protest of the Merchants’ Association of Milwau- 
kee, of the Kansas City Board of Trade, and of the Kansas City Live 
Stock Exchange, against taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. > 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of many citizens of York, Pa., asking for 
the.redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. C. 
A. Russell, of Shelby County, Tepnessee—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Milwaukee, Wis., against any legislation tending to destroy the busi- 
ness of manufacturing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

Also, protest of the Merchants’ Association of Milwaukee, Wis., 
against pending legislation directed against oleomargarine—to thesame 
committee. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition to pension ex-Union prisoners of war—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: Petition for free coinage of silver, from the 
Glencoe Farmers’ Alliance of Texas—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WILSON; Petition of Eliza S. Jones, widow of John C. Jones, 
deceased, and of Robert C. Jones and other children and heirs of said 
John'C. Jones, for compensation for property taken and destroyed by 
the British forces in Charles County, Maryland, during the year 1814— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions, urging the adoption of the bill placing the 
manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of 
the Commissioner of Internal revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 
fraud andimposition, were presented, and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture: 

By Mr. SESSIONS: Of citizens of Mayville, and of Kennedy, N. Y. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the publie schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented, and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Of 49 citizens of the third district of Michi- 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, May 21, 1886. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s p: was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. J 

Mr, HOAR. I think that motion should be made when the Senate 
_ is full and a quorum is present. There is no objection to it so far as I 

know, but the habit of doing this just after the Journal is read, when 
but few Senators know what is done, I think isa bad one. I shall in- 
sist on a quorum being present when the motion is made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. MILLER. A call of the yeas and nays on the motion would se- 
cure a quorym. : 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I make no further opposition to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. A number of Senators 
have since come in. 

Mr. HALE. I renew the motion I made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to.. 

. VISITOR TO WEST POINT. 

Mr. HAMPTON. During my absence the other day I was appointed 
as a Visitor to the West Point Military Academy. While Ishould take 
very great pleasure in discharging that honorable duty, owing to the 
illness of a member of my family I am most reluctantly compelled to 
ask to be excused and that another be appointed in my place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks to be excused from service as a Visitor to the West Point Academy. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the Senator is excused. 
The Chair will appoint the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] in 


his place, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 3 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of Utica and Whites- 
town, in the State of New York, praying for the passage of the bill pro- 
viding for the redemption of the trade-dollar; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of Patrons of Husbandry of Moores- 
town and Medford, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the suppres- 
sion of the manufacture and sale of all imitation nay Sakari, which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Patrons of Husbandry of Course’s 
Landing, New Jersey, and a memorial of Patrons of Husbandry of New 
Jersey, remonstrating against the admission free of duty of all agricult- 
ural raw materials; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON presented memorials of Granges No. 334, No. 734, and 
No. 60, Patrons of Husbandry of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
theadmission free of duty of all agricultural raw materials; which were 
referred to.the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Granges No. 60 and No. 334, Patrons 
of Husbandry, praying for the suppression of the manufacture and sale 
of all imitation dairy products; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of dairymen and butter-makers of La- 
throp and Hopbottom, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 

of the bill placing the manufacture and sale of all imitations 
of butter under the control of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
and taxing them 10 cents per pound; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of general service clerks and messengers 
employed at San Antonio, Tex., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 7191, tó provide for the enlistment and pay and to define the du- 
ties of general service clerks and messengers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. : 

Mr. CHACE. Iam directed by the Committee on Patents to report 
an original bill and to accompany the bill with a report, and to ask that 
the report and the testimony which the committee append as a part of 
their report may be printed. 

The bill (S. 2496) toamend title 60, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. - I think the Senator from Rhode Island who reported 
this bill asked that the bill as reported, together with the report, might 
be printed in connection with the testimony which has already been 
taken by the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed as a mat- 
ter of course. 

Mr. PLATT. We desire to have it printed with the testimony (there 
is a little testimony, not a great deal, which has been taken by the 
committee), so that it may all appear in one document. 


provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, to re- 
port it with amendments. I will say to the Senate that I shall en- 
deayor to procure action upon the bill on Monday. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 
BONDS OF EXECUTORS, 


Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on the District of Columbia, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7879) to amend the law relating to the 
bonds of executors in the District of Columbia, has directed me to re- 
port the same back favorably and to ask for its present consideration. 

A few days since the Senate passed a Senate bill substantially, 
though not precisely, the same. I ask for the present consideration of 
this bill, and if it is passed I shall then ask that the House be requested 
to return the Senate bill, so as to move its indefinite postponement. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill; which was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee, who 
reported the bill, whether it provides sufficiently for the interests of 
legatees in a case where there may have been a change in the circum- 
stances of the executor between the time of the making of the will and 
the death of the testator? > 

The bill provides, as I heard it read at the desk—I may not have 
comprehended fully its provisions—that there shall be, whenever a 
testator has so ordered, a bond only sufficient to secure the payment of 
the debts, unless after the appointment of the executor it appears that 
he is wasting or is likely to waste the estate, in which case he may be 
removed. Suppose a man makes such a will and dies twenty years 
after, and in the mean time the person whom he appoints executor has 
failed in business or become untrustworthy, so that the interest of lega- 
tees, or distributees if the whole estate is not left in legacies, is imper- 
iled by intrusting such a person with the.execution of the will with 
this small bond. 

Ought there not to be a provision in this last section that whenever 
it shall appear to the court that the interests of the persons to whom 
the estate is to be distributed so require an additional bond shall be 
required? In many States the present regulation on this subject is 
that ina case where the testator has so ordered the bond ‘is given in an 
amount sufficient to secure payment of debts and legacies. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator will find by carefully looking at 
the bill that it does give the court power to demand an additional bond 
wheneverit is made to appear to the court that either legatces or credit- 
ors or any other persons interested are liable to suffer by reason of the 
misconduct, or misappropriation, or want of qualifications of the exec- 
utor. 3 

Mr. HOAR. It seems tome that this does not quite cover that case. 
In the first place, the bill provides that the bond, when the testator so 
requires, shall be in such penalty as is sufficient to secure the payment 
of the debts. Now, there may be no debts whatever, so that of course 
a mere nominal bond would be all that would be required in that case. 

Then it further says that whenever any creditor or distributee or 
legatee ‘‘shall make it appear to the court that any executor who has 
given such bond only as is herein provided for is wasting the assets of 
theestate, or that theassets in the hands of such executor ’’—that is, the 
executor who has already given the bond and, of course, got his letters 
testamentary—‘‘are in danger of being lost, wasted, or misappropriated, 
then, and in such case, the court shall have power to remove” him or 
require him to give an additional bond within a time named. 

It seems to me that the case is unprovided for where the character or 
trustworthiness of the executor has changed between the time of mak- 
ing the will and the time of the death, which may very often happen, 

ially in the case of aged persons who do not observe what is going 
on, 80 that they do not change their wills. It seems to me there should 
be such a proviso as this: 

Provided further, That whenever it shall be made to appear to the court that 
the circumstances of the estate or the executor have changed since the makin 
of the will, so that the interests of any party require a further or additi 
bond, the court shall have power to order it. 

Mr. HARRIS. After hearing the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts I am inclined to ask that the bill go upon the Calendar. 
I think the Senate bill a little more carefully guarded the point sug- 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts than the House bill does. I 
will ask that it go upon the Calendar for the present, and I shall care- 
fully look to the question suggested by the Senator from Massachusetis, 
and may move the Senate bill as a substitute for the House bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to say a word before the bill goes on 
the Calendar. : 

I wish that I may havean opportunity when this bill comes up again 
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(and I hope it will be agreeable to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia and to everybody else) to move an additional section which 
shall provide that any person may dispose of real estate in this District 
by will, which shall operate upon real estate acquired after the will is 
made, if the testator in his jie pain so. That is, if the testator says 
that he wishes to give to a certain person, a devisee, all the estate or 
any particular estate of which he may die seized in this District, the 
will shall operate to accomplish that purpose. . 

Mr. HARRIS. There is a bill on the Calendar now from the com- 
mittee covering that point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But that bill has got another and a disputable 
tning in it, I understand, while nobody would dispute this. One would 
hardly believe that. by the law of this District every time a person 
changes his or her real estate—sells one piece and buys another—a pre- 
viously existing will becomes entirely inoperative, and that a new will 
must be made in order to dispose of the newly acquired estate accord- 
ing to the wishes of the testator, although in the existing will he says 
in terms that he means to devise to his wife, or whoever it may be, all 
that he shall die seized or possessed of. 

Mr. HOAR. You do not mean that the will becomes inoperative on 
what the testator owns at the time of making it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; it becomes inoperative of course on that if he 
sold it and changed the estate; but if property is acquired after the 
making of the will, it isout of his power to provide for the disposition 
of it by a will made in advance, 

Mr. HOAR. The first statement was that when a man acquired new 
real estate (it was an accidental misstatement) his will became entirely 
inoperative. I suppose the Senator meant that it was inoperative only 
as to the new 4 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Precisely. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is operative as to previously acquired property. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But not as to property subsequently acquired, 
although the will declares that the testator intends to give and does 
give all which he and owns at the time of his death. I should 
not have thought it possible that that could be the law in this District 
or anywhere By ifa judge of the Supreme Court had not told me the 
other day incidentally that he carried a blank will in his pocket all the 
time. He said he bought a piece of real estate now and then and as 
he wished to make a particular disposition of it, as often as he gota 
piece of real estate he made out a new will. Of course such a state of 
the law is perfectly absurd, and I want to correct it on this bill so that 
we shall get Sone wia this nuisance, That is all I wish to say. 

Mr. HARRIS. t the bill go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3257) for the relief of 8. E. Scarborough; and 

A bill (H. R. 7809) for the relief of Edwin Stevens. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 4968) to authorize and direct the registry and 
enrollment of the barge Michigan, of Alpena, Mich., and it was there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore.. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asks that the Committee 
on Pensions may be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 2449) for the relief of Thomas C. McElroy, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, it having been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions by inadvertence. If there be no objection, that 
order will be regarded as made. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2497) to increase the pension of 
James Johnston; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. ~ 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 2498) for the relief of Thomas 
Chambers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2499) for the relief of Benjamin 
Atwood; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 2500) to amend section 3622 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2501) granting a 
pension to Daniel Schock; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen sions, 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2502) granting a pension to 
Louise Paul; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2503) for the relief of purchasers 
and other grantees of the United States of certain swamp and overflowed 


lands and. to reimburse and idemnify certain States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COKE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 66) granting the use 
of tents at encampment to be held in the State of Texas in the year 
1886; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted three amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; which 
were be erred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN KOUNS. 


Mr. DOLPH. On the 14th of April I reported from the Committee 
on Claims adversely the bill (S. 897) for the relief of John Kouns, and 
it was indefinitely postponed. There were some voluminous papers on 
file and the claimant desires to withdraw them. He cannot do so with- 
out leaving copies, unless the motion to indefinitely postpone the bill be 
reconsidered for that purpose. I therefore ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate that the motion by which the bill was indefinitely post- 
poned may be reconsidered for the purpose of withdrawing the papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the motion to indefinitely post- 
pone the bill named by him be reconsidered. If there be ng objection 
that order will be made. 

Mr. DOLPH. The order being made, I now ask for the following 
order: 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of John Kouns be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. There being no objection, that order 
will be made. 

Mr. DOLPH. I now ask that the question be put on the indefinite 
postponement of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill had better remain on the 
Calendar. The Chair will inform the Senator that if the bill is now 
indefinitely postponed the claimant can not withdraw the papers under 
the rule, but if the bill is left on the Calendar he can do so before the 
matter is disposed of. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 


Mr. DOLPH. If in order, I movethat the bill (S. 2299) to repeal all 
laws providing for the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allow- 
ing entries for timber culture, and for other pu be madeas 
order for Monday next, the 24th instant. The bill is Order of Business 
998, and it is to take the place of Order of Business 118 on the third 
page of the Calendar. ‘The bill is asubstitute for the bill on that sub- 
ject reported at an early day and passed over to the Calendar under the 
ninth rule. Itisa very important bill. The matter has been before 
Congress for many years, and bills have passed both branches of Con- 


gress, 
Mr. SAWYER. Does the Senator propose that the consideration of 
the bill he has named shall interfere with the morning hour? 
Mr. DOLPH. No; I simply ask to make it the special order for that 


day. x 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill he has stated be made a 
ial order. Is there objection? 
Mr. SEWELL. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro teinpore. Objection being made at this time, 
it can not be done by motion until the Calendar is in order. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. SEWELL. I will state that I gave notice a month ago that in 
a reasonable time, suiting the convenience of the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. LoGaN], I should ask the Senate to take up what is known as the 
Fitz-John Porter bill. Ishall object to any further special orders being 
made without taking a vote of the Senate on the question until I can 
havea time fixed for the consideration of that bill, and I give notice now 
that I shall ask the Senate to take it up immediately after the consid- 
eration of the pending special order, the bankruptcy bill. 


PURCHASE OF BIERSTADT’S PAINTINGS. 


Mr. HOAR and others addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar is not yet in order, 
Are there further ‘‘ concurrent or other resolutions ?”’ 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be, and is hereby, instructed 
to inquire into the T, and expediency of purchasing the intings of 
"The Yellowstone Falls,” “The Yellowstone Park,” “The Giant Geyser," an 
“The Yosemite in Winter,” by Bierstadt, now temporarily at the Exccutive Man- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 
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HENRY C. MATTHEWS. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I ask for the adoption of 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That all papers in the possession of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, or of any member of that committee as such, relating to or concern- 
ing the nomination of Henry O. Matthews, of Albany, N. Y., to be recorder of 
deeds of the said District of Columbia, be printed, 

Mr. INGALLS. That will go over. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not in order in open session. 

Mr. MILLER. I shall object to the reception of that resolution. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I believe the proposition of the chairman 
of the committee was that the resolution should go over until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis not in order at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolution 

oes over. . 

Mr. MILLER. I object to the reception of the resolution. It can 
not be received in open session. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It can. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It relates entirely to executive business. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, it is clear that 
the resolution is not in order now. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It goes over until to-morrow, I take it. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had yes- 
terday approved and signed the act (S. 1405) to provide for the study of 
the nature of alcoholic drinks and narcotics, and of their effects upon the 
human system, in connection with the several divisions of the subject 
of physiology and hygiene, by the pupils in the public schools of the 
Territories and of the District of Columbia, and in the Military and 


Naval Academies, and Indian and colored schools in the Territories of 


the United States. 
THE GENEVA AWARD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning busin 
If not, the Calendar is in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I move, in pursuance of notice, to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6661) to provide for closing up the business 
and paying the expenses of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama 
Claims, and for other pu 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committce of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The Committee on the Judiciary reported the bill with an amend- 
ment, to strike out section 5, in the following words: 


Src.5. Thatthe amount which shall be paid outand distributed in paymentand 
satisfaction of the oot «peers of the first and second class which are now existing 
as rendered by the said court against the Geneva award fund, and in payment 
of the expenses, s@aries, and other outlays contemplated and provided for in 
this act, and in the act re-establishing the said court, approved June 5, 1882, shall 
be ascertained in the following manner: To thesum of $9,703,904.89, this being the 
amount of the said Geneva award fund remaining in the Treasury, as disclosed by 
the Treasury report of June 30, 1877, and the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the chairman of the Committce on the Judiciary of the House of Representa- 
tives dated April 22, 1884, shall be added the premium realized from sale of 
certain bonds in which the said fund was invested, namely, the sum of $385,- 
100.07, making $10,089,004.96, and to this sum shall further be added the estimated 
value of the said furniture and property, as provided for in section 4 of this act; 
and from the aggregate sum so ascertained shall be subtracted the estimated 
cost of the services and expenses provided for being estimated in section 4 of 
this act, and also the.amotint provided for in section 1 of this act, together with 
all the other expenses of the court; and from the amoun*soascertained shall be 
further deducted the sapreeste of the judgments of the first class which have 
already been paid, and the balance shall be applied as follows: First, to the pay- 
ment of the judgments of the first class yet remaining unpaid, as provided in 
said act approved June 5, and the residue shall be paid out and distributed 
pro rata upon the judgments in favor of claimants of the second class, as pro- 
vided in said last-named act. And the amounts so ascertained as aforesaid are. 
for the purpose of making the payment aforesaid, hereby appropriated out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


And tn lieu thereof to insert: 


Sec. 5, That in order to asce: 1. the total sum paid and to be paid from the 
Treasury in respect of the judgments of said court, the sum of $15,500,000 shall 
` De taken as the original s, and there shall be added to that sum interest there- 
on from September 9, 1873, to January 1, 1877, at the rate of 5 per cent. perannum, 
with quarterly rests, and adding the accrued interest to the principal at each rest. 
From the aggregate sum so found shall be deducted the amount ofall judgments 
of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims created under the act of Janu- 
ary 23, 1874, entitled “An act for the creation of acourt for the adjudication and 
disposition of certain moneys received into the Treasury under an award made 
by the tribunal of arbitration constituted by virtue of the first article of the treaty 
concluded at Washington the 8th day of May, A. D. 1871, between the United 
States of America and the Queen of Great Britain,” t er with all sums paid 
or allowed for the costs and expenses of said court and otherwise arising under 
said act or any extension thereof. To the balance thus remaining there shall be 
added interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum from said Ist of January, 
1877, to the 3lst of March, 1877; and there shall be also added thereto the sum of 
$123,305.89, From the total sum thus produced there shall be deducted all the 
costs and è nses of and in relation to the court created by the act of June 5, 
1882, entitled “An act re-establishing the Court of Commissioners of Alabama 
Claims and for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva 
award,” as heretofore incurred or paid out, and as allowed and provided for un- 
der this act ; and there shall also be deducted from said sum fhe further sum of 
$14,000, for the further expenses of winding up the business of said court. The 
balance so ascertained shall be applied, so as paid, and paid out to 
the parties entitled thereto by force of the provisions ofa said actof June 5, 1882, 
and as therein provided, 


: 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEyin the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to have the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the report. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, submitted by Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, 
April 16, 1886, as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred House bill 6661, en- 
titled "An act to provide for closing up the business and paying the expenses of 
the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for other purposes,” re- 
spectfully reports: z 

That it recommends the passage of the bill amended by striking out section 5 
of br tr and inserting in lieu thereof the words printed in Italics in the re- 
port " 

The act of March 3, 1873 (17 Stat. aa a 601), passed before the payment by 
Great Britain of the Geneva ARENES ded that immediately on the payment 
of the money awarded the same shall be paid into the Treasury and of to re- 
deem the public debt, and thatan amount equal to the debt so redeemed should 
be invested in United States 5 per cent. tered bonds, to be held subject to 
the future disposition of Congress. 

Pursuant to that act the $15,500,000 received was put into the form of a United 
States bond of that amount, bearing interest atthe rate of 5 per cent., payable 


quarterly. t 
In the year 1874 Con; passed the act entitled “An act for the creation of a 
court for the adjudi: n and disposition of certain moneys received into the 


under an a made by the tribunal of arbitration constituted by 
virtue of the first article of the treaty concluded at Washington the 8th of May, 
A.D. 1871, between the United States of America and the Queen of Great Britain’ 
(18 Stat. L., 245), under which judgments were rendered, and in the fiscal 
year 1876 paid to the amount of $5,641,287.26, and in the fiscal year 1877 there were 
paid of judgments under said act $2,674,465,93, making a total payment of judg- 
ments under the act of 1874 of ar asap rsp 

The expenses of the court under said act as paid were, in the fiscal year 1875, 
$84,374.70; in the year 1876, $112,915.03; in the year 1877, $55,435.99, and in the year 
1878, $505.40; total, $253,231.12. The result was that the total payments for judg- 
ments and expenses under the act of 1874 were $9,568,984.31, leaving n balance of 
the principal sum of $15,500,000 of $5,931,015.69. 

By the act of June 23, 1874 (18 Stat. L., p. 245), it was provided that the moneys 
remaining of the Geneva award, after paying judgments and expenses, should 
be turned into the Treasury and held subject to the future action of Congress. 

By the act of June 5, 1882 (22 Stat. L., p. 98), provision was made for the pay- 
ment, out of the cag, td this fund, first, for direct losses sustained by the de- 

ction of vessels, &c., by confederate cruisers, not within the judgment of the 
eneva tribunal; and, second, for the ns who had paid war premiums on 
ships, ca: ,&e. This act provided in section 9 (22 Stat. L., p.99)— 

“That the whole amount paid out shall not exceed the amount remaining of 

the Geneva award and interest as it was when actually covered into the Treas- 


wu Pol 

Ta the tribunal of Geneva the claims for war premiums and in respect of ex- 
culpated cruisers were not allowed, and therefore whatever may have been the 
legal or equitable effect of the Geneva award as made, as it respects ship-owners 
or insurance, there could have been no trust, legal or equitable or moral, in 
favor of the persons who had paid war premiums. The act of 1882 must asa 
consequence be considered to have been a mere act of benevolence to other 
sufferers than those whose the Geneva tribunal thought to be fit sub- 
jects for relief as against Great Britain and in respect of which the money was 


paid. 

The committee is of opinion that all premiums obtained by the United States 
from the difference in value between coin and currency at the time of the Ge- 
neva award or , or obtained from the sale of bonds of the United States 
sold to raise money to pay the former awards, belong to the Treasury and should 
not form any part of the sum out of which the judgments of the late court of 
commissioners should be paid. As the fifth section of the House bill covers all 
these premiums, the committee recommends that that section be stricken out 
and the words reported as an amendment thereto be inserted in lieu thereof. 

The amendment provides for increasing the principal sum of the Geneva 
award by the amount of all interest received thereon by the United States, 
although that interest was received from bonds of the United States. This,the 
committee thinks, is as far as Congress ought to go, and is in accordance with 
He uor and effect of the act of 1882, under which these last judgments were 
rendered. 

Bills hare been referred to the committee proposing to direct the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay the amounts due in certain cases to parties other than those 
determined by the judgments of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama 
Claims. There are cases in which said court by its judgments has directed pay- 
ment to assignees in bankruptcy or aotres or assignees under agreements 
for the benefit of creditors. In such cases it has been proposed to direct pay- 
ment to the original claimants instead of to such assignees. The committee 
does not these propositions as within the l ve province of Con- 
gress, and therefore has not given to them its approval. Whatever questions 
A ve been or may be raised relative to the interests here involved are ju- 
di in character and resolvable by the courts and not by Congress, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
call for the reading of the views of the minority also? 

Mr. HOAR. I will answer the question. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If the Senator from Massachusetts will 
givé way for a moment I wish to say that there is one amendment 
which should be made to the amendment, and then the Senator can go 
on. In line 12 of the pending amendment there is an error; the word 
“January ” should be stricken out and ‘‘June” inserted. 

Mr. HALE. That is a miatter of reference. ; 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It is descriptive of the act referred to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee 
will be so modified, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I can save the time of the Senate, if it be 
proper, by stating in a few words the substance of the minority report 
without requiring the Senate to listen to its reading in full. If that 
be agreeable to everybody, I will doit. I think it will save consider- 
able time, as I can do it in two or three minutes. 

Mr. President, the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] and my- 
self do not concur in the report of the majority of the committee, and 
I have the right to say in behalf of one gentleman, a member of the 
majority of the Judiciary Committee when this report was agreed upon, 
that upon a careful reconsideration of the matter he entirely changed 
his mind. I think that will turn out to be the case before this debate is 
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over of several other members of the majority; but I have no right to say 
sarmi g pr anybody except myself and my associate, the Senator from 
ew York. 

But the point here is exactly this: The United States received from 
Great Britain the sum of $15,500,000 in gold by the Geneva award. 
There was a great difference of opinion as to the persons to whom that 
money ought to be paid by the United States. Some people thought 
it ought to go to the persons whose vessels were destroyed by rebel 
cruisers, and those alone. Others thought that insurance companies 
who had paid for such losses ought to be subrogated to the of 
those whom they Con; finally determined that the per- 
sons upon whom the losses had actually and practically fallen should 
haye the compensation; that the insurance companies had got their pay 
in premiums for all their insurances, and they, therefore, were not en- 
titled to anything; and hence the money should be paid over first to 
persons whose vessels had been destroyed and who had not been paid 
by insurance; second,’to the men who had paid the war premiums and 
had kept the American flag at their risk at sea and who conducted 
the business of importing merchandise in competition with England 
and Germany, who brought over the same kind of merchandise and 
sold it side by side with them in our markets without having to pay 


this extra insurance premium on account of the risk of im tion. 
Now, whether that was right or wrong, that was the decision of Con- 

gress after full debate, going through three or four and by 

very large majorities in both Houses. Congress then o; that this 


$15,500,000 in gold should be put in the Treasury and kept as a fund, 
and all through these statutes which I have cited in the minority re- 
port phrases are used showing that p They say the first class 
of people shall be paid, and then the rest of the money shall be kept 
as a fund, and that ‘‘ with its proceeds,” or ‘‘ the amount accruing there- 
from,’’ or various other similar phrases, shall be distributed to the 
other claimants; and the Treasury Department kept its account of it 
in that way. 3 

The first classof claimants have been paid in full. They were the 
persons who suffered direct loss from the cruisers for whom England 
was held to blame. Then came the first class under the second bill, 
those who had lost yo alg cargoes by the exculpated cruisers, and 
they have been paid in full, and there is enough to pay from 40 to 54 
pe cent. only of the third class, the war premium men. The court 

got through and is ready to pay it; but now comes this proposed 
amendment of the Judiciary Committee and says that we shall state 
the account of the fund in this way: The $15,500,000 was received in 
gold. The claims of the first class were estimated in currency, as the 
decisions of the court, which I have seen, show. So then every man 
who if his claim had been estimated on @ gold basis would have got 
$100 had it estimated at $115 or $120, which was the difference 
tween gold and currency at thattime. Then under the act of Con 
gold enough was sold to pay this first class of claims, and we sold of 
our fifteen and a half millions of gold six millions-odd in gold and paid 
off seven millions-odd to those claimants who had their claims estimated 
in currency, and they were paid in full. 

Now the majority of the committee come in here and say, ‘‘let us 

charge this fund with seven millions-odd, to wit, the amount of cur- 
rency for which this gold sold, the nominal amount of these claims, 
and put the balance in the United States Treasury.” That is the per- 
formance which the Senate is asked to ratify. 
* Mr, MAXEY. Allowme to ask, if that was a trust fund received by 
the United States Government in trust for the use and benefit of claim- 
ants, why should not the United States have paid itout inkind? Why 
should the Government not haye paid out the gold in kind to the claim- 
ant if it was a trust fund? : 

Mr. HOAR. Itmadeno difference to claimant number one, He has 
a claim of $100 in gold and he says ‘‘ you pay me $100 in gold.” The 
court says, ‘‘no, we will estimate it in currency and call it $115; then 
we will sell $100 in gold and get $115 for it and pay you.’’ The first 
claimant therefore is paid by the trustee in everything he ought to 
have. But what they propose to do is to say ‘‘this $100 of gold we 
will not charge to the trust fand as $100, which is all we took out of 
our fund in gold, but we will charge it to the trust fund as $115.” 

Mr. MAXEY. Thatis the point I am reaching. 

Mr. HOAR. That would make a difference of $1,300,000. 

Mr, MAXEY. Ifa guardian takes the funds of his ward and spec- 
ulates upon them and makes a profit, does not the ward get it and not 
the ian? ; 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. : 

Mr, MAXEY. Ifthe Government took this money and bought $115 
for $100, does not the $15 go to the cestui que trust? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly, that iswhatI claim. It belongs to the fund, 
not to the United States. Ifany trustee undertook to do this thing he 
would be removed from his trust; and if he had accomplished it he 
would be indicted and convicted for embezzling the fund. Now the 
United States had a right to do with this fund what they pleased in 
the time of it, but they did declare that it should be a fund, and that 
it should Ker tre these people. If you want to come in now and go 
behind the old determination of the Alabama award case, that is one 
thing. Of course you can repeal that law as you can repeal the charter 


of any bank or railroad or any other public corporation you have cre- 
ated, so that you do not interfere with vested rights. But if you are 
going to do it, doit. Do not come in and pretend to observe the law 
and then pocket the $1,300,000 by a juggle in book-keeping. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, the claims involved in this 
controversy have been long considered in Congress, and it may be well 
to recall the attention of the Senate to the arrangement between Great 
Britain and the United States under which the Geneva award was had. 

In the treaty between the two governments under which the Geneva 
arbitration was organized it was provided that: 

Whereas differences have arisen between the Governmentof the United States 
and the Government of Her Britannic Majesty, and still exist, growing out of 
the acts committed by the several vessels wh: ich have given rise to the claims 
generically known as the “Alabama Claims; and - 

Whereas Her Britannic Majesty has authorized her high commissioners and 
Deret aran CRA toe eo AVA wile WALS Ea ANA ee tee Aree eed 
other een. from British ‘ports, and for the depredations committed by those 
vessels: 

Now, in order to remoye and adjust all complaints and claims on the part of 
the United States, and to provide for the speedy settlement of such claims which 
are not admitted by Her Britannic Majesty’s Government, the high contracting 
parties agree that all the said claims, growing out of acts committed by the afore- 
said vessels, and generically known as the "Alabama Claims,” shall be referred 
to a tribunal of arbitration to be composed of five arbitrators,” &e. 

When the arbitrators met, instead of considering in detail the claims 
of individuals, it was thought wisest and best on their part to make an 
award in gross to the United States for and on account of injuries done 
to the United States through those inflicted on her citizens by the con- 
federate cruisers. ` The terms of the treaty relate specifically to the in- 
juries done by the cruisers directly, and in no manner whatever relate 
to the incidental damages that arose out-of the payment of war pre- 
miums. Consequently the legislation by Congress, when it came to 
provide for the distribution of the award so made, placed first in order 
for adjustment and payment the claims that came within the definition 
of that treaty, and if the claims proved up by the claimants within that 
description had absorbed all of the $15,500,000, nobody could have made 
complaint. In other words, the persons whose judgments are now in- 
volved in this bill and for the payment of which this bill provides were 
in no sense within the principles upon which the Geneva arbitrators 
based their award. But after the payment of the claims of the first 
and second class it was found that there was still a remainder in the 
Treasury of the United States. Consequently the claimants who had 
paid the so-called war premiums presented their claims and asked for 
a distribution of the remainder. 

Now, Mr. President, so far as the principle upon which the Geneva 
award was based is concerned, the ms who paid war premiums have 
no more claim on that than thousands of other citizens of the United ` 
States who suffered in consequence of the incidents of war. But this 
bill does not pa to deny that claim nor to interfere with the dis- 
tribution of the remainder of this fund. There is a difference between 
the House bill and the amendment reported by the Judiciary Committee 
in this: The House bill proposed, in the section which we suggest to 
strike out, that the fund shall be made up of the $15,500,000 received 
from Great Britain, of the premiums that may haye been received on 
the sale of the United States bonds, and of interest on the money for 
the time that it remained in the Treasury of the United States. The 
proposition on the part of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate is to take 
the $15,500,000 received by the United States from Great Britain as the 
principal of the fund, te interest on that with quarterly rests 
down to the time indicated in the amendment, deduct therefrom the 
payments that have been made and the nses of the court, and dis- 
tribute the balance on the judgments which have been rendered by the 
Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims. 

Now we are confronted by two factors in this case: First, does the 
Government of the United States occupy the position of an ordinary 
trustee, or does it merely occupy the position of a custodian of money 
for the use of which for a time it will pay interest? In no sense I ap- 
prehend can the Government be said to be acting as a trustee in the 
ordinary sense of that term. The Government has not assumed that 
character in any respect with regard to these cases or any others, but 
has always denied that, inasmuch as this was a transaction between two 
governments and not between citizens of one government and the au- 
thorities of the other. Therefore it seemed to the Committee on the 
Judiciary that if we extended the remedial cies of this Govern- 
ment to the extent of allowing interest on the money for the time it 
has been in the possession of this Government we are going quite as 
far as Congress should go; for we all know that it has been the position 
of the Government from the beginning that, no matter what character 
of claim a citizen might have against the Government, it would not 
allow interest on the amount determined in satisfaction of the claim. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] asks me why the con- 
cession of the allowance of interest does not commit us to the other 
proposition, the payment of the premium. Simply because the allow- 
ance of the in is a grace of the Government, just as the payment 
of these claims in the first place was a matter of grace on the part of the 
Government, for, as I have said, in no sense and in no respect whatever 
are these claimants on account of war sherpa paid within the prin- 
ciples on which the Geneva award was Therefore we are simply 
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esking, inasmuch as the Government has had the use of this money and 
there is a remainder left over after paying the awards within the Geneva 
arbitration, that it shall be paid out allowing interest for the time it 
has been in possession of the Government, and that to the benefit 
of the claimants also. Otherwise, you are to establish a precedent in 
this case that the Government can be and will be in all such instances 
placed in the attitude of the ordinary trustee and bound to exercise that 
due diligence in taking care of the funds that an individual would be 
required to practice. No such principle applies to governments. No 
such principle has been recognized by our Government. And wesimply 
ask, therefore, to eliminate from the House bill that feature which gives 
the premium as well as the interest, allowing the remainder of the prin- 
cipal with interest to go in distribution for the payment of these judg- 
ments. 

Mr. PLATT. Idesixetoaskaquestion. Waiving for the time being 
the original question as to whether the Government was trustee or not, 
has not the legislation of Congress on this subject made the Govern- 
ment a trustee in this particular case? j 

Mr. HOAR. The Government said it would be trustee. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do not think the Government is com- 
mitted to that in any of the legislation. As is suggested to me by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], the war-premium men resisted 
that doctrine and insisted that there should be some of this money left 
over for them; and had it not been for that, those having claims within 
the principles upon which the Geneva award was based would have con- 
sumed the whole of it. . 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me for a moment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Including, I mean, the insurance com- 

nies, 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, that is different. The Government said when it 
received the money from Great Britain that it would not take it under 
circumstances which made it a trustee for any one class of claimants 
rather than another, but that Congress should determine. When Con- 
gress got it and did determine, Congress said that the claims of the war- 
prenian men were paramount to the persons who had suffered direct 

osses, and it said this should be a fund, that the fund with its pro- 
with the moneys accruing therefrom—this fund received in gold 
should be given to these men. Then when you come to look and see 
what are its proceeds and what has accumulated therefrom, you find 
that it took gold and sold that gold and got over a million pre- 
mium in currency for it. The question is whether on that sum by this 
subsequent legislation of Congress the Government has made itself like 
a trustee. e 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Why, Mr. President, if the Senator desires 
an answer that shall go back to the original transaction I will give him 
this; that the mistake made was in allowing the premiums at all to any 
class of the claimants. 

Mr. HOAR. My friend will pardon me for saying that that is ex- 
actly the point. The gentlemen who were beaten three to one on that 
question now want to try it over again under the guise of this hocus- 

in book-keeping. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do not know what these gentlemen may 
have been inducing the Government to door not todo. I have no 
doubt that the acceptance of the $15,500,000 and the payment of that 
out to claimants under the Geneva award without either interest or 
premium would have been a fulfillment of the Government’s obliga- 
tion, and that when we are going beyond that it is just extending that 
much of grace to the claimants who are here A S 

And, Mr. President, what is the basis of this? Oh, it is that these 
people who have suffered, indirectly it may be, through the payment 
of war premiums should be made whole, that they are not to be al- 
lowed to suffer any of the consequences of the incidents of war, not- 
withstanding they may have made back all of their premiums in the pur- 
suit of the business, which is usually the course practiced by persons 
in trade. Are we to say that persons who received da shall be 
made whole regardless of the principles upon which the Geneva award 
was based? Ifso, how much further may we have to go? Is the man 
who paid war premiums and may have received them back in the course 
of his business to be any better treated because of his efforts to main- 
tain the flag on the sea than the men who went into the Army and 
maintained the flag on land? You have claims now coming to Con- 
_ gress, you have heard them coming up, gathering in volume, asking 

that the men who went into your Army at $13 a month may have the 
difference made up between the currency value of their pay and the 
gold. Is there not as great equity in that on the part of the men who 
. carried your arms and fought your battles on land as there is on the 
part of the men who paid war premiums and now come here and ask 
you to make them whole even by the establishment of that principle 
which shall say that the Government of the United States must be put 
in the attitude of the ordinary trustee and held to due diligence in the 
use of a trust fand? No, sir; it is not fair toward the Government, itis 
not fair toward the great body of its citizens who also suffered from the 
incidents of war. It is a dangerous principle toinaugurate in the affairs 
of government in this or any other country. 

We take the $15,500,000 by this amendment, allow interest on it 
with quarterly rests, deduct from that the payments which have been 
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made and the expenses of the court, and then say the balance thus re- 
maining shall be distributed in the payment of the ju ents that 
have been rendered by the Court of Alabama Claims. t is going 
further, as I have already said, than it has been customary for the Gov- 
ernment to go with reference to claims against its Treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator inform us why he allows interest, 
why he allows quarterly rests, and why he does not go further? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am content to say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that, so far as I am personally concerned, I am willing 
to strike out the allowance of interest, but I am quite content, in rep- 
resenting the Judiciary Committee, to let the amendment of the Senate 
stand against the House section, because it comes nearer right than the 
House section does. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not like to disturb the Senator if it is disagreeable 
to him. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Not at all. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that my learned friend yields the whole 
point. The question is not what you would pay an ordinary creditor. 
The question is whether the legislation of Congress when it received 
this fund and since has determined in the past that this should be held 
as a separate fund. If it has not, then there shonid be no interest paid 
on it, especially there should be no quarterly rests; but the Senator comes 
in and says, ‘‘Oh; yes, we will pay interest; we will allow quarterly 
rests.” If he does that, he can only justify himself by agreeing with 
metin saying that this is a special fund, as the statutes which I have 
quoted declare, which declare that it shall be and remain a fund, and 
that the $15,500,000 gold and the moneys accruing therefrom shall be 
paid out so and so. Now, can the Senator tell me on what earthly prin- 
ciple he can say that the United States shall pay interest unless it isa 
principle which requires that if it took the gold out of this separate bag 
and sold it, the currency which it got for the gold should belong to the 
fund also, and you should not credit it to the fand as so much currency 
that you paid out to the first set of claimants as if you had paid it out 
in gold? . 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Why, Mr. President, I suppose that if the 
United States had placed the $15,500,000 in gold in the Treasury and 
allowed it to rest there—— 

Mr. HOAR. It didnot. It sold it. - 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. And in the discharge of judgments of the 
Court.of Alabama Claims it had taken the $15,500,000 and paid it out 
in kind, it would have discharged its entire obligation. But the Gov- 
ernment in this matter, as in many other matters, has been very liberal 
toward these claimants beyond any just liability resting upon the 
Government; and now shall it be said because it has pursued that course 
that it must keep on and vate the matter ? 

Mr. HOAR. But when the Government paid this first class of claims. 
did it pay out of this fand more than six million dollars odd? It took 
six million dollars odd in gold and paid it out, and that is all it paid 
outofthefund. If that be true, why do you want to come in and keep 
your accounts so as to say we paid out seven million dollars odd because 
you turned that again into currency before you paid the claimants? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do that for the reason that these claims 
in the first place are not, asI say, within the principle of the award at 
all. 

Mr. HOAR. That has been settled. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Settled? I should like to know whether 
these claimants regard it assettled? What is this bill doing here at all 
if that is settled? Why were not these claimants content with asking 
Congress to extend the time for closing up the business of the Court of 
Alabama Claims? Why do they come and ask this additional legisla- 
tion? Why do they come and request Congress to add to all the various 
amounts provided for in former legislation another sum arising from the 
premium on the sale of bonds, namely, the sum of $385,100.07, which 
they are asking in addition to the sum that was treated of in the act of 
1882? They werenot content with the legislation they obtained. They 
are asking for additional legislation. They were not content to make 
provision by which this whole business can be wound up by a reason- 
able extension of time to that end, but they say, ‘‘ You must give us fur- 
ther provision of law and add over three hundred, nearly four hundred, 
thousand dollars more to the sum provided for in the act of 1882.” 

No, Mr. President, when we shall have paid this principal, adding 
thereto the interest, which, as I say, they were not under the practice 
of the Government entitled to—but that has been provided—when we 
have done that we have done all that these claimants for the war 
premiums paid have any right to ask of the Government, and even 
then they get what was not embraced within the principles of the Ge- 
neva award. 

Mr. SHERMAN (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). Mr. President, this 
subject is new to me, but I should like to ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetis whether under the House bill this fund bears interest after 
it was covered into the Treasury? : 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir, it does not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under either proposition ? 

- Mr. HOAR. It does not. = 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that the rule adopted by the Sen- 
ate Committee on the Judiciary is fartoo liberal; and even if the United 
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States was a trustee, under the most rigid application of the law of 
trusts this rule would not be applied to ahy private trustee under any 


doctrine that can be found laid down in any book on equity. It seems 
to me that the Senate Committee on the Judiciary have in their propo- 
sition gone far beyond whatisjust and right between the United States 
and these persons claimants under the Geneva award. 

The United States received fifteen and a half millions ofmoney which 
the United States won from Great Britain, which was to be distributed 
according to the will of the United States among such persons as it be- 
lieved to be most jcstly entitled to the money. The United States then 
fortunately had the opportunity to invest the money in bonds of the 
United Statesina ‘icular character of loan. It was nota ial de- 
posit, nota ial contract, but the money was put in bonds defined 

y law, the 5 per cent. bonds, which were then offered to all the world 
at pe Itinvested that fifteen anda half million dollars in those bonds. 
A bond for this amount was issued in the same form precisely as any 
other 5 per cent. bond of the United States. I have seen it because I 
canceled it. It is simply a bond purchased as any citizen at that time 
might have purchased it with gold. 

The Government of the United States did more than that. , It collected 
ay, the interest accruing on that bond, for there was but, one 

md. It was issued in the form of one bond to the Secretary of State, 
who collected the quarterly interest, 1} per cent., each three months, and 
invested that in the same kind of bond. Asa matter of course the 
Government could not invest the interest in the same kind of bonds 
at par, because the bonds advanced in price, and therefore the quarterly 
interest could not be invested in bonds to an amount equal to the 
amount of interest accruing, for these bonds advanced from the date 
of their issue until they rose far up before they were redeemed to 15 

cent. above par. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was equally true of the first one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

_ Mr. EDMUNDS. A private trustee would have had to pay the 
whole ey on gold and the premium on the bonds. 

Mr. SHERMAN, ‘The interest, taking it at 4 per cent., would have 
been over $150,000 every quarter. They could not buy these same 
bonds three months, or six months, or nine months afterward, except 
ata premium., The exact operation shows that the result at a certain 
period of time was that this fund of $15,500,000 had been increased 
to the extent of $2,304,000; but it must be remembered that a portion 
of this interest was invested in the premium on the bonds in which the 
interest was invested. 

The rule prescribed even by the Senate Judiciary Committee is a rule 
so unjust that it would destroy and ruin any trustee who was charged 
with this trust, because the Government is charged not only with quar- 
terly interest as it accrued but the interest on that interest compounded 
at the rate of 5 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis the committee’s proposition. Thatis not mine. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say even the committee’s proposition errs in 
favor of these persons. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Although it saves several millions as against the 
House proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN, As against the House proposition it is undoubtedly 
better; but it seems to me that in this particular the statements which 
the Senator from Vermont has been kind enough to hand me from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, show that the Government could not always 
invest this money judiciously; that is they could not invest it in bonds 
at the same rate at which they invested the principal, and they there- 
forelost. ‘They had to pay a premium and sométimes they could notin- 
vest it at the moment the money was collected, but had to wait awhile, 
and therefore they lost by delay. 

Suppose an individual was trustee of this fund and he quarterly re- 
ceived the interest. He could not investiton the next day, or perhaps 
the next, or the next, or the next. He would rather wait for a favorable 
turn of the money market; and if he invested itjudiciously two, or three, 
or four, or five months after it was received by him under the circum- 
stances, if the circumstances would justify it, it would be a proper invest- 
ment; but he could not in any event invest it inthe bondsat par. He 
must pay a premium; and that diminishes the principal of the bonds so 
bought. It seems to me therefore that the Senate committee have gone 
to the utmost extent in a rule which operates injuriously to the Govern- 
ment, and I have no doubt that when this rule is applied to the actual 
fund it will increase the amount of this fand probably from fifty to one 
hundred thousand dollars, that depending entirely, however, on the good 
luck of the Government in the purchase of bonds at the time when the 
interest accrued. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me to call his at- 
tention to What I understand to be the point in that respect ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Iagree with the Senator that the committee’s propo- 
sition does to a certain extent do injustice to the Government on their 
theory, but because they do an injustice of $100,000 to the Government 
in doing one particular thing, allowing compound interest when they 
would not be bound to do so, it does not follow that they ought to be 
permitted to do another anda larger injustice to the claimants in another 


respect. 


The point between me and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. W1Lson] is 
not in what the Government ought to charge itself with; it isin what 
it has a right to credit itself with; and I beg the Senate not to lose sight 
of that one point. The United States got this money in gold, and there 
were three classes of claims. One of them was going to get about 50 
per cent., and the class number one they wereready to pay. The class 
number one had their judgments estimated in currency. Every man 
who lost $100 in gold had a judgment for $115, that being the currency 
value when compared with gold. Then the United States took out of 
this gold fund, which it had declared over and again should be a fund 
for these claimants, or some of them, $6,000,000 and odd in gold and 
sold it for $7,000,000 and odd in currency, and it paid the claimants 
number one seven millions and oddin currency. Now, the Senator from 
Towa turns round and says, you charge to this gold fund in your book- 
keeping not the six millions which you took out of it to sell to pay off 
these fellows, but the seven millions of their judgments in currency, 
and pocket the $1,500,000 yourself. That is what it is. 

Now, the fact that the committee say we should make up a little of 
that by allowing compound interest that you are not entitled to, does 
not seem to me to cover it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator that when claimants 
of class number one had their judgments paid by the court they were 
allowed the current premium on gold in addition to their judgments? 

Mr. HOAR. They were, but notin that form. The court expressly 
say we make up these judgments upon currency values; that is, if a 
man lost a cargo how much currency to-day will pay that man for that 
cargo? That cargo we will say is worth $115,000; that will pay him 
for his loss as of to-day, paid to him in currency. The United States 
takes $100,000 in gold out of its bag which it is keeping for these war- 
premium men, sells it and gets $115,000 in currency, pays the man, 
whoif he had had his judgment in gold would have had only $100,000, 
and turns around and credits itself in keeping its account of the gold 
with $115,000 instead of $100,000. Now, just let any man with a brain 
in his head and a sense of justice in his bosom think of what he would 
say to a trustee who would come into his office and ask him to help 
carry through such a performance, 

Mr. GEORGE. Allow me to ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question. My understanding is that the money was not kept by the 
Government as a gold deposit. 

Mr. HOAR. It was like that. 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘The Government borrowed the money and paid in- 
terest on it. Now, your proposition would be very clear if the Govern- 
ment had just laid aside the fifteen and a half million dollars in a vault 
by itself as a special deposit belonging to these parties, and then when 
this judgment was awarded in currency by which they could pay it in 
currency, and had taken from that fand so much money and bought 
the currency. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what it did in substance. - 

Mr. GEORGE. But here is the point: My understanding now.is 
that before that time the Government had ceased to keep these fifteen 
and a half millions as a special fand, but had borrowed the money and 
putit in the general Treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. I will tell you exactly what it did. 
$15,500,000 in ge 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand that. 

Mr. HOAR. It invested it or made out a big bond for $15,500,000 
to represent it. That bond was the bond which Mr: Secretary Sher- 
man eanceléd; I suppose a gold bond, payable principal and interest 
in gold. Then in 1876, when the first class of claimants were to be 

id the United States sold gold-bearing bonds of the Treasury for 

,000,000 and canceled this big bond and credited the fund with the 
balance, and the Secretary of the Treasury kept the account just as I 
say it should be kept. 

This amendment undertakes to overturn all the judgments of the 
Treasury from that day to this., It is just the same as if it was kept 
ina bag. It was represented by a specific bond. The simple point, as 
I say again to my honorable friend from Mississippi, is this: at ought 
the United States to have said on their books in that transaction? If 
they had paid out of this $15,500,000, should they have said they paid 
out gold which they took from the fund and sold for the purposes speci- 
fied in the act of Congress, or should they have said they had paid out 
the amount of the currency value which they boughtand in which these 
judgments were paid? Thatisthe wholepoint between us. Thestatute 
of 1882 is: ; 

That the judgments rendered by said court under this act shall be paid by the 


Secretary of the Treasury out of the sum of money paid to the United States 
pursuant to article 7 of the treaty of Washington and accruing therefrom, 


Then the tenth section of the same statute says, afta providing for 
the first claimants: 

If there shall remain any part of the said money— 

Treating it as an existing thing by itself— 
the same shall be and remain a faund— 

And be disposed of by Congress hereafter. Then came the next 


statute, and said this fund shall-be paid out first to the men who suf- 
fered by the exculpated cruisers and the balance to the war premiums, 
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So the point is not whether the United States is to be with a 

particular amount of diligence as trustee.. The point is how that par- 
. ticular transaction of selling $6,000,000 in gold and paying off $7,500,- 

000 in claims should be credited upon the books, The Treasurer of 

the United States, the Secretary of the Treasury, and everybody re- 

ported it to Congress year after year in that way until Congress 

this last act on the basis of that report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—- 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Ohio indulge me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather finish what I have to say. 

Mr. GEORGE. Well, goon. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have complained somewhat of 
the proposition made by the Senate Committee on the Judiciary, upon 
the ground that it made the Government of the United States pay com- 
pound interest on this large sum of money at a time when it was in- 
vesting the money in the best possible way for the interest of these 
parties; and as to the extent of any difference between the result of 
their investment and the result of this compound ratio, I think the 
proposition of the committee is unjust, but in respect to the other part 
of it it Seems to me clearly right as against the proposition of the House 
bill. The House committee treats this fund as a continuing fand up 
to a certain date, compounding it at a certain rate, and including in 
that computation the sum of $385,100 which was realized to the fund 
from the sales of bonds. 

It seems to me that this is capable of a very simple solution. The 
original bond was $15,500,000. That bond was surrendered in Janu- 
uary, 1876, if [remember aright, and a balance was then stated, and an- 
other bond was issued of the same loan on the 22d of January, 1877, 
leaving the amount then to the credit of this fund $7,150,000 and no 
more. In the course of the next year or two, I think it was in the fol- 
lowing year, perhaps the beginning of 1878, that bond was paid off in 
the ordinary call of the 5 per cent. bonds, all of which were extinguished 
by actual payment by the United States *in gold, and about the same 
time the premium or difference between gold and paper money disap- 
peared, and the premium on the bonds disappeared, use, being pay- 
able at call, they were payable at par and the premium on them dis- 
appeared. ' 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It did not disappear with that bond, because it was 
one of the fives of 1881. They could not be called in before 1881. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That only makes the date 1881 instead of 1878. 
When they were called in in 1881 they were paid off and all premium 
on those bonds disappeared, and Congress itself passed a law covering 
into the Treasury the balance of this fund. From that time, it seems 
to saa there ought to be no interest allowed. ‘That I believe is not 
claimed, 

Mr. HOAR. Nobody proposes it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know upon what ground it is claimed 
that this $385,000 shall be allowed. It seems to me that even the 
Senate committee’s proposition is entirely too liberal to this fund; and 
with that amendment I think the Senate proposition would be fair and 
reasonable. Ido not understand the proposition of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I can not get it through my head on 
what ground the Government of the United States is to pay back this 
$385,000. If I understood it better I might vote for it, but I do not 
now, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if this were a case of private trust 
and you had been the trustee in the year 1873 when this fifteen and a 
half million dollars in coin would have been paid to you and you had 
invested that money as a private trustee in the same way that it has 
been invested—if you call it an investment—by the United States, and 
had paid out of it what the United States has, the sam of money that 
you would now be accountable for to your beneficiaries would be less 
than the Senate’s Judiciary Committee proposes. We were liberal, 
too liberal, hewing it down toa fine point, but we thought we would 
bring it as near as we could to the principles of the act of 1882, which 
said that the balance with accrued interest should be paid. We would 
not undertake to go back of the act of 1882. Now, try it at the start 
with the private-trust doctrine of my friend from Massachusetts, Gold 
at that time was at a premium, as the little red book he has shows, of 
about 15 per cent., being quoted at 115. 

Mr. HOAR. Bonds and gold were at exactly the same premium. 

a T PAUNDI: Perhaps they were; but what was the premium 
on gold? 

Mr. HOAR. At what date? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the Ist of August, 1873, which was about the 
time the money came to us. The act was passed in March, 1873, and 
the money was received from England some time in the summer of that 
year, I think; I have forgotten the exact date. We passed an act in ad- 
vance, 

Mr. HOAR. One hundred and fifteen and some fraction was the 
rate of gold then. My eyes can not catch the-fraction in this print. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is near enough. I said 115. Now turn to 
the New York newspapers for that same month of the year 1873, and 
how do you find this 5 per cent. loan of 1881, which the law of the 3d 
of March, 1873, said this fund should be invested in? How did they 
stand? The President of the Senate being the trustee, you are to in- 


yest the fund in those bonds. How much have youto pay? The fives 
of 1881 were at a premium of 20, selling at 120. So take your fifteen 
and one-half million dollars in gold and see how large a bond at that 
price of 120 you can buy with it. 

At this time in 1873 these bonds had nine years to run and they 
were gold-bearing bonds. They were not payable in currency; they 
were payable in coin, and the interest was payable "in coin, and they 
stood at this high premium, which was 5 per cent. higher than the 
premium on gold. So, turning it into a new transaction, the actual 
premium on the bonds bought with the gold would be just 5 per cent., 
which would be one-twentieth of the total sum in gold. I think that 
must be plain to the commonest apprehension. a 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has got the wrong date, It was the year 
before. The fifteen and one-half millions was received in gold before 
that time. : . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was it, indeed? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir; that is the trouble. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have stated what the act of Congress says; the 
act of Congress may have proceeded ona mistake; but the act of March 
3, 1873, says: 

That immediatel 
United States by the tribunal of arbitration at Geneva to be paid by the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain, the sameshall be paid into the Treasury, and used to 
redeem, so far as it may, the public debt of the United States. 

There is another observation I might make on a private t be- 
cause in undertaking to redeem the public debt of the United States 
at that time when our credit was good and while currency was at a 
discount, in order to redeem that public debt unless you made a call 
of something that was then due—and whether there was anything then 
due or not I donot know—you would have had to pay a high premium 
to get itin. But I do not put any point on that now. 

And the amount equal to the debt so redeemed shall be invested-in the ore 
cent. registered bonds of the United States to be held subject to the future dis- 
position of Congress. i: 

Now, with great respect to the Senator from Massachusetts, I think 
that when that act of Congress of 1873 was passed the money had not 
been paid to the United States. It was late in 1872 when the tribunal 
made its award. The treaty was not made until 1871. That provided 
for the tribunal of Geneva, and that sat, I think, during part of 1871 
and in 1872; and then witkin a certain period, I think it was a year 
and a half—we can tell by looking at the treaty—the money was to be 
paid; and about the last day of the time, naturally enough as a matter 
of business, when it was about to be due, Great Britain paid the fif- 
teen and a half millions in coin, and that brought it (this act of Con- 
gress haying been passed in anticipation of the payment which was to 
come on pretty soon) to the summer of 1873, Before adjourning in 
1873 Congress passed this act, that as soon as the Secretary of State re- 
ceived: the money he should invest it in the registered 5 percents of 
1881, and the gold premium on those 5 percents as against the gold 
purchaser was 5 per cent., as the quotations in the newspapers show, for 
gold was at 115 and these bonds were at 120. That makesa difference 
of 5 per cent. in gold, so that if a man went to a banker with his gold 
to buy these fifteen and a half million in bonds he would have had to 

y 5 percent. premium. So then your private trustee would have 
had to pay out of his fifteen anda half millions a premium of $775,000 
and he would have got an amount of bonds equal only to $14,725,000. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Senator from Vermont will allow me 
to suggest that the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury states that 
the money was paid into the Treasury on September 8, 1873. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. The gold had fallen and bonds had 
risen meantime, I sup; I can turn over to that very day, and I 
will. While we are about it let us be exact. I was merely guessing, 
and I got the date as in August, 1873. It seems it was the 8th of Sep- 
tember. 

Mr. ALLISON. Where does my colleague find that? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury on page 5 of the pamphlet before me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here is a New York paper of the 8th of September, 
1873. Let me find the stock sales of that day. [Examining.] I do 
not find any quotations on that day of that precise registered gold bond, 
and therefore I can not tell, but it must have been somewhere along 
there. I will treat it as that, and as if you got only exactly what Mr. 
Fish did get; he got a bond of the Treasury signed by the proper offi- 
cers—one single bond for $15,500,000. I have shown that in the month 
of August the premium on the bonds was 5 per cent, more than the 
panom on gold. Itwas a mere guess of mine as to the precise date. 

do not find any quotations on the day of the actual receipt of the 
money. Perhaps the bonds had risen, perhaps they had fallen a little; 
they varied. He would only have got a bond for $14,725,000. “Hedid 
get a bond, treating him as a private trustee, of so large an amount that 
he would have had to pay money out of his own pocket to get it if he 
got a bond for the full amount that had been paid into his hands, the 

een and a half million dollars. Now I undertake to say, if I am 
right as to the state of the premium on gold and the premium on the 
bonds he was directed to invest in, there was nothing left in the hands 
of this private trustee which was due to his beneficiary. The benefi- 


upon the payment of the sum of money awarded to the 
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Starting there, we have fifteen and a half million dollars that the 
p rivate trustee, calling him that, i is bound to account for, and no more. 

e is bound to account for it in the way he has invested it at 5 per 
cent. payable quarterly, because the interest on these bonds was pay- 
able quarterly, and the amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary 
does exactly that thing. 

If we put it at 5 per cent., whether we did or not—if we put it at 6 
we made a mistake—but putting it at 5 per cent. the amendment of the 
Committee on the Judiciary accounts for this fund on the principle of a 
- private trust, running it down to the time when out of it and its accu- 
mulations thus asa private trust there was paid a certain number of mill- 
ions of dollars. No matter how the trustee got that money, if he was 
a private trustee and held in his hands bonds of the United States that 
he sold, he would have been bound to account for the premium. If he 
had bought them he would have had to pay a premium equal to that 
which he got, and one hand would have washed the other; and the 
principal sum and the interest upon it therefore would have been ex- 
siy the sum to which the beneficiary was entitled, and no more. 

Very well. The report of the committee, therefore, provides that 
this original sum should bear interest in "favor of whomever it was to 
be paid to at the rate provided with quarterly rests. Then it takes 
out Por it down to the time when Congress covered it into the Treasury 
in 1877 the sums that have been paid out of it on the former award 
and the eSenses, compounded quarterly, just as if it were a private 
trust. The balance thus produced will be all that in any pointof view 
any person who claims that it stands on the doctrine of a private trust 
could demand. And therefore, I repeat, as I believe—I have not 
made the figures to be exact about it—that if it had been treated, and 
were to be, as a private trust, of which, Mr. President, you were the 
trustee and you had charged your constituent with everything you had 
paid out and credited him with everything you got in, you would not 
be bound to pay him as much money as this report of the Committee 
on the Judiciary recommends shall be paid. 

That is all I want to say now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on the Judiciary as modified by changing the word 
“ January,” in line 12, to “‘ June.” 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President — 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to give notice that at the conclusion of this 
bill I shall call up the urgent deficiency bill, and if that can not be 

to-day it will be necessary to have a session to-morrow. Ido 
not wish to interfere with this bill. 3 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, if no further debate is desired by any 
Senator I will move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to state one thing before that is done. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I am told by a very high authority that the ponda of 
1881 were quoted on the day of the investment of the $15,500,000 at 
1123. I have just received this communication from a person in whom 
T have the most absolute confidence, and that was the result of my in- 
quiries previously. So that even this little 5 per cent. difference the 
Senator from Vermont is mistaken about in supposing the trustee would 
have had to pay outanything. The whole Treasury account shows that. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say that this is really a relic of the old 
contest (which many Senators here remember), which occupied the 
time of the Senate and the House in a former Congress, in which every 
presentation that could be made of the merits of the respective claim- 
ants was brought out. The Senator from Iowa has shown the animus 
of thisamendment. It will take away more than a million dollars 
from the war-premium men. After they have been invited by Con- 
gress to present their claims upon the basis of the Government hold- 
ing this as a fund for them, vith all accretions, at this late day, by 
what the Senator from Massachusetts calls a transparent juggle of 
book-keeping, an attempt is made to reduce that fund. I do not be- 
lieve that the Senate is pre for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS inthe chair). The Sena- 
tor from Maine will please suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, it is the duty of the Chairto lay before the Senate the unfinished 

a es is the bill (S. 714) to establish a uniform system of 
bankru hout the United States. 

Mr. ROAR. ET hope unanimous consent will be given to have the 
Senator from Maine proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid 
aside in order that the Senator from Maine may proceed with his re- 
marks. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish to take up more time. Iwasonly going 
to say that so confident am I that the Senate i is not prepared to do that, 
that I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not do that. Let us take a square vote. 


Mr. HOAR. I understand that we shall probably get a vote on the 
Senator’s motion, and I ask that the bill be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid 


ator from Maine moves to lay on the table the amendment of the Com- 
— on the Judiciary. 
Iir. EDMUNDS. Why not take a straight vote? 

Mr HAWLEY. I want to say a word. 

Mr. HALE. I stated that I made the motion on the ground that 
Senators did not desire further debate. I yield to the Senator from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to say a few words on this amendment. I 
will not undertake to go into the intricacies of book-keeping; but the 
persons to whom this money was to be paid have been selected, the 
classes have been determined upon by deliberate successive acts of the 
Congress of the United States, and the manner of treating the fund 
has been settled upon. The upshot of the amendment of the com- 
mittee is to close the account and turn $1,300,000 of profit of some kind 
or other, somehow or other obtained, into the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; you are mistaken there. j 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am so informed, and by a member of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That member is greatly mistaken. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I am in search of information. I wish to 
know if the account be closed to-day in accordance with this amend- 
ment how will it stand on the books of the Treasury. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will stand on the books of the Treasury that 
we have paid out more money then we got. 

Mr. HOAR. One million three bundred thousand dollars, which, 
according to the Treasurer’s report made every year, year after year 
stands to the credit of this fund, will be transferred to the Treasury. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. HOAR. It was covered into the Treasury in 1877, but of that 
sum which was covered into the Treasury belonging to this fund $1,300,- 
000 more goes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. HOAR. I say the Senator from Vermont is mistaken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I say you are mistaken. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thereis a radical disagreement as to $1, 300, 000 be- 
tween two members of the committee that reports this amendment. I 
will leave that for them to settle as may seem best to them. 

I wish to know whether it be true, as stated by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that we took $6,000,000 of gold, sold it for $7,000,000, 
and then charged it to the fund as $7,000,000? 

Mr, HOAR. That is what they want to do now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Charged itto the gold fund. Ihave no language 
which I desire to use on this occasion to characterize that transaction. 
If the Government in the administration of what it has substantially 
treated as a trust fund is in any way to make a million out of the de- 
preciation of its own currency, out of the price of gold in the market, I 
take no part in the transaction whatever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Neither do I. There is not any such thing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Vermont denies that any such 
thing is proposed. I certainly am not ready for a vote with these dif- 
ferences of opinion among the committee. 

The Government of the United States said that certain of its citizens 
had just claims against a foreign government for great losses inflicted. 
Those citizens of course were without any remedy unless their Govern- 
ment undertook to collect their claim. Their Government did under- 
take to collect it, did collect it, received fifteen and a half million in 
gold, and now proposes to close the account in such a manner as to take 
advantage of a million dollars received from its own depreciated cur- 
rency. Ican arrive at no other possible conclusion. Iam satisfied 
with the keeping of these books, which shall show that it was admin- 
istered honestly and faithfully, that the money was kept not idle but 
decently and fairly invested in proper securities, and that whatever the 
avails of them they were paid over to the people who we sai2 were en- 
titled to them. Ifthe Senator from Vermont can prove that that dis- 
position is to be made of this money, then I am satisfied with the bill. 
‘What I want is an honest keeping and a fair investment of the money 
and a paying of it out to the people who we said ought to have it, and 
I understand that if this course be taken there will not be enough to 
pay all of the last class. 

Mr. HALE. Only about 50 per cent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Even if that course be taken there will not be 
enough to pay more than about 50 per cent. of the class of claimants 
who were last acknowledged to have just claims. Here comes that 
contradiction as to this plain and simple proposition of what I consider 
ordinary honesty in the administration of a trust. So I do not know 
how to vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut 
and the Senator from Massachusetts have both said that the previous 
laws had fixed the amount in substance that was to be paid out. So 
they have. Here is the last word in the last law of 1882 on that 
subject. Section 9 of the act of June 5, 1882, volume 22, page 99, de- 


And provided further, That the whole amount paid out shall not exceed the 
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amount rarae of the Geneva award and interest, as it was when actually | 


covered ini And so much mon ecessary to carry 
se Boonie of this section is hereby eppreoriated< he of any moneysnot 
appropriated, 

That was the act under which brought in the war-premium men, who 

helped to defeat the insurance men on the ground that there was no 
trust about it at all, but only an appeal to the consideration of the 
Government as to the way in which it would be best for the general 

purposes of moral justice and reimbursemegt for losses that the money 
should be paid. 

I have fae two letters from the Treasury Department which will 
show just how much has been received, how much interest has ac- 
crued, and how much has been paid out, that I supposed, until I 
looked at the report this morning, had been attached to the report 
and prina I should like to have them read now, first the letter of 


March 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The lottery will be read, if there be 
no objection, 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 23, 1886. 
Sm: I am in fa pacara Sipe ot yous communication of the 22d instant, and of your 


bgp orai of to-da; that the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate 
ia peg bes of the investment of the Geneva award fund 
from the and of the expenditure therefrom, for consideration in con- 


nection with ous bill No. 6661, "to provide for closing up the business and 
Pa dy be» e expenses of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for 
er purposes,” 

In Sepis thereto I have to state that the $15,500,000 awarded by the tribunal of 
arbitration at Geneva were invested in 5 per "cent, bonds of the funded loan of 
1881, bearing interest from vey preempt 9, 1873. 

Bonds of the fund were sold from time to time to meet the judgments rendeted 
by the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims to the extent of $8,350,000, on 
which there was realized in currency the sum of $992,522.19 as premium on "the 
sale of an equal amount of coin. 

Under the provisions of section 15 of the acb of J ee 23, 1874 = Ho), 

the balance of the original investment, namely, $7,150, th $2,403 
800, accumulated interest on the whole fund, was pees nto ai ane 
March 81,1877; and in the quarter ending June 30, am the further sum of $123, ~- 
305.89, accumu: terest, was covered into the Treasury. 
e premium received in coin from the sale of the bonds referred to amounted 
to $344,393.88 and $40,706.19, respectively, making a total of $385,100.07, which 


was covered into the ury asa miscellaneous receipt, 
ee - Premium in 
a sold! currency on|, 
Receipts aban Gols Total, 
: celed. bonds. 
Bonds sold April 24, 1876.... we „883,000 00 | $730,826 12 | $6,613, 826 12 
Bonds sold August 12, 1876 .... -| 2,160,000 00 | 243,445 53 | 2,403,445 53 
Bonds sold January 22, 1877 ........ RSNI 307,000 00 18,280 54 325, 280 54 
A E A ERATEN AES | 8,350,000 00 | 992,552 19 | 9,342,552 19 
Bonds canceled Mareh 31, 1877 ............ 7,150,000 00 
nds purchased withaccumulated ine) > ° [uneses 9,553,000 00 
terest and can 31, 1877 ...| 2,403,000 00 
Accumulated interest covered into the 
Treasury April 20, 1877 ......scccerseceeees 123, 305 89 | z 123, 305 89 
7 7 Rasa ee iai tones | 9,676,305 89 |msveeenerenen 9, 676, 305 89 
Coin prem- |Premium in 
Receipts. ium on sale | currency on Total 
sale thereof. 
Coves fate the siiper 
say 10, E E E ENE UTAT Mere) 634 78 | $27,657 $250, 291 98 
109, 080 00 12, 294 00 121, 374 00 
12, 679 754 99 13, 434 09 
EN P SG cars E r NAI, | 344,398 88| 40,706 19| 385,100 07 
*Total receipts ......sscseesesscessnsensseees | ENA Da | DDA | 19,403, 958 15 
EXPENDITURES, 
. $6, 641,287 26 
2,674,465 93 
3,325,905 68 
Payment 25,041 83 
Total judgments EOE $12, 666,700 70 
Salaries and expenses of the court for fiscal years— 
$4,374 70 
112,915 03 
55,435 99 
505 40 
- 152, 996 05 
181, 400 00 
99, 484 09 
. 36,3% 40 


Total salaries and e: 
Advertising sale of bonds, 


E onei arepane PA T S arr 
y, yours, 
©. 8. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. Grorex F, EDMUNDS, 
Chairman Committee on the Judiciary, United States Senate, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Now Ishould like tohave the additional letter of 
the 31st of March read in further explanation. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 31, 18%. 
ject of i ddis- 
SIR: pn poo Avo chicory e a gor the sul Re nie kig Geavanieonet pts ase 
Dead by tha meaai ba Sae par cnn, cana which the 815600 n0 award 
vested, I have to ‘our attention to the statement fi ed to you in 
auton letter of the 3a in instant, setting forth the condition of the fund 
q jon. 


in the end a sum of interest equal to $2,562,036,98} had been for the most part so 
aiaa Bie table of the pp Loa ton principal of the fund and interest accruing 
thereon ow: =~ 


Amount of 


interest, Principal. 


Interest from— 


$111,616 85 | $15, 500, 000 


| 193; 750 00 | 15, 500, 000 
J 920 54 112, 
| 195,150 00 | 15,612, 000 
ki 2,266 47 1%, 
May 1, 1874, to ‘August 1, 187: | 200,051 25 | 16,004,100 
August 1, 1874, to Saa tn i, 200,051 25 | 16,004, 100 
November 1 1874, to February 1, ia 205,015 00 | 16,401,200 
February 1, 1875, May 1, 1875.. 207,552 50 | 16, 604, 200 
May 1, 1875, to Au IBIS ss. 210, 134 374}! 16,810,750 
1 210,134 374| 16,810,750 
215,365 624! 17 
May 1, 1876, to August 1, 1876......... j K 
August 1, 1876, to November 1, ity | 7 
November 1, 1876, to February 1, 123, 


Total interest accrued to the fund... s 
Less amount covered into the Treasury.........: 


Available for investment in 5 percents............. 


This sum yay used to buy $2,403,800 of bonds shown in the statement already 


furnished to 

As the bon: we bought at the best obtainable rates, the difference between 
the sum so bons t and the interest available therefor, namely, $34,931.09, was 
absorbed in premium. 


Pirre inie were sold to pay judgments, oy Eag on April 24,187 
arag bases cent and January 22, 1877, $307,000, they were so. sey ee in- 
rest to from the nearest interest } period; therefore, in the 
jare rapor det to the fund received the benefit of the interest—in the first sale to 
May 1, 1876, in the second to August 1, 1876, and in the third to February 1, 1577. 
Bonds of the fund to the amount of $7,150,000 and the $2,403,800 purchased 
with accumulated interest were canceled on the 31st of March, 1877, and ceased 
to bear interest from that date 
With these explanations and a reference to the table furnished by the Depart- 
ment on the 23d instant, the receipts and expenditures of the fund, adding $800 
ye in statement of bonds purchased with accrued interest, are shown as fol- 
ows: 


on coin face of bonds sold. 
e of bonds plus currency r 


thereof............ 


Total net SRN 
Total expenditures. 
Respectfully, yours, 
s ©. S. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 
O, F. EDMUNDS, 


airman Commitice on the Judiciary, United States Senate, 


Mr. HAWLEY. That does not quite harmonize with the statement 
previously read; I do not know the reason why. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yon will find it does harmonize when you study 
it a little. There is no discrepancy. 

Now, Mr. President, the upshot of this business is, as it seems to me, 
that the act of 1882 said exactly that beyond which we should not go, 
and the amendment of the committee does all of that and, as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio thinks, a little more. I thought the committee were 
unanimous in supposing that the $385,000 mentioned there was totally 
inadmissible; but the House bill according to these reports from the 

treated this as a private trust, unless I am greatly mistaken 
as to what was the quantum of the premium on the gold fives of 1881 
when this was invested, which does not come in there at all, because it 
does not anything for it. They took it themselves and got their 
par, whereas if the August quotation should answer for the September 
one that I can not find, the gold quotation on that kind of bonds, there 
would be $775,000 tocome out againstthefund. The committee amend- 
ment putsit upon the act of 1882; only itisa little better than that act 
alone would have done, I think. 

If in that view of the case the Senate wishes to reject this amendment, 
our duty is done. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say just one word. The Senator quotes one 
phrase of the act of 1882. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Arnd the last one, 
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Mr. HOAR. And the last one, and says the amount to be paid out 
shall be the money received from the Geneva award as it was on a cer- 
tain day. I do not think that supports the Senator’s view at all, and 
I do not agree that his bill supports it. The same act says that if 
there shall remain any part of the said money it shall be and remain a 
fund, and it shall be the amount of the Geneva award as it was when 
covered into the Treasury. The Treasury book-keeping kept it just as 
we claim. Section 7 of the act of 1882 provides: 


That the judgments rendered by said court under this act shall be paid by 

the Secretary of the Treasury out of the sum of money paid to the United 

a pursuant to article 7 of the treaty of Washington, and accruing there- 
m. 


The Senator from Vermont omits all those passages. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have got everything in. : 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST, Will theSenator permit me to say just one word about 
this matter? I was utterly opposed to the distribution of this fand as 
Congress finally concluded to distribute it. In other words, I was ut- 
terly opposed, and I am now, to paying one dollar of this amount to what 
are known as the war-premium claimants. But I was overruled in that 
matter and Congress came to the conclusion, as I understand, that they 
should be paid, and, so far as our legislation is concerned, that they 
should be put with the claimants of the first class. 

It makes nosortof difference, if that principle is established, whether 
the surplus money is in the Treasury after paying the claimants of the 
first or even of the second class; the question is, how do you propose to 
pay these people of the third class and to pay these war-premium claim- 
ants? Do you propose to make a distinction between the payment to 
the claimants of the first class and those of the third class? Unques- 

. tionably the claimants of the first class have been paid by converting 
the amount of gold into currency, allowing them the interest upon it 
and paying off the judgments rendered in their favor. Now it is pro- 
posed, as I understand, to change that rule, and to say that they shall 
receive the amount of currency, a dollar in currency toa dollar in gold, 
with interest at 5 per cent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Currency now being worth the same as gold. 

Mr. VEST. ‘That makes no sort of difference,itseemstome. Iam 
not Sac gst to change a rule already established as to the payment of 
the first class. I must agree that the Senator from Massachusetts is 

logical, to say the least of it, in his proposition, and that the amend- 

ment proposed by the Judiciary Committee is entirely illogical. At 
the same time, stating it as a logical proposition, I would unquestion- 
ably vote not to give one dollar to those people who are called the war- 

mium claimants. f 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the amendment be laid on the table, on which the yeas and nays are 
demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr. CoKE’s name was called). The Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CoKE] is paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Evarts]. The Senator from Texas would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

Mr. HALE (when Mr. FRYE’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. FRYE] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (after having voted in the negative). I voted inad- 
vertently. I had forgotten my pair, and told the Senator from Maine 
when he went away to have his colleague remind me, if I should for- 
getit. I withdraw my vote. I should vote “‘ nay,” and the Senator 
from Maine I supposé would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
question with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Pike]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay ’? and he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called),, Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. I do not know how he 
would vote. ; 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. I donot know how-he 
would vote, and therefore I shall withhold my vote. If he were pres- 
ent, I think I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. I do not know how he 
would vote, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. Iwas requested by the Senator from’ Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] to state that he is paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. 
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Mr. BERRY. I desire toannounce that my coll 


Arkansas] is paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 
Mr. CHACE. Iam paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 


YEAS—2, 
Allison, Dawes, Hoar, Payne, 
lair, George, McPherson, Sawyer, 

Bowen, Hale, e Mahone, Sewell, 
Cameron, Hampton, Maxey, Stanford, 

nger, Hawley Miller, Walthall. 

NAYS—l1. 
Beck, Dolph, Mitchell of Oreg., Whitthorne, 
Berry, Eustis, Morrill, i Wilson of Iowa, 
Call, Harris, Pugh, 
Cockrell, In Sherman, 
ABSENT—2. 
Aldrich, Fair, i ec Sabin, 
Blackburn, Frye, MeMillan, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Gibson, Manderson Spooner, 
Butler. Gorman, Mitchell of Pa., Teller, 
den, Gray, Morgan, Vance, 

ace, m, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Coke, Hearst, Pike, Vest, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Platt, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Edmun Jonesof Nevada, Ransom, 
Evarts, Kenna, Riddleberger, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quorum voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [I ask for a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will call the roll of the 
Senate. - 

The Secretary called the roll, and 45 Senators answered to their 


names. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-call develops the presence of 
45 Senators—more than aquorum. ‘The question recurs on the motion 
of thé Senator from Maine to lay on the table the amendment of the 
Judiciary Committee, upon which the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. If he 
were here, I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr..BLACKBURN]. I do not know how 
he would vote, and therefore refrain from voting. 

Mr. PLATT (when hisname was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I announce again that I 
am paired generally with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. I 
do not know how he would vote, and therefore refrain from voting. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAIR. Iam paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES. ] 

Mr. GORMAN. Idesire to announce my pair with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], but Iam informed that the Senator from 
Rhode Island would vote “yea” upon this proposition, Iwill ask the 
Senator from Maine if that is correct. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt that he would. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Do you know anything about it? 

Mr. HALE. I do not get it from him directly, but I have no doubt 
about it. I can say that, and the Senator from Maryland may use his 
discretion about it. I have no doubt whatever that he would vote 
i ty ea.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 18; as follows: 


; YEAS—23, 
Allison, George, MePherson, Sewell, 
Blair Gibson, Maxey, Stanford, 
Bowen, Hale, Miller, Vest, 
Cameron, Hampton, Payne, Voorhees, 
Conger, Hawley, Plumb, Walthall. 
Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, - 
NAYS—I8. 
Beck, Colquitt, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Berry, Dolph, Mitchell of Oreg., Whitthorne, 
Brown, Eustis, Morrill, Wilson of lowa, 
Call, Harris, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Hearst, Saulsbury, 
ABSENT—35. 
Aldrich, Fair, Logan, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Frye, MeMillan, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Gorman, Mahone, _ Sabin, 
Camden, Gray, Manderson, POSET 
Chace, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., eller, 
Coke, Jonesof Arkansas, Morgan, Vance, 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Pike, Wilson of Md. 


Evarts, Kenna, Platt, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 


e [Mr. Jones, of 
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Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The act of 1882, after providing for the 
payment of claims thereunder, has the following proviso: 


That the whole amount paid out shall not exceed the amount remaining of 
the Genevaaward and interest, as it was when actually covered into the Treasury. 


The fifth section of the bill proposes to enlarge that sum by increas- 
ing it to the extent of $385,100.07. I now an amendment to 
that section, in order that the adjustment of these claims shall rest 
upon the act of 1882 and the amount be determined thereby. There- 
fore I move to amend the bill, in section 5, by striking ott after the 
words ‘‘eighteen hundred and eighty-four,” in line 16, down to and 
including the word ‘‘cents,’’ in line 21, in the following words: 

Shall be added the premium realized from the sale of certain bonds in which 
the said fund was invested, namely, the sum of $385,100.07, making $10,089,004.96, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFCER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I wish to say that that sum never has been 
carried into the as part of the Geneva award. 

Mr. DAWES. DoI understand that the Senator does not propose to 
have either the premium on the gold or the premium on the bonds a 
part of this sum? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I simply move tostrike out that item, which 
is not embraced in the act of 1882. 

Mr.DAWES. That being stricken out and the premium on gold not 
being added, then the United States would have the benefit of its oper- 
ation, both what it made on the gold and what it made on the bonds, 
would it not? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Not at all. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not see how else. . 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 
EEM FS and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the tor from New York [Mr. Ev ARTS]. If he were here, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. Iam under the impression that as 
to this particular amendment I was not paired, because I thought that 
we agreed in opinion abaut it; but for fear that I am mistaken I shall 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). On this subject Iam 
paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. I should 
vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were here. 


Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. Ido not know how he would 
vote, and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 20, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Blair, George, Hoar, Sewell, 
Bowen, Gibson, Maxey, - Stanford, 
Cameron, Hale, Miller, Vest, 
Conger, Hampton, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Dawes, Hawley, Sawyer, Walthall, 
NAYS—15. 

* Beck, Colquitt, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Dolph, Mitchell of Oreg., Whitthorne, 
Brown, » Harris, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cockrell, Hearst, Pugh, 

ABSENT—41. 
Aldrich, Evarts, MeMillan, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Fair, McPherson, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Frye, Mahone, Sherman, 
Butler, Gorman, Manderson, Spooner, 
Call, Gray, Mitchell of Pa., ‘Teller, 
Camden, Harrison, Morgan, Vance. 
Chace, Jones of Arkansas, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Coke, Jones of Florida, ` Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Edmunds, Kenna, Platt, 
Eustis, Logan, Ransom, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quoram having voted, the Sec- 
retary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and 40 Senators answered to their 
names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-call shows the presence of 
forty Senators—more than a quorum. The question recurs on the mo- 


tion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to lay the amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson] on the table, upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. If he 
were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay’? and he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] on this question. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was call Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COKE. I am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Evarts]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]; butasit seems importantthat there should be more 
votes cast I shall transfer the pair to my colleague [Mr. VAN Wyck] 
and vote on this question. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair advises Senators, who are 
at liberty so to do, to vote, as there is not yet a quorum voting. 

Mr. BECK. I suppose the vote ought to be announced without de- 
lay. I beg pardon, but I opposed the motion, and I should like to have 
the vote di of. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—25. b 
Allison, George, Manderson, Sewell, 
Blair, Gibson, Max Vest, 
Bowen, Hale, Miller, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hampton, yne, Walthall. 
Cameron, Hawley Plumb, 
Conger, Hoar, Riddleberger, 
Dawes, Mahone, Sawyer, 
NAYS—14. 

Beck, Colquitt, Tngalls, Whitthorne, 
Berry, Dolph. Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of lowa. 
Brown, Harris, Morrill, 
Cockrell, Hearst, Pogh, 

ABSENT—37. 
Al Pair, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Frye, McPherson, Spooner, 
Call, Gorman, Mitchell of Pa., Stanford, 
Camden, Gray, Morgan, Teller, 
Chace, Harrison, Palmer, Vance, 
Coke, Jonesof Arkansas, Pike, Van Wyck. 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Platt, Wilson of Md, 
Edmunds, Jones of Neyada, Ranso: 
Eustis, Kenna, Sabin, 
Evarts, Logan, 


So the amendment was laid on the table | —  — 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. In order that the distribution of this fund 
may rest wholly upon the act of 1882, I moye to strike out the fifth 
section. Inasmuch as preceding legislation has been quoted in opposi- 
tion to the effort which has been made in support of the amendmentof 
the Judiciary Committee, I think it but fair to quote it now, as against 
the other side, and let this whole subject rest where Congress put it by 
the act of 1882. Imove to strike out the fifth section. 

Mr. HALE. That will leave all the clerks unpaid. I move to lay 
the amendment on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It does not affect the clerks at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa. ‘ 5 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 5, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

Sec. 5. That the amount which shall id out and distributed in payment 
and satisfaction of the judgments of the first and second class which are now 
existing as rendered by the said court against the Geneva award fund, and in 
bas fee of the , salaries, and other outlays contemplated and provided 

or in this act, and in the act re-establishing the said court, approved June 5, 1882, 
shall be ascertained in the following manner: To the sum of $9,703,904.89, this 
Seay {Seve amount of the said Geneva award fund eee in the Treasury, 
as disclosed by the Treasury report of June 30, 1877, and the letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives dated April 22, 1884, shall be added the premium real- 
ized from the sale of certain bonds in which the said fund was invested, namely, 
the sum of $385,100.07, making $10,089,004.96 ; and to this sum shall further be 
added the estimated value of the said furniture and property, as provided forin 
section 4 of this act; and from the te sum so, ascertained shall be sub- 
tracted the estimated cost of the services and expenses provided for being esti- 
mated in section 4 of this act, and also the amount provided forin section 1 of 
this act, together with all the other expenses of the court; and from theamount 
so ascertained shall be further deducted the aggregate of the judgments of the 
first class which have already been paid,and the balance shall be applied as 
follows: First, to the payment of the judgments of the first class yet remaining 
unpaid, as provided in said act approved June 5, 1882, and the residue shall be 
DRES out and distributed pro rata upon the judgments in favor of claimants of 
the second class, as provided in said last-named act. And 
tained asaforesaid are, for the purpose of making the payment aforesaid, hereby 
appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Maine moves to lay 
the amendment on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Before the Senator submits that motion I 
wish to make a remark. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine with- 
draw the motion ? 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw it for a moment. 


the amounts so ascer- 
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Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I wish tostate that the Senator from Maine 
is mistaken when he says that tostrike out this section will dispose of 
all provision for the payment of clerks as provided for in the act of 
1882. It has been claimed all the time by persons representing these 
claimants since this matter has been pen: 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will me; the Comptroller of the 

has held that the act of 1882 does not warrant any payment 
for those clerks or for the other machinery thet the counsel 
who represented the United States, and has disallowed all those claims. 
The court was wound up for some time, and then continued by the 
claimants (as it was to be paidout of the fand in the end), paying these 

out of their own pockets. This isnot to refund to those claim- 
ants, but it is to pay the clerks for the last four months. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Butrecently we passed an act through Con- 
gress, and it is now the law, providing for winding up and extending 
the time. - 

Mr. HOAR. If my leatned friend will pardon me, it shows how a 
little study would help him in this matter, as I hares sran thought. 
The act we passed the other day provides for extending this thing two 
months beyond the time fixed by law in order thatthe papers may be 
assorted and properly reported, and for paying the clerks for those two 
months, but the clerks for the last four months have not received one 
cent and will not without legislation, under the ruling of the Comp- 


troller. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam to have the Senator suggest that 
by a little study of this question I would properly understand it, but 


I understand it quite enough to know that this fifth section is not nec- 


essary. 

Mr. HOAR. If my learazed friend studied it correctly, I am sure he 
would know that the section does provide for the clerks. 
` Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do not agree with the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionison ing to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine that the amendment lie on the table. 

Mr. BECK. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

eed oe and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro! 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. 

Mr. FAIR (when his name was called). I was paired with the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], but that pair has been transferred to 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
question with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. If he 
were here, I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). T ani paa miih the 
Senator from West Vi [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). My pair with the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] has been transferred to the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. Iam therefore at liberty to vote, and I 
vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In order to make a quorum I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to my colleague 
[Mr. VAN Wyck], and I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. COKE. Iam with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
EVARTS]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Sera pur Hoar, ee 
. one, pooner, 
Bowen, dibens. Manderson, Stanford, 

. Butler, Hale, Maxey, Vest, 
Cameron, Hampton, Payne, Voorhees, 
Conger, Hawley, Plumb, Walthall. 
Dawes, Sawyer, 

NAYS—15. 
Beck, Cockrell, tne Saulsbury, 
Berry, Colquitt, Mitchell of Oreg., Whitthorne, 
Brown, Iph, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cail, Pugh, 
ABSENT—H, 

Aldrich, Frye, Mi Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Gorman, McPherson, Sab: 
Camden, Gray, Miller, ee 
Chace, Harrison, Mitchell of Pa., 

e, ones o! ‘kansas, Morgan, 
Cullom, Jonesof Florida, Palmer, Van ¥ SE 
Edmunds, Jonesof Nevada, Pike, Wilson of Md. 
Eustis, Kenna, Piatt, . 
Evarts, Logan, m, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, and read the third time. 

The, PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, ‘‘Shall the bill 

? 

Mr. BECK and Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I understand that the bill as it now 
stands provides for the payment on these claims of the amount of 


money received by the United States from Great Britain exactly, giv- 
ing up or making good to the claimants the premium which the United 
States made by a sale of pe i backs, in which a part of the 
former claimants were erstand it provides for that, and 
for the payment of all the poem which the United States to 
pay from the time of the thet te of the money in 1873 to 1877, when 
it was covered into the , and that since that time no interest 
is Understanding against the United States. 

the bill to mean that, it receives the approbation of 
an judgment 


y, and I shail vote for it. 
That is it exactly. 

Mr. BECK. I may not haye understood the Senator from Iowa in 
the statement that he made. I should like to know whether we are 
paying to these people a premium upon payments made in the legal- 
tender notes of the country. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Weare paying the premium realized by the 
Government on the sale of the coin and the bonds. We are paying 
in addition thereto interest. In other words, this bill proposes to place 
the United States in the attitude of an ordinary trustee, responsible for 
all the additions from those sources which may have been made to the 
fund, and on behalf.of claimants who are not, as I stated before, within 
the principles upon which the Geneva a was made, who said they 
were satisfied with the legislation of 1882, who now ask and have ob- 
tained an addition of $385,000 to the provision of the act of 1882. 

Mr. BECK. Which no other claimant on the United States ever did 
receive, so far as I am aware. In other words, it is a bonus given toa 
few people who by skill obtained this award and $385,000 in addition. 

Mr. HOAR. The United States gains nothing and losses nothing by 
ait transaction. It pays out the money that it got from Great Britain 
which it invested in certain securities and that it subsequently sold. It 
pays the bonus on those securities, and that is all. 

Mr. BECK. And nobody else ever got it. 

Mr. HOAR. It simply does not make a speculation of it. 

` Mr. BECK. The Goyernmenthas held the money o oe for twenty 
years without paying a dollar, and itis the first time has ever been 
done. We have had claims for property of all sorts taken and held for 
twenty years, and when men have shown that it was held wrongfully 
for twenty years not one penny of interest was ever paid before, 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand the interest we pay now is in pursuance 
of an engagement made by the Congress of the United States in an act 
before the reception of the money. Am I correct in that ? 

Mr. HOAR. Youare. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then to repudiate the interest would be repudiating 
the solemn Seene of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE GE Gheon his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. If he were here, I should vote 

“na 2? 

Mr. BERRY jen the name of Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. JONES, of Arkansas] is paired with the Senator 
from Indiana [ Mr. HARRISON]. If my colleague were here, I think 
he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr, McMILLAN (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. If he 
were here, I should vote “‘ nay” and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his named was called). Iam paired on this 
question with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If 


Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). My pair with the Sen- 

ator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] has been transferred to the Senator 

from Nevada [Mr. Jonrs], and therefore I am at liberty to vote. I 
vote ‘‘yea.”? 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH]. I am advised by his colleague [Mr. Citace] that he 
would vote ‘‘yea,’’ and therefore I vote. I vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. HALE. My colli e [Mr. i i is absent and is paired with 
the Senator from = amin Mr. EDMUNDS]. My colleague would vote 

“yea. 


Mr. MANDERSON. My pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN | has been transferred to the Senator from Nebraska | Mr. 


"he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.’’ 


VAN Wyck], and I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 13; as follows: 

> YEAS—30, 
Allison, Fair, Mahone, Sewell, 
lair, George, Manderson, Spooner, 

Bowen, Gibson, Maxey, Stanford, 
Butler, Gorman, Miller, Vest, 
Cameron, Hale, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Conger, Hampton, yne, Walthall, 
Dawes, Hawley, Plumb, 
Dolph, Hoar, Sawyer, 


1886. - CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. AT67— 


NAYS—13. 
Beck, Cockrell, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Iowa. 
Berry, Colquitt, > 
Brown, Harris, Sa: i 
Call, Hearst, Whitthorne, 
ABSENT—33. 
Aldrich, . Frye, MeMillan, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Gray, McP’ s Sherman, 
Camden; ison, Mitchell of Pa., Teller, 
ace, Ingalls, Morgan, Vance, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Pike, Wilson of Md. 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Eustis, Kenna, Ransom, 
Evarts, ` Logan, Riddleberger, 
So the bill was passed. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate resumes the consideration 
of the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 714) to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts in charge of 
the bill pending before the Senate to allow me to make a report from 
the Committee on Appropriations, and to have the bill considered this 
afternoon. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis now Friday afternoon at 3o’clock. Idonot think 
the Senate would like to have the bankruptcy bill taken up and read 
(it is a long bill) at this late hour in the week, and I should like unani- 
mous consent that it may stand as the unfinished business for Monday, 
as it now stands; and the Senator from Iowa can then proceed with his 
appropriation bill, if that will be agreeable to the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. At what time on Monday ? 

Mr. HOAR. At 2o’clockon Monday. Itwould beso without con- 
sent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that the bankruptcy bill be con- 
sidered as the unfinished business of the day. Isthereobjection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


SPECIAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8762) making appropriations 
tosupply deficiencies in the appropriations for public printing, pensions, 
and pay of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, toreport 
it with amendments, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be now 
considered. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in line 14, after the word 
“State,” to strike out ‘‘and;’’ in line 15, after’ the word ‘‘ Depart- 
ment,” to insert “‘ Court of Claims and Library of Congress; and in line 
19, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty-nine”’ and in- 
sert ‘‘thirty-three;’’ so as to make the clause read: ` 


For the public printing, for the public binding, and for paper for the public print- 
ing, including the cost of printing the debates and pı ings oi in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for lithographing, rg , and engraving 
for both Houses of Congress, the De ent of State, ry rt- 


ment, Court of Claims, and Library of Congress, including salaries or compen- 


ecessary materials w] 
of the work, $233,000; and from the said sum hereby appropriated printing and 
binding may be done by the Public Printer to the amounts following, respect- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 25, to insert: 

For the Court of Claims, $2,500, and for the Library of Congress, $1,500. 
So as te read: 


For printing and binding for Con; , including the proceedings and debat 
$200,000 ; for the State Department, $5,000; for the Treasury Department, $24,000; 
for the Court of Claims, $2,500; and for the Library of Congress, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘pay of the Army,” 
to strike out from line 37 to line 43, inclusive, as follows: 


That so much of the unexpended balance of the appropriation for pay of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, as may be required, not to exceed 
$200,000, is hereby reappropriated and made available to supply w deficiency in 
the appropriation for pay of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 


And in lien thereof to insert: 


For pay of the Army, being a deficiency for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 
$200,000, or so much thereof as may be AAEREN, : z i 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask consent of the Senate at this time to take up 

the bill reported from the Committee on Commerce, which has passed 


the House, to establish additional life-saving stations. I move to take 
it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6975) to establish addi- 
tional life-saving stations. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, in line 14, after the word ‘‘ Virginia,” to insert ‘‘ one at Lynn- 
haven Inlet, Virginia;’’ and in line 20, after the word “‘ Mackinaw,” 
mner “one at or near Duluth, Lake Superior;’’ so as to make the 

ill read: . 


‘ 
Be it enacted, &¢., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby inoin 3 : 


establish additional 
United States as follows: One at or near Point Allerton, Massachusetts; one at 
such point between the Parmet River life-sa station and the south end of 
Nansett Beach, Cape Cod, Massachusetts, as the General Superintendent of the 
Life-Saving Service may recommend; oneat or near Cape Poge, Massachusetts; 
one at or near Cuttyhunk, Massachusetts; one on the northwest side of Block 
Island, Rhode Island; one on the coast between Point Judith and Watch Hill, 
Rhode Island; one on Fisher's Island, Long Island Sound; one at or near Fish- 
erman’s Island, Virginia; one at Lynnhaven Inlet, V ia; one at or near 
Oak Island, North Carolina; one at or near Old To; 1 Inlet, ‘North Carolina; 
one at or near Plum Island, Lake Michigan; one at South Manitou Island, Lake 
Michigan; one at South Chicago, Ill.; one at or near Bois Blanc Island, Straits 
of Mackinaw; one at or near Duluth, Lake Superior; one at or near Point 
Adams, Oraon ; one at such point between Point Reyesand Point Diable, Cal- 
ifornia, as the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service may recom- 
mend; one at such point between Point San José and Point Lobos, California, 
as the General § tendent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend; one 
on Lake Ontario, New Yark, at or near the mouth of the Niagara River, as the 
General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, 
and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes between the two 
Houses on the amendments to this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. é j 

By us consent, the President pro tempore was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. CONGER, 
Mr. MCMILLAN, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration of 
special pension bills favorably reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of.pension bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator will give way to me for a local 
measure of importance. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isit likely to lead to debate? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think not. 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield for a moment. 


FORFEITURE OF OREGON WAGON-ROAD GRANTS. 


Mr, DOLPH. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 2437, which has received the favorable report of the Com- 
pepe on re Lene phe to lands entirely within the State 
of Oregon. e delegation from Oregon have agreed upon it. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is a very important bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is a matter that received the investigation of the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not object if it does not lead to debate. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2437) providing in certain cases for 
the forfeiture of wagon-road grants in the State of Oregon. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there a report? 

Mr. DOLPH. There is. 

Mr. PLATT. Is it long? 

Mr. DOLPH. It is somewhat long. . 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator make a statement? ` 

Mr. DOLPH. I will if it is desired. ‘The Senator from Connecticut 
asks me to make a statement in regard to this bill. 

Tn 1864 an act was passed by Congress making a grant of land to the 
State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a wagon-road from Eugene 
City to the eastern boundary of the State. In 1866 a similar act was 
passed making a grant to aid in the construction of a wagon-road from 
Albany to the eastern boundary of the State. In 1867 an act was 
passed making a grant of lands to the State of Oregon to aid in the 
construction of a wagon-road from Dalles City to Fort Boisé, on the 
Snake River. By the terms of the acts the certificate of the governor 
of the State as to the completion of the road was to be the evidence on 
Slag the Interior Department was to act in the selection of the granted 
lan 

These certificates were duly made showing the construction of the 
roads within the time provided and in the manner prescribed in the acts 
of Congress, and thereafter the Secretary of the Interior proceeded to 
certify the lands to the State as they were surveyed and for consider- 
able portions to issue patents under an act which was subsequently 


ving stations upon the sea and lake 
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passed authorizing patents in such cases, although it was not necessary 
as the grants were grants in presenti. 

It is now alleged by the State of Oregon and by numerous citizens of 
the State that the roads were not in fact constructed as required by the 
acts of Congress and that the certificates of the several governors of the 
State, Governors Gibbs, Woods, and Grover, were fraudulent and fraud- 
ulently obtained, and the State of Oregon has by a memorial of its Leg- 
islature requested Congress to take some action looking to the forfeiture 
n these grants and the restoration of the lands granted to the publie 

omain. . 

The case is one in which Congress can not settle the title. It is not 
like the case of an act making a grant of lands upon condition where 
there is no claim that the condition has been performed. A suit is re- 
quired to set aside the certificate of the governors, to try the question 
whether the roads have beencompleted in accordance with law, and toset 
aside the patents issued for portionsof the lands. The committee came 
to the conclusion that that is all that can be done, that the questions in- 
volved are judicial questions, and they propose therefore, by this bill, 
to refer the whole matter to the courts, to direct the Attorney-General 
to bring a suit as to each one of these three wagon-road grants men- 
tioned in the bill, which amount in theaggregate to over 2,000,000 acres, 
to determine the question in each case as to whether the roads were 
constructed within the time prescribed by the granting act and in ac- 
cordance with the terms of the granting act; as to the effect of the cer- 
tificate of the governor as to the timely and proper construction of the 
roads, and to set aside patents which have been issued, and, in short, 
to settle the title to all this land, 

It is a matter of sound public policy that that should be done. The 
existence of such large tracts of land with unsettled titles must nec- 
essarily be detrimental to the prosperity of the State. Theclaim now 
- made by the State is a cloud on the titles of the present holders of the 
grants; and nothing seems to be practical (the questions involved be- 
ing judicial and not legislative) except to refer the case to the courts 
and to provide for a speedy determination of the title. 

The bill has been carefully considered by the Committee on Public 
‘Lands. The Senators from the State are agreed as to the form of the 
bill. The lands all lie within the Stateof Oregon. The action of the 
eee has been taken at the request of the Legislature of the State 
of Oregon. 

Mr. PLATT. I see this bill provides that the Attorney-General 
shall bring suit ‘‘against all ns, firms, and corporations claiming 
to own or to have an in in the lands,” and I suppose in any of 
them. Further along it provides for saving and preserving the rights 
of all bona fide purchasers ‘‘ for a valuable consideration, if any such 
there be.” Is it intended to bring suit against bona fide purchasers? 

Mr. DOLPH. The question of who are bona fide purchasers must be 
determined by the courts. Congress can notdetermineit. The inten- 
tion is to direct the Attorney-General to bring suit against persons who 
hold more than a section of the land. The committee thought the 
small holders who have acquired title from the grantees of the State 
and are occupying the land for homes ought not to be subjected to the 
trouble and expense of a suit; and, therefore, have excepted from the 
operation of the bill those persons who are in actual possession and are 
cultivating these lands. The title to the great bulk of the lands will 
be determined in the suit or suits to be brought under the provisions of 
this bill, and it will be for the court to determine whether there are or 
can be any bona purchasers. Congress can not do that. To under- 
take to forfeit the granted lands without giving the owners of the grants 
an opportunity to show that they are bona fide purchasers the commit- 
tee thought would be very unjust, as well as beyond the power of Con- 
gress. The protection of their rights is provided for; but tbey must 
establish them in accordance with law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be en for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


JAMES E. WALTER. 


Mr. COLQUITT. With the consent of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, I ask to take up Order of Business 323, being the bill (S. 1064) 
for the relief of James E. Walter. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 1064) for the relief of James 
E. Walter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs 
the Secretary of War to pay to James E. Walter, late contractor for 
dredging the harbor of Brunswick, Ga., 23 cents per cubic yard for 12,- 
000 cubic yards of hard excavation in the harbor of Brunswick, less 13% 
cents per cubic yard already paid him on account of the excavation, 
amounting after the deduction to $1,095; the additional payment hay- 
ing been recommended by the Secretary of War as a fair and just com- 
pensation for the work. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, requested the Senate to return to the House of Representatives 
the bill (S. 891) granting a pension to Geriah Collins. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 3257) for the relief of S. E. Scarborough; and 

A bill (H. R. 7809) tor the relief of Edwin Stevens. 


OPIUM TRAFFIC WITH CHINA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I herewith transmit a report from the Secretary of State, dated the 19th in- 
stant, touching the necessity of legislation to carry into effect the provisions of 
Article I of the treaty between United States and China of November 17, 
1880, for the repression of the opium traffic, and recommend that sopo riate 
legislation to fulfil that treaty promise of this Government be provid thout 


further delay. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansioyx, Washington, May 21, 1886, 


GERIAH COLLINS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
request from the House of Representatives: 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 21, 1886. 
Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to return to the 
pose of Representatives Senate bill No. 891, granting a pension to Geriah Col- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the request 
of the House of Representatives will be agreed to. 


PORT OF ENTRY AT CAPE CHARLES CITY. 


Mr. MAHONE. With the consent of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire I ask leave to take up Order of Business 982, being the bill (H. 
R. 5789) to amend section 2552 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. It will lead to no discussion, or I would not ask indulgence at 
the hands of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. PLATT. Let that be read subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. It . 
proposes to amend paragraph 1 of section 2552 of the Revised Statutes 
by striking out ‘‘ Cherrystone,’’in the sixth line, and inserting ‘‘ Cape 
ee City;” so that it will read ‘‘ Cape Charles City shall be the port 
of entry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THE POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887. 

On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, di to the amendment of the House to 
the fifth amendment of the Senate to said bill, and ask a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


` By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
MAHONE, and Mr. CALL were appointed. 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first pension bill on the Calendar 


will now be proceeded with. 
Mr. BLAIR. The first pension bill in order is Order of Business 874. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before proceeding, as these pension 


bills are acted on rapidly, being very brief, the Chair calls the attention 
of Senators to the titles of the bills as read, so that there may be no 
question. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘There are no bills to be called up unless those that are 
favorably reported. 

LUCY ANN DREW. 

The bill (H. R. 6502) granting a pension to Lucy Ann Drew was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lucy Ann Drew, widow of Samuel Drew, late 
a private in the First Regiment New York Engineers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN SHEA. 


The bill (S. 924) granting a pension to Ellen Shea, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. = 

The bill was reported from the Committeeon Pensions with an amend- 
ment, after the word ‘‘ pension-roll,’’ in line 4, to strike out ‘‘on the 
evidence now on file in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions;’’ 80 
as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., Thatihe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe limitations and 

rovisions of the pension laws, the nameof Ellen Shea, mother of Michael Shea, 
Tate of Company A, th Illinois Volunteers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third la 


time, and passed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. None of us know anything about these bills. 
There ought to be some explanation of the merits of the bills. 

Mr. BLAIR. There are printed reports in every case which have 
been on the files of the Senate ever since the cases have been on the 
Calendar, which is more than a month. 


AARON C. JOHNSON, 


The bill (H. R. 4905) granting a pension to Aaron C. Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Aaron C. Johnson, late lieutenant-colonel of 
the One hundred and seventy-eighth Ohio Volunteers, and now a res- 
ident of Linden, Dallas County, Iowa. : - 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY B. CARLL. 

The bill (H. R. 1106) granting a pension tg Mary B. Carll was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary B. Carll, widow of Erastus B. Carll, late 
a lieutenant of Company F, Second Regiment of Massachusetts Volup- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHRISTIAN SMARZO, 


The bill (H. R. 4903) granting a ion to Christian Smarzo was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
| pence the nameof Christian Smarzo, employé at Quartermaster’s 

partment, United States Army. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the report read in that case 
of Smarzo. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SEW- 
ELL April 27, 1886. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Christian Smarzo, have examined the same, and rt as follows: 

The committee have examined the papers in this case peng ew! and find 
the report of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions, though rief, wet com- 
mee its statement of the facts. They therefore adopt said report, \ ‘hich is 
as follows: 

“That Christian Smarzo was an pe pote in the Quartermaster’s Department, 
United States Army, during the war of the rebellion, and that whileso emplo: ed 
as a fireman on a locomotive engine, near Big Shanty, Ga., on the 25th of 
tember, 1864, the train was attacked and captured by the enemy; claimant was 
wounded by a gunshot wound in left side, taken prisoner, held as such for three 
months, paroled, furloughed for three months, and then returned to same duty. 

“ His application for pension was rejected on the ground *he was not in 
the mil service of the United States at the date of receiptof wound.’ Itis 
true claimant was not enlisted and mustered into the service; but he was per- 
forming a most perilous yet meritorious service, one that required a very high 
order of courage and soldierly valor. He was wounded and taken prisoner 
while at his post of duty, and as richly deserves reward as does he who fought 
with or sword.” ` 

This committee concur in the foregoing opinion, and unite with the House 
committee in recommending the passage of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
POLLY HALL. 


The bill (H. R. 3141) granting a ‘pension to Polly Hall was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ion- 
roll the name of Polly Hall, dependent mother of Amos L. late 
of Company G, Fourth Regiment of Michigan Infantry Volunteers. 

Mr. BLAIR. That bill, if I recollect, was one where there was a 
probability of favorable action by the Commissioner of Pensions, which 
would give the claimant arrears. I ask that it be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is amemorandum on the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the memorandum ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is indorsed “‘ indefinitely post- 

me. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘Then the application must have been allowed at the 
Pension Office. Let the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

AMANDA HOUSELL. 

The bill (H.-R. 3546) ting a ion to Amanda Housell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Amanda Housell (together with her minor 
children), widow of John M. Housell, late a private in Company K, 
First Regiment Maryland Infantry Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SEWELL 
April 27, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3546) grant- 
ing a pension to Amanda Housell, have examined the same, and report as 


follows: 

The committee, upon due consideration of this case, find the facts distinctl, 
set forth in the report of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions, as fol- 
lows: ; 

“It appears from the testimony in this case that John M. Housell, the husband 


of ALAO, enlisted August 13, 1961, in Company C, Fourth Regiment New Jer- 
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‘dividual 

of Lickle Hospital, V show that he discharged from the service Aug- 
ust 4, 1865, and was Virginie sh on same date at Washington, D. O., since whi 
date his whereabouts have been unknown. 

“The claimant, believing her husband to be dead, filed a claim for pension ag 
widow April 9 L, and the claim was rejected on the und ‘that there is no 
record at the War Department of the date and cause of death of the soldier, and 
the claimant has declared her inability to provo the same.’ ” 

The case was appealed to the honorable retary of the Interior. 
mitting the Papers, the Commissioner of Pensions says: 

“ Whether his death was actually caused by the disease contracted in the serv- 
ice, or by events not due to his service, is a question that can not be determined 
by the facts before us. 

“The Commissioner has no authority under the law to presume a result; he 
must decide questions on the facts presented, and in this instance it is clear that 
the soldier’s death can not be definitely charged to the service.. The case seems 
a be ay, of consideration by Congress with a view to special legislation to 

vetitle.” © 

The Secretary of the Interior sustained the action of the Commissioner of 
Pensions in rejecting the claim, and in his opinion uses the following lan, s 

“The presumption that the soldier is d is very great, and the presumption 
that he died from chronic diarrhea and shortly after discharge is also t. 
The Department concurs in the opinion expressed in your report, quoted above, 
that you have no authority under the law to grant a pension in this case; an 
further, the Department concurs with you in the opinion that the case seems 
worthy of l legislation.” 

All evidence to prove the good health and physical soundness of the 
soldier prior to enlistment, and further, out the expressed opinion of the 
Secretary of the Interior that his death occurred soon after his discharge. 

This committee concur in the recommendation made by the said House com- 
mittee that the bill do pass. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the words *‘ together with 
her minor children.” It seems this man must have died about 1865; 
so that I do not think there are many minor children now. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I rise to inquire if the report or the bill 
discloses who introduces it and when it was introduced ? 

Mr. BLAIR. This is a Honse bill, and I do not know who intro- 
duced it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does not either the bill or the report 
show ? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was introduced in the House of 
Representatives. It is a House bill, and the papers do not show who 
introduced it in the House. The report was made by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr.RIDDLEBERGER. Reported from the Committee on Pensions by 
the Senator from New Jersey; but neither the bill nor the report shows 
by whom it was introduced inthe House. Is that what I understand ? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the fact. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is nothing before the Senate 
to show who introduced the bill in the House. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I simply want it understood that these 
measures are something that, as one of the younger members, I donot 
understand. I hayé no information about them, and I do not think 
my colleague has any. They are coming down from ancient times, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. - 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed 


JOHN D. JAMES. 


The bill (H. R. 3753) granting a pension to John D. James was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John D. James, late a private in Company H, 
Third Regiment Pennsylvania Artillery Volunteers. ; 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

TheChiefClerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SEWELL 
on the 27th of April, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3753) grant- 
ing a pension to John D, James, have examined the same, and report as fol- 


. 
In trans- 


giment Pennsylvania Ar- 
29, 1882, alleging disability from 

ike, Maryland, June 30,1863, caused b 

ammer of his revolver penetrated h 


on 


saporis from Surgeon-General show that he entered Sutterlie general 
hospital, West Philadelphia, Pa., July 5, 1863, with rheum. the case-book 
showing debility, headache, and considerable pains in side and ilmbs, and after 
being transferred from one hospital to another was returned to duty December 7, 


g from Convalescent Camp, Virginia, January 16, 1864, upon 
pen) Per of disability. The reports from Adjutant ral show that claimant 
enlisted com y October 31,1862, and the rolls for July and August re- 


port him absen in United States general — at Chester, Pa., to De- 
cember 31, 1863, January and February, 1864, and arged for disability at 
Washington, D. C., January 16, 1864, the nature of illness not stated, and the regi- 
mental ospital records not on file. 
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“Dr. F, J. 


, r health, and 
Medical Chipta g as — 
an surgeon, in rej 
itated for manual labor, sa: 
. T find there has been an njury-at about the ree dorsal 
te tender for about 6 inches, and remember him being in county 
‘or several months in 1878, with trouble in his beck, He says he is not able to 


lift a pail of water airaa causing pain in the back. wait thane’ P 
records 


ran 


“ Your committee be! this to be a deserving case, 
has ae — to tbat ey p eee se ovidenies peunented. and 
are of the opinion spine was contracted, as 
ice and line of du! efor recommend the 

In this belief an 


Mr. PLATT. I simply want to say that I think it is exceedingly 
doubtful whether this injury was received in the way claimed or not. 

Mr. CAMERON, ‘The surgeon who examined the man does not seem 
to think it was doubtful. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALONZO MAYNARD. 

The bill (H. R. 3478) granting an increase of pomno. to Alonzo May- 
nard, was considered as in Committee of the to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Alonzo Maynard, aan a private in 
Company I, Eleventh Connecticut Volunteers, at the rate of $40 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET CALLANAN. 


The bill (H. R. 4134) for the relief of 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Margaret Callanan, of Orange, N. J., widow 
of Eugene Callanan, late a private in Company F, Second Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROSE A. M’MANUS. * 

The bill (H. Hes) ees BP rca to Rose A. McManus was 
considered as in Committee of the It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Rose A. McManus, widow of Isaac McManus, 
who was captain of Company G, One hundred and second Regiment of 
Tllinois Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATHAN HILDABRANT. 


The bill (H. R. 4586) for the relief of Nathan Hildabrant was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Nathan Hildabrant, late of Company A, Thirty- 
first Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM PAUGH. 


The bill (H. R. 2070) granting ion to William Paugh was con- 
sidered as in Committee of ihe Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William Pa a eae a private in Company A, 
Sixty-ninth t Pennsylvania olunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, eal the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ELLEN M. BOGGS. 


The bill (S. 722) for increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Boggs was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 8, after 
the word ‘month, to strike out: 

To commence at the time of the death of her said Aaa, to wit, the llth 
a omens ile tae ath m BS baan 85 art ve 

e 
aal te dedat, fit Lies 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

In lieu of the amount now received by law. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Beit &c., That the pong wens bre oae pinto and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and rected to place on the roll, sul to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen M- ww of William 
Bienton Boggs, deceased, late -director in the Uni States Navy, at the 
rate of $90 per month, in lieu of 


amount now received by law. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 


t Callanan was. con- 


The 


April 27, 1886: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 722) for increase 
orpona to Mrs. Ellen M OA TATS examined the same, do report as fol- 


read the following report, submitted by Mr. SEWELL 


My DEAR MADAN’ TOET Se Sane ees OR ae EEES ou in regard to 
your late husband’s services has either in the Naval ttee rooms 
little , as I ean tell 


se = be ga ped 
to the The different mood. pi trees of the on had all their accounts 
and the shono money on, 


At the time of the fire te late husband, William B. occupied the 
position of fleet paymaster of the a squadron, and slept on board the 
preyed ori ‘who did nab leave hia ef A ede asi op 

the co: nw: u 
flames he succeeded in Rae sad cane — then worked his 
= to the roof of the wharf, w. oe hos teed De sok succeeded in 

ing his most ne ee 

OTs was acd done aitik clothing behave ranean pa tcacae covey as peerana 
to a cinder, Lace DIA AA boar aIt tha accident, and a more dreadful burn- 
ing I never witnessed,‘ 

‘or many months his life was despaired of, and when he was able to move 
suoni he was so marked that his most intimate friends would scarcely know 


No doubt his death was greatly hastened by the terrible shock his constitu- 
patina und trata preety prope apa Nina MOCT AVET OTEDI 
ymaster on the occasion enti! widow to a pension as mi as 

the action hed boon 


rmed in battle. 
It was not the ex tof battle that 


claim for compensation. I look upon this action of Mr. as one of the most 
BOGSA ANE per ap ay ered during the war. It was a case where 
a parent VINA ara menig anlage p ainai asf erioa saci The par 
ue respect for our rs I am oi opinion w ymaster 
si asmuch entitled ton pension asthe widow of any — officer who was 
eatr reie 
remain very y and truly yours, 


DAVID D. LEL EA 
Mrs. WILLIAM B. Bocas, 
Georgetown, D. O. 


I omitted to state in the Cay thin communica Man WheX mld ta ay aar 
think that 


one, that I should give you an incredse of to the 
amount of $50 a month, is what any officer's widow 
can Ee Goa That you oom elaine: 
without $50 per month should be for heroic con- 
ne oe eer Songran apn be mado fo understand bearings of 
ma o justice premises, 
y DAVID D. PORTER. 

The death of Pa; eee Dogga ee SSR EAR very strait- 
ened s and the committee, believin 


her condition to be such as 
to warrant the proposed inerease, recomm: the 


amended, to wit: 
“ Strike out on line 8, after the word Maray firey rest of the section, with 
he megtivo, and insert the following: ‘in lieu of the amount now received by 
Mr, COCKRELL. Theamendmentis proper; but I desire to say that 
I am o to all bills pensions to these large amounts, 
and eee aam, but I not take the time of the Senate in 


The bill we ie DEI ee Leer to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


Were ill wan qadacal A Draad Sea Wid sailei, veka the 
third time, and passed. S 
JANE D. MUMFORD. - 

asst pap AA sne a pension to Jane D. Mumford was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Te pronos to piaes onthe pan: 
sion-roll the name of Jane D. Mumford, mother of Dudley 0. Mum. 
late a of Company G, Nineteenth Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY B. VERY. 
The bill (S. 2105) gran pension to Henry B. Very was consid- 
ered as in Committee of ne Wiole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Henry B. V ery, late a private in Company A, 
Twelfth Rhode Island Volunteers. 
- The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL E. TRACY. 


The bill (S. 1660) granting a pension to Samuel E. Tracy was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Samuel E. Tracy, late of the United States Navy. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANN E. TEW. 

The bill (S. e gans a pension to Ann E. Tew was considered 
as in Committee of the Who. 

The Committee on 7 Selene reported an amendment, in line 6, after 


1886. 


the word “volunteers,” to strike out “‘at the rate of $50 per month” 
and insert ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be il enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Ann E, Tew, 
widow of George W. Tew, late colonel of the Fifth Rhode Island Volunteers, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendment was agreed to. a 

- The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ISAAC N. HAWKINS. 


The bill (H. R. 7519) to increase the pension of Isaac N. Hawkins 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the 
pension now granted to Isaac N. Hawkins, late a captain in the Sev- 
sd brite Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, be increased to $36 per 
month. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN SAUER. 


The bill (IL. R. 5038) for the relief of Stephen Sauer was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 6, after 
the name “Stephen Sauer,’’ to insert ‘‘dependent father of George 
Sauer;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen Sauer, dependent father of 
Geese. Sauer, formerly a member of the Fourth Battery, Wisconsin State Vol- 

The amencment was ag to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senato as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 3 

rey amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. æ 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH GREGG. 


The bill (H. R. 5937) granting a pension to Sarah Gregg was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mrs. Sarah G late a nurse in the military 
hospitals of the warof the rebellion, with a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in that case be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Saw- 
YER, April 27, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. neers grani 
ing a pension to Sarah Gregg, have examined the same, and adopt the House 
report and recommend the passage of the bill. 

rom well-authenticated papers filed with the committee, it appears that Sa- 
rah Gregg now resides in the city of Ottawa, State of Illinois, and has resided 
there for many years; that on or about the Ist of January, 1863, she volunteered 
and entered the hospital service of the United States, and from thenceforward 
until about the 20th wr of Jane, 1865,she gaye her entire time and service to 
the care of the sick and wounded soldiers of Union Army; that she was lo- 
cated as follows: From January 1, 1863, to Fe 5of the same year, at Mound 
City, Ill. ; from the 10th of February to the 25th of May, 1863, at p Stebbins, 
near Ottawa, lil.; from the Ist of June to the 23d of t month, on board the 
City of Alton, in an expedition down the Mississippi River to bring sick and 
wounded soldiers from Vicksburg; from the 29th of January, 1864, to the 20th of 
ee 1865, as matron of the general hospital at Camp Butler, near Springfield, 


Your committee farther state that the facts above set forth are fully corrobo- 


rated by the statements of William M, Daily, tal chaplain, United States 
Army, on duty in general hospital, Camp Butler, Illinois; nh -B.B assistant 
surgeon of hospitals and also superinten ospita. 5; by A. pbell, 


G ‘ 5 
Thee worthy hospital nurse and matron is now seventy-six eae: of and 
reduced to poverty,and on this account only now asks that patriotic and 
valuable service to the Union Army may be re’ ed by a pension, 

Your committee are of the opinion that the bill ought to pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY HILL. : 

The bill (H. R. 5085) for the relief of Mary Hill was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Mary 
Hill, a nurse in the Army, on the pension-roll, at the rate of $25 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SILAS CORZATT. 


The bill (H. R. 3287) for the relief of Silas Corzatt was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ion- 
roll the name of Silas Corzatt, late a private in Company K, Second 
Ohio Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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° WILLIAM BOONE. 


The bill (H. R. 473) granting a ion to William Boone was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Boone, late a private in Company F, 
mig fee, pees Indiana Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JANNET E. B. SMITH. 
The bill (H. R. 607) granting a pension to Jannet E. B. Smith was 
consi as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Jannet E. B. Smith, widow of Stephen Barton, 
Tate a private in Company C, Twenty-first Regiment of Iowa Infantry. 
The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EMELINE ROBERTS. 


The bill (H. R. 3741) granting a pension to Emeline Roberts was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Emeline Roberts, widow of James F. Roberts, 

te of Company D of the Twenty-ninth Regiment of Wisconsin Volun- 
teers. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

ELIZABETH B. BELL. 


The bill (H. R. 5655) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Bell was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth B. Bell, widow of Lieut. V. Brad- 
ford Bell, deceased, late of the Nineteenth Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALONZO V. RICHARDS. 


The bill (H. R. 601) granting a pension to Alonzo V. Richards was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Alonzo V. Richards, late a second lieutenant 
in the Signal Corps, United States Army, at the rate allowed to sec- 
ond limntenants of that service, in lieu of the pension now paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. HONORAH MALONEY. 


The bill (H. R. 599) granting a pension to Mrs. Honorah Maloney 
was ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Honorah Maloney, of Dubuque 
City, Iowa, widow of Daniel Maloney, late a private in Company G, 
One hundred and eighty-third Pennsylvania Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES N. HAIR. 


The bill (H. R. 4977) granting a pension to James N. Hair was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James N. Hair, late a private in Company I, 
First Battalion Minnesota Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 3 


ABEL J, LEWIS. 
The bill (H. R. 6381) granting a pension to Abel J. Lewis was an- 
nounced as next in order. j 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill is marked to lie over. 
Mr. BLAIR. Let it be passed over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
SAMUEL C. FISHER. 


The bill (H. R. 3321) for the reliefof Samuel C. Fisher was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Samuel C. Fisher, formerly a member of Company H, One 
hundred and sixteenth Regiment Indiana State Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third readipg, read the third time, and passed. 

< EUGENIA A. SMALLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 1252) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Smalley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the nameof Eugenia A. Smalley, of Fillmore County, Min- 
nesota, widow of Robert Smalley, late of Company A, Second Regi- , 
ment of Minnesota Volunteers. j 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGET SHERLOCK. z 


mother of Stephen Sherlock, late of Company F, 
ol on the pension-roll. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MRS. MARTHA F. WOODRUM. * 

The bill (S. 864) to grant a pension to Mrs. Martha F. Woodrum 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported amendments in line 4, after 
the name ‘‘Mrs. Martha F. Woodrum,” to insert ‘‘ widow of James 
Woodrum, a privatein Company C, Ninth Regiment Kansas Cavalry ;”’ 
in line 6, after the word ‘ pension-roll, ” to strike out ‘‘and allow and 

pay her a pension at the rate of — dollars month from and after 
the passage of this act,’’ and insert ‘according to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, Secretary = 
ized to place bay iad Mrs. athe g pi ra neinar pep paba Weer: 
rum, & private in Company O, Ninth Regiment Kansas Cavalry, on the pension- 
roll according to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HERMAN BAUMHAGER. 


The bill (S. 2149) granting an increase of pension to Herman Baum- 
hager was considered as in Committee of the Whole. : 

The Committee on Pensions an amendment, in line 6, before 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ forty ;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the ensign of Herman Baumhager, of East Portland, 
Oreg., of $30 per month (certificate 23293), be, and the same is hereby, increased 
to $40" per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ALPHEUS R. FRENCH. 


The bill (S. 1582) for the relief of Alpheus R. French was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 7; before 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘tone hundred ” and insert “fifty; a 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Tilaar be, and he is hereby, au- 
os and directed to increase n numbered 193391, of Alpheus Robert 
French, from $17 per month to $50 per month, from and after the 
ee St appearing that said ioner is now seventy-eight years of age ad pe to- 

led for manual r of any kind by reason thereof, and eight wounds 
reo disabilities incurred during a long and honorable service in the Army 

of the United States in the Black Hawk war of 1832, the Florida or Seminole 
war of 1837, the Mexican war, and the late war. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask to have the bill read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
MRS. SARAH YOUNG. 


The bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, at the rate of $25 per month, the namé of Sarah Young, 
of Des Moines, Iowa, for and on account of services rendered as a nurse 
during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADDISON A, JACKSON. 

The bill (S. 1958) granting an increase of pension to Addison A. 
Jackson, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Addison A. Jackson, late of 
Company I, Twelfth Regiment of Illinois Infantry Volunteers, at the 
rate of $12 } per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmeit, pya to 
aip ia ina read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. BURRELL. 

The bill (S. 1826) granting a pension to Andrew J. Burrell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Andrew J. Burrell, late captain of Company 
A, Fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH FORGEY. 

The bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to Elizabeth Forgey was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 


pera N the name of Elizabeth Forgey, widow of James A. Forgey, 
of Company H, Twenty-ninth Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, who 


was pensioned by special act of Congress approved March 3, 1875. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I hear that is to pension the sister of a sol- 
dier. I ask that the bill be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. it will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. BECK. Once in a while, in one case out of about ten perhaps, 
the report had better be read, sothat the President orsomebody whoseeks 
to revise these bills may see what they are. Just to tae a bill read 
and say ‘‘it is read the third time and passed ’’ gives very little infor- 
mation, unless the committee will say they believe it is right and that 
they haye examined it. We have had two or three vetoes and several 
suggestions that nobody knew anything about what was being done. 
Surely I do not know, and I do not think any member of the Senate 
does. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not like to hear such an impeachment of the faith- 
fulness of the Senate in discharging its duty. The committee certainly, 
in the discharge of its duty, furnishes a careful report on each one of 
these cases, which is printed and on the files of each Senator. All he 
has to do is to attend to business and look the reports over before the 
bills are called up. They are like other cases, but of course I have no 
objection to all the reports being read. It is not my province to object 
to that. The reports are made on purpose to be read, and if Senators 
think they ought to be read in each case as we go along, there is noob- 
jection. It will only take more time; that is 

Mr. BECK. A report ought to be read once in a while to show that 
some one has looked at it. ‘This woman may have married but n week 
or two ago. Ido not know. I think the report had better be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Theseare all reports of the Committee on Pensions, 
who have examined the cases. 

Mr. BECK. But the Committee on Pensions, I understand from the 
President’s veto, sent him some two hundred and odd bills that he had 
no information about, and he found several that he did not understand, 
and a very large number he allowed to become laws without his ap- 
proval, because he did not know whether they were right or not. If 
the chairman of the committee or any member of the committee will 
condescend to advise us that there are reports, I think it would be well 
enough if in an occasional case one should be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection to the reading of the report. 

het BECK. I desire to know without the report whether this is a 

case or not? 

"Me, BLAIR. I did not examine this case; it was reported by another 
Senator, and it is not at all likely that any "member of the committee 
can remember all of these names in connection with the report itself 
unless he is referred to the report. The fact that a report is made 
necessarily implies an examination of the facts; otherwise they can not 
be detailed in the report. - You have there, if it is a benefit, the benefit 
of the opinion of the committee. 

The reference to the action of the President is contrary to the rules. 
If it is not contrary to the rules, it certainly ought to be contrary to 
the rules, It is no matter of mine what the President has done in ref- 
erence to the discharge of his duty. If he sees fit to admonish the Sen- 
ate with messages, that is all very well; but he has not undertaken to 
say that the committee of the Senate or the Senate itself has been dere- 
lict in its duty, or that it has acted favorably upon cases where the 
facts did not justify it. If he saw fit to administer his censure, it is 
quite questionable whether the Senate might not return the same in 
kind. 

The President has vetoed two pension bills, one upon the ground that 
there was a mistake in the given name; the other upon a ground 
which was a mistake of his own in a matter of law, that Congress having 
passed a special act some two months after it had previously passed and 
the President had signed a general act which gave a widow $12 month, 
the special act passed two months later would deprive herof the benefits 
of the increase during those two months. The fact is that this woman 
would take her fhcrease under the general law up to the time when the ~ 
special act was passed, and if the special act was of any consequence at 
that time she would commence to draw under the special act $12 a 
month under the eral law. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Allow me to ask—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Not now. Idecline to yield until I complete my sen- 
tence. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I shall decline to yield when you 

ropose to take up your pension bills hereafter. I understand that 
this is a bill to pension a sister. I never heard of sisters being in an 


army. 2 

Mr. BLAIR. I was speaking of the allusion to the action of the 
President in reference to these cases. I ified the two cases in which 
he has vetoed bills sent to him, and I have said all I care to say in re- 
gard to that. But Ido submit that if itis improper in the Senate to 
refer to the action of the other House to influence the action of the 
Senate, it is equally improper to refer to the action of the President for 
the purpose of affecting the judgment and action of members of the 
committee or of the Senate itself. 

These pension cases, so far as I know from long experience upon this 
committee, are examined with as much care as they have ever been. 
I think generally an examination of the reports will show ü.at to be 
the case; perhaps it is universally so. It is true that the Senate, after 
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having neglected or having failed to take up pension cases, have fre- 
quently, as they have in former sessions, after some four or five months 
had elapsed, found their files overloaded with pension bills, and they 
have taken them up and passed a great many ina single day; and now 
for a long time not having acting upon pension cases, there is another 
very large accumulation. t 

That these cases are disposed of with rapidity when they are called up 
is almosta matter of necessity; but that in any case there is a pension bill 
upon the Calendar without a report is not true; and Senators have the 
same opportunity to examine these cases before they are called up for 
action in the Senate that they have in any other matters which are the 
subject of legislation. So Ido not know any reason why, for the pur- 
pose of finding out whether the committee has done its duty or not, 
the reading of the reports should be called for in every tenth case. I 
do not think that would be a rule which would be a very good test 
of the work of the commfttee. : 

I have said all I wish to say upon that matter. The reading of the 
report is called for, I believe. I hope it will be read. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from New Hampshire must be aware that 
we havea regular Calendar and that a Senator is presumed to look atthe 
reports as cases are reached on the Calendar; but when a motion is made 
to proceed to consider pension cases, the bill is read and asuggestion is 
made by the President of the Senate ‘‘ the bill will be consi read 
the hird time and passed,” and another is called and another and so 
on, and no opportunity for explanation is given, so far as I know, un- 
less objection is made, and no member of the committee rises and says 
he has examined this case and believesit to be right. Iwas not aware 
that there was any such sanctity in regard to the action of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions as to their absolute carefulness, as to make if an 
offense to rise and ask whether a case is right or not. 

Mr. BLAIR, I do not understand the Senator at all. 

Mr. BECK. When I saw by the veto message of the President that 
in one case one man had been pensioned where another man was in- 
tended, that in the case of a widow her pension was cut down when it 
was not intended to be, and when two hundred and odd bills were sent 
to him in one day, a majority of which did not seem to have been 
considered, I thought I a right to ask the members of the commit- 
tee if a bill of this character had been looked at and who had charge 
of it, In the particular case I happened to mention the chairman him- 
self admits that he knows nothing about it and no member of the com- 
mittee rises and says he knows anything about it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator advise me who knows anything about 
it? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator who has reported the bill. 

Mr. BECK. By what Senator was the bill reported? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. 

Mr. SAWYER. I reported the bill. I think itis a just bill. I 
could not give details without calling for the reading of the report. 

Mr. BECK. Iam entirely content to take any statement the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin will make. j 

Mr. SAWYER. Ihave not reported a single case to the Senate that 
I donot believe is a just case. 

Mr. BECK. There is no man in the Senate whose word I would 
sooner take. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have examined personally every one I have re- 

rted. 
ih BECK. This is the first moment I ever heard that the Senator 
from Wisconsin knew anything about it. The chairman of the com- 
mittee knew nothing of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is quite mistaken. 

Mr. BECK. Ido notcall for the reading of the report when the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin advises me that he has examined the case and it 


is all right. 

Mr. BLAIR. Have I the floor? The Senator yielded the floor be- 
fore I began. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 


is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Kentucky is quite at fault if he 
thinks anybody objects to the calling for the reading of these reports, 
and I do not undertand that there is anything unusual claimed by the 
Committee on Pensions. They simply submit their reports. These 
cases go upon the Calendar. They are liable to be taken up and con- 
sidered at length, every one of them. It is the privilege of members 
of the Senate to not only call for the reading of the reports, but to dis- 
cuss the reports and reject the cases if they see fit. : 

The Senator is quite mistaken in supposing that the President has ve- 
toed a bill because one man was ioned when another was intended. 
That isnot so. ‘The same bill by the personal description given-shows 
with certainty who was intended, and nothing is the matter with that 
bill except that there was a mistake in a man’s given name, and a very 
natural mistake for the eye to make, as any one will see who examines 
the true name and com it with the one which appeared upon the 
Calendar. There is nospecial difficulty about any of these matters that 
I am aware of. : 


. 


Mr. BECK. If you pensioned Robert Smith when you intended 
John Smith, it would be very difficult for the Pension Bureau to pay 
the pension. : 


Mr. BLAIR. If John Smith, a private in Company A, Twenty-first 
Kentucky Volunteers, were pensioned while the actitself said ‘‘Samuel 
Smith, Company A, Twenty-first Kentucky Volunteers,” it would be 
a certain description by comparison with the roll; but of course it is 
proper that the bill should be reintroduced, as it has been, in the House 
where it originated, and it will presently reach us, if it has not already, 
by the true name, I have no doubt. 

Mr. BECK. Does the Senator think John would have got the pen- 
sion? : 

Mr. BLAIR. It isthe same person in one case as in the other. That 
is certain which may be rendered certain. The result would have been 
in that case, without further legislation, undoubtedly that nobody 
would have got the pension, but the wrong man never would have got it. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say one word on this subject, though I am 
very sorry to detain the Senate, because I think there is danger that 
the public will get an idea that the members of this body act with un- 
due and improper haste in this matter. 

We have to legislate for the national affairs of sixty million people; 
we have to deal with very vast public questions touching railroads, 
commerce, tariffs, Army, and Navy, and all the mechanism of this com- 
plicated Government, to say nothing about legislating for the capital 
District, witha population of 200,000 inhabitants, as their Legislature. 
It is maniestly impossible that this body should deal with two or three 
thousand ion cases € ear and have the facts in each case ex- 
plained to the Senate. It is not possible to do it within the twelve 
months, and if we did great public interests would be neglected. 

We give to the Pension Office the ordinary administration of the 
pension laws. It is a service which is performed by one man, and, 
without the slightest disrespect to that officer or the slightest vanity 
on our own part, I suppose it is not improper to say that he is an offi- 
cer who would rank in the scale of public service below a Senator of 
the United States as a rule, and here are seventy-six Senators. Now 
what do we do in regard to this pension matter? We commit these 
special bills to a committee who have policies and rules, which are 
just as well fixed and settled as the rules provided in the statutes for 
the government of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

There are certain cases where the facts can not be proved by the ordi- 
nary rules of evidence administered in the Pension Office, yet where 
they areshown to be true to the absolute satisfaction of everybody by 
other and different classes of evidence, but they require special legis- 
lation, There are cases of peculiar hardship in the application of our 
general rules which can not very well be defined in statutes. Now, if 

that committee of nine persons had presented to it any case of doubt- 
ful policy or not coming within the principles on which the Senate acts 
there would be a division of opinion and a minority report, and we 
should debate it and understand it. 

So it seems to me that when we have the report of that committee 
that a pension case comes within their rules, if there was anything 
wrong or questionable about if some one member of that committee 
would remonstrate, and we are justified in saving the public time, in- 
stead of leaving five times as much business which the people want to 
have done untouched when we adjourn, by taking on the faith of the 
report of nine Senators what in the ordinary administration of law is 
done on the faith of the report of a Commissioner of Pensions alone, 

At the same time it is not at all strange that in two or three thou- 
sand cases an incident like that which the President has discovered 
and to which the Senator from Kentucky has alluded should have hap- 
pened. I do not think it indicates any want of care on the part of the 
committee, 

I think I ought to say that the members of this body owe a debt of 
gratitude, and the soldiers and people of this country owe a debt of 
gratitude, to the gentlemen whoare willing to serve upon the Committee 
on Pensions, whichis not understood by the public. It is a great sacri- 
fice for a Senator like the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], or 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLATR], to give half the hours 
of his week outside of the Senate Chamber to investigating the details of 
case after case where there can by no possibility be any compensation 
to him either in public credit, or fame, or any other way. It is, as far 
as the Senator does it, a mere drudgery, and a drudgery performed from 
the highest motive. Iam sure that if my honorable friend from Ken- 
tucky were put upon the Committee on Pensions by the Senate he 
would not accept that service. Hewould consider that he was entitled 
to be exempted. At the same time the committee ought not to besub- 
ject to serious criticism. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to say to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that when I vote against pensions I vote against bills that I 
think do not mean to pension soldiers. I vote to pension soldiers; 
but I do think it is my right to ask even the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire who presents these pension bills whether they are to pension sol- 
diers or not. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not criticise my honorable friend from Virginia, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER,. I know that. 
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Mr. HOAR. I did not say what I said as an answer to any particu- 
lar Senator, but bécause I think there is a public misapprehension on 
this is subject 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. There may be now and thena pension case 
which would justify the delays of debate, but this does not seem to be 
a case of that kind. The report is as follows: 

The petitioner in this case is Elizabeth Forgey, widow of James A. Forgey, 
late Company H, Twenty-ninth ow. ery of lowa Volunteers, to whom was 
granted an invalid’ 'spension by act of Congress, approved March 3, 1875, 

So that Congress passed upon the soldier’s case and granted the pen- 
sion. ‘The committee continued by saying: 

- ‘There is satisfactory proof that the soldier died of the disease for which he 
was pensioned. 

It seems to me there ought to be no difficulty about passing this bill 
without any further discussion. 

Mr. BECK. The tions of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] amount simply to this, that when we have bills re 
from the Pension Committee without a minority report we might as 
well lump them all together and pass them without saying a word. 
That, perhaps, would be good legislation; perhaps not. 

Isuppose that no committee is infallible. The Committee on the 
Judiciary in regard to the Geneva award to-day did not seem to be in- 
fallible, and its amendments were all overruled after a very earnest 
presentation of the matter, in opposition to the report by the Senator 
trom Massachusetts; and I suppose that the Committee on Pensions, 
who, I presume, very seldom see what is done, except what is 
by one member, might sometimes make a mistake. At last it comes 
down to this, that we are either without question to pass everything 
that nobody objects to in the committee, or we are to be told that we 
are objecting to the pensioning of soldiers. 

Perhaps the laws had better be amended so as to give more exten- 
sive jurisdiction to the Commissioner of Pensions. Perhaps this is the 
best way to do it. I was a little unfortunate, I suppose, after what 
has been said, in asking anybody to state whether he knew that this 
case was rig ht. That seems to be an offense, and the pension must go 
through i there is an objection to it by other members of the com- 
mittee, no one of whom perhaps ever saw the case except the member 
who presented it. We are told that that is legislation and thatit is to 
relieve against hardships which a general law can not reach. That is 
not the way I want to have it done. 

I suppose the best way to keep from being censured for impertinent 
interference is to let every pension case go, and let it be donesas it has 
been done for the last two hours by the bill and saying, ‘‘ the 
bill will be read the third time and passed.” From this time on I 
think I shall adopt that course, and let it go. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senator makes that motion I wish to ask 
the Senator from Kentucky a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from Pennsylvania 
withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. CAMERON. Ido for a moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator from Scope eae intimate that 
any memberof the Pension Committee has accused him of impertinence 
or of improper intermeddling with the course of legislation upon these 
pension bills ? : 

Mr. BECK. I do not care to answer that question. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator could not answer it and tell the truth if 
he answered it in the affirmative. 

Mr. BECK. I do not propose to answer the Senator from New 
Hampshire upon any suggestion as to telling the truth. I think Iam 
as truthful as he will venture to be. 

Mr. BLAIR. For that very reason I said he could not answer it in 
the affirmative. He well knows that nobody has found any fault what- 
ever with his interference, and it is not necessary that in the last of 
his remarks he should undertake to give the impression that the com- 
mittee arrogates anything to itself, any cisio oC nDAiy, or makes 
ar eomp of y description at the fullest investigation of its 


"o CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

Mr. HAMPTON. May I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
withold the motion for a moment ? 

Mr. WILSON, egietan Let us finish this bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iwill Skagit ieee tothe Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. HAMPTON. irman of the Pension Committee was kind 
enough to say that Be ox this case was of he would give me 
an opportunity to ask to call up the bill (S. 98) for the reliefof William 
M. Maynadier, a paymaster in the United States Army. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Before the Senator does that, Lask that the 
pending pension bill may be disposed of. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iam perfectly willing to allow that to be done. 


I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iask him to withdraw it temporarily. 
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Mr. CAMERON. -I will withhold the motion for a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending pension bill will be re- 
ported to the Senate and ordered to a third 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask that the bill be read and that the re- 


port of the committee be read. 

The PRESIDENT ol tempore. The bill will be read. 

‘The Secretary read the bill. 

= PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the committee will be 
ren 

The Secretary read the report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER April 27, 
1886, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1825) granting 
a erh to Elizabeth Forgey, have examined the same, and report : 

titioner in this case is Elizabeth Forgey, widow of James A. Forgey, 

late of Company. H, Twenty-ninth 


granted an invalid’s pension by special act of Co: 
There i is to apna proof that the soldier died 


pensioned. 
The bill is therefore reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, if it were earlier in the day I would 

say more. ‘I must say a few words, though this is not precisely the 

per occasion. If the vetoed pension bill were before us I should 
disposed to speak somewhat at length. 

The President makes the point in that veto that a large number ot 
the cases represented by private bills have been examined and rejected by 
the Pension Bureau. Thatistrue; and yet when you reflect that there 
are perhaps 30,000 pensions granted and many thousand others rejected 
by the Commisioner of Pensions every single year, and reflect that he 
is obliged to govern himself according to positive law, which law can- 
not reach all equitable circumstances, you must see that he is obliged 
to reject in many instances in which he and everybody about him, and 
every impartial person, must see that the soldieror the widow is really 
and honestly entitled to a pension. 

Itis oes A the truth, taught by Blackstone, which every young man 
who has been admitted to the bar ought to know, that there should be 
somewhere a court of equity; that equity “‘supplies that wherein the 
law by reason of its universality is deficient.” Now suppose that they 
consider fifty thousand cases a year in the bureau, is it anything un- 
reasonable to expect a docket of a thousand or twelve hundred cases 
here before this reviewing court of equity? 

The President suggests that if the present law be not sufficient to 
meet all the necessities and equities of the business, we should amend 
thelaw. Everylawyer can tell you that the more you amend, the more 
you extend the law, the morelikely you are to have these exceptional 
and equitable cases that are rejected under some one or other of the 
elaborated requirements. 

It may therefore be accepted as the ordinary natural outcome that 
there should be a very considerable number of equitable cases that 
must go to a court of equity for any measure of relief. It is impossi- 
ble to reach them by law. It would not be surprising if a careful 
mathematical calculation should show thattwo thousand petitions for 
pensions ought to be expected by Congress every year, petitions the 
majority of which would be shown to be equitable. 

I give as an example House bill 3546, which we have just passed. 
The report is before me, but I can not delay to give it in full. A sol- 
dier was wounded; he was sent to hospital; after a time he was paid 
and discharged, and then he disappeared forever. The Commissioner 
of Pensions could not give the widow a pension because the fact of 
the death was not established. For some reason or other he did not 
apply the ordinary rules which are laid down in State courts in the 
settlement of estates after many years of disappearance unaccounted for, 
The soldier had been lost for twenty years, but the death could not be 
proved and therefore the widow was not granted a pension, and she 
came to Congress for the relief which I think we have just properly 

ted. 

rres not troubled that there were two hundred and forty cases sup- 
posed to be similarly just passed in a day or two. They were the accu- 
mulation of a winter’s work. I have thought we were perhaps a little 
hasty. But that is a small number in comparison with the several 
hundred thousand claims which have been made, and it is a small 
number in comparison with the million or million and a quarter of sol- 
diers who are now surviving and the hundreds of thousands who have 
died and left widows. 

There are other points in the message which might be answered. 
These are sufficient, I submit, if generally stated by the press of the 
country, to correct some of the misapprehensions to which the veto 
message has given rise. Congress has made no answer to it. The bill 
was a House bill. The veto message has gone there. I hopeand have 
reason to believe that something in the nature of a formal explanation 
will come from the House of Representatives and will also come from 
this body if a vetoed bill should come here, but in the mean time the 
newspaper press have got the impression that we are legislating in a 
reckless way and that all these things might be settled in the Pension 
Bureau if we chose to have it so. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 


— of Iowa Volunteers, to whom was 
approved March 3, 1875. 
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Mr. BLAIR. Let us dispose of this bill. 
ae CAMERON. Very well; if it can be done without further de- 

te. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third redd- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. , 

` Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Is that the same bill which was just read 
that has been ordered to a third reading? r 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis the same bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish simply to say before the bill is dis- 
posed of, and in reply to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], 
that I am not opposed to pensioning soldiers, but 1 am opposed to pen- 
sioning those who are notsoldiers. If I speak fromone standpoint and 
he from another the Senator will excuse me, for he would not even an- 
swer my question this evening. I will go back and antedate even his 
proposition by saying that when you pay a pension to one you have got 
to draw the money from another. Therefore it is that whenever the 
committee come in here and ask us to pay pensions to people I want 
to know whether they deserve the pension, and on being shown that 
they do deserve it I shall always vote for granting the pension. 

I do not believe that a committee of nine constitute a Senate of sey- 
enty-six, and I do believe that a committee of nine sent out to make an 
inquiry are only to come back into this body to be inquired of, and un- 
less that committee shall understand their proper functionsin that re- 
spect it is the duty of this body to make another committee of nine that 
shall not assume to be the United States Senate. = 

Now, sir, if I-go too far I ask pardon. I say that I am ready to vote 
for pensions, but I do notthink that it is a proper thing to come here 
and say, forsooth, ‘‘I am a member of a committee, and therefore you 
shall vote just exactly as I report.” Ishall not do it. Sir, it has 
gotten tothe point now that we must just take up so many pension 
bills or so many of another class of bills that are reported from cer- 
tain committees and that a day must beset apart for them. Each bill 
appropriates money, and the Senator from New Hampshire swaps seats 
around the Chamber to get the gttention of the presiding officer to 
show that he is the custodian of all the patriotism of the people of the 
United States, and refuses from that selected seat to give information 
because he belongs to that committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. The President of the Senate—- ž , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir. : 
Mr. BLAIR. Iwish to correct a misapprehension of the Senator fro: 
Virginia, and he can refer to the REcoRD to satisfy himself whether he 
has misapprehended what has passed during the last half hour. I have 
refused to answer"no question of the Senator from Virginia. Ihave de- 
clined to give no information that he has requested from me or from the 

committee. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senator from New Hampshire has 
made his statement and I have made mine, and the Senate has possibly 


heard both. I did ask him a question as to whether he was not pro- | 


posing here through a bill presented by himself to pension the sister of 
a soldier, and if so, to give me a reason for it, because every time you 
vote a dollar out of the Treasury you vote a dollar out of the pockets 
of the people. 

Mr, BLAIR. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me again ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Why, certainly, sir; I am determined to 
outdo the Senator from New Hampshire in courtesy. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is utterlyimpossible, I assure the Senator, when 
it comes to a matter of amiability and politeness, so far as the intent 
is concerned. I doubt not his courtesy so far as outward appearance 
is concerned is greater than mine; but I assure him that so far as the 
emotions of the soul go I shall not yield to him the palm without a 
little contest, and after taking evidence, if necessary, by a cbmmittee 
of the Senate. 

The Senator did not ask me the question which he thinks he asked 
me. The Senator made a sidelong observation without rising from his 
seat or propounding the question interrogatively to any one, if the pen- 
sion was nota pension to asister, or some question of that kind. What- 
ever he said I did not understand it to be propounded tome. Besides 
that, the Senator will find by observing the bill upon which this dis- 
cussion has arisen that it is not a bill to pension a sister. Itis to pen- 
sion a widow. It was reported by the Senator from Wisconsin [| Mr. 
SAWYER]. Ihave no special knowledge in regard to it excepting what 
isin the report which I have not myself referred to, but I have all 
confidence in the findings of fact by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. -The Senator might very easily have ex- 
plained by answering the simple interrogatory at the outset as to whether 
the word “‘sister’’ was not used. In the reading of the report and of 
the bill I so understood it, and I do understand now that we are pass- 
ing bills here ad libitum. Nobody stops to inquire into the merits. I 
mean to say more than that, that I am opposed to that mode of opera- 
tions here, I care not how patriotic it may appear to gentlemen on the 
other side, I care not how patriotic it may appear to gentlemen on this 
side. You have got a generation now to take care of, and you have got 
everything from your mother-in-law down to your youngest-sister in 


your pension bills. We are living for the present, and not for the past. 
We are living, I think, to take care of this country from 1884 to 1833, 
and let 1888 even take care of itself. 

These are not idle words, but after a while, possibly when disappoint- 
ment comes, even Senators will stop toconsideras to whether there is not 
some widow or some sister-or some child of a man who was not killed in 
the war struggling to-day for subsistence, pleading at his door for help. 


Let only soldiers ask for Government help, and we can always give it to , 


them. Let only soldiers come here pleading for pensions, and the Gov- 
ernment is able and willing to pension them. But when you bring 
everything in here that isin need of help and build a roof over this Gov- 
ernment and call it an almshouse, for one, feeling as kindly as I do for 
everybody, I must enter an earnest protest and an honest one against it. 

These pension bills mean that. They mean nothing else than that. 
They mean to take the mother, the grandmother, if you please, or the 
great grandmother of the soldier and coming here plead to a man who 
feels kindly toward them, and ask this Government to give them bread 
and raiment. The soldier himself does not want it; his family do not 
want it. 

I say, therefore, that I oppose these measures and that I shail oppose 
them, and I am not afraid of the soldier sentiment of this country on 
both sides. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. $ 

Mr. HAMPTON. It was understood that the bill which I desire to 
call up should be considered. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwas not aware of that. I withdraw the motion. 


WILLIAM M. MAYNADIER. 


Mr. HAMPTON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 98) for the relief of Maj. William M. Maynadier, 
a paymaster in the United States Army. y 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of that bill, if it is in 
order to do so. 3 ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 2 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CAMERON. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed tothe 


consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After forty-five minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 

> MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 767) for the relief of John Leathers; and 

A bill (S. 2136) for the relief of Edward Fenlon. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
5538) relating to the importing and landing of mackerel caught during 
oo spawning season, in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate. ` 

REPORT OF LABOR COMMISSIONER. 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 30,000 addi- 
tional copies of the first annual report of the Commissioner of the Bureau of 
Labor be printed; 8,000 for the use of the Senate, 16,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 6,000 for the use of the Commissioner of said bureau. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 5 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned to Monday, May 24, 1886, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. i 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 21st day of May, 1886. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

John Y. Ostrander, of Dayton, Wash., to be register of the land office 
at Olympia, Wash., vice John F. Gowey, commission expired. 

Hughes East, of Indiana, to be register of the land office at Yank- 
ton, Dak., vice Gustavus A. Wetter, who has resigned, to take effect June 
30, 1886. . 

For promotion in the Army. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

First Lieut. Dan C. Kingman, to be captain, April 20, 1886, vice 
Bailey, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Henry E. Waterman, to be first lieutenant, April 20, 
1836, rice Kingman, promoted. : 


For appointment in the Army. 
MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 


Charles F. Mason, of Virginia, to be assistant surgeon, with the rank 
of first lieutenant, May 5, 1886, vice W. J. Wilson, deceased. 
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POSTMASTERS. 


Silas C. Bennett, to be ter at Georgetown, Clear Creek County, 
Colorado, vice Charles H. Jacobson, commission expired. 

Anton Klaus, to be postmaster at Jamestown, Stutsman County, Ter- 
ritory of Dakota, rice A. W. Kelley, resigned. 

James Moran, jr., to be postmaster at Waukegan, Lake County, Ili- 
nois, vice Albert C. Bower, commission expired. 

William M. Green, to be postmaster at West Bay City, Bay County, 
Michigan, vice Henry H. Aplin, commission expired. 

James B. Looney, to be postmaster at Hancock, Houghton County, 
Michigan, vice Morton L. Cardell, commission expired. 

Thomas A, Hills, to be postmaster at Leominster, Worcester County, 
Massachusetts, vice Thomas A. Hills, commission expired. 

Martin L. Harlow, to be postmaster at Whitman, Plymouth County, 
Massachusetts, the name of the office having been from ‘‘South 
Abington” to ‘‘Whitman.’’ Martin L. Harlow is the present post- 
master, haying been confirmed February 10, 1886. 

William Furlong, to be ter at Freeport, Armstrong County, 
Pennsylvania, rice James H. Douglass, commission expired. 

Daniel MeCarth , to be postmaster at Braddock, Allegheny County, 


Pennsylvania, rice John M. Hughes, who was confirmed on the 6th of 


April, 1886, but has since resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 17, 1886. 
POSTMASTER. 
Mrs. Virginia Campbell Thompson, to be postmaster at Lonisville, 
Jefferson County, Kentucky. i 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 18, 1886. 
: POSTMASTER. 
Calvin Goodman, to be postmaster at Reading, Berks County, Penn- 
sylvania. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 21, 1886. 
: UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Thomas G. Hayes, of Maryland, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Maryland. 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 
John Carroll, of Arkansas, to be marshal of the United States for the 
western district of Arkansas. 
George H. Cairnes, of Maryland, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Maryland. ; 
Richard B. Reagan, of Texas, to be marshal of the United States for 
the eastern district of Texas. 
POSTMASTERS. 
In the Senate, May 21,1886. 


The injunction of secrecy having been removed from the following 


five reports on nominations (the notices of the confirmation of which 
having been heretofore published) they were ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, submitted the following report: 


. That an examination of this case shows that Frank G. Atherton was suspended 
from the office of postmaster at Osage, Iowa, for and on account of political con- 
siderations. The committee have found nothing in the case reflecting on his 
character as a man in any degree hurtful to him, nor as tending to discredit his 
faithfulness as an officer. 

The committee find that Sumner B. Chase, the person nominated to the Senate 

to be postmaster at said city of Osage is a man of good character, and is com- 

sore to efficiently discharge the duties of the office to which he has been nom- 
nated, and recommend that he be confirmed. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, submitted the following report: 


postmaster at Marengo, Iowa, vice Hamilton R. Crensha 
that no cha: rad gro in the files sent to the committee, at its request, by the 
Postmaster-Gene: ded 


the members of the community in which the office is l „and that he 
ent todischarge the duties involved in the administration of the position 
to which he is nominated. 

The committee therefore-report the nomination of A. L. Downard to the Sen- 
ate with a recommendation that it be confirmed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, submitted the following report: 

On the —— day of December, 1885, the President nominated to the Senate 
Harry C. Evans to be postmaster at Bloomfield, Iowa, vice A. H. Fortune, sus- 
pended during the recess of the Senate. The suspension seems to have been 
made for political reasons, and the committee have found nothing in the case af- 
fecting the personal or official character or conduct of the suspended officer. 
= nominee seems to be a person competent to discharge the duties of the of- 

ice. 

The committee, therefore, report the nomination of the said Harry C. Evans 
to the Senate with a recommendation that it be confirmed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, submitted the following report: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads,to whom was referred, the 


nomination of E. D. Fenn, to be aster at Ney: Story Co I 
pas n x ‘enn, to be postm: evada, Story County, Iowa, vice 


nde suspended, reports: 
That there seems to have been no cause for the su on of Mr. Ross other 


than that he was a consistent and active member of the Republican party; and 
that his suspension was on account in order a member of the 
Democratic party might be appointed in hisstead. The committee find nothing 
in the case tending to reflect discredit on Mr. Ross either as a man, a citizen, or 
public officer. The nominee is a worthy man, was a soldier in the Union Army, 

and seems to be giving satisfaction to the community immediately interested 


as a public officer. 
The committee therefore report the nomination of E. D. Fenn to the Senate 
be confirmed. 


with a recommendation that 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, submitted the following report: 


That the files of the Post-Office Department in respect of both the suspended 
, George Phillips, and William T. Sharp, nominated to succeed him. 

placed in the possession of the committee by the Postmaster-General, in com- 
pliance with its uest; that the files disclose no charges nst the suspended 
officer other than of a political charatter; that it is alleged that he was an active 
and efficient member of the Republican party ; that nothing appears in the said 
files tending tu question the good character or integrity of the suspended offi 
either as a man or as an officer; that his suspension is wholly based on politica 
reasons, so far as the committee can determine; that he was a Republican in 
office, and his place was wanted for a Democrat; that the Democrat nominated 
ap) from oro papes in the case to be a man of character, and seems 
to be giving satisfaction to the patrons of the office in his administration of it. 
The committee therefore iy. rg the nomination of William T. Sharp to the Sen- 
ate with a recommendation t Jt be confirmed. 


- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 21, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


DRAUGHTSMEN, BUREAU STEAM-ENGINEERING. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an additional estimate from the Secretary 
of the Navy for the pay of draughtsmen in the Bureau of Steam-Engi- 
neering for the next fiscal year; which was referred to the Commi 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER, under the rule, also laid before the House Senate 
bills of the following titles; which were severally read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 1886) for the relief of the soldiers of the late war honor- 
ably di after three months’ service who are disabled and de- 
pendent upon their own labor for support, and of dependent parents of 
soldiers who died in the service or from disabilities contracted therein— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2222) to authorize the Cheyenne and Northern Railwa; 
Company to build its road across the Fort Russell and Fort Laramie 
military reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2152) toamend chapter 218 of the acts of the first session 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, approved June 15, 1882—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. < : 

The bill (S. 290) for the relief of Davidson Dickson and others—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 5910) to detach the counties of Howard, Little River, 
and Sevier from the western and add them to the eastern district of 
Arkansas, with amendments by the Senate—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HIESTAND, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 

four days on account of important business. 


MRS. SARAH L. LARIMER. 


Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 6051, and that the bill be now considered by the 
House. It isa bill to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for impor- 
tant services rendered the military authorities in 1864 at Deer Creek 
Station, Wyo., and for loss of property taken by Sioux Indians. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Mrs. Sarah L, Larimer the sum of $15,000 out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise sporopriaioi, in full for property taken 
by the Indians at the time of her captivity, in the year 1864, as well as for valu- 

le services rendered Government in the year 1864 by giving important in- 
formation to Captain Shuman, in command of the United States troops, and 
ss of the evil designs of hostile Indians, while she was held in captivity by 

em. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, is there a report accompanying 
that bill ? - 

The SPEAKER, The Chair supposes so. 

Mr. LANHAM. There isa report. The bill comes from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. The committee, however, rècommend an amend- 
ment, reducing the amount from thousand to five thousand, 


1886. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out “ fifteen” 
and inserting “ fivg,” in line 5. 

Mr. REAGAN. What is the request in regard to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent that the Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the 
oe consideration of the bill, and that it be now considered in the 

ouse. ~ : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not object, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
in charge of the bill will make an explanation of it. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Speaker, this lady, who is an estimable lady 
of fine character, was captured by the Indians and kept in confinement 
several days, when she made her escape and gaye very valuable in- 
formation to our officers. Another lady who was captured at the same 
time, Miss Fannie Kelly, received $15,000 from the Government for 
her information, which was not so great as that given by Mrs. Larimer, 
and she lost less property than Mrs. Larimer. I was in hopes that the 
committee would allow this lady $10,000, but the vote will be, I sup- 
pose, upon the report of the committee, 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. 8 er, if there is a report I ask to have it read. 

The report (by Mr. LANHAM) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6051) to com- 
pensate Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer for important services rendered the military au- 
thorities in the year 1864, at Deer Creek Station, in Wyoming Territory, and for 
Joss of property taken by the Sioux Indians, rere as follows: 

It ap; from the evidence that in July of the year 1864 Lieutenant Larimer 

and his wife, the claimant, Mrs. Sarah L, Larimer, and their child, Frank E, 
Larimer, left their home in Kansas to cross the plains for the restoration of said 
Lieutenant Larimer’s health, he having been a commissioned officer in the Union 
Army and honorably discharged because of his health having given out through 
hard service in the war; that they took with them horses, and wagons, and 
goods, and some money; and that when they were in Wyoming Territory, and 
in company with several other traveling persons, they were surprised by a band 
of Sioux Indians, who murdered three of the party, wounded two, and tured 
claimant, Mrs. Sarah L, Larimer, and her child, and one other lady and child, 
. Claimant, Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer, and her child, Frank E. Larimer, were car- 
ried far into the mountainous hills, a distance of 75 miles or more. That she 
finally escaped from her savage captors in the darkness of night, carrying her 
child in her arms, and with t hardship and much suffering, being unaided 
and alone, they traveled on foot over the wild and Sanproni hills, arriving at 
the emigrant road in almost a nude condition, their clothing having been torn 
from their persons. At this emigrant .and at a place called r Creek 
Station, claimant met Captain Shuman and Captain Marshall, of the Eleventh 
Ohio Cavalry,then moving against the Indians,and communicated to these 
officers much valuable information as to the designs of the Indians. ; 

These two ater capi oy ferent Captains Shuman and Marshall, swear that 
if itgiad not been for the information given by Mrs. Sarah L, Larimer the com- 
mand with which they were abont to start out at that hour would have been 
massacred and destroyed, but by acting under her information, dismountin, 
and arming the teamsters, and gathering in all the available and additiona 
forces within immediate reach, and by following the directions given by Mrs. 
Sarah L, Larimer they were able to avoid the great destruction to the command 
and to citizens that otherwise would have happened. 

It further appears that claimant, as well as citizens, testify to the fact of claim- 
ach captivity and to her loss of property by the Sioux Indians at said time and 


3 Tt seems that si acts of Congress, in the year 1870 and in the year 1872, the lady, 
Miss Fannie Kelly, who was captured at the same time and place and by the 
very same Indians who captured Mrs. Sarah L. Larimer, has been allowed pay- 
ment for valuable information and loss of property. 

The affidavits of Captain Shuman and of Captain Marshall, two of the wit- 
Reopen ee in support of this claim, are herewith attached and made a part 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out “ fifteen" 
and inserting *‘ five,” in line 5, and with that amendment that it do pass, 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the House, notwith- 
standing the finding of the committee, to allow Mrs. Larimer $10,000. 
As I have said, another lady who was captured at the same time was 
given $15,000, although she did not give as valuable information or lose 
as much property as Mrs, Larimer. The evidence is pretty clear that 
Mrs. Larimer lost in the neighborhood of $10,000 worth of property, 
and besides that the proof is clear that she saved our command by the 
information that she gave. I hope the House will allow her $10,000; 
and I move to amend the amendment reported by the committee so as 
to make the amount $10,000. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Asamember of the Committee on Claims I deem 
it simple justice to myself to state that I was only present in the commit- 
tee during a very short period of the discussion on this bill. I had the 
pleasure of listening for a few moments to the persuasive tones of my 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD]; but when the vote was taken 
I expressly reserved the right to follow my own judgment upon this 
ease, irrespective of the finding of the committee. Ido not concur in 
the majority report. Idid not think it necessary to file a minority 
port; but I have said thus much in justice to myself. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD] to amend the amendment 
of the committee by striking out ‘'$5,000”’ and inserting “‘$10,000.”’ 

Mr. WoLrorp’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee to strike out in the bill the words “‘ fifteen thousand dollars” 
and insert ‘five thousand dollars,” it was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The question is now upon ordering the bill as 
amended to be sa ori and read the third time. 

Mr. PRICE. r. Speaker, I do not know that any argument will 
do any good here; but let me ask the House to consider upon what this 
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claim is based. First, upon the proposition that property was destroyed, 
whether a dollar, a thousand dollars, or a million dollars, neither you 
nor I have any more idea than the man in the moon. 

Mr. LANHAM. The uncertainty as to the exact amount is the rea- 
son, if the gentleman will permit me to state it, why the Committee 
on Claims reduced the amount from $15,000 to $5,000, and blended the 
claim for loss of property and valuable information. 

Mr. PRICE, Bimply because you did not know whether the value 
of the property destroyed was one dollar or a million dollars? 

Mr. LANHAM. Money and property were lost, as appeared from 
the testimony; but the evidence was not sufficiently explicit as to the 
amount, 

Mr. PRICE, Precisely. 

Mr. LANHAM. And this bill proposes to give compensation not only 
forthe property destroyed but for valuable information furnished to the 
Government troops at that time, for which a precedent can be shown. 

Mr. PRICE. I was coming to that point. The first proposition is 
to give this woman money because her property was destroyed by In- 
dians. Now, I say that from the reading of the report there is not the 
slightest indication which will enable us to determine whether the value 
of the property destroyed was a dollar, a thousand dollars, or a million 
dollars. 

Mr. LANHAM. If the gentleman—— 

Mr. PRICE. Pardon mea moment. Therefore, because the com- 
mittee had not the most remote information upon which to base an 
opinion of the value of the property lost, the committee, as I under- 
stand the gentleman, reduced theamount from $15,000 to $5,000. Now, 
the same reasoning would have justified cutting down the amount to 
$1; indeed, the loss of one dollar’s worth of property is not proven by 


the report. 


Having disposed of that question, the next point is that this woman 


gave important information, by which we were able to protect ourselves 
from the Indians. Who would not do that under similar circum- 
stances? She was found by the United States troops in the woods, 
naked, almost torn to pieces, having been abused by the Indians while 
their prisoner. 


She gave us the information she had in her possession, 
which was valuable tous. Must we pay her for that? Why the prop- 


osition is simply ridiculous. 


The next argument in favor of making payment as proposed in this 


bill is that some other woman captured at the same time or some other 


time has been paid for giving valuable information. Sir, when this 
House is driven to a point where it can find no justification at all for a 
measure, then the records of Congress are searched to find a case in 
which something equally without justification has been done; and this 
is set up as a precedent. 

Mr. LANHAM. If the gentleman will take the trouble to examine 
the entire report he will find, in addition to what has been read, ap- 

nded to it in the nature of exhibits, two affidavits, one of Captain 

farshall and another of Captain Shuman, which state the fact that 
property, including horses, a wagon, some money, and other property, 
was lost. This is all stated in the supplement to the report, though it 
was not read by the Clerk, these affidavits being attached as exhibits, 
There was a volume of testimony, though only so much as was deemed 
necessary and important was incorporated in the report by the commit- 
tee or appended in the form of exhibits. Now, in 1870 and 1872—— 

Mr. PRICE. Are you making this speech or I? 

Mr. LANHAM. I just wanted to explain that you had not fully 
examined the report, and to show what Congress had done in a similar 
case in the past. 

Mr. PRICE. You are doing admirably—better, no doubt, than I 
could, but you are not on the right side; that is the only objection to 
your occupying the floor all the morning. 

Mr. LANHAM. I only meant to explain—— 

Mr. PRICE. After the gentleman’s explanation I have no doubtat 
all that he has seen something to indicate to him that $5,000 is a proper 
sum to be paid in this case; but having called for the reading of the 
report, the only source of information at our command, I undertake to 
say there is not a scintilla of evidence there to prove the loss of a single 
dollar. We have simply a e, indefinite statement that something 
was lost; that is all, so faras I know. I do not say thatif the subject 
were investigated it could not be shown that some property was lost; 
and if so, the next question would be as to the amount of the loss, 
whether $100, $1,000, or $10,000. Whatever amount may be proved 
by proper evidence to have been lost I am willing we shall pay for, pro- 
vided you first establish the fact that the Governmentis responsible for 
the losses sustained by persons who, while traveling in the Indian coun- 
try, are overtaken by the Indians and despoiled of their property, but 
I do not believe that doctrine. Tosum up my position on this case: 
First, I do not believe we are responsible for acts committed by the In- 
dians; second, I do not know that a single dollar’s worth of property 
was destroyed; third, I am not willing to pay for information thus ob- 
tained; and fourth, Iam not willing to vote one dollar because some- 
body else has been paid on a similar basis. : 

Mr. STRUBLE. I presume that this payment does not come out of 
any Indian fund. 


Mr. LANHAM. No, sir. 


ATTS 
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Mr. STRUBLE. But itis to be paid directly from the Treasury. 

Mr, = na: Yes, a = 

Mr. Speaker, I demand previous question upon the engrossment 
and third reading of the bil 2 

‘The previous question lon “ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. This seems to be a matter of 
considerable importance, and I move that it he recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Claims for further information. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not now in order, the previous 
question phe, Deen ordered upon the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill. When the bill is upon its passage the motion will be in 
order to recommit with or without instructions. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time, there were—ayes 31, noes 40. 

Mr. LANHAM. I demand tellers. 

‘Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I will move, Mr. Speaker, if I can get con- 
sent, to recommit the bill rather than have it adversely acted upon. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent, the 

ious rece a bali ordered upon the engrossment and third 
of the bill. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Iask unanimous consent to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent, as the Chair understands, to recommit the bill tothe Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


EDWIN STEVENS. 


Mr, O’NEILL, of regimes erg Mr. § er, TAARN con- 
sent to the Committee of the Whole House from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7809) for the relief of Edwin Stevens, 
and put the same upon its passage. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The letter from the Secretary of 
State to the House of Representatives, which is embodied in the report, 
I think will explain fully the reason for this; and I ask that that por- 
Soas the report be read, which will occupy ‘the time of the House but 

riefly. 

There was no objection. 

The letter embodied in the report was read, as follows: . 

`~ DeEPartuest or STATE, Washington, April 21, 1886. 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 19th 
instant, inclosing a copy of bill (H, R, 7509) for the relief of Edwin Stevens, late 
consul at Ningpo, and asking my opinion as to the justice of the claim. ‘This 
pearing ney brytes e AES tes DOA LADA tof: and the con- 
clusion reached the money cla was actually expen in in- 
terest and for the benefit of the United States, and that Con should provide 
for its reimbursement. * — not thought proper to settle the account SS from 


any — at the disposal of rtment. 
I have the honor to ep sir, your obedient servant, 


T. F, BAYARD, 
Hon. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, House of Representatives. 


eet SEPAREN Is there objection to the present consideration of 
e bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
FRANEA a ore time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

e 

Me O on EILL, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


8. E. SCARBOROUGH. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. 3257) for the relief of S. E. Scar- 
borough, and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read at len 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 


Strike out in the fifth line “one hundred” and insert ‘* $91.08; also amend 
the second section to conform to the amended first section, so that it will read: 
“That the sum of $91.08 be, and the same is hereb: Sm ir sencet from the 
Treasury of the United States for the purpose of ena Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay said claim,” 


aen SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration of 
e ? š 

There was no objection. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. - 

Mr. JOSEPH. On last Tuesday I presented the report of the Com- 
mittee on the Territories on the bill H. R. 2850, under the impression 
that the Committee on the Judiciary, to which commiftee the bill had 
been originally referred, had been disc! from its further consid- 
eration. Since fhat report was submitted I have discovered my mis- 
take, and now ask consent to withdraw the report. ’ 

There was no objection, and the report was withdrawn. 


SURVIVORS OF ARCTIC STEAMER JEANNETTE. 


Mr. LINDSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1659).for the relief of the survivors of the exploring 
steamer Jeannette and the widows and children of those who perished 
in the retreat from the wreck of that vessel in the arctic seas, and put 
the same upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length, 
ieee SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, from the read- 
ing of this bill, as heard in this part of the House, I have been unable 
to ascertain about how much it carries, or exactly what its provisions 
are. Itseems, however, to embody a considerable sum, and as it is a 
matter which has caused a great deal of discussion, I would like to 
have the report of the committee read, reserving the right to object to 
the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That may be done by unanimous consent, 

There being no objection, the report was read at length. 

mat SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Idislike to object to the con- 
sideration of the bill in view of the fact that many of the beneficiaries 
are so meritorious; but it is a bill which should tare careful consider- 
ation. The amount is large, covering $8,000, granting also twelve 
months’ pay to a number of persons, the number of whom do not seem 
to be given in the report-—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky object? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be a statement given. 

Mr. COWLES. I object. 

Mr. BEACH, I demand the regular order. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a 
bill Ga R. 8975) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to Led ao 
Mr. MCMILL I reserve all points of order on the bill. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, eit that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (H R. 4968) to authorize and direct the 
ment of the barge Michigan, of Alpena, Mich. 


MACKEREL FISHERY. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Under the order of the House 
of yesterday I call up the bill (H. R. 5538) raeng to the importing 
and landing of mackerel caught during the spawning season. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, BUCHANAN. Does the special order of yesterday supersede 
the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The order of yesterday was to postpone the further 
consideration of this bill till this morning immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. As this measure which is now before the 
House is one somewhat novel in its character, I feel it n that 
there should be a full, free, and frank explanation of the whole thing 
to the members of the House. In the first place, it concerns a very de- 
serving class of people. It concerns between five and six thousand 
fishermen on the coast of Maine and Massachusetts and New England 
generally. In a larger sense it concerns the whole of the people of the 
United States, because it is a food question as well as an industrial 
question. The class immediately concerned are at this time especially 
deserving of the attention of the} House not only because of what they 
have suffered under the unfortunate articles in the treaty of Washington, 
butalso because to-day adifficulty exceedingly great and affecting them is 
springing up, causing them great damage and threatening more. The 
people who are in the fisheries upon the Northeastern coast 
owing to the treaty of 1870 have been suffering severely in their per- 
son and estate in past times, and at this present time, unless there be 
the most careful and judicious‘management on the part of all concerned, 
there is likely to be greater suffering on their part and the beginning 
of trouble which will extend its effects all over the country. At this 
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time and in behalf of this portion of our people I present the provis- 
ions of this bill. Andif I SOU aren AN EMGO O ROA 
tention of the House and in satisfying the minds of the members that 
the request vghich I make is a reasonable one, the cause and objects of 
it will plead tor me better than I can myself. . 

The mackerel fishery is one that has been very important to the peo- 
ple of this country in times past, and which can be made of equal im- 
portance in the times to come if we judiciously attend toit. But 
there have been of late years a great falling off in the character of the 
catch and a great change in the nature of the fisheries, as I will demon- 
strate to you by figures, I hope tobe able topoint ont to you thecause 
and also the remedy. In former years the mackerel used to be caught 
by a hook and line, and the result was that very fine fish were caught; 
but within the last ten years the nature of the fishery has changed very 
much. Instead of a hook-and-line fishery the purse-seine fishery has 
been developed, and instead of going intoaschool of mackerel and haul- 
ing out what could be brought out by hook and line, the fishermen of 
to-day, in larger craft, go out and surround the school of mackerel by 
nets which are placed vertically in the water and are floated by cork at 
the top edge. When the school is entirely surrounded the bottom 
edges of the net are drawn together into purse-like shape, and the result 
is that the whole body of fsh, , bad, and indifferent, are scooped 
up together as if they were so much dirt. 

Now, at a particular time any one can see that such a fishery may be 
Koreas disadvantageous to the increase of fish. ‘There is a time when 

e fish thus caught are filled with spawn and with the future possi- 
bilities of the production of mackerel. All these fish are taken together; 
and while they are in the spawning condition—thatis, while the spawn 
is forming within them—they are poor and almost unfit for food; they 
are very bad for food under all circumstances. 

The proposition which I have to present to the House to-day is the 
same which has been put in operation in almost all the States with re- 
gard to the internal fisheries. That is, I propose that we shall have a 
close time which shall cover this period of spawning. I desire frankly 
to state any objections that there are, and I believe I know them all. 
It will strike you at first sight as if there could be nothing said against 
a proposition as reasonable as this is to stop the destruction of fish in 
their spwaning period when the reproduction of the fish is in very great 
peril. But there are arguments urged against it, and I am bound to 
say to you at the outset that our scientific men, Professor Baird and 
Professor Goode, express an opinion which I ean best show by giving the 
opinion of Professor Goode, which is: 

Ihave never been convinced that theabundance of mackerel along our eastern 
coast has been in years diminished through theagency of man. I am not 
therefore ps to say that I believe the prosecution of the spring mackerel 
fishing will lead to its own destruction. 

Ina ces Net on the history of mackerel, published in 1883 by the Commissioner 


of Fisheries, I reviewed the evidence at t time in existence and I have notas 
yet seen any reason for changing the views therein expressed. 


I should say to you there are other reasons besides these which I will 
develop, but I want to say distinctly that while Professor Goode says 
he does not know whether such a measure is necessary for that purpose 
or not, I am bound to say to you that every fisherman engaged in the 
business does know, and all of them are here before you with hardly a 
dissenting voice urging upon the ground of their experience 
that it will be the destruction of the fisheries not to have a close time, 
and I am prepared to show you that the lack of a close time already 
= been a very severe injury to the fishing industries of the United 

tates. 

All the fishermen present themselves here with their petitions for this 
bill. On the other hand there is asingle prenon against it, and I will 
show you from what source that comes. It is the petition of.the Fish- 
mongers’ Association of the city of New York. They are opposed to 
this legislation. I think I may say without being accused of imputing 
unworthy motives to anybody, that they are opposed to it upon the salu- 
tary ground that commissions are good for people who Of course 
they present one other ground, because people never reveal their self- 
ishness utterly. The Fishmongers’ Association say that they are strug- 
gling in the interest of cheap food for the people. Let us see precisely 
what this cheap-food cry means. Mr. Blackford, who is a New York 
fish commissioner but who is also, I think, or has been, connected with 
the Fishmongers’ Association—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. He is a dealer. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Heisadealer himself. Mr. Blackford gives 
a single instance of this cheapness of food which illustratesitall. He 
says: 

About the Ist of Apur the mackerel fleet struck an immense school of fresh 
mackerel, and byt Aee loaded up and came into New York, and there wasat one 
time upward of fifteen million mackerel lying around the wharves in the vicin- 
ity of Fulton Market. Those mackerel were unloaded there just as fast as pos- 
sible. Men, women, and children came from all parts of the city with baskets 
and the wagons of licensed venders, and there was no question about the price. 
They gave a basketful for 5 or 10cents and would load a wagon for 25 cents. For 
the'space of two or three weeks the poorer classes had the benefit of this immense 
catch of mackerel. They were distributed all through the city, Of course it 


was the means of a large class of le making money—not myself, although 
Tam in the fish business, peop ng y y: oug! 


What was the nature of this cheap food? * Cheap things we want. It 


is a little hard sometimes on the men who furnish them that they should 
be so very cheap, but still we want cheap food, provided it is also good 
food—not cheap and nasty, butcheapand good. What does Mr. Black- 
ford himself say about the character of this food? He says: 


A large portion of these were salted, but at that season of the year the mack- 
erel are inferior in fatness; the quality is not of a kind that makes them most 
desirable for salting. 


Let me add one other fact in that connection, which is that in order 
to supply that week or two of cheap food to the people in and around 
the city of New York 100,000 barrels of mackerel filled with spawn 
were thrown into the ocean and could not be used—a destruction 
greater than the actual use that was made; for Mr. Collins tells us that 
only 75,000 barrels were used and 25,000 salted. Is that the kind of 
cheap-food production that you wish to preserve at the expense of what 
I am about to state? There has been a remarkable change of late in 
the nature of the results of mackerel fishing. Several yearsago, when 
300 barrels of mackerel were caught, 200 of them were No. 1, fat, 
valuable fish; 663 per cent. of the whole were fit subjects for con- 
sumption by human beings. 

What are the actual results now, as taken from the books of Lewis, 
Chase & Whitten, of Portland, for the year 1884? Of 14,877 barrels 
taken 317 barrels were No. 1; that is, less than 2.2 per cent. instead of 
663 per cent. Of No. 2s there were 3,121 barrels—less than 21 per 
cent.; and the balance, 11,439 barrels, were of poor quality—No. 3s, or 
perhaps worse. The result of all this is that under this system of 
fishing the proportion of No, 1 mackerel has been reduced from 663 per 
cent. of the whole to less than 2.2 per cent., and the number of No. 
3s has increased to 75 per cent. Now, what is the effect of that upon 
the production of this food for the people? Most men know nothing 
of these details. To most men a mackerel is a mackerel, and there’s 
an end of it. Wh@n they go to buy a mackerel, if they get one they 
do not like they do not go any more. You see there is a temptation to 
dealers all the time to brand up their goods, because, I am sorry to say, 
the dealers in fish are no more honest than the members of the legal 
profession—things are branded up. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That is pretty honest. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Yes; that is a high standard. I took the 
highest standard Icould find. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LORE. If the gentleman will permit me, I wish to ask him 
whether this change does not grow out of the change in the manner of 
catching the fish, the change from the line to the purse-net. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I have no doubt of it, and the result is that 
the great majority of these fish are taken during the spawning season, 
when they are very poor. I can show from the report of Mr. Collins 
(whom Iam going to quote as an expert against these other gentlemen) 
that all these fish are good after the spawning season. 

To resume what I was saying, the effect of stopping the catching of 
the fish at the season when they are bad and really not suitable for 
food will be that we shall have good fish caught and good fish distrib- 
uted all over the United States. There will bean increased market for 
them and an increased supply, because the catch of good, sound mack- 
erel will be largely increased, So then I urge this bill, not only on 
behalf of my constituents, but on behalf of all the people of the United 
States. 

Gentlemen may ask, ‘‘ What peopleare you keeping out ?” and among 
the cries raised in opposition to this bill is this: ‘‘ You want to wait 
until these fish get up along the coast of Maine so that your people can 
catch them all. The fish proceed northward, and you want to shut us 
out until after the Ist of June, when they will have gone up north, so 
that you can catch the whole of them.” Well, I trust I have been in 
this House long enough not to attempt a steal of that kind. [Langh- 
ter.] What is the fact? Why, the fact is that of the one hundred 
and eighty-four vessels that are engaged in the spring mackerel fishery, 
which we want closed, not a solitary vessel can be found outside of 
Maine and Massachusetts. So we have got the whole business now. 
But the truth about it is that, as Captain Collins says here in this re- 
port, when the fish get well filled with spawn in June they dive down 
in order to accomplish the work. Then there is another difficulty. 
When the fish start in the warm waters about the Gulf Stream, at the 
beginning they are huddled together, and this pursuing them with 
purse-nets breaks them up and drives them way offshore, scattering as 
well as destroying them. 

Why, look atit. In the face of scientific authorities I will not under- 
take to say we can prove that the destructive agency of man will extir- 
pate the whole mackerel tribe from the face of the earth; but I will say 
this, every man on the New England coast knows that the lobster has 
almost disappeared. You can now only catch lobsters about 10 or 12 
inches long, and I can remember when the ordinary size of the lobsters 
caught was pretty nearly twice that size; and according to Mr. Evarts 
there are affidavits in existence as to lobsters weighing 25 pounds, al- 
though I believe the lobster of that weight was not producible at the 
tinie the aflidavit was made. [Laughter.] We know that the supply 
of halibut is thinned out, and that the case is the same in regard to a 
great many other kinds of fish. I am aware that Professor Huxley says 
there is no proof that thé herring has been diminished by the agency of 
man. But while I can not absolutely prove the necessity, I say all these 
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considerations put together render it exceedingly desirable that this ex- 
periment should be tried, 

I hold in my hand the printed statement of a gentleman who is prob- 
ably as conversant with subjectas any other man. He cametothe 
committee with the emphatic recommendation of Professor Baird, who 
has employed him specially with regard to this part of the fishery ques- 
tion; and whatever information Professor Baird may have has been de- 
rived largely from this gentleman, who says there is no doubt that there 
would be a great improvement in the quality of the fish if we should 
adopt this measure; and then he comments upon the question of cheap 
food. very much as I have done. 

A MEMBER. Who is he? : 

Mr. REED, of Maine. J. W. Collins, a gentleman well known to 
all who are interested in this business. > 

One other consideration. Why is it that jt gs having com- 

lete possession of this fishery, wish it to be cl as proposed in this 
bill ? Ihave given you some of the reasons; and I will give you an- 
other. It is at present a fishery of so poor a character that it does not 
pay}. yet nevertheless we are forced into it, and why ?- From thesame 
peculiarity of human nature that sustains the Louisiana Lottery. Out 
of one hundred and eighty-four vessels engaged in this fishery three or 
four make large hauls and find the business profitable; the others ex- 

that they may do the same; and if one goes into it all go into it. 
ow, all should be ape: 

I think I have stated reasons why this bill should be passed. Let 
me recapitulate them. The bill isa trial proposition for five years. It 
is a proposition to close this fishery during the spawni from 
March until the 1st of June. Its purpose is to increase the character 
and value of the fish which will be distributed to the people of the 
United States. If I have made these points as clear to the House as 
they stand in my own mind I can not doubt the result. Allow me to 
add that this is a matter of serious import to my people, They are 
deeply concerned in this question; and I know of no opposition to this 
measure that has not its origin in the fish-mongers’ association of one 
place or another. We propose to stop the catching of these fish during 
the period named by stopping the importation and sale; and the United 
States being the only place where they can be sold, if we stop their 
sale here the fish will not be caught. 

There is another class of fishermen represented by my friend from 
New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN], a class with which I confess I have 
sympathy; and I hope, when I perfectly understand his amendment, 
to be able to assent to it; if not, I shall have to submit to the vote of 
the House on that question. He states that the people on the New Jer- 
sey coast are interested in fishing carried on in rowboats; and that this 
measure, without the amendment he will cut them off from 
seme degree of sustenance during the period to which the prohibition 
will apply. Isympathize with the gentleman’s position; for the con- 
sideration he presents is of similar character to that I present in behalf 
of my people. It may be, however, that we can not arrange a close 
season without injuring somebody. But I trust I have shown the 
counterbalancing advantages to be so great that this House will not 
hesitate to give the fishermen of this country what they all demand. 

I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. HEWITT obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield a moment that I may 
have an amendment read for information? 

Mr. HEWITT. Certainly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of the first section the following: 

“Provided, however, That nothing in this act shall be held to apply to mack- 
erel caught offshore south of Sandy Hook, with hook and line, from open row- 
boats of less than 20 feet keel, and landed in said boats south of said point.” 

Mr. HEWITT. Will my friend from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN ] 
be good enough to tell me whether the mackerel caught with hook and 
line off the coast of New Jersey are large or small mackerel ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Both. 

Mr. HEWITT. Then they catch large, fine mackerel there with 
hook and line? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEWITT. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the House would like to 
know how it happens that a bill of this importance comes before the 
House with a report in its favor and no minority report, and yet a 
member of the Committee on Ways and Means takes the floor in oppo- 
sition to the bill. The reason is that the bill was ordered to be re- 

in total ignorance of the facts of this particular fishery. I take 
it my friend from Arkansas: [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] who made the re- 
port will admit that if all the facts now known had been presented to 
the committee and discussed in committee, as they were not, there 
would have been at least a very considerable difference of opinion as 
to the propriety of this measure. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas.. I hope the gentleman from 
New York will not attempt to express what other gentlemen think. I 
have expressed no such opinion as that, and I assent to no such opin- 
ion. If other gentlemen of the committee agree with my friend from 
New York I hope they will so announce, but until they have done so I 
trust he will not claim them as concurring with him. é 


Mr. HEWITT. Ihave claimed nobody. I only repeat what I said, 
that there was no discussion in the committee which could by 
bility have led to the presentation of any minority report, ‘The facts I 
am about to bring to the attention of the House were offered to the at- 
tention of the committee, but it was after the bill and had been 
submitted to the House and were placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from New York 
is aware the committee is well able to take care of itself. If the gentle-' 
man has a great deal of information he deserves credit for it, but I do 
not think he is the sole gatherer of information, or that other gentle- 
men are as ignorant ashe seeks to represent them. 

Mr. HEWITT. Before I am through—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of-Arkansas. I trust the gentleman will not 
impeach other people. 

Mr. HEWITT. Before I am through with the matter it will be dis- 
covered when and why at the time the report was made. 

Mr. Speaker, if this bill should be enacted into a law it will certainly 
EAE u 

i t will deprive a very large number of the people of this coun- 
try of cheap and nutritious food. y 

Secondly, it will deprive of employment a very large number of fisher- 
men, more than two thousand in number, who find occupation in this 
business between the months of pa and June, in mackerel catching, 
which it is now pi to prohibit. 

And, lastly, it will confine the mackerel fishing to the States of Mas- 
sachusetts and Maine, because mackerel arrive on this coast about the 
end of March. They come chiefiy off the mouth of Chesapeake Bay, 
and proceed thence slowly northward and reach Massachusetts and 
Maine in the month of June, when this bill, if enacted, would cease to 
operate. While fishermen along the coast below were prohibited from 
fishing, the whole mackerel schools, whatever they amount to, would 
be open for the fishermen of the States of Mains and Massachusetts. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? ; z 

Mr. HEWITT. Ishall decline to answer any question at this mo- 
ment, because.the gentleman’s case has been presented by a represent- 
ative of his State who is quite able to take care of the State of Maine 
and I wish to get my statement before the House. After that it will 
give me pleasure to answer any question the gentleman may put to me. 

Now as to the quantity of this food. There are about one hundred 
and eighty vessels which are in catching mackerel from the 
i of April to the Ist of June. The quantity caught is almost fabu- 

ous, 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] referred to the testimony of 
Mr. Blackford that on one occasion last year 15,000,000 of mackerel 
were brought into the city of New York, and the inability to handle 
them—of the market to take them—was so great they were finally 
given away by basketsful to the poor. This year the mackerel have 
been somewhat late in coming on the soit probably due to the cold 
weather. I happened to see the first vi which came into Fulton 
market. It contained 30,000 mackerel. Two weeks later, in asingle 
day, 8,000,000 of mackerel were brought into the port of New York and 
distributed, not as the gentleman from Maine said, in the immediate 
vicinity of that port, but under the modern system of refrigerating 
cars were sent over the entire United States. 

The fact is, transportation has come in to distribute this food to every 
point east of the Rocky Mountains, making this a question of impor- 
tance to the whole country. This prolific catch of mackerel has gone 
on so that last night I received from Mr. Blackford, who, perhaps, is 
the best practical expert in matters of fish in this country, this telegram: 

Since last Monday— 

That is four days— 
four thousand five hundred and ten barrels of fresh mackerel landed and sold in 
Fulton market; all large, fine fish. 

I quote that now as an answer to the assertion of the gentleman from 
Maine this spring fishing produced only fish of an inferior grade. 

There is authority for saying many of these fish are not good for salt- 
ing. Thatis true. Spring mackerel are notso an article for salt- 
ing as those caught laterin theseason; but for fresh food, which in the 
spring of the year every man, whether he be workman, lawyer, or states- 
man craves, mackerel is one of the best food-fishes which is put upon 
the table. 

Now, a proposition to destroy an industry employing over two thou- 
sand of these very fishermen for whom the gentleman from Maine seems 
to be so interested, and they are his people, not’ mine—by whose aid 
this fishing is done in the main—a proposition to take away from them 
an employment which is so advantageous to them and so useful to the 
whole community ought to rest on very clear authority. 

That it will bea to the mackerel fishermen is beyond ques- 
tion. My friend from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], when inter- 
rupted yesterday as to whether he had consulted the Fish Commission 
on this subject, replied, as stated in the RECORD, he had been talked 
with but had not been consulted by the commission, 

My friend’s memory must have been rather short on that occasion, 
for I hold in my hand a letter addressed to him from Professor Baird—— 

- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, If the gentleman will read my 
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remarks in the RECORD he will find that they are entirely in harmony 
with the statement that I had made no specific inquiry as to the pend- 
ing bill; but that I conferred fally with the Commissioner and others 
by letter and verbally about the proposition in the bill. I refer the 
gentleman to the RECORD. r 

Mr. HEWITT. I understand what the gentleman said; it appears | of the 


in the RECORD; and if you will give me the Recorp I will quote the 
exact l , 80 that there can be no question as to the accuracy of it. 

I hold in my hand a letter addressed to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas as a member of the Committee on Ways and Means, signed by 
Spencer F. Baird, Commissioner, being an official answer to the inquiry 
addressed to him; but first I read from the BECORD the remarks of the 
gentleman in answer to the inquiry as to whether the Fish Commis- 


- sion had been consulted with reference to this bill or not: 


Mr, Lore, Let me ask the 
mission of the United States 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkan: 


ntleman from Arkansas whether the Fish Com- 
ve favored this bill? 

. I will state in nse to the gentlemañ 
from Delaware that the Fish Commission of the United tes has not been 
asked specifically about the bill; though I have talked fully with the Commis- 
sioner and others of the service,and some Co} ndence with them about 
the propositions involved; and I have here in my hand avery mkae Bean 
from the specialist employed by Professor Baird to study and observe the habits, . 
&e., of the mackerel, Captain Collins, a gentleman who I am assured by Pro- 
fessor Baird is the best 1 ben J authority on the subject, and his statements of 
facts strongly sustain this bill. 


In which it will be seen that the gentleman has omitted altogether 
every reference to the letter of Professor Baird himself. Now I will 
read to the House that letter, and I suppose it will not be questioned 
that Professor Baird is recogni throughout not only the whole of 
this country but the habitable globe as second only to one man, whose 
authority I shall also produce, Professor Huxley, in regard to the effect 
of fishing in any form or shape upon the catch of deep-sea fish. He 
says: 

Dear SIR: I have mace sed yonr letter asking for an opinion as to whether 
the preventing of mackerel fishing— . 

And I take it that that isabundant proof to begin with that the gen- 
tileman had asked his opinion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What is the date of that letter? 

Mr. HEWITT. February 15. I will give it in full: 


UNITED STATES COMMISSION OF FISH AND FISHERIES, 
Washington, D. C., February 15, 1886, 

DEAR SIR: I have received your letter asking for an opinion as to whether 
“the preventing of mackerel ing during the spring months is necessary for 
the maintenance of an abundant supply of that fish upon our shores.” 

I have never been convinced that the abundance of mackerel has been in any 
way affected through the agency of man. The catch in 1884 and 1885 was far 
above the average for the past fifty years. It isnot impossible, however, that the 
continuance of the use of the great purse-seines may in time have an appreci- 
able effect in decreasing their numbers, The statistics of the next few years 
will doubtless enable us to form a definite opinion upon this question. 

Naturalists are obliged to admit their ignorance in io to many portions of 
the life-history of the mackerel and other fishes of similar roving habits. We 
do not yet know definitely where they go in winter, nor by what routes they ap- 

roach our shores in spring. We are equally ignorant of their habits during the 

hang an, har pans So important has the study of these matters been considered 

that I ed some years ago for a schooner especially adapted for their inyesti- 

tion, Congress at its last session acceded to this request, and the vessel has 

n built and is now nearly ready for service. I hope that inthe near future 

the habits of the mackerel, the menhaden, and the bluefish will be as thoroughly 
underst: as are now those of the trout and the 

The bill before you would super toaim at the prohibition of mackerel fishing 
pe toand during the spawningseason, In reality, however, the time of spawn- 
ing. e ly on the coast of New England, extends considerably beyond the 

une, 


So that the bill would not affect the object, for the only spawning of 
value which takes place is in and after the months of June and July. 


The probable effect of the passage of this bill upon the extensive pound and 
weir fisheries of Southern New England is worthy of your consideration, since 
the pound fishermen can not exclude mackerel when they admit the other spe- 
cies which are swimming in company with them. 

So that if this were adopted the pound fishing would have to be 
stopped; and I leave that to my Massachusetts friends to determine its 
value, 


In conclusion, I regret to say that in the present state of knowledge of the 
life-history of the mackerel I am unable to express a positive opinion as to 
iem or not the passage of the bill under consideration would have a bene- 

cial effect. 


Very respectfully, 
Eoy SPENCER F. BAIRD, Commissioner. 
Hon. U. R, BRECKINRIDGE, } 
Committee of Ways and Means, House of Representatives, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, there is the judgment of a thoroughly disinter- 
ested man in the presence of a proposition to deprive the people of this 
country of an almost unlimited supply of food for a period of three 
months, and a great number of fishermen, who are entitled, as the gen- 
tleman from Maine has well said, to great consideration at the hands 
of this House in view of their difficulties with Canada. There is his 
opinion that this bill could not be said to have any beneficent effect 
whatever, that he does not know and is not able to state what the 
effect would be. That is the opinion expressed here. 

Now he has an assistant, Professor Brown Goode, who was sent out 
in charge of the American exhibits to the London Fisheries’ Exposition 
and received a medal. I presume it will scarcely be questioned that 
Professor Goode and Professor Baird are two among the test ex- 
perts of the world in this line. I wrote hima letter m later upon 


this subject, for I was ignorant of the effect of it, and asked his opinion. 
In his response he says: 
UNITED STATES NATIONAL Museum, Washington, April 12, 1886. 
Dear Sm: I have never been convinced that the abundance of mackerel 


the history of the mackerel, published in 1883 by the Commissioner o: 
ies, I reviewed the evidence at that time in existence,and I have not yet seen 
any reason for changing the views therein expressed. I mail you herewith a 
copy of this report. 

Believe me, yours, very respectfally, 


Hon, ABRAM S. HEWITT, 


In this report, which [have here on my desk, giving the facts and con- 
clusions which are the results of careful research, discussing as it does 
all of the phases of the mackerel question, in this public document, 
which is at the disposal of any gentleman, all of these facts will be 
found fully set forth and sustained. 

Now, the gentleman from Maine says it is necessary to have a close 
period for mackerel. That is what he wants. Thatisa very plausible 
idea, Mr. Speaker, and I was originally taken in by it m; Every 
man who has ever approached the subject has thought that BeA be 
to be a close period for animals to breed in. But when you 
the facts you will find that there are two classes of ocean fishes. , Those 
which come into our rivers and seek the fresh water for spawning pur- 
pores need aclose period, because if all were taken, as thesalmon have 

taken at the mouth of the river when running in to spawn, there 
could never bea return current of young fishesafter thespawning season. 

Hence we have wisely provided for close periods for the ocean fishes 
that seek the fresh water to spawn. But there is another class of 
ocean fishes, such as mackerel, herring, the cod, the bluefish, and the 
menhaden, that never spawn in fresh water, that never come’ to the 
rivers to spawn. And in regard to the mackerel there is this re- 
markable fact: They spawn upon the surface, upon the open ocean. 
upon the broad surface of the ocean. Their spawn is at the mercy o! 
the winds and the waves; no doubt wisely so. No doubt in the order 
of Providence that is the method which He has taken for the produc- 
tion of certain kinds of fish which the energy of man has never yet 
been able to destroy. The herring fisheries of to-day are more pro- * 
ductive than they have ever been in any previous period of man’s hi 
tory since we have had any record. The mack fishery of to-day is’ 
more productive than it ever has been in any prenions period. en 
you remember the spawn of a le mackerel produces five hundred 
thousand you will understand how small a quantity is necessary 
to produce the number of mackerel we take in a single season; it is 
safe to say less than five hundred thousand mackerel would produce 
the entire catch of twenty-five millions of mackerel supposed to be 
taken in a single season. 

So you see that man can not by any contrivance whatever destroy 
these fish which come in large schools. Do gentlemen here know the 
magnitude and size of these schools which are sent upon our coasts for 
the purpose of givin cheap food? One fisherman I saw told 
me he had met this year a school of mackerel 7 miles long and 2 miles 
broad, and packed so densely that it seemed to him as if the water 
could find no place among them; and yet this is the kind of animal life 
which the gentleman from Arkansas and the gentleman from Maine say 
is worried by the attempts of the fishermen to catch a few of them, and 
is driven off the coast in consequence of it. There is no possibility of 
worrying them. When taken by one of these purse-net seines they are 
scooped in, as many as the net can hold, put on the vessel, and brought 
into port, and the rest go no one knows where. Even the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] admits that when they spawn on his coast the 
mackerel disappear for a time. He did not tell us whether they dis- 
appeared before or after they spawn. But the mackerel disappear. 
Where have they gone? Into Fulton market? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Asthe gentleman from New York is quoting 


G. BROWN GOODE, 


_me, I will read the exact language I quoted from some one else: 


` At this time in June the fish appear to sink out of sight for two or three 
weeks; this occuring a few seasons a little earlier or Jater than at other times, 
owing probably to the varying temperature of the water. It is said they have 
gone down to spawn. 

That is the testimony of Captain Collins, : 

Mr. HEWĄT. I thank the gentleman for giving that testimony. 
Captain Collins is a great expert, but he does not know what they go 
down for; nor do I, nor does the gentleman from Maine. Idonot know 
what they go down for; but this is certain, notwithstanding the fact 
that this work of destruction has been going on for the last fifteen 
years when the purse-seine contrivance was first adopted, and for ten 
years and with the same energy that it is now prosecuted and with the 
same results, the catch of mackerel has gone on, with slight variations, 
steadily increasing.. It is true that we do not get the same quantity 
of No, 1 mackerel that we formerly caught, but those statistics are the 
statistics when the mackerel were caught by the hook and line; and 
that was the point of my question to the gentleman from New Jersey, 
whether when his Jersey constituents go out to catch mackerel with 
hook and line they do not get as good fish as ever. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Come up and try them. 
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Mr. HEWITT. Iknow 
reminds me that allthistalkabout taking mackerelin the spawning sea- 


about the Jersey fish. And that 


son is simply ray aay a view of the facts. In the first 
out as a curious fact in natural history that three-fourths of the fish 
caught in the spring fishing are malefish, and only one-fourth are female 
fish. Will some one undertake to by what provision of Divine 
Providence the female fish are out of sight, not within the 
range of these nets, while the fish are principally taken? And let 
me mention another thing as to theshad. A shad isnot as fit 
to eat except when it is in the spawning season, and whatis true of the 
shad is true of the mackerel. The mackerel that have been brought 
into New York this year, as certified by Mr. Blackford, turn out to be a 

better, and a finer class of fish than have come there for the 
last few years. If I, like the gentleman from Maine, were to reason 
post hoc propter hoc, I would say the seine-fishing is steadily increasing 
and improving the value of the fish; they get better all the time, every 
year a little better than they were the year before. But I confess 
frankly I do not know anything about it. I only know the fact that 
we get mackerel, that we get them in increasing quantity, and that they 
area fish essential to the support not merely of my people, but of the peo- 


it turns 


whom all of you monet on this floor. Now this testimony which 
have cited agrees wi e testimony of everybody who has carefully 
considered this subject. 


Mr. Blackford is one of the fish commissioners of the State of New 
York, and is also the assistant fish commissioner of the United States 
in of the o beds. He is a fish-dealer, a most remarkable 
fish-dealer, an honor to his State and to his country, a man who devotes 
the profit of his great business (and he is the greatest fish-dealer in the 
world) to the propagation of food-fishes and the investigation of the 
laws which govern their growth and their perpetuity. Mr. Blackford 
testified on the subject before the Senate committee, and in his testi- 
mony he said ee ane all of us have begun) with the idea 
that the mackerel fisherv the ocean fisheries would be injured 
noting ud Sa wae ot ponien wea He says: 


of the ee be read; but when I got 

my mate! Vall neemeni entirely ba to the views 

which I bad and the MAS L lavicea into the sc the more I be- 
need Or eat aease ee for 

Say of the frecawinaming coat 


There is the conclusion of the most intelligent 


subject in this country, who went into the in tion with his mind 
made up that protection was necessary in order to these fish- 
eries from damage but who came out of it satisfied that his former view 


was wrong and testified before the Senate committee that in his judg- 
ment it was impossible for man to do any injury to the ocean fisheries, 
This same question has been up time and again in Great Britain. It 
has been the subject of royal commissions. The 
Snt SIO di ge by Professor Huxley. I hold in my hand a 
paper by that eminent scientific man in which he sums up the matter, 
and which is so in that I shall read it at a greater length than 
I otherwise would. It was published in the Popular Science Monthly 
for August, 1881. In this paper Professor H is speaking of the 
ing; but the habits of the ing and of the mackerel are almost 
identical. Thereis, however, aslight ce in their mode of spawn- 
pakas APRA Huxley says: 


mote E mbere ema that the fish are 


not i a Sar da with A pan 


siders the o ms of the fin-whales, eae gannets, the gulls, the 
codfish, and the dogfish, which epee aed and y fe 
upenthem ; to say of the fiat-fish, which prey upon the newly de 
ited spawn, or of and the um le ler enemies w: 
devour the fry in all stages of their development. It is no uncommon thing to 
find five or six—nay, even ten or twel errings the stomach of a codfish, 
in 1863 we calculated that the whole take of The herring fish- 
eries is less than the number of he: which wi iin igen bability have 


ee consumed by the codfish captured in the same waters if they had been left 

e sea. 

Man, in Ea is but one of a vast co-operative ons of herrin® catchers, and 

the larger the share he takes, the less there is eS Os ee anp a 
took none, Ge ellen AAA would havea larger di yoana 

thrive m and muli — was a in proportion; but it would come to pretty m ths a aoe 


PEE in regard to the mackerel. Finally, Pro- 
fessor Huxley says in conclusion: 


. 


Now, I think I have shown that thereisa “‘ EETA of knowl- 


last commission that | 224 


edge on this subject; and in the presence of this lack of knowledge we 
are asked to pass a bill which it 1s admitted, if passed now, is too late 
to have any effect this year, either good or bad. We are askeđ to pass 
now a measure which can not take effect until next year, though by re- 
ferring the whole subject to the Fish Commission we can get their de- 
liberate opinion in time for action in December next. Thatisthe wise 
and sensible thing todo. I think the Fish Commission will probably 
know something more on this question than they know now, but I do not 
expect they will ever get any knowledge which will serve toshow that 
the fisheries can by any possibility be affected by any quantity of fish 
that man, with all his contrivances, can take out of the ocean in any 
period of two or three months; for after all this fishing is over, these 
vast schools of mackerel are found passing up the coasts of Massachu- 
setts and Maine to Canada; so all that we do not take go to Canada for 
her protected fishermen, because our people, as the law now stands, can 
not go there and take any of those fish. If then this bill passes it will 
have but one effect. It will entirely prevent mackerel fishing below 
the coast of Massachusetts; it will confine it fora brief period to Massa- 
chusetts and Maine; and these fish wil! then pass to Canada out of the 
reach of our fishermen. 

In the face of these facts, which can not be controverted, the gentle- 


man from Maine says, ‘‘If you will pass this bill we shall be able to 
supply you with big mackerel.” That is not what my constituents el 
the people of 


this country want, for the big mackerel fetch a big 
per pound. Twenty-five cents per pound is often charged for 
mackerel, while little mackerel sell for 1 centapound. The only effect 
of the bill advocated by the gentleman from Maine will be to take away 
mackerel as the cheap food of the common people and give it as a lux- 
ury to the tables of the rich. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, the catch of mackerel in one year, according to the 
bs ete cited by the gentleman from Maine, was about 14,000 barrels, 

hich 66 per cent., he said, were Bava mackerel, which would be 

8,000 or 9,000 barrels. Sir, in four days in the city of New York half 
that number—4, 500 barrels—were sold and distributed as ¢heap food 
to our people. So that if you pass this bill you merely prevent a great 
industry from being carried on in order that you may have a few barrels 
of very fine fish. 

The gentleman also said that all the fishermen are in favor of this 


e, | measure. Well, sir, I went upon a fishing-boat, the ee being a 


Gloucester man, having a crew of eight fishermen. When I asked him 
whether he wanted this fishery stopped he said he did not; thatit gave 
them em: ent at a time when they had no other. ‘‘But,’’ said 
he, “we settle this business.” So he sent me down a series of 
petitions, which are signed by these rude fishermen. 

These aaa 


The ge CE 1E SSB enitied at cr introduction in 


ae genes Ba 


Now, these fishermen know something about this matter. 
June and July are ue principa arep months, 


Third. Mackerel 
Fourth, The of the aA Sees eee. 


ibited season over two thousand of our 
thereon for the su of themselves and their families. 
And we earnestly ask that the passage of the said bill be defeated. 

Now, this petition is a genuine article—not the kind made to order. 
Here are thesignatures of hard-working, honest, t fishermen, who 
only ask to be let alone, to be undisturbed in the pursuit of an honest 
livelihood. They are the gentleman’s constituents, not mine, for whom 
I appeal to this House. They sell to my constituents what my con- 

stituents want to buy; but they want to be let alone in their honest 
industry. Yet, in ignorance of the facts of the case, and in the pres- 
ence of the scientific testimony, so far as it goes, that no good can come 
from this measure, this House is asked to pass it when there is every 


ia S prema during th 
emp! ent ng tbe 
fishermen, w. who are dependent 


h | reason why, out of regard to the food of the poor, the occupations of the 


industrious, and the 


good of the whole country, we should not 
only go slowly, buti 


necessary vote the measure down. I have node- 
sire to subject these gentlemen of the committee to the humiliation of 
having the enacting clause of this bill struck out. I prefer that it shall 
be recommitted. I want them to study this subject alittle more thor- 
oughly than they have studied it, although they seem to be satisfied 
with the knowledge they have thus far obtained. Iam not satisfied 
with what I have been able to get within this short time; but I say, so 
far as the facts appear there is abundant reason to apprehend that this 
proposed legislation is not only unnecessary, but dangerous and de- 
structive to interests which are 7 entitled to the consideration of the 
House. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HAMMOND. This seems to be the application of game laws to 
food-fishes. I wish to ask the tleman whether such a thing has 
ever been done before by the United States? 

‘Mr. HEWITT. There has never been any such measure as to open- 
sea fishery. There has been the apola an of ANS clone Eao tY shal 
fishes that seek the fresh waters to spawn; and even there the Govern- 
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ment of the United States has had to keep its hands off, because the 
State jurisdiction in almost every case comesin. The Fish Commission 
has sought for the co-operation of the States wherever it could be ob- 
tained, and has in most cases been able to get it. z 

Mr. REAGAN. As the attention of the gentleman from New York 
has been directed to this question, I wish to inquire whether the Gov- 
ernment of the United States "has ever heretofore undertaken to regu- 
late fishing upon the high seas outside of the marine league, and whether 
Congress has authority to regulate fisheries on the borders of States 
within the marine league? 

Mr. HEWITT. Ihave not given my personal attention to that mat- 
ter. Itis a legal question; and such questions I always prefer not to 
discuss. But I think in this House, so y composed of lawyers, 
that question can be readily answered. I know of no power on the 


part of the United States to control fishing within the jurisdiction sug- | 


ited by the gentleman; but I do recognize the fact that in licensing 

ing boats, the Government of the United States might put in the 
licenses a provision limiting the operations of such boats. I suppose 
that might be done. 
. Mr. McADOO. As the gentleman from New York has given this 
subject some. investigation, I will ask him whether it is not the fact 
that the menhaden fishing is doing more harm than any other class of 
fishing on our coast? . : 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand the point in this case to be 
that the supposed danger against which this bill is directed d8es not 
exist. 

Mr. HEWITT. It does not exist according to the testimony of every 
intelligent man who has examined the subject. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say,if the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewirr] has at last got through, that I do not 
purpose to discuss the constitutional objection which is raised i 
this measure, as itis raised against every measure which is called up for 
consideration in this House and which certain gentlemen wish to defeat. 
Indeed, I do not purpose to discuss the question at length in any of its 
aspects; but it seems to me to be a question whether we will legislate 
to save the source of supply of a valuable article of food, the source of 
a great industry, or allow people for immediate gain to kill the goose 
that lays the golden egg. 

And in this controversy the same old question arises, and it arises 
between the same parties as when I first heard it discussed; that is, be- 
tween the fishermen and the fishmongers. I know how it was in my 
own State. We had all these arguments against the protection of the 
told us menhaden could never be lessened on the 


menhaden. 
coast of Maine by the hand of man. FE have gone down to the shore 
and have seen at one time thirteen steamers fishi or menhaden, a 


single steamer taking 800 barrels of these fish at on 

Our } wanted menhaden protected by law from this wholesale 
slaughter in order that our fishermen might have them to use for bait 
in catching eod and other large fish. by the way, sir, if this had 
been done sufficiently early the trouble between us and Canada would 
never have occurred, because we would have had an abundance of bait 
upon our own coast to supply all our fishermen. 

When, however, it was proposed to protect the menhaden by legis- 
lation the same reasons excuses were urged against it that we have 
listened to to-day. The fishmongers and the great corporations inter- 
ested in the product of these fisheries defeated for a time the efforts 
made for the preservation of the menhaden. At last these fish left 


our shores, and during the last eight or nine years there has not been‘ 


morga menhaden caught on the coast of Maine to supply bait for our 
ermen. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] says that out of ten 
thousand eggs deposited by the female fish not more than two escape 
destruction before the young fish are hatched, and he by allowing 
the fish to be taken in spawning time would these two, My 
colleague has referred to the effort made in Maine to protect by legis- 
lation the lobster from annihilation. These efforts finally succeeded 
in procuring the enactment of a law providing for a close time, and 
that lobsters less than a certain length should not be exposed for sale. 

But this law, while it has arrested the destruction, and I hope may 

revent the extermination of the lobster, came too late to save it from 
baas io seriously diminished, both in numbers and size, that this fish 
once so plentiful and cheap isnow comparatively rareand dear, and will 
average less than one-half its size of twenty years ago. Still we had 
the same experience in obtaining legislation to preserve the lobster that 
we had in trying to save the menhaden, the same we have here to-day 
in our efforts to prevent the extermination of the mackerel. Our op- 
ponents quoted from scientific gentlemen, produced the testimony of 
theoretical ex and talked of the enormous number of eggs which 
the fish deposited, but what the practical fisherman said proved to be 
correct and what they petitioned for was shown, as I am sure it will 
be in this case, to be wise. 

My friend from New York says we are selfish in this thing; that we 
want this bill to pass so these fish will be caught on the coasts of 
Maine and Massachusetts. He, hawever, recognizes the fact that they 
are all Maine and Massachusetts fishermen who catch these mackerel. 
What does it matter to him whether they catch them in one part of the 


e ` 


ocean oranother? Does he think they are any better caught off the coast 
of New York than when they are caught off the coasts of Maine and 
Massachusetts? 

What has been said in favor of the bill I know to be true by experi- 
ence, because I have seen mackerel caught ever since my boyhood. 

If mackerel are caught before the Ist day of June and put on the mar- 
ket for sale, very few people who know what good wholesome mackerel 
arewillwantthem. Why? Becausethey arethen a poor article of food. 
Indeed this involves the question of good or poor food for the people. 
Mackerel, when spawning time is over and they have had an oppor- 
tunity to fatter, are, as the gentleman has said, the finest fish in the 
world, Butbefore that time, when caught off the coast here, Iam bound 
to say from experience they are the meanest fish that swim—too mean to 
be eaten by anybody, rich or poor. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I did not intend, as I said when I rose, to make 
any lengthy remarks upon this subject, but I do not see why the peo- 
ple of this country are not as much interested in having a close time 
for fishing for mackerel as they are in having the fisheries protected in 
our several States by legal enactment. I do not see why the people of 
the whole country who consume fish, as well as the fishermen them- 
selves on the coast who earn their livelihood by fishing, should not be 
as much interested in the protection of this great article of food and 
this important industry as they are in the protection of game, which in 
many of our States is so zealously guarded. 

We are everywhere establishing fish-breeding places in order to cul- 
tivate the supply of food-fishes, and I am glad to be able to say that 
the salmon on the coast of Maine, which had been growing scarce, have 
sensibly increased since fish-breeding was established at Bucksport. 
And while we are taking so. much pains to propagate our valuable fishes, 
does not a wise economy demand that we should prevent as far as pos- 
sible their wanton destruction ? : 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to ask the gentleman from Main 
with his permission, a question in connection with one remark of the 
gentleman from New York. He says the testimony of gentlemen who 
are interested in the success of this industry points to the fact that 
the spawning season is early in June and July, and not largely in 
March and April. What are the facts and what is the testimony 
which the gentleman has on that particular point? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in answer to my 
friend from Ohio, that if I should attempt to reply to the immense amount 
of misinformation which the gentleman from New York has this morn- 
ing given to the House on the subject of fish and fisheries of different 
kinds I think I would require much more than I would care to con- 
sume in this House and much more I am sure than anybody would like 
to occupy in listening to me. But the testimony to the contrary of the 
statement of the gentleman from New York is abundantand overwhelm- 


ing. 

The gentlemen from New York has quoted Professor Baird and oth- 
ers, and what does it allamountto? When he gets through it amounts 
to the fact that he admits that he knows nothing about the habits of 
these fish, and notwithstanding this he has talked to the House almost 
an hour, and has succeeded in giving us such lack of information as we 
should have a right to expect from one making such an admission. 

Sir, I say in conclusion that the question is whether we shall allow 
men for immediate gains—men who do not regard the future of this 
great industry, nor the necessities of our people so largely benefited 
by this article of food—to impair its supply, as has been done in the 
case of the menhaden and lobster, or shall we by administering a timely 
and effective remedy preserve it? 

‘The importance of both cheap and wholesome food for the people de- 
mands that the mackerel, which is almost universally used, should be 
allowed to te itself and should be taken only when in good 
condition, and I believe that the provisions of this bill designed to 
secure these objects will meet with the approval of this House and the 
country. : 

Mr. LORE. Mr. Speaker, with all due respect to my friend from 
Maine I may be itted to state that since the days of wooden nut- 
megs and Waterbury clocks I have not seen such an ingenious piece of 
mechanism as the construction of this bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Wooden nutmegs and Waterbury clocks were not 
made in Maine. i $ 
Mr. LORE. Not very far from it; they were just across the line. 

* Mr, MILLIKEN. A goodlong way across the line. The gentleman 

pelt lives as near to the wooden nutmegs and Waterbury clocks as 
do. : 

Mr. LORE. That may be; but I am not abusing my New England 

friends, only suggesting a historical fact. I have always admired Yan- 

kee ingenuity and skill in devising such mechanism, 

But, Mr. Speaker, let us examine this bill section by section and an- 
alyze its provisions and effect. This first section provides that no mack- 
erel, other than Spanish mackerel, caught between the 1st day of March 
and the 1st of June in each year, shall be permitted to be imported or 
landed on our shores. The next section provides that the license to be 
granted by the United States shall be made to conform to that con- 
dition of facts, and shall not authorize the person holding the same to 
violate the first section. 
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The third section provides for the forfeiture of the vessel if it violates 
the provisions of the act if it be an American vessel, and if not, then it 
provides for the forfeiture of the mackerel or the fish that are landed. 

You will observe that the bill as it stands is an absolute prohibition 
against catching mackerel from the Ist of March to the Ist of June of 
each year all along our coast from Cape Hatteras to New England. Let 
us consider it. This mackerel question is an exceedingly interesting 
one. The makerel is in a great degree the most mysterious fish in its 
habits and haunts. They first approach our shores in March off Cape 
Hatterasin North Carolina in immense shoals, and pass northward until 
they strike the coast of Maine, which they reach about the month of 
June. Now I am not responsible for the truth of what a very intelli- 
gent gentleman said last night, but will give it in passing. He said 
the ingenuity of my friends from Maine and Massachusetts is so great 
that they secure the kind of food the mackerel are accustomed to, watch 
their coming, spread it bountifully on the way, toll them all along the 
coastfrom Cape Hatteras until they get them up to Maine, and when 
they get them up there they feed it out in such abundance as to keep 
them from going farther, to the fishermen of Nova Scotia and Newfound- 
land, [Laughter. ] 

I presume this is a myth, but is illustrative of the popular opinion 
of the skill and forehandedness of our New England friends. But judg- 
ing from the mechanism of this bill it would not strike one as an im- 
possibility. 

These fish as they pass along the coast from Hatteras up to Maine 
are caught by the dwellers on the coast in every direction. They are 
caught by men who go out in boats and bateaux, and as the bill now 
stands it would prevent a person in North Carolina, Virginia, Mary- 
land, Delaware, New Jersey, or New York from going out in a canoe 
or a boat and catching and landing fish for his own use. 
ers REED, of Maine. There is an amendment which will provide 

or t. 

Mr. LORE. That I understand they propose to correct by an amend- 
ment. If the bill is so amended that objection would be removed. 
But there is a broader objection than that. As the bill now stands it 
would be 9 and vulnerable to that attack. But if amended it is 
vulnerable in other points. But first let me consider the reasons urged 
for this bill, and which were presented by my friend from Maine [Mr. 
REED] in his usually vigorous, terse, and exceedingly forcible style. 
The first one is that it benefits the fishermen.. Now I say to the gen- 
tleman in-all frankness there are other fishermen than those on the 
coasts of Maine and Massachusetts.. The mackerel run from Hatteras 
up to Maine.» They get uff%o the coasts of Massachusettsand Maine in 
June; so that if you prevent the catching of mackerel up to the ist 
day of June all dwellers on the coast up to chusetts and Maine 
are prevented from catching mackerel, for time “covers the exact 
period of their passage from Hatteras to New England. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. LORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There are none that go out to catch these 
schools of mackerel. There are only fishermen that go out within 10 
miles of the shore, and those we to provide for. The only ones 
that are interfered with by this bill after the amendment is made are 
people from Maine and Massachusetts. 

. LORE. Then this is an attempt to prevent your Maine and 
Massachusetts men from taking the fish at that time? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It is an attempt to stop that kind of fishery 

whing season. 

Mr. LORE. I do not know that that alters very materially the 
point I make as to whether or not the bill benefits the fishermen. If 
the amendment to the bill corrects the first defect of which I spoke and 
deprives the Maine and Massachusetts men of the power to catch and 
b the fish into New York, it deprives them of just such profits as 
they may make during that season; and I do not see that it would be 
a material advan even to them. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. They think it would be. : 

Mr. LORE. I do not think the case is so clear on that ground that 
it is for the benefit of the fishermen. Now take the other ground, 
which the gentleman from Maine presented with considerable force and 
which strikes me as the one upon which he rests his argument mainly 
EN poaae of this bill; that is, that fishing during these months 
diminishés the catch; that it diminishes the supply of mackerel. 

Let us examine this position? I know my friend from Maine says 
that the Maine and Massachusetts fishermen, by almost unanimous con- 
sent, say as a matter of fact it does. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hewirr] presented and read petitions of these very men largely 
signed maintaining the ey enka view. Congress has at considerable ex- 
pense established a Fish Commission. The head of that commission is 
Professor Spencer F. Baird, who has devoted much of his life to this 
work. So has Professor Goode, associated with Professor Baird as assist- 
ant fish commissioner. Captain Collins, Professor Baird, Professor 
Goode, Professor Huxley of England, all say that they are not satisfied 
that the catch of mackerel during this time of the alleged spawning 
from the 1st March to the 1st June does diminish the supply. They 
say they do not know, and in effect that it is not known. 


Mr.BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit me to make a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. LORE. With pleasure, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Professor Baird, as I understood the reading of 
his opinion, states he is not satisfied the use of the purse-seine will not 
materially diminish the propagation of mackerel. 

Mr. LORE. He says he is not satisfied'the catch in this intervening 
time does diminish the supply. . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. As I understood the reading, what he said was 
he was not satisfied that the intervention of man would materially di- 
minish the supply of sea-fish. But further on he said he did not feel 
sure that the use of the purse-seine, which is a modern contrivance, 
might not very materially affect it, and that it might require some 
years to determine that. So that we have the scientists in doubt about 
the matter, while the practical fishermen, who haye been engaged in this 
business for years and whose whole avocation depends on the plente- 
ousness of the fish, unanimously or with practical unanimity declare 
the catching by the seine in this close-time is materially affecting the 


supply. 

Nr LORE, I think my friend will agree, and I am sure the reading 
of Professor Baird’s letter will satisfy any member of this House, that 
he does not believe that the catching of the mackerel during that time 
does interfere with the supply. Professors Goode and Huxley are quite 
clear on this point, and the petitions of fishermen presented by the gen- 
tleman® from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] show the fishermen do not 


agree. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in order to show that the committee itself had 
evidence before it tending to contradict that proposition I read from 
their report where they say: : 

That the mackerel continued to abound, ant the industry of catching them 
to increase, is to be accounted for rather by the fact that it is not an anadromous 
fish, and by reason of the primitive devices of the day, than because of the laws 
of the period, In 1831 the catch reached its maximum, being 449,950 barrels. It 
then steadily fell off each year until in 1838 it was only a little over 138,000 bar- 
rels. With varying fortune it fell in 1877 to nearly 127,000 barrels. Each period 
of decline in the catch, and consequently of comparative exemption from moles- 
tation of this fish, has a; rently led to the Ee he maturity of sufficient 
eet to Ngee restock our waters. Thus in 1881 the catch rose again to over 

d rrels. A 


In 1882 to 1884 the catch has been increasing, and yet during this 
time not only have the fishermen been catching the mackerel between 
the 1st of March and the 1st of June, but they have been catching them 
with the purse-net. We have, therefore, right here in the report of the 
committee evidence that instead of the amount of the supply decreas- 
ing it has actually increased. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. _Is it not possible that this gentleman mistakes 
an increased ca: r an increased'supply? Is an increased catch nec- 
essarily an indi m of an increased supply of these fish? May not 
the increased catch be the result of the employment of a larger number 
of vessels and the use of improved appliances. 

Mr. LORE. ‘That may be so, sir; and yet I takeit that the number 
of fish we take out of the sea is the best indication we have of the num- 
ber of fish in the sea. Certainly it is a better means of gauging the 
supply than a mere speculation based upon no facts whatever, That 
the supply of these fish will not be diminished in this way it seems to 
me has been most clearly demonstrated by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hewrrr]. 

I remember that a few years ago the old method of catching oysters 
in Chesapeake Bay by the fishermen of Maryland and Virginia was 


‘“‘tonging.’’? Then the dredge system was introduced, and the fisher- 
men raked the oyster-beds from one end of the Chesapeake to the other 
wherever they could find them. ‘There was a terrific outcry on the 


part of the tongers that this would destroy the supply; but the result 
simply was that instead of having oyster-beds scattered here and there 
at special points on the bottom of the bay, the dredges dragged them 
all over it and made the bottom of Chesapeake Bay almost one contin- 
uous oyster-bed, and the oysters were multiplied by the thousand, This 
grew out of the fecundity of the oyster spawn, rivaling to some extent 
the mackerel in this respect. I know that the analogy between the 
two cases is not complete at all points, but I mention this to show that 
the alarm which arises as to the results of new methods is frequently 
without foundation or any just cause. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
supply of oysters has not been disadvantageously affected by the use 
of the dredge? 

Mr. LORE. I do say so, unhesitatingly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My impression was very decidedly to the con- 


trary. 

Mr. LORE. Well, I speak of what I know. I have it from the 
t‘ tongers™” as well as from the dredgers that the effect has simply been 
to spread the oyster-beds over the bottom of the bay and make it al- 
most one continuous oyster-bed. As I have said, however, I mention 
this merely to show that the fears of men in such cases are not always 
warranted by the facts. 

Mr. Chairman, when men speak of the diminution of the fish supply 
from cause stated it is a mere conjecture. ‘The report of the commit- 
tee itself shows that the catch, instead of diminishing, has increased; 
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and I say that when it is shown as a matter of fact that more fish have 
been taken out of the water in a given time it is a fair inference that 
more have been taken because the supply in the water was larger. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Suppose that the Congress of the United States 
should address itself to the work of decreasing or rendering extinct the 
mackerel on our coast (if they should deem that to be a public neces- 
sity), can the. gentleman conceive of any more efficient manner of start- 
ing the experiment than by fitting out a fleet of vessels to use the purse- 
net to take these fish at the spawning season? Is not that exactly 
what Congress would do if it were going to invest Professor Baird with 
power to experiment as to the best means of rendering the mackerel 
extinct? : 

Mr. LORE. Iwill answer my friend, although I think he has been 
already completely answered by the gentleman from -New York [Mr. 
Hewitt]. The answer is this: These fish are preyed upon not only by 
man, but by a great number of the denizens of the sea, and the share 
that man takes in their destruction is but as a drop in the ocean; the 
number that are taken and consumed by man is trifling compared with 
the multitudes that swarm along our coasts and are consumed in other 
ways. Therefore I say you may adopt any device you please, you can 
not destroy the supply. When you remember that a single female 
mackerel scatters in the spawning season from 500,000 to 1,000,000 
eggs, you can see that the supply must be practically unlimited, and 
that it will not be seriously affected whatever devices you may em- 

loy, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Butthe gentleman overlooks this fact. When the 
spawn is thrown out upon the sea and becomes subject to the ravages 
of those destructive enemies to which the gentleman refers there is yet 
a percentage of a chance of its fecundation; but when the fishermen go 
out with their purse-nets and scoop in the fish containing the spawn 
before it is shed at all, then all possible chance of reproduction from 
that source is utterly lost. 

Mr. LORE. I concede that; but, take all you possibly can, the catch 
is so insignificant in quantity there is still left enough to people 
the seas with these fish in inexhaustible supply. No fact has been 
produced to the contrary. So far as anything is demonstrated in the 
case, it is that the catch has not decreased; and, as I have said, it is 
fair to infer from that that the supply is at least as great as it was before. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Fishermen who petition here urge that the quan- 
tity has largely decreased; and, as I understand, Professor Baird states 
distinctly he is not sure this fishing during the spawning season will not 
have the direct effect of decreasing the supply. 

Mr. LORE. Well, he does not know Sen may occur in the future. 
But the past and present are our teachers. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hewirr] has just putin my hands a statement exhibiting 
the catch of these fish for the last fifty years; and it shows that there 
= gown up quite a regular and systematic increase in quantity of 


catch, ° 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suggest that if the gentleman from New York 
will now collect and put alongside of that statistics showing the in- 
crease in the amount of beef consumed by the people of the United 
States year by year during the last seventy-five years, it will be equally 
interesting and equally inent. : 

Mr. REED, of Maine. In other words, it would not show that the 
mackerel catch has not diminished as alleged. 

Mr. LORE. Let me ask my friend from Maine what evidence he 
has to-day that the supply of mackerel in the ocean has been dimin- 
ished at all by the use of these nets—I mean the supply for all practi- 
cal purposes ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We have the evidence of men engaged in the 
pursuit of those fish as to the relative difficulty of obtaining a certain 
quantity. That is the only evidence that can be had. 

Mr. LORE. Certainly no evidence of that kind is before the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ifthe fishermen were unable to catch any mack- 
erel at all on the coast it would not prove there were not mackerel 
somewhere in the sea, but it would be pretty good evidence to that 
effect. The difficulty of obtaining the fish is certainly competent evi- 
dence to show their increasing scarcity. 

Mr. LORE. But, measured by that which is before our eyes, it is 
fair to assume that the supply is still there, for it not only meets all 
the demand, but the quantity is so abundant that to-day mackerel are 
a drug on the market. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. How about the quality ? Ñ 

Mr. LORE. Iwill come to the question of the quality presently. 
I have been speaking of the quantity; and on that point I think I have 
said all I care to say. I think I have shown that the quantity is not 
diminished. 

Now as to the quality of the food. I am free to say—and I have no 
other wish than that all the facts in this case should appear—that not 
merely from the 1st of March till the Ist of June, but from the 1st of 
March till the 1st of August, embracing at least the entire month of 
June and part of July, even while these fish on the shores of Maine 
and Massachusetts are spawning, the quality is not so good as later in 
ne — after they become fat; still they are wholesome and pala- 
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I have in my hand a very interesting work upon the fisheries of Mas- 
sachusetts, published in 1833, the author being Dr. Jerome B, C. Smith. 
In this work the habits of these fish are largely discussed. It has al- 
ways been a mystery where they came from. Indeed, we might say in 
biblical language that they are like the wind, which ‘* bloweth where 
it listeth; thou cans’t not tell whence it cometh and whither it goeth.” 
We know that these fish appear in the northern waters about March and 
disappear about November. From whence they come to our shores in 
March and where they go when they leave the New England coast in 
November each year is a profound mystery and a curious study for our 
scientists. Some say they hibernate in the mud on cold northern shores; 
others, that they spend the winter under the icebergs in arctic regions, 
but in this book one writer states that in the month of November he 
found immense schools of these mackerel taking their way back ap- 
parently to the southern climes. And this writer seems to have satis- 
fied himself and others that these fish, passing between the Gulf Stream 
and the coast, go to the deep water south to repursue in another season 
their migrations northward. 

It is urged that the fish caught between the Ist of March and the 1st 
of August are inferior in quality. I concede that they are not so good 
as those caught after the spawning season is over; but they are per- 
fectly palatable, wholesome food, though a little poor; thatisall. The 
authorities which have been produced do not show that fish caught 
during the spawning season are unwholesome food. The very author- 
ity cited by the gentleman from Maine, Mr. Collins—who, by the way, 
was born in Maine—was appointed from Massachusetts; was a mackerel 
fisherman himself for twenty-five years, and who frankly says he feels 
an interest in the whole matter, I might say a strong bias in favor of 
the old calling, and is the only one of the scientists who gives counte- 
nance.to the theory of the bill. F 

Mr, REED, of Maine. Certainly. We contend that everybody who 
is in this business or knows anything about it is of the same opinion. 

Mr. LORE. | What does he say about these mackerel caught during 
the spawning season? He does not say that they are unpalatable or un- 
wholesome, butsimply that they are of inferior quality. But the point 
of the matter ap alittle later. It conclusively appears that when 
these fish come into the New York market, though of comparatively 
poor quality, men living all along the coast buy them with avidity and 
eat them with gusto. The catching of the fish and the packing of the 
fish then caught interfere to a great extent with the sale of fish caught 
and packed on the coast of Maine and Massachusetts. The reason, 
then, is clear, if you can prevent the catching of mackerel while they 
are on the coast of the Middle States and syffer them only to be caught 
while they can be found on the New England shores, you deplete the 
market and make a demand for the large stock of mackerel now on the 
hands of the Eastern fishermen and dealers which is now a drug in the 
market. 

The catch may be a little inferior; but let me say to the gentlemen 
of this House that the man who labors six days in the week, who has 
house-rent to pay, a wife and five or six little ones to feed, can not af- 
ford to buy high-price mackerel at 25 cents a pound. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What? 

Mr. LORE. He can not afford to buy high-price mackerel at 25 
cents a pound., 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There is where your interesting fishmongers’ 
association comes in, because the man who sells mackerel does not get 
more than 3 cents a pound, and if the fishmongers put on enough to 
run it up to 25 cents a pound they are a nice set of people indeed. 

Mr. LORE. Suppose this bill should be and no mackerel 
should be allowed to be caught in the months of March and April on 
the Middle States’{coast, and that your fishermen in Maine and Massa- 
chusetts should only be permitted to catch them after June, what then 
will be the price to which they will run it up? Will my friend from 
Maine answer? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
erel are not caught. 

Mr. LORE. Take away the mackerel coming into New York and 
Philadelphia from this summer catch cut off by this bill and let your 
New England fishermen and dealers only supply the mackerel to Phil- 
adelphia and New York, and what would be the price of No. 1 then? 
That is a problem I will leave to my friend from Maine to solve. 

Mr, REED, of Maine. They will not be had at any price, because 
they will not be caught. 

Mr. LORE. I will say, Mr. Speaker, in reference to the quality of 
these fish, that the fish caught and placed in the New York market 
during this week have been of the finest quality. I hold in my hand 
a message from a man whois an expert in the business, who telegraphs 
from Fulton market thatsince last Monday there came into that market 
4,510 barrels of fresh mackerel; that that quantity of fresh mackerel 
was landed in Fulton, and that they were alt large, fine fish, readily 
sold to and eagerly bought by the people seeking fresh fish at this op- 
portane season of the year. 

But, sir, I donot put it on that ground only; I have no doubt these 
fish.are somewhat inferior in quality when caught early in the season. 
I am equally satisfied they are healthy food, cheap, and desirable. 


We are talking of a time when No. 1 mack- 


A786 


I was amazed at what my friend from Maine 
stated the quantity of No. 1 mackerel compared to the whole catch 
years ago with the quantity of No. 1 mackerel compared to the whole 
catch at the present time, and left us to infer this grew out of this spring 
catch. Did he eye | and frankly give us the true reason for that dif- 


presented to you. He 


ference? Did he tell us thatthe difference was because these large No. 
1 fish were caught at that time by hook and line? But the Maine and 
Massachusetts men were not satisfied with the hook and line; it was 
too slow; and now they use the purse-net, which has already been graph- 
ically described to the House. With that net they surrounded a whole 
school of fish and scooped them all in, big and little. The difference 
in quantity was very great, because they scooped them in and put them 
on the market without regard to size. : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Weare trying to restrict that kind of fishing. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We want to try and stop Maine and Massachu- 
setts from doing that of which you complain. 

Mr. LORE. You can do that in your own State; but you do not 
propose to do so from June to November while they are on your own 
shores, but only from March to June while they are om our coast. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We can not when the mackerel are down on the 
coast of Delaware. 

Mr. LORE. Precisely; that is what you should not do. You take 
good care, not to ask to do so while the mackerel are of the coast of 
Maineand Massachusetts. When gentlemen bring in a bill to prohibit 
Maine and Massachusetts fishermen from using purse-nets to scoop in 
whole schools of mackerel, big and little, without to size, that 
will bea different proposition, and it is one for which I hope this House 
will vote. But there isno such proposition as that before the House. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. If the gentleman will bring in a bill to do that I 
will vote for it. We can not do everything at once. 

Mr. LORE. Weare on this question now, and let us settle it before 
we go toanyother. I could not get up a bill at once to accomplish that 

urpose, and I have only referred to it because it is necessary it should 
6 stated in order to explain what was said by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED]. I have considered the question of the quantity 
and quality of mackerel which have been caught and sold for food. 
Tho alleged diminished supply I have already dealt with. The reason 
for it I have tried to present. Evenif the questions were not embarrassed 
with doubt this House, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, ought to act with 
great caution and hesitate to interfere with an industry ås as this 
is and involving such grave interests. There may be other objections 
to the passage of this bill, but those which have already been given, to 
my mind, ought to convince you it should not pass. It seems to me 
they are unanswerable. 

What does the distinguished gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE] himself say as to this? At the very outstart, at the very 
threshold of this question you are met by the gravest questions as to 
the right to touch it atall. In the report of the committee they say 
they are not entirely certain of their jurisdiction, but as the question 
was referred to them by the House and the question of jurisdiction 
seems to be a matter of doubt, they assumed without arrogating the 
functions of others to report the bill. 

Why, my friend from Ar who has évidently looked into this 
with some degree of care, doubts, as it must be apparent here, the right 
of this House, the right of this Congress, to pass such a bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman is mistaken in 
that. 

Mr. LORE. AmI? In what respect? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I was-referring to that as a 
parliamentary question, not as a legal question. I did not know 
whether or not it should have been referred to some other committee 
under the division of labor required by the rules of the House; and it 
was purely a parliamentary question. The gentleman is going a long 
way togetat his argument. - 

Mr. LORE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I see upon a closer scru- 
tiny of the language of the report that it bears that construction. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is exactly the construc- 
tion it was intended to bear. 

Mr. LORE. And you did not consider the question of the right of 
Congress to deal with the subject? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Wehadno doubt of the right 
of ity Pe to deal with the subject. 

Mr. LORE. Then let me ask the gentleman how far will Congress 
go beyond the line? I confess, sir, that Ihave some very grave doubt 
wpon that point. Ihavesome doubt as to whether the right of Congress 
exists to go beyond three marine leagues, in addition to the questions 
raised by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN], who throws grave 
doubts upon some features of the bill. 

I doubt very much the equity afd justice and fairness of any bill 


you may bring in here the object of which is to lay an embargo upon 
a class of our people occupying three or four or five States, if they see 
proper to embark in this particular class of business, and that is prac- 
tically what this bill does. And what is the argument of gentlemen ? 
If it is so profitable, and you pass this bill, then they may not engage 
in the industry. The Middle States are not now engaged in mackerel 
fishing to any great extent; but non constat, if it prove profitable, as it 
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seems to be, may they not see poper to equip themselves and go out 
upon the ocean and engage in the business while the fish are on their 
coast in the months from March to June? 

Pass this bill, and youthrow the entire mackerel catch into the States 
above the south line of Massachusetts. You lay an absolute prohibi- 
tion upon all the States south of the southern line of usetts. 
These are grave questions and ought to be considered in all of their 
phases. Ifthe vessels are now exclusively owned in Maine and Massa- 
chusetts, if this business proves to be so profitable, or even if it be a 
lottery, men will be found willing to embark in the enterprise, and for 
five years hie absolutely prohibit them from going upon the coast and 
catching the mackerel and landing them upon our shores. It will 
hibit them from catching the mackerel at all, because after the 1st ys 
of June there are no mackerel upon our eastern coast north of Cape Hat- 
teras and south of Massachusetts. They areall north of that point, and 
you give the whole business to Maine and Massachusetts, a proposition 
so modest that it strikes one with amazement. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman from Delaware think that 
there is any reason for the expectation that large interests will embark 
in this business? 

Mr. LORE. I see no reason why they should not, or why any peo- 
ple should be excluded. But. the main objection to the bill, so far as 
the small catch is concerned, will be remedied by the amendment 
which has been suggested. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Can not the constituents of the gentl from 
Delaware, if they choose to go into this avocation, come down to 


Maine and Massachusetts and catch them as our people go from Maine 


down along your coast to catch them? 

Mr. LORE. But that does not answer the objection I make: Of 
course they can do so; but I see no justice or propriety in saying to the 
New Jersey or Delaware or New York man who desires to engage in 
this fishery business that you shall not catch the fish when on your 
shores, but you must wait until the mackerel have passed by4you ¡and 
gotten up to the coast of Maine before you can be permitted to catch 
and land them. . 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But will not any man in Maine or Massa- 
chusetts be prohibited as well as your constituents? Is it nota prohi- 
bition which prohibits everybody alike? i 

Mr. LORE. Precisely, but you prohibit our people while the fish 
are passing our shores and compel them to wait until they get up in 
front of the door of your house. We can not catch them until then. I 
submit, therefore, the argument I make against this bill is a perfectly 
legitimate one; and, as my friend from Néw York [Mr. BEACH] sug- 
gests, you do not want us to have them fresh while passing in schoo 
before our eyes, but want us to wait until you catch and salt them 
down and then get them from you. Now, I do not believe that you 
can salt down this House with that kind of mackerel supply. [Laugh- 
ter. ° 
i. MILLIKEN. What we desire is to give you healthy mackerel 
in good condition: not permitting them to be taken when, as we believe, 
they are not suitable for food. We want to save the mackerel alive un- 
til it has spawned, in order to furnish a supply every year, and not ex- 


haust them and destroy the possibility of a supply, as you wish to do. ` 


Now we do not care whether they be caught on the coast of Maine or 
Delaware or Florida; all we ask is to protect them from destruction 
and to protect the mackerel during the spawning season. We do not 
use the mackerel until they are in a , healthy condition. 

Mr. LORE. Well, I hope the gentleman will not consume all of 
my time making his speech, I agree if we may take the Maine dele- 
gation as fair types of well-fed mackerel men they are excellent speci- 
mens. [Laughter. ] : 

You are not willing we should catch and eat them from March to 
June when spawning on our coasts. But # din catch for packing in 
purse-seines during June and July while they are spawning on your 
coasts. This is genuine generosity. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But we do not eat them while we are here. 

Mr. LORE. No, you were well developed before you came here. 
We have men in the Middle States who are willing to take the mack- 
erel as we find them off our coasts while they are fresh; and in that 
condition we believe they are just as good, if not a little better, than 
after you have caught, salted, and sent them to us. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You will not be so content after you get some of 
our good mackerel. 

Mr, LORE. ‘There is another reason why this bill should not pass, 
and it is a strong one in my mind. The catch of mackerel from the 
1st of March to the 1st of June along our coast does supply a cheap 
article of food that is perfectly palatable, food that is nourishing and 
that is fresh. z 

The mackerel we thus get from the Ist of March to the Ist of June is 
far superior to the salt mackerel, even No. 1, that we get from Maine 
and Massachusetts, and is much more palatable. Then why should we 
be deprived of the fresh fish that are passing by our doors, and wait 
until they get up to Maine and Massachusetts to be caught and salted 
and sent. back to us in a salt state? It used to give the sailors the 
scurvy to eat salt fish. Now in Delaware we want to have some fresh 
mackerel occasionally. And we do not want to be confined by a bill 
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Like this to Spanish mackerel. You are willing, in your generosity, we 
should have Bpanish mackerel. I suppose that is because they are 
not caught by your fishermen in sufficient quantities to be profitable. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. How many does it take to provide 
Delaware? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LORE. That depends on the kind of food. Does it not strike 
my friend’s generous nature harshly that the large States should seek 
to deprive the smaller ones of good food? While Delaware is small, 
the appetites of her people are healthy and normal. They live boun- 
teously and are willing othersshould live. They prefer fresh Delaware 
mackerel in the spring to the briny article sent down from our generous 
New England friends. I have heard that in the mountains of Penn- 

lvania, where my friend dwells, men: live on mountain laurel. Is 

tso? Ifso, I would ask how much laurel it takes to supply food 
for the canny mountaineers? e 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. We do not get fresh mackerel. 

Mr. LORE. And you can not get them from Maine. - Are you will- 
ing others should haye them? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. We could send some on ice. 

Mr. LORE. All we want is to have the privilege of catching a few 
of these fish as they pass us. Seriously, thisis a question of cheap food; 
and it is cheap food for the people who live along the Atlantic coast. 
There are at times 75,000, ay, 100,000, barrels of fresh mackerel caught 
off the coast and taken into the city of New York, into the city of Phil- 
adelphia, and other cities, which sell all the way up from five cents a 
bucket or basket full. The poor woman can take on her armand carry 
to her home a large supply for her family at one or two or three cents 
a pound: By this bill you would take away that supply at this season 
when the people need just that kind of food, when they have come 
through the winter and have not got the vegetables of spring and sum- 
mer, Just at that time nature has provided this bounteous inflow of 
food from theocean. And yetweare told, ‘‘ Do not lay your hand upon 
it; keep off, and let it get up to Maine and Massachusetts,” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We want you to wait till the fish is born before 
you eat it. 4 

Mr. LORE. It seems that in Maine and Massachusetts they do not 
wait till thefishis born, but scoop all into their nets, atall stages and in 
every shape. It is the Maine men who catch these unborn fish and 
sell them in New York. - 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Why not stop the Maine men from doing that? 

Mr. LORE. You do not ask this in your bill.” There are others than 
Maine men—men all along the line—who are anxious about this. 

As a question of cheap food I hope this House will not be willing to 
prevent the people of the Middle States from getting these fish all along 
the coast by passing a bill of this kind. The whole question isclonded 
with doubt. The scientists who are engaged in the careful study of 
this question tell you there is doubt about it. They tell you there is 
doubt about its decreasing thesupply. In fact it is not decreasing the 
catch. They tell you there is doubt about Sy ett which has been 
raised in support of this measure. On the other hand, in opposing these 
unjust restrictions which are sought to be imposed upon our people we 
present the fact that by this industry we obtain a cheap supply of food. 

I will not weary the House with a farther detailed presentation of 
this matter, but I desire to read just for a moment on the question of 
cheaper food what is stated by Capt.-J. W. Collins, who is assistant 
fish commissioner. He was questioned by the Committee on Ways 
and Means. Some eight or nine questions were addressed to him. In 
reply to one of those questions he said: 

The "effect as relates to the cheapness of mackerel as measured by its real 
ualities as food ” has been partially answered above. That the fish caught after 
ae. ee bring a higher price than those taken before that date goes without 

It goes without saying that fish are cheaper that are caught before the 
1st than after the Istday of June. He says further: 

One of the largest dealers in mackerel in the United States has told me that 
in his opinion the demand for good mackerel could not be supplied if the “in- 
ferior trash” could be kept out of the market. j 


Pursue this plan, keep these fish out of the market, and this expert 
frankly tells you that the demand can not be supplied. Where would 
the pricego to? Yet you talk of supplying and making abundant this 
article of food, which for years has been used all over the country. 

Let me say, in conclusion, not only am I thoroughly satisfied that 
the reasons adduced for the passage of this bill are not warranted by 
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Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few 
words upon this bill before the vote is taken. As has been said by the 
gentleman who has just taken his seat, this is a question of cheap food, 
and if I did not believe that the passage of this bill would improve the 
quality of this character of food and eventually cause the people of the 
country at large to have a better supply than they have now, I should 
not support it. 

Professor Baird has been quoted in this debate as not being in favor 
of the bill, and a letter from him has been read by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewitt] which seemed to imply that he was not in 
favor of the bill, and that he had serious doubts as to its effect. 
Within a day or two I have seen Professor Baird and talked with him 
personally upon this very subject. Ispent considerable time with him 
discussing the subject, for, Mr. i , I represent the most impor- 
tant fishing town in the United States, and have been familiar with tish- 
ermen ever since I was a boy, and have known, so far as they are known, 
the habits of the mackerel and the modes in which they are caught. 
Professor Baird has told me within two days that while he did not feel 
clear in respect to the effect of this legislation upon the quantity of fish 
that might be taken hereafter, yet that upon the whole he thought it 
was wise to this bill, because it might have a favorable effect upon 
the mackerel upon our coast in the future, and that, at all events, he 
was in favor of trying the experiment. 

That was Professor Baird’s statement to me within two days. Ithas 
been said here, among other things, that there is no proof that the quan- 
tity of mackerel has diminished during the last few years by reason of 
purse-seine fishing. I do not claim, Mr. Chairman, that there is any 
satisfactory proof upon that point; but I wish the members of this 
House to take notice of one fact which bears directly upon the ques- 
tion. That fact is that the businessof fishing as now prosecuted is con- 
ducted very differently from what itwas twenty years ago. ‘The fisher- 
men now have the very best and most costly boats; they are all supplied 
with the best equipments; they are all, or nearly all, supplied with 
these purse-nets. The purse-net, so called, is 1,200 feet—nearly a quar- 
ter of a mile—long and twenty-odd fathoms deep, and when it-is cast 
around a school of mackerel, embracing as it does an area of 1,200 feet 
one way and 120 feet the other, gentlemen can conceive of the immense 
quantity of mackerel it is possible to take at one haul. Now, observe, 
the fact that the supply for the last ten or twelve years has not decreased 
does not go to prove that the mackerel may not be diminished by this 
method of fishing, for the new method has been adopted because it is 
an improvement upon the old one and enables the men to make a greater 


catch. - 
A seine is worth from a thousand to twelve hundred dollars, and tho 
fishermen now put into a single adventure $10,000 or $12,000 where 
they formerly put only $3,000 or $4,000 at the outside. Therefore the 
business is now so conducted that the take is not diminished, but it 
is because these new methods are so effective, and therefore so de- 
structive. Not only are more mackerel by a great many thousand 
barrels annually taken into the city of New York now than were taken 
there ten years ago but thousands of barrels are wasted and destroyed, 
because the men take so many fish at a time that they can not handle 
them all. e 

The quantity that goes into New York is really no indication of the 
total quantity taken, but it is clear that the amount taken now in the 
Southern fishing grounds is very much greater than it was ten years 
ago. The effect is noticed particularly in relation to the quality of the 
fish. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. ReEp] cited evidence as to the 
quality of the fish in one case, showing that it had very much deterio- 
rated. However, a single instance of that kind is not entitled to much 
weight in determining the general question, because it may be excep- 
tional. But I hold in my hand the annual report of the fish bureau 
of Boston, giving the quantity and quality of fish taken for more than 
fifty years, and also an annual statement of the quality of the fish from 
year to year, The report covers the period from 1809 to 1884. I have 
made an abstract of it. It appears that for the ten years ending 1885 
the amount of No. 1 mackerel taken as compared with the whole catch 
was 225,253 barrels out of 1,880,767 barrels. For the ten years pre- 
vious, from 1865 to 1875, the number of barrels of No. 1 mackerel was 
103,630 out of 317,096 barrels. Thus it will be ived that from 
1865 to 1875 the amount of No. 1 mackerel was little short of 50 per 
cent., while from 1875 to 1885 it was from 14 to 16 prua This 
shows a very important change for the worse in the c rof the 


the facts, but that the reasons against it areoverwhelming. And I do | fish 


most heartily and earnestly support the proposition of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewirr], that this whole matter should go back 
to the Fish Commission. They tell you that they havea vessel equip 
to go out upon the ocean to investigate the habits of these fish and find 
out if possible whence they come and where they go, and settle all these 
questions of supply and modes of fishing. Therefore I say, s¢nd this 
subject back to the commission, and when we get their report we shall 
have something intelligent to act upon, and we shall be enabled to 
pass laws that will be wise in their inception and just and equitable 
in their execution. ` 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE]. 


Now, in respect to this very experiment, I desire tosay that Professor 
Baird—to quote him again, because his is the best authority in this 
country upon the question—Professor Baird has said that he believes it 
is worth while to try the experiment of this legislation, and I submit, 
Mr. Chairman, that his testimony should receive the consideration of 
this House and should be regarded as almost decisive in its effect. 

It is said that this movement is almost exclusively in the interest of 
the fishermen of Maine and Massachusetts. It can not be denied that 
it is in the interest of the fishermen of Maine and Massachusetts, but 
it is not urged here to-day because it is in their interest; it is urged 
because it is believed to be in the interest of the people of the whole 
country, and almost certain to result eventually in improving the char- 
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acter and the amount of the supply of this food. Gentlemen know very 
well that Professor Baird, who is a philanthropist as well as an accom- 
lished man in his profession, would not encourage legislation of this 
ind if he did not believe that eventually it would have a good effect. 

Mr. HEWITT. He does not encourage it. 

[Here the haminer fell. ] $ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN]. 

a BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, the first section of this bill pro- 
vides— 

That for the period of five years from and after the passage of this act no 
mackerel, other than what is known as Spanish mackerel, caught between the 
Ist day of March and the Ist day of June, inclusive, of each year, shall be im- 
ported into the United States or landed upon its shores, 

The object.of the bill is to prohibit the indiscriminate slaughter of 
mackerel during the spawning season by the use of purse-nets. That, 
as I understand from the promoters of the bill, is its sole object. But 
the bill as drawn will go further than that in its practical operation. 
We have all along our New Jersey shore hardy fishermen who in the 
morning put out to sea in their open boats, and anchoring from 1 to 10 
miles from shore, spend the day in fishing for mackerel with hook and 
line. They thus obtain a livelihood for their families, and they sup- 
ply among other places those numerous seaside hotels which are dot- 
ting our shores. I understand that the promoters of the bill do not 
desire to interfere with this fishery. The number of mackerel caught 
by the men I have indicated constitutes but a very small proportion of 
the total catch—is in fact not even a ‘‘drop in the bucket,” but only 
one of the atoms that make up the drop. To save the rights of these 
men I proposed an amendment which has beenread. Upon conferring 
with the friends of the bill I have consented to modify that amendment; 
and I ask that the Clerk now read it as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the end of the first section the following : 


“Provided, however, That nothing in thisact shall be held to apply to mackerel 


caught off shore with hook and line from open rowboats of less than 20 feet keel 
and landed in said boats,” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwill say that the terms of this amendmentare 
stricter than I like; but they are such as meet the approval of the 
friends of the bill. I earnestly hope the amendment will be adopted. 
Those who favor the bill have no objection to the amendment, and those 
who oppose the bill will vote against it whether it be amended or not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call at- 
tention toa few of the authorities who, as my distinguished friend from 
New York [Mr. Hewitt] said, have ‘expressed themselves upon the 
policy indicated by this bill. They are not, however, as the gentleman 
believes. Mr. Goode, of whom the gentleman justly spoke in very high 
terms, made the following statement before the international fisheries 
exhibition in London some years ago: . 

The importance of the distinction between the extermination of a species, 
even in a restricted locality, and the destruction of a fishery, should be noted. 
The former is somewhat unusual and seemingly impossible in the case of oceanic 
species; but the latter, especially for limited regions, is almost of yearly occur- 
rence, 

Now, the gentleman from New York spoke of what this bill proposes 
to do as a new proposition sprung upon this House and not properly 
considered. In this same address, delivered years ago, the same distin- 
guished authority to whom I have just referred used the following lan- 


~ guage: 


There could be no doubt that the extensive fisheries prosecuted by menbaden 
steamers in the gulf of Maine were prejudicial to the shore fishermen by driv- 
ing the fish they formerly caught for bait out to sea and beyond the reach of 
their nets. 

Speaking of the schools being depredated upon before they came into 
our shores he said: 

There is also reason to believe that our great purse-seine fisheries for men- 
haden and mackerel, though perhaps not causing a decrease in the numbers 
of the fish, have kept them farther from shore, There is a decided disposition 
on the part of the intelligent men engaged in these fisheries to press the pas- 
sane of a law which should prevent the use of the purse-seine before the 1st of 

unc, 

This is the language of Mr. Goode himself, used years ago, in his ad- 
Gress before that international assemblage at London. 

Then Professor Huxley, speaking in the highest terms of commenda- 
tion of this address, used language which I will read, going to show 
that some measures of this character are deemed by the most eminent 
authorities advisable; and certainly no measure could be more moder- 
ate than the one proposed, and even this is limited in its duration to 
five years. This very conservative measure is the response which the 
House is requested to give at this time to the intelligent demands of 
the older fishermen. Mr. Huxley said: 

The great moral of the United States contribution to this exhibition, es; 
cially of the contribution which Mr. Brown Goode has just made to the confer- 
ences, was that if this country, or any society which could be formed of suffi- 
cient extent to take up the question, was going to deal seriously with the fisheries 
and not letthem take care of themselves, as they had been doing for the last thou- 
sand years or so, they had a very considerable job before them ; and unless they 

ut into that o; ization of fisheries the energy, the ingenuity, the scientific 

nowledge, a: the practical skill which characterized his friend Professor 
Baird and his assistantsystheir efforts were not likely to come to very much 


Now the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEwItr] was very kind, 


and I think also very adroit, in intimating the immaturity of those who 
do not with him and a few fishmongers of his city. I stated to 
the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Lorre], when interrogated by him 
yesterday as to whether or not this bill had been submitted to our Fish 
Commission, that I had not submitted this specific bill, but that I had 
submitted the proposition in the bill, that 1 had held correspondence 
with the distinguished Commissioners and others, and I had had also 
protracted personal conversation with them. And I alluded at that 
time to the letter which I hold in my hand, and to which I will.now , 
make more specific allusion. ‘ 

When I saw Professor Baird he told me the best authority in the 
world on this subject was the gentleman who wrote me this letter. 
Not willing to trust to memory as to the results of a verbal interview, 
I addressed to this gentleman, Captain Collins, who is the selected ex- 
pert of Professor Baird and of our Government in charge of this branch 
of our fisheries, a letter containing inquiries which I thought analyzed 
the subject, and his letter in response to mine was printed and put at 
the disposition of the members of the committee and of the House. 

I will go over some of these points: 

(8) In reply to the question of “‘ what is the effect of unrestricted fishing upon 
the total weight of catch?" I have to say that this can only be conjectured. 
With the catch totally unrestricted the amount of mackerel taken between 
any and June may vary from one-eighth to about one-fourth of the season's 

That is the measure of a prodigious industry, which the gentleman 
from New York ard others speak of. The very men who prosecute it 
thought some sort of system ought to be established by the only power 
that claims og ers the power to establish such system out on the 
high seas. ring men and other consumers of the great bulk of this 
product are interested in there being a reasonable effort at some sort of 
regulation. 

Captain Collins proceeds: 

It is, however, known that about 75,000 barrels of fresh mackerel were landed, 
and it is claimed that more than that amount were thrown away for lack of a 
market or because they were unfit for food. 


He is speaking of mackerel which are caught out of season—caught 
during the season when we seek to impose a wholesome restriction, 
although the business may still be carried on from the Ist of July to 
the 1st of November, at which period the fish disappear, and with the 
exception of the limited period of restriction, from March to June, all 
the ships of the country may go out upon the assembled schools of fish 
when every fish is in condition to be eaten by man. 
er Collins proceeds: - 

P ly 25,000 barrels were salted in the same period. But it is claimed by 
those best qualified to know, or at least who have followed the mackerel fishery 
for many years, that if the spring fishery is restricted there will be a heavier 
“ip mackerel later in the season, when the fish are in much finer condition 
or . 

. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


m the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
f the bill (S. 121) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, and to estab- 
same as & post-road; in which concurrence was requested. 


MACKEREL FISHING. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, that is what this 
distinguished authority says as to the annual quantity of the catch, that 
if this restriction be made there will be a heavier catch and there will 
not be only this increased supply, but the increased supply will be in a 
fit condition for food. The bill, therefore, is in the interest of cheap 
and more abundant food. The fish will be permitted to assemble upon 
their feeding ground. They will be caught at less expense per barrel, 
and they will be fit to eat after they are caught. The selling price of 
good mackerel will be less, But the catch will be so much heavier 
and the expense of catching so much less, if the fish are itted to 
approach our shores unmolested, that the cost of production, if I may 
so speak, will diminish in a greater ratio than the selling price. Hence 
consumer and producer will both be benefited. This bill therefore is 
in the interest of cheap food to my people and to all the people of the 
country and yet good for the fisherman, whose recompense is a part of 
the proceeds of each catch. The advantage is the difference between 
system and no system. 

If it were not so I should oppose the bill. If it sought to restrict 
anybody’s occupation in order to enhance anybody’s income, I would 
oppose it as a piece of class legislation. : 

It is asserted, apparently with good reason— 

Says this same authority whom Professor Baird says is second in prac- 
tical knowledge to no one in the world— 
that the expensive operations carried on with purse-seines in the spring, when 


the mackerel are migrating north, has a tendency to divert them from their in- 
tended course— 


The same idea which was advanced by Professor Goode in the Lon- 
don address— 
they are driven offshore, and uently fail to reach their natural feeding and 
spawning grounds in the Gulf of ne. : 
They are dispersed at the very inception of their rising from the 
depths of the sea. They are not permitted either to fatten or to as- 
semble upon their feeding grounds. How can you net fish or birds if 
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they are dispersed before they get to the trap? Captain Collins farther | And this gentleman further states: 


says: 

This is believed to be especially the case with the r mackerel, which, as 
the season advances, grow fat and become the best qualities known to our mar- 
ket. Where these fish go is not clearly understood, and this is one of the prob- 
lems which the Fish Commission hope to solve in the schooner now being built 
with the appropriation made by Congress last winter. 


The practical effect of the present system is that the fish are driven 
away from our people, and beyond a point where they can be economic- 
ally caught by our fishermen. ` 

Then further: : 

The effect upon the quality of the catch, should a restriction he put upon the 
spring fishing— 

Says this same gentleman, who is the best authority, according to 
Professor Baird, in the world— 
the effect would be to improve itvery materially. This is well known to every 
one who any knowledge of the jes. 

The improvement in quality would be due to two causes, first, fish taken be- 
fore June are poor and thin, but after that date they fatten rapidly and soon 
reach their maximum of fineness asan article of food ; second, if the fish are undis- 
turbed in the spring and allowed to de; t their spawn during the most critical 
period of their existence, it is believed t the size of the fish will improve very 


matepially, and that No. 1 mackerel of full size and best quality may again become 
fairly abundant in our markets— 


Our people being deprived of them now— 

May again Become fairly abundant in our markets and an article of food for 
any person of ordinary means. 

That is what they are not now, and that is exactly what this bill 
seeks to make them to the public and to the laboring poor of this 
country. Ishould not expect that four or a half dozen fishmongers 
in the city of New York would see their necessities or show that they 
sympathized with them in that respect; but it is my belief, on the 
statement of the best authority, although the gentleman from New 
York says there is no authority in favor of such a course as this, that 
such would be the result. ; 

It will be accessible for any person of ordinary means, instead of being so rare 
ee er Rese become a luxury and attainable only by the wealthy, if attain- 

That is the present condition, just the reverse of what is stated by 
the gentleman from New York: p 

One thing is certain, whereas mackerel now taken before June 1, as above 
stated, are always poor and generally small or medium size, those en after 
that date are mostly fat fish and very much more valuable for food, containing 


a far larger amount of nutritive qualities in proportion to the actual weight of 
the fish when taken from the water. : 


He goes on to answer another of my questions: 

You ask— 

Baid he, 

“Will this make mackerel no higher to consumers, but more suitable for eat- 


ing, hence insuring consumption and the larity of the fish, followed by 
the unlimited supply of fish?” T : 


That was one of the questions that I asked, and to which I sought 
an answer, because anything that tends to make food cheaper to our 
people commends itself to me, and that was the object I had in view 
in framing this bill. £ 

I bave already said an] of the price. It should be understood that the 
price, in accordance with the Jaws of trade, will be governed largely by the 
supply and demand, 

t is claimed by many, both dealers and fishermen, that a direct result of put- 
ting a better average quality of fish on the market would be to increase the 
popularity of the mackerel with our people, a popularity it once enjoyed ina 


pre-eminent d , and as à consequence the consumption of this species 
would be much larger than now. pe 


And I will state here that this country now, with all the improveđ 
and unlimited appliances to catch fish, with its 120,000 miles of railroads 
for distributing them into the interior of the country, with its sixty 
millions of fish-loving people, does not consume, taking the tage 
as represented by the population, 30 per cent. of what it did in 1831. 
We do not consume as many mackerel now as we did in 1831. We 
consumed then over 400,000 barrels, and we ought to be able now to 
give at least 1,000,000 barrels of good mackerel to our people. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Of this kind of food. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And yet this food is to-day 
higher by nearly 100 per cent. than it was in those days. 

A balance-wheel, or regulator— 

Says this eminent authority— 


A balance-wheel, or regulator it may be called, which would prevent the price 
ever reaching a too high re under ordinary conditions is this: As soon asthe 
demand improves, and anything like reasonably paying prices can be obtained, 
the immediate result will be a very material increase in the number of men and 
vessels employed. 


_ Implying that there is no limitation upon that— 


And considering the rapid wth of the United States, the accumulating mill- 
ions to be fed, and the greatly increased facilities for transportation, there seems 
little reason to doubt that, omai perena dco improved methods for the capture 
of mackerel, if its former popularity can be restored, the pursuit of this species 
ang in future years, as in the past, employ a fleet of upward of eight hundred 
sail of vessels instead of less than four hundred, which are at present engaged. 
This may seem strong ground to take, but when we consider that a catch of up- 
ward of 400,000 barrels of mackerel found a market in 1831, with the population 
of our country infinitely smaller than it is now, the statement will not, I trust, 


appear to be an exaggerated one, 


The cry of the age is "cheap food!” 


Gentlemen will see that I for my part am pushing after cheap food, 
and I was asking my questions of this expert in order to develop the 
fact as to this being the way to get cheap food. This authority says 
further: 


The average person who goes to market to buy fish for his table can not be 
to be conversant with the different grades of mackerel, at least not 
enough so to make a good selection. A mackerel is a mackerel to him, and if 
he chances to get a good one he will return for another; butif the first trial re- 
sults in intment it can scarcely be e: that the experiment will be 
repeated. , although the fish may be cheap, it falls into disuse with a large 
number of consumers 7 Geer because -it fails to gratify the needs and expecta- 
tions of the purchaser, who r prefers to put his money elsewhere, 
It is cheap because worthless. Iwant it tomature and abound, and 


then to be cheap because abundant. 
Iam informed that the dealers and fishermen along the coast of Maine— 


Says this authority about men whose petitions have come in great 
volume to our committee-room, men about whom the gentleman from 
New York seems to know nothing, and whom he does not represent, 
yet about whom, in the face of their own protests and in the face of the 
protests of those here who do represent them, he seems to be so solicit- 
ous—about these men, says this authority who for twenty-five years was 
one of them— 

I am informed that the dealers and fishermen along the coast of Maine— 


And mark you, every vessel in the Union engaged in the trade that 
is affected by this bill is a vessel of Maine or of Massachusetts— 


are unanimously in favor of restriction. 


That is the information which this gentleman supplies. I do not 
know who got up the petition the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hewitt] has had imposed upon him. It is got up in letter-type style, 
very unlike what we would expect as coming from the men of 
the sea, the genuine men of the sea whom we had hefore our commit- 
tee, and whose petitions we have—men who are very- unanimously in 
favor of restriction; and Capt. Jesse Freeman, formerly manager of 
the fishing company at Wellfleet, Mass., very positively asserts that 
all the people on Cape Cod are similarly inclined. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is perhaps as much as it is worth my while to 
say to the House; and I trust the House will give due weight to these 
opinions I have adduced of Professor Huxley, and Professor Goode, and 
of this gentleman to whom I was referred by Professor Baird as the 
man from whom to get information; nay, he was detained in the city 
by Professor Baird to give me this information, and he was brought on 
here ahead of the time he would otherwise have come because we ex- 
pected early action, and Professor Baird considered he was better qual- 
ified to give the information sought than he was himself. I trust I 
have enough from these eminent authorities to show the House that 
many of the statements made by gentlemen are not warranted by the 
facts; that they are mistakes; and that the bill which is offered here is 
in the interest of cheap food and better food and more of it, and is a 
conservative and reasonable bill for us to pass. 

I call for the previous question on the bill and pending amendments. 

Mr. HEWITT. I reserved seventeen minutes of my time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Have I aright to call the pre- 
vious question ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The other side has consumed 
a great deal more time than we have. 

Mr. HEWITT. I reserved seventeen minytes of my time, and have 
promised it to other gentlemen. I wish to carry out my promise, and 
the gentleman can not move the previous question when there is that 
reservation of time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reservation would entitle the gen- 
tleman to that time unless the House shduld sooner cut off debate by 
ordering the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I was not aware the gentle- 
man from New York had reserved any portion of his time. 

Mr. HEWITT. I do not wish to occupy the time myself, and if the 
gentlemen to whom I promised this time are satisfied to let the mat- 
ter go as it stands, I have no objection. But I think the gentleman 
should see the propriety of at least allowing me to fulfill my promise 
to other gentlemen. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman withdraws the motion 
for the previous question and offers the amendment which he sends to 
the desk. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have not yielded the floor. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 3, strike out the words “passage of this act” and insert “Ist day of 
March, 1887.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to this 
amendment. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
tion, relating to treaties. 


I desire to move to strike out the fourth sec- 
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Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to make a parliamentary i oy gl 


The SPEAKER pro tem a ate The gentleman will state it. ; 
Mr. HAMMOND. Is feet eny sbi to be voted on while the gen- 
prc E RENDNT 10 SEN SOOT E Oe O sie 


The SPEAKER h tempore. the gentleman 
from Arkansas for the purpose of discussing the amendment or for any 
motion he desired to make. 


Mr. HAMMOND. AsI understood from the gentleman’s announce- 
ment he expected to occupy the floor for some time in debate; and I 
thought if that was the case we could not yet vote on the amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think the patience of the 
House has been sufficiently taxed, and I am sorry the gentleman from 

Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] has not been gratified by the amount of dis- 
cussion he has heard already. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I am gratified and I want to hear some more. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move the previous question 
on the bill and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered: 

The question was first on the amendment proposed by Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE, of Arkansas, as follows: 

In line 3, strike out the words “passige of this act” and insert “Ist day of 
March, 1887; ” so that it will read: 
eat ‘That for the period of five years from and after the Ist day of March, 1887, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was next on the amendment offered by Mr. BUCHANAN; 
which was read, as follows: 


Add at the end of the first section the following 
“Provided, however, 'That nothing in this act shail be held to apply to mack- 
erel caught’ offshore with hook and line from open rowboats peg Aly than 20 
feet keel, and landed in said boats.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ~ 

The question was next on the amendment offered by Mr. REED, of 
Maine, to strike out section 4, as follows: 

That nothing in this act shall be construed to conflict bg existing treaties, 

The motion to strike out the section was 

The bill as amended was ordered to peta aaae and read a third 
time; sad being angromed, it was ly read the third time. 

The SPE: pro tempore. The yan 8 is, Shall this bill pass? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 97, noes 36. 

Mr. HEWITT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will order tellers; and ap- 
points the pieper from “ag peen a Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, and the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. HEWITT. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 116, noes 47. 


Mr. called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The House n divided; and there were—yeas 119, nays 89, not 
voting 114; as follows: 

YEAS—119, 

A G.E. Dunham, La Follette Sadler, 
Allen, C. H. Evans, Sawyer, 
Allen, J. M. Everhart, Louttit, Scranton, 
Anderson, J. A Farquhar, Lovering, Sessions, 
Atkinson, Findlay, ee Skinner, 
ire Fleeger, bury, Smalls, 
Blancha) Forney, M ` Stephenson 
Boutelle, ' er, McKenna, Ste J.W. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Funsto McKinley, Stone, E, F, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Gallinger, Milliken, Strait, 
Browne, T. etn Gilfillan, Morrill, Swinburne, 
Brown, C. E. Gof, Morrison, Swope, 
Brown, W.W. Grosvenor, Morrow, 
Brumm Grout, Negiey, ulbee, 
Buck, Guenther, Nelson. Taylor, L H, 
Burrows, Halsell, O'Donnell, lor, 
Butterworth, Hanback, O'Neill, es ‘Thomas,O. B. 
Campbell, J. M Harmer, Outhwaite, Thompson, 
Campbell, Hatch, x Wade, 
Cannon, Haynes, Peel, Wadsworth, 
Collins, Henderson, T. J, Perkins, Wait, 

t, Hepburn, Peters, Warner, William 
Cowles, erman, Pettibone, Weaver, A. J, 
Curtin, ires, Phelps, Weaver, J.B. 
Cutcheon, Hitt, Price, Weber, 
Davenport, Holman, Reed, T. B. White, Milo 
Davidson, A. O. Jackson, Rice, i x 
Dockery, Johnson, F. A. Rockwell, Wolford, 
Dorsey, Johnston, Rome: Woodburn 
Dougherty, Ketcham, Rowell 

NAYS—s9. 
Anderson, C. M. Howard, Mills, 
Arnot, Dav lison: R. H. M. James, Mitchell, 
Ballentine, Dawson, Johnston, T. D, M $ 
Barksdale, Dowdney, 2 Muller, 
Beach, Eldredge, er, anan 
Bennett, Fisher, Lanham, Neal, 
Bland, Ford, Lawler, Neece, 
Bucbanan, Frederick, Le Fevre, O’Ferrall, 
Cabell, Glass, ‘Lindsley, Perry, 
Caldwell Green, R. 8. Lore, Pindar, 
Campbell, Felix Green, W. J Lowry, Randall, 
Candler, Hammond, Mahoney, R n, 
R Martin, Reid, J. W. 

Clements, Hemphill, Matson, $; 

bb, Herbert, cAdoo, Richardson, 

$ Hewitt, McMillin, Sayers, 
Croxton, Hil, Miller, 


ymour, Townshend. Wellborn, 
Singleton, Stahinecker, Trigg, t Wilson, | 
Snyder, Stone, W.J.,Mo. ‘Turner, Worthington. 
Sowden, Taylor, J.M. Van n, 
Spooner, rton, Viel 
Spriggs, 3 Ward T.B, 

NOT VOTING—1. 
Adams, J.J. Daniel, Hutton, Riggs, 
Aiken, Davis, rion, Robertson, 
Baker, Dibble, Jones, J. H. 
Barbour, Dingley, Jones, J. T. Ryan, 
Barnes, Dunn, Kelley, Seney, . 
Barry, Eden, Laffoon, Shaw, 
e, Ellsberry, Laird, Steele, 
mont, Ely, Landes, Poapcpe les 

liss, Ermentrout, Libbey, St. Martin, 
Blount, Felton, Little, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Bound, Foran, A; ý 
Boyle, Gay, Markham Struble, 
Brady, des, McCreary, y. 
Bragg, Gibson, C. H. McRae, Taylor, E. B. 
Bunnell, Gibson, Eustacs Me í J. 
Burleigb, Glover, Millard, Tucker, 
Burnes, Hale, Moffatt, Van Schaick, 
Bynum, Hal, No i Wakefield, 
Campbell, T. J. Harris, Oates, ard, J. H. 
Carleton, Hayden, O'Hara, Warner, A. J.* 
Caswell, Henderson, D. B, O'Neill, J.J. West, 
Olardy, Henderson, J.S. Osborne, Wheeler, 
Cole, Henley, Parker, White, A.C, 
Compton, Hiestand, Payne, Wilkitis, 
Comstock, Hiscock, Payson, Willis, 
Conger, Holmes, Pidcock, Winans, 
Cox, Hopkins, Pirce, Wise. 
Crisp, Houk, Plumb, 
Culberson, Hudd, Ranney, 

So the bill was d. 

Mr. BRE! IDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 


reading of the names of members voting be 

There was no objection, and it was so orde: 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. GEDDES with Mr, LYMAN. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. ELY. 

Mr. Procock with Mr. PIRCE. 

Mr. HUTTON with Mr. HIESTAND. 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. HOPKINS., 

Mr. LANDES with Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. BRADY. 

Mr. Grsson, of Maryland, with Mr. HAYDEN, 

Mr. BuRNES with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. RoGErs with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. Lone with Mr. FORAN. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. HALE with Mr. MILLARD. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGI. 

Mr, CARLETON with Mr. HOLMES. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Ilinois. 

Mr. WINANS with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. Bynum with Mr. McKenna. 

. Mr, Storm with Mr. KELLEY, until Monday, May 24. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this 
da 

Mr. MCRAE with Mr. STRUBLE. 

. McCrEARY with Mr, DINGLEY. 

. BLiss with Mr, FELTON. 

. JONES, of Texas, with Mr. DAVIS. 

. HARRIS with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. MARKHAM, 
. Cox with Mr. RYAN. 

. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 

. ERMENTROUT with Mr. PAYSON. 

. LAFFOON with Mr. PARKER. 

. WISE with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK and Mr. BRAGG were announced as paired on 
this bill. If Mr. VAN SCHAICK were present, he would vote ‘‘ay;”’ 
Mr. BRAGG, ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. McKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I am announced as paired with Mr. 
Bynum. The pair is only on political questions, and, as a matter of 
course, I do not consider this a political question. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter which the gentleman must de- 
termine for himself. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 


nsed with, 


consider be laid on the table. 


Mr. CRAIN. Iask the yeas and nays on that motion, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were refused, only 5 members voting therefor. 
The motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table was then 


agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
TheSPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 


1886. . 


President of the United States; which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I herewith transmit a pee from the Secretary of State, dated the 19th instant, 
touching the necessity of legislation for carrying into effect the provisions of ar- 
ticle 2 of the treaty between the United States and China, of November 17, 1850, 
for the big irs of the opium trafficrand recommend that appropriate | - 
lation to fulfill the treaty promise of this Government be provided witbout fur- 


ther delay. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcUTIVE Mansion, Washington, May 21,1886. 


MRS. A. 8. REED. 


Mr. MILLER, by unanimous consent, offered a resolution for the 
relief of Mrs. Addie S. Reed, late an employé of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; which was.referred to the Committee on Accounts. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, informed the House that the President had ap- 
proved bills of the following titles: : 

An act (H. R. 661) granting'the right of way through the Fort Selden 
military reservation in New Mexico to the Rio Grande, Mexico and 
Pacific Railroad Company; and 

An act (H. R. 7938) to authorize the Covington and Cincinnati Ele- 
vated Railway and Bridge Company to erect a bridge across the Ohio 
River. ` : 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
morning hour for to-day be dispenséd with, and that such members as 
desire to make reports on private bills may be permitted to do so in- 
formally. 

SEWELL COULSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr, SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 249) for the payment of Sewell Coulson and Porter, 
Harrison & Fishback, for legal services; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6883) granting a pension to Henry O’Neal; 

A bill (H. R. 2121) granting a pension to Eliza McConnell; 

A bill (H. R. 1999) for the relief of William Rickards; 

A bill (H. R. 2183) granting a pension to Sarah Barr; and 

A bill (H. R. 2056) granting a pension to Catharine Bernhart. 
MARY FREEMAN. 


On motion of Mr. SWOPE, by unanimous consent the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions was di from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 3629) granting a pension to Mary Freeman, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, ` 

PHŒNIX NATIONAL BANK OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committeeon reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 1599) for the relief of the Phoenix National Bank of the 
city of New York; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
pe on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
hack adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying rts ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3685) granting a pension to Henry Weaver; 

A bill (H. R. se granting a pension to John Hayden; 

A bill (H. R. 7268) granting a pension to Levi Hoskins; 

A bill (H. R..5276) granting a pension to pnp same H. Mathewson; 

A bill (H. R. ma for the relief of Milton Wallace Fondray ; 

ot H. R. 7271) to restore the name of J. F. Herd to the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 8405) to place the name of Lemuel Main on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A purga: R. 7277) granting a pension to Larkin Chandler: 

A bill (H. R. 2317) for the relief of Margaret A. McGary, former 
widow of John W. Roach, deceased; $ 

A bill ie R. 2300) for the relief of William Simpson; and 

A bill (H. R. 6064) granting a pension to Samuel McClure... 

: MARTHA L. RUSSELL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky (by Mr. TAULBEE), from the Committee 
on War Claims, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4292) for the 
relief of Martha L. Russell, Mary A. Howse, and Lula H. Howse; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. ; 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
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R. 7009) granting a pension to Marion Reeves; 
R. Vopr rre a pension to Otis S. Stafford; and 


gr R. 3346) for the relief of Elizabeth Woodfill. 
ROBERT K. BENNETT. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H.-R. 7698) granting a pension to Robert K. 
Bennett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to printed. 


JOHN W. PAYTON. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R.'7750) to place the name of John W. Pay- 
ton on the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

ANTHONY M’ROBERTSON. 

Mr. MO: from the Committee on Invalid Pension, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7327) granting a pension to Anthony Mc- 
Robertson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6804) to increase the pension of Louisa A. Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 3947) granting a pension to August Schindler; 

A bill (H. R. 6775) granting a pension to Dennis Shine; and 
A bill (E R. 7322) granting a pension to Mary M. Black. 
G. B. KIRK. 


motion of Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was disc from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 5255) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to pay 
to G. B. Kirk the arrears of pension allowed his father, Alexander Kirk, 
in his lifetime; and the same was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


` - ALBERT H. EMERY. 

Mr. MCKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 929) for the relief of Albert H. Emery; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TRIGG, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of a minor- 
ity of the Committee on Claims upon the bill just reported; which were 
ordered to be printed with the report of the majority of the committee. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. LOUTTIT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying reports ordered to be ted. 

A bill (8. 15 ) granting a pension to Henry Domeyer; and 
S. 1224) granting a pension to Henry H. Stutsman. 


MARY SPRAGUE. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5715) grantinga pension to Mary Sprague; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY ROSCOE. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6573). granting a pension to Henry Ros- 
coe; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


A bill 


GEORGE E. EARLY. > 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3379) granting a pension to George E. 
Early; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the ie hae! Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin j 

MRS. MARY M. GILHAM. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8374) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
M. Gilham; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
J MES. ANNIE 8, WEBB. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 8142) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Annie 8. Webb; which was referred to the Committee of 
the, Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. x 
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JENNETTE DOW. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3363) granting a-pension to Jen- 
nette Dow; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ABRAHAM POINTS. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8556) granting a pension to Abraham 
Points; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the 
table, and the accom ing reports ordered to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. 8621) increasing the pension of A. Crounse; 

A bill (H. R. 8144) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret R. Clune; 

A bill (H. R. 8105) granting a pension to Aaron P. Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 8550) for the relief of Mary A. Van Horn; 

A bill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to Charlotte C. Parsons; and 

A bill (H. R. 8622) increasing the pension of William N. Abbott. 

WARREN L. RICE. 


Mr. OHARA, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7517) for the relief of Warren L. Rice; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SALLY B. BENT. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 6606) granting a pension to 
Sally B. Bent; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Privaté Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS S. HOPKINS. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, alsoreported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 183) for the relief of 
Thomas S. Hopkins, late of Company C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
‘yate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying 
~aports printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 6921) granting a pension to Maurice Reedy; 

A bill (H. R. 7084) for the relief of Thomas S. Hopkins; and 

A bill (H. R. 7834) to increase the pension of Warren F. Wood. 

WASHINGTON CABLE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr, HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 144, a bill (H. R. 8976) to incorporate 
the Washington Cable Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 
‘which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
tie’ Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
veport, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 144 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

MRS. AURELIA C. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, rted 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1584) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Aurelia C. Richardson; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BULMAN. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 6531, a bill (H. R. 8977) to restore to 
the pension-roll the name of Samuel Bulman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

House bill No. 6531 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

3 JACOB A. HENRY. ` 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5936) for the relief of Jacob A. Henry; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate ‘aoe and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. s 

ISAIAH W. LEES AND H. H. ELLIS, 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2135) to compensate Isaiah W. 
Lees and H. H Ellis, of San Francisco, for services rendered by them; 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accómpanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SATURDAY SESSIONS FOR DEBATE. 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to present 
for consideration a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. - The resolution will be read, after which objection 
will be asked for. 

The Clerk read as follows: = 


Resolved, Thatthe negate Le pin Somat sA fue Houtt February 23, 1886, be, 


and the same is hereby, , : 
ba That hereafter, until the fi order of the House, there shall be a 


session of the House on each Saturday for general debate in the Committee o! 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, no other business to be transacted.” 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to object to that, unless it can be amended 
to take effect after to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. It will have no effect to-morrow, since there is a 
special order fixed for consideration on that day. 

Mr. DUNHAM. This proposes to change another special order of 
the House fixed for Saturdays—— , 

The SPEAKER. But it does not affect to-morrow, because that day 
is not set apart for general debate, there being a later order setting 
aside that day for the consideration of the bill reported from the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

. DINGLEY. „Suppose that special order should not be called up 
to-morrow, what would be the effect; would the original order apply 
to that day? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then I must object unless it excepts to-morrow 
from its operation. I will not object if it can be modified to take ef- 
fect after to-morrow. 

Mr. MORRISON. I will modify the resolution so as to provide that 
it shall not take effect until after to-morrow, the 22d instant. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

There being no further objection, the resolution was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the House proceed 
now to dispose of the bills heretofore reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House yet undi of, with the exception of two bills, 
one with regard to the MeMinnvilleand Manchester Railroad, and the 
other with regard to the Mobile and Ohio Railroad. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], having charge of the bill relating 
to the McMinnville road, wishes it to be understood that the vote shall 
be taken on that bill next Friday before the House goes into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And that the previous question shall now be 
considered as ordered on the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. What is the arrangement proposed ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinos [ Mr. SPRINGER] asks 
unanimous consent that the House, before going into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of private bills, take up for consideration 
bills already reported from that committee excepting two bills which 
he has indicated. 

Mr. KING. Iask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to 
withhold his request for a few moments that I may ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of a public-building bill from my State. 

The SPEAKER. This will not interfere with the request of the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana, but must be disposed of first. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. OATES], who 
has reported oue of these bills, is absent. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] is here representing the other. As they are 
important measures, requiring a yea-and-nay vote, I ask that it be un- 
derstood that the vote shall be taken on them next Friday before going 
into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Canit be understood that when next Friday comes 
you will commence earlier in the day and take action on those bills, 
instead of waiting till there is not a quorum present? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Itis with a view of their being taken up earlier 
in the day that this request is made, 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I object to thatarrangement so far as the 
bill relating to the Mobile and Ohio Railroad is concerned. The ab- 
sence of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] need not interfere 
with the vote on that case. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has not yet stated the entire request of 
the gentleman from Illinois. He asks nnanimous consent that the 
House before going into Committee of the Whole to-day take up for 
consideration the bills heretofore reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House, except the two bills indicated; the vote on those bills to 
be taken next Friday before going into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Does that cut off debate on those two 


bills? 
The SPEAKER. Not at all. 
Has not the previous question been ordered on the 


Mr. DUNHAM. 
The Chair thinks not. 


MeMinnville bill? 
The SPEAKER. 
It seems to me we have spent time enough over 


Mr. DUNHAM. 


1886. 
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that bill, and we should have some understanding that next Friday it 


will be taken up early in the day. 

TheSPEAKER. That is what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] asks; that those two bills next Friday shall be taken up 
before the House goes into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Can there not be unanimous consent that we shall 
do nothing else next Friday before that businesscomesup? Thatthose 
bills shall be taken up early and nothing else put in their place? 

The SPEAKER, there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would like to suggest the McMinnville bill be 
made the special order immediately after the reading of the Journal 
next Friday. 

The SPEAKER, It would come after the morning hour for the call 
of committees. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I want it disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. COBB. I object; and I move that all private business be dis- 
pensed with for the remainder of thisday. My object istocall up the 
Southern Pacific and California land-grant-forfeiture bill. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Indi- 


ana [Mr. Copp] that if private business is dispensed with, under the 
rule of the House on that subject the next matter would be the hour 
for the consideration of public bills reported by committees. The rule 
ponda. that when private business is dispensed with public bills shall 
considered as on other days. 

Mr. COBB. Then I will move to dispense with the hour for the con- 
sideration of public bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You have to get there first. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to dispense 
with private business for to-day. 

‘The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I renew my request. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair again asks is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

There was no objection. 


CHRISTOPHER SCHAEFNOCKER. 


The first bill undisposed of reported by the Committee of the Whole 
ae was the bill (H.R. 2195) for the relief of Christopher Schaef- 
nocker. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it ‘was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. JACKSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
weet ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES M. BACON. 


The bill (H, R. 3384) for the relief of James M. Bacon, ouha hor 
the Committee of the Whole House with a favorable Tecommendation, 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIE 8S. HOWARD. 


The next business undi of reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House was the resolution to inquire into the propriety of Willie 
8. Howard being employed as page or folder under the control of the 
Doorkeeper during the residue of the present session; reported with an 
adverse recommendation. 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the resolution demanded ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That has been disposed of long since. ` ; 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘The recommendation of the committee was that 
it be laid upon the table. 


Mr. HOLMAN. It can be disposed of in that way. 
The resolution was laid on the table. 
HENRY GEE. 


The bill (H. R. 248) for the relief of Henry Gee was reported from 
the Committee of the Whole with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be en and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD FENLEN. 


The next bill undisposed of reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was the bill (H. R. 5200) for the relief of Edward Fenlen. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that the bill S. 2136 be 
taken up in lieu of the House bill. It has been reported by the same 
committee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the bill be read. 

The bill S. 2136 was read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous con- 
sent to lay aside the House bill, and that the Senate bill be considered. 

There was no objection. 

The bill (S. 2136) for the relief of Edward Fenlen was ordered to a 
third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the yote by which the bill was 
possed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

House bill No. 5200 was laid on the table. 

JOHN S. KENDRICK. 

The next bill of reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was the bill (H. R. 818) for the relief of John 8. Kendrick, ex- 
ecutor of Amanda Goggin, deceased. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on WarClaims. That was the recommendation of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on War 

we FRANCIS W. HALDEMAN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of Francis 
W. Haldeman. 

The committee proposed to amend by striking out, in the fifth line, 
the words ‘‘and fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ERNEST H. WARDWELL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R, 1062) for the relief of Ernest H. > 
Wardwell. 

The bill was ordered to be en; and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILSON GEORGE. 


The next business was’ the bill (H. R. 3373) to correct the military 
record of Wilson George, reported adversely. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to “te the bill on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM K. HAMMOND. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1740) for the relief of William 
K. Hammond. 

The committee proposed to amend in the sixth line by striking out 
“December 22, 1863,” and yelp ‘“ March 12, 1864.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


THOMAS SAMPSON. 


inne next business was the bill (H. R. 4139) for the relief of Thomas 
mpson. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, an passed, 

JOHN P. T. DAVIS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 449) for the relief of John P. T. 
Davis. 

The bill was‘ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 


| engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and pasea: 


SIDNEY R. SMITH. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Sidney R. 
Smith. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 

engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL M. GAINES. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 821) for the relief of Samuel 
M. Gaines, 

The committee proposed to amend by inserting in line 13, after the 
word ‘‘eighty-five,’’ the words ‘‘and the Commissioner of Patents is 
hereby authorized and empowered to grant an extension of the patent 
herein described for the period herein named.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


HENRY MARTIN, 


jon next business was a bill (H. R. 1418) for the relief of Henry 
artin. 

The committee proposed to amend by inserting in line 6, after the 
word ‘‘Nebraska,’”’ the words ‘‘subject to enuy: 1: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


J. M. ENGLISH, ADMINISTRATOR. 


The pest business was a bill (H. R. 4244) for the relief of J. M. En- 
glish, administrator of the estate of Richard Fi ck, deceased. 


Fitzpatri 
Mr. TRIGG moved to amend the bill by striking out, in lines 6 and 
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7, the words “‘appropri “re for — paymentof judgments of the Court of 
the Treasury 


Claims” and i not otherwise appropriated.” 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr Speaker, there is no fund appropriated for 

payment of judgments except in special cases. This bill was drawn 

on the assumption that there was a fund out of which such 

judgments could be paid; but, that not being the case, the bill should 

be amended so as to Appropriate 4 the money directly from the Treasury. 
The amendment was 


agreed to ‘ 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third |. 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


TWELFTH UNITED STATES LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICT. 


The next business reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 190) for the relief of 
certain employés and others of the twelfth United States light-house 
district; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading;. and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


PATTERSON AND CALDWELL. 


The next business reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1813) for the relief 
of Patterson and Caldwell; which was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
E. J. PHILLIPS. 


The next business reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5553) for the relief 
of E. J. Phillips; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; is being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

BEAUFORT LEE AND OTHERS. 

The next business reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8596) for the relief 
of Beaufort Lee and others; which was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
JOHN ELLIS. 


The next business reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3906) for the relief 
of John Ellis; which was ordered to be for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN E. WHITE, 


Thenext business reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, was the bill (H. R. 5175) extending the 
provisions and benefits of the pre-emption law to John E. White. 

An amendment rted from the Committee of the Whole House to 
strike ont in the line the word ‘of?’ and insert the word ‘‘at’’ 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The SPEAKER. All the bills reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar have now been disposed of, ex- 
cept the two which were reserved from the operation of the order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to reconsider the votes by which these 
various bills have been passed; and also move that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. It is now nearly 4 o’clock, and I desire to propose 
that the remaining hour of to-day’s session be devoted to calling up by 
unanimous consent bills on the Calendar and g of them. 

il i a The Chair thinks there should be some order 
ado; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the oana that one hour be devoted — 

Mr. McMILLIN. We had better follow the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As there is objection, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. Hatcn in the chair), and proceeded to the consideration of busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIM IN NEW MEXICO. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4840) 
to confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that this and the next three bills on the Cal- 
endar, which are of the same nature, be over informally. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection these four bills will be 
passed over informally, as they have been heretofore. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


COLUMBIA BANK IN PENNSYLVANIA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2140) 
for the relief of the Columbia Bank in Pennsylvania. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. HIESTAND], who is interested in this bill, is at present absent. 
Task on the bill be passed over informally, retaining its place on the 


Thee CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that order will be made. 
There was no objection. 


CONTINENTAL FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY, ETC. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1628) 
for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance Company, the Eagle 
Fire Insurance Company, the City Fire Insurance Company, and the 
Commercial Mutual Insurance Company, all of New York city; the 
Western National Bank, the Merchants’ National Bank, and the Mary- 
land Fire Insurance Company of Baltimore, Md. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&-c., That the Commissioner of Internal ade re be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to reopen the refunding claims of the Continental Fire 
Insurance Com y for $1, 02575, the ny for Fire Insurance Company for $2,- 
857.31, the City Fire Insurance Compan for $4,141.07, and the Commercial Mu- 
tual Insurance Company for $9,685.93, of New York city; the Western National 
Bank for $5,041.27, the Merchants’ National Bank for $1,217. 50, and the Slaryiang 
Fire Insurance orpeny for $1,640.42, of Baltimore, Md.; which refunding c 
are now on file in hi fice, and to examine them, and to allow such amounts 
as he may find said companies pod: banks have paid as a double tax upon the 
same profits, adating, however, any legal un; taxes which the claimants 
shoul pave pa ena ia not, under any laws of the United States, if any there 
shall be; the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required 
to pay stich amounts as are allowed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. The bill simply proposes to refer this 
matter to the.Commissioner of Internal Revenue, authorizing and di- 
recting him to reopen these accounts and to pay whatever may be found 
to be justly due to these corporations, A similar bill was reported 
favorably in the last Congress by the Committee on Ways and Means. 
I ask that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

The report was read. 

The question being .taken on the motion of Mr. WARNER, of Mis- 
souri, that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
the motion was agreed to. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF G. ALEXANDER RAMSAY. 


The next business on the’ Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5554) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of G. Alexander Ramsay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $1,700 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, to pa d Nape ihe legal representatives of G. Alexander Ramsay, out of any 
money in ry not otherwise appropriated,in settlement of his claim 
for moiety against ase the United States, 

Sec. 2, That this act shall take effect from and after its passage, 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, this measure grows out 
of some thirty prosecutions against a railroad company for violations of 
the provisions of the internal-revenue laws. Under the law as it ex- 
isted when the prosecutions were commenced the informer was allowed 
a moiety of the fines and penalties collected by the Government. Dur- 
ing the pendency of the suits a law was repealing the section of 
the statutes which allowed the moiety, but all rights which had ac- - 
crued to any parties under the previous law were reserved. 

is matter was before the last Congress, and a bill was then favor- 
ably reported proposing to pay something Yver $3,100—I think under 
a misapprehension of the law. Fifteen thousand dollars was collected 
upon these suits by compromise authorized by the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue. In that compromise they named $5,000 as the amount 
of the fine dnd penalty, the other $10,000 being taxes and costs. 

So the Committee on Claims was of the opinion the informer was only 
entitled to the moiety which would be allowed on the $5,000 fixed by 
the Department as fine aml penalty, as follows: On the first $500 at 50 
per cent., $250; the next $1,500 at 40 per cent., $600; the next $2,000 
at 30 per cent.. $600; and the next $1,000 at 25 per cent., $250; mak- 
ing $1,700 in all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why was the claimant not paid at the time? 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. For the reason other claimants are not 
paid by the Government, that the accounting officer of the Treasury 
wanted to be on the safe side, and as the statute had been repealed, 
notwithstanding the saving clause, refused to pay this man the money. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Why could he not get it by going to the Court of 
Claims? 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I think he could have gone into the 
Court of Claims, but he could not go there now, as the statute of lim- 
itations would run against him. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When was this claim first presented to Co: 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. This matter was reported on by the 
Committee on Claims at the last Co How many preceding Con- 


gresses it has been before I do not know. I find life is too sheet for a 
member of the Committee on Claims to trace back the ages these claim- 
ants have been before Congress from time to time. 

Mr, MCMILLIN. Some I know go back to the time when the mem- 
ory of man runneth not to the contrary. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I did not go back of that report. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
LYSANDER H. CARROLL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1445) 
for the relief of Lysander H. Carroll. 
The bill was read, as-follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $194.24 be, and hereb: Pept," 2m ieg pN out 
reimburse Lysan- 


of any money in the Treasury not.otherwise approp 
der H. Carroll, iaie ge suger at Concord, Merrimack Conse: New Hampshire, 
for money received for 


stolen ig burglars from the post-office at that 
place on mths night of September 5: 1 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. el gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr, GALLINGER], who reported that bill, is not in the House, and I 
ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom House bill 1455 was referred, having con- 
Nara: the same, respectfully report the same back witha recommendation that 
o 
The ace accompanying documents are made s part of the report: 


Post-OrricE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1884. 
Sır: In Rg RARA- to age inquiries concerning the burglary of the post-office at 
Concord, the honor to state: 
AD) That rite iga, es. no means of ascertaining the amount 
of ” funds in the possession r at a given date. 
(2) From the evidence filed in the peta it aj that the loss occurred 
aoon no fault or negligence of the postmaster; and he was therefore allowed 
it of $86.18 for money-order funds and $531.11 for postage-stamps lost by 
the burglary referred to. 
(3) There been no evidence filed to show that the postmaster was guilty 
of any violation of law or regulation touching the custody of such funds. 
(4) All papers i in the case’ were transmitted on the 12th instant to Hon. 
ELI SAULSBURY, of the Senate Committee on Post-Offices and Post- , for 
consideration in en with a bill similar to the one inclosed. 


Very respectfully, is ara 


A. 
Assistant Attorney-General, Post-Office Department, 
Hon, Osstan Ray, 
Iouse of Representatives. 

Concorp, N. H., January 25, 1886. 
Srn: I wish to present, een 7o ‘ou, to = House Committee on Claims, a state- 
ment relative to my loss by burgla a Reta occurred September 5, 1883. The 
Srna post-office is a depository o A Serera and eighty or more fourth- 
rs deposit at this office a balance due the Government from 


kept m; deposited u 
and pat ere by the Post. 
in foot of the sate. 
e- 


ous to the Dareia 1. I had paid all who wereon th 
ner, a postal 

It being his week Sora 
being $7 rapisce 

an iron vault in & e safe. 


eee usual. The aT 
ut with the pay-roll, and locked in 
wasa = of the $194.24 in cash 


been received on deposit from other offices, asm 


Fe map tay toh ge ip nee ag Renee t. As been once 


ted in the bank and drawn y eny it could not possibly be the same money 


received by me as postal funds 
Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, Washington, D. C. 
STATE OF New HAMPSHIRE, Merrimack, ss: 


L. H. CARROLL. 


JANUARY 25, 1886. 


Personally appeared the air eras L. H. Carroll, and made oath that the 
above statement by him subscribed is true. 
Before me, 


ROBT. A. RAY, Justice of the Peace. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
T. H. TRIPLETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 279) 
for the relief of T. H. Triplett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
ariane and required, in the adjustment of the accounts of T, H. Triplett, 
at Dalton, Ga., to allow him a credit for the sum of $120, th 

pae postal fund cal funde forwarded ‘by him for deposit and cared in transit by fire. 
2. Thatin the event that said accounts be final fog tence! prior to the 
of this act, then the Secretary of the reed Ba required to 
raw his warrant for said amount in favor of said T, H. riplett roa ae any funds 

in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. NEAL. The report in that case is short, and I ask that it be 


‘The report (by Mr. ee was read, as follows: 
e Com sy ar a 


Auditor of 


Saar preg the Post-Office Department. It further appears that ae funds lost 
had been forwarded in strict of the 


accordance with the instructions Depart- 
ment, and that the loss wasin no way due to any fault or negligence of claimant. 
The bill under consideration provides for the allowance of said sum to claimant, 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
The bill was laid-aside to he reported to the House with the recom-_ 
mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN LEATHERS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 767) for 
the relief of John Leathers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to refund to John Leathers the sum of $744.90, out of any 
money in the Aesewery of the United States not otherwise appropriated, on ac- 
ote of said amount having been paid by said John Leathers as a fine for tres- 

man Ind reservation, for which tran: on the President of 
the | U: ches States granted said John ‘Leathers a full and unconditional pardon. 


-The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 
HARRY EISK. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3909) 
for the relief of Harry Fisk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, &c., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, author- 
aria and directed, ‘in adjusting the apee of Harry Fisk, postmaster at the 
of Aurora, in the State of ndiana, as such postmaster, to allow him a credit 
ot 50 for funds stolen from said Harry Fisk at said post-office on the 
23d day of November, 1885, without any negligence or default on the part of the 
said postmaster. 
The committee recommended an amendment, to strike out ‘'85"’ and 
insert ‘‘83'’; so it will read: 


Two bandied and eighty-three dollars and fifty cents, 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois whether 
it would not be better to insert the words “‘stolen by burglars at the 
said office on the night of the 23d of September?” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave no objection to that amendment.- 

. The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN R. HARRINGTON, 


Mr. LEHLBACH. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. 
R. 4594) for the relief of John R. Harrington. 

The bill and the amendments of the committee were read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed on prin- 
ciple to the extension of any patent, and therefore I object. 


ESTATE OF EDWIN T. PILKENTON, DECEASED. 


Mr. WISE. Iask by unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. R. 
2517) for the relief of the estate of Edwin T. Pilkenton, deceased. 
The bill was “ue as follows: 


oe 


the sam Serasa pa aii much thereof as the Secretary 
lost, in full for his claim for 
Seay Taroa Toe, destroyed by fre a the burning of his tobacco factory on 

Mr. SPRINGER. Those stamps were burned up before they were 
put on the market. 

Mr. BRUMM. Ishall not object to this bill, but I give notice I will 
‘object hereafter to calling bills up out of their order on the Calendar. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What committee is that bill from? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WISE. It was reported by the Committee on Ways and Means 
at the last Con 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


J. R. MARTIN. 


Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to take up 
from the Private Calendar the bill (H. R. 707) for the relief of J. R. 
D . 


Mr. BRUMM. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that it will be necessary for the committee to rise in a few minutes and 
report the bills back to the House. 

The next bill upon the Calendar is one that will consume consider- 
able time, and we will facilitate matters by allowing them to be taken 
up in this manner by consent. 

Mr. BRUMM. I withdraw the demand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read. 

ae bill was read, as follows: » 
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on account of moneys received from the sale of money-orders; the above 
amounts having been stolen from the safe in the post-offl 


ice at Perry, Kans,, on 
the night of December 22, 1883. 

Mr. CURTIN. Is that the next bill on the Calendar? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not. 

Mr. CURTIN. - Then I object. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. This is simply to 
small sum of money. 

Mr. CURTIN. A poor man, you say? 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CURTIN. Then I withdraw the objection. ` 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. HEARD having taken the 
chair as § er pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Me- 
Cook, its tary, announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6661) to provide for closing up the business 
and paying the expenses of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama 
Claims, and for other purposes. 

Also, that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 
8762) making appropriations to supply deficiencies for public printing, 
pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 
in which concurrence of the House was requested, 

Also, that the Senate insists upon its amendments, disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives, to the bill (H. R. 5887) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887; and asked a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. PLUMB, 
Mr. MAHONE, and Mr. CALL as managers on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate returned to the 
House, as requested, the bill (S. 891) granting a pension to Geriah Col- 


ins. 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


ELIAS B. MOORE. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent to call up the bill (H. R: 
107) for the relief of Elias B. Moore, and put it upon its passage. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $325 be,and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise Pe ag cer , for the 
relief of Elias B. Moore, ex-postmaster of Fayetteville, Ark., that being the 
amount of postal stamps taken possession of by the United States Army in 
1862, the value of which has been paid to the Government. 


Mr. BEACH. I did not catch the amount that is covered by that 
bill 


Mr. PEEL. Three hundred and twenty-five dollars is the sum ap- 
propriated. - 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to take up 
for consideration the bill which I send to the desk. 

Mr. KLEINER. Iinsist that the regular order shall be pursued in 
this respect. There are a number of bills upon the Calendar preceding 
those which have been called up here; and I shall object to pursuing 
any other than the regular course. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to state that the next bill upon the Cal- 
endar will require some two or three hours to disposeof; and there are 
some small matters which can be acted upon, and which will not lead 
to much, if any, controversy. As I said before, this will facilitate the 
consideration of business upon the Private Calendar to get these out of 
the way. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. This bill does not take a dollar out 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If objection is insisted upon, I shall be compelled 
to move that the committee rise and report the bills already recom- 
mended to the House. 

Mr. KLEINER. I will withdraw the objection under the circum- 
stances. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Iobject. 
time we can go over that by consent. > 

Mr. SPRINGER. But objection was made to pursuing that course. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Then there is a provision made by which 
the committee can report that objection to the House. 

Mr. ROWELL. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We have already laid aside a number of bills, 
and I would suggest to the Chairman—— 


pay a poor man a 


If the next bill will occupy some 


Mr. SPRINGER. The bills to which the gentleman refers have been 
already acted upon. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, we have a “number laid aside now; and as 
it wants only about twenty minutes of 5 o’clock I think we had better 
not add tothe number, butdispose of those already recommended. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 19. 

So the motion was agreed to. - 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar had directed him to report to the House sundry 
bills with various recommendations. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles favorably reported by the Committee of 
the Whole were severally ordered to be and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and 


A bill (H. R. 1628) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 
Company, the Eagle Fire Insurance Company, the City Fire Insurance 
Company, and the Commercial Mutual Insurance Company, all of New 
York city; the Western National Bank, the Merchants’ National Bank, 
and the Maryland Fire Insurance Company, of Baltimore, Md.; ` 

A bill (H. R. 5554) for the relief of the legal representatives of G. 
Alexander Ramsay; 

A bill (H. R. 1455) for the relief of Lysander H. Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 279) for the relief of T. H. Triplett; and 

A bill (H. R. 107) for the relief of Elias D. Moore. 

The bill (H. R. 707) for the relief of J. R. Martin was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, 

Rur question being on the passage of the bill, there were—ayes 52, 
noes 3. 

So (farther count not being called for) the bill was passed. 

A bill (H. R. 3909) for the relief of Harry Fisk was reported with 
amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to, and the:bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

A bill (S. 767) for the relief of John Leathers, reported with a favora- 
ble recommendation, was ordered toa third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


RECONSIDERATION, 


Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRANK SHUTT. 


Mr. EDEN. Iask unanimous consent to dis 
of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8297) 
and that the same be passed. It isa bill to pay a postmaster $193. I 
make this request because I have to leave the city. 

i The bill (H. R. 8297) for the relief of Frank Shutt was read, as fol- 
ows: 


Be ut enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Frank Shutt, postmaster at Litchfiell IL, the sum 
of —— out of any money in the Tony not otherwise approprlajed; to re- 
roo og him for postal funds stolen out of his safe on the 10th day of November, 


the Committee 


The Committee on Claims recommended the following amendment: 

Fill the blank by inserting $193.40, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amemded was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. EDEN moved to reconsider ‘the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 7 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARTIN MURPHY. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Iask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 2156); and that the same be now considered. . 

The bill (H. R. 2156) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of Martin Murphy was read, as follows: P 


Be it enacted, £c., That the charge of desertion standing against the name of 
Martin Murphy, late a soldier in Company I, Ninety-first Regiment New York 
Volunteers, be, and the same is hereby, removed; and the Secre of War is 
hereby authorized and directed to issue to him, the said Martin Murphy, an 
honorable discharge. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. BEACH. Ido not object to the consideration of the bill, but I 
would like to hear the report in this case read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the report will be read, 
the right to object being reserved. 

The report (by Mr. ERMENTROUT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred House bill 2156, beg 
leave to submit the following report: 
That having examined the testimony in this case and duly considered the 


. 


1886. 
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same, they are led to the conclusion that Martin Murphy was a faithful soldier, 
witha record, up to the date of leaving the hospital in 1864, which consti- 
tutes the charge of desertion. The evidence shows that said Murphy was 
wounded on the 8th da: 
Carver Hospital, and afte: to the General Hospital, Albany, N. Y., where 
he was on the 28th July, when he was taken to his home, 9 miles ig A It ap- 
pears that he left the hospital without leave and never returned; but, in mitiga- 
tion of his offense, it is shown by his own testimony and that of his brother 
Michael, and supported by Patrick O'Neil and John Neagle, that at no time pee 
to the muster-out of his com y was he sufficiently recovered from the effects 
of his wound to do duty. Jt also appears in evidence that prior to the date of 
the EE to the War Department fora discharge the doctor who attended 
him in his sickness had died. This testimony is ony rebutted by the conclu- 
sions of the Surgeon-General, whose opinion was asked “ whether on the wound 
received the case was made out,” and who bh chang that “the gunshot wound 
was not of sufficient gravity to prevent the soldier from completing his enlist- 
ment.” The committeeare of opinion thata charge which must affect a soldier's 
standing through life and his name after death should not be permitted tostand 
simply Focas a hee Pega seins gives it as his opinion that the healing of a 
gunshot wound should not require the time claimed by the testimony in this 
case, They therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 7 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KING. Iask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 175) be now 
considered. 
* Mr. SOWDEN. I object. 


F. THOMPSON, ALIAS 8, E, E. SEELYE. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 1172, and that the same be put upon its passage. 

The bill (H. R. 1172) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Franklin Thompson, alias 8. E. E. Seelye, was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the charge of desertion borne against the name of 
Franklin Thompson, alias 8, E. E. Seelye, late a private in Company F, Second 
Michigan Infantry, be, and the same is hereby, removed. 

Sec. 2. That the proper accounting officers of the Government are hereby di- 
rected to liquidate and settle the amount of back pay, bounty, and allowances 
due to said Franklin Thompson, alias S. E, E. Seelye, at the date of his (her) al- 
leged pao bog and thereupon the proper disbursing officers are author 
and directed to pay to said Franklin Thompson, alias 8. E, E, Seelye, the amount 
of back pay, bounty, and allowances so ascertained to be due, the same as if no 
charge of desertion had ever existed against the said Franklin Thompson, 
alias S, E. E. Seelye. 

Mr. SPRINGER. `I ask the gentleman from Michigan to give some 
cx pasin of this bill. 

r. REAGAN. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman from Mich- 
igan will give an explanation of the bill, or the report can be read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Clerk hasnotthe report. Itis very lengthy, 
covering several pages. I can makeastatementin a few minutes that I 
think willsatisfy every gentleman. Thisisacaseof a female soldier that 
served in Company F of the Second Michigan Infantry for two years, 
The bill has been reported unanimously by the Military Committee in 
this ás well as in the last Congress. is woman is already on the pen- 
sion-roll at the rate of $12a month by a special bill unanimously reported 
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Itisaremarkableease. There 
is no question about the identity of this person. I myself knew per- 
sonally this Franklin Thompson when in the service, 

She was master of the brigade in which I had the honor to serve. 
[Laughter.] She was orderly of Brig. Gen. O. M. Poe, now colonel 
upon the Engineer Corps. She did good service both as a soldier in 
the ranks and as an attendant in the hospital, and after leaving the 
service, which she was compelled to do by sickness, she wrote the book, 
then somewhat famous, entitled ‘‘ Nurse and Spy,” and from the pro- 
ceeds. of that book she donated $1,000 to the use of the Sanitary Com- 
mission. All these facts are duly established by affidavits. i 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much will be carried by this bill, if it 

9 


Mr.CUTCHEON. Theremay be, perhaps, two months’ pay—simply 
whatever was due her upon the pay-roll from the time of the last pay- 
ment she received to the time she left the service in 1863. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


DUPLICATE CHECK ON UNITED STATES TREASURER, NEW YORK. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
2395, and that the same be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Amarion to Congrenamentioa, ‘That FC O° Lae A TORIO snd UAIPE ie 
n G.C. a jor and q rmaster 

the United States Army, be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to issue and 
deliver to J, L. Millspaugh a duplicate check on the assistant treasurer of the 


of May, 1864, at Spottsylvania, Va. He was firstsent to - 


United States at New York in lieu and in the 


lace of a certain check by the 
said Lee unto the said Millspaugh issued and delivered upon said assistant treas- 


urer for the sum of $2,679.53, dated the 6th day of November, A. D. 1883, payable 
tothe order of the said Millspaugh, and numbered 124773. 

Sero. 2, That the assistant treasurer of the United States at New York be, and 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay said duplicate check upon the Lipo 
tation thereof: Provided, That the said ap pmen 7 or his assigns, shall haye 
first complied with the requirements of the Re’ Statutes of the United States 
and with the regulations of the Treasury Department in reference to the issu- 


ance and ent of duplicate checks by the disbursing officers and agents of 
the United : And provided further, That said original check has not been 
previously paid. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and K 

The House then, on motion of Mr. SOWDEN (at 4 o'clock and 55 
minutes), took a recess until half past 7 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session at half past 
7 p.m. 

Arr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole under the special order for Friday even- 
ing sessions, ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar under the special 
order of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that- 
members present may be permitted to call up such bills as they desire. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ARETUS N. BUTLER. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 7749) 
granting a pension to Aretus M. Butler. 

The bill was read, as follows: i 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aretus N, Butler, late a member of 
Company — of the Twenty-seventh Iowa Infantry. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment, 
inserting the letter ‘‘ B” after the word ‘‘ Company.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. : 
JOHN P. M’DONALD. 

Mr. MORRILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 8151) granting a pension 
to John P. McDonald. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to a on the pension-roll the name of John P, Mo- 
Donald, late of Company E, Second Regiment Colorado Volunteers, subject to 
the conditions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

SALLY A. STONE, 

Mr. PAYNE. I call up the bill (H. R, 5041) granting a pension to 
Sally A. Stone. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to place on the pension-roll the name of Sally A. Stone, 
dependent mother of Lieut. Col. Henry M. Stone, deceased, late of the Third New 
York Volunteer Artillery, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws. 

The Commiteee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment, 
inserting after the word ‘‘laws,’’ at the end of the bill, the words “‘and 
to pay her the pension allowed by law to the dependent relatives of 
deceased soldiers,’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


EMILY B. BAKER. 
Mr. WEBER. I call up the bill (H. R. 1580) for the relief of Emily 


‘| B. Baker. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Emily B. Baker, widow of Joel B. 


Parer, late colonel of the Eighth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery Vol- 
mnteers, 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
GEORGE W. PARKS. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I rai up the bill (H. R. 7738) to 
Par 


increase the pension of George W. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d&c, That the Seoretary of the I terior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to inorense the ba Geo 


lt pre meg allowed to. Geo = acti 
vg dcr pig tS pe In tain etn Gaod grec Regiment Missouri Ca lun: 
teers, under cate num! BOI from thes cams of $90 wor COREN to ths 


sum of $50 per month, 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment, 
striking out, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ the word “‘fifty’’ and substi- 
tuting ‘‘forty-five.”’ * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. CUTLER. 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill g R. 3551) grant- 
ing a pension to George W. Cutler, late a private in Company B, Ninth 
New Hampshire Volunteers. 

Spe bill was read, as follows: 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
P MARTHA A. VORHEES. 


Mr. NEECE. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 8066) to pen- 
sion Martha A. Vorhees. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., bag the pore ay. of the sore be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed lace on the pension-roll the name of Martha A. Vor- 
poche widow. of John Vou late of Company A, Eighty-fourth Illinois Vol- 
un 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amendment, 
adding after the word ‘‘ volunteers,” at the end of the bill, the words 
“subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

The amendment was 

The bill as amended was iaid, saido to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


JOHN L. BRUCE, 


Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. I call up the bill (S. 788) granting a 
pension to John L. Bruce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Bv it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- , subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name oi John L. Bruce, late of Company 
H, Third Kentucky | Volunteer a Giese 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that if do pass. 
MARGARET O'CONNOR. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I call up the bill (H. R. 6278) grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret O’Connor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, maaca tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of ret O'Connor, late widow of 
James Hackett, deceased, late of Company G, Eighth Pennsylvania Cavalry 
Volunteers. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I move to amend this bill by strik- 
ing out, in the fourth and fifth lines, the words ‘subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws,” and by adding at the end of 
the bill these words: 

Subject to the provisions and limitatations of the pension laws: Provided, 
howerer, That the subsequent marriage of the said widow with Michael O'Con- 
m shall not be so construed as to prevent the allowance of a pension under 

a 

The effect of this amendment is simply to change the position of the 
words, ‘‘subject to the visions and limitations of the pension laws, 
and to add a proviso allowing the granting of this pension sinn 
standing the subsequent of the widow. 

This woman, after trying for nearly twenty years to obtain a pension, 
married Michael O’Connor, another soldier, I desire that she shall be 
pene to draw her pension notwithstanding her i Her 

usband is a poor man, who is now afflicted with rheumatism to such 
an extent as to be confined to his house and unable to perform any 
manual labor. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Does he draw a pension? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. He does not. He has made appli- 
cation to the Pension Office, but has been refused a pension on the 
ground that he did not connect his physical disability with his mili- 
tary service. I think this is a most just case. 

Mr. NEECE. When was this lady married the last time? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. About two years ago. 

Mr. NEECE. What committee reported the bill ? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The amendment of Mr. Brown, of P. Ivania, was to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


‘June, 1881, he applied for an increase, al 


MARIE LOUISE CRAVEN. 


Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I call up the bill (S. 670) to increase 
the ion of the widow of the late Commander T, A. M. Craven. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to the ion now allowed by law to e Louise Craven, 
widow of the late Commander T, A. M. Craven, from $30 to $50 per month, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that this bill comes from 
the committee with an adverse report. 

Br) RANDALL and Mr. GREEN of New Jersey. That is under- 
st 
' Mr. NEECE. I call for the reading of the re 

The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as Nini 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 670, 
submit the following report: 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of the widow of a commander in the 
Navy. Yourcommittee are of opinion that the benefitasked should be confined 
within the wed es of the soars officers of the Army and Navy. 

Notwithstanding the that the naval record of r eoh TA Craven de- 
velops great rane d still your committee are constrained to report adversely to 
Y preeu and do so report, with a recommendation that the bira do lie upon who 


Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I ask the Clerk to read a petition fcomn 
officers of the Navy i in fayor of the passage of this bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The undersigned respectfully ask that the on now allowed Mrs. Marie 
Louise Craven, widow of Commander T. A. M. Craven, who lost his life while 


[Patera tt leading the fleet into action, under Farragut, at Mobile, in 1864, be in, 


to $50 per month. 
et ee PN time and remembrance of Crayen’ af ed valor at all times, 

and his and crowning act of heroism, when his ship was sinking,in re- 
nouncing the only chance of saving his own life in order to save that of his 
pilot, must ever appeal to the hearts of all brave men, and especially to those of » 
your petitioners,some of whom knew him through all the years of his naval 
career, and were witnesses of his tragic death. 

DAVID D. PORTER oan J. xs gomun Rear- Admiral. 

8. 0; ROWAN, Vic- Adm O. ODGERS, Rear- Admiral. 
VSELERIDGE, gr Ps CHAS | STEEDMAN, Rear-Admiral, 

mr Bg ie H. UPSHUR, 'Rear-Admiral. 

THORNTON A. JENKINS, Rear- S. P. QUACKENBUSH, Rear-Ad- 

Admiral. miral. 
WM. G. TEMPLE, Rear-Admiral. JOHN J. ALMY, Rear-Admiral. 
©. H. WELLS, Rear-Admiral,U.S.N. WM. ROGERS TAYLOR, Rear-Ad- 


JOHN L. WORDEN, Rear-Admiral. m 
E. SIMPSON. R. N. STEMBLE, Rear-Admiral, U. 


dmi 

: Roat Adtméral, f 
8. P. CARTER, Rear-Admiral. ED. T. NICHOLS, Rear-Admiral, U. 
JNO. C, FEBIGER, Rear-Admiral. 8. N. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I move that this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. NEECE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported with 
a recommendation that it be laid on the table. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, rose 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN] 
will allow me to make a suggestion, I think we can avoid all discussion 
on this question. I suggest that the Committee of the Whole report 
this bill to the House with the understanding that the previous ques- 
tion shall be ordered and that the bill be submitted to a vote of the 
full House. That is what our committee has insisted on in every case 
of this kind. Wherever we have made an adverse report we have felt 
it our duty to refer the question to a full House if the passage of the 
bill was p 

Mr. NEECE. That will be satisfactory to me, and with that under- 
standing I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. If the bill can be placed in the posi- 
tion suggested by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL], I have 
no objection to wlepsina that course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
this bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a recommenda- 
tion that the previous question be ordered upon it and that the vote 
= taken in the House. The Chair hears no objection and it is so or- 

ered. 
ROBERT B. KIRKPATRICK. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call up the bill (H. R. 7244) grant- 
ing a pension to Robert B. Kirkpatrick. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the pari & of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to place the name of Rober Kirkpatrick, late'a private in Company 
E, Lighty-ninth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for the reading of the 


report. 3 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
ae nting a pension to Robert B. Kirkpatrick, submit the following report : 
Claimant was a private in Company E, Ei ty-ninth Ohio Volunteers, and 
was allowed a pension of $4 per mont for the loss of sight of righteye. In 
ng total blindness; a special exam- 
the case,and he was dropped from the rolls on the ground 
prior toenlistment. 
x ws, regimental surgeon, testifies that about September 26, 
1862, claimant was disabled while in the line of duty by an acute attack of cons 
junctival opthalmia from fatigue, exposure, and sleeping on the ground in the 


ination was held in 
of the eyes 


1886. 
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open sir; that the inflammation was more severe in the right eye, and resulted 
in the thickening of the conjunetiva and loss of sight in the right eye. The 
sight of the left eye was uninjured. This is fully corroborated by the captain 
of the company and by comrades. The following evidence was submitted to 
prove prior unsoundness: : 

John C. Brown testified that it was the understanding that claimant's eyes 
were weak when he enlisted. 

William H. Evans, that “claimant had a cross eye at enlistment; had a star- 
ing look, and was an odd-looking fellow out of his eyes.” 

Eamuel A. McUhaney, that *“ claimant was nat y of weak eyes before en- 
listment, had a dull, dead-appearing eye, and was near-sighted; thinks both 
eyes were affected.” e 

H. N. Wallace, “that his eyes had a dull, glassy s rance at enlistment; 
one eye was a little drawn; one eye looked less than the other; thinks thesur- 
geon hesitated to take him into service.” 

Elizabeth Mclibaney, that “claimant was squint-eyed in one eye before en- 
listment; children used to call him sp brane: one eye was ler than the 
other; he could not see as well out of the small eye; don’t think anythingailed 
the other before enlistment.” , 

Johnson, that ‘his eyes looked weak, watery, and glassy, and some- 
times he could not get around very well,” 

Norval Johnson, same as above, and that claimant drew his book close to his 
eyes in school, and that he stumbled after night. 

J. F. Pickerell, that the family had sore eyes when claimant was small, and 
that he was kept from school on that account; saw nothing wrong in one eye 
after they got well. 

Richard Fo y and Jane K, Thompson testify that he had a defective eye before 
enlistment. The foregoing embraces the substance of all evidence offered to 
prove prior unsoundness. On the other hand, the following evidence is offered: 

Dr. J. N. Salisbury, family physician, testifies that he was frequently called to 
see different membersof claimant's father’s family, and ani certain that not only 
claimant, but all the family, had good eyes; that when claimant entered the 
service he had good eyes. 

Dr.W. A. Dixon, that he knew claimant prior to enlistment, and knows noth- 
ing to the contrary but that his health was good. 

pt. J. H. Jolly, that the trouble with his eyes was caused by taking cold by 
exposure while in the service, and that had it not been for such exposure and 
hardship in the service his eyes would yet be good. 

William A. Dixon, M. D.,that claimant went to school to affiant in 1859, and 
that he saw him occasionally up to the time of his enlistment,and knew noth- 
ing to be the matter with his eyes, É 

argaret J. Baird, that she saw nothing wrong with his eyes prior to enlist- 
ment; that they were never inflamed. 

Addison Pickerell, that he knew claimant from childhood; saw him often for 
ten years before enlistment; did notsee him the year prior; his eyes were good, 
so far as affiant knew, prior to the war. 

Thomas J. Pickerell, that he had known claimant ever since he was a small 
boy; saw him often for five years before he enlisted; he never knew or heard 
of his eyes being sore prior to enlistment, C) t served two years and a 
half after losing one eye,and was mustered out with his company. The evi- 
dence of his condition since the war proves conclusively to your committee that 
the right of the left eye has been lost ren g fos ra with the right. 

The only question in the case is whether the loss of sight of the right eye was 
the result of his military service. Accepting all the adverse testimony without 

ualification it seems to your committee to prove only that claimant was near- 
sighted, had one cross-eye,and when a child had the disease so common in the 

est known as “sore eyes. ” 

To assume that soldier's present disability is the result of any disease existing 
prior to enlistment seems to your committee a fo and unreasonable as- 
sumption, unwarranted by the evidence submitted, and only to be reached by 
utterly ignoring the strong and positive evidence of the family physician, his 
former teacher, the captain of his company, andthe regimental surgeon. Such 
testimony seems never to be ignored when it is against a claimant. After afull 
and thorough examination of the case, carefully weighing the evidence submit- 
ted, your committee conclude that the soldier ought to receive a pension forthe 
loss of hiseyes. In addition it ought to be added that the evidence shows that 
claimant has always been a man of gs morals and strictly temperate; that he 
is now totally blind, with a family dependent upon him; and that he is in part 
Ropers by the county is also shown. 

your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask some gentleman of the 
committee to state what pension this bill will give the claimant. 
Mr. MORRILL, If the man proves that he is totally blind he will 
receive a pension of $72 a month. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This bill simply puts him on 
the list of pensioners—— 
Mr. MORRILL. It simply puts him on the pension-roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws; and he loses his 
ion for all these years, for which, it seems to me, he ought to have 
it. : 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. He will simply receive a pen- 
sion according to the rating of the Pension Office? 
Mr. MORRILL. That is all. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no objection. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move that the bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a recommendation that it pass. 
The motion was agreed to. 


SARAH M. CARROLL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I call up the bill (H. R. 8602) granting a pension 
to Sarah M. Carroll. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah M. Carroll, 
a nurse in the late war, and pay hera pension at the rate of $12.50 per month 
from the passage of this act. 


Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read. 
> The Clerk proceeded to read the report (by Mr. PINDAR), as fol- 
OWS: 


First, the verified petition of Sarah M. Carroll, in her own behalf, and second, 
letters from Maj. Gen. Daniel E. Sickles, General P. H. Sheridan, United States 
Army, and S ns Hammond and Billings, all testifying in the strongest man- 


ner to valuable services rendered by the petitioner asa nurse to the soldiers 
during the late war of the rebellion. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


Miss Sarah Mary Carroll, resident of New York city, prays that Congress will 
grant hera ion, in consideration of her past services as hospital nurse, in 
charge of officers and soldiers of both armies, in military and civil hospitals, 
during the late war. 

Your memorialist 
seryice*in the city of Washington, D, O., during the years 1861, 1862, 1863,and 
1864, and that during these several years she was a member of the community 
of the Sisters of Charity, and known as “Sister rari kosa ar 

The Providence Hi ital, in Washing tén, was established and conducted by 
Sister M: Carroll. 
sailors of the Army and Navy were admitted and taken care of by her there, 


she took charge of the nursing in May, 1862, was over 
one thousand. The sufferers were from theranksof both armies, There being 
no adequate quarters in 1862 for sick or wounded prisoners the stables of the 
Sixth Cavalry were rudely fitted up for temporary hospital use ; Dr. John S. Bil- 
lings, now in of the Anatomical Museum, Washington, asked the Sisters 
of Charity to take charge of the nursing, and Miss Carroll was appointed by her 
are ic talc GARIS an IOTER < 
n these rude and uncomfortable quarters Miss Carroll assisted the surgeons 
in the care and comfort of those per kenep soldiers. If desired, your memorial- 
ist will produce ample testimony to prove the impartiality ofthe care and atten- 
tion bestowed on the Federal and confederate soldier. As this appeal is made 
to representatives of a reunited country the fact should be remembered. 
Miss Carroll's loyalty was never questioned, and ‘proof of the confidence re- 
in her may be judged from the fact that the Secretary of War (Mr. Stanton 
ntrusted prisoners of war, ill with hoid fever, who were confined in the Ol 


stage 
the sick in the Old Capitol Prison. Miss Carroll was also permitted to enter the 
Old Capitol and visit the sick there at will later on during the war, and through- 
ou$ the prison she was called the “ do, dew Truce.” Mr. Wood was superin- 
tendent,and Dr. Greenleaf surgeon in charge of the prison; if they are living 
they can verify this statement. f . 

When the Sixth Cavalry barracks (Cliffburn General Hospital) was abandoned 
for the more commodious quarters of the Lincoln General Hospital, Miss Car- 
roll was assigned to the Eckington General Hospital. Dr. Storrer was the sur- 

n in charge; there and at yidence Hospital at the same time she did 
uty until ordered to New Orleans, in January, 1865, to take charge of the 
Hotel Dieu (civil hospital), where she labored until the end of the epidemic of 
1867. Lieut. Gen. P. H. Sheridan will vouch for the value of her services dur- 
ing the cholera visitation in 1866 and the riots and yellow fever scourge of the 


year following. 

At last, while nursing the worst cases, Miss Carroll was stricken by the feverand 
has never fully recovered from its yeas effects. She was led North, 
in the hope of benefit to her health, but very little good resulted. Her naturally 


strong constitution was greatly weakened by her previous laborious hospital! 
duties and has never since recovered its wonted vigor; dually her health 


became so miserable that she was incapable of doing full duty as a Sister of 


_Charity, and she would not consent to become a burden on the community she 


loved so-well, for which reason principally she resigned.’ Up to the present time 
Miss Carroll has herself by her own exertions and the kindness of old 
friends, but her health is rapidly failing; hemorrhages of the lungs often pros- 
trate her, and e has no greater dread than that of becoming a burden on rel- 
atives or 

As a last resort, to prevent such a contingency, she, who aided so many others 
in the past, now petitions for aid herself from the Government she has always 
honored and endeavored to serve as much as was in her humble power. 

Miss Carroll does not make this Ser ka ang on her position as a Sister of 
Charity; she places her petition on the actual value of her services to the suffer- 
ing soldiers in the capacity of a skilled nurse and Christian woman, as also on 
the consequent loss of health from her labors in hospital service. Miss Carroll 


is fifty years of now. 
Ai si SARAH MARY CARROLL. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (interrupting the reading). That 
is enough of the report unless other gentlemen desire to have its read- 
ing completed. It appears that she rendered the service without pay 
and rendered meritorious services. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN 8. WILLIAMS, 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask to take up the bill (S. 789) grant- 
ing a pension to John S. Williams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John S. Williams, late of Company 
K, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. a 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The claimant, John S. Williams, was a private in Company K, Twelfth Ohio 
Volunteers, and of Company C, Twenty-third Ohio Volunteers. He applied to 
the Pension Office for a pension, but his claim was rejected by the Department 
on the ground "that there is no record of alleged injury of left shoulder, and 
that the claimant is unable to furnish the testimony of his surgeon or 
or other satisfactory evidence of incurrence in the service and line of duty.” 

The existence of the injury and disability at the present time is admitted. 
Treatment for two months by the regimental surgeon for injury is shown as a 
matter of record. The claimant himself and several comrades testify to his re- 
ceiving the injury, as alleged, in the line of duty, and the contisfuance of the 
disability from then until the present time is also shown by comrades and other 
apparently reliable testimony. The claimant shows that the doctors, surgeons, 
and officers who knew him are dead, and that would seem to be a satisfactory 
reason for his failure to procure their testimony. We are unable to see any 
reason forthe rejection of this claim, The examining su finds the exist- 
ence of the raga’ dae certifies that in his belief from his examination it was 
received in the service and in line of duty. There is no suggestion of fraad or 
anything to justify the suggestion if it were made. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


` 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. z 
JOSEPIL W. RHINEHALT, 

Mr. ELLSBERRY. I ask tocall up the bill (S. 1235) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph W. Rhinehalt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the amount of pension allowed Joseph W. 


Rhinehalt, late of Company D, Thirty-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, to the 
sum of $20 per month, in lieu of the amount he is now receiving. 


Mr. DOCKERY. At the request of one or two gentlemen I ask that 
the reports be read in each case. 
Mr. MORRILL. Can they not be printed inthe RECORD? That 


will save the time. 
The CHAIRMAN. When the reading of the reports is called for 


they will be read. The gentleman from Missouri asks'for the reading 
of the report in this case. 
The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as follows: 

‘That it appears from the records in this case that claimant was a private in 
Company D, Thirty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and was m into 
the United States service July 31, 1861. It also appears that he was wounded 
in action several times, and was in eve cular a good soldier, Itappears 
that claimant now receives a pension o! per month for disabilities resulting 
from wounds received in action, and he now asks for an increase of pension be- 
cause of total deafness, resulting from disabilities received in battle September 


1, 1864. 

* Declaration for increase of pension on ground of deafness filed May 1, 1880. 
Claim rejected on the ground that deafness existed prior to enlistment, 
Statement of claimant that he was not deaf when he enlisted, and did not be- 

come deaf until the time given, is substan the fact that he was accepted 
by the mustering officer; also heme affidavits of his captain, his first lieutenant, 
and several comrades, and by the sworn testimony of a number of wit- 
nesses who had known him from boyhood, and knew that he was not deaf at 
enlistment and was deaf when he was d . Itis further substantiated 
by certificate of Examining Surgeon A. V. Patterson, who found him unable to 


hear, 
“Taking into consideration the evidence on file in this case, the committee be- 
lieve it to be their duty to report in favor of this bill, and recommend its passage as 
amended, to wit, by striking out all the bill after the word " infantry,” in the 
sixth line, and inserting the following: “to the sum of $20 per month, jn lieu of 
the amount he is now receiving.” 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 

WILLIAM H. H. BUCK. 

Mr. GROUT. I call up the bill (H, R.3118) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. H. Buck. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place the name of William H, H. Buck, late of Company G, First Ver- 
mont Cavalry, upon the pension-roll, subject to the limitations of the pension 
laws, at the rate of $12 per month, instead of $% per month, as provided by act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1879. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
HARVEY COBURN. 
Mr. SWOPE. Iask to take up the bill (H. R. 5091) to restore the 
name of Harvey Coburn to the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: ° 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harvey urn, late of Company 
K, Second Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery (One hundred and twelfth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers), 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN RYAN. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, at the request of the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Lourrirr], who is temporarily absent this 
evening, I ask to call up the bill (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of 
pension to John Ryan. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it en d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of John R, , late first lieutenant 
of Company F, Sixty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and pay to 
him a pension of $17 per month, in lieu of the pension now paid to him, from 
and after the passage of this act. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Lourrrr) is as follows: 


The soldier in this case, John Ryan, enlisted apn 1,1861, in Coupa I, Six- 
teenth Pennsylvania Volunteers, as a private. He was ar 30,1861, 
and enlisted as sergeant in Company H, Forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
August 6,1861; promoted to second lieutenant November 8, 1862, and first lieu- 
tenant May 1, 1863; received a contused wound over the liver at the battle of 
Fredericksburg, December, 1862 ; was captured at the battle of Gettysburg, 
J uy, 1863; was treated while a prisoner of war for dysentery, contracted scurvy 

‘and was Bek March 7,1 He was discharged July 9, 1864, on account of 
physical disabilities. . 


It appears from the records of the War rtment that the wound affected 
his stomach to such a degree as to compel to reject a greater part of his 
food, even while in the service. 

In 1878 he presented his claim to the Pension Office,and was pensioned at the 
rate of $8.50 per month from result of scurvy. 

It is evident from the testimony presented in this case that the soldier has 
been n constant sufferer ever since his poor’ mga ty eer from this and several 
other disabilities, all of which were trasa Mien cted in the service. 

Your committee, therefore, are clearly of the opinion that his services and 
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sufferings while in the Army, that the degree of his disability since discharge 
asshown by the testimony offered, would warrant the increase of his pension, 
Therefore your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ALEXANDER FALCONER. 


Mr. FULLER. I call up the bill (H. R. 6443) granting a pension to 
Alexander Falconer. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to ars on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alexander Falconer late a sergeant 
of Company E, First United States Infantry. ‘ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom 
mendation that it do pass. i 


AUGUSTUS FIELD STEVENS. 


Mr. KING. On behalf of Mr. NEECE, who was compelled to leave 
the House on account of pressing public business, I ask to call up the 
bill (S. 1726) granting A panaon 19 Augustus Field Stevens; which he 


says is a good bill, and its passage. 
he bill is as follows : 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the on-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ig rete laws, the name of Augustus Field Stevens, late a pri- 
vate in Company L, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JAMES E. O'SHEA., 


Mr. SYMES. I call up the bill (S. 327) granting a pension to James 


E. O'Shea. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James E. O'Shea, late of Company 
F, Twenty-third Illinois Volunteers, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


WILLIAM BETHUREN. 


Mr. THOMPSON. I call up the bill (S. 1124) granting a pension to 


William Bethuren. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Bethuren, late of Com- 
pany I, Fourteenth Regiment Kansas Cavalry. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read in this case. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


That the claimant enlisted as a private in Company I, Fourteenth Kansas 
Cavalry, August 1, 1863, and was discharged June 25, 1865; that he made appli- 
cation for pension June 6, 1878, alleging as the basis of his claim— 

“That at Fort Smith, Ark., ap 1, 1864, took measles, and having been de- 
tailed from regiment was compelled to lay outdoors, When they came to take 
him to the hospital he was so stiff could not walk on account of taking cold.” 

The claim was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions on the und that 
the “alleged disability was not incident to the service and line of duty,” The 
claimant testifies: 

“That after the attack of measles and results therefrom he had a weakness of 
knees and which has continued ever since; prevents him from lifting any 
heavy weight or from walking fast; that if he stoops over, he falls forward; 
e walks ina ring manner; strangers often think he is drunk; that 
he was doing duty with his regiment at the time he was taken with measles; 
that by weakness of back and knees he meant what the physicians call Saint 
Vitus’s dance.” 

Claimant files affidavit that the physician who attended his family prior to en- 
listment is dead. 

Eliza Stout, W., T. Appier, Wellington Burchnell, E, F. Broughton, and Joseph 
Rickabaugh all testify to claimant’s soundness prior to enlistment. 

Lieut. Joseph Rickabaugh testifies that he was on detached duty most of the 
time while in the service : 

“That for months after claimant's enlistment he was a sound, able-bodied 
man; mien ured saw him; anon well yntil he saw him in the hospital at 
Fort Smith, Ark., in the fall of 1864; is not certain of the year, but thinks it cor- 
rect as above; that claimant was absent without leave, if at all, before May 26, 
1864, and that he was sick with measles after that time; knows by records in his 

ion that he was at Fort Smith, Ark., May 26,1864, where he saw claimant 
well and on duty; that uently thereafter he saw claimant on duty up to the 
time he was taken sick with the measles,” 

W. T. Appier, comrade, testifies: 

That claimant was sound before entering the service, and continued so until 
about April, 1864, when he took the measles while on duty at Fort Smith, Ark., 
and was sent to the hospital at that place. Before that he had no trouble with 
his limbs, but was active and stout, 

Syrgeon Chenowith, Fourteenth Kansas Cavalry, states that his recollection 


iş 


“That claimant was sent to the regimental hospital at Fort Smith in spring 
of 1864 with measles, from which he was returned early in June, 1864, and was 
treated in regimental hospital for debility until late in summer or early fall, oc- 
easionally doing light duty. s not positively remember his condition ; 
thinks his eyes were sore and vision bad. He was weak, and remained so until 


regiment was mustered out.” 

nt, states claimant suffered in June, 1864, from an 
William F, Curry. ies to 
Dr. J. W. ‘Trewathy testifies— 
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Eliza Stout testifies to continuance of claimant's disability since service from 
Saint Vitus's dance. 


ys: 
“The — is probably permanent. The Seer giles fs 


te—staggeri vaguely, his 

co! g down at each step with a stamp; eyes wp ian pg blow ls ore 
paired. Hasa Forage brother similarly ; knows n further 
to family predisposition. Rates him one-half total, or $4 per month,” 
of examining So date of February 7, 1583, 
an him third grade, or $15 per month. = 
po: 


ber 12, 1884. an 
rated for resulting disability second-grade ra’ > - 

Your committee areof the opinion the claimant wasan able-bodied man when 
he entered the service, and that he contracted measles therein; that he was a 
good soldier, and rendered fair service; that he is now a „unable to per- 
form manual labor, an inmate of an almshouse, and that it is their opinion that 
the spirit of the law covers this class of claimants, aud they therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ALFRED J. HILL. 


Mr. HAYNES. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 8651) in- 
creasing the penson of Alfred J. Hill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Alfred J. Hill, late 
adjutant of the Third New Ham ire Regiment, at the rate of $17 per month, 
in lieu of the sum now paid him. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass, 
JAMES H. BUTLER. 


Mr. PINDAR. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 8601) grant- 
ing a pension to James H. Butler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit GIESE tee That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of James H. Butler, 
formerly captain of Company F, Thirty-second New York Volunteer Infantry, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. PINDAR) was read in part, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 


James H. Butler for pension, submit the following report 
The soldier enli. Ma. 


War 

in 
'he committee Topor that they deem the evidence submitted sufficient, prov- 

ing that the disability 

xt time of discharge, and 


and is entitled to a pension therefor, as stated by said examining board as afore- 
said. We therefore report the accompanying bill, to accompany this report. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
RACHEL FLEMING CELLAR. 
Mr. BRADY. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 895) granting 
a pension to Rachel Fleming Cellar. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of leming Cellar, widow of 
Seon lar, late a private in Captain Norton’s company of Ohio militia, war 
, 0 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. BRADY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 895) granting 
a pension to Rachel Fleming Cellar, submit the following report : 

‘our committee, to whom was refi the bill (S. 895) granting a pension to 
Rachel Fleming Cellar, have examined the same, and adopt the Senate report, 
and recommend that the bill do pass. 

The following is the rt, by Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Pensions 
of the Senate, made April 14, 1886 (S. R. 530). oni 
“ On October 24, ie the claimant madea declaration alleging that she was the 
Cellar, who had served as a private in Ca; Norton’s com- 
- pany of militia in the war of 1812 for fourteen days, and by reason of said service 
received a land warrant some time between the years and 1855, and refers 
to proof on file to procure said warrant. 
“There is proof thatthe claimant's husband was engaged some two weeks in 
the erection of a block house within or near the Indian boundary, and although 
previous to the declaration of war, was immediately preceding and obviously 


sis get} to it. 
“ The claimant is worthy, advanced in years, and in straitened circumstances. 

“The committee recommend the passage of the bill.” 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 

. MRS. HATTIE A. BURNETT. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 2022) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Hattie A. Burnett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place the name of Mrs. Hattie A. Burnett, widow of. Maj. Gen. Ward 


B. Burnett, on the pension-roll,and pay her a pension at the rate of $60 per 
month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. a 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I call for the reading of the report, 


XVII——301 


The report (by Mr. PINDAR) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2022) 


granting an increase of pension to Mrs A. Burnett, submit the following 


report: 

Toor committee adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is annexed, 
and is as follows: 

[Senate report No. 415, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 

The claimant is the widow of Maj. Gen. Ward B. Burnett. The followingstate- 
ment of the milii and civil record of this distinguished soldier has been fur- 
nished your co: ttee : 

. Genéral Ward B, Burnett died June 24, 1884, at Washington city, aged seventy- 
four. 

This distinguished veteran of six wars was appointed by President Jackson a 
cadet at West Point in 1828, and he was graduated in 1832; brevetted second 
lieutenant Second Artillery, July 1, 1834; ordered to report to Colonel Mahan, 

rofessor of engineers (was furloughed); reported to chief engineer, Major 

uglass, assistant upon the surveys and plans and estimates which resulted 

in the adoption of his plans for the Croton water-works, now indispensable to 
New York city, and a monument to his genius. When relieved from the acad- 
emy, was ordered to report for duty to . Hartman Bache, United States 
Topographical Engineers, at Philadelphia, ,on harbors and light-houses; 
then,as principal engincer to Col. H. Long, To; hical Engineer, upon sur- 
veys conducted by himself and Major Yarl, of the Royal Engineers, to deter- 
mine the routes of railways connecting the Atlantic with the Canadas. En- 
in action of Lacha-Hatcha against the Seminole Indians, He fought in 

e Black Hawk war in that year on the ground near where Chicago now stands, 
before a ses ipa was built in that city, and as captain of cadets in the Black 
Hawk war, command, in seeking the enemies of his country, met one more 
formidable in the Asiatic cholera, which attacked more than one-half of Gen- 
eral Scott’s army, spreading consternation and death among them, 

As the surgeon-general and his assistants were among dead and dying, 
the officers were obliged to take care of the sick, and young Burnett, fearlessof 
consequences, was among the most active in providing for their comfort and 
safety. hate, on to Maj. Gen. Winfield Scott during the nullification difficul- 
ties at Charleston, S. C., acted quartermaster for a time, was staff officer to Gen- 
eral Clinch, staff officer to General Bankhead at the battle of the Coves of the 
Withlacoochee. He organized two regiments and tendered his services to the 
President for the Mormon war. In 1842 and 1843 he organized a brigade and of- 
fered his services to the President when war was anticipated with England over 
the Oregon boundary linc; he was the nie Me ge and the brigade was 
xon together at his own expense. He attended the artillery school, Metz, 


rance. 

After leaving the Florida and Creek wars, was engineer, with Colonel Abert, 
chiefof AORO Engineers, on harbors, in 1837; became resident engineer 
in State of Illinois and Michigan canal upon that great and important work j 
was made majo neral of militia; founded the Light Guard of New York 
State ; captain of Tompkins Blues when a mere lad; was major and brigade 


ins T. 

In 1846, two regiments of his brigade having been accepted by Governor 
Wright, he was ordered to report with his regiments (the first troops raised for 
the Mexican war) to Maj. Gen. Winfield Scott for suyra the Mexican war, 
where his actions were brilliant. He was engaged in t war in the siege of 
Vista, Palo Alto, Resaca de la Palma, in the 
Churnbuseo—batties unsur- 


causeway op! 
tured Santa Anna and planted his flag at Cerro Gordo, the kaga Upin of Gen- 
d by the whole 

lanted upon the 
uled down from 


cities of New York, Brook in Troy, Albany, Philadelphia, New Orleans, and 
others; then in the zenith of 
crowds. 


pece friend of President Andrew Jackson, 
of Henry Clay, Abraham Lincoln,and Daniel Webster. In the wars he had 
many wounds, and the Mexican, where he was severely wounded by a shot 
through his body, hip, and shoulder-dislocated the fall of his horse—twice 
shot under him; m his wounds his jaws were closed with lock-jaw (tetanus) 
for forty-five days. His coffin was made, but the gallant Major Twiggs was 
buried in it. He was promoted general by President Polk, September, 1547, by 
an act of Congress; his commission signed by Governor Seymour; he com- 
manded a brigade. 

For General Burnett's heroic services to his country he was tendered a reso- 
lution of thanks by Congress, the Stateof New York, and other States, and hon- 
ors in private life showered upon him by his coun en. 

In 1861 he organized troops for the war of the rebellion, although a great crip- 
ple,in the assembly rooms, Broadway, New York city,at his own expense, 
consolidating regiments sa been United States Army, under Spponanons by 
the governor and commission from the Government by President Lincoln; 
h uarters were at Metropolitan Hotel. valuable services to 
the city during the New York riots,and by his efforts saved the United States 
mint when he command of the city; was wounded again and sent to the 
United States Ladies’ Hospital. He organized several commands in New Jer- 
sey, Delaware, Maryland,and Pennsylvania for services in the field during the 
war. From exposure consequent upon these labors he became a martyr to in- 
flam rheumatism and neuralgia. 

General Burnett rendered valuable services to his country as United States 
topographical engineer. In 1349 President Polk offered to make him commis- 
sioner to run the boundary line between the United States and Mexico; but 
being upon crutches, he was made chief engineer for the construction o/ the 
navy-y: dry-dock, which he completed in 1852. Thence in 1855 he was in 
charge of the York dry-dock and the construction of the workshops i the 
New York navy- 


He made the A hoa the Brooklyn water-works, which were adopted a J of 


He rende 
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inestimable value to the Ci 
1857 he was made chi 


honor to his name. In 
ine Portsmouth water- 


He was made surveyor-general of Kansas and Nebraska, w included 
Colorado, Montana, and two other use from. from ill} was 
poe to — the appointment offered him by President Buchanan as min- 

T Tur 
Saou pri rg ores Erai arn Dag irnn ai 3 uate who 
became general United States Army in the Mexican war. fruits of his 
valor was a territory conquered by United States in ar Of the one quarter 
in extent of its then — is now ed eae: and 


by 1,500,000 
which, from its mos alone, cou 9 gd our national debt. He won 
bravery the honors award the immortal Jackson ; in brief, the 
honors accorded to padai ied the ee << of the Union. Relics 
of value were showered upo; from foreigners. 

massive gold medals froma the way rand State State « of New York; another of 
intrinsic value the officers and soldiers of his division and command, 
marss and the old ered cane of President co pe ynewly mounted and 
ornamented with jewels and a massive gold eag er one from Mrs. 
Jackson, heavily mounted, A beautiful, Bs heen ar sword, with diamon: 
was presented to him by the pe ny oe of New York for the gallant acts 
his youth and saving the life of Cadet Clark from drowning, and six others at 
different times. A givento = the mayor and common 
on and citizens we the aba Niners room, city hall, New York, at the theaters, 
oe pobio praost, gi to him by the citizens of Phila- 
also Mood Dips and receptions in several prs cities. A grand ban- 
me was given to him and his officers at Troy, where the ladies from the semi- 
naries showered them with flowers, 

General Burnett never was in a battle that was lost, or skirmish; he had great 
perseverance and fortitude, and many are the incidents of his generous nature 
which can be related. He drew around him a multitude of friends. In the par- 
lor he was as sents as a lady. He was calm, cool, and brave in the field. It 
was often said of him he nover knew what fear was, ever manly and hopeful 
aa ugh the many afflictions and hardships he was called to endure. His civil 

litary career placed him as one of the most distinguished men in Amer- 
tae history, and was a most accomplished 
Maange fE intelligence one mind and of arg 
been culti vated by reed ing, studying, an his memory was won- 
derful even up to the oor "of his death, the extent and of his in- 
formation was remarkable. He was sociable, refined, and generous to a fault. 
He revered and loved his „and was confirmed ete in life in the 
Episcopal Church. A hero,a gentleman a kind father, a devoted husband; for 
many years an inyalid, but cheered by a faithful, brave-hearted wife, which was 

the one bright spot in the closing years of a once brilliant career. 

General Burnett was honored as ae bravest officer in the United States, and 
by his coun en he was awarded the “ President Jackson gold box" (and be- 
queathed to his widow), which bears the following inscription : 


(Front side.) 
February 23, 1819. 


een by the mayor, aldermen, _ ee of the city of New York 
or-General Andrew Jackson, with the freedom of the city, as a testimo- 
mute respect for his high mili tary service, 


tleman, possessed of more than 
and artistic tastes, His mind had 


(Reverse side.) 
The Hermitage, Tennessee, August 17, 1859. 
Bequeathed 

Major-General Andrew Jackson “to that ot, fetto new TE city, who 
(ahoia ould our Pomian kA nave boa not be blessed wi udged by 
to have the most distin, eee) pranie of country 

and our antares rights, 

Awarded 

under that mmol if the general voice of his pacha dong to per eens 
a Ward B, commanding the New York troops in the Jate war with 


Major-General Burnett's achievements have made every American citizen his 
Sot He declined the Democratic nomination for governor of New York— 
provisional governor of New Mexico. 
ig ha should be no scant gratitude to the widow of “ the bravest of the brave.” 
His death was a source of national grief; his body lay in state in the governor's 
room, city hall, New York; the flags all placed at half-mast; thousands of citi- 
zens viewed the remains and followed h to Bis graye: Letters of condolence 
from the President, Con; en, governors, tary, and Navy were sent to 
PaM DANN r mean ¢ th ll by the De; Departmen $30 
en urnett was pl on the paaa y entat rt 
month, which amount was increased at different times to his death: 
in 1878, hi his widow made application to be allowed that amount, Put was only 
given $90 5 apes matter in ae to the Toar Seati saaan which ae aie 
ono! e Department, and upon appeal to upreme Courtof the United 
States the decision of the lower court was affirmed. 
Your committee call attention to the language of Mr, Justice Harlan, who 
delivered =o inion of ba cow Bion is as follows: 
pe aren Congress of Mare 1879, the Secretary of the Interior was di- 
rect Se caciss OO S of STINE Burnett, and Boog 
oak eh: 2 of $50 per month in lieu of the pension then received by him foo Sta 


ch, 290), The su uent act of June 16, by OTAN Soldters tec, 
ving a ion of prin N under yh saritan of the act of June 

18, is ier entitled “An the pension Idiers and sailors who have 
been to’ totally abisa a ty ne sae 298), shall receive, in lieu ofall ions 
then paid to them = United tes, 2o sum of $72 per month ; those whose 
ons were th to $72 per month to receive the differ- 


<> between those sums mony pn June 17, 1878, to the date when that 


Interior a certificate ie that he was entitled toa ion “for gunshot 
wounds thro a leg and rheumatism” at the rate of x month, to com- 
mence on the a $31.25 per month from June 4,1872, and $50 
per month from Sa une oa eva, an per month from June 17, 1 

“ By an act oe roved shar ga 25, 1882, Le oo rovided that no m then receiving, 
or oka should ereafter receive, a on under a act shall receive, n 


addition thereto, a peonon under hoy peene law, unless the special nct ex- 
pressly states that the pension granted thereby is in addition to the pension 
bean} Soape is entitled to receive under the general law. (22 Stat., 176 
“ General Burnett died on June 24, 1884, from the effect of wounds received z 
the war with Mexico. The appellant, his widow, claims the same pensi 

per pnas bange her husband was receiving at his death, Liet Interior De 
ment grani malay ye ter S pension atiba fe of $30 per mon: 


continue from June 24, 1884, durin; widowhood. H fora r pen- 
sion having been a 3 matter was referred by the Department to the 
Court of Claims. er Phat be for e 


ty 


aah aA DA ioe raih a Min Mate ol doin KUASA datih be RA OA 
mencement of this action, A demurrer daar ty sno i petition hav- 
ef operate the case has been brough court. 

‘The onl qat TEE I Me e Ee eoeaideratiad ie whathae: 


under ex! Burnett is entitled to the same 
ee e eng ptr angers ides that * n specified in 

f prov “every person 
the several classes en in section who has Since the dth day of 
March, „1861, or who is hereafter disabled un r the co! ms therein stated, 
shall * be placed on the list of invalid pensioners of the United States, 


SAA ba SINA ox TA for a total disability, or a permanent pened 
such pension as is hereafter in cases, and for an inferior disabil: 
pea in cases of permanent specifie disability, for which the rate of 

> provident. — snou proportionate to that provided for total disabil- 


ite Sar a pelea. mence as hereinafter provided and continue dur- 
in Hg the existence of the disability.” 17 Stat., 566; 1s td. 61; 19 Id., 403.) 

b amm amar iraa bere shall be eficiaries under the preceding section, 
among whom is regulars, volunteers, or 


e officer of the Army, inclu 
militia, * * è di reason of any wound or injury received or disease 
contracted while in the service of the United States pong in the line of duty.” 
(17 Stat., 566, 567; 19 Id., 403.) 

* Section 4695 provides that “the pension for total disability shallbe * * * 
for lieutenant-colonels and officers of higher rank in the military service * * + 
$30 per month.” (17 Stat., 567; 19 Id.,264.) Other sections fix the amount of 
pone in a in _— of disabilities known as permanent specific disability and in- 

'erior disabili 

“It is then dan FE by section 4702, that “if any person embraced within the 
poyon of sections 4692 and 4693 has died since the 4th day of March, 1861, or 

ereafter dies by reason of any wound, injury, or disease which, under the con. 
ditions and limitations of such sections, would have entitled him to an invalid 
pension had he been disabled, his widow è * è shall be entitled to receive 
the same pension as the husband or father would have been entitled to had ho 
been totally disabled, to commence from the death of the husband or father, to 
continue to tl the widow during her widowhood,” &c, (Act of March 3, 1873, 17 
Stat., page 569, chapter 234, section 8.) 

“Tt would seem to be too clear for discussion that the construction which the 
court placed upon these statutory perenna is correct. Itis not to be doubted 
that the words “total disability ” in the pension laws has a technical significa- 
tion which can not be disregarded. And when the statute fixes $30 per month 
as the pension,in case of total disability, of an officer of the rank of General 
Burnett, and declares that his widow shall receive the same pension as ber hus- 
band would have received had he been “ totally disabled,” there is no room 
left for a construction that would give ber a pension in excess of that amount. 
If it is supposed that the law Mpeg unjustly against the officers beens soldiers 
who became “ totally disabled " in the ws beef or that an unreasonable distinc- 
tion is made between different kinds of disability, the remedy is with another 
department of the Government. The courts must give effect to the intention 
of Con: > as manifested by the statute. They can not make, butcan only de- 
clare the law. 

The judgment is afirmed.” 

Mrs. Burnett is therefore now in receipt of only $30 per month, Herhusband 
died in consequence of his servi having been for a considerable time in a 
condition of entire helplessness, and her health was seriously impaired by the 
CONMATE mire necessary for his comfort, She is now dependent upon her pen- 

The bill as introduced provides for a pension, oe ee rene OE OROS 
but your committee do not feel warranted in establishing such a precedent ‘er 
this time, or in rae per dean oane an ‘cncaption to the cases of WIASS many. 
other distinguished of the Army and Navy who have peon sowed vd 
per month. We therefore report mmend its 


back bill passage with 
the following amendments: 

In the title strike out the words “ Genera! mere B.” and insert ** Hattie A.” 

In the fourth line strike out the letter “H.” and insert “ Hattie.” 

In the sixth line strike out the words “her late husband's invalid pension of 
one hundred” and insert "a pension at the rate of fifty. 

Strike out in the seventh, eighth, and ninth lines a ‘after the word “ receiy- 
ing,” in the seventh line, 

Your co: recommend the passage of the bill. 

{When the report had been read in part, 

Mr. PERKINS said: I would suggest that the committee is satisfied 
as to the merit of this claim from the portion of the report. which has 
been read. I ask that the further reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. BRADY. I should like to hear it all. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let the whole report be read. 

The Clerk continued, and completed the reading of the report as 
printed above. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN, If there be no objection the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


ass. 
: Mr. PRICE. I want to object long enough to vote against this bill. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative; and the 
bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


CATHERINE E. COFFIN. 
Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. I call up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 1150) granting a pension to Catherine E. Coffin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sub; to the limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Catherine E. Coffin, wido wor Charles P. Coffin, 
late a corporal of Company A, Nineteenth Regiment Mamanaitineatts Volunteers, 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported the following amend- 
ment: . 

In line 5, after the word " the,” insert “ provisions and.” ` 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for the reading of the 
report. 

The report (by Mr. LovERING) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 1159, 


submit the following report 

Catharine E. Coffin is widow of Charles P, Coffin, late ype a6 Com yA, 
Nineteenth t Massachusetts Volunteers. He enlisted A 0, test, 
and was discha: ier disability contracted in service and line of duty October 
4, 1862. He died by suicide June 29, 1874. 


1886. 
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was rejected on the on that soidier’s death was not erraren to his a 
abilties for which pensioned. 
The evidence in the case shows that he suffered from his disabilities from his 


. discharge to his death, and that he was frequently laid by from work, but she 


Sounat to labor off and on down until about the last year of his life, when 
ve up. 
aie; no evidence of insanity, but the evidence discloses that he became in 
his Jast) years despondent, silent, and depressed, w. his natural disposition 
was cheerful. 
George D. Whittier, Arthur M. IAE i 
and Charles It. Emery, neighbors of the iy 
“That they were yore uainted with Charles P, Coffin for years before the 
death, caused b; 


entl 
mentally as well as phy ically d disabled. His case was, opinions, a 
complicated case, whi Bich ieve that 
when he committed suicide he must have been laboring under mental aberra- 
tion resulting from his low Parman condition., His suicide was accomplished 
by passing out to the rear of the barn and cutting his throat with a razor.” 

A, M. Ordway and George D, Whitter testify : 

“He complained of suffering very much with his back and kidneys, for which 
he doctored, but without pepe particular benefit. Eight ot or wd weeks 
before his death mental! ian ically he was very feeble, and his death 
might have been ex, aes od thane. ay 
PR Fo Warren, M. D., and late surgeon of the Third Massachusetts Infantry, 

es: 

“Iwas professionally called to see the late Cheen B. aire in at foind 
him suffering from disease of kidneys accompanied pots Sira 1 of the 
back, with tenderness over the region of the A ee urine at 
the time, but kept no notes sasae p and can not say da itae fen ee the exam- 
ination was. `I found him very pos at the time of m Bis every wen and 
although I did aa attend nies arly after that, I saw hi week or 
two until May 30 (Decoration: Day), 1874; at that time he with fa were in- 
vited to join in the services of the day but was notable to march with the 
and rode ina furnished for the invalid and wounded; he exp: 

himself as hardly in a condition to ride even, Ido not remember to have seen 


him after that.” 

Your committee, from the evidence presented, have nodoubt but the soldier’s 
disabilities made life miserable to him, and finally weakened him so, physically 
and meftall en that in a fit of despondency he determined to end his sufferings 
all 


for once an 


His widow is Seventy-three years of áge and Feng Your committee of 
opinion that she should be placed on the roll a eon caving days of her rr life, 
and therefore recommend the of as amended in 


line 5, by adding after the word “the” the words eons he 
read, xe provisions and limitations of.” 

The amendment reported by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


FRANCES MOSHER. 


Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. I call up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 7965) for the relief of Frances Mosher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ms and,” so it will 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. O'HARA) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. De) 
for the relief of Frances Mosher, have bad the same under considera 
submit the following report : 

The claimant is the widow of Hiram A. Mosher, sergeantof Com; a yF,Tenth 
Kerirnaah) Minnesota Infantry, who was wounded in battle before ville De- 
cember 

a aimants husband at the time of his death, November 13, 1884, was receiving 
nsion of $18 per month for loss of leftarm, amputated just below the shoulder, 
idow’s claim was rejected because the cause of death—disease of the heart or 
apoplexy—not duc to loss of the arm, and not otherwise shown to be due to 
the service, 
* Ttreaied end treseribed for said Ktasharas physician and ti 
“Ttreated and pi for eras p! and surgeon many times 
and often during the seventeen years prior to his death, which occurred on the 
13th day of November, 1834. The disease for which I treated said pensioner was 
— ain me stump of the left arm, axilla, and heart.” 
13th day of Taranan 1834, soldier while walking in the street of 
Waseca iE, Vo Pant testes disease, the result of disability as above, % 


De he acquainted with the claimant's late husband, Hiram 
Ay Mosher, ls more than thitteen years previous to his death, and that he 
treated him (said Mosher) at different times for n of the’ stump of left 
arm and a neuralgie condition of the heart and pe um. At no time since 
I have known him had he been free from pain in the stump and all the nerves 
comprising the axillary plexus: The morning of soldier’s death he Sie reen 
of much pain in the stump and axilla. He fell dead on the street while 
tome, on the morning of November, 13, 1884. 

“Atthe post-mortem examination the day following we found thickening of 
the neurilemma, adhesion of nerves and an enlarged condition of all blood-ves- 
sels; the anterior circumflex artery thickened; calcareous deposits, inducing 
necessarily imperfect circulation, and, by su uent inflammation, all nerves 
and blood “Vv Sane by ace gar and and extensive 
of nerves and blood-vessels of Says ium and the heart, i €., the coronal arte- 
ries; the adhesions and thickeffing of all the structures of the heart, blood-ves- 
sels, nerves, and a partial ossification of the valves, with evidence of an inflam- 
mation heretofore existing, involving the pericardim and endocardium; the 
walls, valves, and substances of the heart indicated calcareous matterin all the 
tissues. Such a condition of all the structures could not have been induced un- 
der other circumstances than that of the loss of the arm, extensive inflammation, 
qevpeseton and gangrene, hospital fever, pneumonia, and a lingering conva- 

escence. 

From the medical testimony in this case your committee are of the opinion 
that soldier’s death can be attributed to the loss of left arm, the result of gunshot 


wound received while in battle. 
We therefore recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SARAH E. HENRY. 


Mr. LYMAN. TI call up for consideration the bill (S. 1348) granting 
a pension to Sarah E. Henry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ü enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E, Henry, widow of George 
Beny Boece of Doespeay E, SAGA United States Cavalry, and general service, 


Mr. sagen Let the rt be read. 
The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1348) 

me s pension to Sarah E. Henry, ether 2 examined the same, concur in 
report hereunto attached, and recommend the of the bill. č 

The sorkantiees: having fully Sonuidored this bill and exami; into the claim 
of Mrs. Henry, have reached the following conclusions : 

George Henry, late of Company E, Second United States Cavalry, ap, to 
have served two terms of enl: ent in the Army, one of five years and one of 
three years. The application of the widow, Mrs, Sarah E. Henry, for a pension 
was rejected upon the ground that the said soldier died of geenna which 
disease was not ob comigncted during his service in the ey h affidavit of the 
physician in attendance upon Henry is to the effect that h e had been treated for 
rheumatism for a number of years, and that he died of that disease and pnen- 
monia, and that, in the opinion of said physician, the former was con- 
tracted while in the line of duty in the Army. The committee desire, in clos- 
ing this report, to append the following communications from Asst. Adj. Gen, 
Samuel Breck and General E. D. Townsend, late Adjutant-General Uni 
Army, and make them a part thereof: 


HEADQUARTERS oandapayeore $s OF THE PLA’ 


TTE, 
aha, Nebr., a 10, 1885. 
Sır: At the request of Franklin J. Henry, son of of George He y, deceased, I 
tee the li of addressing you this letter on behalf of the weer of George 
Henry), to whom a bill now before the Senate (S. 1348) proposes 


to grant a pension. listed in February, 1858, in Co’ E, Second D 
enry was n Fel n Company ragoons 
now een as Second Ca valry), and served until December, 1862; when he was 
by order of Major-General Burnside at Farmona, Va. The same 
month, being well recommended, he was again enlisted in the general service, 
United States Army, for clerical duty in the Adjutant-General’s Office in Wash- 
m. On the latter duty he was under me. 
hile he was able to do his work in the office well his health seemed delicate 


and very gradually grew more so until I left the Adjutant-General’s Office, in 
1870, Ee harien in the mean time been as a soldier (in April, 1864) to 
accept a civilian clerkship. I understood and believed at the time of his enlist- 
ment in the Adjutant-General’s Office, in 1862, his was broken by his 
service with tin the Army, certainly during all the time | knew 
him no one could bave been a more Scheel: faithful y pn soyani His habits, 
nat pwbotpieatretneaihl and see, were ema pees 
ing can be done for his 
have onde dee to be, very Sat your obedient servan 


Bey L BRECK, 
Adjutan 


Hon. Jony I. egy Maen United States Senator, 
Chairman Committee = TRANS Washington, D. 0. 
I know that Mr. George once a soldier in the Second Regiment of 
ns, WAS a valuable o plene in in ‘the A ee ae *s Office under the im- 
te orders of Bvt. B: el Breck, Assistant Adjutant-General. 
I can not say anything Sallie os sodinnoat en his ill-health, òr the cause of it, as 
he did not often come under m; n. He wasonc of those faithful old 
soldiers who, having been d led from doing active duty in the field, served 
the Government no less faithfully, zealously, and gore yina 1a sphere bina 
he would be less exposed to vicissitudes of climate, bard fare, 
men in that class aa ep aede escent then oa am aaae haea rE my A 
families when they were no longer here to support them. 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Brig. Gen., U. 8. Army, retired (late Adjutant-General). 
Crry or WASHINGTON, March 15, 1886. 


The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
. : WILLIAM S. RAY. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I call up for coniato the 
bill (H. R. 8335) granting a pension to William §. Ray. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit Seeder yaaa too He That the Sory of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
rected to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions Sant 


limitations of the n laws, the name of William S. Ray, late a patrons in 
Company G, ment North Carolina Infantry Volunteers, to 
the day his name was therefrom. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. [I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. O'HARA) was read, as follows: 


en wan Siar beysey on Invalid feng a to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
pension to William S. Ray, have had the same under consider- 

otek the followin, report : $ 
S. Ray was duly en asa private in Company G, Third North 
Carolina Mounted Infantry. He was kind priate on the pension-rolls ‘ on account of 
wounds received which totatly disabled him, receiving at the time $18 per month. 
Baadal EOE ean hee ag okue Son OE MAT LET ate pag abt 

rom on De: 

in the line of duty wis when wounded, The affidavits of oo es show that the 
soldier came through the lines from his regiment into Madison County, — 
Carolina, on the special duty of Piloting recruits for the Federal service, whi 
he often did, and was fired upon by rebel scouts while so empl nos age 
his severe wound at the time. This testimony is corroborated of 
diers in the confederate army, who were eye-witnesses to the whole affair. 

The committee think that ie testimony sufficient to eae e ene, and 
we the passage of a substitute for the original bi 


ish UAE was last arlie to: bo reported bo iha Haaa Tiik the vice 
mendation that it do pass. 


porate and 
William 
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STEPHEN R. SMITH. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. I call up for consideration the bill 
(S. 1466) granting an increase of pension to Stephen R. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll ect to the provisions and 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report. be read. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1466) 
granting an increase of pension to Stephen R., Smith, having examined the 
same, recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I should like to have some explanation of this 


case. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does that adopt the Senate re- 

port? Ifit does, let the Senate report be read. - 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The claimant was a private in Company C, Thirt}-first Regiment Iowa In- 
fantry Volunteers, and was discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability for 
gam ot wound of right Jung received at the battle of Kenesaw Mountain, 

rgia, June 27, 1864. He was pensioned in 1867 for gunshot wound of right 
Jung, and has received various rates, ranging from $8 to $24 per month, since 
June 12, 1865, the date of his discha: and the latter is the present rate of al- 
Jowance, oe been advanced to t sum under the provisions of the act of 


3, 

He subsequently made application for increasé, and on June 17, 1884, was ex- 
amined by the board of examining surgeons at Washington, D. C., who reported 
adversely to his co asieapty for increase, solely because he was receiving the 
maximum rate allowed by the pension law, and conclude their report as fol- 
fows: “ His disability is equivalent to the loss of a hand or foot.” 

The medical examinations held in this case have uniformly found “ that the 
disability is permanent; that the ball still remains in his y; that he suffers 
much from dyspepsia and pain of right lang; that he can not perform any labor 
requiring the active use of his arms; that the wound yet remains open and dis- 
charges pus freely; that the wound is still ano Le She taped ulcer; every 
symptom of consumption; the rightarm partially paralyzed ; general debility 
exists. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How much does the bill pro- 

to give? 

Mr. MORRILL. It proposes to give $30 per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill ugain. 

The bill was again read. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not see for what reason 
an unusually large pension is given in this case. It does not appear 
that this claimant has any one dependent upon him or that he has to 
employ a nurse. 

Mr. MORRILL. I donot know anything of the circumstances of this 
man, but I think from the facts presented he is certainly disabled from 
any labor, and with a running sore he can not live long. This bill 
simply places him on the pension-roll the same as if totally disabled 
from manual labor. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is he now drawing a pension ? 

Mr. MORRILL. He is drawing a pension of $24. This increases 
it $6 on account of disability. The report says he is totally disabled 
for manual labor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The report says his disability 
is equivalent to the loss of one hand or one foot. That is not total 
disability by a good deal. That entitles him to $24 a month and he 
gets that now. I have a case similar to this in my district where a 
yery worthy man suffers from a running sore the result of a wound, and 
he gets $24. I have talked with the Pension Committee about his case, 
but they have declined to recommend any increase of pension. Ihave 
had the case fairly presented, but they think that he is getting enough 
now. I object to the allowance in this bill because the report states 
that the man’s disability is equivalent only to the loss of one hand or 
one foot, and he is now getting the pension allowed for that disability. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, shall this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I shall ask for a quorum un- 
less the bill is withdrawn. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I do not know anything about this 
case except from the evidence contained in the papers that I have ex- 
amined. The evidence shows that this man suffers from a running 
sore, the result of being shot through the body, and that one of his 
hands is paralyzed, and it seems to me that $30 a month is a very 
small allowance for such disability. I question very much, however, 
whether it is a favor to him to pension him at $30 in this way, because 
where the pension is fixed by a special act I understand that the pen- 
sioner can not get the increase which he would otherwise be entitled 
to for increase of disability. 

A MEMBER. This man will probably get $50 within a year. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ar Very well; Ishall be glad that 
he gets it, if he is entitled to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. JOHNSON] 
has charge of the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I called up the bill 
by request, but I really do not know anything about the facts in the 
case, 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be laid aside 


informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


W. D. HAVELY. 


‘ 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I call up House bill 7616, for there- 


lief of W. D. Havely. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the nameof W. D. Havely, father of Robert M, 
Piavely, late of Company C, Fifteenth Regiment of West Virginia Volunteer 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Com 
7616) for the relief of W. D. Havely, submit the following repose: : 
Robert M. Havely, 


fell mortally wounded at the battle of Cloyd’s Mountain, Ma: 
from the effects of said wound twelve days later, The mother of the soldier 


died in 1845. Heleft neither widow nor child, The father isnow old and nearly | 


anpa: He has a small farm, which the evidence shows is mortgaged for its 
ue. 


J. Boiconet and S. R. Tuttle yey 

“We have been acquainted with W. D. Havely for ten years, and know that 
he has been afflicted with double hernia, and on account thereof has not been 
able to form any manual labor, but has done some work during the time; 
and we further state that said W. D. Havely is not worth anything financially, 
He has a small farm, but it is encumbered with mortgages for all it is worth.” 

William H. Warner and Orios J. Lent testify that they are intimately nac- 
quainted with the claimant; that he is unable to earn a living by reason of ad- 
vanced age and feebleness of body, and the further fact that he has a double 
hernia; that his property is not more than sufficient to pay his indebtedness; 
that he is in every respect a man needing and deserving of aid from the Gov- 
ernment, having been deprived of the service of his two sons by reason of their 
service in the Union Army during the war of the rebellion. The Pension De- 
partment can afford him no relief use he can not furnish the required evi- 
dence that his son was contributing to his support at the time of his death and 
that he was then dependent upon him, though claimant states under oath that 
such was the fact. has invariably granted relief in cases of this kind 
where it is shown that the claimant lost a son in the service and is now destitute 
and unable to support himself. Upon this pointthere can be no question in this 
case, and your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to object to this bill, 
for the case is doubtless a very worthy one, but I want to ask a ques- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

I would be glad if the chairman would inform us whether or no it is 
the intention of that committee to take any step at this session of Con- 
gress to report and press to its passage a general bill taking care of a 
large class of cases throughout the country that stand on all fours with 
this case. As I understand this it is one of those cases in which it is 
out of the power of the party seeking relicf to furnish proof that he 
was dependent upon the son at the time of his death, though he is ina 
dependent condition now. 

Mr. MORRILL. In answer to the gentleman from Illinois, I would 
say that the gentleman from New York [Mr. WEBER] early in this ses- 
sion introduced a bill for that purpose, which was promptly reported 
favorably by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and is now on the 
Calendar. I can further assure the gentleman from Illinois that if the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions were allowed to pass their bills they 
would pass a good many that are now on the Calendar, but which they 
have no hope of passing through this House. 

Mr. CANNON. Does not the gentleman think that unanimous con- 
sent could be obtained in the House to take up a general bill for this 
class of cases? If the question was fairly presented I do not believe 
that anybody on either side of the House would object. There are a 
great many old people throughout the length and breadth of the land 
who lost sons in the service and who are dependent in their old age— 
cases in which the son was in fact dependent upon them at the time 
he went into the Army; but he went into the service and was killed, 


or lost his health and died, and now the parents are left without that . 


support which other parents in their old age receive from their children. 
I do hope that the committee will make an effort to bring such a bill 
before the House, and I believe that unanimous consent can be ob- 
tained for its consideration. ; 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SARAH A. THOMAS. 


Mr.SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I call up Senate bill (S. 1357) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah A. Thomas. The bill is accompanied by a re- 
port, which I ask to have read for the information of the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ngll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the n laws, the name of Sarah A. Thomas, widow of Samuel 
H. Thomas, late of Company D, Sixtieth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1357) 
nting a pension to Sarah A. Thomas, having considered the same, concur 
fh the Tnne printed report, hereunto attached, and recommend the passage 
of t 5 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1357) granting 
a pension to Sarah A. Thomas, beg leave to report back the same with recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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Samuel H. Thomas enlisted and was mustered as a private soldier of Com- 
pany D, Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Infan’ Volunteers, on the 17th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1864, and was mustered out with his company, July 23, 1865. He died 
December 31, 1879, very unexpectedly, and his family physician, who reached 
him a short time after death, gave it as his opinion that the cause thereof 
was heart disease. 

On the 6th day of January, 1870, the said Thomas was married to Sarah A. 
Warne, by whom he had five children born in wedlock, the oldest of whom 
will reach the of sixteen years next December. The widow is but little 
anis to perform the arduous duty of earning a maintenance for these five chil- 

ren 


In January, 1880, the widow made application for a po; alleging that her 
husband, the said Samuel H. Thomas, had contracted heart disease and chronic 
diarrhea in the Army, &c.; but the claim was rejected by the Pension Office on 
the ground “that the fatal disease which termina’ [the] soldier's death 
ean not be accepted as a result of his Army service,” 

A mass of testimony contained in sworn affidavits, the notes of examinations 
of witnesses under oath, &c., has been sent to the committee, upon uest of 
the chairman, from the Pension Office, from which it appears that the said 
Thomas was, at the time of his enlistment, a hale, hearty, healthy man, and that 
he came out of the service with broken health, a victim to both heart disease and 
chronic diarrhea; that he suffered from these complaints, more or less acutely 
at frequent intervals up to the time of his death. 7 

Your committee are satisfied that the cause of his death originated during his 
AAEE in the Army, and that the widow is entitled to the relief proposed by 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN 8. BRIDGES. 


Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I call'up Senate bill S. 1169 granting 
a pension to John S. Bridges. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subj to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 8. Bridges, late of Company 
C, One huridred and twentieth Illinois Volunteers. 


Mr. BLANCHARD.. I ask to have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1169, 

sy, Peres to submit the following seperti s 

they have examined Senate bill No, 1169, and the evidence in relation 
thereto; that they hereby adopt Senate report thereon, which report is in words 
and figures as follows: 

“ Claimant enlisted as a private in Company C, One hundred and twentieth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteers, on the 14th day of August, 1862, and was dis- 

at Camp Butler, Illinois, September 15, 1865, by reason of expiration of 
term of service. In his original declaration he claims to have contracted heart 
disease in the line of his duty, namely, on a march from Memphis, Tenn., to 
Guntown, Miss., during which he was overheated. Officers and comrades cor- 
roborate this statement by afidavit. Medical testimony is furnished to show 
that he suffered from heart d since the time of his discharge; that he is 
disqualified for severe manual labor, and that he was a sound man at the time 
of his enlistment. There is no record testimony bearing -opon this case other 
than that which shows his presence on duty and his honorable . The 
claimant testifies ihat he was treated by the original surgeon, Dr. Whitnall, who 
is dead, and that he is unable to procure further medical evidence, 

“Dr, John R. Clark testifies that the claimant was a sound and able-bodied 
man at the time of his enlistment, and that he was his family physician for five 
years prior to that event, . 

“In view of the fact that the soldier was a healthy man when he went into 
the service, and that he came out of it broken in health and disqualified to per- 
form manual labor, and that his disability increases with time, your committee 
recommend the passage of the bill.” 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of said bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH ROMISER. 


“Mr. McCOMAS. Teall up House bill No. 1059, granting a pension 
to Joseph Romiser. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Joseph Romiser, late of Capt. Frank 
Mason’s company of Maryland volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to the 
restrictions and limitations of the pension laws of the United States, to be paid 
a pension from —. 


Mr. McCOMAS: I move to amend by striking out the words ‘‘ to 
be paid a pension from,” which are unnecessary; also by striking out, 
in line 6, the word ‘‘ restrictions’? and substituting the word ‘‘ provis- 
ions; which I believe is the usual expression. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. SWOPE) was reád, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1059) 
granting a pension to Joseph Romiser, respectfully report: 

i The facts of this case, which are completely substantiated, are briefly as fol- 
ows: 

The claimant was a member of Capt. Frank Mason’s company of volunteers, 
of Frostburg, Alleghany County, Maryland. This company of volunteers was 
not muste into either the United States or State service. On the 19th of June, 
1861, claimant was with said company when they were ordered to proceed to 
Cumberland, Md., to repel athreatened attack of the confederate forces. Upon 
the arrival of the company in Cumberland the men were ordered to uncap their 
muskets, While doing this duty a musket in the hands of Alpheus Beall was 
accidentally discharged, and a minie-ball, with which it was charged, struck 
claimant in the left side of the neck, coming out near the left eye, entirely de- 
stroying the sight of his eye, the hearing of his left ear, and the “ hinge of his 
jaws. 

Dr. George B. Tunfenburg testifies that he was one of the surgeons who pro- 
fessionally attended claimant. He found that a minie-ball had entered at the 
back of the neck, passed along on the outside of the skull, under the ear, 
breaking the jaw at its ramus,and making its exit through the molar bone be- 
low and to the outer side of the eye of the same side. e wound was a dan- 
gcrous one, but after a long sickness he recovered, but has lost the hearing of 


the injured ear and the sightof the eye. There is considerable deformity of the 
face caused by exfoliation of the bone. 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau because “ claimant was not in 
ited States.” The Committee on Inyalid Pensions 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask that Senate bill No. 160 be taken up. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I understand there wasan arrangement made 
between the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THOMPSON] and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], who reported the bill, that it should 
lie over with Senate bill No. 489 until next week. 

Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw the request. Idid not understand that 
such an agreement had been made. 


J. H. THORNBURY. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I call up the bill (S. 1770) grant- 
ing a pension to J. H. Thornbury. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. Thornbury, late of Com- 
pany D, Eighth Regiment of Iowa Cavalry Volunteers. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1770) _ 


granting a pension to Joseph H. Thornbury, submit the following report: 

The teserds in this case show that after the soldier enlisted in Com yD, 
Eighth Iowa ie A but before he was mustered, while on guard and in the 
line of duty, he received a wound-in his hand by the accidental discharge of his 

m, which rendered him unfit for duty, and caused the mustering officer to re- 
ect him when the company was mustered into service. He after enlisted 
in the Veteran Reserve Corps and served until the close of the war. His appli- 
cation for pension was rejected on the ground that he was not regularly in the 
United States service when the wound was received. Technically this may be 
true, but it is not strictly so, for the soldier had enlisted and was held to be 
mustered whenever the mustering officer was ready to perform that duty. 

Equity demands that this soldier should be treated as if the formal act of mus- 


tering in had been performed,and your committee therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. T: 


HENRY SHIVELY. 


Mr. FUNSTON. I call up the bill (S. 1257) granting a pension to 
Henry Shively. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Shively, late first lieuten- 
ant of Company D, Twelfth Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5. 1257) 
granting a pension to Henry A. Shively, submit the following report; 

Your committee, after an examination of this case, have adopted the Senate 
reportas follows, and recommend the Large y of the bill: 3 

The ciaimant, Lieut. Henry Shively, late of Company D, Twelfth Kansas Vol- 
ùnteers, en ember 25, 1862, and was discharged August 6, 1864. He 
made application for pension March 24, 1881, alleging in his declaration— 

“That in January, 1863, while in command of a squad in pursuit of guerrillas 
in Missouri, he incurred enlargement of testicles and scrotum,gaused by his horse 
throwing him forward on the horn of his saddle; also contracted pains in his 
shoulder and neck,” 

The claim was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions on the ground of “no 
record of the alleged injury and the inability to prove origin in the service and 
line of duty.” The claimant testifies— 

“That soon after the organization of the regiment he was detailed as scout, 
with a posse of men (mounted) to watch the Missouri border, and while in the 
discharge of duty he was thrown on the horn of his saddle, injuring his testicles, 
which were much swollen for some time, and the enlargement never en- 
tirely disappeared. It was several days before they reached camp, and, having 
goien better, said nothing about itto any one. e continued to perform post 

uty on the border, and as a result of the oy aas the fatigue and exposure, 
riding day and night over the prairie, his manhood gave way, and he me 
generally debilitated until his d . Never was inthe hospital. Upon his 
arrival home (November 1, 1864), his ngn testicle began to grow worse, and was 
aoan oe Hower. Afterward the left one did the same, and he was treated 

y Dr. Merrill.’ 

Thomas R. Wilkinson, C. L. Robbins, and Alfred Johnson testify to soundness 
prior to enlistment. 

Sapen Ashby testifies— 

“That for the first six or seven months of service no officer of the regiment 
performed more arduous duty than the claimant; that he was often detailed and 
served as a scout, In the winter of 1862 and 1863 his health n to fail, and he 
resigned in the summer of 1864. Claimant was an able-bodied man prior to his 
enlistment,” 

W. L. Seville testifies— 

“ That in October, 1864, he accompanied claimant home from Fort Smith, Ark., 
to Fort Scott, Kans., and that claimant was sick and grew worse.” 

Dr, Lindsay, regimental surgeon, testifies— 

“ That he treated claimant at Fort Scott, Kans., in December, 1863,and at Fort 
Smith in July, 1864, for liver disease and general debility, and in July, 1964, rec- 
ommended his for said diseases, From July to October he was weak 


discharge 
and debilitated, and had a yellow or jaundiced appearance. Did not see him 
again until 1881, when he finds his testicle enlarged and tender,” 
R. H. Kirkland, comrade, testifies— 
“That in January, 1863, in Cass County, Missouri, while scouting, claimant was 
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disabled by being thrown on the horn of his saddle, hurting his tegticles, and 
causing a permanent enlargement of the same.” : 

Dr. Hewer testifies to paneer for pogane of the testicle. 

Dr. Merrill, his family Je testifies to treatment for spinal disease and 

isease of testicle since 1369. fe LORE SOR Te Ie Powell testify to con- 
tinuous ar. from 1865 to 1881. 

Dr. J. T. , examining surgeon at Ottawa, Kans., under date of Jan- 
uary 10, 1833, reports: 

“Claimant has be, Saga a sag testicles, reece left fully as large as a gaose 
egg, the right about the size of a hen egg. Hasto wear bandages to support the 
weight, and enable him to get around. Rates his disability at third grade or 
$12 per month, and certifies that in his belief, from his examination, it was re- 
ceived in the service and in line of duty.” 

Your committee think the claim should be allowed, and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


J. W. GOODING. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call up the bill (H. R. 8205) 
granting a pension to J. W. Gooding. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and — ‘to place on the pension-roll subject to the > provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. W. Good Gopa late a privato in 
John Berin’s company of Arkansas Rangers in the war of the rebellion, 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I hopethe gentleman from aan ur will ex- 
plain this case. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We may as well have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
ae eee a pension to T W. Gooding, submit the following report : 
mant was a pnr indan ates on pery W, Blivens’s gopa of Arka 
persona enlisting F and in May, 1867, fil m for 
on Ee thatin an Loe a with the enemy near ay er Ark., 
d was trated by the ramrod of his gun, from which 
sound Kieder aeg of the right hand became necessary. The organization to 
which this claimant belonged was never regularly mustered into the United 
States service, but it appears from the evidence that they were under the direct 
orders of a United States Army officer, and were engaged in active service, 
Col. Thomas J. Hunt testifies 
“I was well acquainted with Capt. J. W. Blivens, who commanded a company 
of Arkansas Rangers. They were organized and mustered into service as Ar- 
kansas Ran and not into the United States service, by orderof . Gen, J. 
M. Schofield, commanding department. Said company rendered val le serv- 
ice to the United States Government yy doing oor constant scouting duty in the 
poes of Madison, Carroll, Newton, Franklin, and Johnson, report- 
to Col. La Rue Harrison, colonel commanding at Fayetteville.” 
ag W. Blivens testifies : 
the 22d of March, 1861, I petog in command ofthe company near Kingston, 
Asics ‘the company wasen afight with rebels. The said James W. Good- 
ing, whilein py of his i being enagod in pare ag Bo wane loading hisgun, 
plunged the end of his tade thro he palm of his right hand, from which 
weona his hand and arm fa em y og to Boat an extent as to render amputation 
to save his life; that the above facts are derived from my personal 
kuori ge of the service and cause of the disabili 
Captain onae further testifies that he was at the time acting under orders, 
from Col. La Ru nm, commanding the First Arkansas Volunteers. Him- 
self and com ae were sworn into the United States service as independent 
very et tei rnished arms, ammunition, and rations by the United States Gov- 
ernmen 
Bennett K. Henderson, lieutenant of the company, testifies to the same facts 
as apinn Blivens. 

Captain Blivens further testifies that his company were discharged from duty 
June 11, 1865, by order of the War Department. In 1868 the Commissioner of 
Pensions rejected the case on the ground that there was norecord evidence. It 
could eof be expected that a company of that kind would keep a careful 
record of all their mation: It seems to be clearly established that the com- 
peny were acting under the orders of a military officer of the United States; 

the wound was received while in battle, and that he lost his right hand from 
the effects of it afew days after. It would seem that this soldier was entitled to 
a pension from the time he received his disability,and it seems to have been 

* from no neglect on his part to make the proper application that he has not re- 
ceived it. To place him on the pension-roll now seems but partial justice, but 
your doniis, believing that he is justly entitled to this recognition, recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. SOWDEN. Iask the gentleman from Arkansas whether this 
man was regularly mustered into the United States service by a regular 
mustering officer. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I will state to the gentleman 
that I called this bill up by request. The man is not a citizen of my 
district, and personally I know nothing about the case. But the report 
* ds clear and conclusive on all these points; and I have faith in its ve- 
racity. It states that this man enlisted in a company of Arkansas 
rangers, who were organized and mustered into service by order of Maj. 
Gen. J. M. Schofield, commanding the department; that while serving 
under Federal officers, though not regularly mustered into the Federal 
service, this man received a wound in the hand which rendered ampu- 
tation necessary, the wound being caused by the ramrod penetrating 
his hand while he was in the actof loading his gun. Thisis the state- 
ment of the report. To my mind the case is a meritorious one. 

Mr. BRADY. ‘There are a number of precedents of this kind. A 
bill of the same character has been passed this evening. [Cries of 
“Vote!” ‘*Vote!’’] 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the gentleman from Arkansas mean by 
stating that this man was mustered in, but not regularly? . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have stated that I know noth- 

Mir this case except what is in the report. 

r. SPOONER. Iwas unable to hear the whole of the report as 


Mr. BRADY. A similar bill was passed only two or three minutes 
Me. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I certainly would not ask for 
the of this bill if I did not think the case meritorious. I have 
not a particle of personal interest in the case. The report states: 

The organization to which this claimant belonged was never regularly mus- 
tered inte th the United States service, but it appears from the evidence that they 
were under the direct orders of a United States Aray officer, and were engaged 
in active service. 

Col. Thomas J. Hunt testifies : ? 

“I was well acquainted with Capt. J. W. Blivens, who commanded a company 
of Arkansas rangers. They were organized and mustered into service as Ar- 
kansas rangers, and not nav al the United States service, by order of Maj. Gen. J. 
M. Schofiel |, commanding department.” 

That is thestatementof the report. Gentlemen mustjudge for them- 
selves whether the case presented is entitled totheir support. The re- 
port goes on further to state the nature of the injury suffered by this 
man, which I think members understand. 

Mr. SOWDEN. It seems to me the passage of this bill would be a 
mer x serene and would establish adangerous precedent. Ifthe party 

to be pensioned was not regularly mustered into the service, a 
pay d may be opened in respect to pensions. There are hundreds, nay 
thousands, of men who were in the service, but not ey mustered, 
and who might, if we establish a precedent of this , come in and 
claim pensions. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This man wasin service under 
a Federal commander and received a wound in ores It seems to me 
that should be sufficient to entitle him to a 

Mr. SOWDEN. But it appears this wound was s inflicted by himself. 
Was that in the line of duty. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If it be true this is a new depart and if 
there be no precedent to warrant it, I do not think the bill should be 
allowed to pass. 

Mr. MORRILL. In answer to my friend from Louisiana, I will say 
that up to the 4th of July, 1874, if this man had completed his case he 
would have been granted a pension at the Pension Office. There was 
a limitation which we tried the other day to repeal but without success, 
and the bill is now upon the Calendar, The invariable rule has been 
to allow cases of this character to pass. 

The gentleman asked whether this man was regularly mustered into 
the service. He was regularly mustered in as a militiaman from the 
State of Arkansas, and was under the command of a United States 
officer, as clearly ae by the evidence on file in this case: 

As I have already stated, if he had completed his case before 1874 
he would have sors Pos a pension from the Pension Office. The law 
was passed in 1873 and was only for one year. Perhaps he did not 
know of the limitation expiring in 1874; at all events, he failed to 
complete his casein time. We have passed a great number of just 
such cases. It is no new departure: 

The bill wis laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Sprices having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House had, according to order, had the Private Calendar 
under consideration, and had“instructed him to report to the Houso 
sundry bills with various recommendations. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House witbout amendment, were severally ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and 

A bill (H. R. a granting a pension to John P. McDonald; 

A bill (H. R. 1580) for the relief of Emily B. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 3551) granting a pension to George W. ‘Cutler, late pri- 
vate in Company B, Ninth New os eng Volunteers; 

A bill ie R. 7244) granting a on to Robert B. Kirkpatrick; 

. A bill (H. R. 8602) granting a pension to Sarah M. Carroll; 

AS bill (H. R. 3118) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


Bue 
ri vin a R. 5091) to restore the name of Harvey Coburn to the 
ion-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 5921) granting an increase of pension to John Ryan; 
A bill (H. R. 6443) granting a pension to Alexander Falconer; 
A bill (H. R. 8651 increasing the pension of Alfred J. Hill; 
H. R. 8601) granting a pension to James H. Butler; 
H. R. 7965) for the relief of Frances Mosher; 
H. R. 8335) to restore William S. Ray to the pension-roll; 
ill ate R. 7616) for the relief of W. D. Havely; anı 
A bill (H. R. 8205) granting a pension to J. W. Gooding. 
Amendments to bills of the following titles were severally agreed to; 
and the bills as amended were ordered to be and read a thi 
time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 


and 
A bill (H. R. 1150) 


to grant a pension to Joseph Romiser; 


A bill (H. R. 1150) granting a pension to Catherine E. Coffin; 
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A bill (H. R. 8066) to pension Martha A. Voorhees; 

A bill (H. R. 7736) to increase the pension of George W. Parks; 

A bill (H. R. 5041) granting a pension to Sally A. Stone; and 

A bill (H. R. 7749) granting a pension to Aretus N. Butler. 

Senate bills of the following titles were ordered to a third reading; 
and they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 
A bill (8. veal granting a pension to Henry Shively; 

ill (S. 1770) granting a pension to J. H. Thornbury; 

S. 1169) granting a pension to John S. Bridges; 
S. 1357) granting a pension to Sarah A. Thomas; 
R 1348) granting a pension to Sarah E. Henry; 
S. 


A bill (H. R. si) granting a pension to Margaret O’Connor; 
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2022) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Hattie A, 


. 


SERRE 
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(S. 895) granting a pension to Rachel Fleming Cellar; 

i tS 1124) granting a pension to William Bethuren; 

ill (S. 327) granting a pension to James E. O’Shea. 

8. 1726) granting a pension to Augustus Field Stevens; 

ill (S. 1235) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Rhine- 
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ill (S. TaB granting a pension to John S. Williams; and 
A. bill (S. 788) granting a pension to John L. Bruce. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARIE LOUISE CRAVEN. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Senate bill 670, to increase the pension 
of the widow of the late Commander T. A. M. Craven, is an adverse re- 
port, and is reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union with the understanding the vote on it shall be taken 
in a full House. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time. À 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. In accordance with the understand- 
ing, I now move the previous question on the passage of the bill, as I 
understand that will carry the bill over to be voted on to-morrow 
morning in a full. House. 

The previous question was ordered. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MORRILL (at 9 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Reese Pritchard, of Lit- 
tle Rock, Ark, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN; Petition of citizens of McKean County, 
urging legislation prohibiting Mongolian immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of the Women’s Indian Associ- 
ation, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of Senate bills Nos. 
53 and 54—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers relating to the claim of William J. 
Poitercut, of Hancock County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of citizens of Galveston, Tex., against tax- 
ing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

y Mr. CURTIN: Petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, praying 
Congress to pass a bill providing for the redemption of the trade-dol- 
lar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of citizens of Bath, N. Y., for re- 
demption of the trade-dollar—to the same committee. 

By Mr. EVANS: Memorial of the Women’s Indian Association, of 
Bryn Mawr, Pa., for citizenship and allotment of lands in severalty 
for the Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GILFILLAN: Memorial of the Women’s Indian Association 
of Saint Paul, Minn.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of H. C. Wells and 56 others, citizens of 
Calais, Vt., for a tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of citizens of New Jersey, praying for the 
passage of a bill for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. i 

Also, memorial from Grange Patrons of Husbandry of New Jersey, 
praying for laws regulating the manufacture and sale of imitation dairy 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 38, of New Jersey, protesting against 
any reduction of tariffon all agricultural raw material—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Petition of Lucius Gleason and others, for the 
redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Albert Wooden and 38 others, cit- 
izens of Pawling, N. Y., for the imposition of an internal-revenue tax 


w cents per pound on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. = 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petition of D. H. Vernon, R. C. Vernon, 
and 25 others, praying the enactment of a law placing all imitations 
of butter under the control of the Internal-Revenne Department, with 
a sufficient tax to defray the expense of enforcing the law—tò the same 
committee. z 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of the Women’s Indian Association of Dela- 
ware, for the passage of the Dawes bill (S. 54) for the allotment of lands 
in severalty to Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of the Women’s Indian Associatiqn, of 
Detroit, Mich., for the passage of Senate bill No. 54—to the same com- 
mnittee. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition in the case of Charles K. Jeurce, 
for the removal of charges of desertion—to the Committee on Military 

rs. 

Also, petition of the Women’s National Indian Association, of Co- 
lumbus, Ohio, in favor of the passage of Senate bill No. 52—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Oscar Talbott and others, heirs of 
Ross Talbott; of Leroy Cox; of William G. Davis, administrator of 
Coleman Martin, deceased; and of William G. Davis, of Jefferson County, 
Tennessee; and of W. A. Howell, of Hamilton County, Tennessee, ask- 
ing that their*war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of the Board of Trade of Elgin, 11l., for the 
passage of the bill to tax and control oleomargarine—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. . ; 

Also, protest of the Trade and Labor Assembly of Chicago, against 
the proposed amendment of section 5258, Revised Statutes, in the in- 
terests of railroads—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of G. Rosenbe and others, of Loraine, Ill., and of 
J. C. Gregory and others, of Hull, I., asking for taxation and control 
of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Petition of A. B. Ashley and others, for a 
revenue tax on adulterated butter—to the same committee. ` 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of John R. Martin, 
asking compensation for property destroyed by the United States 
Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SYMES: Resolution of Knights of Labor, in favor of the Hen- 
nepin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of citizens of Lusk, Ill., praying 
for the e of the arrearage-of-pension act—to the Committee on 
Tnvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition (22 feet long) of 600 citizens of 
Minnesota, in favor of taxing oleomargarine and regulating the manu- 
facture and sale thereof—to the Committee’on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of citizens of Conway, and of Hamp- 
den County Massachusetts, in favor of taxing imitation butter—to the 
same committee. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented, and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. MILLIKEN; Of citizens of Kennebec County, Maino, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, May 22, 1836. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to correct the Journal, Mr. Speaker. 
Upon the bill reported yesterday from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, in relation to the mackerel fisheries, I voted in the negative 
upon the second call. I am recorded as not having voted upon that 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

The Journal was then approved. 


FEES OF WITNESSES AND JURORS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury relative to the resolution for an appropriation 
to pay the fees of witnesses and jurors for 1883 and prior years, reported 
on May 20 adversely by the Committee on Appropriations; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, W. 


CONSOLIDATION OF CUSTOMS DISTRICTS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, referring to his letter of the 12th instant in 
reply to a resolution in regard to customs districts, and recommending 
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the discontinuance of additional districts; which was referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTMASTERS’ ACCOUNTS FOR STATIONERY. 


The SPEAKLR also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting a statement of amounts disallowed post- 
masters for stationery for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, on ac- 
count of inadequate appropriations, and recommending legislation 
authorizing their allowance; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5887) mak- 
ing appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, with amendments of the Senate, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, with the request on the 
part of the Senate for a conference committee on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the request for a committee 
of conference will be agreed to, and the Chair will during the day ap- 
point the managers of the conference on the part of the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8762) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
public printing, pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, with amendments of the Senate; which (on motion 
of Mr. HOLMAN) was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and, with the Senate amendments, ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Ho under the rule, the bill 
(S. 121) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Staten 
Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, and to establish the same asa 
post-road; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. S 


GERIAH COLLINS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 891) granting 
a pension to Geriah Collins; returned from the Senate by request of 
the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask that the bill be allowed to lie over inform- 
ally for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

, LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. ARNOT, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. WArT, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. HEWITT, until Tuesday next, in consequence of sickness. 
To Mr. ConGER, until Tuesday next. 

To Mr. DIBBLE, for ten days, on account of important business. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. RIGGS to print fur- 
ther remarks on the Senate amendments to the Post-Office appropriation 
bill. 2 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW NATIONS. 


Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
for present consideration the bill (S. 91) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to grant a right of way for a railroad and telegraph line through the 
lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint 
Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for other purposes.” 

‘Perhaps it is proper for me to state, in making this request, that the 
same or a similar request was submitted to the House a day or two ago, 
but the consideration was then objected to. Iam now authorized, how- 
ever, to state that the objection is not insisted upon. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That so much of section 5 of the act entitled.“An act to 
grant a right of way for a railroad and telegraph line through the lands of the 
sete on praed a of oreas to the Saint rone ana s Ay 
cisco Railwa; mpany, and for other purposes,” approy ugusi y 
which Fatalities that“ within one year from the date of the acceptance of this act 
by said company, as herein provided, the said company shall file with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior a map showing the definite location of its line of roadand 
telegraph as designated in the first section of this act, and shall complete the 
said road and telegraph through the lands of said nations within the further pe- 
riod of one year,” shall be, and the same is hereby, so amended that the time 
within which said road and telegraph line is required to be completed shall be 
extended two years from the date of the passage of this act. 


Mr. BEACH. I do not think that this bill will accomplish the ob- 
jects which its promoters have in view. The act of 1882 provided that 
this Saint Louis and San Francisco Railroad Company should have the 
right to cross this Indian reservation, provided that a map of definite 
location of the road should be filed within one year, and provided far- 
ther that the road itself should be built within one year. By section 
10 of that act there was a provision that in case this particular road 
should not build its line within the year, then the privileges of the 
act should inure to the Chicaco, Texas and some other railroad corpora- 


tion, and they had under that tenth section a year within which to 
build the road, and if they did not build it within that time, then the 
privileges of the act should devolve upon such corporation as the Presi- 
dent of the United States might approve. 

The report from the committee is silent upon this question. I would 
like to know from the gentleman from Texas whether the privilezes of 
this act have not devolved by operation of the tenth section upon some 
other corporation? 

Mr. WELLBORN. The whole thing has practically expired. This 
bill simply extends the time within which the road is required to be 
completed two years from the passage of the act. 

Mr. BEACH. I think the gentleman from Texas does not seize the 
point I was endeavoring to make. Under the tenth section of the act 
of 1882 these privileges, unless this railroad should construct its line 
within a year, are vested in another corporation. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Yes, sir; and the time that other corporation had 
for completing the road has also expired. 

Mr. BEACH. If that other corporation did not avail itself of the 
privileges of the act the tenth section says the provisions shall apply 
to any other company that shall have first obtained the approval of the 
President of the United States. | 

Mr. WELLBORN. That section will be made virtually inoperative 
by the passage of this amendment. 

Mr. BEACH. I do not think it will have that effect unless that 


tenth section is repealed. 
Mr. PERKINS. The President of the United States did not make 
the designation. 


Mr. WELLBORN. Thatis true; no designation has ever been made 
by the President, and hence the of this bill will extend the 
privileges of the original act to the Saint Louis and San Francisco Rail- 
road two years. 

Mr. BEACH. I do not think the gentleman from Texas will gain 
what he wants unless he repeals that tenth section. 

Mr. WELLBORN. This bill is a Senate bill; and those who are 
promoting this enterprise and interested in it are satisfied with the 
amendment. We are simply wanting the operation of the original act 
extended two years. F 

Mr. BEACH. Thereason I made the objection was because it did 
not seem right to cut some other company out of-the rights to which 
it was entitled under the tenth section of that act. 

Mr. BLAND. This isa road that is being extended in the South 
and Southwest, and is a very important road. 

Mr. BEACH. I have no objection to the merits of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. . 

Mr. WELLBORN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF DUSINESS, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I beg leave to state that the Committee on Appro- 
priations will ask the House next Monday to take up for consideration 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. I believe 
bee Lod is set apart by special order for the consideration of the free- 

ip bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana demand the 

ial order? 

Mr, HOLMAN. The chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN], does not seem to be present, and I will 
not insist upon the regular order at this moment. p 

Mr. COX. It was my desire to call up this morning the privileged 
report on the Warder case; but I have been informed the special order 
will prevent that, I desire the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that by an order of the House 
made on the 23d of February each Saturday thereafter during the ses- 
sion, until farther order, was set apart for general debate in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, no other business to be 
transacted. Subsequently the House has made several special orders 
for Saturdays, which, so far as they go, are exceptions to this general 
order. Among them is the order made for to-day for the consideration 
of what is known as the free-ship bill. If that bill is not taken up the 
general order made on the 23d of February, setting aside Saturdays for 
general debate, will be in force, and no other business can be transacted 
except by unanimous consent. : 

Mr. COX. I desire to give notice that I will call this matter up at 
the earliest opportunity. 

Mr. DUNN. I supposed the committees would be called for reports 
and also that the hour for the consideration of bills was excepted in the 
order for the consideration of the free-ship bill. That is the reason I 
was not in my place earlier. I shall ask to take up the special order. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Last evening a bill to increase the pen- 
sion of the widow of the late Commander Craven was ordered to a third 
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reading, and the previous question was ordered onits passage. I un- 
derstand under the previous ruling of the Chair that can not come up 
to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not under the order of the House 
for Saturdays, but it will come up on Monday morning. It can not 
come up now because this day is specially dedicated to other matters. 


REGULATION OF COMMERCE. 


Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, by unanimous 
consent, reported back the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. Does the bill make an appropriation or require an 
appropriation to be made? If so, it must go to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think not. The bill does not require an appro- 
priation. 

The SPEAKER. Does not the bill create a commission? 


Mr. REAGAN. ‘The amendment does not. 
The SPEAKER. : But the bill ? 
Mr. REAGAN. The bill does. 


The SPEAKER. Then it must go to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the amendment, ordered to be printed. 


LAFAYETTE FOWLER. 


Mr. CABELL. I ask unanimous consent to disc the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8676) for the relief of Lafayette Fowler, 
and that the same be now considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. DunN] to demand the special order. 

Mr. DUNN. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia on the under- 
standing that the bill he calls up will not lead to debate. 

i ‘red bill (H. R. 8676) for the relief of Lafayette Fowler was read, as 
follows: 


Beit enacted, £c., That the sum of $130.50, being the amount of revenue tax 
imposed by law upon Lafayette Fowler, of Carroll County, Virginia, for the 
manufacture, &c., of 145 gallons of distilled spirits which were destroyed by fire 
in the store-house of said Fowler, in said county, on the 22d day of February, 
1836, without fault or negligence on his part, and the interest and penalties im- 
posed for the non-payment of said tax be, and the same are hereby, released 
and remitted to him; and if, prior to the passage of this act, the whole or any 
pate said tax,interest,or penalties shall have beeh paid by him, then the 

of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to refund and repay to the said 
Lafayette Fowler the sum or sums of money so paid by him by reason of the 
liabilities hereinbefore mentioned, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. CABELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


DAVID W. LOW. 


Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to call up from the Private Calendar and consider at this time the 
bill (H. R. 5651) for the relief of David W. Low. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to David W. Low, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
pasion pees the sum of $593.99, to indemnify him for loss of postal fands sus- 
tained by him and caused by robbery of the post-office in Oc r, 1883. 


Mr. SPEAKER. 
this bill? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to the con- 
sideration of the bill, but I would like to know why this claim could 
not have been filed in the Post-Office Department and allowed under 
the general law upon this subject passed a year or two ago. 

Mr, STONE, of Massachusetts. In reply to that, Mr. Speaker, I have 
to say that this is a claim for loss of postal funds, and under the law 
passed two years ago postal fands are not payable by the Postmaster- 
General. The law limits the payment to stamps and envelopes and 
postal property of that kind. Moneys have to be passed upon and al- 
lowed by Con, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That iscorrect, I believe. I remember 
that in the general discussion upon the question in this House it was 
thought that it would be very dangerous indeed to incorporate into the 
general law the privilege or right on the part of the Post-Office author- 
ities to adjudicate claims for losses covering postal funds; and if it was 
a dangerous thing to be injected into a general statute I do not see why 
it is not equally dangerous to put it in a special act. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I have to say, simply, 
that if losses of this kind which occur through burglary, or from other 
causes for which the postmaster is not atall responsible, can not be con-- 
sidered or allowed by Congress, then the postmaster in such a case is 
in a bad predicament. I have to say, further, that a bill is now pend- 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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ing before this House to qualify the law, and I submit that the law 
ought to be amended, and that its amendment may be well justified 
by considerations of public policy. This, however, is a case of loss by 
burglary, as will appear clearly from the report, if the gentleman de- 
sires to have it read, and the Postmaster-General says he knows no 
reason why the claim should not beallowed, except that he can not allow 
it under the law. 

Mr. BEACH. Let meask my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE] 
whether we had not better lay aside these special bills and amend the 
general law. When we the general law in the Forty-seventh 
Congress we thought we had avoided the necessity for this special leg- 
islation, and I think it would be a good thing now to stop considering 
these bills, of which we have passed a good many within the last few 
days, and amend the general law so as to take in all these cases. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motio? to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FISHWAYS AT THE GREAT FALLS OF THE POTOMAC. 


Mr.WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report. I 
am instructed by the Committee on Appropriations to rt back the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask that it be pnt upon 


its passage. K i 

The SPEAKER. That can be done to-day only by unanimous con- 
sent, z 

Mr. WILSON. Then I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IS THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, May 17,1886. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed toinform the House what prog- 
ress,if any, has been made in the erection of the fishways directed to be p 
at the Great Falls of the Potomac under the act ee ge July 15, entitled 
“An act to increase the water supply of the city of Washington, and for other 
purposes,” and the act amendatory of said act, approved February 26, 1885 ; 
what amount of the sum appropriated for said fishways has been expended and 
how much is reported available for their erection, and whether the sum hereto- 
fore appropriated is sufficient for such erection. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the re- 
port? 

‘There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the special order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the Clerk to read the order 
made on the 7th day of April, from which the gentleman from Ar 
[Mr. Dunn] will see that the bill is madea special order for the whole 
of this day, not excepting the morning hour; but that on the 25th and 
26th of this month the morning hour and the hour for the considera- 
tion of bills are excepted. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Saturday, the 22d day of May next, be set apart for general de- 
bate on House bill 7219, commonly known as the “free-ship bill,” and that the 
following Tuesday and Wednesday, the 25th and 26th days of May, after the 
morning hours for the call of committees for reports and for the consideration 
of bills, be set apart for the further consideration and disposal of said bill, the 
previous question on which, and all amendments thereto then pending, shall be 
iN ch as ordered at 4 o’clock on said last-named day. 


CAPT. HOLLISTER E. GOODWIN. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
and consider at this time the bill (H. R. 7773) for the relief of Capt. 
Hollister E. Goodwin and his sureties. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted, &c., That David S. Biggs and the heirs, next of kin, and personal 
representatives of Joseph Biggs be,and the same hereby are, rel and dis- 
charged from any and all liability or payment of money upoo a bond executed 
in the year 1863 Be Hollister E. Goodwin as principal and David S. Biggs and 
Joseph B as sureties, conditioned as required by law for the performance by 
the said Hollister E.Goodwin of the duties of assistant quartermaster of the 
United States Army, 

The SPEAKER. 
this bill? 

There was no objection. I 

An amendment recommended by the Committee on War Claims, in- 
serting the word “t ” after the word ‘‘sixty,’’ in the seventh line of 
the bill, so as to make the clause read, ‘‘A bond executed in the year 
1863,” &c., was to. ' 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, an4 
passed. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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Mr. HISCOCK mored to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

‘ ROBERT STRACHAN, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 574) for the relief of Robert 
Strachan, and that the House now proceed to consider the same. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That jurisdiction be, and the same is hereby, conferred upon 
the United States Court of Claims to hear, try, and determine, according tothe 
rules and practice now in force in said court, any claim for damage which 
Robert Strachan may have nst the District of Columbia by reason of the 
said District of Columbia, or its agents, servants, or employés having changed 
the grade of New Hampshire avenue between Sixteenth and Seventeenth streets, 
and having turned the water upon the premises of the said Strachan and into 
his dwelling-house, and by means of an embankment having been erected and 
continued thereon for a long time, in said District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That the judgment rendered in said action, if any shall be rendered 
for the be id in the same manner as judgments are haere in 
said court as now provided by law; and one-half of the amount of said judg- 
ment shall be against the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Src. 3. That the Government hereby waives all rights under the statute of 
limitations as to this claim. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to discharging the Committee 
of the Whole House from the consideration of this bill and proceeding 
to consider it in the House at this time? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I wish to inquire whether the bill has been re- 
ferred to uny ‘committee of the House? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Committee on Claims has made a unani- 
mous report in favor of this bill. It has already the Senate. 
It simply allows a poor man to go to the Court of Claims and establish 
his claim if.he can. , 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let us hear the report. ; 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the report will be read, 
subject to the right to object afterward to the consideration of the bill. 

The Clerk as follows: 


A bill for the relief of Robert Strachan and others was pending before the Sen- 
ate in the Forty-eighth Congress. A report was made by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, a copy of which may be found in the appendix to this 
report, recommending the of said bill for the relief of Ro Strachan 
only, but the bill was not reached by the Senate, and in view of the fact that it 
could not be so reached, it was sent to the Court of Claims under the first 
clause of section 1059 of the Revised Statutes. This clause gives the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction over “all claims which may be referred to it by either 
House of Congress.” The Court of Claims, however, upon the motion of the 
Attorney-General to dismiss; held that they could not take jurisdiction of the 
claim, for the reason that, in the opinion of the court, that clause does not give 
to the separate Houses of Congress the power to confer jurisdiction upon the 
Court of Claims against the District of Columbia, but only upon claims ast 
the United States. 

In the present Congress bills for the relief of Robert Strachan were presented 


in both Houses, giving the Court of Claims jurisdiction and waiving any right 
under the statute of limitations. The Sena 


bill has passed tbat body, and is 
now before this committee. 


Your committee therefore recommend that the House bill lie upon the table, 
and they report back the Senate bill with a recommendation that it do pass, 
with the following amendments: At the beginning of line 8, section 1, strike out 
the “and” and insert the words “or by reason of their; ” in line 9, strike 
out the word “and,” between the words “ dwelling-house"’ and “by,” and in 
line 10 insert the words “by them” between the words “continued” and 
“thereon.” z 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill in the House? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I wish to inquire whether this bill was properly 
sent to the Committee on Claims—whether it ought not tọ have gone 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia ? 

The SPEAKER. Itmight have gone to either committee, because 
it involves a claim against the District of Columbia, and also a claim 
against the United States. Of course a claim against the District of 
Columbia alone would go properly to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and a claim against the United States would go properly to 
the Committee on Claims. The claims embraced in this bill belong to 
both classes. Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill 
in the House? [A pause.] The Chair hears no objection. The Com- 
mittee of the Whole House is discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill. The first question is on agreeing to the amendments re- 
ported by the Committee on Claims, and just read as a part of the same. 

The amendments were agreed to. - 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on ordering the bill as 
amended to a third reading. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I did not like to object to the con- 
sideration of this bill—— 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker-—— à 

The SPEAKER. No objection has been made to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. DUNN. If there is to be debate I shall have to make objection. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair asked for objection, and none was 
made. The House has entered upon the consideration of the bill and 
adopted the amendments. 

Mr. DUNN. But the Chair will remember that I only agreed to yield 
the floor for the consideration of such measures as might be passed with- 
out debate. 3 


The SPEAKER. But the Chair could not tell in advance what meas- 
ures would give rise to debate; and after the House has given consent 
to the consideration of a bill it is before the House, subject to debate 
under the rules. Depts 
= ee Roe I feelsure that this bill will not give rise to much 

e 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I desired only to say that after a unanimons re- 
port by the Committee on Claims I did not like to object to the con- 
sideration of this measure; but I wish to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that the passage of this bill will probably establish a prece- 
dent which may involve the Government and the District of Columbia 
in the payment of a very large sum of money. One of the provisions 
of this bill, and the main provision, is that this claimant shall haye the 
right to sue in the Court of Claims for any damage which he may have 
suffered by reason of a change in the grade of the streets of this city. 
There are some other provisions in the bill, but I believe that is the 
re one. Now, it has been decided by the Supreme Court of the 

nited States that a municipal corporation such as the city of Wash- 
ington has the right to change the grade of the streets whenever it sees 
proper to do so. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think it is the rule in every court in 
the United States that the common council of a city or town has ple- 
nary power to change the grade of any street, and that such change does 
not work any damage. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is exactly what I am contending for. 
Therefore I say that if this man be permitted to go into the Court of 
Claims and recover damages for the supposed wrong which has been 
done him in this matter, every other citizen in this community who 
may suppose himself to have suffered damage on account of a change 
of grade will under this precedent have the same right to go into court 
and sue the District of Columbia or the United States Government for 
the d he may believe himself to have suffered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to inquire of the gentleman whether there 
are nota t many cases of this sort. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, yes, sir; a great many. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So that the amount of the liability in which the 
Government may be involved is very large. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There is no doubt about that. 

I will say, without meaning to reflect in any way upon the Commit- 
tee on Claims—because I know that any committee is liable to make 
mistakes—that this same committee has reported to this House another 
bill providing payment to a claimant who, as I believe, has no earthly 
claim for and whose claim, whatever may be its merit, is 
now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States on a case 
carried up from the Court of Claims. And before the court has de- 
cided whether he has any right to any money at all we are called upon 
by a report from this same committee to vote him $50,000 or $60,000. 
As I have said, I disclaim any desire to reflect upon the Committee on 
Claims, because it is impossible for them, as it is for all of us in many 
cases, to get at all the facts connected with these matters, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from South Carolina yield 
to me for a question ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, in one moment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What case do you refer to? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There isa large number of poe in this Dis- 
trict who feel it to be their duty to take every dollar they can out of 
the by right or by wrong. Therefore I say it is of the utmost 
consequence to this District and to the United States Government the 
House should consider well before they lay down a precedent, by the 
passage of this bill, even if the man is a poor man, which is liable to 
do us great damage in the future. 

Now I submit to the geutleman’s question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What case do you refer to? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I refer tothe claim of the Ballard Pavement 
Company. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Asa member of that committee I desire to say 
I have no knowledge of that case whatever. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I disclaim reflection on anybody whatever. It 
is likely to have been reported by any committee under the same cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes; I will yield to a question from the gentle- 
man from Maryland. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Will the gentleman from South Carolina state the 
case decided by the Supreme Court of the United States to which he re- 
ferred? ; 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ido not remember the case; but it was a case 
which grew out of change of grade in this city. 

Mr. FINDLAY.- The tendency of modern decisions is to relax the 
strictness with which the old doctrine of damnum absque injuria was 
enforced. While, therefore, the gentleman from South Carolina iscor- 
rect as to the general current of the decisions upon this subject, the 


-gentleman from Indiana is wrong when he states that the non-liability of 


municipal corporations for damages incident toa change of grade is the 
universal rule in all the courts. The Supreme Court has so held in the 
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old case of Gozler vs. Tke City of Georgetown (6 Wheaton, 593), but has 
modified the doctrine in Pumpelly vs. The Green Bay Company (13 Wal- 
lace, 166). The courts in Ohio hold outright that injury toan individual 
by cutting down a street or otherwise for the good of all should in jus- 
tice and good morals be shared by all (McCombs vs, Akron, 15 Ohio, 
474). So Kentucky has madea longstride'in the same direction (Louis- 
ville vs. Rolling Mill Company, 3 Bush, 416). And I defy any one to 
give a reason whyan injury against the individual worked by the State 
or under its authority should not be compensated in the same way, in 
the same right, and to the same extent as injuries by the individual 
against the individual are compensated. I have been compelled to hold 
otherwise as a practitioner, but have never done so without a feeling 
that I was engaged in an act of robbery and spoliation. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I can not let my friend decide this question of 
law. I only yielded to him for a question. I agree it is the general, 
if not the universal, rule. If there is any excepti®n I do not know of 
it, The opinion I referred to was delivered by Chief-Justice Marshall. 
It has been the rule established since that time down. It wasinacase 
wherg the grade was changed after express agreement by ordinance of 
the city of Georgetown or Washington it should not be changed at all. 
The court decided, notwithstanding that had been done, the city coun- 
cil had the ae to change it. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Thatistrueinthatcase. All I have to say is that 
it has been my fortune to try a great many of these cases of condem- 
nation as the representative of the city of Baltimore, where I was com- 
pelled to take the same ground my friend from South Carolina has taken 
this morning, that this wasan injury without damage, as the books say, 
and yet I felt in every one of them I was robbing some honest man out 
of his rights. I should like to know why when damage is done it 
should not be paid for. There is no reason when it has been done by 
the Government it should not be paid for. The question is, has damage 
been done? And if it has been done it should be compensated for. _ 

Mr. HEMPHILL There is this about that: Every man who buys 
property in the city buys it with the expectation it shall be governed 
by the rules and regulations of the city council. He has no right to 
put up a wooden building in certain portions of the city, because he 
knows when he buys the property that is one of the provisions of law. 
Therefore when he buys a lot which may have a street in front of ithe 
knows it at the time he buys it and makes his bargain accordingly. 

Mr. FINDLAY. He buys his property according to grade. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose; for debate? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. For debate or a motion if he wishes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, it is very evident instead of this be- 
ing a claim for a poor individual itinvolvesa proposition of law, agen- 
eral proposition of right as to the conduct of the board of public works 
many years ago. It has been before Congress time and again for re- 
vision. It is too large a question for us to dispose of in this manner, 
when, under the color of justice to an individual, we are setting per- 
haps a precedent which will involve this Government in millions of 
dollars, and when we are doing it unwittingly without examination. 
If it had been known this was the character of this claim I imagine 
consent would not have been given to take it up. I therefore, with 
the view of giving the House a better opportunty to consider it under 
other circumstances, move to recommit the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A single remark before that motion is made. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is debatable. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But I only yield the floor for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes a motion and that termi- 
nates the debate as far as the bill itself is concerned. The motion to 
recommit is debatable, however. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The gentleman from South Carolina as well as 
the gentleman from Georgia seems to be laboring under a misapprehen- 
sion as to the facts involved in this case. It is not a question merely 


as to damages for the change of grade of a street. The facts are, and- 


they have been abundantly established, that the District of Columbia, 
ostensibly for the purpose of grading a street, built up an embank- 
ment of sand almost as high as a man’s house and allowed it to remain 
I think two or three years, whereby the premises of the applicant in 
this case were absolutely destroyed. It is no question, therefore, of a 
change of grade, but a question of criminal neglect on the part of the 
authorities of the District of Columbia, whereby a poor man’s residence 
was wiped out of existence practically. 

This was before the Senate at the last session of Congress, and the 
Senate sent it to the Court of Claims, believing it should adjudicate the 

mestion involved. That court decided, however, that one House of 

seat could not submit a question to the court involving a claim 

inst the District of Columbia, which required the action of both 
ouses. 

The Senate has again passed the bill, and the Committee on Claims 
of this House have examined it thoroughly. They believe the appli- 
cant has rights which the court should act upon; and if true, as the 
gentleman from South Carolina says, that the law is all against him, 
the court will so find and settle the matter for all time to come, so 
that we will have no further trouble with reference to such cases. 

I wish to state upon my honor as a man, and after as diligent an in- 


vestigation of the case as I was capable of, that I believe there never 
was a fairer case offered for the adjudication of this House, and I trust 
that no technical objections will be interposed here to induce the House 
to vote against submitting the question to this court for adjudication. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the previous question upon the motion. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let me ask, first, whether there is any report 
from the commissioners of the District of Columbia upon the bill ? 

Mr. DUNN. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question 
on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia to recommit the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 70, noes 0. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion to recommit to the Com- 
pai on Claims, the House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 

Mr. GALLINGER. I demand tellers. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask the yeas and nays at once. 

Mr. DUNN. Lhope the gentleman will not call for the yeas and 
nays on this motion, but, if necessary, take it on the passage of the bill 
if this motion shall fail. I want to save this day, if possible, for the 
Committee on Shippifg. 

Mr. REAGAN. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. DUNHAM. In order to save time I make the point that no 
quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. BLouNT were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 82, noes 83. 

So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the third ‘reading of the bill, the House 
divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 51. 

So the bill was ordered to be read a third time. 

Mr. PERKINS. - I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. PERKINS. Isa motion to amend in order at this time? 

The SPEAKER. It would have been before the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed and read the third time; but it can only be done now by 
either a reconsideration of the vote just taken, or unanimous consent. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that a motion be allowed 
to strike out after the word ‘‘employés’’ down to and including the 
word ‘‘or,” in line 10. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object to a motion to amend. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I move torecommit with instructions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the previous question upon the passage 
of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. But the gentleman from Kansas moves to recommit 
with instructions. The instructions will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “em loyés,” in line 8, down to and including the 
word “ or,” in line 10, as follows: y reason of the said District of Columbia, or 
its agents, * servants, or employés having changed the grade of New Hampshire 
avenue between Sixteenth and Seventeenth streets, or.” 

Mr. PERKINS. This will take from the Court of Claims jurisdic- 
tion over the question of damages resulting from the change of grade. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Court of Claims is already competent to 
settle that question. 

Mr. PERKINS. But this will take from them the question involved 
in the change of grade. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it in orderto move to lay the bill upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill and the House never lays a 
Senate bill upon the table, but always acts uponit in such a way as to 
send the bill back to the Senate after such action as the House may 
have taken upon it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understand now that the gentleman from New 
Hampshire is willing to accept the amendment; and, if so, I will not in- 
sist upon the motion to recommit. 

TheSPEAKER. Isthereobjection tothe consideration of theamend- 
ment at this time proposed by the gentleman from Kansas as an instruc- 
tion to the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Then thé question recurs on the motion to recom- 
mit with instructions, 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 71, noes 54. 

So the motion to recommit was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I regret having taken so much time of the 
House, and will make no further opposition. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DUNN. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of taking up the 


special order fixed, for to-day. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Crisp in the chair. 
FREE SHIPS. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 


` ritory thereof, ma: 
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purpose of considering the bill the title of which the Clerk will re- 


port. 

e Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7219) to amend sections 4132 and 2513 of the Revised Statutes of 
ê United States so as to authorize the purchase of foreign-built ships by citi- 

of the United States and to t the same to be registered as vessels of 
the United States, and to admit certain materials to be used in the construction 
of vessels free of duty. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, this I believe is the first time in the 
Soest of our legislation when a bill has been brought before this House 
directly proposing to repeal, amend, and change our shipping laws in 
regard to the registration of American vessels since the passage of the 
original shipping act in 1792. I fully realize and appreciate the im- 
portance and character of the change proposed to be made. I realize 
and understand fully the urgent, earnest, and determined opposition 
that has always been and always will be made to such a change of our 
shipping laws. 

e bill reported by the committee was matured after deliberate con- 
sideration and discussion by a majority of the committee. Under the 
existing laws regulating our shipping interests no vessel can be regis- 
tered as a vessel of the United States unless it was built within the 
United States or was captured in war by citizens of the United States 
and lawfully condemned as prize, or which may have been adjudged to 
have been forfeited for breach of the laws of the United States, and 
which in each case shall belong wholly to citizens of the United States 
or to a company incorporated by the United States or a State or Terri- 
tory thereof. 

The bill reported by the committee amends section 4132 of the Re- 
vised Statutes so that it shall read as follows: 

Sec, 4132. All vessels owned wholly by citizens of the United States, or by a 
company incorporated by the laws of the United States, or of any State or Ter- 

be registered as directed in this title; and it shall hereafter 
be lawful for all pe Ant of the United States to buy vessels built in whole orin 
part in any foreign country, import them free of duty or other charges, and have 
them registered as vessels of the United States ; and when so registered such ves- 
sels so bought shall be entitled to all the rights and subjected only to the same 
regulations as are now provided by law forthe governmentand management of 
vessels built wholly wi! the United States and owned and controlled by citi- 
zens thereof. 

Under existing laws imposing import duties taxes ranging from 18 
to 69 per cent. ad valorem are imposed on the chief articles of imported 
materials used in the construction of vessels engaged in the foreign and 
coastwise trades, subject to the modifications contained in section 2513 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, providing for certain re- 
bates on imported materials used in the construction of vessels for the 
foreign trade. The bill reported by the committee amends that sec- 
tion so as to make it read as follows: 


flax or cotton, rigging and cordage, whether rg manila-hemp, or iron wire, 
o 


materials which may be necessary for the construction and equipment in whole 
oy in po of vessels to be built and furnished in the United States after the 1st 
ay o 


January, 1887, may be imported in bond, under such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and upon proof that such materials 
have been used for such purpose no duties shall be collected or paid thereon. 

This radical and positive change in the shipping laws, Mr. Chairman, 
proposes to bring this Government directly abreast with the leading 
commercial and maritime powers in the world, and to advance its policy 
to that position and to that basis which was assumed more than a quar- 
ter of a century ago by all the maritime powers of the world, and which 
alone has been conceived necessary to make possible not only a revival, 
but a maintenance, of our equal and fair participation in the foreign 
and carrying trade of the world. We are now practically excluded. 
The following tables, taken from the report of the majority of the com- 
mittee, exhibit fairly our present condition. We have come to this 
condition under a protective policy. 

The following table and statement show how fatal was this blight, 
and how completely we have lost our carrying trade. It is taken from 
the minority report of the joint select committee of the Senate and 
House to the Forty-seventh Congress: 

OUR MARINE DEGRADATION. 


In conclusion, it is certain that the prominent feature of this country is, or 
was before bad counsels ruled, our marine. The breezes are still ours. The 
waters are ours, The coast is still ours. Lumber and timber we have. Iron 
we have in abundance. Steel, by the refinement of science and the Bessemer 
pone been cheapened, and would be still cheaper were not protection its 

tality. Our shipping and our commerce in our earlier days were our profitat 
home, our pride abroad. Now what are they? The percentages of exportsand 
imports carried in the vessels of the United States from 1855 to 1882 demonstrate, 
They,are as follows: 


Year. Per cent, | Year. ' | Per cent. 


BAPRS3R 
CNB weate 


American vessels transported during the fiscal year 188116. 2 per cent. ; foreign 


vessels 83.8 per cent. These figures show more than useless rhetoric the deg- 
radation of this once proud and profitable employment. 


The following table, from the report of the majority of that commit- 
tee, is more complete and yet stronger: 

The following figures for each semi-decennial year sincs 1840 will present at 
a Bienes the facts. relating to thé past and present condition of American ship- 
ping: 


rA 2 

s 2 Š C] £ E E E $ 

s$ | 22 | B |iie 

Years, g ga E] 48a) 28 
s to On = 
z5 ga ez a | 884 
s 
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762,838 | 2,176,694 $231, 227, 4 82.9 | 17.1 

904, 476 1,223,218 231,901,170 81.7 18.3 
1,439,694 | 1,797,825 330, 087, 72.5 17.5 
2,348,358 | 2,543,255 536, 625, 366 75.6 14.4 
2,379,396 | 2,644, 867 762, 288, 550 66.5 | © 33.5 
1,518,350 | 3,381,522 604, 412, 996 27.7 62.3 
1,448, 846 | 2,638,247 991, 896, 889 35.6 64.4 
1,515,598 | 3,219,698 | 1,219, 434,544 25.8 74.2 
1,314, 402 2, 637, 686 1, 613, 770, 633 17.4 82.6 
1,297,085 | 2,646,011 | 1,675,024,318 16.0 $4.0 
1,259,492 | 2,873,638 | 1,567,071,700| 15.5] 84.5 


It is a remarkable thing that this great Government, which has ac- 


complished so much in so short a time in human p: and develop- 
ment, in the accumulation of wealth, and the establishment of power, 
should be the only civilized government remaining on the face of the 
earth which has seen proper to adhere to the old restrictive policy of a 
century ago. It may be well to advert to that policy to show the exist- 
ing conditions at that time, their changes since, and the modifications 
of the policies and legislation of the civilized and maritime powers of 
the earth. When our shipping act of 1792 became a law all the gov- 
ernments of the world were yet under the influence of the old restrict- 
ive, prohibitive policy of the seventeenth century, a policy which grew 
up and sprang out of a perpetual and almost never-ending system of 
European wars. This continent had not developed power. It had no 
considerable population, The existing conditions then involved noth- 
ing except the European system of politics with this system of never- 
ending and successive wars, and the struggle for power, and the estab- 
lishment of a balance of power on the European continent. 

The shipping act of England of 1650 and subsequent acts during the 
eigtheenth century were the product of a war policy rather than of a 
commercial policy. That government led then in restrictive and pro- 
hibitive measures, and England, unlike our prohibitionists and pro- 
tectionists in this country, went direct to the vitals of the subject and 
did not mince matters. They met the question fairly and boldly, and 
absolutely prohibited competition by prohibitory and restrictive meas- 
ures. Her shipping laws prohibited, in the first place, all commerce 
whatever by other countries with her colonies. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Irise to a question of order. I ask that order 
may be preserved in the House so that we may have an opportunity of 
listening to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Dunn]. 

Mr. DUNN. My remarks will be printed, and the conversations of 
the gentlemen who are making this interruption will not; so I will be 
content. Iwould beglad, of course, to have the attention of the House, 
and I will appeal to the chairman to do what he may to give me that 
attention. If I do not say anything interesting, I may read something 
interesting before I quit. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. On the question of order I desire to say that 
while the gentleman from Arkansas is content to speak we have a right 
to hear, and upon that right I ingist. x 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will cometo order. Gentlemen 
who desire to converse will retire to the cloak-room. 

Mr.DUNN. ‘That old shipping act of England prohibited all inter- 
course with her colonies and plantations absolutely; and that was one 
of the great factors which produced the discontent that led to the war 
by the colonies on this continent for independence. Those laws also 
imposed numerous other’ restrictions, burdens, and charges upon the 
shipping of foreign countries. Goods were not permitted to be im- 
ported unless brought in British vessels or the vessels of the country 
where produced, &c. All other maritime countries in the world re- 
taliated upon England by enacting similar legislation. The lex talionis 
became the rule of that era. That period of protection and of pro- 
hibitory war measures resembled very much the struggle we have had 
for the last half century in this Government for the maintenance of a 
protective tariff system—that being bold, undisguised, and certain to 
every intent, while this is sinister, insidious, and under the false pre- 
tense of taxation for fiscal needs of the Government. 

It was contended that it was necessary in order to maintain the naval 
and military powerof England. It was contended that it was n 
to preserve and perpetuate the English commerce and the English carry- 
ing trade, and they adhered to it for nearly two hundred and fifty 
years. That resulted, as I have said, in retaliatory measures by all 
the other governments. They enacted similar laws, prohibiting the 
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importation of anything unless it was poe in their own vessels or 
the vessels of the countries from which the imported goods might 
come. The logical consequence of that long-continued contest was, 
of course, general obstruction of commerce ughout the civilized 
world. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, Are you speaking of the effect of 
the act of 1751? 

Mr. DUNN. Iam speaking of the act of 1650 and subsequent simi- 
lar acts—that whole policy—the old shipping laws of England. 

The example of England was followed by the other nations, and the 
necessary result was eral obstruction of intercourse and commerce 
throughout the world, so much so, that somebody had to quit it, and 
England wisely took the lead in abandoning that ponny of restriction 
and obstruction. Mr. Huskisson, the president of the English board 
of trade under Lord Liverpool’s administration, between 1819 and 1825, 
brought the existing condition of obstruction to the attention of Par- 
liament, and said in substance: ‘‘ We areassailed and confronted on all 
sides by these retaliatory and countervailing measures.” The Prus- 
sian minister has said: ‘‘ Prussia has not exceeded the restrictions im- 
posed by England, but she will equal them and go further.” In this 
condition of things Mr. Huskisson asked, What is left for England to 
do but to take the lead in a more liberal policy, in the abandonment of 
the restrictive policy which has led to this condition of obstruction 
throughout the world? And the reciprocity laws of 1822, 1823, 1825, 
and 1826 were the result. 

The English protectionists rushed frantically to Parliament with their 
private and individual grievances. Mr. Huskisson and the English 
ministry were presenting a great national policy, which was n 
for the general good of England and of the commerce of the whole world. 
The protectionists came forward with pleas of private interests in op- 
position to the general interest and the general good. Theship-owners 
said: ‘‘Our business of freighting will fall off if you admit the vessels 
of the balance of the world to compete with us.’? The ship-builders 
said: ‘‘Our business of building ships will go down if you allow ships 
to be bought elsewhere in the world and admit them to registration.”’ 
But to these pleas of individual and private business interests that 
ministry of statesmen wisely opposed the argument of the general good, 
and laws were passed by which reciprocity was established and com- 
merce was unfettered everywhere. The colonies had previously re- 
volted inst the policy which denied them commercial intercourse 
with the balance of the world. “American liberty had been established. 
A new and now powerful nation had been born and had taken its 
place in the family of nations. England learned a lesson from the ob- 
structions and revolts which her previous policy had created and pro- 
voked. Then succeeded the era of protective tariffs, prohibition upon 
the use by their citizens of any ships except those built in their own 
ship-yards, prohibition of participation in the coastwise and internal 
carrying trade of the several countries, especially the coastwise trade. 
England adhered to that much of the restrictive policy for a while, but 
twenty-five years more of tariff protection and of modified restriction 
taught her the lesson which begot the total abolition of the shipping 
and tariff laws by the enactments of 1848, 1850, and 1855, when she 
opened her ship-yards and all her ports, her coastwise trade included, 
to the full participation of the whole world. Ship-building, ship- 
owning, freighting, commerce, everything was declared free, in open 
competition with all other countries. No other nation went so far. 

But let me go back now and bring up another fact of history. When 
England enacted hershipping laws of 1651 and eae pe the Dutch 
held the supremacy in the carrying trade of the world. How had Hol- 
land obtained thatsupremacy? And here isa valuable historical lesson. 
The only two instances in which any nation has ever ed a complete 
supremacy in the commerce and carrying trade of the world over all 
others are that of Holland, under a free trade and free commercial sys- 
tem at that early day, and England to-day, under her laws enacted from 
1846 to 1855. No nation ever went to the front in the world’s com- 
merce and carrying trade except under conditions of unrestricted trade, 
free commerce, free ships, free ship-building, and without subsidies, ab- 
solutely without subsidies; and history shows no evidence cf anything 
to thecontrary. England’slaw of 1651 was the offspring of her jealousy 
of Holland, and was enacted to strike down the supremacy of Holland, 
as you gentlemen on that side of the House now ask us to tighten the 
bands of restriction and protection in order to strike down land’s 
supremacy. What has our present deplorable condition in that behalf 
been born of? In 1792, and from that day all the way down to the 
present time, we have adhered to a policy of restriction, of prohibition. 
‘We have denied to our people the privilege to purchase cheap ships. 
We competed successfully with England and the leading commercial 
nations of the earth only when we could build ships cheaper than they 
could. 

Upto that time and under that policy we had gone to the rank of thesec- 
ond nation in the world’s carrying trade; and England abolished her 
shipping Jaws because under the laws prohibiting her people from pur- 
chasing foreign-builtships and giving them British registration the 
United States was outstrippingher. Why? Because wecould build and 
had been selling ships cheaper than England could. Thatwasall. En- 
gland did notask for more protection, for more prohibition; she did not 
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enact new tariff laws, but abolished existing prohibitions. She set her 
commerce and her ship-yards free. She told her people to rely Ppop 
their courage, their pluck, their national pride. She unfettered her 
merchants. She put upon them the law of necessity. Necessity is not 
alone ‘‘ the mother of invention;’’ it is the mother of the world’s suc- 
cess, the world’s advancementin progress, in civilization, in wealth, in 
development, in all that constitutes national greatness. This brought 
the nations down to competition conducted upon that principle. 

Who has ever met England with free ships and free trade? We are 
told that England can not be competed with because are lower 
in England in the United States. We are not the only competi- 
tors England has in the world. All Europe competes with England. 
Wages are lower on the continent by 40 per cent., if statistics are to be 
believed, than they are in England; yet England holds her supremacy. 

Now, I may be told that England, with the old shipping act of 1651, 
struck down Dutch supremacy; that thereby she took the lead of Hol- 
land. That is not true. The historian of German commerce says 
that Holland’s commerce and supremacy in the carrying trade were not 
overcome by the English shipping laws, but by the fun acts and the 
excessive and oppressive taxation im after the treaties of Ryswick 
and Utrecht and Aix la Chapelle, which settled the peace of Europe 
and left a great debt upon those nations. It was the outrageous fund- 
ing laws and the excessive taxation imposed in consequence of those 
war debts which struck down Dutch supremacy in the commerce and 
carrying trade of the world. Her people were so taxed, all the neces- 
saries of life were made so expensive, all her industries were so loaded 
with taxes, that she was not able longer to fight the battle of compe- 
tition with the more liberal policy of other nations which followed, 
Germany has risen from the ashes of that disaster imposed upon her by 
war and the war taxes which followed, and she has taken her stand to- 
day as one of the most powerful rivals of England, and she has attained 
this position under a system freer than that of any other nation except 
Great Britain herself. 

Now, I have seen it stated in protectionist publications that Adam 
Smith—and oos ges ro friends never roll any morsel under their 
tongues with such unction as any little morsel they may get from Adam 
Smith—I have seen it stated and repeated that Adam Smith said that 
the old restrictive navigation laws of England were beneficial to her 
commerce and resulted in great good to England. Now let us see what 
Adam Smith did say. I read from page 912 of McCulloch’s Diction- 
ride’ Commerce and Commercial Navigation a quotation from Adam 

mith: 

National animosity at that time aimed at the very same object which the most 
deliberate wisdom might have recommended, the diminution of the naval power 
of Holland, the only naval power which could endanger the security of England, 

He said it was as a war measure a wise blow at the naval power, not 
at the commercial power, of Holland. Weare in no war; we have not 
been for a long time; God forbid.we ever should be again. Weare not 
trying to strike down the armies and navies of other nations. What 
did.he say about commerce? , 

The act of navigation is not favorable to foreign commerce or to the growth 
of that opulence which can arise from it. 

It was a war measure, damaging to English commerce and to Holland’s 
naval power. 

The interest of a nation in its commercial relations to foreign nations is like 
that of a merchant with regard to the different le with whom he deals, buy- 
ing where he can buy cheapest and selling where he can sell dearest. 

Adam Smith is notthe only contemporaneous historian of that period 
who recotded the same fact. Sir Roger Coke, in his treatise on trade, 
published in 1671, said that ‘‘the act, by lessening the resort of stran- 
gers to our ports, had a most injurious effect upon ourcommerce.’’ Sir 

osiah Child, whose treatise was published in 1691, corroborated Coke’s 
statement; and Mr. Richardson, a merchant of extensive business, and 
extremely well informed, ‘‘ condemned the whole principle of the navi- 
gation act and contended that instead of increasing our shipping and 
our seamen it had diminished both.” 

So that the conditions existing at that time had more of military 
significance as promoting the passage of such laws than of commercial 
significance—infinitely more. This historian says further: 

To have continued that policy, it may be easily shown, in the present siate of 
the world, to enforce the provisions of the act (the navigation law) would have 
been amongst the most efficient means that could have been devised for the 
destruction of our commerce. The wealth and power to which Britain has at- 
tained have now inspired other nations with the same feeling of envy and jeal- 
ousy that the wealth of Holland formerly generated in our minds, Instead of 
ascribing our commercial and manu superiority to its true causes, that 
is, the comparative freedom of our constitution, the absence of oppressive feu- 
dal vileges, the security of property, the faisness of our system of taxation, 
our foreign rivals contended that it had been entirely owin 
system; and they appealed to our example to stimulate their respective gov- 
ernments io adopt retaliatory measures, of which I have already spoken. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. What you are now reading shows 
that the point was controyerted. 

Mr. DUNN. Oh, there have always existed persons who presented 
for legislative protection their private interests against the policy of all 
the statesmen of the world who insisted on adhering to the public in- 
terest. The difficulty has always been to push aside and keep 
out of national legislation and administration private interests and pri- 


to our exclusive 


vate enterprises alleged to be for the public good—to separate private 
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from public interests. That is the great, the sublime struggle that our 
present most excellent Chief Executive is so bravely maintaining—to 
serve the public as coni ed from private interests. He is 
trying to bring back this Government from a system of private jobbery 
to the service of the public interest. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The authority from which you read 
attributes another cause. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. DUNN. Oh, certainly. It says other nations mistakenly and 
wrongfully assumed that British prosperity had come of prohibition, 
when in fact it had not come at all, and they had to abolish their re- 
strictive laws to get to it and make it possible. 

Now I will print tables to show that under those old restrictive meas- 
ures no government ever attained what it expected, not one. 


Account of the ships, their tonnage, and their crews, belonging to the British 
Empire in 1825, 1848, and 1867. 


Colonics, Total. 


Crews. 


214, 875 PER] 2, 553, 682 
east 651, 351 | 33,672 | 4,052,160 


4,455 sam] 9,392 | 1, 498, 478 


20,701 | 2,528, 807 
25, 638 | 3, 400, 809 


Excess in 1848... 4,987 | 1,072,002 | 


pt ae Rie 28,773 | 5,753, 978 | 12,152 | 1,478,698 | 40,905 | 7,282,671 | 44, 251 
Excess in 1867...| 8,072 | 3,425,108 | [8.55s | 1,289,523 | 18,625 | 4,075,080 178,048 


It isfplain from this statement that the number of our ships, the amount of 
their tonnage, and the number of our sailors, have all been vastly increased 


since 1825. 
Thaski mane bF pine ern 
in advance of the iron í 


lous 


recent laced this industry 
zo and only pars RAVO pinaes to agriculture 

o within the last two or three be 
e 


eE nad 
— current year. 


ning of 1885 the total 

235 aeia Mating 9,314,496 

tons, and this tonnage is divided as follows: Sailing vessels under 50 tons, 14,- 

pt ae eee tons; of 50 tons and upward, 16,034 vessels, measuring 

4,644,127 tons under 50 tons, 2,821, ae 59,364 tons, and 

5,917 vessels upward wrard of80 tons, measuring 4,190,078 tons; aggregating atonnage 
of upward of 9,000,000 tons, as already 


These are extracts from the reports of our consuls. 

It has been in vain that the governments of Europe have fought the 
battle with free England with protection. They have not had the cour- 
age to open their markets, to open their commerce, to open the carry- 
ing trade free and fight the battle with the world. But they have, 
with a half-protective policy—more liberal than ours, however—they 
have fought the battle with England until recently France was the first 
to strike her colors and resort to subsidies. 

In 1881 the French ship-builders and the French ship-owners con- 
cluded they were not able to compete with England and other coun- 
tries, and they adopted a system of subsidies which has imposed upon 
the French exchequer an annual tax of many millions of dollars, ex- 
ceeding to-day annually by 20 per cent. the estimates upon which the 
acts themselves were —as all such measures always do. 

Now, France had increased in her tonnage and in her commerce and 
in her carrying trade prior to the enactment of that law of 1881 more 
rapidly than she has since that time. That is shown by the reports of 
the consuls, extracts from which I will print. 

Mr. Ford, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Department of State, 
makes this statement in Executive- Document 172. 

and simple, was France, whose 

re In 1873 it could count a sailing 

decrease of ms, or more 


the more speedily was it being paa in a condition to ouere 
effect against its rivals not only in its own commerce, but in 
of the world. 

To recur to the period 1873-80, the steam tonnage of France increased 50 per 
cent.; that of the United Kingdom, 58 per cent. ; that of Germany less than 29 
per cen cent., and that of Italy about 58 per cent. ; and while France was relatively 

d hardly be placed in one category, where 

parison wo be just; for ‘while France added ‘tons to 

steam marine, Italy See only 28,477 and Germany 48,125 tons. Of course 

— Britain far surpassed the addition being no less than 1,009,685 tons. 

compared then with its neighbo rs, Fran France was on no worse footing than 

quae were nik toca Gh rapid substitution of steam for sail must be counted 

asa Sonim was more prosperous and more advanced than either Ger- 
or 

Ee Bruni daryl tele UVOL pily before 1830 than after 1880, 
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even allowing for the longer interval; and the German, while fallin omer ia 
the us yi more than regained what it had lost Dak mies TAk 
rate than did the French. 


ugh the bounty system was intended to favor French oy dag it has 

a effect upon foreign ship-b „and wi before the of 

the law the greater portion of the ton: added each year was constructed in 
nce, the relation was reversed after , in which year there was great sc- 


adoption of the law. The tonnage of vessels built 
ught abroad and sold to foreigners, is shown in the following 


Bought 

Year. Built. abroad Sold, 

Tons. x Tons. 
39, 17, 646 19, 848 
34, 917 17, 404 27,092 
37,520 | 20,001 14,722 
32,707 15,581 16,148 
26, 834 12, 864 14, 751 
21,367 | 19,677 851 
24,733 | 16,809 323 
12,629 | 34,201 12,939 
20,735 | 34,909). 11,441 
56, 594 78,612 17,407 
35,223 | 49,387 14, 681 


nor 
reat 
nage A in other countries, The lines of 

liberal offers of the government 

bankruptcy, and existing lines that par- 
tieipate in the aunties 6 are either Soe no dividends or very small amounts. 
The A daves of France, reflecting as they did the ne reaction which ensued 
in 1879, have since declined and are still declining in \ the decrease can 


fally, 
WORTHINGTON C. FORD, 


Chief of Bureau. 
BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Department 


of State, April 7,1838. 


Says one of the consuls in response to the circular of the State De- 
partment: 

Wih node the decrease of the original bount; wi: ve „and 
Tor aua y idle, it is not enal p if the RE e aT prt far, that ie 

E BA eee the sums are largely augmented and are made to 
to vessels doing the cabotage or coasting tra The complaint now is 
that ¢ the b bounty is insufficient. 

Have we not heard that cry of insufficient protection or bounty con- 
tinuously in this country also? 

Another consul says: 

The general opinion on the ea ry Aupen is that it has failed to produce the 
effect of serving the shipping trade, and has only resulted in creating a few lar 
steamship companies, who have monopolized the whole of the carrying trade 
to the exclusion of sailing vessels. 

These reports show, Mr. Chairman, the subsidies in substance have 
done this. The intention was to increase French commerce, to extend 
the markets for her productions and manufactures, to increase her carry- 
ing trade. They have resulted in the formation of a few monopolies. 
But these French subsidies were also for ship-building. They give sub- 
sidy not only to ships built in French yards, but to those built abroad 
and sailing under the French flag—half as much for the foreign-built 
ship as the ship built in the French yards. Her experience has shown 
that hercommercehasdwindled. There was a spasmodic impulse given 
to ship-building, and for a time to the carrying trade, but the reports of 
her consuls show that has all disap 

Mr. MILLIKEN. IfI understand your statement, then the French 
have free ships the same as before. 

Mr: DUNN. No, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I understand from what you state they give sub- 
sidies to ships built abroad under their 

Mr. DUNN. Before the law of 1881 they allowed free ships and free 
material, When they enacted the subsidy law of 1881 they repealed 
the free-material act and gave subsidy in lieu of free-ship building. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I understood you to say Berge a subsidy not 
only to ships built at home but to ships built ab: 

Mr. DUNN. Basis abroad and registered as French vessels—so they 


do. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes, built abroad and registered. 
Mr. DUNN. Doubleas much to the home-built ship as to the foreign- 


built ship. Still they register the foreign-built ship all the same, 
Mr. MILLIKEN. That isa free ship? 
Mr. DUNN. Oh, yes; but edd do a admit free ship-building ma- 
terial. Theyaltlow them to be purchased abroad, but they repealed the 
law for free ship-building material. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. They allow foreign-built ships to come in free. 
Mr. DUNN. Yes. The ship law gave more prosperity 
to French commerce and the ch carrying trade than law of 
1881 has done. That is true. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido not wish to interrupt the gentleman from 


1886. 
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Arkansas, but I do wish to get this point clear. I understand the 

French admit free ships as before, and that the only difference now is 

they give a subsidy and admit free raw material. 

ARENA . No, they do not admit free raw material; they repealed | oP’ 
t law. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The only change is they now pay a subsidy. 

Mr. DUNN. They pay a subsidy in lieu of the free-material clause 
of the law, which was repealed. I sincerely hope the gentleman now 
understands it. 

Mr. DINGLEY, Let me ask the gentleman from Arkansas whether 
the French do not also give a double navigation bounty. Do they not 
only give a subsidy but a double navigation bounty ? 

Mr. DUNN. They do, and that doubles the force of my argument 
that, notwithstanding that double bounty, French commerce and nav- 
igation are to-day prostrate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that not true of all commerce? 

Mr. DUNN. No; it isnot true of the commerce of ‘tend: There 
is dullness in trade, reduction of freights and rates, but no bankruptcy, 
asin France and Italy. They are not asprosperous in England as they 
were heretofore. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do not English ship-owners complain that they 
are making no money ? 

Mr. DUNN. Yes; but the French ship-owners are bankrupt, the 
Italians are bankrapt; bankruptcy stalks abroad everywhere through- 
out Europe. The truth of the matter is that the subsidy policies ot 
Europe and this country have produced their legitimate results. 

Excess of protection has overstimulated and brought into existence 
more tonnage than the commerce of the world can employ. The in- 
dustries of the world are suffering from dullness of trade, as a general 
rule. They have brought stagnation; they have enervated the ener- 
gies of their people and brought the consequent result—stagnation; 
and to-day there is not a seaport on the face of this earth that has not 
its fleet of vessels, both sail and steam, anchored out to wait for the re- 
turning tide of prosperity; waiting for employment, waiting for busi- 
ness; and to-day freights are lower in the world than they have ever 
been in the world’s history at any preceding time. This country is 
the gainer just now from this condition of things. Under the bounty 
system other governments are taxing their people to enable them to 
us —— of the lowest possible rates of freight for what we os 
and se 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Whatsubsidies does the gentleman refer to upon 
ships built in this country ? 

Mr. DUNN. That incidental bounty which comes from prohibiting 
our Mc mine from saphena cheap ships elsewhere; the monopoly that 
covers trade, No man can enter the coasting trade of this 
country pans he buysan American-built shipand at the price demanded 
by the builder. Itis that or no And so also of the foreign trade. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But the coasting trade is prosperous, very pros- 
perous, under the present conditions of trade. 

Mr. DUNN. Yes; itis a monopoly. It is prospering at the expense 
of every private interest engaged outside of it and at the expense of the 
general prosperity of the country. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But the gentleman’s argument would imply that 
that also should be depressed, whereas it is prosperous all the time. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine, like many 
others in this country, is in favor of seizing upon the results of unjust 
restrictive laws as long as they will promote the ship-builder on the 
coast of Maine, although everybody elagshould suffer. I have nodoubt 
that his interest is ring. 

Mr. BUCHAN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DUNN. I can not yield for further interruptions. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to say in reply to the gentleman, since 
he has referred to me, that Iam ready to protect an industry in Ar- 
kansas or anywhere else if it is for the benefit of the people of this 
country. 

Mr. DUNN. I must decline to yield toa colloquy. It is of course 
easy to a os to plunder the tax-pa; 

These gentlemen would have done well to have studiet grog pans 
of Daniel Webster a long time ago. I want the disti gentle- 
men here present io remember that every demand for maaan under 
the RA of the taxing laws of this country, is made for the pur- 
pose of promoting private and not public interests. 

Daniel Webster animadverted upon this a long time ago. He said: 


It isa fundamental axiom, it is interwoven with all sels inions, that the 
great interests of the country are united one peng y: culture and com- 
E ce and manufactures will prosper together or raans guish together, and that 
all legislation is dangerous which proposes to benefit one of these without look- 
ing to the co mences which may fall on the others. Gentlemen tell us they 
are in favor of domestic industry. So am I. They would give it protection. 
So would I; but then domestic industry is not confined to manufactures, 


And I will add that it is not confined to shipping or ship-building. 


The aon lo; j pains of culture, commerce, and navigation are all cee yt 
TIDAS ey all furnish em: loyment to American capital and 
American Tabor and when the question is w new te Boone op shall be laid for 


the tho papers Cre of giving further encou! ent to parti every 
le must ask himself boi per ed sig the oie ek naw encou: 
ment be necessary and whether it can be given without tetany to other bran: 


Sir; the 


sense of this age with.one current is in favor of 
intercourse and unrestrained gear mr action. Men 


ng co opinions of monopoly and restriction as yield up their 
bem Senay am tehsotantiy, but shay can not mateo f the pand ti of 


jo I add they can not withstand the general tide of necessity, of 
the necessities of the public, in all of the industries of this country. 

Italy followed the example of France, and navigation and commerce 
are bankrupt and on crutches in Italy as well asin France. Germany 
alone has ae to fight the battle. But Germany became a convert 
to the colo doctrine of new acquisitions over the world. Germany 
has also resorted to subsidies. With Germany it is an untried exper- 
iment, and its results as yet unseen. 

Now, I said before that this wholesale policy, this trepidation which 
has seized upon Europe and which has always possessed this country as 
to the supremacy of England, has begotten and brought to pass the old 
struggle which started in 1651, modified or somewhat assimilated to the 
existing conditions of to-day. That wasa period of almost perpetual), 
flagrant war in the struggle for the balance of power in Europe. This 
is an era when the civilized sentiment of the world will not permit 
wars tobe made recklessly. -~ It is a game that princes are not permitted 
to play at for mere sport or greater glory. The peace of the world isa 
subject of consideration with the world to-day, and the great powers 
will no longer permit wars to be recklessly declared. We saw theother 
day the little power of Greece arming herself, hot and reckless, and the 
king driven, by a public and apparently patriotic frenzy, against his 
better judgment to declare war. But the powers of Europe said to 
Greece, ‘You can not disturb the peace of Europe and possibly of the 
world,’’ and her armed forces and her ships of war were not permitted 
to depart from, her shores. 

You can not make navigation laws to-day for war p L.. The 
necessities of mankind forbid it; the peace of the world forbids it; the 
interests of the nation forbid it. Therefore the reverse policy is re- 
sorted to, and nations are invited not so muh to prohibit and restrict 
as to tax their people, to take out the money from the vaults of their 
treasuries and put it into these private enterprises. National powers 
are invited to lay their hand, in the exercise of that most dangerous of 
all powers granted to government, the taxing power—they are invited 
to lay their hand upon the property of the great mass of their people 
who pay the taxes, while with the other hand they bestow this money 
and this wealth taken from the tax-payer upon private corporations 
and associations of wealth to build up their private enterprises and to 
increase their private fortunes. 

That policy adopted by one nation has stricken terror in other nations, 
and legislative assemblies and cabinet ministries and rulers are driven 
by the clamor of private interests crying out, ‘‘Help me, or I sink!"" 
All are driven before that cry and that clamor, except that grandest 
and sturdiest of all the powers of this earth—save our own, I hope— 
England. Confident in a knowledge of her ability to pursue a policy 
that is for the best interests of the nation, she turns a deaf earto private 
interests. All other nations of consequence, or the most of them, have 
succumbed to thatcry. France first; her effort has failed. Italy next; 
hers is a state of failure. Germany; an untried problem. Onesingle 
argument advanced in the German Reichstag is worthy of consideration 
and determined that government to adopt this policy. That was the 
fact that China was now entering upon a great system of railroad con- 
struction which would pour out upon the seacoast of China the vast 
product of her hundreds of millions of population and give it to the 
commerce of the world. Germany therefore has said: *‘ We are will- 
ing to give these millions for a chance at that trade.’’. England stands 
sturdy and confident and says: “We will fight the battle where we have 
always fought it since we learned wisdom, in a free, fair Aght on free 
seas, free comm and free navigation.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of And free ships. 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, free ships. Therefore that contest becomes what 
the restrictive contest was, one of rivalry among the pur 
Then question was who could prohibit the most, who coul 
the most damage upon his neighbor, who could strike down more of 
his neighbor’s commerce than his neighbor could of his. 

The lex talionis was the law of that day; now the question is who can 
give the most of the people’s money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN was and said: I yield to the gentleman 
from Arkansas as much of my time as he desires to use. 

Mr. DUNN. I thank my colleague on the committee for the time 
he has given me, for, though I did not expect to use so much time as I 
have, I am not so far advanced in the argument as I had hoped to be 
at this stage of the discussion. 

The contest to-day is, who can give the most bounty. Itis a game 
of ee ne aes bids — millions; ory ege sop pa 
pay ergs y, out of money, to go out of the game; and we 
are asked see Germany and France, and go better. There will beno 
end; that akro will be fought as the original contest was fought to 
universal obstruction of commerce. This contest, if entered upon by 
all the nations, will be fought to universal bankruptcy of the tax-payers 
of the nations. We shall have a bounty-gatherer strapped upon the 


~ 


A816 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 22, 


back of every tax-payer upon this continent and the other continents 


of the world to be carried through life. That policy must fail. The 
Secretary of State recognized the importance of the ina tion of 
this policy on the part of the continental governments of Europe, and 


called the attention of our consuls to it. Here is the report, showing 
that it has produced, as I have before stated, an abnérmal stimulus of 
production of ships and navigation until the world is overstocked, and 
we are becoming the chief beneficiaries of this competition carried on 
at the expense of the tax-payers of those governments. 

Let me tell you another thing. There has been another change go- 
ing on during the last thirty years. Thirty years ago the world found 
out that ships could be run across the seas with steam and could be built 
of iron. America, unfortunately being in the throes of a great internecine 
struggle, was not able to enter that contest at the beginning with the 
other pra of the earth and they have distanced us. When we came 
out of that struggle if we had come out with freedom then to enter the 
contest we should have been far advanced in the race to-day, because 
American enterprise, American ingenuity, and American skill have 
never been outstripped in the world inany contest that they deliberately 
entered upon. All we lacked has been the courage to enter upon it. 
We have stood upon the shores of the stream, shivering, hesitating, 
doubting, with our protectionist friends standing in the way shaking 
their old well-worn scarecrow of foreign ‘‘pauper labor’’ in our face 
and telling us death stands before us if we go there. Their touch has 
been death in everything thus far to the interests of this nation. They 
clamor for alms at the door of the house they have robbed of its just 
share of the world’s wealth. 

The change from sail to steam has, because of one consideration which 
has not been taken into general account, overstocked the world with 
tonnage. One ton of steam-power in navigation is equal to three under 
sail. When Italy became alarmed at the decay and decline of her ton- 
nage under sail her alarm was unnecessary. Iwill print an extract to 
show that although her tommage under sail had diminished her tonnage 
under steam had increased, and hence was multiplied threefold. It 
shows at the end of that decade which alarmed her a general gain of 
more than 40,000 tons in effective capacity. Italy supposed that her 
navigation and carrying trade were gone, when in truth she had 40,000 
so more than she had at the beginning of that supposed period of de- 

ence. 

All the nations of the world haye gained in steamships more than the 
United States, They have multiplied their tonnage converted from 
sail to steam by three. We have not. Why? Because we were not 
permitted to buy ships and because we could not build them on terms 
that anybody would or could accept. Everybody ought to know that 
railways, steamships, telegraphs, modern inventions and developments 
which have annihilated time and distance, which have belted the whole 
earth with lines of communication and transportation, have brought the 
peoples of the world face to face with each other. We have had the 
ghost of the ‘‘ pauper labor” of the balance of the world shaken before 
us like the ghost of Banquo to frighten and stampede us. We have 


@ been told that we must protect American labor against the ‘‘ pauper 


labor ” of the rest of the world by restrictive legislation, prohibitive and 
protective tariffs. 

If my voice can reach my eountrymen, let me say to them that the 
days of protection have passed. Yu can not protect any longer. You 
are face to face, American laborer, with the laborers of the whole world. 
Your home market is insufficient. Destroy our commerce with other 
nations, strike down our exports by high taxation, making exports im- 
possible, and perhaps one-fifth, at least more than 10 per cent., prob- 
ably 20 per cent., of the present employment for American labor ceases 
to exist. The surplus production falls like a blight upon that which 
is needed, reducing and destroying its value, striking down enterprise, 
striking down industry, striking down commerce and all remunerative 
employment, and hee. | loose upon our country a mass of unemployed, 
dissatisfied, starving, and desperate labor, which will bear in one hand 
a torch and in the other a sword. That theory, that commercial pol- 
icy, hangs over this country and over the labor of this country like a 
Damoclean sword. The wheat producer of the Northwest is standing 
face to face with the wheat producer of India. England and the Indian 
Government have built already more than 10,000 miles of railway in 
India. They are building 500 miles and more every year. 

A few years ago India shipped 40,000 bushels of wheat; last year she 
put into the markets of consumption more than 40,000,000 bushels. 
Can you protect the Northwestern wheat-grower against that labor? I 
said, in a little debate which sprang up here unexpectedly the other 
day on the patent and tariff laws, that India could put wheat down in 
the markets of consumption in Europe cheaper than we can transport 
it from the fields of production to the markets of consumption. 

, Mr. MILLIKEN. May I ask the gentleman a question? . 

Mr. DUNN. Oh, I will read you an authority on that point. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. May I ask the gentleman what remedy he sug- 
gests for that ? 


Mr.DUNN. Cheaper necessaries of life, making cheaper production. 


Remove taxation from the producer and cheapen production. Reduce 
taxation, that canker-worm thatis boring with fatal effect at the root of 
the tree of our national prosperity. 


But to return tomy mutton—wheat in India. 

Mr. Chairman, I read an extract from a consular report of June, 1885: 

The area of wheat lands in India is 26,000,000 acres under production. The 
cost of production in India is from 8 to 9 cents per bushel. f 

In Dakota the cost is 18 to 19 cents a bushel; and that is the mini- 
mum on this continent. 

The cost of transportation by the Suez Canal from Bombay to Europe is 4} 
cents per bushel. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman be good enough now to give 
us the price of labor in India and the price of labor in Dakota? 

Mr. DUNN. Oh; yes; the price of labor in India is away down; and 
that is why wheat does not cost more than 8 or9 cents a bushel. But 
that is the fact which you have got to confront; you are face to face 
with it. Youcan not fencethe productsof India outof Europe. They 
are there; and you can not keep them from getting there. You can keep 
them away from here; but our own product here is more than we can 
peasy and the “‘ paupers’’ of India are taking away the market for 
our surplus. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman desire to reduce the price of 
labor in Dakota to what it isin India? That is the only question. 

Mr. DUNN. Oh, no. But whatever the price may be in India, we 
have got to face it. The gentleman did not attend to what I said. I 
said you could no longer protect against competition. You are face to 
face with it. The nations of the world stand commercially face to face 
with each other. The commerce of the world is brought together and 
intermingled. Statesmen mustrecognize that fact. Wecannot longer 
delude ourselves with the idea that we can fence these thingsout. The 
manufacturers of Europe are in our market and all the markets of the 
world. Our market is glutted with manufactures, glutted with agri- 
cultural productions and every other class of productions. The de- 
mand of the hour is for a market—a place in which tosell.. Our capac- 
ity for production is indefinite. The only question with us is, where 
are we going to scll? How much can wesell, and how shall we secure 
a market for our productions? By increasing the cost of production? 
Is that logical? Shall we go on increasing the cost of production and 
of transportation, and at the same time expect to enter the race and 
fight the battle in the world’s trade and commerce and business? We 
can not do it. We are beaten in the race before we start. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

‘Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir; I yield for a question. 

‘Mr. DUNHAM. ‘The statement the gentleman just read shows, I 
believe, that the cost of raising wheat in India is about 8 cents a bushel. 

Mr. DUNN. Eight to 9 cents, and transportation from Bombay to 
Europe 4} cents. 

Mr. DUNHAM. And the gentleman says the costof raising a bushel 
of wheat in Dakota is about 18 cents? 

Mr. DUNN. Eighteen to 19 cents; and that is the minimum on this 
continent. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The difference being about 10 cents. 

Mr. DUNN. The cost of the production and transportation of India 
wheat is from 6 to 8 cents below the cost of production here, and about 
as far below the cost of transporting it across the sea to Europe, 

Mr. DUNHAM. The question I want to ask is this: Supposing that 
in India the cost of raising a bushel of wheat is 8 cents and in Dakota 
18 cents, what has that to do with the question of free ships? 

Mr. DUNN. Why, does not my friend understand—— 

Mr. DUNHAM. I am not taking into account the transportation 
question. § 

Mr. DUNN. I suppose I shall have to treat the gentleman’s ques- 
tion seriously out of respect for him, because I have the highest re- 

for him. Does not the gentleman and the whole world understand 

t what we want is to reduce the cost of production and the cost of 

transportation to the markets of consumption from the fields of pro- 
duction? We must do that or we can not sell. 

Mr. DUNHAM. That I concede. 

Mr. DUNN. We must produce at a minimum; we musttransport 
ata minimum. To dothis, we must have the cheapest ships the world 
can give us. We have been driven from the commerce of the seas, 
from the carrying of our own commerce, by a policy which denied to 
our people ships as cheap as their competitors in all other countries 
of the world have. We are not only driven from the carrying trade, 
but, as shown by figures which I shall publish, we are driven from the 
markets of the world by this same policy and in the same way. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Now, with the ratesof freight on wheat from New 
York to Liverpool as they have been for two or three years past, wheat 
being rted sometimes as ballast and from that up to 3 cents a 
bushel, do you expect that free ships can make the rates lower? 

Mr. DUNN. And from your city of Chicago to New York 12 to 14 
cents a bushel. Take that into account, please. 

Mr. DUNHAM. When was 12 to 14 cents a bushel paid? 

Mr. DUNN. The last quotations I saw were 11} cents for all-water 
transportation; 12} cents for water and rail; and 13} cents for all-rail. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let me say to the gentleman that, last year all 
summer long wheat was carried fra Chicago to New York by water for 
5 cents a bushel. 

Mr. DUNN. What has been the history of the preceding summers? 
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Mr. DUNHAM. When vessels were scarce rates were higher, of 
course. That is all. 

Mr.DUNN. Mr. Chairman, these are specious arguments based upon 
accidental and temporary conditions, which do not affect the general 
results as presented through the commercial statistics of the world. 
Gentlemen make a mistake in basing their statesmanship upon these 
accidental conditions which are not general, and upon the specious 
arguments of private interest which have little to do with the general 
public interests of the country and the world. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I should like to ask how free ships are going to 
make a difference in freights between Chicago and Boston? 

Mr. DUNN.. There are some lakes between Chicago and Boston upon 
which freights might be reduced. And, sir, I have already answered 
the question so thoroughly and completely it ought to satisfy all. The 
gentleman’s argument stands in fact by these specious matters. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let me say that the present rate of freights from 
Chicago to New York is about 9 cents a bushel. Thirty days from now 
it will be 6 cents. 

The SPEAKER pro tempere. The gentleman can only be interrupted 
by his consent. 

Mr. DUNN. My statement made a few days ago will stand unan- 
swered, and an accidental condition of things will amount to nothing. 

Mr. DUNHAM. If you were to build ships and actually give them 
away you could not get freights lower. 

Mr. DUNN. Thatisnot based upon a general comprehensive knowl- 
edge of the subject, and has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. My opinion is based upon practical knowledge. 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman is exceedingly courteous, but he does 
not seem to know much. Iwill be obliged if he will not interrupt me 
unless he can inform me, 

Mr. DUNHAM. I do not think that can be done. 

Mr. DUNN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will read a comprehensive state- 
ment of the great field of enterprise which lies before American industry 
and American capital. As I said before, all these Eastern empires and 
countries, where the great mass of the world’s population is to be found, 
have by modern improvements and developments been brought into 
intercourse with the civilized nations of the earth, with the progressive 
and maritime nations of the earth. That field of commerce is as rich 
to-day as it was when Solomon sent one voyage there which returned 
him gold valued at $14,500,000. Augustus Cæsar obtained from that 
ee and the East values in excess of values exchanged $40,- 
000,000. 

I read from the printed argument of Mr. Elmer L. Corthell, chief 
engineer of the Tehuantepec Ship Railway, before the Committee of 
Commerce of this House the following admirable and instructive group- 
ing of the populations and commercial importance of the countries ad- 
jacent to the Pacific Ocean, and to which, in my opinion, we must look 
chiefly for 4 market for our vast and rapidly increasing surplus prod- 
ucts: 


TCA... 540008 
United States.. 55, 000, 000 as 
pix a dessine 35, 000, 000 — 
Ching „sses. . 435, 000, 000 Total population......... 813, 000, 000 


Not including the ft tenn of Europeans and South American countries, 
many of whom are also largely interested in the isthmian question. 

The over-sea commerce of the world is now increasing at the rate of 75 per 
cent. every ten years; cheaper transportation on shorter lines has developed it 
and the Aee E poa on which it depends, It now amounts in value to about $14,- 
000,000,000 per annum. commerce of the far Pacific countries is $2,000,000,- 
000, and is increasing at the rate of 150 per cent. in five years, 

The internal commerce of the United States by railroads alone amounts to 
$12,000,000,000 per annum, and a tonnage of 400,000,000, which, if loaded into one 
train, would encircle the earth seven times. We carry half as much more by 
river and Jake, The commerce of the Mississippi Valley alone is $4,000,000,000. 
The manufactured products of the United Sta amount to $5,000,000,000, of 
which we export but 3 per cent. Of the vast trade of the Pacific we enjoy but 4 
per cent., and yet these countries would be the best markets for our manufact- 
ures if we could reach them economically. 

The diversified trade which we have with these eastern countries is very 
small in extent, but would be important if they could be reached by a short 
maritime route. Australia exports to this country gums, tin, and wool, and im- 
ports from us locomotives, machinery, iron manufactures, household furniture, 
agricultural implements, mineral oil, barley, carriages, drugs, sewing-machines, 
linen and cotton goods, b The importance of Australasia as a market for 
us is seen from the following facts: 

There are in Australia alone 76,000,000 sheep, the value of whose products is 
$75,000,000 per annum; anf in Australasia, paar Australia pet ew Zea- 
Jand, its value is $100,000,000. Australasia exported in the year 1883-°84 4,400,- 
785,449 pounds of wool; 14,863 bales were shipped to the United States from the 
port of Melbourne alone, of which 8,979 bales were shipped direct to Boston in 
sailing vessels going around Cape Horn; 3,315 bales went by steamer via the 
Suez l and London, and the remainder via Sari Francisco and the transcon- 
tinental railroads, ‘This fact shows how circuitous and expensive are the routes 
by which these products reach us. 

Australasia has 8,615 miles of railroad open and in construction, built at an 
expense of $467,000,000, with 57,174 miles of telegraph. The population in 1850 
was 480,251; in 1880, 2,518,712. Its imports and exports in 1850 amounted to $45,- 
139,520; in 1880, to $495,552,055. 

From China we import RA a rice, pearaha hemp, and export to that 
country cotton cloth, mineral oil, &c. The trade with Hong-Kong and Japan is 
similar to that with China; some of these products reach us via the Suez Canal 
some via San Francisco, some via Panama, and some via Cape Horn. 

In 1884 we imported from Jay goods valued at $14,200,000, and from China, 
in the same year, $20,460,000. om the Sandwich Islands we import brown 
sugar, rice, limes, and send them the same class of goods asto Australia, From 
Peru we import soda and guano, and export cereals, woods, machinery, mineral 
oil; and the trade with is the same; and nearly all the traffic which goes 
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to and comes from the western coast of South America goes around Cape Horn 
to Liverpool or France on its way to us. 

The Suez Canal, which was opened in 1870, revolutionized not only the world’s 
commerce, but many of its industries, and remarkably developed India, and pro- 
moted the commerce and industries of Siam, Australia, and China, Theimmense 
advantage which this route has given to Europe has injured our commerce and 
industries by practically excluding us from these important markets, It has be- 
come absolutely necessary, in order to hold our rank among the nations, that we 
should reach the Eastern markets of the world quickly and economically. 

It is important to sketch briefly the history of the Suez Canal and its effect 
upon commerce, ; 

Its length is 100 miles; its cost was $93,000,000. It saves abont 4,500 miles over 
the route around the Cape of Good Hope, The charge per ton for freight is $2.80, 
though recently redu at the urgent request of the British ship-owners to $1.90. 
The ones has increased from 436,609 tons in 1870, to 5,878,323 in 1883, or a gross 
tonnage of 8,051,307. The receipts in 1883 were 68,523,340 francs, or $13,704,670. 

The cost of maintenance of the canal and working expenses during that year 
were $2,784,869, or about 20 per cent. of the gross receipts. From 1870 to L874the 
average receipts per annum was $2,037,376; in 1883, $13,707,679. The British bond- 
holders confidently expect in 1888 a tonnage of ten millions. The dividend in 
1883 was 17.3 per cent. The expected dividend in 1890 is 30 per cent. 

The effect of the Suez Canal upon the cereal products and exports of India may 
be seen by the following facts: A 

In 187879 India exported to Europe 4,098,360 bushels of wheat. In 1880-’S1, 
13,896,166 bushels; and in 1881-'82, 37,078,570 bushels. The area of wheat lands is 
26,000,000 acres. The cost of production in India is from 8to 9cents per bushel, 
whereas in Dakota it is from 18 to 19 cents. The cost of transportation by the 
Suez Canal from Bombay to Europe is 4} cents per, bushel. (See consular re- 

rt, June, 1885.) It has been the policy of the British Government to develop 

ndia by all possible means, In 1883 there were in operation in India 10,317 
miles of railroad, with 2,333 miles under construction, at a total cost of $686,- 
176500. The Indian Government builds eoch year about 500 miles of railway. 

The following is from the consular report of February, 1885: 

“The Indian wheat trade has developed rapidly carrie J the past ten or twelve 
years, and this surprising increase has been the result of the direct advantages 
which the Suez Canal i paba in the way of quick and cheap freights from 
India.” Previous to the opening of the Suez Canal a voyage of four months 
around the pe of Good Hope in sailing vessels, or by steamers, was necessary 
to reach the Liverpool markets, and the wheat was often damaged by the heat. 
From 1873 to 1882 the wheat trade with Europe increased from about 15,000 tons 
to 3,000,000 tons, ‘This enormous increase in nine years has arisen from the 
increased price which new railroadsand cheap freights to England have secured 
for the wheat-growers of India.” 

The rea coast,—Its cereal product increased from 3,617,659 bushels in 1874, 
to 97,750,157 bushels in 1884, ‘There were exported in the latter year 33,178,577 
bushels.. While the gold and silver product of California was formerly its most 
important product and article of export, it is so no longer, for in 1884 the value 
of the cereal product was $44,270,461; whereas the gold and silver product was 
only $16,660,000, The wool product was $7,500,000, and the product in fruit, wine, 
and canned goods and butter equaled the gold and silver product in value. In 
1870 the acreage of improved land in farms in California was 6,213,133; in 1880, 
10,669,698. These facts are sufficient to show that it is of vital importance for the 
Pacific States to hold, for their cereal products, any and all advantages which 
they have hitherto in the markets of the world. O; mand Wash- 
ington Territory will be as importantly benefited as California by an inter- 
oceanic transit way. Since the Suez Canal brought India 4,500 miles nearer to 
Live: t our Pacific coast can no longer compete su lly in that market 
with India. It uires from four to five months to transport the wheat from 
San Francisco to Liverpool, at an average cost of $15 per ton. The 1,000,000 tons 
transported by the Cape Horn route in about 446 sailing vessels constitute the 
most important commercial business of the Pacific coast. 


This vast and rich field of commerce is spread out before us, but 
hedged in, hampered, bound hand and foot, the American merchant 
stands helpless and powerless, manacled and fettered by restrictive, 
prohibitive, and protective laws, which increase the price of our com- 
modities so high we can not send them there; make the cost of trans- 
portation so high as to forbid us. Standing in the midst of vast and 
rich fields of the world’s commerce, we are, like Tantalus, ‘‘doomed 
to parch with thirst in the midst, of waves, and viewing banquets to 
starve to death.” 

Denied participation by our laws, let us do what Adam Smith en- 
joins upon us and what other publicists have said. - He says: 

That the interests of the nation in its commercial relations with foreign nations 


is like that of a merchant with regard to the different people with whom he deals, 
to buy as cheap and to sell as dear as possible. 


And transport as cheaply as possible, I will add. Let us unfetter 
our people, ourindustries, our commerce, and our navigation; put them 
upon an equal footing in the great race for a fair share of the world’s 
commerce; give them ashowing equal at least to that which is given 
by other countries. 

There has never been inthe history of our country as favorable a time 
to unfetter our shipping interests and to permit our merchants to buy 
ships as at the present time. I will read an extract from one of our con- 
sular reports. Consul Mason says. 


From this distance even the gross collapse of maritime interests is thought 
to bring to our country a fortuitous opportunity. 


I have said before that the stimulant of subsidies and the change from 
sail to steam navigation has brought an overplus of ships into existence, 
and that every port of the world to-day has a fleet of idle ships anchored 
in its harbor waiting for business and profitable employment. 

Consul Mason, after saying that this is a fortuitous opportunity to our 
country, goes on as follows: 

“Ah!” said a marine broker of Marseilles, recently, “you Americans hold all 
the winning cards. While we in Europe are overburdened with costly armies, 
you have only a single army corps to guard your fortifications and watch the In- 
dians; while we have been squandering millions upon iron-clad fleets, which 
are obsolete without ever having fought a battle, you can now buildanavy that 
will include and surpass all that we have impoverished ourselves to learn; and 
as for a merchant marine, you have only is omg paragraph in your shipping 
laws and your merchants can buy everything they want, the best steam fleets 
that can be built, atany price from half their cost down totheir value as old iron.” 


Let us, Mr, Chairman, take the manly and courageous course of un- 
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fettering our merchants, our capital, our enterprise, our labor, our pro- 
ducers, and bid them God speéd in the trace. Give them a 

at half price, and let them fight the battle as men worthy to share in 
the great heritage of man in the nineteenth century. [Applause. ] 

I maintain without fear of contradiction that the very essence of man- 
industry and commercial industry is freedom from legisla- 
tive interference and legislative protection. Attempt to resist its course 
by protective enactments, you arrest its progress, you destroy its vigor. 

nbind the shackles in which your unwise tenderness has confined it; 
permit it to take unrestrained its own course; expose it to the whole- 
some breezes of competition; you give it new life, you restore its vigor. 

Sir, industry has been well likened to the hardy Alpine plant; self- 
sown on the mountain side, exposed to the inclemency of the season, it 
gathers strength in its struggle for existence, it shoots forth in vigor and 
in beauty. Transplantit to the parterre, tended by the gardener, nursed 
in the artificial atmosphere of the forcing glass, it grows sickly and ener- 
vated, its shoots are vigorless, its flowers are inodorous. In one single 
word lies the soul of industry—competition. The answer of the states- 
man and the economist to his sovereigh inquiring what he should do to 
assist the industry of his kingdom was, “‘ Let it take its own course,” 

Sir, I ean not better conclude this argument than by adopting the 
following eloquent language of a distinguished statesman of England, 
quoted in Leone Levi’s History of British Commerce. Advocating the 
. repeal of the restrictive shipping laws of England and the adoption of a 
more liberal policy, he said: 

Such, sir, is my Leen eG Relieve us from the chains in which your indiscreet 
tenderness has shackled us; remove your oppressive protection; give us the 
Selon: the LAPUN, uuu Une TAONE of Wie IEAS people wits e eat. hed 
England, one country, will take a yet prone ml or err in the race for com- 
petition, for wealth, and improvement, which, by the nature of things, she is 
destined to run among the nations of th 

There, and there alone, we will find security for our enterprise and 
reward for our labor. [Great applause. ] 

“Mr. Chairman, I reserve the remainder of my time, asking leave to 
print in this connection such extracts as I have generally referred to to 
complete my argument. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to allow the im- 
portation and registry of foreign-built vessels free of duty. Inasmuch 
as the policy of the United States, adopted originally on recommenda- 
tion of Washington and with the approval of Adams, Madison, and Jef- 
ferson, has always been to restrict the right of registry under our laws to 
vessels built in our own ship-yards, this bill contemplates so radical a 
change in our navigation laws that it should receive the most careful con- 
sideration. The fact that the policy which this bill proposes to over- 
throw was adopted by the founders of our Government, and has con- 
tinued nearly a century without a suggestion of change until within a 
comparatively recent period, not only justifies great caution, but also 
demands the most conclusive reasons for taking the important step pro- 


It must be conceded that a bill which allows the importation of reg- 
istry of foreign-built vessels free of duty discriminates most seriously 
and unjustly against the ship-building industry of the United States. 
. If this bill and the revised tariff reported by my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. Morrison ] should become laws the only completed manufactured 
product placed on the free-list would be a fully equipped sailing vessel 
or steamship—the most marvelous device of human skill. 

When Great Britain, whose legislation we are exhorted to follow by 
my friend from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN ] who has just addressed the com- 
mittee, adopted the free-ship policy, she had already inaugurated a 
free-trade policy as to every other industry, and hence there was no 
discrimination against her ship-builders. Indeed, so vital to her secu- 
rity did she regard the maintenance of her ship-yards, that it was not 
until after she had applied the policy of free trade to every other busi- 
ness, not, indeed, until after the revolution in marine architecture from 
wood to iron and sails to steam had pi far enough to make it 
clear that she had reached a point where she could defy the competi- 
tion of the ship-builders of the world, that England’s statesmen vent- 
ured to apply the policy of free trade to her ship-building industry. 

But it is proposed by this bill to have the United States reverse the 
steps by which Great Britain applied free trade to all her industries and 
to commence here where England ended, namely with the ship-build- 
ing industry. 

Itis said that the second section of this bill proposes to allow the ship- 
builders to import materials free of duty—in other words, to have part 
of the work done abroad—and that this privilege will compensate in 
part for the admission of the completed vessel free of duty. Tables of 
the duties imposed on imported iron plates, angles, beams, and other 
materials are presented to show how much can be saved by placing 
these on the free-list. These tables ignore the fact that the difference 
in cost between such forms of ironin this country and in England is the 
difference in the cost of the labor in them, and much less than the duty. 
They also lose sight of the fact that it would be impracticable to import 
a large proportion of the materials because of the necessity of having 
them forged or shaped where the vessel is built. In constructing an 
iron vessel from plates, angles, and bars more labor is required than was 
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employed in 
pound of iron could be laid down in the shape of angles, bars, and plates 
in a ship-yard on our coast as cheaply as in a ship-yard on the Clyde, 
the higher of the labor required to construct the vessel from such 
materials would make the vessel now cost the builders about 10 per 
cent, more than if buit on the Tyne. ‘ 

If this bill and the tariff bill reported by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Morrison] should become laws, there would be presented in our 
legislation the anomaly of a duty of from 30 to 40 per cent. on imported 
iron, while a completed ship, requiring more labor to construct from 
plates, angles, and beams than is required to make these forms of iron 
from the ore in the bed, would be placed on the free-list. 

There would also be presented the anomaly of a completed steam- 
ship on the free-list, while cotton goods made from free materials would 
bear duties of from 20 to 40 per cent. when imported; the bituminous 
coal and iron ore, competing with that of Maryland, West Virginia, and 
Ohio, would bear a duty of 30 per cent. ; sugar competing with the sim- 
ilar product of Louisiana, 65 per cent.;.and rice, competing with that 
of South Carolina, 50 per cent. 

I ask gentlemen from these and other States if they are prepared to 
vote fora bill which makes such unjust discrimination against the 
ship-building industry ? 

Mr. Chairman, the facts which I have presented conclusively show 


‘that if this bill shall pass, if fully equipped British-built iron sailing 


vessels and steamships shall be admitted to registry under our laws 
free of duty, then from that hour the ship-building industry in this 
country is doomed, and the owners of our ship-yards who carry on this 
business and the many thousand skilled workmen who support them- 
selves and their families by means of it will be ultimately driven into 
other already crowded industries. It is the appreciation of this fact 
which has led the Knights of Labor, an organization representing 500, - 
000 wage-workers of the United States, to protest against the adoption 
of the free-ship policy. 

If it were proposed to place cotton goods, or imported iron, or im- 


ported machinery, or imported manufactured goods of any kind on the _ 


free-list, every member of the House and every business man would 
have no difficulty in seeing that such action would destroy the home 
industry brought into competition with the products of the cheaper 
lahor of Europe. Yet more labor, and labor of a higher degree of skill, 
is required to construct a ship than is required to make cloth from cot- 
ton or wool, or iron bars from ore, or to produce sugar or rice. 

Advocates of the admission of foreign-built ships free of duty cite the 
example of Germany, which, as they assert, developed ship-building at 
home by such a policy. Butit should be remembered that Germany 
had as cheap labor as England, and that she bought ships abroad at 
first only because she had noship-yards of herown; butassoon as these 
could be established she relied onher own yards. This country already 
has eleven iron-ship yards, and others will be established whenever there 
is encouragement. The tonnage of iron vessels built in this country 
last year was nearly as great as that built in Germany. Toadmit for- 
eign-built ships free of duty at this juncture, just as we are beginning 
to build up iron-ship building, would inevitably not only prevent any 
extension of the ship-building industry, but would also eventually 
close the yards we now possess. For no one would think of investing 
a dollar in the n plant for ship-building in this country with 
the certainty that foreign-built vessels would be admitted to American 
registry free of duty.. It would be useless for new iron-ship yards in 
this country to attempt to compete with the old and firmly established 
ship-yards of Great Britain. In time they would probably be able to 
do so, but they can not now. 

Heretofore the advocates of free ships have proposed to extend this 
policy only to vessels for thé foreign trade, although they have conceded 
that few persons would care to purchase and register a foreign-built ves- 
sel unless they were free to use it in both coastwise and foreign voyages. 
It has been so obvious that the purpose of those who proposed this limita- 
tion was only to use it as an entering-wedge, that all must concede that 
the proposes as made in this bill to authorize the purchase and reg- 
istry of foreign-built vessels for any trade is the only practicable and 
frank form in which the question can be presented. This is, of course, 
the end which the free-ship advocates seek, and it is fairer and better 
to meet the issue without evasion or deception. * Presented in this form 
there is no chance for deception. Ifit were proposed to limit the free- 


ship policy to vessels for the foreign trade, some persons might fail to 


see the impossibility of long excluding any American vessel from the 
coastwise trade, and might fail to recognize the certainty thatthe grant- 
ing of free ships for the foreign trade would assuredly soon result in free 
ships for the coastwise trade. 


But with the whole plan frankly presented no one will be deceived“ 


by the plea that the exclusion of foreign-built ships from the coastwise 
trade will make a demand for ships built in American yards, and thus 
preserve the art of ship-building in this country. Theadoption of the 
free-ship policy is practically a confession not only that we must not 
attempt to build vessels now, because we can buy them more cheaply 
ab but also a confession that we must not expect to do so in the 
future. For if we are to discourage investments in the plants neces- 
sary to huild up great iron-ship yards in this country by allowing the 


making these materials from the iron ore. Thus if every 
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free registry of foreign-built vessels, it can not be that we 
shall be in a better condition to compete with long-established British 
ship-yards ten years hence than we are now. 

Stripped of all disguises, the bill should be entitled ‘‘A bill to close 
American ship-yards and provide for the construction hereafter in Brit- 
ish ship-yards of whatever vessels may be wanted for the American mer- 
chant marine,” 

The justification offered for such a policy as this is the all neces- 
sity which exists for purchasing our vessels where we can buy them 
the cheapest, in order to enable the capitalists of this country to invest 
their money in the business of transporting our and imports, 
and reap our proper share of the $150,000,000 annually paid for such 

rtation 


Gentlemen who present this as the argument for free ships forget that 
there are no laws now standing in the way of aninvestment of Ameri- 
can capital in foreign-built ships and participation in the profits of the 
foreign carrying trade. American capitalists can now own all but seven 
shares of a British-built and British-registered steamship and reap 
almost every dollar of its profits. Indeed, Americans may simply char- 
ter a British-built vessel, which can be done at a less annual cost than 
to own one, and obtain all the profits of the carrying trade. If it be 
said that this necessitates the sailing of the vessel under a British reg- 
ister, I reply that it is cheaper to sail a vessel under a British than un- 
der an American register; and as the whole argument rests on the cor- 
rectness of the policy of buying where we can buy cheapest, there is 
the same reason for sailing vessels under a British register as for buy- 
ing British-built vessels. Indeed, the reason is stronger, because far 
more money can be saved by sailing a vessel under a British register 
and than in the purchase of a British-built vessel. 

In other words, if the end sought is to secure our share of the profits 
of the foreign carrying trade, then the opportunity for this is best 
opened by an investment in ships sailing under a British register—an 
investment already permitted by the laws of the two countries. A 
prominent ship-owner of New York remarked in my hearing a few 
months ago, ‘‘ When I divest myself of my patriotic instincts sufi- 
ciently to go to a British ship-yard to buy a shipin order to save a lit- 
tle money, I shall be likely to sail that ship under a British register in 
order to save much more money; for the difficulty in competing with 
British vessels is not in the difference in the first cost—which is but 
trifling—but in,the increased expense of running them under our flag 
after they are built.’’ ; ; 

A gentleman having large interests in an American steamship line 
informs me that his company not long ago submitted plans for a new 

steamship to American and lish builders, and found that 
the ship could be built on the Clyde for from 10 to 12 per cent. less 
than in this country, which, distributed over the thirty or forty years’ 
life of an iron vessel, is a small consideration. But he found that the 
difference in the cost of running a steamship under American and 
British auspices, growing out of higher wages of permanent employés 
and better food, &c., demanded on an American vessel, presented the 
really serious obstacle. Indeed within the past year the only Ameri- 
can transatlantic steamship line has sold its American-built vessels, and 
they are now being sailed under a foreign flag because they can be run 
more cheaply, 

To-day we can build first-class sailing vessels as cheaply as any of 
our competitors—vessels that are finer and better than any that sail the 
ocean notwithstanding they are built of wood; and yet white nearly 
two-fifths in bulk of our exports and imports are carried in sailing 
vessels, scarcely one-third of those two-fifths is carried in our vessels, 
and this proportion is diminishing. 

Surely if the difference in the first cost of our vessels is the chief 
element in the problem of restoring our merchant marine to the position 
which they held on the ocean up to 1855, as the free-ship advocates as- 
sume, we should not find ourselves distanced so completely in the com- 
petition for the transportation of merchandise which is still ied by 
sailing vessels. In the face of such facts as these why do gentlemen 
continue to contend that if we had the privilege of importing foreign- 
built vessels and having them registered as vessels of the United States, 
free of duty, then we should be able to sail them in competition with 
foreign vessels? Nothing is clearer than that if we can devise a policy 
to enable our people to successfully sail vessels after they are built in 
competition with foreigners we shall have no difficulty in eventually 
building them as successfully and even as cheaply as the ship-yards of 
Great Britain. 

The adoption of the free-ship policy would be practically an invita- 
tion not simply to buy foreign-built vessels but also to sail them under 
British registers after they are built. Such a policy would serve to 


_ extinguish the commendable and I may also say the indispensable 


patriotic instinct nurtured so sedulously by the founders of our Gov- 
ernment, which leads an American to look upon an American-built and 
American-registered ship as ‘‘ representing the power, the ambition, 
the wealth, the prestige, the prosperity, and the civilization” of the 
United States, as was so well said in another body a few days ago by 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustrs]. 

This brings me, Mr. Chairman, to the consideration of a most serious 
objection to the free-ship policy, and that is that it not only would not 
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increase the foreign carrying trade done under our flag, but also that 
there is reason to fear that it would have the reverse effect. When the 
people of this country are educated to look upon a ship as nothing but 
a wagon, to be bought abroad where it can be bought cheapest, they 
will also be educated to sail such a ship under the British register and 
the British flag, which will give an opportunity for the largest profits, 

It should be borne in mind that ship-building and ship-using rise 
and fall together. In every maritime nation it is the ship-builders 
that inaugurate and participate in the establishment of maritime enter- 


prises. Destroy ship-building in the United States by admitting for- - 


eign-built ships to our registry free of duty, and you will at the same 
time cripple the men upon whom our maritime enterprises must mainly 
tely. Gentlemen who inveigh against American ship-builders. and 
charge them with standing in the way of a larger use of ships under a 
free-ship policy can not have investigated the facts, for it is to the in- 
domitable energy and courage of these men that we mainly owe the 
maintenance of the large tonnage which we still possess. 

Gentlemen must not forget that in spite of the disadvantages under 
which we laborin respect toshipping since the great revolution from wood 
to iron andesails to steam, yet to-day the tonnage of the United States 
is second only to that of Great Britain. Our tonnage is nearly four 
times as large as that of either Germany or France, and our tonnage in 
the foreign trade alone is considerably larger than thatof either of these 
nations. Our steam tonnage alone is nearly double that of France and 
three times thatof Germany. In the past five yeafs the ship-builders 
of the United States have built more tons of shipping than France, Ger- 
many, and Italy put together have constructed. In 1884 Germany 
built only 54,727 tons of shipping, while there were built in the United 
States 225,514 tons, valued atover $12,000,000. ‘Even in the past year, 
notwiths ing the unexampled depression in shipping all over the 
world, we built 159,050 tons, valued at $9,000,000, and over 30,000 
tons were built for the foreign trade. And yet some gentlemen seem 
to have the impression that ship-building is already a lost art with us, 
and therefore that no ship-building industry remains to be destroyed 
by free ships. 

History shows that no nation has ever been*able to gain and main- 
tain a maritime supremacy unless it built its own vessels. The Egyp- 
tians, the Phoenicians, the Greeks, the Italians, the Carthagenians, the 
Spaniards, and the Dutch held in turn the empire of the sea, but only 
so long as they could build their own vessels. 

My friend from Arkansas [Mr. DunN] alleges that when England 


found that she could not build wooden vessels as cheaply as the Amer-. 


icans, at a time when wooden sailing vessels controlled the ocean car- 
rying trade of the world, she repealed her navigation laws, gave her 
merchants free ships, and from that hour went on conquering and to 
conquer in the great contest for maritime supremacy. : 

That assertion has been often made, but never sustained by official 
facts. In the first place, Great Britain did not adopt the free-trade pol- 
icy as to ships until after she had adopted that policy as to all other in- 
dustries; and not until she believed it had been demonstrated that the 
iron steamship was to become the ocean carrier of the future, and that 
in the construction of such vessels, on account of the juxtaposition of 
abundant iron and coal mines near her sea-shore and the ion of 
cheap labor to work them, she could defy the competition of the world. 

Indeed, the maritime history of Great Britain shows most conclu- 
sively that had it not been for the revolution in marine architecture 
from wood to iron and sails to steam, which enabled England to build 
her own vessels, the free-ship policy would have been disastrous to her 
merchant marine. The free-ship policy took effect at the beginning of 
1850. Unexpected delay in the success of iron steamships put Eng- 
land for four or five years in the position of relying to some extent on 
Americans to build her vessels. Now, if the free-ship policy was wise, 
if it has built up British shipping, this result must have been manifest 
between 1850 and 1855, when it was doing its work on British shipping 
under far more favorable conditions than would now be afforded in this 
country. 

Yet the official statistics show that it was during this period that 
American shipping made its greatest growth and British shipping had 
its slowest p In these five years the merchant marine of the 
United States increased 1,977,985 tons, while that of the United King- 
dom increased only 894,828 tons, notwithstanding the largely increased 
demand for ships during this period. Mr. W. S. Lindsey, the most 
prominent promoter of the British legislation of 1849, concedes that if 
it had not been for the revolution in marine architecture, which made 
it practicable for England to build her own vessels under a free-ship 
policy, she would have been beaten in the contest for marine suprem- 
acy. In his History of Merchant Shipping, speaking of the first year’s 
results of that policy, he says: 

Our [the British] ship-owners naturally viewed with great alarm the rapid 
strides made by American shipping. Nor were their fears allayed by a refer- 
ence to the board of trade returns, wherein it appeared that while the increase 
of British shipping had in the year previous to repeal been 393,955 tons, there 
had been a deerease in the year after repeal of 180,576 tons. Our ponten A 
peared, therefore, critical; and had it not been for the resources we held with 
ourselves [referring to iron, coal, and cheap labor] and the indomitable en rey 
of our poopie, foreign shipping might then and there haye gained an 


e 
ency which might not afterward have been easily overcome. * * * We had 
one advantage which our great American competitor did not possess. We had 


ž ye > 
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iron in abundance, and about this period we were 
tion to the construction of iron ships to be propell 

Speaking subsequently of the contest for sup of the seas be- 
tween 1853 and 1854, the same distinguished English ship-builder says: 

A very large amount of capital had been invested by Americans in the famous 
ships employed in the California trade; but even these before the close of 1554 
were becoming unremunerative, owing to the competition of British iron and 
screw steamers, which were the main weapon whereby we bade defiance to 
the competition of all other nations in the general ocean race then just com- 
anenced.—Lindsey'’s Merchant Shipping, page 358. 

The whole subject was carefully investigated by the Italian Govern- 
ment in 1883, which, notwithstanding Italy had enjoyed all the al- 
leged benefits of a free-ship policy for twenty years, found that the 
Italian merchant marine had steadily declined for eight years, and that 
of 2,904,969 tons of merchandise landed at orshipped from Italian ports 
in the year 1882 only 293,883 tons were carried in Italian steamers. 
Referring to the views of Italian statesmen on the unsatisfactory results 
of the free-ship policy, United States Consul Crain, at Milan, in a report 
to the State Department under date of November 5, 1883, said: 

Italians have been at liberty for more than twenty years to buy steamshipson 
the Clyde or elsewhere, but this privilege has done nothing for the expansion of 
the steam marine. The policy of free ships has had a long trial in France, Ger- 
many, Austria,and other countries with no better result. History affords no 
example of a sesuo people who were not also a ship-building people. The 
industries of ship-building and cde. pak are so wedded by a community of 
int that they can not be divo: without mutual destruction. Flourish- 
ing ship-yards levy atribute upon the skill, labor, and resources of a country, 
and direct its attention and De cect ear A Eaa E S EE a EE SREE aby ean, 
Even if this were not so, the difficulties of negotiating the pu on favora- 
ble terms of costly steamships in distant countries, or of arranging credits, of 
securing the faithful construction of types required for particular services, and 
other ap nt disadvantages, would be sure to bring disappointment toa peo- 
ple trusting to foreign ship-yards for its marine. This is tho « view universally 
taken in Italy, and the aim will be to infuse life and vigor into ship-building es- 
tablishments, ` 

Alarmed at the unsatisfactory results of the free-ship policy, by a de- 
cree dated December 6, 1885, the Italian Government practically super- 
seded that policy by offering a bounty of $2.89 per ton forall new 
wooden sailing vessels and $11.58 per ton for all new iron vessels con- 
structed in Italy, and 65 cents per net ton navigation bounty for every 
1,000 miles sailed, 

France also found her free-ship policy so unsatisfactory that in 1881 
she practicalty set it aside by offering a special construction bounty of 
60 franes per ton gross for all iron or steel vessels and 20 francs per ton 
for wooden vessels constructed in French ship-yards, and by tendering a 
bounty of 30 cents per ton (double that allowed to a vessel built abroad) 
for every thousand miles sailed by French-built vessels. The compar- 
ative results of the free-ship and of the new policy on the French steam 
marine are shown by the official statistics to have been as follows: In- 
crease of French steam marine in the five years previous to 1881, 27 per 
cent.; increase in the five years since, 78 per cent. Considering that 
the last two years of the latter period were years of unexampled de- 
pression of shipping, the excellent results of the change from a free-ship 
policy to a policy of encouraging the home construction of vessels in 
France are certainly noteworthy. 

The steam to of Germany at the close of 1885 was 413,943 
tons, but little more than half that of France, while the steam tonnage 
of the United States was 1,494,917 tons. Evidently the astute states- 
man who guides the destinies of Germany is not satisfied with the free- 
ship policy, notwithstanding the cheapness of German labor and abun- 
dance and cheapness of German iron would seem to make such a policy 
safe in that country; for, by a decree of the government, dated April 
G, 1885, a subsidy of $1,125,000 per annum, to commence July 1, 1886, 
has been voted for the establishment of lines of German steamships to 
China, Japan, and Australia, with the condition that the new vessels 
ot these lines shall be German built and the repairs done in German 

ards, 

y The statement, therefore, that all maritime nations except the United 
States have adopted the free-ship policy is incorrect so far as it conveys 
the impression that the other maritime nations with which we are in 
competition treat foreign-built vessels the same as vessels constructed 
in their own yards—England alone excepted. France pays a construc- 
tion bounty to vessels built in her own yards and a double navigation 
bounty to such vessels. Italy pays a construction bounty for vessels 
built in her own yards. Germany in her latest subventions to German 
steamship lines insists that the vessels shall be constructed in her own 
yards. England alone maintains the free-ship policy in practice, and 
simply for the reason that her insular position, the fortunate juxtapo- 
sition of coal and iron mines near her sea-shore and her cheap labor to 
work them enable her to build her steam-vessels in competition with 
the world. But even England sees to it that British steamship lines 
receive the benefit of her large postal subsidies. Several years ago a 
contract for carrying British mails was given to a German line, but as 
soon as the fact became generally known a protest was made in the House 
of Commons and was responded to with loud cheers, and since that time 
the British authorities have not ventured to make a practical applica- 
tion of the free-ship policy in the distribution of postal subsidies. 

The fact remains that every maritime nation has gained its position 
on the ocean by adopting such a policy as would enable them to build 
their own vessels; and that no nation has gained a commanding posi- 


ly directing our atten- 
by the screw. 


tion on the ocean which has relied upon foreign ship-yards for the con- 
struction of her ships. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I protest against the pending bill as not 
only the confessed abandonment of the ship-building industry in this 
country, but also as the adoption of a policy which will lead to the 
gradual extinguishment of that maritime spirit which leads to the nay- 
igation of the ocean. We may rest that if we can not devise a 
policy which will enable us to build our own vessels we shall utterly 
fail to maintain maritime enterprises. Ship-building and ship-using 
are notantagonistic, as some free-ship advocates would have us believe, 
but in every nation rise and fall together. 

My friend from Arkansas seems to logk forward to the admission of 
foreign-built vessels into our coastwise trade as affording a compensa- 
tion in breaking down what he calls a ‘‘monopoly’’ and reducing rates 
of freight to our people. He overlooks the fact that the protection 
which has been given our vessels in the coastwise and internal trade 
has given the American people the lowest freight rates by water afforded 
by the home fleet of any nation, and at the same time has so promoted 
the interests of that branch of our shipping that to-day it exhibits a 
tonnage three times as large as the home fleet of Great Britain. 

Mr. Chairman, the most serious objection to the policy ofrelying upon 
Great Britain to build our vessels for us because she is able now to con- 
struct them more cheaply than we can, is that such a policy would tend 
to subvert our commercial and national independence, and place both 
our foreign trade and our means of naval defense in time of war at her 
mercy. 

The nation which is dependent upon any foreign nation for the con- 
struction of its vessels must find its foreign trade jeopardized whenever 
the country upon which it thus relies becomes a belligerent. Ifthe coun- 
try to which we look foroursupply of vessels should become involved in 
war with the United States, gentlemen who tell us that a ship is noth- 
ing but a wagon to be bought anywhere in the cheapest market would 
begin to see that no nation can be assured of the means of transporta- 
tion of its exports and imports unless it builds its own vessels. The 
people of the West and of the South, whose products are exported so 
largely, would then clearly ize the fact that no nation can be 
commercially independent unless it can build its own vessels. 

More vital still is the fact that the possession of a merchant marine 
built in our own ship-yards—yards which can be made available at a 
day’s notice for the construction of cruisers and transports in case of 
war—is essential to national defense and national inde ence. 

In the discussion in the House of Representatives May 4, 1789, on 
a bill to promote our navigation interests and insure the construction 
of vessels in our own ship-yards, Mr. Madison enforced the views which 
I have endeavored to present at this time, and said: 


We have maritime dangers to guard against, and we can be secured in no other 
way. * * * We must pay for the national security. 


T commend to gentlemen who insist that a ship is only a wagon to 
be bought anywhere—on the Clyde or the Tyne, or wherever it can be 
bought cheapest—the statesmanship of Madison who insisted that we 
must build our own vessels inorder to protect the nation even if it cost 
us more to build them than they could be purchased for in Europe. 

I see before me gentlemen who claim to be Jeffersonian Democrats, 
and who profess to be admirers of Jeffersonian principles. To such 
gentlemen I desire to commend the views which Mr. Jefferson expressed 
in his celebrated report on commerce when Secretary of State, as fol- 
lows: 

Our navigation involves still pe grr considerations. Asa branch of industry 
it is valuable, but as a resource of defense it is essential. The position and cir- 
cumstances of the United States leave them nothing to fear from their land- 
board, and nothing to desire beyond their present rights. But on the seaboara 
they are open to injury; and they have then.too,a commerce which must be 
protected. This can only be done by possessing a respectable body of citizen 
seamen and artists, and establishments in readiness for ship-building. 

It seemed clear to such patriots and statesmen as Washington, Mad- 
ison, and Jefferson that an American merchant marine could be main- 
tained only by building our vessels in home ship-yards, and that such 
ship-yards were essential for national safety and defense. It is impos- 
sible for any nation to maintain navy-yards of sufficient extent to do 
more than repair public vessels and to slowly construct a few naval ves- 
sels in time of peace. 

Admiral Porter, in his testimony before the Senate Naval Commit- 
tee in the Forty-eighth Congress, referring to the dependence of every 
nation on its private ship-yards, said: : 

As a matter of policy Great Britain encourages private ship-building yards. 
The salvation of the country in case of war would depend on these; and we 


should follow the example of Great Britain. * * * When war comes we 
should have these great ship-building places, with their plant accumulated dur- 


ing peace, 

What would have been the result of the appearance of the confederate 
iron-clad Merrimac in Northern waters if the Government of the United 
States had been obliged to send to England to have an iron-clad built 
to cope with her? Inall probability if there had not been private ship- 
yards in this country capable of building a monitor in a hundred days 
the Merrimac would have ap in our unprotected harbors as a mes- 


senger of destruction, would have broken the blockade of Southern ports, 
and probably have secured the recognition of the confederacy by France 
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and Great Britain. It is a fact ized by history that the rebellion 
was dealt its most deadly blow by the blockading fleet, which cut off 
its supplies, and this fleet could not have been constructed if we had 
not extensive private ship-yards. Nearly three hundred ves- 
sels, of over 160,000 tons burden, were built for our Navy in our private 
ship-yards during the civil war, and five hundred vessels were drawn 
in addition from our merchant marine. i 
The eyes of the country are turned to the defenseless condition of 
our coasts in consequence of the weakness of our Navy. Buta pow- 
erful navy is the offspring of a great merchant marine built in a na- 
tion’s own ship-yards. Look over the nations of the world and it will 
be found that naviesrise and fall with their merchant marine, and that 
the merchant marines increase or decline with the growth or decay of 
_ the art of ship-building. Great navies are never built in navy-yards. 
The United States has eight navy-yards, butalmostno navy. England 
has only three navy-yards and the strongest navyin theworld. Four- 
fifths of her naval vessels and marine engines were built in private 
‘ship-yards. It has been her policy to give every possible assistance to 
the establishment and maintenance of great ship-yards, because she has 
recognized the fact that no nation could maintain its maritime pres- 
tige or successfully defend itself in time of war unless it built itsown 
vessels and had in readiness the means of rapidly enlarging its fleet in 
time of need. Great Britain has taken care not to break down the 
wall of protection for her shipping until she was satisfied that she had 
secured a position which would enable her to build her own vessels in 
competition with the world. It would be well-nigh national suicide 
for the United States at the present junctire to abandon all efforts to 
establish and extend great iron-ship yards, and to adopt the policy of 
anaE our ships built in British establishments on the Clyde and 
e. 


Important as are many other questions before this Congress not one 
of them is of greaterimportance and of more far-reaching consequences 
than this. We are already a republic of nearly 58,000,000 people. In 
1890 our population will exceed 65,000,000, and in twenty-tive yearsit 
will reach 100,000,000. It can not be possible that such a-nation as 
this intends to deliberately announce to the world that it proposes to 
give up all efforts to devise a policy whereby we may be able to build 
our own ‘ships and to depend hereafter on Great Britain for whatever 
vessels we may need. Before we commit ourselves to this policy it will 
be wise for us to consider that all history teaches that no people can 
permanently maintain their prestige unless they strengthen their po- 
sition on the ocean as well as on the land, and that no nation can gain 
and maintain maritime supremacy unless it builds its own vessels. 
[Great applause. ] 

Mr. ROMEIS. Mr. Chairman, it was not my intention to take part 
inthis debate. I had intended to leave any time that would be allotted 
to me to others more able than myself. But being the only member 
on the committee from the northern lakes, I believed it to be my duty 
to call the attention of the House to the great injury, in my opinion, 
that would result to ship-building on the chain of lakes should this bill 
become a law. : 

Mr. Chairman, there were upon the northern lakes on June 30, 1835, 
the following shipping: Sailing vessels, 1,322; steam vessels, 1,175; 
boats, 771; barges, 111; a total tonnage of 749,948.49. All of this, ex- 
cept about fifty vessels, were of wood. They were all built in the 
United States. There were built last year 30 sailing vessels, 64 steam- 
ers, 18 boats, and 5 barges, or a total tonnage of 22,294.24, showing 
that we are constantly building vessels of both steam and sail. It fol- 
lows that the building of these one hundred and seventeen bottoms 
necessarily gives employment to many skilled mechanics and laborers 
of all kinds, not only in building the vessels, but also in fitting and 
furnishing the same. y 

The bill now before the House allowsa citizen of the United States to go 
to a foreign country and buy or cause to be built steam or sailing vessels, 
all farnished and complete, and bring them to this country and have 
them registered as American vessels, to the great injury of American 
capital invested in ship-building, and depriving American labor of the 
benefit of the capital that should be employed in our own country. 

Our people advocating free ships have heretofore confined their de- 
mands to the ocean-carrying trade, or in other words would have our 
people allowed to buy their ships for foreign commerce wherever they 
pleased. But this bill goes much farther. This bill proposes to sweep 
away all the protection we have had in the coastwise and inland trade 
as well. 

I never learned the object of including the coastwise and inland ship- 
ping in this bill. Weare constantly building vessels for that trade, 
without asking the Government for material assistance. Of course it 
will not discourage the building of steamboats on the rivers of the in- 
terior, remote from foreign countries, like the Ohio, the Mississippi, 
and all the Southern rivers. 

Owing to the proximity of the Dominion of Canada, and the fact that 
our vessels are largely built of wood (andif of iron they no doubt would 
be sent from England in sections) ship-owners would naturally go to the 
Dominion of Canada for their vessels which they may want in the lake 
trade. Why? Because Canada can build them cheaper than we can 
build them here. I see by the Toledo papers that a company has been 


inco ted with a capital of $1,000,000 for the purpose of building a 
number of fast lake steamers to be run betweenToledoand Buffalo. If 
this bill passes these steamers in all probability will be built and fur- 
nished in some portin Canada, and one million of American capital would 
go into Canadian coffers, to be lostto us with interest forever. Notonly 
this, but the Dominion of Canada is full of old hulks, both steam and 
sail, which were built and used in the lake trade through Canada before 
the Erie Canal was free from toll, many of which are now out of service 
for want of employment. 

Mr. Chairman, if we pass this bill many of these old hulks will be 
bought and put in the trade of our side to become coffins for American 
sailors. You may say, Mr. Chairman, that the United States has in- 
spectors whose duty it is to ‘‘inspect’’ such vessels. Yes, that is true; 
we have some old politicians, but as when they are appointed they are 
not examined as to color blindness they often overlook great defects. 

Iam told, Mr. Chairman, that there are now lying in the river Saint 
Clair some of these hulks waiting for this bill to pass to be put under 
the American flag. Whata pitiable spectacle would it be for Americans 
to see our capital go from Buffalo, Detroit, Port Huron, and other lakes 
cities which have plants for ship-building and furnishing, while our 
mechanics stand idle on the docks and looking on. It is believed by 
our people on the northern lakes that this bill will destroy ship-build- 
ing on the lakes and turn it into Canada, and that without increasing 
our shipping, because men will not buy ships for the reason that they 
get them cheaper, unless they are reasonably sure of employment for 
their vessels, for ships will not improve like “‘ wine, with age.” 

What applies to the lakes will apply to the ocean. England, it is 
said, has a thousand ships idle, although she has free ships. Every 
old ship we would buy of her will put two new ones on the stocks and 
give employment to her mechanics. I take it that we were not sent 
here to legislate for English interest. England is the only nation that 
would be benefited by this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, we must look to another source to build up our ship- 
building. We furnish the money for national banks to do business 
with, we have given millions of acres of land and secured the bondsof 
some railroads to aid them in building lines through new and sparsely 
settled portions of our country for the purpose of developing it. We- 
are deepening rivers and harbors. Whyshould we not give aid in the ` 
same manner to encourage our shipping interests, and thus keep our 
capital at home and give employment to our mechanics and laborers? 

The Government of the United States refuses to sustain its steamship 
lines even to the extent which third-class nations sustain theirs, and 
while expending millions of dollars on mail-routes on land which do 
not pay expenses refuses to apply the same principle to commerce on 
the sea. 

Private citizens have patriotically endeavored to restore the Ameri- 
can flag to the proud position it once occupied on the ocean, but have 
gone down before the competition of foreigners who were backed by 
their governments. I hold in my hand a pamphlet of the Maritime 
Association of the United States. It treats this question so fully and 
yet concisely that I will ask leave to print it with my remarks. 

In speaking of the fine steamers a French company is building to run 
between Havre and New York, I will cite from the statistics, for ex- 
ample, one of the French steamers of 8,000 tons. France pays to the . 
steamer for the round trip between Havre and New York $14,500. 

The American steamers would receive from our -Government noth- 
ing, besides being sailed at greater expense. 

Neither free ships nor free material can surmount this disability. 

Mr. Chairman, what condition would we be in in case of war? It 
has often been said that a merchant marine is the militia of the ocean, 
and it is no doubt true. We could get men to sail our ships in ashort 
time, but it takes time to build the vessels. 

Let us suppose that war should be declared between England and 
the United States, what condition would we bein on the northern 
lakes, cut off from the ocean, no water way on which we could bring 
gunhboatsor warships; our plant forship-building destroyed, our skilled 
mechanics scattered, perhaps gone to Oklahoma to raise wheat which 
England would not buy because she can buy it cheaper in India? 
Shall we say to England: ‘‘ Hold on, we are not ready yet; we have no 
ships to fight you with; we have abandoned our ship-building to you; 
our plants have been destroyed, and our mechanics have turned farm- 
ers? Wewant you to build usships first, to protect the shipping which 
you built for us and to protect our lake cities.” Would England wait 
until we were ready? Or would she proceed to destroy our shipping 
and lake cities, where torpedoes could not be located in numbers suffi- 
cient to keep her ships from doing our ports great damage? 

Mr. Chairman, are we to stand sponsors to England, or any other 
nation who may be involved in war, by allowing selfish men to put our 
flag on foreign vessels sailed by foreign crews and only the American 
flag on the masthead? The passage of this bill would render us liable 
to be put in. that position and thereby, sooner or later, be involved in 
foreign complication. i 

Mr. Chairman, I have been a wage-worker for thirty-five years or 
more as a sailor and railroad man. I laid aside the lantern to take a 
seat in the Halls of Congress, and when I leave I expect to take up one 
of these vocations again. But while I have a voice and a vote in this 
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House I shall not give it for a proposition that will in my opinion de- 
stroy capital invested in American ind thereby throwing out of 
employment thousand#of workingmen who are directly Cee s 
a pad that capital. For that reason I shall vote against this bi [Ap 


tee reserve the remainder of my time. 
The article to which I have = Paes from the Maritime Association 
of New York, is as follows: 


one ee of the Government assisting American shipping is urged, be- 
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is simply impossible, 
Take, for example, one of these French steamers of 8,000 tons. France 
to the steamer for the round trip between Havre and New York about $1 
The American steamer would receive from our Government nothing, sido. 
being ects ata ter expense. Neither free ship nor free materials can sur- 
moun 


A further to the nation oan a rip Fe our foreign tonn: would be that 
it would tend to increase the balan in ourfavor. If entire import 
and export e were on ee our own vi nt that we 


should realize nearly the entire sale price of our exports at the foreign market, 
not, as now, the price at the shipping poiná; and e our imports we should pay 
out in the foreign market only the sale price use the most of the 
freight earita upon the articles would be anihi to or retained among our 
own 
In. Thies way we should follow another sound law of paring of selling at the 
highest price and buying at the lowest. To whatever , that we can 
control this trade shall we add to our receipts and Nd aiminish our outlay ; and 
_— item of freight must amount to many million d ee annually. Wemight 
to the national pride, but that in some sorne quanta is deemed sentiment and 
business; that the nationality of the v on which one takes passage is a 
Tmatteor utter aperire ow still we confess to a feeling of sadness at the thou: = 
of our flag di from three-fourths of the surface of the globe, an 
Saaran to us that the ingn nnman pion viapo ap p eeir meek Coun 
our eyes should behold the y regi of our country still floating above us. 
We will see state, not the theoretical, but the real and known causes of our 
rapid gain in the ocean tonnage from 1848 to about 1860, and its ee and almost 
continuous decline since. 


both points remote from En; 


arge 
grating to the mines, requiring aller Sooke poco and all necessities of life 
ving to thousands of miles by sea; 1854 Crimean war, requiring an 
immense fleet of 


transports. 
These were the stimulating causes, and the wooden ship then being the best, 
we, having the wood in greater abundance and cheaper than other maritime 
nation built most tonnage, sell: some to our rivals. 
ut 1860, the on constru of iron was gaining in favor, and rates of 
freight had ed, that the cost of sailing and Victualing ships was 
beginning to € to excite ag attention. Then followed the insecurity 
cony g them to accept lower freight rates than o pA thes 
pone eee per gen a ot ER KP ensued, so that in 1865, whe our flag was 
secure upon the sea, we lost about ‘one-third sateen tons) of our for- 
tonnage, while the tonnage of England had great meaty ncereased. 
he iron ship was preferred; we were without the plant for its construction, 
although we had the material, skill,and labor needed, but at too great cost to 
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hope to Meme a with the English builders. The decline has continued until 
now, when the foreign trade tonnage of the country on the Atlantic coast is les 
en in 1810, and should present conditions continue it must soon disappear en- 


Wai are aware that many of our countrymen of pronounced loyalty advocate 
the doctrine of "free ships” as the remedy. We can not concur in that view, 
believing it would be Spent the way ‘or the ee of our coastwise 
tonnage. It certainly would be destructive of the art <a building among 
us, and we have our doubts increased as to the A A plan, Ér ding 
ma the nation which has been most successful in driving us sams ic sea 

ially desirous for us to ado ore it. 
it not occur to you that this Mas ness which e 
ships, is of the same ton; ch and kin as ourselves, an 
engaging in war, it would be most convenient and profitable to have us act as 
sponsors for her tonnage until the war should terminate? 
The ‘‘ free ship" presents for solution this economie probl 


One of es ou ef oe of money is its H ocopornis REPR capacity. Suppose 
we can purchase abroad for $800,000 a ship which Hes cost 000 if produced 
here. e question is, whether it is better that the purchaser should gain 


$200,000 and the nation lose the $800,000 rete the Penase- thereon forever aon 
money going out of the country to employ foreign labor), or that the $1 reper 
should be retained at home and circulated among our own trades-people, 

ing work to ered unemployed, gladdening many hearts—the nation assu: ee 
fora pig wage me to the merchant a fair return for the capital so invested? 
That is ag), mre If it is not well to adopt the free-ship plan, that of “free 
materials” is unworthy of consideration. 

The protection necessary to maintain this industry is of the same natureas af- 
Hagncser oA other. It is the p product of the mine, the farm, the manufactory that 

protected, not the plant. It is the freight or product of theship which wecan 
=e produce or earn as cheaply as our rivals that needs protection, and this the 
mileage system accomp!: 

Our claim then is ustified if you believe the nation requires foreign com- 
merce; for naval defense in case of war, for extension of our intercourse and 
trade with other nations in time of peace, increasing the amount realized from 
our exports, and lessening the sum paid out for imports. 

Objection to the free ship is, that it encourages foreign and discourages Amer- 
ican ‘ship building, places us at great disadvantage in case of war,may burden 
us with protecting the commercial marine of a rival nation, and will be destruc- 
tive of our coastwise ton: . It is un-American, diverting the capital of the 
AY Edy by employing foreign labor, while our laborers stand idle in the mar- 

et-p 

May it not be as wise to devote some 3 panon of the surplus revenue of the 
country to building up this important industry as to deepen harbors and chan- 
nels for the accommodation of the vessels of other nations? 


AMBROSE SNOW, » FISHER, 

JAMES E. WARD, F. W. VOSBURG, 

TIMOTHY DAGGETT. J. S. NEGLEY, 
AMES H. WINCHESTER, E. og COFFIN, 

JOHN B E, Y, 

L. McKA M. MUNGER, 

Committee of ‘ag Maritime Association Chatto mites of | the National Board 
of the Port of New York, of Steam Navigation, 


Acting as a joint committee. 

New York, February, 1886. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, this bill comes from the special 
committee appointed by the Speaker to take into the sub- 
ject of ship-building and ship-owning interests in the United States, 
The piles Fs was appointed in January last, and on March 25 there- 
aiter reported this bill. 

What are the merits and demerits of the measure which they have 
reported after so long a time spent in consideration? ‘The objects of 
the bill, as I understand them, are—first, to admit to an American 

registry free of duty ships built i in any and eyery country; and, second, 
to admit likewise into this country free of duty all materials ‘entering 
into the composition of ships. These materials as named in the bill 
are— 


an 
= aug and plates, 
rivets, bolts, nuts, screws, boiler] sass and tu) 
may Ds necessary for the construction and equipment in whole or in part of 
vesse. 

This is a measure which vitally affects the interests of ọur whole 
seaboard and our lake front. Let us examine from whence the bill 
emanates. The members of this special committee as originally ap- 
pointed were Messrs. DUNN of Arkansas, HOLMAN of Indiana, MILLS 
of Texas, KING of Louisiana, BLISS of New York, Rankin of Wisconsin, 
MCMILLIN of Tennessee, Comstock of Michigan, DINGLEY of Maine, 
WADSWORTH of Kentucky, OSBORNE of Pennsylvania, FELTON of Cal- 
ifornia, and RomeEIs of Ohio. Mr. Mutts afterward withdrew and 
Mr. CULBERSON, from the same State, took his place. Subsequently, 

upon the death of Mr. Rankin, Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, was ap- 
pointed to fill the vacancy. 

There have been presented in connection with the majority report 
the views of the minority, strongly opposing the passage of this bill and 
signed by six of the thirteen mem that committee, namely: 
Messrs. DINGLEY, WADSWORTH, OSBORNE, BLISS, FELTON, and Ro- 
MEIS. Ofthese six five are put down in the Congressional Directory 
as having been elected as Republicans, and one, Mr. BLISS, of New 
York, as a Democrat. This leaves as the members of the Committee 
voting in favor of reporting this bill Messrs. DUNN, HOLMAN, HAM- 
MOND, KING, MCMILLIN, COMSTOCK, and CULBERSON—a bare major- 
ity of the committee. Each one of these gentlemen must have so voted, 
because united they form but a bare majority, and the vote of each one 
was necessary to order the report. Iam reliably informed that, in fact, 
one was not present when the vote was taken, and his vote must have 
been cast by proxy. These seven are all entered in the Directory as 
having been elected upon the Democratic ticket. 
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Let us see—and I do it in no capous spirit; I do it with no desire 
except to inform the country as to the facts—let us see from what lo- 
calities these gentlemen reporting in favor of this measure, which so 
vitally affects the interests of our whole Atlantic and Pacific seacoast 
and our lake front, come. I find that one is from Forest City, Ark.; 
another is from Aurora, Ind.; another from Atlanta, Ga.; another from 
Vidalia, La.; another from Jefferson, Tex.; another from Grand Rapids, 
Mich., and the seventh is from Tenn. These places may be 
all large and growing seaport towns, but unfortunately they are not so 
laid down on any atlas which I have consulted. I understand that one 
or two, perhaps three, of these cities—I will not speak of them as vil- 
lages; Atlanta is certainly a growing city—are situated by the sides of 
streams which afford fair navigation for young ducks at seasons of un- 
usually high water. i 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does not that policy concerning our foreign car- 
rying trade which benefits one American citizen benefit every Ameri- 
can citizen? ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It ought to, and generally I believe it does. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then should we not seek to adopt that policy 
which will benefit every American citizen irrespective of where we 
live? . 

Mr, BUCHANAN. . We ought, and therefore I am surprised at the 
majority report. The bill benefits nobody, but on your principle 
strikes a disastrous blow at the whole people. It is not to the discredit 
of these gentlemen that they come from these inland towns. Nodoubt 
they are honored in their respective localities. The fact that they are 
here gracing and honoring this House by their presence shows they are 
honored and respected where they are best known. But it does seem 
to me that this fact of their location is not necessarily a qualification 
for the wise performance of their duty as members of this committee. 
They certainly do not compose a “‘jury of the vicinage.’’? I have given 
you the location of every one, and so far as I can find there is not a 
seacoast or lake-front town or port represented in that majority re- 

rt. That may bea coincindence; I am bound to eitis. But 

find one or two further coincidences. The State of New York, whose 
principal port had last year a commerce of $724,592,509 of exports and 
imports, and paid 68.98 per cent. of all the duties collected in the 
United States, has but one member of the committee, while Texas, 
whose principal port, Galveston, had during the same period a com- 
merce in exports and imports of $13,836,524, has equal representation. 
The port of Boston, Mass., which last year imported $53,445,929 and 
exported $62,000,103, has no representation. Neither has Baltimore, 
with her $11,849,696 of imports and $45,052,904 of exports. 

Now what is it that these gentlemen have reported, and what great 
interest of this country is it that they would destroy? I use the words 
advisedly, ‘‘that they would destroy.” For the year ending June 30, 
1885, the total to: e of the United States was 4,265,934 tons. Of 
this there was e in the foreign trade 1,262,814 tons; in the coast- 
img bare 2,895,371 tons; in the whale fisheries, 25,184; and in the cod 

eries, 82,565 tons; making, as I have said an te of 
4,265,934 tons. This is slightly larger than at any time since 1876, ex- 
cept that in the year 1884 it was exceeded by 5,295 tons. 

The changes are being constantly rung upon our “‘ g com- 
merce,” yet we have the second largest tonnage in the world. As has 
just been remarked by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]: 


e foreign trade 
cither of those nations. 

If any one will study the tables contained in the last report on com- 
merce and navigation he will be convinced that our tonnage is not de- 
caying, but thatit is simply stationary, or upon the whole slightly in- 
creasing in amount. We built for the year ending June 30, 1885, 920 
vessels with a tonnage of 159,056 tons. This tonnage was composed of 
5 ships, 3 barks, 3 barkentines, 379 schooners, and 143 sloops; this in- 
cludes only sailing vessels. The previous year we built 225,514 tons 
of a value exceeding $12,000,000. Our commerce, at least for the past 
decade, has not been decaying, and yet I frankly admit that our ocean 
carrying trade is not in that condition in which any American with his, 
heart in the right place would desire to have it. In the palmy days of 
the clippper ship we sent our sails to every known port. That ship has 
practically disappeared. There are reasons forit. The costly steam- 
ship, the *‘ greyhound of the seas,” has taken her place. England had 
the costly plant to produce it, and the ever-ready subsidy to run it. 
With the constant menace to enterprise of bills like the one under con- 
- sideration capital here,hesitates to erect such expensive plant, and with 
the discrimination against our vessels in carrying the mails, the Gov- 
ernment hinders instead of helps. 

Beside we have been developing this great country of ours. Inever 
realized so fully until recently, as I spent day after day speeding across 
our Western prairies and through the far-reaching expanses of Texas, 
what a vast country we have and what an enormous amount of work 


mma to be done to La aig to na ster oe man We KaTo been 
msily engaged in carving out homes for ourselves here upon this virgin 
soil and have been content that this ocean carrying trade should be done 
by other nations. The ocean freights have been so low that brain and 
enterprise and capital have sought employment and remuneration else- 
where, need paxkonany in constructing the thousands of miles of new 
railways developing our enormous internal trade and domestic com- 
merce, 

There is another reason. Twenty-five years ago our ocean carrying 
trade was struck a blow from which it has not yet recovered. In look- 
ing over the figures I find that during the late war, because of reasons 
known to all, a large proportion of our vessels was put under other flags; 
thus in 1861 there were American vessels sold to foreigners aggregating 
26,649 tons; in 1862, 117,756 tons; in 1863, 222,199 tons; in 1864, 300,- 
865 tons; in 1865, 133,832 tons, or a total from the firing on Sumter to 
the surrender of Lee of 801,301 tons. I make no comment upon these 
figures. I leave them with the country. They tell their own tale. 
You can trace the history of those statistics in the light of burning ves- 
sels left by the Alabama and other rebel cruisers. 

Many other vessels, chartered or seized or bought by the Government, 
yielded to the exigencies of war and were forever lost to commerce. 

Can we increase our tonnage by the means proposed by this bill? 
We may buy ships, but they will not be American ships. They may 
fiy the American flag, but they will still be a foreign production. No 
plank, or sail, or timber will tell of American enterprise or American 

bor; no swelling line or saucy rake of mast will tell of American 
brain and American skill. As well leta Caucasian father count among 
his sons the imported Asiatic who toils over his linen. As well send 
to the Clyde for a yacht to outsail the Genesta instead of depending 
upon our own Puritan. 

Why should these gentlemen from the interior press this bill upon 
us? Wedonotwantit. The Maritime Association of the Port of New 
York and the national board of steam navigation protest against it. 
These boards make the pertinent observation, ‘‘ We have our doubts 
increased as to the efficacy of this plan by finding that the nation which 
has been most successful in driving us from the sea is especially desir- 
ous for us to adopt it.” £ 

What interest can this committee have in pressing this bill? It will 
not benefit the interior. It can not make freights lower. They are 
below, far below, a paying point now. The tonnage of the world is 
now open—freely so—to the carriage of your cotton, your corn, your 
wheat. Whatmore can youask? ‘The bill will simply transfer the 
ownership of some of that It will enable a few capitalists in 
our great seaboard cities to buy steamships, but it will not enable them 
to run those steamships at rates lower, in any degree, than those at 
which they are now run. 

But this bill will destroy our ship-building. It will bring ruin to 
many an American home. It will transfer to the Clyde the work now 
done on the Delaware. It will transfer to English workshops and Nor- 
wegian ship-yards the work now done upon American shores. It will 

the American shipwright for the benefit of the foreign artisan. 
It will fill our northern with Canadian craft, while our own rot 
at our wharves. At best it ecg. dP ese advantage a few merchant 
princes, but the people at large will receive no benefit whatever. 

But I rose, Mr. i ; to more particularly call attention to the 
effect that in my judgment this measure will have upon our coasting 
trade. As has been seen by the figures which I have submitted, more 
than two-thirds of our tonnage is engaged in the coastwise and lake 
trades; in exact figures 2,895,371 tons. Of the large number of schoon- 
ers and sloops built each year the greater number are intended for 
that trade. 

The bill proposes to admit foreign vessels to an American registry and 
then allow them after they are thus admitted to ply wherever the own- 
ers may desire. I asked the question of the chairman of the commit- 
tee—at least I endeavored to get his attention during his remarks but 
he did not yield and I have since asked him in private—whether that 
is the purpose of tħe bill, and he informs me it is; and certainly the 
bill can bear no other construction. 

At the present time this coasting trade is entirely in our own hands. 
In it we have no foreign competition. As long as the laws of the land 
remain as they areitmustremainin our hands. As the law nowstands, 
no vessel built in a foreign country, unless captured in war or forfeited 
by law, can be admitted to an American registry. The law further 
provides that no vessel that is not of American registry can engagein , 
the coasting trade. The result of those two provisions is that to-day, 
with the exceptions noted, no vessel can engage in the coasting trade ` 
unless she has been built in the United States, in our own ship-yards, 
by our own labor. No foreigner, no foreign vessel can enter into that 
trade, The honorable chairman of the committee [Mr. DuNN] says 


that he desires to break down that restriction, and I, for one, thank 
him for taking such bold and aggressive ground upon this question. 
I thank him for coming out fearlessly and telling us precisely what he 
We now know where tofind him. He desires to break 
in Ameri- 
the world. 


wishes to do. 
that down and to have the coastwise trade carried not merel. 
can-built bottoms, but in bottoms built in any portion 
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He proposes tosurrender the American vessel to the English, the German, 
the Canadian, and the Norwegian. He gives as his reason that freights 
are too high; that the American vessels are levying a tax upon com- 
merce, ani that these American vessels have an odious monopoly of this 
trade. : 

I want to say to the gentleman that he can not produce figures to 
substantiate any statement that these coastwise vessels are levying an 
unduly large tax upon commerce, The fact is that to-day the freights 
earned by the coasting vessels are lower in proportion to other things 
than they have ever been before in the history of this country. The fact 
is that all along the coast we have lines of railway that compete for 
that trade, and the vessels engaged in the coastwise and lake trade 
are carrying freights much cheaper than were ever known before, and 
at rates not remunerative to the capital employed. There is an old 
adage, a homely one, but one that it is sometimes well enough to ob- 
serve and live up to. It is this: Leave well enough alone. These 
freights are being carried exclusively by American vessels, commanded 
by American masters and manned by American sailors; the freight- 
money goes exclusively to Americans, and the freighter gets his wares 
transported at almost nominal cost. What more, in the name of all 
that is fair and just, can be asked? 

This coast trade is no monopoly. Too many thousands of vessels are 
engaged in it to allow that to be possible. They are largely owned, 
in whole or in part, by the men who sail them, and competition is sharp 
and keen between them. My own State, small in area as she is, hasa 
large water-front, stretching from nearly opposite Hastings-on-the- 
Hudson down the Hudson River, through the Kills, past Sandy Hook, 
down the Atlantic coast to the Delaware Capes, and up Delaware Bay 
and River to the head of tide water at Trenton. Quite two-thirds of 
her boundary is tide water. She owns one thousand and seventy-eight 
vessels—the greater proportion of them engaged in the coastwise trade. 
Many of these vessels are sailed to-day without a profit, some of them 
at an actual loss, and others lie idly at their wharves, Turn loose 
upon them the English ‘“‘tramp” steamer and the Nova Scotian and 
Norwegian sailing vessels and they will rot in our streams. But ifit 
were different, how could it affect you, gentlemen from the interior, 
who are forcing this bill upon us? These coastwise vessels do not carry 
the products of your sections. You ship your corn and wheat and cat- 
tle and cotton by rail to the most accessible seaport, and there lie 
now your loved English steamers ready to receive them. These coasters 
carry the trade from port to port on the coast and lakes. We are the 
freighters; we are the carriers; we alone are the parties in interest. 
Tt is alone our concern; and we say to you that we have not asked your 
help, and in all courtesy we must protest against your interference. 

I want to thank the honorable chairman [Mr. DUNN] for another 
very frank expression of his. He did not hesitate in his speech to af- 
firm that this is a free-trade measure, and I sat and listened to him 
with interest as he rehearsed the beauties and advantages of free trade 
and free ships. I want to thank him for being so honest—for having 
the courage of his convictions—for telling us without circumlocution 
just what the passage of this bill will mean. It will mean to the la- 

r of this country, it will mean to the capital of this country, it will 
mean to the manufacturer of this country, that the Forty-ninth Con- 
pren is in its lower House a free-trade Congress, and y to surren- 

er to England’s wishes as to free trade and free ships. 

The whole country will so interpret it. ‘The people will know that 
every vote cast for this bill is a vote cast in the direction of free trade 
and in the direction of breaking down our system of protection. The 
gentleman has made the issue fairly and squarely, and I thank him for 
it and for one accept theissue. He informs us that no nation ever went 
to the front in the world’s carrying trade except under the policy of 
free trade and free ships. It was my fortune very recently to travel 
entirely through the State which is in represented, and ably rep- 
resented, on this floor by the distinguished chairman of the committee, 
and as I looked at the grand possibilities of that State, as I saw what 
maguificent things the God of Nature has done for its inhabitants, I 
observed that there was yet one thing lacking. Fertile as is their soil, 
broad as are their acres, gigantic as are their forests, marvelous as are 
all the gifts of nature to them, they yet are dependent upon those of 
us who live farther East for the fabrication of everything that they use 
and of everything that they wear, and I thought, Oh! that these broad 
acres were filled up, not only with an agricultural people wresting a 
hard-earned subsistence from the soil, but that here and there along 
these magnificent water courses were erected great factories in which 
could be made those articles which the people require and -must use! 
‘What an advantage it would be! Whata valuable addition to the re- 
sources of that State; and I, sir, am a better friend to him and to his 
section than he wots of when I stand in my place in this House and 
protest against the passage of any measure which will militate in any 
way against,the maintenance of the protective system which makes 
such factories possible. 

The gentleman tells us that the days of protection are past. Sir, as 
long as Americans shall preserve their patriotism, as long as the Amer- 
ican laborer shall be intelligent enough to demand a proper recompense 
for his toil, as long as labor shall be crushed to the earth in other lands 
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whether those lands be Europe, Africa, or Asia, just so long the pro- 
tective system will endure in these United States of America, and instead 
of being past Isay to that gentleman that much as I wish him long life, 
health, and prosperity, much as I wish that his days may be extended far 
beyond the limit allotted by the Psalmist, yet the grass will be growing 
green over his grave for many a year before America abandons her pro- 
tective system. 

A word in conclusion. I am an American, born on American soil, 
and reared in American ideas. By the grace of a portion of the Amer- 
ican people I occupy for the time being a seat in the American Congress. 
I am sent here to legislate for the best interests of the American people, 
native and naturalized. I could not be faithful to that trust and not 
oppose this bill. No American interest will be subserved, no spirit of 
paraan will beawakened, by seeing the American flag flying over an 

glish, Canadian, or Norwegian built ship. That spectacle may sat- 
isfy those who advocate this bill, but as for me, give mean American- 
built ship, with an American master, manned by American seamen, 
and flying the American flag at her fore. [Applause.] 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, if there is no other gentleman desiring 
to speak to-day, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Crisp reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 7219) to amend sections 4132 and 2513 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States so as to authorize the purchase 
of foreign-built ships by citizens of the United States and to permit the 
same to be registered as vessels of the United States and to admit cer- 
tain materials to be used in the construction of vessels free of duty, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the 
House of Representatives of the following titles: 5 


A bill (H. R. 473) granting a pension to William Boone; 

A bill (H. R. 556) granting a pension to Bridget Sherlock; 

A bill (H. R. 599) granting a pension to Mrs. Honorah Maloney. 

A bill (H. R. 601) granting a pension to Alonzo V. Richards; 

A bill (H. R. 607) granting a pension to Jannet E. B. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1106) granting a pension to Mary B. Carll; 

A bill (H. R. 1252) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Smalley; 

A bill (H. R. 2070 ting a pension to William Paugh; , 

A bill (H. R. 3287) for the relief of Silas Corzatt; 

A bill (H. R. 3321) for the relief of Samuel C. Fisher; 

A bill (H. R. 3478) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo May- 
nard; 

A bill (H. R. et granting a pension to Emeline Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 3753) granting a pension to John D. James; 

A bill (H. R. 4134) for the relief of Margaret Callanan; 

A bill (H. R. 4586) for the relief of Nathan Hildabrant; © 

A bill (H. R. 4884) granting a pension to Rose A. McManus; 

A bill (H. R. 4903) granting a pension to Christian Smarzo; 

A bill (H. R. 4905) granting a pension to Aaron C. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 4977 granting a pension to James N. Hair; 

A bill (H. R. 5085) for the relief of Mary Hill; 

A bill (H. R. 5655) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Bell; 

A bill (H. R. 5937) granting a pension to Sarah Gregg; 

A bill (H. R. 6502) granting a pension to Lucy Ann Drew; 

A bill (H. R. 7519) to increase the pension of Isaac N. Hawkins; and 

A bill or R. 5789) to amend section 2552 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. ‘ 


The message further announced that the Senate had passed House 
bills of the following titles, with amendments, in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: zi 

A bill a R. 3546 ting a pension to Amanda Housell; 

A bill (H. R. pasal) or the relief of Stephen Sauer; and 

A hill (H. R. 6975) to establish additional life-saving stations. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 864) to grant a pension to Mrs. Martha F. Woodrum;_ 

A bill (S. uen for increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Boggs; 

A bill (S. 161) granting a pension to Ann E. Tew; 

A bill (S. 924) granting a pension to Ellen Shea; 

A bill (S. 1184) granting a pension to Jane D. Mumford; 

A bill (S. 1582) for the relief of Alpheus R. French; 

A bill (S. 1660) granting a pension to Samuel E. Tracy; 

A bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to Elizabeth Forgey; 


A bill (S. 1826) granting a pension to Andrew J. Burrell; 

A bill (S. 1958) granting an increase of pension to Addison A. Jack- 
son; 

A bill (S. 2105) granting a pension to Henry V. Very; 

A bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young; 

A bill (S. 2149) granting an increase of pension to Herman Baum- 
hager; ; 
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.A bill IS 1064) for the relief of James E. Waters; and 
A bill (S, 2437) providing in certain cases for the forfeiture of wagon- 
road grants in the State of Oregon. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred with the amendments of the Senate the bill (H. R. 8762) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply deficienciesin the appropriations for pub- 
lic printing, pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, have directed me to report back the same, and to move 
non-concurrence in the Senate amendments. J 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the amendments demanded ? 
[A pause.] If not, the question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that the amendments be non-concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and aceordingly (at 3 o'clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: ~ 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of Mary E. Morse, president, Eunis E. 
Van Husen, vice-president, Womans’ Indian Association of Rochester, 
N. Y., in favor of Senate bills Nos. 53 and 54—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of the Womans’ Indian Association of 
Maryland, praying for the passage of the Dawes bill—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. FISHER: Memorial of the Knights of Labor, Local Assembly 
No. 3268, of Salzsburg, Mich., asking for shorter hours of labor—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony of Paul Sgobel, in support of House bill 
granting a pension to R. L. Munson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Evidence to support House bill No. 8496— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ` 

By Mr. HERMAN: Petition from ex-Union soldiers of Oregon, favor- 
ing the passage of the Weaver bill for extra compensation—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition from members of the Grand Army of the Republic in 
Oregon,.favoring the passage of the pension laws recommended by the 
national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of the counties of Eastland 
and Erath, Texas, relating to the removal of the Federal court-house 
from Graham to Cisco, Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of George Philips, of the District of Co- 
Jumbia, for use of horse and wagon used in the public service—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Charles W. Shreve and of Stephen A. Thomas, of 
Frederick County, Maryland, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of citizens of Ohio, favoring the pas- 
sage of the scientific temperance instruction bill—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
urging the necessity of a department of commerce—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition in favor of granting a ion to Electa 
Ann McColly, widow of William McColly, a soldier of the war of 1812— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Carlton Dunn and others, of Sodus, N. Y., in favor of 
a tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. f 

By Mr. RANDALL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
askingappropriations for the National Board of Health—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of N. D. McEvers and A. W. Beneis, of 
Montezuma; of J. M. Baucum and others, of New Canton; of J. F. 
McCoy and W. H. Foster, of Martinsburg; and of J. M. A. Drake of 
La Prairie, Ill., for taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

The following petitions, urging the adoption of the bill placing the 
manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 
fraud and imposition, were presented, and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture: 

By Mr. GROUT: Of C. D. Hazen and 28 others, citizens of Hartford, 
Vt., praying for a tax on oleomargarine, 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, May 24, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 5538) relating to the importing and landing of mack- 
erel caught during the spawning season was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

SESSION LAWS OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate two copies of 
the session laws passed by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Washington at the session of 1885-86; which were referred to the 
Committee on Territories, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
common council of Norfolk, Va., calling the attention of Congress to the 
great advantages afforded at the port of Norfolk for the establishment 
of a yard for the construction of iron ships; which were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, presented a petition of members of Ells- 
worth Post No. 19, Grand Army of the Republic, Corvallis, Oreg., 
praying that justice be done to the soldiers and sailors who fought in 
the late war of the rebellion by the of what is known as the 
Weaver bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I present a memorial signed by the president 
and secretary of Grange No. 40, Patrons of Husbandry, State of New 
Jersey, remonstrating against the admission free of duty of all agri- 
cultural raw ma’ such as wool, hides, jute, tobacco, raw sugar, 
&e., while these manufactured products are enjoying the benefit of pro- 
tection. Ialso present a memorial from Grange No. 38, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Camden, N. J., of like import. I move the reference 
of the memorials to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. : > 

Mr. HOAR. Ipresent two petitions, each having the names ofa large 
number of ship-owners and owners of cargoes and other prominent mer- 
chants, praying for the early and favorable attention of Congress to the bill 
(S. 4) to t the owners of certain vessels and the owners or under- 
writers of ca: laden thereon to sue the United States, which has 
been reported favorably by the Committee on the Judiciary. I move 
that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE presented the petition of James W. Bowman, 
late a private in Company C, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, praying to be 
allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of Fulton County, New 
York, praying that liberal appropriations be made for the maintenance 
of the National Board of Health; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition signed by H. J. Forsdick, presi- 
dent of the Memphis (Tenn.) Travelers’ Club, praying for the passage 
of the bill prohibiting the several States from taxing non-resident trav- 
eling salesmen; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the common council of Nor- 
folk, Va., favoring the establishment of a yard for the construction of 
iron steam-vessels at that place; which were referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, favoring legislation enlarging the powers of the National Board 
of Health; which was referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Saint Joséph, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the bill taxing 
oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. $ 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of Matilda Heritage, of Monroe, 
Mich., praying t she be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr, BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1905) for the relief of Theodore W. Tallmadge, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2401) to classify and fix the salaries of registers 
and receivers of United States land offices, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2504) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to convey to Anson Rudd, of the State of Colorado, 
certain real estate in the county of Fremont, in said State; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2060) granting a pension to Margaret D. Mar- 
chand, reported it without amendment. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (S. 2505) for the relief of 
Mary A. Lord; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. - 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2506) granting a pension to Sally 
Rehfeldt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, A 

He also introduced a bill (5. 2507) granting an increase of pension 
to William E. Towner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 2508) to authorize 
the Shoshone and Bannock Indians to sell to the Utah and Northern 
and Oregon Short Line Railway Companies certain lands situated upon 
the reservation of said Indians in Idaho, necessary to said railway com- 
panies for railway purposes, and for the relief of said railway compa- 
nies; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. z 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2509) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of William T. Matlock, late receiver of public moneys at 
Oregon City, Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. ; 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2510) to correct the military rec- 
ord of D, Floyd Jones; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2511) to authorize the con- 
struction of dry-docks at certain navy-yards to be hereafter selected 
by contract, and appropriating money for the same; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2512) granting a pension to 
Henry Hayes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2513) for the relief 
of the estate of John C. Thompson, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Ho also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2514) for the reliefof James 
F. Hagan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
inittce on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2515) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mi ippi River at or near Memphis, in the 
State of Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2516) toawthorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, Mr. MCPHERSON, and Mr. SHERMAN 
submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively 
to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


POTOMAC RIVEE BRIDGE. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed'to examine and report upon 
the expediency of constructing a Government gp be asuitable draw and 
approaches, from a point at or near the foot of New York or New Hampshire 
avenue, on the public across the Potomac River and ostan Island, to 
a point on the United States National Cemetery grounds at Arlington, so as to 
connect in best manner the public grounds on the two sides of the Potomac, 
with estimates ofthe cost of the kind of bridge deemed by the Department most 
expedient, as well as the cost of alternative plans considered practicable, and 
which will not materially affect the navigation of the river. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its. 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. ion for the relief of Elias B. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 190) for the relief of certain employés and others of 
the twelfth United States light-house district; 

A bill (H. R. et for the relief of T. H. Triplett; 

A bill 248) for the relief of Henry Gee; 

i 449) for the relief of John P. T. Davis; 
658) for the relief of Francis W. Haldeman; 
707) for the relief of J. R. Martin; 
821) for the relief of Samuel M. Gaines; 
R. 1062) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell; 
R. 1172) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
in Thompson, alias S. E. E. Seelye; 
ill (H. R. 1418) for the relief of Henry Martin; 
i E R. 1455) for the relief of Lysander H. Carroll; 
A bill (H. R. 1511 } for the relief of Sidney R. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1628) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 
Company, the Eagle Fire Insurance Company, the City Fire Insurance 
Company, and the Commercial Mutual Insurance Company, all of New 
York city; the Western National Bank, the Merchants’ National Bank, 
and the Maryland Fire Insurance Company, of Baltimore, Md. ; 
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A bill (H. R. 1813) for the relief of Pattison & Caldwell; 

A bill (H. R. 2156) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of Martin Murphy; 

A bill or R. 2195) for the relief of Christopher Schaefnocker; 

A bill (H. R. 2244) for the relief of J. M. English, administrator of 
the estate of Richard Fitzpatrick, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 2395) to authorize J. G. C. Lee, a major and quarter- 
master in the United States Army, to issue a duplicate check and the 
assistant treasurer of the United States at New York to pay the same; 

A bill (H. Re 2517) for the relief of the estate of Edwin T. Pilken- 
ton, deceased; 

A bill fi 3384) for the relief of James M. Bacon; 


A bill (i R. rr for the relief of William K. Hammond; 


A bill (H. R. 3908) for the relief of John Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 3909) for the relief of Harry Fisk; 

A bill i R. n for the relief of Thomas Sampson; 

A bill (H. R, 5175) extending the provisions and benefits of the pre- 
emption law to John E. White; 

A bill (H. R. 5553) for the relief of E. J. Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 5554) for the relief of the legal representatives of G. 
Alexander Ramsay; 

A bill (H. R. 5651) for the relief of David W. Low; 

A bill (H. R. 7773) for the relief of Capt. Hollister E. Goodwin and 
his sureties; 

A bill (H. R. 8297) for the relief of Frank Shutt; 

A bill (H. R. 8596) for the relief of Beaufort Lee and others; and 

A bill (H. R. 8676) for the relief of Lafayette Fowler. 

The message also announced that the House had insisted upon its 
disagreement to the third, fourth, and sixth amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887; that 
it insisted upon its amendment to the fifth amendment of the Senate 
to the said bill; that it agreed to the conference asked by the Senate 
‘on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. Rices, and Mr. BINGHAM managers of the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8762) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for public printing, 
pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1838. 
x tied Na also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 91) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant a right of 
way for a railroad and telegraph line h the lands of the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint Louis and San Fran- 
cisco Railway Company, and for other purposes;”’ 

A bill (8. aon granting a pension to James E. O’Sh¢a; 

A bill (S. 788) granting a pension to John L. Bruce; 

A bill (S. 789) granting a pension to John §. Williams; 

ill (S. 895) granting a pension to Rachel Fleming Cellar; 
ill (S. 109 granting a pension to William Bethuren; - 
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ill (S. 1169) granting a pension to John 8. Bridges; - 
§. 1235) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Rhine- 
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ill (S. 1257) granting a pension to Henry Shively; 

1348) granting a pension to Sarah E. Henry; 

1357) granting a pension to Sarah A. Thomas; 

ill (S. 1726) granting a pension to Augustus Field Stevens; 

S. 1770) granting a pension to J. H. Thornbury; and 

A bill (S. 2022) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Hattie A. 
urnett. 
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CONFEREES ON POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. In connection with the message from the House of 
Representatives announcing the appointment of a conference commit- 
tee on the Post-Office ap) tion bill, I desire to say that an error 
was committed in the appointment of the conferees on the part of the 
Senate that bill on Friday last, for which I was responsible. A 
moment before I made the motion that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments I wasin consultation with a member of the subcommittee on the 
agricultural appropriation bill, and without any thought about the 
matter at all, when the presiding officer called on me to name the con- 
ferees on the partof the Senate upon the Post-Office appropriation bill 
I named the subcommittee on the agricultural appropriation bill, the 
membership being the same except as to one member, and the name 
of Mr. CALL was announced as a member of the conference committee 
in placeof Mr. BECK. I ask that the name of Mr. Beck be substituted 
for that of Mr. CALL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the error 
being an inadvertence on the part of the Senator, it will be corrected 
in the Journal of Friday last, and Mr. Beck will take the place of Mr. 
CALL on the conference committee. 


SPECIAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before-the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 8762) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
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in the appropriations for public printing, pensions, and pay of the Army 
for the fiscal year en June 30, 1886. 
On motion of Mr. AL N, it ais 


Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of coon reniir and agree tothe conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the partof the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
HALE, and Mr, COCKRELL were appointed. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further “concurrent 
or other resolutions” the Calendar is now in order. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the individual pension bills on the Calendar in their order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of pension bills on the 
Calendar reported favorably by the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin has sub- 
mitted a motion which is not debatable. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Wisconsin yields to me for a mo- 
ment, however. 


Mr. SAWYER. If Icandosowithoutlosing the floor. Iwill yield 
if the matter will not lead to any debate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first inquire if unan- 


imous consent is given to the request of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. CONGER. Does that interfere with the regular order, the Cal- 
endar ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It makesa new order. Ittakes up 
the individual pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. What does the Senator from Wisconsin ask ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
pension bills reported favorably from the Committee on Pensions. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and the first case will be re- 

rted. 


po a 

Mr. CONGER. That means that we are to go through with the un- 
objected cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unobjected cases. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me a mo- 


ment? 
Mr. SAWYER. I will, if it does not lead to debate. 


PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I move that Order of Business 999, being the bill (S. 
2299) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption of the publie 
lands, the laws allowing entries for timber-culture, and for other pur- 

be made a special order for May 31, at 2 o’clock p. m. 

Mr. SEWELL. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the order can 
not be entered. 

Mr. DOLPH. I make the motion that the order be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order to submit a motion 

nding the unanimous consent to proceed to an order except by unan- 
imous consent, It is not in order to change that except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. SAW Tok Of course I do not objectto the request of the Sen- 
ator from O. 

Mr. DOLPH. = The Senator from Wisconsin yielded the floor to me 
for the purpose of making the motion. I made the motion the other day 
under the head of ‘concurrent or other resolutions,’ and the Chair 
ruled that the motion could not then be entertained. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is objection it can not be 
taken up against the unanimous consent of the Senate. The Chair will 


again submitit.- Is there objection to the request made by the Senator 
from Oregon ? 

Mr. SEWELL. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, it can not now 
be considered. 


Mr. DOLPH. Is it in order to object to the bills moved by theSen- 
ator from Wisconsin ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order having been adopted by 
unanimous consent, it is too late for an objection to be interposed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think there are other bills as important as pension 
bills in this body. The bill I desire to have taken up is a general 
bill—— 

Mr. SAWYER. It does not seem to me that the Senator from Oregon 
would wish to antagonize the pension bills. I have given him all the 


chance I could. Ifhe does so, of course he must take the responsibility. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The first pension bill on the Calen- 
dar will be reported. 


WILLIAM F. HARMON. 

The bill (S. 1642) granting a pension to William F. Harmon was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William F. Harmon, late of Company C, One 
hundred and forty-eighth Regiment of Ohio Volunteer try. 


The Senator from Wisconsin moves Io 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case, 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Saw- 
YER April 27, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, sarah granting 
a ion to wae: Harmon, have examined the same, and re 
aimot Gama ivate in Company ne hun and for- 
The caiman rivate in Co: 0, One h sea di 
ci Obie National Guards. for one hundred days. He all 


peso in and weakness inthe N: thatit became permanent, and dis- 
abled him from performi sing manual labor. 

His application for be pens o is rejected ‘on the ground that the evidence fails 
to connect al disease of chest with measles, or that it is otherwise due to 
the orain ie a 

Reputable witnesses testi 


that he was a sound man before he entered the 
service, and that he not m well since his disc The Surgeon-Gen- 
eral’s report shows that he was sick at the Home of the Sanitary Commission, 
Washington, D. C., but the Surgeon-General furnishes no evidence on the sub- 


The soldier has filed ample testimony from his betaine and acquaintances, 
pon he is unable to produce evidence of the character required by the Pension 
ce. 

There is sufficient ground for the conclusion that he was accepted as a sound 
man, and he was otherwise when he was discharged, and that he con- 
tinues = be in a condition that prevents him from engaging in labor for his 
su 

e committee are of the opinion that the claimant may properly be relieved 
to the extent he claims, and report the bill favorably with a recommendation 
that it do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN D. FINCHER. 


The bill (S. 1768) granting a pension to John D. Fincher was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John D. Fincher, late of Company H, One 
hundred and thirty-second Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should liketo have the report read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr, Saw- 
YER April 27, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. sis Sane 
a pension to zon D. Fincher, have examined the same, and report 
was a private in Company H, One hundred and thirty: “second 
ment, Pennoyi Volunteers. 

è was disch. on the 2ith day of February, 1863. Prior to his di 
he was in the United States general hospital at Philadelphia sixty days, 
his certificate the surgeon says: “ The disease was contracted by exposure and 
anene while g the duties of a soldier.” The surgeon adds that he 

for rtan debility, which will disable him from performing 
the tho duties a soldier for a great length of time.” 
The report of the Surgeon-General says: “He entered Saint Aloysius hos- 
pital, Miner a D. C., November li 1862, with diarrhea ;" that he entered 
Race siret, rr aatia Bal December 18, 1862, with bronchitis, 
from service 


ruary 25, 1863. 
Adj ral reports him in hospital at Warrenton, Va.; that he was 
left sick at Warrenton; that muster-roll of company, dated May 24, 11863 reports 
him ees disability at Race Street hospital, es above. 
Comrade M. Thomas testifies 
“That he knew said John D., Fincher since sny wos tbed: that for at least 
five TapE gs to his enlistment he had opportunities of seeing him daily, and 
that he no reason to doubt his soundness of health; that he was a comrade 
of his in Company H, One hundred and twenty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
and that he was taken sick at or near Warrenton, Va., in the fall of 1962, an 
from there sent to Washington to hospital ; that he believes said John D, Fincher 
still suffers from the effect of his sickness and etre ies 
to testimony was es on the 10th of March, 1884. 
e claimant that at Warrenton, Va., November 15,1862, he contracted 
bihana fever, followed by chronic diarrhea and lung trouble. 
The examinin 


„andin 


e g identifies chronic diarrhea, but not lung disease; but 
he y bhras may besome pleuriticadhesions. The examining board fin noth- 
ing matter with A mstance so inconsistent with the whole record 


of the case as to bei licable to the committee. The f of his former 
a of his eee disease, and of its present ai dal is so satisfac- 
tory as to j the committee in reporting the bill favorably, with a recom- 
pplk vir that it do pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Something ought io be done with that examining 
board. Here is a board specifically appointed for the purpose of ex- 
amining applicants for pensions. It is presumed to be composed of 
competent men, skilled in their profession, experienced in the detec- 
tion of diseases and disabilities for the performance of manual labor; 
and that board find nothing the matter with thisapplicant. The com- 
mittee say that it is ‘‘a circumstance so inconsistent with the whole 
record of the case as to be inexplicable?” tothem. May it not be that 
this alleged disability is the inexplicable matter, in view of the find- 
ing of this board that this man has no physical disability for manual, 
labor, the only ground upon which a ion can be granted. 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to this i important fact 
as set forth in their report. According to the report of the examining 
board this claimant is not entitled to a pension. If he is entitled to it 
he ought to have it, and if he is not he ought not to have it. 

Mr. SAWYER. The whole record of the man shows that he was in 
hospital at Philadelphia and at various other points. I sp that 
he came before the board and they could not see anything the matter 
with him, and simply said so. I putthat in the report which I made, 

because I believe in telling both sides fully. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report isright; I have no doubt about that. 

Mr.SAWYER. I have no question that the man deserves a pension. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we had better let the case go over for to- 
day, and let the Senator from Wisconsin make a little further exami- 
nation. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have no objection to the case going over, 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be passed over, retain- 


ing its place on the Calendar. 
JOSEPH MAYS. 


The bill (S. 1654) granting a pension to Joseph Mays was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Joseph Mays, late of Company M, Ninth Regiment 
Kansas Cavalry Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER April 
27, 1886, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1654) granting 

a pension to Joseph Mays, have examined the same, and report: 
hat the records in this case show that claimant enlisted July 1, 1863, as a pri- 
vate in Company M, Ninth Kansas Cavalry, and was discharged Jal 17, 1865. 

Declaration for pension filed June 22, 1880, alleging gunshot wound in left arm, 
shattering both bones, 

Claim rejected April 23, 1885,on the ground that ‘‘records fail to show the 
circumstances under which alleged wound was received, and claimant has de- 
clared his inability to furnish satisfactory evidence showing its receipt while 
in line of duty.” The committee is unable to determine why this pension was 
not granted through the Pension Office, or what that office considers “ satisfac- 
tory evidence.” 

In this case there is, 

(1) Claimant's statement, which is corroborated by the records sent to the 
Pension Office from the War Department, in which occurs this statement: 

* Regimental hospital register shows Joseph Mays admitted July 26, 1864, with 
gunshot wound, forearm.” 

(2) The affidavit of W. Wakefield, M. D., the ental surgeon who dressed 
claimant's wound, and who describes minutely the circumstances attending it, 

(3) The affidavit of Capt. John L. Price, Company M, Ninth Kansas anges 
that claimant was out on a foraging expedition, and was attacked by bush- 
whackers and wounded. 

(4) The letter of John L, Price, late Captain Ninth Kansas Cavalry, corrobo- 
rating claimant's statement, and that wound was received in the line of duty. 

(6) The affidavits of comrades James Lansing and George R. Bowser, who 
were with claimant and near him when he was shot in a skirmish with bush- 
whackers. 

(6) A letter written to John H, Osborn, and signed O. P. G. Clarke, of the Pen- 
sion Office, asking about the circumstances of the wounding, and on the back 
of that letter Mr. John H. Osborn states that he knew Joseph Mays, and knew 
he was wounded in the left arm, and thinks he was foraging at the time. 

(7) Testimony of John H. Osborn, corroborating above. 

In addition to the above there is the certificate of Examining Surgeon E, I. 
Prothrow, as to the wounds and the effect. 

It would appear that the evidence is abundant as to when, where, and how 
the wound was received, and that its co: uences still incapacitate the claim- 
ant from performing manual labor. Taking into consideration all the evi- 
dence on file in this case, the committee believe it to be their duty tw report in 
favor of this bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I confess that this is a case which surprises me. ` 


Here is the Pension Office rejecting this claim on the 23d of April, 1885, 
on the ground that the records failed ‘‘to show the circumstances under 
which the alleged wound was received, and claimant has declared his 
inability to furnish satisfactory evidence showing its receipt ’’—that is, 
the receipt of the wound—‘‘ while in the line of duty.’ There is the 
solemn affidavit of the claimant himself that he can not furnish satis- 
factory evidence that the wound was received in the service and inthe 
line of duty; and yet we find here in this bundle of pension papers as 
set out in the report the affidavit of W. Wakefield, M. D., the regi- 
mental surgeon who dressed the claimant’s wound and who described 
minutely the circumstances attending it. Then we find the affidavit 
of Capt. John L. Price, Company M, Ninth Kansas Cavalry, that the 
claimant was out on a foraging ition and was attacked by bush- 
whackers and wounded; then the letter of John L. Price, late captain 
Ninth Kansas Cavalry, corroborating claimant’s statement, and that 
the wound was received in the line of duty; and then the affidavit of 
two of his comrades, James Lansing and George R. Bowser, ‘‘ who were 
with claimant and near him when he was shot in a skirmish with bush- 
whackers.’? Yet with that evidence the claimant says that he is unable 
to furnish satisfactory evidence that the wound was received while in 
the service and in the line of duty, and the Pension Office reject the 
claim because they have not any evidence that the wound was received 
in the service and in the line of duty. 

I say this report is remarkable as well as is the action of the Pension 
Office. The evidence seems to have been discredited in toto in the Pen- 
sion Office; that is, if this evidence was there at all. It seems impos- 
sible that the Pension Office should have received this evidence and 
rejected the claim upon it, and this is certainly a claim which ought to 
have been considered in the Pension Office. 

Mr. SAWYER. That is what I thought. I have no doubt about it 
at all, but I thought it was a sort of oversight in some manner, I could 
not say why. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Idonot think that the Pension Office with its em- 
ployés has any saa to treat cases in that way and send them here to 
Congress for relief. The Pension Office has ample power and it has am- 
ple machinery to make this investigation and to ascertain the truth. 
Here is a letter from the captain of the company. Whether that letter 
was written to the Pension Office or written to some other party, or 
whether it was considered as evidence or not, we do not know. The 
Pension Office has the power to send and have an examination made to 
ascertain the facts. 

The chief of the division who permitted the case to be rejected upon 
such evidence as is set forth in the report ought to be discharged from 
that office and some competent man put in his place. 


I think the case ought to be referred back to the Pension Office. I 
do not think Congress ought to take up and consider a case of that kind 
without calling the attention of the Pension Office to it. 

Mr. SAWYER. | I haye no objection to that course. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not that rather hard on the petitioner? 

Mr. SAWYER. Itis a little hard on the petitioner. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not hard on the petitioner, because if the 
facts are as set forth, when the attention of the superior officer is called 
to it he will grant the application and he will get the pension then from 
the date of the application instead of the date of the passage of the 
bill, which is a very material circumstance. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the observation of the Senator from Missouri 
will have the effect on the Pension Office that the sending of the case 
to them would have. His words undoubtedly will meet the eye of the 
Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT. I presume by an examination of the report that the 
question at the Pension Office was whether the foraging expedition which 
the soldier was out in was an authorized or an unauthorized one. I 
presume that is the difficulty in the matter. It seems to have been a 
question as to whether he was in the line of duty, not whether he was 
actually wounded, and he admits that he has furnished all the evidence 
he can on that score. If the committee have examined the question as 
to whether he was in the line of duty or whether the foraging expedi- 
tion was authorized, I should think we had better pass the bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. I think we had better not send the case back. It 
would be pretty hard on him. Š 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then let the bill go over. 

Mr. INGALLS. The reference of this bill or this claim to the Pen- 
sion Office would be rather an extraordinary proceeding. I know of 
nothing to which it could be assimilated. The Pension Office is a 
branch of an Executive Department, and I am unable to see how, juris- 
diction being vested in the Pension Office and they having acted ad- 
versely, rejecting the claim, we can say here that the measure shall be 
again referred to the Pension Commissioner or the Pension Bureau with 
directions, I suppose, to reverse the decision. Otherwise it would be 
idle to send it back. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri with- 
draws his suggestion, the Chair understands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall not make any motion tq refer the bill to 
the Pension Bureau. I think it is a case that the o ought to have 
acted upon, and I think their attention ought to be called to it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BARTOLO THEBANT. : 


The bill (S. 2151) to pension Bartola Thebant, a soldier in the Florida 
Seminole Indian war of 1849 and 1850, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. JANE R. M’QUAIDE. 


The bill (S. 1852) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane R. McQuaide 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Jane R. McQuaide, mother of F. G. 
McQuaide, deceased, late a private in Company C, Ninth Regiment of 
Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISABELLA JESSUP. 


The bill (S. 1853) granting a pension to Isabella Jessup was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Isabella Jessup, widow of Mahlon Jessup, de- 
ceased, late a private in Company D, Fourteenth Regiment of Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M’KERNAN. 


The bill (S. 1817) for the relief of John McKernan was considcred as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of John Mce- 
Kernan, of the Soldiers’ Home, Washington, on the pension-roll, on 
account of disability contracted while in the service of the United 
States as a second-class private of ordnance in the Ordnance Department 
of the Army, at Benicia arsenal, California. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. Saw- 
YER April 27, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1817) granting a 
pension to John McKernon, haye examined the same, and report: 

The soldier who sues for a pension in this case is sixty-four goa of age, and 
has been in the military service continuously twenty years. e claims that he 
is a sufferer from a disease of the feet,the medical name of which he does not 
know. The Adjutant-General’s report gives a history of his long service,and 
that of the Surgeon-General thus identifies his disability: 

“ Entered post hospital, Benicia Barracks (arsenal), California, December 9, 
1884, from quarters, with eczema of both feet, originating in line of duty (report 
for April, 1835, shows chronic eczema of both feet), and was discharged from serv- 


1886. 


fcc May 27, 1885, on expiration of term of service; disease originating in line of 
duty; cure incomplete.” = 

Thus it ange that he contracted the trouble from which he suffers in the 
line of his duty, and thatthe Army s ns were unable to cure nim, 

At the bottom of the Surgeon-General’s report there is this note: 

“Attention is invited to indorsement of . O. O. Bayne, surgeon United 
States lan Si 

This is w Surgeon Bayne says: 

“The within-named man was admitted to the Soldiers’ Home June 19, 1885, 
he having served over ie years as a soldier, He underwent no physical 
examination on admission. è reported at sick call July J, 1885, with chronic 
eczema of leg. He is now a patient in this hospital, suffering from the effects 
of habitual intemperance.” 

The committee are unable to determine whether intemperance has aggra- 
vated the disease or the disease has aya intemperance. Accepting the 

roof as it is furnished, both exist, and one is pensionable. The bill is 

re reported favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That isa remarkable case. The committee are 
unable to determine whether the intemperance has increased the dis- 
ease or the disease has increased the intemperance. I think, as he is 
in the Soldiers’ Home, the case had better be passed over. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have no objection to that course. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - If there be no objection the bill will 


be passed over. 
JOHN RASLER. 


The bill (S. 1635) granting a pension to John Rasler was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of John Rasler, late a member of Company C, One hun- 
dredth Regiment Indiana Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. WEAVER. 

The bill (S. 1421) granting a pension to William H. Weaver was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William H. Weaver, late å private in Company I, 
One hundred and forty-third Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN P. TAYLOR. 

The bill (S. 1779) for the relief of John P. Taylor was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of John P. Taylor, late a private in Company I, Eighth Ten- 
nessee Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN REED, SR. 

The bill (S..1626) granting a pension to John Reed, sr., was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John Reed, sr., of North Branch, Mich., depend- 
ent father of John Reed, jr, late a private in the Seventh Michigan 
Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE BLISS. 

The bill (S. 1783) granting an increase of pension to George Bliss 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of George Bliss, late a private in Company I, 


Thirty-fourth iment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, at the rate 
of $8 per month, in lieu of the ion he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the te withont amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
MRS. M. ©, MILES. 

The bill (S. 1627) granting a pension to Mrs. M. C. Miles was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. M. C. Miles, of Lansing, Mich., widow 
of Marcus H. Miles, late a first lieutenant in the Eleventh Michigan 
AT 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES G. PARIS. 

The bill (S. 1673) granting a pension to Charles G. Paris was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Charles G. Paris, late of Company H, Seventy- 
ninth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY J. HAGERMAN. 


The bill (S. 2160) granting a pension to Mary J. Hagerman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary J. Hagerman, widow of Hiram P. Hager- 
man, late of Company G, Fifteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE FAULK. 
The bill (S. 2147) granting a pension to George Faulk was considered 
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as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of George Faulk, late df Company F, Tenth Ohio Cavalry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DAVID A. IRELAND. 


The bill (S. 2009) granting a poo to David A. Ireland was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of David A. Ireland, of South Bend, Ind., late 
captain of Company C, Fiftieth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES W. M’CROSKEY. 


The bill (S. 1960) granting a pension to James W. McCroskey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. Itproposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James W. McCroskey, late a member of Com- 
pany B, Fifth Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

E. S. BISHOP. | 


The bill (S. 2028) granting a pension to E. S. Bishop was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of E. 8. Bishop, late a private in Company A, Eleventh Mis- 
souri iment Volunteer Infantry. 

Mr. RELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
April 27, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2028) granting 


a pension to E, 8. Bishop, have examined the same, and report: 
tioner was a private in Company A, Eleventh Missouri Volunteers. 
He enlisted July 6, 1861, and was seg January 29, 1863. . He applied for 
ion February 20, 1882, claiming disab ar from chronic diarrhea resulting 
typhoid fever, The Commissioner of Pensions denied the claim on the 
that no pensionable aurec aare d has existed since discharge. It is in evi- 
dence that he was sick with typhoid fever and diarrhea while in the service, 
and that he is still so disabled that he can not labor. From a ‘ul examina- 
tion the committee are of the opinion that the soldier has established his claim 
ae evidence. The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation 

t t do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH SIRWELL. 


The bill (S. 2253) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sirwell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
poal the name of Elizabeth Sirwell, widow of William Sirwell, 

te colonel of the Seventy-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY VON KUSSEROW, 


The bill (S. 2254) granting an increase of pension to Mary von Kus- 
serow was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Mary von Kusserow, widow of 
the late Lieutenant Colonel Charles von Kuesserow, Second United 
States Veteran Volunteers, and to pay her a pension corresponding with 
the rank of a lieutenant-colonel, in lieu of the on she now receives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
April 27, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Mary von 
Kusserow, have examined the same, and report: 

The petitioner is the widow of Charles von Kusserow, who was appointed 
first lieutenant Third Independent Battery, New York Light Artillery, in Jan- 
uary, 1862,and in December of the same year was appointed captains On the 
4th of June, 1865, he was commissioned lieutenant-colonel of United States Vete- 
ran Volunteers,and was mustered out March 30,1866, The officer died of dis- 
abilities the incurrence of which was by competent proof connected with his 
service, and the widow was allowed $20 a month, the pension rating with the 
rank of captain. She has since applied for an increase of pension correspond- 
ing with her husband’s rank as lieutenant-colonel, which was his rank at the 
time of his death, but it was denied by the Pension Office on the ground that 
the haniais of which the officer died originated while in the line of duty as, 
ca) Š 

uring the protracted pendency of her case in the Pension Office, Major-Gen- 
eral Hancock, to whose command Lieutenant-Colonel Kusserow belonged, re- 
peatedly wrote to the Commissioner of Pensions, and in’his letters referred to 
the worthiness of the officer, and u action on the case. In November, 1880, 
the Commissioner wrote to the petitioner detailing the difficulties inthe wa: of 
granting her request, but concluded by informing her that in view of the fact 
that “he received a sun-stroke in 1865, he failed thereafter to enjoy his usual 
health, I have deemed it proper to cause a reissue to be made in your case, and 
to allow you a pension as the widow of alieutenant-colonel. ‘ 

In consideration of these facts, the committee reporta bill for the relief of the 
petitioner, giving her the pay corresponding with the rank of lieutenant-colo- 
nel, which was her husband's rank when he died, and recommend that it do 


pass, 
~ Mr. COCKRELL. Ifshe is now receiving, as is stated in the letter 
of the Commissioner of Pensions, written in 1880, a pension according 
meee rank of her husband, that of alieutenant-colonel, why pass this 
ill? 
Mr. SAWYER. I do not understand that. 
Mr. COCKRELL. What does the report say? ‘ 
In November, 1880, the Commissioner wrote to the petitioner detailing the 


groun 
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Mr. SAWYER. He wrote that, but the papers do not show that he 
did it. This bill is to carry that out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Who is it in the Pension Office that refuses to 
carry out the orders of the Commissioner ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido not know. 

. COCKRELL. Has there been any application to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions to carry out that order and to pay a pension to this 
woman according to the rank of her husband, a lieutenant-colonel? 

Mr. SAWYER. Ican onlytell you from the report. I can notcarry 
all the details in my head. I remember some about it. 

; Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the case go over that it may be looked 
nto. 

Mr. SAWYER. We only give her the same thing. Ido not see 
why you should not let this bill go through. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think Congress ought to be called upon 
to perform de ental work. I do not believe that our time should 
be consumed in attending to pension details that the Pension Office 
have the right and the power to attend to. s 

Mr. SAWYER. Ihave no objection. I have no objection to send- 
ing it back to the committee if you desire. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want the De ents to do their duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. the Senator move to recom- 
mit the bill? 

Mr. SAWYER. No; I do not move it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isimply ask that it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The Senator can look into it and ascertain why 
the Pension Office has not attended to it. 


PATRICK FINAGAN. 

The bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to Patrick Finagan was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Patrick Finagan, late a private in Company A, 
First Battalion, Sixteenth United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JESSE H. STRICKLAND. 


The bill (S. 1493) for the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. The Committee on Pensions 
proposed to amend the bill in line 6, before the word ‘‘colonel’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘acting;’’ and inline 8, after the word “‘and,’’ tostrike out “that 
he be allowed,” and insert ‘‘pay him;’’ sv as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, d&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse H. Strickland, formerly act- 
ing colonel of the Eighth Regiment of Tennessee Cavalry, United States Vol- 
unteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, 


‘Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case to know why 
an acting colonel is allowed a colonel’s pension. 
The PRESIDENT pro tonar The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
April 27, 1886: i 
The Committee on Pensions, fo whom was referred the bill (S. 1493) for the re- 
lief of Jesse H. Strickland, have examined the same, and report: 
Your committee have carefully examined the facts set forth in the annexed 
ition and affidavits, showing that the claimant raised a regiment for service 
nthe Army of the United States, but succumbed to disease before he was ac- 
tually m' in. Hisclaim can not, therefore, be technically considered under 
the general law, but is a just and equitable one for relief by ee 
We therefore report back the bill with a recommendation that it do pass, with 
the following amendments: Strike out the word “ colonel,” in the title; also, the 
words “that he be allowed,” in the eighth line, and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “pay him.” 
Brief of claim for invalid pension of Jesse H. Strickland : 


This bill is to authorize the name of Col. Jesse H. Strickland to be placed on 
the pension-rolls of the Government. - 

The reason for asking a special act instead of proceeding by claim inthe Pen- 
sion Bureau is this: 

During the civil war Mr. Strickland was a resident of the State of Tennessee, 
and was authorized by President Lincoln, through the War Office, to enlist a 
regiment of Tennessee troops for the United States service. Underthis author- 
ity be did so proceed, and enlisted citizens and refugees of his State in numbers 
finally aggregating seven or eight hundred men. Many months of time and 
thiswork. It was performed under promise of being 
commissioned as colo: and the sig, Hono was first designated as the Fifth but 
afterward as the Eighth pense valry. As men were mi in, com- 
panies were formed and officers appointed, captains, majors, and finally a lieu- 
tenant-colonel. During allthis time Mr. Strickland was regarded as a colonel, 
so designated in official orders, so when he was in command. Ascolone 
he was in command of Convalescent Cam , at Camp Nelson, Ky., and as such 
his name was signed and respected in the Quartermaster’s and Medical Depart- 
partments. But, unfortunately for him, before the work was complete and he 
mustcred into service, he was taken sick, and for months was under medi 
treatinent, and from the diseases thus contracted in the line of his duty in the 
service of the United States he has never recovered. 

While thus sick and under medical care, in the fall and winter of 1863, the 
peaga of troops at the front was urgent, so that Andrew Johnson, then mil- 

tary governor of Tennessee, feeling that the public interests must override pri- 
vate rights, consolidated with the Eighth Tennessee Cavalry some two hundred 
recruits obtained by S. V. K. Patten, appointed Patten to be colonel, thus com- 


much money was spent in 


pleting the regiment, sending it to the field, and depriving the claimant of his 
right to be mustered as colonel. 

Under these citeumstances the Pension Office can not have jurisdiction of his 
come claim, and he therefore asks pension by a act of Congress. He 

Sines: A is oles akon of Couprns a ET aeonpetions et hierightes sok 
ever since. He a ition as co 
onel, and evidence of his service as such has been filed with the proper commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives. 

of which is respectfully submitted. 
DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, 
County of Washington, ss: 
In the matter of on by special act, Jesse H. Strickland, late colonel Eighth 
'ennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers. 

On the 30th day of January, 1 authority was ted me by President Lin- 
coln to recruit and o: a oer avin of Pactual ear: loyal Tennesseeans for 
service in the Federal Army, and while recruiting and command of the said or- 
ganization, and in the lineot hisduty at Camp Nelson, Ky., on or about the Ist 
of September, 1863, he contracted intermittent fever, and while convalescent 
went to Murfreesborough, Tenn., and thence to Nashville, Tenn., where he had 
a relapse of his disease, which terminated in hoid fever and rheumatism, 
the former having resulted in lung complaint, hemorrhages, and eral de- 
bility, and which, with rheumatism, have continually existed from time to time 
since leaving the service. -The applicant has resided in Tennessee, and is now 
a resident of Brooklyn, K County, New York, where he has resided forthe 
past twenty years. prior,to his entry into the United States service he was 
a man of good sound physical health, his weight at that time being 175 pounds, 
and his present weight being 141 pounds, That he is now disabled from obtain- 
ing his subsistence by manual labor, by reason of his injuries above described, 
received in the service of the United States, and he re makes this declara- 
tion for the purpose of being placed on the pension-rolls of the United States. 


JESSE H., STRICKLAND 
Late Colonel Eighth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, U. 8, Vols. 
LEXINGTON, September 17, 1863. 
Doctor: This will be handed to you by Colonel Strickland, Eighth Tennessee 
Cavalry, You will please obtain for him one of the most comfortable rooms in 
tie hotel, and consider him an out patient, and extend to him your best atten- 
on, 
Respectfully yours, 
. T. WATSON, 


ALEX. 
Surgeon U. 8. V., Superintendent Hospitals, Central Kentucky. 
n R. M. Lacry, U.S, A., 
n charge of Post Hospital, Orab Orchard, Ky. 
MEDICAL DIRECTOR'S OFFICE, Louisville, Ky., Seplember 4, 1863. 
I certify that I have carefully examined J. IL. Strickland, colonel of Eighth 
aa ss ge i iey find asari emp gir oe intermittent fever, and he 
will not e oin regiment for duty for somo days. 
WILLIAM W. GOLDSMITII, 
A, A. Surgeon U. S. A., member of Board of Examiners. 


[Indorsements.] 
Mep, Drrecror’s OFFICE, 9ra A. O., Lexington, Sept, 9, 1863, 
Col. Strickland should rest and take medicine for five or six weeks. 
J. E. MAcDONAL, 
Surg. U. 8. V. & Act. Med. Director Nh A. C. 
H'pa'r 9ra A. C., MED. Dm. OFFICE, Lerington, Ky., Sept. 17,63. 
Col, Strickland is not yet able, in my opinion, to join his command. 
JOHN E. MacDONAL, 
Surg. U. B. V. & Act, Med. Dir. 9th A. O. 
HICKMAN BRIDGE Hosprrar, Oamp Nelson, Ky., Sept. 19, 1868. 
Ihave carefully examined Col. Strickland, of 8th E. Tenn. Cav., and find him 
unfit to perform field duties, because of debility following an attack of fever; 
and in my opinion it will be several weeks before he will be able for the duties 


of his corps. d 
A. ©. SWARTZWELDER, 
Surg. U. 8. V. in charge. 


A. A, Su 


DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, $3: 


In the matter of the pension claim of Jesse H. Strickland, late colonel of the 
Eighth Tennessee Cavalry (Tennessee Volunteers). 


Personally came before me, a clerk ôf the supreme court in and for afore- 
said district, R. J. Meigs, jr., aged fifty-five years, citizen of the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C., well known to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, 
being duly sworn, declares in relation to aforesaid case as follows: That Iam 
well acquainted with the said Jesse H. Strickland, and was intimately ac- 
qainted with him for many years prior to the late civil war; that I knew of my 
own personal acquaintance that he was prior to his services in the United States 
Army a man of good sound health and constitution, and competent to render 
good military service in the Army of the United States, 

I further declare that I haye no interest in said case, and am not concerned 
in its prosecution. 

[SHAL. R. J. MEIGS, Jr. 
District OF COLUMBIA, County of Washington, ss: 


In the matter of pension claim of Col, Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth Tennessee 
Cavalry, United States Volunteers. 


Personally came before me Francis W. Strickland, a citizen of the town of 
Brooklyn, county of Kings, State of New York, well known to me to be reputa- 
ble and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to 
aforesaid case as follows: 

I, Francis W. Strickland, late first lieutenant and commissary of subsistence 
Eight Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers, was with the said com- 
mand at Camp Nelson, Kentucky, on or about May 12, 1863. 

On or about November, 1863, on my return through Lexington, Ky., to Cin- 
cinnati, on furlough, I met the claimant, and he was suffering from the effects 
of an attack of typhoid fever and rheumatism and an injury sustained by his 
horse falling. i - 

Previous to his entering the service he was a robust and healthy man, and 

ver since his discharge.he has been in feeble health, and more or less disabled 
m the effects of the above diseases. 

I have seen the claimant from time to time since his discharge from the mili- 
tary service, and the disability ofrheumatism and the results of fever have con- 
tinued from that time unti! the present, and he has been unable to perform 


manual labor, 
? FRANCIS W, STRICKLAND, 


Late First Lieutenant and Commissary Subsistence, 
Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, United States Voluntecrs, 


of New York 
> 


1886. 
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DrstTRICT or COLUMBIA, City of Washington, ss: 


In the matter of claim of Jesse H. Strickland, late colonel of Eighth Regiment, 
Cavalry, Tennessee, United Volunteers. 


Personally came before me, a in and for aforesaid county and 
State, Marcus A. O’Brien, citizen of the town of Washington, D. C., well known 
to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, de- 
clares in relation to aforesaid case as follows: 

That I have known claimant almost continuously for twenty-one years, from 
1865 to the present time, 1885; I knew him to be by both = pop and official mili- 
tary documents that I have seen in his colonel of the Eighth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers; I have seen him-many 
times during the above period, in Nashville and Murfreesborough, Tenn., New 
York city and war ga Sa N. Y., and I have never known him to be a well or 
sound, healthy man; I know of his having t oid fever, rheumatism, and lung 
trouble when I became acquainted with š 

It has always been my conviction and belief that his broken-down health was 
o ay expanse and hardships incurred during his military service to the 

nit ‘ 

And I further declare thst I have no interest in said case, and am not con- 


cerned in its prosecution, 
MARCUS A. O'BRIEN. 


STATE or New York, County of Kings, ss: 


In the pension claim No. ——, of Jesse H. Strickland, late colonel of Eighth 
Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers, 

Poronaty came before me, James Watt, M. D.,a citizen of Brooklyn, in the 
county of and State of New York, well known to me to be reputable and 
entitled to it, and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation to the afore- 
said case as follows: 

That he is a practicing physician, and that he has been acquainted with said 
soldier for about fourteen years, and that he has known him intimately, being 
his family physician for ten years. 

2 I did not know the app. t prior to 1872. 
Did not treat him at any time previous to the above date. 
3) First saw him during the year 1872, when I was called to treat him for 
chronic pneumonia and pulmonary soe saw him several times dur- 
that year and the following five years for the same cause. 
a Rat claimant has been unable for the past ten years to perform any man- 
ual labor. 

He further declares that he has been a practitioner of medicine for twenty 

years, and that he has no interest, either direct or indirect, in the prosecution of 


this claim. : 
i JAMES WATT, M.D. 


STATE OF New YORK, County of New York, ss: ° 

In the pension claim No. —, of Jesse H. Strickland, late colonel Eighth Ten- 
nessee Calvary, United States Volunteers. A 

Personally came before me Walter R, Gillette, a citizen of New York, in the 
county of New York and State of New York, well known to me to be reputable 
and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, delares in relation to the 
afo! d case as follows: . 

That he isa practicing physician,and that he has been acquanted with said 
soldier for about eighteen F ta and that he has known him intimately, havin 
been his family physician for five years. I first became acquainted with Colone 
Strickland December 1, 1868, he at that time being an employé of the New York 


or I being at that time physician and medical examiner ofthe same. [ 
called on him December 1, 1868,and found him in a ous state of 
health, suffering with lung trouble and rheumatism. , in March, 1869, T 


in 5 
treated him for typhoid pneumonia; again, in December, 1869, for rheumatism ; 
in spring of 1870, hemo: and nervous p: ion ; , in spring of 
1871, pleuro-pneumonia, I advised his resigning his position to prolong life, as 
I considered him totally unable to perform manual labor. 

He further declares that he has been a practitioner of medicine for twenty-two 
years, and that he has no interest, either direct or indirect, in the prosecution 


of this claim. 
WALTER R. GILLETTE, 
149 West Twenty-third street, New York. 

‘The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of Jesse 
H. Strickland.” i 

PHOEBE H. MEECH. 


The bill (S. 1112) granting a pension to Phæœbe H. Meech was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Phœbe H. Meech, widow of Horace J. Meech, 
late a second lieutenant in the Second Regiment New Ygrk Volunteers, 
in the Mexican war, at the rate of $15 per month, in lieu of the pen- 
sion she is now receiving. A 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to have the report read to see why 
the pension in this case is increased, for she seems to be already draw- 
ing a pension. i : 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, sabmitted by Mr. BLAIR 
April 27, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1112) granting 
nsion to Pheebe H. Meech, have examined the same, and report: 
he facts in this case are set forth in the favorable report of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions of the House of Representatives, hereto appended (House Re- 
pa No. 314, Forty-sixth Congress, second session). Her present bill is to give 
er the pension of the widow of a second lieutenant, and a favorable report 
was made tò that effect by this committee in 1880 (Senate Report No. 601, Forty- 
sixth Congress, second session), and the Senate May 25, 1880. We adopt 
me conclusions stated in said repdrt and recommend the passage of the bill. 

Ve find upon examination of papers originally filed in the case inthe Pension 
Office that Horace J. Meech, whose widow the petitioner is, was a soldier in the 
Mexican war, serving faithfully therein, and was promoted second lieutenant 
in Second ent New York Volunteers, his conimission from the governor 

ring date 19th February, 1848; that he was honorably discharged 
the service June 28, 1548; that his “ppl cation for pension was filed July 9,1851, 
on account of wounds received in the service, and that pending the adjustment 
of his claim he died, December 30, 1855. The petitioner prosecuted the claim to 
a successful issue in 1875, and has been paid pension only from thattime. Her 
application to be paid arrears of pension due from the e of the soldier's ap- 


plication to the date of the commencement of her pension, 9th April, 1875, was 

j , 43 was also her claim to be pensioned as the widow of a Lieutenant, she 
being only admitted to the rate of pension allowed to the widow of a soldier, 

It seems clear to your committee that this petitioner is equitably entitled to 
relief asked for, which has not been accorded her, as under the jaws the Pension 
Office was precluded from doing. We pte ates aha Aaga y mias inp agen E en 
may properly interfere, inagmuch as it is shown by the evidence that the soldier 
died roe disease engendered by his army life in the war with Mexico. 

We therefore report favorably upon her petition, and recommend the passage 
of the bill (H. R. 172) for the relief of Phasbe Meech. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, — to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


MRS. ALMJRA AMBLER. 


- The bill (S. 2159) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira Ambler, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Mrs. Almira Ambler, a yolunteer nurse in the late war, on 
the pension-roll at $25 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR, 
April 27, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2159) nting 
a pension to Mrs, Almira Ambler, having bad the same under consideration, 

leave to submit the following re 


rt: 
Imira Ambler is the wife of Rev. Edward ©. Ambler, who was chaplain of the 
lunteers. Both husband and wife are now old, 


poor. 
Mrs. Ambler , visiting her husband at the camp of the rye Seadoo Pennsyl- 
vania cena n in the city of Philadel “ora hg the year 1861, found thirteen very 
sick sold ; her sympathies being , she, at the solicitation of the sur- 
uarters were assigned to her, and during 

that whole fall and winter she spent her whole time in caring for the sick of the 


n. She expended in her work of love and mercy 
as much as $500 of her own money. She visited Washington six times and ob- 
tained comforts for the sick and wounded, and in every way in which her sym- 
pathetic nature could suggest became the benefactor of sick and wounued sol- 
diers. 

Her labors were performed und&he direction of Dr. Vanderleift, in charge 
of the hospitals at Annapolis, 

Probably no more touching instance of self-denial and sacrifice is to be found 
among the whole list of noble women, who did so much to alleviate the suffer- 
i and —, the lives of soldiersin hospitals. All this is shown by the un- 
solicited etters written her by officers and privates to whom she administered: 

In view of the precedents which have been established, paying pensions to vol- 
unteer nurses, the committee recommend the passage of the bill. A 


Mr. COCKRELL. Is the husband of this lady now a pensioner? 
Mr. PLATT. I know all about this case. The husband is nota 
pensioner. He is a clergyman, but he is old and very poor. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLOTTE O'NEAL. 


The bill (S. 859) granting a pension to Charlotte O’Neal was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Charlotte O’Neal, widow of Col. Richard O'Neal, 
deceased, late colonel of the Twenty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, 
at the same rate the widows of colonels of volunteers are now paid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS SIMPSON. 


The bill (H. R. 3326) granting a ion to Thomas Simpson, was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

poson on the name of Thomas Simpson, late a private in the Seventh 
diana Battery in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SIMON J. FOUGHT. 

The bill (H. R. 1902) granting an increase of pension to Simon J. 
Fought was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Simon J. Fought, formerly a corporal of Com- 
pany D of the Forty-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, to $30 per 
month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
April 28, 1886: < 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1902) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Simon Fought, have e ed the same, and report: 

Your committee, after a careful examination of the condition of this claimant, 
adopt the report of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions (House Report 
xy 1057), and report back the bill with a recommendation that it do pom 

Re records and papers on file in the Pension Office show that Simon J. Fought, 
late ral of Company D, Forty-sixth Ohio Volunteers, is now on Sopen: 
sion-rolls at $24 per month for disability resulting from gunshot wound ved 
in action at Big Black River, Mississippi, July 5, 1863, described as follows by 
the medical examiners: 

Gunshot wound above right in, passing through bowels, its exit below 
umbilicus; cicatrix adherent to intestines (large on right side), which are con- 
tracted and require mechanical assistance in gpa Se beyond the wound. 

The rate allowed is that provided by law fora d ility equal in degree to 
that resulting from the loss of a hand or foot. 

The petitioner can not obtain a higher rate of pension under the general laws. 


n per month. 
It is also made to appear to the committee that Fought’s present condition is 
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that of great weakness, precluding manual labor, owing to this fact and to acon- 
stant danger of rupture at the wounded part, 

You committee consider the petitioner's prayer as entitled to consideration, 
and respectfully recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 


Strike out all after the word “ volunteers,” in line 6,and insert the words *‘to 
$30 per month,” so that the bill will provide for a pgnsion of $30 per month to 
the petitioner. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know if there is anything in this 
case that may not exist in nine out of every ten cases where the law 
now allows $24. Is there anything exceptional here? 

Mr. SAWYER. I have no objection to the bill going over as the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] who reported it is not here 
just now. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 


NANCY L. RIBBLE. 


The bill (H. R. 16) granting a pension to Nancy L. Ribble was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to put the nameof 
Nancy L. Ribble on the pension-roll as dependent mother of George W. 
Ribble, late a private in Company K, Nineteenth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, who died in the service and in line of duty. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 


BAILEY HASCALL, 


The bill (H. R. 7118) for the relief of Bailey Hascall was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Bailey Hascall, late an acting assistant paymaster in the 
United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

GEORGE W. GUYSE. 


The bill (H. R. 3205) granting es to George W. Guyse was 
considered as in Committee of the It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of George W. Guyse, late of Company L, First 
Regiment Alabama Cavalry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARTIN TAYLOR. 


The bill (H. R. 1330) granting a pension to Martin Taylor was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Martin Taylor, late of Company D, Twenty- 
third Regiment of Kentucky Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. MARIA HUNTER. 


The bill (H. R. 7167) for the reltef of Mrs. Maria Hunter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions propose to amend the bill, in line 8, after 
the words ‘‘rate of,” to strike out ‘‘$600 per annum” and insert ‘‘$50 
per month;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, rang to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Maria Hunter, widow of David Hunter, late 
colonel of the Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry and major-general of 
United States Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month. 


The amendment was to.“ 


agreed 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
April 28, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7167) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Maria Hunter, have examined the same, and report : 

The facts upon which the relief is asked are stated in the following report of 
the House Committee (House Report No.1522), which your committee adopt, 
and recommend the of the bill with the following amendment: Strike 
out in the eighth and ninth lines the words “ six hun: dollars per annum” 
and insert in lieu thereof *' fifty dollars per month,” 

‘The claimant is the widow of the late . Gen. David Hunter, who died on 
the 2d day of February,1886. General Dayid Hunter was one of the most dis- 
tinguished soldiers of the late war,as his military record, herewith attached 
and made part of this report, shows: 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE 
Washington, D. C., March 20, 1886, 
Statement of the military service of David Hunter, late of the United States 
Army, compiled from the records of this office. 
He was a cadet at the United States Military Academy from September 14, 
1818,to July 1, 1822, when he was graduated and appointed second lieutenant 
ifth Infantry; promoted first lieutenant June 30,1828; appointed captain First 
Dragoons March 4, 1833, resigned July 4, 1836; appointed additional pa r 
November 13,1841; vacated appointment as such March 14, 1842, having 
appointed major and paymaster United States Arm 
colonel Sixth United States Ca 


1866; retired from active service with the rank of colonel July 31, 1866. 
Army March 13, 1865, “ for 


gal 
ign in the vall f Vi 
wre ee rginia, 


May 24, 


Wisconsin to October 

nesota to June 1828; at 
Dearborn, Illinois, to May, 1831, and at Fort Howard. Wisconsin, to June 28, 
1831; on leave to June, 1832; with regiment at Forts Winnebago and Howard, 


1827: on leave to April 15, 1828; with regiment in Min- 
efferson Barracks, Missouri, to October, 1828; at Fort 


Wisconsin, to April 18, 1833, when, having been appointed ca in First Dra- 
ns, he left to join that ment and served therewith at Jeflerson Barracks, 
issouri, to November 20, 1833, and in the Indian Territory and Kansas to Janu- 
sat Sa 1836; on leave to July 4, 1836, when he resigned. 
Florida from date of reappointment in the Army as additional 
m, D. C.,to June, 1842; in Arkansas to 
;_at New Orleans, La.,to March, 
New York city to May, 1856; in 
861, andat Washington, D. C., to date 


Western Department from September 22, 1861, to November 3, 1861, the Western 
De ment to November 19, 1861, the Department of Kansas to March 1!, 1862, 
and the Department of the South from March 15 to August 22, 1862; on leave to 


September 23, 1862; member of a military commission at Washington, D. O., to 


January 20, 1863; commanding Department of the South to June 12, 1863; on 
special duty at Washington, D. C., to March 29, 1864; awaiting orders to May 19, 
1864; awaiting orders to January 31, 1865; on special duty and awaiting orders 
to muster-out of volunteer service January 15,1866; on leave of absence to July 
31,1866, when he was retired at his own request, being over sixty-two years of 


(act July 17, 1862). 

e pa as a member of the special claims commission from August 9, 1866, 
and also of a board for the examination of Arig vt thew to June 16, 1868, from 
which date he was unemployed until he died, Fe! ry 2, 1886. 

‘R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 


In view of this record, and the peaos condition of his widow, your committee 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask some Senator if that is not 
a much larger amount than has been allowed even by special law to 
the widows of colonels? 

Mr. SAWYER. I can not say. 

Mr. SEWELL. It has been customary to allow $50 a month to the 
widows of brigadier and major generals. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill says ‘‘ widow of David Hunter, late col- 
onel.’’? He was a colonel in the Army. 

Mr. SEWELL. But a major-general of volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not appear from the report that the death 
was from anything incident to the service. He was retired in 1866 at 
sixty-three years of age, and died in 1886, twenty years afterward, 
quite old at the time—eighty-three years old. 

Mr. SEWELL. The officer had served forty years in the Army be- 
fore he was put on the retired-list. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much would the law allow in this case in 
the Pension Office? 


Mr. SEWELL. Thirty dollars a month. 

Mr. PLATT. Iremember one instance at the present Congress which 
I think is a case in point. The widow of Colonel Benham, who was a 
brevet brigadier- and during the war was a major-general of 
volunteers, was allowed $50a month. The bill has passed both Houses 
of oa, Diag 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ELLEN M. BOGGS. 


Mr. SEWELL. While I was absent on Friday the bill (S. 722) for 
increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Boggs passed the Senate. There 
was a mistake in the name, and I ask unanimous consent to correct it. 
The initial R should be used in place of Min the printed bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having gone to the House of 
Representatives, a message will have to be sent to recall the bill for 
correction. : 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask that that action be taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2457) for the relief of the State of Georgia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. EDNA ROBERTS. 

The bill (H. R. 3193) granting a pension to Mrs. Edna Roberts was . 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Edna Roberts, widow of Wright Roberts, 
late a private in Company F, Third Ohio Cavalry, who was killed dur- 
ing the war of 1861-1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STEPHEN GARDNER, 

The bill (H. R. 1184) granting a pension to Stephen Gardifer was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Stephen Gardner, late of Company D, Tenth @ 
Regiment Michigan Volunteers. 

‘he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


1886. 


MARY A. RIPLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5127) g a po toMary A. Ripley wascon- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Mary A. Ripley, a nurse in the war of the rebellion, on the pension- 
roll i the United States, at twelve per month during the remainder of 
her life. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to call attention to the rate. Is 
twelve dollars in the bill? 

The SECRETARY. ‘‘Twelve dollars per month during theremainder 
of her life.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill I havesays ‘‘ pay her a pension of twelve 
per month,” 


The PRESIDENT m tempore. It is ‘‘twelve per month.” 
Mr. COCKRELL, I do not see how the Secretary could read it 
‘t twelve dollars.’ It is to pay her ‘“‘twelve per month.” I do not 


know what it is. I do not know that the legal inference is that it 
means dollars. I move to amend by inserting ‘‘dollars”’ after the word 
“twelve,” ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CONGER. On that bill I ask for a committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. I am very anxions the bill 
should become a law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is absolutely necessary to have the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. SAWYER. If we send it back, the House mat concur at once, 
I have no doubt. 

Mr. CONGER, Will they reach this bill? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes; they take up such cases right along. Isim- 
ply Abc the House to concur in the amendment to correct an omission 
in the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I know the case very well, and it is one that ap- 
peals very strongly to my sympathies. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is now informed that an 
examination of the House en bill shows that the words ‘‘ dol- 
lars’? is there. The bill will therefore be considered as passed with- 
out amendment. 

GEORGE ANNA LIPPE. 

The bill (H. R. 6331) granting a pension to George Anna Lippe was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of George Anna Lippe, widow of Capt. Constan- 
tine Lippe, late of Company A, One mn ta d and eighty-eighth Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, Sol the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN SADLER. 


The bill (S. 1492) for the relief of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sad- 
ler, was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sadler, 
formerly of Company E, Sixty-eighth Regiment of Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
April 28, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1492) granting 
a a to Ellen oy et have examined the same, and report: 

he claimant, Ellen Sadler, is a sister of John Sadler, formerly of Company E, 
Sixty-eighth Borma Pennsylvania Volunteers. No claim was ever made be- 
fore the Pension De ees because this case does not come within the pro- 
visions of any gen: 

Pract ing) leiten $ rom the Adjutant-General’s Office gives the service of 
War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFI! mao PS 
Washington April 9, 

Sim: I have the honor to return herewith a letter from the ee Committee 
on Pensions, requesting the military record of Joh: vee as E a enueny B; 
Sixty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and in complian 
thereon to report that the records of this omtee show that J eer J. Sadler was 
enrolled een 13, 1862, at Philadelphia, 
ber 1, 1862, to serve three years as a 
sylvania esi that he serve 


S bee surgeon's certificate o 
cause of "ingui. hernia of zipni side, EA about five days ago while n 


pany commander 
Sadler has been a goaa and attentive a and has had good health since his 
enlistment until ber, 1862, when he was first attacked with this 
disease, supposed to have been Teone on by wearing a cartridge box.” 

A T have the honor to be, sir, very y, your oe nt KELTON, 
Acting Adjutant-General. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


discharge, was unable to 
that his motherand sister were compelled. tosupporthim: that after his s 
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her duty until ysis still continues, and 
it further that tiis sister eet fn themnost pipi ranba naa The 
soldier died at the Pennsyl 

Your are of the opion D that the soldier died Re the result of dis- 


ease er gag ar ern orne service,and that his 
porivi zaa 


the Sokdiar would no doubt have contributed were he now esr and in 
health. We therefore report back the bill, with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL HANSON. 


The bill (S. 356) granting a pension to Samuel Hanson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Samuel Hanson, late a private in Company D, Thirty-fourth 

iment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH MARSHALL. 

The bill (S. 2046) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Elizabeth Marshall, widow of Dustin Marshall, 
late a private in Company C, Third New Hampshire Volunteers, in the 
war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET E. PIERCE. 


The bill (S. 1181) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. Pierce 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the 
on of Margaret E. Pierce, widow of Capt. Henry Hubbard Pierce, 
te of the Twenty-first United States Infantry, who held the rank of 
major during the war of the rebellion, be increased to the amount now 
allowed by law to the widow of a major. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
pe 29, 1886: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill po el bese granting 
a cage to M: tE. a have examined the same, an 
E. Pierce, is the widow of Henry H. 
the Twenty-first ent United States Infantry. She was prosioned, on ac- 
eee eee eto on her husband, Teagan Goa oE a gy raan beginning Oc- 
a Pfr ith an additional sum of $2 per month for each of three minor 
children, now asks that this be increased to the rate allowed the widows | 
of Space im cs the rank of major, on the ground that such was the real rank of 
said so 


The accompanying petition is presented in support of this claim; and after a 
review of all the evidence in the case, your ttee report back the bill,and 
recommend that it do pass: 


Petition of Mrs. Margaret E. Pierce for increase of pension. 


My husband, tec t Ben Hubbard Pierce, was, during the entire war, a member 
of the First Connecticut Artillery. He entered a ae of a boy as private 
soldier, and rose to the full rank of major of one of the best regiments in the 


continuous service of four years and five months he was three times 
breveted. The first time Sai for galant and meritorious service in action at 


g batteries of the enemy’s line. (Page 49, 


port. 
Another brevet was for * AEAN gallantry,” a very distinguished and 
distinguishing compliment, given to only ten officers during the entire war. 
This was conferred for “service in action at Graveyard Bend d, Va.,” where, 
with hisown anena ofthree Mponde Parrotts, and — of four 20-pounder 
Parrotts under his command, unaided by our bey! live: repulsed the rebel fleet 
= its priere ie pass the obstructions in the James River on the night of Jan 
23. This fleet consisted of three rams, the wooden gunboat Drury, and asmall 
torpedo-boat, The second shot from the battery struck the Drury, and the third 
exploded her completely destroying her. 
In this engagement he was wounded, with eighteen ofhismen. Of thisaffair 
General Henry L. Abbott, colonel of f First Connecticut Artillery, says: ‘‘Too 
much praise can not be given Captain Pierce, commanding the battery, for his 


exections conduct.” 

Aft occurring, Captain Pierce was promoted to be jor of 

his regiment. Daring kcal pend his nervous system was entirely broken down 

by the use of equines: which was issued as a ration, and from the effects of the 
re which made so heroic a remedy n 

Ithough =e husband did not die eragon the efield he is none the less a 

for it was to the labors and exposure undergone in the 


is death, 
As will be seen by accompanying “orders,” he was en, d in an explora- 
e laid down his life 


a which has opened up a hitherto unknown auty 
that others might find homes in a valley of the Okana- 


, he never recovered. 


the beautiful and fe: 

kin and Methow. The work as gee upon him, so peculiarly fitted for it in 

every other way than by = strength, was more than his broken-down 

pong — endure, and ’ march away from civilization he obeyed the 
“ order. 

I have three children to rearand educate. The eldest will be sixteen in May, 
and will then forfeit her $2 per month, ata time when every cent is so impor- 
tant in her acquisition of an education. 

My pension is, including that of my three children, $69 per quarter. I do 
een ranscrnge A aig y for an increase in this bein granted, that I may be saved 
the struggle which confronts any woman left alone, without technical knowl- 
edge of any sort that might be applied to earning naoen living. 


ARET To, PIERCE, 
MorGaAxTtTOWN, W. VA., February 26, 1886, 
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STATE or WEST VIRGINIA, County of Monongalia, ss: 
The fo: was subscribed and sworn to before me in my said county 
and I in ean De Boney the affiant is personally well known to me to be of 


ibi 
Given oa dcr my hand and official seal this 27th da 
(sau. 


February, 1335. 
E SHISLER. Nos Notary Public. 


[General Orders, No. 22.} 
UARTERS rience or THE COL 


ead 

The record of this areke one of marked character and distinction, and his 

e service for æ the preservation of the Government as a se: 

the eE Connecticut Volunteers in May, 1861, he was promoted to 

of major, rendering valuable and disti ed services, orwhich he was three 
times brevetted, on one occasion for “ conspicuous gallani 

eed eb free on ier pave ede 
United ently, ferred to the ‘enty-first 
ae gran ‘was promoted to first lieutenant in May, 1574. 

He not o Evins onos qualities which grace an officer of the Govern- 
ment, but as a scholar had few equals, and as an author he held high rank. 
His literary attainments were of the first order. The excellence of his transla- 
tions of the Latin classics and his own compositions have already received 

marked testimonials and strong commendations from some of the most eminent 


scholars of the age. 

During the past nat eight aaia he hasserved a ng posta of the time at remote 
frontier posts, and has also been engaged against tile Indians in the North- 
west, In the autumn of last —s was en in the milii reconnaissance 
in an unexplored district of Wash n Te ry, and at the hour of his death 


was occu: jea aoe leting the work then begun. 

The exposure d hardships of military life in the geran war and on the 
frontier had poene aae at wae physical and fixed its fatal hand 
upon him, He died at his in the field, in the line of duty, and his remains 
now rest, buried near te A pper Columbia River, mid the wild scenes of nature, 
far from friends and kindred. 

In the death of Lieutenant Pierce the service has lost a most earnest and val- 
uable seme foe jot we sympathy of the department commander is extended to 
his berea 

order of Zater-General Miles, 
Py Biss O. D. GREENE, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


[Regimental Order No. 49.] 


HEADQUARTERS TWENTY-FIEST INFANTRY 
Vancouver Barracks, Washington Territory, peyton 9, isss. 


maroon? 4 on the 17th day of July, 1383, of First Lieut. Henry , brevet 

ca ited States ergs dee and brevet major of walroniooma 

ptain Pierce entered the military service in May, 1861, as a sergeant of Gom- 

pany A, Fourth Connecticut ñ the t Artillery, 
ES: or in May, 


Virgina, in 1865. 
surrender of the firar kenla army voce A terrors Vai Va., ee 1 


vets, one of them wile Sow most octte and Inspector general t can be co: spon a soldier, 
and the testimonials of his yraa officers bear witness to his fidelity and cour- 
service in ions, requiring knowledge and tact, is 


inted a second lieutenant in ye 
and while on dut; 


the State of Louisiana was ited by . Gen. O. O. Howard superinten: a 
of ed in State. duties of aoe tant office he administered 
with integrity and ini By the ent of the United 
States, he was detailed in summer of 1809 on duty in the University of West 
Virginia, as professor of and military and remained in this 
tion for a od of five years. On promotion to the of first lieu- 
tenant in 1874, JOE SS TALOS SE ar tae WN eae eres neon See 
tions. He was a company in the of i the 
Nez Percé Indians, in the famous pursuit of Chief Joseph from the Lapwai to 
the Missouri River, shares with his the credit of ha’ partici- 
remarkable in modern In 


Lake, Mich. Captain Pi was inted utant of the 
Twenty * ahd served in this capacity unti ( October i 1882, when 
he ory en to the detail of professor of ce an 

Pacific niverns regon, for which position he was recommended by the ‘de 
partment 


command 
While adjutant tas was detailed by Brig. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, commanding 
ve ent of the Columbia, to NOC TX ay RENEO on eerie R m from 
old Fort 


ae Darvas t9 Puget Sound. This d ree eta Ee a manner so 
t his er na ADLA AIA doe PAINEA order of the hon- 
ey of War ar,on the recommendation of the General of the Army. 
Family afflictions compelled Captain Pierce to ponige DS prol rofessorship and to 
regiment in February last. At the of his death he was in 
o 

red co! 

ens Bye 

partment pierin ee his di 


in he was 
been Ses es en an Sa de- 
Pierce, ayy was never 
aeelen. wan: was educated for law. ewes 
made Kario the 


ons of the Æneid of ot Virgil 
li merit, fe was one 


led him, amid the cares and annoy- 
e, to he sist wh ee labor was commendable in the 
tation. 


By ature of Col, H. A. Morrow, 
ANIEL 


D. CORNMAN, 
First Lieulenant and Adjutant Twenty-first Infantry. 


The þill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM A. PENFIELD. 
The bill (S. 898) granting a pension to William A. Penfield was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. ro propones, to on the 
pension-roll the name of William A. Penfield, late of Company F, 
Ninth iment Vermont Infantry. 

The was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROSELLA E. HIBBERT. 


The bill (S. 2098) for the relief of Rosella E. Hibbert was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ion- 
roll the name of Rosella E. Hibbert, daughter of Franklin M. Hibbert, 
late of Company F, Twenty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teers, at the rate of $20 a month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want the report read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLATE 
April 29, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 2098) granting 
apension to Rosella E. ae esr examined the same and 


report: 
Thec ant, Rosella E. Hibbert, is the ye rer Franklin M, Hibbert, late 
of Company F, Twenty-seventh tts Volunteers. Iba 


pears from the ‘evidence that the soldier died on the 1 day of May, 1864 e 
was married, but — wife died February 2, 1363. Only one child survives, the 
pensioned at the rate of $8 month, commencin; 


present claimant, who was 
16, 1864, the date of the’soldier’s death, which 
ste arrived ‘at the 


nsion was continued until 


of os years, to wit, February 1, 1879, since which 


time she has received no paonon 
The present a to put her on the pension-roll at the rate of 
$20 a month, the reasons 


gd such action are well set forth in the following 
affidavit of W. M. Pease, M , dated at Otis Center, Mass., March 26, 1886 : 

“ This certifies that I.W. i siea of Otis, have known Rosella E. Hibbert for 
about three.years. She is be rson between 3 and 3} feet in height. She is 
twenty-three years of the mental apan of a child five or six years 

of age. There is no ho ee any improvement. he is unable to help to sup- 
port herself in the smallest 

From all the evidence in this case, your committee are of the opinion that this 
claimant still remains, to all intents and purposes, a helpless child. It appears 

that she is the only survivor of the ane. of the soldier, and we think that the 
poaa asked for in this bill should be granted. We therefore report the bill 
ck with the recommendation that it do pass, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CYRUS VIGUS. 


The bill (H. R. 5961) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Vigus 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll, and to increase the pension to $50 per month, Cyrus 
Vigus, late a private in Captain Todd’s company of Kentucky Mounted 
Infantry in the war of 1812. 

Mr, KRELL. Let the report be read in that case. ' 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 

The ber Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 

May 4 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
examined 


R. 5961) grant- 
cond an increase of pension to Cyrus Vigus, have 


same, re~ 


Phe facts in this case are fully stated in the annexed report of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions of the oe of nage sear ph 
In view thereof we recomm: of penal vont 


e en a e elea a a rate of eee this be- 
ing a service pension paid the veterans of said war of 1812, been an in- 
dustrious b ess man, of good habits and econo’ but after the 
business age of his life was passed the competency so huabanded had, 
with some misfortunes added to his unusual l of years, been consumed, 


and he now stands, at nearly ninety-three years of age, at that: ‘strait where char- 
ity must care for him, or the poor-house become his home, or his Government, 
in generous consideration, save him from such calamity by granting him a 
pension equal to the needs of his remaining years. 

He was born on the 4th Sayon September, ss, 33, and the coming 4th of Septem- 
ber will be his ninety-third y: 

The petition filed with thet bill for his relief is signed by the representative cit- 


izens of his ieee Ind. 
This veteran, sfarniahe life in the wars for his country, has kept ie per 


These sons are now all dead, savo two, one of whom is a misfortune to his 
oas riddled with bullets, is a helpless cripple in the Soldiers’ 


His family at home consists of his aged wife and the widow and daughter of 
oTa view of the foregoing facts, it is believed a pension of $50 per month should 
be granted the claimant. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY G. BALLINGER. 


The bill (H. R. 6126) granting a pension to Henry G. Ballinger was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Henry G. Ballinger, late captain of Camden 
County (Missouri) militia. ` 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM BISHOP. 

The bill (H. R. 6688) for the relief of William Bishop was consid- 

ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 


1886. 
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William Bishop, late a private in Company E, Seventy-ninth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES SCHULER. 


The bill (H. R. 7298) for the relief of Charles Schuler was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ion-roll 


the name of Charles Schuler, late a private in Company K, Fourth Min- | pens! 


nesota Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RANDOLPH SEAMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 7300) for the relief of Randolph Seaman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Randolph Seaman, late a private in Company H, 
Sixth Minnesota Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. FARRIS. 

The bill (H. R. 6136) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Farris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT.. I should like to inquire of the Senator having this 
bill in charge what pension Farris will take under it? The bill is: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to increase the pension of John W. Farris, late first lieutenant and adjutant of 
the Forty-eighth Illinois Volunteers, for disease of eyes, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, 

It seems on its face to be a bill the purpose of which is to give him 
some increase of pension, but I apprehend the effect of it will be not to 
give him any. 

Mr. SAWYER. Icannotsay. It is a bill brought here from the 
House, and there might be some question about it. 3 

Mr. PLATT. Ithink it had better lie over. If he is going to be 
pensioned “‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws” he will get no increase, I think, under this bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

, CATHARINE THENN. 

The bill (H. R. 6776) granting a pension to Catharine Thenn was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
peric the name of Catharine Thenn, widow of George M. Thenn, 

te of Company D, Second Regiment Missouri Artillery. 

The bill wag reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADAM GASTON. 


The bill (H. R. 550) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Adam 
Gaston was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
restore to the pension-roll the name of Adam Gaston, late of Company 
D, One hundred and fortieth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TOBIAS M. COON. 


The bill (H. R. 4976) for the relief of Tobias M. Coon was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Tobias M. Coon, late a private in Company A, One 
hundred and eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. í 

MARY MERRILL. 

The bill (H. R. 4631) granting a pension to Mary Merrill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary Merrill, widow of Alexander Merrill, late a 
private in Company L, Twelfth Tennessee Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. > 

MARY ANN MILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 1816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Miller was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to put the name 
of Mary Ann Miller, widow of Hamilton Miller, late a private in Com- 
pany F, Third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY B. HAVENS. 

The bill (H. R. 6780) granting a pension to Henry B. Havens was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Henry B. Havens, late of Company I, Twenty- 
third iment Missouri Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GILES C. HAWLEY. 
The bill (H. R. 424) to pension Giles C. Hawley was considered asin 


Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the pension-roll the 
name of Giles C, Hawley, late of Company L, Second Illinois Cavalry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
STOKELEY D, DAGLEY. 

The bill (H, R. 6655) granting a pension to Stokeley D. Dagley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Stokeley D. Dagley, late a member of the Clay 
County (Missouri) enrolled militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate Without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

i CATHARINE JOHNSON. 

The bill (H. R. 3906) for the relief of Catharine Johnson, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Catharine Johnson, widow of Zachariah John- 
son, deceased, late a private in Company C, Sixtieth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. LITTLE. 

The bill (H. R. 567) granting a pension to Mary A. Little, was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary A. Little, widow of William H. Little, 
who served as a private in Company G, Forty-third Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS ALLCOCK. 


The bill (H. R. 1576) granting an increase of pension to Thomas AIl- 
cock, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Thomas Allcock, late a private 
in Company F, Third United States Artillery, during the Florida war, 
at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension which he now re- 
ceives, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 4, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1576) grant- 
ing & pension to Thomas Allcock, have examined the same, and report that after 


examination they have adopted the report of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
epresentatives, hereto annexed, and recommend the passage 


proof under general law, On 
the 21st of June, 1872, there appears to have been an application filed by him, 
all “that he served in said Florida war three years; that he received asun- - 
stroke whilein said service, and while on duty as sentry on the 6th day of July, 
1839; and that Thomas Haley, mentioned in annexed affidavit, was present 
at the time; that in consequence of such sunstroke he was Seay bli for six 
days, and has lost the sight of one eye entirely; that a written discharge was 

ted him oe . Thomas Childs, at Fort Pierce, Florida, which is in the 
Department at ington. filed on application for bounty land.” 

e Adjutant-Gen 's Office Ps aged him sick in hospital at the timo alleged 
by him; and there is ample proof in the case to show it is a just and mer- 
torious one, well worthy of consideration. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, House of ay peace reported favor- 
ably in the case as far back as February 4, 1858, and say then: 

“ For this permanent injury to his oya; rendering them perfectly useless for 
the remainder of his life, received in service of country, the committee 
think he is justly entitled,in some degree, to the consideration of the Goyern- 
ment, 

It appears that an act was passed by the Forty-seventh Con; granting a 
painon to this soldier at the rate of $3 per month, dating from h 2, 1883, the 

ofthe Save of the act therefor. 

It appears the man is now seventy-two years old, has a wife, and that uer 
are in utterly dependent circumstances in consequence of his blindness, wh 
is now total. He requires the attendance of some person at all times in goi 
about,and has no means, It appears conclusively that the soldier contract 
his disability in the Army and in the line of duty. 

Your committee beg leave to refer to the petition of the said soldier hereto 
annexed, and to the affidavits of the claimant,and of Robert Y. McConnell, a 
reputable citizen of Rochester, innexed. 

conclusion, your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 


Your ner, Thomas Allcock, of Rochester, in the State of New York, re- 
y shows to 
States ony a the 


himself and family, and much of the time has been 
That he repeatedly pee for a pension, and 
none was ever granted 


the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, an act was passed, which A 
per month, from the date of the passage of that act. This sum 


r ino muppet 
an; or ol 
supported at Dubie: 


pe 
the amount of his pension should be increased. 
is com: to have the atten of some person to feed him 
of him. Under the rule of rating in such cases, is informed 
belicves that he could not have less than $24 per month at the lowest rate allowed 


for pensions to private soldiers, He has never had any unity from the Gov- 
— except a bounty Jand-warrant for 160 acres of land, for which he got 


He therefore prays that Congres; of the United States will increase his pension 
to at least $50 per month. He is now seventy-two years of age, and time 
during which the Government will have the privilege of paying him a pension 
will in all human probability not be very great. 

And your petitioner will ever pray. 

THOMAS ALLCOCK, 

JANUARY 4, 1886, 

[In the matter of the application of Thomas Allcock.) 
Moxnoe County, City of Rochester, ss: 

Thomas Allcock, being duly sworn, says he is now seventy-two years of age; 
that he is and has been totally blind for the last forty-six years in the right eye, 
and that for the last two years the left eye has become so bad that deponent is 
now unable to see scarcely anything at all; that he has to be led around as if 
he were totally blind, and especially so when the sun is not shining brightly; 
that deponent is a married man, and his wife is still living; that she is in feeble 
health and unable to work and support herself and deponent; that deponent 
has no means whatsoever of earning his living, and is in the most destitute cir- 
cumstance imaginable, 


his 
THOMAS + ALLCOCK, 
mark, 
Witness: 
GEORGE It. Losry, 


Sworn to before me this 15th day of February, 1886. 
. R. LOSEY, 
Commissioner of Deeds, Rochester, N. Y. 
STATE OF NEW YORK, : 


Monroe County, Clerk's Office, Rochester, N, Y: 

I, Maurice Leyden, clerk of the county of Monroe, of the county court of said 
county, and of the supreme court, both being courts of record, having a common 
seal, a3 certify that George R. Losey, esq., the person before whom the fore- 
going affidavit was taken, was, on the 15th day of February, 1886, therein men- 
tioned, a commissioner of deeds in and for said city, duly authorized to take 
the same; that I am well acquainted with the handwriting of the said George 
R. Losey, and verily believe that the name of the said officer subscribed to the 
said certificate is his genuine signature. 

Jn testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
enid county and courts this 15th day of February, A. D. 1886, 

MAURICE LEYDEN, Clerk. 


In the matter of the application of Thomas Allcock, 


Monroe County, Oily of Rochester, ss: g 

Robert Y, McConnell, sworn, says he has known said Thomas Allcock for 
over thirty years, and is well acquainted with his circumstances at present; 
that said Allcock is so blind that he can not get around only as he isled; that 
he is in destitute circumstances and without any means of ts etd that he has 
a wife who has to work all she is able to to support herself and said applicant ; 
that said Allcock is a most worthy man, and needs all the help that he can get 


to support him in these, his last days, 
Li ROBT. Y. McCONNELL. 


Sworn to before me this 15th day of February, 1886, 
GEO, R. LOSEY, 
Commissioner of Deeds, Rochester, N. F. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to inquire what is the pension al- 
lowed for total blindness? 

Mr. BLAIR. Fifty dollars now in new cases. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Whyis thisallowed in thiscase? This was origi- 
nally granted by act of Con; i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALTHEA A. FRASNER. 


The bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to Althea A. Frasner, was 
considered as in Committee of ole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Althea A. Frasner, widow of Milton Frasner, 
late a private in Company H, Fortieth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Il. W. M’DONALD. 


The bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to H. W. MeDonald was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of H. W. McDonald, late of Company A, Fifth 
Emai Iowa Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN H. M'CLELLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 6003) for the relief of John H. McClelland was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John H. McClelland, late a soldier in Company 
B of the Twenty-ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN PENNINGTON. 


The bill (H. R. 3982) granting a pension to John Pennington was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to plaee on the 
pension-roll the name of John Pennington, late captain of Company 
A, Forty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendmcnt, crdered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID T. ELDERKIN. 


The bill (H. R. 5995) granting a pension to David T. Elderkin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
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por the name of David T. Elderkin, late of Company K, One 
undredth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET COLBATH. 

The bill (H. R, 1585) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Colbath was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Margaret Colbath, widow of John D. Colbath, 

late a private in Company B, Eighth Regiment New York Heavy Ar- 
tillery Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE SCHAEFER. 

The bill (H. R. 413) granting a pension to George Schaefer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of George Schaefer, late of Company K, Ninety- 
ninth Illinois Volunteers, now residing in Bushnell, Il. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA DOWNS. 


The bill (H. R. 4462) granting a pension to Martha Downs was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Martha Downs, of Peoria, IL, widow of Al- 
bert Downs, late a private in Company H, Fourteenth Regiment of 
Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL ROBBINS. 


The bill (H. R. 6650) granting a pension to Samuel Robbins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Samuel Robbins, late of Company A, Twelfth 
Regiment Missouri State Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SOLOMON J. GRISSOM. 


The bill (H. R. 7617) granting a pension to Solomon J. Grissom was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
paean the name of Solomon J. Grissom, Jate of Company E, 

wentieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ` 


SARAH A. VAUGHN. 


The bill (H. R. 1592) for the relief of Sarah A. Vaughn was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mrs. Sarah A. Vaughn, dependent mother of Delos 
A. Graves, late of the Seventeenth Independent Battery Light Artillery, 
New York Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY NORMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 6192) granting a pension to Mary Norman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Norman, widow of Corporal Turner 
Norman, late of Company G, Thirty-fifth United States Colored 
Troops. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Saw- 
YER May 4, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6192) grant- 
ing a panon to Mary Norman, have examined the same, and report that after 
examination they have adopted the report of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions of the House of Representatives, hereto annexed, and recommend the 
passage of the bill. À 

The claimant, Mary Norman, is the widow of Turner Norman, late corporal 
Company G, Thirty-tifth United States Colored Troops, enrolled May 22, 1863, 
and who was wounded in battle at Olustee, Fla., February 20, 1864. 

War Departnient records show soldier in hospital from said wound from Feb- 
ruary 22,1864, to August, 1864; left with detachment at Jacksonville, Fla., sick 
since November 26, 1864; present for duty from February 23, 1865, to April 30, 


1866. 

Soldier was mustered out of service with his company at Charleston, S. C., 
June 1, 1866. Company was in action at battle at Olustee, Fla., February 20, 
1864, Company or mental records do not give the location of wound. 

Surgeon-General’s report shows that soldier was treated in general hospital 
at Jacksonville, Fla., for gunshot wound of head received in battle; also in 
general hospital at Beaufort, S. C., for gunshot wound of left side of head. 

Soldier died December 22, 1869, 

Soldier made application for a pension, but died before the same was granted. 

Widow filed application for pension February 4,1889, Rejected on the ground 
that the death cause, * drowning,” was not due to the soldicr’s military serv- 


ice. 

A number of soldier's comrades testify under oath that, although his right 
jaw-bone was broken, resulting in a running sore, producing great suffe: ng 
and partial deafness, soldier, after his return from hospital, refused to leave h 
regiment, but remained, doing light duty, until his regiment was mustered 
out at the close of the war. 

After his discharge he was a great sufferer, and to a greåt extent unable to 
perform manual labor. 

Soldier was drowned in an accident while crossing the Roanoke River in 
North Carolina, the indirect result of the wound received while in the service of 


1886. 
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the United States and in the line ofduty. In crossingsaid river the boat sprung 
a leak; the ferryman called to him to save hi lf; a man who was also inthe 
boat with soldier made his escape, but soldier, suffering from his wound and 
disabilities received in the service, was unable properly to care for himself, 
and was drowned as the boat sank. Soldier's eh i arses poor. 

Your committee are of the opinion that soldier's dea‘ be.easily traced 
to the disability received in the service and in the line of duty, and believing 
ae widow justly entitled to the pension asked, recommend the passage 
of the b 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM BRENTANO. 

The bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to William Brentano was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William Brentano, late of Company B, Thirteenth 

iment Kansas Volunteer Infantry. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM C. SHIMONECH. 


The bill (S. 2229) for the relief of William C. Shimonech was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p that William C. 
Shimonech, late a f siamo musician in the Third } Regiment United 
States Infantry, whose name is now borne on the pension-roll at $14 
per Don shall hereafter be paid in lien thereof the sum of $24 per 
mon 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HIRAM R. ELLIS. 

The bill (S. 2183) granting a pension to Hiram R. Ellis was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Hiram R. Ellis, formerly first lieutenant and ad- 
jutant of the Twenty-eighth Michigan Infantry Volunteers, as of the 
rank of first lieutenant and adjutant, in lieu of the pension allowed 
ra papih the general pension law, as of the rank of sergeant of Com- 

Fifth Regiment Michigan Cavalry Volunteers. 

Pathe sil was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JACOB SMITH. 

The bill (S. 2111) granting a pension to Jacob Smith was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
x the name of Jacob Smith, late of Company E, Second West Virginia 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be poate for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IRA MILLER. 


The bill (S. 2039) granting an increase of enon to Ira Miller was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro: to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ira Miller, late of the Firteenth Indiana Yol- 
unteer Infantry, at the rate of $72 per month, in Tieu of the $50 per 
month heretofore allowed him, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORRIN P. COOLEY. 

The bill (S. 1844) granting a pension to Orrin P. Cooley was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 6, be- 
fore the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘twenty- 
five;” so as to make the bill read: 

Beit epee &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Orrin P. Cooley, late 
of Company C, Forty-second Illinois Volunteers, at $25 per month, from and 
after the passage of this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

POWHATTAN B. SHORT. 

The bill (S. 2163) granting a pension to Powhattan B, Short was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Powhattan B. Short, late a private in Com- 
pany K, Sixty-eighth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BYRON R. M'INTYRE. 

The bill (S. 2333) granting a pension to Byron R. McIntyre was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Byron R. McIntyre, latea private in Company 
A, Forty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

"The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC RANSOM. 

The bill (S. 2334) granting a pension to Isaac Ransom was consid- 

ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 


sion-roll the name of Isaac Ransom, late a private in Company C, Forty- 
ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, for such diseases as now 
exist. 

Mr. PLATT. Whyshould that language be used ‘‘for such diseases 


as now exist?’’ 
Does the Senator move to strike out 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
those words?” 

Mr. PLATT. I should like some explanation of them. I do not 
know butthat they are all right. I should like to have the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 4, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2182) restoring 
a Tia th to Isaac Ransom, have examined rt: 


r 31,1880, when the penstonod 
imant had recovered from the disease. 
It was claimed originally 


ice, but the claim was not allowed, and he was 

The records show that claimant was a sound man prior to ealistinent; aed 
he was a soldier. The fact of his having been sunstruck is testified ‘to b; y 
his ca: eK Nafius, by the assistant surgeon of the regiment, and also by 
eee M. Williams: ata by the regimental su: n, who treated him for 

besides rheumatism np mea: in the line of his duty. 
a is also abundant ape AE from claimant's neighbors, who: knew him 
before enlistment and after his „Showing that he was a sound man 
when he enlisted; and since his ast m the Army he has been unfitted by 
his disabilities from Bese rire manual labor, 

Taking into consideration all the evidence on file in this case, the committee 
believe it to be their duty to report a substitute for this bill, and recommend its 
passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, an 
MALITTY ROSE. 


The bill (S. 2335) for the relief of the heirs of Malitty Rose was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to James 
E. Rose, Jane Godfrey, and Francis Patton, the only surviving children 
of Malitty Rose, deceased, the money due upon reissue certificate num- 
bered 3269, issued to Malitty Rose three weeks prior to her death, as 
the widow of Elias Rose, late a private in Captain McCoy’s company, 
United States infantry,. of the Florida war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN C. MILES. 


The bill (S. 2130) ting an increase of pension to John C. Miles 
was considered as in Gomat ittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of John C. Miles, late of Company C, Forty- 
eighth R ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $20 per 
month, in lieu of the $4 per month heretofore allowed him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There ought to be some amendment there, so that 
it will not carrý arrears of pension. That language is a little too 
broad. I move to amend after the word ‘‘ month,” where it reads “‘at 
the rate of $20 per month,” by inserting ‘‘ from ‘and after the passage 
of this act.” 

Mr. SAWYER. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. WILLS. 


The bill (S. 2129) granting an increase of pension to John W. Wills 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of John W. Wills, late of Company B, One 
hundred and forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of 
$12 per month, in lieu of the $2 per month heretofore allowed him. 

Mr. PLATT. There ought to be the same amendment in that bill. 

Mr. SAWYER, I have no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to add ‘from and after the passage of this 
act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

A bill (H. R. 1628) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 
Company, the Eagle Fire Insurance Company, the City Fire Insurance 
Company, and the Commercial Mutual Insurance Company, all of New 
York city; the Western National Bank, the Merchants’ National Bank, 
and the Maryland Fire Insurance Company, of Baltimore, Md.; 


A bill (H. R. 1813) for the relief of Pattison & Caldwell; 
A bill (H. R. 2395) to authorize J. G. C. Lee, a major and quarter- 
master in the United States Army, to issued a duplicate check, and the 
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assistant treasurer of the United States at New York to pay the same; 
A bill (H. R. 2517) for the relief of the estate of Edwin T. Pilkenton, 
d . 


eceased ; 

A bill (H. R. 5554) for the relief of the legal representatives of G. 
Alexander Ramsay; 

A bill (H. R. 7773) for the reliefof Capt. Hollister E. Goodwin and his 
sureties; and 

A bill (H. R. 8676) for the relief of Lafayette Fowler. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 449) for the relief of John P. T. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 1062) for the relief of Ernest N. Wardwell; 

A bill (H. R. 1172) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Franklin Thompson, alias §. E. E. Seelye; 

A bill (H. R. a for the relief of Sidney R. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1740) for the relief of William K. Hammond; 

A bill (H. R. 2156) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of Martin Murphy 

A bill {it R. 2195) for the relief of Christopher Schaefuocker; and 


A bill (H. R. 3384) for the relief of James M. Bacon. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 190) for the relief of certain employés and others of 
the twelfth United States light-house district; 

A bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of Francis W. Haldeman; 

A bill (H. R. 2244) for the relief of J. M. English, administrator of 
the estate of Richard Fitzpatrick, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 3908) for the relief of John Ellis; and 

A bill (H. R. 8596) for the relief of Beaufort Lee and others. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 248) for the relief of Henry Gee; 

A bill (H. R. 1418) for the relief of Henry Martin; and 

A bill (H. R. 5175) extending the provisions and benefits of the pre- 
emption law to John E. White. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

A bill (H. R. a for the relief of Elias B. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 279) for the relief of T. H. Triplett; 

A bill = R. 707) for the relief of J. R. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. aot for the relief of Lysander E. Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 3909) for the relief of Harry Fisk; 


A bill (H. R. 5553) for the relief of E. J. Phillips; 


A bill (H. R. 5651) for the relief of David W. Low; and 
A bill (H. R. 8297) for the relief of Frank Shutt. 
The bill (H. R. 821) for the relief of Samuel M. Gaines was read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 
The bill (H. R. 4139) for the relief of Thomas Sampson was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


HOUSE PENSION BILLS, 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1059) to grant a pension to Joseph Romiser; 
A bill (H. R. 1150) granting a pe: nsion to Catherine E. Coffin; 
A bill (H. R. tis} for the relief of Emily B. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 3118) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Buck; 

“A bill (H. R. 3551) granting a pension bd h Cutler, late pri- 
vate in Company B, Ninth New Hampshire Volunteers; 

A bill i R. 5041) granting a pension to Sally A. Stone; 

A bill (H. R. 5091) to restore the name of Harvey Coburn to the 

ion-roll ; 

A bill H. R. 5921 granting an increase of pension to John Ryan; 

. R. 6278) granting a pension to Margaret O°Connor; 
. 6443) granting a pension to Alexander Falconer; 
. 7244) granting a pension to Robert B. Kirkpatrick; 
7616) for the relief of W. D. Havely; 
7736) to increase the pension of George W. Parks; 
R. ied granting a pension to Aretus N. Butler; 
R. 7965) for the relief of Frances Mosher; 
R. 8066) to pension Martha A. Voorhees; 
- R. $151) granting a pension to John P. McDonald; 
. R. 8205) granting a pension to J. W. Gooding; 
. R. 8335) to restore William S. Ray to the DRT: 
R. 8601) granting a pension to James H. Butler; 
. R. 8602) granting a pension to Sarah M. Carroll; and 
. R. 8651) ip the pension of Alfred J. Hill. 

The above twenty-two pension bills were severally read twice by their 

titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock havingarrived, 

the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill 
oe ee establish a uniforni system of bankruptcy throughout the 
t tates. 


Mr. HOAR. If it would be convenient for the Senate to adopt the 
usual rule in cases of bills of that length, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill be read by sections for amen ment. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the effect of that suppose it should be 
agreed to? ~ 

Mr. HOAR. Theeffect of it is that the amendments to each section 
are offered as the section is read. 

Mr. INGALLS. But when the reading is concluded if there are sec- 
tions that any Senator desires to offer amendments to, the opportunity 
has passed until the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Unquestionably. 

hee INGALLS. I shall object to that, because the bill is of such 

ength that it would be obviously unfair to those who desire to con- 
ae it in detail to cut off the opportunity to amend before the whole 
bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Nobody would think—I should not certainly—of ob- 
jecting to going backif any Senator desired at any time to propose any- 
thing. The convenience is that this course saves a reading, and it 
attracts the attention of the Senate and of gentlemen who haveamend- 
ments to offer to each sectién as it is being read and discussed, so that 
we shall not be flying backward and forward. There can be no sna; 
judgment taken, because you have the power of reconsideration an 
the power of moving amendments in the Senate if I attempted such 
a thing, which I would not. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not wish to be deprived of the opportunity of 
offering amendments in Committee of the Whole. With the under- 
standing that after the bill has been thus read as suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts amendments shall be in order to the bill as in 
Committee of the Whole in all parts thereof, I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill agree to that. I will make my request with 
that understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be read through at length. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to take u 

Mr. TELLER. As a question of order I want to find out what was 
the understanding come to as to amendments to the bankruptcy bill. 
We could not hear back here. _ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be open to amendments 
moved by any Senator in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair allow me to make a request for unani- 
mous consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that has al- 

ready been given. The Chair put the question. 
. Mr. HOAR. Thereseemstobesome misunderstanding. I desire now 
to ask unanimous consent that the bill may be read and amendments 
called for to each section as the reading proceeds, any Senator, how- 
ever, to be at liberty to return to a section that has been passed to 
make an amendment if he desires. 

Mr. INGALLS. After the reading of the bills shall have been con- 
cluded, as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HOAR. At any time. 

Mr. TELLER. Why should any special rale be made about it? 
Why not let this bill take the regular parliamentary course ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can only be done by unanimous 
consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. TELLER. I will not object, but I do not see any propriety in it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that this bill shall be considered by 
sections and open to amendment, and when the reading is gone through 
with any section shall be still open to amendment. She Chair hears 
no objection to this arrangement. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the District appropriation bill. - 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kansas object to having that 
done by unanimous consent, laying the bankruptcy bill aside inform- 
ally? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6397) 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the appropriation bill indicated by him. 

Mr. HOAR. The bankruptcy bill being laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending order being laid aside 
informally. The Chair hears no objection, and that order will be made. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the Senator from Lonisiana is Ide- 


If there be no objection the bill will 


recognized, 
sire to have unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill at 
length be dispensed with, and that it þe read by paragraphs for amend- 
ment, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be taken. 


If there be no objection that order 


1886. 


Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Lonisiana desires to make a few re- 
marks, and has asked me to yield to him for that purpose, and I do so. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8762) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for public print- 
ing, pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. RANDALL, 
Mr. LE FEVRE, and Mr. McComas managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
670) to increase the pension of the widow of the late Commander T. A; 
M. Craven. 

The message further announced thatthe House had the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of Senate: 
A bill E R. 320) for the relief of Hiram W. Hubbard; and 

A bill (H. R. 6337) for the relief of James D. Wood. 


EXECUTIVE SESSIONS WITH OPEN DOORS. 


Mr. GIBSON. Ihave requested the Senator from Kansas to yield 
to me that I might ask the Senate to take up the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] regarding executive sessions, in 
order to make a few remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed informally to the con- 
sideration of the resolution submitted by the Senator from Connecticut, 
which will be read. - ` 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, submitted by Mr. PLATT Janu- 
ury 29, 1886, as follows: 

Resolved, That executive nominations shall hereafter be considered and acted 
upon in open session, except when otherwise ordered by vote of the Senate, and 
#o much of section 2, Rule XXXVI, and section 2, Rule XXXVIII, of the stand- 


ing rules of the Senate as conflicts with or is inconsistent with the above is tothe 
extent of such inconsistency rescinded. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no objection, and the reso- 
lution is before the Senate. i 
Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, when we reflect upon the origin and 


growth oi the institutions of representative or popular government, 
how they were created, not in the cabinets of kings, nor in the specula- 
tions of political philosophers, but by the sturdy efforts of freemen 
assembled to demand redress of actual grievances or to protect them- 
selves against arbitrary power, and how entirely they draw their nour- 
ishment and support from the people, in fact constitute governments of 
the people and for the people, we can not fail to be astonished at the 
reluctance they who conduct them have ever exhibited to draw aside 
the curtain of concealment and to expose all their proceedings to the 
scrutiny and knowledge of the public; for however mlar the origin 
of parliamentary or congressional’government, all legislative assemblies 
are in theory and within a comparatively recent period were in fact 
closed against the public. . 

Pn both branches of the British Parliament the proceedings were con- 
ducted with closed doors from the earliest times down to less than one 
hundred years ago. . 

Judge Cooley, in his work on constitutional limitations, says: 

Many matters the publication of which now seems‘important to the just, dis- 
pirea KTH harmonious workings of free institutions and the proper observation 
of lic officers by those interested in the discharge of their duties were treated 
pts bell co authorities as offenses against good order and !contempts of au- 

No official publication of the debates in Parliament was provided for 
and no other was allowed. The brief sketches which found their way 
into print were usually disguised under the garb of a fictitious parlia- 
ment held in a foreign country. Forsuch publication in 1747 the edi- 
tor of the Gentleman’s Magazine was brought to the bar of the honse 
of commons for reprimand and only discharged on ing his con- 
trition, And in 1641 Sir Edward Deering was exrellan and imprisoned 
: for publishing a collection of his own speeches, and the book was or- 

dered to be burned by the public hangman, Until about the period of 
the American Revolution, and evyensubsequent to that event, publication 
of proceedings was considered a breach of privilege. Freedom to report 
proceedings and debates was at last due to Wilkes, who became, not- 
withstanding his infamous private character, a public benefactor by his 
obstinate defense of the liberty of the press and security from arbitrary 
search and arrest. 

The freedom of the press itself is of comparatively recent origin. No 
mention was made of it in the English petition of rights nor in the bill 
of rights. Even in America the magistrates of Massachusetts suffered 
the publication of the general laws under protest asa hazardous experi- 
ment, and forsuch publication in Virginia the printer was arrested and 
put under bonds until the king’s pleasure was declared that no print- 
ing should be allowed inthecolony. Books were adjudged to be given 
to the flames that advocated the general principles of popular freedom, 
and even as late as toward the close of the seventeenth century the gov- 
ernor of New York was expressly instructed to suffer no printing, and 
the governor of Virginia thanked God there were no free schools nor 
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printing presses in that colony, and he trusted that these breeders of 
disobedience and heresy and sect would long be unknown. 

Slow indeed were the approaches toward that freedom of the press 
and publicity in the proceedings of legislative bodies which prevail to- 
day. It was a steady growth, however, from generation to generation 
as these institutions caught the spirit of modern progress and embraced 
more and more the cause of the people. 

While as a matter of right strangers may be excluded, yet in point 
of fact accommodations are now provided for reporters of newspapers 
and secrecy is unknown to the house of commons and lords. Their 
proceedings are as open as the day. Secret sessions in respect to any 
matter are not tolerated, and if an attempt were now made to exclude 
the public from the house of commons it would produce revolution, 

If the commons, says Macaulay, were to suffer the lords even to origi- 
nate money bills we doubt whethersuch a surrender of their constitu- 
tional rights would excite half so much dissatisfaction as the exclusion 
of strangers from a single important discussion. 

Tee pallery in which the reporters sit has become a fourth estate of 
the P 

The publication’ of the debates, a practice which seemed to the most 
liberal statesmen of the oldschool full of danger to the great safeguards 
of public liberty, is now regarded by many persons as a safeguard 
tantamount and more than tantamount to all the rest together. 

Bagehot, in his admirable work on the English constitution, advises 
that treaties be made by Parliament. He says: 

If we require that in some form the assent of Parliament shall be given to 
such treaties we should have a real discussion prior to the making of such 
treaties, we should have the reason for the treaty plainly stated and also the 
reasons against it. At present, as we have seen, the discussion is tinreal, The 
thing is done and can not be altered, and what is said often ought not to be said 
because it is captious, and what is not said ought as often to be said because it 
is material. e should have a manlier and plainer way of dealing with for- 
oan policy, for ministers should be obliged to explain their foreign contracts 

ore they are valid, just as they are compelled to explain their domestic pro- 

before they can become laws. 
Iam disposed to deny entirely that there can be any treaty for which ade- 
quate reasons can not be given to the English le which the English people 
ought to make. A great deal of the reticency of diplomacy had, I think, better 
be spoken out. The worstfamilies are those in which the members never speak 
their minds to each other, 


It is the same with nations. The parties concerned would almost always be 


better for hearing the substantial reasons which induce the negotiators to 


make the treaty and the negotiators would do their work much better, for half 
the ambiguities in treaties are caused by the negotiators not taking the pains 
to put their own meaning distinctly before their own minds and they would 
have to make it plain if they had to argue on it before a great assembly. 


Our American institutions follow closely the historical antecedents 
and characteristics which they inherited from those of the mother coun- 
try. It must not be imagined that they sprang suddenly into existence, 
for not only in their organic structure but in their modes of procedure 
they retain the cast and lineaments of the institutions of the country 
whose loyal subjects their framers once had been. 

All the provincial Legislatures sat with closed doors. But it may 
be said with truth that the first Legislature to make its proceedings pub- 
lic was the Legislature of Massachusetts. Hon. Robert C. Winthrop, 
in an address before the Maine Historical Society, says: 

The earliest instance of authorized publicity being given to the deliberation of 
a legislative body in modern days was in the same house of representatives of 


chusetis, on the 3d day of June, 1766, when upon motion of James Otis a 
resolution was carried to open a gallery for such as wished to hear the debate, 


But the proceedings of the old Confederation Congress were always 
in secret, ‘The constitutional convention of 1787 sat with closed doors, 
and although imperfect reports of the debates have since been published, 
the injunction of secrecy upon its members was never removed. 

Luther Martin, who was a member from Maryland, in a letter ad- 
dressed to the house of delegates of Maryland in 1788 on the Federal 
convention of 1787, says: 

By order the doors were to be shut and the whole proceedings were to be 
kept secret,and so far did this rule extend, that we were thereby prevented 
from ggg! pra 3 with tlemen in the different States upon t grues 
under our ussion, reumstance which I confess I greatly regret. I 
no idea that all the wisdom, integrity, and virtue of this State or of the others 
were centered in the convention, I wished to have cor ly and 
confidentially with the eminent political characters in my own and other States, 
not to be implicitly dictated to by them, but to give theirsentiments due weight 
and consideration. So extremely solicitous were they that their proceedings 
should not transpire that the members were prohibited even from taking copies 
of resolutions on which the convention were deliberating or extracts of any 
kind from the journal without formally moving for and obtaining permission 
by vote of the convention for that purpose. 


It is not, therefore, surprising that the Constitution contained no 
provision requiring that the debates or proceedings of Congress should 
be conducted in open session and none at all upon the subject except 
the following in Article I, section 5: 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members 
for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of tw rds, expel a mem- 
ber. Each House shall keep a journal of its abe si and from time to 
time publish the same, excepting such parts as may in their judgment require 


secrecy, and the yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question 
shall, at the desire of one-fi of those present, be entered on the journal. 


The only purpose and effect of these clauses is to compel Congress 
to publish from time to time what has been actually done, to give to 
the world the acta diurna merely, such parts of its proceedings as the 
members themselves may deem proper. We shall be prepared, there- 
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fore, to find that the Senate of the United States sat with closed doors 
from April 21, 1789, until February 11, 1794. William Maclay, a Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania from 1789 to 1791, kept a journal, published a 
few years ago, in which may be found sketchesof the debates. Maclay 
says, speaking of what occurred April 27, 1790: 

No business was done in the Senate but consenting to nominations sent down 


on Saturday, and the Senator from Virginia laid a resolution on the table for 
opening the doors of the Senate on the discussion of legislative matters. 


Again, on the 24th April, 1791: 


This day nothing of moment engaged the attention of the Senate in the way 
of debate until the Virginia Senators moved that the doors of the Senate Cham- 
ber should be opened on the first day of the next session. I was happy that I 
had given my voice on a former occasion for it. The reasons I gave then oper- 
ated with full force on my mind. The first was, that I knew of no reason for 
keeping thedoor of any legislative assembly open that did not apply with equal 
force to us, The second was, that I thought ita compliment due to the smallest 
States in the Union to indulge them in such a request. 


According to him the objections to it were, namely: 


That the members would make speeches for the galleries and ‘for the public 
papers would be the fault of the members, If they waged war in words and oral 
combats, if they pitted themselves like cocks, or played the gladiator for the 
amusement of the idle and the curious the fault was theirs. That let who would 
fill the chair of the Senate I fg discretion would mark their deportment. 
That they would rise toim owledge and listen to obtain information. 
That while this line of conduct marked their debates it was totally immaterial 
whether thousands attended or whether there were not a a single spectator. 


The objections prevailed, and the resolutions were lost. It was not 
until 1794 that the doors of the Senate were opened and continued 
open during the discussion upon the contested election of Albert Gal- 
latin, which was not concluded until April 28, with the decision that 
the election of Mr. Gallatin was void in consequence of his not having 
been a citizen of the United States for the constitutional period. The 
case being settled the doors of the Senate were closed against the pub- 
lic to the end of that session, when the legislative sessions were made 
public and have remained so, in conformity to the resolution of Febru- 
ary 19, 1794— 

That after the present session of Congress,and so soon as suitable galleries 
shall be provided for, the Senate Chamber and said galleries shall be permitted 
to be opened every mong Bagel long as the Senate shall be in their 


en 
legislative capacity, unless cases as may in the opinion of the Senate 
require secrecy, afler which the galleries shall be closed. 


The fact is secrecy was until within a very recent time regarded as 
an indispensable element in the affairs of state, and reasons of state and 
state secrets were charmed and potent words, while in the hearts of the 
most enlightened and philosophical statesmen there dwelt a profound 
conviction that while the people should have a voice in their govern- 
ment, yet its administration should be removed from their direct control 
and immediate supervision as far as possible. They felt that concerns 
of such vast importance as the national honor and safety and fidelity to 
national obligations and the legislation essential to the general welfare 
should not be committed to the determination of influences springing 
from the popular judgment and popular conscience, but that the pro- 
cesses by which public opinion was passed over into the public will ex- 
pressing itself in legislation should be intricate, remote, and secretive. 

Even as late as 1840 John Quincy Adams regarded the political ex- 
citements and mass-meetings and the assembling of popular nominating 
conventions as full of peril to our institutions. He says: any 


From the organization of the Government under the present Constitution of 
the United States, the nominations of candidates for the office of President 
were made in caucuses by members of Congress and by members of the State 
Legislatures. - 


He declares that the Congressional caucuses signally failed, and that 
the State legislative nominations produced only cross-purposes and 
have been superseded by popularconventions. This hasbeen followed 
by numerous assemblagesin all the States where the opposition is of any 
strength, and not a week has passed within four months without a 
convocation of thousands ar poopie to hear inflammatory harangues. 
“ Here,” says this accomplished statesman, who entered the public 
service of our country at an earlier age and continued in it longer than 
any other and always with matchless ability— 


Here— 
He says— 


isa revolution in the habit®and manners of the people. Where will it end? 
These are y movements and mustin the natural progress of things me 
sntagonistical. These meetings can not be multiplied in number and frequency 
without resulting in yet deeper tragedies. Their manifest tendency is to civil 
war, 

There is not a school-boy to-day in the land that would not laugh at 
these apprehensions of one of the most learned and gifted statesmen of 
whom our country can boast. 

But at length it has become an axiom in this and all other countries 
where constitutional freedom prevails that political matters are not pri- 
vate matters but public matters, and that the surest remedy for all evils 
that afflict society is to be found in the widest publicity and in the re- 
sources which the wisdom and the conscience of the many may bring 
to bear upon the sufferings and wrongs of any one or of any portion of 
the people. 

.Dr. Francis Lieber, in his work on civil liberty and self-govern- 
ment, edited by Dr. Theodore D. Woolsey, in speaking of those guar- 


antees of liberty which relate more especially to the government of a 
free country and the character of its policy, says: 

The first of all we have to mention under this head is publicity of public busi- 
ness. This implies the publicity of Legislatures and judicial courts as well as of 
alt minor transactions can in their nature be transacted publicly, and also 
the publication of all important documents, and reports, and treaties, and what- 
ever else can interest the people at large. It fw implies perfect freedom 
with which reporters may publish the transactions of public bodies. Without 
the latter, the admission of the public would hardly amount to publicity at all. 
We do not assemble in the market as the le of antiquity did. The millions 
depending upon information in our national States could not meet in the as- 
sembly as it was possible in the ancient cit 
sentative ale meee The public journal 


freemen w ago! 
An ancient free city can be imagined without a public press; a modern free 


country can not. Publicity in connection with civil liberty means publicity in 
thé transactions of the business of the publicin all branches. In countries 
N E a on tenets Gee eee 
There is no patriotism without publicity,and though publicity can not always 
prevent mischief, it is at all events an alarm-bell which calls the public attention 
to the spot of danger,” 

There is not a man in America to-day who would not condemn any 
secret political society or organization as dangerous to political liberty 
and violative of the spirit of our institutions. There may possibly arise 
extraordinary circumstances during war or civil commotions when are- 
sort to secret sessions might be justifiable; but ys he ask, as a general 
rule, should any part of the people’s business be uded in mystery 
and concealed from them? It will be admitted that the opening of the 
doors of the legislative sessions of the Senate has wrought no harm to 
the Republic, but on the contrary has advanced every interest which 
under the Constitution has been committed to its charge, and enriched 
modern literature with specimens of oratory not surpassed in any age 
or country. 

But it is insisted when the Senate comes to give its consent and advice 
respecting treaties its proceedings should be conducted with closed doors, 
This was important, perhaps necessary, in the early days of the Republic 
when European nations treated our country and its representatives with 
contumely and haughty disdain, and when, owing to our weakness we 
sought alliances and made concessions to obtain a genuine independence 
on land and sea and our territorial rights. No American can read the 
history of our early treaties and of the efforts of our diplomatists to se- 
cure respectful treatment and the unquestioned recognition of the rights 
of our countrymen withoutasense of resentment. But that day is past 
forever. In the plenitude of our power we can afford to discuss all 
questions in open sessionsand with entire frankness and-moderation, and 
the very consciousness of national greatness will inspire Senators with 
kindness and generosity toward all weak nations and dignity and for- 
bearance even toward the most powerfal. 

The very discussion of international questions in open session will 
stimulate the people to take more interest in the welfare of the coun- 
try as a whole, inspire national sentiments and greater pride in our 
country’s honor and standing among the nations of theearth. It will 
tend to lift the minds of our statesmen and of our people as well outof 
the jealousies and narrowness of this section or that into the contem- 
plation and consideration of the vast imperial destinies which be- 
fore them. The principles of international law, the interpretation of 
treaties and their history, the sentiments and views of foreign govern- 
ments, and the-considerations of honor or of interest or policy which 
should determine our attitude, are all matters which should be brought 
more and more under popular observation and familiar discussion. 

I have always insisted that no dangers are likely to result to our in- 
stitutions or injuries to any interest by the cultivation of a healthy 
national spirit. The danger is in the perversion of the national attri- 
butes and faculties to advance special privileges or sectional power or 
interests, to compel unjust concessions from weak nations to false and 
fraudulent claims of individuals, or to engage the country in complica- 
tions leading to war to satisfy personal ambitions or the greed’and self- 
ishness of particular local interests. The surest guarantees against 
such misdirection and misapplication is to be found in the widest pub- 
licity and appeals to the good sense and patriotism of the people. 

But if there be any class of treaties thatshould be discussed in open: 
session it is that involving the exertion of the revenue power, which 
under the Constitution was committed to the House of Representatives. 
By the recognized practice of the Government no longer questioned, 
such ®eaties, before they may be proclaimed and made operative and 
binding, must derive their legal force and validity from the necessary 
legislation adopted by the House of Representatives. How illogical 
and inconsistent with all our notions of propriety and good sense is it 
for the Senate to shroud its discussions of the treaty with the Hawaiian 
Islands or Mexico in secrecy, while at the same time the House of Rep- 
resentatives may be considering both in the most open manner, and in- 
viting the people whose interests may be sacrificed to a full and re- 
spectful hearing and the leading magazines of the country are full of 
elaborate dissertations upon them. I commend to the careful atten- 
tion of Senators the interesting and instructive articles of Hon. David 
A. Wells in the latest numbers of the Popular Science Monthly of New 
York on the unilateral treaty with Mexico, entitled ‘‘An economic study 
of Mexico.” 

Let in the light upon these treaties. Let us know whether they are 
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intended toadvance the national welfare or those of individuals merely. 
Let us be informed when it is shown that about $23,000,000 of the hard 
earnings of the people of this country have been paid to syndicates in 
the Sandwich Islands withoutany compensating benefit under the guise 
of this so-called treaty which repealed the old treaty of 1850, projected 
by Daniel Webster and completed by John M. Clayton, under which 
every possible provision, right, and privilege were secured for our 
whaling fleets, our ships of commerce and of war, our trade and com- 
merce, and for our citizens as fully and completely as if the islands 
had become a part of our territory. Under that treaty American in- 
fluence and supremacy soon became undisputed, and the advancement 
of American interests and of the people of the islands in civilization 
was remarkable. I ask Senators to contrast articles 6 and 7 of the 
treaty of 1850 and its effects with the articles of the present subsidized 
convention or any proposed modification of it as the equivalent of the 
subsidy! Let us be informed not in secret but in the light of day why 
the treaty should be continued for one instant, a treaty that has con- 
demned those islands to the baneful influences of coolie slavery and 
blasted their development as a rising commonwealth in the Pacific sea 
and an outpost for American institutions and civilization. 

Let us if we intend to embark on the doctrine of manifest destiny, 
the urbi et orbi policy—let us proclaim it openly and boldly and buy 
the islands outright, but I protest against the continuance of a 
Subsidy so large to aliens wko can well afford to spend hundreds of 
thousands of dollars to perpetuate a bounty so extravagant while so 
many of our own people are plunged in distress, No questions could 
be more safely discussed by and before the people than these, and every 
consideration of national welfare should induce us to open wide the 
doors when treaties that tax the people and take from their hard earn- 
ings are to become the laws of the land. It was but yesterday thata 
debate in open session was held upon a question that more than any 
other has perplexed our diplomacy. I mean, of course, the fisheries; 
and it will be admitted that the very publicity of the debate was pro- 
ductive of good results. Such discussions would expose to the country 
the principles and considerations that control Senators on all questions 
concerning not only the relations of our Government to all foreign gov- 
ernments, but also the intercourse and transactions between citizens of 
our own and of foreign nations, the nature and character of all dis- 
putes and the manner and method of their settlement. 

The Senate would be spared those unseemly criticisms inspired by 
unworthy motives, or by ignorance, that secrecy invites and renders it 
impossible to answer, doing injustice to patriotic Senators and bringing 
odium upon our institutions and country in the eyes of the world. 

But it isheld that when the Senate comes to consider whether it will 
adyise and consent to nominations and appointments the doors should 
be closed and the most rigid secrecy observed. Now, Mr. President, 
there are two methods for filling offices created by the Constitution and 
the laws, one by election and the other by appointment, and I submit 
that the reasons which compel and justify the utmost publicity in the 
discussion of the merits and qualifications in one case should prevail 
in the other. 

The offices belong to the people, were created for their benefit, and not 
for the benefit of the office-holders, nor as personal or political uisities, 
norasoflicial patronage, nor for the Senate, but wholly todo the necessary 
work of the nation; and the people pay their officers for such work out 
of their own pockets, and they have a right to know all about their 
qualifications when they come to be appointed or elected. If it were 
once understood that entire publitity were the rule respecting all ap- 
pointments the chief difficulty in the way of the thorough reformation 
of the public service would be removed. 

In the first place, unworthy men, knowing their own unfitness or 
misconduct, would not desire that their names should be exposed to a 
running fire from the press and their fellow-citizens when presented 

ublicly for the consideration of the Senate. How many such men now 
insist upon being appointed and secure recommendations who would 
not venture to go before the people for election, counting upon the shield 
of secrecy to protect themselves against the condemnation of the public. 

In the second place, it would impose greater circumspection and re- 
sponsibility and better methods upon the si Girth Donor It is 
utterly impossible from the nature of things that the ident should 
know the real character of theapplicants for office, and he would realize 
that as the recommendations and considerations that control his selec- 
tion were to be laid before the Senate, not in secret butin open session, 
which is tantamount to laying them before the country, it would be- 
hoove him to require testimonials from the highest sources, so that a 
complete record should be made up for the country constituting the 
credentials of the appointees; and Senators and Representatives and 
gentlemen in private life who now carelessly give their recommenda- 
tions right and left without scrutiny would be more careful when it 
was well understood that the measure of their responsibility was like- 
wise to be declared to the country and not hid away in the archives of 
the committee-rooms, 

In the third place, it would relieve the Senate from the constant dis- 
cussion of attacks upon private character which secrecy holds out as a 
temptation to those who would gratify personal malice or revenge by 

i under cover or in the dark. The ‘‘lion’s mouth’’ at Venice 


when the council of ten, the famous oligarchy, ruled the city by the 
sea was not a more appropriate device to invite the secret denunciation 
of particular persons than the immunity which secret sessions of the 


Senate affords, i 
To him had Venice ceased to be 

Her ancient civie boast, ‘‘ the free,” . 
And in the palace of St. Mark 


A charge against him uneffaced. 


With the disappearance of secrecy would also disappear those baseless 
charges that cause good men hesitate to have their names brought be- 
fore the Senate. Just, fair, honorable criticism which publicity would 
begetno American would or could complain of. Indeed, he hasaright 
to such trial and consideration if be made; but a secret inqui- 
sition conducted in behalf of men whose names are withheld from the 
accused is repulsive to every honorable mind. The duty to investigate 
in secret and by secret methods the character of the person assailed and 
the assailants is the most humiliating and disgusting work ever com- 
mitted to gentlemen. Let us open the doors of the Senate, and we shall 
be no longer required to pass on charges springing from such motives. 

Publicity is a process of purification, while secrecy breeds suspicions 
of intrigues and excites odium and discontent. No doubt the effects of 
this change would be to deprive the Senate of the opportunity of seek- 
ing party advantage in the matter of appointments by concealing what 
might be to the disadvantage of the party of the majority of the Senate 
and adroitly expose for public censure only what in their judgment 
might bring reproach upon the party of the minority. 

It would also undoubtedly tend to relax the grasp which the Senate 
itself has taken upon the public patronage as one of its prerogatives 
and transfer the responsibility to the appointing power, where it prop- 
erly belongs. < 

Since the form and structure and jurisdiction of these Federal insti- 
tutions have been finally settled (so far as anything can be said to be 
settled in government) by nearly a hundred years of experience and 
precedents, by the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
and the arbitrament of civil war, the leading question before the peo- 
ple about which they will concern themselves will be how to promote 
the honesty, economy, fidelity, and efficiency of the practical adminis- 
tration of the Government, and the party that shall identify itself with 
these beneficent ends will receive and deserve to receive power at their 
hands. Faithful to its principles and creed I believe this to be the 
aspiration of the President and the true mission of the Democratic 
party. : 

It may be said, perhaps, that I exaggerate the efficacy of publicity 
and the civie virtues and spirit of the people; that indifference to pub- 
lic affairs is the characteristic of the more intelligent and well-to-do of 
our fellow-citizens, and that on this account the more active and igno- 
rant will control and determine the issues of the day and the fate of 
our Government. 

A very brilliant writer, Sir Henry S. Maine, has observed that democ- 
racy is monarchy inverted; that the modes of addressing the multitudes 
are the same as the modes of addressing kings; that it is a form of govern- 
ment under which panegyrics to the multitudes may be easily under- 
stood. 

This I confess, Mr. President, though intended somewhat as a re- 
proach, is in a great measure a just criticism. This is the people’s - 
government. - And they after all are the true king, not associated 
wealth or corporate power, nor combination, or special organizations 
of any kind, but the many, embracing all , greater and stronger 
than any one, spread all over the country, governing themselves by their 
industrious sobriety, their intelligent comprehension, their patriotic 
devotion, their determination to resist and suppress all attempts at vio- 
lence and lawlessness or at injustice and oppression; they constitute the 
source of all power, and must and will assert their intelligent suprem- 
acy, their capacity for wise administration, for genuine and faithful 
kingship in respect to the conduct of their government in all its depart- 
ments according to its appointed constitution and forms, or else the 
whole scheme must prove in the end to have been a mistake, and add 
another to the long list of the failures of mankind at self-government. 

No public interests require that any of the proceedings of the Serate 
should be keptsecret from them. Secret sessions are as much now out 
of place and date as the sword John Adams wore when presiding over 
this body would be upon the person of our President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair), The 
resolution will retain its place on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask my honorable friend from Louisiana 
with reference to one expression in his speech, if he understands that 
there is on the part of this body or of any member of it on either side 
of the Chamber a claim to treat the public offices of this country or- 
any of them as the patronage of the body. 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not know that I can specify any individual mem- 
pa the Senate who claims that as a part of the prerogative of the 


iz 
Mr. HOAR. That is not my question, but whether there is any such 
a thing existing. 
Mr. GIBSON. Ithink the history of the Senate will show that a great 
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many of the leading Senators of this body have in times past regarded 
their wishes to the Executive as omnipotent to such an extent that when 
they were not complied with they feltso humiliated that some of them, 
not at a very remote period, have resigned their places on this floor as 


tors. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say if the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. While his statement with the qualification he makes 
of it in times past may hve some truth in it, I do not believe that for 
the last ten years, since the close of the second administration of Presi- 
dent Grant, there has been any such claim made on the part of the 
Senate as a body collectively or on the part of any considerable number 
of individual Senators; and the whole notion in my belief, so far as my 
experience goes, is a pure myth, a figment of the imagination, such as 

revails in some parts of the country. I think every member of this 

y on both sides of the Chamber would concur most emphatically in 

rejecting any such claim for himselfor for the Senate, as I am sure my 
friend does. 

Mr. GIBSON. I trust the Senator from Massachusetts did not infer 
that I intended to make any attack upon him or upon any Senator as 
abusing his position in the Senate with respect to patronage, but I had 
in my mind the history of the Senate in regard to the matter of appoint- 
ments. I think every Senator is aware of the fact that in times past 
certainly the public patronage has been considered in a large measure as 
the political right of the Senators from the State in which the appoint- 
ments were to be made, that they were not only entitled to be con- 
sulted, ssa that they were entitled to control the appointments in their 

ive States. 

Mr. HOAR. I did notask the question of my honorable friend from 
Louisiana, for whom I have the greatest as understanding that 
he had made any attack on the Senate or still less that he had made 
any on me, for I suppose that nobody ever imputed to me any such 
claim at any time in my public life. 3 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOAR. ButI asked the question because I thought onesentence 
in the Senator’s remarks might be misunderstood, and might make the 
foundation of such a claim elsewhere. 

Mr. GIBSON. Such was not my intention. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to be permitted to say as a person who is a 
thorough believer in what is called civil-service reform, in divorci 
the appointment to executive offices, except those which are politi 
in their nature, from politics;.and, having observed this thing pretty 
closely for the last ten or eleven years, that I do not believe there is a 
vestige of that claim or practice, if it ever existed, left in the Senate to- 
day, or has been for years. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will say, if the Senator will permit me, that in the 
last year there has been a Ce apa. aoe that 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think the ge has 


ear. 
v Mr. PLATT. Ido not wish to continue this discussion at present; 
but I do not want to let this opportunity pass without affirming my 
belief that patronage has been the ruin of more men in the Senate 
politically than anything else. 4 

Mr. HOAR. Of men now in the Senate, or men formerly in the 
Senate? : 

Mr. PLATT. With my limited knowledge of the history of the Sen- 
ate I can cast my eye backward and see men strong in-other respects 
who have been relegated to private life simply on account of their use 
of the patronage of the Government. 

I wish to say one thing more, that since I have been in the Senate 
I have found it the general, if not the universal, custom of Senators to 
solicit nominations at the hands of the President, and then come here 
and act upon those nominations in secret session. If there be a more 
monstrous impropriety than that I do not know what it is. 

Mr. HOAR. It is undoubtedly true that during the administration 
of Andrew Johnson, on account of the strife which grew up between 
him and the Senate and House of Representatives, in which the domi- 
nant majority in Congress supposed the very existence of the Republic 
itself was at stake, the Republican Senators, having a two-thirds ma- 
jority, undertook to deal with the functions of government to some ex- 
tent as if they had been a Continental Congress without any executive 
head of the Government whatever; and that in the early part of Presi- 
dent Grant’s administration there was a contest between the President 
and the Senate in regard to the limit of these so-called Senatorial pre- 
rogatives, in which contest President Grant to some extent yielded the 

ition which he affirmed at the beginning of his administration. 

e nomination and election of President Hayes was, and was meant 

to be, by the Republican party a tramping out of that practice. It 

- was effectually and thoroughly trampled out, and has not shown its 

head as far as I have been able to see for many years past in this body. 

I do not think my friend from Connecticut will affirm that any of the 
political ruins to which he has referred are now left in the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely desire to inquire of the Senator from 
Connecticut when this subject is likely to be before the Senate again. 
Several speeches have been made upon it, and all in favor of the pro; 


en place in the last 


osition. I desire at the earliest opportunity to say something, when it 


P iJ 


is bje frag against the proposition, very briefly, but something on the 
su 

Mr. PLATT. Ishall move to take up the resolution for considera- 
tion immediately after the disposition of the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr, President, I must say that I am a little surprised 
at the made by the Senator from Louisiana. I can only under- 
stand it from the fact that he has been acting until very recently with 
a party out of power, and undoubtedly he has supposed that the Re- 
publican members of this body were ing claims of the character he 
mentions. I am very confident that for the last ten years, as stated by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, no such claim has been made by any 
considerable portion of this body in theory, nor has there been any such 
practice. 

I had some little opportunity to know what the claims have been 
by Senators during the last administration, and I say unhesitatingly 
that I never heard it suggested during that time by any Republican 
Senator that he was entitled to control the patronage of his State. I 
can say beyond any fear of controversy as to the correctness of it that 
that was not the practice of the administration. At least I will speak 
for the Department over which I presided. ‘When a vacancy occurred 
it was more frequently the Member from the district-where the vacancy 
occurred who was apt to be consulted than the Senator, and if anybody 


the Š 
Mr. HOAR. Did anybody control it? 

Mr. TELLER. I would say that nobody controlled it. Suppose a 

land office should become vacant in the State of Kansas. It was neces- 

to appoint a successor. The Secretary of the Interior, whose duty 
it would be to pan this matter to the President for his action, would 
have no idea who was a proper person. ‘The practice was in such a case 
ts a 6a bh Meanie OE aero in whose district the land office was, 
and inquire as to the various candidates who had presented themselves 
for appointment. Always the files of the Department had a Jargenum- 
ber of applications of that kind. If there was any controversy about 
it, perhaps the Senators might have been also consulted. Nobody 
claimed and nobody was allowed to dictate the patronage of his State 
or of his district. 

Of course I do not say that Senators did not come and recommend ap- 
pointments, and Senators on that side of the Chamber will bear wit- 
ness that in very many instances they came and were also heard, and 
in not a few instances their wishes were complied with, as they must 
remember, The Department simply endeavored to find who were com- 
petent. 

There are two things to be considered when you are making appoint- 
ments: First, is the man competent? Secondly, ishe to the 
people? Recognizing the right of the people to have men not only 
competent, but men who were not objectionable, other qualities haye 
been looked for beside the mere question of com: cy. Amanmight 
be very competent, and yet he might be very objectionable to the peo- 
ple of the country where he was holding office. Men have been rec- 
ommended, I know, sometimes and have not been appointed, not be- 
cause their qualifications were questioned, but because it was believed 
that for some reason there was personal or political hostility of such a 
character that it was not wise to make the appointment. 

I wish to repeat that so far as I know er the members of the 
House nor the members of the Senate during the time of which I speak 
made any claim to control the patronage in any branch of the public 
service; and if that is not the case now I do not think the change has 
occurred within the last year, as the Senator from Louisiana suggests, 
for certainly for the last five years that has been the rule. I can speak 
as a member of the Senate for nearly ten years, and certainly I never 
supposed as a member of the Senate that I was entitled to make appli- 
cations and insist upon having appointments-made. 

In very many cases while I was a member of this body the appoint- 
ments in the State which I in part represent were made contrary tomy 
wishes. I never went tothe Presidenttocomplain. Inever foughtan 
appointment in my State, although some of the appointees were eee 
sonally and politically obnoxious to me. If I was satisfied that they 
were competent, they passed through. I can say that I never made a 
controversy in the Senate, although many times they were not the men 
I should have selected. They were selected through other influences 
perhaps beside my own, and I had nothing to do with the matter. 

I wish to repeat that that claim has been made in the public press 
until the people have come to believe it, and yet for many years at least 
it has not been true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be returned to 
the Calendar and hold its place under the eighth rule. 

; OREGON LAND DISTRICT. 

oe? PLUMB. I now call for the reading of the District appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I appeal to the Senator from Kansas 


to allow his appropriation bill to be laid aside temporarily for a mo- 
ment to permit me to call up a local bill to which there will be no ob- 


ection. 
Mr. PLUMB, What is the bill? 


controlled the patronage of the Department it was the Member and not. 
Senator. 
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Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. It isa bill reported from the commit- 
tee of which the Senator is chairman, and it provides for the establish- 
ment of an additional land district in Oregon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall not object, if it will lead to no debate. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Ishall not insist on proceeding with 
the bill if it leads to any debate whatever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Oregon ? 

Mr. HOAR. Having charge of the bankruptcy bill, which was laid 
aside informally, while I shall not object to this request, I wish to say 
that I have been notified by pretty high authority in the body that a 
general yielding to bills as they come up would be a violation of the 
understanding which has been had on both sides of the Chamber, and 
after my friend from Oregon has gotten through with his bill I sha 
snot to any further yielding, except of course for the appropriation 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I am much obliged to the Senator 
from Massachusetts. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1999) to establish an additional land district in the State 
of Oregon. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that- the President had on 
the 22d instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2187) for the relief of Rebecca E. Haskin; 

An act (S. 612) granting pension to William Weightman; 

An act (S. 843) granting a pension to Elisha Burki; 

An act (S. 977) granting a pension to Elizabeth Barker; 

An act (S. 1065) granting a pension to Emeline J. Babson; 

An act (S. 1152) granting a pension to Sarah E. Bassett; 

An act tS 1438) granting a pension to Isom Wilkerson; 

An act (S. 2134) granting a pension to Patrick A, Callanan; and 

An act (S. 2188) granting a pension to Ann Smith. 

The message also announced that the President had this day appro 
and signed the act (S. 2185) for the relief of George Titus. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL.- 


Mr. PLUMB. I now ask that the District appropriation bill be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6397) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for ie fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1887, and for other pu 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands it to be the 
order of the Senate that the bill shall be read by hs as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole for amendment. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the clause making appro- 

riations ‘‘ for salaries and contingent expenses for executive office,” in 
ine 16, after the word ‘‘clerk,’’ to strike out ‘‘and assistant secre- 
tary;’’ so as to read: 
` One clerk, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 18, after the word 
t dollars,” to strike out, ‘‘ one clerk, $1,200,” and insert “‘ two clerks, 
at $1,200 each; one stenographer, $1,200.” 

The amendment was agreed t 0. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 24, after the word 
**stationery,’’ to strike ont ‘‘livery;’’ so as to read: 

For contingent expenses, including printing, books, stationery, horseshoe- 
Ing, and other necessary items, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 25, to i increase the 
total amount of the appropriation ‘‘for salaries and contingent ex- 
penres for executive office” from $21,244 to $23,644. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations “‘for salaries 
and contingent expenses for assessor’s office,” in line 31, before the word 
“ clerks,” to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;”’? and in line 37, 
after the words ‘tin all,” to strike out ‘‘ fourteen’? and insert “ fifteen; ” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Forassessor’s office: For one assessor, $3,000; two assistant assessors, at $1,600 
each; one clerk, $1,200; three clerks, at $1, 000 each ; one license clerk, $1,200; one 
inspector of licenses, $1 ,200; one assistant or clerk, $900; one clerk and messen- 


ger, $900; for contingent expenses, including printing, books, stationery, detec- 
tion of frands on the rev ‘enue, and other necessary items, $1,000; in all, $15, 600, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations “for 


salaries and contingent expenses for collector’s office,” in line 40, after 
the word ‘‘ cashier,” to insert : 

Who shall in the absence or inability from any cause of the collector perform 
his duties without additional compensation. 

So as to read: 

For collector's office: For one tation: $4,000; one cashier, who shall in the 
absence or inability from any cause of the collector perform his duties without - 
additional compensation, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 50, after the word 
‘‘arrears,’’ tostrikeont ‘‘ eight hundred ” and insert ‘two thousand;”’ 
s0 as to read: 

For services necessary for preparing an exhibit of all outstanding taxes in ar- 
rears, $2,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 51, to increase the 
total amount of the appropriation ‘‘for salaries and contingent ex- 

penses for collector’s office’’from $18,000 to $19,200. 

P The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations ‘‘for 
salaries and contingent expenses for auditor’s office, ” in line 54, before 
the word “absence,” to strike out ‘‘necessary;’’ so as to read: 


For auditor's office: For one auditor, $3,000; one chief clerk, who shall, in the 
absence or inability from any cause of the auditor, perform his duties, without 
additional compensation, $1,800, Ke. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations ‘‘for 
salaries and contingent expenses for attorney’s office,” in line 67, to in- 
crease the appropriation for salary of ‘‘one special assistant attorney 7 
from $960 to $1,200. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, in-line 68, to increase 
the appropriation for salary of ‘‘one law clerk’’ from $960 to $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 70, to increase the 
appropriation for salary of ‘‘one messenger’’ from $192 to $240. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 73, to increase from 
$300 to $500 the appropriation ‘‘for contingent expenses, including 
books, stationery, printing, and other necessary items,” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 73, to increase the 
total amount of the appropriation for ‘‘salaries and contingent expenses 
for attorney’s office” from $8,512 to $9,040. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 80, after the word “ miscellane- 
ous,” to insert “‘items;’’ in the same line, before the word ‘‘hun- 
dred, ” to strike out “five”? and insert “three; and in line 81, after 
the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘nine”’ and insert “seven; ;” so 
as to make the clause read: 


For ics Ate office, under control of the Treasurer of the United States: 
For one clerk at $1,500; one clerk at $900; for contin; nt expenses, „including 
books, stationery, printing, and miscellaneous items, ; in all, $2,700. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 85, after the word ‘‘inquests,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘seven; -3 and in line 86, after the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘three”’ and insert “fives? so as to make 
the clause read: J 

For coroner's office: For one coroner, $1,800; for contingent expenses, in- 
cluding jurors’ fees, stationery, books, blan removal of d persons, 
making autopsies, and holding ‘inquests, $700; in all, $2,500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations ‘‘for 
salaries and contingent expenses for engineer’s oflice,’’ in line 112, before 
the words ‘‘market-masters,’’ tostrike out ‘‘three’’ and insert “tewo; ” 
so as to read: 

Two market-masters, at $1,200 each. 


Mr. MILLER. I trust theamendment will not-be agreed to. Isee 
that all the old officers and inspectors of the District government have 
been retained, and certainly there is no greater necessity for any of the 
others than there is for the retention of the market-masters. 

Mr, INGALLS. There are three principal markets in the city; the 
one on B street, what is known as the Northern Liberties, and the Cen- 
ter or Washington Market, between Seventh apd Ninth, on the south 
side of the Avenue. Of course I am not aware of the information 
that was in the possession of the Committee on Appropriations, and 
should hesitate to make any suggestion in opposition to their recom- 
mendation; but if the Senator having charge of the bill would be 
willing to permit the number of market-masters to correspond with the 
number of markets which are maintained, until such time aslegislation 
may be had, perhaps changing or consolidating them, I am inclined to 
think that the interests of justice might be promoted. I make that 
su ion not in the nature of a motion todisagree, but rather in the 
hope that my colleague may see his way clear to waive the amend- 
ment for the present and allow the bill to pass without it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee was advised somewhat late in its sit- 
tings that this office probably was not necessary, but in view of the sug- 
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gestion which my colleague makes in regard to it, and on account of his 
familiarity with the affairs of the District, I have no objection to allow- 
ing the clause to remain as it came from the other House and to haye 
the amendment di to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ing to the 
amendment reported from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 115, to add to the provision 
for ‘‘one harbor-master at $1,200’? the following proviso: 

Provided, That the fees collected by said harbor-master shall be paid to the 
collector, for ent into the Treasury, to the credit of the United States and 
the District of Columbia in equal parts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 119, before the 
word ‘‘rodmen,” to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ so as to 
read: 

Four rodmen, at $780 each, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 120, before the 
word ‘‘axmen,’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ so as to 
read: 

Four axmen, at $650 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same cla line 134, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriation ‘‘ for es and contingent ex- 
penses for engineer’s office’? from $65,690 to $65,920. 

The P. ING OFFICER, The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Kansas to the necessity of a change in the total. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will ask that that amendment stand over, because 
the total will have to be readjusted to correspond with the enactment 
of the Senate a moment ago, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will have to be increased $1,200, 
the Chair will observe. 

Mr. PLUMB. It may be added just as well now. Sixty-seven 
thousand one hundred and twenty dollars would be the amount, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified will be 


to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


` 


Committee on Appropriations was, in line 144, after the word ‘‘insur-. 


ance,” to insert ‘ 
the clause read: 


For fuel, ice, gas, repairs, insurance, rebinding and cca = aaa! 
000, 


and general necessary expenses of District offices and markets, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ improvements 
and repairs,” in line 149 to increase the item ‘‘ for repairs to concrete 
pavements, with the same or other not inferior material,” from $55,000 
to $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 151, to increase 
the appropriation ‘‘for materials for permit work” from $50,000 to 
$70,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 151, after the 
word ‘‘and,” to strike out ‘‘ hereafter;’’ and in line 152, after the word 
“authorized,” to insert ‘‘in their discretion;’’ so as to read: 

And the commissioners of the District are authorized,in their discretion, to 
ry nag Set material to,and pay from this appropriation, the cost of labor for 
the improvement and re of ners and sidewalks when,in their opinion, 
such course is necessary for the public health, safety, or comfort. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment, was in the same clause, line 157, before the 
word ‘‘labor,’? to insert ‘‘such;’? and in line 160, after the word 
t taxes,” to insert ‘‘and shall, when so collected, be credited to said 
appropriation; so as to read:’’ 

Provided, That the costs of such Jabor shall be charged against and become a 
lien on the abutting property, and its collection shall be enforced in the same 
manner as the collection of general taxes, and shall, when so collected, be cred- 
ited to said appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 168, to increase 
from $256,000 to $276,000 the appropriation ‘‘for work on sundry 
avenues and streets and replacement of pavements in localitiesnamed 
in Appendix Ff, annexed to the estimates of the commissioners of the 
District for 1887.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 169, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriation ‘‘for improvements and repairs” 
from $410,000 to $470,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, after ‘‘ $47,000,” in 
line 169, to insert: 

And the money appropriated for new sewers and for work on sundry ave- 
nues and streets 1 become available on the approval of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


rebinding and repairing record-books;’’ soas to make 


The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 172, after the 
word “‘that,’? to insert “under this appropriation;’’ so as to make 
the proviso read: 

also, That under this appropriation no contract shall be made for 


making or repairing concrete or asphalt pavement at a higher price than $2 
per square yard for a quality equal to the best heretofore laid in the District. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘ constructing, 
repairing, and maintaining bridges, in line 177, after the word *‘‘care,’? 
to insert ‘‘ under the supervision and control of the commissioners of 
the District;’’ in line 182, after the words ‘‘ control of,” to strike out 
“the” and insert ‘‘said;’’ in line 183, after the word “ commission- 
ers,” to strike out ‘‘ of the District of Columbia” and insert “‘including 
Benning’s and Anacostia bridges;’’ in line 184, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in line 185, after 
the words ‘‘in all,” to strike out ‘‘seven’? and insert “‘twelve;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 


CONSTRUCTING, REPAIRING, AND MAINTAINING BRIDGES, 


lamps, and matches, ; for one bridge-keeper at Chain Bridge, $660; and for 
repai and maintaining bri under the control-of said commissioners, in- 
cluding Benning’s and bridges, $10,000; in all $12,660, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations “ for reformatories 
and prisons,” in line 199, before the word ‘* watchmen,” to strike out 
‘five’? and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to read: 

Six watchmen, at $365 cach, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, in line 204, to increase 
the appropriation for salary of ‘‘one female keeper at work-house’?’ 
from $180 to $240. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 208, to reduce 
the appropriation for salary of ‘‘ one teacher’? from $300 to $240. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 213, to increase 
from $39,000 to $40,000 the appropriation ‘‘for contingent expenses, 
including improvements and repairs, provisions, fuel, forage, lumber, 
shoes, clothing, dry-goods, hardware, medicines, repairs to tools and 
machinery, and other necessary articles. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 215, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert: 

Purchase of dummy engine for tramway, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 216, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriation ‘‘ for reformatories and prisons’? 
from $55,385 to $58,747. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ for Reform School,’? 
Or 226, to increase the item ‘‘for salary of engineer” from $336 to 

6. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 233, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation ‘‘for salaries of superintendent and employés of 
Reform School” from $11,556 to $11,616. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 241, after the word ‘ exceeding,” 
to strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert “ nine;” in line 242, after the word 
‘t services,” to insert ‘‘ all in the discretion of the commissioners,” and 
in line 243, after the word “‘thousand,’’ to insert ‘‘three hundred;’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


For support of inmates, includin; oceries, flour, meats, dry-goods, leather 
and shoes, gas, fuel, hardware, tabi je-ware, furniture, farm implements and 
harness and repairs to same, fi izers, books, stationery, plumbing, 
painting and glazing, medicines, medical attendance, stock, fencing, and other 
necessary items, including compensation, not exceeding $900, for additional 
labor or services, all in the discretion of the commissioners, $25,300, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ for the Industrial 
Home School,” in line 249, before the word ‘‘ Home,’’ to strike out 
“School” and to insert the word ‘‘School?’ after ‘‘Home;’’ and in 
line 252, after the word ‘‘ expenses,” to insert ‘all in the discretion of 
the commissioners;’’ so as to make the clause read: A 


For the Industrial Home School: For maintenance of inmates and salaries 
of superintendent and employés, the promotion of industries, and general re , 
rye and other necessary expenses, all in the discretion of the commissioners, 


Â 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 253, to insert: 

For the erection of a new building for the Industrial Home School , $3,500, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the line 255, to insert: 

For steam-heating apparatus, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 262, to reduce from $75,132 to 
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$70,000 the appropriation for support of the indigent insane of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the Government Hospital for the Insane in said 
District, as provided insections 4844and 4850of the Revised Statutes.” 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘for charities,” in 
line 273, after the word “‘ building,” to insert ‘‘and improving grounds;”’ 
in line 274, after the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to insert ‘‘ five hundred;’’ and 
after the words ‘‘in all,” at the end of line 274, to strike out ‘‘eight 
thousand five hundred ” and insert ‘‘ nine thousand;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 
sont gad aaan ss mep Siapa for Dae Coron OA pore pence ag 

; forfurnitureand hea uilding and improv > 
£21500: in all, $9,000, ting appara: or g p gro 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 277, to reduce the appropriation 
“for Saint Ann’s Infant Asylum ” from $7,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 280, to insert: 

To enable the trustees of the Washington Hospital for Foundlings to complete 
the building being erected for the use of said institution, $3,500, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 284, to insert: 

To aid in the erection of additional accommodations for the use of the Saint 
Rose Industrial School, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 287, to insert: 

To aid in the erection of additional accommodations for the use of the House 
of the Good Shepherd, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 290, to insert: 

To enable the board of managers of the Association for Works of Mercy to 


discharge so much of the indebtedness of said association incurred in the pur- 
chase of a building, $5,000. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, after line 294, to insert: 

For the repair and ae eye of the building for the National Homeopathic 
Hospital Association of Washington, D. C., $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

. The next amendment was, in Itne 303, to increase the appropriation 
for ‘‘current work on county roads and suburban streets” from $40,000 
to $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 303, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to 
insert: 

For opening and extending suburban streets in connection with existing 


streets within municipal limits, $40,000. 

Mr. LOGAN. That seems to be put in the bill as an amendment. 
I should like to know of the Senator having charge of the bill what the 
intention of it is. 

Mr. PLUMB. The object I think is to be fairly implied from the 
language, that it is designed to extend the streets within the city limits 
to 7 “a country beyond and open up suburban streets as they are ex- 
tended. 

Mr. LOGAN. I supposed that was the intention of it. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is work which has been going on more or less for 
some time in the neighborhood of the place where I think the Senator 
now resides for the purpose of indicating where the streets are to be ex- 
tended and improved as they shall be surveyed, and so on. 

Mr. LOGAN. There have been several surveys made, and there is one 
certainly that I think the Senator would not desire to carry out at the 
expense of the people and the destruction of property that is considered 
very valaable. ey have surveyed right through people’s yards for 
the benefit of the city, with the result of destroying quite a number of 
people’s property, as has been done in this city once before. I object to 
this amendment, for I think the intention of it is, as the Senator has 
said, to widen some of the streets. A bill of that kind has been intro- 
duced. Now, the subject seems to have got into the appropriation bill. 
Take the street where I live, Thirteenth street; if you widen that street 
as desired it will utterly ruin it. 

Mr. PLUMB. This gives no authority to go on anybody’s property. 
This can only be done in the event that the property-owners themselves 
agree to it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have seen that thing done heretofore without their 
agreeing toit. Idesire to amend this, after the words ‘‘ municipal 
limits,” in line 305, by inserting : 

But this shall not be understood to authorize the widening of any street now 
laid out and opened, 

If the intention is to do no property any harm that amendment will 
not hurt it. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is that? 

Mr. LOGAN. It is to insert: G 

Provided, That this shall not be construed to authorize the widening of any 
street that is now opened, 

Mr. PLUMB. Idonotobjecttothat. As the committee think, and 
as the commissioners themselves think, wherever the property-owners 
are willing to give the property for the purpose of haying the streets 


which then or will in time connect with the streets in the municipal 
limits laid out, that property may be donated and the District then 
may make such improvements as will either establish the grade or at 
least indicate the grade and also the boundaries, in order that two things 
may be accomplished: first, that persons who desire to improve may 
know where to build, and, next, that the District itself may be in the 
position of obtaining this property for the pope of the extension of 
the streets without having them clogged, broken up, and obstructed 
by buildings directly on the extension of the streets. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to that of it, but what will 
be the effect of this provision? I may as well state it now because it 
will come up again. I reside on the property that I purchased last 
fall, but unfortunately have not paid for yet; and there the engineers 
have made out now a survey that would take the whole frontage of 
my pat ah and come within eight or ten feet of the house where I 
live and utterly destroy it, and open another street in the rear of it, 
taking off part of the rear. That is the plat, for I have examined it. 
It would be utterly destructive not only of what property I have, but 
of other people’s property. This amendment will eit so that there 
will be no danger of anything of that kind. Then the clause would 
read: 

For opening and extending suburban streets in connection with existing 
streets within municipal limits, $40,000; but this shall not be construed to author- 
ize the widening of any street now laid out and opened. 

If that amendment is put in I have no objection to the amendment 
of the committee. - 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave no objection to that. I quite agree with the 
Senator about the plat, if he refers to the one I do. The plan of lay- 
ing out the whole District into rectangles is not one that I would ap- 
prove if I lived in the District. There is no authority for that. The 
only design of this is that the work of opening streets the property for 
which shall be given by the property-holders may be going on in order 
that the present extension of the city may not be interrapted. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no doubt that is the intention of the commit- 
tee, but the precaution I want to make is on account of what might 
be done. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make no objection to the modification. 

Mr. INGALLS. Would not the object of the Senator from Illinois 
be better subserved by striking out the words ‘‘in connection with ex- 
isting streets” from the committee’s amendment so as to leave it simply 
‘*for opening and extending suburban streets within municipal limits 
$40,000,” leaving the question of the continuation of the existing street 

a matter for further consideration? 

Mr. PLUMB. Would not those two words ‘‘suburban”’ and ‘‘ mu- 
nicipal?’ be inconsistent? 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘‘Municipal” refers to the District. That includes 
the limits of the District of Columbia. 

As a matter of fact the population of this District has increased so 
rapidly that it has begun to overflow the corporate limits of the city of 
Washington; it has reached the Boundary, and is locating itself in 
various suburban additions to the city on the heights beyond; and the 
owners of that property, instead of accommodating and adjusting their 
additions to the existing plan of the city of Washington, have laid out 
their streets without any reference whatever to that, and the result is 
a bewildering network of streets of irregular width and uncertain di- 
rection; and if the population continues to increase at its present per- 
centage, within a very short time outside the corporate limits a condi- 
tion of affairs will exist that will be ex ingly embarrassing and will 
be entirely incompatible with the development of this District upon 
any symmetrical plan. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me ask if, when the Senator speaks of ‘‘the 
boundary ’’ he means the boundary of the city? 

Mr. INGALLS. What we call Boundary road, that runs up Rock 
Creek in the west and then continues to the foot of the ridge runnin 
eastward, passing the head of Fourteenth street, the car stables, an 
down by Le Droit Park, and so on toward the Eastern Branch. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is not the boundary of the District. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; that is the boundary of the city of Washing- 
ton, Boun street. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then the land to which the Senator refers, the 
additions, will be within the control of Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. Entirely within the jurisdiction of Congress, be- 
cause it is within the limits of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Has the committee taken into consideration direct- 
ing the continuance of surveys and laying out symmetrical plans? 

Mr. INGALLS. It is only within a very few years that has been a 
matter of the slightest practical consequence, because there has been 
abundant room within the corporate limits of the city for all the popu- 
lation that desired residence property. But now, if the Senator is fa- 
miliar with the extension of population which has been rapidly toward 
the northwest and, northward, it first began to ascend the heights be- 
yond the Boundary road, and we have the Mount Pleasant addition 
and others whose names I do not know, and those suburban additions 
to the city of Washington have been laid out with entire disregard of 
the street plans of the city. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My object in inquiring was that I might make an- 
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ion. Isay to the Senatoras ting the Committee on 


other suggesti 
the District of Columbia that I think he would be supported in any 
immediate measure for preventing that sort of irregular and disa; 


green- 
ble extension. 

Mr. INGLE ga Ceme on the pain ties — have 
reported, and there is already on the Calendar, a ding for an 
official map of the District that shall provide for the -ardei of the 
present avenue and street system to the territorial limits of the District, 
and that no subdivisions on suburban plots shall hereafter be filed and 
entitled to the advantages of registration unless they adapt themselves 
to that map. There is also another plan that has been submitted by 

roperty-holders very , providing that the Government and the 

istrict of Columbia provide for an immediate extension of these 
. streets and avenues through the suburban property out to the District 
boundary by condemnation, the expenses to be paid for outof the Treas- 
ury and out of the District fands. My impression is that that would 
hardly be advisable, and that the amount which would be required 
would be so great as to be beyond the capacity of the people to pay and 
perhaps beyond the advantages that would result from it. 

I have an idea that the development of the street system of the Dis- 
trict ought to be controlled very largely by the topography of the land 
over which the roads run, and that the attempt to lay out this whole 
District beyond the boundary of Washington in a alar plan 
would perhaps be unadvisable; but that there should be some method 
provided by which additions to the city should be laid out to corre- 
spond with the existing streets and avenuesof the city I am quite clear. 
I suppose, however, that the intention of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was not to legislate on ‘that subjectinthis amendment. I there- 
fore suggest that the amendment be amended by omitting the words I 
have named, lea this money to be appropriated in the improvement 
and development of suburban streets. 

Mr. LOGAN. I donot object to the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], provided the amendment I propose shall be 
added also. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear that read. 

Mr. LOGAN. My amendment is— 

Provided, That this section shall not be construed to authorize the widening 
of any street now laid out and opened. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection to that. I do not suppose 
there is any existing power, without legislation, for the commissioners 
to proceed to condemn property for streets and avenues and widening 
existing streets. -It requires legislation. . I think the apprehensioris of 
the Senator from Illinois are unfounded, but of course I see no objec- 
tion to the amendment he proposes. 

Mr. LOGAN. ei sy! are may be unfounded; but when Isee 
bills introduced in Senate and in the House by Senators and Rep- 
resentatives who certainly have interests in property here, that utterly 
destroy the property of others and benefit their own, I have apprehen- | “ 
sions. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator will see that if he has cs A paar 
based on actions such as he suggests this amendment will not inter- 
fere with that. - 

Mr. LOGAN. I know it will not, but that has not come up yet. 

Mr. INGALLS. So Iwould suggest to the Senator that rather than 
load this bill with an amendment that does not concern it, it would be 
better to leave that until the subject to which he refers comes up, be- 
cause I am very sure that under existing law there is no power in the 
commissioners to condemn property for widening streets or opening ad- 
ditional streets in the suburbs in accordance with the existing street 
plan or otherwise. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that there is no law now, but this will 
not hurt the ett It coen pele encumber it; so mats appropriate 

mon b just prohibits m from destro g people’s property. 
"That is , and that is what I desire to have in it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. fon to the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 305, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ it is pro- 


posed to at 
Provided, nepal sev yo ya shall co be construed to authorize the widen- 
ing of any et itae now out and opened. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

Mr. INGALLS. Now I suggest that the words “in connection with 
existing streets’? ought to be stricken out; otherwise it would be an 
unfair inference that no portion of this money could be spent on any 
street that did not connect F with existing streets in the th I suppose 
the design is to allow the money to be expended generally, at the dis- 
cretion of the commissioners, on suburban streets, whether they con- 
nect with streets or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the amendment of the 
committee. The amendment to the am t will be read. 

TheCHIEFCLERK. In line 304, after the words “‘suburban streets,” 
it is proposed to strike out “in connection with existing streets.” 


Mr. PLUMB. Strike out the words “‘ within municipal limits ’’also. 
Mr. INGALLS. The words ‘‘ municipal limits” apply to the limits 

of the District of Columbia and not to the limits of the city of Wash- 
ga Fg but it will make no difference if they go out. 

PLUMB. Let those words go out, for they seem to imply acon- 
tradiction to the word ‘‘suburban.’’ Of course there is no authority 
beyond the limits of the District anyhow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
stated as now modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 304, after the words ‘‘suburban streets,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘in connection with existing streets within 
municipal limits;’’ so as to read: 


For opening and eens suburban streets, $40,000: Provided, That this 
agraph shall not be construed to authorize the “widening ofany street now 
out and opened, 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 307, to increase the total ap- 
propriation for streets, &c., from hea 000 to $201, 000. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, in “Tine. 317, to reduce the appropriation for 
illuminating material and lighting, ex re) g, and clean- 
ing lamps on avenues, streets, and alleys, and for purchasing and erect- 
ing new lamp-posts, and to replace such as are ol and unfit 
for use, from $107,000 to $100,000. 

The ‘amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 318, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to 
wy eat “twenty-two” and insert ‘ twenty; ;’? so as to read: 

wae Uy no more than $20 per annum for each street-lamp shall be paia 
Pb ang gas, ligh ting, eae darii repairing, and cleaning under any expenditure 
provided for in this act 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 326, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” 
to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘not exceeding ten;’’ so as to read: 

But not exceeding $10,000 of the above amount may be used in provision: elec- 
tric lights on oneor more of the principal thoroughfares of the city without re- 
gard to this limitation. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 348, in the appropriations ‘‘ for 
Metropolitan police,” before the word “i privates,” to strike out “five” 
and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to read: 


One hundred and ten privates, class 1, at $900 each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 361, to increase the appropriation 
net the pay of *‘ two drivers of patrol-wagons ” from $300 each to $360 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 372, to increase the appropriation 
for ‘‘ miscellaneous and contingent expenses for Metropolitan police’? 
from $10,000 to $11,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 373, after the word ‘‘ yards,” to 
insert ‘‘ concreting and;’’ in line 375, after the word ‘stations,”’ to 
insert ‘‘ and completing ventilators for dormitories and for fencing at 
eth precinct station;’’ and in line 376, before the word ‘‘ thou- 

sand,” to strike out “five” and insert ‘‘ six; #1 so as to make the clauso 
read: 

Erection of brick stables, concreting the yards, concreting and paving cellars, 

setting stone steps at sixth and seventh precinct stations, and completing ven- 
tilators for dormitories and for fencing at seventh precinct station, 36,000. 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, in line 377, to strike out ‘‘singal’’ and 
insert ‘‘ si „7 and in line 380 to increase the total appropriations, 
under the head of “ coainaoor wt police,” from $344,160 to $350, 730. 

The amendment was 

Thenext amendment was, în line 385, after the word ‘‘one,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ secre ” and insert “clerk;” and in line 386, after the word 
‘‘assistant,’? to insert the word “chief; ” s0 as to read: 


For the fire department: For one chief AE $1,800; one fire-marshal 
Sno; one clerk, $900; two foremen, acting as assistant chief engincers, ab 
,200 each, 


id 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 389, to increase the pay of seven 
firemen from $800 each to $870 each. 

‘The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 390, to increase the pay of two 
tillermen from $800 each to $870 each. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 391, to increase the pay of nine host- 
lers from $800 each to $870 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 394, to increase the 

veterinary surgeon for fire and other departments of the 
ernment’? from $300 to $400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


y of ‘fone 
trict gov- 


1886. 


The next amendment was, in line 395, to increase the appropriation 
for ‘‘repairs to engine-houses’’ from $2,000 to $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 404, after the word “dollars,” to 


One pumping-engine, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 406, to increase the total appropri- 
ations for the fire department from $114,600 to $118,660. 

The amendment was to. ` 

Mr. PLUMB. Before passing from this item in regard to the fire 
department, I wish to say that the committee were pressed very strongly 
to provide for a very large increase in the salaries paid to the force. On 
investigation the committee came to the conclusion that the fire depart- 
ment here is very well served and in every respect what it ought to be, 
but it was found impossible to give all the increases asked for. So the 
committee took up merely the pay of petty officers. On two occasions 
heretofore within the last two years the pay of the privates has been 
increased. While it is not yet as large as in some of the larger cities, 
it is the same as in Philadelphia and in Baltimore. It was thought 
advisable, in view of the fact that the pay of privates has been increased 
on two occasions heretofore, so as to make the salary the same as that 
of the petty officers, that the salary of these petty officers should be in- 
creased. That was the only feature of increase the committee entered 
upon for the reason which I have stated. . 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the clause making appropriations 
for ‘telegraph and telephone service,” in line 412, before the word 
“‘repair-men,’’ to strike out “two” and insert “‘three;’’ in line 413, 
after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out ‘‘two laborers, at $400 each,” 
and insert ‘‘one laborer, at $400;’’ so.as to read: 

sige as and telephone service: For one general superintendent, $1,600; 


one electrician, at $1,200; two telegraph operators, at $1,000 each; three telephone 
operators, at $600 each; three repair-men, at $720 each; one laborer, at 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 424, after the words 
“fextra labor,” to insert ‘‘new boxes;’’ and in line 422, after the word 
“items,’’ to strike out ‘‘$6,500’’ and insert ‘*7,000;”’ so as to read: 

Gen 
wire, extension of tne telograptinnd telephone service, Pair of lines, purchase 
of poles, insulators, brackets. hardware, cross-arms, gas, fuel, ice, record- 
books, stationery, printing, o nt, purchase of horse and harness, washing, 
blacksmithing, forage, extra labor, new boxes, and other necessary items, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 423, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriations for ‘‘salaries and conti tex- 
penses for telegraph and telephone service” from $15,340 to $16,160. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 424, to insert: 

For the purpose of laying under ground the wires of the telegraph and tele- 
phone service, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for 
line 433, after the word ‘‘dollars,” to insert: 

United States marshal’s fees, $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 440, to increase the 
total amount of the appropriations for courts from $14,818 to $16,218. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in the appropriations for ‘ public oo ” 
in line 447, to increase from $561,650 to $595,750 the appropriation for 
salaries of superintendents, teachers, and janitors, secretary of the board, 
and clerks, including additional teachers, rents, repairs, fuel, furniture, 

` books, stationery, new school buildings, furniture for new school build- 
ings, and other necessary items. 
e amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 457, after the word ‘‘ teachers,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘not to-exceed six hundred and twenty in number; ” and 
in line 461, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ fifteen’? and 
insert ‘‘eighteen;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For teachers, to be employed at a rate of compensation not to exceed the rate 
provided by the pe schedule of salaries, and atan average salary not to 
exceed $670, $415,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 463, before the word “‘ teachers,” 
to strike out ‘‘ten;’’ in the same line, after the word schools, to strike 
out ‘‘at not exceeding $50 per month for four months; ” and in line 464, 
after the word ‘‘ thousand,” to insert “‘ five hundred; ” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For teachers of night schools, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 469, after the word “ n to 
strike out the word ‘‘ building” and insert ‘‘and Stevens buildings, 
at;’’ in line 470, after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to insert ‘‘each;’? in line 
472, after the word ‘‘ Analostan,’’ to insert ‘‘Curtis;’? in line 473, 


“ courts,”? in 


after “Lincoln,” to insert ‘‘ and;’’ in the same line, after “Miner,” to 
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strike out ‘‘and Stevens;’’ in line 476, after the word “‘each,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ of the Curtis building, $600;’’ in line 479, before the word 


messenger,’ to insert “janitor and;’’ and in line 486, before the 
word “h ”? to strike out “‘three’’ and insert ‘‘ nine; ” so as to 
make the clause read: 


For janitors and care of the several school build : For care of the high- 
school building, $1,600; of the Jefferson building, $1,400; of the Franklin and 
Stevens buildings, at $1,100 each; of the Force, Seaton, Henry, Webster, Gales, 

Peabody, Wallach, Garnett, Sumner, Analostan, Curtis, and Dennison buildings, 


The amendment was agreed to. X 

The next amendment was, in line 489, after the word ‘‘ grounds,” to 
strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert “twenty-five; ” in line 491, after the 
word ‘‘insurance,’’ to insert “tools and materials for industrial in- 
straction;’’ and in line 493, after the words ‘‘in all,” to strike out 
“sixty-six” and insert “‘seventy-one; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For rent of school buildings, $6,000; for fuel, $20,000; repairs and improve- 
ments to school and grounds, $25 000; and for contingent expenses, 
including furniture, books, stationery, printing. insurance, tools, and materials 
for industrial instruction, and other necessary items, $20,000; in all, $71,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 497, after the word ‘‘ buildings,” 
to strike out ‘‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘ sixty-five;’’ so as to read: 

For buildings for schools: For the purchase of sites, and the erectionand com- 
pletion of new buildings, and for furniture for new school buildings, $65,000. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I intended to propose an amendment to increase 
that appropriation still further. Iam not sure that I can do it under 
the circuinstances, but I wish to put on record here, not alone for the 
benefit of the Senate but as in some measure an appeal to the commis- 
sioners of this District themselves, that they shall pay more serious 
attention to this particular subject. 

Isee in the ponos paragraph that $6,000 is appropriated for the 
rent of school buildi the principal of which you may call $125,000 
or $150,000. Isubmit that that money ought to be expended for an 
extension of the schools of the District rather than to continue to pay 
rent. I perceive that the appropriation for the improvement of streets 
and avenues is $470,000. I make no objection; I presume that is nec- 
essary; but I do not believe that all of it is quite as necessary as money 
for schools for the children of the District. 

It must be remembered that we have on the statute-book an act of 
Congress passed as long agoas June 25, 1864, making schoolattendance 
in the District compulsory. That act fines each parent or guardian 
who fails to send his child to school twelve weeks in the year $20 for 
each offense; yet there are now, I am assured by a responsible citizen 
of the District, thirteen thousand more children of school age in this 
District of Columbia than there are school seats in the District; and 
the District, it must be remembered, can not build a school-house ex- 
cept by permission of Congress; it can do nothing whatever. 

I could make a very disagreeable record here if I were to read the 
facts concerning one section of the city alone. In the third school di- 
vision one school is kept in an old stable with five or six other stables 
immediately adjoining, low and narrow, ill-ventilated, and ill-lighted 
rooms, with stairways up which two children can not go side by side. 
Another is kept over a tin and paint shop. The teachers complain of 
the noise made by the tin shop, and the parents complain of the smell 
caused by the paint below. Another of the schools is kept in an old 
engine-house. 

_ These three are in absolutely unfit places. There are twenty-seven 
schools in this division called half-day schools. Children that go in 
the forenoon must gather up all their books, strap them, and carry 
them home for other children, strangers, to come and occupy the desks 
in the afternoon, or they will not be at all sure that they will see their 
books again. There are twenty-seven schools of that description. 

I do not say whose fault it is, but it onght not to be allowed to con- 
tinue. ; 

The appropriations for school popa in the District have not kept 

ce with the acknowledged and obvious rapid increase of population. 
Tise a table of the appropriations: in 1881, $100,000; in 1882, $174,- 
630; in 1883, $100,068; in 1884, 90,000; in 1885, $69,000—continually 
decreasing; in 1886, $60,000; and by this bill as it passed the House 
$40,000 only for 1887 against $470,000 for new streets for the benefit of 
property purchasers inthe suburbs! It isa very bad record, Mr. Presi- 

t. 


I am sorry that an effort was not made earlier in this matter, so that 
the ap, iation for this coming year might be something reasonable. 
I thank the committee for making it $65,000, but it it be not only 
$65,000 but $165,000 or $200,000, for $200,000 expended for additional 
houses would not accommodate the number of children that will desire 
to go to school eighteen months from this time in this District. 

I have conversed with the member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions who conducts this bill. The committee, I am glad to say, strike 


4848 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 24, 


out ‘‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘sixty-five,’’ so that the total appropriation 
may be $65,000. This eastern division which is so badly off, having so 
many half-day schools and three in stables and engine-houses, says it 
ought to have two twelve-room ee They have a way of cal- 
culating here that I am not familiar with, but a school here is called 
sixty-five children. The people of the third division or East Wash- 
ington want two buildings with eight school-rooms each and two with 
twelve. They are very modest. That would not put all the children 
in schools; that would not dispense with the half-day schools; that 
would not dispense with the stablesand engine-houses; but they mod- 
estly say they would be content with that. I supposed that the bill 
gave them only one addition of an eight-room school building. But I 
understand from the member of the committee in charge of the bill— 
and I say this for the satisfaction of the people of that section—that the 
commissioners propose to use about $50,000 of the $65,000 in the third 
division; and a commissioner told me that they also desire liberty to 
sell certain play-grounds which are in excess of the quantity needed, 
and they will then do something at hiring better buildings and making 
a change in the buildings hired; but I te the gentlemen who have 
these matters more especially under their charge to bring us a more lib- 
eral bill next year. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr; President, the amount provided in this bill is 
$20,000 in excess of the estimate and $25,000 in excess of the amount 
proposed to be appropriated by the other House for sclgol buildings. 
The total amount appropriated for school purposes by this bill is $40,- 
000 greater than last year and some $60,000 greater than the estimates 
for the present year. z 

So far as any action by the Committee on Appropriations is concerned 
either in the present year or in the years heretofore in which I have 
had to do with the bill, I can say that they have never failed to do all 
that was asked of them, and at the same time.I think they have pretty 
generally done about what they thought ought to be done, not in the 
line, perhaps, of overrunning the estimates very largely, but fairly 
keeping pace with what the demands of the District seemed to require. 

I do not take so much offense at the schooling in a stable as my friend 
from Connecticut does, because in the time when I went to school such 
a stable as these children are schooled in would have been a first-class 
school-house; and I rememberabout a somewhat celebrated personage 
having been bornin astable. So the word stable does not have any 
terror for me. 

It has been a part of the policy of the District, and I think on the 
whole wisely, not to enlarge the school facilities in advance of the act- 
ual increase of school children; at the same time by degrees in such a 
way as to be able always to insure having the best ible buildings, 
that is to say, to avail themselves of all modern ideas in regard to 
school buildings. 

In 1884 the amount appropriated was $90,000 for school buildings; 
in 1883 the amount was $100,000; in 1885 it was $69,500; and for the 
current yearit was$60,000. This yearitis proposed to make it $65,000. 
The committee heard with pleasure a very prominent citizen of the Dis- 


trict whospoke of the needs of the sections of the city of which theSenator | to. 


from Connecticut has especially spoken, and a certain amount which, by 

the concurrent testimony of that gentleman, whoacted in arepresentative 

capacity, and the commissioners themselves agree was ample for the pur- 

which was in view, and we think that the appropriation in the 

ill will put things in a pretty fair shape in that district, and in another 

year at the outside there will be no possible occasion for any schools 
over tin-shops or schools in stables. 

I have no doubt there are a large number of school children here 
who could not be accommodated if they would all go to the schools at 
once, but that is true of all communities, and I think that when we 
take into consideration the exceptional condition of things in this Dis- 
trict the number here is no larger than elsewhere. 

It must be borne in mind that many persons come into these schools 
in an unauthorized way, who are not p to be admitted at all. 
When I speak of those I do not speak of the children of persons who 
are employed in the De ents, nor of the children of tors and 
members of the other House; but the railroad facilities connecting this 
city with the adjoining country, and the general disposition to get 
away from the country schools of the contiguous portions of Maryland 
and Virginiahave developed atendency to bring children from those 
States into the District schools. I think on the whole that if the 
schools were pretty carefully weeded out of those children there will 
be room for a great many more District children than there are now. 
) My belief is that the building accommodations for the schools of the 
District of Columbia are not bad, all things considered; but whether 
bad or good they are constantly being made better. It seemed to the 
committee as though the amount named would fairly meet the require- 
ments of the situation this year. At the same time there has been no 
disposition whatever to resist an application for even a larger sum if 
there had been such representations as would seem to make it perfectly 
certain that it was needed. No disposition exists, so far as I am aware 
of, not to provide an adequate appropriation for the schools. 
| The Senator will notice that on page 20 of the bill we have appro- 

iated $2,500 for the purpose of aiding night schools, which will take 

a large number of the children of whom he speaks, who are engaged 


in callings which prevent them from being instructed in the schools in 
daytime, and it is ponca that that may become quite a feature of 
the school system of the District hereafter, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ofcourse I did not censure the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, the Senator will remember, and there is force in some of 
his explanation. Iadmit—it had not occurred to me— that children 
who live out of the limits of the District come in easily upon the rail- 
roads and help to fill these schools, but after all he has said the fact 
remains that there are twenty-seven schools in this District where chil- 
dren are allowed to go but half a day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senator from Kansas, in line 491, after the 
word ‘‘tools,’? to put in the word ‘‘apparatus’’ so as to include the 
proper apparatus in the industrial instruction. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The language used in that clause was furnished by a 
member of the board of District commissioners who has this matter 
specially in charge. 

That gives me the opportunity, if the Senator will permit me, to 
state just exactly what the plan is. Some months ago this member of 
the board of commissioners got the idea of using some of the vacant 
space in the basement of one of these school buildings for the p 
of enabling some of the children to have industrial education in a minor 
way; that is to say, to learn the use of tools in connection with work 
in wood, &c. That has been carried on in a modest way out of the con- 
tingent fund for schools. It is not designed yet, at all events no person 
suggests, to make it a special feature of teaching in the Diatrict, but to 
enlarge it by d as circumstances may seem to warrant, leaving it 
to take such a in the school system of the District as may be nec- 
essary or as may prove to be valuable by the result of experiment. 

It is only intended now to make use of a limited sum, comparatively 
speaking, for furnishing tools and materials, in order that the boys who 
attend other portions of the school may have the opportunity to accus- 
tom themselves to the ordinary handling of tools. The word ‘‘ appa- 
ratus,’’ while not objectionable in any special degree, would not at all 
events be necessary to the accomplishment of any purpose now in view. 

Mr. HOAR. I have hada deal of experience, possibly as much 
as the commissioner of the District referred to, in this particular mat- 
terin my time. There are many things which are used, even in very 
elementary instructionin industrial education, which the words ‘‘ tools 
and materials’? would not be sure to cover. Ido not su an en- 
largement of the appropriation. Of course it would all be within the 
power of the board. I think it will be found necessary to include 
more than the words used do. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection at all. I only wanted to explain 
that there was to be no elaborate system of instruction of this kind. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to insert the word ‘‘apparatus”’ in line 491. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did intend to make a little reply to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas concerning the stable that I referred 


Mr. HOAR. There is no objection to my amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; there is no objection to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the word 
‘apparatus’? will be inserted after the word ‘‘tools,’’ in line 491. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is of course possible that a building which ma; 
have been once a stable may be so refitted as to make a good school- 
house, but I will read a statement signed by the teachers who use that 
building at present concerning the condition of that stable: 


We, the und ed, teachers employed in the old stable now used as a 
school building, and known as Peabody Annex — 


Which is a misuse of a very good name— - 
Peabody Annex, call your attention to the condition of the aforesaid build- * 
n 


ing. 

The ceilings are too low to admit of proper ventilation, those on the second 
floor being less than 9 feet, and no means of ventilation except by windows 
and doors, subjecting children and teachers to a constant pr am Even this 
is not fully under the control of the teachers owing to the defective window-pul- 
resne oors that will not shut. 

light is insufficient; owin 
alevel with the pape eyes. No shades or single shutters permitany apres 
pod the light. This is a four-room building, into which are crowded eight fu 
ols. 


Over five hundred children, if they are all there. 


As there are neither play-rooms nor cloak-rooms, and only very narrow halis, 
afternoon pupils arrivi ng before the morning schools are dismissed, either have 
to be to the inclemency of the weather or crowd into the morning 
schools and disturb their closing exercises. 

The stairway that leads to the upper floor is too narrow to admit of two pupils 
passing comfortably, and it is dangerously steep. 

There is no water in the building. 

The outhouses are not in a sanitary condition. 

The building is out of repair generally, the ceiling leaks, plastering falling, 
blackboards peeling, window panes out, and door-locks bro , one outside 
door being kept closed by means of a spade, and furniture inadequate to size 
and number of pupils. 

‘The state of the surroundings and proximity to a row of stables render it an 
undesirable location. 

We invite an immediate investigation of these facts now presented. 


Y respectfull 
sa pias es [Signed by teachers of the Annex.] 


to the low ceilings the windows are broughton 
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Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator to whom that was’ 


addressed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis addressed to Mr. Appleton P. Clark, trustee 
public schools, division 3. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to have been successfully concealed until 
the present moment, because it was not before the committee. 

Mr.HAWLEY., Itwas presented to the trustee of the publicschools. 
How far he carried it I donot know. I do notsay whose blame it was. 
‘These facts are asserted by all the teachers of that district. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state that the subcommittee listened to every- 
body who in any way wished to bring their desire to our attention in 
regard to this bill. We sat for days in its consideration, heard every- 
body with a great deal of patience, and never heard of that. Ido not 
say the statements are not correct; but certainly it must have failed to 
impress those to whom it was addressed, or there is some other rea- 
son why in all the hearings on this very interesting subject those rep- 
resentations were not made to the committee. I do not question it at 
all. As I said, I know nothing about it; but the committee did not 
have a chance to act upon it at all events. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I supposed that the responsible citizen who handed 
it to me had presented it to the subcommittee. He certainly should 
have done so, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be pro- 


ceeded with. 

The of the bill wee resumed. The next amendment of. the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ miscella- 
neous expenses,’’ in line 507, to increase the item ‘‘for rent of District 
offices” from $3,600 to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed - to, 

The next amendment was, in the samo clause, line 510, after me 
hho ingle inal to insert ‘‘ forage, care of horses, horseshoeing ;”” 
as to 


For books for register of wills, at Sey chocks, enan forage, care of 


horses, horseshoeing, and other necessary ite 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 512, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriation far ‘‘ miscellaneous expenses ’’ 
from $9,600 to $12,000. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on in ne Ba bel was, in 
the appropriations for ‘‘health department,” in line 521, before the 
word ‘‘clerks,”’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert “two ;’’ soas to read 

Two clerks, at $1,200 each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clauso, line 522, after the 
word ‘“'each,” to insert: 

One clerk, at $1,000; temporary clerk-hire, $400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 530, after the 
word ‘‘items,’’ to strike out ‘‘ two thousand five hundred ”’ ‘and insert 
" four thousand; ;”? so as to read: 

And for estan a expenses, including books, stationery, fuel, rent, 

und and vehic. forage, meat for d horseshoeing, maintenance o! 

nee service, and other necessary items, $4,000, 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend by making that sum $4,500. That 
is done on the very urgent representation of all the commissioners and 
of the health officer, that a careful computation of what is absolutely 
necessary in view of ‘present contingencies, that is to say nothing that 
is unforeseen, will require that amount of money. It is only $150 more 
than the amount appropriated last year. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by making the amount $4,500. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 531, after the 
word ‘‘ garbage,’ to strike out ‘‘and ashes twenty’’ and insert, “Sif- 
teen;’’ so as to read: 

Removal of garbage, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 533, to reduce the 
total amount of the appropriation for ‘‘health department” from $46,- 
480 to $43,180. 

Mr. PLUMB. The sum should be $43,680 in place of $43,180. 

A OFFICER. The amendment as modified will be 
a tò. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ water 
department,” in line 557, after the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one 
inspector, at $3 per day, $9397? and to insert “four inspectors, at $3 per 
day each, $3,756.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 563, to increase 
the total amount of the appropriation for ‘‘ water department ” from 
$11.939 to $14,756. 

The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, in line 569, before the word ‘“‘ thousand,” 
so aika on “sixty-five” and insert ‘‘eighty;’? so as to make the 
use rea 


For enginea and firemen, coal, material, and for high service in Washin 
ton and wo, pipe-distribution to high and low service, including pu 
oe hydrants, fire-plugs, material and labor, repairing and laying new mains, 
d lowering $80,000, 
"The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 5, after the word ‘‘ rev- 
enues,’’ to insert ‘‘including drawback certificates; ;”? so as to read: 


That said commissioners shall not make requisitions upon the appropriations 

from the Treasury of the United States fora larger amount more e fiscal 

year 1887 than they make on the app ppropona arising from the revenues, in- 
cluding drawback certificates, of said District. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 11, before the word ‘‘set- 
tlement,’’ to insert the words ‘‘keeping and; P and in line 13, after the 
word “aet,” to insert ‘‘and credited to said District as such, together 
with all other revenues, as received upon the books of the Treasury;’’ 
so as to read: 

And all the drawback certificates heretofore or hereafter received for general 
taxes under the acts of June 27,1879, and July 5,1884,and paid or deposited in 
the Treasury, shall be considered and treated as money in the kee and settle- 
ment of accounts between the United States and the District of Columbia under 
this or any other act, and credited to said District as such, together with all 
other revenues, as received upon the books of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest the insertion of a comma after the word 
“‘received,” in line 14 of section 2. Probably that will be understood, 
but it would be best to insert it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A comma will be inserted at the point 
indicated if there be no objection. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask to have inserted in the RECORD some tables ¢on- 
taining the summing up of the different items of SL appropriations in the 
bill by comparison with those of preceding years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The tables will be inserted in the 
RECORD unless objection be made. 

The tabular statements are as follows: 


District of Columbia, 1887. 
Amount of estimates, exclusive of water department,.............::.:0000 


SS 
Amount of House bill, exclusive of water department... . 8,482,874 97 
Increase made by Senate committee, exclusive of wa 


INOS orcas suse tadods}vinchdeneny E T E 192, 048 00 
Amount as reported to the Semate.........sccssssesesessesenseeeessnseses 3, 624, 922 97 


es 
Amount to be paid by the United States, as reported tothe Senate. 1,812,461 43 
eee District revenues for 1887, exclusive of water depart- 


Amaan o aaa for A aaret aeb f water depart: 
The bill as reported less than estimates. 
The bill as reported exceeds act for 1886. 


The increase made by the Senate Committee to House bill is as Tellows: 
issi 4 


HERS 


House of the Good Shepherd... 
‘Association for Works of Mercy.. 
National Homeopathic Hospital 
en work on county roads and eas igen streets..... 

ning and cs Rd suburban stree! 


Metre litan po! 
Five depart ee 


Telegraph an and tele] 
Police court, United States marshal’s fees. 
Public schools, including new school buildings... 
Rent of District buildings.......ssserrsssssssessresstsssess 


Total increase ......000 caseseerereserees P IE E ASII EC OARS bette 


Reduction made from House bil is as follows: 
Sinking ina OMG 3s sacssnsscvcaasee<escovossssssist ove sub seassecssenecetssoneveabeouconase 
= port of indigent insane of the District in Go t Hospital 
ee eee 
tree y > 
Health department......... 


DOted POT AE EN E E EEN EPE A PEIEE E N EPEE EN 


aapa a pass 


BE eon; 


Enna 
SEBUSDSSESEEEESUREESEUSEEES 


X 


3 
z 


4850 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 24, 


Comparative statement showing ‘the appropriations 
tumbia for 1886, the estimates for 1887, the amounts o 
the amounts recommended by the Senate Committee on ppropriations for 
1887. 


for the District of Co- 
House bill, and 


s z = i 
E 2 8 | 5. 
E s E A 
Object. SB = 3 Ep: 
A S 
o 
§ Š 8 5 
SALARIES AND CONTINGENT] 
EXPENSES, 
Executive office... $21,244 00 | $21,844 00 $23, 644 00 
13,600 00 15, 600 00 15, 600 00 
17,300 00 18,500 00 19, 200 00 
16,500 00 | 16,500 00 16, 500 00 
8,712 00 9,000 00 9,040 00 
2,700 00 3,100 00 2,700 00 
2,500 00 2,500 00 2,500 00 
65,690 00 | 68,740 00 65, 920 00 
trict OFFICES .....00rereeeecseeesereee|. 5,000 00 5,000 00 5,000 00 


Total salaries and con- 
tingent expenses... - 


IMPROVEMENTS AND REPAIRS, 
Mepa to concrete 
ments. 


8 


E 
2 


ve- 


75,000 00 
70,000 00 
Continuing surveys of the 
DIStrict.....,scceseneeseeereercepoesees 4,000 00 
FOr SCWETS. «4.05. +0080 45,000 00 
Work on sundry streets and 
AVENUES, .cceerersesenassenns sasvenes 276,000 00 
Total improvements 
ANC repairs. snes sesen os 470,000 00 


Repairing and maintaining 
penses “E “Washington 
ap Aqueduct. 


annae panne peeneneneeressner 


REFORMATORIES AND PRISONS. | 


prisons. .....0eceeeee evencense 


Support of indigent insane,...| 53,462 00 | 130,725 00 
FOR CHARITIES. 


Relief of the poor 15, 000 00 15, 000 00 
pars a eran 
EE « s SON ean A o owenee 15,000 00 15, 000 00 15, 000 00 

Women’ s Christian ‘Associa- < 

n EB OEREN A 5,000 00 |.nasoorpssessseseess 4,000 00 
National ‘Association for Des- 

titute Colored Women saa 

Children... sesse 


Do. for build ding. 


a eeeeeereeegeeeneaneneeeereanns veaasenenenneeseenes 


FOR STREETS, 


Sweeping, cleaning, <c., . 
mircota,aventes, an alieys- 55,000 00| 60,000 00| 58,000 00} 58,000 00 
Current repairs of streets, 
avenues, and alleys.........| 25,000 00| 30,000 00| 25,000 00| 25,000 00 
Current ot county 
roads and suburban streets..| 40,000 00 45,000 00 40, 000 00 50,000 00 
Extending suburban streets... PAETE ob posbetimseanacem ESE . St, 000-00) 
Cleaning sewers and basins...| 25,000 30,000 25,000 00 | 25,000 00 
Repairs to pumps... scccesees | 3,00000 3,000 00 3,000 00 3,000 00 
148,000 00 | 168,000 00 | 151,000 00 | 201,000 00 
Parking commission 18, 000 00 20,000 00 18, 000 18,000 00 
Lighting streets, a 
and alleys...... 100,000 00 | 105,000 00 | 107,000 00 | 100,000 00 
000 00 
Metropolitan police... $42,320 00 eae $44,160 00 | 350,780 00 
Fire department 118, 660 00 


Comparative statement showing appropriations, &c.—Continued. 


Fi gy | 4 
E $. | fy 
Object. g 4 s4 
E -E | 38 
2 m a 
Telegraph and = wegen f 
service ........ 15,340 00 | - 23,660 00 
Police court... 14, 818 00 16, 218 00 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 
For Officers ....csccssssve0e 6,950 00 6,950 00 
For teachers. 415,400 00 | 418, 400 00 
For teachers of night schools. | agen 2,000 00 2,500 00 
For janitors and care of 
School buildings......++0| 30,680 00} 31,848 00| 31,300 00| 31,900 00 
Rent of school buil 7,000 00 6,000 00 6,000 00 6,000 00 
pA REE REE 20,000 00 | 20,000 00| 20,000 00| 20,000 00 
a tidings 
00! buil 
grounds ..ssesesesse 20,000 00 25,000 00 | 20,000 00| 25,000 00 
Contingent expenses, furni- . 
ture, &e. 20,000 00 20,000 00 20,000 00 
Purchase of sites, new school | 
buildings, and furniture 
for SAME asss derunpebeacets eaves] 65,000 00 


Total publie schools...... 
MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES. 
Repairs, &c., public hay- 


BCAIOB.....cccccssoscasscsess 
Rent of District o wee 
E pori advert: i a 
Books for register wi 
printing, &c... Sscepedban a 


Total miscellancous...... 


Health department........... 
Interest and sinking fund... 
General contingent expenses 


for rept pe 
rages o aos PE for Dis- 


mn oe San mp ne 
indebtedness ..... 

To defray the expenses ‘of as 
sessment of real repent 
of the District ea £ 


nen nnneeeereeeneanene. |eesssesessrssesossos|-oesessensessseres 


WATER DEPARTMENT, 


Ke from its revenues.] 
or salaries and contingent 


SEDODGAE NAAA ASRA 11,939 00 14,756 00 
For engineers, firemen, coal, t, 
&c., pipe ag ies we new 
mains, Ye ee 78,000 00 65,000 00 | 80,000 00 
Interest and sinking 
water-stock bonds. 44,610 00 44,610 00 44,610 00 
Interest and sinking fund on 
account of increasing the 
Water SUPDIY s ssssesssss A 55,047 27 57,239 02 57,239 02 
Total, water depart- 
n EAS DENN 189,396 27 178,788 02 | 196,605 02 
S 
Total for the District of Co- 
NOURI OAE S S 839, 868 99 |3, 611,662 99 |3, 821, 527 99 
Total, exclusive of water de- 
partment,’ which is payable 
out of its revenues „s... 3, 433, 286 93 |3, 656,385 97 |3, 432,874 97 {3,624,922 97 
Amounts payable from the 
Treasury of the United 
States , 716, 643 46 [1,828,192 98 |1, 716,437 48 |1, 812,461 48 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6337) for the reliefof James D. Wood was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 320) for the relief of Hiram W. Hubbard was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

LOUIS MELCHER—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying bill, ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 


To the Senate of the Uniled States: 

I herewith return without a 
an a pension to Louis Melci 

nt enlisted on the 35th, aes of May, 1861, and was discharged for 
Pie on the 16th day of August, 1861, having been in the service less than 
three months. 

The peter oe sh of the surgeon of his regiment, made at the time of his dis- 
charge, stated his disabilit; ad be extending eepiy a by previous repeated and 
extensive aviare of eo ees ns Cee among the m and im- 
pairing their powers and actio) xisting before enlistment, and 
not mentioned to the mastering by sionkioon at the time.” 

Upon this certificate, given at the time of the claimant’s discharge and while 


sete Senate bill No. 2186, entitled “An act 


1886. 
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he was actually under the surgeon’s observation, an application for a pension 


was rejected by the Pension Bureau. 

In the absence of anything im the ability and integrity of the sur- 
geon of the iment, his certificate should, in my opinion, be regarded asa true 
statement of the condition of the claimantat the time of his discharge, though 
the committee's report su, that the su: ‘s skill may have been at fault 
when he declared that the ulcers existed re enlistment. The cicatri 


with 
the value of the ens oo a upon which the adverse action of the Pen- 


sion Bureau was predica! 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive Manstox, May 24,1886. 


EDWARD AYRES—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying bill, ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 
To the Senate of the United States : 

A bill which originated in the Senate, entitied “An act granting a pension to 
Edward Ayres,” and No, 363, is herewith returned without ap; 

The person named in this bill enlisted October 3, 1861, in an Indiana regi- 
ment, and was mustered out of the ‘service December 13, 1865. He represents 
that he was injured in the hip at the battle of Lae, Bn Gap, April 30, 1863, and for 
this a pension is provided for him by the bill under consideration. His appli- 
cation for pension has been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground t 
it was proved on a special examination of the case that the claimant was in- 
ya by a ore when a boy, and that the injury complained of existed prior to 


There is not a particle of proof or a fact stated either in the committee's re- 
port or the records in the Pension Bureau, so far as they are brou, tomy 
notice, tending to show that the claimant was in hospital or under m 1 care 


a single day during the whole term of his enlistmen: 

The report of the committee contains the following statement: 

“The record evidence proves that he was in this engagement, but there is no 
proof from this source that he was wounded, numerous comrades who were 

arepita gy tire bap eet bagire Gaern n ofa shell as claimed. It 

s also shown that ho has been disabled ever since; exami: surgeon 
spooifonny describes the wound, and twice verifies he is permanently dis- 
abled. From the a man was exceedingly liable to injury under the 
circumstances in which he was placed, and from the evidence of eye-witnesses, 
the committee are of opinion that he was wounded as alleged.” 

A wound from a shell causing the person injured to be “ disabled ever since"’ 
usually results in hospitat or med; ment, Not only is there nosuch claim 
made in this case, but on the contrary it ap; the claimant served in his 
regiment two years and nearly eight months after the alleged injury, and until 
he was mustered out. 

It is represented to me by a report from the Pension Bureau that after his al- 
leged wound, and in May or June, 1863, the claimant deserted, and in July of that 
TDL OETA te peste nae SANTAS A ATSA os ine wrote oe Core 

repo: e y now see a o! v- 
ernment, for isabill ty incurred in the service, seems to have been capable of 
considerable physical exertion, though not very creditable, within a few weeks 
after he claims to have received the injury upon which his application is based, 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Exercvutive Mansion, May 24, 1836. 
DUDLEY B. BRANCH—VETO MESSAGE, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying bill, ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 


To the Senate of the United States: 
I hereby return without spss Senate bill No. 857, entitled “An act grant- 


ing a pension to Dudley B. 

this claim is based upon the ion, as ap by the committee's re- 

pors, that the person named in the bill has a hernia, and that on the 9th day of 
une, 1862, while in the military service and in the line vedas “in getting over 


a fence he fell heavily, striking a stone or hard substance, and received the her- 
nia in his left side.” 

In December, 1875, thirteen and a half years thereafter, he filed an application 
for a pension, which was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that 
there was no record of the alleged hernia and the claimant was unable to fur- 
nish satisfactory evidence of its origin in the service. 

The fact is stated in the committee's report that late in the year 1863 this sol- 
dier was transferred tothe Invalid Corps; and the records show that he was thus 
transferred for a disability entirely different from that upon which he now bases 
his claim. He was mustered out in September, 1964, at the end of his term of 
service, 

I am convinced that the rejection of this claim by the Pension Bureau was 
correct and think its actién should not be reversed. 

I sup an injury of the description claimed, if caused by violence directly 
applied, is ga palpable, its effect usually immediate, and its existence easily 
proved. The long time which elapsed between the injury and the claimant's 
application for a pension may be fairly considered as bearing upon the merits 
ofsuch application, while the fact that the claimant was transferred to the In- 
valid Corps more than a year after he all the injury occurred, for an entirely 
different yng. can not be overlooked. In the committee's rt the 
statement is found that the beneficiary named in the bill was in two ‘erent 
hospitals during the year 1863, and yet it is not claimed that the history of his 
hospital treatment furnishes any proof of the injury upon which his claim is 


now 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive MANSION, May 24, 1836. 


JAMES C. CHANDLER—VETO MESSAGE, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying bill, ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 
To the Senate of the United States : 

I return without ee royal Senate bill No. 1630, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to James C. Chandler.” 


It appears from the report of the committee to whom this bill was referred 
and from an examination of the official records, that the proposed beneficiary 


first enlisted on the 27th day of August, 1861, and about nine months thereafter, 
on the Ist day of June, 1862, was discharged on account of disability arising from 


chronic bronchitis. 
Notwithstanding the chronic character of his all disability, he enlisted 

again on the 3d day of eros L 1864, seventeen months after such discharge. 
No statement is presented of the bounty received by him upon either enlist- 


ment. 

He was finally mustered out on the 19th day of September, 1805, 

He first oe for a pension under the general law in May, 1869, alleging that 
in April, , he was run over by a wagon and — in his ankle. This ac- 
cident occurred during his first enlistment; but of the injury having 
been then’ regarded a ‘lisability, he was dise from such enl ent less 
than two months thereafter on account of chronic bronchitis, 

It appears from the committee's report that his application was rejected, and 
that another was afterward made, ng that the claimant{had been afflicted 
with frag fever contracted in May, 1862, resulting in “rheumatism and dis- 
ease of the back in region of kidneys.” rake 

This application was also rejected on the ground that mus disability that 
might have arisen from the cause alleged “had not existed in a pensionable 
degree since the date of filing the claim therefor,” which was February 10, 1883. 

There still remained an rot ome to Congress; and probably there were not 
wanting those who found their interests in advising such an appeal and who 
had at hand Congressional precedents which promised a favorable result. That 
the parties interested did not miscalculate the chances of success is demon- 
strated by the bill now before me, which,in direct opposition to the action of 
the Pension Bureau, grants a pension to a man who, though d from 
enlistment for a certain alleged disability, made two applications for a piosan 
based upon two distinct causes, both claimed to exist within two mon pege 
to such discha and both different from the one upon which he accep the 
same; and notwithstanding the fact that the proposed benefic „After all 


these disabilities had an examination as to his physical fitness 


for re-enllstment, actually did re-enlist, and served till finally mustered out ab 
the close of the war. ike 
If any money is to be given this man from the publie Treasury it should not 


be done under the guise of a pension. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXEcuTIVvE MAxsiox, May 24, 1886. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business. : 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 714) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it was 
the order of the Senate that the bill should be read by sections for 
amendment, 

Mr. HOAR. With the understanding that any Senator might re- 
turn to any section. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The understanding is, although it goes through 
that way, that any motion to go back is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFI The Chair so understands it. The 
bill will be read in the manner indicated. 

The Secretary read from section 1 to section 7, inclusive. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator who has 
charge of the bill to section 7, which reads, beginning in line 16: 

In districts which are not within any organized circuit of the United States 
the powers and jurisdiction of a circuit court in bankruptcy may be exercised 
by the district judge. 

I should like to inquire what portion of the country that refers to. 

Mr. HOAR. It refers to the District of Columbia and, I suppose, 
the Territories, although the Territories are provided for expressly. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwas under the impression that it might be intended 
to include the Territories, but it does not include the Territories, because 
the judge of a Territory is not a district judge within the meaning of ` 
the law, and if it was meant to refer to the District of Columbia it would 
be easy to say so. 

Mr. HOAR. I was mistaken; it does not include the Territories. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not refer to the Territories at all ? 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis true. The Senatoris right. That wasa hasty 
remark. I said it might include the Territories, although they were 
provided for in their own way. ; : 

Mr. TELLER. If this means the District of Columbia, why not 
make it definite ? 

Mr, HOAR. If the Senator will let it pass, we can come back to it. 

Mr. TELLER. Ihave no objection to letting it pass, but I should 
like to know exactly to what it refers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will continue the read- 
ing of the bill. 

Ir. PLATT. Before we go on, let me call the attention of the Sen- 
ator in charge of the bill to the word ‘‘district,’’ in section 7. It 
ought to be better defined as to what territory or what division is meant 
than by the word ‘‘ district.” If it refers to the district court of the 
United States there is no difficulty aboutit; butif it refers to anything 
else the language ought to be changed. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘There are no districts which are not in circuits, un- 
less it applies to the District of Columbia or the Territories. It cannot 
apply to the Territories, because it speaks of the ‘‘ district judge.” It 
means a district judge in a United States district court. The Terri- 
tories are not districts in the use of the term when so used. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithinktheclause beginningin line 16should bestricken 
out. I think it is a remnant of a bill-which did not contain the pro- 
vision which was put afterward into this bill in section 2: 


That the several district courts of the United States and of the Territories, and 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, are constituted courts of bank 
ruptcy within their several territorial limits. 
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When that was inserted, which was not in the original draught of 
Judge Lowell, these three lines in section 7 I think should have been 
pres eR out. They may be stricken out, and if before the bill gets into 
the Senate I find any reason for retaining them I shall call the attention 
of the Senator from Colorado to the language again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the pro- 

amendment, 

The SECRETARY. In section 7, line 16, it is proposed to strike out 
down to and including the word “‘judge,’’ at the end of the section, as 
follows: Ate 

In districts which are not within any organized circuit of the United States 
the pores and jurisdiction of a circuit court in bankruptcy may be exercised 
by the district judge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read section 8 of the bill, as follows: 


Sec, 8. That the final judgment, decree, or order of the circuit court having 
jurisdiction in all matters, questions, and controversies properly arising in the 
courts of ruptcy as td ig in whatever mode they may be tried, shall not be 
reviewed by the Supreme Court excepting upon a certificate of division of 
opinion between two of the judges of said circuit court, 


Mr. TELLER. I desire to call the attention of the Senator in charge 
of the bill to the fact that this section allows the Supreme Court to re- 
view the action of the circuit court, but not the action of the Territo- 
rial supreme court. It seems to me the Territorial supreme court of 
each Territory should be putin the same position with the circuit court, 
and if appeals lie or reviews are had in any shape upon certificate or 
otherwise to the Supreme Court from the circuit court, there is prob- 
ably greater reason why the review should be had from the Territorial 
rather than from the circuit courts. It seems to me that the section 
should be amended so as to include the supreme court of each Territory 
as well as the circuit court. 

Mr. HOAR. This only refers to a review, I suppose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Colorado to move an amendment to the bill ? 

Mr. TELLER. No; this is not my bill, and I have not any sym- 
pathy with it at all. I wish tosee the bill, however, if it ever becomes 
a law, put upon the statute-book in such a way that it will mean some- 
thing. Section 7 provides: 

That the circuit court of each district and the supreme court of each Territory 
shall have a general superintendence and jurisdiction of all controversies and 
questions arising in the district court of such district or Territory, sitting in bank- 
ruptey. 

Then section 8 provides: 

That the final judgment, decree, or order of the circuit court having jurisdic- 
tion in all matters, questions, and controversies properly ing in the courts of 
bankru as such, in whatever mode they may be tried, shall not be reviewed 
by the Supreme Court excepting upon a certificate of division of opinion be- 
tween two of the judges of said circuit court. 

That provides for a review of the circuit court proceedings, but there 
is no provision at all for a review of the Territorial supreme court, 
which could not come up on a division of the judges, because there are 
three of them. 

Mr. HOAR. It was not intended to apply to a full court as ina 
Territory, at least three or four, or I suppose in some five judges before 
long, on account of the great pressure for an increase. I understand 
it to apply to the review which comes up in a district from the circuit 
court on a division of opinion where the court is held by two judges. 

It seems to me that on the whole, considering the infrequency of 
such cases and the crowded state of the docket of the Supreme Court 
it would not be well to enlarge their jurisdiction by carrying up from 
the Territorial supreme court, consisting of several judges, any question 
whatever of the final decree in a court of bankruptcy. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the bill allow an ap from the circuit court 
in questions where the amount involved is $5,000 ? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not understand that it does. On the question of 
the distribution of the estate, the decision of the court is final except 
where the two judges dissent. That is the policy of the bill. 

Mr. HARRI It seems to me that whatever the rule would be, 
independent of section 8, as to the power of the Supreme Court to re- 
view any proceeding had in the supreme court of any Territory, it re- 
mains unaffected by section 8 of the bill. Section 8 is a limitation 
upon the power of the Supreme Court to review an order or decree of 
the circuit court, but it isnota limitation upon their power to review any 
decree or judgment of the supreme court of a Territory reviewing the 
proceeding of the associate judge of the Territory. So, if it was in- 
tended that there should be no appeal or no review in the Supreme 
Court of anything done by the supreme court of a Territory there should 
be some limitation in the bill, because it seems to me that in any case 
where an appeal lies generally from the decision of the supreme court 
of a Territory to the Supreme Court of the United States it would lie 
under this bill in bankruptcy, the limitation in the eighth section re- 
lating only to circuit courts and not limiting at all an appeal from the 
supreme court ofa Territory. I do not know what the rule is now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If noamendment is offered to section 
B, the Secretary will under the rule adopted by the Senate read the next 
tection. 

The Secretary read section 9 of the bill, as follows: 

Src, 9. That any debt,demand, or property claimed by the trustee shall be 


sued for in such court, either State or Federal, asthe tne ig would have been 
entitled to resort to in enforcing the same claim: P) , That the court of 
bankruptcy may in any case, where the jurisdiction of the State and Federal 
courts is concurrent, direct that the suit shall be brought in the State court. 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 5,I move to strike out the word ‘‘may’”’ and 
insert the word ‘‘shall;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That the court of bankruptcy shall in any case, &c. 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator state that again ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out the word ‘‘may,’’ in line 5, and 
to insert the word ‘‘shall,”’ so that wherever the jurisdiction of the 
State and Federal courts is concurrent the suit shall be brought in the 
State court. 

Mr. HOAR. That was a subject of t consideration in the com- 
mitteeand inthe subcommittee. Itseenied to us that the law ought not 
to provide that the State court should in all cases have jurisdiction; in 
other words, that we should not take away in the case of bankruptcy all 
the powers of the United States court, all the right of a citizen of another 
State. For instance, where a citizen of another State happens to be 
traveling we did not think it right that he should be sued by an assignee 
in bankruptcy without his power to transfer the suit tothe United States 
court. I doubt whether that would be constitutional, and itseems tome 
thatit would not be reasonable orexpedient; but the person having prop- 
erty or title which isin suit ought to have, if it be for the interest of the 
estate, the right to have the United States courts open to him, and if 
the court of bankruptcy shall direct it, may go either to the United 
States court or the State court. 

Mr. PLUMB. How would the direction of the court in bankruptcy 
obviate the constitutional provision in the case the Senator has cited ? 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas speaking rather to the whole policy of this thing, 
not that particular case. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that if there is to be any discretion, 
there ought to be an entire discretion; or else it ought to be limited in 
such a way as to bring the discretion entirely within the constitutional 
provision. . 

Mr. HOAR. That matter was very fully discussed in the Senate. 
If I recollect aright, the proposition which the Senator now makes was 
made by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], and after dis- 
cussion the arrangement proposed here was inserted in the bill by the 
Seuate in the last Congress. 7 

Mr. PLUMB. Idonotknow thatitmakesany special difference, for 
if we are to pass any bankrupt law, to useacommon expression, the tail 
may as well go with the hide; for whatever is now left of the jurisdic- 
tion of the State courts will be wholly and entirely sucked up and taken 
away by this bill. So I do not know that I care to contend about the 
little remnant of jurisdiction which would be left to the State courts 
under the amendment which I have proposed. 

I may as well say here and now as at any other time that I regard 
this bill as the most vicious that could possibly receive the sanction of 
Congress. It is not only to take away all the jurisdiction that is left 
to the State courts and putitinto that great omnium gatherum, the Fed- 
eral courts of the United States, but it is the compulsory adaptation to 
the system of business now prevailing in the seaboard cities of that of 
the small dealers and traders in the United States situated at interior 
and country points. 

Under this bill there is not a local merchant in the State of Kansas 
who may not be adjudged a bankrupt every day of his life, however 
solvent he may be. It is an attempt to put into leading-strings under 
the absolute control of the great financial powers of Boston and New 
York all the great and all the minor affairs of the business of the in- 
terior portion of this country, to prescribe to them rules and a- 
tions under penalty of the violation of which they can only do busi- 
ness—rules and regulations which are entirely foreign to the character 
of the business which they do, to the necessities of their situation, and 
to all that by which they are surrounded and which goes to make up 
what they call their business, minor, of course, in comparison with the 
princely merchants that the Senator from Massachusetts represents, 
and yet major in the sense that it affords them their livelihood, and 
not only that, but constitutes in addition the link which binds all the 
afers of their neighborhood to the greater affairs of the community at 

rge. 

These people carrying on business ranging from a thousand to five 
and ten thousand dollars a year, modest, unpretending, solvent to the 
last degree, honest, making up the great middle class of this country 
in a trade way, are to have their business broken in upon, caught up, 
brought into this rude and jostling relation to the business of New 
York city and Boston for the purpose of enabling the men who sell 
goods in those places to reach out from their counting-houses and catch 
hold upon the unwary and at the penalty of involuntary bankruptcy 
compel them to submit to extortion. 

This bill may be as perfect as human language can make it, and yet 
no one can tell until it is tried that it will not be the miracle of extor- 
tion and oppression which the bankrupt law was that was repealed in 
1877. The repeal of that law was the beginning of prosperity for the 
people of the United States. In my humble judgment, it contributed 
as much as almost any other single thing to the revival of prosperity 
which immediately succeeded it. 
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Mr. HOAR. What is the present condition? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Massachusetts asks as to the pres- 
ent condition. If his question means anything, it means that the bank- 
rupt law which preceded 1877 was the means of the lack of prosperity 
of that time. I have no doubt that as bad as things are to-day they 
can be aggravated by the passage of unwise laws, of which this is one. 

There is no demand from any section of the country, except from the 
large cities, for this law. There is no man who is a minor trader, who 
is a small merchant, who lives in any town of 5,000, or from that to 
50,000, inhabitants, who has ever asked for the passage of a bankrupt 
law. As I said before, there is not one of all those people who do not 
commit a multitude of acts of bankruptcy every year measured by the 
requirements of this act, and yet who are solvent far beyond the aver- 
age of the merchants in the large cities, 

This is an endeavor to experiment upon the great business body of 
this country for what purpose? For no good purpose; for, as I say, 
` nobody has asked for this bill except the great merchants. There is 
not a petition, there is not a letter, there is not a report of any kind in 
favor of this bill from any one of that great constituency that makes 
up the trading public who buy to be sold at retail—not one. 
None of them want it, and it will be nothing but a sign of disaster to 
all of them. : 

Why the necessity to bring in a bill of this kind at thistime? Is any- 
body particularly unable to pay his debts as compared with previous 
times? Are there any classes of men who are failing who want the ad- 
vantages ofgoing into bankruptcy for the purpose of discharging their ob- 
ligations? I cansay, after having had experience under theold bankrupt 
law, and many years’ experience at the bar in my own State, that the 
men who compromised and settled with their creditors before the bank- 
rupt law was adopted always got better settlements than they got under 
the bankrupt act, and more than that their creditors got more than they 
ever got under the bankrupt law. There never was but one case, I be- 
lieve, under the bankrupt law as administered in Kansas, in which the 
creditors gotanything. That I think was casenumberone. That was 
recognized at once as an example which should not be followed, and 
thereafter there was always a deficit. 

However wise this form of words may be ascompared with that, there 
are certain evils necessarily to result from the arbitrary practice that will 
be adopted and necessarily adopted under any bankrupt law which are 
bound to ensue, I remember very well a case where a merchant pos- 
sessing a stock of goods valued at about $2,000, being in debt about 
$1,800 failed to pay at maturity and for thirty days afterward a note 
of $600, which he owed to one of his creditors. He was, upon the pe- 
tition of that creditor, put into bankruptcy. His stock of goods of 
course was seized. 

For the purpose of invoicing, the goods comprising his stock were 
thrown together, mixed up, so to speak, and while in that condition, 
being perishable property, boots and shoes, dry goods, groceries, &c., 
all the stock of a country store, the court was petitioned and ordered a 
sale of the property in gross, an order that was proper enough on its 
face, and an order of a kind that in nine cases out of ten would be 
granted as of course. The property was put up and sold at $800, and 
bought in by the creditor who had put the debtor into bankruptcy, and 
sold again by him for $1,800 at private sale the very day after he got 
it straightened out. So he made $1,200 by that transaction beyond the 
amount of his claim, and yet the result of the sale only sufficed to pay 
the costs of the suit, leaving the bankrupt with nothing except the 

rly account of debts he had left behind him. 
of that kind can not be prevented; they inhere in every possi- 
ble system of bankruptcy that can be devised, as I think; and such 
cases as this are not infrequent, and their injustice is so gross that they 
are not to be justified on the ground that the act may in some other 
copies do justice. I never yet have known a case where a person 
failed in business, if he could show to his creditors that he had 
failed honestly, that he had surrendered up or was prepared to sur- 
render all the pro) which he had, that he could not get a favorable 
settlement in such a way as to be able to résume business fairly and 
honorably; and I never have known a case settled under the bankrupt 
law where the creditors themselves got as much as they got by these 
voluntary settlements. 

The great city merchants doing business upon a plan that is totally 
inapplicable to the merchants of the country desire to reach out and 
subject to them and their violent processes and desires all the business 
of this gnt country and to hold in terrorem over every person with 
whom they deal the peoi of bankruptcy if he does not yield to what- 
ever they demand. This is the device of Wall street, of the active cap- 
ital of the country, against its property and its prosperity. 

In moving this amendment that some of these suits may be tried in 
the State courts, it is simply with a desire to save if possible some lit- 
tle jurisdiction to those honorable but fast becoming useless institu- 
tions, the courts of the States, whether they be district courts or cir- 
cuit courts or supreme courts. Under the various statutes of the 
United States, from time to time enacted, nearly all their jurisdiction 
has been taken away. If this bill should be enacted, practically they 
will have nothing left except the settlement of the local disputes and 
troubles that may arise, All that which concerns the major transac- 


tions of life, all that which is material to their jurisdiction as affect- 
ing the transactions of those by whom they are surrounded, the mer- 
chants, the bankers, the dealers of different kinds, will be taken away. 
We might as well add another section and provide for the total aboli- 
tion of the State courts and for the transfer of all causes pending and 
the bringing of all such causes hereafter in the Federal courts, and be 
done with it. . 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, as to the particular amendment which 
is before the Senate, it is enough to say that the section as it now stands 
limits and does not extend anywhere the discretion or privilege that 
the bankrupt whom thé assignee succeeds would have. If he hada 
choice between jurisdictions, the billsays that in such case, if the juris- 
diction of the State and Federal courts is concurrent, the court of bank- 
ruptey may direct that the suit shall be brought in the State court. 
So it is wholly a step in the direction of preserving State jurisdiction 
where possible. It does not seem to the committee expedient to go 
further, and it did not seem to the Senate expedient to go further on 
fall discussion during the last Congress. 

Now, in regard to the general remarks of my honorable friend from 
Kansas—— 


Mr. PLATT. Before the Senator goes to that point, will he state 
what reason there is for not giving the trustee or assignee all the rights 
to collect the debts of the assignor or bankrupt that the assignor had 
before his bankruptcy ? 

Mr. HOAR. Because of the desire of the Senate to concede to a 
feeling such as that represented by the Senator from Kansas and the 
belief that in the substantial interests of the estate it must be safe 
with the bankruptcy court, the United States officer. So it wasdeemed 
well to go to that extent. 

I hardly think that I ought to ask the Senate at 5 o’clock in the 
afternoon to listen to a speech from me which should go over the gen- 
eral argument in favor of a bankruptcy bill. 

The desire for a bankruptcy law, the opinion of its necessity is one 
which is almost a measure of the progress of civilization and of busi- 
ness, and of wealth and of prosperity. Mr. Webster argued with great 
force that the constitutional mandate was intended to be imperative, 
peremptory upon Congress, in conferring the power to provide fora 
uniform system of bankruptcy. Ido not agree with my friend from 
Kansas that there is no desire for this legislation except from the 
wealthy merchant and creditor classes. There have been since the last 
bankrupt act was repealed more than sixty-one thousand failures in 
the United States reported to Bradstreet, and unquestionably in addi- 
tion to those there have been enough to make the number in the United 
States much larger, beyond the amount of one hundred thousand inall. 

Remember the constant increase of the dealing of our- States with 
each other, so that the manufacturer in Rhode Island has his compet- 
itor in Ohio or Michigan or Missouri or Kentucky, and his customer in 
Mississippi or Arkansas or South Carolina. Remember thai almost 
every one of our great commercial cities is within an hour or two or three 
of journey to the border of the State where it is situated. Take Bos- 
ton, take Portland, take Providence, take Worcester, take Springfield, 
New York, Jersey City, the great manufacturing cities of New Jersey, 
Philadelphia, Baltimore, Cincinnati, Chicago, Milwaukee, Saint Louis, 
Atlanta, and a great many others that I might name, the men who do 
business in these cities go in and out, day by day, to theirdaily occupa- 
tions, large numbers of them from residences in adjacent States. Under 
the Constitution of the United States there is not one of this vast army 
of debtors who, if he happened to be so unfortunate as to become in- 
solvent, is not, unless there be a bankrupt law, put at the mercy of a 
single creditor, and these men must pass through life paupers, unable 
to enter upon the ordinary business of American citizens, dragging ‘‘at 
each remove a lengthening chain,’’ without right to lay up for their 
old age, for their wives,-for their children, for those dependent upon 
them, what it is the pride and the ambition of every American citizen to 
be able to lay up, a provision after he has gone, unless the humane 
power conferred upon Congress by the Constitution be exercised; and 
it is mainly and chiefly in the interest of this class of persons who are 
driven to the alternative of a life of poverty or a life of frand—— 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask a question. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Has the Senator any evidence before his committee 
that he can produce to the Senate of any considerable desire among that 
class of people for the passage of this bill? 

Mr. HOAR. The evidence has been pouring in upon the Senate and 
upon the committee in correspondence and in articles in the press and in 
various ways for the last four or five years. 

Mr. TELLER. Not from that class of men. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. Not from those centers where the industrial inter- 
ests of the country are agricultural; but from the great commercial 
centers. 

Mr. ILOAR. I differ from the Senator in that respect. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask a question. If that is the chief purpose 
of this bill why will the Senator from Massachusetts not consent that 
all in regard to involuntary bankruptcy be stricken out, so as to make it 
especially a beneficent measure in favor of the debtors? 
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the Senator will un- 
a question in sub- 


Mr. HOAR. When I have finished my 
derstand what I propose. He puts in the form of 
stance a gibe rather than a 

Mr. President, I was coming to another view of this matter. I be- 


lieve that this bankruptcy legislation is in the interestof the new front- 
ier agricultural communities and the old sparsely-settled planting 
communities of this country even more than it is in the interest of the 
commercial cities. Why, Mr. President, we had from some of the rep- 
resentatives of these same communities to which the Senator from Kan- 
sas and the Senator from Colorado have alluded, a remonstrance against 
the policy which preserved the credit of the Union. 

They said that the desire to have the bonds paid in gold, the desire to 
have a banking system which would give a uniform and sound currency 
to the people of the whole country, was the desire of the bloated 
wealthy classes of the bondholders, the gold dealers of the commercial 
cities. ‘They were mistaken, and the people of those communities see 
their mistake to-day. They see that the one thing which is essential to 
the prosperity, and the hope, and the growthof youth, whether a human 
being or a State, is the preservation of credit. The old community 
where capitalis piled up, where laws are well established, where business 
is running in its accustomed channels, can get along on a cash basis; but 
to the new State, the new community, the youth starting, leaving be- 
hind the old home for the new, the one thing which determines his 
successin life is the preservation of an unsullied credit, that his promise 
isas good everywhere as any other man’s performance, that his promi 
is the sure presage and prophecy of his performance. - ; 

Mr. President, here is an existing system, without a ban t law, 
under which the credit of those communities largely suffers. man 
who is asked to make a loan to the planter in Mississippi or Arkansas 
or to the young farmer in Dakota or Colorado, or the capitalist who is 
asked to furnish the capital for any great measure to develop those com- 
munities, finds that at present his debt is deferred to that of the next- 
door neighbor, or perhaps to some fraudulent claims, and he makes the 
borrowing community pay for that risk, and whatis the result? That 
while in two minutes you can communicate by telegraph (and very soon 
will be able to do it by telephone) from one end of the country to the 
other, here are millions upon millions, hundreds upon hundreds of mill- 
ions of money locked up in Wall street or in State street seeking in- 
vestments, seeking loans upon call in those communities at 2, 2}, 3, or 
4 per cent., when the United States can sell its bonds at a rate which 
amounts to but a fraction over 2 per cent. per annum, the ruling rate 
of interest in these communities is 8, 10, 12, 15, or 20 per cent., 8, or 
10, or 12 per cent. being the ordinary rate on what is called first-class 
securities in some parts of this country. Why isit that these millions 
hoarded of the capitalist in New York or in Boston waiting to be loaned 
do not pour out their fertilizing streams to the most distant borders of 
the country? It is because of the doubt on this matter of credit. It 
is because of the doubt whether the creditor will have his fair share, if 
the debtor happens to be unfortunate, of the estate. a; z 

I believe that the passage and maintenance of a just, rational, and 
humane bankrupt law would reduce the rate of interest in Mississippi 
or Arkansas from 10 or 12 per cent. down to 4 within four or five y 
and that these communities pay the most fearful and unnecessary 

ted price for their resistance to this legislati 

However, I do not propose to go into this general discussion at this 
time in the afternoon. I hope the amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us take a vote on this amendment. 

Mr. TELLER and Mr. MORRILL. Not to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, in the 
chair). The Senator from Vermont moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 25, at 12 o’clock 
m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, May 24, 1886. 


The House met at 11o0’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 


proved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. EDEN, until June 15. 

To Mr. LORE, for four days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. GUENTHER, for ten days. 

To Mr. HAYDEN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


SHIPPING FEES, ETC. 


eee Le ngeiea eds! emerge Committee on Ameri- 
can Ship-building ip-owning Interests to present a privileged 
report, which I ask may be read. : 


The Clerk read as follows: 

The Select Committee on American Ship-buil and Ship-owning Interests, 
to whom was referred an act (H. R. 4533) “to abo certain fees for official 
EE pean E Ob seems uae ae A 
from the Senate with amendments anda request fora Arari aa apc el amend- 
ments, report the same back with reeommendations as follows: 

That the House concur in amendments numbered 1, 2, 10, 13, 15, 17,18, and 19. 

That the House non-concur in amendments numbered 3,4, 5, 6,7, 8, 9, 11,12, 14, 
16, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 26. 

And that the House agree to the conference asked by the Senate on the same. 

The amendments in which the committee recommended concurrence 
were severally read and concurred in. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine desire to haveread 
separately the amendmentsas to which the committee recommend non- 
concurrence ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Unlessother members desirea separate vote on other 
amendments, amendment 5 is the only one upon which the committee 
desire separate action. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that business will be facilitated 
by first taking the question as a whole upon all those amendments on 
which separate action is not requested. 

The question being taken on the several amendments (excepting No. 
5) in which the committee recommended non-concurrence, they were 
non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 5 was read, as follows: 

On 3, line 11, i K 
or lighter," sual Janet inching, makona new a ed ppg Aree aa vont. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the request of the Senate 
for a conference with the House on the amendments to this bill will be 
agreed to. The Chair hears no objection. The Chair will appoint the 
managers on the part of the House some time during the day. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. 
RiaGs, and Mr. BINGHAM as conferees on the part of the House upon 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill. 

JAMES D. WOOD. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be di from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. 6337) for the relief of James D. 
Wood, and that the House now proceed to consider the same. 

The bill was read, as follows: r 

Be it enacted, &c., That the oft x - 
rected to pay James D. Wood Wet OS Bipeka er errorae ik 
volunteers in the war of the rebellion, out of any money in the Treasury not 


ringed ig ape jaag Su oer Pe $133.50, being the value of a horse and equip- 
ments lost in action at the battle of Chancellorsville,as found by the Court of 
Claims. 


There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar was di from the further consideration of the 
bill, and the House proceeded to consider the same. 

_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tìme; and be- 


ing it was accordingly read the third time. 
Mr. BEACH. I would like to inquire why this claim was not paid 
under the general law. We have a general law on this subject. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD. Iam unable toinformthe gentleman. LIonly 
know this is a little matter in which I am trying to do a favor for a 
Democratic friend of mine who has been endeavoring for the last 
twenty years to obtain this allowance. : 5 

Mr. BEACH. Has the bill been reported by a committee of the 
House? 

Mr. WAKEFIELD. Yes, sir; two or three times, i 

Mr. BEACH. I would liketo hear the report. 

The report (by Mr. GEDDES} was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1265) for 
the relief of James D. Wood, beg og Vege gry : 

That the Committee on Military Affairs of the Forty-cighth Congress, not be- 
iog clearly and fully advised of all the facts in the case, referred it to the Court 

Claims for a fi of the facts, under the provisions of an act entitled “An 
act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive De ents 
in the rg Saaaean of claims and demands against the Government," approved 


Said has bee: 
i E AeA age ar menor A OTO AANPAS KOR TERTI ORO 
“The Samer ag inlay D. Wood, while captain and assistant adjutant-general 
of the Fourth faiece Sela c sang NIO OOT A OEEO S 
horse and ipana purchased by himself, which he lawfully in the sery- 
ice of the Unii under the Zooming circumstances: During the bat- 
tle of Chancellorsville, Va., May 3,1863, the claimant, after crossing the Rappa- 
hannock River at or near that place, received a verbal order from the general 
commanding the corps ordering the extra horses of all officers back across the 
river. In compliance therewith claimant sent his extra horse back to the other 
Pomseneed of tne horse by & bearer of dispatches from the peoeral in oomamsand, 
orse by a o! n > 
and the has never been able to recover the same. The loss was with- 
out any fault or negligence on the part of either the claimant or his servant. 
The horse was $115, and the equipments, $13.50; total, $133.50." 
Your committee recommend the ent of the amount found by 
said court, and recommend that the accompanying bill do pass. 


The bill was passed. 
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Mr. WAKEFIELD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill | Mr. HAMMOND. Then I ask unanimous consent for five minutes’ 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


HIRAM W. HUBBARD. 


On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, by unanimons consent the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar was 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 320) for the relief of 
Hiram W. Hubbard; and the House proceeded to consider the same. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &e., That the proper officers of the Post-Office rtment are 
hereby authorized and directed to credit in the account of Hiram W. Hubbard, 
postmaster at Centralia, Ill., the sum of $640, being the value of Fone, yipo <a 
and $140 in money, all belonging to the United States, stolen e safe in 
eaid post-office on the 23d day of October, 1884, without fault or negligence of 
said postmaster, 5 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. _ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARIE LOUISE CRAVEN. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The reguiar order is the consideration of a bill 
coming over from the session of Friday evening last, upon which the 
previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent that the con- 
sideration of that bill be postponed until after the call of States and 
Territories is concluded to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that it be postponed un- 
til Friday next, when private legislation is in order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Ishall object to that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think it better for private business coming over 
from Friday to go over until the next Friday, as a rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey. Is there objection? 5. ‘ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object, and ask unanimous consent that it be 
postponed until Friday next, to be taken up immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

r. ZACH. TAYLOR. I object to that. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it in order to move that the further considera- 
tion of this bill be to Friday next ? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The previous question has been ordered 
upon the passage of the bill, and under the rules and practice of the 

vie it must be acted upon unless by unanimous consent it be post- 
poned. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘Then I withdraw my objection to the request of 
the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I renew the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill (S. 670) to increase the pension of Marie Louise Craven, 
widow of the late Commander T. A. M. Craven, was read at length. 
The question being upon the passage of the bill, 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask that the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent, the 
previous question having been ordered upon the passage of the bill. Is 
there objection to the reading of the report? 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey.. There was no debate on Friday last, 
and I understand under the rules we are entitled to a half hour after 
the previous question has been ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The report was rie bod is shown by the RECORD, 
— is in the nature of debate and has been so held constantly in the 

ouse. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I think it was read by unanimous con- 
sent, and was not understood to be in the nature of debate. 

The SPEAKER. It has been uniformly held that the reading of the 
report is in the nature of debate. 

r. HAMMOND. In order that we may be informed before we 
vote on this bill, I ask unanimous consent that five minutes on each 
side be allowed for explanation. 

Ae SPRINGER. Would it be in order to move to recommit the 

The SPEAKER.” It would. 

Mr. SPRINGRR. Then the bill had better be recommitted. We 
do not understand the bill, and debate is closed uponit. It should 
go over, at all events, until next Friday. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the Chair submit the request for unanimous 
consent for debate for five minutes on each side ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Is it inorder to move that the motion to recommit be 
laid on the table? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentleman from 
Illinois as having submitted the motion to recommit. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw that until debate is had. 


debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous con- 
sent that five minutes be allowed on each side upon the passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I think we should have more than 
that. The understanding was, when the bill was laid over on Friday, 
that there would be fifteen minutes on each side. I move, therefore, 
to amend by making it fifteen minutes on a side. 

The SPEAKER. It can not be done by a motion, but only by unan- 
imous consent, 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Then I ask unanimous consent that 
fifteen minutes on a side be allowed. 

Mr. WELLBORN. There has been no debate upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The report has been read, which has always been 
held to be in the nature of debate. 

Mr. BRADY. While it is true that the rt was read on last Fri- 
day evening, yet I understand that fifteen minutes is allowed on each 
side, and the report did not consume more than two or three minutes 


to read. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair can not take cognizance of the length of 


.| time that was occupied in the reading of the report, whether it occu- 


five minutes, or fifteen minutes, or an hour. If there has been 
ebate, the rule provides that there can be no further debate after the 
previous question has been ordered, no matter how long or how short 
the time previously consumed in debate may have been. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from New Jersey 
that fifteen minutes be allowed on each side? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I ask the gentleman to modify his request for fif- 
teen minutes and say ten minutes. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Very well; I will say ten minutes. 

There being no objection, it was ordered that debate be had for ten 
minutes on each side. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey rose. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey is recognized. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I will reserve my time if the gentle- 
man from Indiana wishes to proceed now. 

Mr. MATSON. I only wish to say Mr. Speaker, by way of intro- 
ducing this discussion, that this bill was reported adversely from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions; and if anything can be said in behalf 
of the bill, I think that side ought to be heard first. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, while recognizing the fact that thenaval record of Com- 
mander Craven devel at merit, reported this bill adversely on 
the ground that in their opinion the benefit asked, which is to increase 
the pension to $50 a month, should be confined within the grade of the 

officers of the Army and Navy. I think I have stated the re- 
port fairly and fully when I say that they put it solely on the ground 
that the benefit should be confined within the grade of thegeneral offi- 
vers of the Army and Navy. s 

With great respect for the opinions of that committee, and in no 
spirit of criticism, I submit that the rule thus laid down by the com- 
mittee is not in harmony with the spirit or policy of the pension laws 
and not in aceprd with the former action of Congress. 

The pension law makes no distinguishing recognition of general offi- 
cers by themselves. It neither graduates the amount of pension ac- 
cording to the distinctive rank, nor pensions the general officers at a 
higher rate than some others in lower grades. On the contrary, it 
groups together certain officers of different rank, classing the general 
officers with others of lower grade. The provisions of the law are that 
for total disability of the following officers and for their widows after 
their death there shall be a pension—to a lieutenant-colonel and all 
officers of higher rank in the military service and in the Marine Corps 
of $30 a month; and fora captain and all officers of a higher rank and 
all officers of a lower rank down to and including the master com- 
manding in the Navy of $30a month. That isthe group. There 
is another group composed of officers of the inferior grades. So that 
the pension law makes no recognition of the distinctive rank of the 
general officers discriminating against other officers in the same group. 

The lieutenant-colonel and the eral, and all officers of intermedi- 
ate rank, and the master commanding, and the admiral and all officers 
of intermediate and corresponding rank, are placed upon the same plane, 
each receiving the same amount, each entitled to the same considera- 
tion, each subject to the same provisions; and their widows to be the 
recipients of the same bounty, and to be governed by the same rules. 

Therefore I say, Mr. Speaker, according to the spirit and policy of 
the pension law, there is no room for the rule which grants benefits to 
the general officer which does not grant them to other officers within that 
same group. There is no reason why an exception should be made in 
favor of a general officer under certain circumstances, which should not 
under the same circumstances be made to an officer in thé same group; 
no reason why an increase of pension as an exceptional case should be 
granted to the widow of a commodore and with the same exceptional 
cireumstances existing be denied to the widow of a commander. 

Neither has Congress regarded the $30 as fixed by an inflexible and 
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iron rule. It has been the custom, and it isa praiseworthy one,to rec- 

exceptional cases which present instances of heroism and 
bravery challenging admiration and commanding distinctive recogni- 
tion. 

In the Forty-eighth Congress I find an increase of pension to $50 a 
month to the Taswa of the following officers: Commander 8. Dana 
Green, Capt. Kidder R. Breese, United States Navy; Maj. Thomas D. 
Thornburgh, Capt. Thomas L. Bent, United States Army; Surgeon- 
General Palmer, Commander Jeffries, General Arnold, Commissary- 
General Eaton, General Rodman, General Ripley, Admiral Scott, Com- 
mander Bissell, Paymaster-General Alvord, Admiral Creighton. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress a like increase to the widows of Col. 
William Dulany, Col. James D. Mulligan, Maj. Levi Twi Admiral 
Goldsborough, Surgeon-General Finley, Admiral Hoff, Admiral Rey- 
nolds, Surgeon-General Wood, General Mitchell, Admiral Lardner, 
General Casey, General Custer, Admiral Spotts, Admiral John Rogers, 
General French, General Ramsey. 

It will be noted that the increase is not confined to the widows of gen- 
eral officers, but includes those of Commander S. Dana Green, on whom 
the command of the Monitor devolved when Worden was disabled; 
Capt. Kidder R. Breese, distinguished at Fort Fisher; Major Thorn- 
burgh, murdered by the Indians; Capt. Thomas L. Bent; Col. William 
Dulany; Col. James A. Mulligan, and Maj. Levi Twiggs. 

Therefore, I say, I find no warrant either in the spirit of the pension 
law or in the former action of Congress that justifies the laying down 
or the enforcement of a rule that the increase of a pension is to be con- 
fined within the grade of the general officers of the Army and Navy. 
The rule has been to grant it in exceptional cases, and I think it can 
be demonstrated that this is a case so exceptional in its character that 
if there had been a contrary precedent Congress should depart from the 
rule. : 

Mrs. Marie L. Craven is the widow of the late Tunis A. M. Craven, 
at the time of his death, August 5, 1864, a commander in the Navy. 
He entered the Navy in the year 1829, and was continually on duty 
up to the time of his death, having performed twenty-four years and 
six months’ service at sea. He was third in the rank of commander, 
and had he lived he would undoubtedly have been promoted to the 
highest grade. He lost his life while in the command of the monitor 
Tecumseh, leading the attack on the fortifications in Mobile Bay. 
That position had, it was supposed, been rendered impregnable by forti- 
fications and its approaches impassable by obstructions and bse 
and its defense was supplemented by the iron-clad ram Tennessee an 
numerous gunboats for aggressive attack. So secure was it supposed 
to be that Farragut says it was claimed they would all be blown up if 
they attempted to enter. The position assigned to Craven was the 
post of honor and of danger. His it was to lead the fleet into the fire 
of these defenses and over these submerged instruments of destruction. 
His disaster would mark the path to be avoided. So important did 
Farragut consider the services of Craven and his ship the Tecumseh 
that he awaited her arrival from New York before he attempted to 
enter Mobile Bay. He says in his report: 

The Tecumseh, Commander Craven, arrived on the pay J of August 4; and 


pipe bet being propitious I proceeded to the attack on the following morning, 
the tei HY having been given the leading position. ¢ 


= 
The attacking fleet steamed steadily up the main ship-channel, the Tecumseh 
firing the first shot at forty-seven minutes past 6 o’cl a. m, 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New Jersey has 


expired. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. Iask leave to extend my remarks in 
the RECORD. 

There was no objection. ; PES 

Mr. MATSON was recognized, and yielded two minutes to Mr.GREEN. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. In his report of the action Lieut. Com- 
mander Jouett says: 

At fifty minutes after 6 the Tecumseh hoisted her colorsand fireda gun. Fort 
Mo replied. In a short time the action became eral between the fi 
the ironclads,the Brooklyn, Hartford, and Richmon: At this time the rebe 
fleet took their stations across the channel, delivering a raking fire upon our 
line. Thirty-five minutes past 7, amidst the hottest of the fire, the Tecumseh was 
blown up. 

Captain Drayton says: 

About thirty-five minutes past 7 I heard the cry that a monitor was sinking, 
and looking on the starboard bow saw the turret of the Tecumseh just disap- 
pearing under the water, where an instant before I had seen this noble vessel 
pushing on gallantly in a straight line to attack the enemy’s ram Tennessee, 
which had apparently moved out to give him an opportunity, 


Crayen, in steering to attack the Tennessee, crossed the torpedo line, 
and striking one, it exploded under the turret of the Tecumseh, which 
went down stem first almost in an instant, carrying him down with her. 
But his death was characterized by an incident which should never be 
forgotten as long as the English language contains the words chivalry 
and heroism. It is related by the pilot, Mr. Collins, whose life was 
saved. £ 

At the moment of the explosion Craven and the pilot were in the 
iron tower or pilot-house, directly over the turret. ere was no way 
of escape from their prison except through a narrow scuttle or opening 
just sufficient for one to pass through. Seeing the inevitable fate of the 


vessel they both instinctively made for this narrow opening. Asitistold, 
when they reached the place together Craven drew back, in a charac- 
teristic way saying, ‘‘After you, pilot.’ Collins, who fortunately es- 
caped to tell the act of heroism, says: ‘‘There was nothing after me; 
as I got out the vessel seemed to drop from under me.”’ 

It is related of Sir Philip Sidney, three hundred years ago, that when 
being carried wounded and bleeding from the battlefield of Zutphen 
he complained grievously of thirst. A bottle of water was procured 
forhim. As he put it to his mouth his eye caught the wistful gaze of 
a mortally wounded soldier eagerly watching his every movement. 
Taking it untasted from his lips he sent it to the dying man with the 
words, ‘* Thy necessity is yet greater than mine.” He was buried in 
Old St. Paul’s among the noble and the great of England. Although 
centuries have rolled away, his country forgets him not, and history, 
still repeating ‘‘ Thy necessity is yet greater than mine” with the 
incident, ever keeps the name of Sidney the synonym of true nobility 
of character and of heroic self-denial. 

Noble and chivalric as it was, his was but a temporary relinquish- 
ment of relief from suffering. Craven’s “‘ After you, pilot,” cost him 
his life, the American Navy one of its bravest and most accomplished 
officers, mankind a hero. No grand old cathedral treasures his re- 
mains; no sculptured marble records his heroism; he rests in his iron 
turreted tomb off Fort Morgan, with naught but the buoy which 
swings to and fro with the ebb and flood of the tide in Mobile Bay to 
mark the scene of his bravery and his death. 

The Secretary of the Navy, in writing to Admiral Farragut after that 
terrible conflict, said: 

Great results in war are seldom attained without great risks, and it was not 
expected that the harbor of Mobile would be secured without disaster. The 
loss of the gallant Craven and his brave companions, with the “Tecumseh,” b; 


a concealed torpedo, was a casualty which no human foresight could g: 


While the nation awards cheerful honors to the living, she will ever hold in 


panen remembrance the memory of the gallant dead who periled their lives 
or their country and died in her panes, a 


- The country has honored the living; let not Congress forget the Sid- 
ney of the American Navy! 

The widow of this gallant man in her old age and her necessity ap- 
peals for this increase. I hope it will be accorded to her. 

Mr. MATSON, Itis true, Mr. Speaker, as stated by the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. GREEN], that the general law fixes no distinct- 
ive rate of pension for the widows of general officers, and that the rate 
of $30 per month applies to the widows of all officers of the Army, in- 
cluding the rank of lieutenant-colonel and above that, and to the wid- 
ows of all officers of the Navy, including the rank of captain and above 
that. Thatis true; but some years ago Congress, seeing, I suppose, that 
there was no distinctive rate in the law for the widows of general offi- 
cers, entered upon the increase of the pensions of the widows of general 
officers of the Army and Navy from $30 to $50 per month, and in every 
case where the widow of a general officer has asked such increase it has 
been granted, but as to the widows of officers below the rank of general 
officers, the increase has generally been refused. 

There have been, however, some few exceptions.to the rule. In a 
few cases bills have passed the Houseincreasing the pensions of widows 
of officers below the rank of general officers from $30 to $50 a month, 
and in some instances from to $40. In this case the applicant is 
the widow of a commander in the Navy. His was not a general office; 
it corresponded perhaps to the rank of a lieutenant-colonel in the Army. 
This widow now asks that her pension be increased from $30 to $50 
per month. The cases cited by my friend from New Jersey [Mr. 
GREEN] are doubtless correctly cited, and the additional ones that he 
proposes to print will no doubt be taken from the record; but they are 
the exceptions, and the question for this House to decide is whetherit 
can afford to enter upon the indiscriminate increase of these pensions. 
I have always believed that the House had gone too far in undertaking 
to increase the pensions of the widows of any officers from $30 to $50 
a month. I havealways believed that $30 a month was a large enough 
pension for any widow, and therefore I have opposed these increases, 
even for the widows of general officers. 

The rule, not of the committee but of the House, has been to re- 
fuse the increase to those who were not the widows of general officers, 
and in the last Congress this very bill, after it had passed the Senate, was 
voted down in this Houseon a yea-and-nay vote bya full House. Now, 
the question for us to determine is, whether there is anything in this 
case that should make it exceptional or that would justify the House 
in abrogating its well-established rule to refuse the increase in cases 
like this. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. PRICE]. A 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, Ido not presume that any gentleman 
will vote for this bill as a payment in money for patriotic duty well per- 
formed. I understand that the Sneon of the pension laws is to take 
care of the widows, the children, the helpless ones, left by those who 
sacrificed life or fortune in defense of our common country. If that be 
the true theory, then, Mr. Speaker, I ask you what excuse can any one 
render for voting, in a case like this, to make the pension $50 a month 
when this widow has already a pension of $30, and when all over our 
country there are cases equally meritorious of people who are suffer- 
ing for want of a single dollar, or $8 a month, or any other given sum, 
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I believe it to be the duty of this Government, Mr. Speaker, to take 
care of all those who are dependent upon their own exertions, and are 
disabled and needy because of suffering or loss sustained in defense ot 
the country. But I deny the correctness of the theory that we consist- 
ently may, or that we should, give a pension of more than $30 a month 
to one while hundreds of others equally deserving get nothing. I would 
take care of them all, and to do that, not having revenue enough to take 
care of everybody on this grand scale, I would divide what we do appro- 
priate fairly. Gentlemen may talk about the gallantry of this com- 
mander, and I concede it all; gentlemen may speak of the amiable char- 
acteristics and personal merits of his widow, and I concede it all; butis 
that a reason why we should heap these extravagant pensions and in- 
creases of pensions upon those who are already provided for, leaving 
others equally meritorious to languish in suffering and want? Gen- 
tlemen say this does not decrease their chances. I say it does. The 
last national convention of Grand Army men was made up so largely of 
those already provided with pensions that they voted down a proposition 
to pension those who were yet suffering and in want, and every case of 
this kind where you grant an increase of pension to the widow of some 
distinguished character diminishes your ability to do justice to others 
who have an equal claim. 

As to the merits of this particular case, it is proper to remember that 
when Commander Craven blew up his ship he was acting in direct con- 
flict with orders. He had been told to keep to the right of cer- 
tain buoys; he took to the left; he blew up his ship by striking one of 
those hidden torpedoes; the next vessel to his backed and filled, and 
his mismanagement threw the whole fleet into disorder, 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall this bill pass? 

The House divided; ant there were—ayes 66, noes 67. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
104, nays 99, not voting 119; as follows: 


YEAS—I04. 
Adams, G. E, Evans, Lehlbach Scranton, 
Allen, C, H. Everhart, Lindsley, Sessions, 
yne, Findlay, cAdoo, Shaw, 
Bingham, Fi S McComas, Smalls, 
Bliss, Frederick, McKenna, Snyder; 
Bound, Funston, McKinley, Sowden, 
Boutelle, Gallinger, Millard, Spooner, 
Boyle, Gilfillan, Milliken, Spriggs, 
Bragg, Goff, Moffatt, Stahinecker, 
Breckinridge, WCP. Green, R.S. Morrow, Stephenson, 
Browne, T. Hall, O'Neill, Charles Stewart, J. W. 
rown, ©. Hanback, O'Neill, J.J. Strait, 
Brown, W. W, Harmer, Osborne, Struble, 
Buchanan, Henderson, D.B. Parker, Symes, 
Bunnell, Hepburn, Payne, Taylor, I. H. 
Burrows, Herbert, Perkins, Townshend, 
Butterworth, Herman - Peters, Van Eaton, 
nnon, Hiestand Pettibone, Viele, 
Catchings, Hires, Plumb, Wade, 
Cobb, Hitt, Randall, Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Howard, Rice, Ward, J, H. 
Daniel, Jackson, Rockwell, Weaver, J.B. 
Dingley, James, Rowell, Weber, 
Dorsey, Ketcham, Ryan, White, A.C, 
Dunham, Laird, Sawyer, Whiting, 
Le Fevre, Scott, Wolford, 
NAYS—9. r 
Allen, J.M. Dougherty, Lowry, Skinner, 
Anderson, O. M. un, Matson, Springer, 
Ballentine, Forney, MeMillin, Ste were, Charles 
Barksdale, lass, McRae, St. n, 
Barnes, Green, W. J. Miller, Stone, E. F. 
Beach, Grout, ills, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Bennett, Hale, Morgan, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Blanchard, Halsell, Morrill, Swope, 
Bland, Hammond, Morrison, Taylor, J. M. 
Biount, Harris, Neal, Taylor, Zach. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Hatch, Neece, Thomas, O, B. 
bell Haynes, Oates, Throckmorton, 
Caldwell, eard, O'Donnell, Tillman, 
dler, Hemphill, Peel, Turner, 
Comstock, Hen n, Perry, Wakefield, 
Cowles, Hill, Price, Ward, T. B. 
Cox, Holman, Weaver, A.J. 
Crain, Hudd, Reid, J. W. Wellborn, 

À Johnston, J. T. à eeler, 
Croxton, Johnston, T. D. Richardson, White, Milo 
Culberson, Jones, J. H, < Willis, 

F Laffoon, er, Wilson, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Lanham, Sayers, Wise, 
Dawson, Lawler, Seymour, Worthington. 
Dockery, Martin, Singleton, 

NOT VOTING—I19. 

Adams, J.J. Bynum, itcheon, Ford, 
Aiken, Campbell, Felix Davenport, Faller, 
Anderson, J. A Campbell, J. E. Davidson, A. C. Gay, 
Arnot, Campbell, J. M. Davis, Geddes, 
Atkinson, Campbell, T. J. Dibble, Gibson, 0. H. 
Baker, Carleton, Dowdney, Gibson, Eustace 
Barbour, Caswell, pee boreal 
Barry, 2l ITY, rosvenor, 
Belmont, Clements, Ely, Guenther, ~ 
Brady, Cole, Ermentrout, Hayden, 

rumm, Collins, Farquhar, Henderson, T. J. 
Buck, Compton, Felton, Henley, 
Burleigh, Coage Fisher, Hewitt, 
Burnes, Curtin, Foran, Hiscock, 


Holmes, Louttit, Outhwaite, Tarsney, 
Hopkins Lovering, Owen, ulbee, 
Houk, L S Payson, Taylor, E. B. 
Hutton, honey, Phelps, Thomas, J. R. 
rion, kham, Pidcock, Thompson, 

Johnson, F. A. Maybury, Pindar, Trigg, 
Jones, J. M ry, Pirce, Tucker, 
Kelley, Merriman, Ranney, Van Schaick, 
King, Mitchell, Reed, T. B. Wait, 

einer, Muller, Robertson, Warner, A. J. 
La Follette, Murphy, Rogers, Warner, William 
Landes, Negley, Romeis, est, 
Libbey, Nelson, Seney, Wilkins, 
Little, Norwood, Steele, Winans, 
Long, O’Ferrall, Storm, Woodburn. 
Lore, O'Hara, Swinburne, 

r- . 
So the bill was passed. 


The following-named members were announced as paired until far- 
ther notice: 
. WILKINS with Mr. WEST. 
. SENEY with Mr. ELY. 
. GEDDES with Mr. LYMAN. 
. ARNOT with Mr. DAVIS. 
. HEWITT with Mr. CONGER. 
. DoWPNEY with Mr. WAIT. 
. ERMENTROUT with Mr. ATKINSON. 
. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. SWINBURNE, 
. Prpcock with Mr. PIRCE. 
. Hutton with Mr. HIESTAND. 
. DIBBLE with Mr. HOPKINS. 
. LANDES with Mr. LITTLE. 
. BARBOUR with Mr. BRADY. 
. GIBSON, of Maryland, with Mr. HAYDEN, 
. BURNES with Mr. CASWELL. 
. RoGERS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 
. FORAN with Mr. Lone. 
. ROBERTSON with Mr. LIBBEY. 
. CARLETON with Mr. HOLMES. 
. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 
. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, 
. WINANS with Mr. HOUK. 
. Norwoop with Mr. GUENTHER. 
Mr. BynpM with Mr. MCKENNA, on all political questions. 
The following were announced as paired for this day: 
Mr. EDEN with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
. StoRM with Mr, KELLEY. 
. CLEMENTS with Mr, REED, of Maine, 
. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. Payson. 
. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. MARKHAM, 
. KLEINER with Mr. FARQUHAR. 
. O’FERRALL with Mr. VAN ScHgIcK. 
. MULLER with Mr. DAVENPORT. 
. Trice with Mr. BRUMM. 
. McCrEARY with Mr. Buck. 
. HEESTAND. Iam paired on political qens with the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Hurron]; but as I do not consider this a 
political question, I have voted. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, moved to reconsider the vote just taken; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the Chair will proceed tocall 
the States and Territories for the introduction and reference of bills and 
resolutions, on which call resolutions and memorials of State and Ter- 
ritorial Legislatures may be presented, and also resolutions of inquiry 
directed to the heads of Executive Departments. 


BRIDGE OVER TENNESSEE RIVER. 


Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 8978) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near Sheffield, Ala., 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC S. SIMPSON. 

Mr. WHEELER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8979) for the relief of 
Isaac S. Simpson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SALARIES OF COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, ETC, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 8980) 
to fix the salaries of collectors and other officers of customs, and to con- 
solidate customs districts; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CITIZENS OF SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 
Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 8981) for the relief of certain 
citizens of San Francisco, Cal.; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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AMENDMENT TO SECTION 86 REVISED STATUTES UNITED STATES. 


Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 8982) to amend section 
856 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES T. HUGHES. 


Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 8983) to perfect the mili- 
tary record of James T. Hughes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

AUGUSTUS KOVATS. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 8984) to increase 
the pension of Augustus Kovats, late captain of Company F, Twenty- 
fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT SCHOTTE. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8985) to in- 
crease the pension of Robert Schotte; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES M’CAULEY. 

Mr, ADAMS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8986) for the 
relief of James McCauley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CARROLL. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 8987) for the relief of 
William Carroll; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. WARREN. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8988) for the relief 
of Andrew J. Warren; which was read a first and second tinie, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CLEAVELIN. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8989) for the relief 
of William Cleavelin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FRANKLIN GARDNER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 8990) 
for the relief of William Franklin Gardner; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PHILLIP CURRAN. 

Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 8991) granting a pension to 
Phillip Curran, late a private Company K, Tenth New York Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. KINYON. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. 8992) for the relief of James 
W.Kinyon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRED. W. BESHORE. 

Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8993) granting a pen- 
sion to Fred. W. Beshore; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY MAVES. 

Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8994) ting a pen- 
sion to Henry Maves; which was a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL HAYS. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 8995) granting a pension 
to Samuel Hays; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. WINEGER. 5 

Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 8996) granting a pension to Will- 
iam W. Wineger; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT PATTERSON. 


Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8997) to grant a pension to 
Robert Patterson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS P. MULCAHY. 

Mr. WARD, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 8998) to authorize 
the appointment of Thomas P. Mulcahy to the rank of second lieuten- 
ant; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, al ordered to be printed. 

LIZZIE KOENIGSBERG. 
Mr. WARD, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8999) granting a 


pension to Lizzie Koenigsberg, widow of Maxwell Koenigsberg; which 
Was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MALINDA LEMON. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 9000) grantin 
a pension to Malinda Lemon, widow of Samuel Lemon; which was rea 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. - 

JOSIAH M. DAVISSON. 

Mr. CONGER (by Mr. FULLER) introduced a bill (H. R. 9001) for the 
relief of Josiah M. Davisson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIGGS ALDEN. 

Mr. CONGER (by Mr. FULLER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9002) 
increasing the pension of Briggs Alden, a soldier in the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SABAI E. MYERS, 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9003) for the relief of Sarah 
E. Myers, widow of Abraham Myers, late of Company E, Twenty- 
second Iowa Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE P. BOLTON. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9004) for the relief of 
Caroline P. Bolton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZA BOYD. 
Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9005) for the relief of 


Eliza Boyd; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
NANCY HARDIN. 

Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 9006) granting a pension 
to Nancy Hardin, of Moravia, Iowa; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ELI SHERER. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9007) granting a pension to 
Eli Sherer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS A. OSBORN. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 9008) for the relief of ‘Thomas 
A. Osborn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SUSAN E. BARRY. 

Mr. HANBACK introduced a bill (H. R. 9009) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Susan E. Barry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SYLVANUS SANDFORD, 

Mr. HANBACK (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9010) for 
the relief of Sylvanus Sandford; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN KITTERMAN. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9011) granting a pen- 
sion to John Kitterman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HOLMES M’CLEARY. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9012) granting a pen- 
sion to Holmes McCleary; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES SMITII. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 9013) granting a pension to 
James Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

E. F. PEARSON. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 9014) granting a pension 
to E. F. Pearson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVY-YARD, NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. ST. MARTIN submitted a resolution of the General Assembly 
of the State of Louisiana, relative to the establishment of a navy-yard 
in the fifth municipal district of the city of New Orleans; which was 


“read, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


WILLIAM 0, M'DONALD., 
Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 9015) granting a pension 
to William O. McDonald; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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AUGUSTUS BRADBURY. 


Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9016) emer eg ER 
sion to Augustus Bradbury; which was read a first and second tim 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
J. J. B. WALBACH, 


Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 9017) to remove the disabili- 
ties of J. J. B. Walbach, of Maryland; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM HIGH. 

Mr. SHAW introduced a bill (H. R. 9018) granting a pension to 
William High; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MICHAEL J. M’ LAUGHLIN. 


Mr, COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 9019) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the name of Michael J. McLaughlin, formerly a pri- 
vate Company A, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, in the 
service of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


: MICHAEL D. CASEY. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 9020) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Michael D. Casey; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LEOPOLD KARPELES. 

Mr. ROCKWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 9021) granting a pension 
to Leopold Karpeles; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GERTRUDE M. STARKWEATHER. 

Mr. WHITING introduced a bill (H. R. 9022) granting a pension to 
Gertrude M. Starkweather; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


A FRANCISCO V. DE COSTER. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 9023) for the relief of Fran- 
cisco V. De Coster; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THEO. B. BEAULIEU. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 9024) for the relief of Theo. 
B. Beaulieu; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS, SOPHIA SPRAIN. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 9025) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sophia Sprain, widow, and two minor children of Louis T. Sprain; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NIRIUS CISSELL. 3 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 9026) granting 
a pension to Nirius Cissell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCY A. KIDD. 

Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 9027) for the relief of 
Lucy A. Kidd; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INCOME TAX. 


Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 9028) to revive the income tax, 
the proceeds thereof to be applied to the ar manner of all pensions here- 
tofore granted, or that may hereafter be authorized 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. _ 

EVALINE P. BROWN. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. 9029) granting a pension to Eva- 
line P. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. ANDERSON. 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9030) grantinga pension to 
William H. Anderson; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW BYERS. 

Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9031) granting a pension to 
Andrew Byers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. PLEAS, 
- Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9032) for the relief of Will- 


iam M. Pleas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


by Congress; which. 


E. B. BAILEY. 

Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 9033) for the relief of E. B. 
Bailey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIFE AND PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. HEARD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R, 9034) for the fur- 
ther protection of property from fire and safety of lives in the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


HEAZLETT P. COCKRELL, 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 9035) to increase 
the pension of Heazlitt P Cockrell, of Saint Clair County, Missouri; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on - 


Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS DUVALL. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, introduced a bill (H. R. 9036) to remove 
the charge of desertion from Thomas Duvall, late of Company I, One 
hundred and eighteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

D. FRANK MEISSNER. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 9037) increasing the pension of 
D. Frank Meissner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES UPON LEATHER GLOVES. 

Mr. BLISS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9038) providing for 
the levying of-specific duties upon leather gloves; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NORMAN S. KENYON. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL (by Mr. Briss) introduced a bill (H. R. 
9039) granting a pension to Norman 8. Kenyon; which wasread a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

-MRS. MARY JANE WATTS, 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL (by Mr. Briss) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 9040) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Jane Watts; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANNA SCHIER.’ 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 9041) for 
the relief of Anna Schier; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. CHARLOTTE E. ROWLEY. 
Mr. WEBER introduced a bill (H. R. 9042) for the relief of Mrs. 
Charlotte E. Rowley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH C. M’CAMLY. > 


Mr. BURLEIGH (by Mr. WEBER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9043) 
granting a pension to Sarah C. McCamly; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDUCATION, 

Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. 9044) to divide the surplus 
moneys in the Treasury of the United States on the Ist day of June, 
1886, among the several States and Territories, to be used for purposes 
of common-school education; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSIAH C. DODDS. 


Mr. THOMPSON (by request) introduced a billl (H. R. 9045) grant- 
ing a pension to Josiah C. Dodds, late Company E, One hundred and 
seventy-ninth Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PATRICK COLLINS. z 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 9046) granting 
a pension to Patrick Collins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

. MICHAEL MURPHY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9047) grant- 
ing a pension to Michael Murphy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid oat oe and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANTHONY M’NALLY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9048) grant- 
ing a pension to Anthony MeNally; which was read a first and second 
= bogie to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 
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JOHN RAFFERTY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9049) to re- 
store the name of John Rafferty to the pension-roll; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FREDRICK RONIKE. 

-Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9050) grant- 
ing a pension to Fredrick Ronike; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MES. MARY VON KUSSEROW. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 9051) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary von Kusserow, widow of Brig. 
Gen. Charles von Kusserow, deceased; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CAPT. JOHN F. MORRIS. 

Mr. FLEEGER introduced a bill (H. R. 9052) granting an increase 
of pension to Capt. John F. Morris; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
HENRY FEUSTERMAKER. 

Mr. EVANS introduced a bill (H. R. 9053) granting a pension to 
Henry Feustermaker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BARBARA A. SMITH. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT (by Mr. RANDALL) introduced a bill (H. R. 
9054) granting a pension to Barbara A. Smith; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

$ LUKE REILLY. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 9055) for the relief of Luke 
Reilly; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPLOSION AT FRANKFORD ARSENAL. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 9056) for the relief of 
the sufferers by the explosion of the United States arsenal at Frank- 
ford, Philadelphia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EMILY G. MILLS. 

Mr. BUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 9057) for the relief of Emily 
G. Mills, widow of Oscar B. Mills, late second assistant engineer, 
United States Navy, retired; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN WILES. 
Mr. BUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 9058) to remove the 
of desertion from the record of Martin Wiles, Company A, 
Fifty-seventh iment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. E 
ANN E. LEWIS. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 9059) granting a pension to 
Ann E. Lewis, widow of Thomas H. Lewis, late of Company B, One 
hundred and twenty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. YOUNG. 

Mr. HARMER (by request) alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 9060) for the 
relief of William H. Young; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT DOUGHERTY. 


Mr. SWOPE introduced a resolution requesting the Committee on 
Appropriations to make provision for the payment of $365 to Robert 
Dougherty; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

d GEORGE W. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 9061) grant- 
ing a pension to George W. Campbell; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES VARNER. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 9062) grant- 
ing a pension to James Varner; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

J. HOWARD SLAYMAKER. 

Mr. EVERHART (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9063) grant- 
ing a pension to J. Howard Slaymaker; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. : 


TAX-SALES OF PROPERTY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9064) pre- 
scribing the times for sales and for notice of sales of property in the 
District of Columbia for overdue taxes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REV. NATHANIEL B. FULLER. 

Mr. SMALLS introduced a bill (H. R. 9065) for the relief of Rev. 
Nathaniel B. Fuller, of Spartanburg, S. C.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN G. / ID CARRIE SIMS, CLEVELAND AND R. P. WEBSTER. 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 9066) for the relief of 
John G. and Carrie Sims, and Cleveland and R. P. Webster, citizens of 
Bedford County, in the State of Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SCHOOL LANDS IN WYOMING TERRITORY. 

Mr. LAFFOON introduced a bill (H. R. 9067) to com te forde- 
ficiencies in the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections wi the Terri- 
tory of Wyoming reserved for school purposes, and to secure the pro- 
ceeds arising from the sale thereof; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY A. LORD. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9068) 
for the relief of Mary A. Lord; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT MEMPIIIS, TENN. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 9069) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Mem- 
phis, in the Stateof Tennessee; which wasread a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 5258 REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. 9070) to amend sec- 
tirn 5258 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, réferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES C. DOGGETT. 
Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 9071) granting an increase of 
pension to James C. Doggett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZA TREFREN. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, introduced a bill (H. R. 9072) granting 


a pension to Eliza Trefren; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to bê printed. 


WASHINGTON SAFE DEPOSIT COMPANY. 


Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9073) enlarg- 
ing the powers of the Washington Safe Deposit Company, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID C. GARMAN. s 
Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 9074) granting a pension to David 
C. Garman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY JANE BLAIR. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 9075) to grant 
a pension to Mary Jane Blair, widow of W. H. Blair, deceased, late a 
private of Company H, Forty-fourth Regiment of Wisconsin Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 
CYRUS -PECK. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9076) to 
grant a pension to Cyrus Peck, late first lieutenant Company H, Thirty- 
sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers; which was reada first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELI D. HORTON. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9077) to 
increase the pension of Eli D. Horton, late private of Company I, First 
Regiment of Wisconsin Cavalry; which was read a first and second 
time, ene to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
print 

STEPHEN A. WATERMAN. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9078) to 
grant a pension to Stephen A. Waterman; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


A861 | 


WILLIAM TAYLOR. 


Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 9079) granting an increase of 
pension to William Taylor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARGARET JACKSON. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9080) granting a pension to 
ay Bet Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES C., M. ALLEN. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9081) granting a pension to 
James C, M. Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PETER MAYER. 


Mr. HUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 9082) granting a pension to Peter 
Mayer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered: to be printed. 


PHILIP HENKEL. 


Mr, GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 9083) to pay Philip Hen- 
kel for property unlawfully confiscated and destroyed; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE M. ITARE. 


Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9084) to pay George 
M. Hare for services while on detail as master-mechanic and ship- 
builder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FOND DU LAC, WIS. 


Mr. BRAGG introduced a bill (H. R. 9085) for the erection of a pub- 
lie building at Fond du Lac, Wis.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 

ordered to be printed. 


LEVEES ON RIO GRANDE, 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 9086) to provide for building 
Tevees on the banks of the Rio Grande River, in the Territory of New 
Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 9087) to validate certain 
acts of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY WEBBER. 


Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 9088) for the relief of 
Henry Webber; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of States and Territories. 
If there be no objection the Chair will recognize such other gentlemen 
as have bills to introduce. 


REPORT NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 


Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 174) au- 
thorizing the printing of 25,000 copies of the report of the National 
Board of Health; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN F. HOPKINS. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 9089) granting 
a pension to John F. Hopkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LABOR COMMITTEE BUSINESS. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Labor: 
Resolved, That Thursday, June 10 next, be set aside for consideration of bills 


now on the Calendar reported from the Committee on Labor then un 
si said oo to continue from day to day until all of said bills shall have been 
isposed of, 


EDUCATIONAL BILL. 


Mr. DANIEL also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Labor: 

Resolved, That Thursday, the 10th day of June, 1886, be set apart for the con- 
sideration of House bill No, 7266, entitled “A bill to aid in the establishment and 
temporary s,s of common ls,” which was referred to the Committee 
on r and repo: with amendments; and that its consideration be con- 
tinued from day to day until finally disposed of, and that said bill be considered 
in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

If the consideration of said bill be displaced, then the next day not previously 
set apart shall be devoted to its consideration, and so on until the same shall be 
disposed of, 

FOURTH-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 9090) to prevent improper 
mailing of matter at fourth-class post-offices; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PENALTY ENVELOPES, 


Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 9091) to allow pension agents 
to use penalty envelopes for official business, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. HERBERT submitted a resolution fixing a day for the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 6664) to increase the naval establishment; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


JOHN K. LE BARON. 
Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 9092) for the relief of John 
K. Le Baron; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN FAIRCHILD. 
Mr. SESSIONS introduced a bill (H. R. 9093) to increase the pension 
of Benjamin Fairchild; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN FRIEDLIN. 5 
Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 9094) for the relief of John Fried- 
lin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


0. M. DOTY. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 9095) granting a pension to 
O. M. Doty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERFERENCE WITH RAILROAD TRAFFIC. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 9096) to amend section 5258 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


BRAZZILLA F. FARRELL. 
Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 9097) granting a pension to 
Brazzilla F. Farrell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY C. HAZEN. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 9098) granting a ion to 
Mary C. Hazen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE D. PAUL. 
Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 9099) for the relief of George 
D. Paul; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


J. B. TINGLEY. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 9100) granting a pension to 
J. B. Tingley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the * 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC REED. 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 9101) granting a pension to 
Isaac Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL MOORE. v 


Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 9102) granting a pension to 
Samuel Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY A. HUFFMAN. 
Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 9103) for the relief of Mary A 
Huffman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. TUCKER submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 


Resolved, That Saturday, June 5, and Saturday, June 19, after the reading of 
the Journal, be set apart for the consideration of such business as may be pre- 
sented by the Committee on the Judiciary; this order not to interfere with the 
consideration of revenue or general appropriation bills, and if so interfered 
ty oer se in full force and effect for Saturday, June 26, after the reading of 

c Journal, 


CAPT. JOHN GRANT. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 9104) for the relief of 
Capt. John Grant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FUNERAL EXPENSES OF CHARLES TREUTLEN. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, submitted the following resolu- 

tion; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay out of the contingent 
fand of the House to the family of Charles Treutlen, late an employé of this 
House, the expenses attending his last sickness and funeral, not to exceed $250, 
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JOSEPH NIMMO, JR. 


Mr. REAGAN submitted the nga resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims 


Resolved, 
the civil a 
A Wiesaen $e Mu g pcg en bill for the 
and cattle peas of the United States,” prepared by 
of Statistics of e TOSA Bie seat er ent K reply to the resolution-of the House 
of Representatives dated February 17,1885, such revision and extension of said 
report to include also information in regard to the raising of horses and sheep 
on ranges and ranches. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution be referred 
to. the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. Is it an Sapon for a public work already au- 


The SPEAKER. Then the Appropriations Committee can not in- 
troduce new legislation. The Committee on Claims is the proper ref- 
erence. 

SITE OF WASHINGTON CITY POST-OFFICE. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the heading of a petition, which is very short, 
with reference to the new city post-office. I do not ask to include the 
names. 

There was no objection. 

The petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

It is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled 
a square No, 406, 


y said square, believing 
ry to be the most central location for busines ess purposes and and a central point be- 
tween the great Department buildings vernment, 

ORDER OF EER 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will now proceed to call the commit- 
tees for reports. 

BRIDGE ACROSS YOUNG’S BAY, OREGON. 

Mr. CRISP (on behalf of Mr. BYNUM), from the Committee on Com- 
ane. reported back with a favorable recommendation the Senate 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 4670) granting to the county of Clatsop, 
in the State of Oregon, the right to construct a bridge across Young’s 
Bay, a navigable stream in said county and State; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MISSION INDIANS, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 53) for the relief of 
the mission Indians in the State of California; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 1353 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. PERRY, from the Committee on the Territories, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 8287, a bill (H. R. 9105) to repeal section 1858 of the 
nered Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and second 

e, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
ea ordered to be printed. 

_ House bill No. 8287 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWPORT, KY. 


Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 538) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building in the city of Newport, Ky.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. - 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORTRESS MONROE, VA. 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 479) 
to provide for the erection of a post-office building at Fortress Monroe, 
Va. ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
INVALID PENSIONS. 

Mr. LOUTTIT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3238) to amend 
section 4700 of the Revised Statutes, relating to invalid pensions; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

VIRGINIA TAYLOR RANDALL. 

Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pen- 
sion to Virginia Taylor Randall; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8657) refer- 
ring certain claims to the Court of Claims; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was also 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8464 md 
the relief of L. M. Pearlman; and the same was referred to the 
mittee on War Claims. 


MRS. SARAH HOLROYD. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 94) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah 
Holroyd, widow and administratrix of the estate of John Holroyd; de- 
ceased; which was. referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
NORTH GERMAN LLOYD STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4018) for the relief the North 
German Lloyd Steamship Company; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Hone on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be oati: 


ZEB WARD. 


Mr. MCKENNA, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 86) for the relief of Zeb 
Ward; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
barat Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
print 
ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. CROXTON, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 161) for the relief of Mary C. Crosby; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to by printed. 


MONUMENT AT STONY POINT, N. Y. 


Mr. STAHLNECKER, from the Committee on the Library, ere 
back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution Res. 
156) authorizing the Secretary of War to erect at Stony Paine N.Y., 
a monumént; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
; MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. 
R. 8762) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for public printing, pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, 
and Mr. COCKRELL to be the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the President pro tempore had 
appointed Mr. BECK a manager at the conference on the part of the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate and the amendments of the House of Representatives to the 
fifth amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5887) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, in the place of Mr. CALL, excused. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will 
gentlemen to make reports who were not in their seats when their com- 
mittees were called. 

There was no objection. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, reported a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 175) directing the Secretary of the Interior to 
demand information from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in 
regard to certainalleged violations of law by that company; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


POLYGAMY, ETC. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
joint resolutions of the following titles; which were laid on the table: 

Joint resolution (H. Res 16) proposing an amendment to the Con- 

stitution of the United States in relation to polygamy, &c.; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 50) proposing an amendment ‘to the Con- 
stitution of the United States so as to establish uniform laws on the 
subject of marriage and divorce; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 140) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States prohibiting polygamy; an: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 143) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States prohibiting polygamy. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4863 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the crak ye ig reported 
pf toa oles Hals LAAT 0 9 ghey ook loge emo 
of the Uni es in to us i 

or cohabitation between the ae eich wae er a first and second 
time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TUCKER. Iask on behalf of my colleague on the committee, 
the genti#man from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT], that he have leave- 
to present the views of the minority, and that they be printed with the 
report of the majority. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MARY B. HOOK. 


Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2095) granting an increase of 
pronon to Mary B. Hook; which was referred to the Committee of the 

ole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
SARAH P. M’KEAN. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 973) ting an increase 
of pension to Mrs, Sarah P. McKean, of Marion, Lynn County, Iowa; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH 8S. DE KRAFFT. 


Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2223) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth 8. De Krafft; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole ‘House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. . 

RACHAEL BARNES. 


_ Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 7690, a bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to 
Rachael Barnes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. '7690) was laid on the table. 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. SWINBURNE (by Mr. Price) presented the views of the minority 
of the Committee on Agriculture upon the bill (H. R. 3350) to aid the 
Bureau of Animal Industry; and, by unanimous consent, they were or- 
dered to be printed with the report of the committee. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I move to go to the Speaker’s table and 
take up the bill forfeiting lands granted to the Southern Pacific and 
California Railroad Company. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering general revenue bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to proceed to 
the consideration of business on the Speaker’s table for the purpose of 
taking up bills forfeiting land grants made to certain railroad compa- 
nies; pending that motion the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering revenue bills, a 
motion which has priority. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that my purpose is to 
reach bill H. R. 8328, known as the oleomargarine bill. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, is that a bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means ? 

ta SPEAKER. It is a bill reported from the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. COX. Mr, Speaker, I call up the privileged report of the Select 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Servicein relation to the Warder case. 

Mr. HATCH. On that, Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of consid- 
eration, 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, before that is reached I desire to raise 
the question of consideration in favor of the special order made on 
April 26, House bill 5788, a bill to provide for the issue of small bills 
for circulation. 

The SPEAKER. There can be but one question of consideration 
pendingatatime. The first question is, Will the House now consider 
the report made from the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 
ee relation bod — sao, of the House? 

T. TCH. . Speaker, I rise to a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will dats it. oe 

Mr. HATCH. I am not advised of the character of the report to 
which the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] refers, but I de- 
sire to ask the Chair if it is a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. It is. It relates to the conduct of certain em- 
ployés of the House. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I insist upon my motion, raising the question of 
consideration. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to know where the Committee on Agricult- 
ure got the function of reporting a revenue bill? 

The SPEAKER. The House by a vote referred the bill to that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BRAGG. I shall raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. There is no questionof consideration in that case, 
The only way to accomplish the object the gentleman has in view is to 
defeat the motion to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union for the purpose of considering revenue bills.. 

Mr. BRAGG. My committee desire to retain the hour that belongs 
to them to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. MILLER] to call up a special order. What is that special order? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman can not call upa special order while 
a matter of privilege is pending before the House. When that is dis- 
posed of the Chair will hear what the gentleman from Texas proposes. 
The first question is, Will the House now proceed to the consideration 
of the report made by the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Serv- 
ice in relation to certain employés of the House? 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 46, noes 92. 

Mr. COX. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and 25 members voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. TUCKER. No quorum. 

A MEMBER. This does not require a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is required to determine the question 
of consideration. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The point is made too late. 

The SPEAKER. It is not too late. The Chair had announced the 
vote, but not the result of the vote. The Chair will appoint as tellers 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] and the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 45, noes 
122. 


So the House refused to proceed to the consideration of the report of 
the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Mr. MILLER. I now move that the House proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill No. 5788, which was made a special order on the 
26th of April. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair understands what the bill is to which 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLER] alludes, he thinks itis made 
a special order subject to the consideration of general appropriation and 
revenue bills; and if so, the question must be first taken, as heretofore 
stated by the Chair, on the motion made by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to understand what the bill is which 
the gentleman from Texas desires to bring up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad if the gentleman from 
Texas would state what the bill is. 

Mr. MILLER. Itis the bill reported from the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, providing for the issue of one and two dollar silver 
certificates. 

Mr. BLAND. It seems to me the silver-certificate bill ought to have 
consideration—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘These questions are not debatable. The special 
order to which the gentleman from Texas refers was ‘‘to be considered 
in the House as in the Committee of the Whole House, not to interfere 
with general appropriation bills, bills raising revenue, nor prior orders.” 
Consequently, the question is first upon the motion made by the gentle- 
man from Missouri, that the House now resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider revenue bills. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to ask whether the order just read by the 
Chair excepts the morning hour for the consideration of bills called up 
by committees? 

The SPEAKER.- The Chair did not read the entire order, but only 
enough to show that in the present situation of affairs the question 
must first be taken upon the motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HERBERT. Inorder that we may intelligently vote upon these 
questions, I desire to ask whether that order would have the effect of 
dispensing with the morning hour for the consideration of bills? 

The SPEAKER. , It would if called up before the business of that 
hour had been entered upon. The only exceptions made in the order 
are those read by the Chair. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. ` 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COBB. I made a motion to proceed to the consideration of bills 
forfeiting land grants. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
moved to amend that motion so as to go into the Committee of the 
Whole House onthe state of the Union for the consideration of his bill. 
Then a privileged motion was made by the gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr. Cox] to take up the report of his committee. Now, what_ 
has become of my motion? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moved to gointo the 
Committee of the Whole, not to considera report made by his commit- 
tee, but to consider bills raising revenue; and that motion has priority 
over the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Coss] to proceed 
to the consideration of bills on the House Calendar forfeiting land 
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grants to railroad companies, as the tleman from Indiana will see 
by referring to the order made with reference to that class of business. 

Mr. COBB. If this motion of the gentleman from Missouri should 
be voted down—— 

The SPEAKER. Then the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
comes next. 

Mr. COBB. I trust the House will vote down the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HATCH. And I trust the House will adopt it. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH, that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue, there were— 
ayes 87, noes 64. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Desiring to reach bills forfeiting land grants, I de- 
mand the yeas and nays on this question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 50 voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 83, not vot- 
ing 97; as follows: 


YEAS—142. 
A G.E. Fuller, Lindsley, Sadler, 
Allen, C. H. ` Funston, Louttit, Sawyer, 
Barbour, Gallinger, Lovering, Scott, 
Barksdale, gayi POIT: Scranton, 
Bayne, , ’ Sessions, 
h, G ý Natoon: Seymour, 
Bingham, Goff, McComas, Singleton, 
liss, Green, W. J. McCreary, Smalis, 
Bound. Grout, McKenna, Snyder, 
Boutelle, i, McKinley, Sowden, 
Brady, Hanback, Millard, Spriggs, 
Browne, T. M. er, Moffatt, Springer, 
Brown, ©. E. Hatch, Morgan, StahInecker, 
Brown, W. W. Haynes, Morrill, Stephenson, 
Bu 7 Heard, Morrow, Stewart, J. W, 
Buck, ‘Henderson, D.B. Murphy, Straii 
Bunnell, Henderson, ecce, Struble, 
Burrows, Henderson, T. J. Nelson Swope, 
Caldwell, Hepburn, O'Donnell, 3 
Campbell, J.M. Herman. o'r 1, Taylor, I. H, 
Cannon, Hiestand, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, 8 
Cooper, HN, Osborne, mas, 0. 
Cox, Hires, Parker, Cpa raet 
Croxton, Hiscock, Payne, To g 
n, aai Perkins, Wade, 
iel, Hopkins, Peters, Wadsworth, 
Davidson, R. I. M. Howard, Pettibone, Wakefield, 
Dawson, Hudd, Plumb, Ward, T. B. 
Dingley, Jackson, Price, Weaver, J. B. 
ery, Johnson, F. A. Randall, eber, 
ol Johnston, Rice, White, A.C. 
Dougherty, Ke iy ite, 

š King, Whiting, 
Everhart, La Follette, Romeis, Worthington, 
Felton, Laird, Rowell, $ 
Frederick, Lehlbach, Ryan, 

NAYS—83, 
Anderson, C. M. Farquhar, McMillin, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Belmont, Findlay, McRae, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Bennett, Fisher, Miller, ey, 
Blanchard, Ford, Taulbee, 
Bland, Forney, Mo: $ Taylor, IM 
Blount, Green, k. eal, Throckmorton, 
Bragg, Hammond, O'Neill, J.J. Tillman, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Harris, Outhwaite, Tucker, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Hemphill, Payson, ‘Turner, 
Cabell, Herbert, Peel, Van Eaton 
Campbell, J, E. olman, Perry, an 
Campbell, T.J. Irion, n, Viele. 
Candler, James, Reid, J. W.% J.H. 
bb, Johnston, T., D. n, Warner, William 
Cowles, Jones, J. Sayers, Wellborn, 
Crain, Laffoon, Shaw, Wheeler, 
Crisp, Lanham. Skinner, Willis, 
Culberson, Lawler, Spooner, Wilson, 
Dargan, Martin, St. ise, 
Dunham, Maybury, Stewart, Charles Wolford, 
Dunn, McAdoo, Stone, E. F, . 
NOT VOTING—9%. 
Adams, J. J. Comstock, Hewitt, Pidcock, 
Aiken, Conger, Holmes, Pindar, 
Allen, J. M. Cutcheon, Houk, Pirce, 
Anderson, J. A. Davenport, Hutton, Ranney, 
Arnot, Davidson, A.C, Jones, J.T. Reed, T. B, 
Atkinson, Davis, Kelley, Reese, 
Baker, Dibble, Kleiner, Robertson, 
Ballentine, Dowdney, Landes, 
Barnes, Eden, Le Fevre, Seney, 
Barry, Elisberry, Libbey, Steele, 
Boyle, Ely, Little, Storm, 
Burleigh, Ermentrout, Long, Swinburne, 
Burnes, Lore, Taylor, E. B 
Butterworth, Fleeger, Mahoney, Thomas, J. R, 
um, Foran, Markham, X 
Brumm, eddes, Merriman, Wait, 
Campbell, Felix Gibson, C. H. Milliken, Warner, A.J. 
Carleton, ibson, Eustace Mitchell, Weaver, A. J. 
Caswell, Glover, Muller, W 
Catchings, Grosvenor, Negley, Wi 
Clardy, Guenther, Norwood, ‘Winans, 
Clements, » tes, Woodburn, 
Cole, > O'Hara, 
Collins, Hayden, Owen, 
Compton, Henley, Phelps, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


During the roll-call the following additional pairs were announced 
from the Clerk’s desk: 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. REESE with Mr. WOODBURN. 

Mr. PINDAR with Mr. EVANs. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. BAKER. 

Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, 


URGENCY DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The SPEAKER. Before announcing the result the Chair will ap- 
point conferees on the part of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House further insist on its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8762) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
public printing, pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and agree to the conference requested by the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as managers of said conference on the part 
of the House, Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Ly FEVRE, and Mr. McComas. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


TARIFF. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

ane CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the first bill on the Cal- 
en 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7652) to reduce tariff taxes and to modify the laws in relation to 
the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. MORRISON. I ask that that bill be passed over. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the gentleman will not object. There is no 
use to take up the time of the House. 
_ Mr. HATCH. It is only taking up the time of the House for noth- 


ing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules the committee will rise and re- 
port the objection to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER Veco that the Committee of the Whole House 

on the state of the Union ha iy 3 reached the bill (H. R. 7652) to reduce 

tariff taxes and to modify ws in relation to the collection of the 
revenue, objection was vegan to its consideration, and the committee 
accordingly rose and reported the an to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the committee be directed 
to pass over the bill which has been indicated ? 

The motion was agreed to. 


INTERNAL REVENUE. 


The House again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House the tariff bill has been 
passed over, and the next bill on the Calendar is the bill (H. R. 8327 
to reduce the number of internal-revenue officers, provide a better an 
more economical administration of the internal-revenue laws, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that bill be laid aside. 

Mr. CABELL. I object. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry, whether it is in 
order to move to lay aside all tariff and revenue bills which precede 
the oleo e bill? 

Mr. HATCH. This is the only one. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair can not entertain objection to any 
bill except the one pending. 

Mr. CABELL. This is a revenue bill, and has come up regularly, 
and I hope the House will consider it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to passing the bill over? 

Mr. CABELL. I object. 

The committee rose; and theS er having resumed the chair, Mr. 
SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union having reached the bill (H. R. 8327) to reduce the num- 
ber of internal-revenue officers, provide a better and more economical 
administration of the internal-revenue laws, and for other pu 
objection was made to its consideration, and, under the rules, the com- - 
mittee rose and reported the fact to the Honse. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the committee be directed 
to pass over the bill indicated? 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 43. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, demanded the yeas and nays. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 39. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Count the other side. 

The other side was counted; and there were noes 102. 

So (more than one-fifth having voted in the affirmative) the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the Committee of the Whole 
be directed to pass over the bill indicated ? 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Is it in order to have the bill read? 
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oa acces Not in the House; it might have been read in com- 
mi 


IMITATION DAIRY PRODUCTS. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The House has directed the 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas | committee to pass over the bill the title of which has been read. The 


139, nays 86, not voting 97; as follows: 


YEAS—139. 
Adams, G. E. Funston, L Scranton, 
‘Allen, ©. H. Gallinger, McComas, Sessions, 
Allen, J. M. Gilfillan, MeCreary, è 
Anderson, C. M, G McKenna, Singleton, 
Anderson, J, A. Glover, MeKinley, Is, 
Barksdale, Grout, Millard, Sowden, 
Bayne, Halsell, Milliken, Spooner, e 
Beach, Han offatt, Spriggs, 
Bland, Harmer, Morgan, Springer, 
Bliss, eee Murphy, Stahinecker, 
, ynes, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Heard, pose, Ste J.W. 
Browne, T. M. Henderson, D.B. O'Donnell, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Brown, C. E. Henderson, T.J. O'Neill, Charles Sarr E 
Brown, W. W. ‘enley, O'Neill, J.J. Struble, 
Buchanan, Hepburn, rne, Swope, 
Buck, Herman, Outhwaite, Symes, 
Bunnell, Hiestand, Parker, A 
Burrows, Hires, Payne, Taylor, I. H. 
Campbell, J. E. i x Payson, Taylor, Zach. 
non, Hitt, Perkins, homas, O. 
per, Holman, Peters, Thompson, 
Cutcheon, Hopkins, bone, T - 
Dawson, Ho Plumb, Wade, 
Dingley, Hudd, ice, Wadsworth, 
ery, Jackson, ney, Wakefield, 
cp ae a somone A ae SaR, = J 
ge, ohnston, J. eaver, 
x Ketcham, well, Weaver, J.B. 
Felton, La Follette, Romeis, Weber, 
Fisher, ran. Bonet A hens A.C, 
tone ow æ Fevre, yan, te, Milo 
Ford, Lindsley, Sadler, Whiting, 
Frederick, Louttit, Sawyer, Worthington. 
Fuller, Lowry, * Scott, 
NAYS—S6. 
Barbour, Daniel, Lanbam, Snyder, 
Barnes, Dargan, Lawler, Stewart, Charles 
Belmont, Davidson, R.H.M. Lovering, St. Martin, 
Bennett, Dougherty, Martin, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Blanchard, DER Matson, bee, 
Boyle, Dunn, Maybury, Taylor, J. M. 
Brady, - Ellsberry, McMillin, rockmorton, 
Bragg, Farquhar, ° McRae, ‘Tillman, 
Breckinridge, C R. Forney, poo Tucker, 
, > r, 
Cabell, Green, R.S. Morrison, Van Eaton, 
Caldwell Green, W.J. Neal, Van Schaick, 
Campbell, T.J. | Hammond, , Viele, 

z Harris, O’Ferrall, Ward, J. H. 
Catchings, Hanpi, Peel, Warner, William 
Cobb, Henderson, J.S. Perry, Wellborn, 
Collins, Herbert, > ž 
Cow James, Reid, J. W. Willis, 

Sr megs ig D. se A Lepe 
Jrisp, ones, J. ers, olford, 
Croxton, 7 Shaw, 
Cul ~ Min Laffoon, Skinner, 

3 NOT VOTING—97. 
Adams, J.J Curtin, Hutton, Pindar, 
Aiken, Davenport, Irion, Pirce, 
Arnot, Davidson, A Jones, J.T. Randall, 
Atkinson, Da elley, Reed, T. B. 
Baker, Dibble, leiner, Reese, 
Ballentine, Dowdney, es, Robertson, 
er en, Lehlbach, Rogers, 
Bin; ` 2 Libbey, Seney, 
Blount, Ermentrout, Little, Steele, 
Brumm, y Long, Stone, E, F. 
Burleigh, Findlay, Lore, Storm, 
Burnes, Foran, Mahoney, Swinburne, 
Butterworth, Markham, Taylor, E. B. 
Bynum, Gibson, C. H. McAdoo, Thomas, J. 
Campbell, Felix Gibson, Eustace Merriman, ž 
Campbell, J. M. f, Mitche Wait, 
Carleton, Grosvenor, Morrill, Warner, A. J. 
Caswell, Guen 5 Morrow, a 
Clardy, le, Muller, Wilkins, 
Clements, Hall, Negley, Winans, 
Sole, Hayden, Norwoc Wise. 
Compton, Hewitt, oO Woodburn, 
Comstock, Hill, + Owen, 
Conger, Holmes, Phelps, 
Crain, Houk, Pidcock, 


- So the House directed the committee to pass over the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, that I am paired on 
political questions; but not regarding this as a question of that char- 
acter I have voted. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be di with. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I object. 

The Clerk then itulated the names of those voting. 


The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. BINGHAM, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. VAN EATON. I movethat the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
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Clerk will now report the next business upon the Calendar. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regu- 
lating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomar- 

rine. 

The bill was read at Jength. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose at this time to 
oceupy the floor in an explanation of this bill, as I have already ex- 
pressed my own views and those of the Committee on Agriculture in 
the report accompanying the bill. I shall, however, avail myself of 
the privileges accorded to me under the rules of the House to occupy 
my hour in closing the general debate. 

I recognize, Mr. Chairman, that this is an important bill, and desire 
that it shall have a full and fair discussion in the committee. I shall 
not attempt to-day to fix any limit to the debate, and shall be gov-“ 
erned to some extent at least by the disposition and wishes of the House 
in that s 

I now yield the floor to the gentleman from Penusylvania [Mr. Scorr] 
such time as he may desire to occupy. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, it was my privilege a short time ago to 
introduce in the House a bill designed in its provisions to regulate the 
manufacture and sale of what is known as oleomargarine. The bill 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture, as were other bills sub- 
sequently presented bearing upon the same subject. Hearings were 


‘| allowed by the committee to those desiring to be heard, whether in 


favor of or opposed to legislation upon the question; and after weeks of 
patient Jabor a bill has reported which in all respects meets my 
unreserved approval. The honorable chairman of the committee hav- 
ing courteously tendered me an hour of the time allotted for the dis- 
cussion, I will undertaké to briefly state some reasons why in my judg- 
ment such a measure is at this period notonly opportune but absolutely 

if one of the chief industries of the country is to be spared 
from the doom which now threatens it. 

It is needless for me to speak of the importance to a-nation of throw- 
ing every possible safeguard aboutitsagricultural interests. They who 
devote their entire lives to the production of those articles which are 
relied upon for the sustenance of the people have a primal rightto make 
known their grievances and to persist in their appeals until at least a 
measure ofreliefisafforded. The farmer isneveraggressive, but always 
patient. - His hours of toil are not limited to the period between the ris- 
ing and the setting of the sun; he suffers hardships in his battles with 
nature, but his struggles are the struggles of peace; he is always law- 
abiding, and never fractious. True to the independent characteristics 
of his calling, he is slow to invite others to his assistance; and when 
that appeal is made it should be answered with a promptness that at- 
tests the nation’s confidence in his statements and appreciation of his 
worth. 

Within a period of less than ten years a gigantic traffic has grown up 
which has already displaced one-fifth of the purest product of the 
dairy and substituted therefor an article the ingredients of which are 
acknowledged to be not only offensive in their original character to hu- 
man taste but positively injurious to the public health. So rapidly 
has this traflic developed, and so vast have its proportions become, that 
State Legislatures have been powerless to arrest its growth, and the Na- 
tional Congress is fihally appealed to to pass laws that shall at least 
check its further disastrous advance. 

With this object in view a convention of men representing the dairy- 
ing interests of twenty-six States of the Union was held in the city of 
New York early in the presentyear. It was composed of delegates ap- 
pointed by governors of States, as well as delegates from State agricult- 
ural societies and boards of agriculture, State and local dairy associa- 
tions and and from the produce and mercantile exchanges of 
New York and other cities. This convention was not the mere out- 
growth of meaningless agitation, butit was the culmination ofan honest 
sentiment, based upon a sense of injustice, and carrying with it a de- 
termination to organize upon the principle of self-protection. They 
temperately diseussed the evils from which they were suffering. In 
view of the wrong that has been inflicted upon them and the nature of 
the commodity which has made such inroads upon their individual wel- 
fare, it would not have been surprising if they had asked for its com- 
plete extermination; but, recognizing the personal as well as the com- 
mercial rights of others, they sought in a spirit of moderation and 
through the adoption of laws to be placed upon at least an equal footing 
with their dangerous competitors. 

In the first place, it is nowhere denied that oleomargarine is sold in 
immense quantities, honestly as oleo ine but fraudulently as the 
purest article of dairy butter. In fact the highest indorsement af- 
forded it by the manufacturers of the compound is to the effect thatso 
thoroughly have they mastered the secret of deception that the most 
skillful expert is unable to distinguish the pure from the imitation ar- 
ticle. Itis at this point that the wrong begins; and this is a wrong 
no less to the dairyman than to the consumer. The genius which has 
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succeeded by the application of chemical fluids and compounds in 


transforming ą mass of and unwholesome ingredients into 
anarticleof food at a trifling cost, does not hesitate to impose the prod- 
uct pon the public, and receive in the way of excessive profit the dif- 
ference between the cost of the imitation or counterfeit article and that 
of pure butter. It was to the regulation of this feature of the traffic 
that the convention applied itself. : 

will recognize the indisputable fact that a natural and constant 
demand exists for genuine butter. It is to furnish the supply to meet 
this demand that the dairyman has invested his money in land, and 
crops, and stock, and machinery, and applies his labor. If, after all 
his toil and to produce an article of unadulterated purity, which 
the public demand, he finds, on reaching the market, that his real prod- 
uct has been forestalled by a spurious article unsuspectingly purchased 
by the consumer, surely he is entitled to some redress. The manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine, therefore, unrestricted by legisla- 
tion, is a present and increasing injury to that class of the agricultural 
community especially engaged in the dairying interest. The provision 
of the proposed bill in no wise inflicts hardship upon the manufacturer 
of oleomargarine, but simply raises the farmer to the plane of fair and 
honest competition. 

As in the past there have been so there will in the future continue 
to be various grades of butter, and side by side with these the differing 
grades of oleomargarine may still be offered and accepted by those who 
prefer the one to the other. The cost of from 7 to 9 cents a pound, at 
which it is claimed the best grades of oleomargarine can be produced, 
renders it possible, notwithstanding the proposed tax, for the imitation 
to openly compete with the genuine. The question will then be solved 
by the preference of the individual, and the penalty will only follow 
the imposter and wrongdoer. 

An interesting and, in my judgment, a very important question is 
involved in the consideration of a measure of this character. This 
country is distinctively adapted to i diypreege dh, pag and the rapid 
development of State after State since the birth of the Republic has 
been largely due to the peculiar attractiveness of our territory for labor 
in connection with the cultivationof thesoil. They whorepresent this 
class of labor are usually self-reliant and industriousmen. They real- 
ize the privations associated with the calling, and measure by the true 
standard the chances of success. They are early taught practical les- 
sons in economy and thrift, and how best to apply these first principles 
is the problem to the solution of which the best years of their lives are 
devoted. That such ificent results, in the te, have been 
so speedily achieved, is the most flattering certificate of their ability, 
as a class, that could be formulated. 

I do not need, in my present surroundings, to cumber my remarks 
with statistics, so thoroughly recognized and impressive is the record 
of their accomplishments. But what has it cost to produce these re- 
sults? In the first place, toil of the most unremitting and exacting 
character; in the second place, that peculiar order of genius or tact 
which is constantly seeking to apply means to ends, Unless a farmer 
is possessed of both of these qualities his lands will go to waste and his 
cattle will starve. Nor is the one useful without the assistance of the 
other. He may toil without ceasing, but if he does not possess tact to 
direct his labor he will reap s poor reward; and however liberally he 
may be endowed with tact, unless he supports it with his toil, only 
disappointment and desolation will result. 

A kindred principle applies to the intelligent conduct of his work, 
namely, the dependence of one branch of his industry upon another, 
It is only the operation of a natural law of compensation which com- 
pels a return to the soil of a portion of that which it has yielded as a 
reward to the husbandman for his toil. It isa mistake to argue that 
the world owes every man a living; on the contrary, every man owes 
to the world a due measure of toil through which his living is ac- 
quired. And it is through the perfection of this idea that the condi- 
tion of mankind is advanced, and the world is rendered better accord- 
ing to the measure of individual contribution to the generalsum. The 
farmer who should rely upon the first-mentioned theory, to which ex- 
pression is often idly and thoughtlessly given, and should him- 
self of his farm with the idea that he, Teng its owner, is entitled to 
a sustenance therefrom without properly caring for his stock or in- 
telligently providing for the development of his crops, would speedily 
run abreast of bankruptcy and starvation. 

- Moving bs gap hand in hand, the cereal and the dairy branches 
have attained for agriculture that perfection which has rendered the 
system an object of national pride. Having done this much for itself 
without the fostering aid of class legislation, the great farming interest 
may rightfully insist upon a hearing when it appeals for protection 

inst an insidious foe whose further advancement must inevitably 
destroy its chief support. If the farmer is stripped of his direct profit 
derived from the products of his dairy he must part with his cattle, 
and thus lose the incidental advantage that accrues from their natural 
contributions to the soil. 

Thesundering of this link can not fail of being disastrous in its effects, 


not only to the individual, but in time to the country atlarge. If the 
traffic in oleomargarine shall continue with the same energy which has 
marked its growth during the brief period that has intervened since 
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the earliest uctions of the compound, it will in a few years almost 
wholly supplant the trade in genuine butter. The farms, deprived of 
their herds, will inevitably degenerate in the character of their soil, 
and instead of being, as at present, the abodes of comfort, thrift, and 
happiness, they will become impoyerished tenantries, yielding no rey- 
enue to the State and barely an existence to the unfortunate dwellers 
err th ee d march of 

n the rapi: of American progress agriculture has promptly 
followed in the track of the railway. Before the age of steam it was 
the pioneer of civilization, but as the railroad penetrated farther and 
farthey into the great West agriculture yielded its leadership, but only 
to become the chief auxiliary to the more vigorous representative of 
the spirit of the times. Less than half a century ago the northern- 
most limit of the great wheat belt of the continent was to be found in 
the famous valleys of the Mohawk and the Genesee; and upon the 
banks of the Genesee and at the falls of that river, in the city of Roch- 
ester, the great milling industries of the country were centered, while 
at the falls of the James River the Haxhall flour, produced from the 
wheat grown in the rich valleys of Virginia, was ofa quality second to 
none in the world, and commanded the markets of South America, into 
which we are now unsuccessfully endeavoring to introduce the surplus 
products of our mills and factories. 

To-day the great stone mills om the borders of the Genesee are de- 
voted to other uses. The wheat belt rapidly extended into the new 
States of Ohio and Indiana, thence into Illinois, Michigan, and Wis- 
consin, and later into the vast Territories of the great Northwest. With 
it the milling interest departed from Eastern centers, and now, around 
the Falls of Saint Anthony, in Minnesota, a locality which only a gen- 
eration ago was the tenting-place of the savage, are clustered a series 
of majestic flouring mills, which, in their capacity and appointments, 
are not only the pride of the nation, but the wonder of the world. As 
the population in the East became more derfse, the farming lands in- 
creased in value. 

The tendency of continued cropping to cereals being toward the ex- 
haustion of the soil, the herd supporting the dairy became more and 
more necessary for the successful maintenance of the farm. Con- 
venience to ready markets and facilities for transportation rendered 
this branch of the- industry one to be preferred; hence the cereals, 
which could no longer be profitably grown in the East, were gradually 
shifted to the cheaper lands of the West which nature for centuries had 
been nursing into fertility for the apeenes and reward of the pioneer. 

But nature is always exacting. ving given to man the virgin soil 
of the prairies from which, through industry, to reap his bountiful har- 
vest, she has compelled the maintenance df the same degree of fertility 
which she originally bestowed; hence the herd of the dairyman again 
became a necessity, and has continued to be a necessity wherever the 
cereals have advanced to extract the original vigor of the soil. While 
the two have never wholly parted company, the dairy in its work of re- 
pairing the exhaustion has largely extended its area, and in so doing 
has encroached so far upon the territory of its companion industry that 
to-day the great fields of the cereals are found far out upon the West- 
ern and Northwestern frontiers, while the butier-making and cheese 
interests have grown to immense proportions in the States of Michigan, 
Wisconsin, Minnesota, Nebraska, and Iowa, as well as in Kansas and 
Missouri, reaching eastward through Tennessee, Kentucky, Virginia, 
and the Middle States to the famous dairying communities of Pennsyl- 
vania and New York. 

As the country with the lapse of time and increasing age is grad- 
ually taking upon itself the conditions of permanence in the location 
of its industries, it is fair to assume that within the region outlined 
the dairying interest is destined to become for all time established. The 
importance to the nation of its proper maintenance can not be ques- 
tioned. So wisely have the geographical limits of our country been 
defined that there is little in the way of products of the soil necessary 
to the existence of its people that can not be grown within our own 
borders; and so thoroughly balanced and nicely distributed are our 
gifts, that the system of dependence of the various sections one u 
the other is perfect, while our national independence, which is our chief 
glory and pride, is at the same time assured. . 

The particular region in which the dairying industries of the country 
have established themselves is especially adapted by nature for their 
perpetuation, not for climatic reasons alone, but because they are in- 
dispensable for the preservation in a productive state of the soilof the 
vast territory upon which they flourish. It is always an omen of ap- 
proaching disaster whenever any legitimate industry shows signs of 
decay, for it is upon the well-being and contentment and prosperity of 
ail that a nation thrives. A blow to the dairying interests of this 
country is a blow to the vitals of the nation. The effect of its deca- 
dence would not be confined to those directly engaged in the pursuit, 
but would be felt in every nerve of our national system. It would mean 
the lapsing of lands to a condition of unproductiveness and waste and 
a surplusage of labor in another branch of industry. 

The effect would speedily be felt in our revenues as well as in every 
avenue of trade. Socompletely do the laws of nature intertwine them- 
selves with every system of human government for the betterment’ of 
the condition of mankind, that when the farms of a great country be- 
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come tenantless, and the soil is allowed to remain uncultivated, no 
theory of political economy can be devised which will point to national 
prosperity and success. In our Northern clime cultivation of the soil 
means compensation to the soil, and this the herd of the dairyman is 
designed especially to provide. The great South finds a substitute for 
this element of Northern husbandry in her tropical sun, which warms 


and nurses into life the seed sown in her soil, and transforms it into her’ 


vast stretches of cotton, rice, and sugar-cane. 

But there is another view of this question, which, it seems to me, 
should preponderate in the mind of every man who is not content with 
looking only to the present, but who desires to contribute something to 
the well-being of the generation that shall follow. As a people, we 
have advanced within a century of time from the limited importance of 
a mere colony to the position of a leading nation of the earth. 

A few years ago we ed Europe as the permanent market for our 
cereal products, But the ingenuity and enterprise of man are con- 
stantly changing the problems that statesmanship is called upon to 
solve. From the first era of civilization with which commerce is in 
any way identified, a short route to the Indies from the continent of 
Europe has been one of thechief objects sought to be attained, and the 
most enterprising nations of the earth have been engaged in the solu- 
tion of the problem. It was the pursuance of this idea more than any 
other which gave to the world a new continent, and rendered it aco 
ble for the Anglo-Saxon race to become the dominant race of the 
world. 

It was reserved to the nineteenth century to witness the solution of 
the problem, which has been accomplished through the se esrtas i ps 
the Suez Canal, supplemented by the invention of steam-power. 
early navigators, leaving the shores of the Mediterranean and doubling 
the Cape of Good Hope in their search for the shortest route that woul 
command the trade of the Indies, little suspected that their ships need 

- never have passed the Straits of Gibraltar in their efforts to reach their 
. The construction of that canal has revolutionized the maritime 
trade of the world. 

According to the estimates of competent authorities, it has in ten 
years alone saved in transportation an amount in excess of that re- 

uired for its construction. It has brought the wheat fields and the 
Roms labor of the Indies into serious competition with the enterprise 
of our own country, and it may yet prove a serious factor in the com- 
tition of the cotton markets of the world. He must be a wise man 
indeed who will hazard a prediction as to what the ultimate result to us 
will be. Already one marked effect is apparent in the reduced demand 
for our cereals. Should this condition of affairs continue, the fields 
upon which has been grown the surplus of cereals, and which surplus 
we have been able to sell in European markets, must be devoted to 
other uses, and to nothing can they be so readily applied as to the pro- 
duction of articles connected with the dairy. 

For these the demand at home and abroad is practically unlimited. 
Properly fostered and cared for, the dairy industry is more profitable 
than wheat-growing; it does not rob the soil of its vigor to the same 
extent as the cereals, while it is constantly repairing the exhaustion 
that occurs in its operation. We need have no fear of competion with 
other countries in this icular branch if we only remain true to our- 
selves. In fostering this industry we not only protect the five mill- 
ions of farmers at present identified with it, but we offer to every farmer 
now engaged in growing grain, if found unprofitable, the opportunity 
to devote a portion of his farm and energies to the development of his 
dairy. 

In View, therefore, of the possibilities of alargely increasing demand 
for our dairy products in the fature, and the competition we have al- 
ready encountered in connection with our cereals, this proposed legis- 
lation is especially seasonable; for if we permit the products of the 
dairy to be driven from our home and foreign markets through unfair 
competition, the milk of the cow can not be utilized for other p 
Nor will the passage of such a law as that proposed reer injuriously 
upon other branches of the agricultural AGF as the 
healthy and pure productof the hog; which itis aprii Boos enters largely 
into the manufacture of butterine, has at present s ready and profitable 
market when rendered into lard and lard oil, and the former is now a 
formidable competitor with butter for many of the purposes for which 
butter can be used. 

‘The same theory isalso applicable when considered in connection with 


the suet and fat of the beef-producing animal. How soon the great’ 


necessity will be upon us of turning almost wholly from the cereals to 
productions of the dairy with which to supply our export demand we 
may not now be able to accurately determine; but that we are rapidly 
approaching such a possible condition of affairs no one who studies the 
signs of the timesin this connection will deny. For the past few years 
we have seen the price of wheat steadily decline, until to-day No. 2 
wheat is selling for about 76 cents per bushel on the Chicago Grain 
Exchange. From this price must be deducted elevator charges at point 
of shipment, railroad transportation rates, and commissions to middle- 
men. These may be fairly estimated at 26 cents bushel, leaving as 
bahar amount realized by the producer on his farm 50 cents per 
el 
It is unnecessary to say that this means bankruptcy to the farmer if 


wheat is his main reliance. But that is the condition at this time, and 
within two months the reaper will resume its work with every indi- 
cation of an abundant harvest. Yet, even at these low figures, our ex- 
poran of wheat are gradually decreasing in volume. Over one- 

of our population are engaged in the cultivation of the soil; and 
if any measures can be devised which will afford relief to or strengthen 
the farmer in his struggle with the adverse conditions which prevail, 
from whatever cause they may arise, we would, in my judgment, be 
rendering a most acceptable service to the country by thoughtfully ap- 
plying ourselves to their poop consideration and adoption. 

In conclusion, I will only briefly refer to the objeciions to the passage 
of this bill which have been advanced upon constitutional grounds. As 
I understand the Constitution, one of its fundamental principles is to 
promote the general welfare of those who seek protection under its shield. 
In my ju ppum the manufactu® and sale of oleomargarine, and all 
other articles represented and sold as the products of the dairy, but 
lacking their purity, while being sold as articles of genuine quality, is 
a system of piracy which not only deprives the farmer of his honest and 
well-earned dues, but while advancing under false colors inflicts a posi- 
tive injury upon the public health. 

The Congress of the United States unquestionably possesses the right 
to tax any ind or any commodity, however innocent in its effects. 
The harmless of salt, which enters so largely into the manufact- 
ure of butter, carries with it the enormous tax of 236} per cent., while 
whisky is taxed 90 cents per gallon, with the avowed object of restrict- 
ing its sale because of the baneful influence which springs therefrom. 
There are those who favor the taxation of oleomargarine to the point 
of extermination, but with these I can not agree. If there are those 
who prefer oleomargarine to the genuine butter, the manufacturer 
should be allowed to supply that demand; but, in my judgment, he 
should be required to pay a tax sufficient at least to equalize the dif- 
ference in the cost of producing the counterfeit and the cost of produc- 
ing the uine article which he seeks to imitate and displace. 

This theory I maintain upon the principle that one who devotes his 
time, his capital, and his labor to the production of a pure and whole- 
some commodity, and who is thereby contributing to the general wel- 
fare of the people, is entitled to as much consideration as one who is 
devoting his time, his capital, and his labor to the production of an im- 
pure unwholesome commodity, which has an impairing influence 

a the population and does not contribute to the permanent welfare 
o 

In view of the report made by the Committee of Agriculture, after a 
thorough investigation of the subject, I believe that we, as the repre- 
sentatives of the people, are competent judges of the effect of counter- 
feit dairy production upon the general welfare. The bill before us seeks 
to promote that welfare, and is hence, beyond all suggestion, thoroughly 
in harmony with the spirit of the Constitution. 

The line of our duty in this respect, therefore, it seems to me, is made 
so clear to all, that upon the simplest and most rudimentary basis of 
reasoning the passage of a law such as that now being considered and 
seeking to correct the evils pointed out is of paramount importance to 
the country at large, to the end that not only a great national industry 
shall be protected from the assaults of an yee cers competitor, but 


Y , no more important bill has been 
before this House during the present session than the one we are now 
considering. Represen as Ido one of the richest and best dairy dis- 
tricts in the United States, I feel an by Ara in the question now 
under discussion. The enactment of this bill into a law by the Forty- 
ninth Congress will be but tardy justice to a most deserving class of 
citizens, Our farming interests, in my my Judgment, have not received 
heretofore the care and consideration from Congress they deserve. In 
time of peace or war we look to the tillers of a soil for the source of 
all our national prosperity 

Let us now give them this national legislation to insure their pros- 
perity. During the time I shall occupy the attention of the House in | 
the discussion of the bill I shall only note its leading features, and limit 
myself to a statement of some of the reasons why it should be enacted 
into a law, and answer so well as I can the arguments urged against it 
by those who profess a preference for a shadow to the substance of a 
thing—a fraud to the genuine article. Thebill, Mr. Chairman, defines 
butter, and states “‘ that for the purposes of this act the word ‘ butter’ 
shall be understood to mean the food product usually known as butter, 
and which is made exclusively from milk or cream, or both, with or 
without common salt, and with or without additional coloring matter.’’ 

All substitutes or imitations of butter, commonly known as oleomar- 

ine and butterine; ‘‘oleolardine, suine, neutral and oleomargarine 

oil; and all mixtures and compounds of these substances; and all lard 
extracts and tallow extracts; and all mixtures and compounds of tallow, 
beef fat, suet, lard, lard oil, vegetable oil, annotto and other coloring 
matter; intestinal fat and offal fat made in imitation or semblance of 
butter, or calculated or intended to be used as butter or for butter,” 
are defined e for the purposes of this act. 

Manufacturers of oleomargarine and wholesale and retail dealers in 
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this product are all required to be licensed, and the product is required 
to be put up in various-sized packages by the manufacturer to suit the 
conveniences of his business, properly stamped, so that the dealer, with 
the manufacturer, can not be im upon, but will know that he is 
buying oleomargarine and not butter. Such requirements are also 
placed upon the wholesale and retail dealers that no imposition can 
well be practiced on the consumer or public. 
pound is fixed on the manufacture of oleomargarine, and proper pen- 
alties attached to all infractions or violations of the law. To secure an 
effective enforcement of the proposed law it is made a part of our in- 
ternal-revenue system. 

I think, sir, it is so framed that it can easily be enforced, and yet is 
so comprehensive in character that it will serve as a sure protection 
against the sale of any imitations or fraudulent substitutes for pure 
butter as defined in the first section gf the act, I am well aware that 
grave objections can be urged against some of its provisions. It, how- 
ever, has received the most careful scrutiny of some of the best legis- 
lators in the country and been approved by them. The Committee on 
Agriculture have given the whole subject embraced in the bill the most 
careful and patient examination, and they report this bill without a 
dissenting vote or voice. 

If left to my individual vote I would pass the bill withoutany amend- 
mentor change, and yet I would not imperil its passage in the House 
by obstinately adhering to the tax of 10 cents per pound on every pound 
of oleomargarine manufactured where some other member, actuated by 
honest motives, as I presume him to be, shall feel that 2 or 5 cents per 
pound is as much as should be imposed. What I want is that a stop 
shall be put upon the sale of an article for butter which has not an 
element of that product in its composition. Do away with all decep- 
tion and fraud. Let all products be placed upon the market on their 
merits. That there should be legislation of the character proposed in 
the bill I think must be apparent to all men; that it is a crying need 
is seen and felt by those who have the interests of farmers and dairy- 
men at heart. 

Those of you whose thoughts are engrossed in other subjects are lit- 
tle aware of the great interests involved and invested in the dairy busi- 
ness in America. There are produced annually in this country 1,600,- 
000,000 pounds of butter and 400,000,000 pounds of cheese. Nineteen 
hundred million dollars is a moderate estimate of the value of the prop- 
erty invested in producing that amount of butter and cheese per an- 
num. The dairy interest ranks among the first of our great American 
industries. How has it fared in the busy hum and whirl of life? To 
build up great manufacturing interests in our cities, on the shores of 
our vast lakes and along the banks of the great rivers that flow to the 
sea, laws have been enacted, and justly, too, I think, to foster and pro- 
tect them. High duties have been placed upon all like articles manu- 
factured in foreign countries. 

As a result of such laws foreign competition has been driven out of 
our market. Men have been encouraged to invest their capital in man- 
ufactories. The furnace has been lighted, the wheels of machinery set 
in motion, the loom and the spindle made to give forth their homely 
music, and as a result we have become the greatest manufacturing na- 
tion in the world. During the time these manufacturing interests have 
been developing from small beginnings to such gigantic proportions the 
farmers of America have bravely borne their part. They have quietly 
submitted to the imposition of a tax or duty upon the tools and ma- 
chines they used, the clothes they wore, and the beds upon which they 
slept, on the assurance that these manufactories would build up a home 
market for the products of their farms and dairies. They have gone 


on month by month and from year to yar cultivating their farms, in- 
the number of their cows for the dairy, and improving the 
breed of their stock. The good housewife has cheerily gone about 


the work of converting the milk and cream in her dairy into pure but- 
ter and rich cheese that delight the eye and satisfy the taste of the most 
critical. 

Within a score or more years creameries have been established and 
butter and cheese factories built to relieve the laborious work of butter 
and cheese making upon the farm, and to encourage the farmer to still 
further invest in dairy interests until property to the amount of the 
estimate I have given has become invested in this business, and the 
annual production of butter and cheese so great as to almost amaze us. 
These results have been reached not by the aid of legislation, but by 
the honest industry and economy of the farmers. With many the 
earnings of a life are found in their cows and the butter they make. 
This great interest has become imperiled by one of the most gigantic 
frauds of modern times. 

During the Franco-Prussian war an inventive genius by the name of 
M. Mége discovered that the fats of such animals as cattle, horses, 
and dogs could be made into a substitute for butter. The war meas- 
ure of the inventive Frenchman was seized and improved upon by the 
ever restless Yankee, Our Patent Office has been besieged with a 
plicants forfpatents. Without inquiring into the merit of the article 
proposed to be manufactured, or testing the questions whether, when 
manufactured, it would work: q fraud on the honest producer of butter or 
be injurious to the health of the consumer, the Government has granted 
patent after patent, until now there are fifty-eight distinct and differ- 


a 


A tax of 10 cents per |" 


ent ways patented for ruining the honest producer of butter and for 
undermining the health of the consumer. 

The following is a list comprising sixty different articles nemed by 
seventeen pate ntees in their patents, and claimed by them to be used 
in the manufacture of oleomargarine oil, neutral lard, oleomargarine 
butter, butterine, &c.: 

Sugar of lead, bisulphate of lime, saltpeter, borax, boracic acid. 
Salicylic acid, benzoic acid, orris root, cotton-seed oil, vegetable oils, - 
oe acid, "bicarbonate of soda, nitrate of potassa, glycerine, cap- 
sylic aci 

Cuparic acid, alum, capsie acid, sulphite of soda, cow’s udder. 

Commercial sulphuric acid, pepsin, sal-soda, tallow, lard. 

pea farinaceous flour, butyric ether, caustic potash, carbolic 
acid. 

Sulphuric acid, castor oil, chalk, slippery-elm bark, caul. 
ap rd sesame, oil of sunflower seeds, olive oil, cureumine, turnip- 

oi 

Bromo chloralum, chlorate of potash, niter, oil of sweet almonds, oil 
of peanuts. 

Peroxide of magnesia, stomach of pigs, of sheep, of calves, nitrate 
of soda, bennie oil, gastric juice. 

Mastard-seed oil, nitric acid, dry-blood albumen, sugar, butyric acid. 

Bicarbonate of: potash, chloride of sodium, caustic soda, corn starch, 
coloring matter. 

Factories for the manufacture of such fraudulent, and I might almost 

say criminal, substitutes for butter have been established in different cities 
in the country. In Chicago alone, I am told on good authority, 200;000 
pounds are made daily, and I have it from reliable sources thatat least 
200,000,000 pounds of these fraudulent imitations of butter are made an- 
nually. If these imitations of and substitutes for pure butter were 
marked or labeled what they really are, and the dealers and consumers 
advised of what they are purchasing and eating, no complaints would 
be made by thedairymen. The great wrong isthe fraud and deception 
practiced in selling such loathsome compounds for genuine butter. 
. By this deception not only are the farmers and dairymen cheated, 
and that most dishonestly too, out of the sale of 200,000,000 pounds 
of the batter they manufacture, but the knowledge of these frauds be- 
ing pinched upon the people has lessened the consumption of butter 
an almost equal amount annually. The evil of olemargarine and but- 
terine is not confined to the domestice trade in butter. Prior to these 
fraudulent substitutes we had established a market for our American 
butter in Scotland, England, France, Germany, Austria, Italy, and other 
countries of Europe. Our apre trade to these countries is being ru- 
ined by the — of the products defined in this bill as oleomarga- 
rine and sold there as pure dairy butter. 

The baleful results of these frauds are seen everywhere among the 
farmers and dairymen. Mortgages are being placed upon the farms. 
The once fine herd of cows, the pride of the farmer, is lessening in 
numbers, and those that remain yield but a small, if any, profit to their 
owners. The proprietors and managers of the creameries and butter 
and cheese factories are failing and making assignments for the benefit 
of their creditors. An almost complete prostration and stagnation of 
the dairy interests of the country is inevitable unless Congress comes 
to their relief. This legislation is asked not for the purpose claimed 
by the opponents of the bill, to discriminate against one legitimate in- 
dustry for another. It is asked for, in addition to the aid for revenue, 
that all products may be manufactured and sold to the consumer for 
what they are and that no deception may be practiced. 

The farmersand dairymen have no fear of competition if the product 
is sold for what it is, The manufacture of all these articles enumer- 
ated in the bills and defined ‘‘ oleomargarine”’ are denounced because 
they are made to imitate genuine butter. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Is that the purpose of this bill—to se- 
cure vhe proper printing and marking of olcomargarine and other imi- 
tations of butter? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is one of the purposes of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. That is the important purpose? 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is one of the important purposes. 

You may protect yourself from an open enemy, but it is the assassin 
who attacks you in the dark or cowardly strikes you in the back from 
behind who is to be feared. The manufacture and sale of oleomargarine 
have played the part of the midnight assassin to the production of honest 
butter. The claim of its being a legitimate and honest industry as 
compared with dairy butter is about the same as that of the assassin, 
that his hellish work should meet with the eppovi of law-abiding 
citizens and God-fearing men. 

The Government provides by the most stringent laws against coun- 
terfeiting money. The manufacture and sale of bogus butter is equally 
as destructive of public morals and as injurious to those upon whom the 
deception is practiced. That such a law as this proposed is constitu- 
tional is no longer a debatable question. No lawyer on this floor will 
imperil his reputation by taking the position that itis unconstitutional. 
The Supreme Court of the United States has forever settled the consti- 
tutionality of such 1 tion. The only reasons that can be urged 
against the bill relate to the policy of the Government embarking in 
this kind of legislation. 
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It is always policy to do right. It is wise legislation to protect hon- 
est industry from fraud and deception. The public interests demand 
it. The present practice of oleomargarine manufacturers and dealers 
is to deceive the people of the United States to their harm by leadin 
them to purchase these counterfeits for the real article. It is 
by the friends of these bogus substitutes for butter that they are healthy. 
_ They can not be. All kinds of filthy fats are used in their manufact- 

ure. Animals dying from all kinds of disease are utilized, and after 
going through their bleaching and deodorizing processes are manufact - 
ured into oleomargarine and sold for pure butter. z 

Gentlemen of rare scholarship and scientific attainments have given 
this wholesubject years of careful thought and study, and are unqualified 
in their statements of its unwholesome and loathsome character. Its 
consumption in their judgment leads to insanity, Bright’s disease, and 
many of the ailments that undermine the strongest and most robust 
constitutions. I appeal to the members of this House to now and 
here lay a heavy hand on this greatest of all modern ffauds. Make 
this bill a law, and compel all who are engaged in the manufacture 
and sale of this article carry on their business under honest colors. 

As has been wisely and well said in a recent editorial in the New York 
Daily Tribune: ‘ 


Such a uction as that of bogus butter can have no legitimate standing- 
lace in field of American industry. It has no more right to ition of 
Jongress than the sawdustgame or the policy business. Its place is in the cata- 


Jogue of “ crooked”’ occupations, and nowhere else is it entitled to representa- 
on. 

The latest argument I have heard against this bill is that it is legis- 
lation against the laboring man; that oleomargarine is the poor man’s 
butter; and to tax it is to take the amount of the tax out of his hard 
earnings. Shakspeare has given us an answer to that: 


Mark you this, Bassanio, 
The devil can cite scripture for his purpose, 
An evil soul, producing holy witness, 
by like z vil with a amung cheek; 
goodly apple rotten at heart ; 
O, what a goodly outside falsehood hath! 


Who are the men who make this argument for the poor man? They 
are the fat and well-favored—the Mark Antony kind of men. They 
are the men who have grown rich in the manufacture or trade of oleo- 
margarine at the expense of the farmer and the public. 

Within a day or two I have received a series of resolutions condemn- 
ing this proposed legislation from a body of gentlemen in Chicago. 

They are eminently respectable as the world goes. They style them- 
selves ‘‘ Representatives of the stock exchange.’? They are most em- 
phatic in their statement that such legislation is injurious to the poor 
man, God help the poor man if all the rights he enjoys are obtained 
and preserved through such sources! Why this sudden awakening by 
these men on the question of the poor man’s rights? Does anybody 
believe this argument would be heard from such a source, at least if 
the rich oleom: ing manufacturers and dealers were not to be af- 
fected by this bill if it becomes a law? I say to the poor man, ‘‘Be- 
ware of these gift-givingGreeks!’’ Do not permit such men to use you 
to strike down the great butter industry of this country. This argu- 
ment is really an insult to the laboring men. 

Has it come to thisin America that the laboring man must live upon 
adulterated food? Must his wife and family use for the pure butter of 
our dairies an artificial butter, the compounds of diseased and dead 
dogs? Let the richand prosperous men, these new converts to the poor 
man’s rights, pay the laboring man better wages, so he can live upon 
wholesome food. Let their sympathy be expressed in that way. Let 
them prove to the world by their acts, not their words, that they are 
in truth the poor man’s friend. $ 

But I deny, Mr. Chairman, the charge that this legislation will in- 
crease the price paid by the laboring men for the butter they consume. 
Oleomargarine is now sold at butter prices by the deception practiced. 

‘This bill will make the dealer in thatarticlesell it for whatitis. Ifthe 
man wants it, he can buy it for less per pound than it is now sold. 

e manufacturer and dealer may not make as great profits, but the 

. consumer will certainly not be required to pay more for it per pound. 

This talk about the poor man or laboring man is false and dishonest. 

It is the last resort of a class of men who have been preying upon the 
public and one of our greatest industries for years. 

Let the mask be torn from them and let them appear before the pub- 
lic in their true colors! If this bill becomes a law oleo ine can 
no longer be sold for dairy butter. If it is a wholesome article of food, 
as claimed by its friends, under this bill it can be manufactured and 
sold at a profit. If it is not wholesome it is criminal to manufacture 
and sell it. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, before the sun goes down to-morrow night 
the glad news will be sent to the farmers in all parts of our great coun- 
try that this bill has been passed by the House. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes of my time to 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. ; 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. i , the farmers of this country are 
much more interested in preserving our American system of govern- 


ment in its purity than in suppressing the manufacture and sale of oleo- 


margarine. 
This re gives two reasons for the passage of this bill: one, that 
Congress the power to do it, and the other that it ought to do it, be- 


cause oleomargarine produces dyspepsia. Neither of these is a good 
reason for this Congress doing anything. Congress has the power to do 
many things which it ought not todo. Congress is nobody’s doctor. 
{Laughter.] When thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] was 
asked to put it upon any constitutional basis, he sought to rest it upon 
the ‘‘general-welfare’’ clause of the Constitution. There is no such 
clause in the Constitution as allows Congress to do whatever it may think 
for the general welfare. He called selling oleomargarine piracy. Did 
he rest it upon the piracy clause? 

There is such a clause, but the making of oleomargarine is not piracy 
tt on the high seas.” The gentleman from Illinois who just took his 
seat [Mr. HOPKINS] says that oleomargarine produces Bright’s kidney 
disease, and he wishes Congress to become a doctor. Let us look at 
the matter seriously. Just what the Congress can do it ought to do to 
take care of the farmers and everybody else, provided it does it hon- 
estly and in accordance with the Constitution of the country. 

This report cites the case of the Veazie Bank, in which it was decided 
the Government might tax out of existence, if it saw proper, rival State 
banks, in order to give circulation for its own . That was no 
new doctrine. All parties had agreed upon that power. It was recom- 
mended by Mr. Cobb as Secretary of the Treasury in 1857. But what 
is the declaration in the Veazie Bank case as to the reason of the 
thing? I read from that decision at page 451, 8 Wallace: 

There are indeed certain virtual limitations arising from the principles of the 
Constitution which* would undoubtedly be an abuse of power if so exercised 


sd impair the separate existence and independent self-government of the 
es— 


Everybody will admit that. But farther it says: 
or if exercised for ends inconsistent with the limited grants of powers in the 
Constitution. 

Now I tell every man in this House that can conscientiously say that 
his vote for this bill is only to raise a tax that he may honestly vote 
for it under the taxing power of the Constitution. But if his reason 
fs to help one Yankee to fight another Yankee in his industry, and 
he votes for this bill, he will have abused the powers of the Constitu- 
tion which he swore to support. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scorr] said that the States are powerless, and therefore the Gen- 
eral Government should act. In 1883, with a very large establishment 
in my own city making oleomargarine, Georgia an act declaring 
that every particle of butterine should be so marked, and that every 
man who carried it into his boarding-house, restaurant, or hotel for 
eating should put upa placard that ‘‘his house uses oleomargarine’’— 
that he should put it on his bills of fare and publish it in every room, 
or be guilty of a crime. And the manufacture died in Georgia. Ac- 
cording to the protectionists’ logic, post hoc hoe, the law killed the 
factory. Itcan be done everywhere where the people desire to kill it, 
And then you keep the constitutional system intact. 

I have before me, but will not stop to read from itin my limited 
time, ‘‘ Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations.” It declares that the 
States, and the States only, may make laws to protect the health and 
morals of the people or make laws to keep people from drinking liquors 
in the States. The Government of the United States can not do it. 
The Government of the United States can tax liquors. But the honor- 
able gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ScorT] was mistaken when he 
said that those taxes were levied on tobacco and liquor because they 
were supposed to be injurious. They were levied because those things 
are classed as the non-necessaries and by some as luxuries. No gov- 
ernment ever yet taxed either for the purpose of excluding bad things 
from the stomachs of its people. 

Any State now mayso far interfere with the taxing powerof the Fed- 
eral Government as to declare that no gallon of liquor shall be made 
or sold within that State. The Supreme Court has so held from “the 
License cases” in 5 Howard’s Reports down; because the State under 
State police power has theauthority and theexclusiveauthority. Cooley 
also declares that the Government of the United States has a police 
power, but that that police power is only to enable it to carry out the 
powers delegated in the Constitution, those surrendered by the people 
to that Government and not to theStates. Now, if what I have saidis 
true, this bill as a bill to suppress the manufacture of oleomargarine is 
unconstitutional. 

Again, it is protection run mad when we say, ‘‘ Protect my industry 
against that other fellow’s here at home.’’ This bill is not framed to 
prevent cheating people. The very first section protects colored but- 
ter. It says “‘butter’’ shall include ‘butter made with or without 
coloring matter. You may swindle me as much as you please by mak- 
ing white butter look yellow. It is only the thing which comes in com- 
petition with that colored butter that must be excluded, because it is 
not genuine butter. 

I have other objections to this bil], which I will state in the few min- 
utes Ihave. Itisa bill to popularize, and therefore perpetuate and 
extend, the internal-revenue system. Who else will come here next 
week and say, “Add a few officers in the Internal Revenue Depart- 
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ment to protect me, who am selling my Pennsylvania tobacco, against 
that man who sells Sumatra covered up and calls it Pennsylvania; I 
want you to add on to your law that that shall be a crime—cheating 
in cigars.’’ Another man will say he is selling pure woolen but 
that others put cotton in their goods and tell lies about them, and ask 
for another set of men to watch him. And the whole time of the Con- 
gress will be taken up in trying to catch up with American rascality— 
a thing that is impossible. [Laughter.] 
There is a demand for the cheap and the nasty, and as long as peo- 
le ask for cheap things there wiil be adulteration. This bill is wrong 
br another reason. It is admitted now that butterine is made so pure 
in appearance, so pure in taste, and in many other particulars, that no- 
body can distinguish it from genuine butter. 

A MEMBER. You have been eating it at your hotel in Washington. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I have no doubt I have been eating it for years, 
and I have enjoyed it, [Laughter.] IfI had knownit was butterine 
I would not have enjoyed it. Just as your 90 cents on whisky has 
taken away all that was and given youall that was mean, so this 
tax will not keep butterine out of the market, but will make dearer 
butter, and meaner this substitute for those who want aac eee 

There is a demand for butter under 50 cents a pound, great 
dairymen in Pennsylvania and in the West, who make their millions 
of pounds of butter and cheese for shipment all over the world, say 
they can not get as much as they ought to get for their products if others 
can sell their manufactures. reply is: Under the Constitution we 
have given protection by customs duties as against foreigners, but never 
have we undertaken to give protection to one individual of our own 
people as against another individual of ourown people. Itis said that 
this isa very important matter. Of courseitis very important. Noth- 
ing that affects so largea body of respectable and good men or the pow- 
ers of our Government can be unimportant. 

The truth is our country is so big that the smallest thing in it, when 
you come to te it and consider it, becomes a problem large 
enough to bursta common man’s head. The true theory, though, the 
theory that we have stood upon heretofore and upon which we should 
continue to stand, is to let all the people in this country buy and sell 
what they please to each other, except when the States where the ar- 
ticle is made or where it is sold believe it injurious to the public 
health or morals. And there I propose to stand.. My State has no 

ial interest in this business that T know. There is not a pound of 
oleo: ine made in my State of which I am aware. can not 
arg our present law exists on the statute-book, and we intend to 
enforce it. 

Our people do not make butter for sale, but we are purchasers of but- 
ter and of cheese. Of course our farmers do make butter to sell to usin 
small quantities. And the very fact that there is a spurious article 
makes the honest man’s character count, and makes his butter bring a 
better price, because when I buy itI can say, ‘‘I know that I am not 
cheated when I am trading with you.” The very fact that this imita- 
tion butter is shipped into Georgia makes every Georgia farmer that 
much better off when he goes to market, because he can say to his cus- 
tomers, ‘‘ Here is something that did not come from abroad; it has on 
it the stamp of my integrity, and the character of my wife and daug- 
ter is a guarantee of its purity. : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM was recognized, and yielded fifteen minutes to Mr. 
REAGAN. j 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, our first inquiry is, what is the ob- 
ject sought to be attained by the passage of this bill? Judging from 
the ents that have been made in support of it and from the pro- 
visions of me bill pasar take it that es verse is to anre Sisona 
garine out of use, in order to protect the people against frau to 
preserve the public health. e provisions of the bill which induce 
me to think that the object is to drive oleomargarine out of use are 
those which require the manufacturer to pay a tax of $600 and the 
wholesale dealer a tax of $480, and also the provision which levies an 
additional tax of 10 cents a pound upon the article in the hands of the 


retail dealer. 
gentleman’s pardon. The 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I beg the 
manufacturer has to the 10-cent tax, not the retail dealer. 

Mr. REAGAN, ell, the point is that in addition to the license tax 
there is another tax of 10 cents a pound, whether it is to be paid by the 
manufacturer or by the retail dealer. Then, any person who purchases 
or receives for sale any oleomargarine that has not been properly branded 
according to law is liable to a ty of $50, and higher penalties are 
imposed for other violations of the law. If the object was to tax oleo- 

ine for revenue, it would be within the power of Congress to levy 
such a tax, butthe object manifestly being to drive it out of existence, to 
destroy it as a product, there is, in my judgment, no power under the 
Constitution authorizing the passage of such a bill. We nowherein the 
Constitution find any power authorizing Congress to destroy any product 
or to outlaw any article. There is no such power. The States may, if 
they see proper to doso, but we have not been informed that any State 
has attempted to doit, and if the community suffers the injury which it 


is alleged grows out of the manufacture and use of oleomargarine, it is 


singular indeed that the people in the several States have not discovered 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MTS eat eat a a ewan) Sn Le WE T AEE SPR RS ee a, ae oo TT Oe TL ae a ay ae 


MAY 24, 


that fact and applied the remedy which they clearly have the power to 
apply in such cases. ' 

Mr. i , itis said and will be said again that there are many im- 
proper and unhealthy ingredients in these articles, and that the use of 
them ought to be prohibitedand prevented. LIhavejuststated that under 
the Constitution we have no power to do that. There area t many 
things that are wrong and injurious to the individual and to the public 
that Congress can not prevent or prohibit. Assault and battery is 
wrong, murder is wrong, larceny is wrong, arson is wrong, bribery is 
wrong, many things are wrong and do great injury which Congress can 
not punish, because the power was not delegated to it by the people 
who made it. No more can you undertake to punish the manufact- 
urers of oleomargarine by destroying their property, because no such 
power is delegated to you under the Constitution. Mr. Chairman, if 
Congress should undertake to do all the things that are n to 
the perfect peace, security, and happiness of the people, it would be 
compelled to have sessions of twenty-four months in each year, and 
then it would not get through. ~ 

Now, sir, I with gentlemen who think that some legislation is 
necessary in re ce to the mantfacture and sale of oleomargarine. 
I would, wherever Congress has the power, require the makers of this 
article to place upon it the evidence of what it is. 
ees BROWN, of Pennsylvania, Can that be done without taxing 
it? : 

Mr. REAGAN, In the District of Columbia and in the Territories 
it can be done. If the people of the various States are not interested 
enough in the subject to want it done, Congress had better not inter- 
fere. If the States see proper to regulate this matter they have the 
power to do so. 

Mr. PETERS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave only a few moments. 

Mr. PETERS. Iwould simply like to call the gentleman’s attention 
to this point: Suppose one State does regulate this matter by law and 
an adjoining State does not, what good does the regulation do in the 
State that undertakes to regulate? ; 

Mr. REAGAN. Each State can protect its own citizens by proper 
regulation and proper inspection, whether another State does so or not, 
just as it can protect its own citizens against any other violation of the 
law without the concurrence of any other State. ‘There is no trouble 
about that. 

Mr, Chairman, I would by State law adopt some provision requiring 
oleomargarine when offered for sale to be sold for precisely what it is, 
just as I would within the States if I had the power compel the makers 
of brown paper shoe-soles to stamp upon them the evidence that they 
are brown paper and not leather; just as I would require wines and 
liquors when sold in bottles or other to be stamped or labeled 
with the actual quantity instead of permitting them to be sold for 
one-third or one-fourth more. All these matters are proper subjects 
for lation by State authority; but I would not, because evils of 
this kind require to be regulated, strike down our system of Govern- 
ment and overturn the Constitution; for these matters can be more 
properly regulated by State authority. ` 
r. Chairman, if things continue to go on as they have gone on at 
this session, we shall, after another Congress or two, find people coming 
here with petitions declaring that in their neighborhood a tree has been 
blown by a storm across their fences and asking Congress to give them 
relief. There is no telling what we shall come to in view of the way 
we are proceeding this session. 

A MEMBER. And all done under Democratic administration ! 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes; I am ashamed to say these things are done in 
a Democratic House. I do not pretend to excuse Democrats who vote 
for these measures. Republicans may be excused because they do not 
believe there is any Constitution. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You ought to know better than that, 
Brother REAGAN. 

Mr. REAGAN, Anything introduced in this House which would 
clearly violate the Constitution could, I think, get a solid vote on the 
other side because it violated the Constitution. But we have on this . 
side a few who still have some little compunction about disregarding 
the Constitution. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to ask the gentleman whether the case 
he put, of a tree having been blown down and the Government being 
asked to pay for the does not illustrate some of the provisions 
in the river and harbor bill, which I believe the gentleman sustained. 

Mr. REAGAN, I do not see the pertinency of the gentleman’s ques- 
tion; if I did I would try to answer it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I am afraid the gentleman does not look very 
sharp to discover it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose the gentleman means to imply that the 
river and harbor bill was unconstitutional. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No; I merely mean to imply that it contained 
some provisions for the protection and benefit of private property by 
appropriations out of the public Treasury. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘There was never any such provision inserted in the 
bill with my consent. 
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Mr. STRUBLE. If the bill now under consideration is in fact un- 
constitutional, may we not expect that the Supreme Court of the 
United States will so declare, and thus preserve the Constitution ? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir. By this I donot mean to say that the Su- 
preme Court would not in a case coming within its judicial control en- 
force the Constitution; butas to acertain class of questions, politicalin 
their nature, the Supreme Court of the United States will not revise 
the action of Congress. Although it may be clear that the act was 

in of the Constitution, that the men who voted for it 
violated that instrument either through ignorance or from some other 
rssh, yet it is not all matters of legislation in to which the 

Rape Court can correct the unconstitutional action of 3S. 

STRUBLE. Do notthe court act upon the principle that the 
question being of a political nature they will leave it to the people to 
say what shall be done in the premises? 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose the gentleman means that the people can 
do anything, Constitugjon or no Constitution. 

Mr. HISCOCK. DoI understand the gentleman from Texas to say 
that this bill in its terms as written is unconstitutional? 

Mr. REAGAN. I say that taking the provisions of the bill in con- 
nection with thearguments employed in support of it, it is clearly shown 
that the purpose of the measure is not revenue but the exclusion of a 

article from use. The object is clearly to legislate in favor 
of one class of people and against another class; to legislate in favor of 
people who make butter, and against people who make oleomargarine. 
HISCOCK. Then I understand the gentleman to concede that 
the bill as written is in its terms constitutional, 

Mr. REAGAN. I can not make any other answer than I have ‘made. 
The bill shows upon its face that it is not meant for revenue, but to ex- 
clude from use oleomargarine. The arguments in support af it are all 
in the same line. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then do you not pronounce it constitutional ? I 
understand you do. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not wish to be misunderstood. Ido not desire 
to have it supposed that I have any sympathy with the improper prac- 
tices of those engaged in the making of oleo ine. I would re- 
quire by the proper authorities, by the States within States, and if 
necessary by Congress where it has jurisdiction, that those engaged in 
this business should clearly show what it is. 

I would make it highly penal to put any unhealthy ingredients in it. 
I would make it an offense to sell it without proper evidence of its 
- character. This being shown, it would then take its proper place as 
oleomargarine, and not be palmed off as real butter. 

I have no sympathy with a fraud which represents oleomargarine as 
genuine butter. And when you put these restrictions upon its sale it 
will then be known as oleomargarine. Then if this cheap substitute 
for butter is desired by poor people who are not able to buy genuine 
butter which is costly, if the cheap substitute be healthy and pure, 
who here will say poor people shall not supply themselves with it? 
And this is one of the reasons why I oppose the bill. I would allow 
its manufacture, I would prevent putting improper ingredients in it, 
I would provide for showing what it is, so that those wishing to pur- 
chase genuine butter may do so, and those wishing to purchase a cheaper 
and healthful food, may also have the opportunity to do so. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM obtained the floor. 

Mr. SCOTT. Before the gentleman from Texas takes his seat I 
would like to ask him one question. 

Mr. REAGAN. My time has expired, or I would be glad to yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I will yield long enough for the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to ask his question. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman from Texas says he wants to protect 
the poor people. The object of this bill is to protect the poor people 
by enabling them to get the genuine article of butter.. It can be proved 
a spurious article, not what it is represented to be, can be purchased at 
7 cents a pound, and is purchased at the factory at 7 cents a pound, 
and then palmed off upon poor people as genuine butter at from 18 to 
25 cents a pound. 

Mr. REAGAN. So far as the fraud is concerned of representing 
oleomargarine as butter, I would prevent that; but I think the gentle- 
man is mistaken as to the object of the bill. It is to. protect dairymen 
who own cows and make butter which is sold at a high price and 
against furnishing poor people with a cheap substitute therefor ata low 

price. 

Mr. SCOTT. No; it is to protect poor people and secure to them 
genuine butter at a low price, and not oleomargarine, a spurious arti- 
cle, at a high price. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I will reserve the remainder of my time, as I un- 
derstand the other side desire to be heard. 

Mr. HISCOCK Mr. Chairman, as I understand the gentlman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] who has just preceded me, and as I understood 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], there is not a provision 
in this bill to tax oleomargarine and imitations of butter which is un 
constitutional. As I understand the arguments of both of these gen- 
tlemen, they assume to put reasons in my mouth and to assign reasons 
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to gentlemen generally upon this floor why they may or will vote for 
the bill, asserting, if you please, the reasons thus assigned are uncon- 
stitutional, or have no warrant in the Constitution, and therefore the 
bil] itself is unconstitutional, they 

They propose to look back of the bill itself and to say that I am an- 
imated to vote for it because I wish to protect the butter industry, and 
that as Congress has no power underthe Constitution to do that, there- 
fore the bill is unconstitutional, I apprehend every member of this 
committee who examines the provisions of the bill in detail, or consid- 
ers it as 2 whole, will agree it nowhere is in conflict with the Consti- 
tution. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] suggests it is not in 
the interest of the farmer—if he knew, poor man, what his interest 
was—that this bill should become a law. 

Well, sir, as I am informed, two-thirds of the States of the Union, 
and more than two-thirds of the people of the United States, have 
by affirmative legislation upon the statute-books of their States respect- 
ively declared they do want just such a law as the pending bill enacted. 
And, so far as the first question is concerned, whether it is in the in- 
terest of the agricultural people of the United States that we should 
have this legislation, I propose to leave it to them, to that class, and I 
am not compelled to confine myself to memorials which are often cheap, 
very cheap, which haye come to us, but I can point to their declara- 
tions in emphatic terms, through their chosen representatives, in the 
form of State law, and I need not go any further than the statute of 
the State of Georgia, to which the distinguished Representative from 
that State has referred. It voices the sentiment of the people of the 
other States and characterizes their 1 tion. 

Now here is a product so vile in its ingredients and so unhealthy in 
its,use the people of the State of Georgia have said of it that an inn- 
keeper using it shall place a sign over the entrance to his inn announc- 
ing that oleomargarine is used there as food; and, further, that upon 
the register where a man writes his name as a guest notice shall he 
given that they feed their guests on the nasty and unwholesome food, 
outterine, 

That is the character of the product; and gentlemen may bring here 
the report of chemists as much as they please, for what can speak more 
plainly or more emphatically of the bad character of this compound 
or more intelligently than this solemn act of the Legislature of the 
intelligent people of a great State compelling inn-keepers to advertise 
this compound as the poison which is given to guests if it uses but- 
terine or oleomargarine or any of the base imitations of butter, by 
whatever name called? 

What next? And now, Mr. Chairman, I am coming, and shall speak 
very briefly, to the constitutional question involved here. I ask gen- 
tlemen upon the other side of the House, who always have or profess 
to have special charge of the Constitution, when has there ever been a 
time in the history of our country when, for the purpose of taxation, 
we have not discriminated in favor of one industry and against that of 
another? It is conceded on all hands that under the taxing power we 
can tax the manufacture of any product out of existence, and where 
then is the ground for opposition to this bill? It hasalways been con- 
ceded by every statesman, or less, who has eyer discussed a tax law, 
that it was proper to discriminate in favor of, protect, if you please, one 
industry if it needed it as against another. This can not be disputed, 
and who challenges-the assertion? 

How long has it been since the Democratic party in its national 
conyention declared in positive terms in favor of the doctrine which I 
have just cited? Taxation with incidental protection was once a plank 
in its platform, unless my recollection fails me, and we need invoke 
nothing further here. This side of the House has ever been ready to go 
that length, and does not that doctrine cover the suggestions of the 
gentleman from Georgia and the objections of the gentleman. from 
Texas, and justify all parties in supporting the pending bill? Consti- 
tutional warrant for taxation with incidental protection is all that is 
required or asked for. The principle underlying that plank of the 
pouono in the national convention carries with it the power to enact 
this bi 

Gentlemen have been appealed to and put upon their consciences 
and oaths in delivering their votes upon this bill. Well, by our votes 
one industry is to be stricken down; that great industry i in favor of 
which three-fourths of all the States have legislated—agriculture, an 
industry from which this country derives practically all of the wealth it 
has—or we are to foster andsupportit. Whatisasked? Thatinlevying 
taxes we will give it incidental protection as against a compound which 
has been declared by those who have examined it to be vile in its com- 
ponent parts and carrying with it the germs of insidious disease, a 
frandulent, spurious article, which is palmed off upon the poor as an 
honest product of the dairy. And, Mr. Chairman, I have heard the 
poor man alluded to in this discussion more than once. There are 
those here who seem to have him always with them in their professions. 
This compound is palmed off upon him, freighted with disease, as a 
wholesome product, and for it he pays the full price of the genuine prod- 
uct of the dairy. t 

What, then, do we propose by this bill? We propose, under the 
Constitution, if you please, to give incidental protection to the agri- 
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cultural industries of the country by forcing this vile, dirty, diseased 

roduct Hal pay an internal tax. By all parties who have ever formu- 

ted a tariff bill this principle has underlain the whole subject. It 
has been the foundation-stone upon which such bills have been con- 
structed always, and it is fair to say that the internal-revenue taxes 
upon our statute-books can only be sustained upon that theory, and 
that theory alone. Alcohol and its products, believed by the people to 
carry with their manufacture and sale vice and crime, is still taxed 
upon the theory that it is a tax upon vice and crime, and in some de- 
gree may restrain them; and there is not a feature of the internal-rey- 
enue taxes now collected but that the argument has been made over 
and over again in favor of it that it should be supported and sustained 
because the industry taxed can well afford to pay it. 

Suppose a provision should come in here to re the bank tax? 
Would not the argument be urged against it that the tax is upon cap- 
ital, upon wealth; that the banks can afford to pay taxes? Would this 
argument be presented in favor of the repeal, that it was unconstitu- 
tional? And that that tax is imposed for no other reason in the world 
than that the banking capital can afford to pay, and is discriminated 
a for the benefit of other property ? 

And I repeat, and challenge contradiction, the whole system of in- 
ternal-revenue taxation rests upon the principle of protection: that it is 
within the province of the legislators to discriminate in the levying of 
taxes, to levy them upon the industries which can well afford to pay 
them and upon those which are believed to foster crime and disease. 
Can we not carry that same principle a little further, and levy a tax 
upon this industry which carries with it and disseminates disease; levy 
s tax upon an industry that is prosperous because frauds are practiced 

y it? 

Who is there who believes for a moment that oleomargarine would 
be sold in the markets of the United States if the purchaser knew the 
vile compound he was buying? It has its place in the markets here 
because people are ignorant of what itis. They buy it without know- 
ing that they are being deceived; and can we not as against this dis- 
eased product, this fraud, in levying taxes exercise the powers which 
have been exercised by the Government heretofore against whisky, to- 
bacco, and banks, and impose a tax upon it and brand it? Because it 
is unhealthful, vended by deceptive and fraudulent practices, does that 
give it immunity? Because it is only bought, because the consumer 
does not know of the fraud that is being practiced upon him and is 
ignorant of what he purchases, do gentlemen tell us, then, that in en- 
acting this taxing law we are violating the Constitution? 

Well, Mr. Chairman, if we are, and I deny it, I will take my part, and 
I hope you will take your part, in all the violation of the Constitution 
there is involved in voting for the passage of this bill! 

It has been suggested in this discussion that State legislation is the 
proper method of dealing with this matter. Sir, there is no way to 
regulate the trade in this article unless you regulate, control, supervise 
the manufacture of it. The manufacture can only be regulated in that 
way. The Government must take possession of the factory where it is 


made, and it must be made under Government inspection and under- 


Government license. Its manufacture must be surrounded by all the 
regulations, by all the laws, by all the penal provisions of the statute, 
if you please, that are made to surround the manufacture of alcohol 
and its products, With that precedent upon the statute-book, with all 
the precedents that we have had in the past upon this question, are we 
to be frightened from the support of this bill because possibly it can 
be construed, claimed, imagined, guessed, dreamed that some gentle- 
men may have supported it for unconstitutional reasons? 

It is not my intention in this discussion to enter at any length into 
the methods of the making of this whatshould beacontrabandarticle. I 
concede what will be asserted upon this floor that oleomargarine can be 
made as pure, as healthy for use as food as butter is itself. I grant it; 
and when evidence is brought forward here in support of that proposi- 
tion I concede it all. I have no doubt the evidence points to the fact 
that it can be manufactured so that it is butter; in all its constituent 

and, in the proportion which one part bears to another, as pure 
as butter. 

But, sir, thatis not all. You can, and they do in the main, manu- 
facture it so that it is little less than poison—I amend my remark and 
strikeout ‘“‘little less than.’ Itismanufacturedso thatit is poison; and 

et the ordinary consumer can not tell it from the pure article—from 
tattered pays the price of butter forit. I go further than that, 
and say that no man except the scientist by an anylysis or by the 
microscope can tell it from the pure article or from butter; and this 
vile compound it is that is put upon the market and sold to the poorer 
class who consume it. Having collected in it the germs of all the dis- 
eases which infect animals, and never having been subjected to that 
degree of heat which would destroy the germs, it is absolutely a poison 
to the human stomach, freighted with disease, freighted with death. 
It can be made in that way, and, as I said a moment , it is not 
within the power of any man unless he has scientific attainments and 


brings analysis or the microscope to bear upon it to distinguish the 
` poor article, the poison, from the good. 

I refer to it again and urge it as a power that we have, as a duty that 

is imposed upon us here, to so legislate, so tax, that industries of this 


kind—industries which ought not to prosper, industries that if we had 
the power, the constitutional power, we ought to strike down and out 
of existence—should pay their proportion of the taxes for the support 
of this Government. 

I grant, sir, that this bill carries with it all the machinery which is 
necessary for the purpose of forcing thisarticle, if marketed atall, of forc- 
ing it to be advertised so that its true character and its true nature may 
be known to the consumer. I grant, sir, this measure may possibly have 
the effect of stamping this industry out of existence. I do not know 
whether it will or whether it will not. If it is so unwholesome that 
when advertised no man will buy it, I shall have no sorrowing over my 
share in the all violation of the Constitution of my country by the 
vote I shall give in favor of this bill, and that should not afford a reason 
why it should not be taxed. Must we, are we forbidden to tax by the 
Constitution those products, that the mere process of taxation, and 
because the process of their taxation, will advertise their quality and 
character and stop their production and sale? # 

And right here, Mr. i , for I am advised that I ought tocon- 
sume about all the time until five o’clock, as no one else wishes to take 
the balance of the time till then—there is one suggestion in this connec- 
tion I will make, and I hope that I will hear from the friends of oleo- 
margarine upon that point before this discussion isover. Why is it 
that you so struggle against this bill? Why is it that dayjafter day 
for weeks our desks have been covered with literature upon this bill? 
Ts it because of the tax which is imposed upon it? Is that the reason? 
I believe and doubtnot it will be demonstrated in this discussion that 
oleomargarine can be manufactured to-day, the pure article, healthy as 
food, pay all the tax that this bill imposes, and compete in the markets 
with butter. 

Mr. CANNON. And not be raised in price? 

Mr. HISCOCK. And notbe raised in price tothe purchaser at retail. 
a ~ OHNSTON, of Indiana. Whatadyantage then do you gain by 

is bill? 

A MEMBER. ‘The Government gets the tax. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It can be manufactured, as I have said, can pay 
the tax which this bill imposes, and be sold if pure and healthy side 
by side with butter—I mean at the price that butter commands in the 
market. But now for the reason why this bill isopposed. The impo- 
sition of this tax is not the reason why it is opposed. The opposition 
is due to the fact that an impure article is known to be poison, to be 
unhealthy, destructive to the human race, carrying with it disease to 
whoever eats it; and that fact may have the effect to stop the sale of all 
imitations of butter, for who can tell whether he is buying a pure or 
an impure article ? 

Again, sir, imitation butter is now sold as butter and ata butter price 
to the unsuspecting consumer. He it is that is poisoned and cheated. 
The effect of the bill will be to brand the goods, give them their true 
character, obviate, prevent fraud, and all this opposition is not against 
the tax, but because it will prevent fraud and deception. And shall 
we forbear to tax the vile stuff, a poison, because thereby the true char- 
acter may be known? 

I trust gentlemen will ccase to invoke the Constitution as an argu- 
ment against the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman from New York yield to me? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Tfyield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 8328) defining butter; also imposing a tax upon and regulating the 
manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the House 
take a recess until half past 7 o’clock; the evening session to be de- 
voted to general debate upon this bill, no other business to be trans- 


acted. 

Mr. DUNHAM. To that proposition, Mr. Speaker, I shall have to 
object. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HATCH. Pending that I move that the House take a recess, 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn has priority. 

Mr. HATCH. | I trust the gentleman will withdraw it. 

The House divided on the motion to adjourn; and there were—ayes 
49, noes 64. ` 

Mr. DUNHAM. I demand tellers. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] is determined that this order shall not be made, 
and it is not worth while to try to have tellers in the minute anda 
half or two minutes that remain between now and 5 o'clock. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Harcu] is perfectly correct in his statement. 
[Laughter]. 

The SPEAKER. The noes have it, and the House refuses to ad- 


journ. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I move the House take a recess un- 


til half past 7 o’clock for debate only on this bill. 
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Mr. DUNHAM. On that motion I demand the i and nays. 
While the House was dividing on the question of ordering the yeas 
and nays, the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. G. E. ADAMS: Petition of the Trade and Labor Assembly 
of Chicago, 


Iil.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of the Women’s Indian Association, 
of r, Me., in favor of the of Senate bill 54 for the allot- 


ment of lands in severalty—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of William H. Sigemore, late of 
Company G, Seventeenth Kentucky Infantry, and of Jeremiah Hutch- 
ison, of Sullivan County, Indiana, for invalid pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of about 1,000 citizens of the District 
of Columbia, asking that square No. 406, west of the General Post- 
Office Department building, be secured asa site for the city post-office— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of Eliza Rodde, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of J. McLaughlin, for the removal of the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of A. L. St. Clare, of Charlestown, Mass., asking that 
all pg laborers be excluded for a certain time—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Resolutions of the board of trade of the city 
of Detroit, Mich.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DANIEL: Petition of citizens of Lynchburg, Va., in- favor 
of the National Board of Health—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of Francis Sorrel, of Roanoke County, Virginia, for 
removal of disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of Arlanta T. Taylor, widow, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of the Board of Trade of Elgin, Il., re- 
garding butterine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 89 citizens of Clay Centre, of 74 citizens of Geneva, 
of 123 citizens of Orleans, of 25 citizens of Wisner, and of 73 citizens 
of Omaha, Nebr., asking passage of an act authorizing the Union Pacific 
Railway Company to build branch lines—to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of C. N. How and 23 others, of Wash- 
tenaw County, Michigan, prying for an act upon the subject of pen- 
sions in accordance with the recommendations of the Grand Army of 
the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of J. Howard Slaymaker, for an in- 
valid pension—to the same committee, 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of Duglas H. Thomas and others, and 
of John D. Earley and others, of Baltimore, Md., in favor of the re- 
demption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Petition of Capt. John F. Morris, late of the 
Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, for an increase of pen- 
sion; also medical testimony in support of same—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, ees of members of the Grand Army of the Republic of 
Meadville, Pa., asking an increase of pension to Capt. John F. Morris, 
late of the Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of David C. Gorman, Company C, Seventh 
Regiment West Virginia Infantry Volunteers, for a special-act pension— 
to the same committee. z 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of George T. Ofin and 20 others, citizens 
of Putney, Vt., for a tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. HAILEY: Petition of Thomas E. Bassett and 728 others, citi- 
zens of Bingham County, Idaho, against the passage of House bill No. 
6153—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HANBACK: Petition of members of the late Union Army 
at Tivoli, Kans., for pensions to all soldiers of the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Margaret Stewart, for a pension—to 
the same committee. $ 

By Mr. HAYNES: Memorial of A. H. Cragin and others, asking dam- 
ages by reason of change of grade around East Capitol Park—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of ex-soldiers of Ashtabula 
County, Ohio, to equalize bounties of soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Memorial of B. F. Allen, of Iowa, asking.for re- 
lief from certain costs assessed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Petition of Mrs. A. J. Northrup and others, for 


the passage of Senate bill 53, for the relief of the Mission Indians of 
of California—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of citizens of Libertyville, of Maple 


Park, of Ri of Hebron, of Pingree Grove, of Sulphur Glen, of 
Wanconda, of Dundee, of Marengo, of Sycamore, of Plato Centre, of 
Poplar Grove, of Spring Grove, and of McHenry, Ill., in favor of tax- 
ing oleo ne—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

y Mr. JACKSON: Petition of soldiers of Beaver, Pa., in favor of 
the passage of additional pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. i 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of Malinda Lemon, widow of 
Samuel Lemon, asking for the passage of a bill granting her a pension— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of ive Association of Hamburg, 
Iowa, for varions reforms—to the Select Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Sarah E. Myers, 
widow of Abraham Myers, Company E, Twenty-second Iowa Infantry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of 8. Prigg Belt, administrator of Charles 
R. Belt, deceased, late af the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of citizens of New York, asking for the 
redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of New York, in behalf of Col. J. 
D. Stevenson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of William Conner and others, for a 
pension to A Bradbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. : Petition of Women’s Indian Association, of 
New Haven and of Guilford, Conn., for the passage of Senate bills 
53 and 54—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial of the Ladies’ Silk-Culture Society of 
California, requesting an appropriation of $30,000 to continue the work 
of the Pacific Coast Silk Culture Station for the next two years—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of 54 miners and laborers, citizens of 
Clearfield County, Pennsylvania, requesting that the Curtin commit- 
tee shall investigate the causes of trouble now at issue in that district— 
to the Committee on Labor. r 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of the Womans’ Indian Association 
of Columbus, Ohio, in favor of the passage of Senate bills’53 and 54— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. . 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of citizens of Independence, N. Y., in 
favor of the bill of the Committee on Agriculture to tax fraudulent but- 
ter—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. PEEL: Papers relating to the claim of J. M. Hobbs—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Petition of Joseph Nimmo, jt., for relief—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of W. A. Bowers, legal representa- 
tive, and heirs of Joseph C. Bowers, deceased; of Jane M. Massengill, 
of Jefferson County, and of William Quearles, administrator of Mary 
Quearles, deceased, asking that the case be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition and papers for the relief of Leo Kar- 
peles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SENEY: Protest of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwau- 
kee, of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, of Commercial Exchange 
of Chicago, of the Merchants’ Association of Milwaukee, of the Live- 
Stock Exchange of Kansas City, of the Chamber of Commerce of Cin- 
cinnati, of the Produce Exchange of Toledo, and of Armour & Co. of 
ane against taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Malinda Rodgers, ofGreenbriar County, 
West Virginia, for relief—to the Committeeon War Claims. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Petition of the Women’s Indian Association of 
Bethlehem, Pa., favoring the passage of Senate bills 53 and 54—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER; Petition of the Board of Trade of Saint 
Joseph, Mo., against taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. e 

Also, petition of Charles Schiff, vice-president of the Alabama Great 
Southern Railroad, and many others, for an appropriation to carry out 
the plans recently adopted for the organization of the section of steam 
transportation in the United States National Museum—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. ° 

Also, resolutions of the common council of Norfolk, Va., urging the 
establishment of a ship-yard at that city—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Elgin, IIL, in favor of the bill 
now pending on the subject of oleomargarine—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. s 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Petition of Eliza Trefren for widow's pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. J. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of John F. Hopkins, 


A874 


asking that his name be placed on the pension-roll—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of J. A. Morris and wife; M. A. 
Moore, J. W. Wilkes and others, heirs of Joseph Mitchell, deceased, 
of Hardeman County, Tennesee, asking that their claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition of Charles Sehiff, vice-president of the 
Alabama Great Southern Railroad, and others, for carrying out the plans 
for the organization of the section of steam transportation in the United 
States National Museum—%o the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of the Common Council of Norfolk, Va., re- 
lating to the establishment by the Government of a yard on the At- 
lantic coast for the construction of iron ships—to the Committee on 
The var the ad f the bill placing thi 

The followi titi urgi e adoption of the bill placi e 
Tier aD pA ETE all imitations of butter under the control ot 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 
fraud and imposition, were presented, and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture: ? r 

By Mr. FELTON: Of citizens of Saint Helena, Napa County, Cali- 
fornia, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 25, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s p ings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in reply toa resolution of 
March 5, 1886, information in regard to made from the original 
plans of construction of the cruisers Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and Dol- 
phin; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This communication is accompanied 
by a large mass of documents, which, if there be no objection, will be 
referred to the Committee on Printing, to ascertain and report whether 
it is that they should be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON. Let the communication itself from the Secretary 
of the Navy be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy will be printed and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and the accompanying documents will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


-PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
governor of Ohio, transmitting resolutions of the senate of Ohio in re- 
gard to the election of Hon. HENRY B. PAYNEas a United States Sen- 
ator from that State; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the board of county commissioners of 
Bernalillo County, New Mexico, praying for prompt and favorable ac- 
tion on the bill to settle private land claims in Colorado, New Mexico, 
and Arizona; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a memorial of Welcome Circle, No. 3, Broth- 
erhood of the Union, of Camden, N. J., remonstrating against the ac- 
quisition of land in this country by aliens; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Dubuque, 
Towa, praying that liberal appropriations be made for works of internal 
improvement and especially for the construction of the Hennepin Canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, CONGER presented a petition of Peter Nelson and 54 other 
citizens of Barkville, Delta County, Michigan, and a petition of J. C. 
Bishop and 21 other citizens of Ottawa County, Michigan, praying 
for the enactment of a law authorizing the Postmaster-General to pay 
the expenses of rent, light, and fuel, and granting other relief to all 

tmasters of the third and fourth classes; which were referred to the 
mmittee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition of E. C. Flagg and other citizens of 
Upton, Mass., highly respectable farmers there, praying for the enact- 
ment of the porcas contained in the bill concerning oleomargarine, 
reported by the House Committeeon Agriculture. I move that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EUSTIS presented resolutions adopted by the Legislature of Lou- 
isiana, favoring the of a law to establish a navy-yard at New 
Orleans; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PALMER presented resolutions adopted by the Detroit Board of 
Trade remonstrating the proposed tax on butterine or oleomar- 
garine; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
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' Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present the petition of Richard B. Rians, 
praying for the passage of an act to increase his pension. 

The petitioner states that his father served in the American Army in 
the Revolutionary war; that he himself served in the Army in the war 
of 1812, and also served às a member of the Thirty-seventh Regiment, 
Iowa Volunteers, known as the Gray Beard Regiment, in the war of the 
rebellion; that he had four sons, two sons-in-law, and thirteen step-sons 
who served in the Union during the war of the rebellion, making twenty 
members of the Army from that family; and that he is now drawing a 
pension from the United States of $12 permonth. He is nearly eighty- 
eight years of age, is almost blind and nearly helpless, and in conse- 
quence of his age and infirmities is entirely unable to do anything to- 
ward his support. i 

I think the petition presents, in connection with the papers accompa- 
nying it, a case that the Committee on Pensions may early and favor- 
ably consider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pétition will be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a memorial of the board of directors of the 
Chicago Board of Trade, remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
proposing to tax oleomargarine and butterine; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial adopted by a joint session of Local Assem- 
blies No. 4080, No. 1597, No. 405, No. 4327, No. 4449, No. 5959, and 
No. 1912, Knights of Labor, of Englewood, Ill., remonstrating against 
the proposed tax on imitations of butter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Chicago, Ill., favoring the construction of a railroad bridge across the 
Ohio River at or near Cairo, Ill.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of citizens of Ellicottville, N. Y., 
praying for the of the bill taxing all imitations of butter at 
10 cents a pound; which was referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

s REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills; reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. eei granting a pension to William Dermody; 

A bill (H. R. 5333) granting a pension to Edward L. Hill; 

H. R. 5306) granting a pension to Roxana V. Rowley; 

ill i R. 6257) for the relief of Julia Connelly; 

ill (H. R. 1943) granting a pension to James L. McClarran; 

iH i R. 5307) granting a pension to Lieut. Joseph Prost; and 
bill (H. R. 5334) granting a ion to Henry Annin. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2249) to authorize the Secretary of War to credit 
the Territory of Dakota with certain sums for ordnance and ordnance 
stores issued to said Territory, and for other purposes, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 998) referring to the Court of Claims the claim 
of the owner of the bark General Berry, destroyed while in the service 
of the United States, to ask to be di from its further consider- 
ation and that the same be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
I desire to say one word upon that motion. 

This claim came in by way of petition, the petition of one James 
Hooper, and was very fully and thoroughly considered by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. An adverse report was unanimously agreed 
to. Then the petitioner, feeling aggrieved, urged a rehearing, which 
was granted him, and he iterated and reiterated his desire, and the 
of. 

Now the same claim comes in again in the guise of a bill which does 
not allude to the petitioner’s name, but says, ‘‘A bill referring to the 
Court of Claims the claim of the owner of the bark General a fe 
Instead of giving the name of the person, it describes him in that way, 
and the bill is sent to another committee. - 

I think under the circumstances, whichever committee should origi- 
nally have had jurisdiction of such a claim, the same committee that 
dealt with it before should deal with it again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Com- 
mittee on Claims will be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill and it will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2419) grantirig a pension to Jackson Steward, moved 
its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sabmitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (ir R. caan) granting a pension to Jackson Steward; 

A bill (H. R. 6430) granting a pension to Lucy G. Dutcher; 

A bill (H. R. 5021) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby; 
A bill (S. 2479) granting a pension to Mrs. Adaline P. Loy; 

A bill ie 2459) granting a pension to Eliza Wilkins; 

A bill (S. 2420) granting a pension to Sidney Denton; 

granting a pension to John G. Warren; 


A bill (S. 2391 
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ting a pension to Alonzo Raymond; 
2366) granting a pension to Elizabeth Garaghty; 

granting a pension to Marcel Y ; and 

right. 

Mr. HARRISON from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2517) declaratory of the 
meaning of the act entitled “An act for the relief of Maria Syp 
which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1160) authorizing the retirement of Lieut. Adolphus W. Greely with 
the rank and d pay of colonel, moved its indefinite postponement; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Military 
: to whom was referred the bill (S. 2339) to provide for one ad- 
ditional assistant adjutant-general, with the rank of major of cavalry, to 
report it favorably without amendment, and tosubmita report thereon. 

As I have obtained the indefinite postponement of the other bill in 
which the name of Lieutenant Greely is mentioned, it is proper that I 
should say the bill I now report favorably authorizing the appointment 
ofone additional assistantadjutant-general with the rank of major of cay- 
alry is intended to put it in the power of the President to recognize 
Lieutenant Greely’s services. His name is not mentioned in the bill, 
but the object and purpose of it is expressed in the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
en 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred. the bill’ (S. 2035) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
credit the State of Oregon with the sum of $12,398.55 for ordnance and 
ordnance stores to be issued to the Territory of Washington on account 
of said State, in payment for ordnance and ordnance stores borrowed 
by said State of said Territory during the Nez Percé Indian war of 
1877 and 1878, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom were referred resolutions of the Legislature of Kansas 
in relation to the enlargement of the Soldiers’ Home located at Leaven- 
worth, Kans., to report them back. As the matter has been reported 
on by bill I ask that the resolutions lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will lie on the table. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military irs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1964) to repeal a certain portion of section 1094 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1043) to amend sections 1097 and 1098 of the 
Revised Statutes, relating to aids to general officers of the Army, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1148) providing for the construction of an iron 
pier at Fortress Monroe, Va., reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same “committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and o ered to be printed. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports tuereon; 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. Sanh granting a pension to Louis Heidel; and 

A bill (S. 2384 ting a pension to William Peavler. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3440) making an appropriation to construct 
a macadamized road from the United States barracks in Saint Bernard 
Parish, Louisiana, to the national military cemetery at Chalmette, in 
said parish, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1863) for the relief of W. T. H. Foreman, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Im- 
provement of the Mississippi River, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
546) to make the Lake Borgne outlet, to improve the low-water navi- 
gation of the Mississippi River from New Orleans, La., to Cairo, Ills., 
and incidentally to reclaim and protect the valley lands of the Missis- 
sippi River and tributaries from overflow without levees, to report it 
with amendments; and I ask permission that I may submit a report upon 
the subject hereafter, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
no objection. 

Mr.. COGKRELL. I wish to say that, as a member of the commit- 
tee, I was not present at the time when the bill was ordered to be re- 
ported, and I do not assent to its provisions. I simply desire to place 
myself upon record as not approving it. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pénsions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1059) granting a pension to Charles F. Hildreth, reported 
See: thereon, and moved its indefinite postponement; which was 
agreed to 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 


Leave wil be granted, there being 


R. 4124) granting a pension to Charles F. Hildreth, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7156) to increase the pension of Antoinette Birney, widow of 
Maj. Gen. David B. Birney, reported it with amendments, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1773) for the relief of Lieut. J. McA. Webster, of 
the Twenty-second Infantry, United States Army, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT OF LABOR COMMISSIONER. 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was reé 
ferred the following concurrent resolution, reported it without amend- 
ment; and it was considered by unanimous consent and gon to: 


REPORT ON COAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. From the Committee on Printing I report a substi- 
tute for a resolution referred to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute will be read. 

The substitute was read and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of tatives concurring), That 7,500 addi- 
tional — of the report of the of fortifications or other coast ‘defenses 
be printed; 2,000 for the use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 500 for the War Department, and 1,000 for the Navy Department. 


NELSON’S REPORT ON ALASKA. 


Mr. HAWLEY.. From the Committee on Printing I report also fa- 
vorably the following concurrent resolution referred to that committee: 

Resolved by the Senate of the jae States (the Houseof Representatives concurring), 
That the report on Alaska, by E. W. Nelson, be printed, with the necessary 
illustrations, and that 4,000 additional copies be printed; of which 1,000 e 
shall be for the we of the Senate, 2,000 pier for the use of the House of 
resentatives, and 1,000 copies for distribution under the direction of the Chief 
Signal Officer of the United States Army. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see that the resolution includes an appropriation 
for the necessary illustrations. I should be glad to be informed on that 

int. 

g HAWLEY. Iwasabout tostate (the inquiry is perfectly proper) 
that this is one of the two reports sanctioned by the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, reports made by officers of the Signal Service under scientific 
instruction from the Smithsonian. Professor Baird places a very high 
estimate upon them. One of them has been ordered to be printed by 
the Senate. This one costs but $1,500 for the whole number, the regu- 
lar number and the additional copies. There are some illustrations, 
but not e: ive ones. 

Mr. PL I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut if 
anybody in connection with the Smithsonian Institution writes any- 
thing which is not printed at public expense? 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is an indefinite question. Iam unable to an- 
swer. I suppose whatever they write that is valuable gets printed, 
either by their own funds or by the vote of Congress. 

Mr. PLUMB. The question as to whether it is valuable, I think, 
if submitted to the ordinary test applied to the emanations of other 
people, would oe decided against the value of the work that 
is published. I do not know m of any person in Government em- 
ploy except Senators and Mem of Congress who have a right to 
write anything they please and have it printed at the Government 
Printing Office. I should like to hear of anybody else. If any person 
knows of any one who is authorized thus to inflict upon the taxing 

power of the ie what he has to say, I should like to hear of it. 

P The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2518) granting a pension to Louisa 
R. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 2519) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard B. Rians; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on "Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2520) granting a pension to 
Stephen Singleton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 2521) for the relief of John Mel- 
lifont and Ellen Riordon; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the arn roe ig paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MI R introduced a bill (S. 2522) for the relief of Damie Ful- 
ler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2523) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Catharine W. Collins; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 2524) granting a pension to Peter 
Goad; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER. Lintroduce a bill for the purpose of creating the office 
of assistant commissioner of Indian affairs for reference to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. _ 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to the fact that in that 
bureau of the Department of the Interior there is no assistant. When- 
ever the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is away the duties of the Com- 
missioner are di by the chief clerk, without, apparently, any 
authority of law so to do, but from the necessity of the case. The bill 
disposes of the chief clerk and transfers all the duties now discharged by 
him to an assistant commissioner, giving him the authority that the 
chiefclerk now exercises. Asa matter of justice to the ent this 
bill ought to become a law, and I ask the committee to take it up and 

i of it promptly. 

The bill (S. 2525) to create the office of assistant commissioner of 
Indian affairs was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


PRINTING OF GENERAL PENSION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. 1886) for the relief of soldiers of the late war, honor- 
abl after six months’ service, who are led and dependent upon 
their own x for sup , and of dependent parents of soldiers who died in 
the service or from ilities contracted therein, be printed as passed by the 

e. 


CONSTRUCTION OF SHIPS AT PENSACOLA, 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be,and they are, instructed to 
inquire and report, by bill or otherwise, whether the interests of the country do 
oe | require the equipment of the navy-yard at Warrington, near Pensacola, 
Fla., for the co’ ion there of steel ships of war, and whether an appropri- 
ation of not less than $500,000should not be made for the immediate 
ment of the work of constructing such vessels. 


CHESTER A, ARTHUR AND WILLIAM If. ROBERTSON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further concurrent or 
other resolutions? If not, the morning business is closed. 

Mr. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 
2053) for the relief of Chester A. Arthur and William H. Robertson, 
late collectors of the customs of the district of the city of New York. 
The bill has been reported favorably from the Finance Committee, and 
there are reasons why immediate action should be had, which will be 
obvious to all the members of the Senate. I think there can be no ob- 
jection to it. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It directs the proper accounting officers to 
allow Chester A. Arthur, collector of the district of New York, in settle- 
ment of his accounts, acredit for $8,436.88, the same being for the sum of 
$5,000 in gold coin, now charged to him, which was stolen or disap- 

from the office of the then cashier of the custom-house at New 
ork, January 21, 1876, without the default or negligence of the col- 
lector or of the late William D. Robinson, cashier; and for $3,436.88, 
the amount of an apparent discrepancy in account of proceeds of sales of 
unclaimed goods, which is unexplained by reason of the death of Samuel 
G. Ogden, late auditor of the custom-house, who had charge of such ac- 
count and y received and disbursed all moneys thereon during 
his wholeterm of service of thirty-six years. Itfurtherdirects the proper 
accounting officers to allow William H. Robertson, collector of the dis- 
trict of New York, in settlement of his omii He credit for $13,094, 
the same being a sum now to him, which was stolen or disap- 
from the office of the cashier of the custom-house at New York, 
without the default or negligence of the collector or of the late James 
Hoffman, cashier. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8762) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for public printing, 
pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to some and 
disagreed to other amendments of the Senate to the hill (H. R. 4838) 
to abolish certain fees for official services to American vessels, and to 
amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, seamen, and own- 


commencc- 


ers of vessels, and for other purposes; agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the said bill and the amendments thereto; and had 
appointed Mr. DINGLEY, Mr. Dunn, and Mr. MCMILLIN managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 


PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I move that the bill (S. 2299) to repeal all laws pro- 
viding for the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing entries 
for timber culture, and for other purposes, be made a special order for 
Tuesday, the Ist of June, at 2 o'clock. 

I will state, if Iam tted to do so, that I make this motion by 
direction of the Committee on Public Lands, and that this is a very im- 
portant measure. It proposes the repeal of the pre-emption law, the 
repeal of the timber-culture act, the repeal of the commutation provis- 
ion of the homestead law, makes material modifications of the desert- 
land act, and contains many general provisions of importance and util- 
ity in the disposition of the public lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves that 
the bill indicated by him be made a special order for Tuesday, the 1st 
of June, at 2o0’clock. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 
[Putting the question.] The motion is agreed to, and the bill is made 
a special order for the time named, two-thirds concurring. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SEWELL. I rise to a question of privilege as to the vote neces- 
sary to make a special order, whether it requires a majority or a two- 
thirds vote? 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. Itrequires a two-thirds vote. There 
being no negative, the Chair assumed that the special order was made 
by the requisite vote. 

Mr. INGALLS. TheSenatorfrom New Jersey voted in the negative. 

Mr. SEWELL. I objected. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will then assume that the 
vote has not been taken and will again submit the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves that 
the public land bill to which he has referred be made the special order 
for Tuesday, June 1, at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. SEWELL. I have stated to the Senate on more than one occa- . 
sion that I am desirous of getting up a certain bill and that I should 
object to any special order being made without taking a vote on that 
bill. Ishall ask the friends of that bill to vote down any ial order 
being made until the bill to which I refer, the bill for the relief of Fitz- 
John Porter, has a chance to come before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Oregon to make the bill indicated by him 
a special order for the date named. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the title of the bill be read. + 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read by its title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2299) to repeal all laws providing for 
the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for tim- 
ber culture, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the mo- 
tion. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is this subject debatable? 

The PRESIDENT pro temporg. It is not subject to debate. The 
Secretary will call the roll on the question of agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Oregon. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] on all questions connected 
with this bill. 

The roll-call was concluded. : 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to say that I am paired generally with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. I do not know how he would 
vote on this motion, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). When 
the roll was called I did not notice the absence of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], with whom Iam paired. I withdraw 
my vote. pæ 

Mr. PLATT (after having voted in the negative). I am paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. As I do 
not know how he would vote on this question, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to announce that my colleague [ Mr. CoOL- 
QurrT] is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr CuLLom]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am paired generally with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGAN]; but if he were here I know he would vote for 
the motion, and so I have voted. i 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 9; as follows: 


YEAS—38, 
Allison, Dolph, Maxey, Stanford, 
Berry, Edmunds, Miller, ‘eller, 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell of Oreg., Van Wyck, 
Bowen, Harris, Morrill, 
Brown, Harrison, Palmer, Walthall, 
Call, Hawley, Plumb, Whitthorne, 
Chace, Hoar, h, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, ngalls, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Sabin, 

Sherman, 
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NAYS—9. 
Beck, Hampton, Payne, Sewell, 
Cameron, Kenna, Saulsbury, Voorhees, 
Eustis, 
ABSENT—29, 

Aldrich, Frye, Jonesof Nevada, Platt, 
Blackburn, George, McMillan, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Gibson, MePherson, Sawyer, 

en, Gorman, Mahone, Spooner, 
Colquitt, Gray, Manderson, ance, 
Cullom c, Mitchell of Pa., 
Dawes, Hearst, Morgan, 
Fair, Jonesof Florida, Pike, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The motion is carried, two-thirds of 

the Senators:present having voted in the affirmative, 
SAMUEL HANSON. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that a message be sent to the House of Repre- 
sentatives requesting the recall of the bill (S. 356) granting a pension 
to Samuel Hanson, which passed the Senate yesterday. A House bill 
for the same purpose has arrived in the Senate and been passed by the 
Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senate 
bill referred to will be recalled from the House of Representatives. 


FORFEITURE OF ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT, 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed now to the considera- 
tion of House bill 453, Calendar No. 877. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 453) to forfeit the lands 
granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States of Mis- 


souri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast and to restore the same to set-’ 


tlement, and for other p 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, after the words ‘‘right of way,” in line 
3, to insert: 

And the right, power, and authority given to said corporation to take from 
the public lands adjacent to the line of said road material of earth, stone, tim- 
ber, &c., for the construction thereof, including all necessary grounds for station 
buildings, workshops, depots, machine-shops, switches, side-tracks, turn-tables, 
and water stations, 

So as to read: 

That all the lands, excepting the right of way, and the right, power, and au- 
thority given to said corporation to take from the public lands adjacent to the 
line of said road material of earth, stone, timber, &c., for the construction thereof, 
including all necessary grounds for station buildings, workshops, depots, ma- 
chine-shops, switch de-tracks, turn-tables, and water stations heretofore 
granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad rer aca by an act entitled “An 
act granting lands to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast,” approved July 27, 
1866, and subsequent acts and joint resolutions of Congress, which are adjacent 
to and coterminous with the uncompleted portions of the main line of said road, 
embraced within both the granted and indemnity limits, as contemplated to be 
constructed under and by the provisions of the said act of July 27, 1866, and acts 
and joint resolutions subsequent thereto and relating to the construction of said 
road and telegraph, be, and the same are hereby, declared forfeited and restored 
to the public domain, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after the words “restore to the public 
domain,’’ in line 23, to strike out the following words: 

And made subject to disposal to entry and settlement under the provisions of 
the homestead laws, by actual settlers only as tho said grant never been 
made: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be held to impair any right the 
United States may have in or to the lands embraced in said grant not declared 
forfeited by this act. 


Mr, INGALLS. It seems to me that in accordance with the policy 
already announced by the Committee on Public Lands for the repeal of 
the pre-emption and timber-culture laws, the first part of that para- 
graph ought to be retained: 

de subject to d l to en nd settlem 
Pen si oe psec by ey wets Bs ae ata ase 

I do not understand why, if the committee intend to adhere to the 
policy announced in the bill that has been aspecial order this morning, 
that amendment should be made to this bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thecommittee have not announced a principle quite 
so broad as that, I think. The bill which is before the Senate from the 
committee provides for the repeal of the pre-emption law and of the 
timber-culture law and for the modification of the desert-land act. 
Many of these lands, according to the information the committee had, 
are of acharacter that would be entered under the desert-land act as 
proposed to be modified by the committee, and it is thought best to 
leave these lands to be entered as they will be entered under the pro- 
visions of the bill which will probably become a law before Congress 
adjourns. There are many of the lands that can only be made use of 
under the desert-land provision. 

The amendment was agreed to. - : 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who is 
necessarily absent from the Senate and will probably be absent indefi- 
nitely, proposed an amendment to this bill. I ask unanimous consent 
that it may be considered as offered by him for the purpose of testing 
the sense of the Senate upon it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment was proposed by the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], as representing the views of the 
minority of the Committee on Public Lands, which will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Itis proposed toadd as new sections to the bill 
the following: 


and controversies ove yin a rights and equities in said forfeited lands that | 
are claimed or asserted by 


any rations or 
forfeited arising un 
act, so as to bring before, 
claim, whether the same be legal or equitable, 

Sec.—. That any person or corporation not made a party defendant in said 

roceeding, but claiming any interest under the laws of the United States inthe 
fat or any part thereof, which are declared forfeited by this act, may present 
such claim by petition in said canse, duly verified by oath; and if the court, upon 
consideration thereof, shall decide that the adjudication and settlement of such 
claim is necessary to do complete justice in said cause, the court shall direct 
that such further proceeding be had upon such petition as that the same may 
be fully heard and determined, and shall pi to decree upon the same as 
fully as if such petitioner had been made a party defendant in said suit: Pro- 
vided, That no such petition shall be filed after twelve months from the date of 
the filing of the bill in said cause. : 

Sec.—, That the court, if it shall see fit, may tax all the costsof the suit under 
this act against the United States, or may apportion the costs of any proceeding 
under this act between the parties according to justice and equity. Any party 
to the suit instituted under this act shall have the right of appeal from any final 
decree therein to the Supreme Court of the United States, in the same manner 
and under the same conditions as are prescribed by law and the rules of said 
court for appeals in equity cases; and the Supreme Court shall cause said ap- 
peal to be advanced on the docket so that the same shall be sents Ste 
mined; but no right of appeal shall exist after six months from the time when 
said final decree is entered on the records of the circuit court of the United 
States, 


Mr. PLUMB. Itis proper I should say that the committee did not 
agree to that amendment, and do not believe it is necessary. I donot 
believe myself that it is of a character to render any service to the 
public or to the railroad company or to the persons who may be inter- 
ested in the lands or in the company itself. I therefore hope the 
amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. VEST. IfI understand the case, there is nothing in the bill as 
reported by the committee which will prevent any person or corpora- 
tion testing the matter hereafter and having an adjudication of his or 
its rights. 

Mr. PLUMB. Nothing at all. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr, CALL. I should like to have the Senator in charge of the bill 
explain the meaning of this language which I will read. The bill pro- 
vides that the grants made by an act entitled “An act granting lands to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States 
of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast,” approved July 27, 1866, 
and subsequent acts and joint resolutions of Congress, which are adja- 
cent to and conterminous with the ew portions of the main 
line of said road, embraced within both the granted and indemnity 
limits, as contemplated to be constructed under and by the provisions 
of the said act of July 27, 1866, and acts and joint resolutions subse- 
quent thereto and relating to the construction of said road and tele- 
graph, be, and the same are hereby, declared forfeited and restored to 
the public domain. 

Is that intended to forfeit the lands for that portion of the road which 
was not completed within the time specified in the granting act ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is only intended to forfeit the lands opposite that 
portion of the road which is now uncompleted. 

Mr. CALL. Then I wish to say for one that this is a bill to confirm 
the title of the railroad company to the grant instead of a bill to forfeit 
it, and it raises a question of great public interest which attaches to a 
great many of the railroad companies and which is perhaps the most 
important question before the people. It is impossible to tell what 
quantity of land will be confirmed to the railroad company under this 
act if it shall become a law. 

The people of the United States, and I believe the right and justice 
of the case, demand the forfeiture of all the land where the grant was 
not complied with and the road completed within the time specified in 
the granting act. If there be ae to that, they should be made 
known and a new grant be made, for it is in effect a new grant and not 
the forfeiture of an old grant. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will permit me, I will call his attention 
to the statute amendatory of the original granting act, which I think 
will qualify his opinion on this particular point as to this road. By 
chapter 33 of the acts of 1871 it is provided—- 

That the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, organized under act of Con- 
gress of July 27,1866,is hereby authorized to make and issue its bonds in such 
form and manner, for such sums, payable at such times,and bearing such rate 
of interest, and to of them on such terms as its directors may deem ad- 
visable; and to secure said bonds, the Fag saena Ate roe. 
ions as its directors iuay premeine As 


said compan 


pa: 
equipment, lands, franchises, privil and other rig 
terms, conditions, and limitati 


to such 
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I think; whatever the merit may be of the general ariii which 
the Senator from Florida is proceeding to argue, that this railroad is 
taken out of the category of roads to which he has referred. 

Mr. CALL. What is the date of that statute? 

Mr. PLUMB. April 20, 1871. 

Mr, CALL. That seems to qualify the matter, 

The bill was reported to the Eenets ag amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 


The bill was ead the third time and passed. * 


ARMLESS OR LEGLESS PENSIONERS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the individual pension bills upon the Calendar reported 
favorably, and I suggest that we begin where we left off yesterday. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin to let me call 
up a general pension Dill, limited in its character, which I do not think 


will take more than a few minutes. It is Order of Business 517, Sen- terda 


ate bill 2056—quite as important as private pension bills. 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not like to give way, but I think I shall wa 
to do so for that. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move to take up Senate bill 2056. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2056) to amend the pension 
laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost 
an arm or a leg in the service. 

It proposes that all persons on the pension-rolls and all persons 
hereafter granted a pension, who, while in the military or naval serv- 
ice of the United States and in line of duty, shall have lost one hand 
or one foot, or been totally or permanently disabled in the same, shall 
receive a pension of $30 a month; thatall persons now on the pension- 
rolls, and all persons hereafter granted a pension, who in like manner 
shall have lost either an arm at orabove the elbow or a leg at or above 
the knee, or been totally or permanently disabled in the same, shall 
receive a pension of $36 per month; and that all persons now on the 
pension-rolls, and all persons hereafter granted a pension who in like 
manner shall have lost either an arm at the shoulder-joint or a leg at 
the hip-joint, shall receive a pension at the rate of $45 per month. 
But nothing herein contained shall be construed to repeal section 4699 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or to change the rate of 


$18 per month therein mentioned to be proportionately divided for any 
nin of disability established for which section 4695 makes no pro- 

bir ‘SEWELL. This bill, while general in its character, is limited 
to the men who have lost limbs in theservice. The classification under 
the existing law is: 

For all amputations below the knee or elbow............. 

G For all amputations above the knee or elbow 

For all amputations at the hip or shoulder joint. 

‘The committee had a great many bills under consideration, from which 
they reported this bill, preserving the present classification as 
I have stated it for these injuries, but increasing the Pror Syed 
wa. the thirty-dollar class to $36, and the class receiving $37.50 

‘That increase has been based on a great mass of testimony coming from 
the pensioners themselves and medical certificates in connection with 
their claims as to the increase of suffering by reason of these amputations. 
As they grow older they become less able to work and mfe feeble, and 
as a consequence ought to be more of a burden on the generosity of the 
Government, 

The number of pensioners and the amount of money involved in this 
bill is as follows: 

The class now receiving $24 per month numbers 15,024; the amount 
of money expended, 64530, 912, and the increase proposed is $1, 081,728. 
The class recei $3) per month consists of 7,027 pensioners, and the 
present annual their pensions is $2,853,720, and the proposed 
increase is $570,744. Of the class now receiving $37.50, there are 470 


ee: and the annual value of their pensions now is $211, 500, and 
roposed by the bill is $42,300; making the total increase 


by this bill Leos 

Me HARRIS. ‘Ts that an annual increase? 

Mr. SEWELL. An annual increase of $1,694,772. 

I submit, Mr. President, that this is a well-defined class that is not 
capable of increase, that the number is diminishing every day, and that 
we know what we are doing when we propose to vote for a bill of this 
kind. mening carotid aig A ate T 1 CTS are eto 
fi heroes, I may say, war, w. o carry abou with them appar- 
ent to the eat ev their disabilities; and if there is any class 
of pensioners to whom we ought to be liberal, these are the ones. 


Mr. MILLER. There is an amendment to this bill which I offered 


ortgage 
suf. | Some time ago which has been printed and I trust it will be accepted by 


the Senator who has the bill in charge, as I think it very just. Inline 
16, after the word “‘hip-joint,’’ I move to insert: 

Or so near the joint as to prevent the use of an artificial limb, 

So as to read: 

KELAA s DUA whos in le mii EAA have Mot alter aa as the 
shoulder-joint or a te Éa pert hipjoint, or so rk the joint as to prevent the use 
of an artificial lim receive a pension at the rate of $45 per month, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The SOOT is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the pier 
was concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
PRIDOLINE GLASTETTER, 


Mr. SAWYER. ask consent of the Senate to proceed to the con- 
<n of the individual pension bills reported favorably in their 
order, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, There being no objection, it will be 
so ordered. The call will commence where the Senate left off yes- 


y. 
The bill (S. 2132) granting a pension to Fridoline Glastetter was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Fridoline Glastetter, late a private in Com- 
pany F, Second Illinois Light Artillery Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WALLIS PATTEE. 


The bill (S. 2026) granting a pension to Wallis Pattee was considered 
as in Committee of the . It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Wallis Pattee, late a member of Company K, Seventh 
Regiment of Iowa Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


JOHN P. M’ELROY, 


_ The bill (S. 2233) granting g to John P. eee was con- 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John P. McElroy, banay ol of Company D, Forty- 
ninth Regiment Missouri Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL F. ROWE. 


The bill (S. 2228) granting a pension to Samuel F. Rowe was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. E oodo DIAO bap el 
sion-roll the name of Samuel F. Ront late of Company G, Fifth Wis- 


pro pore: The 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 


May 4, 1886: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill (S, 2228) granting a 

Smbe Samnel F. Rowe, pete examined the same, and report: = 

ifth Wisconsin Infantry, 


e cntigied oa OPECi tn Ooeipany G F 
in May, 1861, and was June 14, 1862. He asks for a pension for 
chronic rheumatism, con! at Cape Griffin, Va., © while in the line of his 


sag du 

E aon was Phi pete by the Commissioner of Pensions polly. on the 
OOAD of Shee OMANI surgeons, who allege that he is sound, and 
without any appearance of disability. The kanono of the ‘Adjuta nt-Genera! 
identifies service of the — and mentions his discharge for ey: 
The Surgeon-General’s repo: ys he was admitted to Hospita! 
Vasington, D. C., May 16-1 sta with chronic bronchitis, and Rad dieenarced 

e 


tárod 
Wisconsin, te nenitis affecting th giana ee sean ker Det 
e lungs, w. 
also has pains in ‘the cheek God 


ag tarps fe Lincoln, 
— and to 
far from the Army to the p present time he has been partially disabled from per- 


fo mani 
E HS0 says his acquaintance commenced with the claimant when they 
enlisted; seine er that he has personal knowledge of his being 
sick and sent to the hospital, and of his continued Rd disability, 
er witnesses testify to thelr knowledge of him before enlistment, when he 
was an a aaiye heal 


thy man, 
’s ara Aan 'of yar says he finds him incapable of discharg- 
; is discharged on account of chronic rheuma- 
tism, and adds “ of six-years’ si vet Sing La? 


suggest e cla. 
timony of his neighbors and long-time acquaintances raved to be le, and 
it is in evidence he entered the wht a healthy man,and came out of it, 
and ee to be, broken in health, and to a degree disabled by a complica- 


tion oi 
The Senator t by whom this report is submitted has personal rari of 


this claiman' aoa SE OEY Ber he is a disabled man, in destitute circum 
stances, and worthy of relief. 
The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


1886. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCY A. WASHBURN. 


The bill (S. 2218) for the relief of Lucy A. Washburn was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the name of Lucy 
A. Washburn, widow of First Lieut. Lon Washburn, late of Battery I, 
Sixteenth Regiment New York Artillery, shall be placed on the pen- 
sion-roll at the rate of $12 per nronth. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES G. MATHES. 


The bill (S. 2220) granting a pension to James G. Mathes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James G. Mathes, late a corporal of Company L, 
Eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY DANER. 


The bill (S. 2197) granting a pension to Henry Daner was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ion-roll 
the name of Henry Daner, late a private in Company I, Second Regi- 
ment of United States Artillery, who served twenty years in the 
United States Army and was honorably discharged for disability in- 
curred in the service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACKSON CHAPMAN. j 


The bill (S. 2075) granting a pension to Jackson Chapman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jackson Chapman, late a private in Company E, 
Forty-fifth Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ANN E. LAMBURG, 


. The bill (S. 1902) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann E. Lamburg was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to te on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Ann E. Lamburg, widow of George W. 
Lamburg, late of Company I, Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES BRUNDRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 2198) granting a pension toCharles Brundridge was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Charles Brundridge, late of Company D, First 
Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrosed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM WALLACE YOUNG. 

The bill (S. 2180) granting an increase of pension to William Wallace 
Young was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of William Wallace Y: , late a private in Com- 
pany B, One hundred and twenty-first New York Volunteers, to the 
rate of $30 per month. R 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case, that we may 
know the reasons of the increase. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator reporting the 
bill to what extent the Pension Office can now increase this man’s pen- 
sion. He was pensioned at $4, I see, and then it was increased to $6. 
Now what is the greatest allowance the Pension Office can allow to a 
private soldier for total disability ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Seventy-two dollars. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is from wounds. 

Mr. INGALLS. When his condition is so helpless from wounds or 
disease that he requires the continual care and attendance of another 
person, not specific disability, but general disability, resulting from any 


cause. 

Mr. SAWYER. Thats only $50 now. When that law was passed 
all then on the roll were raised to $72. Now $50 is the highest. 

Mr. INGALLS. Seventy-two dollars is the highest rate allowed for 
general disability by the general law. : 

Mr. SAWYER. But that general law only covered those who were 
on the list at $50 then. 

Mr. INGALLS. TheSenator is mistaken; we havea general statute 
providing that in case of total disability and personal helplessness re- 
quiring the continual care and assistance of another person the rate of 
pension shall be $72 a month. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Can it not be graded between $8 and $72? 

Several SENATORS. No. : 

Mr. SAWYER. I know the committee thought this was one of the 
cases where the man ought to have $30. His health was broken down. 
He was ruined almost in. rebel prisons. We thought $30 was little 
enough. am, 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam quite sure the Pension Ofc? fs"not allowed 
to rate up to $72. That is for a specific case described by law, a case of 
such absolute disability as to require the assistance of an attendant. 
Eight dollars is what is called the total disability for a private soldier. 
Of course there are some ific cases of wounds that go higher. The 
$72 is a specific class; but $72 is not a total from which the Depart- 
ment can rate at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is put at $30, and the Pension Office has re- 
fused to increase it even from $6 to $8. ` 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator advance that as an argument why 
the Senate should not increase it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not atall. Iam simply saying that it does seem 
that the Pension Office, in charge of a disabled soldier, and which has 
continuously been in charge of soldiers, with nearly the entire ma- 
chinery of the office largely in the hands of soldiers, certainly ought, 
where it is a question of fact as to the degree of disability, to be will- 
ing to do justice to the soldiers, to the applicants for pensions, and nob 
compel them to come to Congress with so many cases for relief. 

Mr. INGALLS. When was this application rejected at the Pension 
Office? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was allowed a long time ago. 

Mr. INGALLS. When was it rejected? 


ce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I suppose as a matter of course the man 
applied for it. I take it for granted, though the report does not say 
anything of the kind. He was pensioned at $4 and increased to $6 a 
month for disability. It does not say that he applied for an increase 
beyond that, but itis presumable that he did and that the office would 
certainly have given hima rating up to $8 per month. There is noth- 
ing here to show that he ever applied for it, but I presume he did. 

Now, the point I make is that the Pension Office ought to do equal 
and exact justice to all worthy applicants for pension, and they should 
not resort to Congress unless in exceptional cases where under the law 
the Pension Office does not have the right to adjudicate equitably but 
must follow the letter of the law and construe it against them. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Pension Office, so far as my observation goes, 
at this present time is a tly administered upon the theory that 
every disabled soldier who claims that he has a right to an increase of 
pension is felonious. I have a casein my mind now where a soldier 
totally blind, whose claim had been admitted under a previous admin- 
istration of that office and his arrears adjudicated under the most abun- 
dant and explicit proof, had his claim ed by the present Com- 
missioner among the earliest of his official acts; and upon an appeal 
taken after the case had been argued before the Assistant Secretary of 
the Interior and again taken to the Secretary of the Interior against the 
continued interposition of objéctions on the part of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, so obvious was the justice of the claim that the 


gage- | finally declared that the original decision should stand, and the man 


received his pension, making I believe the largest aggregate amount of 
arrears that has been paid since 1879. 
I agree with the Senator from Missouri that there is some defect in 
the present administration of pensions. It is not appropriate that hun- 
of cases should be required to come to especially when 
the evidence is as clear and abundant and copious as it is in nine-tenths 
of the cases that come before the Senate for pensions after having been 
carefully examined by the members of the committee. But what are: 
you going to do about it? Here is the Commissioner of Pensions, to- 
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day himself a standing monument of the gratitude and liberality of a 
Republican Senate. ‘The claim of John C. Black was before the Sen- 
ate Committee on Pensions when I was its chairman, and we reported 
a bill putting him on the pension-list at the highest rate that is paid 
I believe to any soldier of the Republic, upon the ground that he was 
totally disabled, that his ability to earn a livelihood in his profession 
had been absolutely destroyed. His friend and advocate and sponsor 
here was Hon. David Davis, then a Senator from Illinois, and he as- 
sured the committee that John Charles Black was an absolute physical 
wreck, unable to obtain a subsistence for himself or his family in the 
practice of his profession, and we gave him $100 a month; and that man 
to-day in the enjoyment of $100 a month asa totally disabled pensioner 
,000 a year as Commissioner of Pensions and is able enough to 
interpose objections, frivolous, unjustifiable, contrary to the letter and 
irit of the law, against thousands of men who are vastly more en- 
titled to the sum that he receives than he is entitled toithimself. His 
actions to-day and his position to-day in this Government are a refuta- 
tion of the facts upon which he received that pension; and if he were a 
man of honor, if he were entitled to the confidence of the people and 
the emoluments and dignities of the position he enjoys, he would de- 
cline to receive that pension. And I protest, sir, in the name of all the 
disabled soldiers of this Republic against the infamous obstacles that 
are interposed by that man against the allowance of pensions to which 
they are vastly better entitled than he is to the pension that he receives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas has gone 
out of his way and out of the record in this case to make a personal 
onslaught General Black, the Commissioner of Pensions, and he 
has und to leave the false impression upon the public mind of 
this country that these painaen are compelled to resort to 
Con, for relief are the claimants whose claims have been rejected 
by the present Commissioner of Pensions, which is not true. 

Mr. INGALLS. Many of them have been. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Most of them have not been and the record shows 
it, and the‘Senator knows it. I hold in my hand the record, and I say 
that the Commissioner of Pensions, General Black, has allowed more 
pehsions during the first year of his administration than any Commis- 
sioner of Pensions ever has allowed. That is the record; and with that 
record staring the Senator in the face he makes that uxjustifiable and 
I think unjust assault upon General Black. 5 

Now let us look at the record. . 

Mr. INGALLS. What do you say about Lis enjoying a pension at 
$100 a month for total disability as a physical wreck? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator presented it to him, and heis estopped 
from criticising his own act. 

Mr. INGALLS. Who is estopped? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The distinguished Senator before me, the honor- 
able Senator from Kansas, then chairman of the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. INGALLS. The pension was allowed upon what was supposed 
to be reliable and satisfactory evidence, and the present condition of 
the Commissioner of Pensions is a satisfactory f that he obtained 
the pension he enjoys under false allegations. Ht ought to be repealed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then theSenator, in discharge of the obvions duty 
he owes to thiscountry, should introduce a bill for the repeal of that 
law. 

Mr. INGALLS. It ought to be repealed. It isa shame that he is 

oying it. : 
. COCKRELL. TheSenator ought to have the manliness to do it. 
But I have in my hand the report of the Commissioner of Pensions; it 
is official. Let us see how many pensions were allowed in different 
years of the administration of that office, and see whether General Black 
is subject to the charge which has so unjustly been made against him. 
I will begin with the year 1880. Nine thousand seven hundred and 
a. pr pension claims were allowed in that year; in 1881, 20,912 were 
wed; in 1882, 22,615 were allowed; in 1883, 21,758 were allowed; 
in 1884, 27,117 were allowed; in 1885, 27,225 were allowed. 

Where are the facts that justify the discrimination which the Sena- 
E on Kansas has charged upon General Black? It is notin the 
record. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was talking about cases that had been rejected, 
not those allowed. Those which have been allowed by the present 
Commissioner of Pensions had all been prepared for adjudication by his 
predecessor. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not by any means; and the Senator knows the 
sepa i That will not do. Itisameresubterfuge. If apasiona 
allowed by the present Commissioner were prepared by his predecessor, 
the penton caime rechod were aie prepared by his predecessor. That 
is a fact the Senator must stare in the face. Ifthe pensions allowed 
by the present Commissioner of Pensions were prepared by his prede- 
cessor, then the pensions rejected in that office were also prepared for 
rejection by his predecessor, and the responsibility rests there. 

Now, I challenge the Senator to hunt up these cases that have been 
coming here to Congress for individual relief, and I say the record will 
show that nine out of ten of them originated under the administration 
` of the predecessors of General Black in office, 


No Commissioner of Pensions can give individual attention to each 
case; itis a physical impossibility; and if so many cases of injustice 
have been done as by the Senator from Kansas since the ad- 
ministration of General Black they have been done by the subordinates 
in the office, for it is impossible for him or any other Commissioner to 
give attention to all the cases. And whoarethesubordinates? They 
are gentlemen who were put in there under the preceding administra- 
tion, and they are still there. Look at the board of appeals. There 
has been but one change madeinit. Took at the paraphernaliain that 
office, and they are the same men who were in there under General 
Dudley; and it does not, with these facts before him, lie in the mouth 
of the Senator from Kansas to make this assault upon an individual 
who is not in a position to respond to him personally. 

I believe—and I am sure the record will show it—that the Pension 
Office to-day under General Black will do as complete, as exact, and 
as full justice and equity and right and fair dealing to every worthy 
applicant for pension as has ever been done by that office since its crea- 
tion, so far as General Black is concerned and so far as the responsible 
heads in that bureau who have been put there under the present ad- 
ministration of affairs are concerned. 

It is not worthy of the Senator from Kansas to undertake to make 
the false impression upon the country that the hundreds and eyen thou- 
sands of individual pension claims have come here because of the action 
of the present Commissioner of Pensions. They have not come here 
because of any action of his; and even if the cases had been rejected 
under his administration, the responsible parties for their rejection 
would have been the men who were put in there before he went into 
office and who have been continued in place. Itis the old régime, 
the old incumbents who pass upon theseclaims. As a matter of course 
General Black can not examine ten, fifteen, or twenty thousand indi- 
vidual pension cases during the year. It is a physical impossibility 
for anybody to do it. He must rely upon the examinations made in 
each division, which are reported to the different boards through which 
each case has to go; and then the final board of review remains un- 
changed. I believe only one change has been made in that large board. 

Now, Mr. President, here is a case where, so far as the report shows, no 
application was made for an increase and where the increase could only 
have been made to $8 a month, as I understand from the Senator re- 
porting the bill. If the Pension Office has no jurisdiction under the 
law to increase this claimant’s pension beyond $8 a month, and he is 
justly entitled to more, then it is a fit case for Congress. If the Pen- 
sion Office has a right to increase under existing law this man’s pen- 
sion to an amount equivalent to what he is entitled to, then it is nota 
fit ease for Congress. 

In the large number of pension cl. in the thousands and han- 
dreds of thousands of claims presented to the Pension Office, there will 
necessarily be some that for technical reasons can not be allowed. 
There will be some where probably the rating under the general law 
can not be what it should be. In such cases, as a matter of tourse, 
there is but one relief and one mode of relief, and that is either by a 
general law of Congress ber; relief in certain specified cases so as 
to cover it, or an individual relief bill. My experience is that the very 
poorest way of securing justice is by individual relief. bills, and that 
every class of worthy, just, and meritorious cases should be provided 
for by a enea law. 

Take the case of desertions in the Army. The record shows proba- 
bly over two hundred thousand soldiers marked deserters. They have 
repeatedly come to Congress asking that individual relief bills be passed 
in their favor. We , in 1882 I believe it was, a general bill re- 
lieving all that the Committee on Military Affairs, of which the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN] is chairman, believed 
were properly entitled to relief. That law was not construed as was 
anticipated by the War Department, and immediately another law was 
aa to remove the charge of desertion in certain cases. Under that 
law hundreds and possibly even thousands of soldiers who were un- 
justly charged with the offense of desertion have applied to have the 
record changed and corrected. 

A large number of their bills have been presented since that time not 
coming within the terms and provisions of that law. At the present 
session of this Congress I had the honor of presenting a bill and the 
Committee on Military Affairs ordered it to be favorably reported, mak- 
ing provision for the removal of the charge of desertion standing against 
the records of many others ‘who were deemed to be worthy of relief. 
That bill has passed both the Senate and the House and is now a law. 

I think the better way would be in these pension cases to pass laws 
increasing the power and authority of the Commissioner of Pensions to 
pass upon classes of cases which do not now come within the terms and 
provisions of the general law. I think it is the worst possible mode of 
relief to pass individual bills. 

Mr. President, I did not anticipate in asking some very interesting 
questions that I should draw on such a discussion as has been carried 
on upon this bill. I have ro objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, Iam in favor of the passage of this 
bill, and I do not intend to enter into the field of debate that has been 
very thoroughly plowed by the two gentlemen who have preceded me, 
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the one from Kansas and the other from Missouri, except to call the 
attention of the Senator from Missouri to one fact. Iam notdoing that 
for the purpose of criticising the Commissioner of Pensions, but for the 
purpose of showing how unjust have been the criticisms which have 
been heretofore made. 

Speaking in a political sense, Commissioner Black charged his prede- 
cessor with favoritism because he had allowed a great many pensions 
in 1880, and yet I find from the statement of the Senator that Com- 
missioner Black in one year allowed nearly three times as many as his 
predecessor, Commissioner Dudley, did, although he was charged with 
favoritism on account of the great number of pensions that were allowed. 

I only call the attention of the Senate to that fact to show how un- 
fair these things are that are sent broadcast before the world to im- 
properly influence the minds of people in regard to the action of 
officials, 

So far as General Black’s pension is concerned, I have nothing to say 
about it, whether he is entitled to it or not. If he is entitled to it I 
hope he will retain it. I think he is a badly wounded man, and if he 
is entitled to a pension, no matter how large, I certainly would not 
reduce it one cent, so far as I am concerned; nor would I so act in ref- 
erence to the pension of any man who had performed his duty honor- 
ably and well. As to how he obtained that pension, I have naught to 
say; but I do think where pensions are obtained through Congress, and 
persons think they are obtained on some improper evidence, about 
which I have nothing to say, it does not always come with the best 
grace to attack others who obtain pensions in the same way. 

- This man shows from the evidence, as I understand the report, that 
he was confined in prison for a long time, and we all know who have 
any experience—without reflecting upon anybody—that prison life is 
not calculated in the slightest degree to produce a healthy physique or 
healthfulness in the person, but is on the other hand calculated to de- 
stroy the health and constitution of men. We all know that no matter 
whether it is an army prison or state prison, or what it may be, con- 
finement in prison is not conducive to good health, but is always cal- 
culated to deio the system, constitution, and health of the indi- 
vidual. I have not the slightest doubt that this man’s health was 
destroyed in prison, as he says, and the fact that the Commissioner of 
Pensions has not at any time concluded that he was in a condition that 
entitled him to receive a ion is no evidence whatever to my 
mind that the applicant ought not to receive it, for I do know, and I 
say it without criticising officials, that there are men who apply for 

ions who ought to have them who do not receive them. Perhaps 
it is also true that men who ought not to have them do receive them. 
The great majority of the men who apply for pensions are men who are 
disabled not from wounds, but on account of disease they contracted 
in the service which has developed itself in after years. 

I hope this pension bill will pass, for I believe that every man who was 
in a prison during the war—I do not care whether he was there two 
weeks or three weeks or two years—every man who was imprisoned and 
punished and suffered as prisoners did during the war, is entitled to a 
pension, and I would vote to give every one of them a pension to-day, 
and $30 is not too much fora man disabled in the manner in which this 
man’s disability is described in the report; and for that reason I hope 
the bill will pass. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, it is impossible for me to allow 
the remarks made by the Senator from Kansas to go without notice on 


my part. . 
I was a member of the Committee on Pensions when the pension now 
so severely criticised was granted to General Black. The tor from. 


Kansas stated that Senator Davis, of Illinois, was the champion of that 
measure. To a certain extent that is true, for Judge Davis thought as 
I thought. I remember well the p: ings in the committee when 
we agreed to report that bill. I had intimate personal knowledge of 
General Black; I had known him many years; and I took a deeper in- 
terest in the case than anybody else here. I have known General 
Black since as a boy, at perhaps nineteen years of age, he broke away 
from college and went into the Army. His military services were 
especially brilliant. 

His wounds were repeated and of the severestcharacter. Isaw Gen- 
eral Black frequently during his most dreadful sufferings before this 
pension was granted, and I say to the Senate and in the heating of the 
country that I did not conceive it possible for a human being to suffer 
as he did and live. He was wasted to askeleton, blood-poison ravaged 
his entire system, and the bones of his arms were sawed out by the 
surgeon. I often left him never expecting again to see him alive; and 
when his pension bill came up here I had all the feeling that it was 
peee for me to have in behalfof a gallant, brilliant, promising, 

rave, suffering man, stricken down in defense of his country. 

I hold myself responsible and am ready to answer for the justice and 
propriety of that pension anywhere and everywhere. It was not ob- 
tained under false pretenses. So far from it, no pretense made here 
could have equaled the dreadful reality of his sufferings; and although 
he has survived, as I did not expect him to do, nor did his most inti- 
mate friends, yet to-day he discharges his duties with open, running 
wounds, His shattered and splintered bones leave him not one mo- 
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ment’s freedom from pain; he can sleep but in one position in his bed 
at night; and had he not been upheld by a spirit possessed by few men 
on this earth he would have sunk and died long ago from excessive and 
constant suffering. He is made of the material that constitutes heroes. 
If any gentleman here thinks $100 a month will pay for his present 
condition and what he has undergone, let him say so. I differ from 
him. 

General Black at the time this pension was granted, and in fact for 
years afterward, had no more ability to earn a livelihood by his own 
exertions that a child. And even though his constitution has survived 
the terrible shock, yet his hair has whitened, and, for a young man of 
forty-five, he is prematurely aged. He has never since the reopening 
of his wounds been able to pursuc his profession with that industry and 
endurance so absolutely necessary in that most laborious profession 
known among men, the practice of the law. 

Sir, I worked earnestly, with my heart in ‘‘ the effort,” for General 
Black’s pension. It has my approbationnow. Iremember that at the 
same session, I believe, the same committee reported a similar bill for 
General Shields. We puthim at $100amonth. He had been wounded 
in two wars, but he was mixing in the affairs of the world, and he after- 
ward served with us here in the Senate. The Senator from Kansas, 
who was chairman of the committee at that time, will remember these 
facts that I now recall to his recollection. 

Whether General Black is a man of honor or not I will not discuss, 
Those who know him best will hear what the Senator from Kansas has 
said with pain, not because it-will affect their opinion of the gallant 
soldier, the brave, true man, the upright officer, but ‘they will hear 
with pain that a Senator uses his position to thus speak of a man who 
can not strike back in his own person. 

As to General Black’s discharge of his duties as Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, not one word need be said by me. The speech of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] settles that question. 

Sir, I do not wish to drag the question of pensions into party politics. 
Neither the granting nor withholding of a pension is ever governed in 
my mind by such considerations. But when an attack is made more or 
less for political -effect—I know not what other cause the Senator from 
Kansas had—I rejoice that such an answer has been made as came with 
such force and conclusiveness from the Senator from Missouri. 

This much, Mr. President, I felt I ought to say. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hourof 2 o'clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday, being the bill (S. 714) to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy throughout the United States. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to make an observation in response to 
the remarks make by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] appealed 
to me just now, and said it was his desire that the Senate should con- 
tinue this bill for fifteen or twenty minutes longer. 

Mr. SAWYER. I shonld like to continue it half an hour to give the 
Senator from Kansas a chance to be heard, 

Mr. HOAR. If there is no objection on the part of the Senate I am 
disposed to yield to that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Chair 
will not call the regular order until it is demanded by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall demand the regular order at half past 2 or 
sooner if this bill is ont of the way. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the present Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, Mr. John Charles Black, was placed upon the pension-roll by 
special act that was reported during my chairmanship of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions upon the direct and positive allegation on his partand 
in his behalf by those who supported and promoted the bill that he 
was totally disabled, and that he was an absolute physical wreck. 

The highest rate of pension paid to any soldier at that time, I think 
in 1876, for total disability was $50 a month, and Mr. Black was placed 
upon the roll at $100 a month because it was affirmed that he was so 
totally disabled by disease, and by gunshot wounds, and by other dis- 
abilities received in the service, that his capacity, intellectually and 
physically, was absolutely annihilated. 

I remember the circumstances to which the Senator from Indiana 
has called attention. I do not stand here to disparage in any manner 
whatever the valor or the courage of Mr. John Charles Black, but I 
say that he received that pension and he enjoys that pension to-day 
because allegations were made which did not exist and which do not 
exist. 3 

Long before Mr. John Charles Black was pensioned—lI did not know it 
at the time—shortly after he came out of the war, after there had been 
resection and this surgical treatment had been gone through with, he 
was active in political and professional life. Iam told that he was a 
candidate for Congress in 1866 or 18¢8, some time after the war closed, 
I am told that since that pension was allowed in 1876 he has been thrice 
a candidate for Congress in the district where he resides, that he has 
made the canvass in opposition to his antagonist, and he has been a can- 
didate for governor active upon the stump, that he has conducted his 
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rofessional avocation, that he has contended for the Senate of the 
United States against the Senator from Illinois who now sits before me 
[Mr. Logan], and I know of my own personal knowledge that during 
a considerable portion of that time he has been a manager upon the 
Board of Soldiers’ Homes, and I am told from many quarters, from 


testimony which can not be questioned, that he is not and that he 
never has been totally disabled intellectually and physically. 
Mr. VOORHEES. Nobody ever said that he was disabled intellect- 


y. 
Mr. INGALLS. It was on that specific allegation—— 
Mr. VOORHEES. I say it was not. 
Mr. INGALLS. It was on that specific allegation, presented time 


and again—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. It never was. 

Mr. INGALLS. That he received that pension of $100 a month. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Never. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why does the Senator say ‘‘never?’’ 

Mr. VOORHEES. Never on any ground of intellectual disability. 

Mr. INGALLS. When the highest rate that ever had been allowed 
before was $50 a month for total disability, the Senator now says that 
in 1876, without any specification of peculiar disability, we passed a 
bill to give him $100 a month. : 

Mr. VOORHEES. I said nothing of the kind. I said there was no 
charge of any intellectual breakdown. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why, Mr. President, the Senator said on the floor 
within ten minutes of the time I now speak, that he was lying pros- 
trate upon a bed of suffering and illness and pain, incapable of exer- 
tion, from which neither the Senator from Indiana nor any of his friends 
supposed he would ever arise. k 

. VOORHEES. Now I repeat that; but does it follow that he 
was intellectually a wreck? That is the statement of the Senator. 

Mr. INGALLS. The allegation was that he could not obtain a live- 
lihood by the practice of his profession. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Could he on his back, torn with wounds, even if 
his mind was as bright as Blackstone’s? Could he? 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam not here to answer a catechism of the Senator 
from Indiana about whether a man can practice law on his back or not. 
That does not concern the controversy. 

I repeat, the allegation was at the time when that pension was granted 
that he was so physically and intellectually disabled that he could not 
acquire a livelihood by the practice of his profession. Nobody knows 
it better than the Senator from Indiana, because he stood here on the 
floor and in committee-room—and I honor him for it—and declared that 
this man’s capacity for usefulness was so impaired that it was neces- 
sary that he should be pensioned to save him and his family from men- 
dicancy and from being cast upon the charity of the world. _ 

Well, Mr. President, that alone would not have sufficed to have in- 
duced me to protest against this man’s pension. No pension, however 
large, can be compensation for such injuries as John Charles Black re- 
ceived. Noman would go through the havoc of war and the battle’s 
confusion, no man would be torn and rent by shot and shell as he was 
for $100 a month. But what I protest against is that he, enjoying this 
pension obtained upon those pretexts, signalizes his advent into the 
place he now holds by protesting against the payment of smaller pen- 
sions to men who were as greatly disabled as he was, and that he to- 
day stands advising and co-operating with the President of the United 
States in Tatang little measures of relief at $3 a month to private pen- 
sioners who could not secure suflicient evidence to establish their claims 
before the Pension Office. I protest against his enjoying that pension 
of $100 a month when he has been lawyer, politician, Commissioner of 
Pensions, for years and years since it was granted to him, no more phys- 
ically disabled, no more intellectually disabled than the Senator from 
Indiana is, enjoying that pension upon pretensions that do not exist 
and at the same time using the powers of his great office to prevent the 
payment of pensions which had been lawfully and properly granted. 

Here was acitizen of my own State, Robinson, aman who for nineteen 
years never had seen the light of thesun nor the face of wife or child, whose 
claim had been examined and re-examined and fought and contested for, 
years, and was finally allowed by the predecessor of General John Charles 
Black, a thousand times worse disabled than he is because he was doomed 
to perpetual blindness and isolation, and one of the first acts that Mr. 
John Charles Black did after he came into that office was to direct the 
payment of that pension to be ded. All that this poor wreck, 
incarcerated in perpetual darkness, could receive was $72 a month, $28 
less than Mr. Black receives; and he can write his name with that dis- 
abled hand. And yet although it had been allowed after protracted 
adjudication he ordered it suspended by telegraph; and since March, 
1885, that poor disabled wreck has been endeavoring to secure justice 
before the Pension Office, and so firmly established was his claim upon 
right and justice that, although he has in’ his objections at every 
stage before the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, and the Secretary 
of the Interior, at last Secretary Lamar directed it to be paid in spite 
of the protest of Mr. John Charles Black. 

I protest, sir, in the name of all the disabled soldiers of this Republic 
be pas that impostor—that impostor; I repeat it with full knowledge 
of what the phrase means—that impostor, who is receiving a pension to 


which he is not entitled by virtue of law or by virtue of any disabili- 
ties that he is subjected to, and who has used his official position ever 
since he has been in it to slander and revile his predecessor, who with 
active speech has hurled out broadcast upon the administration of his 
predecessor the declaration that the pension system had been used as a 
poiat engine; that the department as it had existed for years under 

epublican administration was a partisan machine; and that in order 
to obtain the allowance of pensionsit was necessary to give in adhesion 
to a particular political organization. 

Sir, in the name of the thousands of men yet unpensioned I protest 
against the aspersions which have been cast by this man upon his pre- 
decessor, upon men of an opposing political faith, who were willing to 
do him justice, as the Senator from Indiana well knows. For no man 
was more active or enthusiastic in the effort that led to the pensioning 
of Mr. John Charles Black than I was. I hailed the opportunity with 
joy of doing justice to a disabled veteran of the Republic, little think- 
ing that in the years to come, enjoying that pension to which he was 
not entitled, he would use the power of that great office for the purpose 
of overthrowing the system of which he is himself one of the most con- 
spicuous beneficiaries. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, it iswell known that the Senator 
from Kansas is only at his best when he is extravagant and confined 
by no close or accurate lines. He felt compelled to insist that in order 
for a man to be disabled from the practice of law his intellectual facul- 
ties must be impaired. - There never was a statement of such impair- 
ment made in regard to General Black by me or anybody else, and the 
papers on file in the Senate will show that fact. 

‘The Senator continuously said that the pension was granted in 1876. 
It is not a matter of importance, except to show the general in- 
accuracy of his statements. It was granted in 1878. 

Iwas not a member of the Senate in 1876. I came here in 1877; and 
the report of the committee which I hold in my hand, and which the 
Senator concurred in, was made by Mr. Bailey, then a Senator from 
Tennessee, on the 20th of May, 1878. 

All the statements contained in this report were established by the 
proof, and the Senator himself concurred in them. He says now that 
those statements were false, or at least that the pension was obtained by 
false pretenses. If those statements were true, however, then the pen- 
sion was not obtained by pretenses that were false. 

Sir, if the Senator from Kansas, suddenly spurred to this outburst of 
animosity and the use of epithets toward General Black, desires'to test 
the sense of the Senate and the country, let him introduce a bill to re- 
peal General Black’s pension. 3 

I am going to read at least a portion of the report in my hand, and 
we will see what we acted on in 1878, and also ascertain what General 
Black asked for, and how much he is responsible for what we did. He 
never asked for a pension of a hundred dollars a month, as this report 
will disclose. The report says: 


That at the outbreak of the late civil war Mr. Black, just entering upon man- 
hood, and having recently completed a collegiate course, was engaged in the 
study of the law; but upon the call of the President he enlisted as a private in 
Company I, Eleventh Indiana Zonaves, a regiment mustered into service for 
three months, Upon the expiration of this service he enlisted in the Thirty- 
seventh Illinois Infantry for three years, and was elected and commissioned 
major of the regiment. In 1862 he was promoted to the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel, and afterward tothe rank of colonel. In 1864 Colonel Black and his 
men re-enlisted for the veteran service. From November, 1864, until February, 
1865, he commanded the Fourth Brigade, Reserve Corps, Military Division of the 
Mississippi; and in March, 1865, while in active service, was made brigadier- 
general by brevet for gallant and meritorious services in the field, and was 
mustered out of the service in August, 1805, 


He did not quit as long as there was a flag flying in the field. 
In March, 1862, at the battle of Pea Ridge— 


Which involved the safety of Kansas— 


In March, 1862, at-the battle of Pea Ridge. Lieut. Col. Black was shot in the 
right forearm, the bullet passing between the bones about 3 inches below the 
ulna, and injuring the elbow joint. 

In December, 1862, at the battle of Prairie Grove, he was shot in the left upper 
arm. The bone being shattered, resection became necessary, and from t 
time the arm has been permanently disabled. The wound inflicted at Pea 
Ridge any healed, but in December following reopened, and caused 
great suffering. s 

After he left the military service General Black resumed his professional 
studies, was soon admitted to the bar, and almost immediately upon his ad- 
mission entered upon a large and lucrative practice, which he continued to en- 
joy until the year 1874— 

Mark this. He did practice law successfully up to 1874— 


when, in consequence of the t suffering caused by the wound in his right 
arm, his health me much impaired, his person emaciated, and he was con- 
strained to abandon his profession— ; 

An old wound breaking out afresh, blood-poisoning his whole sys- 
tem, the bones decaying and splintering and falling out ! 

From the year 1874— 

Continues the report— 
untii this day he has been an invalid, 

That I say is true upon the personal knowledge which I had at that 
time. The distance is but 50 miles between General Black’s home and 
mine. He lives at Danville, Ill., and I live at Terre Haute, Ind. I 
have practiced law at his courts from my earliest manhood, and I know 
him andall his people. Consequently during his dreadful illness, when 


UE aT E N pe at Pe Ne hg Rd pager Na e E See E EN an ee Seo | 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4883 


these old wounds broke out again upon him, I saw him repeatedly, 
and when I say that he was the merest physical wreck I ever saw to 
live I state only the truth. I repeat what I said awhile ago, that I 
witnessed suffering on his part that Idid not believe the human frame 
could endure without dissolution, and he was a physical wreck when 
the bill passed Congress and became a law. 
The wound in his arm— 
Continues the report— 
has caused the most intense suffering, and in 1876, in order to save life, the elbow- 
joint was resected— 
Which means taken out; the elbow-joint was taken out— 


Jie is now a physical wreck, a and diseased, incapable of any effort, and 
much of the time confined to his bed. 


That was true at that time, and in some respects it is true now. He 
knows not one moment’s freedom from physical pain. His open, run- 
ning wounds have to be dressed now every day by an attending physi- 
cian. That is General Black’s condition, and if the Senator from Kan- 
sas feels any pride in assaulting, with terms such as he has used, a man 
who bared his breast, and was shattered as he was, and who suffered 
as he has done, let him enjoy it. I would not for any consideration 
have those words upon my tongue toward any man who had the hon- 
roan life and record of General Black. The report continues: 

August, 1 
Meriga aes pagar esd Sete em Team Serf the wie praia yo 0 | - 
per month because of the loss of the use of the other arm. He now asks that 
the right to $50 per month be recognized from August, 1865. 

It was a question of arrears and not increase. He did not ask for 
the increase. I remember well a consultation with Judge Davis, and 
honored be his name ever by me whenever I utter it, and I hope the 
bl of health and happiness will be his for long years to come! 
He had known General Black from his boyhood. I consulted with 
him as to what was best for the general. I did not write or ask Gen- 
eral Black on the subject, nor did Judge Davis. We agreed that if 
we could get a pension for him at $100 a month without arrears it 
would be better in the long run than $50 with arrears, and it was upon 
our ent and determination, and not upon General Black’s re- 
quest, that he was placed on the rolls at the rate he draws. The re- 
port continues: 

The committee is convinced that the claim is well founded. 

A strong, healthy man, fine talents and paia abilities, who would 
have gathered fame and wealth, has been stricken in H 
asks the coun Aare he served so well to give bread to himself an anaes! to 
edueate his childre: 

The committee, AES 2 ppmanced submit that instead of 
of pension, Congress shoul izə the distinguished claims or “General 
Black and to grant him a Senile of $100 hat ig month, and therefore they recom- 
mend the passage of the accompanying 

Mr. President, this is neither the time nor the place to deal with a 
personal assault on General Black made in the terms used by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. I regret them. I haye a high admiration for the 
brilliant giftsof the Senator. He has been a faithful friend of the pen- 
sioned soldiers. I would do him entire justice and no injustice, and 
in that respect I will differ from him in his treatment of General Black. 
He has been totally and absolutely unjust; he has taken advice from 
his resentment at what he conceived to be a wrong to his blind soldier 
in Kansas. I sympathize with his earnest advocacy of such a claim; 
but it too brings its compensation. 

When General Black came into office and founda claim which carried 
with it over $10,000 of arrearages, the largest arrearages ever paid, he 
simply had the care and prudence to suspend it for an examination. 
He a soldier of the Republie, m maimed himself, marred by shot and 
shell, suspended that claim to have it examined into; and thåt resulted 
in a confederate soldier now at the head of the Interior Department 
allowing the claim. The Senator from Kansas, while denouncing the 
Commissioner of Pensions, forgot to express his grateful appreciation 
of the patriotic and liberal action of the late Senator from Mississippi 
now Secretary of the Interior. I do not thinksuch a spectacle as that 
is valueless. Ido not think such an instance in our history will do 
any harm to the fraternal relations which ought to exist between the 
sections of this country. 

I have here General Black’s original memorial, and I am almost 
tempted to have it read. I do not know that I should do so at this 
time. Upon the suggestion, however, of my friend the Senator from 
Mooi [Mr. COCKRELL] I will send it to the clerks’ desk and have 
it rea 

Before reading, I desire to call the attention of the Senate and the 
country to the facts elicited in the closing remarks of the Senator from 
Kansas, It is true that General Black stated in his report that the Pen- 
sion Bureau had been used for political purposes. Itis true there is now 
an investigation on that subject. I do not believe it fair to either side 
of that question for the Senator from Kansas to thrust it into this de- 


bate. ‘*Suflicient unto the day is the evil thereof.’’ I shall express 
no opinion upon that subject now. The time will come when I shall 
doso. It will be when I have read the evidence, when I have exam- 


ined what has been proved, and then Ishallstand by the proof as I seeit. 
This prejudgment of the Senator from Kansas will not affect his ob- 
ject. It will not prejudice the Commissioner of Pensions ir: he public 


mind. He is mistaken in supposing that he can take judgment against 
this meritorious officer by default before the evidence is closed, before 
it has been printed, and before people have seen or read it. rg repeat, 
when the time comes we shall all look at it, and we shall all take our 
part in such discussion as it may elicit, and we shall take each of us the 
proper for our conduct. I ask for the reading of the 
paper which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Tothe honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States of America, Washington City, D. C.: 


The application of John Charles Black, of Cham city, State of Ilinoi: 
aliy shows unto your honorable bodies: ewe 


The paper 


‘hat on April 19, 1861, he enlisted as a private soldier in Montgomery Guards 
Si Crawfo: ville, Ind., afterward known as Company I, Eleventh Indiana 
Louaves. 


That xA was ap 
and served as 
the three months’ serv: 

That immediately teer he engaged in raising a company of volunteers 
for the three years’ service, which company was after w: mustered into sery- 
ice as Company K, Thirty-seventh Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

That he was elected and commissioned major of said regiment upon its or- 
ganization, and seryed as such until 1862, when he was commissioned lieuten- 
ant-colonel of said rr ycaarmosats aogas the latter position until he was commis- 
sioned colonel of said roar 


inted sergeant-major of said regiment upon its formation, 
anl its muster-out at the expiration of what was known as 


Baneris 
apa crear was honorably discharged, upon resignation tendered Au- 


That, on A ooember7, 7,1862, at the battle of Prairie Grove, Ark., while lieutenant- 
colonel commandin, ding his regiment, Pepe memorialist was wounded by a bullet 
wound in the left aA arm by which about 2} inches of the bone was shattered 
and carried away, SKORAR IIN resection of the bone. As the result of this 
wound and the operation the left arm was shortened and shrunken so as to be 
permanently disabled for manual or other labor of any kind. 

That on March 7 7, 1862, at the battle of Pea Ridge, Arkansas, your memorialist 
was wounded by a ' bullet wound in the right forearm 3 inches below the eibow, 
the ball passing between the bones, striking and injuring the ulna and injuring 
the bree This wound healed, but reopened in December, 1862, und then healed 
over again. That during all the time from the reception of said wound until 
the operations hereinafter mentioned said arm commenced to discharge near 
the old wound and continued so todo until December 6, 1876, when it was opened 
by Dr. Edmund Andrews, a noted surgeon, at Chicago, Til. 

It was then found that the discharge was from the elbow-joint, the bones of 
which were found diseased, and were “ pared ™ or “ seraped " in the hope that 
this would afford relief. Buta high degree of inflammation supervened, and on 
February 26, 1877, the same eminent surgeon, Dr. Andrews, performed a second 

ion, opening the arm and removing the elbow-joint. That asa result of 
wound and these operations there is now permanent total disability of the 
right, as there was before and still is of the left arm. That these results are at- 
tributable to said wounds received in the service, and to no other causes, your 
memorialist being otherwise of robust and vi us health, though his general 
health is now pois rte and perhaps permanently impaired by reason of the mat- 
ters above detailed 

Prior to east , Your memorialist was engaged in the practice of the law 
at Champai, 11., and had slargo and lucrative business, consisting largely of 
railroad and insurance cases, but aos 1874, your memorialist was taken sick 
such sickness being the result, as he is ad advised b; by his physicians and is assu: 
by his own feelings and judgment, of his wounds alone. 

From that date to the present he has been almost constantly an invalid, being 
much of the time confined to his bed, and by reason of this prolonged sickness 
his business has been entirely broken up and utterly destroyed and lost to him. 

It will of necessity be a long time before hecan possibly resume business, and 
even if his health should ever be so far restored (which he now hopes for) as 
to enable him to engage again in the practice of his profession his ability to pe 
sue his life avocation is permanently impaired by reason of the disabilty of both 
arms, particularly of his right hand and arm, incapacitating him from writing 
and rendering the employment permanently of an amanuensis absolutely neces- 


aa Le memorialist further says that since about August, 1865, he has received 
a pension of $30 per month, based upon the injury to his left arm; that this 
amount oriog entirel y inadequate he applied for an increase, basing his claim 

m the second wound, which To right arm; and that upon said ap- 

plication his pension was in ond pet month, commencing uly 17,1877. 

P That he applied for and is justly entik to receive said increase from the date 
of his o l pension, August, 1865, and that he was onl 
the same by reason of a slight ‘informality in his origina ene ge erates 
of his failure to mention the disability of his rigħt arm. T) injury 
been referred to in his original application for pee the i nents na have 
dated back to August, 1855, as he is informed and believes. 

Your memorialist therefore prays the of a special act directing that 
he be allowed and paid a pension at the rate of $50 per month from the date of his 
original pension, August, 1865, to the date of the commencement ofsaid inerease, 
less what has already been paid h him 

Allof which your memorialist respectfully submits, and prays the reliefsought. 


Mr. INGALLS. What is the date of the paper? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has no date. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the date of its filing in the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has no signature. 

Mr. INGALLS. It has no signature? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has no signature. It was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions on the 15th of February, 1878. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SPECIAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3762) making appropriations to 


. 


prevented obtaining 
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supply deficiencies in the appropriations for public printing, pensions, and pay of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, having met, after fulland free 
conference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1 and 5, and a to the same. 

Amendment pumbenet at: That the House recede from its disagreement to te 
amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro by the amendment insert the 
following: “and the Court of Claims;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3; That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert the following: “‘ Twohun- 
— and thirty-one thousand five hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree to 

same, z 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agreo to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro by said amendment insert the 
following: “ For the Court of Claims, two thousand five hundred dollars ;’’.and 
the Senate agree to the sume, 

W. B. ALLISON, 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
BEN. LE FEVRE, 
LOUIS E. McCOMAS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
Mr. ALLISON. I will state that the effect of this report is to agree 
to all the Senate amendments except the one relating to the binding for 
the Congressional Library. £ 
The report was concurred in. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, yes- 
terday, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 483) to restore Sidney B. Tullar to the pension-roll; 

An act (S. 963) granting a pension to Harriet M. Rider; and 

An act (S. 1387) for the completion of a public building at Wichita, 
Kans. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. LOGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business. : 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 714) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. PLUMB, in section 9, line 5, to strike out ‘‘may’’ 
and insert ‘‘shall;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That the court of bankruptcy shall in any case where the jurisdic- 
tion of the State and Federal courts is concurrent direct that the suit shall be 
brought in the State court. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] is going to address the Senate. Before he proceeds with his 
general remarks I should like to go back and suggest to him an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not object to that. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Colorado yesterday made a sugges- 
tion in regard to section 8, which I take some blame to myself for not 
having seen before hemadeit. I ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to go back to that section for a moment. 

The bill as originally drawn by-Judge Lowell did not contain a pro- 
vision for the supreme courts of the District of Columbia and the Ter- 
ritories, and the bill was changed so as to include and extend the bank- 
ruptcy jurisdiction to them. Section 8 should have been modified to 
conform to that change.. That was not done, and I now propose an 
amendment to which I called the attention of the Senator from Colo- 
rado in private. I propose to strike out of the second line of section 8 
the word ‘‘circuit,”’ and then to strike out in the sixth line ‘‘ two of,” 
and also the word ‘circuit’? in the same line; so as to read: 

That the pera se Be decree, or order of the court having jurisdiction, &c., 
shall not be reviewed by the Supreme Court excepting upon a certificate of di- 
vision of opinion between the judges of said court. 

And then to make it clear, to cover the point of the Senator from 
Colorado, I propose to add: 


The provisions of this section shall apply to the supreme courts of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and of the Territories. 


Mr. TELLER. That will do it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to return to the consideration of section 8, and pro- 
an amendment, which will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In section 8, line2, it is proposed to strike out 
the word ‘‘circuit,’’ and in line 6 of the same section to strike out the 
words ‘‘two of’? and the word ‘‘circuit;’’ so as to read: 


That the final judgment, decree, or order of the court having jurisdiction in 
all matters, questions, and controversies properly arising in the courts of bank- 
ruptcy as such, in whatever mode they may be tried, shall not be reviewed by 
the su e court excepting upon a certificate of division of opinion between 
ts jucaen. of said court, 5 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

: Loni scsi Now I propose to add to the section the language which 
ie PRESIDING OFFICER. The additional amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 8: 

The provisions of this section shall apply to the supreme courts of the District 
of Columbia and of the Territories. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. In the ninth section I propose with the leave of the 
Senate to assent to the amendment moved by the Senator from Kai- 
sas, substituting ‘‘shall’’ for “may,” and I propose hereafter when 
that Senator is present (I shall not undertake to make the motion now, 
aie see he is not in his seat) to add to the section some language like 
this: 

Unless in the judgment of said court the interests of the estate will be mate- 
rially injured daan n " 

Or some equivalent phrase. There may be cases where a State court 
will not be held for a year or two years, where the United States court 
would be held the next week, and great delay would be occasioned in 
bringing suit. I propose, however, to agree to make it mandatory upon 
the bankruptcy court to resort to the State jurisdiction unless in the 
extreme nature of the case it should go to the United States court; but 
I shall, as I said, reserve that matter until the Senator who moved the 
amendment is in his seat. S 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Massachusetts 
desire to have the amendment of the Senator from Kansas acted upon 
at this time? 

Mr. HOAR. I think it had better be reserved. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not exactly understand what the Senator pro- 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Kansas yesterday—— 

Mr. TELLER. What was the last proposition of the Senator from 
Massachusetts ? pean 

Mr. HOAR. I propose to assent to the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas in the fifth line of the ninth section, striking out ‘‘may’’ 
and inserting ‘‘shall,’’ but to add to the section at the end ‘except 
in cases where in the judgment of said court the interests of the estate 
would be materially injured thereby,’’ or some equivalent phrase, 
making it the general rule to prefer the State courts except in extreme 
cases, where, as I said just now, a State court would not be held for 
two or three years and the United States court would be held in the 
next month, and in that case the United States court would be pre- 


ferred. 

Mr. TELLER. I had intended to suggest something in reference to 
the pending amendment, which of course I shall omit now. 

e bill is, as was said by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
yesterday, a very important bill, and one which I do not think ought 
to be passed through the Senate as a mere matter of form, because it 
came from a responsible committee or because it is supposed that it 
was draughted by a very able and intelligent judge. 

The bill is very broad and comprehensive. It brings within its terms 
nearly all classes of people except the agriculturist, and perhaps the law- 
yer and the doctor. Every man who is connected with trade or com- 
merce in any shape or manner is brought within the provisions of the 
bill and is entitled to all the benefits of the bill, if any there are in it, 
and is subject to all the pains and penalties, which in my judgment 
very much outweigh the so-called benefits. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the pend- 
ing bill is more comprehensive than any other measure which has been 
passed on the subject of bankruptcy. It provides that— 

The word “ trader” shall include all merchants, all who make it their busi- 
ness or a part of their business to buy or sell lands, goods, chattels, bills, bonds, 
notes, stocks, or shares, man’ urers, warehousemen, bankers, brokers, build- 


ufacturers, 
ers, contractors, shipwrights, publishers, innkeepers, livery-stable keepers, and 


all artisans who buy the materials for their business on credit. 


That is broad enough to take in nearly everybody in the community, 
as I said, except egriculturists. They are excepted, and they are prac- 
tically all who are excepted. Why are they excepted? If the bill is 
of such a valuable character, a man who incurs debts in working a farm 
ought to be protected and ought to have the opportunity given to him 
to get rid of his incumbrance just as much as the man who is in trade. 

The bill was not framed and is not intended for the people who are 
mentioned in that first section of the bill. I have not any doubt but 
what the Senator from Massachusetts has all the sympathies he ex- 
pressed yesterday for the class of people who are unfortunate enough to 
get into debt, who he says go dragging the ever-lengthening chain but 
are never able to get rid of the incumbrance, and are always prevented 
from making a living for wives and children, always prevented from 
laying up something forold age. I have no doubt the honorable Senator 
has the sympathy that he expressed for that class of people, but I wish 
to repeat that from that class of people there has come no demand, no 
request for this kind of legislation. I have not had access to the com- 
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mittee, but I venture the assertion that the committee have not a peti- 
tion from any man in-trade of the character that is included by the 
word ‘‘trader’?’ in the first section. Of course there are men in trade 
who are interested in this bill. There are those in the greatcities of New 
York, Chicago, Saint Louis, Boston, and other moneyed and great com- 
mercial centers who are interested in its passage. They are not the men 
who are afraid that they will be dragging the lengthening chain. Itis 
not that class of men who have made the chambers of commerce ring 
with their denunciations of Congress for failure to pass this bill last 
year or the year before, or who thundered denunciations against Congress 
a few years ago because it repealed the act of 1867. 

The men who areincluded in the first section from which I have read, 
who are expected to be reached by the bill, are not to be reached with 
a kind and soft hand. They are not to be reached for the purpose of 
putting them upon their feet, lifting them out of their misfortune, and 
enabling them to begin life again. That is not the purpose of the 
bill; but men come from the great commercigl centers of the country, 
and it is a cry that the National Government shall stand up for them 
and enable them to collect their debts. It is just as well to meet these 
questions promptly and frankly and fully, and to recognize the fact 
that the demand of which the Senator spoke yesterday is a demand 
made for that class of people through the public press, through the 
chambers of commerce, through the rds of trade, and possibly in a 
few-instances through legislative bodies. 

I venture to say that if the Senate will strike out the involuntary 
clause, there will be no further interest expressed in the measure by 
those who have sent their agents here to impress upon Con: the 
necessity for the passage of this bill. The boards of trade and the cham- 
bers of commerce will have no further interest in the proceedings as to 
this bill the moment it is confined to those merciful provisions of which 
the Senator spoke yesterday. < 

A bankruptcy bill intended for that purpose might address itself to 
the humane and sympathetic interest of every man. A strong appeal 
can be made, I know, in behalf of men who have been unfortunate. I 
remember that years ago, before the bankruptcy act of 1867 was enacted, 
Mr. Horace Greeley, a noted and distinguished philanthropic gentle- 
man, kept his paper full of a to Congress to intervene in the 
interest of the class of men mentioned by the Senator yesterday. Finally 
Congress did intervene, and the result was the act of 1867, which went 
into effect immediately thereafter, and all through the country every 
branch of industry and commerce felt its blighting hand. Finally, 
when it was repealed, I do not know how it was in the other House, 
but in this body I venture to say there were not over half a dozen nega- 
an ne when the act was passed in this Chamber repealing the law 

Is this proposed act any better? The honorable Senators who favor 
the bill say that it is better. It may be better in detail, but there is 
no difference in principle between this bill and the act of 1867. Every 
wrong that that act perpetrated or enabled any man to perpetrate can 
be perpetrated under this bill; nay, more wrong will be perpetrated 
under it. It is intended that it should be so by the men who are clam- 
oring for its passage. 

The voluntary clause of the act of 1867 was seized upon by the dis- 
honest men of the country to get rid of the payment of their just and 
honest debts, keeping as we all know thousands of dollars’ worth of 
their property either in their own hands or in the hands of others so 
that they could turn up, after they were di , With a competency. 
The involuntary branch of the aet was seized upon by the creditor to 
force the debtor into bankruptcy and so compel him to pay. 

The honorable Senator, asserting first that this bill was in the interest 
of the poor people, in the interest of the small trader, turned around 
and told us befere he got through, practically, that it is inthe interest 
of State street and Wall street. He illustrated that by saying that in 
State street and Wall street money can be had for 2, 2}, and 3 per cent., 
and out West it can not be had for less than 12 per cent., and even 
more. He says that those people are not willing to trust the people in 
the West for fear they would lose their money, and therefore they come 
here and ask to have the strong hand of the General Government to 
compel payment when they have loaned their money, that they may 
use Federal interference to compel their debtors to keep their 
ments to the very letter. They have the State courts; they have all the 
machinery that is given to the citizens of the State where they make 
their loans or where they sell their goods, but that is not sufficient; 
they want to be beyond State power and beyond State local influence. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask my honorable friend, at some convenient 
time to him, to explain to me a little more in detail the point he is 
making or has made? 

Mr. TELLER. I shall make my speech, and if the Senator does not 
understand it it will be probably my fault; but I shall not attempt to 
explain it and bring it exactly to his comprehension, I think. I am 
objecting to the bill; I am objecting to it upon the principle that it is 
for the express purpose of a the creditor class to seize upon the 
debtor class unfairly and improperly. = 

Mr. HOAR. I should like very much to understand how, if the 
Senator is willing to state it at some time in the course of his speech. 
I have undertaken to study the bill, and I had supposed that there was 
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nothing which could be done to a debtor under the bill which could 
not be done now. The purpose of the bill is, as I understand it, to 
secure to the debtor all the State exemptions. You can not touch or 
take with this bill any rightof property that you can not take from 
the debtor under the law of the State. 

The ivvoluntary part of the bill does two things. First, it does what 
the State law can not do under the Constitution; it discharges the debtor 
for the future of every claim of every creditor under the sun unless he 
has committed a fraud. Second, it says that the property which the 
law now authorizes him to be stripped of by his itors, only that 
and nothing more, leaving it for the State to decide what that exemp- 
tion shall be, instead of all going to one creditor shall be divided equally 
among the whole, Is there anything else in the bill which the Sena- 
tor has found which puts the debtor in the power of the creditor; and 
if there is, will the Senator point it out? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I shall proceed in my own way to 
discuss the bill. Nobody but the Senator from Massachusetts would 
expect that a Senator would allow him to interject his views into that 
Senator’s remarks inthis way. I do notobject to it. It simply shows 
that the Senator does not know what is in the bill that he has pre- 
sented. $ 

This bill has not been originated in this body, or by any of its com- 
mittees; the bill was originated in the city of Boston. It was orig- 
inated by the men who want to put their grip upon the debtors of the 
West and the South, the men who complain that they can not get the 
last pound of flesh and every particle which belongs to them. The bill 
came here, but it has not been studied by the Senate, it has not been 
studied by the committee, it has not been studied by the Senator him- 
self, for he has shown already in the six pages of the bill which we have 
passed over his ignorance of the bill and of its provisions. I havestudied 
the bill; I think I know as much about it as he does, and it is not a 
question new to me any more than itis to him. I have dealt with these 
subjects myself. I was here when the debate took place on the repeal 
of the last infamous act which was denominated a bankruptcy act, and 
this is no better. 

I shall be able to show to my satisfaction, at least I can satisfy my 
mind, that the bill is not in the interest of any class except the class 
who demand the most and give the least. It will not do in this body 
or before the country for the Senator and his friends.and the friends of _ 
the bill to assume that it is in the interest of the unfortunate and dis- 
tressed, for that is not true. The bill never originated with men whose 
hearts are in sympathy with the down-trodden and unfortunate. It 
originated with the men who get what they can, and keep what they 
get, and m are perfectly oblivious as to how they get it so that they 
only get it. 

I ae speaking of the involuntary part of this bill. The honorable 
Senator tells me that it reserves to the debtor everything that the State 
reserves by way of the exceptions to execution. Of course it does. 
Even these avaricious and grasping creditors would hardly think of 
overriding State laws to that extent. They would concede, whatever 
might be the power of the General Government, a respect for 
the State with reference to those beneficent and benevolent laws which 
give to a man who is unfortunate wherewith he may educate his chil- 
dren and keep his wife from the pauper’s home. It does that; but that 
is no merit, that is no mercy; that is justice and nothing more: 

But the bill puts in the hand of every man who owns $500 of credit 
the right to ruin every man who falls within its provisions. Does the 
Senator undertake to tell me that it contains nothing but what is in 
the State laws? ‘Then why are you not satisfied with the State laws 
and State remedies? It is because the State is mercifl, and because 
the State does not allow its citizens thus to be handled, that these men 
have appealed to Congress for the of this bill. 

It ought to be denominated a bill to confiscate the property of the un- 
fortunate. A man may be worth $1,000,000, and if misfortune over- 
takes him so that he can not meet his note of $500 in thirty days any 
one holding it can put him in bankruptcy. Any man having a claim 
against him, disputed and doubted (for this does not apply to commer- 
cial paper as the old law did, but applies to book accounts as well), can 
put him into bankruptcy, can go before the court and allege that he 
has failed to make his payment within the provisions of the bill and 
seize upon his estate and destroy his credit. 

There never was a bill instituted and brought before a legislative 
body more potent for evil, more potent for injustice, in my judgment, 
than this bill; and yet the Senator from Massachusetts says he hopes I 
shall be able to show somewhere some objection to the bill that is 
worthy of the attention of the Senate and of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. When did I say that? 

Mr. TELLER. Practically that is what you said. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, “practically!” 

Mr. TELLER. It is possible under this bill to do evil. The hon- 
orable Senator can not escape by saying that it will not be done. It 
has been done. The country is full of the history of men driven into 
bankruptcy whose estates were solvent at the day the bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings were begun. I can take the most p us merchant in this 
country and proceed against him in bankruptcy and ruin his credit 
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He may be solvent and able to pay; but if he owes 
and proceed against him on a $500 claim all his credit- | The deb 
itor prefers his petition for bankruptcy, and what becomes of the debtor? 

He pe Bes able to pay off the note to-morrow, but the ninety-nine 


puts it in the hands of a grasping, avaricious creditor with asmall bill 
to destroy the commerce of the country. 

It is the business of the honorable Senator to come here and show 

omething in favor of the bill. Where is the crying necessity for the 
bill? has been heard demanding the of the bill outside 
the great centers I have mentioned? What have the people of the 
central portion of the country, what have the people of the South 
and of the West said with reference to this bill? Have they demanded 
it? Have they suggested it? Notat all. Every demand has come 
from the section and the places I have mentioned, and those people have 
come here for the purpose of enabling them to get a stronger grip upon 
the men who are practically now in many portions of the country re- 
duced to a condition of almost absolute serfdom. 

The honorable Senator said yesterday that the people of the West 
could not borrow the money they would like to loan, and re the 
bill was in their interest in the new sections where society is not stable 
and where pro has not accumulated. Then let him wait until 
those people, who are quite as intelligent, who understand perfectly 
their interests and their wantsas do the people in his State or any other— 
let him wait until they, either through their Representatives or in some 
other manner, signify a wish for this kind of legislation. 

Let us come down to the practical applicationof the bill. I said we 
knew what occurred under the old law. I venture to say that there 
is not a man who was engaged in the practice of law in the United 
States who did not have some such case as I notice, men solyent, able 
to pay their debts and willing to pay their debts, who were made pau- 
pers by the old law; and so odious did it become that there was a 
clamor from every portion of the country forits repeal. Legislative 
body after legislative body addressed the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives in the interest of its repeal. Nobody that I know of has 
yet demanded its re-enactment except the persons of whom I have al- 
ready spoken. If it were so beneficent and benevolent and had such a 
good influence why is it that the people tired of it and why is it that 
they demanded its repeal? 


as 
Slain oft tinge 
stroyed their credit and prevented them from carrying on the enter- 
prises in which they were engaged. With itcame a lack of confidence 
in the community at large everywhere, and disasters that it took us 
five years at least to recover from, if we shall ever recover m. 
The other measure was demanded in the same interest that this is 
demanded, and was under the cry that it would benefit the poor, 
as it is now pro that this bill shall be 


ial depression 
vent who do not find themselves embarrassed with debts. There are 
very few men but find themselves com to go to bank and renew 
their notes. There are very few men but who find themselves in acon- 
dition in which they do not occasionally want to put upon their real 
estate a m When you have destroyed public confidence in his 
ability to pay, you have destroyed the man. Take, forinstance, aman 
who is selling goods ina Western town. Heis worth $100,000. 
His property consists of the goods upon his shelves and in the credits 
that he has given to his nei Distress of some kind prevails 
financially. e is unable to collect the debts as fast as his Eastern 
creditors would like. He finds his neighbor’s wheat crop has failed, 
or his corn crop has failed, or the low price of corn and cattle, or it may 
be of cotton, has made it impossible for the neighbor to whom he has 
sold goods upon credit to So he says to his Eastern creditors, 
“I am solvent; wait until my people can pay, and I will pay you.’’ 
Ninety-nine men ont of the hundred who have given him t respond 
and say, ‘‘Certainly; you shall have time to pay.” The hundredth 


man, a Shylock, says, ‘‘No; I have got your note for $500; pay it.” 
tor says, ‘‘ I can not pay you to-day; waita little.” The cred- 


men who had agreed to extend his time say, ‘‘We can not wait; this 

man is in a worse condition than we supposed; we may lose our debts; ve 

and they enter upon the proceeding. ‘Thus it goes, and thus by this 

bill you put it in the power of one man ont of a hundred to ruin a 
ifty, prosperous m t. 

Yet the honorable Senator wants me to spend time in detailing e 
of the objections which are really objections to the bill. He had bot. 
ter spend some time in showing its advantages. He had better spend 
some time in showing the advantage to commerce and the advantage 
to trade that there is in arming any man in the community with that 
power against the interests and the commerce of the nation. 

In my judgment the bill is defective in details, as well as defective 
in principle. It is defective in the great principle that it puts in the 

wer, as I said before, 6f one man, or two men, or three men out of 

undreds and thousands, to compel the debtor to come to their terms; 
and if he fails so to do to put him in bankruptcy without regard to his 
condition. It is not to put men in bankruptcy who are bankrupt; it 
is to put every man in bankruptcy who does not pay his note within 
thirty days after itis due. It is to put in bankruptcy every man who 
borrowsof his neighbor and gives a mortgage upon his property, if saqme- 
body will go and assert that it was put there for the purpose of giving 
that neighbor a fraudulent preference over other creditors, 

I know enough of human nature, and so does every man on this floor, 
to know that it is practically impossible for a person to puta mortgage of 
a large amount upon his real estate that some man will not attack it, 
truthfully or not, however it may result in the end, although it may be 
shown that this was but a tithe of what he was worth, althoughit may 
be shown that it was for the p of ing on the business in 
which he was and that it was not a fraudulent incumbrance, 
but a praiseworthy and honest one. The very fact that the petition has 
been filed is his ruin, and he will never be able to right himself in 
public estimation, his credit is and his ability to pay destroyed. 

What I have said against the bill I have said against its general princi- 
ples. Iam opposed, and ae the people foai e Ime naie are op- 
posed, to any bankruptcy bi tputs itin the hands of a few grasping, 
hard-hearted creditors to ruin the mass of men who are 
in business in this country. With what industry have all classes been 
brought within the provisions of this bill, including the mechanic who 
may buy the boards that he is going to fashion into furniture, or the 
anden out of which he is going to make articles for sale! Everything 
is brought within the provisions of the bill. In other words, every 
man who incurs a debt is to be brought within the reach of his creditor, 
save and except the classes I have mentioned—the farmers, the doctors, 
and the lawyers. 

Mr. SPOONER. You construe the word ‘artisans’? to mean me- 
chanics? 

Mr. TELLER. I construe the word ‘‘artisans”’ to mean mechanics. 
That is the way the word is usually used, and that is the purpose for 
which it was put in the bill. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to section 33 of the bill. 
Of course I do not expect the Senator from Massachusetts, who seems 
to have studied the bill so well, to receive any light from anything I 
say. Ido not know that anybody will receive light from it. I regard 
it myself as a matter of duty, charged as I am here with a part of all 
legislation, to protest against the enactment of such a measure. 

Let me call the attention of the Senate to the character of the thirty- 
third section. I have examined all the bankruptcy acts which we have 
had in this country; [have examined the bankruptcy act of Great Britain; 
and I have endeavored to read something-upon this subject. I think 
the man who drew that section was the most industrious and the most 
determined to render to those who employed him full and proper serv- 
ice for the purpose for which he was engaged of any man J ever knew, 
for if there is anything he has omitted in favor of the creditor and to 
the injury of the debtor, I think it has been by oversight and mistake. 
He must have been industrious from what he achieved. Section 33 
provides— 

a hs Reyna of ls a apts us fhe Sate Disc or Bo 
ritory of which he is an tant, with intent to defraud his creditors— 

I called the attention of the Senate a moment ago to the fact that it 
does not depend upon the truth of the petition that is filed; that a pe- 
tition as false as Lucifer may be the means of destroying a man per- 
fectly solvent, perfectly honest, if an allegation is once made against 
him and his financial condition is of such a character as to bear that 
result; and that is the condition of nine men out of ten in 
trade. If a man depart from the State ‘‘with intent to ud his 
creditors’? he commits an act of bankruptcy. A man living in the 
State that I in part represent might want to go to see his dying father 
or mother in Massachusetts. He t not have time to notify all his 
neighbors and all his creditors that he was going. Before he reaches 
the old homestead, before he reaches the home where he expected to 
find his aged parent alive, or perhaps to attend his funeral obsequies 
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in discharging his filial duty, some fellow—and the country is full of 
them—with a claim would setup, ‘‘Why, this man has departed from 
the State as I verily believe for the purpose of defrauding his creditors; 
he left on a night train; he went out suddenly and unexpectedly,” 
and he swears toit. The bankrupt proceeding commences, and that 
man’s credit is rnined, although he may come back and he may try the 
case in court and it may be adjudicated in his favor that he had not 
thus departed from the State for the p alleged. They do not 
first determine whether he has fied from the State. The goods are 
seized and the judgment rendered afterward. 

Or, being absent, re: so with like intent. 

If he is kept away, somebody can allege that he has kept away for 
the purpose of avoiding the service of a writ, and then his is 
seized and put into the court of bankruptcy. What benefit is it to 
him when his eredit is destroyed if he does finally establish by a j 
of his countrymen that he was not away with intent to defraud? He 
has been posted in all the publications of the country as a bankrupt; 
he has been put upon the posters of the great commercial centers as a 
man whose property has been seized, and his credit is gone. ~ 

Or conceals himself to avoid arrest or the service of legal process; or makes 
a fraudulent transfer of his property. 

If you go back you will find in one of the g sections what 

a ‘‘transfer’’ means. A transfer of pro’ is declared to mean a mort- 
, 2 conveyance of any kind. Although it may be to secure a pre- 
pi ih Sa debt, it is nevertheless a transfer of his property. Of course 
they have it here: 
Or with intent to defraud his creditors— 

As I have said, that is a charge so easily made and it is so immaterial 
whether proved or not in its effect upon the debtor, that it ought not to 
be there— a 

Or with intent to defraud his creditors, suffers judgment against him; or gives 
a warrant to confess judgment, or judgment-note, with like intent— 

“Or suffers judgment against him!’’ A man is not allowed to con- 
test a doubtful claim. He must take the chances that if a judgment 
is rendered against him he will then be put in bankruptcy— 


ure; or 


tt With or without preferences.” A man who finds himself in fail- 
ing circumstances who desires to turn over ing he has in the 
world for rage of his debts geet piany Br pagere that shall 
pass upon value is property pay it off pro rata his 
creditors; butif he does that, if he says to the most rosndeper gi 
right man in the community, “‘Be my trustee, sell these goods, dispose 
of this property, pay it out, as it belongs to my creditors, so far as it 
will go,” that is an act of bankruptcy under this bill, and for that act 
he can be called into court and compelled to undergo all theprovisions 
of Ses bill. any one Rao penta dl of ee things ‘‘shall be deemed 
to have committed an act ptcy, may be adjudged bank- 
rupt by any court of bankruptcy in a district in which he may have 
been a resident at any time within six months next preceding the a 
plication, upon a petition filed in such court- by three or more of his 
creditors whose debts, which would be probable at the first meeting 
under this act, amount, in all, to not less than $500.” 

Three men having claims of $500 jointly between them can thus 
destroy any man in business if he shanin to select his own trustee, 
to select his own agent, who is responsible to the State courts, who is 
responsible if he violates his trust to the creditors as much as any 
official that can be appointed. Is it to be presumed that a man who 
turns over all his property to pay his debts without preferences does 
not turn it over to a man who will honestly apply it to the purpose for 
which his trusteeship has been created? 

Then this follows; at the bottom of the page I find: 

When-such act consists of a transfer of or attachment or lien ar ge property 

to expire until six months 


transfer, judgme: 
cording, ice rors or docketing is required or permitted, or from the noto- 


A man who has more real estate in value than the debts he owes can 
not with safety turn it over to any man who holds his note, because 
somebody may allege at any time within six months that he has done 
it for an improper purpose; and that is a ‘‘transfer’’ that brings him 
within the provisions of this bill. Who would dare to take from his 
debtor a mortgage upon his property? You thus deprive the strug- 
gliog debtor of an opportunity to make available that which he has 
in the honest discharge of his debts. What benevolent purpose is 
served by that provision? Who is to be benefited by saying to the 
debtor, ** You have got property; you must not put it in the ds of 
your creditors to pay your debts because at any time within six months 
it may be alleged that that act was an act of bankruptcy?” Not one 


creditor would dare to take it; and thus, I repeat, you prevent the man 
from using that which he has and that which he has a right to use, in 
the ordinary commercial way, for the purpose simply of giving those 
people who have credited him an opportunity to compel him to deliver 
the full pound of flesh. 

It is possible that this bill will reduce the rate of interest in the 
West; but I beg the honorable Senator from Massachusetts not to worry 
himself about our interest in that Wedo not want to borrow 
any money at 2 or 3 per cent. at the cost of so expensive a proceeding 
as this. While the people in the West are ready to pay their debts— 
and they are as apt to pay their debts and expect to pay them as any 
other people—they do not care about having the power given to any 
man or any set of men to compel them to sacrifice their property or 
allow some other man to sacrifice it and eat it up in costs and expenses. 

I have found a very generous provision in this bill, the only provision 
in it that is generous, and I have no doubt that if I fail to call attention 
to it the Senator from Massachusetts when he addresses the Senate on 
the beauties and virtues of this bill will hardly omit it. Let us see 
what is left to the debtor under its provisions. ‘The debtor is solvent, 
but some man has alleged that he has done something that will brin 
him within the provisions of this bill. His property is seized, ae 
thereupon, while the property is in the hands of the law, while he is 
prevented by the provisions of the law from putting his hands on his 
property, or disposing of it, he may come in, says the bill, and allege 
that he is not insolvent, and then if within ninety days, with his prop- 
erty all encumbered, with his credit destroyed, he is able to resume 
payment his shall be returned to him. Why, Mr. President, 
how will the poor debtor resume paroent when his money, his goods, 
and his credits are in the hands of his creditors, when everything that 
he has got that could be valuable to him except his life has been turned 
over under a false and fictitious charge made against him, although the 
court may wait ninety days, and if he will resume at the end of ninety 
days then his property shall be returned to him? 

Mr. President, I did not intend when I commenced my remarks to 
speak except as to one single phase of the bill. I presume it is likely 
there are some other features of the bill that I shall attempt to be heard 
on before we close. I do not regard this as a matter to go through the 
Senate in a hurry. I do not regard it as a matter of slight concern. I 
think now when all the industries of the country are paralyzed, when 
the business of the country is in a state that needs assistance, it is no 
time to pass bills of this that will enable a few creditors out 
of many thousands, if they are so disposed, to destroy practically the 
credit system of the country, Par eg ap AE a PELA 
who are those most to be by this bill, toruin. When I speak 
of ‘* middle class,’’ I mean financially the men who are neither very 
rich nor very poor, the men who are able, if let alone, to pay their debts 
and yet can not under an attack in the court of bankruptcy on their 
credit. That is the class of e who, in my judgment, will be most 
affected, and I repeat that when the industries of the country are par- 
alyzed as it were, when every man in trade to-day (and it has been so 
for the last three years) is suffering from the depression, from the lack 
of money, and the lack of business in the country, it is no time to put 
these men in jeopardy by enabling one person out of a hundred, or two 
or three out of a tho to interfere and destroy their credits and 
take their out of their hands and put it beyond their reach 
either under the pretense that they will have no 1 ening chain for 
them in the future or under the that the State laws are not 
efficient and are not sufficient for the collection of all honest debts, as 
I know, and as the Senator knows they are. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not know how fully the Senate may 
think it worth while to enter upon any discussion of this measure at 
the present time. I have been unfortunately called out during a part 
of the speech of my honorable friend from Colorado, if a person who has 
associated with the persons he has described may be allowed to so style 
himself. I wish, however, to say that my honorable friend is utterly 
mistaken in his conception either of the character or the of the 
class of men to whom he has referred. The leading me ts and 
manufacturers of this country are not a set of sharks, Shylocks, dealing 
with their debtors as men who desire to wring the life-blood or the pound 
of flesh from a victim. 

They are men who will compare favorably with any class of men on 


deal- | the face of the earth. No nobility has inherited traits, there is in the 


present or in past ages no chivalry that has shown more generosity than. 
the class of men who have been successful, East and West, North and 
South, in the business and trade of the American Republic. They 
built our railroads, they covered the sea with our commerce, they made 
our flag favored the world over, created the wealth and prosperity of 
America. They built up this vast internal commerce, the creation of 
the past twenty-five or thirty years, the most remarkable creation of 
the human brain and of human knowledge which history shows. And 
to make an attack of the kind the Senator makes upon them is to make 
an attack upon the American character itself. 

These men are permeated through and through with the American 
spirit, with the American character, with the American traits, and one 


great part and characteristic of that character is generosity, kindness, 
and fellow-feeling for the poor. You can not put your hand upon a 
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name among that class of the leading promoters of this legislation to 
which the Senator from Colorado has referred which is not a name as- 


Now, what does this bill undertake to do in the involuntary of 
it, which is the part the Senator has undertaken to criticise? It says 
exactly this, that when a debtor has become insolvent, is unable to pay 
his debts, there shall in the first place be reserved to him every particle 
of property, every interest, every right which the law of his own State 
protects against attachment or seizure on execution. Colorado may, if 
she sees fit, exempt the homestead to the amount of a million dollars 
of her debtors, and the United States bankrupt law can not lay its 
hand on it. It may exempt the furniture of the household; it may 
exempt the tools of the mechanic; it may exempt a capital to continue 
business. All that is left to the State. 

Then the second proposition is that the debtor, being honest and un- 
dertaking to trate no fraud upon anybody, shall be discharged 
from every obligation he owes upon the face of the earth which, under 
the Constitution of the United States prohibiting any State from pass- 
ing a law impairing the obligation of contracts, can be done by no other 
authority but the authority of the National Government. That is the 
second feature of this ferocious and savage bill ! 

The third and the last thing is that it says that this property with 
which you are unable to go and pay your debts in full shall be equally 
divided among your creditors, instead of being seized by one under a 
State attachment, or being given to one by voluntary preference of the 
debtor; and that is all. That is the whole scope, purpose, substance, 
and intent of this bill. And is not that right? e Senator says he 
has taken up one clause—in my hearing since I have come in he takes 
up the clause wherein it says that if a debtor, being insolvent, unable 
to pay his debts in full, makes an — with or without prefer- 
ences, the creditors may come in, if they see fit, and put him into 
bankruptcy. ; 

In other words, the law simply says to a debtor, all of whose prop- 
erty, all of whose estate belongs to his creditors and not to himself, he 
being bankrupt and the property not beng within the exemptions of 
the State law, ‘‘ You shall not have the right in a matter which solely 
concerns your creditors and not in the least concerns you—because 
all this that the assignment relates to is to be divided among 
the creditors—to substitute a man of your own who may be dishonest, 
or who may be fraudulent, who may be incapable, who may be irre- 
sponsible, and let him go on without any oversight, without any power 
controlling him in his place, without any right to make him account, 
except in the end, to the creditors whose property he is distributing 
among them—you shall not substitute him for an officer of the law 
whose responsibility is secured, in whose choice the creditors are con- 
sulted, and who is constantly acting under the supervision of the court.” 
That is the main bloody feature of this bill which has excited the 
imagination of my honorable friend from Colorado! 

Why, Mr. President, if there be anything in this bill anywhere which 
can be construed into an oppression, or can be made in one case out of 
a hundred an instrument of oppression upon an honest debtor, let it 
be stricken out and amended, and no man will be more thankful than 
I to have that pointed out; and of course in so complicated a system 
as a bankrupt law new views and particular passages in such a bill will 
be disclosed and be suggested, as my honorable friend from Colorado 
has already pointed out one. 

But that is all there is of a bankrupt law. The old bankrupt law 
wiped out after the war the debts of more than one hundred thousand 
American citizens. My mail has been full while these measures have 
been. proceeding with applications of debtors from all over the country, 
poor men wanting to know what I think of the hope of the prospect of 
the of this relief, saying that they are waiting, “we failed so 
and so, or had this, that, or the other misfortune,” and they are wait- 
ing for the opportunity. Every one of these debtors whom the Senator 
from Colorado has described, and whom he professes to represent, is to 
be condemned everywhere without this bankruptcy bill to the inability 
to go on with his business unless every single man to whom he owes a 
debt consents to discharge it. Wis life and the life of his family and 
household are at the alternative of poverty on the one side or fraud 
«upon the other. 

Was it not becoming the wisdom and foresight of our fathers toinsert 
in the Constitution of the United States a power in the American Con- 
gress to remedy that state of things? 

Is it not becoming our statesmanship and our humanity and our in- 
telligence and our industry to attempt to devise a scheme, if we can, 
under which this class of our fellow-citizens shall find itself? Whena 
man is insolvent and can not pay his debts, is there a State on the face 
of the continent under whose laws his property does not belong to his 
creditors now and can not be wrested from him, with all the cost and 
expense of lawsuits, at the option of anysingleman? If there besuch 
a State, this bill respects the choice of that State and allows that ex- 
ception still to stand; it does not interfere with it; but if there be no 
such State, what hardship is there or can there be in saying simply that 


if you are unable to pay your debts, your property, which the law is to 
take from you and to seize, is to be dividéd equally among all your cred- 
itors rather than be given to the person whom you may prefer ? 

Mr. President, this icular attack that the Senator has made upon 
the bill is so unfounded that by the common law as it now exists such 
an assignment as he has referred to is void and may be set aside by any 
single creditor. It certainly isso in my State, and I presume wher- 
ever the common law prevails that an attempt by a debtor, unless 
there is a State law authorizing it, to convey to a trustee to defraud a 
creditor his property to be sold and disposed of by the trustee and so 
removed from seizure or attachment or execution is void as in fraud 
of creditors. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator mean to say that by the common 
law an insolvent debtor can not convey his property or any article to be 
sold by his trustee within a reasonable time for cash, te be applied to 
the payment of his debts? - Does he mean to say that is a principle of 
the common law ? 

Mr. HOAR. I mean to say that exact proposition. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand the law very differently. 

Mr. HOAR. I had the honor myself of arguing that very question 
before Professor Simon Greenleaf, one of the greatest lawyers of this 
country, when I was a law studentat Harvard. Ispeakof it, of course, 
without the assent of the creditors. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course. 

Mr. HOAR. My proposition is that at common law as administered 
in most of the States of this Union, and certainly in my own, a man 


-being indebted whom I might sue, whose property I might seize on 


attachment, on mesne process or execution, can not deprive me of my 
right to take his property and apply it to my use in the mode pointed 
out by the law by substituting a method cf his own, to wit, a trustee, 
who is to take it, sell it, and apply it to me, or apply it to me in com- 
mon with other creditors, without my assent. That is my proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is not the common law of England. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it is. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that the point he has just made has been decided in my own State in 
the direction which he has stated. 

Mr. HOAR. I had occasion as a part of my very early studies to in- 
vestigate that particular proposition to ascertain the state of the law 
upon that subject, and the law as I state it is the law of England and 
it is the law of nearly all the American States, I will not say without 
an exception. There are some jurisdictions where, there being nothing 
to do but to pay over the property equally to certain creditors men- 
tioned in the assignment, the law presumes, what otherwise would be 
necessary, the assent of the creditors, and of course where the assent is 
given in fact the thing will stand. 

So, Mr. President, I repeat that the Senator’s assault upon this bill 
on the point which he has madeagainst it relates toa transaction which 
would be void at the common law. But I do not propose to take this 
time in the afternoon, with these vacant seats, to go into a general dis- 
cussion of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, the trouble with the Senator from 
Massachusetts is that he assumes that the people he represents, espe- 
cially in reference to this bill, are the people of the United States, 
There never was a greater mistake than that. I have made no attack 
upon the merchants of this country. I assert here to-day that 3 per 


cent. of the men whom he has so highly indorsed—and every word of 


it I agree to—are not demanding this legislation. Some of them may 
have been cajoled into signing petitions; they may have submitted in 
boards of trade and chambers of commerce, when some astute and press- 
ing attorney, perhaps anxious for opportunities to distinguish himself 
in collection matters, has pressed upon them this measure, to resolu- 
tions; they may possibly, some of them, have put their names to papers; 
but 3 per cent. of them have not indorsed this s tion in any way 
whatever. It is theclass of men to whom I referred, the men who are 
grasping, avaricious—who, as I said before, get as they may and keep 
as they can—that is the class of men who are making this effort. 

The honorable Senator says when a man becomes insolvent his prop- 
erty belongs to his creditors. Admitit. Thatis not what T am com- 
plaining of. I am complaining that this bill enables them to make 
men insolvent whoare not insolvent. Itis nota question of insolvency. 
The bill provides what shall be conclusive of the insolvency. A man 
may be worth ten dollars where he owes one, and if he does certain 
acts provided for in this bill he is insolvent within the provisions of 
this law and his property will be seized, and rightfully seized under 
the law, and destroyed. 

Mr. President, I know something of the commercial world. Ihave 
had some opportunities to see the men from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
who are engaged incommerce. I know that the great mass of them 
would take no advantage of provisions of this kind; but I know that 
in every community, in every State, there will be some who will take 
advantage of them; and I know that there is no merchant who deals 
with New York to any considerable extent, or with Boston, or any other 
great city, that will not find on the list of men of whom he has pur- 
chased goods and to whom he has become indebted some one who will 
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not have all the characteristics of mercy and sympathy spoken of by 
the Senator from Massachusetts when he described the merchants of 
- the country. It is against those men that I want to protect the debtors. 

Mr. President, I do not represent the debtor class. Ihave not made 
any assertion of that kind. I do notrepresenta community of debtors, 
I want the Senator to understand, and I have no more interest in the 
debtors than he has, J have an interest in seeing fair play, and justice, 
and right, and prosperity in this country, which I do not believe can 
be had ander this bill. 

It is a kind and fatherly bill, it is taking care of everybody, the Sen- 
ator says. Why, Mr. President, the courts of the State and the nation 
are too slow, and this bill provides that the court of bankruptcy may 
sit at any time, and at all times, and anywhere that the judge pleases 
on givingreasonable notice. Itis for the expeditious collection of debts; 
and if the Senator will so label his bill, and if the men who are demand- 
ing it will come here in their true colors, there will not be very much 
compun because there will be very little danger of its ever becom- 
ng a law. 

The honorable Senator’s mail may be full of letters from men who 
want to get rid of their debts. Ifit is, I will venture to say that the 
majority of them who are appealing for the passage of this bill are men 
who committed frauds on their creditors, for to the great eredit of the 
class that he has mentioned in my long experience as a lawyer I have 
never found a single case of oppression in the honorable class that he has 
mentioned. I have found such cases, but they were not practiced by 
those who belonged to that class. Honorable men are always ready and 
always willing, when the debtor has surrendered his all, to give him an 
acquittance; and if these men are honest unfortunate debtors they will 
get their acquittance. The bill is not in their interest; it is in in- 
terest of a speedy and hasty collection of debts. I admit every man 
ought to pay his debts; no man believesin that more than I do; but I 
understand the way business has been transacted in this country men 
are expected to grant relief, and the merchants whom the Senator de- 
scribes are ready and willing to do so with a few exceptions. 

I complain of this bill because it puts it in the power, not of the men 
he eulogizes, not of the men that he thinks are so benevolent, but of 
the men that I described, a little small force it may be, but powerful 
for evil under this bill, Under the color of Federal law they can seize 
the property of every man in this country and nine out of every ten 
can be put into bankruptcy under the bill. Public credit will be de- 
eer in this country and disaster will follow, as it followed the bill 
of 1867. 

The honorable Senator does not pretend that there is anything new 
in this bill save the simple matter of detail, the simple question of ap- 
plying the law, the simple matter of fees. All the evils of the act, all 
the frauds of the act, all the injustice of the act of 1867 are here, and we 
are asked to repeat that which we declared by the almost unanimons 
vote of the national Legislature a few years ago ought not to remain 
upon the statute-book. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the bulk of what the Senator says is 
based on his apprehension of what might be done under this bill bya 
harsh or dishonest creditor, which I utterly deny, because the bill care- 
fully provides against any such possibility. He tries now to have the 
law remain withouta bankruptcy bill. Whatthen? A manufacturer, 
for instance, fails. What is the process? He may have three thou- 
sand workingmen. Every one of them has got to bring a suit to claim 
his debt by law, making a separate bill of costs, and separate suits. 
The only way to prevent that is to have a voluntary payment and a 
voluntary composition with the creditors. Now, the voluntary com- 
position with the creditors can not take place without the creditors’ 
assent. 1t is certainlyin the power of a shark to put a man into bank- 
ruptcy, to compel the division of his property equally and cheaply 
among all his ereditors. It is much more in the power of the shark 
who gets the benefit of the seizure under execution of the property to 
get the first grip on the whole. The debtor can not get rid of the 
debt without the shark’s consent; but when he is under a bankruptcy 
bill, in spite of the objection of the creditor he can get a discharge from 
all his debts. 

Mr. TELLER. I would suggest tothe Senator that in all the States 
that I know of we have insolvent laws. We have a method by which 
the unfortunate man can take his goodsand apply them to the payment 
of his debts, 

Mr. HOAR. He can not be discharged. 

Mr. TELLER. He gets discharged in that State. 

Mr. HOAR. Not from the debts in other States. A 
Mr. TELLER. Itis perfectly good in the State where his credito: 
live. As between him and the creditors in that State, it is all right. 
Further than that, when a man owes one of these sharks he can go to 
the other creditors and say, ‘“‘ I will pay this man off; I have got three 
of these fellows; I can pay this one to-day, and that one to-morrow, 
and the next one next week.’’ Under this bill the payment of any one 
will allow the other two to come upon him and destroy his credit and 

his existence as a merchant. 

Mr. HOAR. That can be done without this bill, because the other 
two can sue him, make their costs, and take execution on his property. 

Mr. TELLER, They can not seize his property. c 


Mr. HOAR. Yes, they can on their execution. The Senator says 
although we have insolvent laws now in our States, the New York and 
Massachusetts sharks who want to get the last pound of flesh out of 
the ia E ome apaa can put their Colorado debtor into insolvency 


under the Colorado system or whatever the State may be where they 
have insolvent laws and can wipe out all the debts of the creditors in 
his own State. What then is the result? Under the present system, 
under the Colorado law if you have an insolvent law in Colorado, you 
have taken all the man’s property away from him, you have discharged 
him of the debts he owed to his neighbors and friends and acquaintances, 
and you have left him at the mercy of the Eastern sharks whose claims 
the Colorado authorities can not di y 

Mr. TELLER. They donot put him into bankruptcy. That is the 
difference. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator said in answer to my last prop- 
osition that they have insolvent laws. Then I said you can not give a 
discharge. Oh, yes, we discharge him from debtin hisownState. That 
was the resort of the Senator. Now, my proposition is that if that 
be true, where do you leave the unfortunate debtor ted by his 
creditor? You leave him with his property taken from him, for when 
he goes into insolvency I suppose he gives up his p if the pro- 
ceeding is honest; and you leave him with his own neighbors and friends, 
whether they get much or little of their debts, with their debts gone, 
and he all his natural life at the mercy of creditors in other States. 

Mr. President, there is not a particular in which this bill is not better 


.for the debtor, as it is better for the creditor, than any State law under 


the Constitution of the United States can possibly be unless in the sin- 
gle case where the debtor desires to secure a fraudulent keeping of his 
property for himself or a fraudulent preference of one creditor over 
another. 

Mr. TELLER. So far as I know there are no provisions in any in- 
solvent laws of the States of the character of this bill. The insolvent 
laws do not allow the creditor to destroy the credit and seize upon the 
property of debtors upon such pretenses as are set forth in this bill. 
‘There is a wide distinction between the insolvent laws of every State 
and this bill. And as to fraudulent assignments, in all the history of 
the country there were never so many fraudulent transactions as oc- 
curred under the bankrupt act of 1867. A bankrupt law opens the door 
for a fraudulent debtor and closes it against the honest and deserving 
debtor. 

Mr. HOAR. That I do not say is mere railing, for that is nota 
proper word, but mere rhetoric. There is nothing in the bill to war- 
rant that assertion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. o 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be reported. : 

Tlie SECRETARY. In line 5 of section 9 it is proposed to strike out 
“may” and insert “‘shall;’’ so as to read: 

Sxc. 9. That any debt, demand, or property claimed by the trustee shall be 
sued for in such court, either State or eral, as the bankrupt would have been _ 
entitled: to resort to in enforcing the same claim: Provided, That the court of 
bankruptcy shall in any case, where the jurisdiction of the State and Federal 
courts is concurrent, direct that the suit shall be brought in the State court, 

Mr. HOAR. That amendment I gave notice that I would assent to, 
but that I wanted to add at the end of the section a particular excep- 
tion; and I desire it to stand over until the Senator who offered it shall 
see it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over for the pres- 
ent without action. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read section 10 of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know that I understand this section, but it 
seems to me that the same difficulty which occurred in section 8 runs 
through section 10, and I do not know but that it runs through the 
whole bill. ' 

That appeals may be taken from the district to the circuit courts in all cases 
in equity. 

Does that provide for appeals in the Territories from the Territorial 
courts? 

Mr. HOAR, That leaves that to the general law in regard to Terri- 
torial courts and the courts of the District of Columbia, Ido not think 
the tenth section requires any change, because that only provides for 
certain equity appeals from the district, which is the bankruptcy court, 
to the circuit court; but the supreme court is the bankrupt court in 
each Territory and in the District of Columbia. I do not understand 
that the section requires any change. 

Mr. PLATT. Then there will be no appeal in the District of Co- 
lumbia or in the Territories? 

Mr. HOAR., No. 

The Secretary read sections 11 and 12 of the bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill 
(S. 722) for increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Boggs. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. : 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
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be sn ain appear en, making a 


to supply defi- 
ciencies in for public pensions, and pay of 
the Army for val nel a ogee 8 June 30, 1886; and it was there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. A 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ifit would not be disagreeable to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, I move that the Senate now proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After thirty: t minutes tin ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 4 minutes 

nm) hers Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 26, at 

20 m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 25th day of May, 1886. 
CONSUL OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Henry Gillman, of Detroit, Mich., to be consul of the United States 
atJerusalem, vice Selah Merrill, ded. The nomination of Nageeb 
J. Arbeely, heretofore nominated to the Senate for the above position, is 
this day withdrawn. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Weston Howland, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for the 
district of New Bedford, Mass., vice John A. P. Allen, commission ex- 
pired. 

John J. Finch, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for the district of 
Sandusky, Ohio, vice Clark Rude, commission expired 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Alexander H. Baker, of Grand Island, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Grand Island, Nebr., vice William ‘Anyan, resigned. 

Amos J. Harris, of Osborne, } Kans., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Kirwin, Kans., vice Robert R. Hayes, resigned. 

Ezra W. Miller, of Elk Point, Dak., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Huron, Dak., vice Robert Lowry, commission snes Fut iaar 
previous nomination of Miller, vice Lowry, suspend 

For promotion in the Army. 
SECOND REGIMENT OF CAVALRY: 
First Lieut. Colon Augur, to be captain, January 9, 1886, vice Spauld- 
ie Demet to the Fourth Cavalry. 
nd Lieut. Alonzo L. O’Brien, to be first lieutenant, January 9, 
1886, vice Augur, promoted. 
FOURTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 

Capt. Edward ri detent of the eg Oraa to be major, Jan- 

uary 9, 1886, vice Mizner, promoted to the Eighth Cavalry. 
EIGHTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 

Maj. John K. Mizner, of the Fourth Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 

January 9, 1886, vice Sweitzer, promoted to the Second Cavalry: 
FIFTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

First Lieut. Charles E. Hargous, to be captain, May 12, 1886, vice 
McDonald, retired from active service. 

Second Lient. Charles A. Churchill, to be first lieutenant, May 12, 
1886, vice Hargous, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 18, 1886. 
UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

Boe M. Jewett, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United States at 

vas. 

Francis H. Wigfall, of Baltimore, Md., to be consul of the United 
States at Leeds. 

Charles H. Wills, of Glymont, Md., to be consul of the United States 


at Managua. 
i SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, ETC. 

William G. Austin, of to be examiner of ASE, 
medicines, and’ chemicals in the district of New Orleans, in the State 
of Louisiana, 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

William A. Mahoney, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Fernandina, in the State of Florida. 

John J. Maguire, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Pensacola, in the State of Florida. 

John F. McDonnell, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Saint Mark’s, in the State of Florida. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Lawrence L. Aune, of Fergus Falls, Minn., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Fergus Falls, Minn. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Thomas F. Cowing, of Fergus Falls, Minn., to be register of the land 
office at ee gr Falls, Minn. 

William P, sree of Olivia, Minn., to be register of the land 
office at Redwood Falls, Minn. 

INDIAN AGENT, l 

Charles Hill, of Santee, Nebr., to be agent for the Indians of the 

Santee agency, in Nebraska. 
POSTMASTERS. 

J. Holmes Patton, to be postmaster at Brownsville, Fayette County, 
Pennsylvania. 

J. A. C. McCune, to be postmaster at Shippensburg, Cumberland 
County, Pennsylvania. 

Josephene Hopkins, to be postmaster at Glen Allen, Henrico County, 
Virginia. 

‘William R. Dodge, to be postmaster at Gouverneur, Saint Lawrence 
County, New York. 

James Halligan, to be postmaster at Canajoharie, Montgomery County, 
New York. 

James F. Robertson, to be postmaster at Culpe’ 

Frank B. Patchen, to be postmaster at Silver Mea x} 
R Jonn A. Thomas, to be postmaster at Moravia, Cayuga County, New 

ror’ 
J. Bennett Weyant, to be postmaster at Haverstraw, Rockland County, 


-New York. 


Benjamin F. Vail, to be postmaster at Warwick, Orange County, 
New York. 

Charles F. Young, to be postmaster at Columbia, Lancaster County, 
Pennsylvania. 

Andrew Flanagan, to be postmaster at Astoria, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York. 

Lathrop S. Taylor, to be postmaster at Clyde, Wayne County, New 
York. 

James P. Owen, to be postmaster at Camden, N. Y. 

Robert Simpson, to be postmaster at Wheeling, i in the county of Ohio 
and State of West Virginia. 

Richard J. Ashby, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county of 
Kanawha and State of West Virginia. 

Patrick J. Rogers, to be postmaster at Piedmont, in the county of 
Mineral and State of West Vi 

Winfield S. Hammaker, to be postmaster at Findlay, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Ohio. 

Martin V. Gibson, to be postmaster at Upper Sandusky, in the county 
of W: ot and State of Ohio. 

J. MeNally, to be postmaster at Keeseville, in the county of 

Essex and State of New York. 

James M. Hubbell, to be postmaster at Potsdam, in the county of 
Saint Lawrence and State of New York. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 25, 1886. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Henry F. Severens, of Michigan, to be United States district judge 

for the western district of Michigan. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

W. Lee Dinkins, of Mississippi, to be marshal of the United States 

for the southern district of Mississippi. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Thomas J. Watt, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
ate W Speen to be ter ab Denver, in the county of A 
ahoe and deer tule F ERREPA ere FEAT 

Miles J. Finlen, to be postmaster at pact in the county of La 
Salle and State of Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, May 25, 1886. 


The House met at 11o’clocka. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. CRISP, the reading of so much of the Journal of 
ae poaae of yesterday as related to the introduction of bills and 

utions was dispensed with. The remainder of the Journal of 
yesterday was read and approved. 
BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, laid before the House the following 
Senate bills; which were severally read a first and second time, and 
referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 924) granting a pension to Ellen Shea—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 864) to grant a pension to Mrs. Martha F. Woodrum—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1886. 


The bill (S. 722) for increase of pénsion of Mrs. Ellen M. Boggs—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 161) granting a pension to Ann E. Tew—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1064) for the relief of James E. Walter—to the Committee 


on Claims, 
The bill (S. 1184) granting a pension to Jane D. Mumford—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1582) for the relief of Alpheus R. French—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

The bill (S. 2149) granting an increase of pension to Herman Baum- 
hager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Young—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2105) granting a pension to Henry B. Very—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 1958) granting an increase of pension to Addison A. Jack- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1826) granting a pension to Andrew J. Burrell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to Elizabeth Forgey—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1660) granting a pension to Samuel E. Tracy—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ° 

The bill (S. 2437) providing in certain cases for the forfeiture of wagon- 
road grants in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on the Public 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bills 
with Senate amendments; which were severally referred as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 5038) for the relief of Stephen Sauer—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (H. R. 3546) granting a pension to Amanda Housell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 6975) to establish additional life-saving stations—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

PERKINS YS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter froin the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the order and find- 
ings of fact by that court in the case of mas T. Perkins, adminis- 
trator, P the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CLEMENTS, for ten days. 
nae Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, during the present week, on account of 
illness. 

To Mr. CRAIN, for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 


CONFERENCE COMMITTEE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers on the of 
the House of Representatives in the conference on the di i ater 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 4838) to abolish certain fees for 
official services to American vessels, and to amend the laws rela’ to 
shipping commissioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other 
purposes, the gentleman from Maine, Mr. DINGLEY, the gentleman from 
Arkansas, Mr. DUNN, and the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. MCMIL- 
LIN. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina. Regular order ! 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. The regular order 
is the call of committees for reports. 

ARTHUR KILL BRIDGE. - 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 121) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bri across the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, 
and to establish the same as a post-road; which was referred to the 
Hones. Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

7 ARMS FOR THE STATES. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, rted 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 1686) to repeal certain ST ioni 
of the act approved March 3, 1875, relating to the purchase of. arms 
for the use of the States; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

OFFICIAL LVETTER-BOOKS OF NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the joint resolution (S. R. 19) directing copies of the official 
letter-books of the executive department of the State of North Caro- 
lina to be furnished to said State; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC PARK AT NEWPORT, R. IL 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 

back with amendment the bill (S. 1154) to authorize the city of New- 
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port, R. I., to use the siteof Fort Geeene as a public park; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. WELLBORN, by unanimous consent, the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs was di from the further consideration 
of the bill (S. 2222) to authorize the Cheyenne and Northern Railway 
Company to build its road across the Fort Russell and Fort Laramie 
military reservations; and the same was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. f 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 

Mr, SPRINGER, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8120) to enable the people of the State 
of Dakota to form a constitution and State government and to be ad- 
mitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAKER. On behalf ofa minority of the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, I ask unanimous consent to present in writing their views upon 
the bill just reported. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, leave will be granted to 
file the views of a minority of the committee, to be printed with the re- 
port of the majority. 

There was no objection. 

ADVERSE REPORT. > 


Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committeeon the Territories, also reported 
back adversely the bill (S; 967) to provide for the admission of the State 
of Dakota into the Union and for the organization of the Territory of 
Lincoln; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 

inted. 
gr BAKER. In this case also I ask leave to present the views of 
a minority of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, leave will be granted, 
and the views of the minority of the committee will be printed with 
the report of the majority. 

There was no objection. 

j DIVISION OF DAKOTA TERRITORY. 


Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on the Territories, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 7377) to divide the Territory of Dakota 
and to establish the Territory of North Dakota; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the 
accompanying ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on the Territories, also reported ` 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 8472) dividing Dakota Territory, estab- 
lishing the Territory of North Dakota, and providing a temporary gov- 
ernment therefor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that dissenting members 
of the Committee on Territories may have leave to file their views in 

to each of the bills reported from that committee this morning. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection that leave will be 
granted, and the views of the minority in each case will be printed 
with the report of the majority. 

FEDERAL OFFICIALS IN THE TERRITORIES. : 

Mr. BOYLE, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 2883) concerning the appointment of Federal 
officials in the Territories; which was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


ARKANSAS, NEW MEXICO AND PACIFIC RAILROAD, 


Mr. DUNN, from the Committee on the Territories, reported, as a 
substitute fot H. R. 8758, a bill (H. R. 9107) to incorporate the Ar- 
kansas, New Mexico and Pacific Railroad Company, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the ae Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

House bill No. 8758 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

JAMES SAVERCOOL. ó 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6824) granting a pension to James Sav- 
ercool; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. i 

MARGARET S. FAIN. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 260) for the relief of Mar- 
garet S. Fain; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on PA Private Calendar, and the accompanying report orđered to be 
printed. 


JACOB CASE, 
Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
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ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8835) granting a pension to Jacob 
Case; which was referred to the Committee of the le House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
ABRAHAM P. GRIGGS. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
pact back favorably the bill (H. R. 8834) granting a pension to Abra- 
P. Griggs; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 


JOHN MILLER. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8836) granting a 
pension to John Miller; which was referred to the Committee of the 
‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. x 

JOHN BUCHANAN. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8827) granting a 
pension to John Buchanan; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

AARON GARRIS. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8830) granting a 
penson to Aaron Garris; which was referred to the Committee of the 

ole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
B. FRANK PATTERSON. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1390) for the relief of 
B. Frank Patterson; which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

ZEBULON $. TOMPKINS. 

Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2067) for the in- 
crease of pension of Zebulon 8. Tompkins; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 226) granting 
a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Héuse on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2027) granting a pen- 
sion to Joshua Armstrong; which was referred to*the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. R 

ADVERSE REPORTS. . 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were severally ordered to be laid on the table and the accompanying 
nH i (H. R 5756) a $9 Aneesh, Caigenh 

A bi . 56) granting a pension to Anson G. er; 

A bill (H. R. 5450) granting a pension to Elizabeth C. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 3637) granting a pension to John Vincent; 


A bill (H. R. 3655) granting a pension to Mary M. Carr; 

A bill (H. R. 6559) granting a pension to Phebe Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 4225) granting an increase of pension to Sidney Kemp- 
ton; ' 

A bill (H. R. oss granting a pension to William H. Krautz; 

A bill (H. R. 3639) granting a pension to Isaac Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 5842) granting a pension to Letitia Carr; and 

A bill (H. R. 1070) granting a pension to Sophia Chambers. 


JONAS SCHOONOVER. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 8663) granting an increase of 
pension to Jonas Schoonover; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

LIBBIE ©, MONTIS. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1836) for the 
relief of Libbie C. Montis; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

P. GOUGH EDELIN. 
Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 


favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8698) for the relief of P. 

ae paein; —— van Spaa to the anagem of the Whole 
ouse on the Private endar, and, with the accompanying re 

ordered to be printed. = ie a ny 


THOMAS P. MORGAN, JE. 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 972) for the relief of Thomas 
P. Morgan, jr.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM THOMPSON. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6754) for the relief of William Thompson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM ANDERSON, 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8376) for the relief of 
Tolan Antera; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS- FOSTER AND LEONIDAS SMITH. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also re , as 
a substitute for the bill H. R. 6431, a bill (H. R. 9108) for the relief 
of the owners and occupants of Camp Tyler, Cook County, Illinois; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. j 

House bill No. 6431 was ordered to be laid on the table. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also rted back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 4729) for the relief of 
George Hill, jr.; which was ordered to be laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report printed. ° 

AMERICAN BOARD OF FOREIGN MISSIONS. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (S. 472) for the relief of the 
American Board‘of Commissioners for Foreign Missions, Rev. Worcester 
Willey and Esther Smith; which, on his motion, was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
adverse report, ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. GRAHAM. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on War reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2378) for the relief 
of George W. Graham; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of committees is completed. _ If there be 
no objection the Chair will recognize gentlemen to make reports who 
were not in their seats when their committees were called. 

There was no objection. 


PAYMENT TO CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported a bill (H. 
R. 9109) to equalize the per capita payment made to Cherokee Indians 
out of the $300,000 appropriated to them March 3, 1885, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

TREATY WITH MEXICO. 

Mr. MAYBURY, from the Committee on Waysand Means, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1513) to carry 
into effect a convention between the United States of America and the 
United States of Mexico, signed on the 20th day of January, 1883. 

The SPEAKER. Is it desired that this bill shall go on the Cal- 
endar? 

Mr. MAYBURY. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. As this is a matter affecting the revenue, the bill 
will be referred to the Union Calendar. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEWITT obtained unanimous consent to present the views of 
the minority, to be printed with the report of the majority. 

Mr. MAYBURY. Iam instructed by the committee to ask that 500 
extra copies of the majority and minority reports be printed. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be ordered at this time. 

RESERVE AGENTS. : 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 6791) to amend section 5192 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to reserve agents; and 

A bill (H. R. 2320) to add Nashville, Tenn., to the list of ‘reserve’? 


1886. 
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cities mentioned in sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, also 
reported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 2320 and 5791, a bill (H. 
R. 9110) to amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; which was referred to the House Calender, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

UNITED BRETHREN, OF TYRONE, PA. 


Mr. KLEINER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2044) for the relief of 
the estate of the United Brethren in Christ, of Tyrone, Pa,; which 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. : 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. RANDALL. Irise to present a conference report. 

The Clerk read as follows: z 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House (H. R. 8762) making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for public printing, 
pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, hav 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommen: 
to their res ive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1 and 5, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter pro; by the amendment insert the following: “and the Court of 


Claims;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. . 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 3, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed rt the following: “‘ $231,500;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, : 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of ths Sen- 
ate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter He ee by, said amendment insert the following: “ For 
the Court of Claims, $2,500.” 
And the Senate agree to the sume, 
SAM, J. RANDALL, 
BEN, LE FEVRE, 
LOUIS E. McCOMAS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
W. B. ALLISON, 


F, M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The statement by the conferees on the part of the House was read, 
as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the di 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
sm) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
public printing, pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal year 1886, submit 
the following statement in exp on of the accompanying report, 

The effect of the action recommended is as follows: 

On amendments 1, 2, 3, and 4: $231,500 will be given to meeta Perna Pa 
the anti ont for public printing, the sum being allotted as follows: For 
Congress, $200,000; State Department, $5,000; Treasury Department, $24,000, and 
for the Court of Claims, $2,500. 

The sum of $1,500 proposed for posting and binding for the Library of Con- 
gress will be stricken from the bill. 

On amendment 5; Will make a direct appropriation of $200,000 from the Treas- 
ury to meet a deficiency on account of pay of the Army for 1886. 

The total amount of the bill as agreed uppn is $6,431,500. 

SAM. J. RAND. 

BEN, LE FEVRE 

LOUIS E. McCOMAS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make only a brief statement. The 
amendment of the Senate in relation to the printing and binding for 
the Library was found not to have come through the channels prescribed 
by law and was rejected by the conferees. 

The amount awarded in the conference report of $2,500 for the print- 
- ing of the Court of Claims grows out of a large increase of business in 
that court, the result of the enactment of what is known as the Bow- 
man act. 

The controversy as to the amount necessary for the Army for the year 
1886 was of this nature: The Department recommended a transfer 
from the appropriations of 1885, so as to be used in the year 1886. 
That the Sepate with unanimity objected to stating that each appro- 
pranon should show on its face the amount chargeable to each particu- 

year, and there is force in that position. The figures would show 
that the amount of appropriations for the pay of the officers and en- 
listed men for that year was about $12,205,000. Theaddition of $200,- 
000 would make it for 1886 $12,405,000, which is less than the amount 
that has passed the House for the approaching fiscal year, the exact 
figures for the same being $12,542,689. 46. 

The increase for the pay of the Army over the amount appropriated 
for the fiscal year 1886 arises from the fact that the di from 
the Army of enlisted men during the current year have been and will 
be unusually large, compelling an increase in pay to enlisted men for 
1886 over 1885 of $112,000; for retained pay, $24,000; travel pay and 
subsistence, $30,000, and clothing, $40,000. 

With this statement, I ask that the report be agreed to. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion wasagreed to. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills 
raising revenue, and ing that motion Iask unanimous consent that 
at5o’clock thisafternoon the House takea recess until half past 7 o’clock 
this evening; the evening session to be devoted to general debate upon 
the pending bill, no other business to be transacted. 

: Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to that motion, 
ut— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman in charge of this bill 
that a vote may be reached in time to make an evening session unnec- 


essary. é 

Mr. HATCH. Of course, ifit is possible to reach a vote on the bill, 
to-day before 5 o’clock, or by that time, I shall not ask forthe evening 
session. 

The SPEAKER. In that case the House can adjourn. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to obstruct the 
consideration of this bill, and I do not object to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], but to-day and to-morrow 
were set apart for the discussion of the bill known as the free-ship bill, 
and because the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] who is in 
charge of the legislative appropriation bill told the chairman of the 
committee and myself and others on Friday last that he would not in- 
terfere with the free-ship bill to-day, we gave way for some portion of 
the time on Saturday, and I and others who desired to speak on the 
free-ship bill waited until to-day. 

The committee are perfectly willing to give way to-day, provided 
they can have to-morrow; or, I venture to state as the sentiment of 
the committee, that they will give way on both days if they can have 
unanimous consent for any other day this week. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the latter is preferable. I do not suppose 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] desires for a moment 
to obstruct legislation in connection with any subject by yatak the 
appropriation bill; but it is desirable that that bill should be consid- 
ered promptly, and if I were at liberty to make a suggestion it would 
be that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] submit first the 
proposition to set apart another day for the discussion of the free-ship 
bill, and let us go on with the appropriation bill to-morrow. If, how- 
ever, the House does not consent to that, I, as one of the members of 
the Committee on Appropriations, would not feel warranted in voting 
to press the legislative bill as against any other legislation that seems 


ing | to have the right of way and is in progress of consideration. 


Mr. HAMMOND. We not only have the right of way, but we have 
an express understanding. - 

Mr. Chairman, with the view of trying to arrive at some adjustment 
that will avoid any conflict before the question is taken on the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] to go into Committee of 
the Whole, I ask unanimous consent that on next Saturday, after the 
reading of the Journal, the free-ship bill may have the right of way for 
the whole of that day, and that the hour for calling the previous ques- 
tion upon it be fixed at 4 o’clock p. m, on that day. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, Saturday has been set apart for 
the consideration of business reported from the Committee on Indian 

A fini 4 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, while time is being distributed in this 
way I want to call attention to the fact that the 13th of April was set 
apart for the interstate-commerce bill. Ithas been in order ever since 
to call up that bill, and I do not want any understanding reached here 
that will preclude me from calling that bill up to antagonize any other 
measure that may be urged upon the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] objects 
to the request of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, that being objected to, I desire to 
see whether we can not have to-morrow assigned for the discussion of 
the free-ship bill. ` 

Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman will agree to get through with 
the bill on Saturday I shall not object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I give notice that the Committee on Appropria- 
ttons will ask for Friday. 

Mr. HAMMOND. We will help you to get that. I desire, Mr. 
Chairman, to see whether we can not get to-day or to-morrow assigned 
for the further consideration of the free-ship bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the understanding that was reached on 
Saturday last in regard to the action to be taken with regard to these 
two measures, the bill now pending and the free-ship bill, it seems to 
me that the Committee on Appropriations ought not to insist upon oc- 
cupying either to-day or to-morrow; but I shall have to insist that as 
early as possible after to-morrow the legislative bill shall be taken up, 
for it is known to be a very tedious bill, and it ought to be disposed of 
and sent to the Senate as soon as possible. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] 
asks unanimous consent that on to-morrow after the reading of the 
Journal the House proceed to the consideration of the bill known as the 
free-ship bill, and tha 
upon it at 4 o’clock. 

A MEMBER. That has been already agreed 

Mr. HATCH. I object to that, Mr. Speaker. 


the previous question be considered as ordered 


to. 
I can not make that 
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agreement now. As I have already said, if it is possible to close the 
Ne TART OTE Sapp A ped pom pean Da a 
Mr. HAMMO I thought I had that agreement with the gentle- 


man. 7 

Mr. HATCH. No. Ihave said that as soon as I can confer with the 
members of my committee, under whose instructions I am acting in the 
conduct of this bill, I shall be very glad to make any agreement that 
will be satisfactory and fair. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I understood the gentleman to be satisfied that 
we should have to-morrow if we would yield him to-day without a 
contest. ` 
_ Mr. HATCH. I have not so stated either to the gentleman or to the 
committee. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then, Mr. Speaker, the only way to settle. this 
matter is to come to an understanding that after the pending bill is 
disposed of the right of way shall be given to the free-ship bill, as it 
is called, for one day. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Ishall object to that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That we will fight for, all of us. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘ Regular order !,” 

The SPEAKER. The order is demanded. The regular 
order is the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], 
that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 


IMITATION BUTTER PRODUCT. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering bills for raising revenue. The business 
under consideration is the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter; also im- 
posing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, 
and exportation of oleomargarine. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, what has become of the remainder 
of my time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
is entitled to the floor for the remainder of his hour. 

Mr. HISCOCK. How much is that? 


The CHAIRMAN. Thirty-five minutes. 
= HISCOCK. I yield twenty minutes to my colleague [Mr, MIL- 
LARD]. 


Mr. MILLARD. Mr. Chairman, in the earlier days of this session I 
had the honor to submit to this House a memorial signed by seven thou- 
sand constituents of mine asking for this legislation, which, together 
with the bill I introduced, was referred to the Agricultural Committee. 
In behalf of those constituents, whom I am proud to represent upon this 
floor, I desire to thank the Committee on Agriculture for reporting 
with promptness the bill which is before us for our consideration. 

It is claimed by the opponents of the pending bill that it is unconsti- 
tutional; that Congress no power to levy a tix upon oleomargarine 
except for the purpose of raising a revenue. This in substance is the 
burden of the objection which is int 

While I have great respect for the opinions of the learned gentlemen 
I am not prepared to acquiesce in any such construction of the powers 
of the Constitution. I believethis billis entirely within its provisions. 

Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution provides that Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises to pay 
the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare of 
the United States, but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States. 

It will be observed that this section provides not only for the laying 
and collection of taxes for the payment of debts, but for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Ohren, if this provision of the Constitution means any- 
thing, it means that every community has a right not only to protect 
itself against fraud and deception but its people against the manufact- 
ure and sale of an unhealthy and unwholesome article of food, and if 
it can not do it directly it may do it indirectly. Self-protection is the 
first law of nature, and is as applicable to nations as individuals. 

The object of this legislation is not only the protection of the Ameri- 
can dairyman against a dishonest and fraudulent business, but for the 
protection of the public. 

But, sir, if it be true that such a tax can not be imposed except for 
the purpose of raising revenue, put this measure squarely upon that 

gund, Place oleomargarine and all kinds of bogus butter upon the 
same footing as whisky and tobacco. It is an open question which of 
the two is the most injurious to health. We need the revenue for the 
erection of fortifications, coast defenses, and the rebuilding of our Navy. 
Scarcely one-half of the great war debt has been paid. In 1866 our 
national debt was $2,773,236,173. On the first day of last November 
it was $1,303,034,056. Our annual expenditures are more than $300,- 
000,000. The estimated expenditures for the next fiscal year are 
$323,911,394, and should pass the Blair educational bill this 
sum would be increased fully $89,000,000. 


Thesubstitute for butter known as oleomargarine, if made according 
to the formula of Mege, the original inventor, may be wholesome, and 
it may not be; I am not prepared to say. But this I do know, that the 
oleomargarine that is being manufactured and sold to-day in all of our 
great cities is not made inaccordance with Mége’s patent. If you will 
take the trouble to visit the Patent Office you will find that nearly two 
hundred patents for the manufacture of imitation butter have been is- 
sued since 1872, the date of the granting of the original patent. That 
in the place of margarine oil more than fifty kinds of acids and chem- 
ical ingredients are used. Nitric acid, sugar of lead, castor oil; sul- 
phate of lime, mustard-seed oil, cotton-seed oil, and the Lord only knows 
what—vegetable oils mixed with grease, lard, and the fat of animals. 

Nitric acid is used for the purpose of removing the peculiar odor of 
grease and lard, and it is a startling fact that there is no power under 
the heavens by which you can tell whether the lard was taken from a 
healthy or diseased animal. Sir, it is impossible to imagine a more 
colossal, fraud; and yet it is said that we have no power under the Con- 
stitution to protect the public against it. If this be true, I have lost 
my respect for the Constitution of our fathers, and the sooner the fact 
is understood the better. 

The right to manufacture and sell an unwholesome or fraudulent ar- 
ticle of food should be prohibited, not taxed. This oleomargarine busi- 
ness isa bad business. It is conceived in fraud and brought forth in 
iniquity, and the sooner it is exterminated the better it will be for us. 
I would make the manufacture and sale of all kinds of bogus butter a 
criminal offense and the offender punishable as the counterfeiter of 
your currency. Legally or morally I can see no difference between 
one who deliberately manufactures and puts upon the market a spu- 
rious and unwholsome article of food and the man who counterfeits 
your United States greenbacks. . 

Mr. Chairman, we have had during this session no question before 
us of greater importance. The dairy ititerest of the United States is 
one of the largest and most important of all our industries, and I will 
excludenone. Itisabsolutely the mostimportant. More than five mill- 
ions of our people are engaged in and devoted to it, The dairy product 
of the United States last year was worth more than $500,000,000. 
There is invested in the dairy business of the State of New York to- 
day more than $300,000,000. I doubt whether there ever was a more 
stupendous swindle than this bogus butter business. It not only robs 
the farmer and dairyman of the fruits of their skill and labor, but it 
swindles the public generally. They are its victims. More than 
200,000,000 pounds of this stuff is manufactured and sold annually, 
and sold not for what it is, but for what it is not. 

There is not a dealer of oleomargarine in the country that could suc- 
cessfully prosecute his business if he were to sell his product for what 
it is; and I know of no one who prefers oleomargarine to butter. I 
defy any one but the most skillful expert or learned chemist to tell 
you which is the spurious and which is the genuine article. 

Yet, sir, we are repeatedly told that Congress can not interfere in this 
matter; that it has no power under the Constitution to protect either 
the dairyman or the public. We can enact laws to protect American 
labor against the pauper labor of the Old World; we can protect the 
cotton and woolen manufactures of New England and the sugar in- 
dustry of Lonisiana, but we can not protect the American farmer. Mr. 
ee this is the logic of the distinguished gentlemen who oppose 
this bill. 

Sir, such declarations are simply preposterous, and it is not the first 
time the Constitution of the United States has been invoked to defeat 
important legislation. Let us not anticipate the decision of the United 
States Supreme Court. Let us enact the law, and if Mr. Armour and 
his oleomargarine friends believe the measure to be unconstitutional 
he has his remedy. ‘The court is always open fer the adjudication of 
just such questions as this. So far as I am concerned I have no doubt 
as to the power of Congress in a matter of this kind. Whether the 
consumer be a poor or rich man he has aright to demand that he shall 
not be deceived by those who sell him food, and that a spurious and 
injurious article shall not be palmed off upon him as a genuine article. 
This right is teed to him by the higher law and existed prior to 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, if a law could be enacted that would compel the manè 
ufacturer of bogus butter to sell it for what itis there would be no 
necessity for this legislation, but it can not be done. Of the thirty- 
eight States all but ten have laws governing the manufacture 
and sale of imitation butter. For the last fifteen years the Legislature 
of the great State of New York has been trying to accomplish this re- 
sult, but its efforts have been invain. Sir, we have reached a pointin 
the history of this traffic when forbearance has ceased to be a virtue. 
The farmer can not successfully compete with the manufacturers of 
oleomargarine that can be made for 7 centsa pound. Either oleomar- 
garine must go or the great dairy industry of the country must be 
wiped out, utterly destroyed. That the statement which I make is 
not an exaggeration you have bnt to consult the facts and figures of 
your trade with foreign countries for the past five years. 

The American dairyman should supply the butter and cheese markets 
ofthe world. ‘The finest dairy districts of England and France produce 
no better butter than is made by the farmers of New York, Vermont, 
Pennsylvania, Michigan, Indiana, and Illinois. But the manufacture 
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It is farther claimed that the effect of this tax will be to unjustly 
te against the oleomargarine interest in favor of the dairy in- 


of oleomargarine is not only destroying our domestic market, but is 
ruining our foreign trade. In 1880 we exported 39,236,658 of 
butter; last year the United States rted 21 683,148 pounds; a fall- 
ing off within a period of five years of almost 5 50per cent. In 1880 the 
United States exported 19,844,256 pounds of oleomargarine or imita- 
tion butter, worth $2,592,640; last year we exported upward of 37,- 
000,000—an increase of 17,000,000 pounds of {Imitation butter, and 
within a period of five years. "These are very significant figures, and 
demand the most careful consideration. England no longer comes to 
America for her butter and cheese. 

She imports annually more than $50,000,000 worth of butter, butless 
than 10 per cent. is made in the United States. Sheim annually 
more than $25,000,000 worth of cheese, 75 per cent. of which comes 
from countries other than the United States. England alone last year 
imported from the United States more than 25,000,000 pounds of oleo- 
margarine, every pound of which not only took the place of so much 
butter, but in most instances was palmed off upon the English people 
a3 the genuine product of the American dairy. Sir, it is no wonder 
that Hungary and Germany have closed their ports againss the American 
farmer. The good name of our Government is involved, and we owe it 
to ourselves, to the honor and integrity of our Government, to put a 
stop to this business, Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of the 
posing g bill. I believe it to be not only constitutional, but the only 


egislation that will be able to preserve the great dairy industry of the. 


country. 

Mr, Chairman, I return to the gentleman from New York (Mr. His- 
cock] so much of the time yielded to me as I have not occu: Hae poral 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The gentleman from New York [Mr. K] 
agreed to yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEPBURN ] and my- 
self what time he had left. 

Mr. MILLARD. I yield the time, then, to those two gentlemen. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time is there left? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are seven minutes of the time which was 
yielded to the gentleman from New York [Mr. MILLARD] and fifteen 
minutes besides. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] who 
isnot now in his seat told me he would yield the remainder of his time 

-to the gentleman from Iowa and myself; and I understood the division 
would be one-half to each of us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then divide the remainder of the 
hour of the gentleman from New York between the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr, HEPBURN]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this bill levies a tax of 10 cents a 
poo upon compounds sold as imitations and counterfeits of butter. 

t provides the machinery by which the tax shall be collected through 
the internal-revenue office, the effect of which is to give notice to all 
the world that such compounds are not butter, but purport to be what 


they are in fact, namely, oleomargarine or butterine. The report ac- |’ 


companying this bill from the Committee on Agriculture is a valuable 
one, short, terse, and full of information as to the articles used in the 
manufacture of these imitations of butter. I read from the report as 
follows: 


That among the articles and ingredients used in the manufacture of such imi- 
tations there are the following: Nitric acid, sugar of lead, sulphate of lime, ben- 
zoic acid, butyric acid, a ne, ca’ ie acid, commercial ‘sulphuric acid, tallow, 
butyric ether, castor oil, caul, gastric juice, éureumine, chlorate of otash, per- 
oxide of magnesia, nittate of nos ag ry-blood albumen, on Don ye orris 
root, bicarbonate of soda, je Aa sulphite of soda, A AEE oys 
poan pana oil of sesame (or benne}, epee ige oil, of sweet ps tie 

ach of gs, sheep, or calves, mustard-seed oil, bicarbonate of potash, bor- 
oa rape yi et ie acid, cotton-seed oil, alum, cows’ ‘udders, sal-soda, farinaceous 
flour, earbolic acid, slippery-elm bark, olive oil, broma pejal pi oil of peanuts, 
sugar, caustic 


The report also states that this bogus butter is not only disastrous to 
the dairy interest and to all branches of agriculture indirectly, but 
detrimental to public health. It alsostates the amount of these spuri- 
ous compounds manufactured annually in the United States to be about 
200,000,000 pounds; and the cost of the product to the manufacturer 
to be from 7 to 8 cents a pound, and the gost to the consumer to be 
about equal with the price of genuine butter. Putting the average 
price of butter at 18 cents a pound and the price of the bogus butter 
at 15 cents, we have a profit divided between the manufacturer and 
retail dealer of 8 cents a pound, making a profit in the aggregate to 
those persons who manufacture and sell these counterfeit compounds 
to the peopleas genuine butter of $16,000,000 perannum. ‘The report 
also states that there are in the United States over fifteen million cows, 
perenne ee 1,000,000,000 pounds of butterand 300,000,000 
pounds d? cheese. Add to this the value of milk consumed as milk, 
aud you havea product of the annual value of $500,000,000. 

It is claimed on the part of the dairy interests that it is not to their 
interest nor to the interest of the consumer that they should be com- 
pelled to compete with the counterfeit butter which passes into the 
market as genuine. 

The opponents of this bill claim, first, that we have no power under 
the Constitution to levy a tax upon oleomargarine. I need not reply 
at length to that claim. Thesame power under which banks, incomes, 
parr and tobacco are or have been taxed is sufficient to authorize 

is tax 


terest. Mr. in reply I have to say that you can not levy a 
tax without benefiting some one and injuring somebody; and, so far as 
building up and protecting interests is concerned, it has been the policy 
of the Government from the commencement to so levy taxes as to pro- 
mote a diversity of industries; and gentlemen know that practically we 
never consider a tax bill but we try to adjustit so as to effect the greatest 
good to the greatest number, either directly orinthe end. Our whole 
system of taxation is constructed upon that basis, The agriculturists, 
who constitute the great foundation of industry—nearly one-half of our 
whole population—have for nearly a century submitted to taxation 
which tended to give a diversity of industries, and have rarely asked 
for taxation that would tend to benefit them directly. They now ask 
that such a tax shall be levied upon this spurious, counterfeit product 
as will place a brand upon it so that it shall be known by all persons 
and in all markets for what it is, instead of being known for what it is 
not. It is objected that the proposed tax is too high and that we do 
not neod the revenue. 

in reply I call attention that the proposed tax is not 
s0 pon as that upon the product of corn when it is made into whisky, 
or upon tobacco, or upon many articles imported to this. country. 
Under the law now in force each peck of corn, rot the value of 8 cents, 
when made into whisky pays 90 cents—a tax eleven times the cost of 
the product. Leaf-tobacco, of the value of from 2 to 10 cents a pound, 
pays a tax of 8 cents a pound when manufactured. If gentlemen think 
we are getting too much revenue it is perfectly competent to reduce 
internal taxation upon other articles or to remove taxes in whole or 
part upon some of the articles we import. 

Mr. Chairman, the cry is raised that this tax upon bogus butter will 
oppress the poor man. I have had a great many letters and petitions 
from the masses of the people asking for this legislation, and not one 
from the laboring people against it. This bogus butter is made very 
largely in Chicago and other greatcities by wealthy manufacturers, who, 
with the dealers in the same, make a profit of many millions annually, 
a profit that is founded upon ing to the consumer as true and gen- 
uine that which is bogus and counterfeit. These are the men who have 
protested and are protesting against the passage of this bill. Theseare 
the men who out of this traffic are gathering their millions annually, 


and who suddenly become the friends of the laboring men and in their` 


name make protest. The laboring men can speak for themselves; they 
are speaking, and in ing ask this legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen who suppose that the laboring man de- 
sires to buy this bogus article, believing itto be genuine, for the same 
or a little less price than he would have to pay for butter are mistaken. 
Laboring men wanta fair wage for their labor, and then wanta genuine 
article for their money and are willing to pay a fair price for it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Iwant a moment longer to say that if the agricult- 
urist is to prosper permanently he realizes that he must change his 
methods in farming; he must diversify his pursuit or wear out the 
soil. In my own State of Illinois I believe is to be found the best soil 
in the world, but even tlfere the farmers are aware that thirty or forty 
years successive cropping to corn and small grains is wearing out the 
soil. Weare compelled to rotate crops, and depend less upon corn for 
a profit and more upon the product of the dairy. From every stand- 
pointand from every interest, except that of the few manufacturers who 
make oleomargarine and the few dealers who sell it, this legislation is 
desirable. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have ten minutes’ time which I would be glad 
to reserve until my colleague [Mr. FREDERICK] takes the floor in his 
own right, after the gentleman from Georgia, at which time he has 

promised to yield me twenty minutes, and then I can take the half 
Fart and submit my remarks on the pending bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can reserve his time, there be- 
ing no objection. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I will take the floor in my own right now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is entitled to the 
floor and will proceed. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday, supposing the sense 
of the House to be largely in favor of this bill, I presumed I would 
have no chance to make aspeech on it to-day. I thought the previous 
question would be called and the bill closed out at once. I may sub- 
mit now in deference to those in charge of the bill that considering the 
pressure of public business it seems to me they are giving much too 
great time to this discussion. Having an hour, I intend to consume 
but ten minutes of my time, because I believe this discussion should 
be stopped. 

I mean, of course, not that I shall not yield the time to any gentle- 
man who may wish it, but that I shall not occupy much time myself. 

I desire simply to present in direct form the issue between me and 
the gentlemen upon the other side. I did not say that this bill was 

nconstitutional. I said that the man who voted for it because he 
esired to raise taxes, if that was his purpose, could cast an honest 
vote for it without violating the Constitution; but that the man who 
voted for it, not to raise a tax, but only to suppress one industry in the 
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country in favor of a better, was prostituting the taxing power of the 
Constitution to a base pttrpose. I have no argument to make with 
gentlemen who say they care naught for the Constitution. They are 
beyond redemption. 

T do not know whether the gentleman from New York [Mr. eee | 
would like to have himself so classed; but I will read his language an 
let others place him where they think the lengua properly makes 
him take position. He said, speaking of this subject: 

Because it is only bought because the consumer does not know of the fraud 
that is being practiced upon him and is ignorant of what he purchases, do gen- 
tlemen tell us, then, that in enacting this tax law we are violating the Constitu- 
tion? Well, Mr, Chairman, if we are, I will take my Peed and I hope you will 
take your part in violating the Constitution in voting for the passage of this bill. 

That might have been considered a slip; but later on he said: 


If it (oleomargarine) is so unwholesome that when advertised no man will buy 
it, I shall have no sorrowing over my share in the violation of the Constitution 
of my country by the vote I shall give in favor of this bill, and that should not 
afford a reason why it should mot he taxed. 

It gives me pain, Mr. Chairman, to hear distinguished gentlemen talk 
in that way about the Constitution of the country. As I understand it, 
when one has a doubt about the Constitution authorizing a particular 
vote, he should give the benefit of that doubt in favor of the constitu- 
tional limitations upon which the American system is founded. 

If he can say, when his constituents wish a thing done, he will take 
it to be constitutional, and if it be a violation of the Constitution will 
take his part in the violation, he with his great learning and ability 
may keep himself from harm, but his influence will the people 
to despise the Constitution. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock] further 
said, the fact that two-thirds of the States of the Union had passed 
bills to prevent the sale and manufacture of oleomargarine was an ar- 
gument in favorof this bill. I reply that it is, on the contrary, an ar- 

ment in favor of my position, that this is proper legislation if coming 

m a State, but at least doubtful legislation when coming from Con- 

I overheard the other gentleman from New York [ Mr. Saree 
speaking this morning saying something about the “‘higher law.” 
could not catch the sentence, but I know of none higher than the Con- 
stitution. In it alone is the ark of safety for the weak against the 

owerful, for the poor against the rich, for private rights against mo- 
nopoly and the greed of corporations. And that man who would de- 

rive me of that weapon in the fight for my rights, either by breaking 
it from,my hand or blunting its edge, is a public enemy. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] further said: 

It bas always been conceded by er statesman, or less, who has ever dis- 
cussed a tax law, that it was proper to discriminate in favor of, protect, if you 
please, one industry if it needed it as against another, 

It has never been conceded by anybody, whether ‘‘statesman, or less,’’ 
that such things were proper. But that the gentleman may not be mis- 
understood, I again emphasize his position by reading another sentence 
of his speech: : 

I refer to it again and urge it as a power that we have, as a duty that is im- 
posed upon us here, to so legislate, so tax, that industries of this kind—industries 
which ought not to prosper, industries that if we had the power, the constitu- 
tional power, we ought to strike down and out of existence—should pay their 
proportion of the taxes for the support of this Government. 

As I understand him, he has quit the system of levying customs du- 
ties to protect our industries from foreign competition, and comes now 
within our own realm, and declares that whenever Congress thinks one 
industry bad it may make it extinct by a vote on this floor and the 
Senate of the United States. Such a doctrine to me is monstrous. 

The first speech which I ever had the honor of delivering in this 
House was in against the report of the Committee on Patents, 
which received no favor here, in which they used this language: 

It is the paramount interest of the Government to protect innocent pur- 
— of manufactured goods from deceptions, frauds, and countless imposi- 

I replied: 

That is not true. This Government has naught to do with the protection of 
peronie or menofaanred g goods. It ought notto have; that work properly 

And so the House voted. ButI will not rest entirely upon my own 
opinion, nor do I care to go back to the Supreme Court reports, which 
are full of authority upon this subject, but I wll ask the Clerk to read 
an extract from a speech delivered on the 2d October, 1820, at Faneuil 
Hall by ‘‘the Great Expounder.’’. The Clerk will read the passage 
marke 

The Clerk read as follows: 

He certainly thought it might be doubted whether Congress would not be 
acting somewhat against the spirit and intention of the Constitution in exercis- 
inga pone to control essentially the pursuits and occupations of individuals 
in their power to force great and sudden changes both of 
occupation and property upon individuals, not as incidental to the exercise of 
any otber power, but as a substantive and direct power. x faves ae ee 
of revenue, should nach, then they seul 


purpose 

not be complained of. But he doubted whether pene geny neva: | possessed the 

garna o turning the incident into the prisega and instead of lea 
ures 


to particular manufactures with an entire 


revenue; and instead of laying such imposts as would best answer the purpose 


of Taising revenue with the least burden on the public, carrying the impost on 
certain articles to a burdensome excess with a full knowledge t the increase 
of duty will diminish the amount of revenue raised. 


Mr. Chairman, that is the declaration of Webster, that when one 
comes to vote for a tax bill the question is put to his conscience, ‘‘ Is 
the tax needed—shall I vote for this bill to raise the tax?’’ If itisa bill 
honestly intended to raise the tax, all right; but if it is a bill to strike 
down one industry in favor of another, it is all wrong. ‘Choose ye 
this day whom ye will follow, God or Baal’’—-Webster or Hiscock. 

I yield five or ten minutes, as he may desire, to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [ Mr. CURTIN]. 

Mr. CURTIN. The first time I had the honor to address this House 
in the first Congress to which I was elected I denounced the whole 
system of internal revenue, its means of collection, its enlargement of 
power of the courts of the Government, and the system of espionage 
by which it was conducted and collected. This bill is a bill for in- 
ternal revenue, and my colleague from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Scorr] says 
that a convention of men engaged in the production of butter have in- 
timated to this House that the butter produced called oleomargarine is 
impure and its sale should not be permitted. And if all the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hiscock] says is true, it is poison to all 
the people who use it. 

Mr. i , Lam in favor of this bill, and will advocate it to the 
extent of a fair and just examination as to any article of food used by 
the people of this country; but I am op to excluding that article 
of food from the people of the country by means of taxation. Taxa- 
tionis a burden upon the people. Legislation should not be made to 
tax an article out of existence if it contributes to the general welfaro 
of the people or the enjoyment of life, liberty, or the pursuit of hap- 
piness. The question should be dealt with in a fair, open, and manly 
manner. If this is an evil, correct it in the proper manner. Do not 
meet it by the imposition or indirection of an onerous tax, but let 
this Government go straight to the mark; and if there is in this coun- 
try produced an article of food which the poor will buy that is injuri- 
ous to health or spreads contagion, as the tleman from New York 
has said, let us legislate it out of existence by an examination such as 
the bill provides for and by adopting measures that will prevent its 
being given to the people. s . 

It is true the dairymen did hold a convention. They wished to ad- 
vance their sideof the question. Thatis to their profit and their busi- 
ness, It will be to their pon if they can exclude this article from 
competition with their industry. Mr. Chairman, we are all mortal; 
and in the struggle for wealth, and power, and consequence it is not 
strange that the men who produce butter should combine in their con- 
vention and indicate to this House what they should do to exclude from 
the use of the people an article which gives cheap butter to those who 
can not buy their dear, expensive production. 

I know full well how much the farmer has done for thiscountry. I 
know equally well how much he has developed the resources of the 
new country dedicated to the people from the overflow of the Eastern 
States by the States of Virginia, North Carolina, and Connecticut, and 
the almost prophetic wisdom of the purchase by Mr. Jefferson of the 
vast territories from France which make up the homes of so many Amer- 
ican citizens, All that may be true; but, Mr. Chairman, there are not 
cows enough in America to supply all the people with butter, unless 
you put it at a price the poor man in his n ties can not reach from 
the means of the payment of his labor. The best butter in Pennsyl- 
vania sells for a dollar a pound. It is purchased by the wealthy. In 
the butter produced all over this country there is an admixture of po- 
tatoes and carrots and beets, which giveit weight and color. Why not 
inquire into that? By a process now patented people can take stale, 
rancid butter and convert it into what seems like a good article of food. 
Why not go for that? Ifyou go down to the market and find a man 
who sells the butter made in this way, if he is an honest man he will 
tell you, ‘‘I will sell you butter with 60 per cent. of milk and 40 per 
cent. of lard, and I defy the most refined and exquisite palate—the 

alate of a member of Congress—to detect the difference between that 
utter selling at 15 cents and the butter selling at 25 cents.” 

Lard is not unwholesome. You all use lard; if you do not now you 
used it in your early life. It is used in cooking every day. And where 
a man is not able to buy butter at an extravagant price he will use the 
lard. Lard is wholesome, except to the Hebrew. [Laughter.] All of 
you in your boyhood used lard. You fried your potatoes, &c., in the 
lard. And the poor man to-day uses the lard because in its cooking 
properties it is equal to butter. When you get the lard mixed with 
the milk you get butter, and not the unwholesome compound product- 
ive of the contagious diseases which the distinguished gentleman from 
New York represents, 

Mr. i ; & convention of dairymen has been heard upon this 
subject; let us now have a convention on the other side of the ques- 
tion. As to the dairymen, of course they have consulted their own in- 
terests. That is inevitable. It is an infirmity of humanity. We are 
all selfish, and the dairymen, notwithstanding the simplicity of their 
pastoral life, are not exempt from the common weakness. They meet 
together and propose that this article of cheap food shall be excluded 
from the market. In that they consult their own interest. But turn 
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now to the other class who are chiefly interested in this question, the 
laboring men of the country. They want butter as much as you gen- 
tlemen do; they buy this butter and subject it to the severest exami- 
nation, and they find it acceptable food. Now, I say if this food is 
impure, if it is unwholesome, if it breeds disease, let us so declare, and 
legislate accordingly. But let not this great Government attempt to 
tax this food out of existence. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe the whole system of internal taxation is 
wrong, unjust, and not needed by this Government, and I do most de- 
cidedly object to making any addition to it. And as to the quality of 
this food, after Mr. Chairman, it is the American man who must 
judge of what he l eat and give to hisfamily. Theaverage Ameri- 
can man is quite capable of judging whether butter made in this man- 
ner is good or bad for him—whether it is a wholesome article of food or 
whether it is a source of contagious disease. With my experience of 
life I am willing to submit that to every American citizen as what is 
best for himself and family, and the Congress of the United States can 
neither regulate his independence of action nor appetite. I admit, how- 
ever, that it is the right and duty of the Government to inquire into the 
wholesomeness of this food, and to make the inquiry as strict as may 
be, but evenif investigation shows that itis not fit food for the people, 
let us not attempt to destroy it by taxing it out of existence. The more 
you tax the American man the less he likes it. [Laughter.] As to 
food, there is a great variety of taste. When I wasabroad I saw a man 
on the Neva, from the frozen regions of the North, eat a tallow candle, 
and he looked as happy and cheerful and complacent and smiled as 
pleasantly as my friend the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
and my colleague from Pennsylvania would after an elaborate dinner 
at Delmonico’s. [Laughter. 

Let us not attempt to te this matter by taxation. I admonish 
my friends on this floor that there is in this country an o: ization 
numbering a million of members which meets in convention to-day in 
the city of Cleveland. Thank God the proceedings of that great organ- 
ization—republican in form, within the Constitution and the law, con- 
servative in all its operations—will be controlled by my friend Pow- 
derly, and its action will be in the interest of labor in this country 
without interfering with the rights ofcapital. Now, that organization 
desires that this legislation shall not pass. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] has told us that the seats of members have been 

iled high with literature recommending the passage of this bill. Sir, 

have Aika of literature opposing its passage, and I allege that if you 
enact the taxation which this bill proposes it will do much to deprive 
the members of the great organization to which I have referred of a nec- 
essary article of food; and I warn you if you pass this law that you 
do not provoke the hostility of the men who labor and require cheap 
food for themselves and families. [Applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally, when a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6397) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1887, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7167) for the relief of Mrs. Maria Hunter. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment House bills of the following titles: 


A bill ie R. 16) granting a pension to Nancy Ribble; 
A bill (H. R. 413) granting a pension to George Schaefer; 
A bill (H. R. 424) to pension Giles C. Hawley; 
A bill E R. 515) granting a pension to Althea A. Frasner; 
A bill (H. R. 550) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Adam 
Gaston; 
A bill (H. R. 567) granting a pension to Mary A. Little; 
A bill (H. R. 1184) granting a pension to Stephen Gardner; 
A bill (H. R. 1330) granting a pension to Martin Taylor; 
A bill (H. R. 1576) granting an intrease of pension to Thomas All- 
A bill (H. R. 1585) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Colbath; 
A bill (H. R. 1592) for the relief of Sarah A. Vaughn; 
A bill (H. R. 1816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Miller; 
A bill (H. R. 3193) granting a pension to Mrs, Edna Roberts; 
A bill ie R. 3205) granting a pensjon to George W. Guyse; 
A bill (H. R. 3326) granting a pension to Thomas Simpson; 
FERT (i = poe for the relief of saya e Johnson; 
i Š granting a pension to John Pennington; 
A bill (H. R. 4463) granting a pension to Martha Downs; 
A bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to H. W. McDonald; 
A bill (H. R. 4631) granting a pension to Mary Merrill; 
A bill (H. R. 4976) for the relief of Tobias M. Coon; 
A bill (H. R. 5127) granting a pension to Mary A. Ripley; 
A bill (H. R. 5961) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Vigus; 
A bill (H. R. 5995) granting a pension to David T. Elderkin; 
A bill (H. R. 6003) for the relief of John H. McClelland; 
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A bill (H. R. 6126) granting a pension to Henry G. Ballinger; 
A bill (H. R. 6192) granting a pension to Mary Norman; 

A bill (H. R. 6331) granting a pension to George Anna Lippe; 
A bill (H. R. 6650) granting a pension to Samuel Robbins; 

A bill (H. R. 6655 ting a pension to Stokeley D. Dagley; 
A bill (H. R. 6688) for the relief of William Bishop; 

A bill (H. R. 6776) granting a pension to Catharine Thenn; 

A bill (H. R. 6780) granting a pension to Henry B. Havens; 
A bill (H. R. 7118) for the relief of Bailey Hascall; 

A bill (H. R. 7298) for the relief of Charles Schuler; 

A bill (H. R. vert} for the relief of Randolph Seaman; and 

A bill (H. R. 7617) granting a pension to Solomon J. Grissom. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 356) granting a pension to Samuel Hanson; 

A bill (S.. oe} granting a pension to Charlotte O'Neal; 

A bill (S. 898) granting a pension to William A. Penfield; 

A bill (S. ST granting a pension to Phebe H. Meech; 

A bill (S. 1181) granting a pension to Margaret E. Pierce; 

A bill (S. Han granting a pension to William H. Weaver; 

A bill ts. 1492) for the relief of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sadler; 

A bill (S. 1493) for the relief of Jesse H. Strickland; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

“A bill (8. 

A bill (S. 


1626) granting a pension to John Reed, sr. ; 
1627) granting a pension to Mrs. M. C. Miles; 
1635) granting a pension to John Rasler; 
1642) granting a pension to William F. Harmon; 
1654) granting a pension to Joseph Mays; 
1673) granting a pension to Charles G. Paris; 
A bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to William Brentano; 
A bill (S. 1779) for the relief of John P. Taylor; 
A bill (S. 1783) granting an increase of pension to George Bliss; 
A bill (S. 1844) granting a pension to Orrin P. Cooley; 
A bill (S. 1852) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane R. McQuaide; 
A bill (S. 1853) granting a pension to Isabella Jessup; 
A bill (S. 1960) granting a pension to James W. McCroskey; 
bill (S. 1999) to establish an additional land district in the State 
n; 
bill ia 2009) granting a pension to David A. Ireland; 
bill (S. 2028) granting a pension to E. 8. Bishop; 
bill (S. 2039) granting a pension to Ira Miller; 
bill (S. 2046 pes a pension to Elizabeth Marshall; 
A bill (S. 2098) for the relief of Rosella E. Hibbert; 
A bill (S. 2111) granting a pension to Jacob Smith; 
A bill (S. 2129) granting an increase of pension to John W. Wills; 
A bill (S. 2130) granting an increase of pension to John C. Miles; 
A bill (S. 2147) granting a pension to George Faulk; 
A bill (8. 2151) to pension la Thebant, a soldier in the Florida 
Seminole Indian war of 1849 and 1850; 
A bill (S. 2159) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira Ambler; 
A bill tS 2160) granting a pension to Mary J. Hagerman; 
A bill (S. 2163) granting a pension to Powhattan B. Short; 
A bill (S. 2183) granting a pension to Hiram R. Ellis; 
A bill (S. 2229) for the relief of William C. Shimonech; 
A bill (S. 2253) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sirwell; 
A bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to Patrick gery, ar 
A bill (S. 2333) granting a pension to Byron R. M E 
- A bill (S. 2334) granting a pension to Isaac Ransom; and 
A bill (S. 2335) for the relief of the heirs of Malitty Rose. 
The message further announced that the Senate requested the House 
of Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 722) for increase 
of pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Boggs. 


IMITATION-BUTTER PRODUCTS. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I now yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY J. : 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. i , when I had the honor of presiding 
over the deliberations of the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
Forty-seventh Congress two deputations appeared each several times 
before that committee to protest against the cheapening of certain food 
prodno One of them was headed by a distinguished representative 
rom New York, Mr. Jacobs, who claimed tə represent the greatest 
dairy district of the country. He and the deputation he led appeared 
for the purpose of protesting against the manufacture of oleomargarine, 
and I have never forgotten one of his vigorous statements in support of a 
rate of taxation that would be prohibitory. It was that the manufact- 
ure of this objectionable article had reached such perfection that no test 
that could be applied by science or the human senses could distinguish 
it from the best gilt-edged butter ever produced from a churn. 

It was not possible for me to abstain from asking him whether, if his 
statement were true, it did not establish the fact that oleomargarine 
was pure butter. I can not with propriety repeat the precise language 


A 
of O: 
A 
A 
A 
A 


of reply admitting the truth of the suggestion, because it involved 
an eck yey entary expletive. [Laughter.] 
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The protest of the other deputation was against permitting the manu- 
facture of sugar or sirup from corn or um, 

The allegation by which the demand for prohibitory taxation in this 
case was sustained was that sugar sirup from corn or sorghum was pro- 
motive of Bright’s disease, and that we should avail ourselves of the tax- 
ing-power to prevent the production of these articles from anything but 
tropical cane. In each case the application was for an internal tax in- 
volving the use of a stamp on the cheaper commodity. Iwas then, as 
Iam now, opposed to adding to the resources of a Treasury thatso over- 
flows with revenue as to require us to erect United States court-houses 
where no courts are held and custom-houses where no customs are col- 
lected, and the appointment of commissions to inquire whether the beds 
of certain supposed streams had better be deepened and broadened into 
navigable proportions or be so smoothed down to make the bed of a 
railroad. Trauki] > 

We do not want any additional revenue, and I agree with Thomas 
Jefferson, who earnestly and continuously protested that internal taxes 
were an infernal system and incompatible with a republican policy. 
‘Thus believing, I have from the day the war closed steadily demanded 


the re of internal taxes, and I will not now vote to establish one. 
Were I a member of a State Legislature whose was empty I 
would vote for any law to ascertain the purity and te the sale of 


any of these new grades of butter. The subject belongs to State Leg- 
islatures and not to Congress. If, as the friends of this legislation in- 
sist, dairy butter and that article can not be distinguished by science 
or the human sense the people should have access to the cheaper arti- 
cle, and the State should see to it that adulteration be prevented; but 
it is not for the General Government to do if. 

If we enter this field of regulation where will the end come? Can 
Congress prohibit men of science from making new discoveries? Can 
it prohibit ingenuity from making new inventions? Can it deliber- 
ately assume as a duty resistance to mental and material progress? 

I am opposed to all such schemes, sir. My legislative life draws to 
itsclose. Its best and ripest years have been devoted to the promotion 
and development of a system the tendency and effect of which is to 
utilize all the material resources of my country and in developing them 
and bringing them into useful forms, to provide employment for the 
idle, to give remunerative industry and independence of character to 
every man and woman, to quicken every faculty which may be made 
useful to its possessor and available in a country of highly diversified 
industries and therefore of manifold employments for the le. And 
haying devoted my mature life and the energy of my concluding years 
to this labor, I will not vote to add to the corrupting overflow in our 
Treasury in order to say that our material resources shall not befurther 

, that our people shall not have cheap food and that employ- 
ment may not be created for intelligent girlhood, vigorous manhood, 
sa old age—employment adapted to the necessities of each period of 

e. 

In conelusion, I thank the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] 
for his courtesy in giving -me this time, and I desire so far as I heard 
his remarks this morning to say ‘‘ditto’’ tothe gentleman from Geor- 


gia. So ese 

“Mr. MMOND. I recognize the compliment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania with pleasure. I now yield five minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, Chief-Justice Marshall well said, the 
power to tax is a power to destroy. It is that attribute of the taxing 
power which is invoked by the friends of this bill. It is not their de- 
sire to carry out the objects of the framers of the Constitution, to impose 
taxes to raise revenue to carry on the administration of government. 
Our fathers supposed when they were creating this Federal Govern- 
ment and prescribing the limitations to its powers that they were creat- 
ing a government to take care of our people in all controversies with 
foreign peoples, and a government that would determine all differences 
between the several States and the citizens of the several States. They 
believed they were able to establish a government that would 
the rights of all, protect the lives, liberty, and property of all, pro- 
tect all in the pursuit of happiness. 

The corner-stone upon w. they erected the edifice was the virtue 
which they supposed would reside in the hearts of theirchildren. They 
knew well if the limitations which they prescribed against the encroach- 
ments of power were not to be preserved the Constitution would prove 
but a rope of sánd. When the power of taxation is invoked not to raise 
revenue but as an engine of destruction to crush out a legiti in- 
dustry, and when Congress to that invocation abuses the 
power of taxation and blots out of existence a branch of industry that 
for the time may be unpopular or less popular than its rival, that virtue 
which was supposed would keep the covenants of the Constitution is 
gone. When we have so far ed that we refuse to observe these 


The Supreme Court us a few years ago that the power to tax is 
the power to raise revenue for public purposes; and when it is used for 
any other it is legalized robbery. said to take from one 


man and give to another by taxation was not legislation but a decree 
of confiscation. 


Sir, if I were in the i of my State, and this subject 
should be brought before it, I would do as my friend from Georgia [ Mr. 
HAMMOND] said that his State had done: I should favor compelling the 
manufacturers of this product to brand it with a stamp wing its 
real character, to expose it, so that all fraud would be eliminated from 
it, and if the people with the facts before them want to buy and eat the 
oleomargarine they will do it with a full knowledge of what it is, or 
they can let it alone. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is not what this measure proposes. You 
are not protecting the people against a fraud, but you are ing to 
use the power of the Government to do what under the Constitution 
you have no right to do—that is, to destroy one industry of the country 
in the interest of another. 

It is that feature of the bill to which I object, and my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] is unnecessarily alarmed about the reve- 
nue to flow into the Treasury under the operation of this bill. Nota 
farthing is to come from it. -It is not designed to produce a dollar of 
revenue. Not one cent can be extorted for purposes of revenue from 
this industry; but this will follow when the bill becomes a law. When 
it shall have passed both Houses of Congress and is signed by the Presi- 
dent, its purposes will then have been accomplished and the industry 
of the manufacture of ol ine will bea dead corpse in this country. 
It is not intended by its friends to produce revenue. They are frank 
enough to acknowledge it. 

They do not deny that it will not produce a cent of revenue; but they 
seek to abuse the power intrusted to them for the preservation of the 
Government, and by its abuse to destroy one of the legitimate industries 
ofthe country. If you can destroy this industry, you can destroy any 
other by abusing the power of taxation. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Nrcrey] Jong enough to have a dispatch read. 

ae SFALEI desire to have read the telegram which I send to 
the des 

The Clerk read as follows: 


J. 8. Neatxy, Washington, D. O.: 
Ata meeting of the board of directors of the Grain and Flour Exchange of the 
City of AEEA 3 tore pee May 24, 1836, the follo wir gns were ado: ? 
‘Resolved by of directors of the Grain and ur Exchange of the of 
Pit h, Pa., That the manufacture and sale of ol specially 
branded as such is legitimate and lawful business, and an industry which b; 
providing cheap and wholesome food is in the line of American enterprise 
fom rere! ihe puri abahan Arpege ec eer y by Con- 
tend n an; press or discourage rtant industry. 

eR L rhat of those resoltisions be transmitted to oux Senators and 

Representatives in Congress.” 


Prrrssvecu, PA., May 24, 1886, 


B. McORACKEN, President, 
3 JAS. A. HENDERSON, Secretary, 

Mr. HAMMOND, Inow yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. TUCKER]. ; 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I am constrained by my deep con- 
victions of the impolicy and impropriety of the passage of this bill to 
enter my protest against ig It presents itself to the House in an ex- 
traordinary attitude—a revenue bill coming from the Committee on 
Agriculture. j 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana (from his seat). And for revenue only. 

Mr. TUCKER. No, not for revenue at all, but for damnation to an 
industry in this country. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, is this a revenue bill or is it something else ? 
I put the question to man’s own conscience here, as I put it tomy 
own: Do I vote for this bill, if I vote for it at all, for the p of 
raising revenue to support the Government; and if I do not forthe pur- 
pose of raising revenue, but for the purpose of raising none, and in 
order to destroy an industry of the country, then I ask the question, if 
I use the taxing power to destroy an industry which I may not do di- 
rectly, what right have I, by an evasion of constitutional obligations, 
to attempt to do through the taxing power what I admit I can not do 
by any direct action of the Government? ? 

Do we need the revenue? Why, sir, during the last six months of 
the year the imports of this country have been forty millions more tkan 
for the corresponding six months in the last year, and that would be 
eighty millions increase in one year. At 40 per cent. it would raise an 
increased reyenue in this country amounting to $32,000,000. Thereare 
two hundred millions of oleo. ine made in this country, by the 
report of my friend from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]; 10 cents on that is 
$20,000,000 more. With an overwhelming Treasury, why put twenty 
millions more into it? . 

Ah, the gentleman from New York [Mr. MILLARD] said this morn- 
ing, the tax will not add to the revenue of the Government, but will 
destroy the production of an article; furthermore, we do not need the 
revenue. Very well, sir; then if you do not want the revenue for build- 
ing fortifications, as the gentleman said, what do you want it for? 

Mr. ROWELL (from his seat). For a navy. 

5 ME TUCKER. You want it for the purpose of destroying the pro- 
uction. 

Now I put it again to gentlemen, could you by law pass an act pre- 
venting the production of oleomargarine in any State of this Union? 
A man in the city of Boston makes oleomargarine and sells it to a citi- 
zen of Boston who consumes it in Boston; and I want to know if there 
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is any power in the Congress of the United States to prevent that from 
being done in Massachusetts. 

Mr. CANNON. Willthe gentleman permit me toask hima question? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir, if you will take it out of somebody’s fifteen 
minutes other than mine. Go on, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to know what impropriety there is in taxing 
this article; and if already we have too much revenue, and this should 
yield more than is desirable, what impropriety is there in reducing the 
internal taxation upon other articles, and reduce the taxes also upon 
imported articles? r 

Mr. TUCKER. Very well, sir; if the gentleman will go with me in 
a motion I shall make at the proper time to commit this bill to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, we can then bring in a bill to reduce 
the duties on foreign imports and take off the tax on tobacco and put 
it on oleomargarine. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Would not that still further increase the 
revenue? 

Mr. TUCKER. If youtake the tax off tobacco you take off $26,000,- 


000. 

Mr. REED, of*Maine. That is true as regards the tax on tobacco, 
but not as to the other matter. 

Mr. TUCKER. That taking off the duty will not increase the rev- 
enue? You get the increase by the tax on oleomargarine. 

Mr. KELLEY, But we do not want an increase. - 

Mr. TUCKER. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] will 
not expect me to go now into the old argument with him on that ques- 
tion, for we agree so delightfully upon it. 

Mr. KELLEY. It would refresh our younger brethren to hear it, 

Mr. TUCKER. Iam very willing they should. There is such are- 
duction of duty when the point of maximum revenue is passed as will 
increase the revenue. When you get the duties below the maximum 
revenue point, the reduction of duties will decrease the revenue. 

Mr. KELLEY. And will bring bankruptcy to the manufacturer 
and idleness to the laborer. $ 

Mr. TUCKER. Assome of your friends are proposing to do with 
reference to the manufacture of oleomargarine, by turning out of em- 
ployment those who are now en, in that manufacture. 

But returning back from that old controversy into which I was about 
being betrayed, I will say there is the germ in this bill of a power 
claimed for Congress of interfering in all the industries of all the States, 
It isin fact exercising such a power if you lay a tax merely for the 
purpose of destroying the production of the article. My friend from 
Pennsylvania [Governor CURTIN] said this morning he would rather 
be in favor of a direct law to prevent its production. Now if you have 
that direct law to prevent the production of the article, why could you 
not pass a law to prevent the production of any other article that may 
be produced in any other State? I say, therefore, this bill in its pur- 
pose and object is directed to the creation of a power in which 
shall regulate all the industries of the country in all the States, and 
put down any one that comes under its ban. 

Now, sir, my view of this whole question is this: We live under a 
Government the wisest that was ever constructed by the wit of man. 
I believe in this Constitution of ours as the monument of hu- 
man wisdom. But it is grand in this, that all the interests that belong 
in common to the whole country are to be regulated here, while the 
local interests and the local industries are to be by the States 
in the localities where they exist. The instant you bring the local 
interests which are in the States within the power of the General Gov- 
ernment then you destroy not only State autonomy, but you destroy in- 
dividual interests all over the country. Iam opposedtoit. Iam ma 
sot to this bill not on any technical constitutional ground, but on the 

roadest constitutional ground, that it breaks down the line of demar- 
kation between Federal and State power completely, and gives all the 
power over these industries and employments in the States to this Gov- 
ernment, 

You say this isa tax. Gentlemen have asked me and they asked 
my friend from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] the other day, Do you not 
believe this tax is constitutional? Yes; I believe that Congress has the 


power to lay the tax on oleomargarine. For what purpose? ‘To raise |- 


revenue. Can you use a power—lI put it to any gentleman here who 
has ever been a trustee—can you use a power delegated to you asa 
trustee for a certain purpose for some other purpose that is denied to 
you in the trust? Can you use that as a weapon to destroy some in- 
dustry that is not within your power merely because you have that 
weapon to use for the purpose of raising revenue? The question to me 
is too plain. Ido not mean to judge for any other man’s i 
but I mean to say that honestly I conld not vote for such a use of the 
power, because to use a power given to me for one purpose in order to 
accomplish another purpose that I have no power to subserve is really 
dishonest. It is evading my constitutional obligation to excercise a 
power which was never given me for the purpose at all for the purpose 
of accomplishing an object not confided to me by the Constitution. 

Mr. BURROWS. Would it annoy the gentleman it I should inter- 
rupt him to refer him to a decision of the Supreme Court? * 

Mr. TUCKER. A decision of the Supreme Court is rather long to 
come into my fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire only to call his attention to one point. 


Mr. TUCKER. I will take the gentleman's reference and give my 
decision afterward. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr, Chairman, Iam opposed, with my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania |Mr. KELLEY], to the continuance of this internal-revenue sys- 
tem, Iam et to it because in its very nature it is inquisitorial. 
It claims to look at any particular article or any particular interest 
in a State and say ‘‘we will select that as the object of our taxin; 
power.’ It arranges an enormous machinery, by which the whole oi 
that industry, the tobacco industry, the whisky industry, for instance, 
is put under the surveillance—by the bye, that word is in this bill— 
under the surveillance of the internal-revenue system. I am 
to that system as a system, and I say the tendency to its increase is an 
alarming feature of the times in which we live. Here is an saree A 
which you say is dangerous, deleterious, injurious to the health. 
tobacco injurious to health? You tax that, but you tax it for reve- 
nue. Is whisky injurious to health? Yes; you tax that, but you tax 
it for revenue. For when you Jaid the tax at $2 and it prevented pro- 
duction, you lowered it to 90 cents to go partners with the whisky dis- 
tiller and make more money out of it than he did. 

You do not lay the tax on whisky or on tobacco to prevent the pro- 
duction. But you do on oleomargarine. Why should you not lay iton 
butter? Why not say if a man makes pale butter out of poor milk it 
should be marked and a tax laid on it? 

A MEMBER. The color would show that. 

Mr. TUCKER. But they put the coloring matter init and then you 
can not tell the difference; and this bill says if the butter is made from 
milk whatever coloring is put in it is all right. Now in order to pre- 
vent fraud by the seller on the purchaser I would be in favor of mark- 
ing and branding the thing you sell. But the power to do that is full 
and complete in the States of the Union and in the municipalities of 
the Union. 

Why, the city of Cincinnati, or the city of Baltimore, or the city of 
Philadelphia, or any other city can pass a law that if aman brings butter 
or oleo © into the market he shall brand it so that every one 
who buys it shall know what he is buying? Now, suppose he does 
know what he is buying. They say it costs 7 or 8 cents a pound to 
make oleomargarine, and that when it is well made you can not tell it 
from butter. The dealer whosellsit, properly branded, to the poor man 
who says, ‘‘I can not afford to buy that beautiful print butter, because 
it costs 35 cents or 40 cents a pound, but I will buy this other article at 
15 or 20 cents a pound.” ‘‘ No,’ says the Government, ‘‘the poor man 
shall not buy that kind of butter unless he pays an additional tax of 
10 cents a pound.” Butwhatabout the rich man who buysthe butter? 
Oh, he goes scot-free. Therefore I say your tax is laid upon the poor 
man, not upon the rich. 

ere the hammer fell. ] 
t. HAMMOND yielded his remaining time, two minutes, to Mr. 
TUCKER. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I merely desire to say further that 
some time ago a number of bills of this character were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. I thought it was a strange place to send 
those bills. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It seems so now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TUCKER. But it was notat all more strange tosend those bills 
tarte than it was to send a revenue bill to the Committee on Agri- 

ture. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We will see about that. 

Mr. TUCKER, Yes, you will see about that. Why did gentlemen 
yote to send this bill to the Committee on Agriculture? Why, sir, it 
was a declaration by the friends of the bill that it was not a revenue 
measure at all, but a bill to break down a particular industry in this 
country. 

Mr. ERSON, of Iowa. I made the motion to send the bill to 
the Committee on Agriculture, and I will answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion, if he desires. 

Mr. TUCKER. The gentleman may answer it in his own time. 

ae HENDERSON, of Iowa. If you do not want it answered, all 
right. 

Mr. TUCKER. Oh, I do want it answered, but not in my time. 
You have plenty of time of your own. 

Now, Mr. i , I do not mean to claim that there is anything 
in the report that is worth anybody’s reading, but when those bills 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary the committee said 
they should lie upon the table because the subject was not a proper one 
for them to act upon, and the opinion of the committee was given in 
a report which I have before me and which I ask leave to print with 
my remarks. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman will perhaps correct his statement 
by saying the opinion of some of the committee. 

Mr. TUCKER. The honorable gentleman from New York is the 
only member of the committee whom I understood to dissent from the 


opinion. 

Mr. PARKER. Then, Mr. Chairman, it is due to other gentlemen 
of the committee to say that they have regretted that they did not 
join in that dissent. 


Mr. HEPBURN. When that matter was considered it was not in a 
full committee. 
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Mr. TUCKER. Oh, I will say to my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] that no matter has been considered there in a fall committee 
for a long time, because he has been absent quite often. [Laughter.] 
However, Mr. Chairman, I desire to print the report with my remarks 
as my views upon this subject. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It does not appear that it was so very 
unanimous after all. ; 

Mr. TUCKER. I never said that it was unanimous. I said it was 
the action of the committee, and nobody denies that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. TUCKER] printing a report as part of his remarks? 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the J hover! Shera eA the following 
reper, to accompany bills H., R. 4809, 4171, 4172,and 1054: . f, 

Co: ciary, to whom have been referred House bills 4509, 
4171, 4172, and 1054, ask Jeave to report : 

The questions submitted by these bills to this committee are of great impor- 
tance, and involve the fundamental principles of the Constitution. 

For our purpose the evil consequences to the regular producer of butter or 
any other article by the permission of a product by the spurious com tor, 

even the results to health of the pone, may be conceded. The contention 
is not as to the existence of the disease, but what is the remedy, and by what 
authority is it to be applied ? 

Your committee do not think that the evil complained of can find its remedy 
from what Congress can do, exceptashereafter stated. The legislation, if proper, 
must be sought from the States, 

No grant of power to Con; in tech pee terms or by fair inference from ex- 
press nt can be found which would authorize any law by Congress to pre- 
vent the production of anything by a person in a State of the Union. Congress 
may have some power over production in the District of Columbia, or where its 

wer of exclusive legislation extends, or in the Territories, But the power to 

forbid the production of butter, or wheat, or tobacco in a State will scarcely be 
asserted by any one, 
nestions which concern the production of the soil or otherwise, the health 
and well-being of the people of the State, belong to that large class which, for 
want of a better name, has been termed the police power. 

The powers of Con, refer to the foreign relations of the State, to their re- 
lations inter se,and do not pass within the confines of that interior life which 
constitutes the being and the civilization of a commonwealth. These are sub- 
jects for State legislation. A stranger to these local interests and internal con- 
cerns, under our system, must not intermeddle with them, 

The evil to result from the exercise of the power as to oleomargarine is not 
seen Ai one who looks only to the extermination of the unwholesome product, 
but dairymen would readily perceive it if the power were directed against the 
production of butter. The question, then, of power is the primary one. 

The concession will be made by most constitutional lawyers that Congress 
can not directly forbid the production of this or any other article in a State. 
But there are two modes in which it is sup) Congress may operate on 
such a pronosi these methods are indirect. 

First it is said that Con. may act upon it through the power to regulate 
commerce; and second, that as it may tax any arti it may tax oleomarga- 
— anamo heavily as to put a stop to its production, Let us examine these in 

eir order: 

First, The power to os commerce is one of the most valuable and impor- 
tant of all those granted to Congress. It had two prominent objects; affirma- 
tively, to give to the Federal Legislature the control of foreign and interstate 
commerce; and negatively, to take it from the States, The use of it by the 
States, under the confederation, put restrictions on trade and intercourse, and 
created inequalities between the States, which it was believed the Federal Gov- 
ernment would not do if the power were vested in Congress. 

It is an interesting phase of this discussion, whether the purpose to deny to 
the States this important power was coupled with a A gag vox ve to Congress 
the power to do all that is intended tobe denied to ‘or example, it 
is clear that a State may not prohibit the transit or admission of the ordinary 

roducts of another State through or into its territory. But does it follow that 

ongress may do so? May not the absence of right in the State to do so rest 
upon another clause of the Constitution which gives equivalent privileges and 
immunities in every State to cii of every other with its own citizens? 

Your committee are not aware that it has ever been for the power to 
regulate commerce that it involved a power to prohibit the free rtation 
of the products of each State through and intoevery other; and it could hardly 
have been within the minds of the framers of the Constitution to give to Con- 
gress the pos to do so, when history shows that the purpose giving the 
power to Congress and taking it from the States was to one the very result 
which this construction of the clause would involve and bring about. Be this 
as it may, no such power under this clause has been heretofore claimed, and has 
in regard to the interstate slave trade, been denied by the dicta of eminentjudges. 
(Groves rs, Slaughter, 15 Peters, 449.) 


It may be within the meaning of this clause to require such needful regula- 
tions as to articles transported from State to State as will conserve the safety and 
well-being of the ion, but the right to say what articles shall and 


what shall not be the sub’ 
commerce in such 


trans- 
rved to the citizen; its transportation, as to mode, &c., is subject 
the gee aoe of Sonaten: 

And this is the more clear because the judicial decisions have never Meg 

the power of each State to control the right of its citizens as to food 
clothing, „under what is called its police powers, and the right of Congress 
to enact anything like sumptuary laws for the States is nowhere granted, was 
exp refused by the convention (3 Mad. Papers, 1369, 1370) and has never 
been ously claimed in this first century of our constitutional history. 

Your committee therefore do not think that Co: can, as a regulation of 
commerce, forbid or restrain the free transpo: ion of any article from one 
State into another. It can regulate its hows pinn for its safety and for the 
safet Pros ond — or persons transported in the same or annexed vehicles 
pro r their carriage. 

The question remains whether, under a regulation of commerce, a duty or tax 
may be laid upon it. Clearly not, when carried from place to place within a 
§ , for that is not interstate commerce in the article. But how when carried 
from one State to another? 

Regulations of commerce and revenue are wholly distinct in constitutional 
lan . The first clause of Article I, section 8, gives the revenue power to 
Congress. The third clause of the same gives the tion of commerce to 
Congress. In Article I, section 9, clause 6, the phrase * ———— of commerce 
or revenue” is used, thus emphasizing the distinction. In the convention, at 


one time, the revenue power was left to be exercised by a majority vote of Con- 


gress, the regulation of commerce by a two-thirds vote. 


These facts, and the preconstitutional and revolutionary assertion of this dis- 
tinction, leave no reason to doubt that it was never intended that Congress 
should lay any tax or duty on the transport of an e from one State to an- 

ther. Nothing in the debates of the Federal convention, nor in those of the 
ratifying the Constitution, nor in the Federalist, gives any shadow of 
claim to this power, and such a construction of the clause has never been as- 


serted in any act of Con or in any serious proposition to that effect. 
Your committee therefore conclude that under the power to te com- 
merece no power to forbid, restrain, or tax any product of industry is conferred 


on Congress. 

Second. It remains to inquire whether oleomargarine or any other product 
may be subjected to an internal-revenue tax. 

If the power to lay taxes (Const. U.S., Art. I, secs. 8 and 9) involves the power 
in Congress to select any article for excise or other tax, as seems to be now set- 


used for the pe in view. The tax is the means to the end, and is only le- 
rightfal when needful for the end. 


be asserted. A power under our 
m is trust power; to use it for the trust makes it a rightful power; to use 


another 
means w. 


It is true that in such case the judicial powermay not be able to declare such 
taxation void, because the judge dare not look into the intents of the legislator's 
breast, but the legislator who so abuses his trust and mronetuly aires power 
can not avoid responsibility to his own conscience, bound as it is to support the 
Constitution; for by personal introspection he will find his motive not to bea 
tax for revenue to the Government, but a tax as a means of destruction to the 
product subjected to it; that is, tax used as an instrument of destruction and 
not as a means of revenue. 

Your committee therefore think that Congress may lay the tax, if it be needed 
for revenue, but does it against right if only to restrain and destroy the use and 
sale of the article in question. 

Your committee will now proceed to consider these various bills in detail. 

Bill H. R.4809 is broad in its terms.and makes it unlawful and a misdemeanor 
for any person or corporation to make or sell any adulterations or imitations of 
food anywhere, and punishes it by fineand imprisonment, If this were p 
all the industries engaged in food production in every State would be subject to 
the absolute power of Congress, This claims the direct power for Congress to 
permit or prevent production, to allow or to destroy it, and to regulate all sales 
and Aak md of any such product in a State. Unless your committee have 
greatly erred in the views presented this bill is cleariy unconstitutional. 

Bill in R. 4172 limits the power to the District of Columbia, forts, &c., and to 
the Territories, and while not forbidding production or sale, requires notice of 
the nature of the article to be ed upon it. This bill does not conflict with 
the Constitution, as exclusive legislative power is vested in Congress over these 
places, except the Territories, and the power to govern these last is fully recog- 
nized as in Congress. Your committee, however, do not recommend its pas- 
sage. The policy of this l lation is more proper for other committees, and is 
hardly within the jurisdiction of this committee except upon the inquiry as to 
power to pass it. 

The same general remarks apply to H. R.4171. The question of power isset- 
ted as to places by the considerations applied to H. R. 4172. . But the bill is in- 
definite in the description of the offenses,and dangerous in the powers con- 
ferred on the so-called mnst board, and the effect given to their reports. The 
bill should be carefully restrained in its operations, the offenses accurately de- 
fined, and the reports of the said board be allowed no such effect inst the 
property, liberty, or other rights of the citizen, The policy of this bill is not 
pres for the consideration of this committee, and should be referred to some 
other, 

Bill H. R. 1054 is liable to the objection that it, under the apparent purposes to 
eee interstate commerce, forbids the commerce between the States in cer- 
tain articles, Itstrikes at the articles, and does not regulate commerce in them. 
It is not a regulation of commerce, but a destruction of all commerce in certain 
condemned articles, 

Its other provisions for enforcing the law and defining the offenses are not sat- 
isfactory, but these are more proper for the consideration of some other com- 
mittee of the House. 

Your committee therefore report back bills H. R. 4809, 4171, 4172, and 1054 with 
a recommendation that they do lie upon the table. 


Mr. FREDERICK. Mr. Chairman, the rich prairies of the West 
can not be maintained in their fertility if grain-raising is the only in- 
dustry, and if they could be commerce has extended by water and rail 
to the ends of the earth, bringing the ising of the West into 
competition with the cheaper transportation and labor of India and 
pesca’ countries, thus necessitating the pursuit of other productive in- 

ustries. 

If the fertility of the Western prairies is to be maintained cattle- 
breeding, grazing, and feeding, together with the dairy, must be a lead- 
ing industry. And, sir, the State of Iowa, being the second State in 
the numberof head of cattle and second in valuation, the dairy business 
is of vital importance to the people whom I represent. The butterand 
cheese manufactured by them is a large source of revenue, and any in- 
terference with this industry is a very serious matter to them. Many 
are poor and on small farms, and rely almost entirely on the golden 
issue of the churn for the common necessities and comforts of life. 
Towa has 2,613,063 head of cattle, of which 992,313 are cows, which 
have decreased in valuation in the last two years $10 per head, amount- 
ing to $9,923,130, on account of the manufacture of oleomargarine and 
butterine. A gentleman from Fort Dodge, Iowa, told me a few days 
ago that one year ago he bought cows for a dairy at an average price of 
$36 per head; this year he again bought for the same p at an 
Sree price of $26 per head, showing an actual decrease of $10 per 

ead. 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


A901 


These are startling facts, and all on account of the fraud perpetrated 
by the manufacturers and dealers in the imitation of the dairy product. 
The dairy industry in the'State, amounting to $13,797,327, has depre- 
ciated at least 20 per cent,, amounting to $2,759,465; this, together 
with the depreciation in price of cows, amounts to the fabulous sum 
of $12,682,595. This fraudulent manufacture of oleomargarine and 
butterine is carried on by such men as Armour & Co., of Chicago, who 
have already grown rich at the expense of the farmers and stock-grow- 
ers of the West, and are able to live in luxury, and only wish to add 
to their already fabulous wealth by robbing the farmer and honest la- 
borer of their deserved reward. Little do they care for the distress and 
want they cause all over the land, and the many little children on the 
farm and in the agricultural districts that may suffer for the common- 
est comforts of life, so long as their own are raised in the lap of lux- 
ury. It is the manipulation of the wealth of the earth by the few to 
the detriment of the many. They say oleomargarine and butterine are 
the poor man’s food. 

This is an insult to the poor and laboring classes. Whereis the man, 
be he ever so poor, who will buy a compound of villainous mixtures 
knowingly for food for his family? Not one exists. At least so far 
the manufacturers of oleo: e and butterine have failed to show 
that any one ever bought and used it knowingly and claimed that it 
was a good and wholesome article of food. Even they themselves do 
not say that they use it on their tables; and Mr. Stearne, the advocate 
of this fraud before the Agiicultural Committee, on being asked why 
they did not brand it so that the purchaser might know what it was, 
answered: ‘‘It would prejudice the sale of it.” This reply shows that 
it would not sell to any one who knew what it was. The fact is, as 
shown byall testimony, thatit will notsell when known. It has been 
tried on the markets in the city of New York, also in this city, and no 
one buys it knowing what it is, and only by deception and fraud can 
they carry out their nefarious schemes. By this gigantic fraud mill- 
ions of farmers are defrauded of an honest business and grow poor: and 
millions of people are caused to eat the abominable compound. Had 
it been placed on the market for just what it is, there would never 
have been an objection to it. 

Is it any wonder that the people all over the United States are peti- 
tioning this body and asking it for protection against the fraudulent 
imitation of their honest industry ? The farmer and laborer, as a rule, 
are ing of fraud, and thinking men are honest many have 
been defrauded out of their business and homes. The speculator robs 
them of the small deposits they may have, and many are driven from 
their farms and their homes for debts which in all probability they could 
have paid were it not for these gigantic frauds and being robbed of the 
fair valuation of their labor. Many are in debt for half or more they 
are assessed for. How can this debt and these taxes be paid if they are 
robbed of their most productive industry? Give them the protection 
that is due to one of our greatest industries, that pays the taxes of the 
country, that keeps our Government in motion. This class of men 
should he treated like men and honestly and fairly dealt with. It is 
time this Government stopped fostering monopolies, frauds, and mill- 
ions of capital that pays no tax, and imposing the whole burden upon 
labor and the producing classes. Capital pays very little tax; labor 
and realty pay almost all of it. Can we hold America as America if 
we do not protect her honest industries? There is no one objecting to 
this bill except the manufacturers of oleo; e and butterine, 
and all circulars favoring the manufacturers of this substitute appar- 
ently come but from one source. There should be a law compelling 
all manufacturers of adulterated food of whatever kind to brand and 
to stamp it plainly, giving the name of the ingredients used and the 
relative proportions of each. Patents are issued for almost every de- 
scription of adulterated food, and the law in regard to this matter 
should be revised. 

The profits of farming are always a little less than the profits of 
other industries, and a larger proportion of the laboring classes are en- 
gaged in agricultural pursuits than any other industry, and therefore 
are entitled to that ition and protection that they deserve as the 
producers of much of the wealth of this continent in the growing of 
the gain, raising the cattle that fill the markets of the world. 

The manufacturer of adulterated food, or one who buys imitations of 
food of any kind and sells it to consumers without telling them what 
it is, endangers life byso doing: The introduction of poisons and com- 
pounds that are taken into thestomach under the name of various kinds 
of food is getting to be énormous; coffee, sugar, flour, sirups, butter, 
cheese, all kinds of jellies, and various other articles, are eaten daily 
by people who buy and Bay a price for a genuine article, and the man 
who sells such truck is allowed to do so to the detriment of, honest peo- 
ple who manufacture the genuine article. 

Such offense should be punished by fine and imprisonment the same 
as any other crime. The honest farmer who makes a pure article of 
butter to sell has to go into the market and compete with imitations 
and adulterations manufactured out of lard and poisonous compounds 
that are dangerous to life, and the purchaser does not know what heis 
eating. For the protection of the farmer, who sells a pure article as 
well as the people who buy the imitation, there should be such laws as 
would compel manufacturers of all kindsof imitations or adulterations 
of food to brand every package, giving each ingredient contained 


therein; then let the purchaser take his choice, and no one will be to 
blame if he eats that which he knows not to be pure. Every one çan 
not tell the inferior article from the genuine, and any person selling 
such foodis as guilty of wrong as one who administers in a slow 
form to take the life of another. Each and every article of food should 
stand on its own merits, and every one knowingly selling them under 
guise or misleading the purchaser by misrepresentations should be pun- 
ished the same as a horse thief. 

What protection is there to an honest man who by the sweat of his 
brow is trying to make an honest living? Can he manufacture good 
butter and take it to market and compete with butter made out of 
cheap grease? Is there no protection for honesty? Who is there that 
would not pay more for a genuine article of butter than for what he 
knew was an inferior and adulterated article? Yet how will you tell 
which is the pure article unless it be branded and stamped, plainly 
telling what it is? There are men who would not willingly deceive 
the public, but there are many, I am sorry to say, who for the immense 
profit there is in it will use deception. And they must use deception 
to sell it. The agricultural people are the largest class of producers in 
this country, and their dairy interests are one of their most profitable 
industries, and by the imposition of this fraudulentimitation of butter 
that only adds to the wealth of monopolies and those already rich the 
dairy interests of the country are already depressed, and the Joss to the 
industry is at least 25 per cent.; this is a fearful rate of reduction, and 
it will continue if not put under control. The growth of our popula- 
tion and the increase of our commerce are bringing to the front many 
questions affecting our laboring classes—questions of capital and labor 
that can not be thrust aside. This bill is of more importance to thein- 
dustrial classes than anything else before this body, and I therefore hope 
that it will pass this House and become a law. 

I yield twenty minutes to my colleague from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I have in addition twelve minutes, 
which have been yielded to me by the gentleman from New York. 

_ Mr. Chairman, this is an important question. In the production of 
the dairies of this country two and a half billions of dollars are in- 
vested. The butter produced in the United States amounts to some- 
thing in excess of $250,000,000 ina year. In my ownState it amounts 
toabout $14,000,000a year. The butter product in the United States 
exceeds in value the product of cotton; if exceeds in value the to- 
bacco and sugar united. It is an important industry, and one which 
is entitled to the careful attention of this House; and when'gentlemen 
sneeringly say that the use of two days for the discussion of a matter 
of such transcendent importance as this is a waste of the public time 
it seems to me that they do not properly estimate the interest that is 
involyed here. We are told that this bill ought not to pass because 
among.other reasons) it has emanated from the wrong committee, the 
mmittee on Agriculture. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we have had one reyenue bill from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and I submit, at least to this side of the 
House, that the revenue bill that has come from the Committee on 
Agriculture is infinitely the superior of the two, and if we take the 
merits of the work performed by the two committees as the criterion of 
what they can do, I insist that hereafter the Committee on Agriculture 
should be intrusted with all the revenue measures of this House. 
[Langhter. ] 

We had yesterday a constitutional argument from the constitutional 
lawyer from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], who always has a copy of the Con- 
stitution under his seat to whack over the head anybody’s measure that 
he does not happen to like. The gentleman says that this bill upon 
its face—the bill as it is written—does not contravene any provision of 
the Constitution; but that when you take the terms of the bill, and 
add to them the arguments of its friends, it at once becomes unconstitu- 
tional. He says you must unite the argument that is made in support 
of the measure with the letter of the bill, and that when thus united 
they make an unconstitutional measure, and therefore he is opposed 
to it. 

The gentleman says if it is a revenue measure, that is, ifit produces 
revenue, it is constitutional; if it is prohibitory of the manufacture of 
oleomargarine then it ceases to be constitutional. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
suppose that the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, on reporting 
his bill, had at once moved the previous queStion and the bill under the 
operation of the previous question had been passed without a solitary 
word of comment pro or con; then according to the gentleman from 
Texasit would have been a constitutional measure—entirelyso. Again, 
supposing it to have been passed in that manner in this year, 1886, it 
would have been constitutional; but suppose that next year under the 
the operation of the tax and the very low price of butter, the manufact-. 
urers of the spurious article could not compete, but were obliged to go 
out of the business entirely, so that the production of oleomargarine 
would be absolutely destroyed, then in the year 1887, according to the 
gentleman from Texas, it is an unconstitutional measure. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not suppose the gentleman wishes to misstate 
my position. What I said was that taking the face of the bill itself 


and the arguments used in support of it, it was unconstitutional. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir; thatis just the way I stated the gentle- 
man’s position. i 

In the year 1887, when the effect of the bill, we will suppose, is to 
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prohibit the manufacture of oleomargarine, the bill becomes unconsti- 
tutional. But suppose the next year, on account of the withdrawal of 
200,000,000 pounds of this spurious butter that is sold and used as but- 
ter, leaving in the market 1,000,000 pounds of good butter, the price 
of butter is enhanced, going up to 25 or 30 centsa pound. ‘The manu- 
facturer of the bogus article can then compete; he can make the article 
and pay the tax, so that there will be a revenue of $20,000,000 to the 
Government. Then the law becomes a constitutional measure ! 

So that according to the gentleman's argument the bill may be con- 
stitutional in 1886, unconstitutional in 1887, and again become consti- 
tutional in 1888. The bill is not constitutional or unconstitutional 
because of the nature of the énactments that it contains, but because 
of the price of butter! [Laughter.] When butter is high this law is 
constitutional; when butter is low and the manufacturer of oleomar- 
garine can not compete and pay the tax, so that this manufacture is 
practically prohibited and destroyed, then the bill becomes unconstitu- 
tional again. So that it is butter and the price of butter that deter- 
mines, according to the ent of the gentleman from Texas, the 
question whether this bill is constitutional or unconstitutional. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question on the constitutional view of the case. If itis in fact the pur- 
pose of the bill to tax this industry ont of existence or make its prose- 
cution impossible, I want to know whether the bill in that case is con- 
stitutional? 

Mr, HEPBURN. Well, I am unable to answer the gentleman. I 
find here certain printed lines in the bill. Idonotfind in any of those 
lines any provision that contravenes the Constitution of the United 
States. Possibly there may be from this enactment a result different 
from that which I expect or that which the gentleman expects; but I 
do not know that any question as to the constitutionality of the bill 
ought to be determined because of a possible contingency which in the 
future may arise, and which now can not be with certainty foreseen or 
foretold. "i 

But these gentlemen who are such extremists with regard to the 
Constitution have been accustomed to fluctuations of this kind all their 
lives. I would like to know what provision of the Constitution there 
is that the average Jeffersonian Democrat has not been willing to vio- 
late and has not violated when it suited his interests. You (addressing 
the Democratic side of the House) always doit. Why, within my rec- 
ollection in this House there came here a gentleman from the State of 
Alabama yith a proposition to take of the people’s money $300,000 for 
the purpose of su the poor of and some of the Jef- 
fersonian Democrats on the other side of the House had no hesitation 
at all in voting for it. 

Then, again, there is another proposition SO appropriate $7,000,000 or 
$17,000,000 or $37,000,000, as the case may be, of the public money to 
build a railway far beyond our jurisdiction, in Tehuantepec; and many 
of the Jeffersonian Democrats of this House are able to vote for that 
proposition. You have no difficulty about that. I think the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], with all his constitutional scruples, 
reported it. Here is another proposition: Your levees in the South 
need rebuilding, and under the pretense of improving a water way you 
are able to spend $1,800,000 of the e’s money in building levees 
to protect your lands. You have always been able without t 
constitutional scruples to pass measures of this kind. Mr. Jefferson 
purchased Louisiana, himself admitting that he had no power under 
the Constitution to make the purchase, and insisting for a time that 
there should be a constituti: amendment to justify him in that act. 
But the Jeffersonian Democrats made pro; in alittle while. Six- 
teen years after that you violated—according to your view of it—the 
Constitution in the purchase of Florida without any qualms of 
conscience and without any offer at all to improve and perfect the Con- 
stitution to justify your action, and in that trade gave Spain Texas 
and absolutely transferred the allegiance of native-born citizens of the 
United States to Spain, then the most tyrannical government on the 
face of the globe. ehad then owned Texas for sixteen years. There 
were then native-born citizens of the United States fifteen years of age 
whose allegiance was sold to the Spanish Government—their allegiance 
transferred without any volition on their part. But there was no ques- 
tion of constitutional power in that case. You wanted to do it, and 
therefore you did it. 3 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman tell me—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have not time to answer questions. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman tell us how the Constitution of 
the United States operates upon foreign nations? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am not talking about its operations upon for- 
eign nations, but of its operation upon the Jeffersonian Democracy of 
the United States, who at that time had charge of the Government. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. ‘They just now are a foreign nation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. A little later, in 1844, you had no difficulty in 
purchasing Texas. 

Mr. OATES. I deny your doctrine and your history altogether. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, perhaps you have not sufficiently read the 
history of the country. Read, and you will know more about it. 
[Laughter.] Ifyou will only take the time to read you will know as 
much about it as I or any one. 


Mr. OATES. I have nodoubt but I have read as much abont the 
history of the country as the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You had no difficulty at all about the purchase 
of Texas. Youhadno difficulty at all about the appropriation of $10,- 
000,000 of the people’s money in order to pay the debts of Texas. 

Mr. OATES. This is the first time I ever heard that the United 
States purchased Texas. I thought it was an independent republic. 

Mr. BURN. Well, you have read illy. - We purchased 
or rather you Jeffersonian Democrats did, at a cost of fifteen thousand 
lives, at a cost of $150,000,000, at a cost of $10,000,000 paid directly 
to Texas, at a cost of $10,000,000 indemnity paid to Mexico directly 
for the territory we forced her to cede to us. You ought to have 
known something of this. 

Mr. REAGAN. But the gentleman should not forget we acquired 
thereby Arizona, New Mexico, and other valuable and important ter- 


ritory. F 

Mr. HEPBURN. Who were benefited by it? Those who lived in 
Texas were permitted to come in as owners of the soil. It was not 
contributed to the general fund. 

We have Arizona, have we? Well, we spend more money in the gov- 
ernment of Arizona and New Mexico—in all those Territories—to sur- 
vey the land than we ever have received from the sale of lands there. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How about California? 

Mr. HEPBURN. How about what? [Laughter.] ` 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How much have we got from California in the 
way of investment? : j 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is a matter of doubt, and the gentleman should 
know it, whether the people of the United States have been benefited 


one single dollar by the acquisition of California. For, sir, every dollar , 


of gold of the $800,000,000 taken from the sand and mountains of Cali- 
fornia we have spent a dollar in the procurement of it. It has costin 
actual labor and other expenditure everything that has been realized 
from the mines of California. 

But I do not propose to digress in this way. I was simply illustrat- 
ing by these references to the history of the country-why the Jeffer- 
sonian Democrat could do whatever he pleased under the Constitution 
that inured to his benefit or to the benefit of his section. 

Mr. OATES. Allow me to request that the gentleman before closing 
his speech will cite, orattach to his speech so it may be printed in the 
RECORD, where Thomas Jefferson ever said or wrote that he had no 
constitutional power to acquire the territory of Louisiana. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no question about that fact. 

Mr. OATES. Then attach it to your speech when it comes to be 
printed, so that we may see what authority you rely upon. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, he senta message to Congress asking for the 
passage of an amendment to the Constitution giving him that power 
and validating his act. Why, sir, that is the history of the country, 
and the gentleman should be familiar with it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am fully satisfied these gentlemen do not see 
the serious constitutional objection in the way of this bill that some of 
them would have us believe. ; 

Mr. REAGAN. Does it satisfy the gentleman’s conscience because 
others have violated the Constitution he also can do so? 

Mr. HEPBURN, Ido not propose to violate the Constitution. Iam 
not one of those, I will say to the gentleman from Texas, who can in 
the morning take an oath to support the Constitution and before night 
begin to plot against its integrity and seek to overthrowit. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] I have read the Constitution, and it has so 
impressed itself upon me that I do not think I ean ever raise my hand 
against it. [Applause.] 

Mr. REAGAN. It is always the last resort of the gentleman from 
Iowa, when he is cornered in argument, to talk about the rebellion. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not know and I donot care whether it is the 
first or last resort, but it issomething men have the right to talk about. 
For, sir, it was the grand transcending theme of this century. It was 
the great crime of the century. It was the most useless and wicked 
expenditure of noble lives, of blood, and of treasure which men have 
ever indulged in in this century or in any other. [Applause.] 

Mr. REAGAN. Ofcourse I am not going to enter into any discus- 
sion of the reasons which induced millions of honest men to peril their 
lives and all they had—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not hear what the gentleman from Texas is 
saying, and I hope he will speak louder. 

Mr. REAGAN. I state that I do not propose to enter into a discus- 
sion of the reasons which caused that rebellion and which induced 
millions of honest men to peril their lives and everything they had; and 
devoted women to pray for their success. But it seems they should be 
entitled to some consideration even at the hands of the gentleman from 
Towa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I never questioned the devotion and sacrifice of 
the people—of the masses—in that rebellion. I never tried to array 
the condemuation of public opinion against them; but, sir, whatever 
I have said has been against the men who led them into that causeless 
rebellion, the men who took oaths to support the Constitution of the 
United States and then plotted against it, who Jed other men into the 
rebellion; they are the men, sir, who are deserving of the deepest exe- 
cration. 
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Mr. REAGAN. I donot believe history will write it down that 
there were any such men as that. 

Mr; HEPBURN. Ido not catch the gentleman's remark. 

Mr. REAGAN. I say I do not believe that such will be the verdict 
of history, that there was such a conspiracy. It was a movement, not 
of individual men, not. by a conspiracy, but was the growth and out- 
come of a quarrel of thirty years of differences of opinion between the 
masses of the people, which culminated at that time as by a common 
impulse, and not as & conspiracy, in which the masses of the people 
were led by a few. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isit not true that during all of the months of 1860 
and 1861, while the Congress of the United States was in session, there 
were men here, high in authority, who had taken the oath as officials 
of this Government, who were nightly plotting and devising, consult- 
ing with each other and with individuals in the States as to how they 
were going to destroy the Union? Is not that a part of the history of 
the country, I ask the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. REAGAN. ` Itis, as everybody will understand, a fact, that on 
the eve of a great event like that, men on both sides were consulting 
as to how they were to be governed in their future movements; but 
that there was a conspiracy on the part of the leaders of the people I 
do not believe history will warrant the gentleman in saying. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ah! but they were here consulting as to how to 
destroy the Constitution, these very men, high in authority, who had 
within sixty days before taken an oath to support it. I ask the gen- 
tleman were there not men of that kind? 

Mr. REAGAN. My attention was drawn off while the gentleman 
was asking his question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But, Mr. Chairman, aside from this digression, it 
is said that this bill is against the interests of the poor man. I submit 
that that can searcely be true, and I would ask any gentleman in this 
House if he has ever known of an instance where oleoma: e was 
sold as such. I ask if he has ever known of an instance where the 
purchaser did not pay the full price of a genuine article of butter when- 
ever he has bought this counterfeit article? 

Mr. LAWLER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAWLER. I would answer the gentleman’s question by saying 
that at this very time in the city of Chicago it is sold as such. 

Mr. HEPBURN. At retail? 

Mr. LAWLER. At retail. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I know there is testimony to establish the fact 
that there is one citizen there who sells 9,000,000 pounds every year; 
and that may account for the zeal with which this measure is being 
opposed by certain gentlemen in the city of Chicago. 

Mr. LAWLER. The health department in every large city in the 
country can regulate the sale of this commodity just as itis done in 
Chi 

Mr. FREDERICK. And there never was a pound sold in Chicago 
for what it really was, notone. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LAWLER. The gentleman is altogether mistaken, for we have 
passed ordinances regulating the sale of it in Chicago. 

Mr. FREDERICK. ‘There is none of it sold for what it’is, for we 
have the testimony before us, which is conclusive. 

Mr. BRUMM. Let me ask the ae from Iowa if he does not 
Lenn the fact that in Pottsville, Pa., they are selling it by retail in 

market under the name of ‘“butterine?” 

h HEPBURN. Ihave never known an instance of any of it being 
sold except as butter. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me say to the gentleman, if he will permit me, 
as he was not present when the proof was taken in the committee, that 
it was fully established to our satisfaction that there is not 1 per cent. 
of the entire amount sold in the United States that is sold as oleomar- 
garine, sold for what it really is. 

Mr. HENDERSON, or Iowa. That is correct. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was so admitted before the committee. 

Mr, FREDERICK. The people of Chicago have got so used to 
fraud that they want to palm this stuff off upon the whole country. 
They have grown rich by just such means. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think I have yielded ali the time I can 

Mr. LAWLER. Let me say to the gentleman from Iowa, that Chi- 
cago to-day is one of the most healthy cities in the United States. The 
death rate is lower there than in any other city in the United States. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It went up a little the other day. [Laugh- 


eee LAWLER. Not a bit of it. 

Mr. STRUBLE. With the certainty before them of going to hell, 
they don’t want to die on that account. [Renewed laughter, ] 

Mr. LAWLER. There are men getting fat making butterine right 
here in this city, within sight of the Capitol. You do not get pure 
butter here at all. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. I would like to know what this-has got 
to do with the war? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I believe I have the floor. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] is` 


entitled to the floor and will be permitted to proceed without inter- 
ruption. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I was about to say, Mr. Chairman, that a gentle- 
man occup: a seat on this floor has received from an association of 
cotton-seed oil manufacturers in the city of Memphis a very earnest 

appeal urging him to oppose, as best he can, and to the utmost of his 


ability, the. the pia of this act, for if it should happen that this hill 


becomes a law, that their industry, the manufacture of cotton seed oil, 

will receive a serious harm, and, as friends, they urge him to oppose 
the present legislation. Now, w hy isthat? Simply because cotton-seed 
oil that costs 3 cents a pound can be converted into oleomargarine or 


any of these fraudulent butter products. It has been said here that- 


the cost of making the article is from 7 to 8 cents a pound. 

I insist, Mr. Chairman, that the very best article that is made, the 
best article of oleomargarine at the present price of tallow, 5 cents a 
pound, can be manufactured for between 6 and 7 cents a pound—the 
very best and purest that is made. If that istrue then it can well af- 
ford to sustain the tax of 10 cents a pound. -That will make its cost 
amount only to 16 or 17 cents in the market; still leaving a handsome 
margin to the manufacturer, for it almost invariably sells at the price 
of good butter. Men have been astonished by the sudden activity that 
has been inspired in opposition to this bill. Every member of this 
House has s had his desk fairly weighted down by the resolutions of this 
cattle association, ‘the cotton-seed’oil manufacturing establishment, this 
board of trade. I am glad to say that the whole of this opposition 
emanates from a single housein the city of Chicago which manuiinetures 
9,000,000 pounds of this bogus butter; and yet I am free to say thatin 
my humble judgmentit is the best and the purest that is made. Where 
it comes into competition with butter at 25 cents a pound, the manu- 
facturer and retailer are enabled to have a joint profit of vot less than 
18 cents a pound, givihg this Chicago manufacturer asthe result tof his 
seins arevenue of a million each year. 

Mr, Chairman, if this proposition that I have made as to the cost of 
this article is true, then it will bein the power of the manufacturer 
after the payment of his tax to come in fair competition with the butter 
that costs 16, or 17, or more cents a pound. If that be true then a 
revenue can be raised from this article. 

But gentlemen say that the purpose of this act is to drive the article 
out of use, and they are unwilling to do that they tell us, hnt that 
they are entirely willing to indulge in such legislation as will mars, 
brand, define it. Why, Mr. Chairman, it is claimed by some tliat is 
as certain to drive it out of the market. I insist there is none of it, or 
comparatively none ofit, that is sold under its own appropriate name. 
It is when it steals the name of the genuine article that it has a market- 
able value. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. ‘The gentleman states that none of this oleo- 


eè is sold as such. Iwill inform the gentleman that a law of- 


margarin 
the State of Florida requires that this oleomargarine shall be so branded. 
and it is sold in my State both wholesale and retail as oleomargarine, 

Mr. HEPBURN. For axle grease or for butter? 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. As oleomargari: 
power to do what the State of Florida has already done. 

Mr. BEACH. And the only people who eed it are the boarding- 
house keepers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The experience of the gentleman from Florida is 
different from mine. I have never seen an ounce of it knowing it to 
be such. I may have eaten my weight of it several times over, but 
not with my knowledge. I do not know but there are some varieties 
of these articles that are wholesome. I think I may say I have no 
doubt the pure article of oleomargarine may be entirely without dele- 
terious qualities. But, Mr. Chairman, that is the exception. The 
proofs that have been taken in this investigation show there are more 
than a dozen articles that enter into the composition of this bogus but- 
ter. It has been shown in some instances it is made of articles that 
are known to be most deleterious to health; that they now havea proc- 
ess by which the most disgusting specimens of filthy beyond 
description, are to a cerfain extent purified and made into the various 
forms of imitations of butter. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FREDERICK. 1 yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
WHITE] has promised to yield me thirty minutes of his time when he 
takes the floor as a member of the committee. I would be glad if I 
could use both the twenty minutes and the thirty minutes now. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will have next to recognize in regular 
order some one in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then I will go ahead with my twenty 
minutes, trusting to the good temper of the House to extend to me the 
courtesy I have asked. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa will proceed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. , the bill before us, I 
am very glad to say, is one that involves no political i issue, but purely 


ne; and every State has the . 
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an economic question. In this debate, I recognize no Democratic or 
Republican side of the Chamber. A great industrial interest is knock- 
ing at the Chamber of the national Capitol, and the law-makers should 
forget the interest of a political and advance the standard in be- 
half of the industrial interests of the country. This is no bill upon 
which to try to make political capital for man or party, unless labor- 
ing honestly and bravely for the very best interests of the people may 
give that result. 

While touching this thought, I want to say that I am heart and soul 
with the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], 
whom I regret not to see in his place. He says that it has been the 
effort of the best part of his life to develop the resources and industries 
of his country. No man respects the gentleman more than I do and 
have done for years, but I regret that the trembling hand of age is now 
being laid upon the very foundation industry that gives life and vital- 
ity to the Republic. He would defend a few glutted moneyed corpora- 
tions and capitalists and strike down the purest industry that gives 
safety and business prosperity to the nation—the great farming indus- 
try. Ieomprehend the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the others 
from Pennsylvania who have shown and will yet show their hands in 
this debate against the appeal of the dairy interests in this land. The 
reason is obyious. We will get some revenue from this industry, and 
possibly the tariff laws will weaken some in consequence. Now, I am 
not an iron-clad, iron-bound protectionist. 

I believe in protecting all of the interests of this country that need 
protection; but I serve notice on Pennsylvania here and now that if 
there is to be no interest protected in this Chamber but iron, and if the 
farmers of this land and the great, glorious West are to be sacrificed to 
protect your iron industry, you will get your ‘‘eye-teeth’’ cut before 
many Congresses come and go. [Applause.] We have got to haye 
fair play in this Chamber, and the powers are in the land that will take 
it if you do not come up like men and give it. “I think I understand 
perfectly well why the gifted old legislator turns his face against us 
now, but I think there is strength enough on both sides of this Cham- 
ber to protect the interest that is now clamoring for justice without 
depending upon men who seem to care nothing about it and who never 
raise their voices except to defend the protective tariff, and especially 
when the iron industry of Pennsylvania is at stake. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman permit me to say a word ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will permit the gentleman if I have 
the time; but I have a good deal tosay, andif I begin with one I shall 
have to yield to others. However, I will hear you. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish merely to say that my colleague from Phila- 
delphia [Mr. KELLEY] and my colleague who spoke to-day [Mr. Cur- 
TIN] do not speak for Pennsylvania upon this bill. One of my col- 
leagues spoke yesterday in favor of this bill, and I myself am for the 
bill, and I believe the people of Pennsylvania are for it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE] is always a bright and shining light, and on this occasion he 
marks an oasis in what I supposed to be an unbroken Pennsylvania 
desert. [Laughter.] Now, 

WHAT 18 THIS BILL? 


What is it for? Mr, Chairman, it is a true, clean-cut revenue bill. 
Its provisions are simply these: It levies a tax of $600 per annum upon 
every manufacturer of oleomargarine, a tax of $480 per annum upon 
every wholesale dealer, a tax of $48 on retail dealers, and a tax of 10 
cents a pound to be paid by the manufacturer, to be evidenced by a 
stamp upon the box containing the article. The manufacturer is also 
required to give bonds for his faithful compliance with the law. 

In addition there are, and most wisely, strong fines and penalties im- 
posed for violating the law, and these are none too severe. My distin- 
guished andalways beautiful friend (in debate), the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, says that this bill is ‘‘ inquisitorial.” I reply 
that it contains no element that has not been for nearly a quarter of a 
century in successful operation in this country. So far as it can, it 
em es the provisions of the law relating to snuff and cigars and 
makes them applicable to oleomargarine or butter. There isno 
novelty in this bill. It is patterned after one of the plain, simple in- 
ternal-revenue laws of the land, and there is nothing startling in it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the first question that naturally arises is this: 

DO WE NEED THE MONEY? 
We have heard same talk about an overflowing Treasury. Isay to gen- 
tlemen that we do need the money, and in evidence of that I will quote 
the official head of this Government. I refer to pages 8 and 9 of the 
last report of the Secretary of the Treasury, which contain the follow- 
ing: 3 


Fiseal year 1887. 


The revenues of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, are thus estimated upon 
the basis of existing laws: 


5, 000, 000 00 
3,000, 000 00 
1,500, 000 00 

900, 000 00 
3, 000, 000 00 


From proceeds of sale of Government property... 300,000 00 
From profits on coinage, assays, &c ¥ 4,000, 000 00 
From deposits for surve p 400, 000 00 
From revenues of the D: ct of Columbia 1, 900, 000 00 
m miscellaneous SOUTCES,......sessssss sesser ns 4, 000, 000 00 
Total estimated ordinary receipts...... s.sesesersesrerssreesessss recess 815, 000,000 00 

the several 


The estimates of expenditures for the same period, received from 
partmeni 


Executive Dej ts, are as follows: 
$3,275, 828 92 
EEE 
1, 604, 961 60 
25, 680, 495 51 
30, 836, 357 74 
6, 051, 259 84 
. 75,830,200 00 
000 00 
869 17 
630 18 
337 41 
t rtment... s> 880 00 
Department of Justice .........c.crersecnessecseseesena serete 77,300 00 
Postal service...... 
Miscellaneous ..... 
District of Columbia 
Permanent annual priatio; 
Interest on the public debt, 000 00 
Sinking fund EEVA NE 000 00 
Refunding—customs, internal rev 
EIA OTE BERS FLORES SA tae eat cee 400 00 
Collecting revenue from customs....... 5, 500, 000 00 
lianeous., - 5, 099,555 00 


ssessseseseesseesssessressssssnsrerssensseserresese Oy ` 


118, 910,955 00 
Total estimated expenditures, including sinking fund....... 339,589,552 34 
= 

Or an estimated deficit Of ...........cccosssactevsscoreservecsesesnsns vases: .. 24,589,552 34 


As will be seen the Secretary of the Treasury estimates that there will 
be a deficit of $24,589,000 on the 30th day of June, 1887, and he states 
in detail the basis for his conclusion. Now, this is not any rambling 
statement. It isa carefal official estimate submitted by the official 
financial head of the Republic. In addition to that this Congress, with 
a patriotism that I commend, has added to the pensions of the widows 
and orphans of the Union soldier $6,000,000 per annum, not taken into 
account by the Secretary of the Treasury, but which will be added to 
the expenses of the Government, thus raising the amount of the deficit 
to $30,000,000. Then, if the Mexican pension bill goes through the 
Senate, as it has gone through the House, we shall have from forty to 
fifty millions more to pay. I need not call the attention of the House 
to the fact that we have a vast debt still unpaid, that we have appeal- 
ing rivers and harbors, that public buildings are needed—nearly every 
State demanding them—until we are afraid we have not money enough 
to give all that is needed. I need not remind this Chamber that the 
Army of the United States has been reduced toa platoon, and the Navy 
to a naked flag-staff. I do not need to remind this Chamber that we 
have no merchant marine, and let it not be forgotten that the idol of 
one great party in this nation, ‘‘ the Old Sage of Gramercy,’’ has coun- 
seled and appealed for the expenditure of millions for our coast defenses. 
We stand to-day a stingy and cramped nation in regard to many needed 
expenditures; and I say, with Secretary Manning, that we do need this 
money. Now, Mr. Chairman, I pass from that. 

- The next question that naturally arises after the 
need the money’? is this: 
IS THE PROPOSED LAW CONSTITUTIONAL? 

Upon this point I am compelled to be brief, but I want the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] or the chairman of the Judiciary 
[Mr. TUCKER] or any other lawyer in this Chamber to lay his finger 
on a line or a sentence or a proposition in the bill that the Supreme 
Court can set aside. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] said— 
and I thank him for his candor—that he had to couple the remarks of 
friends of the measure with the language of the bill itself in order to 
hold it to be unconstitutional. Mr. Chairman, that will not do. This 
debate is no part of this bill, and never can be considered by any court 
that may pass upon its constitutionality. I am very glad that the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary is going to print his re- 
port against one of these bills, as I had intended to print it myself in 
connection with my remarks. 

In that report the majority of the Judiciary Committee are forced to 
admit the constitutionality of this measure, because it is based on Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the Constitution of the United States, giving abso- 
lute power to Congress to lay and collect taxes; and the chairman of 
the committee in that report admits that the judicial power dare not 
enter the chamber of the Jawmaker’s mind to find motives for the pas- 
sage of a law, but is bound to accept the law itself for thatguide. Wo 
have a right under the Constitution to levy and collect taxes. Here 
we are ‘deciding whether it is necessary or not todo that. We exer- 
cise the power; and the mode of its exercise can not be questioned by 


question, Do we 


00 | the highest judicial tribunal in the Republic. I say, then, it isa waste 


of time to discuss this bill from a constitutional standpoint. 

If we need the money, if we have the right to pass this bill—a bill 
to raise money—the next question that ought to arise in the mind of a 
thoughtful legislator is, 
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UPON WHA SHALL WE LEVY A TAX 

in order to do the least harm and the most good?. Now, I appeal to 
gentlemen in this chamber, if you look over the list of articles to de- 
cide upon which you will levy a tax, upon what other article could 
you levy it to do so little harm and so much good to the masses of the 
people? No man who wishes to withstand criticism will dare to say 
that the lawmaker should not take such considerations into account. 

During the late war and for some time after its close we levied in- 
ternal duties upon hundreds and hundreds of articles. We imposed 
an income tax; we imposed a stamp-tax on checks. The farmer could 
not slaughter a cow, or a sheep, or a pig, without rendering account 
and paying a tax. He could not open his door and take in half a dozen 
men tostay over night and accept a trifling compensation without being 
eompelled to pay $10 tax as a hotel keeper. The hand of the law was 
every where vpon the industries of this country. By Congress after 
Congress, as the war receded, the hand of the law was removed from 
various articles and various lines of business. Upon what wasit left? 
Distilled spirits, fermented liquors, snuff, and tobacco. Why were 
these left? Because it accorded with the judgment of almost the en- 
tire nation that internal taxation should be restricted chiefly to these 
articles. Some were in favor of this form of taxation because they 
thought it would be a restraint upon the manufacture of the articles; 
others weré in favor of their taxation because they were luxuries. 
Whether the tax was paid by the big-hearted German with his over- 
flowing glass of lager before him, or by the millionaire sitting at Del- 
monico’s with his sparkling cham e in his hand, or by the sturdy 
old Kentuckian with his ‘‘old reliable bourbon,” we all felt and ad- 
mitted the propriety of laying the hand of the law upon those partic- 
ular industries. So too the State banks were deliberately taxed out 
of life and the destruction of those banks was the sole aim of the law 
taxing them. 

Now, we have presented here the question, is oleomargarine some- 
ne to be picked out and designated as a thing to be thus handled and 
taxed ? 


WHAT IS OLEOMARGARINE? 

And I will say to gentlemen who criticise my pronunciation that it is 
natural to give the soft sound in speaking of so soft an article. [Laugh- 
ter.] Now, I do not find oleomargarine referred to in the Bible, but I 
do find it in the works of Shakes ý 

Mr. DUNHAM. Do you find butter in the Bible? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes; you will find butter in the Bible 
from Genesis to Revelations. You will hardly find a book in the Bible 
that does not speak of butter. The article came into use before pro- 
fane history was written. Milk and butter have been the food of man 
from time immemorial, and you do not need medical certificates or the 
resolutions of boards of trade to tell you that butter is a wholesome 
article of food. The experience of generations testifies to it. In all 
times it has been on the table of the king in his palace, and the poor 
man’sinhiscabin. ‘‘Milkand honey!” Why, it was promised to the 
children of Israel in the desert. Herodotus speaks of butter four hun- 
dred and sixty years before the Christian era. The cow has taken the 
motherless babe through infancy and equipped with strength the gladi- 
ator struggling for life in the bloody amphitheaters of Rome. Such 
articles of food, of all things, are entitled to kind consideration and the 
fullest protection from the lawmaker. 

Now, let me give you the first record I find of oleomargarine. In the 
fourth act of the play of Macbeth, where there was a little cotillion of 
witches, I find oleomargarine completely described. 

These witches had a great caldron in their midst, something like 
what our good friend Armour has in Chicago, to work up this product, 
or like the one which was testified about by a gentleman before the 
Committee on Agriculture. A witness appeared before that commit- 
tee when I was present, and testified as to the manufacture of oleo oil 
in Washington city. I heard him state that dead horses, dead cows, 
and even dead dogs, when they had been shot for hydrophobia, the rotten 
carcasses of the city, were gathered up and taken to arendering estab- 
lishment here where the great bulk of these things were made into 
‘í pure” oleo oil (these boards of trade always pick out strong adjec- 
tives) and shipped away to be sold for the making of butter, while the 
rest was made into soap. 

Now, it is a caldron like that the witches are about, and here is the 
process of making oleomargarine. It has improved little, if any, since 
the days of the bloody Macbeth. Here is the process: 

First Witcr. Round about the cauldron go; 
In the poison’d entrails throw—— 
Toad, that under coldest stone, 
Days and nights hast thirty-one 


Swelter'd venom sleeping got 
Boil thou first i’ the charmed pot! 


{ Laughter. ] 


Srcoxp Wirtcu. Fillet of a fenny snake, 
In the cauldron boil and bake: 
Eye of newt, and toe of frog, 

ool of bat, and tongue of dog, 
Adder’s fork, and blind-worm’s sting, 
Lizard’s leg, and owlet’s wing, 
For a charm of powerful trouble, 
Like a hell-broth, boil and bubble, 


[Great laughter. ] 


Tampo Wircn. Scale of dragon, tooth of wolf; 
Witches’ mummy; maw, and gulf, 
Of the ravin'd salt-sea shark; 

Root of hemlock, digg’d i’ the dark; 
Galle mk cod alten ct ee 
of goat, an ps of yew, 
Sliver’d in the moon’s ecli S 
Nose of Turk, and Tartar’s lips; 
Stage of birth-strangled babe, 
eliver'd by a drab, 
Make the gruel thick andslab; 
Add thereto a tiger's chaudron, 
For the ingredients of our cauldron, 
Here Heeate comes in. 


Hecate. O, well done! I commend your pains; 
And every one shall share i’ the gains. 
And now about the cauldron sing, 
Like elves and fairiesin a ring, 
Enchanting all that you put in. 
First Wrircu. Pour in sow’s blood, that hath eaten 
Her nine farrow; grease, that’s sweaten 
From the murderer’s gibbet, throw 
Into the flame. 


[Great laughter and applause. ] 

So much for oleomargarine, as Mr. Shakspeare has described it, It 
could not be more fitly done; but I will call up other witnesses who 
know what they are talking about to tell us the character of bogus 
butter. Iwill introduce seventeen patents for the manufacture of bogus 
butter granted by the Patent Office of the United States. These pat- 
ents name forty-nine distinct ingredients that are used in the manu- 
facture of bogus butter. They are capsic acid, nitric acid, sugar of 
lead, benzoic acid, butyricacid, commercial sulphuric acid, boracic acid, 
payes acid, chlorate of potash, caparic acid, caustic potash, carbolic 
acid. 

The twelve ingredients are each and every one poisons. 

Then there are sulphate of lime (used to poison rats), tallow, butyric 
ether, caul, bene, turnip-seed oil, oil of sweet almonds, stomach of 
pigs, stomach of sheep, stomach of calyes, mustard-seed oil, bicarbon- 
ate of potash, alum, cows’ udders, sal soda, nitrate of soda, dry blood 
albumen, borax, orris root, bicarbonate of soda, sulphate of soda, chalk, 
slippery-elm bark, bromo chloralum, oil of peanuts, caustic soda. 

The foregoing twenty-six ingredients are more or less dangerous to 
health, depending upon the proportions employed. 

Then there are glycerine, castor oil, gastric juice, curcumine, cotton- 
seed oil, peroxide of magnesia, pepsin, lard, fari us flour, olive oil, 
and sugar—eleven ingredients that are comparatively harmless and may 
be used if one is willing to have his stomach turned into an apothe- 
cary-shop or a pork-packing establishment. NERI 

It must not be forgotten in this connection the character of the lard 
and tallow used in the manufacture of this product. It should be 
borne in mind that the system described before the Committee on Ag- 
riculture as obtaining in the city of Washington obtains in every large 
city of the country in a greater or less degree. The dead animals in 
the city, the animals that die in transportation from the far West and 
are brought dead into the great packing center of Chicago, are taken 
and worked up into oleo oil, lard, and tallow, possessing unwholesome 
ingredients that are dangerous as food. But there is another article 
largely used in this production, I refer to cotton-seed oil; and this 
may throw some light upon the opposition that we are encountering 
from our brethren in the South in connection with the discussion of this 
bill. I will read in this connection an article just clipped from the’ 
Daily Register of my own State, and which comes from the pen of one 
of the most enlightened agricultural writers in the United States, well 
known as Father Clarkson, of Iowa. Here it is: 

A BAD CONFESSION, 


The manufacturers of fraudulent butter and their friends have all along been 
contending that oleomargarine and suine butter were made entirely of pure, 
healthy, and atable animal fats; and that they were as pure as cow butter. 
The patents obtained from the Patent Office showed differently. This,the man- 
ufacturers contend, was not general or successful ingredients used by the real 
fraudulent butter makers. But last week, fearing that the bill for the protection | 
of butter would pass, the following tel was sent from Memphis to a few 
Southern onpcnnnes who théy thonght could be controlled by their devotion 
to the cotton interests, by which they effectually give themselves away in ac-' 
knowledging that cotton-seed oil enters largely into the composition of butter, ' 
The telegram was as follows: { 

“The undersigned, at the request and on behalf of the Cotton-Seed Crushers’ 
Association, now in convention assembled at Memphis, earnestly request your 
influence and co-operation in defeating a bill reported from the Committee on 
Agriculture by Mr. Hatch, of Missouri, to im a tax upon man’ 
butter. If passed this bill would strike direct y at Southern cotton planters, 
whose seed is crushed by about one hundred and thirty mills, and the oil from 
which enters largely into the manufacture of butter. Furthermore, it would 
deprive poor classes of a cheap butter, pronounced by eminent chemists to be 
wholesome,” 

The dispatch is signed by J. W. Allison, president; E. Urquhart, vice-presi- 
dent, and J. H. Duggan, secretary. 


It will thus appear that, in addition to the deadly poisons, unwhole-' 
some articles, and those of a quasi-unwholesome character, we have to 
encounter cotton-seed oil in the manufacture of this bogus article. We 
may as well be plain on this subject. It has reached the point in the 
history of our country where 

THE CITY SCAVENGER BUTTERS YOUR BREAD, 
and his reeking hand decks your table with one of the most necessary 
articles of food. ‘The production of this article has reached the point 
where 200,000,000 pounds are annually produced in this country. 
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From the Department of Agriculture I gather a few facts which may 
be worthy notice. 

Kansas City turns out 6,000 pounds of oleomargarine daily. Saint 
Louis manufactures weekly 6,000 of lardine—a composition of 
hog fat and decayed vegetable matter; but she manufactures, as I un- 
derstand, no oleo 

The same information pra that 100,000 pounds of this combination 
is made daily in Chicago; but Colonel Littler, secretary of the National 


’s Association, I believe, living in Chicago, making close in- 
vestigation into this question, stated before the Committee on Agricult- 
ure that there were sixteen houses in Chi bogus butter and 


cago making 

turning out 200,000 pounds daily. Although the bogus butter men 
were represented at that poets, apens rose to contradict the statement 
of Colonel Littler, Then there is oleo oil—pure beef fat. Of this 250 
tierces are made weekly in Saint Louis for shipment to Rotterdam and 
Holland; of the same material Kansas City produces 200 tierces, and 
Chicago from 1,200 to 1,500 tierces of the same weekly. Saint Louis, 
during the three winter months, made from 1,000 to 1,500 pounds of 
butterine daily, and at least 100, 000 pounds for the three months. 

Kansas City during the same time was out 6,500 pounds of 
this ‘‘colored grease” daily. The same authority states that East 
Saint Louis nsed cotton-seed oil occasionally in the manufacture of 


ac 


ay butter.” 
ormation received, also from the Agricultural ment, 
I Prom that the Standard Butter Company of Boston e, during 


1885, of oleo oil 148,814 pounds; of artificial butter, 180,000 spears 
the Providence Dairy Company, of Rhode Island, made of butterine, 
in 1885, 1,750,000 pounds. During the same year was manu- 
factured in Cincinnati, of butterine 766,956 pounds. N. I. Nathan & 
Co., De NAN Tok made of butterine 2,000,000 pounds in 1885; Jobn 


of Boston, of oleomargarine 2,740,687 pounds; of z 


oleo butter 1,158,706 pounds. The Woodlawn ‘Dairy Company, of 
Pawtucket, E. L, made of oleomargarine 931,200 pounds; in Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., one factory makes in one week of oelo oil 50, 000 pounds, 
mostly shipped to Holland. Louisville in 1885 manufactured of but- 
terine 500,000 pounds. It is estimated that in Chicago there is made 
of butterine annually not less than 20,000,000 pounds, 

These are some data that I have been able to gather from the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, and is doubtless far short of giving us the amount 
of business now being done in the manufacture of this counterfeit arti- 
cle. Not less than $12,000,000 are now invested in its production, and 
if the wealth of the men and companies engaged in its production were 


harvest in Be way of prods, to so conduct their Rosie as M ADIs 
the retailer to it in disguise. But they are o 

in their advertising of this abomination. I will read from the New 
York Produce Exchange Bulletin of May 15, 1886, one advertisement 


Quality 0. H. ROBISON & CO., Chicago, Guaranteed. 
MAKERS OF BEST BUTTERINE IN THE WORLD, 
H, P, ORVIS, JNO. LORENTZEN. 


COOK COUNTY DAIRY CO., 
Manufacturers of fine imitation 
CREAMERY AND DAIRY BUTTER 
(Butterine). 
OFFICE AND SALES-ROOM, 
131 South Water strect, ee aL MLNS LT A Be 


Goods packed in any style or size of package desired. 
SEND FOR PRICE-LIST. 


ARTIFICIAL BUTTER-MAKERS, 
J. J. Murray invented Leaflard Butter in 1867. 


J. J. MURRAY & CO. 
(Successors to RICHARDS & MURRAY), 
MANUFACTURERS OF 
PURE ARTIFICIAL BUTTER, 


In order further to throw light upon this mode of getting this before 
* the public I now submit for the consideration of the committee a ver- 
batim copy of a letter sent from N. I. Nathan & Co., of New York, to 
a firm in Washington city, which speaks for itself: 
re I. Nathan & Co., manufacturers of butterine, under patent granted to N. I. 
Nathan, 24} Grove street.) 
New YORK, March 30, 1888. 
e have taken the liberty of praning Bittern, Popesrivants Rail 


we claim is 
. We guar- 


Chicago, Ill 


Y, 
So much for the production of the article. 


N. L NATHAN & CO. 
A word further as to 


ITS GEXERAL CHARAÇTER. 

The advocates of this article claim that it is wholesome. It may be 
admitted that it is possible to make something approaching the ap- 
pearance and taste of butter that is comparatively wholesome; but itis 
true that the great body of it is not wholesome, and that with the 
temptation to gather in everything capable of being manufactured into 
butter, getting it oap and throwing it upon the market, but few of 
the manufacturers will confine themselves to a wholesome article. In 
this connection I submit, for the information of the House, an article 
i a from the Dairyman of April 8, 1886, which speaks for itself: 

SOME PROOF OF GUILT. 
[Reproduced by special request. ] 

Professor Nachrieb, of the Minnesota University, bas been analyzing some 
butterine, The best sam les, he says, had many living o: ore ten roo 
them, with masses of di mold, biteot cellulous wood, various colored ee 
shreds of , bristles, &c., while other samples teemed with life. btfal 
porsan of worms were also noticed. The e great number and variety of organ- 

found in the samples indicate the use of foul water and a criminally filthy 
process in making, © states that there can not be the slightest doubt t the 
[ned is Fa who eats so Rairi prea Ans and so lively a mixture as the butterine exam- 
great risk morally as well Rx y. This is the evidence 
butterine that is coming even now, when but- 
pete e p aiea should be on their geod behavior while activé war is being 
waged against them. What may be should tho war abate and these 
people be left to their own sweet will in making this counterfeit compound? 
Any one who has had doubts about be pooner of interfering with the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine sho’ ully reflect upon the results of 
these scientific tests, ony then reason in his mind what will probably be done 
by these manufacturers if the attention of the public is Baii eraa r arge aea 


ork, 

"Think of the temptation they will be subjected to! For instance, A renders 
the bodies of dead animals from a large i porai cats, dogs, horses, &o., 
a perfectly legitimate industry, for he sells grease ton wholesale dealer who 
may make it, ora of it, into lubricating oil or axle grease; but B comes 
along, and, examining some of the barrels, says he will try it in his oleomarga- 
ry, not knowing or caring w theoilcamefrom. He finds ita suo- 
cess in po bes amy 572 public resale he buys directly from the horse-rendering 
establishment. It is not necessary t apoye rove that this is now being done, but the 

practical mind can see how qaya it will be done if there is no supervision of 
the matter by the State or General Government, , again, the class of men 
occupied with this industry are proven beyond all perady enture to belong toan 
order of loose speculators with weak and nimble consciences, They know the 
stuff is sold in a deceitful manner,and hence put themselves outside of that 
principle of the law that proclaims all men a until they are proven 
guilt 7 We know that all men are not innocent, and in proof of this we | 
our doors and take precautions to guard our lives and Rot the a long before we 
attempt to prove that the villains are guilty. Have aded not the same moral right 
with our food, and should we not e laws to 
tions we can procure and maintain a high standard of pode ory 

‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania, my honored friend [Mr. KELLEY], 
contents himself because bogus butter can be made so that it can not 
be detected. This he does on the statement of some gentleman whom 
he tripped up before his committee when he was the chairman of it. 
My honored friend has not been keeping pace with the investigation of 
this question. If he had he would learn that 

IT CAN BE EASILY DETECTED 


by the use of the microscope. In this connection I submit herewith a 
letter from Thomas Taylor, M. D., microscopist of the United States 
Department of iculture, which shows that the bogus butter is abso- 
lutely certain of detection: 

BUITER FAT AND OLEOMARGARINE, 

The following letter to Dr. Sturtevant, of the New York fede aai reren station, 
explains Dr. TA method of discriminating between ne butter and the 
counterfeits sold as oleomargarine butter, Tr at the re ye of which he pays his 
respects to Professor Weber and Bulletin 

Unsirep States foes OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, D. O., March 21, 1836. 

My DEARSIR: I — that when you werein Washington, on the 24th uitimo, 
you were potenie to ote a portion of your time to my division work rSlating 
to butter and fats. 

In answer to the note Ah left on mtoni $ desk, requesting a statement of my 
preg se and won nos ——_ ng wp SSaminonee sp peranan, I g ani Meroen, 

e courtesy of the honorable Commissioner of Agriculture, Norman e- 
man, a brief outline of the tests T employ 


Ihave deemed it un publish anything s regarding 
the originality bok mie cine discoveries, ha et wi ie too rr itof met apenas impor 


tance to make m: ons regardless of the experiments or views of any 

one else. M mi hori , primarily, to demonstrate the ity of dis- 
means of ure butter from the butter substi- 

tutes of commerce—an achievement hitherto considered impossible by tholcad- 


each other, even by means of polarized light.” The late Professor Voelcher, 
chemist of the Royal Agoura Society of England, stated before a Parlin- 
mentary bien page that he was unable to discriminate between butter and the 


other an: 

When I commenced my microscopic observations of butter and fats several 
years ago it was with a firm conv) fetion that I should be able to discriminate be- 
tween pure dairy butter and o) rine by means of polarized light, basing 
af convictions on the fact that pure dairy butter is a non-polarizing substance, 

ile the solid and semi-fluid fats contained in such substances as lard and beef- 
fat oil are polarizing bodies, 

When a specimen of butter-like material is presented fortes ting. I mount about 
a grain of it upon a microscope slide (a piece of glass 3 by 1 i ), over which 
I place a circular glass cover, and compress the substance into a thin film, or 
until it appears semi-transparent. If it presents a white, even, cloud-like Sp 

rance, and has the odor and taste of butter, I conolude that it is probabiy 
utter. If, when boiled over the flame of a -spirit lamp, it gives off the odor ot 
butter, Iconsider this another indication in its favor. 

If, when triturated with a few arope of strong ‘sulphuric acid, it slowly be- 
comes of a e salmon color within five to twenty minutes, ora light brick red, 
changing after the lapse of about twenty-four bours to a tal tallow. color, this is an- 
other indication of its genuineness. Lard and beef-fat in the same length of 
a and under similar conditions each assumes a walnut color. (For a fuller 

ep fate) n of my acid test, see my first paper on the acid treatment of butter 
an 
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If the sample is submitted to the action of polarized light and selenite plate, 
and appears of a uniform green, red, blue, or yellow color, according to the 
sele: used, we have another indication that the substance is pure butter; 
normal butter under these conditions never exhibits prismatic colors. 

Sometimes large crystals of salt cause the appearance of prismatic colors in 
pure butter by refraction. These should be removed. Butterthat has been ex- 

to light until it is bleached, or butter that has been in immediate contact 
or a long time with a substance that absorbs its oil, as when placed in wooden 
tubs, has undergonea chemical change, and should not be considered as normal 
butter. A upana butter when boiled with or without oil will yield large 
crystals of fat by attending to the followingdirections: Place from half an ounce 
to an ounce of butter in a test-tube of sufficient Coy sored holding the tube by 
means of a twisted wire over a spirit-lamp until the er is thoroughly boiled 
for about one minute; then in order to crystallize, let it cool in an atmosphere 
of from to 60° Fahrenheit beh, space of from twelve to twenty-four hours, 
so that ib will crystallize slowly; this will give the best results, Takea portion 
of thiswhen cooled on the point of a pe ife, place it on a glass slide, add to 
it one drop of sweet oil, and with a pin separate the 
enough to be seen with the naked eye. Your Seber on should now makea 
“varnish ring,” within which the butter and oil are to be secured undera glass 
cover, care being taken not to crush the crystals. The “ring” should be ut 
one-tenth of an inch in thickness, and may be made in advance, Subject the 
specimen to polarized light, turn the polarizer until a dark ground is produced, 
and the butter crystal will appe r bright, exhibiting upon its surface a black 
in outline the same as that known as the cross of St. Andrew. 

/hen old butter or butter which has been kept in a warm atmosphere is 
boiled and cooled, a secondary crystallization quickly takes place, of a rosette- 
like form, which arsine f pared from the center of the cross. A very supe- 
rior freshly made butter in fats, which has been er cool previous to boil- 
ing, may be preserved a long time at a temperature of 60° without exhibiting 
the rosette tal. Isend you a slide of butter crystals, some of which may be 
observed in the act of “ budding,” the cauny owher filled with the rosettes which 
have floated off from the st globose forms which show the cross. 
‘These appearances are among the conditions which distinguish pure butter from 
the fats of beef, mutton, and lard. Use a magnifying power of about 100 diame- 
ters for the globose of crystals and a power of about 250 diameters for the small 
rosette-ike ies, which vary greatly in size and might be mistaken by an in- 
experienced observer for the crystals of the fat of in their early stage of de- 
velopment, 


1s, which are large 


4 SECOND METHOD, 


To an ounce of good butter add half an ounce of pure cotton-seed oil, The 
amount of oil elk will depe nd upon the quality of the butter. If the butter is 
naturally of an oily r, less oil ma; used. Ifthe pepiperreng ah 
erly adjusted, the composition, when cold, will be semi-fluid, such as the sample 
Isend you. The second method has this advantage over the first, namely, 

in specimens so prepared the crystals retain their form for a longer period. 


BEEF-FAT. 


Take any porton of beef-fat, render it slowly in an iron pot without water, 
strain it, and set it away to cool. To an ounce of solid fat thus obtained ad 
cotton-seed oil, heat in a test-tube nearly to the point of decom tion, and let 
itcool forabout twenty-four hours at a temperature of about 60° Fahrenheit. Its 
consistency should then be semi-fluid. Mount witha‘ varnish ring.” The crys- 
tals of the fntof beefare very small on first boiling, and should be reboiled and 
cooled several times, In this way the enlarge and become better de- 
fined and appear quite different from the secondary crystals of butter. High 
wers are rhe peig for this fat, say from 450 to 1,000 diameters. The crystals of 
f-fat treated as above and viewed under high powers present a foliated ap- 
Arance, 
D my ordinary methods of mounting, for (emporary use, I dispense with the 
“ying,” taking care to press the covers very gently, especially when mounting 
large crystalsof butter. Beef, mutton, andlard may be eer without damage. 


LARD. 


No reliance can be placed upon the lards of commerce asto their purity. Leaf-- 


lard is now rendered by some firms with a small quantity of soda for the pur- 
pose of dissolving the tissues; by this means an impure lard is produced which 
contains a small amount of soap in which the crystals are notso well defined as 
in lards rendered without the aid of chemicals. 

Lard com: of stearine and cotton-seed oil is also on the market; it may 
contain beef fat, for one of the forms of stearine is a roughly made biproduct of 
the oil of beef fat. A lard thus made will show strongly marked stellar crys- 
tals. To avoid mistakes in rd to the crystallography ofthe fats or plants and 
animals I always render the fats I used in my experiments, noting the stages 
of crystallization through which they in oil solutions. 

Having noted some of the peculiarities of normal butter, the stalline char- 
acter of boiled butter, of lard and oftallow, one isina position to d te be- 
tween pure normal butter and the butter substitutes containing free fats. That 
pure normal butter viewed under polarized light and selenite plate shows no 

rismatic colors, the following experiments demonstrate: Placea n selenite 

tween the polarizer and the analyzer anda plain green color will be observed. 
Then place a mounted slide of normal butter, under the selenite, view in. 
and the same even green color is observed. Now place a small — lard 
or beef-fat oil on the same slide, and with the polarized lightand same green 
selenite the fat will exhibit prismatic colors, showing the contrast between a 
larizing body, such as the semi-solid fats, and a non-polarizing body, like pure 
utter, 
BUITERINE AND OLEOMARGARINE. 


The preceding experiments explain why butterine, which contains solid or 
semi-finid, translucent fats, such as lard and tallow, in combination with un- 
boiled butter, is so easily detected when submitted to the-action of polarized 
light and selenile plate. The crystals of lard orof tallow generally observed in 
great numbers are easily distinguished from the mass of amorphous fats with 
which they are combined. Thisis one of the most important of my tests of 
oleomargarine and butterine. 

Professor H. A. Weber, chemist of the Ohio Experiment Station at Columbus, 
Ohio, who says he has been testing my methods of detecting the butter substi- 
tutes of commerce, reports in bulletin 13 of that station, under date March 1, 
1885, that by the use of my butter tests on a variety of butters procured from those 
on exhibition at the stock show of Chicago, he observed invariably the form of 
the Saint Andrew's cross as Ihave described it; and further, that on submitting 
lard to polarizing light “nothing but the small irregular stellated bodies could 
beseen, in whi cross was entirely wanting. A large numberof slides were 
mounted and examined, butnot a single ‘butter crystal’ could be found.” Pro- 
fessor Weber further states that oleo oil (beef-fat oil) treated in like manner 
gave results, “only small stellate crystals were present. Thus far the 
results and statements of Dr. Taylor were fully corroborated.” He thus ac- 
knowledges the correctness of three of my original experiments, but he fails to 
apply them in practice. According to his report he made fifteen experiments 
in all; of these only the first three have any relation to my methods. The re- 

twelve are on his uniform plan of boiling ale of his combinations 
of butterine at a high temperature. 

Let us review experiment No.4. He says: “A mixture consisting of 90 
cent, butter and 10 per cent. “ oleo oil” (beef-fat oil) was boiled and cooled as 
before. The mounted slides could not be distinguished from the pure butter 
slides." (He means that they showed only the butter cross.) Why should he 


be attained—are at once observed? I 
ust examined a composition of butter and "oleo oil” (beef-fat oil) in the pro- 
rtions given above, The butter was melted at a temperature of 104 

and combined with the beef-fat oil. 


‘ahrenheit, The mounted slide shows no 
butter crystals, while it did exhibit those of beef fat (oleo oil). In this case I 
imitated the methods of those en; in the uction of butterine and oleo- 


nor do 


that of butter, afford an interesting m of my statement to the Com- 
missioner of Sere: (See the annual report for 1885, wherein I aay. that 
any body which is globular, translucent, smooth, and polarizing will show a 
oo . See, also, the annual report of the American Society of Microscopists for 

e same year. 

That which Professor Weber terms a “fat globule" is such a body as I de- 
scribed—* giobular, translucent, smooth, and Sess ere ER, Pegin , because 

i-solid, translucent fats. Had fessor Weber examined such 
globules by plain transmitted light, he would have discovered that they have 
no resemblance to the globose butter crystal, viewed under the same conditions, 
which has a uniform structure uliar to itself. (See figure 2 of the abstract 
of my paper on butter and fats, read before the American Association for the 
Advancement of Science, last Se Tr. 

Tn an riment made as late as the of this month, in the presence of 
Professor Wiley, chief chemist of the Department of Agriculture, and two of 
his assistants, Mr. Ri and Mr. Richards, I demonstrated that a butter- 
ine, made at my request in the laboratory, which contained but 1 per cent. of 
lard to 99 per cent, of pure butter, exhibited, when examined by polarized light 


obliged to limit their treatment of the substances they use to such manipula- 
tions as are consistent with the salability of the product, 


Tam, sir, yours very truly, 
THOMAS TAYLOR, M. D., 
Microseopist United States Department of Agriculture. 

Profeasor E. Lewis STURTEVANT, 

Director New York Agricultural Experiment Station, Genera, N. Y. 
WHO ARE INTERESTED IN THE PASSAGE OF THIS BILL? 

My answer is that sixty millions of consumers are interested in its 
passage; that every farmer and dairyman in the land is interested in 
its passage. In this country there are from five millions to six mill- 
ions of men engaged in raising dairy products. Over 1,000,000,000 of 
pounds of butter are produced annually. According to a table of in- 
formation prepared carefully by Mr. Edward Atkinson, $912,000,000 
of dairy products are annually produced and consumed in the United 
States. These products, as I have before said, need no certificate as to 
their character, and stand to-day threatened with destruction by an 
article which can only come under the same rank and title as forgers, 
thieves, highway robbers, plunderers, and counterfeiters. With 200, 
000,000 pounds of bogus butter secretly crawling on to the tables of 
the people, under a false name, coming into competition with the dairy 
products of the country, is it to be wondered at that a voice is rising 
from every part of the land against the evil which this: bill, in its re- 
sults, may, in a sense, prevent? We have reached the point, Mr. Chair- 
man, where we must determine this simple question. 

SHALL THE DAIRY BUTTER GO? 

Maust it cease to be an article of food among the peoples In this con- 
nection let me read a few extracts from a letter recently received by me 
from the firm of Thompson & Hanod, of Waterloo, Iowa, in my own 
district: 

It has now become a question of life or death to the interests of the sects bg 
if this boges butter is allowed to be sold in future as it has been allowed in the 
pai _ It is going to ruin our dairy interests in the whole country, It is not a 
ocal issue by any means. 

Again: 

In your own State (Iowa) it has been sold during the last winter toa 
amount, in this city of Waterloo there has been quite a large amount of 
this butter sold,and in every insfance it was sold as genuine butter. If this 
bogus butter is sold to such an extent in a dairy State like Iowa, to what an ex- 
tent must it be sold in the Eastern States? Weclaimthis bogus butter has been 
a damage to Iowa dairymen to the amount of over $1,000,000 during the last 
year, 

And again: 2 

On the line of the Illinois Central Railroad there have now nearly one-third 


of the creameries quit running, as this bogus butter can be made so much cheaper 
than the genuine butter can. ‘ 


And still again: 

We made 315,000 pounds of butter in our factory last year, and, owing to this 
bogus butter, we made it at a loss of over $3,000; and we paid the farmers over 
$93,000; and if there is not something done soon we will be obliged to quit mak- 
ing butter and turn our attention to something else. 

On receipt of the letter I telegraphed to a leading citizen and pub- 
lic officer in the city of Waterloo, asking as to the character and stand- 
ing of the firm. ‘The wires brought a quick response that the parties 
were ‘‘honest but em ;’?? and sois every dairyman in this 
country embarrassed by this product, and they form the smallest part 
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of the people that should appeal to us in this connection, because the | Exports of butter and cheese—Quantities and values, &c.—Continued. 
dairyman furnishes a market at the farmer’s very door for the sale of |} — = SEE 
the products of the cow, and when you strike down the dairyman you 


| Exports of— 
Me Ateneo ated pag partie coe the e ei peira Depertio | Total but- 
X inson states, as I ga m the i ent, o u 
that there were produced and consumed in this country in 1884 of dairy | Yee cnded— Baer oa: be 
products, $912,000,000; of bread, $450,000,000; vegetables, $360,500,- LAr Se a SS ee 
000; of sugar and sirup, $352,000,000; tea and coffee, $185,000,000; Quantities.| Values, | Quantities. | Values. | Values. 
fruit, green and dry, $113,000,000; eggs, $91,250,000; cotton, $300,- ie Ss Fa nah Er Br Sa ay gg 
000,000; pig-iron, $85,000,000; wool, $64,000,000; silver product, $40,- | rise Pap 367 on oon a7 KE . Mars, 
000,000. It will thus be seen that dairy products exceed three times x| 2 071, 873 "745 | 51,097,203 | 7,010, 
the cotton produced in the country, and were more than the combined 1, 324, 332 484,094 | 39,960,367 | 6, 437, 
consumption of tea, coffee, wool, cotton, pig-iron, and the silver pro- | Pons Po oa ob 07 rey 
duced, all taken together, by $34,000,000. Here is an industry that “| 7,746,261 | 1,498,812 | 66,204,025 | 7,752 
invites guarding and protecting, if wisdom should be the rule, when -| 4,518, 844 952,919 | 80,366,540 | 10, 498, 
internal-revenue laws are enacted by this body. : E gon ent T oe 908 Bagera is oe, 
I submit herewith a statement of the exports of butter and cheese | 4 644,894 | 1,109,496 | _ 97,676,264 | 12, 270, 
from 1821 to 1886: -| 21,527,242 | 4,424,616 | 107,364,666 | 12,700, 
nae -| 21, 837,117 | 3,931,822 | 123,783,736 | 14, 103, 
Exports of butter and cheese—Quantities and values of butter and cheese of .| $8,248,016 | 5,421,205 | 141, 654,474 | 12,579, 
domestic production exported from the United States from 1821 to 1886, lat ea ene S salons ed | ae ae 
inclusive. | 1701303 | 2,804,570 | 127,989,782 | 14, 058, 
à 290, 665 467 | 11, 
» Exports of— 5 2027 S74 3750771 112) 800! 573 11663, 
.| 21,683,148 | 3,643,646 | 111,992,990 | 10, 444, 
Total but- 15,765, 348 | 2,492,255 | 71, 344,255 | 6, 090, 
Year ended— Butter. Cheese. ter and 
= cheese. * Nine months ending March 31, 1886. 
z wae | Itwill be seen that the value of butter per pound in 1881 was 19 
Quantities. | Values.” | Quantities. | Values* | ‘Valuen* | cents very nearly 20 cents; in 1862, 19 cents; in 1683, 18 centa; in 


Pounds. | Dollars. Dollars. |1884, 18 ċents; in 1885, 17 cents; in 1886, 15 cents per pound. It 
«| 1,069,024 |... 766, 431 190, 287 | is evident, therefore, that under the influence of the competition from 
seinen a aaua soa rae a product which it has been proved again and again can be man- 
1,386, 232 |.. 993, 158 204.205 | ufactured at from 6 to7 cents per pound the price of butter must come 
1, 442, 197 1, 230, 104 247,787 | down until it will be compelled to retire from the field of industry. 
Tuas 400 UT ist ao | It not only is affecting the price of butter, but it is affecting the value 
1,184,329 |.. 688, 548 176,354 | Of milch cows. I submit herewith a statement showing the number 
sa “ esa “ en and value of milch cows from 1880 to 1885: 
y ct a 7 
1,728, 212 1,131, 817 364,795 | Number and value of milch cows in the United States for cach year from 
TIA Soa Tag oon aon ane 1880 to 1885, inclusive. 
1, 084, 960 |... 819, 567 |.. 1 ` 
cot en mh $87 000 | let ao [From the annual reports of the Department of Agriculture.] 
S1 939 rites) 96, 
495, 108 664, 660 
424, 609 |.. 519, 017 |... 
«| 1,177, 639 |.. 723,217 |... 
3,785, 993 |.. 1,748, 471 |... 
2,055,133 |.. 2, 456, 607 |... 
ù 247 |.. 144 |... 
| Sot ass |: Tasi | 
3, 587, 489 7, 941, 187 
3, 426, 660 8, 675, 390 pps eee ee ee 
4, 214, 433 15, 637, 600 Treasury DEPARTMENT, BUREAU oF STATISTICS, May 20, 1886, 
2,751, 086 12, 913, 805 3 p à 
.| 8,406, 242 |.. 17, 433, 682 Put your pencil to the figures above given and you will see that cows 
SoM Te b were worth gee ty head (nearly $32) in 1883; $29 per head (nearly 
EET $30) in 1884, and $27 per head in 1885; so that cows are worth $4.50 
2, 658, 911 less in 1885 than in 1883. The loss to the farmers in this country in 
SUSS nyaa two years was $64,059,246. It isclaimed by those representing the 
3 ior at 887,705 |. agricultural interests and who have made a careful study of the condi- 
3, 141, 592 647, 423 tion of things this year that the value of cows has fallenoff more rap- 
Soe ey a idly than in 1885, until the total loss per head is now $10. Apply this 
+ eae aia 1,565, 630 |.. to the total number of cows now in the United States, which must be 
15, 531, 381 3, 821, 631 nearly 15,000,000 and you have a total loss to the farming interest of the 
Peite $ ae sot country of $150,000,000. In order that there may be a more complete 
30: 808 as 5. 638, 007 appreciation of the growth of bogus butter I submit herewith a state- 
«| 21,559, 892- 11,697,746 |.. ment made to me by the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics showing the 
serseeeeseeeneeeerss| 3, 806, 835 6, 036, 828 |..... = | amount of imitation butter ae theoil exported from the United States 
“J Value of butter and cheese not separately stated from 1821 to 1854, | Since 1876. A study of these figures will be interesting as showing the 
Mine wach area err if me j growth of this dangerous business: 


Quantities and values of domestic oleomargarine exported from the United States during the ten years ending June 30, 1885, and the nine months 
ending March 31, 1886. i 


Oleomargarine. 
Periods. 
` Imitation butter. | The oil. | Total, 
Pounds. Dollars. | Pounds. Dollars. Pounds, | Dollars, 

(a a a a i} 70, 483 

a a a a b) 595, 335 

a a a a 1, 698, 401 203, 280 

a a a a 12,687,318 | 1, 394, 068 

a a a a 9,960,063 | 2,599, 025 

a a a a 26, 427,676 | 3,815,560 
2,157,446 | 312,854 | 19,714,338 | 2,703,308 | 21,871,784 | 3,016,162 
1,950,301 | 271, 29,031,064 | 4,273,220 | 30,981, 4,544, 919 
1,537,682 | 171,119 | 37,785,159 | 4,671,243 | 39,322, 4, 342, 362 
761, 938 37,120,217 | 4,358,853 882,155 | 4,451, 632 
362,545 39,435 | 19,615,286 | 2,181,964 | 19,977,831 | 2,221, 399 


a Not separately stated. bNot stated, cButterine. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, May 20, 1896, 


- 


WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Bureau. 


1886. 


To sum up in this connection it may be safely set down that unless 
something be speedily done: 

First. The value of the milch cows will fall so low that they will cease 
to be considered as milch cows and only be raised for the butcher. 

Second. Butter made from milch cows will be compelled to retire 
wholly from the field of competition and bogus buttermust become the 
sole reliance of the people. = . 

Third. Since many States, like my own State of Iowa, have practi- 
cally abandoned the raising of wheat and have turned their attention 
to raising cows, &c., their lands being less valuable than years ago for 
wheat raising, and now rendered valueless as a milk and cheese pro- 
ducing field, must continue to be less valuable, until millions of dol- 
Jars will thus be lost to the farmers of the great West. : 

Fourth, The food that has been onthe table of man from the earliest 
period of history, sacred and profane, must surrender to a villainous 
compound and fraud. 

WHO OPPOSE 

the passage of this bill? I hold in my hand am immense bundle of 
resolutions, passed by boards of trade and boards of produce exch 
in different large cities of the United States, and which are now flood- 
ing Washington, to try and prevent the of this bill. From no 
other quarter does the opposition come, unless I include the great cat- 
tle-kings of the far West, who think they see in a manufacture which 
will use every part of their animals shipped, whether dead or alive, a 

rospect of increased valuation to their productions. What have these 
hours of trade to do with this matter? They are simply middlemen. 
They transact business for the people around them and charge a com- 
mission for handling. : 

What is this question to them unless forsooth they want another arti- 
cle upon the boards for stock-gambling purposes? We know that these 
corner-makers and speculators are the ones who are fighting us in this 
contest. I clip from the Saint Paul Despatch of May 19, 1886, an ar- 
ticle which shows that the board of trade in that city, a bright and glo- 
rious exception, voted down aresolution asking Congress to defeat this 
bill. But in the Despatch occurred the following which is significant. 
Speaking of the board of trade and the discussion of the resolution— 

Mr. Oliver Armonr's agent spoke in favor of butterine, saying that their fac- 
tory was always open to inspection and that nothing but the pure leaf-lard and 
tallow were mixed with the best creamery butter. Mr, Marvin was willing to 
except Mr. Armour's establishment, bnt wanted to know about the other ninety- 
one establishments, After considerable more discussion, and finally upon being 
phy pce the resolution requesting a tax of 10 cents was adopted by a vote 

The Despatch lets the catont of the bag. It seems that Mr. Armour, 
the largest bogus-butter manufacturer in the United States, a man of 
great brain power and tremendous intellectual activity, a man who has 
amassed his millions through his energy and skill, and who already holds 
in his grasp, practically, two of the immense boards of trade of this 
country, has his agents going about the country, from board of trade to 
board of trade and from produce exchange to produce exchange, to get 
through these resolutions, to try'to affect the action of the American 
Congress, It remains to be seen whether this power shall obtain with 
Congress instead of that great, silent, industrial force that lies back and 
beyond, waiting, quietly waiting, forour verdict upon this question. 

But we are told that the States have ample power in this connection. 

. True it is that they have great power. ‘True it is that the State is only 
limited by the language of the Constitution, while the United States 
has only such powers as are ted by the Constitution and those in- 
cident to the grant. But it is also true that so peculiar is our form of 
government that it is impossible to reach this question by State action 
alone. This needs no argument. Every thoughtful man knows the 
reason, and since twenty-one States through their Legislatures have 
acted upon it, and are still pressing Congress for national legislation, 
it is evident that State legislation does not reach the root of this great 
evil. Yes, the States are at work, The civilized world is at work to 

ut 
P THE BRAND OF CAIN 
upon this infamous counterfeit. In this connection I submit a state- 
ment prepared by the Commissioner of Agriculture which is full of 
interest in connection with this discussion: 


IMITATIONS OF BUTTER—THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE REPORTS ON THE 
SUBJECT, 


Laws for the regulation of the manufacture and sale of bogus butter have been 
enacted in many States—These laws are regulative and prohibitory—The law 
enacted in New York declared unconstitutional—Most European countries 


have adopted regulative laws. 
[Special.] 
WAsHINGTOX, D. C., May 18, 


The De: ent of Agriculture has been gathering some facts with reference 
to butter imitations. They are of special interest just now in view of the legis- 
lation asked of Congress by the dairymen. The report says: 

“The laws for the protection of consumers against the purchase as butter or 
cheese of spurious or adulterated articles called by these names may be divided 
into two general classes, namely: 

“First. lative laws or those which require that such spurious or adul- 
terated articles shall be sold only for what they really are, and to secure this 
end provide regulations as to marking, labeling, or otherwise giving public 
notice ofthe true charaeter of the article sold, 

“Second. Prohibitory laws or those which forbid the manufacture of such 
spurious or adulterated articles or the offer of such icles for sale, 

“The earliest laws were of the former class, but a number of the more recent 
ones are of the latter. Regulative laws are in force in the District of Columbia 
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and the following States: New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Ovn» 
necticut, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Georgia, West Virginia, Indiana, 
Iowa, Nebraska, Nevada, and California, Prohibitory laws are in force in 
Maine, New York, Pennsylvanía, Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, while 
Ohio has a law of the same class, but with an important limitation. 

“Tt appears that a fair Lae peas of this local legislation has been within a 
recent period, Connecticut, New Jersey, and Iowa having ‘regulative 
anti-butterine’ laws within the last two months. The main features of these 
laws are substantially the same, the difference being in the details for ca: ing 
them into practical operation. Some of the States have legislated only with an 
eye to imitation este products, while others have covered the whole subject of 
food adulteration. The tendency to advance from regulative to prohibitory 
laws makes the States in which the latter have been enacted of more impor- 
tance, as it is claimed by the butterine eee that the proposed tax of 10 cents 
per pound would amount to practical beer bition. 

“The New York law is the most elaborate and it is quoted in full. The legal 
status of this enactment is thus stated. Section 6 of the law is as follows: 

“t No person shall manufacture out ofany Yip bowed oneng a e ieee sy | 
or any compound of the same other than that produced from unadultera! 
milk or of cream from the same, any article désigned to take the place of butter 
or cheese produced from pure, unadulterated milk or cream of the same, or 
shall sell or offer for sale the same as an article of food. This provision shall 
not apply to pure skim-milk cheese made from pure skim milk. ver vio- 
lates the provisions of this section shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and be pun- 
ished by a fine of not leas than $100 nor more than $500, or not less than six 
months’ or more than one year's imprisonment, or both such fine and imprison- 
meet for the first offense, and by imprisonment for one year for each subsequent 
offense. 

“A m accused of violating the provisions of section 6 having been con- 
victed of that offense in the court of general ns of the city and county of 
New York, and the conviction having, on appeal to the general term of the su- 
preme court in the first department, been affirmed by that tribunal, the case was 
carried to the court of appeals, The case was one in which it was not Ered g 
that the defendant had sold oleomargarine as butter. His offense cons: in 
selling an article designed to take the place of butter and not made from pure 
milk or cream. The court (Judge Rappalo giving the opinion) held that the 
prohibitory clause of the act was so broad as to covera case in which there was 
no simulation of butter or cheese, no attempt at fraud, and no complaint that 
the articles manufactured or sold were unwholesome, This was held to be an 
infraction of the constitutional right of every citizen to the free use of his facul- 
ties in any pursuit not prejudicial to the public welfare. In conclusion, it was 
declared that the judgment of the general term and of the court of sessions 
should be reversed. 

“This decision would leave in full force the regulative laws of 1882, requiring 
spurious butter and cheese to be sold under tlfeir true names,and prescribing 
certain marks, brands, &c., to apprise the purchaser of their character, The 
Legislature, however, has since re-enacted the prohibitory provisions, the vote 
to that effect being unanimous in one House and with only one dissenting 
voice in the other. 

* In Ohio the prohibition does not appl to the manufacture and sale of oleo- 


margarine when manufactured from beef-suet and milk. Ita that the 
subject is causing agitation in other countries than the United tes. The de- 
crease in the profits of British and Irish dairying and the la amounts of 


butterine, oleomargarine, &c., imported from Holland and elsewhere, and sold 
as dairy butter, have paved the way,in acco ce with the laws of a large 
number of the American States, for the introduction into the House of Com- 
mons of a bill to ‘regulate the importation, manufacture, and sale of butter sub- 
stitutes.’ It defines butter as ‘such article produced from unadulterated milk 
or cream, unmixed with any other fatty or oleaginous substance whatever,’ and 
margarine or oleomargarine as ‘any imitation of butter whatsoever,or any 
compound of butter and animal or vegetable oil. Any tub or firkin contain- 
ing imitation butter shall haye ‘Margarine’ or ‘Oleomargarine’ stamped or 
branded upon it in letters at least an inch in length. 

The penalty for the first offense against this section is a fine not exceeding £20; 
for a second a month’s imprisonment or £50, and any subsequent offense six 
months’ eet ahaa Wy pe Retail dealers are required to inform every purchaser 
that the article sold is margarine, under penalty of £10, Forthe better carryi 
of the bill into successful operation it is proposed to give one-half the amount 
any fine to the informer by whose evidence conviction is obtained, Other coun- 
tries are summarized as follows: 

“Austria. There is no law to preven’ the importation of spurious butter, but 
its sale is regulated by the sanitary officers of the different municipalities. If 
any butters containing a deleterious mixture are sold they must be given their 
true name and quality and not be sold as butter, otherwise the goods may be 
confiscated and the venders punished with fine and imprisonment. 

“Belgium. There is no general law in relation to the matter. It is the sub- 
ject of municipal regulation. An Cory meg] of the communal council of Brus- 
sels provides that a person selling artificial butter the color and shape of which 
resemble those of real butter shall eer a place Maned to him by the com- 
munal administration, and his stall shall bear in distinct characters the sign 
‘artificial butter.’ 

“Denmark. The only law bearing directly upon the subject is one providing 
that artificial butter shall be packed in vessels differently ioned from those 
known as butter barrels or kegs, under specific rules prescribed by the minister 
of the interior, and shall be marked with the word ‘Margarine.’ Violations of 
this law are punishable by a fine of 200 to 2,000 kroner ($53.60 to $536), and by the 
confiscation of the articles, of which one-half the value goes to the reporter of 
the offense in case he demands it. Still another check on the sale of counter- 
feit butter is supplied by the control over all food products vested in the health 
commissioners of the different towns, which, in concert with the police, exer- 
cise their authority under regulations sanctioned for each town by the ministry 
of the interior. A medical man is usually attached to these commissions, and 
they are authorized to call in experts in case of need to assist them in their in- 


Vano 

“France. A bill for the suppression of frauds in the sale of butter was intro- 
duced in the French Chamber of Deputies August 14, 1884, by M. Jules Meline, 
minister of culture; but it does not appear from information at hand that 
the measure become alaw. It requires the vender of artificial butter, or of 
butter mixed with margarine or other fats, to make Known the true character 
of the article by means of a label placed on the article itself or on the barrel or 
other package containing it. It must also be correctly described in the invoice 
and way-bill of bill of lading agian me ing 3 consignments of it. The neglect 
of these requirements is made punishable by a fine of 11 to 16 francs and by 
imprisonment not exceeding five days. Article 2 punishes with imprisonment 
from six days to a month, and with a fine of 100 to 2,000 francs, any one who by 
false declarations on the invoice, freight-office ticket, or bill of lading shall have 
deceived or attempted to deceive the purchaser. 

“Article 3 imposes the maximum penalty on any one convicted within a year 
after a former conviction, Article 4 Tonos for the confiscation of the counter- 
feit or adulterated article when found in the possession of the person offering it 
forsale, It also empowers the judge to order the publication and posting up of 
the judgment of confiscation, and makes the same obligatory in case of a second 


offense. 
Mei ae E The Mark Lane Express of November 9, 1885, contains the fol- 
lowing: ‘The question of butter manufacture has lately been very much diz- 
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Germany, especially in the province of ‘Holstein, where a 
i! useof oil or any oi pane ns 
milk or cream, in 


making may either be sold cheaply 
or offered in the market at an unusually low rate. These conditions do not ap- 


to or f 
Ply $ tzerland. The anne eee following in regard to Switzerland: 
‘Efforts are made in itzerland for the suppression of oleomargarine. 
The council has decided that inquiries should be made into the subject, and 
should it be found that oleomargarine has become a regular article of commerce 
a tariff of duties to check its sale will be issued.’ 

“Italy. There has not been any restriction placed upon the importation of ar- 
tificial butter, and no ial laws or en iamesnar) have been made concerning its 
manufacture ar sale. ere are very rigorous general laws concerning the sale 
of adulterated or unwholesome food. 

*“ Netherlands. The importation, manufacture, or sale of artificial butter is not 


prohibited or in any manner by law. i 

“ Portugal, There are no legal restrictions upon the production or sale of! ar- 
tificial butters. ‘De Mourier’s oleomargarine’ is subject, on importation, to the 
same rate of duty as natural butter, namely, 16.2 cents per kilogram, A ques- 
tion arising as to another substance presented at the custom-house and found 
to be pure margarine, intended for use in the manufacture of artificial butter, it 
was subjected, by a decree dated February 14, 1884, to a duty of 5.4 cents per 


“Russia. There are no restrictions upon the importation, but, in fact, none is 
imported. Artificial butter is manufactured quite extensively,and there is no 
law to protect or regulate its sale. It may be sold as nine butter without 
posly, peers it does not contain any ingredients w. are detrimental to 

e pu lic health.” 


The foregoing will show the extent to which the world has become 
aroused to this great evil. Let the nation that leads in all else not be 
behind in this great movement. Let no false sentimentality stop us 
from the vigorous exercise of a power complete and far-reaching for a 
good much desired. Let not the boards of trade, boards of produce 
exchange, and the artifice of all the speculative centers of the country 
intimidate us from our duty. I do not believe that money can be piled 
up high enough about this great building to draw us from our duty to 
the nation, to consumers and producers, to the tables and homes of the 
land, and to that pas agriculture-producing class which, like a pure 
fountain, constantly adds fresh brain power and purity to the wealthier 
and professional elements of the nation. 

THE FARMER 

does not often come into our presence demanding protection, but he is 
here now and in earnest. In whatever way we st en him we add 
prosperity to every business pursuit in the land. owner of the 
soil is a stockholder in the Republic. As you strengthen, enrich, and 
protect that element you do add blessings to all the people. Let Con- 
gress here and now doits whole duty by those honest, generous, modest 
tillers of the soil, whose sinewy arms, ra hands, and honest hearts 
are impregnable fortresses of safety to the nation. If what has been 
said does not remove the scruples of those en constitutional 
objection or fears as to its constitutionality, let me remind you of the 
language of an honorable Representative from Connecticut on this floor 
in the last Congress. When the great floods that swept Ohio shocked 
the nation by the disasters that followed, Congress was appealed to for 
aid in that great calamity. We did not fail to respond. 

The old gray-headed representative from Connecticut rose to his feet. 
He far exceeded the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from 
Georgia in his careful guarding of the Constitution. His words in sub- 
stance were these: ‘‘ While I do not see the right in the Constitution 
to pass this law granting this aid to the flood sufferers, still I interpose 
no objection to the bill, and bow to its passage in the presence of suffer- 
ing humanity.” i 

t the same generous spirit be quickened in the heart of every law- 
maker here to-day, and in the presence of what seems to be the certain 
downfall of one of the greatest industries of the country, entailing pov- 
erty, misery, and sorrow as it must, let no delicate scruples prevent 
you from a vigorous and manly action touching this great measure. 


Mr. BEAC. Mr. Chairman, there are, in my opinion, but two 
grounds upon which legislation on the subject-matter, of this bill can 
be justified. First, that oleomargarine or butterine, or artificial but- 


ter, as I prefer to call it, is deleterious to the public health. Second, 
that in its sale the people are deceived and defrauded. 

I wish to consider these two propositions in the order in which I have 
named them. 

Is artificial butter deleterious to the public health? If we are to be- 
lieve the testimony of the expert chemists who have investigated the 
subject it isnot. The matter has been made the subject of Congres- 
sional, State, and municipal investigation. A oe was had a few 
years since before the Ways and Means Committee of this House, at 
which were read the eertificates of many of the ablest chemists in the 
country. Among them were Professor Ch. F. Chandler, of New York; 


Professor F. Baker, of the University of Pennsylvania; Pro- 
fessor 8. W. Jo , of the Sheffield Scientific School of Yale College, 


and Professor C. C. Caldwell, of the Cornell University. They all tes- 
tified unequivocally that the artificial butter submitted to them re- 
spectively for analysis was ‘‘a wholesome article of food.” 

It must be remembered, however, that these opinions were given 
several years since and were based upon selected specimens submitted 
at that time for analysis. 

It must also be remembered that a compound of which the separate 
ingredients are chemically harmless will often, when taken into the 
human system, prove very dangerous not only to health but life itself. 


The chemist tells us that the oil of orange and the oil of savin are chem- 
ically precisely alike, but are widely different in their effects on the 
human e—the one being an innocent and ble flavoring sub- 
stance, while the other is a most us poison. We should not, 
therefore, put too much confidence in the opinion of the chemists. 

When the invention of Mege was new the manufacture was confined 
to suet taken from fresh-killed beeves. As the possibilities of the in- 
dustry increased it was found that the inventive genius of man kept 
pace with his cupidity, so that to-day the fat of hogs and other ani- 
mals is utilized in the manufacture of artificial butter. And here is 
where the danger issaid to begin. The lard of the hog, under the name 
of ‘‘neutral,’’ is freely used, and when we consider the extent to which 
that animal is subject to parasites, and the ease with which they are 
communicated to the human system by ing of its flesh, and the 
further fact that these parasites require for their destruction a boiling 
temperature of twice that given them in th¢ oleomargarine factories, 
we can readily speculate as to how the use of artifical butter may be 
the means of injuring health and destroying life. 

But speculation is one thing and fact another. In the absence of 
any well-authenticated case of injury to health or loss of life from the 
use of artificial butter, althongh millions of peas have been con- 
sumed, it would, in my opinion, be unsafe to legislate on the subject 
upon the ground that we were going to protect the public health. I 
think the sooner we abandon that position the better. It is not tena- 
ble. The weight of fact and opinion is against it. 

But admitting that artificial butter is deleterious to health, it would 
farnish no reason for taxing it or regulating its sale. Our duty then 
would be to suppress it wholly by proper legislation. 

If we are going to legislate upon the subject, let us take a position 
upon which we can stand and from which we can not be driven. Such 
a position will be found in the proposition that the people are deceived 
and defrauded in the sale of the spurious article. 

How are they deceived? In order to make myself plain upon thir 
point let me call attention to the composition of the two articles. Buttes 
is an article which has been known from the very earliest period of 
which history furnishes an account. In Genesis we read of Abraham 
entertaining his visitors under a tree on the plains of Mamre with a 
fresh-killed calf and with butter and milk, In Judges we are told how 
Jael, the murderer of Sisera, ‘‘ brought forth the butter in a lordly 
dish;’’ and Solomon tells us how it was made, for he says: 


‘Surely the churning of milk bringeth forth butter. 


From the time of Abraham down to about the year 1870 butter was 
known as an article of food produced from the milk of the cow. The 
substance thus ptoduced has therefore a good title by prescription to 
the name of ‘‘ butter.” 

In 1869, a Frenchman by the name of Mége patented an inven- 
tion for making an artificial butter,which became known as ‘‘oleo- 
margarine.’’? His process was to take fresh beef suet, brought directly 
from the slaughter-house. It was thoroughly washed, rendered very 
carefully, strained to remove a portion of the hard stearine, and then 
churned with milk to convert into artificial butter. The product was 
salted, and colored with annotto. 

In making the oleo ine and butterine of to-day a very wide de- 
parture has been taken from the simple method pursued by the in- 
ventor. It is ‘now manufactured largely out of hog-lard and cotton- 
seed oil, and compounded with a score or more of articles to cheapen 
its production and assimilate it in appearance and taste to natural but- 
ter. 

As the finished product is turned out of the factory it resembles nat- 
ural butter in color, texture, and flavor. So close is the resemblance 
itis impossible to tell which is the genuine article and which the coun- 
terfeit. The four senses which God has given us for the pu are 
completely balked. Touch fails us. Smell fails us. ‘Taste fails us. 
Sight fails us. Fingers, nose, tongue, and eyes are useless, Nothing 
short of a microscopical investigation or a chemical analysis can differ- 
entiate the two articles. 

Now, let us look for a moment at the two articles when they come 
in competition in the open market. I have before me a circular just 
issued by a manufacturer of artificial butter in my own State of New 
York, in which he advertises his ‘‘ New Spring Butterine’’ at 13 cents 
per pound. ‘The other day I received a letter from a New York retail 
grocer in which he said he was paying 30 cents a pound for Western 
creamery butter and was selling it over the counter for 35 cents. On 
the same block with him there was another grocer who dealt in but- 
terine. He bought it for 13 cents a pound and sold it as butter for 25 
cents. Now mark the consequences. My correspondent, who is too 
honest to deal in the spurious article, makes but 5 cents a pound on 
genuine butter, while his neighbor makes 12 cents a pound on the 
counterfeit article. And not only this, but the dishonest dealer, by 
reason of selling 5`cents a pound cheaper, has robbed the honest dealer 
of nearly all his trade. The honest trader makes only 16 per cent. 
profit, while the dishonest one makes 100 per cent. 

Now, in this kind of some one is cheated. The man who 
is getting a profit of 100 per cent. is getting rhore than he is entitled 
to under the fair and usual profits of business; and those who pay the 
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excessive profits—the people, the t being cheated. 
Why are they cheated? Because E shink Shey axe OAD 
butter, the market price of which is well known; whereas, in fact, 
they are getting a counterfeit article. If butterine was sold for its 
actual value—say 15 cents a pound—the suspicion of the buyer would 
at once be aroused. Hence, the price is raised to assist in the decep- 
tion. 

The most unfortunate part of the whole business is, the poor man 
is the one who is robbed out of his hard-earned wages. The rich buy 
the superior grades of butter and are seldom deceived. 

I think I have said enough to show that the sale of artificial butter 
is subject to great fraud and deception. The deception is of a char- 
acter which can not be detected by any of the ordinary means furnished 
man to distinguish a genuine from a counterfeit article. 

The question then arises, can legislation be invoked to protect the 
penie from the frauds practiced upon them? When I say legislation, 

refer to legislation by the States. At this stage of my argument I 
do not want to complicate the matter by of Federal legisla- 
tion. Can the States legislate upon the subject, and, if so, in what 
manner and to what extent? 

Many of the States have already claimed the right and exercised it. 
In some, laws to su in others, laws to regulate the manufacture 
and sale of artificial butter, have been pai 

In the State of New York, which I have the honor to represent in 
part on this floor, after several years of ineffectual efforts to regulate 
the sale by a system of labeling and branding, a law ee pro- 
hibiting both the manufacture and sale. This law was d by the 
highest court in the State, the court of appeals, to be unconstitutional. 
I have a very high respect for the opinion of that court, and I believe 
its judgment sound on this question. Ido not think we can annihi- 
a the manufacture or sale; but I do think we can and should regu- 

it. 

We have laws to regulate weights and measures, and no one ever ques- 
tioned the right to make such laws. The underlying principle is that 
the people should not be cheated by false weights or false measures. 
you go into a store and buy a yard of cloth, the merchant in measuring 
it off must use a stick of the standard length; if you buy 14 pounds of 
sugar, the weights by which it is weighed must be in accordance with 
the standard. The law prescribes a certain standard, and proper officers 
are elected to test all weights and measures from time to time to see 
that they are up to thestandard. The ground upon which the law 
ceeds is that it is impossible for the buyer to detect at sight a 
weight or a false measure. Hence it steps in to prevent fraud and de- 
ception. Ifitis within the province of legislation to guard against false 
des 4 and false measures, why is it not also to guard against false 

utter? 

Again, it has always been considered a legislative fanction, both in 
this country and in foreign nations, to regulate py perone aen the sale 
of adulterated food and The object of such laws is not solely 
the protection of the public health, but the prevention of frand. 
the adulterated articles were injurious to health they would be wholly 
suppressed. But the laws are made to insure honesty between seller 
and buyer. ‘Take, for instance, the adulteration of coffee with chicory. 
Chicory is harmless and thought by some to improve the flavor of cof- 
fee. But chicory being a cheaper article than coffee it is a fraud upon 
the buyer to mix the two articles and sell the compound for the higher- 
priced article. And so with milk. No one would claim that the ad- 
dition of water would make it dangerous to health. And yet the law 
cpa; Rae HENS EOE | Laing angen ree" ing of it. In buying 
a gallon of milk you should not be cheated by paying for 3 quarts of 
milk worth 30 cents and 1 quart of water worth nothing. 

I might go on and cite an almost endless number of similar illustra- 
tions, but it is not necessary. all tend to show that the law can 
lay its hands on any article which is susceptible of adulteration and 
Aa ia sale, to the end that the people shall not be deceived and 
d 

The debasement of a superior article by mixing with it an inferior 
and cheaper article is a great moral wrong, conceived in greed and 
executed in fraud; and itis idle to say that matter can not be con- 
trolled by legislation. 

It will be conceded by this time that the States have the right to 
regulate the manufacture and sale of artificial butter. This much is 
admitted by the manufacturers themselves. I hold in my hand a cir- 
cular issued under date of May 19, 1886, si by Armour & Co. and 
our other large manufacturers, in which I find the following language: 


pad sk papi rdre industry in fayor e sa oid paio 
To like effect are all the numerous protests with which our mails have 
been flooded during the last month. These protests purport to come 
from different boards of trade, commercial exchanges, and industrial 
oop th i ea 
and the iden o; eir common in, whi 
is, no doubt, the m pa a n and butterine manufacturers. 
protests, while denying the right hibitory legislation, ex- 
pressly admit the right to regulate. gip on, 


The next question is, how are the States to regulate the matter? 
They have already tried to do it, but with indifferent success. I can 
not speak with certainty as toany Stateexcept my own, In New York 
we passed a law at a very early period requiring the manufacturer and 
the seller to stamp, brand, or mark the tubs, firkins, or packages with 
the word ‘‘oleomargarine.’’ 

In 1880 the law was made more stringent, and in 1882 the evil had 
become so great that in the session of that year the Legislature passed 
no less than four bills upon the subject. e of them prohibited the 
coloring of oleomargarine with annotto or any other substance in imi- 
tation of butter; while another forbade the keepers of hotels, restau- 
rants, and boarding-houses from serving it as food or using it in cook- 
ing. And still in the face ofall this legislation the evil grewand became 
almost unbearable. In thesummer of 1884a legislative committee was 
appointed which made a thorough and exhaustive examination of the 
whole subject and reported back that all measures to regulate it were 
utterly impotent, and thereupon the Legislature passed a bill absolutely 
forbidding the manufacture or sale of the article. As I have already 
said, the court of appeals subsequently declared this law to be uncon- 
stitutional. 

Mr. Chairman, the great difficulty in regulating the sale of “‘ artifi- 
cial butter ” arises from the large area over which it is distributed. We 
can control it in the hands of the manufacturer and the middleman, 
but when it gets to the store of the retailer it is impossible by any sys- 
tem of branding or labeling to prevent its fraudulent sale. Such has 
been the ce inallthe States. The gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
HAMMOND] stated last evening that a law in his State requiring the 
article to be branded had put an end to all trade init. But I fear he 
is uninformed upon the true condition of mattergin hisState. Besides, * 
no amount of branding will protect theactualconsumer. The keepers 
of hotels, restaurants, and boarding houses will continue to buy it and 
serve it up to their guests. If it was not for this demand the trade 
would diminish very materially. ; 

Another serious drawback to all State legislation is the facility with 


If | which oleomargarine can be manufactured in one State and introduced 


into another. To prevent this requires Federal legislation. 

All attempts to regulate the sale of artificial butter by State laws 
having proved a failure, the people have turned their eyes to Congress. 

During the last Congress several bills were introduced upon the sub- 
ject, but nothing came of them. In this Congress some of the bills in- 
troduced went to the Committee on the Judiciary, some to Commerce, 
and some to Agriculture. On the 8th of March last Mr. SCOTT, of Penn- 
sylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 6570) entitled ‘‘A bill to prevent the 
illegal sale of all imitations of dairy products, and for other purposes.” 
This bill had received the indorsement of the American Agricultural 
and Dairy Association. By special order of the House it was sent to 
the Committeeon Agriculture. Thatcommittee reported back,through 
Mr. HATCH, its chairman, a substitute (H. R. 8328), which is the bill 
now under consideration. Like most of the bills introduced in this 


If | House, it is loaded down with unnecessary words. To geta summary 


of its provisions I propose to strip it of its verbiage. 
Section 1 defines what is commonly known as ‘‘ butter.” 
Section 2 defines all substances made in imitation of butter as ‘‘ oleo- 
e. 

Section 3 imposes a special tax upon all dealers in oleomargarine-as 
follows: Man $600; wholesale merchants, $480; retailers, 
$48. It also subjects oleomargarine to certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes, the object of which is to bring it under the control of the in- 
ternal-revenue laws. 

Section 4. For non-payment of inl tax fines are imposed as fol- 
lows: Man’ from $1,000 to $5,000; wholesalers, from $500 to 
$2,000; retailers, from $50 to $500. 

Section 5 requires manufacturers to file bonds, keep books, put up 
signs, and conduct their business under the surveillance of the officers 
and agents of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Section 6. Manufacturers must oleo: ine in new fir 
tubs, or other wooden to contain at least 10 and to 
be branded as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue prescribe. 
All sales to be made in original stamped packages. Retail dealers 
must sell from original and must put what they sell in suit- 
able wooden packages, which shall be marked as the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue may direct. A violation of these provisions subjects 
the offender to fine and imprisonment. 

Section 7 requires manufacturer to label the packages witha printed 
notice that be has complied with the law, and cautioning all persons 
against a reuse of the package or removal of the stamp without can- 
celing it. Neglect to affix the label or its removal without canceling 

i by a fine of $50. 

Section 8 taxes all oleo ine 10 cents a pound, and applies the 
laws regulating the stamps on tobacco and snuff. 2 

Section 9. Where a manufacturer removes goods without paying the 
tax the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall have power to esti- 
Section 1 shes ber ol shall rnal 

0. i pay an internal-revenue 
Mge ry posh pec airgap geek fa 
rine not put up in packages or stamped as required, are subject to 
and imprisonment. : 


nn LLL 
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Section 11. Every person who purchases or receives for sale any oleo- 
margarine not branded or stamped, shall be liable to a penalty of $50. 

Section 12. Every person who purchases of a manufacturer who has 
not paid the special tax, to be fined $100 and forfeit his purchases. 

Section 13 requires stamps on empty packages to be destroyed under 
penalty of fine and im ent. 

Section 14 provides for the maintenance of an analytical chemist and 


a mi ist at a salary of $3,000 each, and empowers the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue to employ such other as he may 
deem necessary. The Commissioner may decide as to whether any oleo- 
margarine contains ingredients deleterious to public health; but his 
decision to be subject to appeal to a board composed of the Surgeon- 
General of the Army, the Surgeon-General of the Navy, and the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture, and their decision to be final. : 

Section 15. All unstamped packages and all unhealthy oleomargarine 
shall be forfeited to the United States. Removal or defacement of 
stamps declared to be a misdemeanor. 

Section 16. Oleomargarine may be exported without payment of tax 
or affixing stamps; but the tubs or firkins must be branded with the 
word ‘‘oleomargarine.”’ 

Section 17. Any manufacturer who defrauds or attempts to defraud 
the Government out of the tax shall forfeit the factory and contents, 
and in addition shall be fined not less than $500 nor more than $5,000, 
and be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than three years. 

Section 18 punishes every manufacturer or dealer who neglects to do 
something he ought to do with a fine of $1,000 and forfeits all the oleo- 

rine he may own to the Government. 

Sectian 19 gives one-half the fine and forfeiture to the informer. 

Section 20. Commissioner of Internal Revenue may make all neccs- 
sary rules and regulations to carry the act into effect. 

Section 21 provides that the act shall go into effect on the ninetieth 
day after its passage. 

It will be seen that this bill is not only prolix but complicated. It 
continues and extends all the odious features of the internal-revenue 
system at a time when the people are crying for their extinction. It 
lays a license tax upon manufacturers and dealers, and a specific tax 


upon their product, ostensibly for revenue, but in reality for purposes. 


other than revenue. It singles out a particular industry, which for 
all that appears is a legitimate industry, and imposes upon it a burden 
under the secret plea that such action is necessary in order to protect 
another industry. It is besides harsh inits exactions and severe in its 
penalties. It is crude in many of its provisions and calculated to work 
great injustice in its execution. If the bill should become a law it 
would necessitate an increase in the number of office-holders and a con- 
tinuance of the ‘‘ spy ” system, which is so distasteful to the people. 
Its constitutionality is seriously disputed by some of our best lawyers 
and judges. 

For these reasons, Mr. Chairman, I have been induced to prepare a 
bill, which at the proper time I shall offer as a substitute for the one 

by the committee. I shall do it with much regret. It is ex- 
tremely unpleasant for me to put myself in a position of ap t an- 
tagonism to any measure which has for its object matters so dear to the 
ple I have the honor to represent. I represent, sir, a county which 
caren all over the world for the excellence of its butter. I have 
been told by those who have traveled abroad that they have seen dis- 
layed on signs in the streets of London and Paris the words: ‘‘ Best 
Dango County butter for sale here!” That is one of the counties I 
represent. 

The farmersof my district are deeply interested in this matter. They 
demand protection from the unfair competition into which their butter 
has been brought by the manufacture and sale of the artificial substi- 
tute. They claim that the counterfeit article is destroying the genu- 
ine, just the same as it was argued in the recent silver debate that bad 
money would drive out good. The justice of their claim must be ad- 
mitted. The question which confronts us is, can we do anything by 
national os, wr tion to help the farmers in their unequal struggle with 
this stupendous fraud; and, if so, what? We have seen that the States 
can regulate the matter wilhin their respective domains, but what can 
Congressdo? That isthe question. Unlesswe can frame a law which 
will stand the test of the courts and accomplish something practical 
we had better leave the whole matter alone. I do not believe in pass- 
ing laws out of deference to popular cry, however well-founded it may 
be, unless cal results can be attained. We had a sample of this 
kind of legislation the other day in the labor arbitration bill. We 

itin great haste, but what good has come or what good can come 

its enactment? The laborer is no better off, and there is nothing 

in the bill that will help to makethim better off. The farmers are before 

us now just as the Knights of Labor were then. They are asking us 
for bread; let us see to it that we do not give them a stone. 

In looking at the question it must be borne in mind that the powers 
of Congress are limited by the Constitution. Under Article X the 
ce not delegated to the United States by the Constitution nor pro- 

bited by it to the States are reserved to the States respectively or to 
the people. Congress has the power, under section 8 of Article I, to 
lay and collect taxes, but that power is coupled with the condition that 
such taxes are necessary ‘‘to pay the debts and provide for the common 


defense and general welfare of the United States.” By virtue of this 
power taxes were levied and collected during the war and for a long 
time thereafter on matches, patent medicines, perfumery, &c. From 
this fact the advocates of the pending bill e that we have now the 
right to tax oleomargarine. Butaretheconditionsthesame? At that 
time we were in sore distress for means to on the war and pay 
our debts; while now we have a redundant Treasury and bills before 
us to reduce the surplus revenues. The proposition to tax oleomanga- 
rine is not, therefore, intended as a revenue measure. Noone, as mat- 
ter of fact, will claim that itis. It has a latent object, which all of 
us feel but which none of us care publicly to avow. 

Mr. i , Iwill now send to the desk the bill which I have pre- 
pared as a substitute, and which I feel assured is free from all consti- 
tutional objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to regulate the manufacture and sale of artificial butter in the District of 
Columbia and in the Territories and Government reservations, and to regu- 
e commerce in such butter with foreign nations and among the several 

ates. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o 
America in Congress assembled, That for the pu: of this act "natural butter" 
is defined to be the substance produced from the milk of the cow by churning, 
as commonly made and known by the name of " butter” prior to the year 1870; 
and all other substances made iñ imitation of “ natural butter,” or intended as 
a substitute therefor, are defined to be “artificial butter,” 

SEC, 2. That all artificial butter, when manufactured in the District of Colum- 
bia, or in any of the Territo orin any place over which the jurisdiction of 
the United is exclusive, ll be colored by the manufacturer with alka- 
= or other harmless pigment, so as to give it throughout a well-defined pink 
color. 

Src, 3. That the importation and exportation of artificial butter, unless col- 
ored as aforesaid, is prohibited. 

Src. 4. That artificial butter shall not be brought from any of the States into 
the District of Columbia, nor into any of the Territories, nor into any place over 
which the jurisdiction of the Uni States is exclusive, unless it is colored as 
aforesaid; nor shall artificial butter be carried from one State into another, un- 
less the laws of the State into which itis carried, both as to its manufacture and 
sale in such State, are strictly complied with. 

Sec. 5, That the sale of artificial butter, unless colored as hereinbefore re- 
guired, is prohibited in the District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in all 
places over which the jurisdiction of the United States is exclusive. 

Sec. 6. That any person violating any of the provisions of this act shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be liable 
to a fine of not less than $100 and not more than $1,000, or imprisoned for aterm 
of not Jess than one month and not more than one year. 


Mr. Chairman, I would now like to review the provisions of the sub- 
stitute in detail with a fewrunningremarks. The firstsection divides 
butter into twokinds—one natural and the other artificial. ‘‘ Natural 
butter” is defined to be that which is produced from the milk of the 
cow by churning, and, for further and fuller identification, a period 
antedating the invention of oleo e is fixed, so as to allow of the 
salting aud coloring practiced by the older butter-makers. 

All other is declared to be ‘‘artificial butter.’ It makes no differ- 
ence how the compound is made, what the process, nor what the in- 
gredients—be they lard, beef-fat, cotton-seed oil, or what not—it is all 
*“ artificial butter.” 

The second section requires that all ‘‘ artificial butter” manufact- 
ured in the District of Columbia, in the Territories, or in the Govern- 
ment reservations must be colored pink. 

This section is clearly constitutional, for Con; has power under 
clause 17 of section 8 of article 1 of the Constitution ‘‘to exercise exclu- 
sive legislation in all cases whatsoever over’’ the District of Columbia 
and ‘‘oyer all places purchased by the censent of the Legislature of 
the State in which the same shall be, for the erection of forts, - 
zines, dock-yards, and other needful buildings; and ander 
clause 2 of section 3 of article 4 Congress has also power to make all 
needful rules and tions respecting the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States. 

When ‘‘artificial butter ’’ is manufactured in any of theplaces spec- 
ified, it must be colored, by the manufacturer, pink. We go straight to 
the fountain-head, to the manufacturer. Before it leaves his establish- 
ment, the coloring must be done. Once done, I think it will be pretty 
difficult for any one, into whose hands the article may subsequently 
come, to undo it. When the fat is in the fluid state, the pigment can 
be applied, and a little lump will leaven the whole mass. I have sug- 

“ alkanet,” which is the root of a harmless plant and commonly 
used by druggists tocolorointments. Many of you have no doubt seen 
a lip-salve of a delicate pink. It is colored with alkanet. Alkanet is 
soluble in fats and volatile oils, and being quite inexpensive, is just 
what is wanted to color oleo: ine. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe there is no way of effectually regulating the 
sale of artificial butter except by coloring it in the hands of the manu- 
facturer. Nosystem of branding or cai, Bese amount to ying 
The labels in the store of the retailers will be concealed or destroyed. 
The signs required to be displayed by boarding-hòuse keepers and res- 
taurants will be neglected or placed in obscure corners where they can 
notbe seen. Let the article be colored pink, and all trouble is removed 
atonce. A child two years of age sent to the grocer for a pound of 
butter would know if offered the pink substitute that it was not get- 
ting what was wanted. 

This is the only way to get rid of the deception and it isa way which 
will prove acceptable to the manufacturers themselves, if there is any 
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sincerity or consistency in their professions. In their circulars they 
claim that their oleomargarine is a sweet, wholesome article, and that 


the poorer classes are crying for it. They complain that their sales are 
interfered with by the inferior grades of dairy butter. They think it 
unfair for this poor butter, as they call it, to come in competition with 
their superior oleomargarine. 

Then let them color their goods pink and the farmers will not be able 
to cheat them any longer. Every one will know just what he is buy- 


ing. 

But it has been asked, has Congress the right to compel a manufact- 
urer to color his goods with any particular color? I answer, yes; if 
the manufacturer is under the jurisdiction of the United States, and 
Congress thinks that coloring is the best method to regulate the sale so 
as to guard against deception. The sole object of all legislation is to 
put an ear-mark on the counterfeit stuff, so that it will be sold for what 
it actually is. We have just as much right to order it colored as we 
have to direct that it should be put up in a particular kind of box or 
branded in a certain way. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a sort of retributive justice in the bill Ihave 
proposed. We hoist these oleomargarine fellows with their own petard. 
In order to sell their stuff they have been coloring it yellow in imita- 
tion of real butter. All that we propose to do now is to compel them 
to give up the stolen color and adopt some other. The oneI suggest— 
pink—is a beautiful and attractive one. It is a great favorite with 
cooks in garnishing their dishes. Just think how our appetites will 
be whetted when we sit down to the table with a plate of oleomarga- 
rine before us delicately tinted like a mound of strawberry ice cream. 

It is argued, however, that if my substitute should become a law, 
and the various States should follow it up with similar legislation, it 
would put a complete stop to the manufacture of oleomargarine and 
butterine. It is claimed thatif colored pink none could be sold—not 
because of the color, but because people would know what it is, and 
knowing what is, they would not buy it. Iam inclined to think there 
is but little in this objection. I am disposed to agree with the oleo- 
margarine manufacturers that the opposition to their goods is owing to 
prejudice, and I think when they come to color them pink and the peo- 
ple get habituated to their use (if they ever do) the prejudice will wear 
away. 

Mr. Chairman, the third section of my bill prohibits the importation 
and exportation of ‘‘ artificial butter’? except it is colored pink. Can 
any one find fault with this section? Coi has the right to regu- 
late commerce between the United States and foreign nations. It will 
be noticed that I put a ban upon the exportation as well as on the im- 
portation. The pending bill doesnot. It increases the tax to 15 cents 
a pound on imported oleomargarine, but allows it to be exported free of 
tax. Why thisdiscrimination? It seems to me that commercial hon- 
esty as well as self-interest requires that the tax should be the same for 
exportation as forimportation. The great cry of the dairymen has been 
that our exports of butter, which amounted in value to $6,690,687 in 
1880, had dwindled in 1883 to $2,290,665, and the reason assigned is that 
oleomargarine and the distrust which its exportation excites have driven 
our genuine butter out of the foreign market, If this is so, we should 
not, by remitting the tax, put a premium upon the exportation of oleo- 


margarine. 

The first clause of the fourth section forbids the bringing of “‘arti- 
ficial butter” into the District of Columbia or the Territories unless it 
is colored pink. If Congress has the right to regulate the manufacture 
in the District of Columbia and in the Territories, it also has the right 
to regulate the sale by prescribing the conditions upon which it shall 
be brought in. 

The second clause of the fourth section forbids the carrying of ‘‘arti- 
ficial butter’? from one State into another unless the laws of the State 
into which it is carried are complied with. Nothing unconstitutional 
about this! Congress has the power toregulate commerce between the 
several States. This provision is æ far-reaching one. It leaves the 
subject with the States, where it properly belongs. All that a State 
has to do is to pass a law requiring oleomargarine to be colored pink, 
Then the national law steps in and prevents the introduction from an- 
other State. 

I have now given the features of the bill I shall offer as a substitute. 

It has one very material advantage over the bill under discussion, 
and that is its unquestioned constitutionality. It will control the 
matter in the District of Columbia, in the Territories, and Government 
reservations, and between theStates and with foreign nations. Itpoints 
out the way in which the States can also control the matter for them- 
selves if they are disposed to do so. + 

An objection has been raised to my bill, that it does not provide the 
machinery for its execution. It does not need any. The police powers 
of the District are adequate forthe purpose. By stopping the fraud at 
the fountain head, we circumscribe the points to be watched. There 
are probably about fifty oleomargarine factories in this country, and 
we have five million farmers to watch them. i 

Mr. Chairman, I approached the consideration of this subject with the 
most violent prejudices. I have always looked upon oleomargarine as 
a villainous compound unfit tor human food. So great has been my 
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dread of the stuff that for years I have refrained from eating butter ex- 

cept in places of undisputed honesty. I am not like my friend from 

Georgia who confessed to indifference on the subject so long as he did 

ae know what he was cating. His philosophy is like that offered to 
thello: 


He that is robb'd, not wanting what is stolen, 
Let him not know it, and he’s not robb’d at all, 


I insist, sir, upon knowing what I am eating, and if I have any sus- 
picions I prefer to go hungry. 

Notwithstanding all that I have read about the cleanliness, purity 
and healthfalness of oleomargarine, I can not divest myself of my 
prejudices against it. But, sir, I do not propose to let my prejudices 
sway my judgment when I come to legislate on the subject. I must 
recognize the fact that the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine is a 
legitimate industry, and I am forced, upon all the testimony, to be- 
lieve that its use is not deleterious to public health. Hence, it can 
not be suppressed, restricted, or discriminated against. I am of opin- 
ion, however, that the sale of the stuff as butter and for butter prices 
is a; swindle, which should be guarded against by proper laws; 
and for the same reasons as those which lead us to shut up Peter Fank 
shops or prevent the sale of pinchbeck jewelry. 

Much has been said in this debate about protecting the farmers. I 
do not believe the farmers are asking for any protection. All that they 
want is to have ‘‘artificial butter” sold for what it actually is. Do 
this for them and they can take care of themselves. It is the unfair. 
competition of which they complain, They do not want their genuine 
butter to compete in the market with a counterfeit article. In this re- 
spect they are like the honest merchant who fears competition with 
the smuggler. The smuggler who pays no duty can undersell the mer- 
chant who does. Laws are made for the prevention of smuggling. The 
enforcement of such laws gives incidental protection to the honest mer- 
chant. This is the kind of protection the farmer demands, and he is 
entitled to it. 

In proof of this fact, let me read a letter I received a few moments 
since from one of the most intelligent and successful farmers in my 
district: 

MIDDLE Hope, May 24, 1886. 


Dear Sm: I am much interested in your bill (H. R. 8840) “to regulate the 
manufacture and sale of.artificial butter,” &c. Should it become alaw, without 
great inconsistency on their part, manufacturers of the article could not oppose it. 

2. There is no question of its constitutionality. 

8. Its enforcement would require but little ex diture of time or money. 

4. Every State in the Union would undoubtedly adopt its provisions, and the - 
business would then stand on its merits, as every legitimate business should. 

Iam too busy to write at length on this subject, as I wish, but will heartily 
thank you for taking hold of the only feasible plan that has been agitated for 
the relief of the dairy interest, and hope it will be adopted. 

Probably some officers should be designated to enforce its provisions. 


Yours, truly, 
WILLIAM D. BARNS, 
Ilon. Lewis BEACII, 


“ And now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, let me say one other word in 
regard to the pending bill. Ido not like itfor the reasons I have given. 
Some say itis notconstitutional; others claim thatitis. Ihaveadoubt 
upon this point. I do not claim that my opinion is superior to that of 
allothers. Imay be mistaken. For that reason I shall give the farmer 
the benefit of the doubt and vote for thebill. But I hope that the com- 
mittee will adopt the substitute I shall offer at the proper time. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Thegentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. VAN SCHAICK] 
has promised me forty-five minutes of his time. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman to 
yield that time now. : 

Mr. DUNHAM. Isimply stated that that it might be understood. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the object of this bill, no matter what may. be 
said about it or what may be claimed, is nothing more or less than for 
the purpose of effecting an advance in the price of butter. It may be 
claimed it is for the purpose of driving out something some persons may 
think is injurious to health, and, thinking so, may charge so without 
any particular evidence to substantiate his proposition. 

The bill proposes to make the tax upon the manufacturer of oleomar- 
garine higherthan upon any other manufactured productin this country. 
In other words, it proposes to make the tax larger than upon anything 
within the whole range of the internal-revenue system of taxation. 
For instance, in the following list, to which I shall call attention, it will 
be seen that there is no tax placed on a distiller; and I do not believe 
that any defender of this bill will make the claim here that the prod- 
uct of this manufacture is worse than the product of the distillery. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. What is the tax on a gallon of whisky? 

Mr. DUNHAM. The rectifier of less than 500 barrels pays a tax of 
$100 per annum; the rectifiers of 500 barrels or over pays $200 per an- 


num. For some unknown reason it is proposed in this bill that the 
manufacturer of oleomargarine shall pay a tax of $600. In that re- 
spect, Mr. Chairman, I consider the bill or proposition as an unfair one, 
to say the least of it, and at the proper time I shall ask the committee 
to reduce the tax assessed on the manufacturer of this article to the 
amount that is now required to be paid by the manufacturer of whisky. 
I could go through this whole list and show the several taxes upon arti- 
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cles under the internal-revenue system, and it would be seen that in 
none of them is there anything that approaches the tax which is pro- 
to be levied by this bill. 

Mr. FREDERICK. Let me ask the gentleman if he can tell the 
relative cost of oleomargarine and whisky? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I do not know what it costs to manufacture oleo- 
margarine. 

Mr, FREDERICK. ThenI can tell the gentleman; it costs about 
9 cents a pound, while whisky costs about 7 cents a gallon. Now, 
whisky is taxed 90 cents a gallon, and it is proposed to tax oleomar- 
garine 10 cents a pound. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that the cost of 
manufacturing an article has anything to do with the subject of taxa- 
tion as proposed in this part of the bill. The general proposition on 
which the internal-revenue laws are based, as I understand it, is this: 
That it would tax the manufacture of the article a certain amount, 
not particularly for the purpose of deriving revenue, for that was ex- 
pected to be derived from the tax on the manufactured article, but the 
assessment was levied upon the manufacturer so as to compel him to 
take out his license. Why then should the license the manu- 
facturer of oleomargarine be more than is required of a manufacturer to 
take out a license under the internal-revenue laws to make whisky? 

Mr. FREDERICK. It is not so much. 

Mr. DUNHAM. You take the wholesale dealer in malt liquors, 
The Government taxes him $50 per annum. The wholesale dealer in 
leaf-tobacco is taxed $12. You propose to tax the wholesale dealer in 
oleo: ine under the provisions of this bill $480. 

It seems to me to be unreasonable in any light that you look at it. 
Retail dealers in leaf-tobacco pay a tax of $250, and on monthly sales 
above the rate of $500 per annum they pay 30 cents for every dollar in 
excess of such rate. Manufacturers of cigars pay $6. Peddlers of to- 
bacco of the first class (more than two horses or other animals) pay a 
tax of $30, the peddlers of the second class $15, and of the third class 
$7.20. Brewers of less than 500 barrels pay $50 per annum; 500 bar- 
rels or over, $100 per annum. I cite these instances to show the tax 
upon other manufactured products, and I can see no reason why the 
tax upon this product, so faras the manufacturer’s tax is concerned, 
should be anything in excess of the other internal-revenue taxes of the 
country. z : 

Now, I said in the beginning of my remarks that I believed the ob- 
ject of this bill to be to raise the price of butter. It is not so much 
that it is injurious to the health of the people (for the bill allows the 


manufacture and consumption of ol provided you pay the 
tax) as it is to enhance the price of butter. It is very bad and very 
injurious to health we are told, but if it pays the tax upon it the Con- 


gress of the United States, notwithstanding the injury it does, pro- 
poses to allow the people to eat it and enjoy the consequences. The 
entire object of the taxation is for the purpose of preventing if possi- 
ble its manufacture altogether. > 

Now, gentlemen here think it proper to prevent the manufacture of 
the article. I donot agree with them in that view, nor do I agree that 
the measure will resultin accomplishing that p We have reached 
in this stage of the bill what might be called a farmers’ ic. Agreat 
number of members here apparently have reason to believe that there 
is danger in this sort of legislation, but they do not see their way clear 
to vote against the proposition on account of the probability of its 
affecting votes perhaps in the coming elections. It does seem to me, 
sir, that gentlemen ought to rise above a consideration of that character, 
and vote upon any great question coming before Congress in the way 
they really believe it ought to be carried and not with any view of pro- 
tecting their interests in coming elections. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. How many towns do you represent? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Thirteen towns, besides part of the city of Chicago. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. You have many oleomargarine con- 
stituents, have you not? : 

Mr. D . Iwill say to the gentleman that I am part owner 
of four farms myself, and have some interest in dairy products. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska, I understand that you are a butter- 
maker then. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not my intention to take 
up a great deal of time in this discussion; but I have a few protests 
against this legislation; and for the benefit of the gentleman from Iowa 
(who I see is not in his seat), I will say that one thing is overlooked, 
and that is that in making this attempt to advance the price of butter 
he overlooks the fact that butter is no lower to-day than anything else 
in comparison with what the farmer has for sale. My business for the 
past twenty-five years has given me opportunity to know something 
of the desire of farmers to receive fair compensation for their labor. 
No one more than myself regrets the low prices that the cereals, pork 
product, and cattle are now bringing, and I firmly believe that the per- 
manent prosperity of our country depends very largely on good liberal 
compensation for farm labor. 

It is SEAS very short time since it was considered impossible 
for wheat to below a dollar per bushel; and it was the practice of 
men who dealt in the article whenever it touched the dollar mark to 
buy it for all there was in it, and they were usually successful, as my 
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friend from Iowa [Mr. FREDERICK] perhaps can state. But in the 
natural course of events it seems that wheat has declined to 75 cents. 

Mr. FREDERICK. That is because the means of communication 
by land and water have extended to the ends of the earth, bringing us 
into contact with cheaper labor and other fields of production. 

Mr. DUNHAM. There may be more init than that. Why should 
not the price of butter decline at the same time? Butter selling to- 
day at the price it does brings as much in proportion as anything else 
the farmer can raise, Hedoesas well on his butter at 20 or 25 cents as 
on his wheat at 75 cents, and considering what he has to buy perhaps 
as well as when prices were much higher. 

Mr. FREDERICK. But we do not like to take 12 or 15 cents for 
butter when we have to do so on account of the adulterated article that 
enters into competition. 

Mr. DUNHAM. If you do not like to take 12 or 15 cents, make 
good butter, and do not buy oleomargarine to mix with it and then ship 
it to city people for pure butter. 

Mr. FREDERICK. Take the statistics of all the expositions—— 

Mr. DUNHAM. I should be glad to have the gentleman from Iowa 
make a speech, but not in my time. 

Pings FREDERICK. The gentleman should not have referred to me 
en. 

Mr. DUNHAM. You may take the price of anything that is raised 
upon the farm, I care not what it is, whether it is wheat or oats or corn 
Sar, and you will find they have declined like everything 
else. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Nebraska. Since the Democratic party came in. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Just as the clothing you buyand the hats and caps 
you purchase, they have gone down in price. Farmers’ beef has gone 
with them, and the butter has gone with the rest. ` And if we, by legis- 
lation or by taxing a product in order to force up the price of butter, 
can succeed in this case, in the next Con another large interest or 
large class in the country will apply to us to tax something else, so that 
they can keep up the price of their product. 

I understand, Mr. C that the originators of this bill are not 
particularly anxious as to this 10 cents. I understand that if the prin- 
ciple of the bill can be accepted, they are willing to allow this proposed 
tax to be reduced. I shall test that proposition at the proper time by 
offering an amendment to reduce the figure to a nominal sum. 

I will now send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read a dispatch 
Reta sree the opinion of the Board of Trade of Chicago on this 
matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CHICAGO, May 11, 1886, 
Hon. R. W. DUNHAM, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.: 
The following preamblo and the resolution were emeaes by the provision 
rade and Bend § b 


inspection com: ee to the directorsof the board of y them 
this p. m. unan: usly : 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE, 


Whereas certain parties have petitioned Congress to place a tax of 10 cents 
und on oleo: ne or butterine; and 

Whereas such a tax is as unreasonable and unjust as it would be to tax but- 
ter or any article of home food; and 

Whereas the adoption of such ameasure would completely destroy a large and 
growing industry, and furthermore deprive the public of an article of food 
wholsome and economical, and furthermore cause a loss of millions of dollars 
to the stock-raising interests of this coni: 

Be it resolved, That the Chicago Board of Trade enters its protest against the 
adoption of such a bill, and prays Congress to defeat it, recognizing, as it does, 
that this proposed tax is asked simply to further the dairy nterests, to the in- 
jay and complete destruction of tho manufacture of oleomargarine or butter- 

e, an industry which has produced an article of food at once pure, wholesome, 
and economical and acceptable, and, by reason of the frowing demand for oleo- 
e, has added to the value of every bullock at $4 per head, thereby 
gand promoting the farm and stock-raising interests, and placing 
reach of all an acceptable, economical, and wholesome article of 


margarin 
enhancin; 
within the 


food. 
And be it further resolved, That copies of these resolutions be transmitted to 
our Senators and Represontatives in Congress. 
Be M. NEELD, Chairman, 


. A. KENT. 


Mr. DUNHAM, Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention 
of the House to the statement made by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hopxiys] yesterday that 200,000 pounds of this product are made 
per day in the city of Chicago. I hold in my hand a dispatch signed 
by the parties that probably make more of it than anybody else and 
perhaps as much as is made in the country outside of Chicago. 

And I wish to say that any statement that has been made that 200,- 
000,000 pounds ris are made of this product I have every reason 
in the world to believe to be untrue. There is probably no placein the 
United States where more of this article is made than in the city of 
Chicago; and this dispatch tells me that the total manufacture in Chi- 
cago and vicinity during the past year is about 20,000,000 pounds. 
The proposition of the gentleman from Illinois would carry 60,000,000 
pounds per annum, whereas the total product in Chicago and vicinity 
is about twenty millions. 

As I have intimated, one of the largest manufacturers of this product 
is in Chicago. The firm isa very large packing company, probably 
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known all over the world. I doubt if there isa place of any promi- 
nence whatever in the United States or in Europe but where they have 
their correspondents, and they ship their products from the hog and 
cattle to all parts of the world. This firm employ in the city of Chi- 
cago about one hundred and fifty men in their office attending to their 
correspondence and their orders in the enormous business which they 
dı 


o. 

In the city of Chicago in the year 1885 there were packed 4,928,730 
hogs, of which the firm of Armour & Co. killed and packed 1,126,157. 
There were slaughtered of cattlein Chicago in 1885 1,334,775, of which 
Armour & Co. slaughtered 325,151, Fairbank & Co. 217,419, and Swift 
& Co, 429,483. 

I have given these figures because one or two gentlemen have re- 
ferred to this firm of Armour & Co., and I happen to know them and 
know them well, and I know them to be as high-toned and honorable 
merchants as these gentlemen or any otherseverknew. In connection 
with this matter I may state that I have a circular upon the subject 
which I will publish in connection with a sworn statement I will soon 
present. 
is affidavit bears upon the productitself and states distinctly and 
under oath how and from what the product is made. No matter how 
much gentlemen may stand up hereand assert and no matter how many 
men may go before the Committee on Agriculture and talk about put- 
ting dead dogs and dead cats into this product, I say to you, gentle- 
men, thisis false. In the very nature of thi ifthey put such articles 
into the product it would be spoiled and would never bring an g. 
You may frighten people into such a belief, but do not take good 
business men for fools. Men who have the brains to build up great 
industries, the ability to carry on enterprises that help and encourage 
the life of the nation, give Saponin hundredsof men, are not go- 
ing toinjure or ruin their own interests. It isnot within the bounds of 
reason to sup that such a thingis done. Isend to the Clerk’s desk 
the affidavit I have referred to, which speaks for itself, and in connec- 
tion with the affidavit I will print the circular to which I have referred. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


STATE or ILLINOIS, Cook County, ss: 

leer 3 D. Armour, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he is a resi- 
dent of the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, and that he is a member 
the firm of Armour & Co. 

Deponent further says that said firm of Armour & Co., in the course of their 


o 


he 
ine, leaving the remaining product, which is commerciall 
which, when churned with cream or milk, or both, and with usually a propor- 


ng that no stearine is extracted. 
orty-eight to seventy hours at an ice- 
water temperature. Itis then taken and, with the desired proportion of oleo 
oil and fine butter, is churned with cream and milk, producing an article which, 
when properly salted and packed, is ready for market, 


Co. ia making said products, or either of them, exce; 
Deponent further says that he has read a letter dated May 19, 1886, signed 
Armour & Co., Swift & Co., George H. Hammond & Co., N. K. Fairbank & Co., 
and Samuel W, Allerton, a copy of which is hereto attached, and he says that 
the same is the letter of the parties whose names are attached thereto, and that 
the statements therein made so faras the same relate toļArmour & Co. are true, 
and so far as they relate to the other parties signing said letters, he upon in- 
ean this dap cent Terie Oaai a that no ingredient is h 
n eponent further deposes and sa; no in ent isor ever has 
been used by said firm of Armour & Co. in the manufacture of said oleomarga- 
rine and butterine which is in any way injurious to health. 
PHILIP D. ARMOUR. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of te Bcc > 
[sB4L.] EVE WILSON, Notary Public. 


CHIcAGo, May 19, 1836. 

DEAR SIR: So much misapprehension seems to exist in the public mind re- 
garding the component parts and process of manufacture of oleomargarine and 

utterine that, in view of the false and e statements and * reports” 
engendered and promulgated by the so-called “dairy interest,” the under- 
signed, being among the largest manufacturers in the country of these new 
“food products,” consider the present an opportune time for laying the matter 
frankly before the people and before Congress—where prohibitory legislation is 
now being sought—in the hope that a full statement of the actual facts concern- 
ing these much-abused articles may insure a fair hearing and tend to remove 
the false impressions which may have been created by the misstatements of 
interested persons, 

Physicians, chemists, and fiealth officers in various parts of the country have 
pronounced them wholesome articles of food, in no way deleterious to health; 


and the daily 


increasing demand for them shows their hold upon 
—notas imitations of butter, but as new food products and most desirable sub- 


pular favor 


stitutes for the medium grades of butter. 
Committee on A 


yeara yey small quantity of fine salad oil, which is produced from selected cot- 
ton-seed oil 


tem ture, 
of clean, col 


beef-cattle nearly $3 head by the utilization of the olco oil above described; 
andin addition to all these pointsin favor of the articles themselves, their mann- 

reisa legii ndustry, which benefits both the consumerand the farmer, 
and deserving of positive p ion rather than attempted destruction. We are 
very g that products shall stand on their own merits, and we do not 
oppose measures ho: y intended to bring about that result, but we do pro- 
test against } ion by Congress prohibitory in its character and inte nded to 


In corroboration of our statements we append copies of letters written by com- 
petent authorities who have recently examined these products and the method 
of wo. them, and hope that they may assist in carrying conviction to all 
minds, le from the assurances that we have Rezen ge ully submitted, 


Co. 
SWIFT & Co. 
GEO. H. HAMMOND & Co. 
N.K. FAIRBANK & Co. 
SAM’L W. ALLERTON, 


Cpicago, May 15, 1886. 


GENTLEMEN : It gives us pleasure to sa 
your pone the Union 


rgarine. W roducts cleanly, poe 
table, and wholesome food products, containing no ng otri- 
menial to health, but on the contrary, cheap and desirable 
medium grades of butter. 
Yours, » 
CYRUS EDSON, M. D. 
‘ OSCAR ©. DE WOLF, M. D. 
Messrs. ARMOUR & Co., Chicago. 


ILLINOIS STATE BOARD or HEALTH, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Springfield, IU., May 17, 1886. 

GENTLEMEN: While en; d in an official investigation with regard to the 
slaughtering of beef at the Union Stock-Yards, accompanied by Dr. Cyrus Edson, 
food inspector of the New York board of health, and Dr. O. C. De Wolf, health 
commissioner recently, I witnessed your process for the manufact- 
ure of oleomargarine and butterine. By what I saw Iam convinced that it is 
conducted with the most scrupulous cleanliness; that nothing in the manufact- 
wa o the material used is detrimental to health, and that the products are 
wholesome, 


Very respectfully, 
ares SY JOHN H. RAUCH, M. D. 
To ARMOUR & Co, 
Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, I have also two other affidavits of 


manufacturers of this product in Chicago, which I will not take time 
to read, as they are of precisely similar import. One of them is made 
by Mr. Gustavus F. Swift, of the firm of Swift & Co., and the other by 
Mr. Guy F. Gosman, of the firm of N. K. Fairbank & Co. ‘ 

I have also a certificate of Dr. De Wolf, the health officer of the city 
of Chicago, and as it is quite short, I will read it. Dr. De Wolf says: 

I am personally familiar with the manufacture and use of oleomargarine. It 
is absolutely a clean and wholesome food product,and I consider any legisla- 
tion against it unjust and unnecessary. 

OSCAR 0. DE WOLF, 


Commissioner of Health, City of Chicago. 


I have also the following dispatch from Mr. A. M. Wright, president 
of the Chicago Board of Trade: 
Union Srock-Yarps, ILLINOIS, May 25, 1886. 
Hon, R. W. DUNHAM: 


I witnessed, with some forty others, memberof board trade, on Friday last, at 
Armourfactory, the whole process of manufacture oleomargarine and butterine. _ 
All were united in expressing their gratification,and thoroughly convinced 
that the products are clean, wholesome, and desirable. 

A. M. WRIGHT, President. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know that these statements will make 
any difference in the vote of this House; but when it is charged that 
these products are made of such vile stuff as the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
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ses charged, it seems to me proper that the real facts should be made 
own. 

I am authorized to say that the manufacturers of this product invite 
the closest scrutiny possible; that any Congressional or legislative com- 
mittee, or any private individuals, are at any and all times at liberty to 
go to the city of Chicago and visit these manufacturing establishments 
and see how these products are made. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Are the manufacturers willing and desirous to 
have it known to all the people of America that their product is oleo- 
margarine and not butter? 

Mr. DUNHAM. They are perfectly willing. The manufacturers in 
Chicago make this oleomargarine as such; they brand it exactly what 
it is; they sell it for exactly what itis; its name is marked on the pack- 
ages and boxes; their bills are made out for what it is. They have al- 
ways done that, and they propose to continue to do it. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Do the people of the United States who con- 
sume this product, one ina hundred of them, know that it is oleomar- 
garine and not butter? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Icannotanswerthat question. They can know it. 
You can go down to the market on Seventh street in this city, and you 
will find a sign inscribed in large, flaming red letters: ‘* National But- 
terine Association.” I was there myself this morning. I stood from 
fifteen to twenty minutes. I saw people come up and sample the ar- 
ticle, and I did not see a single person go away without making apur- 
chase. They were told distinctly what it was. They knew what it 
was. It has been sold therefor several months, and the sales of it have 
averaged $300 per week. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman says the people who purchased 
this article knew what it was; but did they take the information home 
to their boarders? [Laughter. ] ‘ 

Mr. DUNHAM. Ido not know anything about that. You can go 
there, though, and the dealers will sell it to you for just what it is and 
not for anything else. Ican say further to this House that the manu- 
, facturers of this product do not ask that it shall be sold for anything 
different from what it is. - 

Mr. PETTIBONE. You speak of the manufacturers, but I have 
asked you about the retail sellers who sell it to the people. 

Mr. DUNHAM. If the retail dealer takes it out of the , puts 
it into his ice-box, and sells it to you for butter, he, and not the manu- 
facturer, is the man that deceives you. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I was not talking about the manufacturer par- 
ticularly. I was asking about those who scll it to the people. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, as I have so much extra time I 
presume the House will have no objection to my taking five minutes to 
answer all these questions, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Now, if it be true that ‘‘ the children cry” for 
this product, if it be true that the manufacturers do not desire to sell 
this article for anything else than what it really is, has the gentleman 
from Illinois any objection to a bill requiring the manufacturers to 
stamp or mark the article, so that every customer may know what itis? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Ihave no objection to stamping it. I have said 
that the manufacturers do stamp it. They are willing to be required 
by law to stamp it. But in the name of the poor people who want to 
buy this article at a reasonable price we do object to a tax of 10 cents 
a pound. - 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GLASS obtained the floor. 

Mr, WARNER, of Missouri. If I can be recognized, I will yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM]. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GLASS] 
give way for five minutes? 

Mr. GLASS. I will do so, if it does not come out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will come out of the time of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. The gentleman from Illinois will pro- 
ceed. 


Mr. DUNHAM. _ I now yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BEACH], who desires to ask me a questian. 

Mr. BEACH. Ifit should be found that the deception practiced in 
the sale of this article can not be controlled by a system of branding 
or labeling, would the manufacturers consent to color the article— 
pink, for instance? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iwil say that the manufacturers in Chicago now 
use in coloring this product precisely the same article—— 

Mr. BEACH. As the butter-makersdo. But there is the difficulty. 
Would these manufacturers consent that their product be colored pink 
so as to distinguish it from butter? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Allow me to finish my answer. I say that the 
manufacturers of oleomargarine in Chicago use to-day precisely the same 

- coloring that is used by the creameries in the district of my colleague 
[Mr. Hopxrys], and I do not believe they would have the slightest 
objection to adopting any color that you might designate. 

Mr. BEACH. What we complain of is that they color this article 
the same as butter. 

Mr. DUNHAM. We have no objection to any kind of coloring that 
may be required. You may adopt a law requiring the color to be pink 
or sky-blue or red or whatever you please, 
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Mr. BEACH. I would like to have a bill of that kind passed. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Make it sky-blue. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DUNHAM. Now, Mr. Chairman, if any other gentleman de- 
sires to ask me a question in reference to this matter I am willing to 


answer it. I only say that the manufacturers are willing to do what 
I know they now do—— 
Mr. ROWELL, I wish to ask my colleague whether the ‘‘ poor peo- 


ple” he spoke of a while ago are Armour & Co. and Swift & Co. and 
N. K. Fairbank & Co. 

Mr. DUNHAM. About twelve thousand of the poor people of whom 
I speak are employed by Armour & Co. ; and if there is any other private 
establishment in the United States that employs twelve thousand men 
I would like some gentleman to name it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. Has there 
been presented here in the way of petition a single protest from the 
people of the United States against the ge of this bill? And is 
it not a fact that there are now on file in this Capitol petitiens signed 
by over seventy thousand farmers asking that the bill be passed ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania whether there are petitions from con- 
sumers—— 

Mr. SCOTT. Allow me to say further that all the protests which 
have come to this House—— 

Mr. DUNHAM. Wait a moment. Let me ask the gentleman 
whether he signed any of the petitions of which he speaks ? 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Allright. Now, Mr. Chairman, I admit that there 
are in the room of the Committee on Agriculture petitions in favor of 
this bill; but, so far as I know, there is no petition here from any con- 
sumer in favor of this kind of legislation. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Have there been petitions from any consumer 
who wanted the spurious article? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I have placed petitions in the box—and a large 
number of them—against this bill. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. But they were from the manufacturers. 

Mr. DUNHAM. No, sir, they were not. They were from Knights 
of Labor who buy this article and object to any attempt to force an ad- 
vance of food products on them by legislation. 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina. Did they buy it knowingly ? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Yes, that is the question. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I do not dispute that the farmers ask for this bill. 
I stated that fact in advance, but I insist they come here and ask the 
passage of the bill for no other reason under heaven than that it tends 
to advance the price of butter. I do not blante them for wanting bet- 
ter prices. My sympathies are with them, butat the same time I claim 
the principle upon which we are proceeding is wrong. Honest farmers 
when they carefully consider this matter will in my judgment concede 
the correctness of this. i 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime yielded to the gentleman from Illinois 
Eee Doce] by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] has 
expired. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. In order to accommodate the friends 
a the farmers I will yield five minutes more to the gentleman from 

inois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GLAss] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I hope my colleague [Mr. GLAss] will give me 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, GLASS] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I believe he yields to me. 

Mr. GLASS dissented. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committée will be inorder. The Chair re- 

uests gentlemen to resume their seats. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [ask the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GLASS], 
who is entitled to the floor, to yield for five minutes. 

Mr. GLASS. I can not; my time has all been promised. 

Mr. DUNHAM. It will not come out of your time, but out of the 
time of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. GLASS. My time has all been promised, and I can not yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GLAss] 
will proceed. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Chairman, at the proper time, when we shall have 
reached the appropriate section of this bill, it is my purpose to offer an 
amendment fixing the tax at 1 cent per pound instead of 10. I have 
not deemed it my duty to present a minority report, although I haye 


-| found it impossible to concur with the views of the majority of the com- 


mittee. I with the majority fully as to the necessity of some 
legislation, either State or national, that will compel the manufacturers 
of all butter imitations to stamp and identify their products, so that 
every purchaser and consumer may know precisely what he is buying. 
It is alleged that some of the States have tried and have failed to ac- 
complish this. 

I consider the powers and jurisdiction of the States ample to provide 
for every condition and emergency where the imitation butter is pro- 
duced, sold, and consumed in the same State and where it is confined . 
to the limits of the State within which it is manufactured. Congress 
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has only the power over it of taxing it for revenue by subjecting it to 
the internal-reyenue laws, and may have jurisdiction over itin two 
other contingencies, that is, as an article of interstate commerce and as 
an articleof export. Savein these three instances Congress has no power 
to legislate in regard to it, the States not having conferred any such 
power on the United States. Now is it good policy to extend the in- 
ternal-revenue laws so as to include additional articles not already sub- 
ject toits provisions? 

I doubt such a policy, and have hesitated to commit myself to it. 
Such a system of taxation is not in strict accord with our republican in- 
stitutions, and has only been resorted to three times in the history of 
our Government, and each time to provide revenues to carry on war, 
and continued to pay war debts. It is hardly proper in a time of pro- 
found peace to extend the system seemingly with a view of perpetuat- 
ingit. Itisan lets ger system forraising revenue, and the execution 
of it is attended with difficulty, not infrequently provoking resistance 
and bloodshed; and I look tothe time, not in the distant future, when 
we will have approached so near the extinguishment of our war debt 
that the entire system will be abandoned and no revenues collected in 
this way. 

But with the view of compelling the manufacturers to more fully 
identify their products, I have consented to a tax of 1 cent on the 
pound, There is now turned out by the forty or fifty establishments 
manufacturing it about 200,000,000 pounds annually. A tax of 10 
cents on the pound would bring in $20,000,000. This amount of reve- 
nue is not needed for any proper purposes of the Government, and, 
moreover, the tax would be excessive and unjust. One cent a pound 
would bring in $2,000,000, which would be ample to pay all the ex- 
penses of executing the law, and leave a handsome balance in the Treas- 
ury. Ihave no doubt but that much of this butter imitation is un- 
cleanly, and not aur unwholesome, but really deleterious, to health, 
and some of it absolutely poisonous because of the acids used in its 
manufacture. I have been informed that more than one hundred pat- 
ents have been taken out to be used in the manufacture of these com- 
pounds, some of which compounds are but little better than infamous; 
and while so much of it may be, and doubtless is, uncleanly and unfit 
for human food, Ido not doubt that the industry may be made a legiti- 
mate one, and the products wholesome and nutritious food for man. 

I admit that the power to tax it exists under the Constitution, and 
that the power is only limited by the necessities of the Government, 
but that the needs of the Government do not justify such excessive 
taxation as the bill proposes. The Government of the United States 
has no right to tax an industry out of existence, or to tax oneindustry 
oppressively for the benefit of another. While I sympathize with the 
dairymen and would gladly do them full justice, I can not go with 
them in their efforts to inflict great wrong and injustice upon a com- 

ting industry. I do them no injustice, for I know that they are a 

igh-toned, honorable class, but I must say that the purpose of many 
of them is to destroy the oleomargarine industry, and for that purpose 
they have appealed to Congress. 

This Government has once exercised its taxing power to the destruc- 
tion of all the State and stock banks of issue, to the great injury of the 
people of nearly half the States, but there exists no such necessity for 
such legislation at this time. Invention, enterprise, and discovery 
must not be legislated against, but rather encouraged and rewarded. 
It is not the province of government to legislate an industry out of ex- 
istence that promises good to mankind. And the authoritiesin support 
of the oleomargarine products being capable of becoming wholesome 
and nutritious articles of diet are too numerous and too high to be gain- 
said. S. W. Johnson, Sheffield Scientific School of Yale College, said 
it, “A product that is entirely attractive and wholesome as food, and 
one that is for all ordinary culinary and nutritive purposes the full 
equivalent of good butter made from cream.”’ 8S. W. Caldwell, of Cor- 
nell University, says, ‘‘ Possessing no qualities whatever that can make 
itin the least degree unwholesome.’’ And I could cite many other 
authorities of equally as high character for scientific attainments. 

You can not stay the march of progress and invention; they have 
revolutionized industries and systems, and will do so again. When 
Galileo accepted the Copernican system and gave it to the world he 
was subjected to the tortures of the inquisition, yet it was established 
nevertheless as the true planetary system; and when Arkwright in- 
vented the spinning-jenny and the power-loom they caused riots and 
mobs, and so will otherinventions. Thousands of good women all over 
the country once found what was then profitable employment at the old- 
time spinning-wheel and hand-loom. These have been entirely dis- 
pensed with in consequence of the improvement in machinery. And 
those who followed the old-time wheel and loom for a livelihood were 
driven to abandon them without any fault of theirs; and yet they did 
not appeal to government to put a tax on the improved appliances to 
protect them against the competition that was ruining them. 

I remember that the census returns of 1860 showed that Tennessee 
was the-largest producer of home-made manufactures of cotton and 
woolen fabrics in the Union. Her cotton and woolen fabrics were of 
the most superior character and finish, but cheaper products drove 
them out of existence. How is it now? Improved machinery and 
labor-saving inventions have literally annihilated this once prosperous 


industry. Notwithstanding this caused much distress and partial ruin 
of many, there was no remedy for it. And so it may be with the in- 
dustry of the dairymen, but I scarcely think it will be so. 

The live-stock exchanges of Chicago, Milwaukee, Kansas City, and 
other cities protest against the proposed legislation, and declare that the 
proposed tax, if carried into effect, will reduce the price of beef-cattle 
from one to two dollars per head, because the demand for the beef-tal- 
low used in the manufacture is worth that much more than if sold to 
the soap-makers. 

Whatever tends to diminish the cost of living or lessens the burden 
of the toiler should be favored and encouraged by government. This 
will sometimes work injury to individuals and classes, but the good of 
the individual must not stand in the way of the good of the many. 
But I apprehend no such dire calamities as have been pictured to uson 
this floor will befall the dairymen. Whether we tax these products 
or not, the dairy business will go on, and every family may have their 
pure dairy butter if they choose, and the dairymen will not be ruined 
and the comforts of mankind will be esT 

The States may and should pass stringent laws on the subject and 
punish severely all who shall sell these imitations as genuine butter; 
but we have no power here to enact such laws, except as a penalty of 
the violation of our revenue laws. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. FREDERICK having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
McCook, its Secretary, announced agreement to the report of the con- 
ference committee on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill (H. R. 8762) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for public printing, pensions, and pay of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886. 

IMITATION OF BUTTER. 


~ The committee resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

Mr. GLASS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND], twenty minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Dunn], and the remainder of my time to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I reserve my time. 

Mr. HATCH. You had better take your time now, or you may not 
getit. 

Mr. MORGAN. Task the gentleman from Illinois to yield me his 
time now and I will return it to him after a while. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will see you presently about it. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, Iam unwilling to vote upon a measure 

of the importance and character of the one before the House without 
placing upon record some of the reasons which influence my vote and 
ay action as a Representative. 
. Inthe course of my public services, which has extended over a period 
of seven or eight years as a member of Congress, I have of ceurse seen 
many strange and remarkable things occur when measured and con- 
sidered by the rules and principles which are supposed to govern parties 
and the principles of parties. 

In fact I have come to doubt, Mr. Chairman, very seriously whether 
there is any party in the United States or not—any political party with 
fixed, definite, and well-ascertained principles—whose members adhere 
to those principles. 

I have seen many strange bed-fellows in politics in the various changes 
and shiftings of parties and the pressure of measures and changing cons 
ditions, but I confess that I have never seen any measure brought be- 
fore Congress which has brought together so many heretofore supposed 
inconsistent, antagonistic, and hostile elements. 

When the debate on this bill shall have been finished we will find 
the free-trader standing side by side with the pig-iron protectionist, 
the advocate of the greatest amount of liberty, of the greatest measure 
of personal freedom to the individual, heretofore supposed the irrecon- 
cilable enemy of sumptuary legislation, standing side by side, hugged 
breast to breast, lying cheek by jowl, with the advocates of the blue 
laws and sumptuary legislation. 

I have received during the pendency of this measure some of the most 
remarkable dispatches and messages and advices and petitions. They 
have come from the most unexpected quarters of the country and the 
most unexpectedsources. Theovertaxedand heavily-burdened cotton- 
planter, who has pleaded for free trade during all the days of his life and 
fought for it part of the time—— 2 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. DUNN. No, I will not be interrupted at all. 

I haveseen the stalwart advocate of free trade petitioning here for the 
passage of the most outrageous measure of protection, the most unjus- 
tifiable measure of protection I have ever seen brought into Congress. 
And, on the other hand, I have heard and read and received petitions 
from that same class of confederate cotton-planters, Western greenback 
free-traders, and all that element, asking me to vote against the meas- 
ure for the protection of the cotton-planting interest of the South and 
some of theinterests of the West. Those who are for it are for it for pro- 
tection, and those who are against it are against it for protection. Ifa 
bomb of dynamite had been placed underneath the old citadels and 
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council chambers of parties, and they had all been blown up and scat- 
tered to the uttermost endsof the earth, and had fallen in and 
each one had been raised up from the place where he fell, speaking the 
new tongue and new and new doctrine given by this measure, 
confusion could nothayve been more completely confounded. [Laughter.] 

Zam curious to know when my friend here, this stalwart free-trader 
[Mr. HATCH], the enemy of sumptuary laws, who has been the most 
unyielding champion of the rights of man, of freedom of action, of the 
privilege of individuals to eat, drink, and wear what they wish with- 
out legal hinderance—I am curious to know howand when he became 
converted to the doctrine of sumptuary legislation and protection. It 
will be something the whole country will be curious to find ont, and 
will wonder over it when they do find it out. My friend from South 
Carolina says hére is another, pointing to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi. [Laughter.] Certainly. They areallaroundhere. I begin to 
feel lonesome—like one who is in a strange land and among strangers. 
(Laughter. ] 

A MEMBER. Here is another. 

Mr. DUNN. I know thereis. The woods are full of them. Con- 
gress is full of them. The country is full of them. [Laughter.] I 
am only trying to express my amazement and astonishment it should 
be 


s0. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman will pardon me; I can not. 
ies MORGAN. Iwill give you five minutes of my own timeif you 
Mr. DUNN. Well, I have got this time; it is mine; but I do not 
know whether I willever getthat ornot. [Laughter.] Thereis an old 
adage which says, ‘‘A bird in the hand is worth two in the bush.” 
The present is mine; the future I can not control. 

Mr. MORGAN. You can not answer the question, maybe. 

Mr. DUNN. Why, Mr. i „itis an amusing thing, one of 
the most remarkable things I have ever known or seen. Why, before 
it came up here for consideration, I did not suppose that the commit- 
tee that brought it into the House were really in earnest aboutit. I 
had no idea that it would receive any serious or strong support in the 
House. But when it came steaming in with its head-light burning 
pure butter [laughter] and the track fairly with oleomarga- 
rine, with a full train crew from the Committee on Agriculture, the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] as conductor, I was astounded. 
It came as a revenue train on the revenue track, but going a contrary 
direction. There were two other heavily loaded trains standing on 
that track—the tariff bill and the bili to reform the internal-revenue 
service. These were headed the other way, slowly getting up steamand 
in search of a crew to run them, They had not help to move 
them, but they were headed in the right direction. This train was go- 
ing the wrong way. It seemed to bea stray or runaway concern, a 
sort of wild-flyer. š 


We went into Committee of the Whole and we came to all sorts of 


measures for the reduction of taxation. My distinguished friend from 
Illinois [Mr. Morrison] asked the House the other day, turning to 
the Democratic side, ‘How came you here; what brought you here; 
who sent you here, and what did you come for? Was it to increase or 
to reduce the burdens of taxation? To reform the maladministration 
of public affairs, to reduce the number and the wages of public office, 
to reduce and lighten the burdens of taxation, to roll that log off the 

ple; that is what you came for.” But he obeyed his commission. 
We were all of us, as I thought, ready to support him. I was ready to 
support him. I was and am yet ready to support him in redeeming 
our oft-repeated promises to the people to reduce taxation. He brought 
in a measure here to reduce taxation. Hiscolleague on the committee, 
the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], 
brought in another to reform and modify and in great measure remove 
the bad features of that most odious of our methods of taxation—the 
internal-revenue system. 

The whole country has demanded both of these measures, to reduce 
tariff taxation and internal revenue. We promised it; our party prom- 
ised it. The people commissioned us to do it; and yet when this but- 
ter-train was run up against those two measures which stood on the 
track, although they had posted up their Josh Billings regulations for 
running a railroad, ‘‘two trains are forbidden to pass each other on 
this track going in contrary directions,’’ yet the conductor of that 

butter-train never put on a break, never even blew his whistle or re- 

versed his engine, but steamed squarely up and telescoped, literally 

telescoped the other two, knocked them off the track, and went on with- 

out a jostle, and the track seemed to be greased for the occasion—fairly 
forhim. [Laughter.] 

Then I found that a good many other things could be killed by being 
choked to death with butter except the old fabled dog that was said to 
have been once choked in that manner. Beware that you do not choke 
the Democratic party to death with butter [laughter], I say to my 
friend from Missouri. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I am amazed, I lack words to express my aston- 

_ishment, that the American Congress could be absolutely converted, 
deliberately converted, into a great wrestling-ground, a gymnasium 


where all the business athletes of the country come to wrestle for su- 
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premacy, a prize-ring where jobbers come to blows and where the 
jobs knock he litle fobs out. I thought the policy that onght Ag 


parties and men commissioned to administer the affairs of Ve 
ment was the policy that would adhere to the public interests, p 

aside the private interests, private jobbery, and private pe a Bra N 
although they are alleged to be for the public good. The Commi 

on Agriculture seems to have resolved itself into a sort of deputy Wa: 
and Means Committee, and have brought in to us here this nondescript 
revenue bill headed the wrong way. 

This bill in the first place pro to reverse the engine and turn 
back up the hill, steam away up the old road of internal-revenue 
taxation and rehabilitate in all its odiousness that old offensive system 
as it was in the era of espoinage, inquisition, search, and seizure, from 
which no private interest, no private citizen was exempt, manager 
was not exempt, his private accounts and affairs were not exempt, noth- 
ing wasexempt. We have turned square back, going up that old track 
again. If there is any system of taxation, if there has ever been any 
one system more odious than another in this country it has been that 
internal-reyenue It has brought from the groaning hearts of 
the people the bitterest and deepest imprecations and curses upon this 
Government that ever were uttered against any other policy or any 
other measure of taxation. 

The people have been almost imbittered to the point of disloyalty. 
Ifanything can make men disloyal to their government it is a system 
of taxation that invades them in that odious, outrageous, and offensive 
manner. It tempts and strains the loyalty of the people. A govern- 
ment can never have in power that security which it Tas in the affec- 
tionsof itsown people, in a willing, cheerful, free acceptance of its laws, 
its policy, its administration. That is the best sheet-anchor of a gov- 
ernment. No measureof power, however strong it may be, can give that 
security to a government which the free and us consent of the 
people to ifs laws can give. We turn back ata time too when we had 
reached the very confines of that blessed day of emancipation, when 
the flickering star of hope was beginning to give its gleams of promise 
a A ana the whole country was ready to exclaim, ‘‘Hail, holy 

ght! 

Suddenly we are turned back to that dark era of odious, offensive 
legislation. For what? Not for revenue. The Government does not 
need that. The whole country demands emancipation from taxation. 
Breg consideration of public duty compels us to give the people that 
reli 

Gentlemen say this is nota revenue bill. Then it comes here under 
false pretenses, and unjustly, and under false pretense avails itself of 
the privileges of a revenue bill upon this floor. If it is not a revenue 
bill it is worse—it is a job—one industry against another, And along 
in the line of protection the richest and strongest industry wins 
the battle in the scramble in this arena where they all come to wrestle 
for a blessing with more resolution and persistence than that with 
which Jacob wrestled with the angel of the Lord. He was wrestling 
for a genuine blessing; this is for a curse, 

A MEMBER. That was Jacob. 

Mr. DUNN. Yes; Jacob was the fellow who did that wrestling. 
But here they wrestle for a curse. They come for gain. Itis there- 
sult of the system of protection in all its forms, phases, and ramifica- 
tions that it fosters monopoly. The greater combinations crush and 
destroy the lesser and win the favor of the Government, under which 
they rob and plunder the people. 

Now, if this is not for revenue, then it is for taxation, to prevent the 
manufacture and increase the price of a cheap food commodity. Gen- 
tlemen in their overzeal have gathered—I will not say as scavengers, 
for that would be an odious expression—but they have gleaned with 
wonderful industry 2ll the unreasonable, improbable, outrageous, and 
filthy stories with which these people have filled the newspapers for 
years past, and have unloaded itall in this House. I have read as bad 
stories as the worst told here about almost every article of food we 
commonly use. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DUNN. I should like to have a few minutes more. p 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GLASS) 
has twelve minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. GLASS. I promised the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. BLAN- 
CHARD] ten minutes, and I yield what other time I have to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN]. 

Mr. DUNN. The only effect of this taxation is to increase the price 
of cheap food for the poor of the country. Like all other systems of 
protective taxation, you load up the burdens upon the poor, upon their 
necessaries of life, I have never heard of this compound called oleo- 

ine killing anybody. They say there are manufactured and 

sold some 200,000,000 pounds of it per annum. It is marvelous that 
it should have gone on to this extent without killing everybody in the 
country if it is the horrid compound it is saidto be. We shall go on, 
= Spt inventing methods of producing cheap food and increasing our 
supply. | 

~ It is the office, as the distinguished gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
TUCKER] said to-day, it is the office of the States and they are clothed 
with full power to protect the people against unwholesome and poison- 
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ous foods that are deleterious to health. But who has the right to say 
what we shall eat? That is sumptuary legislation. If we may tax 
this article so as to prevent its use we may tax all other articles of food 
and limit quantity as well as quality. Why, sir, it is unhealthy to eat 
too much of anything. So Congress must lay a tax upon the addi- 
tional ounces of our daily meals above that which may be adjudged to 
be healthy so as to prevent us from eating too much. They used to be 
stoned to death for gluttony in the old times. 

Mr. Chairman, thisisa dangerous, an alarming, and an ominous tend- 
ency in legislation. It is discouraging to the patriot who loves his 
country, who understands that that Constitution was ordained by the 
fathers to be the great palladium of liberty for man, the greatest that 
human ingenuity has ever invented, that it should be trampled under 
foot and disregarded, and the administration of the Government drawn 
away from that basis and from the limitations contained in the instru- 
ment and converted into a huge system of jobbery. 

Here we haye those who churn butteragainst those who manufacture 
butter struggling for Congress to intervene and license one and prohibit 
theother. It is the saddest position I have ever seen this House placed 
in. Ihave read no history of any thing like this heretofore€and it will 
be the most marvelous scene when we come to pass between the tellers 
or march up and answer to our names when the ayes and noes are 
called. After we get through with that little formality here I am 
afraid that we shall be in the condition of a distinguished gentleman 
whom I once heard of in this city. After dinner, late in the evening, 

haps early in the morning, it is said that with some assisting frien 
e reached the front of his residence—there were a number of them, 
quite a number—he rang the bell. 

When his summons was answered, it is said a lady put her head out 
of the window and asked what was wanted. He ed if Mr. —— 
lived there—this was the name of the gentleman himself, and whose 
wife thiswas. She answered, he did. ‘‘Then,’’said he, ‘‘ will you be 
kind enough to come down here and pick your husband out of this 
crowd and take him in?” [Laughter.] When we are through pass- 
ing between the tellers and registering our names let us all send the 
request to our constituents to please come down here and pick out their 
representatives and take them home. ‘They ought to go. [Laughter 
and applause. ] A 

Mr. GLASS. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, GLASS. Ihave been informed by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture that the committee were censuring me for the posi- 
tion I am oceupying on this question to-day. 

Mr. HATCH. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, he is mistaken. 

Mr. GLASS. I understood you so. 

Mr. HATCH. Thecommittee were somewhat disappointed that the 
gentleman haying taken up the hour in favor of the should yield 
it to those who have opposed it. 

Mr, GLASS. I appeal tothe chairman tocorrectthatstatement. I 
never stated which side I would occupy, and the chairman put me down 
by mistake as in favor of the bill, and then insisted I should have had 
the place assigned to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, DUNHAM] in op- 
position to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair was informed this was the unanimous 
report of the committee, and therefore supposed all the members of the 
committee were in favor of the bill. The gentleman came to the Chair 
and stated he was opposed to the bill in its present shape. 

Mr. GLASS. IfI have any time remaining, I give it to the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I take it that a member of the committee has as 
much right to be converted to the honest side of this question as any- 
body else. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I, includ- 
ing that yielded to me by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GLAss]? 

e CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee has two minntes 
of his time remaining. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 
otber gentleman. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman is to have ten minutes of my time 
whenever the chairman will let him have it. 

Mr. FUNSTON was recognized and yielded fifteen minutes to Mr. 
MORGAN. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make my special ac- 
knowledgments to my friend from Kansas [Mr. Funston ], because by 
the concession he has made me I am enabled to follow immediately 
after my distinguished Democratic friends on this side of the House. 
I wish to notice some of the remarks they have made and some of the 
politics they have presented here. When gentlemen come forward, as 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Hammonn] did yesterday, and say 
that this is a bill to popularize, perpetuate, and extend the internal- 
revenue system, and that therefore he opposes it; when the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] rises in his place and says that for 
once in his life he will walk over and shake hands with his distin- 
foe Ta friend upon the other side; when the gentleman from Arkansas 

Mr. DUNN] rises and enters upon a humorous discourse, in the course 
of which he develops the fact that his opposition to this bill is based 


I reserye that and beg some more from some 
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upon the internal-revenue feature of it, and then talks about the re- 
duction of taxation and says that this bill proposes to increase taxa- 
tion—when gentlemen talk in that way about this bill, I feel that I 
am under special obligation to my friend from Kansas for giving me the 
opportunity of speaking at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to say here and now that as a member of the 
Committee on Agriculture I give my unqualified approval to this bill, 
and that I am the mover in that committee of the 10-cent tax. When 
gentlemen talk of the internal-reyenue feature of the bill and oppose 
it upon that ground I desire to say to those gentlemen that that feature 
of the bill more than any other commended it to my mind. When I 
investigated the testimony in this case, looking at it carefully with a 
view to ascertaining the trith and doing justice to the public, having 
no interest whatever on the part of any of my constituents conflicting 
with that purpose, I took the view that here was an inviting oppor- 
tunity to find another field of revenue without imposing any additional 
taxes upon the people, and I thought that if we could raise ten or 
twenty million dollars in this way it would help my friend from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Morrison], who is to bring forward presently a bill reducing 
taxation. ` 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Dunn] facetiously asks the gen- 
tleman from Missouri how it happens that he, a free-trader, is found 
upon this sideof the question. I do not know whether my friend from 
Missouri is a free-trader or not, nor do I care. This bill is not based 
upon any idea of that kind. This isa revenue bill, framed for the pur- 
pose of raising revenue, and when we come to deal with a measure of 
that kind it is the duty of this House to search for places where reve- 
nue can be raised, bearing as lightly as possible upon the people, and 
then to turn around and look for other quarters in which correspond- 
ing relief can be given to the people. When gentlemen talk about the 
constitutionality of this bill it is well to look and see whether they are 
not uttering the sentiments of the oleomargarine men and nobody else. 
Gentlemen say that we come here with this bill and seek to raise reve- 
nue when there isno needofrevenue. This is indeed a happy goal we 
have reached! Able to run this t Government without money! ! 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] says that this is simply 
a contest between the regular butter producer and the butter manu- 
facturer, that there is no necessity whatever for this bill, and that itis 
brought forward in the interest of one set of producers for the purpose 
of suppressing another set of competing producers. I desire to enter 
here and now my solemn pora against that assertion, and, as a mem- 
ber of the committee, to declare that it is unfounded and not based 
upon fact. As a committee, our whole purpose was to arrive at a just 
and proper conclusion in this matter. We brought the dairymen be- 
fore us and asked what they desired and what they complained of. We 
brought the ol ine men before us and asked what their desire 
was and what their complaint was. We brought the produce men 
before us and asked them what was their desire in the matter. 

We consulted all the interests concerned, the dairymen, the oleo- 
margarine makers, and the consumers; and having considered the whole 
question to the best of our ability, we brought forward this bill. When 
any man states here that it is not a revenue bill, buta measure framed 
for the purpose of suppressing one industry in the interest of another 
industry, I say that he speaks without knowledge of the facts. I deny 
that the bill was framed for any such purpose; and, speaking for the 
dairy interest and for the agricultural interest of the country, I deny 
that any representative of those interests ever appeared before the com- 
mittee to ask for the suppression of this oleomargarine trade simply as 
a competitor of theirs. On the other hand, I assert that when gentle- 
men come here and make theirarguments and produce their literature 
in opposition to this bill, they simply reproduce the arguments and 
the literature that were laid before the committee by the representa- 
tives of the oleomargarine interest. 

You gentlemen come here and repeat the arguments made by Mr. 
Stern, the representative of Armour & Co., and of the oleomargarine in- 
terest. That gentleman, who is one of the brightest and keenest and 
most intellectual men I ever saw, came before the committee and de- 
livered his address and was thoroughly cross-examined, and from that 
time to this the country has been flooded with literature on that side 
of the question, and it nearly all comes from his pen or is inspired by 
his genius. I have it here before me coming up from various portions 
of the country, purporting to represent the stock-ex interest, the 
produce-exchange interest, and the labor interest, and I say that these 
various productions are in large measure identical in language with the 
argument of that gentleman which I hold in my hand. Furthermore, 
the protest and the explanation of the manufacturers of oleomargarine 
which have been presented here to-day by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DUNHAM] and read at the Clerk’s desk are substantially and 
largely verbatim the same as the argument of the gentleman I have 
named. We asked these people what it was in this bill that they com- 
plained of, and I desire to call attention to what they have to say. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MORGAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Does my colleague mean to say that the coun- 
try or the Treasury is in need of. more reve ue than is now coming in ? 
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Mr. MORGAN. I mean to say that the country needs money. 
I mean to say that we owe $1,500,000,000 to-day. Two hundred mill- 
ions of dollars of itis now due. I mean to say that we have a Gov- 
ernment which is expending $360,000,000 every year; that $80,000,000 
will be required annually for the purpose of paying pensions; and in 
raising money to pay the indebtedness of the Government and for its 
current expenditures we need to raise it from the right source and to 
take off taxation where we have been raising it from wrong sources. 

Mr. VAN EATON. One more question. How much more revenue 
ought we to raise than is now being raised from ordinary sources? 

Mr. MORGAN. Idonotknow. ‘The Secretary of the Treasury says 
that next year, if the revenus do not ine , we shall be $24,000,000 
short. Surely we need as much more as will be raised from this bill, 

Mr. VAN EATON. Then I understand my colleague to say, as a 
member of the committee, that the bill proposing to levy this taxation 
was adopted solely for the purpose of raising revenue—needed revenue? 

Mr. MORGAN. So faras lam concerned—I speak for myself alone— 
I voted for it simply because it opened up a new field ially com- 
mending itself to my mind for taxation and put this article side by side 
with whisky and to [Applause.] On that ground I stand. I 
ask the House to put taxation there, and take it off the blankets and 
the shoes and the clothing of the widows and orphans throughout the 
length and breadth of the land. [Applause.] If we are to have re- 
duction, let us have itat theright place. The whole outcry here about 
internal-revenue taxation is raised by gentlemen who want to take the 
tax off whisky and tobacco and keep.it on the blankets with which 
the poor widows and orphansof the country wrap themselves in winter. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. How many of the gentlemen who are 
ready to vote to impose this tax will vote to reduce or remove the tax- 
ation on blankets? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not know. I hope enough will vote with me 
to doit. But I will say to my distinguished friend from Texas that 
when we can get $20,000,000 of taxation from this source—the quan- 
tity produced being as we understand 200,000,000 pounds—I think the 
taxation should be taken off something somewhere. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. How much revenue will you get if you 
pass this bill? 

Mr, MORGAN. If what the oleomargarine people say is true, that 
oleomargarine sells as it does because it is better than butter and is not 
a fraud, we shall get $20,000,000. If those statements are not true, 
then this article will have to sink to an ignoble grave and die the death 
of a fraud. [Laughter.] 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. | Do you think if we pass this bill we shall 
get $20,000,000 of revenue, or $10,000,000, or $5,000,000, or $1,000,- 
000 from this article? 

Mr. MORGAN. Now the gentleman comes to the ‘‘milk in the co- 
coanut.’’? _I say if we pass this bill we shall unmask this business. If 
oleomargarine is the pure and virtuous thing it is represented to be— 
if there is truth in the representation of the great head center of the 
oleomargarine people who has testified that ‘‘ heretofore the people have 
had bad butter on their tables, but now they have a sweet, delightful, 
and palatable article’”’—if this be true, oleomargarine will stand the 
test; butif it is a fraud it may not be able to stand the treatment. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. But shall we get any revenue from it? 

Mr. MORGAN. If this article iswhat it is claimed to be, an honest 
article of trade, which people buy knowingly and because they like it, 
we shall get $20,000,000; and the revenue we thus get will be obtained 
from a proper source. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ifa man thinks we ought not to raise $20,000,- 
000 additional revenue, ought he not to vote against this bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. He ought, provided he thinks taxation should be 
continued on woolens and shoes and things of that kind, from which 
we wish to remove it. [Applause.] The simple question is, Where 
are you going to get money? That we must raise money to run the 
Government no man candeny. We must pay $80,000,000 annually 
as pensions to ex-soldiers, their widows and orphans; and no man can 
deny the duty of the Government in that respect. But when you come 
to talk about raising money, why should you speak about ‘‘ suppress- 
ing an industry?” When gentlemen who oppose this bill get up here 
and say that we are adopting this form of taxation for the ‘‘suppres- 
sion of an industry” they are simply repeating the slanders of the 
oleomargarine manufacturers. We must have revenue; there is nouse 
talking about it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Idesire to say to the gentleman that I am proud 
to have him ask me a question, and I shall be glad to have any other 
Democrat on this floor ask me a question. 

A MEMBER. How about Republicans? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam talking to Democrats. Iam a Democrat my- 
self—one of the old ‘‘ blue hen’s chickens.” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TILLMAN, Well, it is a very queer shade of ‘color to-day. 
[Great laughter.] I understand the gentleman and others who have 
preceded him on his side of the question to maintain that 200,000,000 
pounds of this oleomargarine are manufactured and sold every year and 
consumed by the people. i 


Mr. MORGAN. I do not desire to make any correction unless 
the gentleman’s figures are better than mine. I am speaking from 
the record, and I have examined the question as a lawyer. I have sat 
a oe deal of my life as a judge, and I have tried to train my mind to 
calm and careful investigation. 3 

Now [turning to Mr. TILLMAN] give us your question, [Great 
laughter and clapping of hands. } 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. How do you get your twenty millions 
of revenue unless—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. [Laughter 
and applause. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As the House laughed away the time, all I ask is 
it will give me an opportunity by unanimous consent to finish my ques- 
tion. v 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly; I hope so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Iwill give the gentleman from Mississippi five 
minutes more. 

Mr. MORGAN. He wants to know how Iam to get twenty millions 
revenue. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; who fixed it at 200,000,000 pounds? At 10 
cents a pound it would be $20,000,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. You have there a source for raising revenue. Fif- 
teen million dollars taken off the salt, and trace-chains, and clothes 


‘of the farmers would be no small relief, and in the right direction. 


Mr. TILLMAN. If this bill is advocated as a revenue measure, and 
solely as a revenue measure, and if it is right to tax oleomargarine 10 
cents a pound, is it not honest to tax butter 10 cents a pound? 

Mr. MORGAN. We have the power to do it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then why not do it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Bringinyourbillandlet us seeaboutit. I trust we 
may find something to which we may transfer the tax from ‘‘ Widows’ 
Weeds.” [Laughter and applause.] Mr. Chairman, I desire to say— 
as I am allowed ten minutes more of time—that I hold proof here to 
show that when you impose this tax of 10 cents a pound on this imita- 
tion of butter you do not take it out of the manufacture or increase the 
price of oleo ine. I hold here the testimony of a man whose 
official duty required him to study all about this question, and who 
did so as a high official of the State of New York, and he states it as a 
fact the average price of oleomargarine sold as butter is 26 cents a 
pound, although it is made for only 7} to 8 cents a pound and whole- 
saled at 11 cents a pound, and that if you tax it 10 cents it will leave 
a margin of 5 cents for profit, whereas it now leaves a margin of 15 
cents as a temptation to swindle; and it is that swindle that will be 
driven out of existence if anything should be, not the product itself. 

Mr. DUNHAM. ‘The gentleman can buy oleomargarine in the city 
for 15 cents a pound. 

Mr. MORGAN. -It was for the reasons which I have stated that this 
bill was brought in. The gentleman from IlInois says oleomargarine 
can be purchased here for 15 cents a pound. Oh, yes, Mr. Sterne came 
and told us all about that. [Laughter.] Stalls 349, 350, and 351 in 
the market-house of this city—is not that your thing? [Greatlaugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM. They sell it exactly for what it is. - 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes, so they do; but that is ‘after taking.” 
[Great laughter. ] 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems strange after what we have heard that 
when some two hundred millions of oleomargarine is manufactured it 
can be distributed among the people without enlarging the graveyards. 
[Great laughter. ] 

Mr. MORGAN. Possibly it does. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not know it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It will deceive anybody, for it is very difficult to 
distinguish the difference between oleomargarine and real butter. It 
can only be done with a microscope and in the hand of an expert. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iftwo hundred millions of pounds are manufact- 
ured and sold it is a matter of great importance to a great many peo- 
ple. £ e 

Mr. MORGAN. AsIwillhavean opportunity to speak hereafter and 
as the time given me has expired, I now give notice I will bring for- 
ward proof that out of the many places in the State of New York where 
itis sold itis never sold as oleomargarine, but always sold as genuine 
butter. Mr. Van Valkenberg, assistant dairy commissioner of the 
State of New York, states that at five hundred places where it was sold 
it was found through the medium of his detectives that four hundred and 
ninety-fivesold itas true butter, and when other detectives were sent out 
disguised as coal-heavers and sent to these five who had sold it as oleo- 
margarine, all of the five sold it to the new men as true butter. [Great 
laughter and applause.] They suspicioned the first to be detectives, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Did any one die from eating it? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORGAN. It was administereZ to them in disguise and no one 
could tell of what they died. [Laughter. ] My friend from Illinois 
(Mr. DUNHAM] asked how much of this was sold as genuine butter 
and how much as oleo: ine. Iwant to tell him that we had the 


great chief of this institution before us, and I put the question to him 
in one direction and my friend trom Iowa [Mr. FREDERICK] in another, 
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and asked him what objection he had to its being sold to the peopleand | raised by their own sweat and toil, to some one not a licensed dealer. 


put upon the tableas oleomargarine. Hesaid his objection was that it 
would not ‘‘go off’ if that was done. 

Mr. FREDERICK. ‘That it would prejudice the sale. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; and that was the reason that he assigned 
for it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Who is this great expert that you are omg! 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Sterne, and he knows more aboutit the 
balance put together. Barava, 

I thank my friend from Kansas [ Mr. Funston] for yielding me his, 
time, which I will give back to him hereafter, with interest. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee inform: rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, a message from the te, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced the passage of resolutions and bills of the following titles, in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested, namely: 

A resolution to print 30,000 additional copies of the first annual re- 
port of the Commissioner of the Bureau of Labor; 

A resolution to print the report on Alaska by E. W. Nelson; 

A resolution to print 7,500 additional copies of the report of the board 
of fortifications; 

A bill (S. 2026) granting a pension to Wallis Pattee; 

A bill (S. 2075) granting a pension to Jackson Chapman; 

A bill (S. 2132) granting a pension to Fridoline Glastetter; 

S A bill (S. 2180) granting an increase of pension to William Wallace 
oung; 

r Abil (S. 2197) granting a pension to Henry Daner; - 
A bill (S. SA granting a pension to Charles Brunbridge; 
A bill (S. 2118) for the relief of Lucy A. Washburn; 


A bill (S. poe granting a pension to James A. Mathes; 

A bill (S. 2228) granting a pension to Samuel F. Rowe; 

A bill (8. 2233) granting a pension to John P. McElroy; 

A bill (S. 1902) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann E. Lamburg; 

A bill (S. 2053) for the relief of Chester A. Arthur and William H. 
Robertson, late collectors of customs of the district of the city of New 
York; and 

A bill (S. 2056) to amend the pension laws by increasing the pensions 
of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or a leg in the service. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the 
bill (H. R. 453) to forfeit the lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific 
Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast, and 
to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate returned to the House, 
in compliance with its request, the bill (H. R. 356) granting a pension 
to Samuel Hanson. 

RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House a request re- 
ceived from the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Is THE SENATE, May 25, 1886. 
Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
bh Boats to the Senate the bill (S. 722) for increase of pension to Ellen 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk of the Hous¢ 
will be directed to return the bill as requested. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

. IMITATION DAIRY PRODUCTS. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. "3 

Mr. FUNSTON. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL]. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Funston] for yielding a few minutes of his time to me. 

It is a fact well known to all familiar with my views that I am op- 
posed to the entire internal-revenue system. I have never seen the day 
or the hour during my service here when I would not have voted for 
the total repeal of this system. 

It was born of the war; intended as a war measure, to raise money 
for the support of the Government during that trying period and for 
the presecution of the war. 

Peace has long since come to our distracted country, and yet this law 
still stands upon the statute-books. 

It is undemocratic and unrepublican. 

It is wrong in principle, oppressive in its operation, and tyrannical 
ła its enforcement, 

Ta certain sections of the country God has given the people a soil 
adapted to the cultivation of tobacco, and that almostalone. Theland 


belongs to them by inheritance from their fathers, who cultivated it for 
many decades without restriction under Democratic administiations. 
Yet under this iniquitous system these people, freemen, breathing the 
inspired sentiments of a free land, from the time they sow their seed 
in the seed-bed until they have marketed the last plant have some lit- 
tle revenue official hanging around them watching with suspicious eye 
for fear they may dispose of a leaf of the products of their own land, 


In other sections, in the mountains, distant from railroads and mar- 
kets, nature has their recesses for the growth of the grape and 
apple; and here, too, this same little official is ever present with the 
scent of a bloodhound to track down the lowly denizen in his mount- 
ain region who may dare dispose of a gill of distilled spirits without 
paying a tax to the Government of this boasted land of the free, though 
it may be that the very sale is to procure food for his children. 

I repeat, sir, that I would vote with the most supreme pleasure for 
the abolition of this entire system and for a return to the old-time 
Democratic method of raising revenue. 4 

But so long as we have the system I propose that these products of 
the soil and these tillers of the ground shall not bear all the burdens 
of the system and receive no benefits from it. If these particular in- 
dustries and products are to be taxed and this espionage upon them 
kept up I intend by my vote to relieve other agricultural pursuits from 
depression and restore them to their wonted prosperity by taxing a 
staff which has prostrated them and which under the guise of a food 
is spreading disease and death throughout the land. 

Iam, therefore, in favor of this bill and shall support it earnestly. 
[Applanse.] I livein asection; sir, and represent a district din its 
agricultural advantages, and literally ‘‘ flowing with milk and honey’’— 
the historic Shenandoah Valley and part of the classic Piedmont sec- 
tion. Its population is composed of a sturdy race, who despise shams 
and frauds in whatsoever forms they may present themselves. One of 
its great industries has been that of the dairy. Every farmer, large or 
small, has made butter-making one of the sources from which he de- 
rived his support, and the good housewives vied with each other in 
quality and quantity. All that the section could produce after supply- 
ing home demand found a ready market and fair price in the cities 
until this sham and fraud known as oleomargarine made its appearance. 
Then the demand dropped off, sales stopped, the dairy interest lan- 
ees and valuable dairy cows were fattened and slaughtered for 


For some time the farmers, honest and straightforward in their deal- 
ings, could not understand why the demand had ceased. It never oc- 
curred to them that butter, which had been used asa healthful food from 
the earliest recorded time, had been supplanted by a mixture of tallow 
and nitric acid, castor oil and butyric acid, mustard seed oil and ben- 
zoic acid, cotton-seed oil and capsic acid, turnip-seed oil and commer- 
cial sulphuric acid, oil of sesame and sugar of lead, stomachs of sheep 
and pigs and calves and nitrate of soda, and the many other articles and 
ingredients which enter into this stuff, which no stock-raiser would 
feed to his swine. 

They never dreamed that a substitute such as this had been intro- 
duced for human consumption, thereby forcing out of the market their 
honest product made from that which God himself had ordained should 
be the early sustenance of mankind and the great sustainer.of human 
life in disease. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the discussion of this question 
and the exposure of this traffic ought to arouse such a spirit of indig- 
nation as to bring down the most severe condemnation upon the heads 
of those who have been engaged in the manufacture of this nauseous 
compound. No man, unless his sensibilities are deadened, can reflect 
that possibly at some time he has eaten of it at his table without un- 
pleasant sensations. 

But they say, ‘‘it is the food of the poor man.” Yes, they admit 

they do not expect the rich man to’buy it, but they want to palm it 
off on the poor man and hold up before his vision the tempting bait of 
cheapness and induce him thereby to take it to his humble home and 
feed its lurking disease to his children. I would rather see a viper 
pressed to the bosom of my child, for I might find an antidote for the 
poison of its fangs, than to have put day by day before it an insidious 
poison in its food to sap its young life by degrees. [Applause.] 
_ Yes, “cheap food!” Thestomachsof pigs, sheep, and calvesreduced 
by acids, and then bromo-chloralum used to destroy the smell and pre- 
vent detection of the putrid mass. Bromo-chloralum! Sostrong isthe 
smell that this powerful disinfectant used in a charnel-house must be 
brought into requisition to destroy the odor which would otherwise 
stench in the nostrils of the poor man while they sell him the “ poor 
man’s food.” [Laughter. ] 

Yes, ‘‘cheap food! When one of the ingredients is pepsin, in the 
use of which is an admission that the compound is indigestible and aid 
must be given to digestion, and with every meal this powerful medi- 
cine must be eaten, and the digestive organs must be constantly stim- 
ulated, and consequently day by day weakened, resulting necessarily 
in final death. Yes, ‘‘cheap food’? in the shape of putrefaction ren- 
dered odorless by a powerful disinfectant. Yes, ‘‘cheap food’? in the 
form of an apothecary’s shop ip the poor man’s stomach! [Applause 
and laughter. ] . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Did youever hear of anybody - 
being made sick by eating oleomargarine? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I have never, thank Heaven, been brought in 
contact with it. 

_Mr. TILLMAN. You bave no doubt ate a good deal of it in this 
city. 
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- Mr. O’FERRALL. If I thought I had done so, I should feel 
squeamish about it at this moment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Is there any record confirming 
the gentleman’s statement? 


Mr. O’FERRALL. The charges have been made, and though we 
haye much literature from oleomargarine manufacturers they have never 
been denied. 

Now, sir, in the name of all that is right, in the name of humanity, 
I ask, should this miserable, death-dealing fraud be allowed to remain 
in competition with the honest production of honest industry? Should 
it by its cheapness be longer permitted to lure men into its purchase 
and poison the well-springs of public health? 

I find sir, from the report of the Committee on Agriculture, who 
gave much thought and consideration to this question, that about 200,- 
000,000 pounds of this mixture are now being manufactured annually, 
which, as they say, not only takes the place of so much butter, but 
stops the consumption of much more by the demoralization of the 
trade; that ‘‘ before itsintroduction cows were worth on an average $40 
per head: and now only $30 each; that during the last year 300,000 
milch cows were slaughtered in Chicago alone, or an average of 1,000 
daily; that there have been from four to five million American citizéns 
engaged in the dairy business; that they have over 15,000,000 cows, 
and have produced annually over 1,000,000,000 pounds of butter and 
300,000,000 pounds of cheese, and that the products have been worth 
$250,000,000, and that about an equal amount has been realized from 
thesale of milk, making in all $500,000,000 annually.” 

Now, leaving everything else out of consideration, ought not some 
thought be given to the agricultural interests of this country? Is not 
the farmer entitled to some protection? Is he to be made to pay all 
the taxes, bearall the burdens? Is his legitimate sphere to be invaded 
and circumscribed by a fraud? ; 

Every industry except that of agriculture is clamorous for and re- 
ceives at the hands of this Government protection. The farmer stands 
out with his bronzed face and hardened hands as the payer of tithes to 
the manufacturing and railroad monopolies of the land. ‘‘As the hart 
panteth for the water-brooks,”’ the tiller of the soil panteth for relief 
from the exactions of heavy taxation and a high protective tariff. 

While differing upon the question of the tariff and upon political issues 
generally with the distinguished gentleman from New York [ Mr. H15- 
cock] who addressed the House on yesterday, I say with him pass 
this bill, and while raising revenue give ‘incidental protection” to 
the farming interests, 

Of course, Mr. Chairman, I have not had time to discuss this bill in 
a manner which its importance demands. I have not had time to re- 
fer to the constitutional question raised by the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. Haarmonp]. I will only say that if it is constitutional to tax to- 
bacco and distilled spirits it is constitutional to tax oleomargarine. I 
would like to refer to the position of some gentlemen on this floor who 
have been most violent ee of the repeal of the internal-revenue 
system so long as it only affected the interests of other States or sections, 
but as soon as it was proposed to extend the system so that it might 
indirectly affect the interests of their sections they cry aloud against 
the extension. It seems even here to make a difference ‘‘ whose ox is 
gored.” Iagain thank the gentleman from Kansas for his courtesy 
and the House for extending my time and its kind and attentive hear- 
ing. [Applause. ] 

[Before Mr. O'FERRALL had concluded his remarks the hammer fell, 
and the chairman stated that his time had expired. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I should like to be permitted to occupy five 
minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. This hour belongs to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Funston]. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I will yield to the gentleman to go on for five min- 
utes by unanimous consent, provided the time is not taken out of my 
hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia being allowed to proceed by unanimous consent for five minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. O’FERRALL resumedand concluded the remarks above printed. ] 

Mr. FUNSTON. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ROWELL]. 

Mr. ROW. The discussion of this question is necessarily con- 
fined within narrow boundaries, and I am well aware that after all 
that has been said it is next to impossible to say anything in favor of 
this bill or against it that has not already been said in some way. 
But as I intend to yote for this bill, Iam not willing to let the occa- 
sion pass without protesting against some of the reasons which oppo- 
nents of the bill have attempted to offer as the reasons why we are 
going to vote for it. 

I do not believe in the doctrine of protection as applied to the people 
in the same country. But I do believe in the doctrine of a nation pro- 
tecting its own people against unfair competition with ple of other 
nations. And I do not intend to vote for the bill under Eiaa upon 


the principle of attempting to protect one legitimate industry in this 
country against competition from another legitimate industry. Itis not 
upon any such principle I base my advocacy of this bill. It is to pro- 


tect one legitimate industry against the unfair competition of a fraudu- 
lent industry. All that I desire is that this butterine business, this 
oleomargarine business, shall stand upon its own merits; thatthe arti- 
cle shall go into the market upon its own merits. The very nature of 
the business enables its projectors to commit frauds upon the people, 

and they of all men ought not to object. If the people of this country 
insist poo. laws which shall protect them against frauds, they ought 
not te object if they be compelled to pay the expense of that protection. 

I object again to the assumption that we are impliedly violating our 
oaths to support the Constitution when we vote for this bill. We be- 
lieve that while the bill itself is constitutional, the object to be ob- 
tained is a constitutional object. 5 

Now, I will neither support nor advocate a bill which seeks fraud- 
ulently to attain an end that can not be obtained honestly and fairly. 
I believe it to be within the power of the National Government to ac- 
complish by means of taxation something more and higher than simply 
getting money to spend again. If I understand anything about logic 
the power to do a thing implies the power to accomplish everything 
that is implied in doing it. The power to levy a tax is the power to 
get whatever good may be obtained throngh the levying of that tax, 
and it is not an unconstitutional intention to get some other good than 
simply the good of getting money. 

It is admitted that we have a right to select the objects of taxation. 
But if the theory is a correct one as advanced by the constitutional 
lawyers here, we may only levy an ad valorem tax; we must tax everv 
article according to its value and leave none untaxed, because if we 
select one and leave another we do accomplish another purpose than 
the purpose to simply get money. Conceding the right to select the ~ 
objects of taxation, you concede the constitutional right to get some 
other good ont of the tax than getting money; and if the constitutional 
right, then you concede the perfect right of every man under his odth 
to support the Constitution to get that other good, the duty of every 
man to select such objects of taxation as will get a declared good to 
the American people. 

Now in levying a tax on oleomargarine, surrounding it with machin- 
ery which shall extend all over the nation, you supplement the powers 
of State Legislatures by constitutional methods, and you simply succeed 
in surpressing an acknowledged frand. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Oh, no. 

Mr. ROWELL. You succeed in suppressing an acknowledged fraud. 
My colleague says ‘‘Oh, no.’ His constituents, the three great firms 
of Chicazo boldly proclaim that they manulacture oleomargarine. 
They say that they mark it, stamp it; but they will not be so foolish 
as to come here and claim that one pound out of a hundred, when it 
reaches the people who consume it, goes there honestly with the under- 
standing that it is oleomargarine. Why do you make it in the image 
of butter, why do you color it the color of butter, why in your manip- 
ulating process do you do everything to destroy the distinction between 
it and butter if you do not do it for the purpose of deceiving the con- 
sumer? `Itisan acknowledged fraud—an acknowledged fraud between 
the manufacturer and the consumer. Being an acknowledged frand, it 
is not honest competition between the dairymen, the butter-makers, 
and the few great manufacturers that make oleomargarine. Concede 
that it is wholesome, yet if you sit down to a table and are told that 
the ‘butter’? comes out of Armour's establishment you turn away 
from it. 

Go into a boarding-house and let them give you notice that they use 
ouly oleomargarine and you seek another boarding-house. Go into 
any town or city in this country and go through the grocery stores that 
sell butter, and you can not find one in fifty which will acknowledge 
thatitsells oleomargarine. I know that your Chicago firms have estab- 
lished in this city a place where oleomargarine is publicly sold as such. 
I know also that Congress is in session, and that this legislation is be- 
fore Congress, and that they are seeking to meet this legislation by 
setting a good example here. But go tothe hotel where you board and 
ask them if they use oleo ine and they will tell you no; yet I 
would bet my bottom dollar that on every table in that hotel they do 
set oleomargarine, and you eat it every day and do not know it. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Tell him also that there is a Federal law upon the 
statute-book applying to this District that will fine and imprison any 
man who sells oleomargarine for anything else than whatit is. 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes. Now, if the tax proposed by the bill is too 
large, let us amend the bill and make it less. The real purpose is a 
constitutional purpose, to be effected through the taxing power, to sup- 
plement the action of the States and make this business go before the 
world as an honest business, leaving the butter-makers as they are, 
honest men. 

We propose to make the men who engage in a business which can be 
fraudulently carried on pay the expense of guarding the public against 
deception, and if in paying that expense and without increasing the 
cost to the consumer we can get some added revenue to make up for 
losses, let us get it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. DUNHAM. You concede that the manufacturers make this ar- 
ticle and brand it as what it is, but you say that when it reaches the 
consumer he does not know whether it is butter or something else? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then would you be in favor of an amendment -to 
this bill which would reach the retailer? 

Mr. ROWELL. Iconcede that the Chicago matinfacturers stamp the 
article, but I say they could not get along without doingit. They would 
be caught violating the laws of the State of Illinois if they did not. 
Butthey can not cover, while the retail dealer with hisice-boxcan. You 
can afford to be honest when you can not helpit. [Laughter.] I would 
not trust Armour nor any of the balance of them if they could cover up 
their manufacture and send it out to the world as pure dairy butter. 
Buf they can not do that. You can nothidean elephant. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then you would be in favor of an amendment to 
reach the retailer. 

Mr. ROWELL. If the tax provided in this bill is too high, I say 
make it lower; but if we can get some money out of this thing and at 
the same time keep these people from deceiving the public, so much the 
better. Weneed the money. Not a day passes here that somebody 
does not get up and protest against some needed expenditure as a raid 
upon the Treasury, and declare that the Treasury can not stand sucha 
raid. Fill up your Treasury; then it can sustain more of the ‘‘raids’’ 
that do good in this country. [Laughter and applause. ] 

_Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman,-I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
` The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that they had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter; also imposing a tax upon and 
regulating the manufacture, sale, importation and exportation of oleo- 
margarine, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled the bill (H. R. 8762) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for pub- 
lic printing, pensions, and pay of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886; when the Speaker signed the same. 


F ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to announce to the House 
that the session this evening will close the general debate upon this 
bill. I propose to-morrow morning, before we go into Committee of 
the Whole, to limit general debate. 

Mr. DUNHAM. And I simply desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I 
expect that the House itself will have the right to say whether the de- 
bate shall close or not. : 


ADDITIONAL RIGHTS TO CERTAIN HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 


Mr. McRAE introduced a bill (H. R. 9011) to grant additional rights 
to certain homestead settlers on the public lands, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MANAGERS OF SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. BRAGG introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 177) appointing 
managers of the national homes for disabled soldiers to fill vacancies 
in the board which occurred April 21, 1886; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THE FISHERIES. 


Mr. REED, of Maine, presented resolutions of the Fishing Exchange 
of Portland, Me.; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and, on motion of Mr. REED, were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The resolutions are as follows: 


PORTLAND FISHING EXCHANGE, Portland, Me., May 21, 1836. 

Ata meeting of this exchange the following resolutions were ; 

Attest: O. B. WHITTEN, Secretary. 

Whereas the Canadian Government have seized American fishing veaselsand, 
PENS eve; unlawfully, whereby the flag of our country has been insulted: 

erefore, 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Portland Fishing Exchange that the Presi- 
dent of these United States should immediately by proclamation declare non- 
ae aidan a with the Dominion of Canada in all matters pertaining to the fish- 
eries, 

Resolved, That whereas the Canadian Government have fitted out armed ves- 
sels to pursue ours, therefore we ask our Government to send armed cruisers 
into a ten eee to are American ear tks i 5 

Resol we oppose an rotest against a; tment of any com- 
mission to treat with Great Britain in regard to the tehecién, i 

Resolved, That we call upon Congress to take such action as will protect us in 
our rights as American ci from seizure of our property while in the act of 
trade with the colonial government, and demand immediate release of the ves- 
a ateri, Tak wieseed ook G has 

whereas our Government issued rs granting our ves- 

sels permission to touch and trade in foreign ports; audio hasten V holding 

ae have been seized, we ask our Government to protect all American 
in colonial ports against illegal seizure. 

Resolved, If our Government refuse to send immediately armed vessels to pro- 
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aA 
it expedient to arm and equip our 
n. 


in their rights, we 

for their own pro! 
That copies of these resolutions be sent to our Representative, Hon. 
Tuomas B. REED, and Senator WILLIAM P. FRYE, 


EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF PRESIDENT TAYLOR. 


Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. 9012) for the erection of an 
equestrian statue of ex-President Zachary Taylor; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TITLES TO REAL ESTATE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 9013) to quiet title to real 
estate in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House took a recess until 
7.30 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at half past 7 
o’clock p. m.), and was called to order by Mr. TowLESs, Chief Clerk. 
The following was read: 
SPEAKER'S Room, Hovsr OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 25, 1836. 
Sm: Hon. Jonx T, HEARD is designated to preside at the session of the House 


this evening. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Jons B. CLARK, Jr., 7 
Clerk, House of Representatives. 


IMITATION DAIRY PRODUCTS. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state-of the Union under the special orde: 
to consider the House bill 8328. i 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also impos- 
ing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of oleomargarine. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, afew weeks ago this Houseafter a 
thorough debate passed a bill for the arbitration of disputes and troubles 
between employers and employés. The bill then passed was intended 
to be a peace-maker in troubles of that sort; and it was expected, as 
one of its merits, that it would at least give employés an equal oppor- 
tunity with the employer, it being i by public opinion that 
the hired class were not in all equal, without the aid of the 
law, in the maintenance of theirrights. This Congress thoughtit best 
to throw round that settlement by arbitration both sentiment and 
power; and all of us felt well satisfied that, however imperfect the 
measure was, the aims of Co in that were carried out. 

Now to-day we have brought to our view another troublesome ques- 
tion, in connection with which we find a great class in this country, 
backed up by very strongly-manufactured sentiment, endeavoring, so 
far as it can, to invoke Congress to so legislate that another great and 
competing industry in this country shall be subject toa ‘‘lock-ont.’’ 
This, to my view, after reading this bill, is its ultimate result, or at 
least the object sought. The intention is substantially to legislate out 
of existence a commercial commodity, a food product, together with an 
industry that employs thousands of people and is certainly to be re- 
garded as a legitimate branch of business. The aid of Congress is in- 
voked to tax out of existence this industry, in order that the other 
industry may gain the entire benefit and become ultimately a monopoly 
created by law. 

Mr. Chairman, Iam not a lawyer nor the son of a lawyer, but am 
simply a manufacturer and business man. I am free to say that on 
constitutional and B shies legal questions I accept my opinions from those 
who have made the law their study. I was aware that bills of this 
character, having the same aim as that now under consideration, had 
been submitted to the Judiciary Committee; and I find in a report of 
that committee an opinion which I understand is the accepted opinion 
of at least a majority of the committee; and to my mind this opinion, 
divested of legal verbiage and the traditions and decisions of the law, 
meets very broadly the wholecasesubmitted tous. Allow me to read it: 


It remains to inquire whether oleomargarine or any other product may be 

gs a to an internal-revenue tax. 

the power to lay taxes (Const. U.S., Art. I, secs. 8 and 9) involves the power 
in Congress to select any article for excise or other tax, as seems to be now set- 
tled by the practice of the Government (and no doubt properly so settled), then 
the right to tax oleomargarine is undoubted. 

But your committee are constrained to add that thisis arevenue power. The 
right “to lay” is conjoined with that ‘to collect taxes,” and the ht to lay 
and collect is conjoined with the purpose ‘‘to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense and general we .” The power is conferred in order to the 
auy imposed on Congress. It is a trust power, and becomes a right only when 

for pond aoe ay in view. The tax is the means to the end, and is only le- 
gitimate and rightful when needful for the end. 

To use the tax when needless for revenue, merely tostrike down a product or 
anindustry, is to abuse a constitutional trust; and yoote aden may he con- 
ferred, the right to use it in such case can not be asserted. wer under our 
system is trust power; to use it for the trust makes it a righ 
d intuitu is wrongful perversion and abuse of power, and is contrary to 
the Constitution. In other words, as Con, can not forbld the production of 
an article in a State by direct legislation, it can not use a power conferred for 
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another papos to destroy and preyent such production. To do by indirect 
means w: it could not do by direct legislation would be an unworthy eyasion 
of constitutional limitations, which can not be sanctioned by an enlightened 
construction of the Constitution, 

It is true that in such case the judicial power may not be able to declare 
such taxation void, because the ju dare not look into the intents of the leg- 
islator’s breast, but the legislator who so abuses his trust and kies, omy A mis- 
uses power can not avoid responsibility to his own conscience, bound as it is to 
support the Constitution; for by personal introspection he will find his motive 
not to be a tax for revenue to the Government, but a tax as a means of destruc- 
tion to the product subjected to it; that is, tax used as an instrument of destruc- 
tion and not as a means of revenue. 

Your committee therefore think that Congress may lay the tax, if it be needed 
for revenue, but does it against right if only to restrain and destroy the use and 
sale of the article in question. 

+ Now, Mr. Chairman, what is ‘‘ the article in question?’’ I wish to 
claim, and claim very broadly, that oleomargarine as manufactured by 
the great producers of America is a wholesome, nutritious food. I 
care not by what schemes middle-men may bring it into market, I 
make the broad assertion that it is equal to any medium grade of 
butter; and I make the still broader assertion that during the whole of 
this debate not one nape friend of the bill has brought forward from 
competent testimony of any kind whatever, with the possible exception 
of a Dr. Tefft, one word tending to establish its unwholesomeness. I 
understand by hints thrown out by a few speakers that this committee 
had testimony of some kind from those who appeared before it, in 
which it was intimated that the product of other animals than cows 
and oxen had been used in the manufacture of this product. But I 
consider these intimations as upon a par with other statements made 
here without foundation, and evidently for the purpose of padding out 
a weak argument, I state broadly that not one word has been uttered 
by an advocate of this bill as to the positive unwholesomeness of oleo- 
margarine as a food product. 

Possibly I should not have said one word in this discussion but for 
one paragraph in the report of the Committee on Agriculture, a para- 
graph which may well be designated as the ‘‘ death’s head and cross- 
bones ” paragraph, in which by some dexterity, some sophistical way 
of reaching conclusions without data, we are furnished with some- 
thing like the chemical schedule of a tariff bill or a compendium of the 
United States dispensatory, in which we are treated to acids and alka- 
lies and various other matters, reminding one very much of the scene 
from Macbeth read to-day by my good friend from Iowa [Mr, HEN- 
DERSON ]. 

I find in this paragraph— 

Nitric acid, sugar of lead, sulphate of lime, benzoic acid, glycerine, capsic acid, 
commercial sulphuric acid, Galion, butyrie ether, castor oil, caul, gastric juice, 
curcumine, chlorate of potash, peroxide of magnesia, nitrate of soda, dry-blood 
albumen, saltpeter, borax, orris root, bicarbonate of soda, caparic acid, sulphite of 

pepsin, , caustic potash, chalk, oil of sesame pr benne), turnip-seed oil, 
oil of sweet almonds, mustard-seed oil, bicarbonate of potash, boracic acid, sali- 
cylic acid, cotton-seed oil, alum, sal-soda, farinaceous flour, carbolic acid, slip- 
pery-elm bark, olive oil, bromo chloralum, oil of peanuts, sugar, caustic soda. 

My impression after reading is that in all likelihood the writer of it 
consulted a few of the patents in the Patent Office, in which, I grant 
you, he may find more acids and sodas than he quotes here in the proc- 
ess of making oleomargarine. 

It so happens, Mr. Chairman, that a part of my life has been spent 
in business in which these acids have become somewhat familiar to me. 
Properly used in the treatment of fatty matter, in the manufacture of 
oleos, nearly all of these acids I have quoted from the report are used, 
and are as necessary for the purposes of that manufacture as fire isin 
an oven to the making of bread. The very way you reach a pure food 
is reached very often in the treatment he suggests here by these acids, 
The only way you are able to detect fraud in foodis by these very acids. 

Now take one of those placed blindly here without any intention to 
deceive, but no doubt to make the list as long as possible—take butyric 
acid. Butyra in butter itself is the sweet, pure taste that adds the ex- 
quisite flavor which is needed in it, and butyric acid is simply the 
rancidity of bad butter. Thatisall. That is its official name. Bu- 
tyric acid—rancidity of butter. i 3 

It is not pretended surely by this committee that any manufacturer 
of oleomargarine intends to inject butyric acid into it when that is the 
very quality he wishes to get rid of. That which he wishes to elimi- 
nate certainly is not the one which he will put into it. That is the 
reason, I say, the ph is unfair, and that it gives a character to 
that report which makes it false. Without the treatment through 
which all of these oleos pass I defy any man or manufacturer of this 
country producing these commodities to make a pure and wholesome 
food. More than that, you can not find any chemical expert in this 
country who will declare that after oleomargarine comes to be put upon 
the market it retains the trace of any oneof theseacids. They have béen 
used as ‘‘ washers” topurifyit. Itonly astonishesme where thestomach 
trouble comes in or Bright’s disease or other kidney trouble. The very 
reason these acids are used in the manufacture is to make it pure when 
the article comes to be put upon the market and sold as food. There 
are unenee elements even in butter itself which ought to be elimi- 
nated. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Does the gentleman state real butter would be 
better by the treatment he has referred to? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I said butter could be treated also so as to make 
it better. Because when rancidity comes into butter there is no way 


of remedying it, except through the treatment which I have indicated, 
as that rancidity is the first state of putrefaction. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is true as to butyric acid; but is it true 
also of nitric acid and of sulphuric acid? 

Mr. FARQUHAR, There are four or five of these acids which pos- 
sess nearly the same properties and which are used in the treatment of 
the mess. These acids areused in cleaning or in separating these fatty 
substances from the tissue. 

The most rapid one in the whole list which`can reach the result is 
probably caustic soda, and that is the last one noticed in the list which 
I have read from the report. The knowledge of how much is to be put 
into the mess belongs only to the man who superintends its manufact- 
ure. But where you wish a pure matter you reach it only by the use 
of these acids. i 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is true; it requires an expert in order to 
get the acid out of the product, does it not ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Thatistrue. But I wish to say one thing more. 
My own idea of the matter is when Mége’s patent came into this coun- 
try I think itvery likely he went more into the chemistry of the manu- 
facture of this product than was necessary. I know in the manufactory 
of lubricants in which I own an interest we have, possibly, in hand- 
ling some of our own patents, been hampered by them. I know now, 
or should judge it to be so from the explanation that has been fur- 
nished by manufacturers and others who have sentletters and circulars 
around here, that they have a much more rapid way of treating these 
fats now than by the old Mége 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the gentleman will permit another question 
I shall not interrupt him again, as I have no desire to break the con- 
tinuity of his argument. My question would be based on the fact that 
while we require no acids in making the ordinary butter, and the fact 
that the acids and chlorine and other materials are needed in prepar- 
ing oleomargarine, does it not prove that the materials from which the 
oleomargarine is made are impure and unfitted for food, but must re- 
quire some chemical process to purify and make it suitable for food? 
In other words, are not the acids used as a purifier? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly, I agree with the gentleman that it 
must beso. Iam not a manufacturer of oleomargarine myself, and I 
can not say what the facts are in reference to the matter, only to this 
extent, that when you want to reach a rapid process that you have to 
use what I would say is a rapid acid to accomplish it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would like toask another question if not in- 
terfering with the gentleman’s argument. Is it not-true that you can 
take any kind of fat, however rancid or impure or unhealthful it may 
be, and treat it with chemical substances and produce by such treatment 
in a short time an article that is not only not unpleasant to the taste or 
smell, but one that becomes a fair article for food? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will answer that very plainly. My own ex- 
perience in treating these fats reaches the fact that I never could use 
any tainted fat whatever when I brought heat in contact with it. 

You may place ina rendering kettle, in any process to which you sub- 
ject the the substance you are going to use, a hundred pounds of fat, 
tallow, or lard in good condition, and add to it, it may be but 1 or 2 
pounds of tainted fat, and when you reach a temperature of from sey- 
enty-five to eighty degrees your whole mass goes. 

The small amount of tainted fat affects all the rest of the bulk. It 
spoils it all. ‘That I know by my own personal experience; and I wish 
to say in answer to the question called out by the gentleman just one 
thing that ought to be brought out here. It is this: I am no advocate 
of this pane anbars atall. Iam looking to a fair business-like ques- 
tion of producing palatable food, and when you produce palatable, nu- 
tritious, wholesome food, as some of the oleomargarines are that I have 
eaten myself, I say it is for the benefit of the manufacturer to use 
the very best tallow that is possible to be obtained. And why ? 
Because you will reach the very best results in oleo oil when it is ex- 
pressed from the best fat, and I can not see, considering the competition 
there is in the making of oleo, how it can be to the benefit of any man- 
ufacturer of this article to use anything but the best tallow. 

Mr. GALLINGER, In which shape the poison would not be re- 


nired. 

i Mr. FARQUHAR. Iwish to saythatwhen you endeavor to sweeten 
tainted fats, or make them what is called deodorized, you.can not re- 
tain the original life and properties of the fat, but you will destroy it, 
or transform it from original conditions, exactly as good, cleanly people 
destroy other offensive thingsattimes. In other words, you doit by using 
chlorides of lime, and chlorides of lime are destructive. So I can not 
see, under any process known to me as discovered, how they can make 
tainted fats sweet; that is, by any process involving the use of heat. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The gentleman claims that he has eaten good 


-oleomargarine. Now, let me ask, do you know the good from the bad? 


Is there any mode of determining, except by the microscope, what is 
good or what is bad? Do you know that you have eaten good oleo- 


margarine? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, I will say that I have caten of that called 
the best for the New York market. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. STRUBLE. They call all of it the best. 


1886. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. And it was eaten, I think, without any coloring 
aeS which at the time of using was expressed from the carrot, I 

ink. 3 

Mr. GALLINGER. In this country the microscopists tell us that 
there is no means of determining the good from the bad, or determin- 
ing the article at all except by the microscope. That is what the sci- 
entists say. 3 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I question very much in my own mind whether 
even the microscopists can tell. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the information they give us. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In the reports of the State boards of health, es- 
pecially the Massachusetts State board of health, of which my friend 
Mr. DAvis is a member, that question has been considered, I believe, 
and I do not think from their reports that the microscope furnishes as 
intelligent an analysis of it as heat does. That is the impression that 
generally prevailed, I think, when the cases were brought up in the 
State of New York, where they had for years this discussion in respect 
to oleomargarine. The best chemists were broughtin from every State, 
and it is singular that out of all that were called as experts in these in- 
vestigations I do not now recollect of one who ever gave an official or 
scientific opinion, after an inspection of all the miscellaneous samples 
that had been provided, that any of it was an unwholesome food; not 
one. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly. : 

Mr. WHEELER. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not true that 
where the oleomargarine is made from cotton-seed oil it is a perfectly 
clean and healthful food, and not at all deleterious? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will answer the gentleman by telling him that 
oleomargarine is not made with cotton-seed oil at all; and then in the 
next place that cotton-seed oil as now manufactured forms one of the 
finest table salad oils that we have, healthy in every way. And when 
an oil as I understand is used in oleo ine it is simply to reach a 
quality in temperature. It is placed in the winter production I under- 
stand of oleomargarine. 

Mr. WHEELER. I havelearned or have been told that cotton-seed 
oil is used extensively in making this article. I ask the gentleman if 
that is not so? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is used largely in East Saint Louis, 
I am told, in this manufacture. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If the gentleman will permit me I will take the 
authority of the greatest manufacturer of thisarticle, Mr. Armour. He 
says: 

The component parts of oleomargarine and butterine are oleo oil, neutral 
lard, fresh cream, and milk—some makers use buttermilk—choice creamery 


butter, fine dairy salt,and clear, cold water. The coloring matter used is pre- 
cisely the same as that universally used by all dairymen and butter-makers, 


Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman will admit that cotton-seed oil and 
the cake can be used to make this material ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The cake! Not much of that. There is-no ne- 
cessity for that at all. 

Mr. ROWELL. I would like to be permitted to say that Mr. Ar- 
mour in a personal letter says they use cotton-seed oil. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me read his further statement: 

At certain seasons of the year a vay small quantity of fine salid oil, which is 
produced from selected cotton-seed, is occasionally but not generally used to 
soften the texture of the product. 

Mr. WHEELER. Because it is very expensive would the gentle- 
man not think it a good amendment to exempt all butterine from tax- 
ation that is made of cotton-seed oil and cotton-seed gake on account of 
its purity? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I suppose the gentleman who asks the question 
is as well acquainted as I am with the manufacture of cotton-seed oil 
and cotton-seed cake. But we are talking about oleomargarine, and 
not about cotton-seed. If there is any particularly valuable filling 
property in oleomargarine, it comes from a very fine neutral in leaf lard. 

o one could intend, as a manufacturer, to bring in cotton-seed cake 
or any other dry-as-dust commodity in thatline. - 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman if he feels cer- 
tain considering the effect which cotton-seed oil is said to produce if it 
is to be put in oleomargarine and universally used—if he feels certain 
we should not have to import the next generation? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. That is correct. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. As I understand from this circular, it is not the 
cotton-seed oil and the salad oil that is used, but that is a very small 
question. f 

i PETTIBONE. It involves the destiny of humanity, [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question for 
information? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly. 

y% Mr. HATCH. Iam asking the question in good faith for informa- 
on. 
= FARQUHAR. I know the gentleman would ask it in no other 
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Mr. HATCH. For the first time in the investigation of this subject 
I have been made acquainted with the medical and medicinal qualities 
of sesame or sesame oil, and if the gentleman will give me any infor- 
mation within his own knowledge of the medical properties of that 
oil I will be obliged to him.. I will state to the gentleman that I find 
in the investigation before the senate committee of New York, in which 
one of the manufacturers of oleomargarine in the State of New 
York, Mr. Mendel, a member of the firm of N. I. Nathan & Co., stated 
that 5 or 10 per cent., perhaps more—I am not stating the proportion 
exactly—of that material was used by all the manufacturers of oleo- 

ine as far as his knowledge extended. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. While his knowledge may go beyond the Ar- 
mours and Dold and the heavy manufacturers in this country, I was not 
aware that sesame oil was used at all in the manufacture in that pro- 
portion or less. I know it is quoted in that line. But let me answer 
the question by giving the gentleman a positive, scientific answer, so 
that we may save a good deal of catechising that is not of much use. 
Dr. Henry A. Mott, of New York, one of our most eminent chemists, 
makes the following scientific analysis, showing that the constituents 
of both products under discussion are nearly the same, with the ad- 
vantage in favor of artificial butter in those ingredients which tend to 
resist decay: 


Constituents, 


Insoluble fats. 
Soluble fats. 
Case’ 


rrr 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does that state where the sample of 
butter was obtained from? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I think this is part of the expert testimony that 
Dr. Mott gave and which was used in the contested case in New York 
which was carried to the court of ap f 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In Johnson’s Encyclopædia, which 
gives the latest information, the percentage of water is stated as over 
80 per cent., while what the gentleman from New York read gave it as 
11 per cent. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, That is impossible. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is utterly impossible; but still—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. ell, the point I want to make with 
the gentleman is this, that in order to make Dr. Mott’s testimony of 
more value we would like to know the sources from which the samples 
were obtained, both of the butter and of the oleomargarine, because it 
would be very easy for the manufacturer to prepare the samples for the 
test. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Will the gentleman from New York allow mea 
question? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Very willingly. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Does the gentleman state that the oleomargarine 
that was tested by the professor whom he quotes was like all other 
oleomargarine, and does he also think that the butter was the butter 
of the country, or does he admit that butter has a fixed quality, and 
that this sample was a particular kind of oleomargarine? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If the gentleman will take a commercial answer 
to his question, which is a little wider than my own personal knowl- 
edge, I will tell him, and just exactly, how they grade oleomargarine, 
how the commercial men all over the country who buy it grade it, and 
I will tell him what the grades consist of. That ought to be satisfac- 
tory. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Yes, that is what we want. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iwill give him the rules of the New York Mer- 
cantile Exchange on this subject, which are just as Draconian as their 
rules for butter or cheese. They have four grades, extras, extra firsts, 
firsts, and seconds. The extras, they say— 

Must draw clear on the trier, be of perfect texture for the time of year, be 


high in flavor, taste, and smell, be of good, natural color, be evenly and per- 
fectly salted, and be put up in new and uniform style of package. 


That same exchange makes also its classifications for the whole East- 
ern market of the oleo oils, of which they have three grades—choice, 
prime, and No.1, The oleomargarine sold in New York city and the 
oleo oil sold there are tested and inspected as legitimately as any West- 
ern product of butter or cheese, and they are branded perfectly. No 
man buys them with his eyes shut. 

T ce PETTIBONE. Are they branded when put on the retail mar- 
et 

Mr. FARQUHAR, On the wholesale market. 
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Mr. PETTIBONE. Thatis the t; wholesale, but not retail. I 
want the House to take notice of that. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And I desire the gentleman to take notice of 
another thing, that when he frames a bill to make police regulations 
by the United States Congress that can keep a compound like oleo- 
margarine off the table where he eats, he will be smarter than the men 
who generally make the laws. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I do not eat the thing at all. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If this Congress passes a law such as this isin- 
tended to be, providing for a police inspection of this product at every 
stage from the place where it is manufactured until it a on the 
dining-table, it will take an army of internal-revenue officers to carry 
the law into effect. ; 

Mr. MILLIKEN. DoI understand the gentleman to mean that we 
should not tax oleo ine because the men who make it and the men 
wo deal in it are so dishonest and so sharp that they will evade the 

w? ‘ 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In answering the gentleman’s question I wish 
to eliminate one word from it, that isthe word ‘‘dishonest.’’? I claim 
that Mr. Armour and Mr. Dold and the other manufacturers are just 
as honest as any man holding a seat on this floor, and that the goods 
they put into the market are fairly branded and properly inspected and 
graded, and you can ask nothing more. : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Butif they pursue the course which the gentle- 
man gives this House to understand they will pursue, it does not make 
any difference whether their names be Armour or something else, the 
cause is a dishonest one. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to remind the gentleman that I have not 
said what course they will pursue. I have notsaid that the manufact- 
urers will pursue any course. Isay this, that when the article is prop- 
erly branded, and goes out of the manufactory, it goes to a t public 
exchange to be sold; there it into the hands of middle-men, the 
retailers spoken of here, and, let it be branded in any way you please, 
when it passes into the hands of the men that sell it over the counter, 
who knows what they are going to do with it, or how they are going 
to sell it, or who knows what he is going to eat when it comes upon 
the table? 

Mr, PETTIBONE. Itisall right, then, if the consumer is swindled ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I say that you can put checks on oleomargarine 
clear down to the time when the consumer buys it, but when it gets 
beyond that point no one knows what is to follow. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me a 

uestion ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If Mr. Armour puts into the market 
a bogus or imitation butter which he sells, the purchaser knowing that 
if is bogus butter, but Mr. Armour knowing that he will go tothe con- 
sumer and sell it to him without informing him that it is bogus, do you 
say that that is an honest business on the part of Armour? Let me 
illustrate my question. The ‘‘banker’’ of counterfeit money (as we 
learn in prosecuting counterfeit cases) sells the conterfeit bills to the 
“shover” at 5, 10, or 15 per cent, and when he sells them to the 
t shover” at that small percentage the ‘‘shover” knows that he is 
buying counterfeit money and the ‘‘ banker”? (who in my illustration 
takes the place of Armour) does not deceive the ‘‘shoyer’’ who buys 
of him at that rate; but the ‘‘ banker’? knows that the ‘‘ shover ’’ is 
going into the country to pass that counterfeit money at its facevalue, 
100 per cent., upon innocent and unsuspecting men, is that banker, is 
that ‘‘ Armour’? an honest man in the judgment of the honest man 
that stands before me ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, Mr. Chairman, I did not understand that 
we suould go into ethics or casuistry or metaphysics on this question. 
[Laughter.] I supposed that this was a kind of business proposition 
with probably a little chemistry thrown in; but when the gentleman 
comes to take the part of prosecuting attorney, I do not know whether 
he places me in the position of judge or jury. I know one thing: I 
certainly am not here to defend Mr. Armour; but if a hypothetical 
case of that kind is to be brought before me I want to say this much 
about it: I said in the opening of my remarks that oleomargarine as 
it comes from the manufacturer is not fraudulent, and I stay by that 
assertion. I alsosaid (and I want the gentleman to take a part of that 
answer with him) that when some gentlemen on this floor can prove 
substantially the unwholesomeness of Mr. Phil. Armour’s product 
called butterine or oleomargarine the gentleman’s question will come 
in place, and I will answer it. Idonotseek either to beg the question 
or to make anew problem forhim. I started with the proposition that 
so far as I know this isa wholesome food product. I stay by that 
position; and if my assertion is not satisfactory, I will call in a little 
evidence on that question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to put another question, 
if it does not annoy the gentleman. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It does not annoy me inthe least; but please do 
not make your questions so long. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STRUBLE. And do not make themso hard. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will accept that qualification, too. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. the gentleman defends Mr. Ar- 
mour’s honesty (and Iam willing the gentleman should defend his own 


position, I am not making the attack), I merely wish to say this: Sup- 

for the sake of argument, that thearticle which Mr. Armour manu- 

is perfectly wholesome, being made of lard or tallow or what 

you please, but that he manufactures it to be sold by other parties as 

dairy butter, the product of the'cow; is that, in the opinion of the gen- 
tleman who hails from the land of honest men—— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And bonnie lassies. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. An honest business for him to pursue, 
waiving any supposition that the article is poisonous, but assuming 
that it is made of lard or other such things, and is to be sold as the 
product of the cow? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will give my friend a fair answer. The great 
trouble that surrounds this question is the fact that middle-men and 
others, independently of the manufacturer himself, palm off this article 
on the public as butter itself. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. And will always do it, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Though a wholesome product, though a cheap 
food product, though entirely legitimate in its manufacture (because it 
is simply utilizing the fat of the animal in every way), yet there are 
men who, trading on the fact that it tastes like butter, smells like but- 
ter, and looks like butter, sell it for butter. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. And are not those men ninety-nine in a hun- 
dred of those who deal in it? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, I do not intend to go into the arithmetic 
of that, because you or I would not know anything aboutitif we tried. 
[Laughter.] In this matter I do not pretend to be a defender of Mr. 
Armour or any other manufacturer. I wish tostate why I take interest 
in this matter. My position in reference to it (and I ask noone to fol- 
low me) has been taken without consultation with any one in the com- 
mittee or outside of it. Some time ago, before coming to Washington, 
I received a letter from Professor Baird in respect to carp and their pro- 
duction. I knew very little about fish-culture; but treating the ques- 
tion in the same way in which I have been disposed to treat this ques- 
tion, I decided to go to some scientific man and find out what use carp 
would be in my district. Casting about for a suitable person to whom 
to apply I decided to go to Professor Linden, of the Buffalo Academy 
of Sciences. 

I showed him the letter I had received, and asked him whether he 
thought it worth while to introduce carp into that district at all. He 
looked at the letter and said, ‘‘ Yes, order all you can; I will go round 
myself and find ponds to put them in; and I will write an article for 
the newspapers describing their culture. It is,” said he, ‘‘one of the 
best things you can do for your district; and I will tell you why; it 
diversifies food, bringing into the market at almost a nominal cost 
cheap food for poor people.” Now, in analogy with that matter, I have 
followed out this question. I am satisfied in my own mind that this 
butterine is nutritious food. Iam satisfied that, however much you 
may legislate, some time in our lifetime this class of product will be 

roduced from the fats of animals; and possibly another Congress will 
telligently conclude that it is a food equal to second or third class 
butter. I claim no more for it. 

I have nothing to say against the butter interest; I have nothing to 
say against the farmer’s industry in any way, because I was born and 
raised on a farm, and, by the bye, it was one that possibly had the 
best herd of Ayrshires that Scotland ever produced, there being hardly 
a stall without a “‘first prize’? displayed in it. I am the friend of the 
American farmer as much as is the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture or any other man on this floor; but I am at the same time 
iust as much the friend of any cheap wholesome food that is the prod- 
uct of this country, let it be fish, oleomargarine, butterine, or what- 
ever itmay be. Put this product upon the market, properly branded, 
under suitable safeguards, and let those who wish it buy it at a cheap 
price; and if dear butter must go, let it go. s 

That is my fair position, without equivocation, too. 

Now let me trace another analogy, and it comes nearest my own old 
handicraft. Right in the city of Baltimore to-day is being manufact- 
ured a printing-machine which will probably come in the market in- 
side of twelve months, and that machine will do the work, with one 
man to handle it, of five of the most expert printers who can be found. 
Now, I stand just in this relationship to that invention, that no legis- 
lation on the part of all the printers’ unions of America can stop it. 

Mr. PARKER. Being the nearest to the gentleman speaking of any 
one, I insist upon the right to hear him. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee will come to order, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. While this matter stands facing all the journey- 
men printers of America, and all the type-founders, too, because it 
abolishes nearly the whole line of ‘‘ body ” type, yet these unions, with 
all their power,are helpless to stop that invention, and they do not 
come to Congress to ask any legislation to prohibit it out of existence. 
‘They can not do it. 

I tell you, Mr. Chairman, we have got to accept the inevitable in such 
cases. Place around this manufacture all the safi which can be 
put there, so that whether imitated or made artificially to hoodwink the 
purchaser, in every way put the safeguard so strong it will be impos- 
sible to cheat the person who buys last. Iam glad of the law so far 
as that will go. 

But when an intelligent Congress puts a 10-cent tax upon a food- 
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product, it isa kind of protection that were my party in that line I 


would leave it. Idonot and can not believe in up one indus- 
ty, though it be the greatest in America, if it be at the of an- 

er legitimate one. My protection principles, when they touch the 
coast line of this land, obliterate every State line and make the poor 
man’s smithy, with a capital or plant of a thousand dollars, as well 
protected and cared for as the South Chicago Rolling Mills, with mill- 
ions of uel [Applause. ] 

And I claim, sir, that this industry, this product, ought to be proved 
to be illegitimate in this House before you pass any bill to tax it out 
of existence. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Do I understand the gentleman to take the posi- 
tion that the case of a new tting machine sold for just what it 
is is analogous to bogus butter made and sold for what itis not? Is 
that the gentleman’s ent? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No, sir; I used it for the purpose of illustrating 
that all of the printers’ unions of the United States petitioning Con- 
gress for the prohibition of that machine can not stop it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Undoubtedly that is true, but there is no anal- 


ogy between the two cases. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Ithinkthereis. Now, I desire to know from the 
gentleman whether he oleo: made in accordance with 


margarine 
these formulas and under the treatment I have stated, superintended 
by scientific experts, unwholesome as an article of food? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam not prepared to say it is not. 

Mr: FARQUHAR. I am oot ayaa to say there has been very un- 
wholesome oleomargarine mad: 

A MEMBER. Yes; and hee: has been very unwholesome butter. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There is butter in the market which is not good 
and wholesome, and frequently very bad butter is placed upon the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Everybody knows exactly what it is, and can 
avoid using it, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It can be detected at once. 

Mr. GALLINGER. You need not take it if you do not want it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There is one property in oleomargarine which 
has not been referred to, and that is its continual sweetness. It is 
shipped to Australia, and in fact it is carried all over the world in the 
holds of vessels, and yet never loses its sweetness of taste or purity of 
flavor. It is used by the British army. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Is not that true of Fowler’s solution of arsenic 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Oh, yes; and many other things of the same 
kind might be named. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, T wish to state in conclusion that if there is a 
question of conscience and of moral courage in voting on a measure like 
this it is apt to reach this House through all its present surroundings. 

Every member has been deluged by opinions of experts, and 
others, who know nothing whatever about it. Our committee has sat 
patiently for a long time listening to all these other parties, possibly 
all in one line, as I should judge, and yet it brings us here face to face 
with just two phases of this whole question. 

Laying aside the constitutional idea and taking it simply as we find 
this bill, are we, as Representatives, with the light that we have here, 
able to bring our minds to that frame in which we will strike down 
an industry that utilizes for the farmer as well as for the butcher a 
part of the productiof bovines, simply because middle-men, who are 
dishonest and tricky, impose upon the general public this oleomarga- 
rine under assumed names? Or shall we take the other line, and say 
that we will take in our hands corrective measures as far as lie in our 
power to save the public from these men who are extorting big prices, 
possibly, for the goods that can be sold for less, goods without brand, 

- without conditions, but playing on the ignorance of our people, selling 
them that which would under other conditions be regarded as a fand? 
That, I take it, is where we stand. 

As a Representative I think that I have the moral courage to stand 
up and say: Frame and make all of the safeguards to save the public 
from harm, but donot unwisely begin by American legislation to wipe 
out of ns ey legitimate industry, however simple, hoea 

t. 
iie BUTTERWORTH. May I ask the gentleman a question before 
he takes his seat? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I seared that you are quite willing to 
levy such a tax upon oleomargarine as will give the General Govern- 
ment jurisdiction and control of its manufacture and sale? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Most certainly I am. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Whether that tax be 1 or 2 cents a pound, 
or whatever it may be? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. AndIhopeevery member of Congress feelsas I do. 

Mr. BRADY. Will the gentleman permitmeto ask him a question? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Most certainly. 

es BRADY. I have been exceedingly interested in this discussion 

d particularly in the very able argument of the gentleman from New 
York, but I had hoped to hear an ion of opinion upon one point 
upon "which I have not been able to obtain the information. I would 


like to know what expense will the execution of this law entail upon 
the Government. What officers are necessary to be created in order that 
this law may be executed? I undertake to say from my own experience 
and observation in the internal-revenue service, and after’ having been 
a collector for along number of years, that it isimpossible with the 
present force of revenue officers to execute this law, and it will be nec- 
essary in my judgment, therefore, to have a very large new force cre- 
ated in order to execute it properly. 
It is proper that I should say in this connection that I favor the bill 
under consideration; but it is important that we should ascertain, and 
ascertain distinctly, "what number of officers will be needed and what 
it will entail upon the Government for its proper enforcement 


re we do pass it. 
Mr. GROUT. Does not the gentleman think that the tax of 10 cents 
is ee enough to pay that? [Laughter. ] 


BRADY. Ihave no doubt that the tax is high enough; but 
eee you going to collect it without the officers? That is the ques- 
tion; and I was in hopes that that question wou)1 have been consid- 
ered by some gentleman in this debate. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will state to the gentleman from Virginia that 
that is a proposition which has occurred to me within the last two or 
three days, and I must confess that I feel very much in the dark as to 
the answer. There will certainly be an inspector required both by 
day and night and a chemist in every factory wherever one is estab- 
lished throughout the country. 

Mr. BRADY. And in addition will not a number of deputy collect- 
ors be required to go around and make these investigations and col- 
lect the taxes? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I should think so, certainly. 

Mr. BRADY. Because it must be apparent that there will be more 
persons engaged in the sale of butter than are now engaged in the sale 
or manufacture of tobacco. Notwithstanding the vigilance of the force 
of inspectors and colléctors at the present time there is no doubt that 
many frauds are constantly being perpetrated in the manufacture of 


cigars, &e. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Butthey will have to buy their stamps. 

Mr. BRADY. Yes; butthat is notall; there must be inspection, just 
as in distilleries and tobacco-manufacturing establishments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the Sntieman from New York has 
expired. 


Mr. PRICE was recognized. 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. If I can be I will yield ten 
minutes more to the gentleman from Virginia, if he desires it. 


Mr. PRICE. You can not be recognized at this time. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I hope the gentleman will pardon me; 
I thought I was addressing the chairman of the committee, but I find 
I am mistaken. 

Mr. PRICE. You certainly are mistaken if you suppose you can 
get the floor now. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Before the gentleman from Wisconsin pro- 
ceeds I wish to make a single remark. It has been suggested that it 
would take a large force to enforce the law collecting a tax from oleo- 
margarine, larger than to regulate the sale of whisky and tobacco. I 
want to call attention to this fact. Every consumer is interested in 
the enforcement of the lavr as against oleomargarine, while they are all 
in exactly the opposite p panion in reference to the enforcement of the 
law as to whisky and to’ 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. ana, the purpose of this bill is ts produce 
revenue, topreserve the dairy interests of the country from annihilation, 
to take care of the publio he health, and discourage dishonest practices 
among the people. I could have the kind of legislation that I want 
it would not be a source of revenue, as I would make the tax so high 
that the operation of the law would utterly destroy the manufacture of 
all counterfeit butter and cheese as I would destroy the manufacture 
of counterfeit coin or currency. 

But we have no constitutional authority to do this, and therefore 
the primary object of this bill must be to raise revenue, and the three 
other purposes can only be attained so far as they are collateral to the 
first. 

The cost of producing a pound of these villainous imitations is about 
8 cents; the tax, as provided by this bill, is 10 cents per pound; the 
license of a wholesale dealer is $40 per month; and the license of a 
retail dealer $4 per month. 

Ifa wholesale dealer should sell 4,000 pounds per month the license 
would cost him 1 cent per pound. If hesold 1,000 pounds the license 
would cost 4 cents per pound.. 

If he sold 10 tons per month, it would cost him about one-fourth of 
one cent per pound. The retailer who sold 400 pounds per month 
would have to pay 1 cent per pound; if he sold 800 pounds, it would 
cost him one-half of 1 cent per pound; if he sold 1,600 pounds per 
month, it would cost him one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Thus, 8 cents cost of making, 10 cents tax, 1 cent license to whole- 
sale dealer, and 1 eent license to retail dealer, ‘and the whole cost would 
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be 20 cents per pound, 12 cents of which would go to the Government; 
and this, on 150,000,000 pounds, which is the estimated amount an- 
nually made, would produce a revenue of $18,000,000 annually. 

Of course these figures can not be relied on as mathematically correct, 
but they may be regarded as near to a correct approximation to the 
actual conditions as it is possible to make on asubject of this character. 

But independent of the revenue thus to be derived directly by the 

of this bill, a powerful argument in its favor is found in the 
fact that three-fourths of the people are interested in farming; they pay 
75 per cent. of the taxes, and owe one-half of what they are assessed on. 

As a class, they are poor and need protection from bogus-makers and 
bunko-men. They are being driven from their farms, and lands are 
rapidly falling into fewer hands. 

The unequal distribution of wealth in other countries has destroyed 
all possibility of an equality of political rights, and is fast approaching 
that condition in America. The founders or fathers of our system 
builded as wisely as they could have done with the light they had; 
but it was a terrible omission that there was not set a bound to the 
acquirement of unnecessary and extraordinary wealth generally, and 
paea to the possession of land. The only reason that ever ex- 

ted for exclusive legal right over any part of the earth grew out of 
man’s necessities. 

The forests and streams once furnished the necessary food for the hu- 
man family, and if that condition of things had remained there never 
would have been heard of one man owning a part of the earth to the 
exclusion of the balance of mankind. But the human family in- 
creased and the supply diminished, and the cultivation of the soil be- 
came a necessity to prevent suffering and starvation. 

Man then, in the te, which means society, declared that he 
who would cultivate a portion of the soil should be protected in the 
exclusive possession of so much as was thus cultivated during the life- 
time of the occupant, and at his death it became the Property of who- 
ever first succeeded in gaining possession of it. This ‘life lease” of it 
was for a time sufficient inducement for the human family. 

But in time this became insufficient, and still more perfect and en- 
during titles were guaranteed, because they were necessary for the sup- 
port of the human family. No one holds or possesses exclusive rights 
of ownership over an inch of soil in the universe by any Divine right. 
The exclusive title was only vested in the individual, and society ex- 
cluded therefrom, as a necessity growing out of the circumstance that 
the cultivation of the soil was necessary that man might live. 

The recognition of this fundamental principle would lead irresisti- 
bly to the conclusion that the individual should only be permitted to 
exercise exclusive ownership over so much of the earth as he can and 
will cultivate. This principle has been lost sight of until to-day tracts 
of land large enough for an empire are held and owned by individual 
citizens, from which, of course, all others are excluded, in violation 
of good policy and sound economic principles. 

This is in conflict with and destructive of the only principle that 
justifies vesting the exclusive ownership in land. 

I know not how we may remedy the wrong so far as it exists without 
doing a greater wrong; but we may and should prevent the further 
adoption of this disastrous practice, and if we can not get back to the 
right place, we can at least avoid traveling further from it. 

We have more land tenants to-day than has France, and while farmers 
are making a heroic fight for an existence, there approaches one of 
their principle means of support—the dairy interest—the scalpers of the 
cities, the men who have cornered pork, cornered lard, cornered wheat, 
oats and corn, cornered butter, who are now trying to get a corner on 
legislation, and who, if they succeed here, will next try to get a corner 
on the plan of salvation. 

Every man who has sufficient intelligence to find his way to Washing- 
ton after his election, knows that the Sity interest employs from six to 
eight millions of American citizens; that this dairy interest is a neces- 
sity to all other branches of agriculture, as the keeping of stock is 
necessary to create or continue the conditions of soil necessary to the 
production of other 

This fraud is young in years and yet it is so old that it has decreased 
the value of the milch cows of the country millions of dollars and de- 
creased the number by many thousands, when they were increasing 
paoe for introduction in three years in Iowa alone from 300,000 to 

,250,000. 

It has also so seriously affected our export trade that soon the nations 
of the world will treat American butter as Germany hasalready treated 
the American hog. 

Already this cheat, this fraud, this counterfeit, has destroyed 20 or 
25 per cent. of the dairy interests of the United States, and 300,000 
milch cows were slaughtered last year in Chieago alone, and yet when 
we attempt to a bill to protect the people from a spurious and un- 
healthy substitute for butter; when we make an effort to protect the 
dairy interests of the country, we are gravely met with the statement 
of its doubtful constituti oy : 

Mr. Chairman, if a hostile d of Indians was on its way to the 
capital and a measure was before the House to provide for the common 
defense, and you would appeal to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 


REAGAN] for a plan of safety, he would study the Constitution to learn 
his duty, until our several scalps would be found gracefully dangling 


from their sa belts. 

Ifa hostile fleet were to sail up the Potomac and open its batteries 
upon this capital, and we were to appeal for advice to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], he, too, would suddenly be seized with 
an unusual reverence for the Constitution, and this temple would tum- 
ble about our ears before he would adopt any defensive measures of 
doubtful constitutionality. 

The Constitution was never intended and should never be invoked 
to shield a fraud. The Constitution was framed ahd adopted to define 
rights and secure them; to protect all legitimate industries; to punish 
all attempts to cheat and defraud; to stimulate and encourage honest 
commerce, honest living, and honest gains; and yet when we find that 
offal from the butcher shops, the decayed and decaying carcasses of 
the stock-yards, and dogs killed because suspected of being affected 
with rabies are being worked up into the oils and fats that go to make 
up the infernal compounds, or at least some of them, that are palmed 
off on the public as food, as butter; when we are confronted with the 
fact that a few men in our cities are amassing princely fortunes by this 
system of counterfeiting, while the legitimate manufacturers of butter 
are being starved and strangled; when there comes up to this Congress 
a united voice from the agriculturists of the entire country for legal 
protection from this system of piracy we find ourselves confronted 
with opposition because the opponents doubt its constitutionality. 

I am not a constitutional lawyer, and I am rather glad that I am not, 
if its study should lead me only where it has led so many members of 
this House, to only invoke its aid by construing it to justify what I 
wanted indorsed and to prohibit only that which I wish condemned. 

It is cnough for me to know that these imitations of food are destruc- 
tive of good health, that the traffic in them is destructive of good morals, 
and that their continuance will wipeout one of the most universal and 
most necessary industries of a class of our people who are sorely dis- 
tressed financially already, and without whose prosperity the nation 
can not be prosperous. 

It may be said, nay, is said, that some of these counterfeits are not 
unhealthy. For the sake of argument, let us concede this; butis there 
a man on this floor bold enough to assert that all of them are healthy, 
and that either of them may be taken into the human stomach with. 
out danger? And if some are safe and others dangerous; if some are 
healthy and others poisonous, will some one who is friendly to the con- 
tinued manufacture of and traffic in these several compounds tell me, 
tell this House how the citizen can know which he can safely use, or 
which of them he must reject as possessing the seeds of disease and 
death? To do so with certainty he must be deeply learned as a chem- 
ist, and take with him to the table of the hotel, the restaurant, and the 
lunch-counter his microscope and other scientific appliances, with 
which to analyze before partaking of anything set before him in the 
semblance of butter. 

But they who oppose this bill say that it is a ‘cheap substitute,” 
the ‘‘poor man’s butter,” and that if its manufacture and sale are 
stricken down legitimate butter would demand so high a price as to be 
beyond the reach of men and families of small means, 

The testimony before the committee was that one grocer in this city 
and one grocer in New York had fairly tried the experiment of selling 
it as an imitation, and had utterly failed to sell it assuch; that no man 
in either city could be induced to buy it at all when he knew its true 
character, or rather its uncertain character; that no man could be found 
poor enough to buy this ‘‘ poor man’s butter.” 

It is a well-established fact that to sell it at all to the consumer the 
consumer must be deceived, must be cheated. ‘True there may be, and 
is, a commerce kept up in it to a certain point without deception. . 

The maker and wholesale and retail dealer may deal in it in its true 
character, but when it is sold by the firkin, tub, or jar to the keeper 
of the hotel or eating-house, where is the security that they will not 
place it before their guests as butter? The fact that they purchased 
itis prima facie evidence that they meant to place it on their tables, 
and where will you find the type of man or woman who, being the 
guest, would touch the unclean thing knowing it to be other than but- 
ter? 

It might be an imitation both palatable and healthy, but the possi- 
bility that it might be otherwise would cause it to be treated asa 
stranger of unsavory reputation. i 

Again, you are afraid that, this competition destroyed, the price of 
pure butter would become so high as to place it beyond the reach of 
the mass of our people. 

I have before me a phlet sent me by the most extensive manu- 
facturers of imitation butter in the country, sent to convert me to the 
support of their product, in which I find the statement : 


As itis dishonestly claimed that butterine and other butter substitutes have 
the valueof 


rices than befi 


tor. 
Read the comparative figures compiled from official records showing the New 
York wholesale prices for butter in January and July for five years prior 
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to the war, and for the five beginning with 1877, when oleomargarine first 
came came prominently before the publie, Z Z Z Z oOo before the vais: me 


i 


P ONNIE EES NE EEDE 31 30 20| 30 28 
Pin OE A pasctl brecte 2 | 17 l4 22 2 
AVEIA O65 5s ecectsccecesccsvecnsdesvespt senses estece sosnaeeses 25} | 23} | 17 26 | 26 


Average for five years, 23} regen ns about 16 per cent. higher during the five 
years in which ole first known. 

Follow the same line of invenigaiton we find the prices for the last four years 
to have been as follows: 


WHOLESALE PRICES FOR BEST BUTTER IN NEW YORK. 


| 1582. | nen. | 1884. | 1855. | a 


*To June 24. 
PR hii for four years past 29}, or about 45 per cent. higher than before oleo- 


rine was known, and as compared with 1877 to 1881, inclusive, 6 cents per 
pound higher during pocorn 18S, and 1885, in which injury to dairy interests 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WISE. You started out in this discussion by sing us this 
legislation is necessary for the protection of the farmer. Now, if it 
De true that since the introduction of oleomargarine butter the farmer 
gets a better price for his butter, will you please tell me where is the 
necessity of interposing for the protection of the farmer ? 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman misstates me when he makes me say 
that the primary object is to protect the farmer. I have told you the 


p object is to secure revenue, 
Mr. WISE. I stated that you started out in this discussion by say- 
ing that this legislation is necessary for the protection of the farmer. 


r. PRICE. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. WISE. I certainly understood you to say so. 

Mr. PRICE. Then you did not understand what I said, and that is 
not my fault. 

Mr. WISE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania said the primary 
object was for revenue but the incidental rotection was for the farmer. 
Now, is the farmer incidentally protec 

Mr. PRICE. Ifthe gentleman will not PER too loud, so as to dis- 
turb my nervoussystem, I will answerhim. [Laughter]. Iwill repeat 
what I said at the outset of my remarks, and I ask the gentleman to 
nr this time so he will not have to ask me the question again. I 
said: 

The purpose of this bill is to produce revenue— 
ee was my first sentence— 
res the dairy interests of the country from annihilation, to take care of 
the public health, and discourage dishonest practices among the people. 

Mr. WISE. ‘How do you save the dairy interests of the country 
from annihilation? 

Mr. PRICE. I will tell you if you will wait a while. The first step 
tosecure it from annihilation is Ya ge it out of the power of any mis- 
erable, soulless wretch who will take the offals of our stock-yards and 
make them into the semblance of butter to cheat the poor man whom 
the gentleman loves so dearly. 

So that out of their own mouths are they condemned, so far as the 
pretense has been made or will be made that they are furnishing a 
cheaper article of food than straight butter. 

But suppose, for the sake of the argument, that it is cheaper, is there 
a man reckless enough to assert the probability that it would remain 
cheaper, after it had destroyed utterly, as it has now materially, the 
legitimate dairy interests of the country ? 

After our cows had been killed, and thus the supply of meat de- 
stroyed, and after the whole industry had been throttled and our 
creameries and cheese factories should stand as silent monuments of 
our folly, and these men ‘‘should be masters of the situation,’’ are 
they so immaculate, so unselfish, as not to take advantage of their 
power, unchecked by competition, as to furnish to the world their 
wares at the lowest possible price ? Or would they not act like the rest 
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of mankind, and charge all they could get? And where would be the 
bounds to that possibility with their competitors driven from the field? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PRICE. I have not much time left, and there is a better speaker 
| io | ate RUPTERWORTIC? T gaion if he is 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I question if he is a better speaker than 
you are. I understand my friend to say the number of cattle has de- 


Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does the gentleman speak of certain States? 
a does he speak of butter-making cattle or of the entire stock of 
cattle? 

Mr. PRICE. Men who have made the subject a study tell us the 
number of milch cows throughout the States of the Union has decreased 
25 to 40 per cent. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You mean milch cattle? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand there has been a decrease of 
dairy cattle in certain States. I would ask the gentleman whether the 
reduction is not due, in a measure, to the fact that a much larger num- 
ber of cattle have been produced farther west at a much less cost? 

Mr. PRICE. The number of grazing cattle was increasing with grat- 
ifying rapidity. But since this thing struck that industry it has been 

decreasing in an alarming ratio. I have in a speech made by the hon- 
orable Commissioner of Agriculture a short time ago in Chicago this 
startling fact, that to-day within the limits of the United States there 
are fewer cattle per capita for the people of the United States than there 
were in 1870. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. When did the competition of 
this article become especially noticeable in this country? 

Mr. PRICE. Oh, you would have me to go away back to the time of 
the Franco-German war, when this article originated as a military ne- 
cessity. 

Mr.. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But that was not my question. 
I did not ask when the was invented, but I asked you when the 
competition of this article was materially felt in this country. 

Mr. PRICE. It has been chiefly within the past three or four years. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As I understand, the reduction in the num- 
ber of dairy cattle has gone on pari passu with the growth of this article, 

Mr. PRICE. That is the view taken by every gentleman skilled in 
the subject who appeared before the committee, and I presume it is true, 
I have not personally examined the question. 

I want to emphasize another fact which the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture states to us; that while the number of cattle in the United 
States is such that if you were to put them into a herd beginning at 
Faneuil Hall, in Boston, they would make a line twelve abreast ex- 

to San Francisco and back to New York, yet we have less beef 
in the United States per capita now than in 1870.. So that, notwith- 
standing the increase of cattle in the West, the decrease of cattle pro- 
duction in the States east of the Mississippi and the increase of popu- 
lation has changed the relation of the meat supply to the demand in 
such a manner as to more than coun ce the increase of cattle in 
the West. Therefore I say we can not afford to let this dairy industry 
be broken down, even if we ra i it alone with reference to the future 
meat supply of the coun’ 

Mr. BURTERWORTH. Will my friend indulge me in one more 
question? I understand him to say that we are availing ourselves of 
a constitutional power to collect revenue and at the same time to do 
away with a great evil, the perpetration of a fraud upon the dairy in- 
terests of this country? 

EF PRICE. To lessen it; I do not think we shall entirely do away 
with it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does my friend desire to have the ultimate 
object in this case—and I with him about the necessity of cor- 
recting this evil—does he desire to have the ultimate object the collec- 
tion of revenue, or is his object to wipe out this tende? 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman was not in when I began my remarks. 
I then stated that the primary object was the revenue, but that inci- 
dentally there were these other objects. If I could do as I would we 
should get no revenue, because I would interdict the whole business, 
just as I would the manufacture and the traffic in counterfeit money. 

But, as I can not do that constitutionally, I propose to take advan- 
tage of the constitutional power that Ihave to make this trade contrib- 
ute to the reyenues of the Governmentand at the same time to restrict 
it and lessen the eyil. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am not raising the constitutional ques- 
tion at all. I am only seeking to get at the best way of doing away 
with this evil. 

Mr. PRICE. I do not suppose it will ever be blotted ont entirely. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] tells us thatit never 
can be, and I presume it never will be. 
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We have been foreighteen hundred yearsmaking laws against counter- 
feiting and all the other crimes known to the calendar, and none of them 


are yet completely wiped out; yet that is no reason for failin todo what 
we can to stop a nefarious business—nefarious because it is eceptive in 
its character, nefarious because itis injurious to the human system, ne- 
farious because it is destructive to the revenues and to the general 
our country. I do not presume that we shall ever get it 
oaea a Ton s but in the name of common sense what are we here 
for but for the purpose of restricting and crippling all such eyils to the 
extent that we have the power to do it under the Constitution ? 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am in favor of making it sail under its 


own 

Mts PRICE. I would be content with that if it could be done, but 
no man in this House has ingenuity enough to cipher out a plan by 
which you can do that except under the police power of this nation. 

Mr. BAYNE. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will allow me to 
suggest, I think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] means 
to indicate that he would prefer a lower tax than 10 cents a pound. 

Mr. PRICE. Undoubtedly. Ido not doubt that many excellent 
gentlemen entertain that opinion, but in the opinion of the commit- 
tee—their unanimous opinion with one exception—the taxes named in 
this bill are not too high, because we believe the manufacturers of this 
article can pay all the taxes enumerated in the bill and then put it on 
the market at 20 cents a pound, which is 10 cents less than good butter 
can be bought for. Gentlemen say to us, “‘ Compromise! compromise ! 
This is too severe.” There can not be anything too severe in this busi- 
iness. Why should we throw away nine millions of revenue by tak- 
ing a 5-per cent. tax instead of 10? Why should we favor this busi- 
ness? ‘Take the half-dozen boards of trade that appear as its advocates. 
Are you going to put the views and interests of those few fat, sleek, 
kid-glove millionaires against the interests of the fifty thousand people 
who petition saio this thing? 

A dispatch has been read here from the Board of Trade of Pittsburgh, 
in which they state that this article is cheap. I have exploded that 
theory, I think, pretty effectually, but if it is going to be cheap, if these 
men who deal in it can still hoodwink the people and still put an in- 
digestible and unpalatable article upon the market under the guise of 
butter or something else, selling it to the people under false pretenses, 
I would simply increase the tax up to the required point. But it is 
not cheap, if Plankinton and Armour’s pamphlet tells th the truth, and if 
the before our committee is to be trusted. The fact is that 
the few men who deal in the article get all the benefit of it in money, 
and the consumers have simply the disadvantage of eating an impure 
article at a high price. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Judge Kerey), opposes the bill 
because of the revenue it would uce, and this increased revenue 
might by some possibility lessen the pasta for protecting Pennsyl- 
vania iron. 

I have always admired the areeiaey aan the nation’s ablest 
defenders of our protective system. I have always honored him for 
his fidelity to the interests of his State; but the horizon of his vision is 
bounded by the iron and steel interest, to the utter neglect of the more 
important and equally honorable interests of agriculture. 


o keep up a protective tariff he would release liquors and tobacco K 


from their just contribution to ourrevenues, and having proceeded this 
far, it is not strange that he should antagonize this measure. 
Ihave satat his feet and taken lessons in political economy for a third 


of a century, but I must leave him here. When I say that protection | Geo 


to American industry is the pales nona: theory of government, I mean 
to alli jeg ar sar sig eter mean not ouy protec- 
tion uctions of a cheaper Ameri- 
cans should be, but protection from counterfeit money, starting sed 
and counterfeit pretensions. Inshort, against an 
everything that approaches our people the ey St which is to is tatako 
our whole less self-supporting and self- g; and these con- 
siderations lead me irresistibly to the support of this bill, the effect of 
which would be to protect the toilers on the millions of farms of our 
land against the fat, sleek, kid-gloved gentry who manipulate boards 
of trade in the interest of the pig-sty dairymen of the cities, 
Mr. KLEINER. Will the gentleman allow me a word? 


benefit of the farmer. meer on DA ANS Iman 1 be ob tined thas br 
this manufacture the value of cattle is enhanced about $3 a head. 
Mr. PRICE. Is there a man on earth who says that except the 
aerogenes 

. KLEINER. Now, I would like to suggest to the gentleman 
hon Wine 


Mr. PRICE. Permit me to answer your last remark. There are 
fifteen millions of milch cattle in the United States that have depre- 
ciated in value $10 ae since this ri came into use; and thirty 
agg Te 

ar DUNHAM Let me say yt tho gentleman that nobody has bet 
ee eee to this q than the Chicago Board of 


Mr. PRICE. But whatdothey care about the interests of the farmer? 
I would as soon trust a Winnebago Indian with ajug of whisky as trust 
to the Chicago Board of Trade any question relating to the interests of 
the Acne T (Laughter. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM. I will say to the gentleman that they havea pretty 
good idea of all business questions. 

Mr. PRICE. Oh, I have no doubt of that; but it is their purposes 
and motives I object to. They would throttle all the interests of the 
farmer that they might live in luxary. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman talks about their ‘‘purposes.”” I 
would remind him that we had a riot in a few days ago, and 
our board of trade raised $15,000 for the benefit of the families of the 
policemen who were killed in the streets by the socialists. 

Mr. PRICE. They could well afford to raise that sum to mitigate, in 
some degree, the injuries resulting from a bloody riot superinduced by 
the wide distinction made between the laboring classes on the one hand 
and those who would stand upon the necks of better men than them- 
selves and grind theminto powder. If those men had conducted them- 
selves decently in the years of the past, recognizing their fellow-men 
as belonging to the great brotherhood of man, there would have been 
no riot there. There has been none in my own town, and none any- 
where where men have been treated decently. 

Mr. Chairman, I would protect the agricultural interest of the coun- 
uy ry generally, and the dairy interest in particular, against these pirates 

e sea of commerce who find their principal supporters among gen- 
raters who represent sections of the country which are more distin- 
gnished for the amount of Cain and Democratic. majorities that they 
raise than for their agricultural products. 

Of the seven million farmers in the United States there comes to this 
Congress no protest against this bill. 

But, on the contrary, we have been overwhelmed with petitions 
humbly but earnestly asking us to save them from the knife that is 
placed at their necks, who would poison our people, teach the rising 

ion to thrive by fraud and deception, decrease the meat supply, 
and destroy the dairy interests of the country. And opposing these 
comes only the boards of trade of some of our cities—to which the 
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Virginia. 
Total......... 


Aeneee peaneenes se narersesnsen: 


One hundred and eiai granges < of REREN EY a 
membership of twenty-four or twenty-five thousand. 


Two granges of Michigan. 


Five of New Jersey. 

One grange of New Hampshire. 

I take the of appending to my remarks the report of the com- 
mittee on this subject: 


The Committee on Agriculture, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6570) en- 
titled “A bill to preven’ the illegal sale of all imitations of dairy products, and 
for other purposes, EER E FACE a RTA HT 
substitute therefor: 

The seg ed magnitude and grave 

was conferred by a di- 


ns and counterfeits of butter, as 


constitutional Picco os a sufficient answer 
the power to tax being ed, how's Das limitation to its exercise except the 
disgretion and wisdom of Congress. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


“The power to tax may be exercised oppressively upon persons, 
nsibili of the Legislature is not to the courts, but to the whom its 
pce tpt ole | (Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, 8 Wallace, bi 


time. 
Tne DO UA ing bin aspen nei eee Yee ven the sub a patient and, so far as 
paas, an exhaustive e e ET in the ona of that im m 
ve listened to arguments by tatives of the National Butter, ` 
; the Iowa Cheese Association ; 
Produce oer oe tural Association; the New York Retail 
Grocers’ Union; the American Agricultural and Association; Hon. Nor- 
man Commission and Dr. , ex: mer 


American citizens engaged in the dairy business, 
don it and be driven into some other already overworked branch of industry 


unless they can be relieved from the t eigara ruinous competition with cheap 
imitations of butter and cheese; that the dairy interest isa necessity to all other 
branches of culture, as it is the chea) and most means of pro- 
ducing or continuing the conditions of necessary uction of crops 


owing: Nitric 
lead, sulphate of lime, benzoic acid, butyrie acid, g ©, capsi 
mercial sul cau 


ic 
ial hhuric acid, tallow, buf: ether, castor oil, 1, 
eumine, chlorate of potash, of oma neon fees of pee paren al- 
bumen, saltpetre, borax, o carbonate of soda,caparic acid, sulphite of 
soda, pepsin, lard, caustic potash, oil of sesame (or benne), a Lo 
o 


, pe 
oil of sweet almonds, stomach of pigs, sheep, or calves, m’ 
bonate of 


butter is demoralizing in its effect upon the 
base counterfeits has already seriously im: 
sult in still greater damage 


least nine-tenths of the people of the United 

these facts your committee respectfully report 

substitate for House bill No, 6570,and recommend its ; and 

in lieu of all the bills and memorials relating to this which have 

referred to the committee, and which are herewith reported back with the 
recommendation that they do lie upon the table, 


Mr. een Fa yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Vermont . GROUT]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr, GROUT] has 
seventeen minutes. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, in what I have to say upon the peoo- 
sition contained in this bill to tax the manufacture and sale of oleo- 
margarine I shall attempt to answer two questions. First, is such tax 
lawful; second, is it necessary? 
aaie answers to these questions will ran somewhat together. But, 


le; that the existence of such 
i our export trade and will re- 


18 IT LAWFUL? 
The right of taxation is one of the essential powers of government. 
Section 8, Article I of the Constitution, designates how, under our sys- 
tem, this power shall be exercised. It reads: 


Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises 
wey. oe eee for the common defense and general welfare of the 


Under this explicit grant of authority Congress has dealt with the 
subject of taxation in all its branches as the public necessities and gen- 
eral welfare have demanded. 

In the rh of Hylon, plaintiff in error, vs. The United States 
(3 Dallas, 171), Mr. Justice Patterson quotes approvingly from Smith’s 
Wealth of Nations (volume 3, page 341), as follows: 


sumer, 


The tax here spoken of was an excise tax the same as that pro 
by this bill. Notethelanguage: ‘Consumable commodities, whether 
necessaries or luxuries, are taxable.” Hence the fact that oleomarga- 
rine is an alleged article of food and may be classed with necessaries 
can in no way affect the power of Congress to tax it. It can only bea 
fact addressed to the discretion of Congress in the exercise of the power. 
But if Congress exercise the discretion and impose the tax it has only 
Teast th hare = plain saati of the SERER empowers it to do. 

e tax be unwisely im: b is, nevi lawful. If 
the tax should prove a nea ie GOAIA bie setae et hoe and not 
of law; and the remedy would be not with the courts but with the peo- 
ple. “The courts would have no power to make correction; a subse- 
quent Congress would. 


r 


The right to tax consumable commodities should not be confounded 
with the right to prohibit the production and sale of them. But the 
distinction between the two, which is a broad one, has evidently been 
lost sight of by those who deny or doubt the power of Congress to lay 
this tax on oleomargarine. This is to be inferred from the fact that 
they cite the case of The People vs. Marx, decided in June last in the 
New York court of appeals (54 Sickles, page 377), as an authority against 
the constitnutionality of this bill. This case is upon the lips of every 
defender of bogus butter. Itis confidently referred to as an authority 
against any rightful legislative control of the subject. Now, the only 
applicability of the Marx case to the bill before us is that both relate 
to oleomargarine. 

The bill proposes to tax it. The Marx case says not one word about 
taxation. It contains no hint even upon thesubject. Itsimply holds 
a statute in New York which prohibited the manufacture and sale of 
oleomargarine unconstitutional, in a case where it was not shown that 
it was unwholesome, and in which it was admitted that it was not sold 
for butter, but was sold for just what it was. 

The head-note of the Marx case shows just what was decided. It is 
as follows: 


A legislative enactment which absolutely prohibits an important branch of 
industry not shown to be injurious to the community and not eo parr ape | con- 
ducted, solely for the reason that it competes with another industry and may 
reduce the price of an article of food, is unconstitutional. 


Now every good lawyer will agree that asthe Marx case was made 
up the decision was asound one. The difficulty in that case lay, in the 


of | first place, in the statute, which was one of absolute prohibition; and in 


the second place in the grounds upon which the prosecuting officer 
rested his case. 

It will appear also from a careful examination of the full text of this 
case that had it been shown that oleomargarine is unwholesome, or that 
it is made in imitation of butter, and as a fraud upon butter, the court 
would have held even the prohibitory statute valid. Now, ifupon these 
grounds a prohibitory statute would be valid, certainly there can be no 
objection to the bill before us, which only proposes, by a tax upon the 
article, to so identify it that this fraudulent product shall be sold for 
just what it is. 

There can be no doubt but this tax, if imposed, will be ‘lawful.’ 
The only real question is, is it “‘ expedient?” 

IS IT NECESSARY? 

In answering this question we must look just a little into the char- 

acter of oleomargarine and of the fraudulent trade in it. 
- Anancient writer of high repute said: ‘‘God hath made man upright; 
but they have sought out many inventions.” Oleomargarine is one of 
them. It must have been the very one that crowded in ahead of all 
others upon Solomon's sorrowing vision as he bewailed the departure of 
man from the ‘‘upright.’’ Inall the crookedness of man, in bothancient 
and modern times, the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine must 
stand first among his false and deceptive works. It is in the first place 
a counterfeit. It is studiously made to resemble in all respects butter. 
And the resemblance is so close that-only the microscope or a chemical 
analysis will detect the difference; and some assert that neither the 
microscope nor chemistry can tell the one from the other. 

But this last is one of the falsehoods of this false business, to which 
is always added, ‘‘Ifscience can not tell the difference, then what is 
the difference? Why is it not as good as butter?” But I repeat, this 
should be branded as a falsehood. Certainly Professor Taylor’s mi- 
croscope reveals eyen to the unpracticed eye an unmistakable differ- 
aa, much like the difference between the green leaf of spring and 
the dead leaf ofantumn. Tothis many gentlemen upon this floor can 
testify. But it is a counterfeit, a confesssd counterfeit, better calcu- 
lated to deceive than the most skillful counterfeit of the current coin 
or paper money of the United States. Like the pirate, who displays a 
friendly flag, it sails under false colors; and like the pirate and the coun- 
terfeiter it takes from others without giving an equivalentinreturn. It 
ismanufactured for8 or 9 cents per pound and sold to the consumer for 20 
EO T oe pp ogd not for what it is, but for pure butter; just as the 
counterfeit dollar is not for what it is, but for what it appears 
tobe. But it is said that the manufacturer sells to the dealer for just 
what itis, In mostinstances very likely. So does the maker of coun- 
terfeit money supply the one who puts it into circulation for just what 
itis; but never at a fair profit only on what it cost him to make it. 
He would want at least abont one-half the whole fruit of the fraud; 


posed | just as he who steals a horse would be willing to pass it to the receiver 


at rene half its value, who in turn would have a margin left for his 
share. it is with this oleomargarine trade. Between the first cost 
and the price paid by the consumer enormous profits cluster along the 
way. If these profits were legitimate no fault could be found; but they 
are won by fraud. They are made by selling oleomargarine for butter. 
Not one pound in a million of this counterfeit stuff is bought and eaten 
by the consumer for whatit is. Like the counterfeiter’s victim, who 
“took it for a dollar,” one always buys butter, but in blissful igno- 
rance he too often eats ol: ine. Theonly way one can be certain 
is to ty hie ed ree laboratory in his kitchen and plant a micro- 

e oleomargarine trade is by no means a small affair. It is simply 
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immense. It is estimated that at least 150,000,000 puns of oleo- 


margarine were made in the United States during the last year—7,500 
tons. At 8 cents per pound it cost $12,000,000; sold as butter at 25 
cents per pound the people paid for it $37,500,000—a downright swindle 
upon them of at least $25,000,000, allowing $500,000 for legitimate 
profit, if indeed there can be any such thing as legitimate profit in a 
fraudulent business like this. Can it be that a free people will let a 
fraud upon themselves of this magnitude go unwhipped of justice? Can 
it be that they will sit quietly by and let this counterfeit butter busi- 
ness fatten off their gullibility at the rate of $25,000,000 annually, in 
fact in a much larger sum in the future, for the business is rapidly in- 
creasing? 

If oleomargarine be the poor man’s blessing, as is claimed, it should 
be secured to him at the poor man’s price. But this will never be till 
compelled, as proposed by this bill, to go upon the market in no guise 
but its own and under no name but its own. Asoleomargarine it will 
pay the tax proposed by this bill, and then reach the poor man’s table 
at much less cost than it now does; if indeed it be fit to eat, of which 
a word in a moment. But it now sells for the price of butter, from 20 
to 30 cents per pound, and leaves the poor man without the blessing 
which it falsely promises him. It thus gathers in $25,000,000 ill-gotten 
gains annually, the very harvest of fraud itself, and at the same time 
strikes a staggering blow upon an honest industry in which millions of 
the working men and women of this country now gain only a hard- 
earned livelihood. Now this is oleomargarine, an acknowledged coun- 
terfeit, but deceitfully passed for the true; intrenched behind the mill- 
ions it has filched from the people in the name of butter; false to its 
promises to the poor; the disturber of our industries; the very embodi- 
ment of falsehood and fraud. And yet this false-faced monster sits 
with us familiarly at table in the dress of an old friend, and makes his 
oily way into the very citadel of man’s affections. Then, if in thesilent 
watches of the night the stomach becomes suspicious that it may be 
‘entertaining an angel unawares,” and yearns—for information as to 
the character of this nocturnal visitor, which the friends of oleomar- 
garine tell us comes as an angel laden with blessings for the race, itis 

fully referred to the Patent Office reports. [Laughter.] 

Volume 5 is taken down and opened to page 329, and the poor be- 
nighted stomach asks if the angel was made under patent No. 148767, 
which is as follows: ‘‘This substitute for butter” ‘‘ consists of a base 
of yolk of eggs, butter, and milk, agitated in a zinc vessel that has 
been coated with a solution of niter. But hearing no response, it 
takes down volume 22 and opens to page 1489, and reads in patent No. 
266777 this formula for making a “‘substitute for butter’ ‘‘consisting 
of cotton-seed oil or other vegetable oils treated with a solution of 
caustic soda in combination with farinaceous flour, which had previ- 
ously been thoroughly cooked in salt water as described; incorporat- 
ing and agitating the mass, working in the oil, milk, coloring, and 
flavoring as per process described.” But still there is no respons>. 
There can be no certainty of the parentage of the child in this patent; 
and lest the wondering stomach may find some worse formula for the 
manufacture of angels, it takes down volume 28 and looks hopefully 
for the pedigree of its particular guest in patent No. 301782, found on 
page 173: 

“ The process consists in first forming a soap emulsion of the fats or fatty oils 
with caustic soda; then precipitate the lyes; then applying chlorinated alka- 
line lye, or chlorinated gas, to the soap emulsion, as described,” 

But this formula is found tobe so full of lyes (lies) and sounds so 
much like a receipt for making soap that the bewildered stomach aban- 
dons the inquiry, declaring in tones of astonishment that oleomargarine 
is, indeed, the mystery of mysteries—a far profounder mystery than hash 
or sausage. [Laughter.] 

Let not this sad tale of a child without a father divert attention from 
the fact—let it the rather fix the mind upon it—that so long as bastard 
butter is sold for the genuine no purchaser can be sure but that he is 
eating it, nor can he be sure either of what ingredients it may be com- 
posed, Itpresentsthe well-known condition of every illegitimate birth, 
namely, an uncertain paternity; and as a doubtful place in the pedi- 
gree may let in bad blood, so uncertainty as to the ingredients of coun- 
terfeit butter admits the possibility that they may be unclean and un- 
wholesome. Who ean look with entire composure upon this possibility ? 
Who will say that the things we eat ought not like Cesar’s wife to be 
above suspicion ? 

It will not be pretended but that a substitute for butter made accord- 
ing to the formula of M. Mége, the French inventor, is a wholesome 
food product. But this can not be said of all the American devices in 
which lard and vegetable oils and tallow take the place of margarine 
oil and in which various acids and alkalies are used, some of which, as 
every one knows, are not only unwholesome but absolutely dangerous. 
The following are a few of the many articles named in the many patents 

ted for the manufacture of substitute butter: Bisulphate of lime, 

rax, salicylic acid, benzoic acid, orris root, cotton-seed oil, bicarbon- 
ate of soda, glycerine, capsylic acid, alum, capeio adit, sulphite of soda, 
cows’ udders, sulphuric acid, pepsin, tallow, , Salt, corn starch, bu- 


tyric ether, caustic potash, castor oil, chalk, slippery-elm bark, caul, 
oil of sesame, oil of sunflower seed, olive oil, turnip-seed oil, bromo-chlo- 
ralum, chlorate of potash, oil of sweet almonds, oil of peanuts, peroxide 


of magnesia, stomach of pigs, sheep, or calf, nitrate of soda, mustard- 
seed oil, nitric acid; dry-blood albumen, sugar, butyric acid, bicarbon- 
ate of potash, and caustic soda. 

Of course it does not necessarily follow that all or any of these ar- 
ticles enter into the manufacture of the oleomargarine product of this 
country; but there is a strong probability that many of themdo. The 
following extract from a letter to the ne per press of this city by 
Mr, J. H. Crane, a reputable provision dealer here, contains facts worthy 
of consideration, and he stated the same in substance before the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture: 


It is notorious that what is called butterine is now generally made in soap 
factories. It is only a few gaya since that the undersigned had sentto him from 
a large soap factory at the West, a sample of soap and a sample of butterine, 
The two go hand in hand together. Why is butterine made in soap factories? 
The reason is evident. Itisbecause it can be made cheaper there. If" theham- 
fat man ” brings in more grease than is wanted for soap the surplus can be made 
into butterine, If he brings in more than is wanted for butterine the ga = ipae 
be turnedintosoap. In this way the two play into each other’s hands, pro- 
cess of bleaching and deodorizing is said to be about the same in each, the same 
poisonous alkalies being usedineach. If wrong in this I stand ready to be cor- 
rected. It isa mistaken idea that some have that butterine is never made of 
anything but the purest leaf lard add best creamery butter. It may be that 
soap manufacturers buy pure leaf lard to use in their business, If so I have 
never heard of it. Butterine can be made of soap-grease, and I believe it is 
made of soa] , and sometimes of the most disgusting kind. The bleach- 
orizing process it is put through makes it impervious to taste or 


The price it is sold at, it being sold just as low when pure butter is at 40 cents 
per pound as when it is 20, proves that but little, if any, butter enters into its 
composition. It having no smell or taste of its own, all that is needed is that the 
little smell and flavor it has shall be that of butter, which is obtained by churn- 
ing it in buttermilk or milk. It is then salted and colored to suit the eye and 
taste, christened by some fancy name, and put upon the market as butter. When 
the butterine men were buying upall the Elgin butter they could get at 40 cents 
oe pound a drummer from a neighboring city tried to induce men to buy what 

called his fancy brand of butterine at 12 cents per pound, 
it “Snow Flake Creamery, Morning Star Creamery, Rising Sun re or 
any other high sounding name I might select, telling me he was selling it all 
over Washington to dealers, who in turn sold it for butter, he marking it “ Fresh 
Creamery Butter,” or by any other name they chose to have put on it, 

But the worst remains to be told of this disreputable business. Formerly dead 
animals were collected and buried at a heavy expense. Now they command a 
premium, even to the rabid dogs. What becomes of them? Let the boiling 
establishments and the butterine factoriesanswer. Horses dying with glanders 
or pecans, and dogs dying with rabies are all gathered up and carted tothe 
boiling establishment, where the fat is extracted, ps up in barrels and shipped 
away. This diseased fat, after being put in shipping order, is said to look as 
clean and nice as any other. What mes of it? Where does it o, and for 
what papos is it used? Is it marked to distinguish it from any other fat? I 
am told not by one who hasbeen inthe business. Whatassurance have we that 
it does not find its way to the butterine factories? None. 


But, says some one, it is by no means certain that any of these un- 
clean and unwholesome articles go into the manufacture of bogus but- 
ter. No, it is not certain that they do; but is it certain that they de 
not? Perchance they do. ‘‘Perchance” soap-grease. ‘‘Ay, there’s 
the rub;”’ and when upon the authority of a respectable gentleman like 
Mr. Crane, we find soap and butterine coming from the same factory 
it would seem to ‘‘rub”’ pretty close. E 

As bearing upon this point I will also give a brief extract from a re- 
cent letter of Mr. O. M. Tinkham, secretary of the Vermont Dairy- 
men’s Association, to the Woodstock (Vt.) Standard, in which among 
other things he says: 7 


I have a friend living near Boston who keeps from six to cight hundred hi 
To feed them he has the wastes and swill from some of the large hotels in the 
city. All the meats, fish, flesh and fowl, sauces, raas and all grease are 
dumped into one tub and carried out to the farm, This was formerly fed tothe 
hogs, but was thought to be unhealthy by reason of too much , 50 he had 
large tanks made into which the stuff was dumped on arrival from the city, and 
water added, the whole thoroughly steamed and left to cool, which left a good 
cake of the se on top of the mass when cold. This was taken off and sold 
to the “‘venderer” in the city. The “‘ venderer” is the person to whom all the 

ead hogs that come in on the trains, the dead cattle and horses from the street, 
are sent to be dis; of. Once when my friend was in there he saw I think 
it was fifty tubs, of 30 pounds each, new Vermont spruce tubs, and lifting the 
covers saw they were filled with this “neutral , and said he had no 
doubt some of the pan he sold was in those tubs, of which I have no doubt, 
and that it was far better than some of the rest which made up the shipment, 
These tubs were marked for shipment to a man in New England who was run- 
ning a creamery. 


Now, both Mr. Tinkham and Mr. Crane state facts which tend very 
strongly to show that the ‘‘ neutral grease” of the ‘‘ venderer’’ does 
find its way into counterfeit butter. 

The man running a creamery in New England to whom those fifty 
tubs of ‘‘ venderer’s grease ’’ were directed was doubtless running the 
same kind of creamery that the man was who offered to Mr. Crane his 
fancy brand of butterine at 12 cents per pound to be marked ‘‘ Snow 
Flake Creamery,” &c. This New England creamery man, however, 
may have made some pure butter. 

The fact is, bogus butter can be more cheaply produced in connection 
with the manufacture of creamery butter than elsewhere, because of the 
plentiful supply of buttermilk in which to churn the compound, and 
thus give it the flavor of butter; just as the bouquet is given to wines 
by the use ofsome aromatic substance. Every variety of imitation but- 
ter product, and their name is legion, is churned either in milk or but- 
termilk else it would be without the butter flavor and would deceiveno 
one. At the creamery the buttermilk is at hand for this purpose; 
whereas if the margarine factory be remote a supply must be brought 
from a distance. 

One of the great packing establishments in Chicago have of the El- 
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gin creameries the buttermilk in which to baptise, in the name of 
butter, probably a thousand tons a year of this counterfeit product; and 
pay for it, if the statement of their agent now in of their goods 
in the Central Market in this city can be relied upon, for he made the 
statement to me, $100 perday. Now, this is almost equal to the wag’s 
formula for making a first-class article of chicken soup for boarding- 
house consumption, namely, drive a hen through a dish of hot water. 
O tempora! O mores! [Laughter.] 

But enough about thecharacter of counterfeit butter. It may be that 
the cheap grease known in the market as “neutral grease” when sub- 
jected to treatment by the alkalies and acids named in the various imi- 
tation-butter formulas is not absolutely unwholesome; for chemistry 
works wonders in the transformation of physical substances. Isay this 
may be, but suppose it is, who wants to eat it? That this ‘“‘ neutral 
grease” is to a great extent used in the manufacture of these imitation 
products no reasonable person will doubt. Thedifferentformulas them- 
selves prove it by the chemical agents which they contain for the mani- 
fest purpose of deodorizing and correcting it. Besides, as every one 
knows, it is a counterfeit and a fraud; and who is verdant enough to 
suppose that the counterfeiter would be at all scrupulous as to the ma- 
terials he used in his business? The object is to make the counterfeit 
article at the least possible expense for the sake of the greatest possi- 
ble profit. And if ‘‘neutral grease’’ can be obtained at one-fourth or 
one-third the expense of tallow or lard, who for a moment doubts which 
the counterfeiter would use? 

But this stuff, even if not absolutely unwholesome, is not fit for a 
self-respecting American citizen to eat. It might answer for a digger 
Indian, who lives on snakes, or for the Mexican peon, who in his pov- 
erty consumes with avidity every organic part of the animal, excepting 
only the horns, hoofs, hair, and bones. It might answer for these, but 
it does not comport with our American civilization. Itisno credit toit. 
It has no proper place in it, and it could not exist fora moment except 
through fraud and imposition. The American people can be in better 
business. With ‘‘cattle upon a thousand hills,” and many, many thou- 
sand hills scattered all over our vast domain, where now grows wild 
grass or stands ‘‘the forest primeval,” but where hardy husband- 
men might graze and milk their herds of kine, and thrifty housewives 
might emulate the virtue and valor of Jael, the wife of Heber the 
Kenite, who ‘‘brought forth butter in a lordly dish,” does it not seem 
like small business, like the disreputable business it is, for an able- 
bodied American citizen to be trying to find out how chemistry can 
extract from ‘‘cow’s udders” the oil that shall give to tallow and lard 
and the intestinal and offal fats and ‘‘nentral grease” and the vegetable 
oils the taste of butter, thereby enabling the unscrupulous to sell them, 
after they are washed in buttermilk, for butter, and thus put these cheap 
and nasty fats into competition with the golden issues of the house- 
wifes chum? ~< 

And this brings me to the chief reason for the passage of this bill, 
namely, the ruinous effect of this dishonest competition upon the great, 
in fact the greatest, industry of this country—an industry which while 
it gives employment to millions of capital and millicns of men and 
women is yet made up from an aggregation of humble interests which, 
when treated fairly, only afford very small profits in return for much 
hard work, 

Dairying is the largest single branch of American agriculture. 'The 
butter, mille , and cheese produced for the last year, as estimated by re- 
liable experts, amounted to the enormous sum of $564,959,500. This 
is more than four times the value of the entire oat crop of thecountry; 
more than five times the value of the pig-iron product; more than twice 
the value of the iron and steel product; about four and one-half times 
the value of the cotton crop, and about $150,000,000 more than the en- 
tire wheat crop of the country. The amount invested in milch cows 
is about $700,000,000—more than the entire capital stock of all the 
national banks of the country. 

Not only is dairying the great leading branch of our agriculture but 
it is so related to every other branch of that great industry that when 
it suffers the whole feels the depressing effect. Especially is this true 
in our older States where the soil, well-nigh exhausted by long-con- 
tinued cropping, is arrested from further deterioration and brought 
back to a high degree of fertility by dairy farming, and thus worn-out 
lands are restored and more of every kind of agricultural product is 
produced, more forage for animals and more food for man. It is esti- 
mated that in dairying at least four millions of our population are em- 
ployed, while agriculture in all its branches gives employment to 
almost one-half of our entire population who therefrom feed and clothe 
themselves and feed and.clothe the other half. 

Without agriculture we should go both hungry and cold. Weshould 
relapse into barbarism, should go back to the skins of beasts for clothing 
and hunt again the wild boar for food. A thrifty agriculture makes 
every other work of civilization possible. ‘Without it the earth, the 
source of all wealth, would fail to yield her fruits and every other enter- 
prise and industry would languish. We have already seen that the 
dairy interest is the very soul itself of our agriculture. Now, shall this 
interest be preserved, or shall it be sacrificed, not to a fair competition— 
if the competition were fair no fault would be found—but to a down- 


right fraud, to a filthy counterfeit, masquerading in the stolen livery of 


the very industry it is seeking to overthrow? [Applause. ] 

Even if thecompetition were fair it would still present a serious ques- 
tion of public policy; one not only involving public health but the pub- 
lic intelligence and morals also, namely, whether we should kill out the 
dairy industry and cease to be a butter-eating people and feed upon the 
coarser and more cloying animal fats, thus taking a step back toward 
the raw tallow and lard which were the delight of our Saxon ances- 
tors in the forestsof Germany. It involves also another question which 
takes strong hold upon the labor problem, which has long vexed the 
governments of Europe, and now threatens the peace and prosperity of 
this Republic. It is this: Whether a few capitalists giving employ- 
ment to a few thousand men shall be allowed to overwhelm with a 
fraudulent business an honest industry which gives employment to 
millions, and which is the very cream of that grand pursuit which, 
through the common mother of the race, provides for us all. 

You have just passed a labor-arbitration bill and sent out a special 
committee to collect data for the adjustment of the delicate relations 
between capital and Jabor. But right here, in the disposition of this 
bill, is an opportunity to deal with the labor question from the very 
foundation, and in a way to dispense with arbitration bills and special 
committees, or make them a standing necessity. It has been said 
that ‘‘an ounce of prevention is better than a poundofcure.’’ Enact- 
ments preventive of threatening evils are always wiser than the wisest 
provisions for the correction of those evils after they are developed. 
It is always the highest achievement of legislation to formulate laws 
which in their practical operation shall reconcile antagonisms and bring 
all interests into harmony. ‘This can only be done by giving all men 
and all honest enterprises a fair chance. 

Now, pass this bill and you take an important step in both remedial 
and preventive legislation. You at once relieve the dairy industry of 
the killing fraud which now completely paralyzes it. And as one of 
the immediate results the milch-cows, whichas shown by the last report 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture were depreciated during the last 
year to the amount of $32,751,392, will be restored and doubtless some- 
what advanced. This vastsum will thus be added to the exchangeable 
value of property not belonging to capitalists but to the millionsof hard- 
working men who own those cows and are struggling to pay with the 
income from them the mortgages which capital holds upon their farms, 
Not only this, but the number of cows will be greatly increased. There 
will not be slanghtered 30,000 of them for beef in the city of Chicago 
for the year to come, as your committee reported there was in the year 
that is past. They will be wanted for the dairy. To this extent cer- 
tainly there will be an increased demand upon those who breed cattle 
for beef; and that branch of agriculture, now sadly discouraged, will 
take a fresh start. More hay and grain must be provided for the sup- 
port of this increased number of animals, both for beef and the dairy, 
and more men found to feed and care for them. A corresponding đe- 
mand for labor on the farm will surely follow and will draw off from 
the employ of the great corporations, to which all surplus labor tends, 
the discontented ones who are now the leaders in labor disturbances, 
but who would find in the great, open field of agriculture, every de- 
partment of which would feel the impulse of a restored dairy industry, 
an opportunity to gain for themselves and their families a subsistence, 
nay, more, acompetence; and this is how the passage of this bill would 
begin to solve the labor problem. It would begin at the right end of it. 
[ Applause. ] 

It would be far more to the point than arbitration bills and investi- 
gating committees. A restored dairy industry would surely occupy, 
with valuable improvements, new areas of land, and as surely restore 
to fertility the old, much of which now lies fallow, thus adding mill- 
ions to the productive and taxable wealth of the country. ‘Nor is this 
all. A return to the production of honest butter would restore our ex- 
port trade. For the last five years, since false butter has usurped the 
place of the true, there has been a steady decline in the annual export 
of American butter. ‘That which was bought and shipped for genuine 
too often turned out to bespurious. As the result no dealer would risk 
thesale of American dairy products in foreign markets, and the trade fell 
off. The extent of this decline is shown by the fact that in 1881 the 
total amount of American dairy exports was $22,636,272. In 1885 it 
was but $14,086,055, a decrease in four years of $8,548,220. Instead 
of this there should have been an equal or greater increase. There is 
still another humiliating fact in this connection. It is this: much of 
the butter which we exported in 1885 was not handled by American 
merchants, but by Canadian merchants, who first bought in our mar- 
kets and shipped to Canada. Then, when reshipped from Canadian 
ports, it would go upon the European markets as Canadian butter, 
which is not yet under suspicion like our own. But let this same but- 


ter, perhaps perfectly pure, be shipped from an American port or by 
an American merchant, and it could be sold only at a reduced price. 
Thus, because of these fraudulent imitations is the commerce of this 
the foremost people in all the earth driven like a culprit to the use of 
an alias in order to make its way into foreign markets; thus also are 
American merchants deprived of the profits of handling this merchan- 
dise in those markets; thus is an annual outlet for nearly $9,000,000 
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worthof dairy products closed and the business to that extent depressed; 
and thus as.a people are we that amount poorer than we should be if 
that trade were not interrupted. We have that amount less annually 
of circulating medium, that amount less of gold and silver; for remem- 
ber that our foreign exchange is always in gold and silver. Now pass 
this bill and give to American dairy products a reputable entrance into 
foreign markets and you will bring into the United States within the 
next ten years of foreign gold and silver $85,000,000 at least, and proba- 
bly more. But this is a larger sum than proposed by the Blair bill for 
education at which so many upon this floor stand aghast. Pass this 
bill and you correct all the evils arising from counterfeit butter and put 
not only the dairy industry but the whole vast industry of agriculture 
upon a career of prosperity; and in its train shall follow all the other 
industries and the arts and the best culture of a progressive civilization. 
Refuse it, and you te all the evils above enumerated and en- 
gender others which in turn shall ‘‘ become the hatch and brood of time.” 
You deliberately protect a fraud which is sapping the very foundations 
of the farmer’s success and crippling his every effort to get on in the 
world. You help capital, which holds the mortgage on his farm and 
owns also the o ine factory, to destroy the butter marketand 
thus deprive him of his last opportunity to keep down the interest on 
that mortgage, and then take from him the farm itself and turn him 
into the street a vagabond and a tramp; and when next you hear from 
him he is in the front rank of some labor agitation. Then to tide over 
the troubles produced by your unwise legislation a Congressional in- 
vestigating committee will be in order. 

By refusing this bill you continue a policy calculated to destroy the 
hope of the husbandman and drive not a few only but thousands from 
agriculture into other departments of labor already overcrowded. Can 
you afford to do this? Can you afford to break down and disperse into 
other pursuits the hardy tillers of the soil, thus lessening the number 
of producers and increasing the number of consumers? A sound pub- 


lic policy lies in just the opposite direction—in developing and foster- | tax 


ing every department of our agricultare, whereby enough may be gath- 
ered of the products of the earth to feed and clothe and preserve from 
distress and agitation all other departments of industry, and at the 
same time contribute in the most effectual manner possible to the na- 
tional wealth. But The general wisdom of this bill will not 
be disputed. Its justice to the farmer must be admitted. The salu- 
tary effect it will have upon our industries is apparent. The general 
demand of the American people for wholesome articles of food calls 
for it. 

But, say certain eminent lawyers upon this floor, it is unconstitu- 
tional. Of course, if it contravene the Constitution, however desirable 
it may be from every point of view, it should not receive the sanction 
of this body. But let us see. $ 

We have already seen that the power of Congress to tax whatever 
article it will is limited only by its discretion. 

But, says the objector, while Congress may tax, it can tax only for 
the purpose of revenue; and since the professed purpose of this bill is 
not to raise revenue but to regulate the sale of an article of commerce, 
it follows, says the objector, that there is no constitutional authority for 
it. But the bill proposes to raise, and if it becomes a law it will raise, 
revenue. Now, is not this fact alone a full answer to the objection? 
But, says the objector, though it may raise revenue that is not the 
motive in passing the bill. ‘To this it is sufficient reply to say, that if 
Congress has power to levy the tax, and does levy it in legal form, the 
particular motive from which this is done is of no legal consequence 
whatever. It would fall within the rule laid down by Jacob Colla- 
mer, who died the distinguished chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
of the United States Senate, while a representative in that body from 
the little State of Vermont, and whose statue the State has since putin 
Memorial Hall as a fair type of the Vermonter and of Senatorial dig- 
nity and learning. 

Now, when upon the bench of the supreme court of Vermont he 
said: 


as rn motives can never alter the character of a jog act. Whatever a 
man a legal right to do he may do with impunity. (LL Vt., 22.) 

So a legislative act which is in itself constitutional will not be made 
unconstitutional because it was passed from an improper motive. 

The motive can not be reviewed juditially. It may be reviewed by 
the constituencies ted in this body but not by the courts. 

Again, a legislative act such as the Constitution allows, which seryes 
a constitutional purpose, does not become unconstitutional because it 
at the same time serves another , Which of itself would not bring 
the act within the purview of the Constitution. 

Here the familiar principle governing the jurisdiction of cases before 
courts in chancery would apply. If the bill in equity present a single 
point where relief can not be had under the strict rules of law, and sev- 
eral points where the law would afford relief and thus defeat equity 
jurisdiction, yeta court of equity will always take jurisdiction upon the 
single point, and will then do equity u all the matters presented by 
the pill, even though the principal points decided be those which the 
court could not have taken jurisdiction of alone. 

In like manner if have constitutional authority to tax im- 


itation butter and pass a law to that effect the law is not unconstitu- 
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tional because at the same time it may incidentally prevent the sale of 
it for genuine butter. This bill contains no provisions except such as 
lay the tax and provide for its collection. If those provisions are such 
as to prevent at the same time the fraudulent sale of oleomargarine, 
that can create no constitutional or other objection to the law. It 
should the rather be accepted as high proof of its wisdom. Alaw which 
will cut two ways and cut all the time for the right will not be held 
in disfavor by either the courts or the people. 

Another objection by these left-handed defenders of the Constitution 
is, that this bill takes from the States the police power which the Con- 
stitution leaves to them. 

They also say, even if Congress have the power it is too small busi- 
ness for the National Legislature, and as matter of policy should be left 
to the States. 

But taxation can not be effective without complete police power over 
the article taxed; and as to the policy of Congress in dealing with this 
subject a precedent may be found in section 3328 of the Revised Statutes, 
which has been on the statute-book eighteen years, and which is for the 
protection of the wine industry of this country against imitation wines, 
and if some gentleman will tell us the difference between this section 
and the bill before us I will yield to him now. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if he is referring now to the Federal statutes ? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And do I understand him to 
say that provision is made for levying this tax upon imitation wine ? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir; in section 3328, which I would read had I the 
time and will do soif the gentleman will see that my time is extended. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, No, Iam not disputing the 
statement; but it has escapetl my observation, and I only asked for in- 
formation. It is a subject that I shall look into with interest. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What machinery is provided for éollecting the 
9 


Mr. GROUT. Itis quite meager; but it is provided. How opera- 
tive itis Ido not know. But the statute is there, and the National 
Congress is committed to the policy. ‘The statute puts the collection 
of this wine tax under the control of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue the same as this bill proposes to put this bogus-butter tax. 

Now, who will say that a tax of 10 cents per pound on imitation 
butter is not as defensible on every ground as a tax of 10 cents per pint 
on imitation wines? And who will say it isany smaller or less worthy 
business to protect the dairy interest, which employs 4,000,000 laborers, 
with an annual productof $564,959, 500, than the wine industry, whose 
exact annual product I am unable to ascertain; for, as it may 
seem, the Tenth Census gives no information upon the subject, nor can 
any be ‘obtained at any of the Government De ts. But that 
product is probably only of a few hundred thousand dollars’ value, and 
in the production of it probably only a few thousand laborers are em- 
ployed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, If it be insisted that it was not competent to tax 
an industry out of existence, let me ask if it is not nevertheless true 
that we have taxed out of existence the State banks? , 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And further, I would ask if the decisions of the 
Supreme Court that States can not tax the Government bonds were not 
founded upon the principle that if that power was granted tothem they 
might tax the bonds to their full amount, their full par value, and 
therefore tax them out of existence? 

Mr, GROUT. Certainly, and you will see before I close that the 
States have not the power to give adequate relief from these fraudulent 
butter imitations. ‘That Congress alone has the power to doit: More- 
over, if you will look at section 3272, Revised Statutes, you will find 
Congress has imposed heavy penalties against the introduction into 
distilled spirits of any ingredient or substance calculated to give ficti- 
tious proot. Now, shall it be said that the members of this House have 
made laws to preserve'the proof of the whisky they drink and keep from 
adulteration the wine they drink, but think it too small business to pro- 
vide against the adulteration of the butter which their wives and chil- 
dren eat? 

But in closing, while it is apparent that Congress has full power over 
this fraudulent butter question as an incident of taxation, and while 
we also find Congress has already committed itself to that control in 
precisely the manner proposed by this bill, yet if other authority were 
wanting it may be found in that distinct grant of power by the Consti- 
tution to regulate commerce among tlie States. ‘The clause is as fol- 
lows: 

The Congress shall have power * * è to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes. 

It is true that the only exercise of this power by Congress thus far 
over interstate commerce has been confined to the navigable waters of 
the United States. But the day is not far distant when Con will 
pass a law—as it ought long before this to have done—regulating trans- 
portation between the States by land. Nor is this power limited to 
the subject of transportation merely. It also extends to the status of 
merchandise taken from one State into the marketsof another. In no 
provision of the Constitution was there a display of higher wisdom than 
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in this grant to the National Legislature of full control over commerce 
between the States, nor is any constitutional grant plainer. Though 
Congress has not yet entered thy the full exercise of this power, yet 
every attempted exercise of it by the States, no matter in what form, 
whether by an attempted palate of navigable waters or by a tax 
upon freight carried from one State into another, or upon freight car- 
ried across a State, or by the imposition of a tax upon articles manu- 
factured in one State and sold in another, the Supreme Court has in- 
variably held that it was the attempted exercise of a power which the 
States do not possess, but that the power is lodged by the Constitution 
in Congress alone. (See Gibbons vs. Ogden, 9 Wheat, 1; R. R. Co. vs. 
Fuller, 17 Wall., 560; Delaware R. R. tax, 18 Wall., 206; R. R. Co. vs. 
Ri 19 Wall., 584; R. R. Co. vs. Maryland, 21 Wall., 456; Down- 
hall vs. City of Alexandria, 7 Howard, 283.) 

In commerce with the Indian tribes it was held in United States ts. 
Forty-three gallons of whisky (93 U. S., 188), that Congress may pro- 
hibit the transportation or sale in the Indian country of intoxicating 
liquors. And remember that Congress has no greater power over com- 
merce with the Indian tribes than it has over that between the States, 
but precisely the same. 

Thus do we see that control of this whole subject of commerce among 
the States, and every phase of it, not only relating to the nof 
merchandise but the sale of it also, belongs not to the States but to Con- 
gress. Now to apply this principle to the bill before us. - 

Take for illustration two States. Massachusetts, with about five and 
one-half times the pia Merce of Vermont, makes about one-third as 
much butter. result Vermont butter finds its way into Massa- 
chusetts markets, es there encounters these imitation products, which 
the laws of Massachusetts fail to prevent being sold as butter, thus put- 
ting Vermont butter at a very serious disadvantage. 

We have seen that if Massachusetts were to pass a law putting Ver- 
mont products under some disadvantage, whether in transportation or 
sale in her market, it would be an invasion of the power of 
over this subject, and would beset aside by theSupreme Court. Now, 
if instead of this positive act, Massachusetts were to neglect to give 
Vermont products suitable protection against these fraudulent imita- 
tions, and thus do Vermont a negative injustice, would it be any less 
an injustice? And where but in Congress is the power of correction? 
And what would a law like that proposed by this bill, which would re- 
lieve Vermont butter in Massachusetts from these fraudulent imita- 

tion of commerce among the States? Where but 
e Vermont farmer go for relief? Certainly not to 
ope riser for he is not represented there, and 
perhaps for the sake of cheap butter Massachusetts may wink at the 
fraud. 

But, inasmuch as the Massachusetts delegation is believed to be a 
unit for this bill, let us suppose what is far more probable, that Massa- 
chusetts really wants to be rid of these imitation products; and accord- 
ingly resolves that as inasmuch as no oleo: is manufactured 
in Massachusetts—which I hope is true, but have my fears—that none 
shall be brought into the State from otherStates. But we have already 
seen, upon the authority of the Supreme Court, that Massachusetts has 
ng power to do this. She can not prevent oleomargarine being shipped 
into her jurisdiction from New York and Chicago, were she to try ever 
so hard, which would leaye Massachusetts powerless to do justice to 
Vermont if she would; and Vermont would be powerless, whatever 
course Massachusetts might take. This illustration will apply not to 
Vermont and Massachusetts alone, nor to butter alone, but to all the 
States of the Union and to every other grticle of merchandise that may 
be produced in one State and consumed in another. Now, who fails to 
see that the only power to relieve in this matter is vested in Co 

Who fails to see how utterly chaotic is. the doctrine declared by the 
learned Judiciary Committee of this House, that there is no power in 
Congress over this subject and that “‘legislation, if proper, must be 
dns from the States,” thus placing the authority of the States in 
this matter above that of Congress, when the States have no power 
whatever and Congress has full power? What a bedlam of conflicting 
interests between the States would this doctrine of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee foster? It is withal an anti-national doctrine, a dangerous doc- 
trine, and leads to anarchy. Ibis born of that now philos- 
ophy which a quarter of a century ago so bewildered a certain well- 
meaning but weak ‘‘ public functionary ™ that he was not able to find 
any power in the Constitution to coerce a State. But the American 
people found a way to coerce a State; and they will find a way to re- 
lieve themselves from fraudulent butter products which are at once a 
scandal to the country and a glaring wrong to an honest industry. 
They will find a way, because the Constitution, by a plain provision, 
gives Congress power over this subject; and the people are here in Con- 
gress in the persons of their representatives. 

This absolute power over commerce between the States given by the 
Constitution to the National Government is one of the principal badges 
of the national sovereignty. It is an important, far-reaching power, and 
should be duly magnified. The future will bring it into exercise more 
than the past hasdone. The rapidly increasing commerce between the 
States will require from Congress constant supervision, and new rules 
will be required as new emergencies arise. In interstate commerce, 


which will increase with our in numbers and better facilities 
for -intercommunication, shall be found the future bond of 
union between these States. <A free and fair interchange of commodities 
between the remote sections of the country will to our political and 
social relations add the ties of trade, than which between peoples and 
States none are stronger; and thus, in a vast domestic commerce, 50 
regulated by Congress as to be mutually beneficial to all sections and 
all industriss, shall be heard— 
In the rushing wheels 
Of trade's tumultuous jar— 
the richest music of the Union. 

Down the future, as our population becomes denser and our commer- 
cial rivalries sharper and our accumulated wealth greater, who can tell 
how this paternal authority of the National Government may be used 
to allay those rivalries, to check the greed of monopolies, to protect one 
State against the frandulent products of another, and bring all depart- 
ments of our domestic commerce, which is but the sum of our domestic 
industries, into such relations with each otheras thateach part shall con- 
tribute to the vigor of every other part, and thus create a harmonious 
system in which labor shall find employment, capital shall have its own, 
and every honest industry a fair chance? Now this will be the problem 
for the future statesmen of this country to solve. This problem is, in 
fact, crowding upon us to-day. We have seen how this measure before 
us reaches out aie aii tue qiealona: We have also seen that Con- 
gress has a double power over the subject. Let us then rise to the oc- 
casion and pass this bill. [Applause.] 

[During the delivery of Mr. GROUT’S remarks, when seventeen min- 
utes had expired— 

oe appari The time of the gentleman from Vermont has 

i 
“Mtr. GROUT. ‘The Chair will remember that thirty minutes were 
granted to me by the pe onena from New Jersey [ Mr. HIRES], a mem- 
ber of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. But in the mean time the Chair will be com- 
pelled to recognize some member on the other side. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask the gentleman who has control of the next hour 
on the other side to let the gentleman from Vermont occupy now the 
whole time which has been allotted to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], 
aog the Chair does not now see in his seat, is entitled to the next 

our. 

Mr. HATCH. As he is not here to be recognized, I suggest that the 
gentleman from Vermont be permitted to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the gentleman will 
proceed. 

Mr. GROUT resumed and concluded his remarks. ] 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, there were forty-five minutes of 
time yielded to me, and I yield ten minutes of it to the gentleman from 
West AES ect [Mr. hsp 

Mr, Chairman, representing a part of that nifi- 
cent valley of the Shenandoah for which my friend from Virginia [ Mr. 
O’FERRALL] claimed to speak this evening, I entertain views on the 
pending bill very different from those which he has so earnestly advo- 
eated, but views which I strongly believe to be far more promotive of 
the true interests of the farmers of that valley and of the other rich ag- 
ricultural sections with whose representation I am intrusted in this 
House. 

The advocates of this measure, when asked for-the ground on which 
they claim legislation, are compelled toassume the attitude 
of the oarsman, who looks in one direction while he moves in the other. 
? | They introduce this bill and urge its- as a revenue measure; yet 
the slightest examination of the provisions of the bill and of the argu- 
ments by which it has been supported in the two days’ debate in 
House discloses that it is not intended and is not expected to produce 
revenue, but to destroy and suppress a particular ct which has 
recently sprang up in this country. That industry, Mr. n, is 
one which by common consent, sustained, as I am informed, by highest 
scientific authority, may be carried on in an honest and manner; 
but, possessing unusual facilities for fraud, like all other industries 
having such facilities, it is often carried on in a dishonest and improper 
manner. 

Able to produce and supply for the public consumption an article of 
food that is cheap, palatable, and not unwholesome, it is contended— 
and so far as my argument goes Iam not called upon to dispute this con- 
tention—that it frequently palms upon the public, under false names 
and false brands, an article which is neither palatable, wholesome, nor 
cheap. Hence Congress is called upon in this bill reported from the 
Committee on Agriculture to interpose the power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment and Jay upon the manufacture and sale of this article a tax 
which is designed to be prohibitory and to bring this product under the 
Serner of our inquisitorial internal-revenue system. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
for a question ? ? 

Mr. WILSON. I have but ten minutes, but of course will yield to 
the ae ee for a question. 

KEN. The question is this: If the article is produced, 
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as stated here—and it has not been disputed—at 8 cents a pound, and 
sells for at least 25 cents a pound, how is a tax of 10 cents a pound 
going to be prohibitory or preventive of its manufacture? 

Mr. WILSON. There is not only a tax of 10 cents a pound, but 
there is a license-tax as well. There is a tax upon the manufacturer, 
a tax upon the wholesale dealer, and a tax upon the retail dealer, also. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And all combined would not amount to 12 cents 
apound. . 

Mr. WILSON. Nevertheless scarcely an argument has been made 
upon this floor in advocacy of this bill that has not maintained it as a 
measure whose true design is to prohibit and suppress this manufact- 
ure. But as it comes in, Mr. Chairman, under the guise of a revenue 
bill, I shall consider it first and very briefly in that light. I admitthat 
if there is any need for revenue, this would be a constitutional method 
of gathering taxes, but I deny that there is a constitutional right to 
levy taxes of any kind unless they are absolutely necessary for the de- 
mands of the public Treasury. 

There are very many other legitimate sources of revenue than those 
to which the Government to-day resorts, sources which no man would 
challenge as unconstitutional, but it would be an unwarrantable exer- 
cise of the powers with which we are clothed, not justified by the Con- 
stitution and totally destructive of the very idea of free government, 
to resort to any of them for a single dollar that is not needed for the 
actual expenses of government. When you have levied on the people 
all the taxes which the public service requires your constitutional au- 
thority to levy taxes ceases, although many lawful sources of income 
may still be unexplored. Has any gentleman in this debate ventured 
to contend that we need additional revenue? Could any gentleman so 
contend in the face of the appeals that have been coming down to Con- 
gress year after year from the Executive urging some action by which 
a surplus revenue may be kept out of the Treasury? Has not the Dem- 
ocratic policy been uniformly declared as in favor of decreasing the bur- 
dens of taxation until they are cut down to the needs of an economical 
government instead of exploring and searching for new sources of tax- 
ation by which to take money from the people? 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman permit me to answer that ques- 
tion in three words? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes; in three words. j 

Mr. PRICE. Wehave not 25 centson the dollarof our floating debt 
that we owe outside of the bonded indebtedness. 

Mr. WILSON. The reports of the fiscal officers of the Treasury con- 
vey to us the information that the revenue of the Government exceeds 
its necessary expenditures; that there is a surplus revenue; so I shall 
not stop to argue that question. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I can not support this bill as one to raise 
taxes and to increase the revenue. Hence I turn to consider the real 
reasons which, after introducing it in the thin and deceptive guise of a 
revenue bill, its advocates allege for its passage by this House. 

They bring it forward, sir, also asa measure of protection to the dairy 
farmer, with whose genuine butter it isclaimed that oleomargarine and 
butterine come into competition in the food markets of the country. 
This is a specious argument, but as dangerous as itis fallacious. Every 
intelligent legislator who has examined into the working of our system 
of taxation must see that its burdens rest very unequally and very un- 
justly upon the farmers of this country. So many trades and occupa- 
tions have been fastened as parasites upon the public Treasury and have 
their profits increased out of taxes imposed upon other trades and oc- 
cupations, and particularly upon the occupation of agriculture, that it 
seems both plausible and just, at first view, that the farmer also should 
be allowed a dividend from the Treasury. 

But, Mr. Chairman, aside from his rights and hisinterests as the citizen 
of a free government and a government of equal laws, no man by virtue 
of his occupation is so deeply interested in resistance under all cireum- 
stances to class legislation as is the American farmer. This resistance 
is his only safety as a citizen, his only safety asa farmer. Once estab- 
lish the principle that the sovereign power of taxation with which the 
people intrust their servants can be perverted from its only honest pur- 
pose of raising taxes, and be used to oppress, to suppress, or to destroy 
the industry of any class of our citizens in order to increase the profits 
of the industry of any other class of our citizens, and this ceases to be a 
PANE of equal laws and becomes at once a government of privi- 

eged classes and occupations. 


That class which for the moment may be able to influence and control | ju 


the legislative power will be able to enrich itself by the spoliation of 
other classes; and all the experience of the past and all the probabili- 
ties of the future assure us that the occupation which will suffer most 
will be that of the tillers of the soil, because they are without efficient 
organization and without the power of concentrating their influence or 
of keeping their watchful attention upon those that make the laws. 
If the farmer ever concedes the principle of class legislation, especially 
if he is so blind as to concede it by accepting some petty and inconsid- 
erable advantage under it, he has lost his shield, he has stripped him- 
self of the power of resistance to a wrong that will bear with grievous 
and constant burden u him. Let him but voluntarily enter into 


such a partnership as is held out to him in this bill and he will find 
that he has but reproduced the old fable of the ass who went hunting 


with the lion and was destroyed when he claimed his share of the feast 
which their mutual efforts had secured. If his false friends persuadé 
him to call on the Government to destroy or to cripple any industry 
that comes into competition with a branch of his pursuit, he must pre- 
pare himself to expect that other occupations will be calling upon the 
Government to suppress or to cripple some of his industries in order 
that they may flourish the more. 

Mr. Chairman, I lift up my voice most earnestly against this whole 
theory and practice of class legislation. It is a form of tyranny as un- 
just as any that can be devised. I plant myself upon the absolute 
equality of every citizen before the law. I protest against any system 
which invites and encourages any class of citizens, in any — A 
demand dividends out of the public Treasury, out of the p of 
taxation upon their fellow-citizens, as a favor or privilege to their class 
or calling to be granted by ‘those in control of the Government. It has 
been said that the Roman citizen grew to prize his franchise as a eon 
nership that entitled him to share in the spoils of the world. Shall 
the American citizen be trained to regard his particular occupation or 
calling as one that entitles him to share in the spoils of taxation im- 
posed: upon his fellow-citizens? The Roman despoiled the foreigner., 
Are we to see different classes and different occupations in this Repub- 
lic engaged in a contest for mutual epe and mutual spoliation? 

But, Mr. Chairman, this pretend advantage to the farmer, even if it 
wereasubstantial one, would apply only to the small class, small as com- 
pared with the millions pooper 8 in the pursuits of agriculture, that are 
specially interested in the dairy business, The immense majority of 
farmers arenotdairymen. The bill could notin any view inure to their 
benefit, and even the small temporary benefit which the dairy farmers 
are expected to receive is to some extent neutralized by the decline in 
the value of cattle which the suppression of the manufacture of these 
substitutes for butter is calculated to produce. But, Mr. Chairman, I 
must hasten to glance at the other reason upon which we are urged to 
legislate on this subject, and that is in the interest of public health. 
It is argued, and by no one more fully than the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Grout] who has just spoken, that oleomargarine and but- 
terine,and like products are frequently vile and spurious compounds 
sold in the market as genuine butter and therefore calculated to spread 
disease and sickness among the people. 

This does not affect the argument I am making. I do not under- 
stand it to be true to the extent claimed in this debate. On the con- 
trary, it seems to be pretty well established here that much of these ar- 
ticles is made of healthy and oe materials, and stamped and sold 
for exactly what it is; but be that as it may, concede the whole indict- 
ment against oleomargarine, and I still answer you have not made a 
case for legislation by Congress. To protect the health of the le 
by saving them from frauds and impositions in the purchase of food is 
peculiarly and exclusively within the province of legislation conceded 
to the States. They can and they do deal with this matter constantl 
and efficiently. Grant all that the gentleman from Vermont has said, 
and I ask him, can not the State of Vermont regulate and control both 
the manufacture and sale of this so-called bogus compound within her 
limits? It isa matter of police regulation, and that, by the solemn 
decision of our highest court and by the cheerful concession of this 
law-making body, has hitherto been committed to the States. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] has read to us the law 
of that State with respect to substitutes for butter, and assured us that 
it has proved thoroughly effective in that State. Congress can enact 
that law or a similar one for the District of Columbia and the Territo- 
ries. The States can enact similar laws each for itself, and thus the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine or of any other article easily coun- 
terfeited or supposed to be deleterious can be regulated, controlled, and 
even, if necessary, suppressed. Why, Mr. Chairman, our municipal cor- 
porations deal daily and deal effectively with justsuch matters. They 
regulate the sale of meat and fruits vegetables in their markets, the 
sale and keeping of inflammable and explosive substances in their limits. 
They havea police system which comes intoimmediate contact with such 
transactions, police courts where penalties and forfeitures are readily en- 
forced. In the municipal corporation or in the State the machinery 
needed to correct all the abuses and to repress all the evils connected 
with the making and selling of food products isat hand, accessible, easily 
and cheaply set in motion. In every neighborhood are the needed ofi- 
cers—in every county are the courts, the constabulary, and a grand 


ry. 

In a word, Mr. Chairman, there is no excuse or justification for this 
appeal to Congress to exercise disputed and forbidden power; to do 
that which in all our past history has been done and well done by the 
States. To bring this manufacture under the internal-revenue system 
is to take a step backward. That system never has been a popular one. 
We have now reduced it to such limits as to strip it of many of the 
opportunies for abuse heretofore belonging to it. ` Will you now enlarge 
its sphere, add greatly to its expenses, greatly increase its officials, set 
up an additional system of espionage, a new line of petty persecutions 
in the Federal courts, bring back upon us all this brood of evils in an 
attempt to do that which can be done, and doue better, by the States 
in their undoubted field of legislation ? $ 

No, Mr. Chairman, I can not consent to support any such legislation. 
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I believe my own State can and ought to protect her citizens from fraud 
and imposition in the sale of butter or any substitute or counterfeit of 
butter, just as she protects them from imposition in the sale of ferti- 
lizers, and just as she deals promptly and effectively with other crimes 
and wrongs within her limits. In her name, and in the name of her 
farming interest, I protest against this new departure in legislation, 
which begins a policy of Federal interference that will not be long in ex- 
tending itself in many other directions than that now proposed. I am, 
Mr, Chairman, as much opposed to the manufacture and sale of counter- 
feit and bogus butter as the gentleman from Vermont, or any other mem- 
ber of this House, but I am not willing to use the power of the Federal 
Government in what will prove a bungling and vexatious method of deal- 
Ae a question so entirely and so exclusively in the domain of State 

islation. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, GREEN, of North Carolina. I desire permission to ask the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] a question. s 

The CHAIRMAN. But the time of the gentleman has expired. 

[ Me Wine HAM. [yield five minutes to the gentleman from Virginia 
. WISE]. 

Mr. WISE. If the gentleman from Illinois can not give me more 
than five minutes I will rather take time to-morrow. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Well, I will yield the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, so far as I am aware none of the people 
whom I have the honor to represent upon this floor are engaged in the 
manufacture of oleomargarine, and a very limited number of them are 
interested in it as an article of commerce, Therefore I do not care 
much about and will say but little concerning it. Iam unable to state 
whether ornot it is unwholesome as an article of food. ‘Thereisabun- 
dant testimony from respectable sources on both sides of that question. 
Some have characterized it as a villainous compound, unfit to be taken 
into the human stomach, and as certain to produce diseases and death. 
On the other hand, gentlemen of learning and repute, after a thorough 
examination of the whole process of manipulation and manufacture of 
butterine and oleomargarine, testify that they find them to be cleanly, 
palatable, and wholesome food products, cortaiuing nothing injurious 
or detrimental to health, but, on the contrary, to be cheap and desira- 
ble substitutes for the medium grades of dairy butter. 

There are various graces of oleomargarine, and I suspect the truth to 
be that some may be used with impunity, while others are impure and 
deleterious. 

I certainly am not in favor of gpd sr | cheats and frands to be put 
upon the markets of the country, and will go as far as any gentleman 
here to protect consumers against these and to throw safeguards around 
the health and morals of the people. I do not object that the dealers 
in this and kindred substances shall be required to disclose the nature 
and character of the articles they may offer for sale. I am not here to 
oppose the proposition that oleomargarine shall be marked, stamped, 
and branded as such. I agree that the dealers in it should not be per- 
mitted to palm it upon the public as pure and genuine butter. 

The power to accomplish these objects resides with the States, and 
it is plenary for the purpose. But I deny the right of Congress to use 
the taxing power for the purpose of destroying any industry in the 
country, and equally the right to use it for the purpose of protecting 
one against the fair competition of another. 

It is manifest that the originators of this measure had no other object 
in view, and in the course of this discussion some have been frank 
enough to avow it. The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
Scorr], speaking of the necessity of legislation of this character, said: 

If we permit the products of the dairy to be driven from our home and fore 
warkets through unfair competition, the milk of the cow can not be utilized for 
other purposes, 

In this and similar expressions by other gentlemen who have en 
in this debate, the object sought to be accomplished by this bill and 
the motives by which its advocates are inspired are plainly disclosed. 

This measure was framed for the protection of dairymen and not for 
revenue. There is no danger that the products of the dairy will be 
driven by competition from our home or foreign markets, but even if 
that stared us in the face I should not deem it to be a justification for 
the abuse of a constitutional power. Ican never consent to the prin- 
ciple of protection embodied in this bill. 

The power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises is 
given by the Constitution to enable Congress to procure the means with 
which to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States. In the clause of the Constitution in which 
that power is given the objects for which it is to be exercised are clearly 
and distinctly specified. If this were bona fide a bill for revenue, then 
no question could be raised as to the power to place a tax upon this 
substance, and there would be little or no opposition to so doing. 

But I feel sure if revenue had been the object sought by this bill it 
would never have been referred to the Committee on Agriculture. It 
happens that we have before us now, and soon will be called upon to 
consider, a measure reported from the Committee on Ways and Means 
to reduce taxes, and it is estimated that if this shall become a law the 
revenues of the Government will be diminished to the extent of at 
least twenty millions, 


The truth is, that the necessity does not exist for new sources of 
revenue. We have enough for all the purposes of the Government. 
During the last Presidential election the cry was that the Treasury was 
too full, and that the country must be relieved from the burden of tax- 
ation. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow me one question? When 
the,matter was investigated by the Secretary of the Treasury was it 
not found that instead of $475,000,000 lying idle in the Treasury, as 
our Democratic friends had stated there was only $22,000,000? 

Mr. WISE. Ido not propose to be carried off from the purpose I have 
in view. I say that the cry in this country has been that we have been 
taxed too much, and yet, while there comes from the Committee of Ways 
and Means a bill to reduce taxes, there comes from another committee 
a bill to increase them. The truth is that the bill under consideration 
bears upon its face a false pretense. It is a sham and a fraud. 

Ashas been said by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON], 
we have enough for the support of the Government economically admin- 
istered. The purpose here is, in the interest of one industry, to strike 
down another. The grenn from Virginia to-day (I allude to my 
friend and co e, Mr. O’ FERRALL) speaking, as he said, for the val- 
ley of Virginia, declared in favor of this bill. 

I do not believe that the people of Virginia will sanction the use of 
the power to tax to prevent the production of oleomargarine or of any 
other substance. I know that they are almost unanimous in favor of 
the re of the whole internal-revenue system, and I do not believe 
that they will approve of any vote in favor of its extension or perpet- 
uation. 

Eminent physicians have given it as their opinion, based upon large 
and extensive experience, that tobacco is deleterious, and that the use 
of it will greatly impair the vital energies. A large and respectable 
number of the people of the country entertain the opinion that the sale 
of intoxicating liquors should be suppressed and prohibited, except for 
medicinal purposes, believing that they have produced more misery and 
crime than all other agents combined. If the taxing power may be 
used to destroy ‘any industry the time may come when it will be em- 
a de for the suppression of these as destructive of health and good 
mo: 

Mr. CANNON. Is there not a heavier tax now upon tobacco than 
is proposed to be laid upon oleomargarine? Whisky is taxed now ten 
times its cost. ? 

Mr. WISE. Butyoutax them for revenue. They arein the markets 
without rivals, and therefore able to bear heavier burdens. 

My friend and colleague [Mr. TUCKER] stated this morning in ref- 
erence to whisky that when you laid the tax on it at $2 you reached the 
point where production was prevented. 

Certainly you may place the tax so high as to force small farmers to 
abandon distillation from fruits, and men with limited capital from en- 
gaging in the business of manufacturing tobacco. You have not suc- - 
ceeded in destroying the whisky and tobacco interests, but you can do 
so if the power to tax for revenue may be employed for the extinction 
of any industry.. We have been told by the distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] that urgent appeals have been made 
to induce Congress to do that very thing. He has told us that a depu- 
tation appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means during a pre- 
vious Congress, when he was its chairman, to protest against permitting 
the manufacture of sugar from corn or sorghum. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this billon another ground. It looks 
in the direction of the perpetuation and extension of the odious internal- 
revenue system, by which certain employments and avocations are placed 
under the surveillance of officers and agents of the Government. As be- 
fore said, instead of applying it to new objects, I am in favor of its re- 
peal so soon as that can be done without detriment to the public serv- 
ice, The people of my State, with singular unanimity, are and have 
been loud in their demands for its extinction, and I shall avail myself 
of every opportunity to protest against its continuance. 

Blackstone in his Commentaries says ‘‘that the rigor and arbitrary 
proceeding of excise laws seem hardly compatible with the temper of 
a free people. It is necessary to give the officer power of entering and 
searching the houses of such as deal in excisable commodities at any 
hour of the day, and (in many cases) of the night also.” Ina word the 
whole business of the citizen must be placed under the supervision of 
the officers of the Government. 

In this connection I will quote the language which I used on a former 
occasion: 


This method of raag sorenns was resorted to, prior to our civil war, only on 
one or twooccasions, when the exigencies of the epee service seemed to require 
it,and was continued no longer than the necessity existed. Mr. Madison,in a 
speech delivered in the beginning of the First Congress, when addressing himself 
to the subject of a national revenue, said that ‘the system must be such a one 
that, while it secures the object of revenue, it shall not be oppressive to our con- 
stituents, Agari it is for us that such a system is within our power; for I ap- 
prehend that both these objects may be obtained from an imposton articles im- 

rted into the United States.” Presidents Jefferson and Monroe, in m 


Congress upon the same subject, made recommendations in harmony with 


this suggestion of Mr. Madison, declaring that sound principles do not justify 
the nn gana ee of taxes spos the industries of our people. I might multiply 
ons to the same effect from other distinguished writers and statesmen, 

n the methods of taxation, but time will not 
hus it appears that this system is in opposition- 


quota! 
who expended much thought u 
permit and it 1s unnecessary. 
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e necessary cies of our civil war, and was 
cessity and because the safety seemed to require it. 


Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, I would gry fm to give the 
gentléman additional time if I had it to but I have promised to 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from ennsylvania par. serri, 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. n, I would be glad if 
I occupi ied sucha lan niak rafoceince to Ahi hill tet T coal con- 
sistently vote for it without uttering a syllable, because I have no dis- 
position to discuss it. Without an Rost reper my vote might be re- 
garded as inconsistent. Iam deci opposed to all frauds, but I 
prefer to get rid of frands, if I can, in an sir way. I hate oleomar- 
garine, and my principal reason for hating it is because it is an imita- 
tion, a counterfeit. Idislike this bill in its present shape because it is 
afraud. It is just as much of a fraud as oleomargarine. It professes 
to be one thing and is another. It is simply fighting fraud with a fraud. 
Very few of the men who have defended it on this floor have had 
the assurance to stand in this presence and claim that it is a bill for 
revenue. That is not its purpose. No matter what those few may 
say, every man knows it has another purpose and another end. That 
end I am in favor of, provided it intends to do no more than to expose 
whatever there is of fraud in oleomargarine. I am in favor of having 
oleomargarine so marked and designated, if possible, that every one 
— the wholesale dealer down to the consumer may know it when 
sees it. 


to asa ne- 


regulate the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleo- 
margarine, Now, oleomargarine, as first made in this country under 
the French formula, was, perhaps, as wholesome as lard or beef-fat, 
and had it continued to be so made, and had it always worn its own 
name, and always been sold for what it was, there could have been no 
war upon it; but it has been mixed with butter, it has been colored 
and made to imitate butter; and if the manufacturer has sold it hon- 
estly, his ‘‘ wicked partner,” the retail dealer, has sold it for butter 
invariably; and if it was a wholesome article of food, as its friends 
claim, it was a cqunterfeit, a frand on the consumer, and a fraud on the 
dairy, in that it has been sold for butter. 

Now as to the assertion of its friends that it is wholesome, let us see 
whether that is true. 

There are recorded in the Patent Office of the United States more than 
one hundred and fifty patents for the manufacture of imitation butter 
or oleomargarine, and the ingredients used will give a good idea of the 
wholesomeness of the product. 

I ask to have read what I send to the Clerk’s desk, on pages 10, 11, 
and 12 of the pamphlet, which I have marked. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


INGREDIENTS USED IN OLEOMARGARINE. 


Washington, of the Ingredienis elaime ts recorded in the Patent Office at 
ar to be used inthe manufacture of this 


But when the attempt is made to tax this product so that he who patents, batt ibis 6 is certainly not unfair to assume that when mention a cer- 
would buy it, knowing what itis, must pay a tax of 10 cents, it be- | ‘imingredient in their application for a paleni as necessary for ia making they 
comes a question whether we do not injure B more than we benefit A. | ant State ner Van Valkenburgh, of New York: 

When vei tax one commodity to help ve we make a powo which ae ad of sul aoe inliep Poe E Ep e rag agga ea + glyco- 
mes thereby revolting to every instinct of fair play. y, Sir, in | cnul. J > 

Fein ps tr Sn ct pny | Se es io ie ee 

where on the glo use we have gas as a and it is the | caparie acid, s oil of sesame 

best fuel yet discovered for smelting or reducing iron to any and all of (or banne), Suraiya iumnfp-sced of, oi pee PoPaweet mond, stomach Set ee 

mir its to levy a tax upon the iron produced by coal in | pery-clm bark, em So cat semen ae meaner 
it were vy a tax upon the iron produ y in „olive oil, of peanuts, sugar, ca 

Tennessee, you would have an exact parallel to the present case, be- | put the fact 1s established that nitric acid is used in all, nnd it sagep je that 


cause the iron produced by gas asa fu better than the iron produced 
by coal. If Tennessee or Tiani or lish iron cannot com 
with Pennsylvania iron in quality, shall it therefore be burdened with 
a tax? 

Tam in a therefore, of taxing this commodity only so faras may 
be ne get jurisdiction and control of it, so we can brand it for 
what it is; san be Gal PEDA penny of tax is as good as 10 cents. 
Everything beyond that is in the nae a burden upon the consumer. 

But it is pis by this bill to tax oleomargarine so as to raise the 
price of butter. Now, there are twosides to this question—there is the 
side of the consumer and there is the side of the producer. The con- 
sumer, if he desires to buy cheap food, whether ol or bytter, 
should have that privilege, provided he knows what he is buying, and 
this right should not be taken from him by Congress. Therefore I say 
the true method is to fix your taxation as low as you can and at the 
same time reach the end desired, so that he who prefers oleo: ine, 
knowing it to be such and because it is cheap, may have that nt of the 
without paying a duty of 10 cents a pound to the Government of the 
United States. 

Nevertheless, Mr. C so desirous am I of having this fraud, 
this imitation, stamped eo the United States Government so that it 
may be known and read of all men, I may yet feel constrained to vote 
for the bill, encumbered as it is with the manifestly unjust burden, and 
much as I dislike the method proposed for getting at this difficulty. 

I shall, however, before the final yote is taken, do all that lays in 
my power to so amend the bill as to eliminate the objections to which 
I have referred. I want to support a measure that shall unmask the 

tion that oleomargarine inflicts upon society, without laying a 

Rese aa upon those whose necessities force them to buy the cheapest 
arse food they can find in the market. 

When butter goes to 40 or 50 cents a pound, it is necessarily beyond 
the reach (and I know whereof I ) of a vast number of the men 
who work for daily ; and they have rights that should be re- 
spected. In planes Dale eg of their rights no oppressive taxation should 
be imposed on this product, fornothing is more certain than that what- 
ever tax may be imposedis borne in the end by the consumer. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


the other acids named are employed when the most powerful agents are neces- 
sary for Feodora putrid or conan} fats. 


+ . 
Palana merd ‘of Albany, made a specialty oi of the ph: cal features of 
his subject, m aking experiments in digestion ‘4 the physiological fe vestigations, 


and in other ways showing the importance to to public health of a thorough 

know. of what enters into any food product. Asaresult of hisresearches, 

at the conclusion that o. sin ats is unw 
£ because it 


ingredients ‘which are de 


When Dr. H. A. “Pooler, alito the apr, health ta Gona. R ENAA 
County, was pe he was asked what nitric iT and how it affected 
the human system. This question was mgood Dr pa ous testimony as to 
the use of nitric acid in the manufacture argarine. Dr. Pooler replied ; 
by the action of a acid aupa nitrato of 

werful caustic; it destroys monyi aayy in 
stroys,the tiss: d : aoaaa Sa comin Teun ieee 

yathe ue, an by g its sm 
bstances submitted to the 


ve,in a measure. Undoubtedly su 
acid w guid it the acid would affect the ¢ thoes Netcong ow ggg oa 
ut the wou vo organs A 
eh stomach wien taken oon When n 


y because o 

root of the nail; it cuts orf the circulation which 
the nail will slough off for want of proper nouri 
pores ya in order to be safe in any 
deadly.” 

‘This testimony was given subsequent to that of Charles Moses, a regar em- 
ployed in aGrove street butterine ee ee ee the finished 

roduct in the tubs, He swore that in ye y rformance of that duty one of his 

nger nails was eaten off, and that the stuff eat through his clothing and into 


his boots. 
“Would it be wholesome or unwholesome to treat any wid product with 
nirio ci? RT thiol fi it Froud be juri especially applied by 

ere 7 wou njurious, 
son who was not acqainted with the acid; in Met g Anay bee ore 
dangerous. No matter how minute the quantity is, continued for any y length 
of e it produces an irritation of the mucous membrane of the 
which is only alleviated by stoppi > the use of it, and then peared oe te. 

covery is very slow. I do not think this man Moses will ever entirely reco 

from the effects of it. It will be years, in any event, before he gets it out of his 


plies the nail, consequently 
ere The id Ba has to be 


as a remedy. In its pure form it is 


vania whether the bill is not liable to this further objection, that it | system.” 


taxes upon the same footing all grades of oleomargarine, whether whole- 
some or unwholesome, so that the ees will be to put the bad article 
on the market and suppress the 

Mr. MILLIKEN. AndI would tike to ask whether the same prin- 
ciple does not apply to the taxation of whisky and tobacco? 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am not in the habit 
of making es; and so much time has already been occupied by 
debate on this question that I am very reluctant to detain the commit- 
tee; but as I represent a district in which there are twenty creameries, 
and as my people therefore have some considerable interest in this 
matter, I wish to say a word or two about it. 


Dr. Elias H. Bailley, inspector and chemist of the Brooklyn board of health, 

aire pograc whether manufacturers were liable pt OR or eee. replied: 
especially as it seems to me one great of this who! 
ote Ia a Tho aun tous I have known farmers havi 
bare. s and the moment a hog is attacked 
or 
done wear or 
and if deodorized could 
would not kill the disease, 
“The cipal 


to all appearance, the lard is justas good as fresh lard, 
used withoutdetection. The pro cess of deodorizing 


in the most minute quan I believe it will produce serious 
Inasmuch as prom. rales nye margarine admi! 


ent manufacturers of oleo; 
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committee that used nitric acid in the processes employed by them, and as 
nitric acid Na ones n most of the formulas Tor manufacture filed in the Patent 
Office at W; ngton, it is fair to assume that this deadly poison enters, at least 
in some instances, into the composition of counterfeit butter. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. Now, Mr. Chairman, this counterfeit 
is not to-day what it used to be, and the new article of commerce 
called neutral is produced in all the large cities, and is the basis of 
oleomargarine, or largely so of much of it. This neutral is the fat of 
any animal which has fat in it, and is rendered at rendering-works 
from hogs which die on the way to market in cars, as many do die; and 
itmay be the fat of a mule, horse, or dog, and if tainted, is treated with 
acids and rendered both tasteless and odorless, and is to-day worth 
about 5 cents per pound, and by churning it with milk or cream makes 
oleomargarine or butterine. 

To show how cheap oleomargarine pans out and to what depths of 
infamy man will go to make money, I ask that what I send to the 
Clerk’s desk be read. It isa report of what Professor Nachtrieb, of 
the State University of Minnesota, found by an analysis of what was 
sold for butter in Minneapolis at retail this year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PROFESSOR NACHTRIEB'’S REPORT. 


The following is an extract from the illustrated report of Professor Nachtrieb, 
of the State University, to the dairy commission, of the samples of butterine 
given him for m ical examination : 

= Ging re otek s ae samples inher no means racy mec Sn Aramid 
would probabi much more than the accompanyin; res in 
The ie loo! od ami ~ir would 


contained 

cles, shreds of bair, &e, two sam- 

a teemed with life, pare yielded Secconsehe seeen tions of the molds and 
dened the heart of the student of biology. The 

variety of life existed in the in- 


outer contained the greatest 


and happiness 


Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, if such vile compounds 
as described by Professor Nachtrieb are sold for human food, is it not 
time for us to act? And as commerce is world-wide and State laws fail to 
cure such evils, I do think that for the sake of the general health some 
regulation should be made at once concerning this greatest of all frauds. 

By fraud alone it flourishes, and by fraud alone it is sustained. 

Again, we have a dairy plant including fifteen millions of cows, the 
land on which to keep them, the buildings and machinery used in the 
industry worth $2,000,000, 000, and an oleo plant worth perhaps $2,000, ~ 
000, the former employing one-tenth of the people of this whole country, 
the latter a few thousand. 

The dairy and stock-growing industry ther is worth more than 
any other interest in the United States, ess it be real estate, and 
produces more income than any other industry, not excepting mining 
with its $400,000,000 per annum, and the dairy interest must die if 
this fraud goes on as it hasin the past. The bill seeks to place the 
manufacture of oleomargarine under the Internal Revenue Department, 
and I see no other way to do justice to both that and the dairy interest. 
You must remember that the farmer or dairyman can buy neutral, and 
churn with his milk or cream, and in self-protection will do so (and 
itwas stated before our committee is doing so now), and if no restraint 
is placed upon the sale of the product, pure butter will be unknown 
if we go on as we have been doing for the past two years, in which 
time this infamous fraud has more than doubled, and from all sides 
comes the demand for this legislation—not less than three-fourths of 
all the péople‘ask for it. 

Onur State was forced into stock-raising and dairying by the failure 
of wheat, and in my section of the State, with our pure water and ex- 
cellent grasses, we began to prosper, and we make as fine butter as is 
made anywhere. We took the highest prize at New Orleans, but last 
year with the finest of creamery butter at 17 cents in New York we 
found our business unprofitable. And it is from 12 to 16 cents now in 
New York. 

We do not deny the fact that the farmers expect better prices if this 
bill passes, and we see no reason why the agricultural class, which com- 
prises 51 per cent. of the whole population, may not come to us for pro- 
tection as other classes have come in the past and secured it. Did we 
not tax the circulation of State banks 10 per cent. when 5 per cent. 
would have retired every dollar of it? Was not this taxing one busi- 
ness out of existence, and a business which did not seek to furnish un- 
wholesome food to the people? 


The av 


erage dairyman can not come here to represent his interests. 
If he could we should have two millions here to-day urging the adop- 
tion of measures for relief, for from one end of the country to the other 
they are aroused as no class of farmers were ever stirred up before. 


They see their lands and homes going to ruin, and if their prayer for 
relief is not ted their industry is doomed. 

They would come here in person and voice their sentiments, but a 
trip to Washington would cost more than the profits that a majority 
realized last year. They must remain at home and toil and struggle 
to keep from bankruptcy, 

They have kept away from Congress for ten years, trying all other 
means, only to find the evil growing daily and the dairy business de- 
clining, until now we must have relief or the nation loses an important 
industry. 

Our creameries in the West can take the cream from the farm, make 
the butter, using a plant worth $5,000 and a capital of $5,000 more, em- 
ploy one skilled manand other help, and place the butter pureand un- 
adulterated in Eastern markets for 6 to 7 cents above the price of the 
cream; but with butter at 15 cents, as to-day, cream is worth 8 cents 
in the Northwest, and ar go makes cows worth $20 or less, and the 
farmer’s fifteen hours’ work worth 50 cents. We do not expect 
bigh prices, nor ask it; we can live with butter at 20 to 25 cents in New 

ork, 

Now as to a war on low-priced food, the frand has not been retailed 
at lower prices than ordinary butter, and has not been sold to any ex- 
tent to the consumer only as butter. 

And right here let me say that this bill does not prevent the manu- 
facture and sale of oleo: ine, nor does it lay a tax upon that arti- 
cle if made with its natural color, but simply taxes the article when 
colored and made in semblance of butter or mixed with butter; leav- 
ing the market open for the sale of the uncolored grease, and the cheap 
food can be sold untaxed, the poor man and the rich can buy it and use 
it and mix it in his own way, with his own butter, for his own use, but 
not for sale. 

This bill snips the article of its fraudulent character, prevents coun- 
terfeiting, and leaves the article to stand on its own merits, and lets 
it invade all markets under its ownname—‘‘ deodorized’’ or ‘‘refined 
grease.” It is not the product of our dairy, and shall not wear our 
name. 

We have in the bill even left the name butterine, which is sodear to 
those Chicago gentlemen and which covers a great majority of their 
goods and a multitude of sins; but while they can use that name for 
their goods, they are prohibited from mixing butter or coloring matter 
with it without paying a tax. Now, is this an unjust act? I believe 
we have no more right to allow this fraud than we have to allow coun- 
terfeiting of money. In both cases the innocent suffer. If it is un- 
just to prevent counterfeiting, then this may be unjust. 

This is no local question; the cow is cosmopolitan; pure butterought 
to be so; and whileI think that the uncolored neutral, which may still 
be sold under the name of butterine or other names which may be in- 
vented, ought to be inspected by competent chemists and microscopists 
before being sold, yet we are now dealing with this one question, and 
aces a step in the right direction, and I hope the bill will pass. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Wise having taken the 
chair as Speaker , Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
coped consideration House bill No. 8328, had come to no resolution 
thereon, 

And then, on motion of Mr. Hatcr (at 11 o'clock p. m.), the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of C. C. Haggard for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Papers relating to the claim 
of William Watts, of Boone County, Kentucky—to the Committee on 


By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of officers, ex-officers, and leading 
citizens, of Grand Rapids, Mich., asking for the adoption of a resolu- 
tion by Congress to amend the Constitution so as to prohibit commu- 
nistic emigrants from coming within the limits of the United States; 
and other amendments—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Board of Trade of Elgin, HL, 
and of Armour & Co. and others, against the proposed cleomargarine 
legislation—to the Committee on Agriculture. ; 

Also, memorial of A. C. Beals, hospital steward United States Army, 
in favor of raising salaries of hospital stewards—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the municipal authorities of Norfolk, Va., praying 


for the establishment of a ship-yard at that point—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of 1,124 citizens interested in railroads, 
praying for an appropriation to carry out the plans for the organization 
of section of steam transportation in the United States National Mu- 
seum to perpetuate the history of steam transportation—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Allen Morse and 36 others, citizens of 
Calais, Vt., fora tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition in the matter of William C. Phelan—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of citizens of Wellsborough, Pa., praying 
for an incrcase of duties on wool, worsted, and woolen goods and yarns— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of S. D. J. Moon, of Jefferson County, 
Alabama, on the subject of taxation—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RAND. : Petitions on behalf of the American Agricult- 
ural and Dairy Association and 1,760 dairy farmers in the States of Il- 
linois, Missouri, Vermont, Indiana, Maine, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Penn- 
sylvania, Delaware, Iowa, New York, Nebraska, Colorado, California, 
Kansas, Maryland, Ohio, and Michigan, praying for the of 
House bill 8328, placing the manufacture and sale of imitations of but- 
ter under the control of the United States Department of Internal Rev- 
enue and taxing them 10 cents a pound—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of C. B. Wells, of Adams, Ill., for taxation 
of oleo; rine—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Ellen Scranton and Hannah Scranton 
Stoner, heirs of Elizabeth Whitaker, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. t 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Albert Buskirk and 161 others, citizens 
of Seneca County, Ohio, for taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, affidavit in support of House bill 9103, for the relief of Mary 
A. Huffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition for the establishment of postal-savings 
banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Joel R. Love; of Mollie Beaver, ad- 
ministratrix of William Beaver, deceased; and of John Smith, asking 
that claims, with accompanying papers, be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions, praying Con for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. J.S. HENDERSON: Of citizens of Randolph County, North 
Carolina. > 

By Mr. 8ENEY: Of citizens of Wood County, Ohio. 

By Mr, VOORHEES: Of citizens of Tacoma and Whatcom, Wash. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


JOHN D. HAM—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate of the Uniled States: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 1998, entitled “An act for the relief 
of John D. Ham,” which grants a pension to the party named. 

The claiment alleges that he enrolled in the Army in January, 1862, and was 
“ sworn in at his own home;” thatthe nextday he started on horseback to go 
to the ment he was to join, and that on the way his horse fell upon his left 
ankle, w. by he sustained an injury which entitles him to a pension. 

His name is not borne upon any of the rolis of the regiment healleges he was 
on his vere 


join. 
He filed his Sore ation for pension in the Pension Bureau October 17, 1879 
(seventeen years after his alleged injury), which was rej tly on the 


ected s 
round that he was notin the military service when the disability claimed was 
frourred. He was drafted in 1863 and served until he was mustered out in 1865. 
It is entirely clear that this claimant was not in the mili service at the 
time he claims to have been injured; and his conduct in remaining at home un- 
til he was drafted, nearly two years afterward, furnishes proof that he did not 
rd himself as in the mean time owing any military duty. 

hese considerations and the further facta that upon being drafted he was 
accepted as physically qualified for service, that he actually thereafter served 
a year and eight months, and that he waited seventeen years before claiming 


msion for his injury, in my mind present a case upon which the claimant is en- 
itled to no relief even if charity, instead of just eerie Z is invoked. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


ExEcurive Mansion, May 25, 1885. 
DAVID W. HAMILTON—VETO MESSAGE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 


message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 

ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 
I herewith return without 


granting a pension to David W. 
A claim for pension filed by him in November, 1879, was rejected by the Pen- 


roval Senate bill No. 1290, entitled ‘An act 
milton,” 

sion ee on the ground his alleged disability existed prior to his enlist- 

men . 


An examination of the records in the Adjutant-General’s Office and a state- 


ment from the Pension Bureau derived from the claimant’s on there for 
pension, with a reference to the report of the committee to w. this bill was 


facts: 
The claimant was mustered rà the service as first lieutenant in September, 1861 
is reported as present with his company until 


that an o 
It will liberally interspersed 
with sick leave, detached service, resignations, and membership in the Invalid 
Cope, He admits having the trouble which would naturally resultin his alleged 
disability long before he entered the service; the surgeon upon whose certificate 
he was appointed to the Invalid Corps must have stated to him the character of 
his difficulty and that it was chronic; no application for pension was made un- 
til fourteen years after his Seles and just prior to the expiration of the time 
within which — meinen ys might have been claimed. ere is no tof 
any medical testimony at all contradicting the certificate of the Army surgeon 
made in 1863; but it is stated in the report of the committee that he can not pro- 
cure medical testimony as to his soundness before entering the service because 
his family ph ian is dead. If he had filéd his application earlier it would 
have sopen in better faith, and it may be that he could have secured the evi- 
dence of his family physician if it was of the character he desired. 
AE age ew ronan aa] nas been rg o — fees whens of years come the 
e civil war, equ thousands of employ no other dut; 
except the prae i aarti and adjustment of the claims of our di - 
diers and their surviving relatives, it seems to me that a stronger case than this 
should be peruse to justify the passage of as act, twenty-three years 


amad an alleged disabi ty, AONAN a pinsan — Laii ps e fae 
ureau a ga organ for the purpose of allow: same under 
and libera! laea z s 


I am by no means insensible to that influence which leads the judgment to- 
ward the allowance of every claim alleged to be founded upon patriotic service 
in the nation’s cause. And I neither believe it to be a duty nor a kindness 
to the worthy citizens for w benefit our scheme of ms was provided 
to permit the diversion of the nation’s bounty to objects not within its scope and 


purpose. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
Executive Mansion, May 25, 1886. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of February 8, 1886, reports of engineer officers, with maps, &c., as to 
providing the water supply of the capital with filters and other appli- 
ances for cleansing and purifying the water; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication from the Sec- 
retary of War will be printed, and the question of printing the maps, 
&c., will be referred to the Committee on Printing. . 

Mr. BUTLER. The communication should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. ; 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted by the Fruit and Produce 
Exchange of Kansas City, Mo., in favor of the passage of the bill placing 
a tax of 10 cents pound upon SA and butterine; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HALE. I present a petition of the East Maine Annual Confer- 
ence of the Methodist Episcopal Church, composed of eighty-six minis- 
ters and representing eight thousand eight hundred and one church 
members, praying for legislation by Congress poring measures of 
protection which shall enable the officers of the Jaw to suppress efforts 
to drive out Chinese residents and to secure to such residents life, lib- 
erty, and the pursuit of happiness. I move the reference of the peti- 
tion to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _ I present a petition signed by a number of attor- 
neysof Saint Lonis, Mo., petitioning Congress to provide a Federal code 
of procedure, and to invite each State and Territory to aid inits prep- 
aration, &c. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, before which the bill for that purpose is pending. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Marion County, Florida, 
praying for an extension of the railroad grant to the State of Florida; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MILLER, I present a petition of Local ae. No. 6157, 
Knights of Labor, of ticoke, and District Association No. 68, 
Knights of Labor, of Troy, in the State of New York, praying for the de- 
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feat of the so-called Morrison tariff bill, and that the tariff be increased 
to protect the agricultural, mechanical, mining, and manufacturing in- 
dustries of the United States, The petition is properly certified by the 
officers of the twoassemblies. I move the reference of the petitions to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of William J. Uhler, of Leb- 
anon, Pa., praying for additional legislation in his favor upon his pen- 
sion certificate; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, EDMUNDS presented the petition of M. L. Childs and 25 other 
citizens of Bakersfield, Vt., praying for legislation taxing oleomarga- 
rine; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present two petitions, one from William H. 
Bliss, United States attorney, eastern district of Missouri, and E. 
Smith, assistant, and°another from Mr. John F. Phillips, presiding 
judge of the court of appeals of Kansas City, Mo., praying Congress to 
provide a Federal code of procedure. I move the reference of the pe- 
titions to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 17 physicians of Albany, N. Y., 
praying for the passage of a bill re-establishing the National of 


Health; which was referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. EVARTS. I present the petition of Margaret Madden, widow of 
Christopher Madden, late a private in Company B, Eighty-fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers, praying for the passage of a special act of 
Congress granting her a pension. As the bill has been reported favora- 
bly, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY presented the petition of L. P. Bush, M. D., and other cit- 
izens of New Castle County, Delaware, praying for the re-establishment 
of the National Board of Health; which was referred to the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2478) granting a pension to John Wines; 

A bill (H. R. 7162) granting a pension to Martha McIlwain; 

A bill (H. R. 6250) to increase the pension of Thomas A. Rowley; 

A bill (H. R. ire granting a pension to Rebecca Roberts; 
= 7 bill (H. R. 2242) restoring to the pensicn-roll the name of K. G. 

illings; 

A bill (H. R. 1142) granting a pension to Lydia Hadlock; 

A bill (H. R. 7703) granting a pension to Anna A. Probert; 

A bill (H. R. 7931) increasing the pension of Clark Boon; and 

A bill (H. R. 7914) to increase the pension of David M. Rennoc. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, to which was referred the bill (S. 2207) to amend and enlarge 
the act approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘“‘An act to provide for the dis- 
tribution of the awards made under the convention between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded on the 4th 
day of July, 1868,” respecting the Benjamin Weil business, to report 
it favorably with an amendment, and I ask leave on behalf of the com- 
mittee and for the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who is on ac- 
count of illness in his family necessarily absent, and who prepared the 
report on this bill, to submit that report as and for Mr. MORGAN from 
the committee at a later day, when it shall have been put in shape. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, and leave will be granted as requested to file the report here- 
after, there being no objection. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 559) for the relief of George F. Roberts, adminis- 
trator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner 
of Thayer Brothers and others, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. ; 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1865) to pay J. C. Hamner, as administrator of George M. 
Hamner, deceased, the proceeds of certain cotton, submitted an adverse 
zepari thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mn FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 749) for the relief of R. G. Huston & Co., moved its indefinite 
postponement, which was to; and he submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. 2529) for the relief of R. G. Huston & Co.; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2155) for the relief of John Wightman, moved 
its indefinite postponement, which was to; and he submitted a 
report accompanied by a bill (S. 2530) for the relief of the 1 repre- 
sentatives of John Wightman, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River, submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 546) to 
make the Lake Borgne outlet, to pc bl the low-water navigation of 
the Mississippi River from New Orleans, La., to Cairo, Iil., and inci- 


dentally to reclaim and protect the valley lands of the Mississippi River 
and tributaries from overflow without levees, heretofore reported by 
him. : 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. MILLER introduced a bill (S. 2531) granting a pension to Sarah 
C. Camly; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2532) for the relief of Mrs. M. R. Cas- 
ler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 7 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2533) for the relief of E. Remington & 
Sons; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 2534) granting a pension to John H. Austin; 
A bill (S. 2535) granting a pension to K. T. Hammond; 
A bill (S. 2536) granting a pension to Thomas Brooks; 

A bill (S. 2537) granting a pension to Shelton Flannigan; 

A bill (S. 2538) granting an increase of pension to W. H. Morton; 
and 

A bill (S. 2539) granting a pension to R. B. Powell. 

Mr. GRAY introduced ’a bill (S. 2540) for the relief of D. E. Down- 
ing; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 2541) to authorize the estab- 
lishment of export tobacco manufactories, and for drawback upon im- 
ported articles used in manufacturing exported tobacco; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finatice. 

Mr. SPOONER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2542) to pay John 
Pope Hodnett for services rendered as counsel to the Government in 
the investigation into affairs of the District of Columbia, acting as such 
counsel by order of a resolution of the House of Representatives; also 
for acting as counsel for the workingmen of the District of Columbia 
for fifteen years last past; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2543) granting a pension to 
Jacob Mix and repealing the existing law; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2544) to increase the pension of 
Adrian C. Dodge; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I introduce a bill tö provide for the confinement 
of inebriates in the Government Hospital for the Insane, which I ask 
to have referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and I 
hope the committee will give it early attention. 

It appears on examination, strangely enough, that under the laws in 
force in this District there is no power even to appoint a guardian of an 
inebriate and no power to restrain him against his will. Such power 
is limited to insane persons. I therefore hope the committee will give 
the bill early attention. 

The bill (S. 2545) to provide for the confinement of inebriates in the 
Government Hospital for the Insane was read twice by its title, and * 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2546) granting a pension to 
Elijah E. Smedley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the agricultural appropriation hill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


RENT OF BUILDINGS IN WASHINGTON. 
Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Reso'ved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 


what buildings are rented in the city of Washington for the use of the United 
States, and the annual rent of each. 


RESTORATION OF NAVAL CADETS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the Calendar of private unobjected pension cases. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before that is done I should be very glad to give 
notice of my intention to call up the bill (S. 371) limiting a portion of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes.’? The 
bill was reached on the Calendar and passed over on account of the ab- 
sence of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. He is in his seat now, 
and I shall ask the Senate after the routine morning business on Fri- 
Say ponang to take the bill up and dispose of it. 

rt. PLATT. What is the bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. Itis the bill restoring those cadets to the Navy who 
were legislated. out of the Navy. 

Mr. SAWYER. Is the bill likely to require much discussion? 
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Mr. BUTLER. I do not intend to call it up this morning. I give 
-s rg I SES SENT eons ask the Senate to consider the 
RECONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 


The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate psec to the consideration of unobjected pension bills 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. BECK. Before that is done, I ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate fur an order g three pension bills—the bill ibe R. 6039) 
for the relief of Greenville R. Hale, the bill (H. R. 6045) granting a 

to Adam Feltner, and the bill (H. R. 6457) granting a pension 
to Alfred Pickelsimer. ‘These bills were reported adversely indef- 
initely postponed. I ask that the order of indefinite eater 
may be set aside and that the bills be recommitted to Committee 
on Pensions. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] made 
the reports; and one of my colleagues in the other House who reported 

the bills there thinks he has some additional proof. I believe there 
will be no objection to the bills going back to the committee. I ask 
that that order be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
to reconsider the action of the Senate by which the pension bills named 
by him were indefinitely postponed, and that they be recommitted to 
the Committee on Pensions. If there be no objection the several or- 
ders will be made. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, 
the bill (S. 356) granting a pension to Samuel pearl, 

3 ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

: The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 91) to amend an act entitled “An act to grant a right of 
way fora railroad and telegraph line through the lands of the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint Louis and San 


A bill (S. 767) for the relief of John Leathers; 

A bill (S. 327) granting a pension to James E. O'Shea; 

A bill (S. 788) granting a pension to John L. Bruce; 

A bill (S. 789) granting a pension to John 8, ; 

A bill (8. 895 ting a pension to Rachel Fleming Cellar; 

A bill (S. 1124) granting a pension to William Bethuren 

A bill (S. 1169) granting a pension to John S. Bridges; 

A bill (S. 1235) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Rhine- 
halt; 

A bill (S. 1257 granting a pension to Henry Shively; 

A bill (S. 1348) granting a pension to Sarah E. Hi 

A bill (S. 1726 ting a pension to A Field Kvan 

A bill (S. 1770) granting a pension to J. H. Thorn 


bury; 
A bill (S. 2022) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, Hattie A. 
Burnett; and 
A bill (S. 1357) granting a pension to Sarah A, Thomas. 


JOHN W. FARRIS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of private pension bills unobjected to. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The first case on the Calendar of this 
class will be announced. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 1053, Senate bill 2045—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The case just before that, the bill (H. R. 6136) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Farris, was laid over the 
other day at the instance of the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. PLATT]. 
I ask that that bill be now taken up. I wish to make an explanation 
in regard to it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the bill indi- 
cated by the Senator from Missouri will be first considered. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It proposes to increase the pension of John W. Farris, late first 
lieutenant and adjutant of the Forty-eighth Illinois Volunteers, for dis- 
_ of eyes, subject to the provisions iain ital limitations of the } pension 

Ws. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The question was, and I thought the Senator 
from Connecticut was right at the time, that there ought to be some 
amount specified as to the increase; but I have examined the matter 
and conferred with the Pension Office, and I find that the bill is right. 
If the bill is krean been Pension Office will rate the pension for sore 
eyes according to the degree of the disability resulting from the sore 
eyes, and they can increase or decrease it, justas the evidence may show 
the disability to exist. 

Therefore the bill is right, and it ba simply give the Pension Office 
the power to grant the claimant a rating for sore eyes, the Pension 
Office having declined to grant a pension on that score,but granted it 
for another matter. 

Mr. PLATT. I had no objection whatever to the bill. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. 

Mr. PLATT. But I feared that it would not accomplish the object 
which was intended. However, if the Senator, having examined it, 
thinks it will, I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I fully with the Senator at the time and 
thought he was right, but on ascertaining the rule in the Pension Of- 
fice I find that he was not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MES. SARAH HAMILTON, 

The bill (S. 2045) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Hamilton was 
cousidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Sarah Hamilton, widow of Thomas Ham- 
ilton, deceased, late a private in Company G, Thirty-seventh Regiment 
of Iowa Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was re: to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ABBIE B. HEATH. 


The bill (S. 1997) granting a to Mrs. Abbie B. Heath was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Abbie B. Heath, widow of John T. Heath, late 
of Company B, Twenty-fourth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 4, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. a granting 
a erg to Abbie B, Heath, have examined the sose and 
Heath, A e naa mie Consens nee Peete feast urth ite widow of Joba T 
unteers, and who was wounded Rin battle May 16, 1883, for which the soldier was 
——— July 30, 1864. 

e records Row also that from the date of the wound until the date of the 
solion s death (October 20, Lars a a the yee oe of the geet ¢ increased, 
which is testified to by the sician, and that the soldier's death 
was “ caused by, the wound and De rae. of his system resulting from the 


military 
into p AAN all the eyidence on file in this case, the committee 


Takin 
believe it to be their duty to report in favor of the bill, and recommend its pas- 


sage, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM DICKENS. 

The bill (S. 2269) granting a pension to William Dickens was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William Dickens, late of Company A, Twenty. 
fourth Regiment Missouri Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA J. TODD. 

The bill (S. 2215) grantinga pension to Mary G. Todd, widow of Dr. 
au avan, late of Indianapolis, was considered asin Committee of the 

ole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 6, to 
change the name “Mary G. Todd ” to “Martha J. Todd; ” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Bett h - 
an &e., That r e T ES OE DER ima a Li 


rized an: 
litatations of Ron eva tag a ay nen — Nad. wliew of De i 
N. Todd, late a surgeon in the United States 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ghee panies pende is 
Martha J. Todd, widow of Dr. R. N. Todd, late of Indianapolis, Ind,” 


LAURINDA G. CUMMINGS, 
The bill (S. Mattel ting an increase of pension to Laurinda G. 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. „It proposes 
to om on the -roll the name of Laurinda G. Cummings, widow 
vt. Brig. Gen, Gilbert W. Cummings, at $50 per month, of 
the pension she now receives; but nothing in the act is to entitle her to 
arrears of pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH CROWLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5332) granting a ee: to Elizabeth Crowley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. coed hear to place on the 
n-roll the name of Elizabeth Crowley, of Thomas Crowley, 

teof Company G, Ninth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN HUNTER. 

The bill (H. artes Sra E ae thal oak EAE I GOF 
sidered as in Committee ea a on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sohn enter late af POcnpety Second Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA M. SHINER. 


ting on to Emma M. Shiner was 
considered as in Committee of the It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Emma M. w of Robert T. Shiner, 
late a private in Company B, Third Regiment New Jersey Cavalry Vol- 
unteers, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH E. VAN HORN. 

The bill (H. R. 4723) granting a pension to Joseph E. Van Horn was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Joseph E. Van Horn, late veterinary surgeon 
of Company B, Fourth Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN 8. WOLVERTON. 

The bill (H. R. 5336) granting a pension to Benjamin S. Wolverton 
was considered as in Committee of the Who Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Benjamin S. Wolverton, late a private in 
Company A, Fifteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


PHILIP DEREMER. 


The bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Philip Deremer was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

se ae of Philip Deremer, late a private in Company B, 

sy Svat, peg New Jersey Volunteers. 
Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SewELL 
May 4, 1886: 

The Cuenntittes on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (A. R.5335) grant- 


The bill (H. R. 5331) granti 
ole, 


ing a pension to Philip Deremer, have examined the same, and report as fol- 
ows: 

The committee find from the in this case that this soldier wasa private 
in Company B, Thirty-first t New Jersey Volunteers. 


lities resulting from sun-stroke while on duty 
at Falmouth, Va., in 
The claim was rejected on the ground that there was no record of such dis- 


abilities, 

Dr. P. G. Creveling, his famil; ysician, makes affidavit that at the time of 
enlistment he was a sound, h per ee Been DEN WAS AE O ovon 
or chronic disease. There are nine nent, who, froin personal knowledge, 


knowledge, 
therefrom liairo to entering the Soe ry and they h known him as a 
strong and robust man. 


Three comrades of the soldier swear that they saw him when attacked 
on dress Songer ni E prera any geil he suffered from 


heard the surgeon say it was sun-stroke, as eng ara arpei 
away. comrades were all present at the time, as is shown by 
pension inquiries 


u- 
tant-General’s reports, and from the are PA bo A A os 
truth and veracity. 


be tin nowy sino the pon eect emer eager es of his 
continuo 
ployers making affidavits to that effect; and further, that 


as to render unfit for an: ein for hese cous 
riods, Dr. S. A. Mi MeOash treated him 


these 
he coi ay veion ohia banaa A a 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JENET L. JOHNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 5702) granting a pension to Jenet L. Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pa nsion-roll the name of Jenet L. Johnson, widow of John Johnson, 

: a private in Company K, Fifteenth Regiment of New Jersey Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DARIUS M. SEAMAN. 


eras (EF: IE LETS goana a pireji to Darius M. Seaman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
Pe the name of Darius M. late of Company ©, One 
undred and fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEWIS TYUS. 

The bill (H. R. 247) ting a to Lewis was consid- 
ered as in Pine Wee ee T nc negara 
Lewis Tyus, late a den sha D, Santa Fé Bathalion (mounted), 
Mexican war, on at the rate of $40 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. E the » report be read in thatcase. The bill 


gives a very As eee amount. 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. COL- 
QurrT May 4, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 247) grant- 
as to gtr cen ging tae ren 
mend the 

The subjoined House re report, which the committee adopt, is a correct state- 


ment of the 

Lewis A a pce te Comeueie A: Captain A: 3 Battalion 
Fed SE sna ranean ng iraro Bosch ta 1846, at Fort venworth, to 

in the Mexican war. He was rably discharged at Santa Fé, June 14 

isi, Hie enlisted for the war at Sania Y, Nerf Rw and was ROSAN 
discharged at agenasa ce, Mo., on 27th 1848, as a private 
Company D, Santa Fé Battalion Missouri Volunteers. 

Mr. while in the ER , and from the effects of the 


ntracted scurry, 
disease his teeth and lost almost the sight of both his eyes. He is nearly 
totally blind. He has not been maa Sa to find any surviving comrade or commis- 
sioned officer or surgeon by whom he could ps ve the foregoing facts. No ree- 
ord can be found showing his treatment for this disease; but none can be found 
contradicting in any particular his sworn statement. "He is supported in all 
other of bling by the records in the Adjutant-General’sOffice. His presenteon- 
dition of blindness, now enc compie; is fully established. A large number 


good and trustw: 
im honorable, upright, and truthful. 
ouse, knows him and believes his statements. 
Tyus aan alas pckdior ia thes Seminole war of 1836. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY MARTIN. 


The bill (S. 2232) granting a pension to Mary Martin was considered 
as in Committee of fhe 7 Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Mary Martin, widow of Thomas Martin, Jate a private 
in Company C, Second Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANONS: WEEDEN. 


The bill (H. R. 8085) a pension to Amos C. Weeden was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. > It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Amos C. Weeden, on account of disabilities 
contracted while serving under a commission as a captain in the Sixth 
Regiment of Rhode Island Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. AL- 
DRICH May 4, 1886: 


_ The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.8085) grant- 
a pension to Amos C. Weeden, have examined the same, and adopt the re- 
of Representatives, No. 1785, of the present Congress: 
[House Report No. 1785, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions have received from the Commissioner of 
Pensions a letter dated February 


Mr. 
Mr. 


ions from 
vernor of as of those grades at the 
duly constituted ed he becar of the United. States. It also appears 


the 

nam w he was thus disabled, na was aan 
1863, upon. of disability because of subacute on 

teas and has been troubled with his urinary organs con- 


upon the ground 
been an officer of e oe Vaina Sistas Dees yok Ween by $s 
t-General, United States Army, in this case, under date of 


J 
in vi view of the fact that the ee ri e peerage gaan and oe 


abilities, the result of his said Ener rcs bases tebe poe of 
the consideration of Congress with a view to special legislation to give title 


Accom Sy fates Mater Cb eee tee ee ee 
case in the Office, including the commissions issued the governor 
fee at en rene ea res ms The Ad- 
jutant~General reports that— 


“ [Special Orders No. 46.—Extract.] 


“HEADQUARTERS FIFTH ARMY CORPS, 
“Camp near Falmouth, Pa. March 3, 1808, 


“The follo named officers, having tendered resignations, are hon- 
orabl disenangi fom the military service of the United States on surgeon's 

“Capt, Amos ©. Weeden, Sixth Rhode Island Volunteers. | 

“By command of Maj. Gen. G.G. Meade, 
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Notwithstanding all this evidence of service in his possession, the Adjutant- 
General, under date of January 14, 1886, positively refuses to ize Weeden 
as an officer in the service for the reason that the Sixth Rhode d Volun- 


appointment was due, however, to disability con- 


prior thereto. 

Medical examinations show claimant tly disabled by reason of disease of 
kidneys and rheumatism, disabilities shown to have been contracted in the 
service and line of duty. 

Your committee concur in the opinion of the Commissioner of Pensions that 
the case is worthy of the consideration of Siar gm and that, inasmuch as the 
technical ruling of the Adjutant-General would defeat a meritorious claim, re- 
lief should be afforded to the claimant, and therefore beg leave to submit the 
accompanying bill and ask that it do pass, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GRACE F. EDES. 


The bill (S. 2144) granting an increase of pension to Grace F. Edes 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Grace F. Edes, widow of Benjamin Long 
Edes, late a lieutenant-commander in the United States Navy, at the 
rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT BEARD. 


The bill (H. R. 5899) to place the name ot Robert Beard on the pen- 
sion-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place the name of Robert Beard, late of Company B, One hundred 
and first Regiment United States Colored Troops, on the pension-rol]. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN CRYMBLE. 


The bill (H. R. 1548) for the relief of Ellen Crymble was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It pro; to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Ellen Crymble, widow of Stephen Crymble, formerly 
a member of Company E, Seyenty-ninth Regiment New York State 
Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was-reported to the Senate without amendment, 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 


JOEL D. MONROE. 


The bill (H. R. 4058) for the relief of Joel D. Monroe was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Joel. D. Monroe, late a private in Company C, One 
hundred and eleventh New York Volunteers. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY HIPPLE, JR. 

The bill (H. R. 6897) granting a pension to Henry Hipple, jr., was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Henry Hipple, jr., late a musician in Com- 
pany H, One hundred and twenty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read, that we may see why the 
musician should draw a pension. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 4, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6897) grant- 
i XN ed the „and : 
ing © Ein iaa have carctally Considered Use fects of tiie casa, KA aclopt the 


statement of them as set forth in the report of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions of the House of Representatives (House Report No. 1501) hereto annexed, 


and recommend the of the bill. 
He Hipple enl: n Company H, One hundred and twenty-seventh 
vania , August 6, 1852, and was d d 


Volunteers, as a m) 
May 29, 1863. 
He claims a pension on account of rheumatism, alleged to haye been con- 
tracted at or near Port Tobacco, Md., about November 29, 1862, 
The Pension Office rejected the claim on the ground that there is no record of 
in or since, or other ry evidence of incurrence. 


treatment, in service satisfacto: 
The records of the Adjutant-General’s office furnish no evidence of alleged 


disability. 

The DATA of examining surgeons at Harrisburg, Pa., certify, in their report 
dated August 21, 1881, as follows: 

“In our opinion the said Henry Hipple is three-fourths totally incapacitated 
for obtaining his subsistence by anwar labor from rheumatism. J gfrom 
his t condition and from the evidence before us, it is our belief that the 
said disability did originate in the service aforesaid, in the line of duty. The 
disability is permanent. Applicant has aortic valvular disease of the heart, 
due, pro! y, to rheumatic endocarditis; reais, J sound well marked. He 
states that he suffers pain in limbs, and especially in lumbar region, during 


damp weather.” 
F. Mish testifies, August 13, 1882, that he was family 


ordered to 


fore service,—Dr. Geo 
physician of claimant's father prior and up to 1857, and that claimant was sound; 
that from 1857 to 1860 the family was attended by Dr. James Lowe, who is now 
; nt was a sound man at enlistment, and that if he had been 


t. 

David Hyde and Samuel F. Treley, in affidavit filed August 13, 1882, testify 
that they knew claimant from boyhood, and that he was a stout, hearty young 
man, and free from rheumatism at enlistment. X 
In service.—Claimant states that he was not treated while in service. 

Lieut, Isaiah Willis testifies that claimant contracted rheumatism at or near 
Port Tobacco, Md., about November 29, 1862, while in lineof duty. Knowledge 
from having been first lieutenant of the company, and being present in com- 
mand at the time, 


4 ae service,—Claimant testifies that he has not had medical treatment since 


arge. 
Lieut. Isaiah Willis, August 13, 1882, testifies that at different periods of the 
claimant has 


ear since di had attacks of rheumatism so bad as to disable 

im from following his gore a: 

etn aygo and Samuel F., Treley testify substantially the same as Lieuten- 
an 


It thus appears that this claimant was well when he entered the service; that 
he contracted rheumatism while in it, which di still continues, and re- 


sulted in valvular disease of the heart. The examinin rgeons find 
that the “apex of the heart is below the seventh rib and that left heart is 
Rypercenn , and rate his disability as three-fourths total.” 


ere remains no doubt in the minds of your committee that this soldier is 
now suffering from disability, the result disease contracted in the Army. 
They therefore report favorably and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES SEBRING. 


The bill (H. R. 3135) ting an increase of pension to Charles Se- 
bring was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Charles Sebring, late a private in Company F 
of the Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, to $40 per month, in 
lieu of the pension now received. 

Mr. L. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 4, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3135) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles Sebring, have examined the same, and report: 

The facts upon which the increase asked by the above bill are detailed in the 
full report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representa- 
tives, hereto appended (House report No. 1205), which your committee adopt, 
and recommend that the bill do pass: 

That Mr. Sebring is now receiving a pension of $30 month on account of 
loss of his leftarm above the elbow by a gunshot wound received in battle while 
he was a private in Company F, Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, 

He filed an application for increase of pension on account of additional disa- 
ability produced by two other wounds, one of the right forearm and the other 
the left thigh, received in battle at the same time and place as the wound for 
which he is now pensioned. 

This claim for increase was Noanoa on e onai that his injuries had not 
resulted in permanent total helplessness, and t he is now receiving the high- 
est rate authorized by law for a disability not requiring the regular aid and at- 
tendance of another person, 

The board of surgeons at Kalamazoo, Mich., in their certificates dated Sep- 
re 28, 1883, state that the examination of the applicant reveals the following 
conditions: 

“(1) His physical condition is poor; his left arm is offat junction of the upper 
and middle third; the cicatrix is adherent to a large neuroma, which is very 
sensitive and painful. , 

**(2) A ball entered over the head of the right ulna, fracturing it and makin 
its exit on the inner side of the forearm over the ulna, at the junction of the mi 
dle with the lower third, injuring the ulna nerve. ‘The index finger of the right 
hand can be straightened and the thumb is useful; the other fingers are flexed 
on the palm of the hand, but can be ned a little, Hecan Apal and can 
feed himself. Supination and pronation of the forearm fair, e forearm isa 
little shrunken and numb, 

“ (3) Gunshot wound of left thigh; the ball entered the upper portion of the 
middle third on its outer aspect, fractured or splintered the thigh bone and 
downward and inward, and came out on the inner aspect of the lower third. 
The “yet portion of the left thigh is three-fourths of an inch smaller than the 

it. He complains of weakness of the thigh and pain in walking.” 

he wound of the left thigh has caused a disability which is rated by the board 
of surgeons at one-half. 
The condition of the right forearm and hand contributes very largely to his 
disability ; and while he is not in a condition of total helplessness entitling him 
to $50 a month, your committee think heis fairly entitled to some increase, and 
therefore recommend the bill be amended giving him $40 per month in lieu of 
the pension now received, and that the bill so amended do pass, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ISAIAH H. MITCHELL, 


The bill (H. R. 3144) granting a pension to Isaiah H. Mitchell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Isaiah H. Mitchell, late a private in Company 
C, Twenty-ninth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MISS MARGARET STAFFORD WORTH. 


The bill (S. 2030) granting a pension to Miss t Stafford Worth 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It ars to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Miss Margaret Stafford Worth, dependent 
daughter of Maj. Gen. William J. Worth, at the rate of $50 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAI® 
May 4, 1886: ` 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2030) granting 
a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth, haye examined the same and re- 


rt: 

Pohe claimant, Miss Margaret Stafford Worth, is the only surviving unmarried 
daughter of the distinguished Maj.Gen, William J. Worth. eisnow living inthe 
city of W: , With seven of her father’s grandchildren to support, in great 
poverty and without adequate means of su nee, She has until now man- 
aged to support herself and these children, with some assistance, but is now con- 
fined toher and usly ill, so that she will henceforth be dependent on 
charity. It isa shame the daughter of one of the most distin, ed gen- 
erals who eyer served this Government, and who gave his life to her suppo 
should be reduced to such an extremity in her old age. Congress has gran’ 
such relief in many cases of far less merit than this, and your committee think 
that it would be a fitting tribute to the memory of one of our bravest soldiers, 


1886. 
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The following 


pers show the principal facts of this case, and your commit- 
tee report back the bill and recommend that it do pass: 


Petition of Margaret S. Worth to the United States Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives for a pension. 


t-grandfather of Maj. Gen. W. J. Worth, United States 


William Worth, 
Army, left Devonshire, ery on account of religious persecution, landed on 
the New England coast in 1640. Having and sheltered a Quaker, he, 
with two others, took refuge in a small boat, put to sea without chart or com- 
pass, and drifted to the island of Nantucket. There they soon became land 
owners, and resorted to the sea as a profession. Thomas Worth, his grandson, 
in time became an owner of ships, and moved to Hudson, N. Y., where he mar- 
ried, and there William J. Worth was born. 

Atan or age William J. Worth placed himself in the large mercantile house 
of Starr & Sheldon, in Albany, N. Y., where he served as clerk until, the war of 
1812 breaking out, he was offered and accepted the position of private secretary 
to General Morgan Lewis. 

Desiring more active service, he sought and received a commission as lieuten- 
ant in the United States Army, serving in every grade and always receiving the 
commendation of his superior officers and of his countrymen. 

At the battle of Lundy's Lane he received a wound from which he never en- 
tirely recovered, and twice within your petitioner's memory the opened wound, 
after ex in the field, produced inflammation and danger to life. 

At the close of the war of 1812, with the brevet rank of major, he was ordered 
to West Point, where, for nine years, he bent all his energies to raising the 
standard of the institution to a point never before attained. While at West 
Point Major Worth married the daughter of Mr. John Stafford, whose ancestors 
on e u America in 1605, a descendant of the family of Stafford, of Warwick, 

ngland. > 

Col. Joab Stafford, Mrs. Worth’s grandfather, was severely wounded in the 
e pana war, and his son was in the battles of Crown Point and Ben- 
nington. 

Major Worth’s next post was Fortress Monroe, where he was instructor in ar- 
tillery. While there he was sent with the Black Hawk expedition to quell the 
Indian troubles in the Northwest. 

From Fortress Monroe he was transferred to the Ordnance Corps, and made 
inspector, which duty gave him an annual ride over the Alleghanies, ata period 
when such a journey was attended with peril. He was then ordered toarrange 
for the t er of the Cherokee Nation to its new home on the Arkansas River. 

In 1837 he was made colonel of the new regiment, the Eighth Infantry. ‘ 

The patriot war breaking outon the Canada border, he was instrumental in 
effecting an amicable settlement of the disturbance. 

He was then ordered to Florida, placed in command, conducted the cam 
against the hostile Seminoles, and after many perils, from the climate as well as 
the military operations, in which he had five engagements with the Indians, he 
effected a peace, which had until that time been fruitless!y sought by his pred- 
ecessors, and removed the Indians from the territory to their new home west 
of the Arkansas. 

While on this duty the little fortune which he had hoped to leave for the sup- 
port of his family had, by the dishonesty of his attorney, been sw: away. 
After the peace he desired to return to the North and endeavor torec!: some- 
thing out of the wreck, but being ordered to Mexico, he was prevented from ex- 
ecuting his intention, and his family never recovered a cent, 

In Mexico he led his division in the battles of Monterey, Vera Cruz, Cerro 
Gordo, the advance on Puebla, Molino del Rey, Chapultepec, Churubusco, the 
Garita of San Cosme, and was the only genertl officer who slept within the city 
gate on that memorable night. 

He was the first to land at Vera Cruz and the last to leave Mexican soil. 

After the close of the war he was ordered to , Where the cholera was 
maging; and there he died, at the post of duty. 

. Margaret Stafford Worth, the only unmarried daughter, having seven of my 
father’s ndchildren almost entirely dependent apon me for support, petition 
the gentiemen of the United States Senate and House of Representatives to 
grant me a pension of $50 a month. 


BATTLES IN WHICH GENERAL WORTH WAS ENGAGED. 


ae pags Niagara, Fort Erie, scar’ Lane; five battles in Florida—Monte- 
rey, Vera Cruz, Cerro Gordo, Puebla, Churubusco, Chapultepec, Molino del Rey, 
battle of the City of Mexico, San Antonio, Garita of San Cosme. 

Received the thanks of Congress, State of New York, State of Louisiana, State 
of Texas, State of Florida. 

He received a sword from Congress, from the State of New York, the State of 
Louisiatia, city of Hudson. 
Prey on worthy of the city of New York was erected to his memory by 

citizens, 


WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’sS OFFICE, 
Washington, April 15, 1886. 
[Statement of the military service of William J. Worth, late of the United States 
Army, compiled from the records of this office. ] 


He was appointed first-lieutenant Twenty-third Infantry, March 19,1813; pro- 
moted cap , August 19, 1814; retained as captain, Second Infantry, May 17, 
1815, in the reo: ization under the act of March 3, 1815, and as captain of the 
First Artillery, June 1, 1821, in the reorganization under theact of March 4 1821; 
oppona major of ordnance, May 30, 1832, and colonel Eighth Infantry, July 7, 


ished con- 
uly 25, 1814, 
rth was distin- 
by his paty and good conduct; ™ lieutenant-colonel, July 25, 1824, 
"for ten years’ faithfu 
eral, March 1, 1842, for gotenty, and ighl distinguished services as com- 
mander of the forces in the war inst the Florida ‘Tndians,” and major-gen- 
eral, Septem nt and meritorious conduct in the several 


that post, Practice, to Ma: 
— rset, | Urijah Monroe arsenal, Virginia, Frankford arsenal, Pennsy 
Waterv. arsenal, New York, to June, 1838; commanding his regiment at Mad- 
ison barracks, Albany and Ogdensburg, N. Y. (aiso from Saauary ts December, 
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1889, the Northern De ent), to May, 1840; in Wisconsin Territory to July, 
1840; en route and in the Florida war against the Seminole Indians (being also in 
command of the district of Tampa from January to May, 1841; of the army of 
Florida fom May, 1841,to Jul ees on te of the Ninth ‘Military Department 
embracing Florida, to August D, 1842, and from October 31, 1842, to September 14, 
1845; was absent with leave from August 22 to October 30, 1842), to September 26, 
1845; commanding the first brigade of the army of occupation in the war with 
Mexico, to April 8, 1846; on leave to “Ee 27,1846; commanding the first brigade 
of the army of occupation, to July 27,1846,the second division of that army to 
February 1847, the first brigade, first division of regulars in the army of 
invasion, to April 1, 1847, the first division to June 21, 1848, being en: in 
the battle of ig cana Sie agg park 21-23, 1846; siege of Vera Cruz, 9-29. 
1847; battle of Cerro rdo, April 17, 18,1847; capture of San Antonio, August 
19, 20,1847; battle of Churubusco, August 20,1847; of Molinodel Rey, September 
8, 1847; of Tacubaya, September 12,1847, and of Chapultepeo and San Cosme, 
September 13, 1847, also in the assault and capture of the City of Mexico, Sep- 
tember 13, 14, 1847. $ 
He commanded the army in Mexico from June 21 to July 15, 1848, and the 
Eighth and Ninth Military Departments, ponpen Texas and New Mexico, 
from November, 1848, to May 7, 1849, upon which date he died at San Antonio, 


Tex. 
J. ©. KELTON, Acting Adjutant-General. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 22, 1886. 
The petitioner, Miss Margaret S. Worth, the daughter of Major-General Worth, 


who for cong, Bi gw was one of the senior officers of our Army, is now advanc- 
ing in years, is in failing health, and is no longer able to earn sufficient for her 


zg Seeka 
; ing now thrown upon her own resources she is at present in almost desti- 
ute ces. : 
Jf Congress, in view of the distinguished services of General Worth, should 
deem it proper to extend the charity for which Miss Worth petitions they could 


not finda more worthy object. 
P. H. SHERIDAN, Lieulenant-General, 
Sarxt Lovis, April 24, 1886. 

I commend the foregoing petition to all generous men who love their country 
and its heroes. 

General Worth was one of the most brilliant and conspicuous officers in the 
war of 1812, Mexican war,and Florida war. He died in the military service on 
the frontier. I know the petitioner to be his daughter, the only one, I believe, 
who never ied, who has been toiling for years to support herself and help 
a sister's Rae. oes is so paan ens sr it will be a graceful act for 

longress to recogn r asthe orphan of the nation. 

F: W. T. SHERMAN. 


[Office of the attending surgeon, ue $i Army, No. 1733 G street north- 
w 


Wasurncron, D. C., April 20, 1886. 


GENTLEMEN: I have learned with pleasure that a bill has been introduced into 
the Senate conferring a pension on Miss Margaret S. Worth. 

The services of her distinguished father are a part of the history of the coun. 
try. Miss Worth has been my friend and patient for along time. I know that 
her means are narrow, and that her health is much impaired. She is suffering 
under profound nervous exhaustion, from which there is little or no probability 
of her recovery, Therefore she is not likely to ever be able to carry on the 
clerical work on which she has depended for a livelihood, 

Trusting that Miss Worth’s case may receive your favorable action, 

I remain, your obedient servant, 
R. M. O'REILLY, M. D., U. 8. A., 
Attending Surgeon. 


The COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, United Slates Senate, 


Wasurnotoy, D. C., April 20, 1886, 


GENTLEMEN: I desire to say that I have known Miss Margaret Worth, daugh- 
ter of the late General Worth, United States Army, for some years, and have, 
upon several occasions, been called upon to prescribe for her, and know that 
her present state of health is mey S ape esta in my opinion, she is poysiauy 
unfitted to discharge the dutiesof her office, and thata due regard for her heal 
demands, for some time or permanently, absolution from those duties. 

She is of a delicate, nervous organization, and confinement to business has 
been and must be injurious to her, 

In view of the distinguished services of her father, and her 
condition preventing her from earning a proper livelihood, I 
of a pension would be most meritorious and deserved. 


I am, very respectfully, 
4 D. L. HUNTINGTON, 
Surgeon, United States Army. 


resent enfeebled 
ink the granting 


To the COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 
United States Senate, 


War DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL's OFFICE, 
Washington, April 22, 1836, 
To the Commitice on Pensions, United States Senate : 

I take the liberty of addressing you in advocacy of the application for pension 
made for Miss Margaret Worth, eldest daughter of the late Maj. Gen. W. 8. 
Worth, United States Army. 

Ihave known Miss Worth over thirty years, and know that her life has been 
devoted to the care and support of dependent descendants of General Worth, 
her sisters, nieces, and nephews. For some years she has labored as a clerk in 
a public office. Her health is now very mu 
pacitated for further work. 

I would most respectfully urge that a pension may be granted her. 

I have the honor to be, very truly and respectfully, 
R. MURRAY, 


Surgeon-General, United States Army. 


impaired, and she is almost inca- 


It seems like presumption in me to bear testimony to the services of Major- 
General Worth, to whom the Congress of the United States and the Legislatures 
of four States have voted their thanks and presented swords of honor, and to 
whose memory the great city of New York has erected a stately monument in- 
scribed with the principal events in his distinguished career—his wounds, his 
battles, his commands—from the war of 1812, as a mere lad, to his death nearly 
forty years after from cholera, at his post, as much a martyr to duty as if he had 
been shot on the field of battle. 

His successful termination of the Florida war as a general-in-chief, his brill- 
iant services as a general of division in Mexico,are matters of history; but 
there were incidents with which history does not deal and which are known to 
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me. He was habitually at the point of danger. enabled 
him to from three times his force at Molino del , When a dis- 
td ons ofthe Ban persona. inthe Gy of Menieg when Ua gest | “2 

one persons 
praa pie mgala by as and he was not only the last the 
person in the Army to leave it at the end of the war. were signs 
of serious w every soldier, woma ” the lowest order of the 


EN man to establish such a claim on the gratitude of his 
country as to Lage ughter to aid in her distress, then General Worth has 
established such a cla! 


HENRY I. HUNT, 
Brevet Major-General, U. 8. Army. 


Wasnrxerox, D. C., April 7, 1886. 
Ar gainer ce | ferin ng panto General Worth personall. as he died in the 
ear in which the Army. He died at his post of disease 
the Svar ie ae the requirements of the io servi 


stru reg ORDE Ee bape yb ei 

themselves, If we were asked anta pension to th hter of antur 

Tao not think there woo Foal hi n nation, and I 

TAr ink there ou; t to be one to granting to the daughter of General |* 

Worth, who is in of a slight tribute in reniguiliens of the distinguished 
services of her father. 

A. BAIRD, 
Brevet 


Wasurxrox, D. O., March 31, 1886. 
The honorable Committee on Pensions, United States Senate: 


I do not know well enough the pension laws to know whether Miss Worth is 
under them entitled to any n arising out of her father’s W 


orth 
yey distinguished and well-known services. I presume that it can be Pah 
ony! by a special law. 


hen I went to West Point, fifty Foara ago as a cadet, no except Gen- 
eral Scott's, was more often spoken of b ofticers of the Army. ï 
admiration of his eminent qualities and deeds as a rae in the war of 
1812 on thə Niagara Sonnan when he excited the admiration of his comrades, 
many of whom I learned to know. 

He served with equal distinction through the war with Mexico, and died full 
of honors, and left little, I think, to his il, SS except name and reputation. I 
shall be be glad d to learn that if Miss Worth, his daughter, needs it, she succeeds in 
mes pee ng ap a pension from the country he served so well in its and in his youth 


Iam, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
M, ©. MEIGS, 
Quartermaster-General retired, Brevet Major-General , United States Army. 


The late General William Worth was a very a Lge d 
of the United speed es his record val okey. Ht 
garet Worth, now of this city, who is in eebte he Haein ds rat aes emt 
sion, which i sincerely hope may be granted her, 

D. H. RUCKER, 
Brigadier-General, United Biates Army, retired. 

IEOS D. C., April 22, 1886. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSIE H., BABB. 


The bill (H. R. 7330) gran a pension to Josie H. Babb was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Josie H. Babb, widow of John W. Babb, late a 
musician in Company I, Fifteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPHINE DA COSTA THOMAS, 
The bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Josephine Da Costa Thomas 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 5, before 
the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out “‘ thirty’? and insert t forty;)? 50 as 
to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place Se the pension-roll, at the rate of $0a ey 
the name of Josephine Da Costa Thomas, widow of Evan Thomas, late of th 


Fourth Regiment of Artillery, United States Army. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let us know the reason for ne one out “‘thirty ” 
and inserting ‘‘ forty ” by having the report read 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 4, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4688) grant- 
ing a pension to Josephine Da Costa Thomas, have examined the same, and re- 


Phat this case was considered by your committee and reported upon favor- 
ably (see Senate Report No. 729) at the present session. Since said report was 
made additional evidence has been laid before us which’ has induced us to ask 
that the bill be recommitted to us for further action. 

It appears that the claimant is an educated jady, a native of a foreign coun- 


try, but left in this city poor and without means of earning money to support 

either herself or her small children., She has two children, both under 

the ago of sixteen, of course helpless tu their for 

tenance and education. One of these children is also in delicate 

health, while the mother, by reason of her want of American ons, isin 

a comparatively helpless an friendless situation. General Grant, General Sher- 

and other officers o: Army — of the 

Geath of this brave officer, have interest in her case as one of 
unusual merit, 


Your committee, after a careful Pre arrearage of this case 
Dene benes na bill with a recommendation that it do pass, with the following 
: Strike out the word “thirty,” ” in the fitiiline, and insert the wo: 
cy mere pn ey tery 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MANHATTAN PICKETT. 


The bill (H. R. 7165) to increase the pension of Manhattan Pickett 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 6, before 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out Bai aca and insert «fifty; st 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the ion of Manhattan Pickett, late a sergeant 
of Company B, One hundred and twelfth Lens erp New York Volunteers, to 
$50 per month, "in leu of the pension now received by him. 


Mr. COCKRELL. ` I desire to say simply for myself that I think the 
bill which has just been passed for Josephine Da Costa Thomas, in- 
ce the allowance as made by the House from $30 to $40, and this 

in the = of Manhattan Pickett to increase the pension from 
Been to $50, are both extravagant. I think they are both unjust—un- 
just in the fact that they do injustice to many other equally worthy 
and deserving soldiers who can not get relief. I think the amount al- 
lowed in the House bills is large and liberal. I am opposed to the in- 
crease in these cases. 

The amendment was 


to. 
Mr. BLAIR. I wish reports in both cases to be printed. Icare 
to make no other reply. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report in this case will be 
printed in the Recorp. In the Thomas case the report was read. 

The report submitted by Mr. BLAIR from the Committee on Pensions 
May 4, 1886, is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7165) to i 
— the pension Fo pe evehaie Pickett, have examined the same, and repo: 
Your committee examined the facts in Aisan DA LOAD NEN 
of which are briefly aet Farn int the following Heh of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions of House of Re Poem nar R. Report No. 1797): 
“The eee ea is now in rece’ Leaner wae —reapaaelokctamng described as 
follows by J. L. Stewart, p: ren ye yen me rrena 5 
“*Gunshot wound of posterior surface of left eavi con. ulcerated dis- 
charging wound 3} inches lo: long ont the lower part the nemius muscle, 
the lower — ore which m has been removed by matory action and 
in and weakn ass of the leg and ankle,and impairing 
= why r, causing a disability equal to the loss of a hand or 
o0! 


“Dr, Pickett has appeared personally before your committee, and having ex- 
amined him coud they find the leg atrophied, with a large ulceration, which 
is evidently incurable, 

“The leg requires away at to be constantly renewed, and is offensive to the 
smell, This has im general health and reduced it to so low an ebb that 
an amputation of et leg, en i very much to be desired, would now be ex- 
ceedingly dangerous y fatal. 

“Taking all things pe consideration, your committee think that this pen- 
sioner would be better off had his leg been amputated.” 

In addition to the above, the following afidavit has been filed in support of 
the claim for increase, as follows: 

Orry or WASHINGTON, District of Columbia, ss: 

Alexander M. Lowry, after being duly sworn, deposes and sa. 
late adjutant of the One hundred and twelfth Regiment New York State Vol- 
unteers: that he was attached to said regiment from August, 1862, until about 
September, 1864; that he was well acquainted with Manhattan Pickett, late a 
sergeant of Company B, of said ment, who is now an applicant for a pension 
by Lacey ag of Congress by bill H. R. No. 7165; that he has known him since 

u 
Affiant further states that said Pickett was wounded at Cold Harbor in the 
line of duty; that he was immediately afterward taken to the hospital, where 
he remained until discharged and senthome. Said Pickett has never recovered 
from the effects of said wound, but is now entirely disabled and rendered utterly 
helpless and unable to do anything to tk aig himself or family in —— 

uence thereof. This wound has never healed, but on the contrary has con- 

nually (aap worse until at the present time it is in such an offensive condi- 
tion that it is necessary to dress the same at least twice every day. The soldier 
is himself an et ee A and one of the best in Western Penn- 
sylvania, and has th re been able thus far to prescribe for his own case; 
were he required to employ medical assistance it would take a much larger 
amount of money to pay for the same than his a yer pension. 

He now keguires constant care, attendance, and treatment on account of the 
offensive and dan, my ay character of this oben) and its discharges, Under its 
influence his health is rapidly declining, one to the constant and severe 
drain upon his physical system; this is greatly enhanced by the continuous 
pain which he sotaan on account of this wound, which has shattered his nerv- 
ous system, and neg ires large quantities of opiates to be persistently adminis- 
tered in order to relieve the same, the effect of which has necessarily been very 
es The said wound is several inches in length, from the knee down, and 
the flesh is gradually sloughing off, the result of w ich is of the most disagree 
able character. He long ago would have submitted to amputation — the les leg 
above the knee were it not for the fact that he has been assured by the best 
medical authorities in that section that such amputation would probably result 
indeath. The claimant has therefore contioned to drag out a miserable exist- 
ence, which it is the belief of your affiant can not probably be continued but a 
short time, and which it is:very probable may even be numbered by months. 

Affiant further states that the claimant has a wife and one young child de 
Reuse him for support; that he is entirely without pro) 


= would be capable, if ph: 
and lucrative s 


discharges, cing 
his ability f he ADEA 


that he was 


rty or means; 
cally able to at- 
iaat bo has 
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téndand and kas gf op apo hap Ka Shen at ts Gee memati: 
an ven an now a n er time, n 
and energy to his care, and that Ea is eros world be compelled 
to procure the constant aid and attendance of another person, which he is now 
unable to do by reason of poverty. 

Affiant further states that he has no interest in the prosecution of the above 


claim. 
ALEX. M. LOWRY. 


Sworn and subscribed before me this 4th day of May, 1836. 
[sear] : B. B. NIXON, Notary Public. 


Your committee think that the evidence shows a condition of this soldier 
which will fully warrant the pension of $50 per month, as it would seem that he 
requires of another, besides constant medical attend- 

wing t: Strike ne the word e ie te: sixth 
line, and insert the word “fifty.” 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
ANN E. COONEY. 


The bill (H. R. 4544) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooney was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 7, be- 
fore the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘“‘twenty ™ and insert “‘twenty- 
five;”’ so as to make the bill read: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Ann E, Cooney, who served as a hos- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. ‘ 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
H. P. M’FARLIN. 


The bill (H. R. 3848) for the relief of H. P. McFarlin was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the 
The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 4, after 
the words ‘‘ directed to,” to strike out “‘ restore to ” and insert “‘ rein- 
state upon;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to reinstate upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of H. P. McFarlin, late of Com- 
pany I, Seventh Regiment Michigan Infantry. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 4, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3348) for the 
relief of H. P. McFarlin, have examined the same, and report: 


Your committee have carefully examined the facts in this case, and concur in 
the findings of the Committee on Inyalid Pensions of the House of Representa- 


recomme: m 
the words“ restore to,” inthe 

The claimant in this case, Hewlitt P, McFarlin, was a 
Seventh Regiment Michigan Infantry,and was pensi y 
May, 1871, at the rate of $6 per month, commencing January 5, 1863, for injury to 
leg received in the service and in line of duty. Some charge having been made 
against the claimant's right to a pension, erty Hee Sr had varicose veins be- 
fore entering the service, and that his present ity comes from that cause 
and not from any injury received in the service, a special examination was or- 
de which resulted in his being dropped from the rolls in May,1878. There- 
upon he made application to be red, and the case underwent a thorough 
examination by a special agent, with a view of determining whether the pres- 
ent disability was attributable to varicose veins or the result of an injury re- 
ceived in the service. The special examiner examined twenty witnesses upon 
these points, and continued the investigation for more than two weeks, which 
resulted in a recommendation on the part of the special examiner that the 
an restored to the rolls. The Pension Office rejected the claim for res- 
toration. 

The report of the special examiner covers all the points in controversy, and 
closes as follows: 

“J deemed it necessary that the claimant be examined by a board of examin- 
ing surgeons to determine definitely whether he is suffering or has suffered 
from any injury of left leg other than varicose veins. Iacco: ly took him be- 
fore the examining surgeons of this city (Kalamazoo). claimant did 
have varicose veins upon his left leg atthetime aod prior to his enlistment there 
can be nota icle of doubt; but I do not believe from the testimony adduced 
that he was disabled by reasonofthem. Iam of the opinion that aninjustice has 
been done the claimant in dropping him from the rol ot that he is entitled to 
a pension by reason of varicose veins, but by reason of the injury of the knee and 
bone of his left leg. I also believe that that injury greatly aggravated the vari- 
cose veins, I therefore recommend that he be restored to the rolls by reason of 
injury of left leg.” 

The board of surgeons, after describing the condition of the injured leg, say: 

“The whole length of the left tibia is thickened, and a portion of the bone 
was removed while in hospital. The leg is badly injured, independent of the 
varicose veins,and the injury has caused and ly aggravated the varicose 
veins, in our opinion. From the condition which we now find, it is our judg- 
ment that he is disabled by the same causes for which he was ly 
sioned, and that his disability has not been vated or prolon: vicious 
habits. Heis, in our opinion, entitled torestoration, and we recommenda three- 
fourths rating for injury of leg, independent of varicose veins.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. j 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. In connection with the case just passed, I call the at- 
tention of the Senatog from Missonri to the fact that on that evidence 


| the Pension Office refused to restore that man to the roll, and it is 


necessary to come to Congress to get relief. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from New Hampshire refers to the 
case of McFarlin. That pensioner, itis true, was ordered to be drop 
in 1878. Very soon afterward he was ordered before an examining 
board, and the special examiners made recommendations in regard to 
him, and he was then examined before a board of examining surgeons 
in Kalamazoo. He was dropped because it was not believed that he 
was entitled to a pension for varicose veins, and the examining surgeons 
and the special examiner found that he was not entitled toit upon that 
ground, but that he was entitled toa pension upon a different ground. 

Mr. BLAIR. The report shows—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. And accordingly they reported as they did. 

Mr. BLAIR. I merely call attention to the report. The facts are 
stated there somewhat more fully than the Senator has stated them. 


WILLIAM C. WAIT. 


The bill (S. 1078) granting a ion to William C. Wirt, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the le. 

The Committee on Pensions reported to amend the bill, in line 5, to 
change the name “‘ Wirt” to ‘‘ Wait;”’ after the word ‘‘ Company,” at 
the end of the same line, to insert ‘‘C;’’ and in line 6, before ‘*‘ Ver- 
mont,” to insert ‘‘ Fifth;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and direeted to restore to the on-roll the name of William C. 
Wait, late a private in Company C of the Fifth Vermont Volunteers, at the rate 
of $8 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill granting a pension to 
William C. Wait.” 

THOMAS BENSON. 

The bill (S. 2336) granting an increase of penson to Thomas Benson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Thomas Benson, late a private in Company 
A, Thirty-second Regiment Maine Volunteers, at the rate of $35 per 
month, in lieu of the amount he is now receiving. 

The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY M. GALLEYAN. 

The bill (H. R. 3941) granting a pension to Mary M. Galleyan was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
—— the name of Mary M. Galleyan, widow of Joseph 8S. Gal- 

eyan, late of Company G, Fifty-ninth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRED J. LEESE. . 

The bill (H. R. 3624) pantog a pason to Fred J. Leese was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Fred J. Leese, late of Company M, One hundred 
and ninety-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COL, JAMES H. BLOOD. 


The bill (S. 2263) granting a pension to Col. James H. Blood was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Col. James H. Blood, late colonel of the Sixth 
Regiment Missouri Infantry, at $70 per month, in lieu of the pension 
now received. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE LANIGAN. 

The bill (S. 2349) granting a pension to Catharine Lanigan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Catharine Lanigan, mother of John Lanigan, 
late of Company K, Twenty-third Illinois Volunteers, in the late war, 
at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension she isnow receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTIN JACOBY. 

The bill (H. R. 4699) granting a pension to Martin Jacoby was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pees to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Martin Jacoby, of Lancaster County, Penn- 
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sylvania, for the loss of his two sons, David Jacoby, of Company C, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


Seventeenth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, and Martin Jacoby, jr., | a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


of the Seventy-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 
The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EVALINE A. WHITE. 


The bill (H. R. 1560) for the relief of Evaline A. White was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 
Evaline A, White, widow of George C. White, deceased, late a second- 
class fireman in the United States Navy, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIJAH P, HENSLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 1707) granting a pension to Elijah P. Hensley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pam the name of Elijah P. Hensley, late of Company K, Third 

egiment North Carolina Mounted Infantry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 5, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.1707) grant- 
igs pension to Elijah P. Hensley, haye examined the same, and report : 

our committee have carefully considered the facts in this case, and adopt 
the report hereto annexed of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House 
ee (House Report No. 890), and recommend the passage of the 


The claimant was admitted to a pension of M per month on the rolls of the 
Raleigh, N. C., agency, December 17, 1868, commencing August 8, 1865, and paid to 
inelude March 3, 1877; was drop from the roll Au 3, 1877, on the ground 
Se res oe. potonar Sor] po a De ere ane Maea Da aee wounded, as 
shown by report of Special Agent Ragsdale, ay 31, j 

Claimant was a member of Company K, Third North Carolina Mounted Vol- 
unteers, having enlisted in said company in February, 1865, and was wounded 
at Indian Creek, Yancey County, North Carolina, March, 1865, having been cut 
off from his command in Tennessee, on House C) , near Greeneville, Tenn. 
At the time claimant was wounded he was detailed by Colonel Kirk to join T, 
O. and J. W. Guthrie and others to get rations for themselves; that they re- 
turned within one hour and a half, but found that the command ‘had left. The 
claimant with others then started for a point of safety in North Carolina, and 
to ae Seri command, when overtaken and shot by the enemy, and wounded 
as alleged. 

It appears that some time in 1877, owing to causes not material to this report, 
information was furnished the Pension Office that said claimant was not 
wounded in the line of duty. On this point there is a conflict of testimony on 
the time of claimant reaching his command, but none as to his being shot by 
rebels while in search of provisions for his command as he was detailed to do. 

Your committee are of the opinion that claimant is entitled to a pension, and 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 5 


Mr. COCKRELL. I call the attention of the Senate to this case. 
Here was a pensioner who was dropped from the rolls in 1877, nine 
years ago. ‘There is nothing in the record here to show that he ever 
applied to the Pension Office for restoration to the roll. As I under- 
stand, the Pension Office when they drop a pensioner from the roll will 
at any time consider proper and legitimate testimony which shows that 
the office was in error in dropping him from the roll, and will restore 
him to the roll. I notice in the report of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions a number of cases thatare dropped, restored, and reconsidered and 
all that. Ought not this claimant to have applied to the Pension Of- 
fice during the last nine years for restoration? Oris this one of a class 
of cases where if he had applied, under the technical rules of the of- 
fice the office could not have restored him? 

Mr. BLAIR. Thereis no evidence that he has not applied, nor is 
there any reason to say that he should have applied unless he might be 
in the possession of new evidence calculated to establish his pension. 
He once had established his pension and had drawn it from the office 
for a considerable time. It seems that upon some information the nat- 
ure of which is not developed, perhaps from some personal enemy or 
some busybody—and there are a great many such—who from general 
principles of malevolence may have given information anonymously, he 
was dropped from the roll, as was then the custom of the office very 
largely, without evidence, withoutreason, and in the perpetuation of the 
rankest injustice withoutinvestigation. Hewas dropped. This man, 
if I recollect aright, is a colored man, arid Mr. O’HARA, of the House, 
is familiar with the circumstances of the case. Iam confident that is 
the case he spoke to me about. Upon the evidence asit was upon the 
files as brought to us, and from other sources, it appeared proper that 
he should be restored to the roll. 

I am not able to answer the Senator’s question as to whether he made 
application and filed evidence to prove that he ought to have been re- 
stored by a tribunal that had once dropped him without proper investi- 
pouon. There seems to be no reason why he should not be restored to 

e roll, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NOAH HOFFMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 5328) granting a pension to Noah Hoffman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Noah Hoffman, late a corporal of Company C, 
Ninetieth Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers. 


NAVY OR MARINE CORPS PENSIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. My attention has been called to Senate bill 1526, 
Order of Business 588. I am not sure but that it may have been 
passed over. Let it he read and the Senate will understand what itis. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1526) amending sections 4756 and 
4757 of the Revised Statutes, relating to pensions to certain disabled 
persons who have served in the Navy or Marine Corps. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not sure, but I think that when that was 
called I asked somé explanation of it, and it was over at the 
time. I have looked at the report in that case, and I simply ask that 
the bill be now considered, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SAWYER. There is no objection; it is a just bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend section 4756 and 
section 4757 of the Revised Statutes of the United States by inserting 
the words ‘‘or as an appointed petty officer, or both,” after the words 
* as an enlisted person ” in the former section, and after the words ‘‘as 
an enlisted man ” in the latter section. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. It is very shows and it 
gives the reasons for the bill. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
April 13, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1526) amending 
sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes, relating to pensions to certain dis- 
abled persons who have served in the Navy or Marine Corps, have examined 
the same, and report: 

Section 4756 provides for the payment of a pension out of the naval pension 
fand to persons who “served as an enlisted person in the Navy or Marine Corps,” 
&c., and section 4757 provides for aid from that fund to “every disabled person 
who has served in the Navy or Marine Corpsas an enlisted man,” &e. This bill 
is designed to cover the cases of those who actually rendered the same service 
as appointed petty officers, although not actually enlisted. 

Your committee are in receipt of the following letter from the Navy Depart- 
ment in regard to this bill, reeommending it to the favorable consideration of 


Congress: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 6, 1886, 

Sın: I have the honor to invite your attention to Senate bill No. 1526, and to 
recommend it to the favorable consideration of the Committee on Pensions of 
the United States Senate. ` 

Under existing laws enlisted portons pilimi certain duties are entitled to 
service pensions when they become d. led, while persons rming the same 
duties under appointments are deprived the benefits of su 

This bill has my heartiest commendation, as it will not only afford justice to a 
large class of very deserving perms, but will haye the tendency to induce men 
of experience to remain in the service, which will be of great advantage, par- 
ticularly in view of the contemplated increase in the number and efficiency of 
vessels of war. 

I would earnestly invite the early consideration of the bill, 

Very ully, your obedient servant, 


bPa the Ne 
avy. 
Hon. J. I. MITCHELL, bd sA 
Chairman of Commiltce on Pensions, United States Senate. 


The following letter also shows the necessity for this action, and the inequali- 
ties of the present law: 

Unirep STATES NAVAL HOSPITAL, Norfolk, Va., April 1, 1886, 

Sm: Senate bill 1526, referred to the Committee on Pensions, is one in which 
I with other unfortunates take a very keen interest. Should its provisions be- 
come law a long-delayed justice would be done the “appointed petty officers” 
in the Navy a ecaries and pay yeomen, who, owing to the vacillating policy 
of the Navy Department in chan; ng their status at frequent intervals, are en- 
tirely debarred from all benefits for long service. 

I have served as an apothecary in the Navy a great many een before, dur- 
ing, and since the late war,and yet have no claim now that I haye grown old, 
There are many others similarly situated and to whom the passage of the above 
bill, 1526, would afford relief, 

For myself and others, I most respectfully ask your favorable consideration 
and support when the bill is*before you for action. 

I have the honor to be, most respectfully, your obedient servant, 
R. 8. BARRY, 
Apothecary, United States Navy. 


The amendment proposed in this bill will cover but a comparatively small 
number of cases, but it will save your committee the trouble of considering spee 
cial bills in their behalf, and as it seems to be in the line of previous legislation, 
as well as but an act of simple justice to old servants of the Government, we 
report back the bill with a recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Asadditional information I ask that a letter from 
the Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting in the Navy Department, 
which I send to the desk may be read. It gives the exact number, and 
this bill has to go to the House, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

> Navy DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT AND RECRUITING, 
Washington, April 23, 1836, 
Sır: In repr to your letter of the 27th instant, Segre information as to 
o. 


the number of men that would be benefited by House bill No. 4702, the Bureau 
respectfully states that at present there are one hundred and twenty-seven ap- 


inted men in the service out of eight thousand two hundred and fifty, au- 
fhorized quota, This percen will not materially increase or un- 
less the number of men allowed the Navy is changed by act of Congress. 
Very respectfully, F 
W. S. SCHLEY, 
Chief of Burcau, 


Mr. Davin 8, Barry, Washington, D. C. 
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Mr. CONGER. Objections were made to this bill because it was 
not known how many it would affect, and the letter from the chief of 
the bureau shows the number. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. The letter gives the whole number of appointed men. 
Of course those who will be beneficiaries under the act will never be 
anything like that number. i 

LOUISE ARMBRECHT. 


The bill (S. 1201) granting a pension to Louise Armbrecht was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in lines 6and 7, 
to strike out the name ‘‘ Ambrecht’’ and insert ‘‘ Armbrecht;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it £o., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louise Arm! e widow 
of Augustus L. Armbrecht, late a sergeant in the Army of the United States, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. . 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to 
Louise Armbrecht.’’ 

CAROLINE SEES. 


The bill (S. 1207) granting a pension to Caroline Sees was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, after the word ‘‘Sees,’? in line 6, to strike out the words: 

Who was chief of transportation and telegraphy on the staff of Major-General 


D. N. Couch, commanding the ent of the Susquehanna during the in- 
vasion of Pennsylvania by the confederate army, in the month of June, A. D, 


And after the word ‘‘volunteers,’’ in line 11, strike out: 
To date from the 30th of September, 1963, the day of his death. 
So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Caroline Sees, 
of Harrisburg, Pa., widow of Maj. Oliver W, Sees, at the rate allowed to a widow 
of a major of volunteers, : 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
MRS. SALLIE ANCRUM. 


The bill (H. R. 7168) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie Ancrum was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Mrs. Sallie Ancrum, widow of Aaron Ancram, 

te of Company G, Thirty-fourth Regiment United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEMUEL ADAMS. 


The bill (H. R. 7468) granting a pension to Lemuel Adams was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Lemuel Adams, a private in Captain John Trem- 
ble’s company, Major Russell’s battalion, war of 1812. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 6, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill Ba R. 7468) grant- 
ing a pension to Lemuel Adams, have examined the same,and report that after 
examination rere adopted the report of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
pegs EARS of Representatives, hereto annexed, and recommend the passage 
of the bill. 

Lemuel Adams was born in the year 1797, and in the year 1514 was a resident 
of the State of Tenn On or about the Ist of January, 1815, said Lemuel 
Adams entered the miany service of the United States as a substitute for Al- 
exander Hanner, in Capt. John Tremble’s company, Major Russell’s battalion, 
and served in said company until some tjme in March, 1815. His name, it 
seems, does not appear on the rolls of said com y, for the reason that he 
served only a portion of the time of Alexander Hanner, Hanner’s name onl 
being carried on the list and receiving the discharge. As the applicant is Broe f 
infirm, r, and helpless, and rendered military service for his country, al- 
though in the form of a substitute, yet ke should receive a pension for the few 
remaining years he may survive. 

They therefore recommend the passage of the bill herewith submitted in lieu 
of 4752, offered with his memorial to the Forty-seventh Congress, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN TAYLOR. 


The bill (H. R. 3826) for the relief of John Taylor was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of 
John Taylor, formerly a member of Battery M, Third Regiment New 
York Light Artillery Volunteers, from $12 to $16 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered, to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M. SWARTZ. 


The bill (H. R. 6725) granting a ipanaa to William M. Swartz was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William M. Swartz, late of Company F, Forty- 
sixth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SANFORD C. WILLHOITE. 

The bill (H. R. 3972) granting a pension to Sanford C. Willhoite 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Sanford C. Willhoite, late a private in 
Company E, Thirtieth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 6, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3972) grant- 
ing a pension to Sanford C. Willhoite, have examined the same, and report that 


after examination they have adopted the report of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions of the hea of Representatives, hereto annexed, and recommend the 


of the bill, 
it C. Willhoite enlisted as sergeant in Company E, Thirtieth Regiment 
Kentucky Mounted Volunteers, on the 12th day of mber, 1863; AA mie 
therefrom April 18, 1865, 

Filed claim for ion December 4, 1874, based on rheumatism and injury to 
righteye OROA Th service in line of duty. Claim was rejected A 
1 on the ground of no disability from rheumatism and no record, and claim- 
ant unable to furnish competent testimony showing existence of disease of eye 
in service or at d 

It is fully shown by testimony that claimant was sound and free from disease 
at enlistment. The proof isstrongand perf sufficient that claimant contracted 
rheumatism while in the service jn line of duty at Frankfort, Ky.,in March 
1864. The case was submitted by Special Examiner Bond, July 31, 1882, for ad- 
mission for disability for rheumatism, and on this point the claim was rejected 
on certificate of examining surgeon, who certified that disability forrheumatism 
did not exist in a pensionable degree. On the question of injury to eye it is 
shown by several of claimant’s comrades, certified by examiner to be of good 
moral character, and whose presence at time of alleged incurrence of injury to 
right eye is verilied by report of the Adjutant-General, that they were present 
with claimant in battle at Saltville, Va., October 3, 1864, and that they each saw 
claimant receive a severe injury to his right eye from the discharge of a gun 
in the hands of one of his co es, who was standing immediately in his rear 
and shooting over his shoulder at the enemy. 

That the regimental surgeon who treated him for said injury isnow dead; that 
the assistant regimental surgeon was not present at the time and did not treat 
him; that bis captain was not presen having ashort time previous received a 
severe wound, on account of which he been carried to the rear; that thesec- 
ond lieutenant of his company was at the time absent on detached duty; that 
the first lieutenant, who was present and in command, is now dead ; that he was 
not treated in hospital because of the fact that his regiment was forced to re- 
treat, and that claimant was forced to retreat with his command or fall into the 
hands of the enemy. The injury to his eye continued till his discharge, but not 
in a sufficient degree to entirely disable him after his first partial recovery ; sub- 
sequent to his discharge it is shown by abundant reliable medical and lay tes- 
timony to have increased and now exists in a pensionable degree, both eyes 
being affected as a result of the said injury in le, Claimants habits are 
shown tobe good. Dr, C. A. Cox, the nt sw n of his ment, under 
date November 23, 1864, issued medical certificate of disability to ton ac- 
count of rheumatism, 

Your committee are of the opinion that claimant's right to pension is as clearly 
established as it is possible to establish a claim by lay testimony. They there- 
fore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. COCKRELL, This claimant filed his application in 1874, and 
it was rejected on the 25th of August, 1882, four years ago nearly. It 
does not seem that there has been any effort made to have the case re- 
opened and reconsidered in the Pension Office. 

As I understand the rules of the Department, any applicant can file 
an application for a reconsideration of his case and can present addi- 
tional testimony, and if the testimony which is here recited in tlfis 
report is competent under the law to establish the disability, it does 
seem to me t this is a case which the Pension Office would now 
favorably consider. It may be, however—the report does not specify 
particularly—that the technical evidence of the surgeon of the regiment 
and the commissioned officers of the company may’ not be obtainable, 
as the report says some of themaredead. As a matter of course, when 
a regiment is on retreat it very often happens that a wounded soldier 
will not.lag back and be captured by the enemy, and as this man was 
retreating with his command there would be no hospital treatment and 
the officers who could show that may be dead; but it seems to me this 
is a case that the Pension Office would allow if the testimony here re- 
ferred to is not only competent under the law but establishes the facts 
required. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘There is a general misapprehension as to what evi- 
dence is competent to be considered by the Commissioner of Pensions, 
There are absolutely no limitations, excepting such as grow up under 
the acute, metaphysical, and technical constructions of the various 
Commissioners in their administration from time to time in connection 
with the rulings of the Secretary of the Interior, which during these 
years have come to constitute as intricate and complicated chancery 
practice as exists on the face of the earth, without any reason in the 
world why it should be so, except that it has grown up. ‘There is no 
evidence that would be admissible in a common law court that might 
not well be entertained there. But these rigid rules have from time to 
time been relaxed by successive Commissioners; and I think the tend- 
ency is to greater liberality as years on. 

I think the present Commissioner made several rulings that are 
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applicant. 


this case the man prosecuted his claim from 1874 to 1882 and it | this 


was rejected. Hehas gone through all the forms that are necessary or 
that are held in any case to be proper in order to give him a standing 
in an application for ial relief to Congress. 


I do not know wh this additional testimony—for I was not ob- | left 


serving—is such as would have been considered under their rules in 
the Pension Office or not; but certainly there was no reason why the 
man should have gone there after his eight years’ effort in that office 
for relief. He had not very good success there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unless he obtains additional evidence. 

Mr. BLAIR. Even with additional evidence. If he had done so 
and should have been able to maintain his claim he would have been 
entitled to arrears, because the application was made in 1874. But he 
did not do it, and a great many cases come to us where I have no doubt 
if they were tried by juries the claimants would maintain their cause 
and get their arrears; but they Tayo prin it up. Six or eight or ten 
years’ experience in such a place satisfies a man to go somewhere else if 
possible. The facts are ient to convince the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. AsI understand, the requirements are that there 
shall be the evidence of the 
sioned officers or of two of the comrades of the com or regiment in 
the service. Those requirements are only regulations of the Depart- 
ment, and not statutory enactments. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘There are only regulations; thereare no statutory rules 
of evidence. Of course that, in the nature of things, it is proper to re- 
quire in the first instance. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET E. COCHRAN. 

The bill (H. R. oe ne eee ee ee 
considered as in Committee of the e. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the voamairgirpes. pegs Soon centnok p Vobeatorns 
Cochran, late lieutenant-col of the Second Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH WARNER. 


The bill (H. R. 5729) granting a on to Elizabeth Warner was 
considered as in Committee rE EN It to place the 
name of Elizabeth Warner, widow of Harrison Warner, late a corporal 
of Company G, One hundred and eighty-second Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment; ordered 


to a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 
CARTER W. TILLER. 


The bill (H. R. 4002) grantinga pension to Carter W. Tiller was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It ped to place the name 
of Carter W. Tiller, dependent father of G. W. Tiller, late a private in 
Company 2i Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, on the 

on-roll, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. BRIDGET SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 4070) for the relief of Mrs. Bridget Smith, mother of 
Patrick J. th, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
sae oi to on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Bridget Smith, 
mother of Patrick J. Smith, deceased, late of Company H, Tenth Min- 
nesota Volunteers. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. A 

PARMELIA SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 6092) granting a pension to Parmelia Smith was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place the name 
of Parmelia Smith, the invalid daughter of the fate Joseph R. Smith, a 
brevet brigadier- in the United States Army, on the pension- 
Toll, at the rate wed pd month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT C. M’KEE. 

The bill (H. R. 525) to restore Robert C. McKee to the pension-roll 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore 
to the pension-roll the name of Robert C. McKee, late a private in Com- 
G, Twentieth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


of the regiment or of two commis- | of; 


The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 6, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 525) grant- 
inga ion to Robert O. McKee, have the same, and report that 
they have adopted the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the 
House of Representatives, hereto annexed, and recommend the passage of the 


r 1,1866,he was pensioned at the rate of $6 per month for loss of 
sight of left eye and partial loss of right, which was increased to $8 per month 


July 23, 1870. 

“June, 1880, claimant was dro; from the pension-roll, by order ofthe Sec- 
retary of the Interior, on the e that the disability for which the soldier 
was ioned existed prior to and at the time of his entin the military 
service of the United States, 

“The evidence taken by a special examiner of the Pension Office in support 
of this charge was ex parte, the claimant having no notice of the taking of such 
per perme al as is shown by the examiner's report to the honorable Commissioner 
of Pensions, 

“November 20, 1880, the claimant was indicted by fed ere jury of the United 
States court at I: under section Rev Statutes, for presenting 
false vouchers, &c., and on May 21, 1881, was tried by a jury of said court, and a 
verdict of ‘not guilty’ rendered. 

“ Hon, Charles L, Halstein, United States Reet dag Indianapolis, in a letter 
to Attorney-General MacVeagh, says of the trial this case: ‘The evidence 
was very conflicting, and on the evidence the verdict can not be complained 


“General J. J. Reynolds, a agra: anges citizen of Indiana and a resident of 
La Fayette, Ind., during and since war, ina statement before this committee, 
May 26, 1884, in ieee of the restoration of this soldier to the pension-roll, says 
that he mustered the Twentieth Indiana Volunteers into the United 
States service, and that from seeing the condition of this soldier at the time of 
his trial in the district court at In polis, he is satisfied he would not have 
m a man in such a condition into the military service, and expressed the 
emphatic opinion that the disability of this soldier could not have existed atthe 
time of nt and muster into the service. 

“From an examination of all the evidence in this case, and the statement of 
General Reynolds to your committee, we are of opinion that a clear preponder- 
ance of the evidence is in favor of the restoration of this soldier to the pension- 
ngs and therefore report the accompanying bill to the House and recommend 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 
NEWTON DAY. 

The bill (H. R. 448) ting a ion to Newton Day was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Newton Day, late a private in Company B of the 
One hundred and fortieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. STOUT. 


The bill (H. R. 1841) granting a pension to George W. Stout was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of George W. Stout, late a private in Company K, Seventieth 
Ohio Volunteers, on the pension-roll. . . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH LUCE. 


The bill (H. R. 5997) granting a pension to Elizabeth Luce was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Elizabeth Luce, widow of John W. Luce, late a 
private in Company E of the First Ohio Light Artillery. 

Mr. LL. Let the report be in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Saw- 
YER May 6, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill or R. Boor) 


ing a pension to Luce, haye examined the game, an 
have adopted the of the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


e piyan, 4 
ney di ty.” 
At the time of his death said John W. Luce had on file an undetermined ap- 
plication for pension for an alleged stricture of the urethra, caused by being 
thrown upon the pommel of his saddle about zS dropia 1863, while in the serv- 
ice. The widow continued to prosecute the > which was finally rejected 
January 7, 1835, on the ground that ‘‘alleged stricture of the urethra was not 
due to soldier's mi .”. The papers in this case from the Pension 
Office, which are very voluminous, have been very carefully examined, and the 
only ground for the conclusion arrived at by the Pension Office is to be found 
in the following statement made by the surgeon in soldier's certificate of dis- 


namely: 
of stricture of the urethra, which, from his statement, existed at the 
time of enrollment,” sr 


Luce 


friends, among which James Brown, Ohio, that he ac- 
quainted with claimant in 1857, who then worked for his brother, John Brown, 
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manufacturing — and y werken with him nearly all the time for 
and knew him to be a sound, able-bodied 
iaga rhs his labor, 

Dr. A. S. Allen, of Berea, Ohio, testifies that he attended claimant's family, 
and met him often while he was en in work about the quarries prior to 
his eee and he has no know orin an 
disabled during that time; he belie wn if he been 
cases After his discharge, in 1864, he (Luce) applied to him for aid for some 
urinary trouble, he thinks inability to pass urine,and he was troubled thereby 
AAi cca Tontti ot Gol T, First Ohio Light Artillery, testi 

Andrew e pany = 
fies that when claimant entered the service hi and 
so continued until A 15, 1863, when at Battle 
in his urinary organs by the on the pommel of 
driving one of the Seaiaa! attac! toagun of his battery. nepon 
by aftidavits of comrades; and the continuance of Mesbilite to eo of 
proven by abundant and credible testimony. 

Dr. G. Low testified April 22, 1867, that 4 examined claimant and found him 
suffering from enlarged prostate gland and stricture, irremediable, pases 
through surgical Operations, which would endanger his life, and would not 
advisable except as a last resort. 

While the diagnosis of death-cause by the physician who attended him in his 
last iliness does not name of urethra as the cause of death, yet itisa 
reasonable presumption that it contributed largely to ripper the general de- 
bility, kidney, and other troubles which did culminate 

Your committee are of the pen that he peepee soldier's death is clearly traceable 
to the disability received in the believe his widow should be pen- 
sioned; lore recomm passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM ANTES. 


The bill (H. R. 5329) granting a pension to William Antes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Antes, late of Company C, First Reg- 
iment United States Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLOTTE ALGIER. 

The bill (H. R. 4229) granting a pension to Charlotte Algier, widow 
of Samuel Algier, was considered as in Committee of the ole. It 
proposes to place on the -roll the name of Mrs. Charlotte Al- 
gier, widow of Samuel Algier, latea private in Company G, Thirty-first 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY HASTINGS. 


The bill (H. R. 3198) ening a pension to Mrs. Mary Hastings 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on 


ves he 


the ion-roll the name of Mrs. Mary widow of Robert 
Hastings, Mee X sete OES DAOA cone of scouts and 
Suita wha wan NAL ta 1863, and died from wound in 1866. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN H. SFIDER: 


The bill (H. R. 2803) granting a ion to John H. Snyder was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John H. Snyder, late a a in Company C, 
One hundred and sixth New York Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to tht Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE W. DEVEREUX. 


The bill (H. R. 1100) i A DONEN 1O JADO W DAVOLA J4 
considered Se in Committee of thewwBple. It to place the name 
of Jane W. Devereux, mother of George W. Devereux, late of the Tenth 
Massachusetts Battery, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the te without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS M. MOORE, 


The bill (H. R. 6389) granting a pension to Francis M. Moore was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pi to on the 
pension-roll the name of Francis M. Moore, late a private in Company 
F, Nineteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. 

"The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANN LITTLE. 


The bill (H. R. 4539) granting a pension to Ann Little was amma: 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the pe: 
sion-roll the name of Ann Little, widow of John Little, late a Peirat 
in Company A, Eleventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the Sooma report, submitted by Mr. BLATR 
May 6, 1886: 


The acamainee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill OE R. 4539) grant- 

ing a pension to Ann Little, have examined the same, and report 

he facts in this case have been fully stated in the accompanying report of the 
House Committee on Invalid Pensions (House Report No. 774), which we adopt, 
and recommend the bill do pass. 

Ann Little is the widow ra John Little, who was a Pamir in Company A, 
Eleventh t Massachusetts Infantry, who was sioned by certificate 
No. 12210 a, ac wound sneer in action. Mis denti th occurred March 1 
1874—cause given, softening of brain, epilepsy. She filed a claim for aval s 


soldier for twelve 
SO Cs ee ee his physical con 
a eee Se the date of his death; knew he was disabled b 
ser vice ice ; 
charge up to the time of his death. He was unable to perform any manual 
SEEEN SSE “ae his wife and family. His wife was 
the main support of the family, excepting what was received from his 
that their means of knowledge was derived from an intimate acquaintance as 
a sess and while occupying the same house with the be mt 
Moses W. Wild, M, D., testifies he is a member of Massachusetts Medical So- 
riety and the Suffolk District Society for at years; eae John Little died from 
the effect of injuries reccived in the war; dier bad been known by him for 


thirteen years, he in this time making him feendly vis visits, looking after his fam- 
ily, secing thatthey and hedidnotsuffer. That soldier went tothe wara strong, 
eg man, where he received a severe shot wound of right thigh about 1 
tee the middle of his groin, near the femoral artery and nerve, the ball 
passin ores. through the thigh. p teny this time up to the day of his death 
is right le; used him much trouble, making it impossible to do hard work, 
such as a la poor man is required to do to support a family. The last three 
cg od deo nie Far “ana tig ‘ht side, an the last year soft- 
ening of the brain made its from time to time he would fall down 
insensible, and in one of those, ts he died before a doctor could be called in. 
Your committee are of opinion a pdr evidence that the gunshot wound of 
the right groin was the cause of the paral ysis of right side whi Ly oon 
into and culminated in softenin ing of the brain and final insensible fits 
idow is old and poor, ng Si had a hard 


ended in death of soldier. The 
priate to keep her family together, is now nearly oe ‘and has at best but a 
few inet to live, TI therefore recommend the passage of the accom- 
pany 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROSINA HEINEMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 1651) for the relief of Rosina Heineman was consid- 
ered.as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of Rosina Heineman, dependent mother of William 
Heineman, formerly a member of Company E, Second Regiment New 
York State Mounted Rifle Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC CARLETON. 


The bill (H. R. 1889) granting a pension to Isaac Carleton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Isaac Carleton, late of Company E, Fifteenth Reg- 
iment Ohio National Guards. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 6, 1886: 


— have examined the same, and report 

in the findings of the report of mined all the facts in this case, and concur 
u e pi 

session (House Report A pests pasos back the bill with a recommendation 


ee oe Ohio National 
3, siea 3,1 Claimant, while a 
member of Company E, Fifteenth O National Guards, and while in line of 
duty near Pomeroy, Ohio, in oer eon pursuing General Morgan, was 
wounded by a buckshot under the left shoulder, was taken prisoner, and 
from said wound claimant has never recovered. The proof shows prior to his 
entry into the saris he wasa man of good, sound physical health, being, when 


enlisted, a 
cation for pension December 20, 1879, ay the same was 


Claimant filed this 
June use claimant was not in the United States service 


's men, 

gan's men: that he has carefully examined 
it, as late as 1, 1882, for disability resulting 

a buckshot wound under left shoulder, and in his opinion claimant was 

iaren ror Nee gage for obtaining his subsistence by manual labor from causes 


This prc gery renova et ae Ip ot wound of the chest. Missile entered on 
lateral aspect of the chest, about 3 es below lower margin of the scapula, 
forward through the Peabo having its exit about 1 inch to the left 

the fourth rib in its passage. 


country’s flag, as m 
States en and in seks eg doi 
While the general pe 


acne ee ofthe claim ur committee are fully oop the o; 
gress should 


claim, yet zo the pAg who is now disabled 
as above a ee 
As Congress has invariably afforded relief in cases of this character, your com- 
mittee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third feading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW T. M’REYNOLDS. 


The bill (S. 2217) for the relief of ay T. McReynolds was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the The preamble recites that An- 
drew T. McReynolds served as captain of Company K, Third Dragoons, 


on Q 
m that Con- 
rom his wounds, 
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United States Army, in Mexico, during the war with that ublic, 
and while acting in squadron with Captain (the late General) Phil. 
Kearny, the usual escort to the general-in-chief, was, on the 20th of 
August, 1847, disabled by a parean wound, in a charge at the gates 
of Mexico, by reason whereof lie was placed on the pension-roll at the 
rate of $25 per month, which pension he continued to receive until the 
15th of June, 1861, when he was mustered into the volunteer service 
as colonel of the First New York (Lincoln) Cay (the first volunteer 
cavalry regiment organized for the late civil war), and served as such 
until the 22d of August, 1864, when he received an honorable discharge, 
during all of which time his pension was withheld from him, amount- 
ing in all to $950, no part of which sum has since been received by 
him. 

The bill directs the Commissioner of Pensions to pay to McReynolds 
$950, taking his receipt therefor in full discharge of the claim. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 6, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2217) for the re- 
lief of Andrew T. McReynolds, have examined the same, and report: 

The principal facts upon which the present claim are based are stated briefly 
in the e of the bill, as follows: 

“Andrew T, McReynolds served as captain of Company K, Third ms, 
United States Army, in Mexico, during the war with that republic, and while 
acting in squadron with Capt. (the late General) Phil. Kearny, the escort 
to the general-in-chief, was, on the 20th day of August, A. D, 1847, disabled by a 
prha der wound,ina at the gates of Mexico, by reason whereof he was 
placed on the pension-roll at the rate of $25 per month, which pension he con- 
tinued to receive until the 15th day of June, A. D. 1861, when he was mustered 
into the volunteer service as colonel of the First New York (Lincoln) Cavalry 
(the first volunteer cavalry regiment organized for the late civil war), and served 
as such until the 22d of August, A. D, 1564, when he received an honorable dis- 
charge, during all of which time his said pension was withheld from him, 
ee in all to the sum of $950, no part of which sum has since been re- 
ceiv m. 

The fact appears from the evidence that notwithstanding his disability, for 
for which he was pensioned, this brave soldier nevertheless volunteered in the 
next great war in which his country became involved, and rendered good and 
efficient service, altho: disabled. This would ap to be an additional 
reason why during the time he was again in the service he should haye drawn 
his pension, instead of being deprived of it during such active service. 

Your committee, therefore, report back the bill and recommend that it do pass. 


Mr. COCKRELL. ‘That seems to be a very peculiar case. I do not 
think it properly belonged to the Committee on Pensions. It is purely 
and essentially a claim, and I do not see how that committee could 
justly and properly take jurisdiction of it. 

If this officer or soldier is entitled to be paid the amount of his pen- 
sion withheld while he was in the service, every other person so situated 
ought to be entitled to it. If the Committee on Pensions had proper 
jurisdiction of this case it seems to me they should have reported gen- 
eral legislation; and if they considered it an individual claim, it ought 
to have gone to the Committee on Claims. 

I think the Committee on Claims is the proper committee for the 
consideration of cases of this kind, and I hope the Senator from New 
Hampshire will consent to have the bill referred to the Committee on 
Claims. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR. Colonel McReynolds was the associate and companion 
of General Kearny in some of the most gallant actions of the Mexican 


war. 

Mr. COCKRELL, There is no question about that. 

Mr. BLAIR. He was always considered as quite the equal of Gen- 
eral Kearny in military capacity, in gallantry, and in service, and their 
names were associated in the Mexican war. As the evidence shows, 
he was disabled by a grapeshot wound in that war, suffered severely, 
and drew a pension down to the war of 1861, but then, notwithstand- 
ing his disability, on account of his great military qualities, upon vol- 
unteering he was accepted in the service, and rendered most valuable 
and efficient service with almost as distinguished honor as in the Mex- 
ican war itself. During this period of time, notwithstanding he en- 
tered the service under disability, and for that reason his service would 
seem to merit increased consideration of a pecuniary character, his pen- 
sion was suspended. He received his pay as an Army officer. He 
discharged his duty as efficiently as any Army officer whatever, and 
he did it under the disability contracted in the Mexican war. 

It seemed to the committee that it was certainly proper that he 
should have received compensation for the disability which he was 
suffering during the time he was discharging these duties. I think 
the Senator himself will admit that there can be no good reason why 
the bill should not be passed and why this man should not receive the 
amount of pension withheld during the time he was in service in the 
last war. 

If that be just, upon a mere question of a technical nature as to what 
committee should consider the question, it would seem to be a little 
hard upon him now at this late period of the session, no question of 
this kind ever having occurred to any one certainly on the committee, 
to send his case to another committee and thus delay the remedy to 
which he is entitled. 

As the Senator sees, this is a Senate bill. It has not been consid- 
ered by the other House as yet, and if it goes to the Committee on 


Claims there will be just so much more delay, I never heard of an- 
other case like this, and I do not believe there is the slightest danger of 
embarrassment to the service from passing this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This claimant has waited twenty-two years. He 
was discharged from the volunteer army in 1864. That was twenty- 
two years ago, and I donot think that much harm could be done by the 
delay which would be caused by areference to the Committee on Claims, ` 

There is force in what the Senator says, but notwithstanding we have 
different committees for the purpose of considering claims and cases and 
bills of different characters and shades and affecting different classes, 

The Senator says that he does not know of any other similar case; I 
could not say that there was any other case, but—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Has the Senator ever considered such a case in the 
Committee on Claims? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not remember considering any such case, 
but the Committee on Claims might have this case and they would make 
an investigation of it,and would probably ascertain whether there were 
any other claims of this classornot. There must have been, in the very 
nature of things, a number of citizens who had been in the service of 
the United States, either as citizens or soldiers, prior to 1861 and who 
after that time enlisted in the Union Army. It must haye been so. 
They all come in the same category; they all come under the same 
law. The law, as I understand it, at that time prohibited any one who 
was entitled to a pension and held an appointment under the Govern- 
ment from receiving both the pension and the salary of the office. The 
esther} the office was received in full for the services while they were 
ren . 

I think it would be far better that the bill should go to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. Some question might arise that we could not see until 
that committee would have an opportunity of investigating it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not intend by what I said by any means to con- 
cede that this was a bill which should go to the Committee on Claims 
in any event. It relates purely and solely to the matter of pensions, a 
pension which this man had been receiving and which for the time be- 
ing was suspended. It seems to me there is no more reason why a bill 
like this should go to that committee than a bill for the restoration of 
one who has been dropped from the rolls to the rolls again. It all re- 
lates to a matter of suspended pensions. 

The question is whether, under the pension laws or under those gen- 
eral considerations which affect the granting of pensions, gallantry of 
service, and the desert of the applicant, this pension should be restored. 
It is a pension matter pure and simple, and went properly, I think, to 
the Committee on Pensions orginally. 

In regard to this man there is a great deal of evidence with which 
the report might have been encumbered—record evidence of his very 
distinguished service. I am not aware, nor is the Senator, for he states 
no instance, of asingle other case where a man suffering from disability 
entered the service during the late war. There may have been other 
cases, but they must have been exceedingly rare or they would have 
come to our attention, I think the Senator’s assumption that there 
may have been many cases of this kind is without probable proof. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is the case of General Shields, a somewhat 
notorious case, drawing a pension, and who was also in the Union 
Army after drawing it. . 

Mr. BLAIR. This man’s service was as deserving as that of Gen- 
eral Shields. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
is the bill (S. 714) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 


A bill (H. R. 473) granting a pension to William Boone; 

‘A bill (H. R. 556) granting a pension to Bridget Sherlock; 

A bill (H. R. 599) granting a pension to Mrs. Honorah Maloney; 
A bill (H. R. 601) granting a pension to Alonzo V. Richards; 

A bill (H. R. 607) granting a pension to Janet E. B. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1106) granting a pension to Mary B. Carll; 

A bill (H. R. 1252) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Smalley; 
A bill (H. R. 2070 ting a pension to William Paugh; 

A bill (H. R. ot ‘or the relief of Silas Corzatt; 

A bill (H. R. 3321) for the relief of Samuel C. Fisher; 

A bill (H. R. 3478) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo May- 
A bill (H. R. 3741) granting a pension to Emeline Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 3753) granting a pension to John D. James; 

A bill (H. R. 4134) for the relief of M: b Callanan; 

A bill (H. R. 4586) for the relief of Nathan Hildabrant; 

A bill (H. R. 4884) granting a pension to Rose A. McManus; 

A bill (H. R. 4903) granting a pension to Christian Smarzo; 

A bill (H. R. 4905) granting a pension to Aaron C. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 4977) granting a pension to James N. Hair; 
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5085) for the relief of Mary Hill; 
. granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Bell; 
5937) granting a pension to Sarah G 
granting a pension to Lucy Ann rew; 
bill (H. R. rect to increase the pension of Isaac N. Hawkins; 
A bill (H. R. 5789) to amend section 2552 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; and 
A bill (H. R. 6661) to provide for closing up the business and paying 
the expenses of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and 
for other purposes. 
MRS. ELLEN M. BOGGS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). The Chair 
lays before the Senate the bill (S. 722) for increase of pension to Mrs. 
Ellen M. which has been returned from the House of Repre- 
sentatives at the request of the Senate for correction. The Chair asks 
& ee consent of the Senate to have the mistake corrected in 

e bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the mistake? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mistake is in one letter in the 
bill in the name ‘‘Brenton.’’ ‘The correction is to strike out “‘ Bien- 
ton” and insert ‘‘Brenton;”’ so as to read ‘‘ widow of William Bren- 
ton Boggs.’? By unanimous consent the correction will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that a House bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a Senate bill recalled from the 
House for the purpose of making a correction. The bill stands passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So I understand. 

SAMUEL HANSON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill (S. 356) granting a pension to Samuel Hanson, returned from the 
House of Representatives at the request of the Senate. The question 
is on the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 
another bill, a House bill, having been in place of it. If there 
be no objection, the Senate bill will be postponed indefinitely. The 
Chair hears none, and that order is made. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 714) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
thoughout the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make a suggestion, which I make at the in- 
stance of the President of the Senate. An order was made that the 
bill should be read section by section foramendments, every member of 


the Senate however to have the right to go back at any time to a passed 


section; butthe President of the Senate that it would be prob- 
ably much more convenient to the Senate to have the bill read straight 
through and then have the amendments moved in the ordinary way. 
Therefore I ask leave to have the former order rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the order 
will be rescinded and the bill will be read through. The reading of the 
bill will be proceeded with. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that it will not be in order to offer 
amendments as the reading proceeds? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be first read through. 

Mr. HOAR. And then amendments may be offered. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill at section 13 and 
read to the end of section 30. 


Mr. GEORGE. Is the reading now going on ag the purpose of | 


amendments to the various sections as they are 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is understood that the bill will 
first be read through, and it will then be open for amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The President of the Senate desired that course to be 

ursued. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wanted to know what the order was. The bill is 
to be read through first before any amendments are offered? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the adie of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to make two merely formal amendments. 

I move to add as section 109 these words: 

Sec. 109. This act shall be known as the bankruptcy act of 1886. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. Insection 106 there is a blank left in the print in lines 
4and 5. I wish to amend so as to insert after the word “ on,” inline 
4, the words ‘‘ the 1st day of April,” and after ‘‘ eighteen hundred and 
eighty” to insert ‘“‘ seven,” as the time when the act shall go into full 
operation. The section will then read: 


Sec. 106. That this act shall take effect as tothe eg of commissioners 
and ponso and the promulgation of rules upon and shall go 
into full operation on the Ist day of April, 1887, and no ae aes hall be deemed 
to have earned any salary excepting from and after said last-mentioned day. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
TAXATION OF RAILROAD-GRANT LANDS, : 
Mr. VAN WYCK. With the consent of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts in charge of this bill I ask that the bill be laid aside tempo- 


rarily so that the Senate may resume the consideration of Senate bill 
1812, Calendar number 313. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation 
of railroad-grant lands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the bill now? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Simply to tax railroad-grant lands, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereis an amendment pending, pro- 
_— by the Senator from. Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], which will be 


The CHIEF CLERK. In line 12 of section 1, after the word ‘‘ pro- 
vide” and before the colon, the amendment is to insert the words: 

And to all liens of the United States, all mortgages of the United States,and 
all rights of the United States in respect to such lands. 

So as to read: 


That any such Jand sold for taxes shall be taken by the purchaser subject to 
the lien for costs of surveying, selecting, and conveying, to be paid in such man- 
ner as the recseryets of the Interior may hee ¢ rule provide, and to arn liens of the 
United States, all po. ig eal of the United States, and all rights of the United 
States in respect of su 


The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that the bill relating to the taxation of 
land-grant railroads has been called u 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That i is the bill under consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a bill that I opposed the other day, and I gave 
my reasons for opposition to it. Ido not care to consume the time of 
the Senate any further, but I should like the Senator from Nebraska 
to accept an amendment which I suggested the other day. I have not 
the papers here now, as the bill has come up unexpectedly. Iask the 
Senator to accept the amendment offered by me the other day provid- 
ing that upon any sale of these lands for non-payment of taxes the 
United States may become a purchaser, and that in case of the pur- 
chase by the United States, on the United States, paying the tax the 
lands shall revert to the, public domain, to be disposed of under the 
laws appertaining thereto. I apprehend—though my apprehensions 
may be unfounded—that otherwise these lands will in vast quantities 
fall into the hands of unscrupulous speculators. That fear, in my be- 
lief, is largely the source of the repulsion to the bill. 

By virtue of this amendment the country itself may purchase these 
lands upon the payment of the taxes, and having purchased them they 
shall revert to the common mass of public janis to be of 
under the homestead and other laws that now prevail to prevent their 
aggregation in immense individual ownership, which I look upon as 
one of the crying evils already in our country, and which ought to be 
checked even in the older and longer-settled portions of the Union, and 
certainly in the Territories and in States which are comparatively of 
recent establishment something should be done to prevent the accumu- 
lation of these lands in the hands of individuals. 

In my own State I know that there is not such a great deal of land. 
Nevertheless the acquisition by tax titles of the unoccupied lands of the 
States has been a very seriousevil. In these Territories where so much 
of this land is available for cultivation it seems to me that the bill itself 
under the circumstances is injudicious; but at all events, unless we do 
guard the provisions of the bill in such a way that the land shall come 
from the railroads to the general mass or fund of public lands in the 
possession of the United States, we shall increase an evil already almost 
Sa ievous to be borne. 

ope the Senator will accept my amendment. 

Mn VAN WYCK. The Senator will have his amendment reduced 
to writing. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not the papers here. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think there will be no objection to the Senator 
proposing his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That at any sale of lands under the provisions of this act the United 
States may become a preferred purchaser—— 

Mr. HARRISON. What does the Senator mean by that? 

Mr. BLAIR. I mean at the same price that is offered by others the 
United States shall take the land. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will resume the read- 
ing of the amendment. 

TheCHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is toadd the following: 


Provided, That at any sale of lands under the provisions of this act the United 
States may become a preferred purchaser, and in such case the lands sold shall 
be restored to the public Tai and disposed of ag now provided by the laws 
relating thereto. 


Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator accept the amendment ? 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I have no objection to the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BLAIR. There was another amendment I suggested, to insert 
as additional sections the following: 
Sec. —. That no natural person or poen or partnership shall hereafter ac~ 
quire, hold, or Ceot. either ese virtue of the laws g to the disposition of the 
ublic lands, or by grant, ssoanuent, urchase, descent, or by any other method 
by whieh title to and m may be acquired, more than 320 acres o agricultural lands 


nor more acres of any description of lands which shall belong to the 
public domain, on orafter the passage of this act; and hereafter all patents and 
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evidences of title to any ion of the public domain to. which this act shall ap- 
ply shall recite the provisions hereof. 
ec. —. That all lands acquired, held, or owned in violation of the provisions 
of this act shall be forfeited to the United States, and it shall be the duty of the 
Attorney-General to enforce every such forfeiture by due process of law. 

That amendment perhaps would not be as necessary as the other, be- 
cause it would become, as I conceive, the duty of the United States to 
purchase these lands in every instance and return them to the public 
domain; and if that be so, and in consequence these lands be disposed 
of under the homestead and pre-emption act—probably under the home- 
stead act, as the pre-emption act is likely to be repealed, a bill being 
pending in the Senate at the present time for that purpose—then of 
course the land will go for homesteads, and I do not think it would be 
worth while to fix a limitation to govern for all time on these particu- 
lar lands unless there be a general provision applying to all public 
lands hereafter disposed of, which I believe would be a good thing to 
do, so that the public lands forever hereafter should be disposed of in 
small quantities, and that they should be forever hereafter held in 
small quantities, no larger than the original ones, in 160 acres, or some 
subdivision thereof. Of course I refer to agricultural lands. 

There are considerations I amaware thatattach tosome of these lands 
in the West by reason of their lack of value until irrigation is provided 
on a large scale, that may make it proper to consider a proposition of 
this kind somewhat further; but in some way, I think, irrigation hav- 
ing been provided at the general public charge, the amount of land that 
is occupied by any one individual, the substantial control and income 
of which is made available by any one individual, should be limited to 
a small quantity. I had some data—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator wants time to get his amendments in 


shape—— 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will excuse me a moment I have a list 
of the amendments; but my documents and my facts, my referencesand 
my magnificent argument, that the Senator from Nebraska has had no- 
tice of, are not at hand, because the bill has come up unexpectedly. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator will allow me to offer a slight 
amendment, and he can resume his afterward. I do not care to do it 
unless it is convenient to the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR, I would ask the Senator from Nebraska—for I wish to 
offer no captious opposition to his bill—is not the evil which he aims 
at located in the States of Kansas and Nebraska almost wholly? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the will send for a petition pre- 
sented by the Senator from Michigan . PALMER] a few days ago, 
which was ordered to lie on the table, as this bill was under considera- 
tion, it will be seen where the evil prevails. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator object to the amendment? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will theSecretary please send for that petition? 
The Senator from New Hampshire has asked whether this docs not 
apply exclusively to the States of Kansas and Nebraska. I desire to 
say to the Senator that that is not so. There are other States, and 
nearly every Territory is affected by this tion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to press the amendment if the Senator 
assures me that the evil is in those other localities, Therefore I shall 


not offer it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Isupposed that the Senator desired to inquire 
what the evils were. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam aware that they exist beyond those States. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. All the Territories, I think every one, and at 
least half a dozen States have suffered to a very great extent by reason 
of these corporations being allowed to shirk their honest responsibility 


of taxation upon real estate over which their title is absolute, which 


for years they have mortgaged and which for years they have held in 
the market and partly disposed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam aware that there is a reply made to that. I do 
not know which position is correct—that of the Senator or those who 


oppose it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Senator asks the question, I hope he will 
be patient enough to hear the full answer—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I have got the full answer. If there is more, I am 
willing to listen. Does the Senator wish to say anything more on that 
point? Iam always edified by his elucidations. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No, sir; Ido not understand the Senator’s point. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam always edified by the Senator’s elucidation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Itrustso. Iam trying to do that and instruct 
as far as I am able to do so. ; 

Mr. BLAIR, The gentleman has great capacity in that respect. 

Mr. President, I move-one other amendment to be added to the last: 

And provided further, That the valuation of said lands upon which the same 


shall be subjected to taxation shall be subject to revision by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 


I do not care to trouble the Senate with any further amendments if 
this is adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. TELLER. There can be no reason in the world that I can im- 
agine why it should be adopted. A citizen of New York who owns 
land in the Territory of Dakota is subject when it comes to a question 
of taxation to the authorities of Dakota. If anybody can give meany 


reason why a railroad company should have any further or greater 
rights than the citizens of the States I should be glad to hear it. 

Mr. BLAIR. These lands are mainly in the Territories. 

Mr. TELLER. I know they are largely in the Territories. It can 
not be supposed by anybody that there could be any interference by 
the Secretary of the Interior with assessments in a State. But why 
not apply to a railroad company the same rule you apply toa citizen? 
This is the railroad company’s land. It has got all that it is necessary 
to get to enable it to receive the value of its land. It sells the land. 
For thousands and tens of thousands of acres the companies have re- 
ceived the benefit of the title given them by the United States, and yet 
they decline to pay the few cents an acre that are required to be paid 
to complete and perfect the title; that is, they decline to pay for the 
surveys for the express purpose of keeping them out of the tax-lists of 
the Territories. 

The man who goes upon the alternate section of Government land 
and makes his title pays taxes upon the soil. The man who buys of 
the railroad company by the side of him holds it for an indefinite length 
of time and does not pay any tax atall. It is giving to the railroad 
companies a value to their land that they are not entitled to have by 
exempting it from taxation or by allowing a different rule in this case 
from what is applied to the citizen who owns land by the side of it, 
whether he happens to be a non-resident or a resident. 

Why should the Secretary of the Interior interfere any more to pro- 
tect a great, strong railroad corporation that is being unjustly and un- 
duly assessed by a Territory than he should to protect the hardy settler 
who ison the publicland? It does not appear to me that we ought to 
put in a provision of this kind in the bill. There is not any reason to 
suppose that the Territories will unduly tax these lands. The railroad 
companies have got their title to many acres of them. They are pay- 
ing taxes on all which they have a patent for, and nobody that I have 
heard of complains of an undue assessment either by State or by Terri- 
tory upon these railroad companies. Let the railroad companies alone 
to take care of themselves. ‘They are as able to battle with the au- 
thorities of the Territories as the settler is; and if the Secretary of the 
Interior is not to interfere to protect the man who has a lowly cabin on 
160 acres, I do not think he ought to interfere to protect a great big 
corporation that has millions of acres of the public lands that for years 
it has withheld from the tax-lists, in many instances having derived the 
full benefit of the grant by sale and payment—by sale to the settler and 
payment from the settler. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s remarks apply to but a very small por- 
tion of the lands that are to be affectet by the of this bill, and, 
as I understood and still believe, the evil that is sought to be remedied 
is confined almost wholly to the States of Nebraska and Kansas. It 
may exist to a very slight degree in the State of Colorado. But the 
scope and purpose of this bill, or one thing that as I understand can be 
done by it and almost certainly will be done, will be the forced sale of 
the vast mass of the as yet unimproved land grants which are in the 

ion in law of the railroads to besure, but which are nevertheless 
now and likely to be in many instances for years to come in precisely 
the same condition as the adjoining public land, unimproved and un- 
improvable, but yet the basis of the credit upon which these railroads 
were built, and a source of no income, and for years hence not likely to 
be the source of any income whatever. 

So the imposition upon these lands (many of which will not sell for 
25 cents an acre to-day) of a very slight tax to be paid year after year, 
with no income existing out of which to pay the tax, must result in 
rigena the forfeiture of these lands and vesting the title in some- 

yelse; and all through Montana, and Dakota, and Washington Ter- 
ritories, and in New Mexico and Arizona, and in the Territory of Utah, 
and in some of the Pacific States, perhaps in every one of them, these 
lands are likely to be, to use a homely expression, gobbled up by specu- 
lators and held indefinitely for higher prices in the future. They will 
obtain them for a song, as we know that the ee Pacific railroads, 
every one of them, or nearly every one of them, is embarrassed by debt, 
finding it impossible to Day any income whatever upon the cost that 
built them originally, hardly able to meet their fixed charges on their 
bonds and mo and probably some of them will ultimately fall ` 
into the hands of the United States, unless the United States may con- 
sider it cheaper to forfeit its claim rather than be embarrassed with the 
property. 

Under these circumstances it is not exactly the thing, as it strikes me, 
to pass alaw which givesan unlimited power of taxation in these com- 
paratively unpopulated communities when a county is organized hav- 
ing all the powers of taxation which belong to anolder and well-ordered 
community—it is hardly the thing to give such bodies the power tofix 
high valuations on these lands, and so a resulting tax that is likely 
to result in forcing the title from the companies whose basis of credit 
these same lands now are, and into somebody else. 

As I said before, the adoption of the amendment which I first moved 
will, in my own mind, remove the great part of this apprehended evil, be- 
cause I should consider it the duty of the Government officers to reach 
all these lands by the payment of the taxes and thus to return them to 
the public domain. A part of the evil will thus be obviated, but if 
that be done it seems to me—and it seems to me in any event—in all 
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these communities which are as yet very sparsely aei and where 
the evil of which I speak is very likely to exist there should be some 
provision made to guard against an excessive valuation, so that if it be 
thought desirable for the corporations to retain their land they can do so. 
Iam not very particular about this amendment. It struck me asa 
good amendment and I think it can do no harm to the bill and is 
likely to do it much benefit. Isimply ask the sense of Senators, and 


leave the matter. 

Mr. TELLER. When the honorable Senator says that this bill is 
only to affect Kansas and Ne to be mild he displays a great 
lack of acquaintance with the facts. I venture to assert that it affects 
more land to-day in the State of Colorado than it does in Kansas, or in 
Nebraska either, as the Senator from Nebraska suggests. It affects 
lands in Kansas, in Colorado, in Nebraska, in Montana, in Washing- 
ton, in Oregon, in California, in Nevada, in Wyoming, in New Mexico, 
and in Arizona. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then the Senator understands that it covers every 
acre of land grants which have been made over by the United States 
to various corporations. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that it covers all the land grants that 
the companies are entitled to and have acquired by virtue of a com- 
pliance with the statutes of the United States with respect thereto; 
and I do not know any rule of ethics or law or morals that justifies a 
railroad company in escape from taxation and puts it upon the settler. 
I do not care if it is in failing circumstances; I do not care if it isa 
brankrupt railroad; that has nothing to do with it. 

The first duty of every citizen is to pay taxes to the State in which 
he lives, That duty is exacted of the poorest man in the community 
who has a cow or an ox aes land. Why it should not be ex- 
acted of a railroad company I am yet to learn. 

These railroad companies have for years, as I say, declined to dis- 
charge an express duty imposed upon them by law as a condition to 
taking these lands; and theSupreme Court says that because they have 
so declined, the State and the Territory shall not have the benefit of 
taxing the lands. They will not build school-houses with their taxes; 
they will not carry on municipal affairs of the State or Territory be- 
cause they decline to pay; and the Senator says that in these unsettled 
communities things are not as determinate and as settled as in some 
other sections and they are liable to be imposed upon. It is not true. 

It is not true of the people who have settled these Western Territo- 
ries that they have taken any advantage of the non-resident who owns 
land in their midst. Those States as they came into the Union made 
a contract not to do that, but if they had not made such a contract it 
would not have been dene, If anybody can tell me why they should 
not bear their part of the burden I should like to have him do it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill yield for a question. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator believe that there would have been 
one dollar of the capital that has gone into the construction of these 
roads and has made the communities of which he speaks ‘possible, in- 
vested on the faith of these railroad grants, if it had been the under- 
standing or the belief that even in the remotest future, until those in- 
cumbrances were paid, one dollar would be collected from the lands. 

Mr. TELLER. In the first place these railroad companies are not 
auna to the credit of having settled up a great portion of the West. 

t out there hundreds and in some cases thousands of miles be- 
aie railroads and established flourishing communities. I have seen 
in the mountain regions 600 miles from a railroad a community that 
would do credit to New England. I have secn 400 miles beyond that 
a settlement vigorous, Ng ra intelligent, fall of that 
went to make a country desirable. 
the credit of having settled this country. The people in many instances 
went there and established themselves before the railroads came. We 
had a flourishing community in Colorado when there was nota railroad 
within 600 miles of us. 

We carted everything across the plains and we maintained a govern- 
ment there that would be a credit fo any people in the world. When 
these companies came there they brought us some advan’ 
and they took from us corresponding and compensatory advantages to 
them. We maintained and we supported them; we have enabled them 
to pay dividends, and we have kept them running. We have been 
willing and glad to do it. We have borne our part of the burden of 
building up a State, and we insist that they shall do their part, and 
that they shall not be permitted under this system to say to ong man 
‘‘ live on that section of land without paying taxes,” while his neigh- 
bor who lives on the adjoining section pays taxes. 
ode Senator asks, do you believe anybody could have built the 

s—— 

Mr. BLAIR. No, that people would have invested their money. 

Mr. TELLER. Wouldanybody have invested money and built the 
roads, asks the Senator, if it was understood that these lands were to be 
taxed. Everybody understood 'that they were to be taxed. Every- 
body understood that these lands were to be taxed. Ownership means 
taxation. Does the Senator pretend to say that when these grants were 
made it was contemplated by any living person that they were to es- 
cape taxation? Notat all. It was understood that they should be 


are not entitled to’ 


taxed and it was provided that they should pay for the surveys, and it 
was never anticipated by anybody that they would make a refasal to 
pay the excuse for escaping taxation. 

‘When the Senator says that these people would not have put their 
money in if they had supposed they were to pay taxes, let me ask did 
they not know that they were to pay taxes on therailroad? Did they 
not know that they were to pay taxes on their locomotives? Why then 
not pay taxes on their lands? I know some of the companies have 
paid the costs of survey, and some of the companies have taken their 
titles in accordance with the law; but others have not so done. It is 
to reach the cases where they studiously avoid paying their taxes that 
this bill is introduced. 

Mr. of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Colorado a question. Ousht there to be any difference made in theleg- 
islation in regard to these companies who have paid for surveying the 
lands and those companies that have not? 

Mr. TELLER. Tf the they have paid the money or made a tender they 
are taxable now. In other words, the railroad companies that have 
been honest, bona jide observers of the law are now taxed. The railroad 
companies that have escaped the law and have declined to discharge an 
obligation imposed on them by the statute are the ones who are escap- 
in; 


g- 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The Senator does not understand me. 
This bill is designed mainly to relieve the governments in the Territo- 
rea from the effect of a decision of the Supreme Court of the United 

tates. 

Mr. TELLER. A recent decision. Unsurveyed lands can not be 
taxed and are not taxed in any of the communities. 

Mr. of Oregon. I ask the Senator at what particular 
point it is proper to commence taxation of the lands by the States and 
Territories, and at what point the transfer of lands from the Govern- 
ment takes effect? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think I quite understand the question. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. A grant is made in presenti, for in- 
stance, to a railroad company. By the failure of the company to per- 
form a condition subsequent the grant is forfeited, or if the company 
fulfills the condition the grant becomes effective. Now, at what time 

properly should these lands be taxed by the States and Territories; from 
the date of the grant, or from the date of the compliance with the con- 
dition, or from the date of the issuance of the patent? Is there any par- 
ticular point where it would be proper to Ee taxation, or more 
proper than it would at any other particular poin 

Mr. TELLER. Ifthe A ae et that ends the 
nn ai and there is no necessity for tion. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I understand that. 

Mr. TELLER. I will come to your question. If they have paad 
for the surveys, then there is no question; thatis the end of that poin 
Now, when are they to pay taxes? They will not be taxed until noe 
this bill passes. They will not be taxed except in cases where the 
company has not become the owner in the strict sense of the term. 
Now the companies are not the owners because they have not paid the 
paltry sum of 2 or 3 cents an acre for the cost of survey. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The Senator will ay that lam 
not opposing the taxation of the land. Iam in favor of some proper 
bill for that purpose. Iam only making certain suggestions that oc- 
eurred to me as proper. 

Mr. TELLER. This bill in substance provides that where they have 
earned the land and nothing remains for them to do but to pay this 
sum that they are bound to pay, the land shall be taxable, and that it 
may be taxable notwithstanding they decline to pay. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to ask 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask whether he is quitesure that the first clauses 
of this bill will operate precisely in the way that he has just now so 
properly stated ? 

. TELLER, I think they will. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And when a railroad has earned the land and is 
entitled to it so that it can dispose of it, and fails to do what is neces- 
sary in the payment of the cost of taking out its patent it should be 
taxed, to which I entirely - I ask whether the bill does not go 
further in cases put as I shall state. Iam told that in one instance— 
I do not know whether it is true, but I believe it to be trne—one land- 
grant railroad company in this country has always paid the costs, paid 
its money in advance for the costs, wanted to get its land and could not 
getits patent for the reason that the Department says it is so far behind; 
that years and years have gone by in a great number of cases and the 
company can not get its patent and it will not undertake to puta set- 
tler on until it can sell him the land fair and square. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not suppose, and itis not intended by this bill 
and it isnot the theory of the people who demand this, that they shall 
wait for a patent. Whenever it has been put in the power of a railroad 
company by discharging the obligation imposed upon it by law, which 
is to pay for the survey—and it is provided that this money that they 
pay in is to be used for making the surveys—to get title, that land be- 
comes taxable. 
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a title? 

Mr. TELLER. It can get the land. The law presumes the com- 
panies can get the land and they can sell it from that hour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But have they a title? 

Mr. TELLER. They have a title; certainly they have a title. The 
Supreme Court has d again and again that it is a grant in pre- 
senti, They are the owners, and if there is an exception to it I do not 
know of the railroad. There may be an exception; Iam told there is 
one in California; but it is the only exception, I will venture to say, 
where they do not treat that land as absolutely theirs as if they had 
the patent. I can point to the honorable Senator land worth $100 an 
acre that has not paid a cent of taxes, and it has been worth that for 
years. I can show the Senator land that is very valuable, owned by a 
railroad company which they could take their patent for to-morrow, 
but they do not choose to take it. Why? Because they wish to reserve 
it for higher prices for speculation. 

There is not the slightest danger under this bill that any railroad 
company will be improperly interfered with. There seems to me to be 
on the floor of the Senate an undue anxiety to take care of the railroad 
companiesjustnow. Let them alone to take care of themselves. There 
is not a railroad company in this country, however bankrupt it may be, 
that can not bring to its aid the best legal talent in America. I have 
noticed that they always have money enough to get the best lawyers 
in the land for any purpose; and if there is any attempt to unduly and 
improperly and illegally tax them they will find it out and the courts 
will give them proper redress. It is a question that concerns a goes 
many communities. It may seem to some Senators who have 
brought up in communities where they found everything made to their 
hand, it may seem to Senators who have lived where the country has 
been settled for a hundred years, that it is a matter of very little con- 
cern who pays the tax. They ought to remember that the people who 
go out and settle in the West are poor people, and when they are called 
upon to build school-houses and court-houses and maintain order and 
society they are entitled to call for assistance upon everybody who has 
got an acre of land that can be made available; and if the settler ek 
upon his little quarter-section and his cabin and his few cattle, I do 
not see any reason why the great railroad companies should not pay, 
and I do not think you need call upon the Secretary of the Interior to 
protect them. They will take care of themselves, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr, President, listening to the remarks made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, I ascertained that some amendments 
have been adopted to the bill, and I ascertained at the desk that one 
offered by himself had been adopted, which is as follows: 

Provided further, That at any sale of lands under the provisions of this act the 
United States may become a preferred purchaser, and in such case the lands sold 
shall be restored to the public domain and disposed of as now provided by the 
laws relating thereto. 

I should like to inquire if that amendment is now subject to amend- 
ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be the subject 
of amendment in the Senate. ; 

Mr. DOLPH. It seems to me that there should be an amendment 
that if the lands are not redeemed they should be restored, so that it 
would not look like an attempt to restore to the public domain any 
lands that happen to be sold for taxes. It is well known and is the case 
in all the Western States that whenever any land is sold for taxes itis 
subject to redemption within a given time, and a deed for the property 
is not given by the tax-collector to the tax-sale purchaser until after 
the time for redemption has expired. To make this amendment in 
harmony with the laws of the States and Territories where these lands 
are situated such a modification a to be made. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would be glad if by unanimous consent these words 
could be considered in ted in the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see about that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon will send 
his proposition to the desk. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. HOAR. Before my friend proceeds I wish to ask for a unani- 
mous consent. I desire to make a request of the Senate in regard to 
the order of business, 

It is understood that to-morrow is set apart for the funeral eulogies 
of our deceased colleague, Mr. MILLER, of California. Monday is 
Decoration Day. Iam myself very desirous of going home to Massa- 
chusetts, and the only obstacle is the necessity for taking care of the 
bankruptcy bill, which will come up on Friday, if the Senate shall sit 
on that day, which is yet undetermined. I desire, therefore, to ask 
unanimous consent that the bankruptcy bill, which is now the unfin- 
acta oes: may be the unfinished business on Tuesday next at 2 
oc 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts ? ` 

Mr. HOAR. The bill being postponed until that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE It is proposed that the bankruptcy 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. But on what principle if the company can not get 


May 26, 


bill be postponed until Tuesday next at 2 o'clock, and be the unfinished 
business at that time. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 


TAXATION OF RAILROAD-GRANT LANDS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxa- 
tion of railroad-grant lands, and for other purposes, is before the Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I was about to say that as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands I joined in the report of this bill. Iam in favor 
of removing, so far as the rights of the United States are concerned, 
every obstacle to the taxation of railroad lands whenever they ought in 
justice to be taxed. I recognize the fact that the present condition of 
affairs works a great injustice to the people of the Western States and 
Territories which ought to be remedied. Whenever railroad lands are 
improved and cultivated, whenever they have been sold and are occu- 
pied and are situated in organized counties they ought to be taxed as 
well as the even sections to which title has been acquired under the 
pre-emption and homestead laws. But I have heard so much said upon 
this question of taxation in regard to the conduct of the railroad com- 
panies in the matter of the payment of costs of the survey of their lands, 
and have heard the statement so often repeated that they refuse to 
accept title to their lands in order that they may avoid taxation, that 
knowing something of the facts in to at least one company, I de- 
sire to correct some statements which I think are mistakes. 

I introduced a resolution in this body, which was adopted, calli 
for information from the Secretary of the Interior, and hold in my han 
his reply, which I will refer to presently. 

This question of taxation stands as follows; In 1862 a grant of land 
was made to the Union Pacific Railroad Company, or what was after- 
ward known as the Kansas Pacific, of alternate sections on each side of 
the located line of their road within given limits. The act did not 
provide for the payment of the cost of surveying, selecting, and patent- 
ing the lands by the company. 

In 1864 an amendatory act was passed increasing the grant and con- 
ferring some valuable additional concessions upon the company, and 
providing that before patents for the granted lands should issue the 
company, should pay the cost of selecting, surveying, and patenting the 


In the case of the Railroad Company vs. Prescott, 16 Wallace, 603, 
in the Supreme Court of the United States it was held that the lien of 
the United States for the cost of surveying the lands was such an in- 
terest in the lands that they could not be sold fortaxes. That decision 
was followed subsequently by the Supreme Court in another case. 

The case of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company was entirely dif- 
ferent. There was no provision in the charter of the company requir- 
ing the payment by the company of the cost of selecting, surveying, and 
patenting its lands, but this provision was contained in the charter: 


That the President of the United States shall cause the lands to be surveyod 
for 40 miles in width on both sides of the entire line of said road, after the gen- 
bk route shall be fixed, and as fast as may be required by the construction of 


The United States has always surveyed the public domain at its own 
cost. When the bill incorporating the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany was pending in the Senate Senator Harlan offered an amendment, 
which was adopted, which required the railroad company to pay the 
cost of surveying, selecting, and conveying itsland, but the House re- 
fused to concur in the amendment, and the committee of conference 
os, Sat that the Senate should recede, which was done. 

1870, inthesundry civil appropriation bill, I think, forthe year end- 
ing July 1, 1871, a provision was inserted requiring all railroad companies 
to pay the cost of surveying, selecting, and conveying their lands before 

tents should issue, The Northern Pacific Railroad Company did not 
believe that that was a constitutional enactment. They believed it was 
in violation of the vested rights conferred upon them by their charter, 
and it was so held in the case of Cass County vs. Donlus Momson, a 
purchaser of lands from the railroad company, in 28 Minnesota Re- 
ports, 257. In this case the act requiring the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company to pay the cost of surveying its land was held to be unconsti- 
tutional. 

Thus the law stood when the Interior Department made an order that 
the company should pay the costs of surveying lands which had already 
been patented to the company. After some little controversy the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company determined to pay such costs under 
protest, notwithstanding they believed that the'act requiring them to do 
so was unconstitutional. 

I hold in my hand a letter from the Secretary of the Interior in re- 
sponse to the resolution referred to, accompanied by a communication 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, answering the several 
matters contained in the resolution, in which itis stated that the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company has selected 7,903,026.25 acres of land 
within its granted limits, that is the lands in place, and has selected 
3,343,395.07 acres of indemnity land, making a total of 11,246,421.32 ` 
acres, and that there has-been surveyed to this date within the limits 
of the grant only 21,732,542 acres. He further states: 

The cost of surveying, amounting to $42,686.50, has been paid by said company 


on 1,131,224.19 acres, of which 746,589.52 acres have been patented to the company 
and 384,634.67 acres have not been patented. 
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He says: 

Th lati f this office make th: $ of the cost of sel: 
dition TOR SAADE tothe pe Seain of the ii Si pirn naras by the roe ge teed 
hence the number of acres selected (11,246,421.32 iat is the number of acres 
for which the cost of selecting and listing has been paid. 

The cost of patenting is assessed at the rate of 30 cents per 100 words (15 for 
writing and 15 for recording),and $1 for the seal of the office,and is payable 
when patent is ready for delivery. The cost of patenting, amounting to $168.95, 
has been paid on all the patented lands, viz, 746,589.52 acres, 

It appears therefore from the report of the Secretary of the Interior 
that the company has paid the cost of patenting all the lands that have 
been patented to it. He says: 

No patents are ready for delivery— 

Let it be understood that while there had been less than three-quar- 
ters of a million of acres patented and over 11,000,000 selected, no pat- 
ents are ready for delivery. 


No patents are ready for delivery, as the issue of patents to said com y is, 
and has been for several years, suspended on account of the failure of the com- 
pany to locate and construct the road within the time required by the granting 
act. 


In other words, the Department has for several years declined to issue 
patents to the company because it was understood by the Department 
they have failed to construct the road as required in the granting act. 

The Commissioner further says: 


Said company has not at any time after rear, bape of the readiness of this 
office to issue patents directly to pay cost of survey and patent, but 
it did fail to make its selections, and thereby to put this office in a position of 
readiness to issue patents. 

Now he specifies the general charge: 


It could at any time between 1873 and 1880 have received patents for its lands 
in Minnesota, and, as fast as surveyed, east of the Missouri River in Dakota, had 
it made its selections and paid the fees. 


And this notwithstanding there are lists of selections aggregating ten 
millions of acres in the General Land Office unapproved. 

He furnishes also a list of the lands which have been patented to the 
company, from which it will appear that no patents have been issued 
to the company since October 13, 1873, nearly thirteen years, except 
for three thousand and sixteen and a fraction acres situated in Wash- 
ington Territory. 

This communication also contains the correspondence, and all the cor- 
respondence, between the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and the 
Inteflor Department in regard to this subject. 

Mr. TELLER. What document is that? 

Mr. DOLPH. It is Executive Document.No. 126 of this session. 

On page 13 of this document is found a letter written by the general 
counsel of the company to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
dated April 3, 1882, concerning this matter of the payment of the costs 
for the survey of the lands. This controversy was concerning the pay- 
ment of costs for lands which had already been patented by the Inte- 
rior Department to the company without the costs having been paid 
and without their having been demanded. Mr. Gray, the company’s 
counsel, says: 

Your letter above mentioned— 

That is, a letter dated on the 29th of March, this having been written 
April 3 of the same year— 

Your letter above mentioned is the first demand or request received directly 


or indirectly from oy cone for such payment, and is the first intimation 


that it would be requ or expected to be made. Since receipt of your letter 


on Saturday last the subject has had due and respectful consideration. 


That was written, as I have said, on the 3d of April, 1882. Con- 
tained in the same document, and on page 21, I find copies of resolu- 
tions passed by the company, which appear to be on file in the General 
Land Office. They were passed on the 16th day of November, 1882, 
the following November after this correspondence in April, and are as 
follows: 


is a copy, 
dae d 


granted to it by Sone ddaa to aid in the construction of the road, as 

, and the president is hereby requested and instructed to 

ecessary steps to be taken to obtain parae ie ¢ reason of constructed 

road heretofore approved by the President of the United States, and from time 
to time hereafter as constructed road shall be so approved. And it is further 

Resolved, That the president be, and he is hereby, authorized and instracted 

to cause to be paid into the Treasury of the United States the cost of surveying, 

selecting, and conveying said lands from time to time as such patents are issued 

or applied for, and that he make such payment either under or without protest, 

as he may deem best for the interests of the company. 

In calling attention to this correspondence between the Interior De- 
partment and this company I do not do it for the purpose of reflecting 
upon the office. I will not say that if I had held an executive office 
like that held by the Secretary of the Interior I myself would not have 

ded action in regard to the patenting of these lands. I am find- 
ing no fault with any Secretary of the Interior or any Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. Iam merely stating the fact as it exists. I 
must infer from this letter (I must take this letter as conclusive upon 
this matter, which contains all this correspondence) that while one 
branch of the Government has been unwilling to proceed to patent 
these lands to the company, or to approve lists of selected lands, and to 
pass upon the question of the title of the company to their lands, the 


States and the Territories have been demanding that when the lands 
have been earned they should be approved and patented to the compa- 
nies and be made taxable. They are right in regard to that, and they 
justly complain that while has taken no action looking to the 
forfeiture of the ts, there has been inaction which has delayed the 
segregation of railroad lands from the public domain upon the part of 
another department of the Government, and that the communities in 
such States and Territories have suffered in consequence of such inac- 
tion. 

I make these statements merely that justice may be done. I think 
they ought to be made public in connection with what has been said 
during the discussion of this bill, and especially in regard to the di 
sition of these companies not to obtain title to their lands so that they 
may become subject to taxation. 

As I said, these lands ought to be taxed whenever they have been 
earned, and whenever the title has from the Government, but 
when is that? What is the condition of this grant? TheSenatorfrom , 
Colorado said, and said rightly, that the courts have decided that these 
railroad ts are grants in presenti. I think the grant to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company and to the Union and Central Pacific 
Railroad Companies are grants in presenti. They transferred to the 
companies a present title but a defeasible title, a title upon condition, 
and until the condition is performed the lands are liable to be forfeited 
by the act of the 1 ive department, of the Government for non- 
performance of the condition and to be restored to the public domain. 

But that is not all,sir. These grants are grants of land in place and 
of indemnity lands. Thelandsin place are grants of alternate sectio! 
odd sections within certain limits on each side of the line of the loca’ 
road, in the case of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company iv the Ter- 
ritories 40 miles in width, and in the States 20 miles in width. But 
there are certain exceptions to this grant; for instance, there are the 
Indian reservations. thin the Indian reservations do not pass 
by the grant. Lands within military reservations do not pass. Min- 
eral lands do not pass by the t unless they are coal or iron, I be- 
lieve. In the case of the Northern Pacific, and probably all the trans- 
continental roads, the grant embraces coal and iron lands, but other 
mineral lands are excepted. If lands were settled upon at the time 
the act took effect such lands are also reserved from the operation of 
the grant. 

In such a case it becomes necessary to determine in some authoritative 
manner what are the lands which are covered by the grant? It isnec- 
essary to segregate the lands which come within the operation of the 
granting act from the lands which are reserved from the operation of 
the act? How is that to be done? That can not be done until after 
the lands have been surveyed. - Until they have been surveyed the 
grant is a floating grant, it is not, fixed itcan not be defined; but when 
the lands are surveyed the grant acquires a definite location. 

The next step is to segregate from the balance of the land within the 
limits of the grant lands which are excepted from itsoperation. That 
is what is called selecting the lands. How is thatdone? Anagentof 
the company, of the party owing the grant, goes to the local land office 
and makes up a list of lands which are supposed to come within the 
operations of the grant by legal subdivisions, whole sections, half-sec- 
tions, quarter-sections, or subdivisions less in amount, as the case may 
be, with the aid of register and receiver and the office plats and records, 

The lands which are excepted from the operation of the grant are not 
included or intended to be included in the lists. The register and re- 
ceiver approve the selected lists. Then they are sent up to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for his examination and approval, and until the 
Secretary of the Interior approves such lists, the lands are not seg- 
regated from the publicdomain. No man can tell what the cost of sur- 
yeying the railroad lands in a section is until they have been segregated 
from the other lands in the township, because the company is not re- 
quired to pay the cost of surveying the lands which it does not get. No 
computation as to the costs can be made until the lists of selections 
have been finally approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Still it is complained that this railroad company—and I speak con- 
cerning the Northern Pacific Company, because the only information I 
have concerning this matter relates to that company, and it is in this 
latter—it is complained that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
is in default in not paying the cost of surveying its lands when out of 
over 11,000,000 acres which have been selected by the company there 
have been approved, segregated, set apart, determined by the action of 
the Secretary of the Interior to belong to the company only seven hun- 
dred and forty-odd thousand acres of land, while 10,000,000 acres of 
land have been selected and the lists of selections have been sent u 
and now lie in the office of the Secretary of the Interior awaiting his 
approval. Nobody can say as a matter of law or as a matter of fact 
that such lands all belong to the company, or that the company should 
pay for the survey of them all; and no request for such payment ap- 
pears to haye been made of the company. 

What ought to be done? If these lands do not belong to the com- 
panies claiming them the Government should say so atonce. If there 
is no question about the company ownership they should be approved 
at once. If there is a question about any section or half-section or 
quarter-section it should be struck off the list and left for subsequent 
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and 
the railroad companies given an o tunity to pay for the cost of sur- 
vey, and the patents be issued. That would settle all this question of 
the taxation of thelands. If the companies do not proceed with proper 
diligence to select the lands, some Jaw could be passed requiring them 
to select them within a certain time after they were surveyed. 

Imyself think that these lands can not Pose cent D ANE sae weet 
until the Secretary of the Interior has officially said that they belong 
to the railroad company. What do we propose todo? We propose to 
substitute for the Secretary of the Interior the local assessors, and to say 
that every school clerk, that every county assessor, that every city as- 
sessor who makes an assessment shall determine the question for him- 
self whether the lands belong to the company, which involves the ques- 
tion as to whether they are mineral lands, and as to whether they are 
excepted from the operation of this act. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Would it be convenient for the Senator from 
Oregon to pause at this moment, retaining the floor when the bill is 
taken up again, leaving it the unfinished business, that I may ask the 
Senate to pass the Chinese treaty bill? 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall be very glad to yield the floor for that pur- 


pose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the pending 
order will be laid aside temporarily and the bill indicated by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will be taken up. The Chair hears no objection. 

AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. HARRISON submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. With the consent of the Senator from Oregon, I 
ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 1991. I 
hope it will be passed without much debate. I have seen no other 
opportunity to bring it before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1991) supplementary to and amendatory of “‘An act to execute 
certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” a) ved May 6, 1882, 
as amended by an act to amend said act approved July 5, 1884. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the Calendar number? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itison the Calendar at the head of the special 
orders. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps I had better say to the Senate just a few 
words at this time. 

The bill was intended to carry into execution the existing laws in 
regard to Chinese immigration. It does not in the judgment of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, who are, I believe, unanimous on the 
subject, change in any material or essential particular the treaty or the 
laws which have heretofore been enacted; but in the administration of 
the law several questions of difficulty, legal questions, have arisen, which 
have been brought before the United States courts, 

This bill is mainly the work, as I am advised by the Senator who in- 
troduced it [Mr. Farr], of the three United States judges on the Pa- 
cific coast whose duty it has been to administer the law. The pro- 
visions are mainly declaratory, or rather defining the meaning of the 
provisions of existing law, not with a view to change the principle of 
the law. 

The bill has been very carefully examined in the Committee on For- 
cign Relations, and, so far as I know, every provision was assented to 
with entire unanimity. 

The first amendmentof the committee, that in the first section, which 
probably is the most important amendment to the bill as framed by 
the judges, simply undertakes to define the meaning of certain phrases 
named in the law, because Judge Field had given a certain meaning 
to those phrases and a judge of a United States court, I believe, in 
Massachusetts, or one of the E States, had given a different mean- 
ing. Thep of the first section of the bill as amended is to de- 
fine the legal meaning of phrases, as to what is included in the term 
** Chinese laborer,” &c. 

I believe I have made all the explanation I need give in regard to 
the bill. I hopeit will not lead to discussion, butif there is any amend- 
ment which is not understood, I shall try to explain it as best I can. 

Mr. PLUMB. Which construction was adopted in the preparation 
= the bill, the construction of Judge Field or of the judge in Massa- 

usetts? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The construction of Judge Field was adopted with- 
out objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the bill has 
not yet been read at length. The bill will first be read before action 
upon the amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was to strike out section 1, as follows: 

That on arfd after ninety days after this act takes effect, every Chinese laborer 


action; but the great mass of the land should be approved at 


permanently out of the United States, and 
return 


existing between the U) 
for any such the United 
rescribed for the suspension of the coming of Chinese labor- 
States; and all Labtec eign er Conte be ge ewe a 
this act is amendatory and supplementary, relating to the exclusion of 
Dionas laborers, shall be applicable to the Chinese laborers so excluded by this 
section, 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the words “ Chinese laborer” and “ Chinese laborers,” wherever used 
in this act, or in the acts to which this act is supplementary or amendatory, shall 
be held to include and mean any laborer of the Chinese race, without regard to 
the Government to which such rer may owe allegiance, and without poet 
to the port, place, or country from which such laborer may come to the United 
States; a the words “ Chinese passenger,” wherever used in this act, or in the 
acts to which this act is supplementary or amendatory, shall be held to include 
and mean all persons of the Chinese race, without regard to the Government to 
which they may owe rag erea, or the port, place, or country from which they 
may come to the United States. 


Mr. HOAR. Iunderstand the Senator from Ohio who reported this 
bill does not propose to address the Senate further. I think I ought 
not to let the occasion pass without at least expressing my own protest 
with regard to this entire proceeding. 

This p act, and the statute of which it is an amendment, and 
the treaty which those two statutes profess to carry into effect, will in 
my judgment be regarded, if civilization be preserved on this continent, 
in future ages as among the great blots on the history of the human 
race. Here is legislation aimed at men, not on account of any indi- 
vidual crime or inferiority or fault, butsimply because they are laborers 
and because they belong to a certain race; and that in defiance of the 
two great foundation principles of this Republic: that labor is honor- 
able, and that there ought to be no distinction between human beings 
in their privileges on account of race. 

The motive for this legislation is not, as will be confessed in private 
by every intelligent man who seeks it, any fault, wrongdoing, or in- 
feriority of the classes sought to be affected, but because American 
skill, American industry, and American intelligence fears that it shall 
be beaten in the race for wealth, and for employment, and for power. 

When the bill of which this is an amendment passed, the first prop- 
osition was to exclude Chinese laborers from this country for twenty 
years. That proposition was vetoed by President Arthur as a® in- 
fringement of the good faith of this country pledged to China by treaty. 
That veto was supported by Congress in the constitutional way. Now, 
it is sought really to evade this pledged faith of the Government by 
making these exclusions by successive steps: First, for ten years from 
the date of the passage of the original act. Now, four or five years 
having passed by, ten years from the passage of the present act, so that 
we have now got fourteen or fifteen years of absolute exclusion. 

The history of this clause in the treaty, which I should like to read, 
is a little remarkable. In the negotiations between Mr. Swift and Mr. 
Angell and Mr. Trescott and the Chinese Government, which took place 
at the request of our Government in China, after the Chinese Govern- 
ment had indicated to Mr. Seward their readiness to accede to a prop- 
osition made by him which would have absolutely relieved the Pacitic 
coast from all the hardship which they had alleged, the United States 
commissioners submitted a draft in which it was provided: 

That the United States might ‘regulate, limit, suspend, or prohibit” it. The 
Chinese refused to accept this. The Americans replied that they were “ willing 
to consult the wishes of the Chinese Government in preserving the principle 
of frec intercourse between the people of the two countries, as established by 
existing treaties, provided that the right of the United States Government to 
use its discretion in rding against any possible evils of immigration of Chi- 
nese laborers is tly recognized, Therefore, if such concession removes 
all difficulty on the part of the Chinese commissioners (but only in that case), 


the United States commissioners will agree to remove the word “prohibit 
from their article, and to use the words “ regulate, limit, or suspend.” 


I now proceed with a quotation from President Arthur’s veto mes- 
sage: 

The Chinese reply to this can only be inferred from the fact that in the place 
of an agreement, as proj by our commissioners, that we might prohibit 
the coming or residence of Chinese laborers, there was inserted in the treaty 
an agreement that we might not do it. 

The remaining words, “regulate, limit, orsuspend,” first appear in the Ameri- 
can draught. When it wassubmitted to the Chinese they said, “ We infer that of 
the phrases regulate, limit, suspend, or prohibit, the first isa general expression 
recta 3 to the others. We are entirely ready to negotiate with your excellen- 
cies to the end that a limitation either in point of time or of numbers may be 
fixed upon the emigration of Chinese laborers to the United States.” Ata sub- 
sequent interview they said that “by limitation in number they meant, for ex- 
ample, that the United States having, as they supposed, a record of the number 
of immigrants in year, as well as the total number of Chinese now there, 
that no more should be allowed to go in any one taal in future than either the 
greatest number which had gone in any year in the past, or that the total num- 
ber should never be allowed to exceed the number now there. Asto limitation 
of time they meant, for example, that Chinese should be allowed to go in alter- 
nate years, or every third year, or, for example, that they should not be allowed 
to go for two, three, or five years.” Ata aabeer nent conference the Americans 
said, “The Chinese commissioners have in their project explicitly recognized 
the right of the United States to use some discretion, and have proposed a limi- 
tation as to time and number. This is the rightto regulate, Iimit, or suspend.” 

In one of the conferences the Chinese asked the Americans whether they could 
give them oe of the laws which would be passed to carry the powers into 
execution. e Americans answered that this could hardly be done, ‘that the 
United States Government might never deem it necessary to exercise this power. 
It would depend upon circumstances, If Chinese immigration concentrated in 
cities where it threatened public order, or if it confined If to localities where 


of an: 


which 
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became necessary. The Chinese commissioners said this ion was satis- 
factory; that they had not intended to ask for a draught of any special act, but 
for some general idea how the power would be 

Our commissioners said at one point also—I have not gotit before 
me, but I have the quotation here.—‘‘ You may trust in the justice and 
good faith of the Government of the United States.’’ 

Mr. President, it is notorious, it will not be denied, that the legisla- 
tion of four or five years ago was intended to go to the extreme of the 
legislative power which this Government could exercise without a breach 
of faith, and that twenty years was regarded by the then Executive as 
aclear breach of the public faith, and the bill was vetoed on that ground. 
Now this legislation attempts, as I have said, by indirection, extend- 
ing this period from time to time, to do what Congress would not have 
attempted and would not be permitted by the Executive at that time 
to do directly, to make this prohibition in substance D toe areca 

This matter comes up quite unexpectedly, and I do not propose to 
renew the discussion which took place, in which I took such part as 
seemed to me to be my duty four or five years ago. 

If there were not a rivalry between the two political es of this 
country for the political vote of the Pacific coast this tion would 
be received, in my opinion, with universal execration from all intelli- 
gent and humane men. I do not propose to be led by any real or fan- 
cied political necessity into ries, ee from taasan penra pe of human 
freedom and human rights in w. I have been educated, which have 
been the ornament and glory of my own State and my own country, 
and in departing from which every nation sooner or later is sure to en- 
counter its just and ordained punishment, 

I do not propose for one to repeat for myself or to see others repeat 
without a protest the miserable history of the years which preceded 
the war, preceded the year 1850, when the two great parties of the 
country undertook to vie with each other in bidding for the votes of 
the supporters of slavery. I deem this Chinese legislation in principle 
a repetition of that disgrace. I donot mean to have on my own record 
or to leave to my children any share in the blame. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, it does seem to me that my friend 
from Massachusetts has enough on his hands of public duty to perform 
without reviving the discussion of four yearsago on the policy of 
exclusion. When I reported this billI did not tto be called upon 
to debate the question over again as to whether the Chinese should be 
excluded or not. 

The bill contains afew provisions whichin my judgment are Ve) ide 
ments upon the existing law, to enable the courts of the United States 
to enforce the laws as they are. 

I did not vote for either of the laws excluding the Chinese nor for 
the treaty; but that question is now settled and no man in our 
generation at least of reviving that controversy. At any rate if my 
friend from Massachusetts wants to play the knight-errant in opening 
up that controversy, I will not join him in the operation. More than 
that, I am inclined to think that any one who will look over the sub- 
ject carefully and fairly, especially in the light of the experience in 
California, must on the whole become convinced that the admission of 
& foreign race, so entirely inconsistent with ours, so different from ours 
in modes and habits of thought, a le that are entirely of a distinct 
race kind, quality, and religion so different in everything from us not 
to be allowed to the extent of our trying to absorb that population 
with the other elements we have got already, some of which are bad 
enough. We certainly can not expect to absorb that population and 
make it a part of the great American people. Whatever may be our 
theory, and I shared in the belief that it was not wise for us to de- 
part from the old policy of opening up our doors and making this 
the place where men of all nations might come and enjoy freedom-and 
liberty and the rights of conscience, yet Iam not sure but that the 
time has come when exclusions must be made for the sake of American 
nationality. But I do not intend to discuss that, and I do not intend 
to be led into it now. 

There is nothing in this bill inconsistent with our treaty obligations 
unless previous laws are inconsistent with them. There is no provis- 
ion of the bill but what is in harmony with the existing law. Take 
the amendment that is now before us and what is it? It defines who 
is meant by existing laws by the term *‘ Chinese laborer.” 

Mr, HOAR. It extends the exclusion for ten years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This act operates for ten yéars. I do not know 
that I shall be here ten years hence, and perhaps my friend may not. 
He had better not borrow trouble ten years ahead. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You may both go up higher. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Higher, or lower perhaps. 

This defines what is meant by the phrase ‘‘Chinese laborer.” At 
once the question arose whether ‘‘ Chinese laborers’? when described in 
a statute of the United States meant persons who had been citizens of 
China, who had been living in China, belonging to the Chinese race, or 


whether it meant persons belonging to the Chineserace. The question 
at once came up when the law was put in force, what construction 


the | should be given to this 


On the one hand Judge Field decided in a very careful and elaborate 

inion, which I now hold in my hand and which I could not answer 
if I would and which my friend from Massachusetts could not answer I 
think if he were to try—in a very plain, simple argument, that the 
phrase ‘‘ Chinese laborer” included not onlya person born in China 
Proper, but a person born in Hong-Kong of the Chinese race, of the 

i religion, although born under the dominion of Queen Victoria, 
I will only read the syllabus of this decision: 


A Chinese laborer, born on the island of Hong-Kong after its cession to Great 
Britain, is within the ons of the act of Congress of May 6, 1882, restricting 
the immigration of laborers tothe United States. The purpose of the 


act was to exclude laborers coming from China, subject to certain stipulations of 
the treaty of 1880 with that country, and also laborers of the Chinese race com- 
ing from any other part of the world. 

And then he goes on in quite an elaborate opinion.and I think very 
clearly shows that. He quotes the language of the second section, 
which I will read: 


fone eo 
Bror wia hey wey be subjects. And the twelfth n 

ese person found unlawfully within the United States shall be removed 
therefrom ion of the President to the country from whence he came— 
not necessarily to China, 

A court in Massachusetts—it turns out that it wasin Massachusetts— 
where the decision was made by J udge Lowell and Judge Nelson, held 
on the other hand that the words ‘‘Chinese laborer” should be re- 
stricted to persons born in China of the Chinese race subject to the Em- 
peror of China. The ordinary course of business by which a vast horde 
of those people come here is for them to go to Hong-Kong, which is a 
little island controlled by Great Britain, and there they take ship for 
California. By just crossing the boundaries of the Empireof China to 
the island of Hong-Kong, according to the decision of the judges in 
Massachusetts, they would entirely evade the policy of the Government 
of the United States, evade the law and the treaty with China. 

This matter was brought to the attention of the Chinese authorities. 
I have all the State papers on the subject. They said that was an 
abuse, but they could not prevent it. They could not prevent their 
people from going to Hong-Kong. That was the ordinary course of 
trade. They themselves admitted that that was an evasion, a wrong 
done to the treaty, an evasion of the law. They did not complain of 
the law and they do not complain of it now, and they never have com- 
plained of the operation of the law. 

It seems to me under the circumstances that the decision of Judge 
Field was right, and the Committee on Foreign Relations therefore 
thought it better to adopt it in the forefront of this bill as a definition 
of the phrase “‘ Chinese laborer.” Thatisall there is in the first amend- 
ment. 

The first section of the bill as it came to us from the judges, intro- 
duced by the Senator from Nevada, had a provision that a person who 
was entitled to come back who had left here and had gone away must 
come back within two years in order to have the privilege of coming 
back. The Committee on Foreign Relations thought that would be a 
change of the law, and therefore struck out the first section and inserted 
instead this definition of what is intended by the phrase ‘‘ Chinese 
laborer.’’ That is all there is in the first section as amended. 

I do not propose to argue the question at length, but whenever Sert- 
ators think that the three sections as redrawn are materially different 
from the old law I will try to point out the exact difference if I can. 

While I am up I will say that the second section, to which attention 
has been called as being something very outrageous, is an exact copy 
of the second section of the old law except that it transposes the words 
“foreign port or place,’’ to another part of the section in order to re- 
move a patent ambiguity. 

The same phrase is used ‘‘ from any foreign port or place” in the 
second section of the old law, and we also insert it in the second line 
as well as in the eighth line of the same section in the present bill. 
That is the only change made in the second section. So with the differ- 
ent sections, I shall beable toshow a good reason why the various amend- 
ments should be made to the existing law in order to simplify it and 
enable the judges of the courts of the United States to carry it into 
operation. 

Mr. INGALLS. Concerning the first amendment I should like the 
opinion of the Senator from Ohio upon this proposition. I understand 
that this bill is based upon and supposed to be in pursuance of the 
treaty stipulations between the United States and China. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Burlingame treaty was the only treaty that 
excluded us from such legislation. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then this bill is based upon the treaty of 1880 be- 
tween the United States and China by which we were permitted tosus- 
pend or regulate or control the migration of Chinese to this country. 

Mr.SHERMAN. So faras the treaty would affect persons who were 
subject to some other government besides China, the treaty with China 
would have nothing to do. 
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Mr. INGALLS. What I wish to inquire of the Senator from Ohio is 
how under any treaty with China we can exclude by legislation a per- 
son of Chinese birth who owes allegiance to some other government be- 
sides China. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Theansweris obvious. Wecan exclude anybody 
from any country in the world under our treaties and laws, if we choose 
by our policy so to do, and we did two or three years ago exclude pau- 
pers, &c. The power of the United States to exclude people who are 
offensive isundeniable; but we had so restrained ourselves by our treaty 
of 1868 with China that we could not exclude Chinese from coming to 
this country because of the express provisions of that treaty, and there- 
fore we abrogated that treaty to the extent of allowing us to prohibit 
laborers from coming here; but our power to exclude any population of 
any country in the world that is obnoxious to us or our institutions, I 
believe has never been denied. 

Mr. INGALLS. But this section does not presuppose thatidea. It 
expressly declares here that in carrying out this treaty with China, upon 
which alone this legislation is based, we may go outside our relations 
with China and exclude Chinese persons, whether they are subjects of 
that government or not. If we have the right to exclude persons who 
may owe allegiance to any government whatever upon the face of the 
earth, why do you apply the qualifying phrase in the first section of the 
bill to the Chinese and say you shall have the right to exclude Chinese 
laborers, or persons of Chinese descent, no matter to what government 
they may owe allegiance? I can not understand it. The declaration 
seems to be illogical, it séems to be inconsistent, it seems to be based on 
the supposition that we have not the right to exclude anybody else but 
Chinese. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The difficulty that gave rise to this legislation was 
the feeling on the part of the people of the United States that this 
Chinese laborer, the cooly, the degraded laborer—not the Chinese peo- 
ple, not the mass of the Chinese people, not probably one in fifty of 
them, but the Chinese cooly who is regarded as a degraded laborer— 
ought not to be brought to this country, that his presence is offensive 
to us, injurious to our public policy, degrading to our labor, injurious 
to our people, offensive to our morals, That was the idea. We had 
so tied ourselves up that we could not do as we chose to do, exclude 
persons of a particular class and description as we did under the gen- 
eral law a few years ago when we a law excluding paupers and 
lunatics and various grades from all countries. We had tied ourselves 
up by the Burlingame treaty so that we could not do it, and so the 
subsequent treaty was only a modification of the Burlingame treaty. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator seems to be wandering away from the 
topic. I find these words in the first section of this bill: ‘‘ Without 
regard to the government to which they” (Chinese laborers) ‘‘ may 
owe allegiance.” Now, the Senator states that we have the right to 
exclude any person that we may see fit, let him come from any govern- 
ment on the face of the earth. Why, then, do you reiterate what is 
acknowledged to be a principle of political power or action in this 
country by applying this phrase to Chinese laborers? If we have the 
right to exclude them, of course we have the right to exclude them 
no matter what government they may owe allegiance to. 

I donot understand that there ever has been any decision by any court 
or tribunal of this country that under the operation of the statute of 
1832 we had not the right to exclude persons that we had a right to ex- 
clude whether they might be Chinese or not; but herein this bill, from 
some motive or purpose that I can not comprehend, this language is used, 
perhaps from an idea that there will be some interpretation of the law 
that in case a Chinese laborer has expatriated himself and become a cit- 
izen or a subject of another dominion we shall not have the power to 
exclude him. But the Senator himself says that power is not denied; 
it is a part of the general law of nations; it isa part of our political 
power already existing; and yet so great is the animosity, so great is 
the dread, so great is the fear and apprehension with regard to these few 
thousands of Chinese that it seems to be necessary to apply to them a 
distinction, a discrimination, and a qualification that the Senator him- 
self admits without this, and as seems to me by implication to be a dec- 
laration, that we would not have the right to apply to people of other 
nations. 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink the Senator was present when I read a 
—— to the decision of Judges Lowell and Nelson in which they 

old 

Mr. INGALLS. They went over to Hong-Kong I understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In which they hold that any person of the Chinese 
race born in China or born out of China might by shipping from a for- 
eign port— 

Mr. INGALLS. That can not be possible. 

Mr. HOAR. My friend will pardon me; I can state what the decision 


was. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Give me the decision and I will read it. 

Mr. HOAR. I can state Judge Lowell’s decision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have Judge Field’s comment upon it. 

Mr. INGALLS. In a matter of this kind, if we are to determine a 
great constitutional or national question we ought to have the opinion 
on which we are called upon to act. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not myself read the decision of the judges 


in Massachusetts in full because I could not get it, but Judge Field 
quotes from the decision, and as a matter of course he assumes and 
knows that they did make their decision. My friend from Massachu- 
setts says they did. 

Mr. HOAR. I said they did not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They made a decision that persons might come 
from Hong-Kong. I would rather take what Judge Field said about 
the decision e by his coequal judge than take the hap-hazard re- 
mark even of my friend from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. He was not a coequal in the first place. I read the 
opinion very carefully. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Judge Field, who is one of the judges of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, says: 

Our attention has been called to a recent decision of Judges Lowell and Nel- 
son of the circuit court of the United States for the district of Massachusetts, in 
which they reach a different conclusion. Those judges considered that the act 
of Congress was simply intended to exclude laborers from China within the 
stipulations of the supplementary treaty. Undoubtedly, as already said, that 
was one of itsobjects; but it isvery evident, both from the circumstances under 
which it was passed and from its language, that it had a still further object. The 
construction which we give renders all its provisions consistent with each other. 
‘The whole purpose of the law, which was to exclude from the country laborers 
of the Chinese race, would be d ed by any other construction. 

The release of the petitioner must be denied. 

It is manifest from this state of the law that here were two decisions 
widely apart from each other, just the opposite, as to the meaning of 
the words of an act of Congress. Itis necessary therefore that Congress 
should step in and define its meaning. If it meant only that Chinese 
must go through Hong-Kong and be shipped under British colors in or- 
der to evade our law, we ought to say that was the meaning, and that 
would be the end of this Chinese restriction; but on the other hand if 
we adopt the opinion of Judge Field that the object of Congress and the 
language of Congress fairly construed meant something more, we ought 
to adopt thatconstruction. Thatis what is done by the bill of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HOAR. I want to state on this i before it passes from the 
mind of the Senate, in justice to Judge Lowell and Judge Nelson, who 
are my friends constituents, the exact thing which they decided. 
It will take but half a minute. 

The question which arose in the court in Boston was whether the act 
of 1882 applied to the Chinese as a rave without regard to their nation- 
ality, or whether it applied to the Chinese as subjects of the Emperor 
of China or persons belonging to a particular nation. Nobody ever 
claimed what the Senator from Ohio has imputed to these two distin- 
gunea judges. Judge Field, in the sentence from his opinion which 

been read, negatives the idea that the Senator from Ohio has put 
upon this decision. Nobody claimed that a man belonging to thet - 
nese nation could cross to Hong-Kong and ship there and come into this 
country in violation of our law; but the claim was simply that an En- 
glishman by birth, though of Chinese descent and origin, was not in- 
cluded in this act, and the argument of these two judges, which I have 
read very carefully, seemed to me to be irresistible. 

In the first place, it is an act to execute certain treaty stipulations re- 
lating to Chinese. Now, how is it ble that an act to execute treaty 
stipulations with the Emperor of China can be sup: to have been 
pester to apply to a Chinaman born in England and who comes from 

gland. 

In the next place, the exceptions in the treaty to which this applied 
were exceptions put in to carry out a bargain with the Emperor of 
China under the conditions and circumstances upon which his subjects 
already here might stay; and that section, the third, related wholly of 
course to a promise to the Emperor of China, and did not affect our 
right to deal with the subjects of Queen Victoria. 

Then, in the next place, the treaty, which this act says in its title it 
is carrying out, provides certain methods according to which the rights 
of Chinese in this country, or who shall come in here, not being la- 
borers, should be secured, and goes on to say that on the application 
of the Chinese minister our Government will take into consideration 
any statement which he may make in regard to wrongs or in regard to 
exceeding the rights conferred and reserved by this treaty. 

That was the argument which led these two learned judges to de- 
clare that the word ‘‘Chinese’’ means of the Chinese nation and not 
the Chinese race belonging to other nations. Whether it was a good 
argument or not I will not detain the Senate now toconsider. I think 
it was. ; 

I do not repeat this argument simply to antagonize what my friend 
has said, but simply to point out to him that he is altogether mistaken 
in the belief that these two judges, whose opinion of this treaty I dare 
say may have coincided with his—I do not know anything about that— 
had sanctioned a subterfuge by which a man belongiug to the Chinese 
nation could go over to another nation and take shipping to our ports. 
They did nothing of the kind. 

Mr, DOLPH. Irose merely to make a suggestion in regard to the 
remarks of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

The power to exclude Chinese laborers is one thing; the exercise of 
the power is another. Before Congress can exercise the power the 
power must be possessed, Admitting for the sake of argument that 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


- A961 


the term ‘‘Chinese laborers” includes all persons of the Chinese race 
without to the government to which they may owe allegiance, 
that it includes those who have become subjects of other powers, still 
it requires legislation to exercise the power which exists in the Gov- 
ernment to exclude such persons under the act of 1882. Undoubtedly 
that is so after the decision of the judges in Massachusetts as to whether 
the terms used in the bill, among others the term ‘‘Chinese laborer,” 
included citizens of Great Britain who were Chinese by birth. Cer- 
tainly even if it is true that the words ‘Chinese laborer” include such 
persons it will be better to put it beyond controversy in this bill, The 
provision here that such term shall include ‘‘all ns of the Chinese 
race without regard to the government to which they may owe alle- 
giance,’’ would be surplusage but for the doubt raised by the decision 
referred to $ 


I do not see how the question of power arises, because, as I say, the 

wer is one thing and must p e the exercise of it by 1 tion. 

t is necessary to have the power in order that the legislation shall 
come, which is the exercise of it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask that the bill lie over, and that the 
Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We can get through with the bill very soon. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. | On the statement that we can get through 
this orato I withdraw my motion. 

The P. IDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations to the first section. 

Mr. McMILLAN, What is it? Let it be read again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have explained it. 

The amendment was aaron to, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Foreign Relations was, in 
section 3, line 109, after the words ‘‘ return thereto,” to strike out ‘‘at 
any time within two years from the date of the issuance of the certifi- 
cate, but not afterwards;’’ so as to read: 


At the time the said collector or his deputy issues the preliminary certificate 
as aforesaid, or as soon thereafter as convenient, he shall make out or cause to 
be made out the return certificate, w shall be numbered to correspond with 
the entry of registration and the preliminary certificate, and shall also contain 
a statement of all the required and entered in the book of - 
tion, and shall certify that the person to whom it is issued is a Chinese rer; 
that he was in the United States on the 17th day of November, 1890, or came 
into the United States prior to the 5th day of August, 1882; that he is about to 
Sexes from the United States, and is entitled to return thereto on the presen- 
tation and surrender of the said certificate to the collector of customs at the 
port where he shall again re-enter the United gnar bapes to the restrictions 
and limitations hereinafter provided as to the number of Chinese passengers 
wie may. come into the United States on any one vessel from any foreign port 
or place, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘issued,’’ in line 130 of 
section 3, to strike out the following clause: 

That any person who shall art tne and falsely alter qr substitute any 
name for name written in such ‘cate, or fo any such certificate, or 
knowingly transfer, utter, or have in possession, with intent to use the same, 
any fo or fraudulent certificate, or falsely mate any person named in 
any such certificate, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon con- 
viction thereof, shall be fined in a sum not exceeding $1,000, and imprisoned in 
a penitentiary fora term of not more than five years. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no; there is no unanimous consent. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not know until this moment that the first 
amendment on” 2 had been agreed to. I understood the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN] to ask that the amendment might be 


fe pein 
Mr. HARRISON. He withdrew that request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota with- 
drew that request. 

Mr. INGALLS. It seemsextraordinary to me that at this hour of the 
day a bill of this magnitude should be brought in here by an arrange- 
ment with a Senator who already had another bill pending and slipped 
into a crevice of time—— 

Mr. HOAR. What Senator? 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam talking abont the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
VAN Wyck]. Isayslipped intoacrevice of time and railroaded through 
this body, containing provisions as extraordinary and multifarious as 
these are here. The Senator from Ohio states that he does not desire to 
renew the discussion of four years ago and accuses the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts of knight-errantry, intimating that he is a Don Quixote fight- 
ing windmills, and perhaps that I am his Sancho Panza [laughter], be- 
cause we venture to ask that a great measure of this kind, which I af- 
firm is a disgrace to American civilization, shall not be through 
here without discussion, and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] 
who now occupies that chair sotto voce “if there is no objec- 
tion, thisamendmentis unanimously to,” and nobody knowsany- 
thing about it. The Senator from Massachusetts, after three or four 
amendments had been thus agreed to, arises and expresses deg ar 
that this arrangement is being completed. And I say, sir, that I did 
not know until this moment of time that that first amendment had been 

to, The Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] says it is my own 


agreed 
fault and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] echoes him, 
XVII——311 


Mr, TELLER. Certainly I do. 

Mr. INGALLS. It may be my own fault or it may be not. Butso 
far as this bill is concerned it will never pass this body without discus- 
sion and without examination and without such protest as those of us 
who do not believe in its principles see fit to utter; and if there is any 
disposition to take adyantage of the situation, I should like to be heard 
on that as on the rest of the situation here. I protest, sir, against this 
method of passing this bill and these amendments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I will just mention to my friend 
from Massachusetts and to my friend from Kansas as to this particular 
amendment on page 8 to strike out the penalty words, thatif any Sen- 
ator will take trouble to turn to page 13 he will see that in this bill 
as originally drawn and presented those two clauses were duplicated, 
and therefore we thought that one clause would certainly be enough, 
Whether it is a good one or not will come up when we get toit. i 
amendment of the committee on page 8 is meal tostrike out the same 
provision that appears on page 13, as we thought one would be enough. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I did assent by perhaps my looks to 
the ion that if the Senator from Nebraska (Kansas) did not know 
that the amendment to the first section had been adopted by the Senate 
it was his own fault. The Senate were allowed to hear it read from 
the Secretary’s desk in the usual and ordinary method, and everybody 
heard it that was giving attention and listening. Th 
tage taken of the circumstances of the occasion. The opportunity was 
as good for the Senators who oppose the bill as for those who are in 
favor of it to have objected. 

I do not intend to detain the Senate at this time of the evening by 

i the bill. If the Senator from Nebraska thinks that the 
friends of this bill are afraid to discuss it, I will—— 

Several SENATORS. Kansas, you mean. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator refers to me I wish he would ascer- 
tain my location. I represent the State of Kansas. It lies south of 
Nebraska, and I protest against being dislocated in this way. [Laugh- 
ter.] This is the second time the tor has referred to me as ‘‘the 
Senator from Nebraska,” and of course I can not reply to arguments ad- 
dressed to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. TELLER. I will give the Senator an opportunity; I will try 
to locate the Senator; but he has a method according to what they call 
out West “‘sloshing around,” so that sometimes we can hardly locate 
the Senator. [Laughter. ] 

If the Senator from Kansas, the senior Senator from Kansas, thinks 
the friends of this bill are afraid to discuss it in the presence of this 
Senate, in the presence of the people of the United States, in the pres- 
ence of the people of the world, he does not understand their temper. 

He says the is a disgrace to American civilization. Why, Mr. 
President, there is not a nation in the world, there is not a nation in 
the history of the earth, that has not asserted this very principle which 
we are asserting here to-day—the right to exclude from its borders every- 
Paay anea its people believed was inimical or injurious to the welfare of 
its public. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that he does not intend that 
this bill shall pass without a proti... He goes back and says it is in 
principle the same as the great controversy before the war, and then 
he says that if it was not for the purpose of getting votes nobody here 
would be in favor of this bill. Mr. President, four years ago this mat- 
ter was fully and freely discussed in the Senate, and public sentiment 
everywhere in the United States was almost unanimously with the 
friends of this bill; and I say to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
there is not a State in the Union, Massachusetts not excepted, that can 
be carried on the platform which he lays down by any political party 
or by them all. He who denies to his Government the right to say 
who shall land upon its shores denies the prerogative that is necessary 
to the existence, to the supremacy, to the welfare of a nation, and the 
nation is not worth that does not exercise that right when- 
ever the interest of its people demands its exercise. 

Mr. President, it is not a question of sentiment; itis a pane ques- 
tion; it is a question whether the American laborer is to be put in com- 
petition with the four hundred and fifty millions of people on the Asi- 
atic coast that can be landed on our shores for $10 per head. 

The honorable Senator from Kansas and the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts are in favor, they tell us, of protecting American labor 
by means of revenue laws against the pauperized labor of Europe; but 
they deny our right to protect the American citizen and the American 
laborer what is the more than pauperized laborof Asia. They 
deny the right to protect our laborers against a people who can come 
here and subsist on starvation wages. By many hundreds of years of 
training and of discipline, ‘‘ the survival of the fittest” being applied 
to them, they are a people who, starved for centuries, can live upon 
that which every American citizen would go to the grave upon; they 
can live upon less food and with less clothing; they have neither 
houses nor homes, nor families. They come here in numbers to be 
brought into competition with our people; and when the men who are 
laboring in this country and looking for labor in vain complain that 
they are brought in competition with this class of servile labor; the 
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Senator from Kansas and the Senator from Massachusetts declare it is 
a disgrace to American civilization that we should by law do what they 
have asked us to do in the interest of the great manufacturing commu~ 
nities of the East. Protect labor they say, protect it against the intel- 
t i but do not protect it against the debased, the un- 
ucated, and the servile Chinese ! 

Mr. President, nobody in this country has a admiration than 
I for the principle enunciated early that this should be the home of 
every man who desired to better his condition; but do these men come 
here for that purpose? Do they come here tomakeahome? Do they 
bring their wives? Dotheyraise their children? Do they participate 
in society? Do they do anything that goes to build up the nation? 
No; they are tramps coming here to take the bread from our own la- 
borers, to destroy prosperity on the Pacific coast and all over the land, 
and the people who are to-day in want and in distress because of the 

tion in business appeal to us, and yet we are met with the cry 
that the great cause of humanity demands that they should starve and 
come in competition with men who can live upon what our people can 
not, that men who have neither houses nor homes nor families nor 
children in this country shall be preferred to those who are furnishing 
to this nation the bone and the sinew, the glory and the strength of the 
land, the men who labor. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to sit here and listen quietly to either 
the Senator from Kansas or the Senator from Massachusetts hurling at 
me any imputations that I am less loyal to the principles of freedom 
than they. I believe I am as loyal to those principles as anybody. 
To all who come here to share the glories and advantages of this coun- 
try, to become a part and parcel of it, I shall open broad the doors and 
welcome them, but for those who come here only that they may take 
of our wealth and return with it to another land, there to bestow it 
upon another people and upon a different civilization, I have no sym- 
pathy. No principle of humanity, no principle of freedom, no princi- 
ple of generosity requires me to say that they are entitled to come 
either in great numbers or small numbers to our shores except as they 
come for the purpose I first mentioned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— . 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator from Ohio, inasmuch as 
I was mistaken, or led into a mistake, to yield to me that I may make 
my motion. 

SHERMAN. Let me say a few words, and then I shall yield 
the floor. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The time will go beyond the hour when 
we can have an executive session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall say but a few words. 

I called up the bill to-day because of the advan stage of the ses- 
sion. The bankruptcy bill was put over until next y, and it is 
likely that it will occupy a e part of the time. We know 
that we have all the appropriation bills to follow, with many other im- 

rtant measures w. we must pass upon. I believe that this bill 
will be voted for by nine-tenths of the Senators present, and perhaps 
by all; I hope by all. Itis a bill which has been carefully analyzed 
and examined by the Committee on Foreign Relations, who are familiar 
with the whole subject-matter. It was reported from that committee 
unanimously. The-subject has been favorably treated in the other 
House in harmony with the present existing law. 

I called the bill up by an arrangement, as the Senator from Kansas 
Mr. INGALLS] termed it; that is, [requested the Senator from Nebraska 
Mr. VAN WycK] who had charge of the railroad-tax bill to allow me 

to take up the bill, and I also requested the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
DoLPH] to yield the floor, stating that I hoped to pass the bill to-night. 
I do think it ought to pass to-night; butif any Senator wishes to discuss 
it further I shall not press it at this time; and the Senator from Kan- 
sas has already said t t he desires to look into it. I do not desire to 
press it under those circumstances. I therefore ask that the bill may 
retain its place as a special order and I shall take some future oppor- 
tunity to call it up, and then ben, peaa may make their speeches 
uponit. Probably next week I ask unanimous consent to consider 
it. Iask that an agreement be made that the bill shall retain its place 
as a special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That will be the order if there be no 
objection. ‘The Chair will remind the Senator from Ohio thata special 
order has been made for next Tuesday, the public land bill. 


TAXATION OF RAILROAD-GRANT LANDS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Task that the bill which was under considera- 
tion before the Chinese bill was taken up may be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; the unfinished business is the bill with re- 
spect to taxing railroad lands. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was informally laid aside. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I made a su Se ae aah 
faith, believing that the suggesti@n would be carried out. Sena- 
tor from Kansas has given notice that he will discuss the Chinese bill 
further. I therefore renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 

a Mess 


consideration of executive 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to offer an 
amendment to the pending bill to be printed? 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending the motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator from Vermont yield for 
an instant before his motion is put? I wish to suggest that I shall 
ask the Senate to-morrow evening at a reasonable hour to proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. To-morrow has been set apart for another purpose. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I shall ask that it be done at the next 
sitting of the Senate after to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont yields to me that I may 
submit an amendment to Senate bill 1812, which I move as an addi- 
tional section to the bill. I ask that it may be received and considered 
as the pending amendment, and that it be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whether it will be the pending amendment de- 
pends upon whether another amendment is now up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair hears no objection, and the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts will be received as pend- 
ing, and printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending bill now, may I ask? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The pending bill will be read by its 


title. 
“A bill (S. 1812) to provide for the taxation of 
, 


The CHIEF CLERK. 
railroad-grant lands, and for other 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 53 minutes p. m, 
ber Saate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 27, 1886, at 1 
o m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 26, 1886. 


The House met at 11 0’clocka,m. Prayer bythe Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


TRANSPORTATION OF MINOR COIN. 


The SREAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the , recommending an appropriation of $5,000 for the 
transportation of minor coin; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


S. H. BRODNAX VS. UNITED STATES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of transmi acopy of order and find- 
ings of fact in that court in the case of S. H. Brodnax against the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


MRS. MARIA HUNTER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7167) for 
the relief of Mrs, Maria Hunter, with an amendment by the Senate. 

Mr. SMALLS, I move that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED States, May 24, 1838, 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 7167) do pass with the following amendment: 
Tn lines 5 and 6, strike out * $600 per annum” and insert “ $50 per month,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H, R, 453) to 
forfeit the lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company 
to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the 
States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast, and to restore the 
same to settlement, and for other purposes, with amendments by the 
Senate; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and, 
with the amendment of the Senate, ordered to be Payee 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6397) mak- 
ing E Ne Bienes to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for 
other purposes, with amendments by the Senate; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and, with the Senate amendments, 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate bills; 
which were severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 859) granting a pension to Charlotte O’Neal—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2026) granting a pension to Wallis Pattee—to the Com- 
mittee A re Sy cs se 

The bill (S. 2075 a to Jackson Chapman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Per Pension. rote 

The bill (S. 2132) granting a pension to Fridoline Glastetter—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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The bill (S. 2180) granting an increase of pension to William Wallace | The bill (S. 2163) granting a pension to Powhattan B. Short—to the 


onee (E 3197) ema on Invalid Pensions. she Ge 
e 97) granting a pension to Henry Daner—to m- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2198) granting a pension to Charles Brunbridge—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2118) for the relief of Lucy A. Washburn—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 2220) granting a pension to James A. Mathes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Per Pensions, 

The bill (S. 2228) granting a pension to Samuel F, Rowe—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2233) granting a pension to John P. McElroy—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S, 1902) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann E. Lamburg—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2053) for the Relief of Chester A. Arthur and William 
H. Robertson, late collectors of customs of the district of the city of New 
York—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 2056) to amend the pension laws by increasing the pen- 
sions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm ora leg in the service— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 898) granting a pension to William A. Penfield—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1112) granting a pension to Phoebe H. Meech—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1181) granting a pension to Margaret E. Pierce—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 1421) granting a pension to William H. Weaver—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 1492) for the relief of Ellen Sadler, sister of John Sad- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 1493) for the relief of Jesse H. Strickland—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 1626) granting a pension to John Reed, sr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1627) ting a pension to Mrs. M. C. Miles—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 1635) granting a pension to John Rasler—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 

The bill (S. 1642) granting a pension to William F. Harmon—to the 
Committes on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1654) granting a pension to Joseph Mays—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1673) granting a pension to Charles G. Paris—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1766) granting a pension to William Brentano—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1779) for the relief of John P. Taylor—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1783) granting anfincrease of pension to George Bliss—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1844) granting a pension to Orrin P. Cooley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1852) granting a pension to Mrs, Jane R. McQuaide—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1853) granting a pension to Isabella Jessup—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1960) granting a pension to James W. McCroskey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1999) to establish an additional land district in the State 
of Oregon—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to David A. Ireland—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2028) granting a pension to E. S. Bishop—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2039) granting a pension to Ira Miller—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2046) granting a pension to Elizhbeth Marshall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2098) for the relief of Rosella E. Hibbert—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S, 2111) granting a pensionto Jacob Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2129) granting an increase of pension to John W, Wills— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2130) granting an increase of pension to John C. Miles— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2147) granting a pension to George Faulk—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 2151) topension Bartola Thebant, a soldier in the Florida 
Seminole Indian war of 1849 and 1850—to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2159) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira Ambler—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2160) ting a pension to Mary J. Hagerman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (8. 2183 panane a poanion to Hiram R. Ellis—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid 

The bill (S. 2229) for th the relief of William C. Shimonech—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2253) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sirwell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2255) granting a pension to Patrick Finagan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2333) granting a pension to Byron R. McIntyre—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2334) granting a pension to Isaac Ransom—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S, 2335) for the relief of the heirs of Malitty Rose—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

REPORT ON ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate con- 
current resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committec on 
Printing: 
ives contur- 


Senate, 2, 
sentatives, and 1,000 herds for distribution under the direction of the Chief 
nal Officer of the United States Army. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate con- 
current resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 


Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring), 
‘That 30,000 additional copies of the first annual report of the Commissioner ol 
the Bureau of Labor be printed; 8,000 for the use of the Senate, 16,000 for the use 
et _ House of Representatives, and 6,000 for the use of the Commissioner of 

ureau, 


FORTIFICATIONS AND COAST DEFENSES. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate con- 
current resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 


Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That 7,500 additional oe of the re of the board of fortifications or other 
coast defenses be print į 2,000 for the use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the 
Hoses of Representatives, for the War Department, and1 ,000 for the Navy 


BILL RETURNED TO SENATE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following request: 


Ix THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, May 25, 1886. 
Ordered, That the Secre be directed to request the House of Re; ta- 
tives to return to the Senate bill (S. 356) granting a pension to Samuel Hanson, 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. RICE, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. REID, of North Carolina, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. GLOVER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BINGHAM, for the remainder of this week, on account of im- 


portant business. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled Senate bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Abill (S. 91) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant aright of way 
for a railroad and telegraph line through the lands of the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint Louis and San Francisco 
Railway Company, and for other purposes; ’’ 

A bill (8, 327 ting a pension to James O’Shea; 
S. 767) for the relief of John Leathers; 

S. 788) granting a pension to John L. Bruce; 
S. 789) granting a pension to John S. Williams; 
A bill (S. 895) granting a pension to Rachel Flemming Cellar; 
S. 1124) granting a pension to William Bethuren; 
. 1169) granting a pension to John 8. Bridges; 

1235) granting an increaseof pension to Joseph W. Rhine- 
1 


1348) granting a pension to Sarah E. Henry; 

A bill (S. 1357) granting a pension to Sarah A. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 1726 ting a pension to Augustus Fields Stevens; 

A bill (S. 1770) granting a pension to J. H. Thornburg 

A bill (S. 2022) granting an increase of pension to Mis. Hattie A. 
Burnett; and 

A bill (S. 2136) for the relief of Edward Fenlon. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, also 
that they had examined and found duly enrolled House bills of 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 3753) granting a pension to John D. James; 


a) granting a pension to Henry Shively; 


fol- 
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A bill (H. R. 3778) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo May- 
A bill (H. R. 6502 granting a pension to Lucy Ann Drew; 
granting a pension to Rose A. McManus; 
for the relief of Samuel C. Fisher; 
A bill (H. R. 3741) granting a pension to Emeline Roberts; 


A bill (H. R. 4884 


A bill (H. R. 4905) granting a pension to Aaron C. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 4903) granting a pension to Christian Smarzo; 

A bill (H. R. 4134) for the relief of Margaret Callanan; 

A bill (H. R. 4977) granting a pension to James N. Hair; 

A bill (H. R. 2070) granting a pension to William Pangh; 

A bill (H. R. 5789) to amend section 2552 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 1252) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Smalley; 

A bill (H. R. 1106) granting a pension to Mary B. Carll; 

A bill (H. R. 601) granting a pension to Alonzo V. Richards; 

A bill {H. R. 556) granting a pension to Bridget Sherlock; 

A bill (H. R. 699) granting a pension to Mrs. Honorah Maloney; 

A bill (H. R. 4586) for the relief of Nathan Hildabrant; 

A bill (H. R. 607) granting a pension to Jannet E. B. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 3287) for the relief of Silas Corzatt; 

A bill (H."R. 473) granting a pension to William Boone; 

A bill (H. R. 5085) for the relief of Mary Hill; 


A bill (H. R. 5655) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Bell; 

A bill (H. R. 6661) to provide for closing up the business and paying 
the expenses of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5937) granting a pension to Sarah Gregg; 

A bill (H. R. 7519) to increase the pension of Isaac N. 


FREE- SHIP BILL. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, by an order of the House adopted 
some weeks ago, the previous question was to be considered as ordered 
at 4 o’clock to-day on the free-ship bill, which was partly argued on 
each side on Saturday last, and for the consideration of which yester- 
day and to-day were set apart. After consultation with the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. DunN], the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. DING- 
LEY], and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], who has charge 
of the business now pending, I ask to submit for present consideration 
the resolution which I send to the desk. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous con- 
sent to submit for immediate consideration a resolution which will be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the House has devoted yesterday, and wishes to devote this day, to 
business other than House bill 7219,commonly known as “ the free-ship bill,” 
which was set for those days by a previous order: 

Resolved, That said order be a continuous order, but for one day only, to begin 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, and that the previous question be 
considered as ordered at 4 o'clock p.m. of that day. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, and others. What day? 

Mr. HAMMOND. There is no day fixed. We will accommodate 
ourselves to other matters. 

Mr. HATCH. I think the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia 
is eminently fair and proper. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. I will state to the gentleman from Georgia 
the ground of my objection. The previous order in reference to this 
bill operated only after the call of committees for the consideration of 
bills, and the Committee on Military Affairs will be next called during 
that consideration hour. 

Mr. HAMMOND. But we give up one day to which we were en- 
titled under the previous order. We will not interfere with the busi- 
ness of the gentleman’s committee. 

Mr. BRAGG. With that understanding I am willing to withdraw 
the objection. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, the objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wisli to say that I agree with the gentleman from 
Missouri that this is an eminently fair proposition. 

Subsequently the following proceedings vaok piaca 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COBB] now 
desires to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. COBB. Idoso, with the understanding between the gentleman 
a myself that he will not interfere with the land-grant forfeiture 

s. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. It has been read, but if there be no objection the 
Clerk will report it again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does that interfere with the consideration of 
appropriation bills ? 

Mr. HAMMOND. No; it will not. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution reads ‘‘immediately after the 
reading of the Journal.”’ 


and 
Hawkins. 


Mr. DUNHAM. By the terms of the order it might interfere with 
appropriation bills. 

; Ac SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the reso- 
ution? 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMMOND moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT. [rise to make a privileged report, which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the imipramine votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House No. 5887, making spra 
e 


priations for the service of the Post-Oftice Department for the fiscal year g 
June 30, 1837, having met, after full and free conference have been unable to 
a . 


JAMES H. BLOUNT, 
J. M. RIGGS 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managerson the part of the House, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
JAMES B. BECK, 
WILLIAM MAHONE, 
£ Managers onthepartof the Senate. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I move that this report be accepted. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the report will be ac- 


cepted. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House insist on its disagreement to 


the amendments of the Senate, and request a further conference. 
The SPEAKER. If there is no objection that order will be made. 
The Chair hears none, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Several members called for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports, 
WHARTON’S DIGEST OF INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


Mr. COX, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported a joint 
resolution (H. R. 178) to print Wharton’s Digest of International Law; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably a resolution fixing a day for the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 6664) to increase the naval establishment; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CLARA L. PREUSS., 


Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 921) granting a pension to Clara 
L. Preuss; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed 

CHARLES RIDDLE. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6952) granting a pension to 
Charles Riddle; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES F. SALYERS. 


Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3948) granting a pension to 
James F. Salyers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. ; 

THOMAS S. DUVALL. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 887) granting a pension to Thomas 
S. Duvall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. : 

JOSIAH MAHONEY, 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Josiah 
Mahoney; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MARY RENFRO. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2358) granting a Pang to Mary 
Renfro; which was referred to the Committee of the ole House on 
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the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
JACOB 8, BIDDLE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4712) to place the 
name of Jacob S. Biddle on the pension-roll; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ABEL MISHLER, OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. SWOPE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2964) to restore to the pension-list the name 
of Abel Mishler, of Pennsylvania; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD COLEMAN. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8351) for the relief of Edward Coleman; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CATHARINE WATERS. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 325) granting a pension to Cath- 
arine Waters; which were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the 
table, and the accom reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 7460) for the relief of Barnet S. Van Buren; and 

A bill (H. R. 5944) for the relief Daniel Lannon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of bills raising revenue; and pending that motion, I move 
that all general debate on the pending bill be limited to one minute. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move to strike out ‘“‘one minute” and insert 
‘í two hours,” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And I move an amendment 
to the amendment, to insert ‘‘four hours’’ instead of ‘‘ two hours.” 

The amendment to the amendment was disagreed to. 

‘Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. My parliamentary inquiry is this: Have 
gentlemen who have exhausted themselves on this subject already the 
right to vote on this question? [Langhter. } 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks they have. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Are they not interested under the rules ? 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

The question recurred on Mr. DUNHAM’ S amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 83. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Asthisis an important question I think we should 
have a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the point of 
no quorum; and the Chair will appoint Mr. DUNHAM and Mr. HATCH 
as tellers. : 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 48, noes 117. 

So the amendment was di to. 

Mr. HATCH. Idemand the previous question on my motion to close 
the general debate in one minute. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 20. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I make the point of no quorum unless 
the gentleman will allow me to move an amendment limiting debate 
to one hour. : 

Mr. HATCH. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, and 
Mr. HATCH. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 117—— 

Mr. DUNHAM. It is announced that no quorum is voting, and I 


would ask whether it is in order for me to move there be a of the 
House ? 

The SPEAKER. The House is dividing and the announcement has 
not yet been made. > 

Mr. DUNHAM. I understood the announcement to be made that 
no quorum had voted. 


The SPEAKER. There has been no formal announcement of the 
vote, The tellers report—ayes 149, noes 7; no quorum. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move there be a call of the House. 

Mr. HATCH. At the same time I demand the yeas and nays on my 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois insist on his mo- 


tion that there be a call of the House? 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
181, nays 54, not voting 87; as follows: 


YEAS—181. 
A J.J. Eldredge, Laffoon, Rowell, 
Allen, C,H, Ermentrout, Landes, Ryan, 
Allen, J. M. Everhart, Libbey, Sadler, 

(6 Farquhar, Lindsley, Sawyer, 
Anderson, J. A. Findlay, Louttit, Scott, 
Atkinson, Free eg Lovering, Scranton, 
Ballentine, Ford, Lowry, Seney, 

ur, Forney, Lyman, Sessions, 
Barksdale, Frederick, Martin, Seymour, 

5 Fuller, McAdoo, Shaw, 
Bayne, Gallinger, M Singleton 

5 Gibson, Eustace McKenna, Skinner, 
Bennett, Glass, McKinley, Smalls, 
Bland Goff, Merriman, Sowden, 
Bound, Green, W.J. Millard, Springer, 

Grosvenor, Milliken, StahInecker, 

Boyle, Grout, Moffatt, Ste nm, 
Brady, Hale, Morgan, Stewart, Charles 
Bragg. l, Morrill, Ste J.W. 
Breckinridge, WOP, Halsell, Morrow, Stone, E. F. 
Buchanan, , Neal, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Bunnell, Neece, Storm, 
Burrows, Hatch, N 2 Strait, 
Butterworth, Heard, Nelson, Struble, 
Caldwell. Henderson, D.B. Norwood, Swope, 
Campbeli,Felix Henderson, J.S. O'Ferrall, Symes, 
Cam: enderson, T. J. Osborne, Tarsn 

jer, Hepburn, Owen, ‘Taylor, I. H. 
Cannon, an, Parker, Taylor, J. M, 
Carleton, Hewitt, Payne, Taylor, Zach. 
Cobb, H 7 Payson, mas,O. 
Comstock, Hill, P le, 
Conger, Hires, Wakefield, 
Cooper, Peters, BE y 
Cowles, Hitt, Pettibone, Weaver, A. J. 
Cox, Holman, elps, Weaver, J. B. 

4 Hopkins, Pidcock, eber, 
Croxton, Howard, Plumb, Wheeler, 
Curtin, Hudd, ce, White, A. C. 
Cutcheon, Jackson, Randall, te, o 
Dawson, James, 2 Whiting, 
Dockery, Johnston, J. T, if % 
Dorsey, Johnston, T., D, Richardson, Wolford, 
Dou; 2 Ketcham, $ Worthington. 
Dowdney, King, Rockwell, ` 
Dunn, Kleiner, Romeis, 

NAYS. 
Adams, G. E. Dargan, Lehlbach, Throckmorton, 
Barnes, Davidson, R, H. M. Mahoney, Tillman, 
Blanchard, Dunham, MeMillin, ‘Townshend, 
Bliss, Gay, McRae, ucker, 
Blount, Gedd Miller, ‘Turner, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Hemphill, Morrison, Van Eaton, 
Browne, T. Herbert, Wadsworth, 
Brown, C. E. Irion, O'Neill, Charles Warner, William 
Brown, W. W. Johnson, F. A. Outhwaite, Wellborn, 
Brumm, Jones, J. H. Perry, Wilson, 

1, Kelley, Sayers, Wise, 
Catchings, La Follette, Spooner, Woodburn. 
Culberson, Z St. Martin, 

Daniel, Lawler, Taulbee, 
NOT VOTING—S7. 4 

Aiken, Dingley, Jones, J.T. Rice, 
Arnot, jen, ird, Robertson, 
Baker, Ellsberry, Le Fevre, TS, 
Belmont, y, Little, Snyder, 
Bingham, Evans, Long, Sp 4 
Buck, Felton, Lore, Steele, 
Burleigh, Fisher, Markham, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Burnes, Foran, Matson, Swinburne, 
Bynum, Funston Maybury, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J.E. Gibson, 0. H. McUomas, omas, J. R. 
Campbell, Gilfillan. Mills, jompson, 
Caswell, Glover, Mitchell, igg, 
Clardy. Green, R. 8, Muller, Van Schaick, 
Clements, Guenther, Murphy, Viele, 
Cole, back, O'Donnell, Wait, 
Collins, Harmer, O'Hara, Ward, J. H. 
Compton, Hayden, O'Neill, J. J. Warner, A. J. 
Crain, , ynes, Pindar, est, 
Davenport, Henley, Pirce, Willis, 
Davidson, A.C. Holmes, Ranney, 

. ouk, Reed, T. B. 
Dibble, Hutton, Reid, J. W. 


So the previous question was ordered. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, by unanimous consent the read- 
ing of the names was dispensed with. 

The following gentlemen were announced as being paired on all polite 
ical questions until further notice: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, with Mr. RICE. 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. HOLMES. 

Mr, BURNES with Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. Hurton with Mr. Prrce. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama, with Mr. SWINBURNE. 

Mr. Warr with Mr. EDEN. 

Mr. BYNUM with Mr. MCKENNA. 
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On the oleo ine bill: 
Mr. WINANS with Mr. Hovux. 
Mr. CoLe with Mr, THOMAS, of Illinois. 
Mr. JONES with Mr. BURLEIGH. 
Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. ELY. 
. FoRAN with Mr. Lona. 

Mr. RoGERS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. BAKER. 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. LITTLE, until further notice; also upon this 
bill. If present, Mr. DIBBLE would vote ‘‘ no’ on the bill. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. Davis, until further notice. If t, Mr. 
ARNOT would vote for, and Mr. DAVIS against, the pending bill. 

Mr. TRIGG with Mr. BINGHAM, for this day. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. Buck. 

Mr, MULLER with Mr. DAVENPORT, 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. MARKHAM. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. PINDAR with Mr. MITCHELL, on this bill. If present, Mr. PIN- 
DAR would vote ‘‘ay,’’ Mr. MITCHELL ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. ELY. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, that if not paired I should 
have voted ‘‘ay’’ on this question. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question recurring on the motion to limit general debate to one 
minute, the motion was to 

Mr. HATCH. Before the motion is put that the House go into 
Committee of the Whole I desire to ask unanimous consent that gen- 
ase who desire to do so may have leave to print in the RECORD upon 

is bill. p 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

IMITATION DAIRY PRODUCTS. 


The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the p of considering bills for raising revenue. The business 
under consideration is the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter; also im- 
posing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, 
and exportation of oleomargarine. By order of the House, all general 
debate upon the bill is limited to one minute. 

Mr. HATCH. I present a telegram which I send to the desk, and 
ask to have read as a reply to the telegram forwarded to the Clerk’s 
desk by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Col. W. W. HATCH, 
House of Representatives : 

Protest of several hundred members Chicago Board of Trade against action 
of directory favoring bogus butter mailed you last night. More to come. 

R. M. LITTLE. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill by sections. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., Thatfor the of this act the word “ butter ” shall be 
understood to mean the food product usually known as butter, and which is made 
exclusively from milk or cream, or both, with or without common salt, and with 
or without additional coloring matter, 


Mr. BAYNE addressed the Chair. ‘ 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Are amendments now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania on the‘left [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not want the attitude of Pennsylvania misunder- 
stood with reference to this bill. In my own district there are è 
manufacturing establishments of butterine, and very worthy people 
are engaged in that branch of manufacture. But while that is true, I 
believe the voice of my district and my State is in favor of protecting 
the dairy interests of this country against competition with this pre- 
tended substitute for one of their chief products. 

Pennsylvania is the second largest butter-producing State in the 
Union. New York comes first with 111,000,000 pounds annual pro- 
duction; Pennsylvania comes next, with over 79,000,000 pounds; the 
State of Ohio comes next, with, I believe, about 67,000,000 pounds, and 
Towa next, with about 55,000,000 pounds. It willbe seen, therefore, 
that the great State of Pennsylvania has a larger interest in protecting 
her dairy products than any other State in the Union, except alone the 
State of New York. 

Now, sir, I believe it to be a high duty to protect the agricultural 
industries from unfair rivals from within or from without; and I be- 
lieve it to be our duty to protect the consumers of the country from 
impositions subject to constitutional jurisdiction. If this bill is to be 
effective the duty or tax of 10 cents per pound upon this product should 
be maintained. If it be reduced to 1 cent or to2 cents per pound, or 
any much less rate than that named in the bill, I believe the result 
will be that this butterine or oleomargarine will go upon the tables of 
the people in spite of Jaw, and that the consumer will not be protected, 
although the dairy interests may measurably be. I want to have both 
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the dairy interests and the consumers of the country protected from this 
imposition, 

We have heard much of the constitutional aspects of the question 
presented by this bill from the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. HAM- 
MOND], the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN], the eman from 
Arkansas [Mr. DUNN], and the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. TUCKER], 
each of whom has invoked the inhibitions of the Constitution of the 
United States against the of the bill, and each one of whom 
has lectured the House, this side of the House especially, because they 
almost unanimously support this measure. 

Why, sir, should a lecture come from those gentlemen? It is but a 
short time ago when each one of those gentlemen regarded this very 
Constitution as a rope of sand that might be broken at the will ofa 
sovereign State, while we on this side of the Chamber regarded it as a 
band of steel uniting all sections of the country in indissoluble union, 
that could not be broken by any means whatever. 

I claim that section 8 of Article I of the Constitution empowers us 
to levy this tax, not only for the purpose of raising revenue, but for 
the purpose of fostering the dairy interests of the country, or for the 
purpose of protecting the consumers of the sig against imposition 
or fraud. In other words, I claim that under the Constitution you 
may levy a tax to protect and to encourage and to foster the indus- 
tries of this country, and to promote the general welfare; and whatever 
sticklers for the Constitution may say, that principle has been asserted 
from the beginning by the friends of the Constitution, and was decided 
most emphatically by the arbitrament of arms; because that was the 
question involved in our great civil contest. 

And I am glad to observe the accessions to the ranks of the protec- 
tionists which the promotion of this bill is evolving. The purpose of 
this bill is to protect the dairymen and the consumers, and I, as a pro- 
rity of all the industries of the country, gladly welcome our new 

en 

Ido not anticipate any troublesome amount of revenue from this 
measure. We do not wantrevenue, Nor do I wish to extinguish the 
business of the manufacturers of oleomargarine. Idesire, however, that 
they may succeed in building up a large export trade. It is claimed 
by a good many people that we need foreign markets for our surplus 
products. I should like to have ol ine find a foreign market. 
It will suit the South American States. It is less liable, I am told, to 
become rancid than genuine butter. If that beso, the South American 
States, having a warm climate and people with not overrefined tastes, 
are the natural markets for this product. 

But we have been told that the workingmen and working women will 
be the sufferers from this tax. Thatisamistake. It has been shown 
by one of the gentlemen [Mr. PRICE] of the Committee on Agri- 
culture that the price of butter has gone up; but the number of dai- 
ries has run down since.the production in large quantities of oleomar- 
garine. The simple truth is, that the oleomargarine business is driving 
the dairy business out of existence. It is a slow operation, but a sure 
one; and it is analogous to the financial axiom that bad money will 
drive out good money. After the large manufacturers of this product 
would get control of the market they could and would fix prices to 
suit themselves. ‘The man, therefore, who says that this bill is inim- 
ical to the working people misapprehends the situation. Besides, are 
not the dairymen, the farmers, working people? They compose up- 
ward of 60 per cent. of our working people, and no people work harder. 
Shall they be deprived of the opportunity of producing the 800,000,000 
pounds of butter that now yearly comes from their hands ? 

I say no, and the workingmen and working women in all the trades 
and branches of industry will say no, : 

But why should this argument be used at all by the opponents of 
this bill? Is it supposed that the working people will rele oleomar- 
garine to genuine butter? Are not their palates just as sensitive as that 
of the man of large means? 

The workingmen of Pennsylvania, whether in the field or in the mill 
or in the mine, will not thank their self-constituted advocates for main- 


taining such position. 
Let us have genuine butter, genuine dollars, and genuine dealings in 
all things. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this is the first time, 
within my experience at least, where protection has been invoked in 
favor of one domestic industry against another. 

Mr. MORRISON. Oh, Lord! that is what it is all for. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iam a protectionist, but I have been, 
so far as my votes are concerned, in favor of protecting American in- 
dustries against the invasion of the foreign products of cheap labor. 
Now, if this bill be intended simply to raise revenue, no man, I pre- 
sume, will question its constitutionality. Is that its purpose? Will 
any gentleman who favors it assert it to be such? Why, sir, if that is 
its object, why impose a tax of 10 cents a pound on oleo; ine? Is 
it necessary? Has it been demanded? Has anybody petitioned for it 
with that view? Do the gentlemen who advocate the measure believe 
it to be a revenue measure? Are they not proceeding, so far as that is 
concerned, upon false pretenses? Certainly; nobody doubts it. How 
then is it? Is it for the purpose of protecting the consumer from a ~ 
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spurious article? Certainly not; because it does not discriminate be- 


tween that which is clean and pure and healthy and a lawful food 
product and that which is deleterious to the public health. 

Does any ġentleman upon this floor controvert the proposition so 
abundantly established that oleomargarine may be made pure, and 
clean, and healthful, and that it is a food product which people may 
lawfully make and buy; that when used is not injurious tọ individual 
health? Does anybody doubt it? If that be true, why is it, if gen- 
tlemen are simply concerned about the protection of the public health 
and the protection of the consumer from buying a spurious or deleteri- 
ous pee jis why is it that the tax is not imposed upon that which is 
uncleanly or unhealthfal? 

Why is it that you propose to tax out of existence an article that may 
be legally made and that is lawful, an industry thatis legal, anindustry 
in which the people or some portion of them are legally engaged, an in- 
dustry in which the people ora portion of them have invested their capi- 
tal? Why is it you propose to tax it in the interest of other industries 
which are simply healthful and lawful and produce an article which is 
a legitimate article of commerce? Why is it, gentlemen, that you do 
not make this discrimination? For the reason, I apprehend, that you 
desire to destroy an industry. Oh, but it is said you desire to give the 
peoplean opportunity of knowing what they buy! Youdonotwantthem 
deluded into the belief that they are buying butter when they are buy- 
ing butterine or oleomargarine. 

ow, if that be the purpose of this bill I am willing to assist in its 
passage. But if that be your purpose how does it become necessary 
that oes should impose a tax of 10 cents a pound on every pound that 
1 manufactured? How doesit happen that it becomes necessary 
to impose the enormous license of $600 on every manufacturer and 
$480 on those who en, in the wholesale business and $48 on those 
who engage in the retail business? j 

Oh, you say itis in the line of other taxation. Dowe not tax whisky, 
that costs but 20 cents a gallon in its production, 90 cents? But let 
me ask you, gentlemen, what American industry is in competition with 
thewhisky industry? What production do you taxout of existence when 
you impose the tax of 90 cents a gallon on whisky? Is there some- 
thing else which rises up in competition withit? Nameit. Whydowe 
find it necessary to raise revenue by the imposition of this whisky tax? 
It is, so far as I am concerned, because the revenue is needed, and on 
the other hand because the article is not a food product but a luxury 
the use of which may be dispensed with without injury, whereas if 
the people desire to buy oleomargarine and butterine, a pure and hon- 
est article, in the name of God, personal liberty, and the Constitution 
have they not the right to buy it ? 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. GREEN, of North lina. Mr. Chairman, as one of the sub- 
committee of three to which was delegated the duty of draughting the 
bill under consideration, and which may therefore be regarded as its 
sponsor, I deem it duty to myself and to the bill to say a word in its 


Starting out with the broad assumption that if a thing is not what 
it purports to be it is a counterfeit and a fraud, my line of argument 
be mainly directed against oleomargarine as filling the bill as such, 
trusting that the propriety of its Ta specs or limitation at least 
within reasonable bounds, will na: y suggest itself to every honest 
mind. What is butter? The bill defines it. Will any assert that it 
can be made out of other substance than cream or milk or both com- 
bined? If not, then the resultin, uct of other substance or com- 
bination purporting to be such is a fraud, and should be within the 
reach of the law no less than a piece of base metal with the Govern- 
ment’s impress upon it which claims to be one of Brother Bland’s 412}- 
grain silver dollars. 

Let it remove its cap of claim, and my objection to the vile stuff is 
withdrawn. For I recognize every one’s right to eat what he pleases 
as fully as I claim for myself the correlative right not to eat what I do 
not please, not to have forced upon me as a genuine article that which 
my stomach loathesand abominates. But, sir, in this and kindred cases 
that claim will never be abated except under legal compulsion. Do 
you ask the reason why? My reply is that the temptation to hold on 
is more than m will willingly surrender. Is it clean, is 
it pure, is it healthy? Of course public repute and general belief is 
the basis of verdict. So far, however, from eating itm Mr. Chair- 
man, after an insight into the mystery of its manufacture by evidence 
satisfactory to me I would scruple to give it to my me Still I in no 
wise doubt that I have eaten it time and again under the fond delusion 
that it was the genuine lacteal derivative, for by trick of chemist de- 
tection is almost impossible by taste. Does that militate against ob- 
jection urged? No;a thousand times no! . 

I care not how perfect the deception, it is none the less an imposition 
on dairyman and consumer. Nay, the more perfect the one the greater 
the other. For, sir, as perfection attains in its manufacture, the easier 
it is by deodorizing trickery and discoloring process to convert the most 
repulsive and disgusting ingredients into milk-white lard or kindred 
substance, and this in turn into most approved oleomargarine, butterine, 
stearine, or bullerine. 

If it is not so, why did not these gentry appear before the Agricult- 
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ural Committee and make refutal that such things were either possi- 
ble or at all events practiced? The committee doors were thrown wide 
open to both sides, and they knew full well that such allegations would 
bebrought. Instead, however, of making their fight there, for reasons 
best known to themselves they preferred to come before the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and under the plea of injured innocence to inundate 
us with taunts of invidious taxation and protests of boards of trade re- 
flecting upon the committee. 

In this connection permit me to say that no measure ever left a com- 
mittee of this House after a more patient hearing, a more thorough 
endeavor to arrive at the bottom facts, and a more unanimous indorse- 
ment of every clause and provision contained. - 

True, it was only the Agricultural Committee, unhonored by mem- 
bership of any great constitutional lawyer, but actuated by laudable 
purpose and with an eye single to the interests of the great farming 
class of the land, whose interests it was supposed to have in hand. 
Representatives of that honorable class from almost every quarter of our 
great country appeared before us either in person or by proxy or peti- 
tion, and never was there more unanimity of sentiment in demand of 
salutary legislation. Butno sooner is the bill brought on the floor than 
it meets the hue and cry of class legislation. Unfortunately, Mr. Chair- 
man, islation is no new thing to our statute-book; but alas, it 
has almost ever been legislation against the class which I represent, 
and the one my committee represents. + 

Such, not to speak of our infamous tariff laws of recent years, was 
the tax on cotton, the tax on tobacco, the tax on the fruits of the earth, 
and the grain thereof when converted into liquid commodities. Class 
legislation forsooth! Point me to the tax law this quarter of a century 
bygone that has not been class legislation, deliberately planned and 
systematically framed, it would seem, to inure to the detriment of the 

t controlling but much-enduring class—the class to which I be- 

mg—the farming class of the land. I crave pardon, Mr. Chairman; 

there was a short-lived tax on lordly incomes, but it worked hardship 
on the commercial millionaire class and so it was set aside. 

How long are we to be regaled with this nauseating plea when meas- 
ures of relief for counter-class comes up? Sir, there is not a more un- 
compromising stickler for “‘strict construction’’ on or off this floor 
than I claim to be; but I am tired of having my guild construed into 
drudges and their hard earnings into the national coffers, or worse still, 
a thousand times worse, into pa gan of moneyed upstarts who spin 
cotton and roll steel and iron, reveling in ill-begotten superabun- 
dance, sneer upon the farmer class and flaunt their poverty in their face. 

And now, when he asks for this poor modicum of relief, when he 
craves with modest mien that this great, ay, taken in the te 
this —* branch of agricultural industry may not be “ swallowed 
up and lost 

P In the wide womb of uncreated night, 
Devoid of sense and being, 
he is met with the hackneyed and stereotyped cry of class legislation 
and constitutional infraction. Down withsuch sophistry; to the dogs 
with such quibbling. 

The opponents of the measure, driven to the wall to find a peg on 
which to hang their constitutional objection, undertake to sift the mo- 
tives of its friends. I humbly submit is it fair or ingenuous warfare ? 
Does it not confer corresponding right on us to do the same with 
ov Taxation not the motive of the measure, but annihilation, 

ey say. 

On yesterday we were regaled with the millennium spectacle of the 
pete lion of Pennsylvania and the free-trade lamb of Virginia (per- 

ps I should say free-wool lamb) lying down together in blissful ac- 
cord, scratching each other’s back and making love speeches, ‘‘ quam 
Samiliariter.’’ Politics, it is said, make strange bed-fellows, and here 
we see it. Ye gods and litle fishes, but it was a delicious sight! 

But, sir, might we not with equal right intimate that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and his protection following object to seeing taxes 
levied on legitimately taxable articles, frauds, or luxuries, as he may 
prefer to class bogus butters, for fear that additional revenue from this 
source rps ines or require a let-up on plowshares, tin pans, domes- 
tics, and ets, not to mention some thousand or two other articles 
of every day use and prime necessity ? 

Might we not in like manner be pardoned for harboring the doubt 
that the other wing of the opposition might possibly be slightly infiu- 
enced by the laudableambition to wipe out the entire internal-revenue 
fabric, and so oppose the addition of an article to the list which most 
of them concede is as proper subject for tax as those now on it, always 
presupposing the motive to be revenue and the needs of the Govern- 
ment demanding it. But, sir, Iscorn the use of such doubtful weapons. 

I do not fancy our internal-revenue system as framed and maintained 
these many years last past and in the last Congress gave evidence of 
the fact, but the indications are that it is to be a permanency. If so, 
inasmuch as tillage has been its victim hitherto, Idemand in the name 
of common justice that the system be made subordinate to its protec- 
tion to the extent of relief contemplated in this bill. ForoneI do not 
even insist upon the retention of the full amount of the tax called for 
if gentlemen are so fearful of ‘‘ taxing this new legitimate and thriv- 
ing industry,” or as some*prefer to call it rascally swindle, out of ex- 
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istence. Reduce it if you will, but compel it to sail under its own 
eolors—the black flag of taint and suspicion. Require it to wear its 


label as a sheep-killing cur does his muzzle, and the mischief being 
wore by unjust, unequal, dishonest competition will soon have an 
end. 

Butter can look with sovereign contempt upon its diminutive name- 
sake if you will only brand on his forehead the name he should wear. 
Todoitsometaxisessential. Isthe demand orthe amount extravagant? 
It does not so appear to me. Those who higgle at its enormity, to be 
consistent, should assail the tyranny of the Government for suppressing 
the ancient brotherhood of counterfeiters of coin, note-lifters, and kin- 
dred ‘‘chevaliers of industry.” 

The claim set up by its advocates that itis the poor man’s butter is, 
I hold, ridiculously fallacious, whether it be based upon the assumption 
that it is good enough for such or that it is so adapted on the score of 
economy. Of course, as it can be made at about one-third of the cost 
of genuine butter, it might be sold at something like one-half and leave 
a liberal margin for profit. Presumably when sold at first hand it is so 
sold. But, sir, by the time it reaches the great army of consumers, with 
its earmarks left behind and then claiming to be what it is not, the price 
approximates that of honest butter 

Has any one on this floor ever called for it, in laying in his family 
groceries? Doesany flatter himself that he does not get it more or less 
mixed in with butter, unlesshe knows his dealer or can trace it to its 
source? Does he lay the oleaginous unction to his confiding soul that 
he usually gets true butter at public tables? Mr. Chairman, if the 
commodity were actually made out of clean and honest fats, as the 
makers.claim it is, it would still be a fraud if sold for what it is not. 
But when the offal and refuse of the slaughter-house and cattle-yard 
enter into its fabric, as is generally believed and stoutly maintained, 
it should be accounted a felony and treated as-such whether sold as 
genuine or imitation butter. 

Mr. Chairman, my limited knowledge of natural history recalls but 
few animals, notably the jackal and turkey-buzzard, that revel in car- 
rion. For one I do not propose to enter the field of dietetic competi- 
tion against these foul creatures, nor do I intend that my constituents 
shall, without being forewarned if possible. 

If any prefer that sort of diet, none can gainsay them, for there is no 
accounting for taste. Butothers, more fastidious, should be permitted 
to decline the savory meal. Hence, I repeat, this thing should be re- 
quired to sail under itsown name. Why does the plethoric manufact- 
urer object to it? I will tell you why. He knows full well that its 
name would be its knell; and that his oceupation would be e, Or 
would ree rein to its proper level, that of soap-boiler, if it did. And 
let me tell you, sir, that he will then have entered upon a more honor- 
able vocation. 

Of course it would be a source of regret to a sympathizing world if 
great constitutional sticklers and lawmakers, impecunious city editors 
with a bare circulation of 100,000, and boards of trade, actuated purely 
by considerations of public good in their opposition to this measure, 
should be deprived of their coveted oleo. In consideration of real serv- 
ice rendered by these in behalf of bogus butter, common gratitude 
should prompt the new-fledged soap-maker to reserve a corner of his 
establishment for their old line of trade, in order to supply the insati- 
ate cravings for their wares entertained by such abnormal gastronomic 
notables. I opine, however, that the overfastidious hod-carrier, street 
sweep, and boot-black will thenceforth give the place and its products 
a wide berth, or hold the nose while passing. 

The question has been asked time and again during the course of this 
discussion, ‘‘Can any say that it is unhealthy?’’ Sir, the query is 
puerile or it is a blind and a pretext. It is rash to say ex cathedra what 
is or is not healthy. But medical science tells us that many of the ad- 
mitted ingredients are noxious and deleterious to health. Whether 
death is the consequence of their use would, I apprehend, require a 
pi mortem examination in each individual case. To the ‘‘doubting 

omases’ of the other side I venture to suggest, with a view to a 
solution of the vexed question, that they authorize the necessary medi- 
eal and surgical investigation into their individual cause of'exit. If 
the coroner’s verdictin all such cases should be, ‘‘ Died of bogus butter,” 
it might help to resolve the doubts of some future House of skeptics as 
to the sanitary effects of putrid fats upon the human system. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I earnestly trust that the bill will 
pass, Iask it in the name of justice to the greatest of agricultural 
industries. I ask it in the cause of justice in dealing with a bare- 
faced fraud. Iask it in behalf of the butter-eater as well as the butter- 
maker. I ask it with an eye to the speedy revision of our tax laws, 
so that the burden of taxation may fall on articles most suitable and 
able to bear them, and so be lightened on the overburdened neces- 
saries of life. I ask it in behalf of the meat supply, which is rapidly 
diminishing under the baleful effects of this new-fledged and nefarious 
trade. And finally, sir, I demand it as right no less than a boon in 
the name of the sovereign people whose servants we are. [Applause. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amendment. I claim 
the floor for the purpose of reaffirming, after twenty-four hours’ reflec- 
tion, what I said upon this bill yesterday, and I do it the more eagerly 
lest some member might think I had Veen influenced by the threat of 


the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] made last evening, that 
if Pennsylvania protectionists do not sustain the bill the iron industries 
of the State may be destroyed. Sir, I have great respect for the iron 
and steel manufacturers of Pennsylvania and their tens of thousands 
of employés, but there is one man upon whose good opinion I place a 
higher value, and that is the one with whom I lie down at night and 
rise in the morning for the performance of duty, and if the iron inter- 
ests of the country can be saved only by my playing the demagogue, 
by my abandoning my well-considered convictions, by adhering to 
which, let me say, I sustained the farmers of Iowa and Wisconsin w 
the entire sugar interest, planting, importing, and re was here to 
ask Congress to prohibit by taxation the manufacture of sirup or sugar 
from corn or sorghum—all the ents made against oleomargarine 
to-day were made against permitting the production of glucose or sugar 
from corn or sorghum—and I say if the iron interests of the country 
can be sustained only by my abandoning the convictions upon which I 
acted on that occasion, they will not be sustained by me. Atthat time, 
sir, I stood the barrier in defense of corn and sorghum growers against 
the appeals of many of my own constituents, and I do not believe that 
either the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. PRICE], who so ly criti- 
cised me in my absence, or the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
son] would have supported the bill which proposed to require every 
pound of corn or sorghum sugar and every pint of glucose sirup to 
out in astamped , Showing that it had paid a tax, which would 
have been destructive of the capital engaged in its production. No, 
sir; the price proposed for the maintenance of the iron interests of the 
country is so high that I can not undertake to pay it. 

As for the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] who, like the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, in his humility assumed the prerogative of the 
Almighty and dealt with my motives, and said that he had sat at my 
feet and recognized me as a teacher for thirty years, but that he has 
now discovered that the horizon of my vision is bounded by the iron 
and steel interest, to the utter neglect of the more important and equally 
honorable interest of agriculture, I can only say that I think he must 
be mistaken when he says that he had solong accepted meas Gamaliel. 

He is a man of extraordinary intelligence, and anybody above the 
range of idiocy who had read or heard me for thirty years past would 
know that from the day the war closed I haye striven to relieve the 
farmers of the country from the invidious taxes upon their productions 
which the necessities of the war had imposed. Sir, it is in their in- 
terest that I am to-day fighting this effort to add another internal bur- 
den to those they already bear. In these days of peace and an over- 
flowing Treasury why should tobacco pay taxes that you do not impose 
on cabbage, corn, oats, or rye, unless it be attempted to distil the.cere- 
als into an article which makes the farmers’ product capable of bearing 
the cost of rtation? 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. OSBORNE and Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, addressed the Chair 
and proposed to yield their time to Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. KELLEY. I thank both gentlemen. 

Why, I ask, tax tobacco as you do not tax cabbage or other agricult- 
ural products? It is a great growth of Wisconsin and Iowa, and is a 
merchantable product of more than thirty States. Again, sir, one bushel 
of corn will not carry another and itself from the States which those 
gentlemen who criticised me represent to an Eastern market; but ad- 
vance it by one stage of manufacture—put it into alcohol, which our 
arts demand, our arts which consume more than one-half the spirits 
produced in the country—put it, Isay, into that article which they re- 
quire to cheapen products consumed by all, make that change, and 
one bushel will carry five to an Eastern or a foreign market. 

You grow tobacco and sell it at less than 2 cents a pound, and tho tax 
on itis 8 cents. I want to relieve the farmer of that tex of 400 per 
cent. On corn the tax is 90 cents a peck. The law requires the produc- 
tion of, or the payment of duty on, a gallon of proof spirits to the peck 
of corn, four gallons to the bushel, and I am seeking to relieve the corn- 
growing constituents of those gentlemen of the infamous tax, for an 
overflowing Treasury, of $3.60 for converting a bushel of corn into a 
transportable commodity. 

Now, sir, iron and steel, however contracted the vision and base the 
motives the gentlemen from Iowa and Wisconsin may ascribe to me, 
do not bound my vision. I wish to carry non-farming populations 
into the midst of agricultural communities to relieve the pressure on 
agriculture and to give the small farmer or his wife or daughters a 
chance to supply markets with chickens and eggs and vegetables and 
pure butter made from the milk of neighboring dairies. 


. I was taught by Henry C. Carey that the tariff which would promote 


the development of the mineral resources of the interior of our country 
and carry manufacturing industries there wasnot the iron man’s ques- 
tion, was not the manufacturer’s question, but was the farmer’s ques- 
tion; and so I believe it to be. If these gentlemen see fit to assail that 
system advocated by my great teacher to the end of his life, and to 
which I have devoted myself since 1857, with the view of promoting 
the agricultural interests, let them go over to the other side and vote 
for free trade and plenty of business in the near future for the sheriff 
of every agricultural county in the Union. [Applause.] 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, obtained the floor. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I renew it. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
reaffirm every word that I uttered in debate yesterday. As I said in 
my opening remarks, I regretted exceedingly that the distinguished 

tleman from Pennsylvania was not present; but I could not with- 
old the discussion until he should be here, for there was no assurance 
that the tariff question would again come up during this session for dis- 
cussion, Isaw what I thought was a criticism which I had a right to 
make; and when I feel that I havesuch a right, no length of experience 
EOE OE EELS 

Mr, KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit a brief question? By 
what parliamentary law may a gentleman speaking on this floor deal 
with the motives of another member? His arguments are subject to 
agem; his motives belong to the relation between himself and the 

mighty. * 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if the distinguished 
gentleman from Pı lyania should say ‘‘ Henderson, I love you,”’ 
while with his hand he slapped me in the face, I could judge his mo- 
tives by his acts better than by his speech. When a distinguished law- 
maker on every occasion fights every kind of taxation on banks, on 
whisky, on beer, on matches, on every form of manufactured articles, 
but is everready with all his power and eloquence to speak for another 
kind of taxation which, like the dropping dew, may touch every part 
of the country and every home, I may have the right to judge his mo- 
tives, 

The gentleman assumes here to speak for the people whom I repre- 
sent and who have placed me here as the guardian of their interests. 
I thank him for his kind co-operation; but the farmers of Iowa reject 
the proffered aid. Recognizing his ability in this special field, they 
come here claiming, almost demanding, this legislation which modestly 
but firmly and fearlessly I am advocating on this floor. - 

Mr. Chairman, no man would regret more than myself one unkind 
remark to my superior in age and vastly my superior in intellectual 
power. If aught that I have said of a personal nature wounds the 
gentleman, no one could be prompter than myself to withdraw it; but 
so far as I have made the utterance that the Western country demands 
and will have protection—by argument if need be, but by war if neces- 
sary—lI retract not a word. On that ground I stand, and will stand. 
I insist that tariff legislation is not the only medium by which the 
rights of the people can be protected; and the East must recognize the 
fact that the great center, West and South, must be heard on this floor 
and justly dealt with. That is what I said yesterday; it is what Isay 
now; and a thousand times I emphasize it since I have the attentive 
ear of my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PRICE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that 
some gentlemen should ask me whether, when I spoke of ‘‘ war,” I 
meant a conflict of arms. No, sir; I meant the intellectual conflict 
see the weapons planted in brave and manly minds—that and that 
only, 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, no gentleman on this floor could regret 
more than I do—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Sitting within two feet of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, on account of the confusion in the Hall he can not be heard. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. LAIRD] says it is 
well. Now, ordinarily to reach his ear you would have to have a voice 
that would reach to the race-course. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HAMMOND. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that members standing 
in the aisles and the area be requested to take their seats, 

The CHAIRMAN, Members will resume their seats, 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I was about to remark no gentleman 
on the floor possibly could more regret any allusion which by any pos- 
sibility could wound the feelings of my venerable and So 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] than I would. But I desire 
to submit to the House the remarks I made, and then a statement of 
just exactly what those remarks were based upon, and to appeal to their 
intelligent judgment as to whether in anything I said I was unfair or 
even discourteous. 

Yesterday in the remarks submitted by me I used the following lan- 
guage: 

I haye always admired the gentleman as one of the nation’s ablest defenders 
of our protective system, I have always honored him for his fidélity to the in- 
terests of his State; but the horizon of his vision is bounded by the iron and 
steel interest to the utter neglect of the more important and equally honorable 
interests of agriculture. 

To keep up a protective tariff he would release liquors and tobacco from their 
just contribution to our revenues, and having proceeded this far it is not strange 
that he should antagonize this measure. 
pg by the gentleman from Pennsylvania on yesterday the fallow- 

g: 


Now, am I justified in making that statement? I find ina 
I was then, as I am now, opposed to adding to the resources of a Treasury 


that so overflows with revenues as to require us to erect United States court- 

houses where no courts are held and custom-houses where no customs are cal- 

lected, and the appointment of commissioners to inquire whether the beds of 

certain su streams had better be deepened and beundened into navignble 

Poynton: or be so smoothed down to make the bed of a railroad. 
T, 


I desire to state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania while he has 
been saying the subject of protection that he has forgotten oy. 
the subject of finance. I wish, therefore, to recall to his attention th 
fact, that to-day men are crowding these halls and these corridors to 
whom this Government owes money for labor well performed, requir- 
ing Congressional action for their payment. The gentleman with all 
the years of his experience has sat asa member of the only body which 
could furnish honest remuneration for honest toil to liquidate honest 
debts against the Government and has failed utterly to do so. 

The average Congressman, as a rule, is too profoundly great to stoop 
to the plebeian duty of paying the nation’s debts. [Great laughter and 
spplause.] If they paid those debts it would exhaust our present sur- 
plus as well as our revenues forthe next decade. [Continued laughter 
and applause. ] 

So much forthat. Now, I wish to call the attention of the committee 
to another thing. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
said a few years ago—and I quote from his speech as published -—— 

A MEMBER. What are you reading from? 

Mr. PRICE. I am reading from a speech of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania made one year ago in this Hall and published in the 
RECORD: 


Ido not believe that a cheapening of goods which involves a reduction of 
wages can relieve any stagnant American industry. 


Is the gentleman in favor of cheapening goods which will lessen the 
products of the dairies of our country? Has the gentleman changed 
his ground in one year? Is he now proposing to advocate the doctrine 
of protection to an article which in his characteristic language a year 
ago he styled as ‘‘ cheap and nasty?” 

It is not cheap; there is nothing before this House, no testimony be- 
fore the committee to show that it is cheap, while the concurrent testi- 
mony of all of them is that it certainly is nasty. It is nasty and itis 
not cheap. And yet the gentleman says he makes objection to me for 
regretting that his views are bounded by the iron hills of Pennsylvania, 
when he will do this thing. What other excuse could I offer? 

Mr. KELLEY. You can not offer any. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. PRICE. I would like to apologize for you, sir, on the ground 
of your former usefulness. [Renewed laughter and applause. ] 

Now, sir, I will read again from the samespeech made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania: 

Are our Democratic associates in their mad pursuit of cheap goods willing to 


add pernicious anemia to the list of diseases with which our working people 
are already familiar? 


[Laughter. ] 

Again, from the same speech I quote the distinguished authority 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania in support of the bill we are advo- 
cating: 

Under their leadership we are to enter the race with the world for cheapness. 
They should remember that when Cobden and his co-workers the agita- 
tion for free trade Carlyle admonished them that they were entering into arace 
with barbarous nations for the production of the “cheap and nasty." It was 
he, too, that gave the political economy taught by Malthus and Ricardo the ap- 

lation of the “dismal science,” because Gucementod war, pestilence, and fam- 
9 as eee appointed by an all- and pd ere, Chapter asthe 
only agents whereby He could relieve the earth of an inevi e surplus of 
ulation. That dismal science still pages in British schools, and pha e 
no animal that can be utilized is of so little value in land asan unemployed 
working man or woman with a reasonably good appetite for bean-cake or oat- 


meal porri 

“Yes,” I think I hear some of you rejoin. ‘ You studied the poverty of Lon- 
don, which is, we are ready to admit, un eled.” No; Ispentten days, un- 
known to everybody but my daughter, who was my companion, in Birmingham 
and in visiting the manufacturing towns around that rich and beautiful city. We 
visited so much of the overcrowded precincts of the city itself as a lady might 


ride into, and in charge of a policeman I went beyond these limits. Our 
embraced ae where we found women 


Holesowen, Leye, Leye-waste, and Cradley, 
making nails, ns, heavy fire-bricks, and gaivanising hollow-ware. 
This brief extract will convince you I do not speak of things I 
merely heardof. Yet, sir, from this same old country comes this fraud, 
comes this invention, comes this cheat on the industries of our coun- 
try, and we merely propose, following the line of policy of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, and in view of the facts which I have quoted 
from his speech to you, following him up in his line of protection to 
iron and other industries of his State, to protect the country from this 
unhealthy food, this cheap product, which sweeps out the industries 
of our farmers. But the gentleman from Pe lvania comes in with 
A proponon to injure them still further by proposing to legalize the 
istillation of corn into a vile stuff which debauches and degrades and 


[Laugh- 


damns everything it touches throughout our land. [Laughter and 


applause. ] 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BLANCHARD was recognized. 
Mr. HATCH. I rise to make a privileged motion. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Louisiana. 
Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
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limiting debate upon this section, and I will give the floor afterward to 
the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. With that understanding I will yield the floor. 

Mr. COWLES. Will this cut off amendments? 

Mr, HATCH, It will not cut off amendments. 

Mr. DUNHAM. But there can be no debate upon amendments if 
the motion prevails. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I wish to offer an amendment to 
this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri makes a privileged 
motion, which is that the committee now rise for the purpose of limit- 
ing debate. 

‘The question being taken, ona division there were—ayes 104, noes 39. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not require a quorum. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I demand tellers on the motion, 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the le House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideratién House bill 
8328, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the farther consideration of bills raising revenue, and 
pending that motion I move that all debate upon the first section of 
the bill and amendments be limited to five minutes, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I move to amend, that there 
be no limit upon the debate. 

The SPEAKER. That would be equivalent to a negative vote.on 
the pending motion. If the motion of the gentleman from Missouri is 
rejected there will be no limit to debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then I move to amend by mak- 
ing it thirty minutes. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 91. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. - 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, and Mr, HATCH were appointed 
tellers. 

Mr. HATCH (one of the tellers). I am informed by the gentleman 
from Arkansas that he desires to offer a substantial amendment to the 
first section of the bill. I have no desire to cut off debate upon sub- 
stantive amendments. 

The SPEAKER. But the motion of the gentleman is to limit all de- 
bate to five minutes. S 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to amend that and say fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Say twenty. 

Mr. HATCH. Very well; I will so modify the motion and make it 
twenty minutes. j 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH as modified, 
it was a to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whdle 
for the further consideration of the bill the title of which has been 
read. By order of the House all debate upon the first section of the 
bill and amendments thereto is limited to twenty minutes. The gen- 
tleman from Lonisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word. 
This bill I regard as a most remarkable measure. It stands unique 
among the measures pending before this House. Of all the proposi- 
tions to be found in all of the five or six thousand bills and resolutions 
which have been introduced at this session of Congress the one embodied 
in this bill is the most preposterous, the most unjustly, unfairly, invid- 
iously discriminative. 

What is this proposition? It is one made by the dairy interests of 
the country that, in order to have their products increase in price, a 
legitimate industry of the country shall be stricken down. The bill, 
sir, is a fraud on its face. It comes here as a bill ‘‘defining butter and 
is parr and reguisiing the manufacture, sale, importation, 

tion of oleo; ine.” And yet, Mr. Chairman, to be 
tru it should have been labeled ‘‘A bill to increase the price of 
dairy products,’’ because that is its real object and its only object. A 
bill to raise revenue, forsooth! I feel tempted, sir, to paraphrase a 
well-known quotation and cry out “Oh, revenue, what crimes are 
committed in thy name!’? 

The dairy industry of the country finding itself confronted by a 
cheaper article, which is in the nature of butter and yet not butter, 
but which is a wholesome food, finding itself about to be outdone in 
the markets of the country, seeks a transfer of its quarrels and its 
troubles to the Halls of Congress, and asks the National islature to 
strike down a rival industry which is inits way. Isthat fair? Is that 
in accordance with the principle so dear to Americans—‘‘an open field 


and fair race to all?” Sir, a true and proper spirit animating Amer- 
ican industry would prompt it to ask nothing at the hands of Govern- 
ment except the policy of no intermeddling, that principle of non-in- 
terference which was embodied in the modest request of Diogenes to 
Alexander—‘‘Stand out of my light, out of my sunshine. 

This bill, sir, is the very antipode of that principle. The in- 
terests of the country have no more right to ask the national aid in 
their behalf, no more right to ask that their productions be increased 
in value or price by legislation than have the cotton interests, the 
wheat interests, or the thousand and one other interests of the country 
to come here and through their tatives introduce and pass 
bills increasing the price of their several products. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have but a moment and can not yield. 

I deny, sir, that the farming interests of the country are asking the 
passage of this bill. That portion of the farming interest of the coun- 
try engaged in the dairy industry is; but the thousands upon thousands 
of farmers of the South and consumers all over the country are not ask- 
ing at the hands of the enactment of this unfair, unjust, un- 
generous, illiberal, and intolerant legislation. It is class legislation of 
the most objectionable character. It is false in principle and false in 
the pretenses under which it comes before the House, and I trust will 
never be enacted into law by the American Congress, ` 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 1, line 6, strike out the words “ with or,” where they last occur; so 
that it will read “with or without common salt, and without color- 
ing matter.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, the billin pro- 
posing to prevent a fraud upon butter ts what may be termed a 
mild fraud in the production of butter itself, for it finds no fault with 
the products of milk and cream being artificially colored so as to de- 
ceive the purchaser as to the richness of the food products that have 
been used in the production of the butter. 

We know that coloring matter is not always pure and wholesome. 
Perhaps there is no gentleman on this floor who has not been told by 
his family physician that the most injurious in; ent in the candies 
that are sold is the coloring matter they contain. Now, if the com- 
mittee wishes to be thoroughgoing in their reform and prevention of 
fraud, I trust they will not permit coloring matter which for aught we 
know may be poisonous to be used in the production of butter. 

But, like most of the gentlemen on the floor, I have some observa- 
tions to offer on the bill in addition to what may be to a pend- 
ing amendment. I shall make part of them now, and I may be able 
to introduce the other parts before we finish discussing the bill under 
the five-minute rule. 

It was said last night by some gentleman, whose name I do not re- 
call, that we have a precedent for discriminating in internal taxes as 
this bill proposes. I was surprised at the statement, and did not be- 
lieve then that the gentleman was correct; and I have found out since 
that he was incorrect. He stated that we tax artificial wines 10 cents 
a pint, which is partly correct; but his conclusion is wrong. It is in- 
teresting, Mr. i to see what is and has been done in this. If 
gentlemen will look at section 3328 of the Revised Statutes—and a good 
deal has been said about this item quietly around on the floor—they 
will find this: 
made in imitation of sparkling w 

ec on oQ! w 
grown in the United States, &c.— 

There is a tax of 10 cents a pint. 

Mr. STRUBLE, Read the rest of that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have read enough to enforce 
my point. The rest the gentleman can read when he has the floor. It 
does not contradict what I state. 

Now, I want to call attention to the origin of that law. Its origin 
will be found inan act passed in1866—arevenueact, It had been found 
that imitations of imported champagne were being made in this coun- 
try and depriving the Government of revenue. Therefore, in that act, 
on page 158, section 36, it is provided that— r 

On all wines, liquors, or compounds known or denominated as wine, made in 
imitation of eaen eia or champagne, and put up in bottles in imitation of 
any imported wine, &e. 

This tax shall be levied. The act was not to stimulate the produc- 
tion of wine in this country, but itwas to prevent frauds upon the rey- 
enue; and if gentlemen will trace it back from its very inception they 
will see where the internal tax has kept pace with the import tax; and 
when this fraud upon the revenue was found to exist you find the speci- 
fication inserted as I have just read, although you see how it started 
and the purpose, and it is still limited to sparkling wine or champagne. 
The amount is somewhat reduced, and I think it clear that the pur- 
pose and principle of this bill finds no precedent here. 

I was all the more surprised at the statement or opinion expressed 


ands known or denominated as wine, and 
e, or champagne, but not made from grapes 


last night because I had read this in the case cited by the committee 
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in their report, which I propose to treat of more fully before we get 
through, because I had read this in the dissenting opinion of the two 
popa of the Supreme Court in which they criticise the decision made 
in the case cited by the committee but they do not criticise the ground 
upon which the court says it made its decision. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the debate on this sec- 
tion during the time assigned to it by order of the House before put- 
ting the question on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas. It will be considered as pending, 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arkansas is practically the same as one which I was 
proposing to offer, and I rise simply to support his amendment. The 
object of the amendment to my mind is to prevent deception. The 
practice of coloring butter has grown to be an evil, not perhaps as great 
as that of the manufacture of oleomargarine, but a deception so great as 
in the te to be an immense imposition upon the people of this 
country, It comes about mainly through the packers and shippers per- 
haps. A grocer buys the butter of a neighborhood manufactured by 
A, B, C, and D; of cleanly and uncleanly housewives; of people who 
make good butter and people who make filthy butter. That butter is 
hought by the grocer and packed every night or at the end of every 
week, as the case may be, and by the packer is colored. The parcels 
of ring-streaked and speckled butter brought in during the day or the 
week are worked over and colored in packing. The mass goes into a 
firkin and is shipped as the butter of a single family or of a single pro- 


ducer, and presumably all originally of the same color. There could | ican 


be no other purpose in applying the color chemicals except to deceive. 

If that is not a deception, then the manufacture of oleomargarine 
and palming if off as butter is not deception. Why? The man who 
tests the firkin or other of butter, if there is no coloring mat- 
ter in it, is able to judge somewhat of the quality, and whether it is 
made at one place or at a’dozen places, whether it is of one quality or 
of a dozen qualities; but when the packer colors the butter and mixes 
up the butter manufactured by the cleanly housewife with that made 
by the slovenly one, he has extingni allmeans of detection. Both 
kinds of butter, the good and the bad, go into the same package and 
are made of the same color, and the imposition on the public is com- 
plete. But for use of the coloring chemicals the several qualities could 
never be mixed. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Does the coloring change the quality of the but- 
ter? 

Mr, BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The coloring may not have any- 
thing to do with the quality, but no man can say but that the pur- 
chaser of the butter is deceived. If the coloring matter were not in 
that butter, the purchaser would be enabled to know by examination 
whether the butter was made at one home or all over a neighborhood. 
There is another reason why butter coloring should be abandoned. It 
not only deceives the purchaser, but it exposes butter to the cunning 
of the counterfeiter. The coloring that goes into butter has made it 
easy for the butterine manufacture to duplicate the farmers’ uct. 

If we are going to strike at counterfeits let us hit the first one we 
find in the bill. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have read the resolutions 
recently adopted by the Knights of Labor which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas certain measures are now pending in Congress for the regulation of 
the manufacture and sale of butterine and oleomargarine, and the imposition of 
taxes thereon, amounting to a hibition; and 


Whereas the manufacture and sale of this article is a legitimate business, fur- po 


nishing a clean, 
price; andthat 
— wholesome food product an 
an 


table, healthy, and nutritious article of food ata reasonable 
be pene don gery PTOA will be to increase the price ofa cheap 
destroy the labor its manufacture employs; 


The forego! reamble and resolutions were unanimously adopted at a joint 
session of aA eas 4080, 1597, J miei of 


', 4052, 4327, 

Labor for the purpose of prom: 
before Congress entitled “A to te the man: 
or oleomargarine.” 
[sean] . 8. 
D. A. WHITE, 


Mr, LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I have also communications on this 
subject from the Chicago Live-Stock Exchange and from the Union 
Stock-Yard and Transit Company, which are as follows: 

CHICAGO LIVE-STOCK EXCHANGE, Usjoy STOCK-YARDS, 
Chicago, May 10, 1886. 

At a full meeting of this association, held in their rooms this day, the follow- 
ing resolutions were reported from the undersigned committee, and were 
oe increne bills ow banal in both H f Congress 

} are now pending in ouses special 
taxes on all preda irok ea A k of oleo: te = e aad and 
also proposing an internal-revenue tax of 10 cents on each pound of those ar- 
ticles made in this country, and ng the production and sale of them under 
charge of the Internal Revenue Bureau; and 


Whereas rting to be revenue bills, are in real. 
ity intended to stop the manufacture of oleomargarine and butterine in this 


the proposed laws, while 


the passage of any law hibiti: 
oe or butterine fort the following reasons: 

L leading chemists of this country have repeatedly examined 
the case, Congress has no right to prohibit their manufacture or sale; and to 
subject them to taxation when revenue is not needed is equally a violation of 
constitutional rights, 5 

2. In this market prime fat cattle are worth at pe head more than they 
would bring if the man f these desirable cles of food was prohib- 
ited or burdened with the materials now used in their 
manufacture were thus pelled used in other channels, 

3. The prio of choice grades of butter is frequently so high as to place them 
beyond reach of ple of means, who can now get a wholesome 
and e su e at a low price, but who would, if the proposed laws 
should be oars be com poog pieg poor ee pedra Sergey R 

Resolved, That secretary o exchange n: forward copi 
of these resolutions to our Senators and Members in Congress and to furnish a 
copy to the press, 

TRUS COY, 


L. B, DOUD, 
. 0, BOHART, 
EL WAUGH, 

B. F. HARRISON, 


©. W. BAKER, Secretary. 
Cuicaco, May 18, 1886. 


DEAR Str: By reports from Washington we learn that a strong effort is being 
made in the House to enact a law taxing oleo e and butterine, osten- 
sibly as a revenue measure, but really intending to prohibit by excessive tax- 
ation the manufacture of those articlesin this country, We believe the Amer- 
people can not afford to have this done. 

It is a well-known fact that these articles are made from beef fat, leaf lard, 
and vegetable oils, mixed with milk, the best butter and salt, and the 
best qualities of these articles are y used in order to make the oleo- 

and butterine stand the test of ion and use, All these in- 


ts are daily used as choice and wholesome food at the tables of all edu- 
cated and refined people in this land. 
The leading chemists 


this country have repeatly examined and pronounced 
argarin thful and palatable articles of f 
1o MOR manera DELNA SS CAWO BTO WORI ter ta coal a rape ae peta 


bree ann 2 the manufacture of these desirable cles of food was prohib- 


& source of pecuniary 
hole 


measure ency 
supply used by the laboring masses, We believe the people should enjoy the 
pe iy of saving ny oleomargarine and butterine if they peered 2 poor, 
p! 


or even commo; tter, and that any law to increase the 
articles, or to prohibit their manufacture, would be very detrimental to the in- 
terests of the whole country, 

Yours, respectfully, 


JOHN B. SHERMAN. 
Hon. FRANK LAWLER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the members of this House 
that I regard the step which they contemplate taking in the passage of 
this bill as one that will do great injustice to more than a million of 
men who have petitioned against the passage of the bill. This isan 
effort to protect the farmer. The farmer onght to be protected, it is 
true, but in the large cities in certain years there have been times when 
the farmer’s product known as dairy butter has brought from 50 to 65 
cents a pound. Only a year ago in this city it brought 60 cents a 
und, and in the city of Chicago we have known times when butter 
brought 65 or 66 cents a pound. 

I appeal to you gentlemen to go with me into the households of the 
poor working people of Chicago, who are receiving only 80 or 90 cents 
or a dollar a day, and tell me how people receiving such small compen- 
sation and having large families dependent upon them can afford out 
of their wages to buy butter at 50 or 60 cents a pound. I tell you that 
the great underlying cause of the trouble to-day in the United States 
is the fact that in twelve years but one bill has been by Congress 
in the interest of the toiling masses of the United States. I know it 
is unpleasant and unpopular for men to get up here and face public opin- 
ion and the press of the country, and as a consequence the toilers of the 
United States are aroused now for the first time in twenty-five years. 

If you do not believe it, if you think it is idle threat on my part, 
take the vote cast on this bill to-day, should it pass, keep that vote in 
your vest until after the next fall elections, and then compare 
it with the list of the men who are defeated. Why do the working- 
men so regard this bill? Because it isan attempt to tax a food product 
in the interest ofa class. The toilers of this country, the people who 
pay the taxes to carry on this Government, have not asked for the pas- 
sage of this bill. On the contrary, they say to this Congress: ‘‘We 
protest against the passage of the bill. We object to your raising reve- 
nue by assessing a cheap food product like this oleomargarine and but- 
terine that are now used so largely by us.” 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, all debate upon the first 
section of the bill is now closed. The Clerk will report the first amend- 
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ment 


ding to this section, after which the Chair will entertain any 
amendments that may be offered. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Section 1, line 6, strike out the words “with, or,” where they last occur. 


sọ 
that it will read “with or without common salt and without additional color- 


ing matter.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no other amendments offered to this 
section the Clerk will report the next section of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 2. That for the purposes of this act certain manufactured substances, cer- 
tain extracts, and certain mixtures and compounds, including such mixturesand 
compounds with butter, shall be known and designated as “ oleomargarine,” 
namely: All substances heretofore known as oleomargarine, oleo, oleomarga- 
rine oil, butterine, lardine, suine, and neutral; all mixtures and compounds of 
oleomargarine, oleo, oleomargarine-oil, butterine, lardine, suine, and neutral; 
all lard extracts and tallow extracts; and all mixtures and compounds of tallow, 
beef-fat, suet, lard, Jard-oil, vegetable-oil annotto, and other coloring matter, 
intestinal fat, and offal fat made in imitation or semblance of butter, or calcu- 
lated or intended to be used as butter or for butter, 


Mr.BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, Imove pro forma to amend the section 
by striking out the last word. Sir, I was very sorry yesterday that the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr, HENDERSON] saw proper, for purposes best 
known to himself, to attack not the distinguished “ father of the House” 
individually, but Pennsylvania generally, because forsooth some mem- 
bers from Pennsylvania see fit to differ with the gentleman from Iowa 
on the question of oleomargarine. Starting out in his remarks, he 
said, ‘Iam not an iron-clad tariff man, and I hereby give notice to 
Pennsylvania that if her Representatives do not stand by the farmers 
of the West we will not stand by Pennsylvania.” 

Mr. Chairman, so far as I am individully concerned I haye no favor 
to ask either on the tariff question or any other question from any in- 
dividual member or from any section of this country. So far as Penn- 
sylvania is concerned, she has no favor to ask on the subject of tariff for 
protection. I believe that the question of protection is a national ques- 
tion. It is a question in which all the people of this country are con- 
cerned. It isa questionin which gentlemen from South Carolina, from 
Oregon, from Iowa, from every State in this Union should have an in- 
terest. It is no local question. I am sick and tired of having gentle- 
men thrust into the ears of Pennsylvanians the intimation that they are 
cringing and ing for protection for Pennsylvania alone. Pennsyl- 
vania can stand trade just as well as Iowa can stand it; and we are 
asking no favors. If gentlemen would only represent the sentiment of 
the whole country on this question, and not merely localities, there 
would be no reason for making invidious remarks based upon the geo- 
graphical relations of gentlemen favoring or opposing this particular 
bill. 

Now, let me call attention to this fact: If there is one industry in the 
United States that requires less protection than any other it is the dairy 
interest, for I have noticed during my lifetime that milk, cheese, but- 
ter, calves, cows, and dairy products generally have been constantly 
rising in price, while iron, cotton, and woolen goods and other manu- 
factured articles have been falling. Statistics will show that if there 
is one set of people who have no right to ask for special protection at 
the expense of other farm products it is the dairymen of this country. 

Besides, sir, I have understood protection to be a union of the Amer- 
ican people against foreign pauper Jabor—a union of the people of all 
the States against the foreign monopolist—not that one State should 
array itself against another because of any local interest; not that the 
cotton interests should array themselves against the woolen interests 
because of difference of locality; not that the North should array itself 
against the South because of any peculiar institution of either; not that 
any section or any business in the country should array itself against 
any other section or any other business, but that we should all, man 
by man, throughout this country stand up against foreign pauper labor, 
against the foreign monopolist, against that wretched ‘‘dump’’ from 
foreign countries which has been the bane of American industry and 
the worst enemy of the American farmer. 

Mr. STRUBLE addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, I can not but think this bill is 
here under false pretenses, and therefore I shall vote against it. It 
can only be here as a revenue bill; and as such it comes here. In 
the discussion its advocates claim it is not here for the purpose of put- 
ting revenue into the Treasury for the support of the Government, but 
to brand and mark a counterfeit product, that it may not be imposed 
on the public as genuine. 

They tell us itis hereto prevent fraud. When we get further on and 
an amendment is proposed to reduce this tax of 10 cents a pound to 2 
cents, which will give all the needed remedy and security against fraud 
and which will leave the bill with the means provided for showing what 
this substitute for butter is when it is put on the market or on the pub- 
lic table, then we will see whether its friends have declared or disclosed 
its real purpose. When such a proposition is offered we shall learn, 
Mr. Chairman, whether these gentlemen are telling us the truth when 
they say all they want is that this thing shall be sold for what it is. 

But it was not for the purpose of stating objections to this bill, Mr. 
Chairman, that I took the floor. Isought the floor some time ago, when 
the senior gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] took his seat, 


to make some short reply to him. I want to prevent the next war new 
threatened between Pennsylvania and Iowa. [Laughter. ] 

I want also to put the mind of the gentleman from Pennsylvania at 
ease, because he seems to be disturbed lest the gentleman from Iowa 
pir HENDERSON ] will vote at some time against protection, [Laugh- 
ter. 

Why, sir, he need not feel alarmed. [Laughterand applause.] No, 
sir. ‘Two weeks from now he will find the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE], both 
of whom have to-day caused him apprehension, dancing between the 
tellers after the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] .to pro- 
tect all his Pennsylvania iron and whatever else he demands protection 
upon by the continuance of the existing tariff. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. 

_ Why, a dozen years ago the Republican members of Iowa, and I be- 
lieve of Wisconsin, were found walking through the tellers upon this 
floor voting against the gentleman from Pennsylvania and in favor of 
taking the tax off of salt to put in this good butter—Iowa and Wiscon- 
sin butter. When two weeks from now that question is again pre- 
sented to gentlemen from Iowa and Wisconsin they will dance through 
the tellers after the gentleman from Pennsylvania to keep the tax on 
salt which a few years ago their predecessors voted off. [Laughter.] 
In these last ten or fifteen years gentlemen from the Northwest, Re- 
publican gentlemen, haye been disciplined. They know now and do 
what the gentleman from Pennsylvania and other protectionists require 
of them. Oh, no, there will be no war; Iowa will protect and continue 
the tax on iron and salt. When we propose, and we do propose, to take 
the tax off of planks and wood and boards to afford shelter to the cows, 
without which butter will all be butterine, you will see them, the gen- 
tlemen from Iowa, voting with the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
keep up a high rate of tariff tax on plank boards and wood all the same 
as Pennsylvanians do on iron, and all with the votes of Iowa, Kansas, 
and Nebraska together. In these States and largely in my own shel- 
ter for cows and other domestic animals, as well as for the people less 
favored financially, are built of the same material—wood; but the Rep- 
resentatives from these States will not vote to cheapen that- shelter. 
They will vote right along with the gentleman from Pennsylvania and 
other protectionists who they are now trying to scold into voting a tax 
on something to eat which is poor food untaxed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Willthe gentleman from Illinois permit me to ask 
him whether the duty im by the tariff on the lumber which af- 
fords the shelter he has referred to amounts to a protective duty ? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes; if that tax be taken off five houses can be 
built with the money which now builds’ four. Me in Maine you pro- 
duce nothing but some good men, pine trees, and ; we will take care 
of the fish afterward. [Laughter.] Thatis to say, if the Pennsylvania 
and Iowa war would go on or begin so we could have the help of Iowa, 
Nebraska, and Kansas to remove unnecessary taxes, but I can hardly 
ex so much. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The duty on itis not enough to produce revenue, 

Mr. MORRISON. With the permission of the committee I wish to 
say a word in reply to Judge KELLEY as to internal taxes so much dis- 
cussed in this debate. If additional revenue is wanted, this is a very 
proper subject for taxation according to my view of taxation. Tax 
a thing is equivalent to taking a part of it, and I have always insi 
that we should tax and take part of what can best be 8o if we 
must have a revenue from butter or its substitutes, then it would be 
rightly imposed, not on natural and pure butter, but on the artificial 
and not so pure, because it is better to tax and to some extent deprive 
people of the use of what is not so good than of that admitted to be 
better. 

Mr. Chairman, this thing of paying taxes is not a pleasant pastime. 
I would not, and suppose no one would, for the mere love of the thi 
impose or keep up taxeseven on whisky or on tobacco. But Ido think 
itis a little wiser to put taxes on whisky and tobacco than on some 
other things which are more n to the health and comfort of our 
fellow-men, at least I think it is best to sodivide the burdens of taxa- 
tion that spirits and tobacco shall bear a considerable part. 

Is our venerable friend from Pennsylvania [Judge KELLEY], or any- 
body else to stand here and talk of taking off the internal-revenue 
tax and expect to be believed? Do they mean what they say? Are 
they in earnest? Can it be done? How and where are we to get the 
money to carry on the Government and discharge all its moneyed ob- 
ligations? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. Mor- 
RISON. 

Mr. MORRISON. Ivery much dislike taking the time of a protec- 
tionist while criticising-the doctrine. [Laughter.] Yet I am very 
thankful to the gentleman from New York. I once threw a stone—or 
a lot of taxed salt, which is heavier—his way, for I would not have him 
treated worse than we were trying to treat other protectionists. [Re- 
newed laughter. } 

I have asked, Mr. Chairman, do gentlemen mean to take off the in- 
ternal-revenue taxes when they tell us they do? Onur customs, or rev- 
enue from tariff taxes, is now about $175,000,000. This is and always 
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has been with our people the method of tax-paying, if not the most 
preferred, tlie least objected to; and I have said over and over again 
that this system of customs taxes a hundred years old will continue; 
certainly in my time it will not be dispensed with. No reasonable 
man expects that it will be or desires it should be. 

It will be exacting its demands and in operation when I am neither 
on this floor nor elsewhere above ground. e time will come when a 
choice can be made between the twosystems. Those here to make the 
choice will determine whether they will put the taxes for the support 
of the Government all upon their food, clothing, and means of comfort- 
able living, or only a part of it on these and some of it on these and 
some of it on whisky and tobacco. I think it would be better and 
wiser to put less upon the clothing, food, and shelter and more on the 
whisky and tobacco; but, I repeat, the choice will not be made in my 
time. 

Taxes on imported goods are so high now that to make them higher 
gives us less revenue. What do you get now? One hundred and sev- 
enty-five or one hundred and eighty millions of dollars. Your expenses 
for administering the Government, that you will be required to vote this 
session, will be nearly$150,000,000, and it will never be much less, not- 
withstanding all our Democratic economy. [Laughter and applause. ] 
It will grow with the growth of our people and may be estimated at 
one hundred and fifty millions. 

The talk of reducing the annual expense of administration to $100,- 
000,000 will never be realized. Then your cost of ordinary admin- 
istration, without anything for the public debt or pensions, will re- 
quire all your revenue from customs or tariff taxes except $25,000,000, 
which is but half your annualinterest. You then require from sources 
other than customs $25,000,000 for interest and $75,000,000 for pen- 
sions. - Where is this $100,000,000 to come from? And are we to pay 
nothing on the principal of the debt? The contract requires another 
$40,000,000 for this purpose. Have you not gone oh here session after 
session increasing the pension-roll until it is now $75,000,000 a year? 
And do you not intend to payit? Does not the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY] intend to pay what he votes for pensions? 

Mr. OATES (from his seat). | Eighty-one millions of dollars, 

Mr. MORRISON. Where, without internal taxes, is the money to 
come from to pay that? 

Mr. BRUMM. Issue greenbacks and pay it. [Laughter ] 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, and who will pay the «c greenbacks?”” That 
is like all sham pretenses. It will not pay anything. We have gone 
over that road once. 

Linsist, Mr. Chairman, that any man who has any intelligence about 
the condition of the country, its resources, the sources from which it 
derives its income, must admit that we can not dispense with the in- 
ternal-revenue tax. 

We might di with the tax on tobacco. We might spare that 
much. If gentlemen prefer to dispense with that and lighten the 
burden of indulgence that the load may rest upon those things essen- 
tial to comfortable existence, then we can free tobacco and still pay the 
$24,000,000 into the on our houses and or means of 
maintaining them, our tools of trade, food and clothing, and provided we 
do not increase or grant any more pensions. But I still insist that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Judge KELLEY], or any one else who 
talks of abolishing the internal-revenue system of taxation now can 
not mean what he says. He does not mean what he says unless he 
eT wipe out the pension-roll and refuse to pay the interest. [Ap- 

lause. 
p Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad to inform 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Morrison] that there is one Repre- 
-sentative at least from the State of Iowa who is sound on both the 
lumber and butter questions. But I regard this tariff discussion as an 
intruder here, The pending question seems to be so oily that it is 
hard to confine it in its proper sphere. 

Now, there are two inquiries which arise in my mind concerning 
this bill. First, is it constitutional? The second, is it expedient? I 
answer both in the affirmative. It will not be denied that this isa 
constitutional bill, and I believe that the effect of the bill will be 
healthful and beneficial in every respect. 

Next to the revenue which will result from it will follow the strip- 
ping of this industry from the disguise under which it sails, and it will 
be remitted to honest competition with the butter-maker. Itnow com- 

_ petes as butter when itis not butter. I can not see how®&ny class of our 
people can complain if they are allowed to buy it, knowing what itis. 
But it is now sailing under the dairy flag when it ought to be sailing 
under the oleomargarine flag. 

I can not see that any effect of this bill will be bad or deleterious. It 
does not destroy competition. Competition remains, but butter goes 
into the market in competition with oleomargarine instead of in compe- 
tition with a false and spurious and fraudulent imitation of butter. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Does not this compel oleomargarine to 
go into the market as acompetitor with butter with a tax of 10 centsa 
pound upon its back? 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. No, sir; it compels it to go into the mar- 
ket as oleomargarine, subject to a tax which holds it to honest com- 
petition. The tax has the effect of doing away with the fraud. What 
objection can there be to that? 

A MEMBER. Would not a less tax serve that purpose? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Whether a less tax might not reach the 
same result I am not prepared to say. 

It is insisted by the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] that we have no right to question motives. Let us apply 
that to the whole discussion. 

The gentlemen who advocate oleomargarine here say oleomargarine 
looks like butter, smells like butter, and operates like butter; and so 
this bill looks like a revenue bill, reads like a revenue bill, and will op- 
erate as a revenue bill. Let it pass. 

Mr. BRUMM. And therefore the greater its deception. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. There is no deception about it. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to assure the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Dunn] that I thoroughly sympathize with him in the regret he 
expressed about the condition of the Democratic on the subject 
of the tariff. - The disti ed gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRI- 
son], the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, says this 
billisa fraud. If it bea fraud, it is in its proper place here provoking a 
discussion upon the tariff question. Is there a greater fraud before the 
American people to-day than the pretense of tariff reformers that they 
popoe ge and can pass a tariff bill in this House? What is it 

ere for ? e gentleman from Arkansas very eloquently said not very 
long ago: ‘‘ How did yon come here? Whatareyoustaying here for?’ 
I ask the gentleman from Illinois to answer these questions if he deems 
it worth while. Why do you hold over the industries of this country 
a pall, a club, a threat of destruction, when you know that the ut- 
most that can come of your attempted legislation upon the tariff at 
this session of Congress will be to end the whole thing in a threat, and 
nothing more? 

How does it happen you have stricken off from a single product in 
my State by the presence in this Congress of the Morrison tariff bill 
during the last thirty days $3,000,000? For that is the exact net re- 
duction upon the product of wool alone in Ohio. How does it happen 
that you have stricken down the industry peculiar to my Pp Are 
district, so far as Ohio is coneerned—the manufacture of salt—when 
you understand, as I believe, that the utmost you can do will be to 
menace its destruction, while the Democratic party of Ohio poses be- 
fore the people of the country as in favor not only of the present pro- 
tection of those commodities but the restoration of the tariff of the 

9 


Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman from Ohio has asked me several 
questions. Does he want answers to them? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will not ask the gentleman to speak now. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not want to answer unless you desire me to 


do so. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam speaking to the gentleman in a sort of 
generic way as the representative of the free-traders on this floor, and 
their fairest and ablest champion. 

Mr. MORRISON. Allright. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, another word. Theside to which I have 
the honor to belong, the men who believe in protection, do not wonder 
there is some uneasiness on that side when we reflect that the contin- 

t on which we rely to defeat every species of legislation like the 
riean bill lies in the Democratic party; when we reflect it is the 
Democrats upon the other side, the men who come here year after eed 
who join in Presidential nominations side by side with the distingu ed 
free-traders of the country, who then come here and filibuster against 
the efforts of the free-traders of this House to bring forward their meas- 
ures to destroy the interests of the country. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The present tariff law, enacted when the 
Republican y had the control of both Houses and the Executive, 
taxes rough $2 per thousand feet and allows railroad ties to come 
in free. Does the gentleman justify that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR., I will talk to the gentleman from Iowa about 
that when that question comes up. I am sympathizing now with the 
Democratic party for their own misfortune, and if the gentleman comes 
inside the Democratic party and defends it, well and good; if he desires 
to stand outside the party and defend it, all right; andif he hangs in 
mid air, all right. But he must wait for his time, and not injectitinto 
my five-minute speech. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It would improve your speech. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman speaks of railroad ties. I am 
talking of the disintegration of the Democratic party that was bewailed 
so eloquently by the gentleman from Arkansas yesterday. 

Mr. HEPBUBN. I would suggest that my colleague | Mr. WEAVER, 
of Iowa] himself might answer that question as well as the gentleman 
from Ohio, because he supported the same tariff bill for a good many 
years. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WEA of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, there is one thing I never 
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did, which my colleague from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] did. I never de- 
nounced the Republican party as being ‘‘so rotten that the Goddess 
of Liberty had to hold her nose when she passed over the Capitol,” and 
then returned to that party when it was morerotten than ever. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I never did anything of that kind, 
but if I had done it and wanted an excuse I should say that it was be- 
cause the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] was at that time a 
member of the party in good standing. [Great langhter.] 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the gen- 
tleman returned to the Republican party while I was still a member of 
it. ‘‘Like the sow that was washed, he returned to his wallowing in 
the mire.” [Renewed hter, ] ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
an amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I should like to understand the 
process by which Aoma who obtains the recognition of the Chair, 
after waiting several hours for it, finds himself taken off the floor with- 
out his own consent. 

e . The gentleman’s time had expired when he was 
interrupted by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], but the Chair 
— gentlemen while they were interchanging the pleasant remarks 
that the House has just heard. [Laughter.] 

The formal amendment was withdrawn, and the Clerk read the 
amendment offered by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, as follows: 


Section 2, line 13, after the word “ butter,” insert: 

“And all er containing any coloring matter orany other substance except 
products of cows’ milk or cream: Provided, That no in this bill shall pre- 
vent the use of salt,” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, this amend- 
ment is only to give effect to the amendment which was made to apre- 
vious paragra; It is in accordance with that amendment and should 
logically be adopted as the other was. 

I will consume the balance of my five minutes in continuing the 
few observations that I desire to make on this bill. I have remarked 
to the House that the opinion of some gentlemen in debate last even- 
ing to the contrary notwi ing, there is no case in the history of 
our internal taxation trea a tax Day pon, laid ee Seten of en- 
couraging one industry putting down another. thought 
that there could not be such a case from my general knowledge of the 
internal-revenue laws, and my opinion was further strengthened by 
reading the opinion of the court in the case cited by the committee in 
their report on this bill. 

Iam about to read, however, a portion of the opinion which the 
committee did notcite. The dissenting judgesin thecaseof the Veazie 
Bank vs. Fenno attributed to the court a basis for the opinion deliv- 
ered on that occasion, which the court did not acknowledge. The 

und that they took for sustaining the 10 per cent. tax upon the 
tate bank circulation was that it was giving effect to the power to 
provide a currency. They did not sustain it as a discrimination be- 
tween industries. They said that it was a necessary incident to the 
power of providing a circulating medium, but the dissenting judges 
did not rest their Pte ting opinion upon that ground, but upon the 
ground of discrimination between one industry and another in laying 
an internal tax; and upon that proposition of trying to discriminate be- 
` tween industries to which the States are willing to give citizenship, as 
it were, Judges Dayis and Nelson spoke as follows: 
fer ite shat ra il to that the principle involved affects the power to 
ion, o b railroads, turn: Eee 


such as pikes, man- 
ber yreny 3 companies, and others, This taxation of the powers and faculties 


ty and to the 
d independent management and administration of their internal 
Sfiaise ts for the first time advanced as an attribute of Federal 

Now, sir, this bill is unique. Indeed, sir, I think it is the only prop- 
osition of the kind that was ever brought before the American Congress; 
but of that I can not speak with certainty. These eminent judges 
said none such had been advanced at that time, December, 1869. 

It isa remarkable departure from the whole system of legislation 
that has characterized us in the past, and it is quite a striking fact that 
the committee in quoting this for their authority failed to see 
that the court had been careful to take exactly the position which they 
do not attribute to it. The court says this: 

The general intent of the Constitution, however, seems plain. The General 
Government administered the Congress of the confederation had been 


to be o; under it from this ne- 
cessity and to confer upon it ample power to provide revenue by the taxation of 
persons and property.; 


we may pervert. 
But to go back to the case they cite. The court says, page 549: 
Ha thusin the exercise of undisputed constitutional powers undertaken 
to a currency for the whole country, it can not be questioned that Con- 


gress may, constitutionally, secure benefi people by 5 
ate legislation. To thisena prora iia may ot of Seto the pore le by approp 
circulation as muur of any notes not issued under its ownauthority. Withont 
this power, indeed, its attempts to secure a sound and uniform currenty for the 
country must be futile. 

The court then sustained a Federal tax upon a corporation, or upon 
the emissions of a corporation—a bank—created by a State, laid not 
for revenue, it is true; but most guardedly not sustained upon the 
ground, or pretended as being for the sake, or for the purpose, or upon 
any assumed or imagined power to depress or burden the business of 
one class of our citizens in order to give a corresponding profit and ad- 
vantage to the business of another class. The court says you can tax 
to two purposes: first, persons and property for revenue; second, State- 
bank notes in order to sustain or make possible the Federal currency; 
and here the court stops. It does not say that you can police the in- 
dustries of the country, which is one thing this bill attempts to do, and 
which is the least objectionable feature; and it distinctly says that you 
can not tax to set up one class and to put down and oppress another, 
which is the main thing this bill proposes todo. Hence when we turn 
to the case the committee cites we find that it leaves them not only no 
ground to stand upon, but it positively denies what they claim. 

It is quite striking, then, to observe that the very report which tho 
committee cites denies to it every particle of the ground that is claimed. 
In addition to this, and as further bearing upon the constitutional 
power claimed, we must all know, as has been frequently stated on this 
floor, that there are some twenty States which by legislative act have 
regulated the production and sale of this article. Gentlemen know 
perfectly well that with us power never reposes in two places at the 
same time. The States can not have this power to give or deny citi- 
zenship and equality or inequality to pursuits and Congress also have 
the power, It is strange that gentlemen who claim this power for their 
respective States will yet come upon this floor and ask us also to exer- 
cise it, while not denying that their local authorities possess it. It is 
idle to say that we punish counterfeiting of money. Of what money? 
Why, of coin or of currency, the only money we issue or authorize. 
Do we punish the counterfeiting of State scrip? No; the States do that. 
Neither should we seek to invade any other feature of State jurisdic- 
tion. Mr. Chairman, this bill seems to mark a new departure. It 
contains the germs of immense disorder, and the support it receives 
must convey grave alarm to every reflecting mind. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas a 
question. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will give the gentleman an 
opportunity when I next obtain the floor. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ihave said, Mr. Chairman, that if this 
bill is for the purpose of raising revenue it is constitutional. I have 
assumed that, while such may be its result, it is not its It 
is said, however, on the other hand, that the p of the bill is to 
prevent the sale in our markets of a filthy and ealthful article as 
food. Ifthat be the purpose there is not a lawyer professing to know 
anything about the Constitution who does not know that to declare an 
act of this kind criminal and impose upon it ties is beyond the 
Jegistatiyo power of the Congress of the United States. 

e bill is not intended for that purpose. Even if we had the right 
to enact legislation of that character, this bill is not designed for that 
purpose, as I have stated, because it is admitted by every man—I as- 
sume itisadmitted because [have heard no man contradict it—that oleo- 
margarine may be made and is made a cleanly, healthful food product. 
This bill p: to take the cleanly, heal roduct and im 
upon this legitimate article of food the same penalties—I speak of them 
as penalties—which it imposes upon the im and unhealthful com- 
modity.. Therefore it isnot the purpose of the bill to protect the people 
from the unhealthful and the impure. I think nobody has pretended 
that such is its purpose. : 

It is said, then, that the object of this bill is to prevent oleomarga- 
rine—and I use that term to cover all these commodities—from 
sold as butter. I submit that such legi is within the jurisdic- 
tion of every State. I assume what I think no man will question, that 
it is within the power of every municipal corporation in every one of 
the thirty-eight States ofthis Union. Does any man question it? 

But, it is said, there comes up acry all overthe land from the farm- 
ing interests of this country for this kind of legislation. What kind of 
legislation? Jegislation to compel these food products to sail under 
their true colors. Is thatthe case? Gentlemen, let me appeal to you 
earnestly, for you are in earnest. Is it yoursimple, your sole purpose 
to have the people protected from buying as butter that which is not 
butter? If it is, let me ask you, are you in earnest in assuming that 
it is necessary to impose upon the manufacturer ofa healthy food prod- 
uct a special license tax of $600? ot ey ae second place 
to im upon the wholesale dealer in this food product a 
special license tax of $480? It is necessary to impose u the retail 
dealer a special tax of $48? And then to puton the uct, which is 
stated to“amount to 200,000,000 ponas annually, a special internal- 
revenue tax of 10 cents a 

the hammer fell, 
. HATCH. I move that the committee rise. 


r margarine without first branding, 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will allow me to 
conclude my remarks before he makes that motion. 

Mr. HATCH. I thought the gentleman had finished. I withdraw 
the motion for the present and yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I thank the gentleman. 

Now, if such taxation as I have just recited is not necessary, how 
much is necessary? Justso much as will put this commodity within 
the jurisdiction of the proper revenue machinery of the United States 
and secure some reyenue—a quantity sufficient to pay the expenses of 
the machinery which is intended to protectthe people. Is $20,000,000 
of taxation added to these special license taxes required for that Į pur- 
pose? Why, sir, a taxation of 1 cent on the pound would, if your sta- 
tistics are stated correctly, yield $2,000,000 annually. When you add 
to that these special taxes how much would youobtain? Idonot know; 
but if you impose a tax of 2 cents a pound it will bring into the Treas- 
ury of the United States $4,000,000 annually. Is that enough to put 
oleomargarine under its true colors? If it is, I will vote with you. 

But when you propone to impose all these additional taxes, what ob- 
ject do you intend toaccomplish? You intend to destroy an industry— 
to destroy an industry that demands the healthy product of the farmer’s 
animals—the healthy product of his ox and his hog. You propose to 
destroy an industry that adds to the value of the farmer’s ox and the 
farmer’s swine. And you attempt to do this in his interest! In this 
way you impair the value of the farmer’s cattle and swine, and rob one 
class of agriculturists for the benefit of another class, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I saw in a paper the other day astatement that 
may astonish you when you think of the representative of the people 
to whom that statement applies. I representa district that has a 
smaller tage of illiteracy than any Congressional district in the 
United States. This, when you remember who represents it, may be 
considered a paradox; I can not help that. But I wish to say that this 
constituency of mine is very largely made up of farmers engaged in 
raising milk and cream and selling butter; and this intelligent con- 
stituency has not sent me a petition in reference to this bill, and, with 
one exception, I have not received a letter upon this subject. Yetgen- 
tlemen are asserting loudly that this measure is being demanded by all 
the intelligent and industrious farmers of the ames Ideny it. The 
demand comes from a single branch of the farming industry. Have the 
raisers of beef-cattle and fatted hogs called for it? My farming con- 
- stituents largely interested in these industries have asked no protection. 

I can account for their silence on the supposition they have implicit 
confidence in the wisdom of their Representatives. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, allow me to say, if, gentlemen, you are honest, 
if you intend simply to allow this thing to be sold forwhat it i is, if you 
mean that, and if you will so amend the bill it will accomplish that 
purpose, and that only, I will vote forit. Butif you intend to use me 
or my vote as an instrumentality to destroy any honest and legitimate 
industry of this country, however small or however feeble, and in favor 
of another, however strong and powerful, or however numerous its sup- 
porters may be—if you expect to use me as an instrument in that di- 
rection you have mistaken the man. [Great applause.] I will go 
home to my constituents and defend my action, and if they do not like 
my vote in defense of liberty, justice, and fair play they can send some 
one else in my place. [Renewed applause.] I will vote for this bill 
if it be made to protect the consumer of oleomargarine from imposition, 
but I can not vote to destroy—destroy wantonly—an industry that is 

capable of supplying a cheap and healthy food to the toiling poor. 

Mr. HATCH. Unless I can get the consent of the committee to take 
a vote on the pending amendment I will move that the committee rise 
to close debate. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘Vote!”?] Lhope the committee 
will give its consent to close debate and thereby save time. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask for a division. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the committee will vote the amendment down. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 96. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No quorum has voted. 

The Chairman appointed as tellers Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, 
and Mr, HATCH. 

Tao oomuitsee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 52, 
noes 1 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. HAMMOND. [I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as follows: 

“That hereafter it shall no be lawful for any manufacturer, merchant, shop- 
keeper, or other person to sell or e: for sale within the District of Colman 
bia, or any of the Territories of the United States, the produce known as oleo- 
marking, or labeling the same in a legible 
manner and conspicuous place with the word Bear } so as to be 
fag th observed by -penoas offering to purchase, and also without first inform- 

e person offering to purchase that the article is oleomargarine. 
F Itshall not be lawful nie any Later male cer ag be of sog aoan 
testaurant, or house of public enterta; to daraieh otter, ok set before, or 
rmit to be ieai, ALAA or MA DES tie} min the Disteiet ot of Colum- 
sag eee tata eterno 
aon in the Ainin vaa sind andl ta all other Toae where A Baana house 
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Mr. HATCH. I desire to makea enni of order on that amendment, 
that it is not germane to the section. I will tell the gentleman if he 
will carefully examine the succeeding sections of the bill he will agree 
with me if he desires to offer this amendment in good faith it had bet- 
ter be offered to a subsequent section of the bill. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I have carefully examined the other sections of 
the bill and I do not agree with the gentleman it ought to be offered 
at that place. If I have my choice, that place never will be reached 
in this bill. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HATCH. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I suppose that was obvious from my conduct on 

two or three occasions.on this floor. [Laughter. ] 
. Now, Mr. Chairman, the amendment, in short, is simply a copy of 
the Georgia statute. ‘That which Georgia had-the right to do within 
her limits the United States has a right to do within the District of 
Columbia and within the Territories of the Union. 

That marks oleomargarine wherever it is used. It suppressed its 
use in my State. If gentlemen are honest enough to suppress its ase 
in the United States then let them vote for that amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. I want a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of order. 

The question recurred on Mr. HAMMOND’s amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is this offered asau amendment or as 
a substitute ? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Asan amendment to the second section of the 
bill. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 85. 

So the amendment was ‘agreed to 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill. I move in the second section to strike out the words 
“or calculated;’’ so it will read: 

G etre open or semblance of butter, or intended to be used as butter or for 
u . 


Mr. HATCH. I will move that the committee rise for the purposs 


of closing debate. 
oF BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have the floor. 


CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BREC KIN- 
mpar), ha aja Hee moved an amendment, is entitled to the floor. 
I will give the gentleman his five minutes. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am very much obliged to 
the gentleman for giving what belongs to me. 

Mr. HATCH. proposed to give the gentleman time after the 
House had agreed to limit the debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I prefer to occupy my own 
time. 

That amendment, Mr. Chairman, it will be perceived, proposes to 
strike out of line 12 the words ‘‘orcalculated;’’ and I make the motion 
for the reason that I think the words as used there are entirely too 
vague and indefinite. Crime consists, generally, in the intention; but 
under the language of this bill if any one should make a commodity 
that may be ju to resemble this article, even without any inten- 
tion to pass it as butter, if it were merely “‘calculated”’ to be used as 
butter, they would be guilty of a crime and subject to the punishment 
imposed. Hence I think the words should be stricken out and only 
retain in the section the words “‘ or intended;’’ and I believe the com- 
mittee, if they will examine the lines indicated, will not doubt the 
propriety of the amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Irise to a question of order. 
like to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I must beg not to be inter- 
rupted now. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, the gentleman desires that we should 
know what he is talking about, I presume. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I thank the gentleman forat- 
tributing to me a characteristic which I know is not very common; but 
itis my time, and I ask not to be interrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ohio 
to raise a question of order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Isimply desired to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Arkansas to the fact that we have not been able to hear 
the amendment read, and consequently can not understand the burden 
of his remarks. I hope he will allow us to go along with him in the 
discussion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If my friend will honor me 
with his attention now I will tell him exactly what I propose. I call 
his attention to line 12 of the second section of the bill, and the prop- 
osition is to strike out the words ‘‘or calculated.” That is the pend- 

amendment. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I have said that this is the first effort ever made 
in Congress to subsidize selected industries of the country by internal 
taxation—the very first, indeed, that is not strictly for revenue; and, 
further, Pre tha k the force of my point to cite the one single 


We would 


4976 


case where the circulation of State-bank notes was stopped under the 
form of taxation in order to secure the circulation of Federal notes. 

The Federal Congress is now undertaking for the first time to deter- 
mine by internal taxes what the people shall eat and what ha shall 
drink. And this comes at a time when Congress is singularly derelict 
in exercising its lawful and proper functions. What we need is to re- 
move taxes, not to increase them. But you must obtrude into the po- 
lice or social questions of the people. How long do you think you will 
be able to keep the temperance question out of Congress? How long 
do you think you will be able to deny the constitutional power of Con- 
gress to regulate the question of temperance if you pass this bill? 
How long can you refuse to consider those who mix cotton with wool 
and silk, and flax with jute, and all such local questions if you pass 
this bill? 

What aspiration is there of creed or greed or course of action, or of 
fanatical faction, if you please, that will not come with hungry wits, 
dashing like fierce waves against the base of the Capitol, or rushing 
fiercely through its corridors, demanding that we take note of their 
grievances, their pet arguments or schemes of speculation, and take 
them out of the domain of local agitation of personal discussion, and 
redeem them from the restrictions of municipal control or State con- 
trol? And all these things, as to what shall survive, what industry 
shall have citizenship, what belief itself even, shall have reputation 
or existence in communities, will come here for determination, 

Sir, it opens Pandora’s box to every question of business and morals 
and fanaticism, and to every demand of speculation and avarice that is 
conceivable; and when you have, under the form of taxation, gone be- 
yond the question of revenue and taxed those things that are called the 
vices of the country, but which the States permit, until you have de- 
stroyed them, you will have nothing but the virtues of the country to 
feed upon for revenue. 

When you have stricken down tobacco and whisky and oleomarga- 
rine and mixed goods, with none of which we have lawfully anything 
on earth to do, except to tax them for revenue and upon accepted prin- 
ciples of revenue, if we find them in existence by permission of the 
States, you have got to proceed on bread and meat and upon the other 
necessaries of life, and upon the very seed-corn of the country. I draw 
theline here at revenue, where I am sustained by the Supreme Court of 
our country, by every statesman in our history, by an unbroken line 
of legislative precedents, by my conception of what should be left to my 
pian and by my sense of obligation ọf my solemn oath to support 
and defend the Constitution of my country until it is changed by the 
forms and requirements of law. 

See, agen to what illogical and wretched extremes this hith- 
erto unknown and unattempted policy of taxation reduces us. 
what local, petty, fireside, social, police, and gainful if not wretched 
questions this policy brings into Co: . Itconvertsour wholesystem 
of taxation into a miserable log-rolling scheme. To-day it is butter 
that seeks advantage over butterine; to-morrow haps the South 
with its cotton-seed oil for cooking will want an advantage over lard. 
The next day beef is to have an advan over pork or some other 
product, and so on through every one of the pursuits and products of 
the people. We shall turn ourselves into a maelstrom of confederated 
businesses in order that a combined majority may oppress a minority 
and drive them out of business or reduce them to poverty and servi- 
tude, 

Now, sir, I want to look for a moment at some of the extraordinary 
proofs and evidences that have been brought by the committee in sup- 
port of their bill. : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas has 
expired. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of lim- 
iting debate. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 29. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
‘House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill H; R. 8328, had come to no resolution thereon. 


i ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
tags tle; when the Speaker signed the same: 
y A bil 
mand 


S. 670) to increase the pension of the widow of the late Com- 
et T. A. M. Craven. 
OLEOMARGARINE, 


+! Mr; HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
‘atjon of revenue bills; and pending that motion I move that all debate 
‘on section 2 of the pending bill and amendments thereto shall be limited 
Oe ee eae ae ee 

| Mr. E, of Arkansas. I desire to amend the motion 
fone be gentleman ‘from Missouri so that the debate shall be limited to 
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The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Missouri has demanded 
e pies t en 
£ . I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the demand for the previous question is voted 
rn oa the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas then be in 
order? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 94, noes 7. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No quorum. 

Mr. HATCH, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 183, nays 30, not 
voting 109; as follows: 


YEAS—183, 
Adams, G. E. Ely, Kleiner, Sawyer, 
Adams, J.J. Ermentrout, La Follette, Scott, 
Allen, C. H. Evans, Le Fevre, Scranton, 
Allen, J. M. Everhart, Lehlbach, Seney, 
Anderson, 0. M, Farqubar, Libbey, Sessions, 
Anderson, J. A. Felton, Lindsley, Seymour, 
Atkinson, ndlay, Lovering, Shaw, 
Ballentine, er, Lowry, Singleton, 
Barbour, Fleeger, McComas, Skinner, 
Bark sdale, Forney, McCreary, Smalls, 
Barry, erick, McKenna, Sowden, 
Bayne, Fuller, MeKinley, Spooner, 
Beach, Funston, MeMillin, Spriggs, 
Bennett, Gallinger, Millard, Springer, 
Bland, Geddes, Milliken, Stahlnecker, 
Bound, Gilfillan, Moffatt, Stephenson. 
Boutelle, Glass, Morgan, Stewart, J. W. 
Boyle, Green, W.J, Morrill, Stone, E. F. 
Brady, Grosvenor, Morrow, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Bragg, Grout, Neal, torm, 
Browne, T, M. Hale, Neece, Strai 
Brown, W. W. Halsell, Negley, Struble, 
Buchanan, Harmer, Nelson, Swope, 
Buck, Hatch, O'Donnell, Symes, 
Bunnell, Haynes, O'Ferral} Taulbe 
Burrows, Heard, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, E. B 
Butterworth Henderson, D.B. Osborne, Taylor, J. M. 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, J.S. Owen, Taylor, Zach. 
Cam 1, T.J. Henderson, T.J. Parker, ‘Thomas, O. B, 
Candler, Henley, Payne, Thompson 
Cannon, Hepburn, Payson, Townshend, 
Carleton, Herman, Peel, Van Schaick, 
Caswell, Hiestand, Perkins, Wakefield, 
Comstock, Hires, Peters, Ward, J.H. 
Conger, Hiscock, Pideock, Weaver, A. J. 
Hitt, Plumb, Weaver, J.B 
Cowles, Holman, Price, Weber, 
Cox, Hopkins, Randall, est, 
Culberson, Toward, Ranney, Wheeler, 
Cutcheon, Hudd, Reed, T. B. White, A.C, 
Davenport, Jackson, x White, M 
Dawson, Ja Rockwell, Whiting, 
Dockery, Johnson, F, A Romeis, Wilkins, 
Dorsey, Johnston, J. T. Rowell, Wolford, 
Eldredge, Johnston, T. D. Ryan, Worthington. 
El x Kelley, Sadler, 
NAYS—30. 
Barnes, Gibson, Eustace Martin, Tucker, 
Catchings, Harris, IcRae, T, 
Daniel, Herbert, Morrison, Van Eaton, 
ond i Trion, EA Wadsworth, 
Davidson, A.C. Jones, J. H. Snyder, Wilson, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Laffoon, Stewart,Charles Wise, 
Dunn, * Lanham, St. Martin, 
Gay, Lawler, Tillman, 
NOT VOTING—109. 
yee Sayn rs a, J.W. 
rno! vis, ndes, eese, 
nog . new zaio; pe 
mont, ngley, ong, iggs, 
Bingham, Dougherty, Lore, Robertson, 
ee Dowdney, > 
: an, Sayers, 
Blount, Eden, Mahoney, x 
Breckinridge, C. R. Foran, Markham, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Breckin ,» VCP. Ford, Matson, - Swinburne, 
Brown, Gibson, C. H. Maybury, ‘Tarsney 
Brumm Glover, McAdoo, Taylor, I. IT. 
Burleigh, Goff, Merriman, Thomas, J, It. 
urnes, Green, R. 8. Miller, * Throckmorton, 
Bynum, Guenther, Mills, Trigg, 
Cabell, Hall, Mitchell, Viele, 
Caldwell, Hammond, Muller, Wade, 
Campbell, Felix Han Murphy, Wai 
Campbell, J. E. Hayden, Norwood, Ward, T. B. 
Clardy, emphill, tes, Warner, A. J. 
Clements, Hewitt, "Hara, Warner, William 
Cobb, Hill, O'Neill, J.J. Wellborn, 
Cole, Holmes, Outhwaite, Willis, 
Colli Houk, Pettibone, Win: 
Compton, Hutton, Phelps, Woodburn. 
Crain, Jones, F; Tt Pi A 
Crisp, Ketcham, Pirce, 
Croxton, Š a 3 
So the previous question was ordered. 
Mr. SOWDEN. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 


ing of the names. 
j . BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, and Mr. VAN EATON ob- 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Lourrrr with Mr. WOODBURN, on the pending bill. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. Gorr, for the rest of the day. Mr. OATES, if 
present, would vote against the pending bill. 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. GLOVER, on this bill. 
vote for the bill and Mr. COLLINS against it. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Harca] to limit debate on the second section 
of the pending bill and all amendments thereto to one minute. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of bills 
raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. : : 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter; also impos- 
ing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of oleo ine. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, all debate on the pend- 
ing section of the bill and amendments thereto is limited to one minute. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the following amendment, proposed by Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE, of Arkansas: 

In the twelfth line of section 2, strike out the words “or caleu »" so} it 


will read “made in imitation or semblance of butter, or intended to be used 
as butter or for butter. ™ 


The question being taken, the chairman stated that the “noes” 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for a division. ‘Those 
words ought to be stricken out. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 99. 

So the amendment was disagreed to, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section 2 as amended, the pe 

“Ifany agen shall knowingly and willfully violate the foregoing provisions 
of this act he shall, upon conviction in any court having Si pieper thereof, be 
punished by a fine not exceeding $2,000, or be imprisoned for any period not ex- 
ceeding one year,” x 


Mr. HAMMOND rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Only one minute is allowed for debate. 

Mr. HAMMOND. And that minute is altogether ample for my pur- 
pose. This is simply to make the proper penalty for the violation of 
the law embraced in the amendment which we have just adopted. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 96. 

Mr. HAMMOND. [I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered—44 members yoting therefor. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Georgia, Mr. HAMMOND, and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. HATCH. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 58, 
noes 109. $ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
` The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next section of the 

ill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc, 3. That special taxes are imposed as follows: - 

Manufacturers of oleomargarine shall pay $600. Every person who manu- 
factures oleomargarine for sale shall be deemed a manufacturer of oleomar- 
garine. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 
This section of the bill is divided into paragraphs, The paragraph just 
read defines who shall be regarded as manufacturers. The next para- 
graph prescribes the tax. I submit that, this being a separate para- 
graph dealing with a distinct matter, it ought to be subject to amend- 
ment by itself. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This whole section applies to one subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read the whole of the section, but 
in order to facilitate the business of the committee the Chair will en- 
tertain amendments to the separate paragraphs. 

The Clerk completed the reading of section 3, as follows: 

Wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $480. Every person who sells 
or offers for sale oleomargarine in the ori; mem manufacturer's packages shall be 
deemed a wholesale dealer in pa Reaves oi Butany manufacturer of oleomar- 
garine who has given the required bond and paid the required special tax, and 
who sells only oleomargarine of his own production at the place of manufacture 
in the original packages to which the tax-paid stamps are affixed, shall not be 
required to pay the special tax of a wholesale dealer in oleomargarine on ac- 
count of such sales. 

Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $48. Every person who sells oleo- 
m ne in less quantities than 10 pounds at one time shall be regarded as a 


re! dealer in oleom: ine. And sections 3222, x 3235, 3236, 3238, 
3239, 3240, 3241, and 3243 of the Revised Statutes of the United States are, so faras 


Mr. GLOVER would 


applicable, made to extend to and include and apply to the special taxes im- 
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sa uent to the 30th sayi Junein any year the special tax shall be reckoned 
from lst day of July in that year, and shall be $500. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Imove toamend section 3 by striking out, in line 2, 
the words ‘‘six hundred’? and inserting ‘‘one hundred.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I stated to the House yesterday that I should offer to- 
day an amendment proposing to reduce the tax upon the manufacturer 
of this article from $600 to $100. I offer this amendment because the 
taxes generally imposed upon manufacturers under existing internal- 
revenue laws do not in any case reach the sum of $600. The rectifier 
of whisky to an amount less than 100 barrels paysa tax of only $100; the 
rectifier of whisky to an amount over 500 barrels is taxed only $200. 
Further along in this bill there is provision made for a tax upon the prod- 
uct itself, and the objectof this assessment upon the manufacturer is 
simply to require him to take ont a license and be identified with and 
come under the internal-revenue system. 

The tax proposed on the product itselfis certainly all that is wanted. 
Where a man makes, perhaps, a million pounds of this product and 
pays a tax upon that, it should be sufficient, without requiring him to 
pay an extra $600 simply for the privilege of keeping his works run- 
ning. The propdsition seems fair to reduce this tax from six hundred 
dollars to one hundred, and I hope the House will accept it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] will not prevail. Itis stated here, 
and not denied by the friends of the manufacturers of oleomargarine, 
that it can be made at 8 centsa pound. It is not denied that it sells 
for at least 25 cents a pound. Now, if a tax of 10 cents a pound is 
levied upon it, and the $600 provided in the bill instead of $200*to 
which this amendment reduces it be demanded, still the entire tax will 
not amount to more than 12 cents a pound, and the manufacturer of 
oleomargarine will be making a very handsome profit. 

Gentlemen tell us that this is a pure article of food. If that is the 
case why does it not go forth under its own name? Do you ever 
see an honest man registering himself under a false name? Are the 
fellows who go around ‘under aliases honest men? If this is an honest 
article of food, as good as butter, why do not the manufacturers and 
dealers brand it and sell it as oleomargarine? One word more in reply 
to my friend from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER]. Hesays thatthe poor men, 
the workingmen, want this food. I say that the workingmen of this 
country want the best food they can get; they do not want cheap and 
nasty food; and if this imitation butter is taxed out of existence I have 
no doubt there is, or soon will be, sufficient capacity in the dairies of 
this country to give the workingmen butter that will be at the same 
time both good and cheap. 

Why, sir, if you allowed counterfeit money to be circulated all 
through the community do you suppose that you would have a suffi- 
cient amount of money to supply the people with currency ? 
Certainly not. The counterfeit would crowd out the good money. Just 
so this oleomargarine is crowding out good butter. It is diminishing 
our dairy products, diminishing the number of our dairies, causing the 
slaughter of the cows, and if its unlimited manufacture is to go on the 
result will be that you will have a supply of this counterfeit butter and 
nothing else. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to 
amend by striking out the last word. Sir, I assume that every gentle- 
man who favors this bill, as well as every gentleman who opposes it, is 
in earnest. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], in discuss- 
ing this question, started out by admitting that oleo ine in itself 
may be pure and wholesome, not injurious to public health. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois said that the farmers are not afraid of competition 
with this article if it be so marked that the man who buys it may know 
what he is buying. Now, I assume, of course, that these gentlemen are 
honest in stating these propositions. That being so, all we need to do 
is to put such a tax upon oleo: rine that the manufacturer and the 
retail dealer shall be required to sell it for what it really is. 

When we have accomplished this, we shall have accomplished all that 
should be sought by a bill of this kind. But the man who wants to 
buy oleomargarine should be allowed to do so without paying an ex- 
cessive price for it. While imposing such a tax that the manufacturer 
and retail dealer shall be obliged to sell this commodity for what it 
actually is, we should not compel the man who buys it to pay, on ac- 
count of this taxation, 12 or 15 cents a pound more than he would other- 
wise be compelled to pay. 

Sir, I am in favor of a bill of this kind, but I am not in favor of tax- 
ing this commodity out of existence. If, as has been said here, this 
article can be so made as not to be distinguishable from butter, so as to 
be as healthful as butter, then I believe the man who works for 80 
cents or $1 a day should not be compelled to pay 40 or 50 cents a pound 
for butter. The gentlemen who drew this bill have gme too far. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] has said that we export 
more oleomargarine than butter, and in this way our foreign trade is 
cut down. But, sir, this very bill proposes to say to the men who man- 
ufacture oleomargarine, ‘‘You may export this article and practice a 
fraud upon those who reside out of the country, and you need pay no 
tax upon this exportation.” 
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Mr. STRUBLE. Istated that I was opposed to that section of the 
bill. Iam in favor of that portion of the product which is ex- 
ported as well as that portion which is sold in this. country. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Now, the friends of this measure who 
say they wish to pass a bill which shall protect the men who buy oleo- 
margarine ought not to impose such taxation as to tax this commodity 
out. of existence, thereby using the taxing power of the Government as 
a means of one class o; Je and in the interest of 

We will buy the use of the 

taxing power, protect one class of manufacturers while we oppress an- 
other.” Let us be honest about this matter and impose simply such 
taxation. as will secure the proper marking of thiscommodity wherever 
sold. But let us not tax it out of existence. Ifa man wants to buy 
this article and does so knowing exactly what itis let him buy it ata 
reasonable price. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I withdraw my pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr, Chairman, the opponents of this bill have put 
into the mouths of those who favor it every conceivableargument. In 
addition to the charge that we are supporting an unconstitutional meas- 
ure, it is urged by one gentleman who has addressed the committee 
that we are attemp to fo * tax out of existence” a ‘‘ healthful prod- 
uct.” Sir, I have no hesitation in standing upon the ground that we 
are attempting to protect a healthful product against the unfair com- 

- petition of a fraudulent and poisonous product. 

It is true, I have said, as the gentleman from Indiana states, that 
oleemargarine can be made pure; yet I haye here a de- 
scription of the manner baa nerapna arn made; and I will read 
some portions of this to gentlem en who say we 
are attempting to ‘‘tax out of ponte, | a “healthful product,” 
which the laboring men desires to purchase as food. 

Mr. DUNHAM. And after the gentleman has read that let him 
Tra ere tion of the manner in which some butter is made. 

Mr. H. . I read the testimony of Mr. Michels, of New York, 
a well-known microscopist and the editor of a scientific journal. He 


says that— 
leomargarine uneoo! jected to sufficient heat 
town parasites perm yt liable Nebo Im the that’ vagara eat it run the risk 
ee alae stomachs of animals which are chopped up with the fatin 
making 
That is your “healthful product!” T havealso here the testimony 
of Dr. R. U. Piper, of Chicago, who says that— 


His attention was first called to the subject aoe an article published by Mr. 
mayen in the American Journal of Microsco; Since then he has examined 


poe ce ber of specimens, He testifies that while no true butter can carry 
of the tape-worm, &c., he has found in oleomargarine not 
pam sul ces in the form-of muscular and connective tissue, and ot car 


fungi, but also living organisms which have resisted boili aaas o r rr show to 
resembling those of the tape-worm. These he has preserved to 
pit semi may desire to see them, eeror siraman ader 

them, 


Rey. E. Huber, microscopist, of Richmond, Va., writes in the South- 
ern Clinie of May, 1880: 


Oleom rine differs in its microscopical appearance as well asin its nutritive 
subjected 


and p ern ri qualities from true butter ; er fats init are not toa 
heat sufficient to destroy the germs of septic and organisms, and 
that there may also system its means thon which 


develop in tape-w <3 IF ee reper art pn frequently fo 
gene o pan moasa E A those of the tape-worm, 
Dr. George B. Harriman, a most respectable microscopist of Boston, 
‘t examined some. twenty specimens of oleomargarine obtained. from. 
different dealers, and had found in every specimen more or less foreign 
substances, a variety of animal and vegetable life. Among those were 
corpuscles from a cockroach and small bits of claws, the blood cor- 
es of sheep, the egg of a tape-worm. Yeast was found sprouting 
were 


This is your ‘‘healthful product*’ that you would not have “taxed 
outof existence.” Neither would I; but I desire gentlemen should un- 
derstand the ground einer which we plant ourselves. Wedesire to give 
potean toam honest industry against this frandulent one which I 

ve described. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ican not unless the gentleman will yield me further 
time. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I will yield you all the time I have. 

[Laughter. ] 

- Mr. MORRISON (to Mr. Hiscock). Say over again what you said 
about ‘‘protection,’’ sothatthechairman ofthecommittee [Mr. HATCH] 
may hear it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My friend from Ilinois asks me to repeat the utter- 
ance I made in reference to ‘‘protection.’’ Since Iam invited to do so 
I take pleasure in reading some remarks of Daniel Webster upon: that 
subject: 

Mr. President, this power of discrimination, thusadmitted, 


and prac- 
ticed upon in the first revenue act, has never been denied or d until 


un 
want of constitutional y So 
doubt it, The tariff of 1816 was introduced, earried throu 
under the lead of South Carolina. Even the minimum pol: 


lina ori; 
tleman himself (Mr. John C. Calhoun) supported, andably 
rted, the ta of 1816. He has informed us, sir, that speech on that oo- 
on was sudden and off-hand, he being called ni was soy but the a friend. 
ro remembers it, and reper ee anis 


sup) 


e + > > + + 
“Sir, it is no answer to say y that the tariff of 1816 was a revenue bill. So are 
they all revenue bills. oe point is, and the truth is, that the tariff of 1316, like 
the rest, did discriminate; it did distinguish one articlefrom another; itdid lay 
duties for protection.” 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debateon the pending amendment is exhausted. 

a BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the last 
wo. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Allowme to present an amendment. Ido not pro- 
pose to say anything about it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Do not yield. 

a BRECKINRIDGE, of Pawar y I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, the question that is of the most importance to: my 
mind in the consideration of this measure is not the relative value and 
ect ia Ra ey or of butter; and Ido not 

lesire to submit any observation on these subjects nor upon anything 
which has been said about these two products. 

But the question is. as to whether the American Congress shall de- 
liberately proceed, in the line of a new departure, to use the internal- 
revenue taxing power for any purpose other than that of raising rev- 
enue. 

This measure, however demanded, for whatever purpose introduced, 
supported by whatever argument, is, when you reduce it to its ultimate 
analysis, the use of the sovereign power of taxation for the p of 
aiding a competitor in trade in the race for profit. [Applause. 

Now, what I desire to say is only to emphasize that issue so that we 
may understand and the country will understand what itis we aredoing 


to-day. 

We ra not need the revenue, for the figures show that by the present 
internal-revenue taxation for this year we will receive from tobacco and 
spirits, and from the duties imposed on imported tobacco and spirits, 
about $109,000,000. With the sugar duties added to this, making 
peas $160,000,900, all the war expenditures can be met by these three 
articles. 

The ions are about $80,000,000, the sinking fund, $46,659,000, 
the interest on the public debt about $44, 622,589. So thatthese threo 
articl , tobacco, and spirits—will pay all the war expenditures 
which the Government must liquidate. 

The customs will leave us perhaps thirty millions or over more than 
the sums which by the estimates of the Departments are necessary for 
the year 1887. 

On page 254 of the Book of Estimates the aggregate estimated ex- 
penditures for the year 1887 are $339,589,552.34. Of thissum $75,830,- 
200 are for pensions, $46,659,000 for the sinking fund, $44,622, 587.23 
for interest on the public debt; so that these three items, all being war 
expenditures, aggregating $167, 111,789.28, are to be met by war taxes, 
by the internal revenue on spirits and tobacco, and the remainder over 
the sum collected on these two articles can be well paid by the duties 
on sugars. These taxes are literally taxes, absolutely so as to spirits 
and tobacco, almost so as to sugar, 85 per cent. of the imports on sugars 
going into the Treasury. 

So that we have ample revenues for all the purposes of the Govern- 
menk and a surplus of at least thirty millions. This. of necessity 

us. face to face, whether we desire to face it or not, with the 
ee how shall we sort out these taxes, how shall we eliminate from 
the objects of taxation so as to reduce these excessive revenues some- 
what to meet the mere necessities of the Government? From what 
shall we take off the burden of taxation, what shall be relieved from 
the taxing power, not what shall we bunt to subject to new burdens. 

There are $30,000,000 overand above ournecessary revenues. Where 
shall we lift the burden of taxation? This is the real problem which 
meets us. 

This bill not to relieve taxation. And lest E forget itin the 
limited time to me I here remark that the power of taxation 
is a trust power. All powers granted to governments, whether they 
be despotic or republican. governments, are trust powers... They are 
powers delegated by the people to the organism known as society, acting 
through agencies called a government, merely for the purpase: 
for which governments. are Now this trust power—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, I will take the floor and. yield my time 
to the gentleman from Kentucky. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I thank the gentleman from 
Texas. 


Now, this trust power, this power of taxation, given to us solely as 
and 


trustee, to be exercised only;by necessity 


for the purpose of 
raising revenues, which revenues ean only be j 


s 7 be jı ed by necessary 
penses—this taxing power is now under this bill sought to be used for 
the first time in the history of the Government in a competitive race 
between rival industries, 

For, sir, the exercise of the power heretofore by which 10 per cent. 
was laid on the circulation of State banks was not a contest between 
citizens, but it was a contest between the General Government, acting 
through its bank agencies, the national banks, and the State banks; 
and it was justified simply because those national banks in that day of 
pétil to the credit of the nation were necessary to be sustained and en- 
couraged as its financial agents in operations of stupendous amounts 
and absorbing interest, in times of great urgency demanding extraor- 
dinary measures, 

They were all for the benefit of the Government; not for the special 
benefit of citizens or any particular industry. But here the power of 
taxation is used for the purpose of destruction. Now for the first time 
we enter into private controversy between internal industries. How- 
ever tide our differences have been or are as to the use to which the 
power of levying imposts could or ought to be put, however earnest 
the eontention about the protection to be given customs, all 
agreed that the Government ought not to enter into partnership with 
one home industry to injure another home industry; no one seriously 
urged that the common Government, instituted for the common good, 
supported by all the citizens, should deliberately, under any excuse, 
exercise its power of taxation as a means of destruction to one industry, 
or as a bounty or aid to a rival industry. 3 

I in full with what fell from the lips of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MORRISON], the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, this morning, that as betweem customs duties and internal rev- 
enue, when we can come to the point of election, I am in favor of cus- 
toms duties wisely and justly levied as relieving the country from the 
machinery which necessitates espionage, that must be offensive, that 
can not possibly, no matter how well administered, be administered so 
as not to be a burden. 

It may be hereafter, Mr. Chairman, in those happy days when our 
public debt is paid—God the day—and when the isa 
memory, and when only ordinary civil administration of the Gov- 
ernment causes expenditures, that our children may see economic ques- 
tions in a different light, and may prefer to raise their revenues by ex- 
cises and internal taxation. To-day spirits, tobacco, and sugar would 
pay without increased duties or taxes all the civi! expenditures of the 
Government. 

If from the $339,589, 552.34 of estimated expenses is taken the sums 
before set. out as estimated for pensions, the sinking fund, and the in- 
terest on the public debt, $167,111,789.28; the $3,877,410 for inter- 
est on the Pacific Railway stock, which is really a legacy of the war 
and which is temporary in its nature; the $26,860,016.76 estimated for 
public works, a sum unnecessarily large, and dependent on annual and 
always doubtful legislation; the $4,000,000 estimated as for 
repayment to importers in excess of deposits, and the $8,500,000 as 
drawbacks or customs allowances, the amount annually e ed in 
the ordinary administration of our Government would be, on the esti- 
mate for 1887, $130,000,000; while the taxes onspirits, tobacco, and sugar 
would realize $160,000,000. And with these or such relative figures 
before them our children might conclude that a race so thrifty and 
brainy, ing a country so blessed with all material wealth, could 
outstrip the world ina free, equal, untrammeled industrial competition, 
and thus prefer to support their Government by these duties rather 
than by customs dues. But for to-day, with an unpaid public debt 
and an increasing pension-list, we must submit to both tariff and in- 
ternal taxation. 

But I am not now willing to increase these offices, enlarge this ma- 
chinery, add to its powers, and change its nature by making it in the 
mind of the country a machinery that ean be employed to help one 
i in the race with another. That is the simple problem pre- 
sented here to-day by the pending bili. It is covered with the abuse 
of oleomargarine; it is clothed with praises of the dairymen; it is en- 
wrapped in rhetorical figures about the farmers; it is made plausible 
with appeals to prejudice and passion; but stripped of all these, it is 
simply that we shall go in this road, that we shall undertake this new 
departure, to'use the process'and powers of taxation to build up one in- 
dustry at the expense of another. 

It seems tome, Mr. Chairman, that this is the most important question 
that has been presented to this Congress during the few months thatI 
have had the honor to occupy a seat here, far more important than the 
dairy industry, far more important than the oleomargarine industry, 
for it goes to the very foundation of our authority and calls in play 
the whole question of the taxing powerof the Government. It brings 
us necessarily—whether we attempt to disguise it to ourselves or not, 
when we come face to face with our own consciences, to the consider- 
ation of the question of all questions which the representatives of a 
free people can discuss or legislate upon—it brings us to a decision as 


ex- 


| measure 


to our right and the upon which it rests to wring from any 
man his money, Rett, eri sweat, under the taxing powers of the 
Government. Disguise it in any manner you please, when it has at 
last reached its bottom, taxation means the involuntary enforced pay- 
ment by somebody of a dollar of his own money for the benefit of 
Government or by the exaction of the Government for some one else. 
With my views the constant limitation that ought to be put upon this 
dangerous but necessary power is that it shall be used solely for the 
benefit of the Government. à 

Never by my consent shall the sovereign power of the nation be used 
to tax one man for the direct benefit of another [applause], confiscat- 
ing out of one man’s pocket, under the name of taxation, a dollar of 
sweat for another man, I care not whether he be a dairyman in the 
beautiful blue-grass region I love and represent or whether he be any 
other man engaged in any other industry in this country. A freeman’s 
dollar in his own pocket is a sacred dollar from the hands of the Gov- 
ernment. [Loud applause. ] : 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. CABELL. Mr. Chairman, I represent a district the people of 
which are mainly devoted to agricultural pursuits, and I deny that this 


bill imposi O NE CDO OCOD emai S DUVI nis par oE Eae 
cul masses of this country. ile I respect the opinions of those 
gentlemen who hold viewsin ition to my own, I must be allowed 


to say they make a mistake they endeavor to palm this bill off 
upon the farmers of the country as one for their benefit and in their 
interest. . 

The farmers of this country are a quiet, unobtrusive, and patriotic 
class, and while they do not interfere in politics to the same extent as 
others, yet they are generally as well informed and as intelligent as any 
other portion of the community; are quick to see when their rights are 
invaded, and will not be dui into the advocacy or toleratiox of a 
ly for their benefit but really for their injury and 
the injury of all those who abhor monopolies and deprecate unnecessary 
taxation. 


For what purpose is, this bill offered? Some of its advocates say to 
obtain revenue—money. From whom is this money to be drawn? 
From the people, of course. For what purpose do you want more rev- 
enue, more money from the people? It is understood that the Treas- 
ury is full; that it has in it now a surplus gathered in from taxation. 
What interest, then, what right, have we to tax the people, or any of 
them, farther? If the object was to find some other subject of taxation 
and by taxing that give relief to subjects already taxed by lessening 
the burdens attaching to them there might be some excuse for this bill. 
But thatisnottheobject. None of thegentlemen contending so stoutly 
for this, in my opinion, bad proposition propose to reduce taxes upon 
anything or at all. 

While some then are looking for revenue, others as earnestly protest 
that they would tax ine because it is a deleterious com- 
paa, offensive to the tastes and injurious to the health of the people. 

ussee. Gentlemen have cited here the testimony of some of the 
best chemists and physicians of the country to the effect that oleomar- 
garine is neither offensive to the taste or smell, nor yet injurious to 
health. It is shown that its manufacture is a large and growing in- 
dustry; that a great deal of the product is exported to foreign coun- 
tries, and much of it sold to poor and laborers, who choose to 
buy it because of its cheapness and they like it. Are you go- 
ing to take any the *“ poor man’s putter” without his consent? 

Injurious to ! Who says so? The great dairymen of the 
North and West, who are interested to build up monopolies in the but- 
ter and cream business; who are interested in ing the price of 
their own commodities at the expense of others; who desire to crush 
out a rival industry to the end that theirs may thrive; who desire to 
bring the whole butter interests of the country in subjection to them; 
who, in short, desire that the Government shall ‘‘hold while they 
skin” the forced consumers of what they are pleased to term “‘ honest 
butter.” Of course nobody ever has good butter except these saintly 

i ! 


You can not hoodwink the people in any such way. The people of 
this country can well comprehend when a product is presented to them 
whether if is offensive or whether it is injurious to them or not. Do 
gentlemen upon this floor really believe that the farmers and laboring 


men of this country have not the intelligence to know their own minds 


and their interests when a bad commodity is offered to them either for 


| food or as an article of merchandise? Are you going to say to those 


people that they are so wanting in prudence and intelligence that Con- 
gress must interpose to save them from bad purchases, to protect them 
against themselves? Shall Congress in as a kind of gunrdian ad 
litem to every ‘‘case of bad butter?” ind you, gentlemen, or you 
will vex the patience of these same people a little too far. 

. ‘Protection?’ no doubt is meant by this bill, but it is that protection 
which extremists desire who would build themselvesup upon the down- 
fall of their neighbors. Protection may sometimes be right, but it is of 
that character which incidentally results from the proper and legitimate 
taxation of a subject; but protection is never right when exercised in 
behalf of one interest for the purpose of destroying another. 

Mr. Chairman, I fear that some of our friends are ‘slightly mixed” 


A980 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 26, 


upon this question, while others evade the-true issue. My friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. MoRGAN] favored this bill yesterday because it would 
bring in revenue. He no doubt was honest in what he said; but what, 
I repeat, do we want with more revenue? If that gentleman or any 
other had coupled with thedemand for a tax onoleomargarinea propo- 
sition to abolish or even reduce the tax on tobacco or distilled spirits, 
I might have understood it; but no such proposition was made. 

The proposition is to tax oleomargarine 10 cents per pound. Itsells, 
it is said, at from 11 to 12 cents per pound. Will not the tax, then, 
drive the product and the industry out of existence? And is not that, 
gentlemen, the precise end in view? If it is, what right has Congress 
to use the taxing powers of the Government in any such way? If oleo- 
margarine will bring only 12 cents in the market and we tax it 10, of 
course it goes, and one of the great industries of the country is wiped 


out. 

I do not like ooma paie, My people neither make it nor use it; 
they are too intelligent'to be fooled with it, if it is as some gentlemen 
say. They make good butter and sell it for good prices, and always 
find a ready market for it; for a good article will always command a 
good price, and needs no other protection than its own good qualities. 

I appeal at least to my brother Democrats to be careful in what is 
being attempted here. It is a great wrong to tax any industry when 
the revenue from it is not needed, and a much greater wrong to tax 
it out of existence to foster some other enterprise perhaps no more 
worthy. If it is permissible to tax oleomargarine out of existence to- 
day, by the same rule some other great industry may be destroyed to- 
morrow. If onesection of the country should wish to makea ‘‘corner’’ 
on beef to-day they might so instruct their representatives and drive 
out pork to-morrow and vice versa. So might these same Northern and 
Western monopolists raise a cry against Southern butter and cheese 
and even tobacco interests and compass their destruction through the 
taxing powers of the Government. In fact if you inaugurate the sys- 
tem and establish the principle that the Government through its tax- 
ing powers can and will destroy any industry whether or bad, 
whenever monopoly rests its baleful eyes upon it and so demands, the 
rights of the people are gone. ‘‘ Might makes right,” and tyranny 

es He 536 of liberty and justice. 5 

Again, Mr. Chairman, if oleomargarine is such a hurtfal product as 
that its manufacture and use should be restricted or destroyed, I con- 
tend that that is a matter which belongs to the States. When did it 
become the business of Congress to pass “‘sumptuary laws?’? When 
before was it ever deemed the duty of Congress to say to the people of 
the several States ‘‘what they shall eat, or what they shall drink, or 
wherewithal they shall be clothed?” For, mark you, this is not a 
proposition merely to levy a reasonable tax, but a proposition to tax a 
subject out of existence. Some of the States have dealt with this ques- 
tion. Some have directed that when oleomargarine is sold it shall be 
so marked, and other States will pass laws of the same character when 
necessary. 

But I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that this bill has a deeper significance 
than the mere taxingof oleomargarine. With all courtesy I say it, this 
bill is intended to build up and foster the great butter and butterine 
monopolies in the North and West. Not only this, but it contains that 
which may be wrought into a cunningly devised scheme to augment, to 
build up, and to perpetuate that wretched internal-revenue system which 
for years has afilicted this country. For this, if for nothing else, would 
I oppose this measure. This bill if passed will become part ani 
of the internal-revenue system; underits provisions we will have a new 
army of officials. Inspectors, collectors, microscropists, &c., are con- 
templated by this bill, and then there will be that unsavory horde of 
spies and informers who will haunt the domain of the housewife and 
dog the footsteps of the citizen as he pursues his daily business. The 
law itself being prohibitory in its character, the 10 cents per pound 
having crushed out the industry, this crowd of officials and their para- 
sites must be paid by the Government from taxes wrung from some 
other subject. : 

This is no fancy sketch. It is perfectly plain that if oleomargarine 
is taxed 10 cents no margin for profit will be left, consequently the busi- 
ness will go to nothing or be quite small; yet the corps of officials pro- 
vided by this law, and which will be provided for by some other law or 
regulation, will stand forth and ‘“‘bedevil’’ the people like ‘‘little 
men,’ and draw their pay all the cag ain “little patriots.’ Isour 
country so happily off that we can afford to increase taxes to raise 
money to pay a new setof officials, or to build up and enlarge a system 
which for years has been a burden and a scourge to the land? 

If, Mr. Chairman, this House has determined, as I believe it has, not- 
withstanding its many objectionable features, to pass this bill, then 
allow me to commend to its consideration the propriety of abolishing 
the tax upon tobacco and that upon spirits distilled from fruits. It 
can be done upon this bill, and if anything could make this bill toler- 
able that would doit. My colleague [Mr. DANTEL] has indicated his 
purpose to offer such amendments as I have and will do so 
at the p time. Why should not the taxes upon tobacco and spirits 
distilled from fruits be abolished? Both subjects yield only some 
$27,000,000. Considering the condition of the Treasury, we can read- 


eee that amount. You know that you do not mean to remit any 
iff taxes this year, and here perhaps is the only chance you will have 
to do something for the people. As long as a surplus remains in the 
Treasury, so long will Congress run into extravagance, and jobbers and 
monopolists try to control it. Here is the place now to get rid of 

of the ‘‘surplus”’ and free Congress from a wasteful policy. Would we 
not be doing better to decrease rather than increase taxes? No taxes 
are more onerous or distasteful to the people than internal-revenue 
taxes. Y 

The tax upon tobacco is unjust because it is a discriminating tax. 
It taxes the products of one or two sections of this country only, while 
the products of other sections go untaxed. Some say it should be taxed 
as a luxury; others, because it is a noxions plant and hurtful to those 
who use it. As to the latter objection, I shall say nothing; the wise 
men, the doctors, and the fanatics may settle that. In one sense to- 
bacco is a ‘‘Iuxury,”’ but it is a “‘necessity’’ to those who by climate, 
soil, and country are obliged to raise and manufacture it. If it is a 
luxury it is still an agricultural product and the poor man’s luxury. 
Why not let him use it without tax? Do you tax the luxuries of the 
rich in any such way? Not at all. 

Silks, satins, diamonds, watches, broadcloth, ‘‘ purple and fine linen,” 
are not taxed in any such proportion as tobacco. Besides such com- 
modities are pey taxed because they are of foreign make and im- 
ported from foreign countries. Does Congress mean to tax American 
citizens and domestic products to a greater extent than foreigners and 
foreign goods? Is that the way to protect your own people against the 
‘‘ pauper labor of Europe,” and to encourage home industry? Tax for- 
eigners and foreign goods from 20 to 75 per cent., but your own people 
forsooth from 100 to 200 per cent. This is “‘ protection ’’ with a venge- 
ance. Butwhatsurprises me most is thata good many of our so-called 
“í free-traders’’ seem to have forgotten the doctrines of their fathers 
and have fallen in love with the excise system, which in ‘‘ warp, woof, 
and filling” was abhorrent to the founders of this Republic. 

But to return to tobacco. It is said by some that the ‘‘consumer ”’ 
pays the tax, the producer is not hurt. There is a difference in the 
nature of things between the ‘‘consumers’’.of foreign goods and the 
‘“ consumers” of domestic products; anybody cansee that. But let us 
see. Who are the consumers of tobacco? True, we export a good deal, 
but who consumes the greater part? Ourown people. Thousands and 
thousands of the growers and workers in tobacco use ‘‘the weed,” and 
unlike any other people are heavily taxed upon the results of their own 
labor. Again, how much greater would be the area of trade, how much 
greater the consumption, and consequently how much oo the price 
to the prona and thestimulus to production, but for tax? More- 
over the tax Epon tobacco is in the interests of monopoly and monop- 
olists. Men of large means can in the manufacture of tobacco. 
Men of small means by reason of the tax can not do so. What the pro- 
ducer wants is a free, competitive market. He can not get it 
nee: the tax keeps men of moderate and small means out of the 

e. 

It is absurdly claimed by some that tobacco was higher soon after the 
late war with a high tax upon it than it has ever been since. Nomi- 
nally thatistrue. Infact, itisnottrue. Then everything was higher— 
pork, beef, sugar, coffee, salt, iron, &c. The currency was not settled— 
there was a vast difference between gold and greenbacks. Then you 
never saw gold. Everything was bought and sold in a depreciated cur- 
rency. As to tobacco, by reason of the war there was but a small 
amount of iton hand. The supply was nothing like equal to the de- 
mand. In spite of the tax, therefore, it bore a high price. But when 
specie resumption came, what was the result? Everything came down 
to ‘‘hard pan.” Everything shrank in value and extent save the tax. 
Tobacco, consequently, fell in price to almost nothing; the greater part 
of it sold far below the cost of production; the trade languished, and 
the planters of the tobacco regions were almost in despair. 

It was then that a few men in Con I am glad your humble 
speaker was one of them—commenced efforts to have the tax reduced, 
and after many defeats and much labor procured a reduction, on the 
26th day of February, 1879, from 24 to 16 cents. As soon as the re- 
duced rate took effect leaf-tobacco rose in the market from $2.50 to 
$3 per hundred pounds, and the trade in all kinds and grades of to- 
bacco greatly revived. The tax being still oppressive we again, in 
March, 1883, procured a further reduction from 16 to 8 cents, and, as 
before, the price of tobacco increased to the farmer from $2.75 to $3 
per hundred pounds. 

To verify these statements I refer to the trade statistics from the city 
of Danville, Va., the center of the finest tobacco-growing section of 
this country; other markets I may say showed asimilar state of things. 
In 1878, when the tax was 24 cents per pound on tobacco, there were 
sold upon the Danville market 27,698,828 pounds of tobacco for the 
sum of $2,439,959.22, or an average of $8.80 per hundred pounds. In 
1879, with tax at 16 cents, there were sold 26,827,922 pounds for $3,223,- 
689.51, or an average of $12.01 per hundred. Thus you see that sales 
of 1879, less in pounds 870,906 than those of 1878, brought to the farmers 
$783,730.29 more money, with a greater average, by $3.21 under the 
reduced tax, In 1882 tobacco again reduced in price. In 1883 the tax, 
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as I have said, was reduced from 16 to 8 cents. Take again the sales 
in the Danville market: 


Year. Tax. | Pounds, 
ET poeta EEN EE a Saks snes en $0 16 | 25,572,536 
CT POE AL AN Me LRN ISTE NRL RCD 8 | 35,503, 112 


Here we have a greater average by $3.64 per hundred under the oper- 
ations of the reduced tax. Prices kept up in about this proportion 
for the years 1884~’85—the average price for 1885 being $13.54, but 
this year, by.zeason of financial and other troubles, the prices have 
ruled much lower. I should have said that in March, 1875, when the 
tobacco tax was increased from 20 to 24 cents, tobacco declined $4 per 
hundred. And I here assert that the history of this tax will show 
that whenever the tax was increased the price of tobacco declined, and 
whenever the tax was lowered the price to the farmer was increased. 
It is true that in one sense the consumer pays this tax, but for reasons 
which I have given he is not by any means the chief sufferer, 

The producer has in the main to bear the burdens of this taxation 
upon tobacco, for, as I have often said, when the Government taxes the 
manufacturer he throws it back by way of areduced price for his prod- 
uct upon the farmer—the farmer from necessity, if he has employés 
under him, throws it back upon them so far as he can by way of reduced 
pia for their labor, and the laborers, having nobody{nor anything be- 

ind them except old mother Earth upon whom they can throw off, of 
necessity bear the chief burdens. And so itis thatthe poorer and more 
helpless the producers the more of this abominable tax do they pay. 

have said that the tobacco trade has been greatly depressed this 
year and prices have ruled low. Exactly what caused this is a hard 
question toanswer. Some of our ‘‘ Republican brethren” have charged 
the present depression and ‘‘ hard times” to the incoming of a Demo- 
cratic administration and the consequent change of policy. Sensible 
men, however, will hardly accept thisasareason. The change of policy 
has not, I am sorry to say, been as rapid or as marked, in my opinion, 
asitshould have been; but we might well reply that the ‘‘hard times” 
prove but the sequel or culmination of the bad Republican policy which 
has been marching us on to ruin for several years. 

In so far as the farmers are concerned they might well take some 
comfort in the recollection of the two or three fearful droughts which 
fell upon the country in the last years of Republican rule, the effects 
of which unfortunately extended over into the days of Democracy. In 
fact, some shrewd and knowing persons have already suggested that if 
` the Republicans had been kept in power a few years longer we would 
all have been starved out. The observation looks reasonable, for sure 
it is under Republican rule we Democrats had a very ‘‘ drouthy time.” 

Many reasons are given for the ‘‘ hard times ” now upon the country, 
chief among them the “labor strikes” and consequent agitation and 
troubles in the North and Northwest. Whether these things are true, 
or if true were justifiable or not, I will not discuss. The fact is they 
were long ago inaugurated and have continued for months. Hundreds 
of thousands of men have been, and are now, outof employment, earn- 
ing no wages and contributing nothing to the business, trade, or com- 
merce of the country. Fromactive, worthy, industrious, energetic pro- 
ducers they and their dependents, running into the millions, have been 
for months consumers. Their means as also their desire to purchase 
has been greatly curtailed, and not only the tobacco but every other in- 
terest has felt the fearful effects of the stoppage of labor, travel, traffic, 
and commerce, in the great iron mines, machine-shops, manufactories, 
and over the great, railways of the country. If these troubles can be 
happily settled prosperity will no doubt speedily return, andfmen will 
wonder why such things ever occur in a country where justice and 
conciliation ought to control in every department. 

But the great trouble with the tobacco trade is the enormity of the 
tax. Take that off, free our people from the oppressiveness of that bur- 
den, give to the farmers who live in the tobacco regions an ‘‘equal 
chance in the race of life’? with other agriculturists of the country, and 
you will have done, gentlemen of Congress, a deed worthy of all com- 
mendation. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish now to call attention to another amendment, 
which it is understood will be offered to this bill by my colleague [ Mr. 
DANIEL], an amendment to abolish the tax upon spirits distilled from 
fruits. We do not now ask to abolish the whisky tax; we know that 
we can not accomplish that—monopoly is too strong for that—but we 
believe that the time has come to abolish the tax upon fruit spirits, 
and we ask that it be done. The Government gets only about $1,250,- 
000 annually from the brandy tax. 

This is the most onerous, offensive, unnecessary, and cruel tax em- 
braced in this bad excise system. It is the tax upon the home prod- 
uct, and almost the only product of thousands of the mountain people 
of theSouth. Living remote from railways, these people can not profit- 
ably transport their fruitto market; consequently thousands of bushels 
of the finest apples, peaches, pears, &c., go to waste yearly before the 
eyes of its owners because they have not the means to pay the tax, or 
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fear to endeavor a compliance with the onerous, complex, and rigid ex- 
actions of the internal-reyenue system. The collection of this small 
brandy tax costs the Government more, is the fruitful cause of more an- 
noyance and trouble, and results in more wrong and outrage to these 
“dwellers among the mountains” than all the laws upon our statute- 


Been ea Ta a theabolition of this particular 

No one, I sup will op; e abolition of this partic tax ex- 
cept some one who believes that the whisky interest will be affected 
thereby; in other words, that the abolition of the brandy tax will pro- 
mote fraud in regard to the eollection of the tax on whisky. We have 
thought of all that. The amendment to be offered, while it provides 
for the abolition of the brandy tax also provides that spirits shall not 
be made partly from grain and partly from fruits without payment of 
the full tax required upon spirits distilled from grain, and that all 
offending persons shall be properly punished. This provision will 
aniply guard against any violation of the law or frauds in this respect 
upon the whisky tax. There is no reason why this amendment should 
not be sopie, and the brandy tax abolished. Our proposition is 
fraught with good to the people, and an act of long-delayed justice 
which the Government can well afford to extend. 

We ask these things in good faith. Grant us relief, at least, from the 
taxes upon tobacco and brandy. In fact, this should abolish 
the whole internal-revenue system, should cut it up root and branch. 
It was placed upon the country in time of war by the Republican party; 
it has been kept up, fostered, and maintained by that party for all these 
years, aided latterly, I am sorry to say, by a few Democrats. Let the 
good work be done this very session of Congress. Take away from 
among us the revenue agent, the gauger, the gouger, the spy, and the 
informer. Letthe people feel as freemen once more. Do these things, 
as , and to crown it all give to the country an educational bill 
with sufficient appropriations to help onward and fit for the higher du- 
ties of citizenship all the youth of this favored land.” 

Mr. GROUT. I understood the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE], when first upon the floor this morning, to have ques- 
tioned the correctness of my statement on yesterday that Co: was 
already committed to the principle of protecting the industrial prod- 
ucts of the country from fraudulent imitations. Imade that statement 
in substance, and cited in support of it section 3328 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, which I did not then have time to read. 
The gentleman from Arkansas incorporated into his remarks so much 
of that section as suited the purpose of his argument this morning. I 
desire now to read the whole of it. It is as follows: 

Src. 3328. Onall wines, liquors, or compounds known or denominated as wine, 
and madein imitation of sparkling wine orchampagne, but not made from grapes 
grown in the United and on all liquors, not made from grapes, psi 
rhubarb, or berries bier n the United States, but produced by being | 
or mixed with spirits or by the infusion of any matter in spirits, to be 
sold as wine, or as a substitute for wine, there be levied and collected a 
tax of 10 cents per bottle or pac containing not more than 1 pint, or of 20 
cents per bottle or package containing more t 1 pint and not more than 1 
quart, and at the same rate for any larger quantity of such merchandise, how- 
ever the same be put up, or whatever may be the package. The Commis- 
sioner of Internal enue leause to be suitable and special stamps 
denoting the tax herein imposed, to be a to each bottle or package con- 
taining such merchandise, by the n manufacturing, compounding, or put- 
ting up the same, before removal from the place of manufacture, compounding, 
or putting up; and said stamps shall be ed and canceled in such manner as 
the Commissioner may prescribe; and the absence of such stamp from any bot- 
tle or package containing such merchandise shall be prima ie evidence that 
the tax thereon has not paid, and such merchandise s be forfeited to 
the United States. Any person counterfeiting, altering, or reusing said stamps 
shall be subject to the same penalties as are imposed for the same offenses in re- 
lation to proprietary stamps. 


Now, sir, if a tax of 10 cents per pint on imitation wines is not for the 
purpose of protecting and encouraging the production of genuine wines, 
for one I am unable to understand what it is for. The inventive gentle- 
man from Arkansas says that this tax is for the protection of the revenue 
which the Government derives from the import duty on foreign wines. 
That duty is, I believe, 50 cents per quart on champagne or sparkling 
wine and 25 cents per quart on all still wines. Every one knows that 
this duty is for the protection of the wine industry of this country, 
that upon the American wine product there is no internal-revenue tax 
as upon whisky, but that the Government encourages this industry by 
a high protective tariff. i 

Now, suppose that the assertion of the gentleman from Arkansas be 
true—which let it be understood is only supposed—namely, that this tax 
of 10 cents per pint on imitation wines is really for the purpose of more 
certainly collecting the duty on foreign wines, would it not still op- 
erate for the protection of genuine American wines, inasmuch as that 
import duty is for the protection of those wines? 

It seems like a solecism in argument to claim otherwise. The fact 
remains, however, upon the very face of the statute itself that this tax 
is for the protection of American wine products against fraudulent 
American imitations; and no amount of sophistry can break the force 
of the argument for what it may be worth that section 3328 is a prec- 
edent for the bill before us. 

But there is upon foreign butter as well as upon foreign wines an im- 
port duty, and if an excise tax of 10 cents per pint upon imitation 
wines helps the Government collect the tariff duty on imported wines, 
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we will let the have his argument and give him this 10-cent 
tax ———— butter to help in the collection of the duty on im- 
utter, } 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Chairman, Ido not expect to be able to advance 
a new idea or to suggest to the committee any reason not heretofore 
urged in favor of the measure now under consideration, but I feel that 
in the passage of this bill we of the West are greatly interested. 

For the few years our farmers have devoted themselves to the 
task of building up the dairy interests, and to-day find that by the un- 
lawful competition of the manufacturers of oleomargarine the industry 
is prostrated, and unless relief is given will be entirely destroyed. 
During the past three years the uct of our dairies and creameries 
has fallen off fully one-third. Yearly thousands of cows are sent to 
the butcher’s block, the farmers finding it unprofitable to keep them, 
those cows being worth until the introduction of oleomargarine an ay- 
erage of $40 per head; to-day they will not sell for $30 per head. Any 
one can estimate the loss the farmers have sustained from this depreci- 
ane aeri Chairman, who do we find this bill? Ev 

Now, Mr. i wW. we opposing this bill? ery man 
who is interested in selling to the manufacturers of oleomargarine cot- 


memorial? 

The issue is a very simple one. Shall the manufacturer of oleomar- 
garine and butterine be enco and the farming interests further 
tices aioe ots sagaged ia lag en anpalan eek as ge 
those who are ina legitimate business are ing an arti- 
cle that is pure and wholesome and that can be used without the fear 
that we are consuming that which is detrimental to health and fruit- 
ful of disease. 

Mr. Chairman, twenty-two States of this Union have passed laws 
either restricting or prohibiting the manufacture and sale of oleomar- 
garine, and the people of this country claim that such laws 
are evaded and can not be They ask this to 
give them relief. They know their demands are fair and just. This 
measure is constitutional; it is practicable, and this House should pass 
this bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to offer a substantial amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, and Mr. REAGAN addressed the 


Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] has 


been recognized. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to pro, an amendment to 
the amendment, to strike out ‘$100’ and insert “$200.” 

Mr. VAN EATON. I desire to offer an amendment. 

“Mr. FINDLAY. I rise to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will the formal amendment 
as withdrawn, and the Clerk will report the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

The Clerk read the amendment to the amendment proposed by Mr. 
Browne, of Indiana. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Iwould like to know whether a substantial amend- 
ment is not now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two substantial amendments now 


nding. 
eer. FINDLAY. Can another be offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. That would not be in order at this stage. The 

tleman from Indiana is recognized to speak to his amendment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not desire to weary the committee 
by much talking; but I make a or two in this connection 
that seem to be demanded by the course of this debate. The gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. GROUT] quotes a statute by which a tax is 
imposed upon adulterated wines for the benefit of the public revenue, 
and attempts to show the identity of the principle involved there and 
the principle embodied in this bill. - I submit there is no such identity. 
Here you do not propose to impose a tax simply upon an imitaion, or 
on an adulterated or upon an impure article. You propose to impose a 
tax upon what is admittedly pure and healthy. 

Me eet Wiest rs nad the daagued gt 

cy o. ve gentle- 

man from New York [Mr. Hiscock] read to-day an extract from the 
opinion of a chemist in which he says he had discovered by the micro- 
scope a great many ugly things in ol ine. I undertake to say 
that I could read puge after page from the testimony of the most accom- 


plished chemists in the land to the effect that they have submitted 
oleo: rine to chemical analysis and mi ic tests, and have. 
found it pure and healthful, and they recommend its use. 

Now, if it be true that this product is filthy and unhealthy and 200,- 
000,000 of are sold every year, I would like to know where oleo- 
margarine buried its dead? I would like that gentlemen would 
bring me an exhibit of some tombstone on which it is solemnly in- 
scribed, “Died from oleomargarine.’? [Laughter.] 

I wish gentlemen would give an authentic case. I am talking what 
Imean. I wish some gentleman would give us an authentic case of a 
man boing Derg sean sick by the use of oleomargarine. History, to 
my knowledge, has recorded nosuch case. I do not say that there are 
not impure specimens of this article on the market, but, when gentle- 
men stand here and attempt to shock the country by these frightful 
stories, when they draw upon their imagination for facts, and draw in 

and witches and ghosts and everybody else for the purpose 
of getting up something to frighten the timid, I appeal to the testi- 
mony on the other side, and I say that it is abundantly shown and not 
denied that oleomargarine may be pure, clean, and healthful, and Iam 
now only controverting the propriety of taxing this pure and healthful 
product out of existence. 

Another point. The strangest logic that I have ever heard—and it 
commends itself to my admiration use of its novelty—is that we 
ought to impose this high tax upon this commodity because it can stand 
it. Gentlemen say that oleomargarine sells for 20, 25, or 40 cents a 
pound that costs but 7 or 8 cents, and therefore it can bear this tax of 
10 cents a pound and the extra license tax also and still be sold at a 
profit. But, gentlemen, you forget one thing. You have asserted all 
the time that this article has been sold at these high prices because it 
has been imposed upon the people as genuine butter. Strip itof that 
disguise, but do so by taxing it only so much as is necessary to effect 
that object. Then when itis put upon the market for what it is it 
will sell not at butter prices but at oleomargarine prices. the 
poor men who want to buy it—and thousands do—can obtain it at the 
cost of production with a reasonable profitadded. Let me puta ques- 
tion to you, though I know it will have no effect. 

It was once said by a distinguished commoner that he had heard - 
many arguments in the Parliament that had convineed his judgment, 
but none that had ever influenced his vote. [Laughter.] But let mo 
put this question to you: If any part of this product is being honestly 
manufactured and honestly put into the market, if any part of it is 
sold to men who are not being deceived by it, has not the American 
citizen the right to produce that article, the right to sell it, and the 


if you are in earnest, then you will simply fix the tax at such a rate as 
will compel the sale of oleomargarine for what it is. - 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I would like to offer a substitnte for the pending 
amendment, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 


At the end of line 32 insert the following: . 
“Provided, That no manufacturer of,or wholesale dealer in, 
shall sell, ship, or export the same to any point included in Her Majesty’ 
dian possessio: the Parsees or fire-worshipers 


of this section shall extend to the manufacture and sale of sausage, as 
far as ve cticable, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may 
p s 
[Laughter. ] ; ; 
Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise. 
Mr. FINDLAY. Iwill claim my time when the Committee of the 
Whole resumes its session. 


The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 


The committee accordingly rose; and 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had hgd under consideration the bill (H. R. 
8328) defining butter; also imposing a tax upon and regulating the 
man sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amendments, in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3848) for the relief of H. P. McFarlin; 

A bill (H. R. 4544) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooney; 

A bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Josephine De Costa 


omas; 
A bill (H. R, 7165) to increase the pension of Manhattan Pickett. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 

amendment House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 247) granting a pension to Lewis Tyus; 

A bill (H. R, 448) granting a pension to Newton Day; 

A bill (H. R. 525) to restore Robert C. McKee to the pension-roll; 
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A bill (H. R. 908) granting a pension to Margaret E. Cochran; against the action of Congress in discouraging the manufacture of oleo- 
A bill (H. R. 1100 omer. a pension to Jane W. Devereux; margarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

A bill (H. R. 1279 apt a pension to Darius M. Seaman; By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition to remove the of desertion 
A bill (HY R. 1548 the relief of Ellen Crymble; against John Boatwright, of Company C, United States Colored In- 
A bill (H. R. 1560) for the relief of Evaline A. White; fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 1651) for the relief of Rosina Heineman; By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of Sutton & Co., in favor of tariff reform— 
A bill (H. R. 1707) granting a pension to Elijah P. Hensley; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

A bill (H. R. 1841) granting a pension to George W. Stout; By Mr. HIRES: Resolutions of Welcome Circle No. 3, Camden, N. 
A bill (H. R. 1889) granting a pension to Isaac Carleton; J., praying Congress to el the bill now pending prohibiting aliens 
A bill (H. R. 1990) granting a pension to John Hunter; from becoming owners of land in this country—to the Committee on 
A bill Gf R. 2803) granting a pension to John H. Sn Public Lands, 

A bill (H. R. 3135) granting an increase of pension to rlesSebring: By Mr, JAMES; Petition of 55 merchants, hotel-keepers and others 
A bill (H. R. 3144) granting a pension to Isaiah H. Mitchell; of Yazoo City, Miss., asking for the enactment of the bill (H. R. 1621) 
A bill (H. R. mee granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hastings; providing against the exaction of license fees from commercial travel- 
A bill (H. R. 3624) granting a pension to Fred. J. Leese; ers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (H. R. 3826) for the relief of John Taylor; By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of Daniel O’Hanlon for a pension, 

A bill (H. R. 3941) granting a pension to M. Galleyan; Also, petition of the common council of Norfolk, Va., praying for the 
A bill (H. R. 3972) granting a pension to ord C. Willhoite; ` establishment at Norfolk of a yard for the construction of iron ships— 
A bill (H. R. 4002) granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 4058) for the relief of Joel D. Monroe; Also, petan of parties prominent in railroad circles, asking an ap- 
A bill (H. R. 4070) for the relief of Mrs. Bridget Smith, mother of for the o tion of the section of steam transpòrtation 


Patrick J. Smith; 


A bill GH, R. 4229) granting a pension to Charlotte Algier, widow of 
ue er; 

A bill (H. R. 4539) granting a pension to Ann Little; 

A bill (H. R. 4699 granting a pension to Martin Jacoby; 

A bill (H. R. 4723) granting a pension to Joseph E. Van Horn; 
` A bill (H. R. 5328) granting a pension to Noah Hoffman; 

A bill (H. R. 5329) granting a pension to William Antes; 

A bill (H. R. 5331 granting a pension to Emma M. Shiner; 

A bill (H. R. 5332 granting a pension to Elizabeth Crowley; 

A bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Philip Deremer; 

A bill (H. R. 5336) granting.a pension to Benjamin 8. Wolverton; 

A bill (H. R. 5702) granting a pension to Jenet L. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 5729) grantin a pension to Elizabeth Warner; 

mon H. R.5899) to place name of Robert Beard on the pension- 
ro 

A bill (H. R. 5997) granting a pension to Elizabeth Luce; 

A bill (H. R. 6092) granting a pension to Parmelia Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6136) granting an increase of ion to John W. Farris; 

A bill (H. R. 6389) granting a pension to M. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 6725) granting a pension to William M. Swartz; 

A bill (H. R. 6897 ting a pension to Henry Hipple, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 7168 the relief of Mrs. Sallie Ancram; 

A bill (H. R. 7330 granting a pension to Josie H. Babb; 

A bill (H. R. 7468 granting a pension to Lemuel Adams; and 

A bill (H. R. 8085) granting a pension to Amos C. Weeden. 


The m also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 

eres titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
bill (8. 1526) amending sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Stat- 

ice pei to pensions to certain disabled persons who have served 
in the Navy or Marine Corps; 

A bill (S. 722) for increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Boggs; 

A bill (8. tet) een granting a pension to William C. Wait; 

A bill (S. 1201) granting a pension-to Louise Armbrecht; 

A bill (S. 1207) granting a pension to Caroline Sees; 

A bill (S. 1997) granting a pension to Mrs. Abbie B. Heath; 
ase 2030) granting a pension to Miss ret Stafford North; 
A bill (S. 2045) granting a pension to Mrs. 

A bill ts 2144) granting an increase of pension to oom T Edes; 
A bill (S. 2215 ting a pension to Martha J. Todd, widow of Dr, 

R. N. Todd, late of Indianapolis, Ind.‘ 

A bill i 2232) granting a pension to Mary Martin; 
A bill (S er granting a pension to Col. James H. Blood; 
pa bill (S. 2267 


granting an increase of pension to Laurinda G. Cum- 


ings; 
mA bill E 3398) granting a pension to William Dickens; 
A bill (S. 2336) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Benson; 


and 

A bill (S. 2349) granting a pension to Catharine Lanigan. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the House 
stands adjourned until to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and pa aver laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follo 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Memorial of of T ohn Grant, of Louisiana, pray- 
ing for the Government to purchase Grand Pass—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BUCK: Petition of Birch & Co. and other business men, of 
Hartford, Conn., in favor of changing the port of entry from Middle- 
town to Hartford—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of cordage manufacturers of the 
United States, asking for the striking out of section 20 of House bill 
7219—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the New Orleans Produce Exchange, protesting 


.of the Board of Trade of Saint Joseph, Mo., of the 


E nt e United States National Museum—to the Committee on Appro- 


priations. 
By Mr, LONG: Petition of Davis Copeland and 20 others, for a law 
—* e—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


tition of the New England conference of the Methodist Epis- 
T Gharch for protection of the Chinese—to the Committee on For- 
pe ange 
Also, petition of R. B. Forbes and 102 merchants and others, of Mas- 
sachusetts, for a lightship on Stelwagen’s Bank, off Cape Cod—to the 
By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Isaac A. Chandler and 63 others, ex- 
soldiers of Brown County, Indiana, for additional pension legislation— 
By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Preamble and resolution of the Pro- 
duce Exchange of Philadelphia against the passage of House bill 8328, 
Agriculture. 
By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of manufacturers of co , Suggesting 
Patan therein 
proposed—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. PARKER: Petition of citizens of Norfolk, N. Y., in favor of 
By Mr. PEEL: Papers relating to the claim of Charles G. Scott, of 
Pulaski Coun 
By Mr. RANDALL: Protest of the Produce Exchange of Phila- 
coiphia, against imposing a tax of 10 cents per pound on oleomargarine 
an 
By Mr. SENEY: Pa; of John Newell, favoring the amendment 
to section 5258 of the Statutes—to the Committee on the Ju- 
against the second section of House bill 7219—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


Committee on Commerce. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
imposing a tax upon the sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on 
amendments to House bill 7219, and pointing out 
taxing imitation butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
ty, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. . 
butterine—to the Committee on 
By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of manufacturers of cordage, 
By Mr. STORM: Petition of the Produce Excha 


of New Orleans, 
uce Exchange 
of Philadelphia, of the Board of Trade of Atchison, Kans., against tax- 
ing oleomargarine and butterine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
sy petition of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, in favor of the 
amendment to the Post-Office bill appropriati: zor 000 for ing 
foreign mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claims of Edward ` 
J. Tucker, of Andrew J. Ballard, and of B. W. Williamson, adminis- 
trator of B. W. Williamson, deceased, of Fayette County; of Joseph H. 
Harris, jr., and of Richard S. Barrett, administrator of John W. Harris, 
deceased, of Tipton Coomg ; of Juliet Campbell, administratrix of estate 
of R. H. Campbell, of Lee County; of Benjamin Colman, of Memphis, 
Tenn. ; of James M. Swearengin, executor, of Tunica County, Mississippi; 

of Thomas H. administrator of H. S. Williams, and of Meshock 
Franklin, administrator of John K. Wilburne, of Shelby County; of John 
S. Peets, of Tipton County; of Malon Courts, administrator of Jane M. 
Courts, of Shelby mires of Joseph Tagg, of Memphis, and of John 
H. Wooley, of La Grange, Tenn. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of J. C. Allen, administrator of Lind- 
say Allen, deceased, asking that his claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of John W. Dickens, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following petitions, urging the adoption of the bill placing the 
manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter under the control ot 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 
fraud and imposition, were presented, and severally referred to the Com- 

ture: 


mittee on 
By Mr. GROUT: Of W. D. Gilman and 46 others, of Caledonia; of 


4984. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


May 27, 


H. W. Rice and 19 others, of Westford; of Henry Blake and 80 others, 
of Hardwick; of Hon. J. C. Oliver and 41 others, of Charleston; of N. 
B. Davis and 34 others, of Glover; of T. L. Dottoff and 59 others, of 
Morgan; of John W. Stearns and 243 others, of Hinesburg; of J. E. 
White and 36 others, of Danby; of W. E. Clark and 38 others, of Poult- 
ney; of C. M. Winslow and 38 others, of Brandon; of H. D. Chamber- 
lain and 38 others, of Jay; of Walter Burke and 69 others, of Crafts- 
bury; of W. G. Marsh and 77 others, of Clarendon; of N. D. W. Doty 
and 26 others, of Hyde Park; of H. S. Gilbert and 24 others, of Fair- 
field; of M. Brown and 22 others, of Pawlet; of E. V. Re; ds and 
173 others, of Fairfax; of Charles B. Warren and 30 others, of Williston; 
of William Otis and 32 others of Danby; of Capt. F. F. Gleason and 
23 others, of Richmond; of Hon. Smith Wright and 12 others, of Wil- 
liston; of J. B. Finnegan and 24 others, of Fairfield; of H. S. Conant 
and 44 others, of Richmond; of B. F. Rugg and 24 others, of Saint 
Albans; of J. G. Griggs of Centre Rutland; of C. D. Whitmore and 19 
others, of Brattleborough; of Lindsay Johnson and 62 others, of New- 
bury; of C. R. Rogers and 24 others, of Orange County; of James 
Dickey and others, of Orange County; of L. Smith and “4 others, of 
Topsham; of B. McElroy and 36 others, of Middlesex; and of H. R. 
Chamberlain and 40 others, of Wells River, Vt. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Of citizens of Wilmington, Vt. 

By Mr. SHAW: Of citizens of Harford County, Maryland. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. CARLETON: Of citizens of Saint Clair County, Michigan. 

By Mr. LONG: Of citizens of North Attleborough, Mass. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 27, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of property- 
owners and residents along the line of Thirteenth street, Northwest, 
Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the chartering by Congress 
of any tompany to lay tracks and run cars along that street; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a letter from A. H. Babcock, adjutant of Loraine 
(Ohio) Post No. 448, Grand Army of the Republic, transmitting peti- 
tions of numerous citizens and soldiers of Ohio, praying for the enact- 
ment of a law embodying the recommendations of the nati pension 
committee of the Grand Army of the Republic; which, with the accom- 
panying petitions, was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST. I present the petition of a committee of citizens of New 
Mexico, and I ask that it be read. It is not long, and it relates to a 
matter of very great importance to them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be read, if there 
be no objection. 

The petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, as follows: r 
To the Senate of the United States: 

Your memorialiste, citizens of the County of Bernalillo and Territory of New 
Mexico, acting in pursuance of resolutions unanimously adopted at a public 
Bog eek eo 
during the p Eataa g ea ing the bi which has the House of he eae 
tives, and a the J Seep bill, for the adjustment of private land 
claims in Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona. 

Nearly forty years have since our Government assumed by the treaty 
of cession of the territory in question the high duty of ascertaining and con- 
firming to private owners of lands all bona fide titles acquired under the Span- 
ican Governments, and with few exceptions that duty has been 
neglected to this day. Not only is this ect of treaty ol a 
to national honor, but it is most disastrous to the mate: interests of our peo- 
ple. A cloud of uncertainty and doubt resting upon vast bodies of lands which 
are withdrawn from the operation of the public-land laws deters investments 
and preyentsall advancement. Every consideration therefore demands prompt 


action at the hands of Congress. 

The Senate bill upon this , commonly called the Edmunds bill, provides 
for the adjudication cf those ms in the courts, while the House bill creates a 
Fig commission of three persons and is similar to the measure under which 

e land titles of California were settled. 

In this Territory and in Arizona there are but three district courts which would 
have original jurisdiction under the Senate bill. Thedockets of these courts are 
such as is the nat- 


equivalent to a prac- 
claimants but 


ekia nearest and most convenient to the lands and to the muniments of title 


vo! ” 

Failure to enact the House bill will, we fear, cause still greater delays upon 
this subject, which to us is of vital importance, and we urgently uest of you 
to give your sanction to that bill at your present on, so that Territory 
may be relieved from the greatest obstacle to its ity and advancement, 


A.J. 
L. S. TRIMBL 
H. L. WARREN, 
. PITMAN SMITH, 
STO 


G. 
E. 


na 


Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Produce 
Exchange and a memorial of the board of directors of the Grain and 
Flour Exchange of Pittsburgh, Pa., remonstrating against the 
of the bill proposing to tax oat and butterine; which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of citizens of Russell County, 
Kansas, praying that early action may be had upon the pension claim 
of Burris Harper, late a private in Company G, Fifth Missouri Cavalry; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of certain Pottawatomie Indians, praying 
for legislation regarding traderships; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of S. M. Whitten, of Randolph County, 
Indiana, praying for a revision of certain Senate rules; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of William Talmadge and other 
citizens of Palmer and Wilbraham, Mass., and a petition of Franklin 
Bonney and others, of Hadley, Mass., praying for such legislation as 
will protect the dairy interests against imitations of butter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of C. H. Torrey, of New York 
city, praying certain legislation in relation to the case of William Camp- 
bell Phelan, alleged to have been improperly convicted of crime and 
sentenced to the Fitchburg (Mass.) jail; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. E 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ipresentthe petition of J. N. Tinsley, of Buffalo, 
Dallas County, Missouri, praying to be allowed compensation for sup- 
plies furnished the United States Army during the late war. I move 
that the petition, with the accompanying papers, affidavits, and evi- 
dence, be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trado 
of Elgin, Ill., favoring the passage of the bill taxing the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarine and butterine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the board of directors 
of the Board of Trade of Chicago, Ill., favoring the of the bill 
known as the “immediate transportation act;™ which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


granting a pension to Mrs. Arlanta T. Taylor; 
granting a pension to John H. Hunter; 
granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Blake; 
for the relief of Lydia 8. Johnson; 

granting a pension to Isaac Fossett; 

granting a pension to C. K. Hughes; 

granting a pension to Ellen Corcoran; and 


H. R. 2144 
granting a pension to Mary Sullivan. 


reported 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on the Library, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 67) authorizing the Secretary of War to erect at Stony 
Point, N. Y., a monument; which was read twice by its title. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. i 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 2547) granting a pen 
sion to John M. Rutherford; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2548) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
B. Paxton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
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- Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 2549) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridgeover the Altamaha River, in the Stateof Georgia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 2550) to amend section 4444 of 
the Revised Statutes, relative to vessels engaged wholly orin part in the 
coastwise service; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe 
Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2551) granting an increase of pension'to 
Thomas B, Shaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S, 2552) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George Y. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2553) for the relief of Thomas A. Osborn; 
whieh was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2554) to amend sec- 
tion 2133 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr, COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2555) granting a pension to 
William Sackman, sr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2556) granting a pension to Mrs. Elmira 
J. Merritt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S, 2557) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin Crenshaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. I introduce two bills to reimburse Mrs, Charlotte 
Smith for money ded in nursing soldiers during the war. 

The bill (S. 2558) for the relief of Mrs. Charlotte Smith was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; 

d 


an 
The bill (S. 2559) for the relief of Mrs. Charlotte Smith was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


_ OTOE AND MISSOURIA INDIANS. 


Mr. DAWES. Ioffer an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to extend the time for the payment of the purchase-money on the 
sale of the reservation of the Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians in the 
States of Nebraska and Kansas, which is now on the table, that it may 
be printed, and I ask that the bill may be taken up and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. I desire to have the amendment 
printed, so that it may go before the committee with the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is simply an amendment to be printed, as I under- 
stand, 

Mr. DAWES. That is all; but the House bill is on the table, and I 
want the billtaken up and referred, with the amendment, to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The order will be made as requested, 
if there be no objection. ; 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That.the petition and papers in respect to the claim of H. B. Wilson, 
administrator of William Finder, deceased, be taken from the files of the Sen- 
ate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there having been no adverse re- 
port thereon. < 

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted the following resolutions; which 
were read: 


Whereas it is stated in the matter of the administration of the powers and du- 
ties of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in respect of the appointment of In- 
dian traders acts have been done, o rican to be done, in disregard of law 
and the rights and proper interests of citizens: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and hereby is, directed 
to investigate the subject of the appointment of such traders, the granting of 


licenses to them, and the refusal to extend such licenses to persons e as 
such traders, and the methods which have been practiced in that re since 
the month of April, © several 


, and the reasons and influences ere. 
instances of such granting or refusing of such licenses, to whom li 
been granted since said date and to whom refused, why paa and why re- 
fused, and whether or not any person to whom a license been so granted 
has been guilty of conduct or practices prejudicial to the good repute of the 
public service; and, if so, in what respect, and whether or not the same have 
come to the knowledge of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Resolved, That in pursuing the said investigation the said committee shall 
have power@p send for persons and papers, administer the necessary oaths, and 
employ a stenographer should it deem it necessary so to do; and such expense 
ee roan Abaco from said investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund 

the Senate. 

Resolved, That the committee is further instructed to report a bill or bills for 
such legislation as the investigation may disclose to be necessary and proper in 
the premises, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask that the resolutions be adopted at 
this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolutions? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolutions be printed and lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tions will go over under the rule, 


censes have 


Is there objection to the present con- 


- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A m from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3848) for the relief of H. P. McFarlin. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6975) to establish addi- 
tional agp 4 stations, agreed to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate thereon, and had appointed Mr. IRION, Mr. Crisp, and Mr. DUN- 
HAM managers at the conference on its part. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 670) to increase the pension of the widow of the late Com- 
mander T. A. M. Craven; í 

A bill (H. R. 16) granting a pension to Nancy Ribble; 


A bill (H. R. 413) granting a pension to George Schaefer; 

A bill (H. R. a5 to pension Giles C. Hawley; 

A bill (H. R. 515) gronting a pension to Althea A. Frasner; 

A bill (H. R. 550) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Adam 

A bill (H. R. 567) granting a pension to Mary A. Little; 

A bill (H. R. 1184) granting a pension to Stephen Gardner; 

A bill (H. R. 1330) granting a pension to Martin Taylor; © 

A bill (H. R. 1576) granting an increase of pension to Thomas All- 
cock; 

A bill (H. R. 1585) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Colbath; 

A bill (H. R. 1592) for the relief of Sarah A. Vaughn; 

A bill (H. R. 1816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 3193) granting a pension to Mrs. Edna Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 3205) granting a pension to George W. Guyse; 

A bill (H. R. 3326) granting a pension to Thomas Simpson; 

A bill (H. R. 3906) for the relief of Catharine Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 3982) granting a pension to John Pennington; 

A bill (i R. 4462) granting a pension to Martha Downs; 

A bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to H. W. McDonald; 

A bill (H. R. 4631) granting a pension to Mary Merrill; 

A bill (H. R. 4976) for the relief of Tobias M. Coon; 

A bill (H. R. 5127) granting a pension to Mary A. Ripley; 

A bill (H. R. 5961) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Vigus; 

A bill (H. R. 5995 ting a pension to David T. Elderkin; 3 

A bill (H. R. 6003) for the relief of John H. McClelland; 

A bill tr R. 6126) granting a pension to Henry G. Ballinger; 

A bill (H. R. 6192) granting a pension to Mary Norman; 

A bill (H. R. 6331) granting a pension to George Anna Lippe; 

A bill (H. R. 6650) granting a pension to Samuel Robbins; 

A bill (H. R. 6655) granting a pension to Stokeley D. Dagley; 

A bill (H. R. 6688) for the relief of William Bishop; 

A bill (H. R. er) granting a pension to Catharine Thenn; 

A bill (H. R. 6780 granting a pension to Henry B. Havens; 

A bill (H. R. 7118) for the relief of Bailey Hascall; 


A bill (H. R. 7298 for the relief of Charles Schuler, 
A bill (H. R. reir) for the relief of Randolph Seaman; and 
A bill (H. R. 7617) granting a pension to Solomon J. Grissom. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further “concurrent 
or other resolutions ” the morning business is closed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move to take up Senate bill 2172 for present con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves to 
proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2172) restoring to the United States 
certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget 
Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator from Oregon if he will not give 
way and let us have the morning hour for the consideration of pension 
bills so as to get through with those remaining on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. I can not do it this morning in view of the fact that 
pension bills have the right of way at any time and this is a bill which 
can not always be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to go on with the pension bills, but I 
do not want to be too persistent. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is not debatable. 

Mr, SAWYER. I give notice that I shall ask for the consideration 
of the pension bills to-morrow morning. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will assist the Senator any other morning in getting 
up the pension bills. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to make a state- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to make a statement in regard to the 
motion, which is not debatable. Is there objection? 
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Mr. CONGER. Let us have one thing ata time. I wish to get the 
pension bills off the docket as soon as possible, but if there is 2 motion 
ee Se roceed to another bill it had best be di of. 

The RESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Michigan ob- 
ject to the request of the Senator from Florida ? 

Mr. CONGER. There is a motion pending to take up another bill, 
and I await the result of that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida desires to 
debate that motion. Is there objection ? 

Mr. N and others. Oh, yes; we can not debate it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Oregon to take up the 
bill the title of which has been read. 

e motion was agreed to—ayes 26, noes not counted; and the Sen- 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill by 
striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting the substitute 
which I send to the Chair. 

The bill which has just been read proposes to forfeit from Wallula 
Junction, Washington Territory, to Portland, Oreg., a portion of the 

iginal grant over which the Northern Pacific Railroad Company does 
not now and probably never will contemplate constructing any portion 
of the road provided for by the act. : 

My only objection, I will say in a word, with the leave of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon, is that there are other portions of the road not fin- 
ished which at least should be included, and there are portions of the 
line also where the road has been finished which should be included. 
The difficulty is that the passage of the bill in this condition of affairs 
will be a legislative declaration to the whole country that this matter 
has been passed upon and decided, and that there shall be no more for- 
feitnres, so far as the Senate is concerned, than this land, which the com- 
pany have never for years expected to earn by the construction of the 
road. If this be done, the Northern Pacific Railroad Company at the 
next session of will come with some show of insistency and 
say that the Senateand, if the House adopt it, that Congress have passed 
upon this matter of forfeiture and have concluded that they will ask 
no other or further forfeiture than that contained in this bill. 

Therefore I feel it to be my duty at this time (as it was understood 
I believe, that the members of the Committee on Public Lands should 
have the right to vote on this question as they pleased when it came 
here) to propose an amendment to strike out after the enacting 
clause of the bill and to insert what I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and in lieu thereof to insert: 


That except as to all lands granted for that portion of the road of the Northern 
Septem wpe p WAD tye completed bana ey A.D. sare. nnd aio oop 
ng r of way, necessary used in operating railroad, an 
also probe all Jands included within the limits of any village, town, or city site, 
the grant of public lands made in aid of the construction of the said Northern 
Pacific Railroad by act of Con, approved Aag 36.2 ees Statutes at 

forfeited and determined 


; and 
< gn is, so far as said grant is concerned, h: si 
ublie 


existing 
held and treated as Erg, meyer grant and with 
been made: in case of any of the lands embraced within the 
terms of this act, to w said railroad rag maps Ragen po have been entitled had 
the said road been constructed as provided in the act making the grant, have 


been sold by said company to Jan star eed cog Mo PETT or paroon 99 
urchasing any of sai inde ie Balra ERA assigns, shall have the PADE a 
| amak m tothe extent of 320 acres, m making proof of fact of 


so 
such purchase before the register the district where 


said land may be located; and 7 


such 
Land 


when the said company had earned the same by compliance 


road pany. 
with the conditions and requiremen said act, 


case such person may enter one q 
tled upon or improved, by paying therefor $1.25 per acre. 

The PRESIDENT oy tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN WycK]. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I scarcely think a matter of this great 
importance should be passed upon in a short period of time and with- 
out full and deliberate discussion, as will be the ease if the bill should 
be passed in the morning hour, 

This is a proposition to confirm instead of forfeitinga railroad grant, 
the larger part of upward of 48,000,000 acres of the public land. The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska forfeits a very 

proportion, I am not to say how much, butall the grant 
which was not earned within the time specified in the granting act. 


The question then is clearly presented between the rights and interests 
of all the le of the United States on one side sought to be protected 
by the am ent of the Senator from Nebraska and the interests of 
the few persons who own and control the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company on the other side. 

The question therefore before the Senate is whether it will adoptthe 
principle of the House bill or whether it will adopt the principle of a 
forfeiture of the lands beyond the present point of completion, and, as 
I said, it involves a great many millions of acres of the public land 
and the right of hundreds of thousands of the people of the United 
propos homes and subsistence for themselves and their wives and 

i $ 

The whole question is before the Senate whether the demand of the 
people, and their rightful and just demand, that where a railroad com- 
pany has failed to comply with the provisions of the law the Congress 
of the United States shall declare that the law which created the grant 
and which provided that at a certain period of time the grant should 
expire, and the land should belong to the public domain and be open 
to settlement and occupation by the people under the homestead laws 
shall be observed, or whether Congress will make a new grant of per- 
haps a hundred million dollars or more of the public money in the form 
of a land grant toa few individuals. 

I read from a report made by the Committee on Public Lands of the 
House of resentatives in regard to the amendment which the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska has offered: 

Your committee hereby adopt as their report the report of the Public Lands 
Committee made to the House of Representatives in the Neon Sem Congress. 


The legal status remains the same, and your committee therefore have con- 
cluded to present that report, as it stands, as their: report to this Congress. 


Your committee have given the subject-matter of this grant— 
The grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company— 


patient, careful, and thorough consideration. They are satisfied that the grant 
was one in presenti upon condition subsequent; that by breach of such condi- 
tion the grant, along the entire line so far as it was uncompleted on the 4th day 
of July, 1879, is, and been since said date, subject to forfeiture, and that jus- 
tice to the United States and: her citizens now require that a forfeiture and res- 
toration of the landstothe public domain should be declared by act of Congress, 
To accomplish that result and at the same time protect purchasers of the com- 
ny’s title prior to January 1, 188i, and actual settlers and owners of valuable 
mprovements on the odd sections adjacent to the uncompleted portions of said 
road who settled or i vements with bona fide intent to secure title 
through the company, your committee have prepared a substitute for said bills, 
and herewith report the same to the House and recommend its passage. 


The bill now proposed to be passed by the Senate and called up on 
the motion of the Senator from Oregon is an entirely different bill, and 
gives to the railroad company millions of acres of the public land beyond 
that contemplated in this report and recommended by it. 


grant to this company was in certain features an exception from the otherwise 
forfeitable grants, an isolated example of unparalleled gener- 

an. on the part of the United States in giving away millions of acres of the 
ublic domain without any provision for resuming its title even upon absolute 
failure of the company, to fulfill its part of the contract. such a construc- 
tion in effect of the A peta act was not only seriously but earnestly and forci- 
an 


tion of the subject under co: n. 

The act of Congress containing the grant to this company was approved July 
2, 1864 (13 Statutes, 365), and the ti was in extent the most muni t 
of all the princely do ions in the era of liberality to aid in the construc- 
tion of being for 20 miles along the entire line in all the States and 40 
miles in all the Territories through w. the line might be located, with the 


right of indemnity selection within 10 additional miles, afterward by subse- 
quent act (16 Statutes, 278) enlarged to 20 miles, for all lands lost in the grant in 


lace. 
` The land affected by the t and subject to its operation was in fact all odd- 
numbered sections in a belt of the public domain extending over 2,000 miles 
from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, 40 miles in width in all the States and 80 
miles in width in all the Territories through which the line should be located. 


This was a grant of an empire, capable of sustaining millions of the 
people of the United States, the most munificent grant that was ever 
made, and equal to any conquest by any conquering army at any period 
of the history of the world. Its value is hardly to be estimated in 
money at this time. It is the gift of two or three hundred millions of 
dollars of present and future values to a few individuals, 


‘The consideration of this munificent grant, as specifically declared by the act 
itself, was “to secure the safe and y n of the mails, troops, 
munitions of war, and public stores” over said way (section 3), “ to promote 
the public interest and welfare by the construction of said railroad and tele- 
graph line,” to keep “the same in working order,” and “ to secure to the Gov- 
ernment at all times, but particularly in time of war, the use and benefits of the 
same for military, and other purposes.” Sone 20.) 2 
Section 3 of the act, embracing the rant of lands, was in the following words: 
“Seo, 3. And be ü further enacted, That there be, and is hereby, granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad sages gored its successors and assigns, for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction o! id railroad and telegraph line to the Pacific 
coast, and to secure the safe and speedy transportation of the mails, troops, 
munitions of war, and public stores, over the route of said line of railway, every 
alternate section of lie land, not mineral, designated by odd numbers, to the 
amount of twenty alternate sections per mile, on each side of said railroad line, 
as said company may adopt, through the Territories of the United States, and 
ten alternate sections of land per mile on each side of said railroad whenever it 
through any State, and whenever on the line thereof the United States 
nave full title, not reserved, sold, granted, or otherwise appropriated, and free 
from pre-emption or other claims or rights at the time the line of said road is 
definitely fixed and the plat thereof filed in the office of the Commissioner of 
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of the Interior, in alternate sections and designated by odd numbers, not more Follo these autho: 


than 10 miles beyond the limits of said alternate sections. 


“Srec.8. * $ * That the rytieien sys fen ry commence the work on said 
road within two years from the approval of this act by the President and shall 
complete not less than 50 miles per year after the second year, and shall cori- 
struct, equip, furnish, and complete the whole road by the 4th day of July, A. D. 


* * 


which the road was required to be Soep was subsequently extended to the 


granting 
Report, 


tion. : 
The total length of the line as located and , including the Washing- 
ton Territory branch, was 2,270 miles. Prior to July 4, 1879, there has been com- 
ted atthe expiration of the 


pleted 531 miles of road, leaving 1,739 miles uncomple' 
time limited. (See report of Secretary of the Interior to Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, Executive Document No. 144, 41.) In round numbers and estimated 

0,675,200 acres are by the bill re; conceded to the company and 27,539,840 
acres subjected to forfeiture. 


No graver question can be presented to the Senate. There is none in 
the whole range of public questions of greater importance to the e 
to be settled than the question whether the Congress of the United 
States is to appropriate the public money and the public property to 
enrich a few individuals, for that is what it means, neither more nor 
less. I here in my place protest against such a use of the powers of 
Government, of the public functions, as to confer vast wealth upon a 
few individuals while a million of men with their familes are out of 
employment, without homes, and without the means of comfortable 


8 ce. 

Instead of complying with the just demand of the associated labor- 
ing men and women of the country to enact some measures by which 
the burden of their toil and poverty shall be lightened this Pees 
poses to lay still heavier burdens on them, and to place beyond their 
oo 27,000,000 acres of the public domain which partly belongs to 

em. 

There is no question or doubt that the franchise of this road, with the 
10,000,000 acres of land granted by the House bill, is more than suffi- 
cient to build this road. 

There is no question of the construction of the railroad presented by 
this bill. There is no question that this great highway failed to be 
constructed within the time limited by the act, and that by emigra- 
tion and the increase of the population of the country these lands have 
become immensely valuable. All the circumstances which require and 
justify the original policy, if there was justification for such a-vast do- 
nation of an empire of land for any purpose whatever to a few individ- 
uals, have changed and no longer exist. 

The report of the committee of the other House proceeds: 


The consideration of the case involves two general and leading questions: 
First, the power of Congress to declare a grant of public lands forfeited for breach 
of condition-subsequent; second, whether, this power being established, there 
no any features in this particular case excepting the grant from the general 


rule. 

The power of to declare forfeited he pera of the public lands, made 
to eithera corporation or a State, by an act con aclause providing that the 
lands should revert upon failure to build the within a specified time, is 
established beyond all controversy by ms of the Court. 

I undertake to say that this is a proposition which can not be reason- 
ably assailed. Itis self-evident, and had the Supreme Court decided that 
Congress under the Constitution had no sovereign powers of legislation 
it would not have affected or changed the sovereign powers of Congress. 
But they have not so decided, and there is in my opinion no justifica- 
tion or reason in the ment that there is any warrant in the decision 
of the Supreme Court that a present interest vested under these grants 
denies or limits the powers of Congress, or the proposition that there is 
any limitation placed by them upon the power of Congress to declare a 
forfeiture, the absolute and discretionary power of Congress whenever 
og was a failure to complete the road within the time specified in 

e act. 


It is fically so held in United States rs, Repenti. Wall., 211) and 
Bekalan etre es. Harriman (21 Wall 44). agar ad tree 


Following these cases is another w even more u vocally defines the 
pone of Congress in this regara In Farnsworth vs. esota and Pacific 
ilroad Company (92 U. S., 68), the court, considering the question, said : 


“A forfeiture by the State of an interest in lands and connected franchises, 


ve a ccna of the law, as well as the reasons 
and sense of the principle involv: 
j iction in Congress 

to accomplish that 


, your committee have uniformly held that 
to s arri these grants forfeited and have re- 
some of which have alread; 


opinion that there is nothing in the 
takes it aaae ge OROT of 
uent, liable to forfeiture for breach of condition, 


What pretense can be set up in the light of the decision of the Su- 
preme Court in this language: 
A forfeiture by the State of an interest in lands and connected franchises, 


granted for the construction of a public work, may be for non-com- 
place with the conditions annexed to their t or their possession, when 
‘orfeiture is provided statute, without judi proceedings toascertain and 


determine the failure of the grantee to perform the conditions. 


That settles the question as to the opinion of the Supreme Court; but 
for one I protest against any proposition that a tribunal composed of 
nine men ing office for life can in this republic of the people de- 
prive the people’s tatives, the Congress of the United States, of 
its constitutional functions. It is the court’s function to consider and 
apply the law as Congress makes it, and not to repeal or modify or 
qualify or change in any form or degree the exercise of the sovereign 
legislative power of the people of this country. But the court has not 
undertaken to do so. It has, on the contrary, expressly declared that 
when forfeiture is provided by statute, as in this case, a condition not 
being performed, the grant shall lapse, as in all these cases, whenever 
Congress shall so declare, as the Supreme Court declare that Congress 
may by statute declare a forfeiture without the intervention of any 
legal or judicial proceeding: 

The question turns upon a consideration of sections 3,5, 8,and9, hereinbefore 
quoted, The company claim that they constitute an absolute dedication of the 
lands to the purpose of constructing road; that there is no condition-subse- 
— whatever, and that the only power in the United States isthe power 


rough to adopt such measures as may be necessary to insure the 
con) Se RED ORIO ee Coben Aven ROA Dene 


On the ot your committee regard this construction as utterly un- 
tenable, and are cl y of the opinion— 
1. That section 8 of the act declares a condition-subsequent, namely, that the 


road shall be com; leted within a certain time, upon breach of which 
may declare a forfeiture. 

This was a most unwise and imprudent grant. Far better would it 
have been for Congress to have granted the bonds for the reasonable 
cost of the road than to have given the power to démand of the settlers 
int 48,000,000 of acres of the public domain, twice the cost of building 
the road. 

The road is 2,000 miles long. The grant is 40 miles in width in the 
States and 80 miles in width in the Territories, a territory greater than 
many great kingdoms. In round numbers itis estimated in this report 
that 10,675,200 acres are by the bill reported to the House conceded to 
the company and 138,539,840 acres subjected to forfeiture. 

Mr. President, when you consider the fact that has been developed 
before the Senate in the reports of its Committees on Interstate Com- 
merce, that a a power upon the people of this country greater 

i Congress, upon every man, woman, and child, 
a debt of $3,000,000,000 upon this people in the shape of 
fraudulent and fictitious securities, and that while we are here pre- 
tending to exercise the powers of legislation in this most important of 
all subjects, the power of taxation, the power to oppress the labor of 
the country and take from it its hire for public purposes, has been ex- 
ercised without our knowledge or consent, and a debt greater than the 
war debt has been imposed and now rests upon the people by virtue of 
the issue of fraudulent securities issued by transportation companies 
with the power to tax for all locomotion and rtation to pay the 
interest on their securities—when we reflect that this 138,000,000 acres 
of public land is now proposed to be appropriated to the same purpose, 
to float additional securities with the power of taxation upon the peo- 
ple of this country, the magnitude of the question involved in this bill 
may be somewhat appreciated. The of this bill in its present 
shape will be a menace to all the property interests of the country. 
It will be a defiance by the Senate of the people and their just de- 
mands. It will be a declaration that the Senate will use the powers 
of legislation in the interests of corporate power and against the people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
VAN Wyck]. 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam sorry that the Senator from Nebraska has 
wise oe it to be his duty to offer this amendment on this occasion to 
this bill. 

The bill as it stands, if I correctly understand it, and I believe I 
do, provides for forfeiting and resuming to the United States all the 
lands that lie between what is called the Wallula Junction, up the 
Columbia River, and Portland—a line which is within the original 
charter, but which the company has never undertaken to build, but it 
has supplied that gap by leasing or coming into some arrangement with 
another railroad company that did not have any grant. There isa 
clear case where whatever lands are embarrassed by this old grant can 


e grantor 
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be resumed and put into the public land system of the United States 
with the universal consent probably of both Houses of Itis 
sure to become a law. There is so much good done about which we 
can all agree. 

That being the state of thisbill, a thing we certainly can accomplish, 
the Senator from Nebraska thinks it desirable to raise the disputed and 
mooted question as to whether these other grants of land to the North- 
ern Pacific Company, which are affected by the fact whether that com- 
pany built itsroad or did not build its road within the time fixed by Con- 
gress can be forfeited by the United States under the decisions of the Su- 
preme Courtalready made. That isamooted, adisputed, and a difficult 
question which requires great consideration, and about which gentlemen 
would largely differ not only in respect of the absolute vested rights of 
this corporation, which Congress can not take away from itif it wishes 
to do so, but also in respect to the justice and morality of Congress 
from the mere lapse of time (the executive department and Congress 
together having allowed the corporation to go on and build its road and 
have it inspected and get its land certified), now going back upon them 
in respect of the circumstance that they did not come to the time within 
which they were to build. I donotmeanto express my opinion about 

_ that now. 

Some years ago the committee of which I am a member, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, had the subject of the forfeiture of all these 
grants under consideration; and that committee at that time came to 
the conclusion that such a course would not be just, and that it was 
for the interest of the United States to waive mere questions of time, 
that those fog eae eink et esis is at the time we made the 
report four or five years ing on to build the 
lines that STe pope maana that it was for the e public interest to 
build, should not be interfered with, but to cut off all dead grants and 
all grants where the conduct of the companies had not been excusable 
in of not keeping within the time. 

In that state of things I do not wish to vote yes orno on this distinct 
proposition, because on consideration and time to consider it, and as a 
measure which should receive carefal attention, I might in the end 
think it right as it stands. But now why should we embarrass a thing 
we can all agree about by undertaking to hitch on to it a measure 
about which there is fair room for an honest difference of opinion as to 
the law as it is, and for an honest difference of opinion as to what jus- 
tice and public policy require? 

So it seems to me that my friend from Nebraska ought not to press 
this amendment now, and that he ought to withdraw it and let us get 
what we can all agree about and are clear about, and not embarrass 4 
measure that is clearly good by one that is open to so many consider- 
ations of difficulty, I hope my friend from Nebraska will withdraw 
the amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Vermont appeals to the Sen- 

ator from Nebraska. I did not intend to say a word on this matter. 
I know that the Senators from Oregon and some others are anxious to 
pass the bill in rape bang 3 and of course, if it is all we can get, I shall 
have to take that; but I can take no other position than I do, believing 
as I do that we should not merely take the forfeiture of the lands from 
Wallula Junction to Port a portion of the line that the company 
never contemplated to build, and that it is willing and desirous, or, I 
may say, is willing, should be forfeited. 

There is an honest difference of opinion, I admit. I should be con- 
tent, and so the people would be, with the vote of the Senate and the 
vote of Congress on that point, because that would be the end of it. 
Iand many others have believed when the question of forfeiture has 
arisen that there should be lands forfeited even where roads were built 
after the expiration of the term; thatif a road was not completed when 
the time fixed by law ired the railroad company should come to 
Congress and ask them to extend the time; but I do not desire now to 
discuss the question. I want a speedy vote on the matter. 

The Senator appealed to me, but I can not see the force of the ap- 
peal. This is an amendment which a large portion of Congress con- 
cedes that it is right to pass and a great portion of the American people 
believe it is right. I can see no objection to the proposition of this 
amendment and to taking a vote on it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Wil the Senator from Nebraska allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Ir. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. The amendment offered by the Senator from Ne- 
braska embraces the grant for all the completed road west of Bismarck, 
in Dakota, does it not? 

: a VAN WYCK. What was not completed at the time fixed, July 
, 1879. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is the land on the completed road west of Bismarck, 
is it not? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. TheSenator knows the point where the road was 
completed. He can state the fact. 

Mr. DOLPH. At the Missouri River in Dakota. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was about to move to lay the amendment on the 

- table so as not to make any prejudice in favor of the company by the 
rejection of the amendment—to lay it on the table without expressing 
any opinion on it at all; but I donot make the motion if anybody 
wishes to say anything about it. 


~Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think itis 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska shall ipitated upon the bill 
reported by the Committee on Public Lan As I understood, the 
purpose of the committee was to accomplish something. It was con- 
sidered that by this bill the forfeiture of the lands and their resump- 
tion by the United States from Wallula to the terminus could be ef- 
fected and the bill become a law, and all other questions would be 
untouched, 

Now, I think I will go about as far as the Senator from Nebraska in 
declaring forfeitures where they ought to be declared; but there is a 
‘‘zeal according to knowledge” and there is a zeal not according to 
knowledge. There is one way of accomplishing a thing, and there is 
a way of defeating it which appears to be in its favor. We can pass— 
the Senate will agree to it and the House will agree to it—a bill declar- 
ing this forfeiture from Wallula to the terminus, and then we can con- 
sider the other question unaffected by that. That will be accomplished. 
Itis something. We have had these bills of forfeiture in seg, eae for 
years, and by some means or other they never become laws. 
that I introduced for the forfeiture of the lands of the Iron Mountain 
Rakrosd, a short piece of road, is I think the only one that has become 
a law. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator forgets the Texas and Pacific grant. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes; the Texas and Pacific forfeiture bill was 
passed last session; but that was a very easy matter. 

Here some want to go to an extreme length; others want to take a 
medium position, and others want to goa very short distance, and none 
of them will compromise. I believe that we ought to agree upon some- 
thing and accomplish so ; and it was for that reason that I was 
in favor of this bill, which could become a law and become operative; 
and then I was in favor at the same time of considering the other ques- 
tion. I think that is the only way to succeed. I think it is the only 
way to accomplish anything. I think the Senator from Nebraska is 
throwing a stumbling-block in his own pathway. I think he is doing 
more to prevent any forfeiture than could possibly be done by passing 
this bill. The Committee on Public Lands—— 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri if the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands have considered the question now presented in 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska at all? 

Mr. COCKRELL, As I understand it, they have not. I was just 
going to remark that the Committee on Public Lands have not come to 
a conclusion in regard to the bill which has been offered here as an 
amendment. 

Mr. BECK. Oneother suggestion. Would the laying of this amend- 
ment on the table now be any committal in any way inst the for- 
feiture declared by it, provided the Committee on Public Lands should 
consider it proper?- 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not see that it would. 

Mr. BECK. Why not let the whole subject go to the cammittee now 
and be considered at once? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I propose to move to recommit the whole matter 
to the Committee on Public Lands for further consideration. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator from Missouri will yield a moment, I 
hope the Senator will not propose to recommit the whole bill. The 
bill has had the consideration of the Committee on Public Lands day 
after day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If we can not get the Committee on Public Lands 
to agree in its action then let the matter come into the Senate and be 
indiscriminately discussed; but let the Committee on Publie Lands 
consider the question and make its report, and then the Senate will 
know the views of the committee upon the whole question. It seems 
that we can not accomplish a part without taking all, and the effort to 
take all will defeat anything. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let mesuggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
the bill which is under consideration, to say nothing about the amend- 
ment, has been considered and reported by the committee as a case of 
clear and unquestionable propriety of forfeiture and restoration. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That is true. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatisalldone. The committee has come to that 
conclusion because the pathway was clear. Now comes the Senator 
from Nebraska with an amendment which opens an entirely different 
and separate question, as we all agree, which may be decided one way 
or may be decided another way upon consideration. Now why should 
this measure, as the Senator from Missouri has concurred I suppose, as 
he is a member of that committee I believe, in reporting, and which is 
a good measure, be hung up by being sent back to the committee to see 
whether it can not be married to some other doubtful and disputable 
proposition, which, as the Senator from Missouri says, never seems to 
get through? As he has stated, let us do the good that we can and 
then consider the other. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the bill ought to be recommitted, and I 
feel sure that the Committee on Public Lands will come to a conclusion 
and makea report. It is not fair to the committee that we shall come 
in here divided unless we are divided upon written views submitted to 
the Senate. Therefore I move—— 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me a word? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state that this bill does not include all the 


roper or fair that the amen 
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unearned lands that were granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad. A| Mr. VAN WYCK. That meets the point. 


poroen of the committee tried to put on an amendment including the 

ds that were granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad on the line of 
what is known as the Cascade branch, which is not yet finished—it is 
not finished to-day—but the Senator from Oregon refused every effort 
to include all the lands which are unearned. Therefore the Senator 
from Nebraska had a perfect right to offer this amendment, because the 
bill seeks to forfeit a portion, which would have the effect of confirming 
the title to the other unearned lands on the Cascade branch. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not discussing what may have occurred be- 
tween the Senator from Nebraska and the Senator from Oregon or any 
one else in committee. Iam stating the conclusion. The committee 
never acted on anything but that one question, and now it is not fair 
that these other questions shall be precipitated into a measure in the 
morning hour and the Senate be called upon to decide them. Ibe- 
lieve it is right and proper that the whole matter shall go back to the 
committee and let the contention be there settled. Therefore I move 
that the pending bill and the amendment be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. How far this proposition may be ‘‘ according to 
knowledge’? would rest especially on what is knowledge. I know it 
is very easy to hurl epithets at and denounce a man because the victim 
is not quite long enough or short enough for the iron bed prescribed 
for it. I offered the bill reported by the House committee as an amend- 
ment, and whether that was above or beneath knowledge I shall not 
say. It isa bill that probably will be passed by the House, and I was 
anxious to do just what the Senator from Vermont wanted and just 
what the other Senator wanted, to get some measure which could be- 
come a law; and this will be nearer becoming a law if weshall adopt the 
House proposition than if we send a measure to the House which we 
know they willnot adopt. That has been the case from time to time. 

I have heard the suggestions of Senators; and I would desire to yield 
to the wish of my friend from Vermont, whom I esteem so highly, and, 
therefore, I have thought that under the circumstances I would with- 
draw this proposition if the Senate consent and propose another which 
is a medium ground. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do not do that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ishall have todoit. It seems to me that here 
is a question of the forfeiture of the lands of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
way, and we are proposing to deal with it by piecemeal. We takea 
little here, and then we protest that it is only for a little, and that we 

_ will attack another little by and by, and this railroad goes on and 
comes up and says, ‘‘You gentlemen do not act according to knowl- 
edge,’’ and the world would say we did not act according to knowledge 
in taking up one question and dealing with it by piecemeal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask my distinguished friend—and I am 
sure he will answer yes—whether he does not see clearly a distinction 
in dealing for the interest of the United States between undertaking to 
get what we clearly have a right to, and what nobody can dispute by 
itself, and the matter of trying to get that by tying on something that 
is disputed both in point of law and in point of justice? Is it taking 
here a little and there a little when these two classes of lands stand, as 
we all agree, upon entirely different questions ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iwould say to the Senator thatif it wasa matter 
of dispute between the people and the Northern Pacific Railroad as to 
this portion of the Jands from Wallula to Portland there might be some 
force in his distinction; but here is a piece of land which the railroad 
company is desirous or rather willing we should take. There is no 
question about that. That we never can lose. There is no question 
in dispute about it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is hung up. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, The railroad company when they desire a thing 
come and besiege the Senate Chamber and besiege the Senate of the 
United States, but there is no one from the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company who asks us to keep our hands off this piece of ground from 
Wallula to Portland. They want Congress to do it and to doit in this 
way, so that it shall be a concession on the part of Congress that it ends 
the question. That will be their argument hereafter; and when you 
undertake to touch the other part they will come here and say, ‘‘ You 
have on the question.’’ 

I will withdraw this and offer another amendment which I think we 
can readily agree upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri to recommit. j 

Mr. BECK. I wish to offer—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests to Senators that 
no cpr pares is in order until the question of recommittal is dis- 

of. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can not the Senator from Nebraska withdraw his 
first amendment? 

Mr. BECK. I wish to introduce an amendment— 

That nothing in this act shall be construed to waive or release or in any way 
affect any right of the United States to have any other lands granted by them 


to the said railroad company forfeited for an ure of said com: ‘to com- 
ply with the conditions of the grant, “4 He 


That is to exclude a conclusion, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. VAN WycK] withdrawing hisamendment? The Chair 
hears none, and the amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I propose this amendment to which I trust 
there will be no objection—— 

Mr. BECK. Is not my amendment now in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the motion to recommit the 
bill no amendment is in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw that motion for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to recommit is with- 
rawn. 

Mr. BECK. Then I offer my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill as a new section: 

Src. 3. That nothing in this act shall be construed to waive or release or in 
any way affect any t of the United States to have any other lands granted 
by them to the said railroad company forfeited for any ure of said company 
to comply with the conditions of the grant. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope that will be adopted by unanimous consent, 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink thatisright. Itsavesall possible questions, 

Mr. BECK. It does. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Having withdrawn the amendment I first offered, 
I now propose, after the word ‘‘ main,” in line 10 of section 1, to strike 
out down to and including the word “mountains,” in line 14, and to. 
insert: 

And branch lines where the railroad required -by said act has not been con- 
structed and completely finished at the date of f this act. 


the passage oi 
That is, that the lands for other portions of this road where the rail- 
road has not been completed shall be included in this act and shall be 


forfeited. I presume nobody will object to that proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word ‘‘main,’’ in line 10 of section 1, 
itis proposed to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘mount- 
ains,’’ in line 14, as follows: : 

Line which extends from Wallula Junction, in Washington Territory, to the 
city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, except such of said lands as appertain 
to and are con’ with the branch line across the Cascade Mountains. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

And branch lines where ‘the railroad required by said act has not been con- 
structed and completely finished at the date of the passage of this act. 

So as to make the section read: 


That all the lands heretofore granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany by an act entitled “An act granting lands to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, on the Pacific 
coast, by the northern route,” approved July 2,1864,and subsequent acts and 
joint resolutions of Congress, which appertain to and are conterminous with that 
<= main and branch lines where the railroad required by said act has not 

constructed and completely finished at the date of the passage of this act 
be, and the same are hereby, resumed by the United States and restored to the 
public domain, and made subject to disposition and settlement under the.gen- 
eral laws relating to the public Jands. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. If I were forced to vote at this moment on that 
amendment on its merits, I, for one, should vote no, because knowing 
nothing about the Northern Pacific Railroad Company as a corporation 
and having nothing to do with it, I do know as a person connected 
with public affairs and studying the history of his country that that 
company or somebody under that company is at this moment engaged 
in building the extension of its line to reach Puget Sound across the 
Cascade Mountains through a very high and mountainous piece of coun- 
try, in order to get a complete through and independent line to the Pa- 
cific Ocean at Puget Sound. I say if I were to vote at this moment; 
in order to get that thing accomplished, and if it were entirely a new 
question, I would vote about all the land that they would ask for in 
those mountains in order to get it done. And inasmuch as that wasin 
their original grant and they are now engaged in building that most 
difficult and necessary connection of this road to get straight to Puget 
Sound, I should vote against the amendment on the merits. But I do 
not want to foreclose its merits. The Senator from Kentucky has got 
in a saving clause as to all the land grants of this company, so that the 
company can gain nothing by inference or otherwise from the act as it 
now stands. Therefore, when everybody has said what he wishes to 
say, I shall move to lay this amendment on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have so far refrained from saying anything on this 
bill, although I reported it, because I was anxious to get a vote this 
morning; and I am not going to discuss it at length now. 

The situation is just this: For 214 miles, from Wallula to Portland, 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company never has done anything toward 
constructing its road, except to secure some strategic points and do some 
grading at such points on the north side of the tiver. They are not 
now proposing the immediate construction of the road. Eventually 


they will be compelled to build it. They would like to retain the grant 
until they get ready to construct the road; but I think they ought not 
to have it. The region is being rapidly settled; the grant is in the way 
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of the development of the country, and it ought to be forfeited, and it 


ought to have been forfeited. ago. The only other portion of the 
road that has not been is a gap of 75 miles through the Cas- 
cade Mountains. IfSenatorswillexaminethe mapof Oregon and Wash- 


Territory, there is not a wagon-road. : 
The people of W: Territory in passing from one side to the 
other have to go by the Columbia River and by Portland, in Oregon; 


and every bushel of produce that is raised in Eastern Washington has 
to be taken down throngh the gorge of the Columbia. It is usually 
en eR eae so anc tg pe IPR e 
estern ington is the great Puget Sound extending miles in- 
land, 150 miles north and south, affording with the rivers which dis- 
se system of water navigation. The Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company are ing to complete its Cascade branch 
to connect by a direct line Lake Superiorand Puget Sound. Just north 
of their line now completed is the Canadian Pacific Railroad. That 
company reeeived from the Canadian Government $25,000,000 
in money and 25,000,000 acres of land and a loan of $35,000,000, and 
the government took back from the company 6,666,666 acres of land 
at $1.50 an acre, making $10,000,000. It received a donation of com- 
pleted road of 707 miles—from Lake Superior westward to Winnipeg, 
400 and odd miles; from Winnipeg to the boundary line of the United 
States, 65 miles; and on the western slope, 200 and odd miles. So 
there was $25,000,000, 25,000,000 acres of land, a loan of $35,000,000, 
and 707 miles of completed road—completed in the best manner—do- 
nated to them, 

The Government of Great Britain has granted a subsidy to that com- 
pany of $500,000 a year for the purpose of aiding in establishing a line 
of steamers from the terminus of their road on Puget Sound to Ans- 
tralia, China, and Japan, and the company is now having constructed 
five large steamships which will be ready in 1888 for service, and in the 
mean time are proposing to put on a line of three steamships which are 
to be hired or purchased for the purpose. England, with its commercial 
ports and commercial agencies established all over the world, is attempt- 
ing to seize and take out of our grasp the commerce of the old East, o: 
the Pacific Coast, and Puget Sound; and what are we doing? Here is 
this Northern Pacific Railroad, which has been completed under the 
provisions of the charter of the company and in compliance with the 
conditions of its grant from Lake Superior to the Columbia River, and 
from Portland down the Columbia to Kalama. and thence to Puget 
Sound, and the Cascade branch of which has been completed up into 
the foothills of the mountains on both sides, to Ellensburg on the east 
side of the mountains and into the Green River Mountains on the west 
side, until there are only 75 miles of mountain road to complete it and 
secure a direct line to tide water on the sound, and it is now seriously 
Respond <> he Tas. States Senate in the face of all that has been 

one by the British Government for the Canadian Pacific Railroad that 
the U: States shall step in and stop the completion of that through 
line, that we shall prevent a company by Congress and in 


which our citizens of every State and Territory are interested, from | road 


completing a great national enterprise and securing a portion of the 
commerce of the Pacific. There is no land now on the uncompleted 
portion of that branch, or at most a small amount, that is fit for agri- 
cultural purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator one question. 
How far is it from Wallula where this Cascade branch starts out until 
you get down to Portland? - 

Mr. DOLPH. The Cascade branch starts from a place 11 miles above 
Wallula, but its main line is construeted down to Wallula. It is 214 
miles, the line we propose to forfeit, to Portland. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to know the length of the Cascade branch, 
not the branch from Wallula down to Portland, but the Cascade branch 
to the mountains. i 

Mr. DOLPH. I can not state precisely now from recollection. My 
eee is that itis 175 miles, of which there are 100 miles com- 

eted. 

: Mr. COCKRELL. There are 100 miles already completed? 

Mr. DOLPH. Already built. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Leaving a link of 75 miles. 

Mr. DOLPH. I canstate that generally from recollection. It isall 
of that any way.’ In that 75 miles there is a tunnel 1.9 miles long; 
and I saw a statement in the papers recently that already 550 feet of 
this tunnel have been cut and they are boring the tunnel from both ends. 
The contract has been let for the construction of this road for this entire 
gap; and it is stated in the Oregon and Washington papers that by next 
spring cars will be running over the mountains, the company making 
what they call a switch-back over the tunnel if the tunnel can not be 
completed in time. There are no agricultural lands, I am informed, 
within the grant conterminous with this gap. 

I have been asked by some of the Senators on the floor, ‘‘ Then why 
notforfeitit; they lose nothing?’’ Because the eredit of the company 
depends largely upon the land; and they can only construct their road 


in sections of 20 miles. When 20 miles have been constructed and 
proved, upon the strength of the title to lands thus acquired and 
security of the constructed road they are able to sell the bonds for that. 
prt ae apply the money received to the construction of the next 


Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand the Senator, on the 75 miles of 
ee ee, ie ee BES OE ee ane ES 

Mr. DOLPH. They are of no value unless there should be some 
mineral found. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then why does the Senator object to the amend- 
manh popoa DE the Senator from Nebraska, which confirms all the 
land on the completed portion of that road, and only declares a forfeit- 
ure of 75 miles? 

‘actions, and if thisamendment should pasy forfeiting that TER, 
in sections, if this am: ent sho! 75 miles, 
Shion icra: wind be aii Caribe ARNO KOOR the contract un- 
der which bonds are sold would not be carried out; its provisions would 
pe iae Wah the bonds could not be sold. So construction would be 
stopped. 

Mr. GEORGE. Allow me to ask a question for information. How 
much of this road has been completed? 

Mr. DOLPH. Nearly 2,000 miles, I believe. 5 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator say that it is necessary for a com- 
pany that has 2,000 miles of completed road to havea land grant in order 
to build 75 miles more. ` . 

Mr. DOLPH. ere . eps pap cackargecpec iota: mire k 
gages it, one 000 a mile, and a second mortgage 7 
000, Soaking ,000; and certain fixed charges have to be met. The 
construction can only be carried on by the earnings of the road and by 
the proceeds of the bonds as the sections are leted. 

One thing more and I shall bedone. During administration 25 
miles on each side have been received, and commissioners have just 
been appointed to receive 50 miles more. 

Mr. Mr. President, I am not in favor of the amend- 
ment of my good friend from Nebraska, because it goes further than I 
can go in the confirmation of this grant. He proposes, in line 10, after 
the word ‘‘main,’’ to make the word ‘‘line’’ plural and make it read 
“‘lines,’’ and then to insert: 

And branch lines where the railroad required by said acts has not been con- 
structed and completely finished at the date of the passage of this act. 

Then it-will read: 

That all the lands heretofore granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 

pany by an act entitled Zap ised scar wee, Koen te aid in the construction of a 

and ph line from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, on the Pacific 

by the n ern route,” approved July 2, 1864, and su uent acts and 

joint resolutions of Congress, w) appertain toand are conterminous with that 

part of its main and branch lines where the railroad req by said acts has 

not, been and completely finished at the date of the passage of this 

act, which extends from Wallula Junction, in Washington Territory, to the city 
of Portland, in the State of Oregon. 

There can be but one construction to that amendment, and that is 
that it confirms all the land conterminous with the present completed 

rtion of the Cascade branch, which will be over 100 miles. Now the 

ill without the amendment would leave that whole question open. 
Therefore I can not vote to confirm a grant 100 miles long to that branch 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I assured the Senate that I at least would take 
no time in debate on this question; and I have suffered to 
be made which I thought ought to be replied to; but my good friend 
from Missouri seems unable to agree with me at all. First, it is ob- 
struction to do what he thinks now ought to be done; and now this does 
not do enough and the other did too much. One was ‘‘according to 
knowledge,’’ and this is beyond knowledge, I suppose, as it appears in 
the mind of the Senator from Missouri. 

The answer to the Senator from Oregon is gia Cag This com- 

y beyond 1874, when their time expired under the former act, have 
a5 living by grace for twelve years; from 1874 to 1886 have been out- 
side the terms of the grant; and now it seems that for 75 miles this 
huge corporation are still clinging toa portion of this grant which they 
say is entirely worthless. That is all I need say in answer to the Sen- 
ator from 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to lay this amendment on the table. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I ask the Senator from Vermont to withdraw the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw it for the moment. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like toask the Senator from Oregon what is 
the meaning of thesecond section, which requires settlers to pay $2.50 
per aere for lands covered by the grant which is to be forfeited under 
this bill? 5 

Mr. DOLPH. It is only settlers who are in possession of the land 
under contracts with the eompany, and who must be protected. It 
does not interfere with the action of the general land laws. at all. Ib 
provides for cases where parties have gone in under contracts with the 
company. The committee carefully examined all these points and 
heard a5 upon them. 

Mr. TIS. I would call attention to the similarity of the eondi- 
tion of these settlers with settlers who took under railroads in Lowisi- 
ana. 


——— 
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I shall vote against any such provisionof law. Here isa grant which 
has been made by the Government of the United States which was 
simply a gratuitous donation, a mere act of beneficence by which the 
Government of the United States translated from itself to a railroad 
corporation a property of very great, if not immense, ive value. 
Up to the time that that grant was made by the Government of the 
United States to this railroad corporation that land belonged to the 
people of the United States, and any citizen of the United States un- 
der the laws of the United States had a right to enter upon that land 
and to acquire it under the pre-emption or homestead 74 es take pos- 
session of that land, to establish his homestead, to build house, to 
have a roof to cover his family, and to till that ground for the support 
of his family. That was the right which existed in behalf, I say, of 
every citizen of the United States. It was a curtailment of thatright 
and a divestiture of that right for the Government of the United 
States to transfer that property to a railroad corporation. 

Tam not going to discuss the question of the policy of land grants to 
railroads; but how was that fmade? It was made upon express 
and explicit conditions, and it wasa grant that was defeasible by the 
non-faiiiliment of those conditions which the grantor and the owner of 
that land had a right to impose and did impose. If the corporation 
has not fulfilled the conditions which it accepted at the time that it 
accepted the grant, if the corporation for any reason whatsover did not 
place itself in such a position as to make that conditional title an sb- 
solute and a complete title, if by reason of the inaction of the grantee, 
the railroad corporation, the conditions under which this grant was 
made remained in suspense and were never and haye never yet been 
fulfilled, it is a clear Treniies of law, as wellas it would be clear in 
equity, that that land to-day is in the same condition as though that 
grant had never been made. 


be so, the purport of the question which I 
from Oregon was why, if that grant has never been in operation, do you 
impose conditions npon the settlers who have gone there, not in viola- 
tion of law, but exercising a right under the law? Why is it that you 
impose upon those settlers conditions as harsh as this is if the grant 
ar eee by the fulfillment of the conditions contained in 

e gran 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. ‘The conditions are for the benefit of 
the settlers. : 

Mr. EUSTIS. That isa difference of opinion. I believe the condi- 
tion is in the interest of the railroad company, and that it is the inter- 
est of the railroad company to allow it to be known by a declaration of 
Congress that these lands can not be acquired at a less price than the 
railroad company sells lands at; and it isin order to maintain the value 
of its lands, in the interest of the railroad company at the sacrifice of 
the rights of the settlers, in my humble judgment, that that provision 
is put in this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I suggest to the Senator from Louisi- 
ana that in the absence of that provision the settler could only take 
under any of the land Jaws 160 acres, while under this provision he 
takes 320 acres. The provision is in the interest of the settler. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iam of the question of price. That sume 

roposition is made with reference to the Vicksburg and Shreveport 
Railroad, in the State of Louisiana. ‘There the condition was not com- 
plied with because the ten years had expired before the railroad was 
completed, and yet that railroad company insists that the settlers shall 
pay $2 an acre for land which in my humble judgment they have never 
earned and do not own, except by the sufferance and permission of Con- 


gress. 

What sort of a title is that which I hear so repeatedly declared to be 
valid under the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
and under the rulings of the Execntive ent of the Government, 
that it is a legal title, n title that is vested, a title that concludes the 
world? I ask what sort of a title is that whon the power of Congress 
to forfeit that title is recognized by the Supreme Court itself? So long 
as Congress has the jurisdiction and the power, which I understand to 


be conceded by the strongest personal or judicial advocates of railroad | © 


corporations in this land, that the power to forfeit docs reside in Con- 
gress, that if Congress made a grant of land upon condition that a rail- 
road shonld be built within ten years, if that condition was nob com- 
plied with Congress can exercise the power of forfeiting and destroying 
that inchoate and conditional title and restoring it to the Government 
of the United States, thereby protecting the rights of the settlers, the 
poor people who have settled upon these lands. It is, Mr. President, 
in their interest and in their behalf that I participate in this discus- 
sion to-day. 

I had occasion at œ previous session to declare most emphatically my 
opinion on this question. I believe it is one of the most infamous out- 
rages that has ever been perpetrated by a civilized povernment, that 
Congress having power to protect these poor settlers who are doing 
nothing except comply with or offering to comply with the laws of the 
United States, whose little homes.are worth to them as much as mill- 
ions are worth to the millionaire, who have spent years and years in 


improving their poor estates, making their =< and providing sheer 


for their families, that this great Government legislates in the interest 
of these rich railroad corporations at the sacrifice of these poor and hon- 
est citizens in our Jand. 

Sir, Inever will vote for any bill to affirm or to ratify a railroad grant 
that ought to be forfeited unless it contains a provision and a clause to 
protect these settlers and to allow them to enjoy the same rights that 
they would have enjoyed if the grant had never been made. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate and of the Committee on . 
Public Lands to a very phase of this important question. I 
do it in order to direct their attention to the importance of action upon 
this question by Congress. 

Here is a power which resides in Congress to forfeit. That, I say, is 
a conceded power, Itisnot disputed even by the ju of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. No one, if the power exists, has a right to 
dictate to Congress when that power shall be exercised. If that power 
exists and if that jurisdiction exists, it does not become impaired or de- 
bilitated or exhausted by any lapse of time, as I understand; and yet 
the Executive Department of the Government—and I do not state this 
with any spirit of criticism—can defeat that power, can nullify that 
jurisdiction, by issuing patents to the railroad companies although they 
may not have earned these grants. That is to say, it will be seen by 
the very able of the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Teller, in 1882 
and 1883, and the report of Mr, Lamar, that the attention of Congress 
has been directed to this question, and they haye not only asked butim- 
plored Congress to act definitively upon the question of these grants and 
of protecting the rights of the settlers, but they intimate that unless 
Congress does act the Executive Department of the Government will be 
called npon to act, and the Executive Department of the Government 
may issue patents to a railroad corporation which possibly in the opinion 
of Congress has never earned the grant. 

Who are the class of people interested in this important question? 
They are a poor class of people, people who do not perhaps have as 
strong a voice as they ought to have in the halls of legislation; but they 
are a class of poopie who are to-day living in a condition of anxiety and 
trepidation that is perfectly appalling and distressing. I have received 
many letters upon this question from the settlers, and from the condi- 
tion of the question I have not been able to give them a satisfactory 
answer, Therefore, I hope the Committee on Public Lands àtan early 
day will bring in a bill to determine the a of corporations under 
these grants and to protect the settlers on the public lands. 

TAXATION OF RATLROAD-GRAXT LANDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The hourof 2o0’clock having arrived, 
the unfinished business of yesterday will be laid before the te. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation ofrail- 
road-grant lands, and for other purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE MOUSE. 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clork, announced that the House agreed to the reportof the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4838) to abolish cer- 
tain fees for official services to American vessels, and tq amend the laws 
relating to shipping commissioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, 
and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 7167) for the relief of Mrs. Maria Hunter; and 
it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


THY SHIPPING LAWS, 


The PRESLDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
linen Serene OF Poe aDSL o neers 

Mr. MILLER. On the part of the conferees of the Senate I present 
the report of the committee of conference and ask that if may be now 
considered. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committes of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 

theamendments of the Senate to the bill (EL 1. 4835) “ to abolish certain fees for 
services to American vessels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping 

commissioners, and owners of vessels, and for other arian having 
met, after full and; free conference haye agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 8. 

That the House recede from its disagroement to theamondments of the Sonate 
numbered 6, 24, and 26, and agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered $; That the Senate recede from its amendment strik- 
ing out section numbered 3, and agree in lieu thereof to insert the follow! i 

“Sno. 3. That section 10 of the act entitled ‘An act to remove certain bur- 
dens on the American merchant marine and encourage the American foreign 
carrying trade, and for other ee approved June 26,1831, be amended Bed 
striking out the words ‘That it shall be lawful forany seaman to stipulate in 
shipping agreement for an allotment of any ion of the wages which he may 
earn to liis wife, mother, or other relative, but to no other person or corporation," 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: ‘That it shal! be lawful for any soa- 
man to stipu in his shipping agreement for an allotment of all or any por- 
tion of the wages which he may earn to his wife, mother, or other relative, orto 
an original creditor in liquidation of any just debt for board or clothing which 
hé may have contracted prior to engagement, not exceeding $10 per month for 
each month of the time usually required for the vo for which the seaman 
has shi under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pee; 
scribe, but no allotment to any other person or corporation shall lawful,’ 
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And said section 10 is further amended by striking out all of the last ph 
after the words ‘vessels of the United States,’ and inserting in lieu of such 
words stricken out the following: ‘And any master, owner, consignee, oragent 
of any forcign vessel who has violated this section shall be Hable to the samé 
er that the master, owner, or agent of a vessel of the United States would 
for s similar violation.’ ™ 

And the House agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: ‘That the Nouse recede from its d ment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the following new sec- 


Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: Strike out the words the edition of 1875 and,” and in- 
sertin lieu thereof the following: “As the sections of title 33 are numbered in 
‘An act to reduce internal-revenuc taxation and for other purposes,’ approved 

3,1883,” and the provisions; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: “Strike out the word ‘the,’ after the word ‘suspend- 
ing,’ and before the word ‘concessions,’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘such;'" and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered —: That the Senate recede from its several amend- 
ments changing the numbering ofsections and agree to the numbers proposed by 
the House; and that the Senate further recedo from its votes numbering the 
last five sections and substitute tho mumbers in order; and the House agree to 


the same, 
WARNER MILLER, 
J. N. DOLPH, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senale, 
NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., 
P. DUNN, 
BENTON McMILLIN 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. MILLER. The managers on the of the Benate have pre- 
pared a statement in writing as to the result of the conference. I do 
not think it necessary to have it read, but Iask thatitgoin the RECORD. 
The bill is substantially as it passed the Senate, and therefore T move 
that the Senate concur in the report of the committee of conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The paper referred to will be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The paper is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the Senate of the conference on the disagrocing 
votes of the two Houses upon the Senate amendments to the bill of the House 
(I. R. 4838) "to abolish certain fees for official services to American vessels, and 
to amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, seamen, and owners of 
vessels and for other pur >" submit the following written statement in 
explanation of the effect of the action herein recommen on cach amendment 
in the accompanying conference report: 

Amendment numbered 3 modifies the tenth section of the shipping act of 
18M, which prohibited the payment of advance wages to seamen so as to allow 
A seaman to allot in his Ce Re parer ara Sep s ra eai eer to an amount 
not exceeding $10 for each month the time usually eam, sage in the vo 
for which the seaman has shipped, to an original creditor in payment of an 
just debt for board and clothing previously incurred—this allotment to be in ad- 
dition to that which the seaman is now permitted to make to his wife or other 
relative, 

Amendment numbered 5 extends the limited-liability rule to canal-boats, 
bareee ana lighters, thus making the rule apply to all vessels on inland waters 
as as on the ocean and lakes. 

Amendment § adoptssection 7 of the bill as passed yÁ the House, by which a 
vessel of the United States without the usual papers is subjected to a fine in- 
stead of forfeiture. 


only the papae f steam register. 

gives to whaling and rape veasels of the United States the 
benefits of the provisions of sections 2510 and 211 of the Revised Statutes, as 
ea oe tariff act of 1883, and of the provisions of section 16 of the ship- 
ping act o! b 

Amendment 24 provides that rule 12 of section 4233 of the Revised Statutes 
shall = nb ga od to require row-boats and skiffs on the River St. Lawrence 
to carry 5 

Amendment 25 authorizes the President to withdraw commercial privileges 
fn our ports from the vessels of ay foreign country to the extent that such 
privileges are denied to the vessels of the United States in the ports of such for- 
cign country. This section simply extends the authority given the President 
by the act of 1823, which covers only discriminating cha and duties, so as to 
cover cases whore vessels of the United States are discriminated against as to 
commercial privileges. 

Amendment 26 provides that the United States shall allow steamships the 
regular steerage-passenger rate, not to exceed 2 cents per mile, for the trans- 
portation home of shipwrecked American seamen in cases where such steam- 
ships are required by law to transport such seamen at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment; and ae ened 36 cna’ + webieeees the obligation to receive and 
transport seamen haying s contagious ¥ 

aii WARNER MILLER, 


G. G. y 
J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on adopting the re- 
rt. 
The report was concurred in. 


DEATH OF SENATOR JOHN F. MILLER. 
Mr.STANFORD. Mr. President, in accordance with the notice given 
some time ago that on this day I would move certain resolutions in ref- 
erence to my late colleague, JOHN F. Lbeg to offer utions, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolutions will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of Joun 
F. MILLER, late a Senator from the State of California. 

Resolved, That as a mark of ect to the memory of the deceased the busi- 
ness of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to pay proper trib- 
ute of regard to his high character and distinguished public services, 

Resolved, That the Seorctary of the Senate communicate these resolutions to 
the House of Representatives. 


The resolutions were agreed to unanimously. 

Mr. STANFORD. Mr. President, the Senate isasked this afternoon 
tosuspend its regular business in order that the last tributes to the mem- 
ay ae ine JOHN F. MILLER can be paid by his former associates of 
this body. 

The character and public services of the distinguished deceased are 
deserving of public and official recognition. The people of California 
have already performed this office. The expressions voiced by them 
have been that the nation has lost a worthy, fnithful, and devoted 
servant, an exemplary citizen, and an honored Senator. 

On the afternoon of the 8th of March, Senator MILLER passed from 
mortal life after a long and painful illness, We had been led to be- 
lieve and had hoped that he would beable to attend this session of the 
Senate. When he came to this city, in December last, from his dis- 
tant home in California, he had ‘strong hopes of res his official 
duties, but it was ordered otherwise. During his illness EAR 
saw him and found him always hopeful for the bestand extremely de- 
sirous of resuming his Senatorial labors. As the winter closed he 
thought that with the incoming ofspring he would gain strength enough 
to resist the ravages of his disease for a short time, even if he did not 
permanently regain his full health. At one time it seemed as if his 
mi power and strength would be suficient, but his strength failed 

im. 

He passed into the other world surrounded by those most dear to him 
on this earth. 

General MILLER was descended from two of the most respected fam- 
ilies of Virginia, and was of Swiss-Scotch extraction, his progenitor 
on his father’s side having left Switzerland to find in America what 
was denied him in the land of his birth—the freedom to worship God 
in accordance with the dictates of his own conscience; while his pater- 
nal grandmother’s family were from Scotland. In the first decade of 
the present century his grandfather and father, who were then located 
in Franklin County, Virginia, decided on leaving that State, and be- 
fore doing so manumitted aie —— oe may be oe supposed as 
the strong appreciation of liberty and the rights of man possessed by 
JOUN F. Serten came to him as a akbeal hetitaga from @ father and 
grandfather whose sense of justice and liberty was so great as to impel 
them to make a voluntary sacrifice at a time when slavery was by 
many held to be lawful and right. 

Having started ont from Virginia, the first halting place of the Miller 
family was at a point in Kentucky on the Ohio River, near Maysville, 
where, after a short stay, they built flatboats upon which they floated 
down the Ohio to the present site of Cincinnati. Subsequently the 
family home was chosen in Union County, Indiana, near Indian Creek, 
in the great Miami Valley. 

By a coincidence, the maternal branch of Joun F. MILLER’S famil 
was of the same name as the paternal. His mother’s father, John Mil- 
ler, was a colonel commanding volunteer forces in Indiana and Ohio 
during the war of 1812, and won an extensive reputation for his suc- 
cessful warfare against the British and thcir Indian allies, His father 
was a man of great force of character, a natural leader, and exercised a 
wide and powerful influence in the State of his adoption. Here, in 
Union County, Indiana, a few miles from Cincinnati, JoHN F. MILLER 
was born, A short time after his birth the family removed to South 
Bend, where his earl oye were passed. He received an academical 
education at South Ben , and at Chicago was fitted for college; but 
preferring to embark as soon as possible upon his life career he chose to 
enter at once upon the study of the law, in which he graduated at the 
New York State Law School at the age of twenty-one. He began the 
practice of the law at South Bend in thesame year, achieving early 
success. In the year 1853 he first came to California, and, locating at 
Napa, resumed the practice of his profession with marked success. In 
the winter of 1865-56 he was summoned back to Indiana by the news 
that his mother wasdangerously ill. Happily this wasa mistake, and 
Mrs. Miller lived to see her son prosperous, happy, and highly honored. 
She passed away last fall at the mature age of seventy-four. 

Mr. MILLER, however, remained in Indiana re-engaging in the prac- 
tice of law, and 1961 found him a member of the senate of that State. 
Tu 1857 he had married Miss Mary Chess, of Pennsylvania. Of their 
marriage two children were born; the daughter survives her brother, 
who passed away in San Francisco in 1878 at the age of seven years. 

Mr. MILLER was one of the first to respond in behalf of the Union 
at the breaking out of the rebellion. Governor Morton, the great war 
governor of Indiana, appointed him colonel of the Twenty-ninth In- 
diana Infantry, and he resigned his seatin the Legislature of the State. 
Few men are better fitted for a soldier’s career than was Jony F. 
MILLER, He had a cool head, great personal bravery, and indomita- 
ble energy, as well as the other traits that go to make up a successful 
soldier. As the conflict progressed, deserved promotion for ‘‘ conspicu- 
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ous bravery” was given him, and the close of the war found him brig- 
adier and brevet major-general. On his return to Indiana, Governor 
Morton presented him a sword which he had promised the soldier of 
the State who distinguished himself the most and reflected the greatest 
credit on his State and country. The details of his honorable military 
career may well be left to his comrades in arms, several of whom are 
members of this body. 

When the sound of the conflict had passed away, General MILLER 
was offered a commission as colonel in the regular Army, but he de- 
clined it, He was a soldier only because there was a war, and preferred 
to return to the more active, and to him more desirable, competition of 
professional and political life. He returned a second time to California, 
and President Jo m offered him the position of collector of the port 
of San Francisco. He accepted and performed the duties of that im- 
portant office for four years with great credit. Hesurrendered the office 
at the end of his term, declining a reappointment. After that he took 
an active interest in the management ‘of the Alaska Commercial Com- 
pany; was a candidate for Presidential elector in 1872, 1876, and 1880, 
and his election to the United States Senate followed in 1881. He took 
his seat in this body March 4 of that year. The responsible duties of 
this position he discharged in such a manner as to satisfy his constituents 
and secure the respect and esteem of his brother Senators. 

At noon on Saturday, March 13, there were held in this Chamber im- 
pressive funeral ceremonies in his honor, in the presence of the Presi- 
dent, the members of the Senate and House of Representatives, the 
Supreme Court of the United States, the diplomatic representatives of 
foreign countries, members of the Loyal League and other organiza- 
tions. Every available place in both Chamber and galleries was filled. 
At the conclusion of the ceremonies the remains were escorted by mem- 
bers of this body, accompanied by a committee from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, to the depot, whence later in the evening the committee 
appointed by this body and the House of Representatives accompanied 
them to San Francisco, where, on March 21, funeral ceremonies again 
took place in the presence of an immense concourse of his sorrowing 
fellow-citizens. 

On the occasion of the funeral there, Rev. Dr. Beers, of the Episcopal 
church, said of the deceased: 

This is one of those rare occasions when truth is enlogy ana the language of 
panegyric does not outmeasure the just meed of appreciation due to high per- 
sonal character, large and well-appl endowments, and great public service. 
This is proved, in the present case, by the widespread shock caused by the death 
of Senator MILLER and the univ sorrow experienced at a loss not soon or 
easily repaired.: If human sympathy can ever avail to alleviate the pangs of 
irreparable bereavement, these mourning ones may remember that they are 
encircled with the heartfelt and loving sym that 
the tears of a community, a State, and a nation mingle with those they shed. 
Though called away in the meridian of life, our friend lived long enough to out- 
step bounds of local and State recognition, and to become a conspicuous fig- 
ure on the stage of national activities. * * * His achievements as a soldier 


receded his career in civil life. His coolness, ju and daring in battle 
n from his olen ape Hives nated 


aught him warm com: 
But Senator MILLER manife in various ways, official and personal, his 
here of life and duty. He “adorned the 


fidelity and consistency in another 
doctrine of God our Saviour in all t! ” and was a good soldier of Christ, and 
that his faith did not fail 


when words were no more possible ed by 
or falter. And so, full of honors, but not of years, with all earthly ministries that 
could make life desirable—a home the abode of peace and love, and troops of 
friends, great gifts, abundance of wealth, and wide influence—our friend has 
passed away, leaving those who survive the priceless heritage of an pena E 

MILLER a 


perfect and pure as is possible to the Sar Sad man, 
martyr to duty. What the bullets of Stone River and Liberty Gap failed to do, 
unmeasured pd ogre to the most difficult and delicate wo ee dase him ac- 
complished, and so the stateliness of earth—soldier, Senator, citizen, Christian— 
a modern Bayard, away without fear and without reproach. “ 

are the dead who die in the Lord, for they rest from their labors, and their works 
do follow them.” 


_ These sentiments, so beautifully expressed, find a cordial indorse- 
ment from all who knew him as a private citizen, a legislator in Indi- 
ana, a soldier of the nation, and a Senator from California. 

General MILLER’s life was a success. The work he undertook he 
did well, whether in camp, in commerce, or in Co! He gained 
commendation on every side and in every path of duty in) which he 
walked. His persuasive eloquence, earnest, able, and logical reason- 
ing, were recognized in this Chamber. He took an active interest in 
everything that looked to the welfare of his State, his , and his 
country. He was a progressive man and a warm frien n politics 
he was a Republican and a partisan, and never sought to conceal it. 

He believed that ‘“‘ he who serves his country best serves his party 
best.” Heis gone. Impartial history will delight to place his name, 
as a private and public citizen, high among those who are worthy ex- 
amples for their countrymen to admire and imitate. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I must beg permission to pay my 
eee tribute to the memory of our late associate and our always 

end. 

I did not have the pleasure of knowing him during his most honor- 
able and conspicuous career in the Army of the United States in the 
darkest hour of its destiny, but all that history tells of it, all that his 
surviving comrades tell of it, all that his then foes but now friends tell 
of it, unite in showing how brave and wise and prudent a soldier he 
was. I have to say rather what I have known of him here in this 


y of a whole people, 
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Chamber, and what I have known of him as a friend and neighbor in 
our associations during our stay in this city. 

It was my pleasure and privilege to be for a long time his associate 
as a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, of which he was 
the chairman—a committee, as you know, Mr. President, and as all the 
Senators know, that often has to do with questions not only of great 
practical importance but of extremedelicacy. Senator MILLER brought 
to that duty, coming as he did from the field of business, of politics, 
and of war, and not from a career of previous diplomatic experience or 
instruction, a tact, and a quality of suiting things to each other, and of 
harmonizing difficulties so far as consistent with truth and justice and 
national honor which would have done credit to any man who had 
spent his whole life in the training of diplomatic and international in- 
tercourse. 

Never excited, never astray, patient, persistent in that as he was in 
his previous career in the Army, he contributed as much certainly 
if not more than any other member of that committee or any other 
member of the Senate to the satisfactory progress and adjustment of 
the affairs that were intrusted to that committee, which as you know is 
so often and so necessarily in conference with the Executive and his 
Secretary of State respecting a great many affairs that are never even 
brought to the attention of the whole body of the Senate. 

So I can say of him witha truthand a eulogy that is not exaggerated, 
that in that most delicate and conspicuous and responsible position he 
was a man equal to the responsibilities of the place. 

His career here we all know, in the public legislation and operations 
of this body—never a frequent speaker, never a long speaker when he 
had occasion to address the Senate, but always the man of thought, the 
man of attention, the man of industry, the man of practical sagacity, 
who brought to the solution of every question, whether legislative or ex- 
ecutive, the patient and persistent energy and intelligence that should 
produce for his country and for his State the best results. 

I think such an American citizen is 2 model for us all, is an inspiration 
to all who are to follow us here, or who are to perform the equally im- 
portant duties of American citizens in their respective spheres. 

But, Mr. President, outside of this Chamber and in the intercourse 
of social and friendly life—that intercourse which gives nearly all the 
sweetness and happiness and hope that there is in the somewhat weary 
ways we travel—I think Mr. MILLER was peculiar in the circumstance 
that with this positiveness of character, this persistence of energy, this 
solidity of opinion, which did not yield except for good reason, the 
social and the private side of his character was as sweet and gentle as 
that of a woman. I knew him well, and with a sincere sensibility 
I pay this tribute to that part of his life that was not seen in this 
Chamber. 

I saw him often ee distressing hours of his last days. In 
all the pain and misery that his mortal disease gave to him there was 
the same steadfast calmness of persistent patience that had exhibited 
itself on the active side of his life. With no murmuring, no grief, no 
sorrow except that natural one of leaving behind him those he loved, 
he faced the door that opens to that mysterious land we all hope to see, 
and greeted with a happy hope, Iam sure, when the door at last opened, 
that spacious sunshine far from pain to which he felt and knew he was 
so soon to go. : 

I lay upon his grave the tribute of my most affectionate remembrance. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the distinguished soldier and civil- 
ian whose death we mourn and whose memory we cherish won and 
wore in his lifetime, and in full and abundant measure, the honors of 
two great States, far distant from each other. Fifty-five years ago in 
the beautiful valley of the Whitewater, in Eastern Indiana, JOHN F. 
MILLER was born. He grew to manhood’s bright estaté and equipped 
himself for his brilliant career under the favorable and progressive in- 
fluences of his native State. He first appeared in connection with pub- 
lic affairs as a member of the Indiana State senate from Saint Joseph 
County in 1860. He was then twenty-nine years of age, handsome in 
face and person and attractive in manner. Those who saw him then 
could best appreciate when they met him in after years the 
wrought by wounds, suffering, and time. He remained but a short 
time in the civil service of Indiana. The ill-omened roar of artillery 
at Sumter in April, 1861, startled men from the repose of peace and 
inflamed their blood for battle as no other opening act of war cver did 
in the history of nations. 

The people of the North and of the South instinctively knew the 
desperate and fatal meaning of those dread echoes, and they simulta- 
neously sprang to arms for that irrepressible conflict which in the high 
councils of Almighty God was decreed to be settled by the sword. 
that first rush to the field General MILLER was among the foremost. 
He resigned his seat as a member of the senate in the Indiana Legisla- 
ture and took command as colonel of the Twenty-ninth Regiment of 
Indiana Volunteers. From that day until the war closed he appeared 
at all times and under all circumstances as the highest and best type 
of an American soldier. Two hundred thousand of the youth and 
flower of Indiana took their part in the harvest of death from the Po- 
tomac to the Gulf and to the ensanguined plains beyond the Mississippi. 
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Their record is brilliant and conspicuous for courage and endurance 
wherever the flag was planted. 

But in all the bright array of Indiana soldiers no name has a prouder 

sions snobs TONAR Ai tne eaahacy of la native tints tana Abas of 

HN F. MILLER. I need not detail his military services. They are 

in the annals of his country and cherished in the hearts of 
his countrymen. He was brevetted a major-general for conspicuous 
courage in battle, and merited, and should have received, a major- 
7s commission and full rank. The future impartial historian 
will notice and record the fact that the military officers of Indiana dur- 
ing the great conflict between the sections did not, as a rule, receive 
such and advancement to high rank and command as their 
abilities and services demanded. With material in the field equal to 
any from Ohio, Illinois, or any other State, yet the just claims of hard- 
fighting colonels and brigadiers from Indiana were but sparingly rec- 
ognized by promotion. This, however, is not the time nor the occasion 
to assign the reason for the fact I have 

With the return of peace General MILLER sought the Pacific coast, 
and made his home in that wonderful State, whose discovery, develop- 
ment, and wealth have flashed upon the se more like a bewildering 
romance than a stupenduous reality in human history. In the midst 
of the strong and pushing people of that remarkable Commonwealth, 
where ‘‘the ent of the fittest” is a daily law and not a 
mere speculative theory, General MILLER went to the front and there 
maintained himself. Indiana may be pardoned for her interest and 
pride in her sons in distant States. It is a somewhat singular circum- 
stance that when he entered this body he succeeded the accomplished 
and eloquent Booth, also a native of Indiana. 

As a Senator, moving here in the midst of his associates, General 
MILLER was admired, respected, and beloved. His abilities were of a 
high order, and he brought to the discharge of his duties the habits 
and methods of a trained and cultivated mind. His demeanor was full 
of quiet, dignified courtesy toward all. He was always a gentleman. 
General MILLER had been for many years an intense sufferer, and there 
is no doubt that his life was shortened by the shock and severity of his 
wounds. In the ordinary course of and by reason of a strong 

hysical constitution, death should long have spared him to his family, 

friends, and his = But though prematurely called he met 
the great inevitable change with the firmness and the faith of a soldier 
and a Christian. Sir, how thick and fast come the warnings to us all 
that this earth is not our abiding home; that our lives are as fleeting 
shadows—a moment here on the shore of then launched forever 
on the illimitable ocean of eternity. On every 
with the days and almost with the hours, our friends and de- 
part, recede from our longing embrace, and disappear from our tearful 
pon paves. Sere reac ges the honors of this world at such 
atime, and how pitiful the conflicts and asperities of human ambition! 

Sir, it seems but yesterday when General MILLER walked and thought 
and toiled in our midst, but we shall see him no more living | sonal 
men. On the far-off Pacific coast all of him that was will re- 
pose forever. Indiana joins California as a mourner for the honored 
dead, and lays an evergreen garland of gratitude for his services, and 
affection for his memory on his grave. 


Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, in the death of Joun F. MILLER, of 
California, a loss to the country has been sustained the full extent of 
which can now only be ized by those whose good fortune it was to 
know him intimately. He had arrived at that position in life when, 
having conquered the difficulties which confront youth at the begin- 
ning of its career, he was ready to reaps ter a field of broad useful- 
ness, in which he would have earned a Fesa erregea the 
national annals of his period. But he was fated to be like a gallant gen 
eral who, after having carried the ramparts of an enemy s works, is 
stricken down upon the very threshold of well-earned victory. In this 
Chamber, where he was known and honored, the sentiment that his 


The parents of the late Senator MILLER 
the State of Virginia, whence they emigrated to 
when the latter was considered fairly entitled to be 
Far West. In this néw State, which, in reference to its then recent 
admission to the Union, may be said to have been still in its teens, 
JOHN F. MILLER was born, in the year 1831. His youth was passed 
amid those frontier scenes which have developed some of the strongest 
characters of American history. At an early age he evinced an un- 
equivocal aptitude for books; and his parents, resolving to give him 
all of the limited advantages of an education then accessible to the 
Western boy, sent him to an academy in South Bend, where he ob- 
tained such education as it was possible to furnish. At 
the age of eighteen he began the study of law, and in the year 1852 
graduated with much credit from the New York State Law School, to 
which he had gone to avail himself of its course. Returning to his 
seized 


concourse of 
nonin of, perp who wore ecking to the naw E1 Dorada. | he re- 


turned again to the homeof his youth, resolving to spend the remainder 


of his days among the friends who loved him so well. In the year 1860 

he was elected to membership in the Indiana State senate, but upon 

the inauguration of the rebellion, being then only thirty years of age, 

he entered the Union Army, and wasat once made colonel of the pte al 

ninth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers. E military ability of a 

SELERA ean eee. in command of a brigade, and served at 
periods under Generals Sherman, Rosecrans, and Thomas. 

At the Tattle of Stone River General MILLER exhibited this ability 
in no peal Ss rea manner. Two days before this engagement he 

ally wounded and was still suffering acutely from the 
acho of wound. Having been ordered to the support of General 
Crittenden’s corps at Stone River, he took position with his bri 
upon the left of the railroad in an open field, and near the bank 
stream. About 4 o'clock in the afternoon a furious attack was made 
by the enemy Ton General Beatty’s or Van Cleve’s division, which 
was then across river. The latter was compelled to retreat to the 
other side again through General MILLER’s lines. The enemy had fol- 
lowed the retiring Unionist, and were now upon the opposite bank di- 
rectly General MILLER’s brigade. 

A spirited action at once took place between the two bodies of troops 
across the stream. Under the dreadful fire of General MILLEn’s force 
the enemy began to waver and then to fall back. General MILLER, 
perceiving his advantage, determined to follow it, and gave orders for 

an immediate advance. At this moment an order came to him from a 
pa officer, not his immediate commander, to desist from the at- 
tempt to cross the river. With the self-reliance marki independent 
natures General MILLER dashed across the riyer with his troops, the 
enemy flying before him in order to gain the cover of the batteries in 
his rear. On went the Unionist under the lead of the gallant MILLER. 
Nothing could withstand their intrepidity. A charge was made upon 
a battery of four guns, with the of the pieces fairly blazing in 
the faces of the attacking party. A hand-to-hand conflict took place; 
the battery was paginas and with it the colors of the regiment serv- 
ing it. : 

The movement of General MILLER was perilous in the extreme; but 
theimportance of the result obtained fully justified the daring attempt. 
The check received by the enemy through General MILLER's audacious 
bravery undoubtedly contributed as much if not more than any other 
thing in turning the tide in favor of our troops at this battle and pre- 
vented the enemy from occupying the heights overlooking Stone River. 

He was severely wounded at Creek, and afterward commanded 
a large force at the battle of Nashville, where he gained great distinc- 
tion. 


These incidents are selected from the military career of General MIL- 
LER in order to illustrate the strong character and ardent patriotism of 
the man whose loss we have so recently been called upon to mourn. 

With no previous military education he entered the Union Army at 
the corp tea ot oe te we or pS ty NE force of his marked per 

backed by the fitness for arms which the life Pis 
free-born Esar citizen is so well calculated to create, he left tho 
ve the termination of the conflict with the rank of a brevet major- 
general. 

The military career of the lamented MILLER furnishes another in- 
teresting example of the resources of the United States when forced to 
the dread alternative of war. Fortunately the country has not often 
been called to accept this alternative during the course of its peaceful 
history; but old England, the most warlike of nations, and old Mexico, 
the most powerful of the Hispano-American republics, have alike had 
cause to marvel at the military strength of our country, almost without 
an army or a military establishment and traditionally devoted to a 
career of peace. 

The concealed military power of the United States, if I may so ex- 
press it, has been remarkable and an unpleasant development to all of 
the nations of the world whose sovereigns have been accustomed for so 


long a period to regard a standing army as the only true measure of the 
power of the people. Sucha e as the American volunteer sol- 
dier has never been seen in the history of governments. 


Behold a man, rome following his peaceful avocation, surrounded 
by family and friends, and with no thoughts save those connected with 
the routine of an unostentatious life and the faithful fulfillment of the 

obligations of citizenship. Sixty million people every day, in this broad 
and happy land, nd to the call of such peaceful duties and the round 
of such an uneven: a life. Not a banner, nor a military trapping, nor 
the beat of a drum can be seen or heard to break the even tenor of in- 
dustrial and domestic pursuit. Buthark! Theshrill note of the bugle 
has broken the stillness of theair. Look again, and behold a marvelous 
transformation! The quiet man, who mayhap was clad in homespun 
vestments and engaged in following the slow course of a plow over a 
forbidding field, has vanished; and there now stands in his place a grim 
soldier, attired in the uniform of his t and examining the deadl es 
qualities of his rifle. The airis filled with martial music, and the roa 
and streets resound to the tramp of the American volunteers as they go 
forth to certain triumph. The ringing of the steel; the even tread of 
moving regiments; the clatter of horses’ feet; the rolling of artillery 
wheels; the swelling strains of the bands; the wavi rs; the 


shouting of the Bt Ss indicate the irresistible moving of an army 
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that has sprung into martial a with the suddenness of the 
birth of Minerva from the brain of Jov: 

This is no strained DOLA OER PAA REAR An actual fact 
is represented, which has demonstrated upon more than one occasion 
the utter disparity between a merely hired soldiery and an army of 
freemen, moving with all the elements of successful war to the defense 
of their principles, their homes, and their cherished institutions. 

It is safe to say that no foreign power can subdue a nation thus de- 
fended; and so long as the free spirit of American institutions is pre- 
served untainted and untrammeled, so as the people continue to 
feel that they are the sovereigns and the of the Government 
of the United States, so long will that Government continue invincible 
to the attacks of enemies, whether they be foreign or domestic. 

At the termination of the late war General MILLER found himself still 

suffering from the effects of wounds received during the course of his 
honorable service. One of these was of such a nature as to induce the 
diseased action which ultimately put a premature end to his useful life. 

Tn the year 1866 General MILLER was appointed collector for the port 
of San Francisco, and this appointment led to his permanent removal 
to the Pacific coast. Of energetic character, he believed that his field 
of activity would be enlarged in a section of country still needing strong 
arms, broad minds, and courageous hearts for its permanent develop- 
ment. From the date of his arrival General MILLER became a promi- 

nent man upon our Western coast, both in its industrial and tical 
progress. His official administration won for him the good-will of all 
parties and classes, guided as he ever was by the strict principles of 
honor and justice. 

His efforts, however, were not limited to the mere perfunctory dis- 
charge of the duties of his Federal office. At all times and at all 
seasons he was ready to aid with his influence and his means every 
feasible plan for the unfolding of the industrial and social interests 
of the Pacific slope. Firmly believing with the quaint writer, Swift, 
that ‘‘ whoever could Zey two ears of corn or two blades of grass to 
grow upon a spot of ground where only one grew before would deserve 
better of mankind and do more essential service to his country than the 
whole race of politicians put together,” he sought to call into develop- 
ment previously unknown elements of wealth; and when finally freed 
from the cares and restraints of office he became the leading spirit of a 
business enterprise that has largely added to the wealth and commer- 
cial interests of our whole country. ' 

But a man of such activity and of such large capability could not re- 
main unsought to aid in the political interests of his . In 1872, 
in 1876, and in 1880 he occupied a place upon the California Republi- 
can electoral ticket. In 1879 he waselected by a handsome vote to be 
a member of as convention to forma State constitution. In 1881 he 
was selected by the California Legislature to represent that State in 
this body, and his service in the an og Senator dates from the 4th 
of March of that year, when he took oath of office. From that 
ane e aT a Ae wa oro pecitae Ao Cat iin 
the man whose career ug reviously ristling with usefulness, was 
now about to yield its fullest fruition. An active worker, a far-seeing 
counselor, @ genial friend, a magnanimous opponent—one and all came 
to respect and love him for his strong mind, his manly worth, and his 
gentle qualities of heart. 

During the five years that he held membership in this body Senator 
MILLER was a silent sufferer from the wound he had received in the 
defense of his country; and it was this suffering alone that prevented 
him from filling the sphere of activity offered by his national character 
as fully as he certainly otherwise would have done. 

The progress of his malady at length to demonstrate that the 
eke of our colleague was doomed to suffer untimely abridgment, 

ike— 


The bud bit with an envious worm. 
Ere he can s read his sweet leaves to the air, 
Or dedicate his beauty to the sun. 


Suddenly, upon an inhospitable day, when the very elements seemed 
hung with weeds ef sorrow, the frost came and with ruthless touch 
withered a life that held within its clasp probabilities extending far 
beyond the limits of any ordinary career. 

Senator MILLER was a true re of the American freeman, of manly 
form, strong of mind, with quick perception, and rapidity of decision ; 
with iron courage, and a gentle nature, that melted enmity into friend- 
ship and opposition into compliance, he was a marked man among his 
piwe He was at home among the humble, and always a peer of 

e best. 

His life was full of promise, and his sudden death was rounded by 
mélancholy disappointment. ‘The life was instructive, and the death 
suggestive to his friends. 

We are here to-day to render a tribute of appreciation and of sorrow in 
presence of a calamity which extends beyond the limits of the family 
threshold and invades the circle of the national interest. Weare here to 
drop the tear of sympathy, and to pronounce the encomium, ‘‘ Well done, 
thou good and faithful servant.’’ In bewailing our colleague’s loss 
we can not be unmindful of the cireumstance that death is the common 


lot of all. To play our parts well upon life’s great stage is worthy of 
the loftiest ambition. But the time comes when, standing in presence 


oF SOE CASED AEE ALE BEX. COMPETE Re fen ONT 
impressed by the reminder of the immortal drama‘ 

Our revels now are ended. These our actors. 

As I foretold you, were all s A spp 

Are melted into air, into t 

And, like the bnseloes fabric of this vision 


fripona a ag reigi e the go: krent glove let, palaces, 
solemn 
Yea all walei which it ene Shall 


this insubstantial t faded, 
Leave not a rack behind. such stuff 
As dreams are made of, all cued little life 
Fapheran er pet bag Mt 


Departed colleague, sleep on! thou hast darned thy rest, and thy 
country is better that thou has lived. The nation mourns thee and 
thy friends bewail thee; but having passed the portals of the mysteri- 
ous realm, they would not call thee back.. Thy work belongs to thy 
country and thy rest to thee. To thy colleagues is left the remem- 
brance of thy gentle spirit; but to them also is given the exquisite pain 
of pronouncing the most terrible of all words: 


Farewell! 
For in that word—that fatal word—howe'ecr 
We promise, hope, believe—there breathes despair. 


Mr. FAIR. Mr. President, in the brief time that I shall occupy 
the attention of the Senate I will be unable to give a fitting tribute to 
the life and services of Senator MILLER, I can not, however, allow 
this occasion to pass without giving expression to the feelings of re- 
spect and admiration I have for his memory. 

It was my good fortune foranumber of years to know Senator MILLER 
well, and we became warm friends. His death, therefore, to me was 
not not simply the passing away of a distinguished citizen, but was a per- 

sonal bereavement. 

JoHN F. MILLER has passed away attheageof fifty-five years. How 
much of effort, achievement, yea, of suffering, have been crowded into 
that short period of time. 

Mr. President, the career of-this man may well be pointed to as an 
example and incentive for the rising generation of the Republic. Few 
men of our time have filled as he has, with heaping measure, the re- 
quirements of every public and private station. With the true ambi- 
tion for success and fame, he early fitted himself for the great intel- 
lectual struggle of life. 

Entering upon the practice of law in his native State of Indiana, he 
soon conceived the idea of establishing himself in California, whither 
he went and remained for a period of three years. He then decided to 
return to Indiana, where he was soon chosen to the honorable position 
of State senator. He occupied this position at the time that the open- 
ing of our great civil war startled the country. Resigning his duties 
asa legislator he entered with patriotic enthusiasm into the great strug- 
gle for the Union and led to the field a regiment of infantry. 

I will not descant at length upon his military career; but it is well 
known that in this field of endeavor he displayed those noble traits of 
character—coolness, courage, and resources—which in time of war make 
heroes of men. 

At the great three days’ battle of Stone River it fell to his lot to 
oecupy the key of the position. With the true military instinct he 
took in the situation, and without orders he made an assault which 
opened the wå; victory, and in this terrible le he received the 
wound from which he suffered so much and which no doubt finally 
contributed to his death. This, DRATI did not end his military 
career. At Nashville he was intrusted with a larger command, and 
with conspicnous gallantry aided in the overthrow of Hood’s army. 

Successful in war, it was left to him to be equally successful in peace. 
Again becoming a citizen of California, he was chosen to conspicuons 
and responsible positions under the national and State governments, and 
was finally chosen to represent that great State in this Chamber. Here 
his ability received a fitting recognition when he was placed at the 
head of one of the leading committees of the Senate. 

As aman of business and of affairs he was always recognized as pos- 

large ability. In the private walks of life and in the social 
circle he made hosts of friends. In fact it may be said that here was 
a conspicuous and distinguished man without an enemy. It would 
seem that the life of Senator MILLER was a series of unbroken suc- 
cesses; this statement necessarily includes the idea that his combina- 
tion of good qualities entitled him to succeed. 

He was a man of fine intellectual endowments; he possessed an ad- 
mirably balanced mind, and a heart full of consideration for his fellow- 
man. He was aman of patriotism, of honor, and honesty, and I join 
with his warmest friends in deploring his untimely death. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, there seemed to be an appropri- 
ateness in the suggestion made to me some days ago by the senior Sen- 
ator from California that the representatives of the State of Indiana in 
this Chamber should take part in these memorial exercises. JOHN F. 
MILLER was born in Union County, Indiana; received his education and 
spent his early manhood in that State. It was there that he entered pub- 
lic life as a senator from the County of Saint Joseph, and from that State, 
bearing the commission of ifs great war governor, he went into the Army 
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of the Union in August, 1861, as colonel of the Twenty-ninth iment 
of Indiana Volunteer Infantry. He did much to make the name of the 
State illustrious in that great and protracted struggle. Indiana will 
always cherish his memory, and will write his name high upon that 
tardy monument which she is yet to build to the memory of her dead 
soldiers. The highest achievements of his conspicuous and useful life 
are associated with the history of his native State. His removal yery 
soon after the close of the war to California gave to that State the high 
privilege of crowning his service and sacrifice for the Union with the 
highest civil honors in the giftofa State. He was worthy of this high 
preferment, and had. already in the senate given evidence that he wasa 
leader in the field of thought and statesmanship as well as in the field of 
arms. 

When the war broke out General MILLER was a member of the State 
senate of Indiana, and when that body was assembled in special session 
to devise such measures as were necessary to collect and equip the war 
quota of the State, he at once, though a very young man, attracted the 
attention of his colleagues and won the confidence of Governor Morton. 
A defensive campaign was not compatible with his bold and aggressive 
spirit. He was impatient with timidity and half-heartedness. Hede- 
fended the cause of the Union in debate as he afterward defended Nash- 
ville, by going out of his intrenchments and whipping the enemy that 
was gathering to besiege him, The debates at this session of the In- 
diana senate were sometimes characterized by great excitement and 
acrimony, and the part taken by Senator MILLER quickly gave him a 
reputation for ability and courage. He was, while still in the Senate, 
appointed aid to Governor Morton with the rank of colonel, and gave 
aon efficient help in organizing the first troops that were sent into the 

d. ; 

But his high spirit was not long content with a home service. He 
organized the Twenty-ninth Regiment of Indiana Infantry, and in Au- 
gust, 1861, was mustered in as its colonel. It is not my purpose to 
follow the military history of General MILLER. A few incidents will 
suffice to show how rapidly, almost intuitively, this young lawyer, un- 
trained in military schools, became a skillful and successful commander. 
I do not doubt that if the severe wound received at Liberty Gap, re- 
sulting in the loss of an eye, had not forced his retirement for a time 
from severe military duty, he would have risen to the command of an 
army. His personal courage was of the highest order, yet no man was 
more free from brag or bluster. He was reserved in speech, butspirited 
and resolute in action. In the battle of Stone River he received a 
severe and almost fatal wound in the neck, but refused to leave the 
field. Tying a handkerchief about the wound, he wasseen the next in- 
stant riding in the thick of the fight encouraging his men to hold the 
desperate situation confided to him. At Liberty Gap, while leading 
his brigade, he received a bullet wound in the eye, which was at first 
thought to be fatal. The sightof the eye was ed, and it was not 
until many years after the war that the bullet was found to be lodged 
in the eye-socket and extracted. 

From a military sketch of General MILLER, in the second volume of 
Indiana’s Roll of Honor, I take two or three extracts relating to the 
part taken by him in the battle of Stone River. 

Speaking of the desperate assault made upon his line during the first 
day’s fight the author says: 


gallant struggle of Colonel MILLER to 
gain the rear of the army and there reform their shattered lines. 

Of the gallant and timely coun’ afterward made by Colonel 
MILLER’s brigade, when assaulted by an overwhelming force, the same 
author says: À 

It is now generally conceded by most military men that this bold and Sion 
paron ived, 
9 


ered, and led by Colonel MILLER, snd carri 
own responsibility, was the great event of the battle, and ong perhaps, more 


i 
the first to enter Murfreesborough, and telegraphed to the li paea 
the field of battle, recommending Colonel MILLER'S promotion for “ gallantry on 
o PE * kd s $ > a 

But few officers have been so fortunate in securing the love, respect, and con- 
fidence of their troops as General MILLER, and history, which sooner or later 
w justice to all men, will wreathe around his lant deeds in this great 
struggle for freedom and nationality an immortal halo of renown. 

But the skill and dash of General MILLER had perhaps its best display 
in the defense of Nashville, Tenn., where he had an independent com- 
mand. His sudden and successful dashes upon the enemy at Gallatin, 
La Vergne, Neeley’s Bend, and other points, in all of which he was suc- 
cessful, tended to maintain the spirit and efficiency of the garrison and 
at the same time to impress the enemy with a wholesome respect for 


this isolated but plucky command. At times food and forage became 
very scarce, so much so that the inhabitants were suffering and, the 
troops upon half rations. The only source of supply was the surround- 
ing country, which was occupied by the enemy. General MILLER was 
compelled many times to go out with half his command as an escort to 
a foraging train, but his movements were so skillfully concealed and so 
quickly and boldly executed that they were always successful. 

The last active service rendered by him was in the great battle of 
Nashville in December, 1864. He was given by General Thomas, who 
thoroughly trusted him, a prominent command, and througheut that 
severe engagement bore himself with the same gallantry that charac- 
terized his early service. 

After the close of the war he went again to California, and after ex- 
ercising for some years high official trusts under the Government with 
fidelity and credit, he was in 1880 elected a Senator from that State. 

Immediately upon his entrance into the Senate Géneral MILLER took 
a position of influence not often awarded to new members of that body. 
Every one who was brought into contact with him observed his quick 
and fine perception and his clear and logical judgment. He had evi- 
dently studied with great care and research many public questions, 
especially those ameona the commerce of the Pacific coast in its rela- 
tions to the nations of South America and the East. He was bold 
enough to give hospitable entertainment to the most poges ideas, 
and believed that the time had come when the kindly but powerful 
influence of the United States should be exerted in bringing about 
closer commercial and political relations with the governments of Cen- 
tral and South America. 

To him a diplomatic tradition of our younger and weaker days was 
not a necessary rule of action for a nation of fifty millions. That Euro- 

influence should be dominant in the near-lying American repub- 
ics fretted him. That European merchants should fill with their wares 
the markets so much needed for our own surplus, and by neighborhood 
so clearly our own, stimulated him to seek for the cause and a remedy. 
He was not sparing of himself, and the hours of early morning often 
found him at his desk. He had always risen in effort and achievement 
with every promotion in life, and the demands which his onerous and 
dignified position as chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the Senate made upon him were responded to with spirit and fidelity. 
He was not a frequent or a fluent speaker, but always spoke with the 
most careful and ample preparation and with remarkable force and 
clearness. 

. In his private relations General MILLER was loved by all who knew 
him. His heart was full of sympathy and all kind impulses, and his - 
hand was its willing and generous servant. His affection for wife and 
child was not effusive, but it was very tender, watchful, and enduring. 
His sense of honor was high and imperative. As an adversary he was 
open and brave; as a friend he was true and steadfast. His love of 
country was a passion; its unity, iis honor, and its prosperity were 
dearer than life to him. He had twice shed his blood in its defense. 
He did this because he loved his country; and we can not doubt that 
his love for the flag, the Constitution, and the Union were deepened 
and intensified by the sacrifices he had made in their defense, Another 
of the great soldiers of the war has de . Wrapped in the flag he 
loved, and covered with laurel wreath and flowers, his scarred body 
has been laid to rest by loving hands. Indiana mourns her son, the 
nation one of its most gallant defenders, and we a friend. 


Mr: DOLPH. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to attempt any- 
thing like a biographical sketch of our deceased brother. I leave 
that to others who were more intimately associated with him in social 
life and in the labors of this body and are better qualified for the task; 
but I can not forbear on this occasion to give expression to the deep 
sense of the loss I feel at the death of him we mourn to-day and to add 
to the eloquent eulogies already pronounced my feeble tribute to his 
memory. 

When the last session of Congress, during which our lamented brother 
had been one of the most active and useful members of this body, closed, 
how bright his future seemed. Fortune smiled upon him, and every- 
thing which could minister to his comfort and pleasure and gratify a 
cultivated and refined taste were his, Honored and trusted by the peo- 
ple of his State, beloved and respected by his fellow Senators, in the 
prime of life, his star in the ascendant, his career as a Senator appar- 
ently just begun, how little we then thought that he would never again 
occupy the seat in this Chamber he had so honorably filled and would 
never more enter this Senate Hall alive. "But death is no respecter of 
persons. The strong and the brave are stricken down side by side with 
the feeble and the timid; rich and poor, noble and base, peasant and 
king, are subject alike to his fatal shafts and meet upon the level of the 
tomb. Indeed, often the poetic sentiment appears to be justified that, 


Like other tyrants, death delights to smite 

What, smitten, most proclaims the pride of pow'r, 
And arbitrary nod. His joy supreme, 

To bid the wretch survive the fortunate ; 

The feeble wrap the athletic in his shroud ; 

And weeping fathers build their children's tomb, 


As was said by one of the greatest of American statesmen: 
One may live as a conqueror and king or a magistrate, but he must die asa 
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man. The bed of death brings every human being to his pure individuality, to 
the intense contemplation of that dee and most solemn of all relations, the 
relation between the creature and his or. Here it is that fame and renown 
can not assist us, that even friends’ affection and human love and devotedness 
can not succor us. 


For, as was said by an eminent writer: 


Nature intends that at fixed periods men should succeed each other by the in- 
strumentality of d . ‘They are allowed to keep it at bay up toa certain point, 
but when that is passed it will be of no use to make new discoveries in anatomy 
or to penetrate more and more into the secrets of the structure of the human 

yi; we shall never outwit nature; we shall die as usual. 

My personal acquaintance with Senator MILLER commenced in 1879, 
in Oregon, upon the occasion of the visit of General Grant and party to 
that State, of which General MILLER and family were members, and al- 
though easual from that time until I became associated with him in 
the Senate, it was of the most pleasant character. During the Forty- 
eighth Congress he always manifested a warm interest in my personal 
welfare; and in the measures presented by me to advance the interests 
of the State I in part represented I had his hearty co-operation and 
valuable assistance. 

When I reached this city in February, 1883, he was one of the first 
to welcome me and to extend to me the hospitalities of his home. It 
was my good fortune to meet him during the recess of Co; early 
in July last, at Port Townsend, Wash., where, while waiting for the 
sailing of the Alaska steamer, he and his rong Pate sojourning in the 
hope of recruiting his already failing health. e were fellow-passen- 
gers upon that July trip to Alaska. During the long and pleasant 
days spent together upon that more than delightful voyage we had sev- 
eral conversations, embracing a wide range of subjects, but more partic- 
ularly relating tô national questions and matters appertaining to. the 
Pacific coast. He was enthusiastic concerning the future of the coast, 
well informed as to its resources and wants, and thoroughly interested 
in every practical scheme for its development. I left fiu, when our 
routes separated upon our return, invigorated by the trip and hopeful 
for the future. 

The improvement in his health proved to be only temporary. He 
believed his presence was required at the capital of the nation, and, as 
the time for the opening of Congress approached, he made the journey 
from his distant home with the expectation of occupying his place in 
the Senate, an expectation never to berealized. The last enemy of the 
human race, the insatiate archer, had already sent the fatal shaft, with 
unerring aim, which was to pierce the citadel of his life. Neither his 
indomitable will, the skill of physicians, nor the kind offices of loving 
friends could do more than to postpone for a time the final catastrophe. 
He desired to live to serve his State and to enjoy the society of his 
loved ones, and manfully clung to hope from the first, and heroically 
endured the pain and confinement of his illness. With great fortitude 
he strove against the progress of the disease, and with thoughtful so- 
licitude enco his wife and daughter to nope for his recovery. 
But as he neared the end, evidently conscious of that fact, he is re- 
ported to have said, “‘It is not worth the fight,” and with perfect res- 
ignation yielded to the last of human foes; no doubt realizing, as he 
reviewed the incidents of his life ere his spirit winged its flight, that 


‘fevery man has lived long enough who has gone through all the duties 
of life with unblemished character,” and that ‘‘that life is long which 
answers life’s great end.” 


Death is sad to contemplate at best. Even under the most favorable 
circumstances ‘‘ we start and fear to die.” But death is relieved of half 
its terrors when the dying, as was our departed brother, are surfounded 
by friendsand receive those kindly offices which only affection can sug- 

t and pass from their presence across the boundary that separates the 
iving from the unknown beyond. 

Senator MILLER achieved great distinction as a soldier. When the 
angry clouds, which had been gathering in our political sky for three 
quarters of a century, burst in the storm of civil war and the fate of the 
Union hung upon the fearfularbitrament of battle, and when, animated 
with one purpose, the preservation of the Union, from farm and sho 
and factory and office and store, the patriotic sons of the North hurri 
to its defense, Senator MILLER, then a lawyer and State senator in In- 
diana, was commissioned colonel of the Twenty-ninth Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, by Governor Morton of that State, and took the field. 

His personal bravery, firmness, and skill soon won for him the con- 
fidence of his superior officers and the affection of his men. He par- 
ticipated in the battles of Stone River, Liberty Gap, and Nashville, and 
greatly distinguished himself on those fields. He was wounded in the 
neck at the battle of Stone River and severely wounded at Liberty Gap. 
Retiring from the Army and removing to California, by enterprise and 
energy he acquired a competence and became one of the foremost men 
of the coast, and his election to the Senate of the United States was a 
just recognition of his ability and merit. It is supposed that his life 
was shortened by the wound he received in the war. He was a man 
who preferred to wear out rather than to rust ont, and it is possible that 
his days were cut short by overwork. There is so much indolence and 
so many aimless and purposeless lives in the world that I can hardly 
consider an excess of energy a fault. 

Our lives are measured by deeds, not years, and how more than true 
is it that ‘‘fame is not won on downy plumes nor under canopies; the 


man who consumes his days without obtaining it leayes such mark of 


himself on earth as smoke in air or foam on water.’’ 

Rather than one who is content to drift with the current down the 

stream of life— 
Give me a spirit that on life’s rough sea 
Loves to have his sails filled with a lusty wind 
Even till his sailyards tremble, his masts creak, 
And his rapt ship runs on her side so low 
That she drinks water and her keel plows air, 

The leading characteristics of Senator MILLER were great energy, 2 
strong will, and a high sense of honor, but with all an extreme mod- 
esty, which upon a casual acquaintance created an impression of stiff- 
ness of manner, but which disappeared upon better acquaintance. He 
was well informed and possessed decided opinions upon public ques- 
tions, and expressed himself with fluency, freedom, and force. I have 
been told that when he canvassed the State previous to his election as 
United States Senator, although he made numerous public addresses 
no two of them were alike. 

He did not often occupy the time of this body, and when he did ad- 
dress the Senate there was little attempt at rhetoric. His speeches 
were the earnest expressions of well-matured opinions and strong con- 
victions, and, without circumlocution, were directed to the points in- 
volved, and if they did not always carry conyiction, they never failed 
to convince all who listened to them of the earnestness and sincerity 
of the speaker. He was honest, just, faithful, direct, unostentatious, 
modest, considerate, kind, and courteous; true to country, his constitu- 
ents, and himself. Such characters always have and always will com- 
mand respect and homage. His was an example worthy of imitation 
by the youthof the land. His life illustrated the possibilities which, 
under our form of government, lie within the reach of the humblest. 
The history of his life and of his gradual rise to fame, fortune, and 
position would be but a repetition of the history of the lives of many 
of the illustrious men of this country. Such experiences as his are 
more valuable to make men suited for great emergencies, qualified to 
control great enterprises, and to fill responsible public positions than 
all the aids of birth, fortune, schools, and influential friends. 

These oft-recurring occasions in this body naturally awaken serious 
reflections. We are reminded that death is the inexorable law of our 
being, and that as it is with our brother, whose loss we to-day deplore, 
so will it shortly be with us. The bow is already drawn and the ar- 
row let loose which is to pierce the citadel of our mortal lives. Would 
we escape from the fatal archer, we can not. ‘‘ Death is everywhere, 
and procured by every instrument.” Insuchan hour, whenourthonghts 
are withdrawn from the labor and conflict which so absorb us, and di- 
rected to the end of all human labor, successes, and conflicts, and we 
are brought face to face with the ‘‘unsparing grisly King of Terrors, sole 
universal monarch, whose powers no prowess can resist, whose peremp- 
tory call no artifice can evade,” howinsignificant seem the greatest hu- 
man achievements, how unsati the rewards of business and po- 
litical endeavor; how the prayer of the psalmist comes unbidden to 
mind and is breathed in silent accents from the lips: 

Lord, so teach us to number our days, that we may apply our hearts unto wis- 
om. 


Brave soldier, honored statesman, true friend, farewell! Peace to 
thy ashes! Over their last resting-place in the beautiful ‘‘ city of the 
dead ” at the great metropolis of the Pacific, fanned by the breath of 
the tropics, may flowers bloom earliest in spring and linger latest in 
autumn, and by the people of a grateful country may thy memory, as 
a sweet fragrance, long be cherished. Neither the din of the great 
city nor the roar of the ocean waves that break on the shores of the 
Golden Gate can disturb thy repose. Though the body is mortal, we 
know the soul is immortal, and that, safe in the abode of the blessed, 
beyond the reach of praise and of the mutations of time and 
the ills of life, thou shalt enjoy astate of eternal felicity. From that 
bright abode, if it is permitted to the spirits of the departed to behold 
the affairs of earth, look down upon our sorrow, ‘‘exalt our minds from 
fond regret and unavailing grief to the contemplation of thy virtues. 
Those we must not lament; it were impiety to sully them with a tear. 
To cherish their memory, toembalm them with our praises, and, if our 
frail condition will permit, to emulate thy bright example will be the 
truest mark of our respect, the best tribute we can offer.” 


Mr. HEARST. Mr. President, the Senators who have preceded me 
have spoken of Senator MILLER as a soldier and a statesman. It now 
becomes my privilege to speak of him as a citizen, in which capacity 
also he served his country. 

He and his associates were the recipients of one of the most impor- 
tant franchises in the gift of the Government. Out of this oN an en- 
terprise which has been carried on to the best interests of all parties 


therein concerned, in proof of which the books have ever been open for 
the investigation of any authorized agent; in fact, to my knowledge, 
such investigation has always been invited. R 

The management not only protected the Government, but a system 
was created which enabled the helpless and ignorant Indians engaged 
in the work to save such a proportion of their earnings that there is 
to-day to their credit in the banks of San Francisco $100,000, which 
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amount might have gone into the coffers of the company for the simple 
consideration of five barrels of bad whisky. 

This instance alone is sufficient to show the purity and integrity of 
the man’s life. Such an example should be written on the mile-posts 
of the highway, chiseled in the cliffs along the trails of the Rocky 
Mountains, graven on the granite of the Sierras, hewn on the tall pines 
of the Pacific slope, and commemorated in the flowers in the valleys 
of the dead Senator’s adopted State. 

Now, Mr. President, as an additional mark of respect to the memory 
of the deceased, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock and 37 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned to to-morrow, Friday, May 28, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 27, 1886, 


The House met at 110’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
H. P. M’FARLIN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3848) for the 
relief of H. P. McFarlin with Senate amendments. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that in- 
stead of referring that bill to the committee, the House now concur in 
the amendments of the Senate, which are but mere verbal chan 

The SPEAKER. The amendments of the Senate will be , after 
which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, May 26, 1886. 

Resolved, That the bill om R.3348) for the reliefof H. P, McFarlin do pass with 
the following amendment 

“Tn line 2, strike out the words ‘restored to’ and insert ‘reinstated upon,’” 

There being no objection, the amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 

BILLS REFERRED, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the following titles, 
with Senate amendments; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 4544) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooney; 

A bill (H. R. 4688) granting pension to Josephine De Costa Thomas; 

and 

A bill (H. R. '7165) to increase the pension of Manhattan Pickett. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate bills; 
which were read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, namely: 

A bill (S. 722) for increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Boggs; 

A bill (S. ia granting a pension to William C. Wait; 

A bill (S. 1201) granting a pension to Louise Armbrecht; 

A bill (8. 17 granting a pension to Caroline Sees; 


p 


A bill (S. 1997) granting a pension to Mrs. Abbie B. Heath; 

A bill (S. 2045) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Hamilto 

A bill (S. 2144) granting an increase of pension to Grace F, Édes; 

A bill (S. 2215) granting a pension to Martha J. Todd, widow of 
Dr. R. N. Todd, late of Indianapolis, Ind. ; 

A bill (8. sea granting a pension to Mary Martin; 

A bill (S..2263) granting a ion to Col. James H. Blood; 

A bill (5, 2267) granting an increase of pension to Laurinda G. Cum- 


mings; 

A bill (S. 2269) granting a pension to William Dickens; 

A bill (S. 2336) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Benson; 

A bill (S, 2349) granting a pension to Catharine Lanigan; and 

A bill (S. 1526) amending sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to pensionsof certain disabled persons who haveserved 
in the Navy or Marine Corps. 

The bill (S. 2030) gran‘ a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford North 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6975) to 
establish additional life-saving stations, with amendments of the Senate 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and a-conference asked 
for on the part of the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
-~ on said bill. 

On motion of Mr. IRION, the Senate amendments were non-concurred 
in, and the request for a conference was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. IRION, Mr. CRISP, 
mie Mr. DUNHAM as managers at said conference on the’ part of the 

ouse. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. STONE, of Missouri, indefinitely. 
To Mr. CABELL, for two days. 


Č 
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To Mr. OUTHWAITE, for three days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. HOUK, for five days, on account of sickness. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

Mr. WELLBORN, by request of the Indian Office, asked and obtained 
unanimous consent that all papers relating to Indian-depredation claims 
submitted to the House of Representatives at this session of Congress 
by the Indian Office and now in the custody of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs be returned temporarily to the said Indian Office, to be 
hereafter returned to the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is proceeding with the regular osder. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 16) granting a pension to Nancy L. Ribble; 

A bill H. R. 413) granting a pension to George Schaefer; 

A bill (H. R. 424) to amend the record of Giles C. Hawley, and to 
place his name on the pension-roll; 


A bill fr R. eos granting a pension to AltheaA. Frasner; 
Gar H. R. 550) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Adam 

A bill (H. R. 567) granting a pension to Mary A. Little; 

A bill (H. R. 1184) granting a pension to Stephen Gardner; 

A bill (H. R. 1330) granting a pension to Martin Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 1576) granting a pension to Thomas Allcock; 

A bill (H. R. 1585) for the relief of Mrs. t Colbath; 

A bill (H. R. 1592) for the relief of Sarah A. Vaughn; 

A bill (H. R. 1816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 3193) granting a pension to Mrs, Edna Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 3205) granting a pension to George W. Guyse; 

A bill (H. R. 3376) Coating a ponos to Thomas Sampson; 

A bill (H. R. 3906) for the relief of Catharine Johnson; | 

A bill (H. R. 3982) granting a pension to John Pennington; 

A bill (H. R. 4462) granting a pension to Martha Downs; 

A bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to H. W, McDonald; 

A bill (H. R. 4631 a pension to Mary Merrill; 

A bill (H. R. 4976) for the relief of Tobias M. Coon; 

A bill (H. R. 5127) granting a pension to Mary A. Repley; 

A bill (H. R. 5961) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Vigus; 

A bill (H. R. 5995) granting a pension to David T, Elderkin; 

A bill i R. 6003) for the relief of John H. McClelland; 

A bill (H. R. 6192) granting a pension to Mary Norman; 

A bill (H. R. 6331) granting a pension to George Anna Lippe; 

A bill (H. R. pest granting a pension to Samiel Robbins; 

A bill (H. R. 6655) granting a pension to Stakely D. Dagley; 

A bill (H. R. 6126) granting a pension to Henry G. r; 

A bill (H. R. 6688) for the relief of William Bishop; 

A bill (H. R. 6776) granting a pension to Catharine Thenn; 

A bill (H. R. 6780) granting a pension to Henry B. Havens; 

A bill (H. R. 7118) for the relief of Bailey Hascall; i 

A bill (H. R. 7298) for the relief of Charles Schuber; 

A bill (H. R. 7300) for the relief of Randolph Seaman; and 

A bill (H. R. 7617) granting a pension to Salomon J. Grisson. 


SHIPPING LAWS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to present a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
official services to American vessels, and to laws relating to shipping 
commissioners, seamen, and owners of vesse grey for other purposes,” having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

‘That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 8. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the pee AE E N of the Sen- 
ate numbered 5, 24, and 26, and agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its amendment striking out section numbered 3, 
and agree in lieu thereof to insert the follo 

“Suc. 3. That section 10 of the act entitled ‘An act to remoye certain burdens 
on the American merchant marine and encourage the American fore 
ing-trade, and for other purposes,’ approved June 26, 1584, be amended strike 
ing out the words, ‘That it shall he x lawful for any seaman to stipulate in his 

pping agreement for an allotment of any portion of the wages which he may 

earn to his wife, mother, or other relation, but to no other person or corpora- 
tion;’ and inserting in licu thereof the following: ‘That it shall be lawful for 
any seamen to stipulate in his shipping agreement for an allotment of all or any 
portion of the wages which he may carn to his wife, mother, or other pwr 
or to an original creditor in liquidation of any just debt, or board, or clothing 
which he may have contracted prior to engagement, not exceeding $10 per 
month for each month of the time usually required for the voyage for which the 
seaman has airar feng rege under such regulations as thi of 
may p! ut no allotment to any other pe: rpo: 
ee Ate Ayd ‘said section 10 is further ended: by striking out all of the last 
paragraph after the words ‘ vessels of the United States’ and inserting in Leo 
of such words stricken out the following: ‘And any master, owner, consign 
or agent of any foreign vessel who has violated this section shall be liable to ine : 
same penalty that the master, owner, or agent of a vessel of the United States 
would be for a similar violation.’" 

And the House agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 22, and agree to the following new section in lieu thereof: 


ing votes rack the two Houses on 
pe ‘to abolish certain fees for 
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“Sec. 14. That section 4418 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended by 
striking out from the nineteenth and following lines thereof the words ‘and to 
indicate the pressure of steam suitable steam-registers that will correctly record 
each excess of steam carried above the prescribed limit, and the point 
attained,’ and inserting in lieu thereof the following: ‘And suitable steam- 
gauges to indicate the pressure of steam.’ 

Aud agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 23, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the words “the edi edition of eighteen hundred and seventy-five” and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “As the sections of title 33 are numbered 
in tere act to reduce internal rey enue-taxation, and for other purposes, approved 

vey ars tog! and the provisions; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That House recede from its disagreementto the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “the, ” after the word “suspending” and before the word “ conces- 
sions,” and insert in lieu thereof the word “such; and the Senate agree tothe 
same, 

That the Senate recede from its several amendments changing the numbering 

-of sections, and to the numbers Ask by the House; and that the 
Senate farther recede from its votes num ng the last five sections and sub- 
stitute the numbers in order; and the House agree to the sam: 

Pek ty DINGLEY, Jr, 


DUNN, 
BENTON *McMILLIN, 
Banagers on the part of the House. 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I ask that the statement of the House conferees 
may be read. 
The statement was read, as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses upon the Senate amendments to the bill of the House 
(IE R. 4838) “to abolish certain fees for official services to American and 
to amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, eect ong and owners of 
vessels, and for other p ” submit f the following written statement in ex- 
planation of the effect of action herein recommended on each amendment in 
the accompanying conference re rent ei 5 

Amendment numbered 3 m the tenth section of the shipping act of 1834, 
which prohibited the payment of Savarese WANS to seamen, so as to allow a sea- 
inan to allot, ee his shipping agreement, wages not earned to an amount not 
exceeding $10 fi or os coe A of the time us oceupied in the voyage =~ 
which the seaman has shipped, to an original itor in payment of any 
debt for board and clothing previously incurred—this allotment to be in ae 
uon to that which the seaman is now permitted to make to his wife or other rel- 

tive. 

Amendment numbered 5 extends the limited-liability rule to canal-boats, 
baree and lighters, thus ee the rule apply to all vessels on inland waters, 
as well as on the ocean and 

Amendment 8 adopts section 7 7 of the bill as passed by the House, by which a 
vessel of the Uni States without the usual papers is subjected to a fine in- 
bere of forfeiture. 


to carry lights. 

Amendment 25 authorizes the President to withdraw commercial privil 
in our ports from the vessels of any foreign country to the extent that sick 
ileges are denied to the vessels of the United States in the ports of such foucigr 
country. This section simply extends the authority given the President by 
act of 1883, which covers only discriminating charges and duties, 
cases where, a of the United States are discriminated against as to com- 


gy el vileges. 
ro 26 provides that the United States shall allow steamships the reg- 
` wiar pepa A nger rate, not to exceed 2 cents per mile, for the transporta- 
tion home of shipwrecked American seamen in where such steamships are 
zegalroa by law to rt such seamen at he expense of the Government; 
also exempts ips from the obli ion to receive and transport sea- 


men having a contagious disease, - 
NELSON DINGLEY, JR., 

P; DUNN, 

BENTON MCMILLIN, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. DINGLEY. If there is no further explanation asked for and 
no gentleman desires to discuss the report 1 will move the previous 
question on its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine demands the previous 
question on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It seems to me there ought 
to be some explanation. 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question is ordered there will be 
thirty minutes for debate, fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But this seems a matter far 
too important to be carried in haste through the House. The question 
that is really at issue is not merely to confer on the President of the 
United States the right, but to impose the duty—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw the motion for the previous question 
and yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, personally I do 
not desire the time, but I would like, if in order, to move that this re- 
port be printed, and that its consideration be fixed for some other day 
at such hour as may be ordered, that we may have an opportunity of 
looking into it. It is not my desire to submit any observations upon 
the report myself at this time. 

Mr. DUNN. If my colleague on the committee will allow me I 
wish to suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky that the amendments 
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of the Senate to this bill have been printed for two weeks and there 
has been ample opportunity for the members of the House to read them; 
so that if any debate is desired I hope my colleague on the committee 
will give the opportunity for it now. And I hope the gentleman from 
Kentucky will not insist on the postponement of a disposition of the 
report of the conference committee. = 

Mr. DINGLEY. If there is to be any debate on this report I prefer 
it should be now. If the gentleman from Kentucky desires to make 
any remarks I will yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it in order to move to 
postpone the consideration of this report to a day certain? 

The SPEAKER. That motion would be in order when the gentle- 
man has the floor for the purpose of making it. The Chair understood 
the gentleman from Maine to yield the gentleman from Kentucky five 
minutes—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Merely for debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine still retaining the 
floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am in this attitude: I do 
not understand the proposition that is made in the conference report, 
although I have read the bill offered by the Senator from Maine in the 
Senate and offered now under this conference report. Itis much broader 
I think than the House may at first blush think. 

It is not merely conferring a privilege, it is imposing a duty upon the 
President of the United States to withdraw from the vessels of a foreign 
country whatever privileges he may think have been withdrawn from 
vessels of the United States by that foreign country. It arises out of 
the recent troubles on our Canadian frontier about our fishing vessels, 
but there is not a word in this bill about the fishing vessels or the fish- 
eries. Those vessels not have any commercial privileges at all 
under our treaties, yet this bill relates wholly to the commercial privi- 
leges of commercial vessels. Noram I sufficiently advised, sir, though I 
have looked with some care at this bill, as to the meaning of the phrase 
contained in it ‘‘of like vessels.” I do not know whether that means 


vessels of like build, as, for instance, steam-vessels, so classified as dis- 


tinct from vessels, or whether it means vessels in like trade. I 
do not know whether the classification is as to similarity of construction 
or similarity of trade. What is the precise meaning that may be affixed 
to these terms is, I confess, to me a matter of doubtful construction. 

I desire to submit but a single observation upon this bill, for I sup- 
pose there is no part of America that, in anarrow and selfish sense, has 
less interest in this question than the that I represent; but we are 
interested in the broad sense that we all constitute one country, one 
[a and that therefore the prosperity of our commerce concerns us 


The only observation I desire to make at this time is that a matfer 
so important as this ought to be submitted with fuller explanation, 
with ampler time for discussion, so that the House may fully under- 
stand the entire question before it is called upon to act. There is no 
hurry for this legislation, Mr. Speaker. There is no reason why it can 
not be acted upon next week or the week after just as well as to day, 
while there are some reasons which should make us hesitate about act- 
ing in a hurry. 

The matter on our Canadian frontier is under examination; the ex- 
ecutive department has it under consideration. There is no danger of 
awar. Onur rights are to be regarded -—— 

Mr. DUNN. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I will say to him that 
this provision in the bill does not involve or affect that question at all. 
It does not pretend to deal with that question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Speaker, if it does 
not affect that question there can be no occasion for hurry, because we 
have no other question pending about commerce with any foreign coun- 
try. The sole question now at issue that threatens to give usany trouble 
is this fishery question, and, if this bill does not apply to that question, 
certainly there can be no need for haste. But I will ask the distin- 
guished chairman of the committee if this does not apply to the fishery 
question, in the name of God what question does it apply to? 

Mr, DUNN. As the gentleman has asked that question, I will an- 
swer it. Itsimply supplies an omission in the reciprocity arrangement 
and Jaws of 1823, as my colleague on the committee [Mr. Dinciry] 
will explain more fully when he comes to address the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, the law of 
1823 has been in existence for sixty-three years, and as we have managed 
to get along very fairly all this time under the casus omissus of that law, 
I do not see why we are not capable of getting along in the same way 
a few days longer. 

But does this provision apply to that? It requires the President of 
the United States to put an embargo on Canadian vessels in return for 
what is supposed to be an outrage committed on the fishing vessels of 
America. Ihave no objection, sir, to proper action on that question. 


Not only have I no objection, but I will go as far as the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] or any other gentleman in this House te 
protect the fishing interests of Maine or of Massachusetts as I would go 
to protect the interests of Kentucky or any. other portion of the coun- 
try. All I desire is that before acting the House shall know just what 
this proposition is, and shall have that knowledge in such a way that 
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we can fully understand it, and not merely in the form of the report 
of a conference committee. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire further 
time? ` 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ifit is agreeable to the gen- 
tleman, I would like to have five minutes after he has made his ex- 
planation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish 
to-be regarded as opposed to this bill, except certain features of it. It 
it were in order, there are two amendments that I would like to offer. 
I dislike to put upon the President of the United States the duty, I 
dislike to give the Presidentof the United States the power, toshut the 

rts of America to the vessels of any foreign country merely upon his 
Bene that certain privileges have been withdrawn from American 
vessels, 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. He is willing to accept the responsi- 
bility. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly heis. With 
the President now in power, I might and would be entirely willing to 
trust this discretion; but, Mr. Speaker, we are not legislating for to- 
day, we are not legislating for one quadrennial, we are legislating for 
all the contingent Presidents that may be elected under our form of 
Government; and I confess that I feel great reluctance to vote not only 
to clothe President of the United States with the privilege but to im- 
pose upon him the duty of closing the harbors of America to the ves- 
sels of foreign nations smi Bea his own judgment that certain priv- 
ileges have been witdrawn from American vessels. 

I should prefer to leave that power where the Constitution leaves the 
war-making power, in the hands of Congress; and if it can not be al- 
ways exercised at all times because Congress is not always in session, 
then I should prefer to have this provision of the bill take effect only 
during the vacations and recesses of Congress. I look with reluctance 
upon any increase of executive power, and Mr. Speaker, I look with 
e e upon every form of legislation that is revengeful and retal- 
iatory. I believe more and more in the power of diplomatic intercourse, 
of friendly interchange of opinion, of patient, honest, candid corre- 
spondence and negotiation, with the view of reaching a common settle- 
ment, than’in legislative or executive interference by retaliatory meas- 
ures, The day of exclusive legislation is growing smaller and smaller, 
and the day of this frank intercourse and diplomatic negotiation is 
coming nearer and nearer to its full dawn. ‘Therefore I look with re- 
gret and reluctance upon any legislation of this character that is not 
absolutely necessary. And now, when we are in profound peace, when 
there is no question that gives us any trouble except this fishing ques- 
tion, I do not see the need for hurried legislation of this character. 

As to the question of the fisheries, it is not going to give us anything 
but a momentary irritation. I have no doubt in the world that it is 
to be settled satisfactorily. Two great Anglo-Saxon, English-speaking 

ples like Great Britain and America are not going to fall out and 
fave war and bloodshed over a matter of fishing that can be better set- 
tled by peaceful negotiation. Therefore, as I have said, in the midst 
of profound peace I do not feel willing, if it can be avoided, to pass an 
act like thisin such haste that it can not be properly understood by the 
House; and if it be in order I shall move at the proper time to postpone 
this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not now? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am on the floor by the 
courtesy of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], and I have not 
the power to do it now. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy], 
before he p allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Under which section of the Revised Statutes is 
it that the President now has a right to issue his proclamation where 
there is a discriminating duty or charge made against American vessels ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The act of 1823. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Does the gentleman remember the section? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can not state it just now; I will refer to it ina 
moment. ` 

I think the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] mis- 
apprehends the whole scope of this amendment. It is true that the 
necessity for it is suggested by recent denials of commercial privileges 
in Canadian ports to American fishing vessels; but the section itself 
ought to be on the statute-book without regard to the present fishery 
trouble. Prior to 1523 the principle of exclusive maritime privileges 
with respect to the vessels of each nation prevailed throughout the 
world. About the year 1823 the United States inaugurated and tend- 
ered to the world the pee of maritime reciprocity, offering to 
place the vessels of any foreign nation upon the same basis in our ports 


as our own national vessels if the foreign nation in question would 
place American vessels on the same basis in its ports. ‘The principle of 
maritime reciprocity looked to giving to the vessels of foreign countries 
in our ports commercial privileges to the extent and only so long as the 
same privileges were given to American vessels in foreign ports, In 


order to insure reciprocity in 1823 we accompanied the tender with an 
act giving authority to the President of the United States to issue his 
proclamation reimposing discriminations against vessels of certain coun- 
tries in our ports whenever such country should make discriminations 
against the vessels of the United States. That is the law to-day. The 
President of the United States, whenever he shall bé satisfied that dis- 
criminations are made against vessels of the United States by certain 
foreign countries, has authority to issue his proclamation imposing upon 
the vessels of such country in our ports parallel discriminating 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman will allow me 
to say that the power given to the President under the Jaw of 1823 is 
not a power of exclusion, but simply a power to increase the duties. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A power to reimpose the former discriminations, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Thatisall. He can not pre- 
vent commerce, but simply impose additional burdens upon it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. At that time the discriminations American 
vessels were usually in the form of charges and duties; and the im- 
position of those discriminating duties and charges was equivalent to 
a discrimination in commercial privileges; and the act of 1823 was in- 
tended to reach forms of discriminations then existing, A new form 
of discrimination has been disclosed by the action of the Canadian au- 
thorities, and this section simply extends the principle of the act of 
1823 so as to cover this new mode. It does not require the President 
to issue his proclamation, as the gentleman from Kentucky alleges, 
but simply authorizes him to do so when he has received satisfactory 
information that our vessels are discriminated against by any country. 

Now, it appears that the fishing vessels of the United States are be- 
ing denied commercial ARAD Zet in the ports of another country—the 
privilege of buying supplies, the privilege of buying ice, the privilege 
of buying bait, and all commercial privil except those of shelter, 
repair, the purchase of wood, and the obtaining of water. 

In view of the fact that Canada is attempting to discriminate against 
American fishing vessels by depriving them of certain paese cate: 
ileges which we freely allow dian vessels in our ports, it is pro- 
posed by this section simply to extend the authority shud given by 
the act of 1823 so that the President may issue his proclamation with- 
holding from the vessels of any country which discriminates in respect 
to commercial privileges against our vessels precisely the same com- 
mercial pevn that the foreign country withholds from our vessels 
and to the same extent; no further. In other words, if Canada persists 
in excluding American fishing vessels from her ports except for the four 
purposes named, then the President will be authorized by this section 
to grant Canadian fishing vessels in our ports precisely the same privi- 
léges, and no more, that she grafts us. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman will allow me 
toask, for information, whether there is any country that now attempts 
to exclude any vessels of the United States from any privilegesuch asthe 
gentleman indicates except the Dominion of Canada with reference to 
our fishing vessels ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; none at present; so that at present this would 
apply to such a state of things as that.. But the section is general, and 
will apply to any country which hereafter discriminates against our 
vessels as to commercial privileges. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let me ask another question. 
I understood the distinguished chairman of the committee [Mr. DING- 
LEY] to say that this bill had nothing to do with, did not refer to, or . 
apply to, the pending fishery question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not refer to the fishery question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But I understand it does ap- 
ply to it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is a general provision, applicable to any country 
at any time that discriminates against any class of our vessels as to com- 
mercial privileges, and it ought to be on the statute-book without ref- 
erence to the present fishery difficulty. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky whether he thinks this country ought to allow Cana- 
dian fishing vessels to come into our ports for certain commercial pur- 

when our American fishing vessels are denied corresponding priv- 
ileges in the ports of Canada? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam perfectly frank to say 
that I am in favor of haying, as far as possible, the most free and un- 
restricted commercial relations with our brethren abroad—of letting 
Canadian vessels come into our ports as freely as they let us go into 
their ports, to buy or to sell. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As freely as they let us go into their ports. That 
is just what this section proposes; that, and nothing more, 

Mr. BURROWS. The selling question is not up at present. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I want to put selling and 
buying together, for they are indivisible. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The principle of maritime reciprocity demands that 
we give concessions and privileges to foreign vessels in our ports to the 
same extent as, and no longer than, such concessions or privileges are 
given to our vessels in the ports of the foreign country. If Canada or 
any other country should come to understand that her vessels can ob- 
tain full privileges in our ports without any corresponding return on 
her part, then we shall have her vessels coming into our ports and 
claiming these privileges, while our vessels in her ports are denied 
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similar privileges, and she will simply laugh atus. But when she 
comes to understand that this Government proposes toapply to her ves- 
sels the principles of maritime reciprocity as understood by the found- 
ers of the Government, as practiced all these years, and to give conces- 
sions and privileges to her fishing vessels only to the extent that such 
concessions and privileges are allowed to our vessels in her ports, then 
she will have a pressure put upon her to recede from the unwarrantable 
course she is pursuing toward American ene vessels. To-day Cana- 
dian fishing vessels are in the port of Portland and other ports of the 
United States freely exercising every commercial privilege. We ask 
that Canada give the same privileges to American fishing vessels. If 
Great Britain, in whose hands the decision is, says ‘‘ no’’ to our appeal 
to her sense of justice, a decent self-respect, as well as a regard for the 
essential principle of maritime reciprocity, demands that we place the 
fishing vessels of Canada in our ports on the same basis as Canada places 
our fishing vessels in her ports. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam perfectly willing to go 
with the gentleman and make all the concessions to Canada that Can- 
ada will make to us; but let us do it by the diplomatic branch of the 
Government, and not in this manner. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I believe I have the floor; Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If there is no further debate desired I demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. DUNN. I want a few minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hope the House will not 
sustain the demand. We should have an opportunity of discussing 
this matter more fully. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will withdraw the demand for the present, and 
yield ten minutes to the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Dunn]. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I stated to the distinguished gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] correctly that this amendment 
does not pretend or undertake to settle the pending controversy in re- 
gard to the fisheries between the United States and Canada. That 
trouble has sprung out of the termination of the treaty of 1870, under 
and by operation of which this Government paid to Canada a large an- 
nual subsidy for the privilege of fishing in her waters, and remitted 
our country, as they claim, to the provisions of the treaty of 1818 and 
the reciprocity law of 1823, by which our vessels, as they claim—our 
fishing vessels—had only the privilege of landing for shelter, wood, 
water, or repairs, They claim that our fishing vessels have none of the 
commercial rights and privileges secured by the treaties and by the re- 
ciprocity laws. An examination ofthe statutes of 1823 and of the re- 
ciprocity laws shows that the power conferred upon the President was 
to withdraw simply the exemption granted to vessels of foreign govern- 
ments entering our ports of such fees, dues, charges, and burdens as 
foreign governments removed from onr vessels, or relieved them from, 
and to reimpose as much as they might reimpose upon us. 

The question of commercial privileges which might be withdrawn 
by foreign governments was not provided for; and as to the question 
now pending—the fishery question—all thatit has to do with this sub- 
ject is that it furnishes merelyan instance which develops the fact that 
Canada is in an attitude as well as all foreign governments to with- 
draw from our vessels commercial privil while under our law there 
is no authority conferred upon the Executive to retaliate by withdraw- 
ing similar commercial privileges from them. 

I am asked if we are willing to confer such a dangerous power upon 
the Executive. I answer we have conferred upon him similar powers 
in regard to other matters; for instance, in regard to the imposition of 
fees, burdens, and duties, and to reimpose countervailing tariff duties 
on the imports of foreign countries who have imposed discriminatin 
duties upon our commerce. Can the power proposed to be confi 
here be justly deemed more dangerous than that? I, Mr. Speaker, am 
as far as any one in this House can be from entertaining any desire to 
confer upon the Executive any power to enable the Executive to tam- 
per with the commerce, the trade, and the finances of this country. I 
think it is a most dangerous power in any man’s hands. 

But here we are face to face with a very different question. Are we 
to tie and fetter our Executive, and allow ourselves no relief? Shall 
we fetter the Executive, tie him hand and foot by our reciprocity laws 
and treaties, leaving the foreign shipper and the foreign merchant and 
foreign governments free to flay, literally flay, our commercial interests, 
and the Executive standing idly by with his hands tied, unable to re- 
lieve against it until Congress sees proper in its wisdom, which is usually 


dilatory, if present, to remedy the mischief? There is the whole sit-. 


uation. 

I am not in the habit on this floor of making the American eagle 
scream. It has not been my custom; but, Mr. Speaker, I am for my 
country and for my country’sinterests. Iam formaintaining and plac- 
ing our Government, through its Executive, always on a basis to pro- 
tect against the injustice and unfair discriminations of foreign govern- 
ments. I am for the freest commercial intercourse. No one in this 
conntry has been left to doubt my attitude on that question. I am for 
the freest, most unrestricted commercial intercourse; but I am not un- 


mindful of the law of self-preservation. I would preserve all the in- 
terests of the country under the law, and be sure to have law to do it. 

Mr. BELMONT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DUNN. Certainly. - 

Mr. BELMONT. I only wish to ask whether the gentleman from 
Arkansas does not agree to the statementof the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY] that this amendment has nothing directly to do with 
the pending fishery question? 

Mr. DUNN. Istate that most positively; and the only link that can 
connect it with it is that that incident has developed the possibility or 
probability—the fact indeed—that a foreign power can, under the reci- 
procity laws, unjustly by a violation of them Sores our vessels of com- 
mercial privileges, while our Executive is powerless to retaliate by with- 
drawing similar privileges from them. 

Now, this country has never suffered by the indiscretion or reckless- 
ness of the Executive in exercising sueh power as that; and I do not 
think Congress could feel any hesitancy or alarm on that score. Our 
lawsin regard to our shipping, God knows, have been unfriendly enough. 
If we take the whole system of laws applied to our shipping interests, 
the vast catalogue of unnumbered burdens that have been imposed upon 
it, the avenues that have been opened to inventors and every other class 
of people to leech it and skin it and absolutely consume the shipping in- 
terest with taxes and burdens and injustice that we have imposed upon 


it in every direction and in every form, it is enough to indicate that our. 


Government has heretofore regarded that interest always in the light 
of a public enemy. 

It has been the office of the committee of which I have the honor to 
be chairman in this Congress to do what might be done to relieve these 
burdens, to take off these taxes, to remove these fetters, and to give 
greater freedom and a fairer chance to the shipping interests, to give 
it a show in the contest with the maritime powers of the world for 
some share in the maritime—over-sea—transportation of the world. 

We have worked in that direction, and I am gratified to know that 
we will haveaccomplished much if this bill passes. We will have re- 
moved a large mass of burdens aud taxation exceeding $2,000,000 per 
annum; it may exceed three millions per annum if foreign govern- 
ments respond to another provision in the bill which does away with 
all tonnage tax so fast as foreign governments remove similar tonnage 
charges on our shipping in their ports. 

That was a war tax, imposed for revenue, unknown to our laws till 
the act of 1862. I regret that my distinguished colleague on the com- 
mittee and those on his side have not seen proper to go with the ma- 
jority for that last great crowning act which shall emancipate Amer- 
ican shipping—free ships and free material. I trust this measure will 
not be postponed. 

Mr. HEWITT. Ishould like to ask the chairman of the committee 
to point to the authority under which the President now can impose 
countervailing charges. The gentleman from Maine referred to the act 
of 1823. Ido not find such authority in that act and I have not been 
able to find it in any other act. 

Mr. DUNN. The act of March 1, 1823, does confer that power on 
the President. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That act was read in another body by Senator Ep- 
MUNDS and I have sent for it. : 

Mr. HAMMOND, Will the gentleman from Maine allow me to read 
that act? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was the act authorizing the President to re- 
move discriminating charges. 

Mr. HAMMOND. And there is no other act on the subject; no act 
authorizing the President of the United States to proclaim a duty on 
anybody. There are acts allowing him to takeitoff. There is theact 
of 1824, now found in section 4228 of the Revised Statutes, amended in 
1828, which is now the law. The fourth section of the act of 1824 I 
hold in my hand. 

Mr. DUNN. That does not affect the question. The question is, 
shall the President be empowered to withhold from foreign govern- 
ments such privil as they withhold from us? 

Mr. HAMMOND. But the argument for giving him the power to 
do that is an argument that he has already the power to do certain 
other things; which assumption is not true, if I have read the statute 


correctly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only desire to say a word in this discussion. It 
seems to me that the discussion here has taken almost too much of a 
diplomatic turn. We know that certain privileges have been denied to 
American vessels in the ports of Canada; and this couples itself with 
not very pleasant memories, There is no one who has examined the 
treaties between the United States and Great Britain, especially on the 
subject of the Canadian fisheries, but must feel humiliated by the fact 
that we have been alwayscheated. I do not object to the action which 
this committee has taken, and trust the House will sustain them in it— 
for this reason: The Canadian Government, or the British Government 
if you please, now puts the pressure upon us in engaging in diplomacy 
of putting our fishermen’s vessels at a disadvantage and of holding that 
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pressure on them to get the advantage in any future diplomatic arrange- 
ment that may be made for a full settlement of this question. 
I trust Congress will show to the executive departmentof the Gov- 
ernment and to the British Government that we mean to insist on equal 
vileges and equal fairness between Canadian and American vessels. 
we become so diplomatic as to help to unnerve the executive depart- 
ment and strengthen the aggressiveness of the British cabinet on this 
subject we may expect another treaty, in which we will beagain cheated. 
And while I am as anxious as any porien oan POSS PEETS Pno 
friendly commercial relations with Great Britain and all other countries, 
I suppose the best thing to do is to show we mean to preserve the rights 
of the American Government and the American people. [Applause. ] 
If we are always to be diplomatic, to place our own people and our own 
Government at a disadvan by the action both of and the 
executive department, we may always hereafter expect the results which 
have heretofore occurred in our diplomatic arrangements on this subject 
with Great Britain. 
I only desired to say this much, in the hope that the House will sus- 
tain the action of the committee. [Applause. ] 
Mr. DINGLEY. I yield to the gentleman from ia two minutes. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to fight the report 
of the committee, except that I think they have gone too far in one 
thing. It is not true the President of the United States has ever 
had the power to declare a discriminating duty upon any nation. The 
act of 1824, which was an act to repeal certain discriminating duties 
which we had theretofore had against foreign nations, in its fourth and 
concluding section gave the President the power, whenever he was in- 
formed by any foreign nations that they had repealed their discrimi- 
nating duties, to proclaim that ours should stand in abeyance so long as 
Moran; That is its extent, and no more. That fourth section is as 
bllows: 
Sec, 4. And be it further enacted, That upon satisfactory evidence being given 


to the President of the United States by the government of any foreign nation 
that no discriminating duties of tonnage or impost are im or levied within 
the ports of the said nation upon vessels wholly belo: to citizens of the 
United States, or upon m uce or man ure thereof, im- 
the same, the President is to issue his proclama- 

tion declaring that the foreign discri duties of to and impost 
within the United States are, and shall be, 5 ded and discontinued, so faras 
vessels of the said nation, and merchandise of produce or 


such notification being ident of 
the United States, and to continue so long as the reciprocal exem; SE tans ls 
ere- 


belonging 
ieg nba shall be continued, and no longer. 


Now, this not only declares that the President may, but it declares 
that it shall be the duty of the President immediately, whenever there 
shall be any discriminating conduct against this Government, to issue 
a lamation at once making a like discrimination on like vessels. 

e may be forced into war unwittingly by the President obeying this 
peremptory statute if it should become a law. 

The word ‘‘duty’’ ought to be struck out. The discretion given to 
the President is certainly large enough. The statute ought not to re- 
quire him peremptorily to issue his proclamation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to say to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
HAMMOND] that he is mistaken in saying that this section requires the 
President to issue his proclamation. The language is that ‘‘he is 


hereby authorized.” 

Mr. HAMMOND. ‘‘It shall be the duty,” is the language. 

Mr. DINGLEY. “Is hereby authorized,” is the language. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then I have been misinformed as to the lan- 
guage of the bill. ; 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The bill as read says that ‘‘it 
shall be the duty.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman is mistaken. He is reading from 
the original bill. It was in the committee from ‘‘it shall be 
the duty’’. to ‘‘is hereby authorized.” Let me read the section as it 
stands, and the gentleman from Kentucky will see that he is in error: 

‘That whenever any res ga country whose vessels haye been placed on the 
same footing in the paras the United States as American vessels (the coastwise 
trade excepted) shall deny to any vessels of the United States any of the commer- 
cial privileges accorded to national vessels in the harbors, ports, or waters of such 
foreign country, the President, on receiving satisfi information of the con- 
tinuance of such discriminations against any vessels of the United States, is 
hereby authorized to issue his proclamation excluding, on and after such time 
as he may indicate, from the exercise of such commercial privileges in the ports of 
the United States as are denied to American vessels in the ports of such foreign 
country all vessels of such foreign country of a similar character to the vessels 
of the United States thus distriminated against, and suspending the concessions 
previously granted to the vessels of such country. 

I now have here the act of March 1, 1823, to which Lreferred. The 
section of this act to which I referred as already giving the President 
authority to withdraw by proclamation from vessels of certain foreign 
countries certain privileges denied by them to our vessels reads as 
follows: 

That this act (act removing certain discriminations aga 
vessels) shall be and continue in force so long as the above enumerated British 


colonial ports shall be o to the admission of vessels of the United States 
confor y to the provisions of the act of Parliament of the 24th of June last. 
But if at any time the trade and intercourse between the United States an 


d all 
orany of the above enumerated British colonial authorized by the said 
act of Parliament should be prohibited by a Bri order in pound or by act 
te of such order in council or act of 


of Parliament, then from the day of the 


Parliament, or from the time that the same shall commence to be in force, proe- 
lamation having been made the President of the United States, each and 
every provision of this act, so ip mek paa dereer e nAn epaietan 
tween the United States and the above enumerated tish colonial ports, in 
British vessels, shall cease to operate in their favor. 

a I tie five minutes to my colleague, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 

EED]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as this matter may 
come up hereafter, I do not think that I shall waste the time of the 
House if I state the case as it appears to me, Under the treaty of 1870, 
the fishermen of the United States were put at a disadvantage and the 
people of Canada at an advantage. When that was made fully mani- 
fest, the Congress of the United States gave notice of the ab: ion of 
that treaty. The treaty was abrogated in July. The people of Canada 
are very desirous that they shall obtain the same advantage which they 
had under the , and are now struggling to put us at some disad- 
vantage, so that we may be forced and obliged to yield to their wishes. 

In order to do it they A emp to the old treaty of 1818, which lim- 
ited our rights on their shores and within their waters. In doing that 
they undertake to ignore a great change which has come over the com- 
mercial relations of the world. At-that time the rights of foreign na- 
tions in the home port all over the world were exceedingly limited. 

To-day ut the Christian world the rights are the same for 
foreign ships that they are for ships in the home port. The Canadians 
are attempting to ignore this advance in civilization, are endeavoring 
to send us back to the year 1818. Now, these fisheries are conducted all 
along the waters in front of the coasts of the United States and Canada. 
Those fisheries are partici, in by American fishermen in waters op- 
posite the Canadian shores and by Canadian fishermen in waters oppo- 
site the American shores. The bait which is used to catch fish is in its 
nature perishable. It therefore becomes a great advantage for the fish- 
erman to be able to go into the port which is opposite his fishing ground 
in order to get bait and supplies. That right along our coast is to-day 
freely conceded to Canadian fishermen. They come in and out of our 
ports and purchase their supplies and their bait. But that right or 
privilege, so freely granted to them and so advantageous to them, they 
are refusing to our fishermen -in-like case, and the proposition here is 
simply to arm the President of the United States, after he has exhausted 
all diplomatic power and opinion—to arm him, I say, with the right to 
deprive the Canadian of the privileges of which they deprive us. That 
isthe whole case. Iask you gentlemen, as members of Congress of this 
United States, are you prepared, any one of you, to refuse to treat the 
people of foreign nations as they treat us when their object is to force 
us into a disadvantageous position and gain of us rights which belong 
to us? 4 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. REED. Surely: 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The bill on its face does not 
apply to the matters of which the gentleman from Maine has spoken, 
and if the contention of the Canadian authorities be correct, that these 
fishing vessels have no commercial privileges, then this bill can not 
apply to that question. Now, is it not Proper, is it not best, that we 
shall in: good. Mith inteodaes's Bill hat WAN maat the precise point 
stated by the gentleman from Maine—and I will gladly unite with him 
in passing it, gladly help him to do anything is required to put 
our fishermen in the most advantageous position—is it not better, I 
ask, to introduce a bill for that purpose, instead of acting 
hastily here upon a bill of this general character? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from Kentucky, instead of 
asking me a question, has expressed his opinion. Mine is to the con- 
tra 


ry. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I now move the previous question on the adoption 
of the report of the Committee of conference. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to 
move to recommit this report? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. ‘The failure of the House to to the 
report would have precisely the same effect as the adoption of a motion 
to recommit, 

The rt was to. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the ars pee 
was agreed to; and also ‘moved that the motion to reconsider be laid ov 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


TRUST FUNDS, ETC., IN CUSTODY OF DEPARTMENTS. 
Mr. HEWITT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back favorably the following resolution; which was read, considered, 
and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of War, the Secretary of 
ihe Postmaster-General, the tA 
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cess of custom dues, and any and all claims, of whatever nature, estimated and 
en see ne the fiscal year become a liability against the 
‘Treasury of the U. States. 

Mr. HEWITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, HATCH. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is for the call of committees for 
reports. 

WINE FOR EXPORT. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported, in 
lien of several bills referred to the committee, a bill (H. R. 9114) to pro- 
vide for the fortification, for exportation, of wine free from internal- 
revenue tax, and to prevent frauds in connection therewith; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole | Port, 


House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


INSPECTION OF TOBACCO, CIGARS, ETC. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on Ways 
and Bley toy reported back vor regia we coe de gto 
pro the oe of cigars, to! and sn to 
section 3151 of the Revised Statutes; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS SORRELL. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8950) to remove the political disabilities of 
Francis Sorrell, of Roanoke County, Virginia; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

: EUGENE E. M’LEAN. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
a bill (H. R. 9115) for the relief of Eugene E. McLean, of New York; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

BUSINESS OF JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back favorably a resolution fixing days for the consideration of busi- 
ness of the Judiciary Committee; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 5911, a bill (H. R. 9116) to provide for hold- 
ing terms of the United States courts at Texarkana, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 

endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


House bill No, 5911 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


TRANSPORTATION OF LIVE-STOCK. ‘ 
Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 


favorably a resolution directing the Committee on Commerce to make |. 


inguiry concerning the evils connected with the transportation of live 
stock; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. ee appointing for the 
National Homes for Disabled Soldiers, to fill vacancies in the board which 
occurred by expiration of terms on the 2ist day of April, 1886; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

. MOBILE AND GIRARD RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. VAN EATON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 5202, the bill (H. R. 9117) to forfeit 
certain lands of the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, to confirm 
the title to the poceheess and to absolve said company from its obli- 
gation as a land-grant railroad company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

House bill No. 5202 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

SPECIAL SESSION UTAH LEGISLATURE. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to report for consideration at this time a 
bill from the Committee on the Territories. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to ask for the consideration of a 
bill during the morning hour. ; 

Mr. HILL. Very well; then I will report the bill and at some sub- 
sequent time ask for unanimous consent for its consideration and pas- 


sage. 
A ana SPEAKER. The gentleman will send his bill up to the Clerk’s 
esk. 


Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Territories, reported a bill 
(H. R. 9118) to authorize a special session of the Legislature of Utah; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, STAUNTON, VA. 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6318) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Staunton, Va.; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. y 

REBECCA HOLLINGSWORTH HUMPHREYS, 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1625) granting a pension to Rebecca Hol- 
lingsworth Humphreys; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, also presented the views 
of the minority on the foregoing bill; which were ordered to be printed 
with the majority report. 

_ THOMAS J. OWEN. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1289) prep a pension to Thomas J. Owen; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BONDS OF EXECUTORS IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr, HEMP from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (S, 1422) to amend the law relative to 
the bonds of executors in the District of Columbia; which was referred ` 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

FRANCIS DENMEAD. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
also reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7903) for the relief of Francis 
Denmead; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHEYENNE AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 222) to authorize the Cheyenne and Northern 
Railway Company to build its road across Fort Russell and Fort Lara- 
mie military reservations; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH, 

Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with an amendment a joint resolution (H. Res. 174) authorizing the 
printing of 25,000 copies of the report of the National Board of Health. 

The resolution authorizes the printing and binding, under the direc- 
tion of the National Board of Health, of 25,000 copies of the said report; 
16,650 for the use of the members of the House and 8,350 for the use 
of the Senate. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert after the word “report” the words“ for the year 1835 ;’’ also amend the 
title to conform to the joint resolution. f, 


The amendments were to. 

Mr. EVANS moved the following amendment: 

Add: 2,000 for the use of the National Board of Health. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. That is a proper amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The title was amended to conform to the joint resolution. 
Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 


resolution was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 7167) for the 
relief of Mrs. Maria Hunter; when the Speaker signed the same. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5681) for the 
relief of F. M. Fitzhugh, and the same was referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, 


INCREASE OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably the following resolution; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That the bill of the House No. 6664, entitled “A bill to increase the 
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SEAL ROCKS, SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 

favorably the bill (H. R. 8107) to grant certain seal rocks to the 

city and county of San Francisco, State of Califo: in trust for the 

people of the United States; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The SPEAKER. Under authority of the act of February 15, 1879, 
the Chair announces the appointment of Mr. Norwoop, Mr, LORE, and 
Mr. HARMER as Visitors on the part of the House to attend the next 
annual examination at the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md. 


OLEOMARGARINE. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of bills raising revenue; and pending that motion I move 
that all debate on the pending section and all amendments thereto be 
closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. HOLMAN, and others addressed the Chair. 

Mr. REAGAN. This is too important a paragraph to limit the de- 
bate to ten minutes, 2: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first state the question to the House. 
The gentleman from Missouri moves that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and pendin 
that motion moves that all debate on the pending section and 
amendments thereto be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. And on that motion I demand the previous question. 

Mr. REAGAN. The section is too important a one to be closed in 
that way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a statement. 

Mr. HATCH. One ata time. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from In- 
diana, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that to-morrow 
morning the Committee on Appropriations will ask to take up for con- 
sideration the legislative, &c., appropriation bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana if it is pos- 
sible to complete this bill to-day we will be glad to assist him in get- 
ting it up. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust my friend will have it completed in time. 

Mr. REAGAN. The third section is the important section of the 
bill, and so far debate upon if has been upon a single amendment. I 
ask the gentleman from Missouri to allow thirty minutes for the pur- 
pose of pera. other amendments which are ready to be offered. 

Mr. HAMMOND. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. This section contains three phs. Itisa 
revenue bill, Under Rule XXIII can a limitation be put upon debate 
on all paragraphs when the third ph has not yet been reached ? 

The SPEAKER. No point of order has been made against the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HAMMOND, Iam making that now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to rise to a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Perhaps! stated it as a parliamentary inquiry. 
My point of order is that the debate can not be limited on the whole 
section, containing as it does three distinct phs. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield to me 
for a moment? d 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. WELLBORN. On the 19th day of April the House, under a 
suspension of the rules, agreed to this resolution: 

That Thursday, the 27th day of May, and Saturday, the 29th day of 
May, after the morning hour for the consideration of bills reported from com- 
mittees, be set apart for such business as may he presented or indicated by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, &c, 

From the temper of the House, as manifested on yesterday and the 
day before, it is quite obvious that it would be utterly useless for me 
to attempt to get to-day forany Indian business, and I shall not ask to 
do it; but I do ask unanimous consent of the House that so much of 
this resolution as relates to this day be continued over, and apply to 
Saturday, June 12. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is fair. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope that will be done. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Georgia makes the point of 


ject to the action of the committee and to limitation of 


order that this bill is being considered by paragraphs under the rule, 
and that the motion to limit debate can apply only to the first paragraph 
of the section under consideration, and not to the entire section. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I should like to be heard for a moment 


ding | on that point. 


To meet the views of the gentleman from Texas, and other members 
who desire further debate on this section, it will be well for the House 
to understand that we have already had a ong Sanat (fifty minutes) 
on this section alone, in addition te the three days and one night con- 
sumed in the general debate. 

Now, if the House by unanimous consent will agree that all debate 
shall be considered as terminated at 4 o’clock to-day, and that we may 
then go into the House with the bill, I am willing that no further lim- 
itation to the debate shall be fixed upon any section of the bill; but if 
it is the purpose of gentlemen simply to waste a large portion of the 
valuable time of the House, as was done on yesterday, by dilatory mo- 
tions, I shall insist upon the consideration of the bill in the House un- 
der the rules. 

Mr, HAMMOND. [I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. My point of order is that pending the considera- 
tion of the question of order the gentleman has no right to talk of get- 
ting the consent of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair understood the gentleman from Missouri 
to be asking unanimous consent. ` 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then I will stop that at once by interposing an 
objection. 

Mr. HATCH. The KETTEN from Georgia generally does that ex- 
cept when on the floor himself. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Now as to the pointof order: This section when 
reached on TOON containing as it does three paragraphs, I raised 
the point of order at once that each of the three hs was sub- 
ebate by it- 
self. The chairman of the Committee of the Whole said that he would ` 
have the three paragraphs read, but that this third section should be 
considered only by the paragraphs into which it was divided. To ap- 
ply the limitation of debate on the whole section therefore would have 
the effect to cut.off debate except upon the paragraph immediately 
under consideration, and such motion would therefore be out of 
order. 

There has been a number of decisions upon this particular point. A 
long discussion took place heretofore upon a similar proposition. There 
was a notable effort made here in February, 1882, to cut off debate upon 
a tariff bill, but it was not i in. There were many arguments 
made against it, one of the strongest being by Governor Robinson, of 
Massachusetts, and it was determined that the committee could not 
pass beyond the paragraph, nor limit debate beyond the paragraph im- 
mediately under consideration. My point of order, therefore, is that 
this section, being divided into three paragraphs, is entitled to have a 
separate consideration for each paragraph. 

. HATCH. Will the gentleman point out what he claims to be 
the three paragraphs or divisions relating to independent subjects? 

Mr. HAMMOND. This section contains three paragraphs, the first 
being a tax on the manufacturers of oleomargarine, the second a tax 
and certain tions as to dealers—— r 

Mr. HATCH. Wholesale dealers. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, sir; and the third has reference to retail 
dealers. Now, we have under consideration the first paragraph relat- 
ing to the tax on manufacturers, The other two paragraphs were read 
with the statement by the chairman of the committee that the rea 
would not prevent the consideration by paragraphs under Rule XXIII, 
and that reading was consented to because of that statement. 

Now the gentleman from Missouri proposes by his motion to limit 
debate on all the paragraphs in that section when only one has been 
under discussion, Such a motion to limit debate is not in order. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say in reply to the gen- 
tleman from ia that the entire section has been read in commit- 
tee and has been under discussion, and without any objection or point 
of order, except that made by the gentleman from Georgia, which was 
overruled by the chairman of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I submit it was not. The Chair expressly held 
that it might be read, but would be considered under the rule by para- 
graphs. I stepped to the desk and asked if the Chair meant to rule 
adversely to me, and he said he did not. ` 

Mr. HATCH, I certainly so understood him. That point of order 
was overruled. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It was not. 

The SPEAKER. Clause 6 of Rule XXIII provides: 

The House may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, at any 
time after the five minutes’ debate has begun upon proposed amendments to 
any een or paragraph to a bill, close all debate upon such section or parn- 
graph— 

That is, upon the section or paragraph upon which the five-minute 
debate has begun. The gentleman from Georgia makes the point that 
no debate has taken place on any part of the section except the first 


paragraph. 
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Mr. HATCH. Letme call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
the RECORD shows that an amendment is pending to the second para- 
graph reducing the tax on the manufacturers of oleomargarine from $600 
to $200, and that that has been debated by several gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. That is the first paragraph of the section. The 
Chair finds on examination of the RECORD that when the reading of 
the first paragraph of the third section had been concluded in Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] arose for the purpose of arresting the further 
reading; but the chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union thereupon announced that the entire section 
would be read, but amendments would be received to the paragraph. 
The Chair thinks, inasmuch as every bill must consist of one or more 
sections—appropriation bills, for instance, containing in a single section 
one hundred or more paragraphs—the House can not close debate on a 
paragraph till debate has begun upon it. 

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw the call for the previous question for the 
purpose of amending my motion so that all debate upon the pending 
paragraph and amendments thereto shall be limited to one minute, and 
upon that I demand the previous question. 

But before the question is taken I again ask, as I believe the request 
was not submitted to the House, unanimous consent that the previous 
question may be considered as ordered upon this bill and all amend- 
ments at 4 o'clock this day. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous ques- 
tion on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 111, nays 12. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, and Mr. BLANCHARD. No quo- 
Tum, 

Mr. HATCH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 181, nays 55, not 
voting 86; as follows. 


$ YEAS—1s1. 
Adams, G, E. Ford, Louttit, Seney, 
Adams, J. J. Forney, Lowry, Sessio: 
Allen, C. H. Frederick, Lyman, Seymour, 
Allen, J. M Fuller, Matson, Shaw, 
Anderson, C. M, Funston, MeAdoo, Singleton, 
Anderson, J, A Gallinger, McComas, Smalls, 
Atkinson, Gedd McCreary, Snyder, 
Baker, Gilfillan, McKenna, Sowden, 
Ballentine, Glass, McKinley, Spriggs, 
Bark: ie, Green, R.S. Millard, Springer, 
Barry, Green, W. J. Milliken, StahInecker, 
Bayne, Grosvenor, Moffatt, Stephenson, 
Beach, Grout, Mo é Stewart, J. W. 
Bland Halsell, Morrill, Stone, W. J. of Ky. 
Bound, Hamir, Morrow, Strait. 
Boutelle, Hatch, Murphy, Strubie, 
Brady, Haynes, eal, Swinburne, 
Browne, T. M. Henderson, D. B. Neece, >. Swope, 
Brown, W. W. Henderson, J.S, Negley, Taulbee, 
B n Henley, | O'Ferrall, Taylor, E. B. 
Buck, Hepburn, Osborne, Taylor, I 
Bunnell, Herbert, Owen, Taylor, Zach. 
Burrows, Herman, Parker, omas, O. 
Caldwell Tliestand, Payne, ‘Townshend, 
Campbell, Hill, Payson, Van Schaick, 
Campbell, T. J Hiscock, }, Vicle, 
Cannon, Hitt, Perkins, Wade, 
Carleton, Holman, Peters, Wadsworth, 
Conger, Hopkins, Pettibone, Wakefield. 

T, Howard, deock, EN B 
Cowles, Hudd, Pindar, Warner, William 
Cox, Jackson, Plamb, Weaver, A. J. 
Culberson, James, Price, Weaver, J. B. 

- Cutcheon, Johnson, F. A Randall, Weber, 
Davenport, Johnston, J. T. Reed, T. B. Wi 
Davidson, A.C, Johnston, T. D. Reese, ler, 
Dawson, Ketcham, Richardson, White, A.C. 
Dingley, King, White, Milo 
Dorsey, Kleiner, well, Whiting, 
El Laffoon, Romeis, Wilk 
Ermentrout, La Follette, Rowell, Wolford, 

Ryan, Woodburn, 
Everhart, Le Fevre, Sadler, Worthin 
Felton, Lehlbach, Sawyer, 
Fisher, g 0 Scott, 
Fleeger, Lin Y, Seranton, 

NAYS—S. 
Barnes, Davidson, R. H. M. Mahoney, St. Martin, 
Bennett, Dowdney, Martin, Tarsney, 
Blane Dunham, Maybury, Taylor, J. M. 
Bliss, Gay, Miller, Throckmorton, 
Bragg, Gibson, Eustace Morrison, Tillman, 
Breckinri .C.R. Hammond, Norwood, ‘Tucker, 
Campbell, Felix Harris, Oates, ‘Turner, 
Candler, Hemphill, O'Neill, Charles Van Eaton, 
Catchings, * Hewitt, Perry, Ward, J. H. 
Cobb, Jrion, Reagan, Wellborn, 
Crisp, Jones, J. H. Sayers, Willis, 
Croxton, Kelley, Skinner, Wilson, 
Daniel, Lanham, Spooner, Wise 
Dargan, Lawler, Stewart, Charles 
NOT VOTING—S86. 

Aiken, Bingham, Brown, C. E. Butterworth, 
Arnot, Blount, Brumm. Bynum, 
Barbour, Boyle, Burleigh, Cabell, 
Belmont, Breckinridge, WCP. Burnes, Campbell, J. E. 


Caswell, Findlay, Little, ae 
Clardy, ‘oran, Long, Reid, J. w. 
Clements, Gibson, C. H, Lore, Rice, 
Cole, Glover, Lovering, Robertson, 
Collins, prs ie Mark Rogers, 
Compton, Guenther, MeMillin, Steele, 

a e, McRae, Stone, E. F. 
Crain, i Merriman, Stone, W.J., of Mo. 
Curtin, Hanback, ills, Storm, 
Davis, Hayden, Mitchell, prau; 
Dibble, S uller, Thomas, J. R. 
Dockery, Henderson, T.J. Nelson, Thompson, 
Dougherty, Hires, O'Donnell, J 
Dunn, Holmes, O'Hara, te, 
Eden, Houk, O'Neill, J.J. Warner, A. J. 
Elisberry, Hutton, Outhwaite, Winans, 
Ely, Jones, J.T, Phelps, 
Farquhar, des, Pirce, 


So the motion was to. 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask that the reading of the names may be dis- 
with. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until farther notice: 

. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. GUENTHER. 

. REID, of North Carolina, with Mr. RICE. 

. CLEMENTS with Mr. HOLMES. 

. BURNES with Mr. CASWELL. 

. Grpson, of Maryland, with Mr. HAYDEN. 

. HUTTON with Mr. PIRCE. 

. Wart with Mr. EDEN. 

. Bynum with Mr. MCKENNA. 

. WrNAns with Mr, HOUK. 

. COLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

. ROBERTSON with Mr. Evy. 

. Forax with Mr. Lona. 

. RoGeRs with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

. DIBBLE with Mr. LITTLE. If present, Mr. DIBBLE would vote 

against the pending bill. 

Mr. ArNor with Mr. Davis. Mr. Arnot would vote for this bill 
and Mr. DAVIS against it. 

On this vote: 

Mr. MCRAE with Mr. Symes, 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

For to-day: 

Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. O'DONNELL, 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. THOMPSON. 

Mr. CABELL with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, for two days—to-day and to- 
morrow. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [ Mr. HATCH] to limit debate on the ph under 
consideration and on all amendments thereto to one minute. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose ot further considering 
the bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House bill No. 8328, defining butter; also imposing a tax upon and regulating 
the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 3 by striking out, in line 2, the words “six hundred ” and in- 
serting one hundred.” To which the gentleman from Indiana i r. BROWNE] 
propos an amendment, striking out “ one hundred” and inserting “two hun- 


The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate upon this 
paragraph and amendments thereto is limited to one minute. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. MOR- 
ROW] to have a dispatch read. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, what gentleman from Indiana offered 
the amendment to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that it was offered by 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

Mr. DUNHAM. He withdrew the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk did not hear the gentleman from In- 


.diana withdraw the amendment. 
. Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the telegram which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk be now read. 
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The Clerk read as follows. 
Saw Frawctsco, Can. „ 


Hon. W. W. Morrow, CHARLES N, FELTON, BARCLAY HENLEY, JOSEPH McKEs- 
XNA, J. A. Lourtrr, or H. H. Markuam, Washington, D. C.: 
000,000, is 


in which is in 


3) = 
Getz Bros. & Co. ; Brigham, Ho) s i Gago: 
eak EES 


2 Soci ara Business Association, E. Va ‘an ee Í Coffer, eee “3 
Co.5 Ti enry & Osgood, Ross E Hewlett.) E Feiling S Go; anager; Price & Co.; 
use. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] withdrew the amendment offered by him yes- 
terday to the pending amendment. ‘The question therefore is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] which the 
Clerk has read, 

Mr. DUNHAM. I certainly understood that the gmdanan from 
Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] had withdrawn his 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theamendment will Somer ey as withdrawn 
unless some other member renews it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Irenew the amendment. 
stand that it was withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurTrERWoRTH] 
renews the amendment. The question, then, is on that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The amendment to the amendment is to strike out “one hundred dollars” 
and insert “ two hundred dollars.” 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now ison theamendment submit- 
ted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] to amend the bill 
by striking out in line 2, section 3, the words ‘‘six hundred ” and in- 
serting ‘‘one hundred.” 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 100. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Vi No quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Duwsnaw] 
and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 44, noes 
119. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I moveto amend, in line 

2, by arrea tote ‘six hundred ” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
aloh “two hundred and fifty.” 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 51, noes 86. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. WARNER, and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
HATCH. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 29, noes 90. 

So the amendment was s rejected. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, in section 3, 
line 2, after the word ‘t oleomargarine, by the words “or 
uses the same or any part of the ingredients which enter into the com- 
position of the same in the manufacture of butter.” 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an 
amendment which will e that. I propose to amend, in line 2, 
ee out “‘six hundred ” and inserting ‘‘three hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. All amendments to this paragraph will be en- 
tertained by the Chair. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD, and there were—ayes 36, noes 84. 

Mr. BLAN eee ie quorum. 


I did not under- 


Mr. BLANCHARD, and aces from Missouri, Mr. Hanon. 


The 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then I ask for the vote of a quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand that the roll be called. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum eres voted on this pis goreuon the 
Clerk will call the roll for the purpose of ascertaining the absentees. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Aiken, Clements, Gay, Lan 
Anderson, C. M. Col è Gibson, C. H. Le Fevre, 
Arnot, Collins, Gilfillan, Little, 

5 Compton, Glover, Louttit, 
Belmont, Comstock, Goff, Markham, 
Bingham, Crain, x MoRae, 
Brumm, Davis, Guenther, Milliken, 
Burleigh, Dibble, Hayden, Mills, 
Cabell” meee Houk. eek. 

J. Ee Felton, Hutton, Oates, 
a Frederick, Kelley, O'Hara, 


Outhwaite, 


i Robertson, faces R. 
Reid, J. W. 
Rice, ` 


Skfamer Thompson, Warner, A. J. 
7 Vans Woodburn. 

The DANES tat of the Whole rose in accordance with the rule; and 
Mr. WELLBORN having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ewe of the Union having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8328) 

butter, also imposing a tax upon and the manufact- 

sarge oh importation, and exportation of oleomargarine, had found 

itself withoutaquorum; whereupon the chairman had ordered the roll 

to be called, as required by the rules, and now to the House 
the names of the absentees to be entered on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the report made by the chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole shows the presence of a quorum, the 
Committee of the Whole without farther order will resume its sittin; 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
and resumed the consideration of House bill 8328. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Lipsy perae is upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from Louisiana Jick REST on which no quorum 
voted. The vote will be again tak 

Mr. PRICE. I rise toa LAIF inquiry—whether those who 
voteđ on this question before the committee rose should now vote again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that, in order to avoid 
any misunderstanding, the vote should be taken de novo. The Chair 
appoints as a teller, in the place of the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. 
BLANCHARD, the gentleman from West Virginia, Mr. GIBSON. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 32, 
noes 140. 

So the amendment i rej : 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. move to amend the pending paragraph 
by striking out “six hundred” and inserting ‘three h andred” taen 
to read, ‘‘ manufacturers of oleomargarine shall pay $300.” 

The CHAIRMAN (having put the question). In the opinion of the 
Chair the amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Simply to ascertain the feeling of the 
House, and without any desire for delay, I ask for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 51, noes 105, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move to amend by striking out “‘six hundred’’ 
and i “three hundred and fifty;’’ so as to make the tax to be 
paid by manufacturers of oleo: e $350. 

The amendment was not agreed to, mars being—ayes 26, noes 125. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘six hundred” - 
and inserting ‘“‘four hundred.” 

The amendment was not agreed to, there being—ayes 18, noes 130. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to amend by inserting 
after the word “oleomargarine,”” at the end of line 4, section 3, these 
words: 


Provided, That for the purposes of this act no one who makes out of pure arti- 
cles an imitation of butter, and who properly stamps the same as herein required, 
apetaka makes not more than 10,000 pounds a year, shall be deemed a manu- 
A 

The CHAIRMAN (after putting the Apacs a In the opinion of the 
Chair the amendment is not 

Dee BRECKINRIDGE, of y Yanie (in his seat). I call for a di- 


thers HATCH. I make the point of order that no gentleman has 
risen in his seat in accordance with the rules of the House to ask for a 
division. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (rising). Iwill comply with the 
rules and rise in my place. I call for a division. 

Mr. HATCH. Ali that I ask is that the rules may be complied 


with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair always recognizes any gentleman de- 
manding a division whether he rises from his seat or not. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 32, noes 130. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. No quorum. 

Mr. HATCH and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, were appointed 
as tellers. 

The committee divided; and the RE reported—ayes 20, noes 145. 

So the amendment was’ 

Mr. BRECKIN RIDGE, of pero I have another amendment 
to offer. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Most fruitful man! [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ae section 3, line 2, strike out "six hundred" and insert "fifty." 


Mr. NELSON. I make the point of order that we have already | 


Wait, 


that. 
The CHAIRMAN. We have not passed it. 
Mr. HATCH. I did not hear the amendment. Let the Clerk re- 
port it a; 
ane e AIRMAN. It is to strike out “six hundred” and insert 
y. 


Mr. HATCH. Has not thåt been already voted on? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is the amount fixed fur 
brewers. I wish to equalize this. 
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wae NELSON. We have voted on $100, and can not go below that 


"Tho CHAIRMAN. It has not been passed, and the amendment is 
order. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 118, 

Mr. DUNHAM. No quorum has voted. 

ra BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, and Mr. HATCH were appointed 
as tellers. 

The commies again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 19, 
noes 145. 

So the amendment was not: to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 3 by striking out “six hundred” and inserting “ four hundred 
and seventy-five,” 

Mr. DUNHAM. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 124, 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the word Mg cacmgem nage in line Ne oe Se “and 


that the provisions of this shall a Saas es adulterated 
butter, ancient egaa sanded sugar, glucose candles and 
saapa of lees wolghi poan OE San econ of less 
quantity apiga pee ag to con adulterated wines, brandy, or 
whisky, eae ae cloths of all kinds, radio with soles, or any 
Aars for food, drink, Se wear which is or may be re ted as pure, unadul- 
ted, or genuine, orof KAip okera thee Arn in fact, impure, adulter- 
ated or of nt quantity or quality than it may be to be by the 


[Great laughter. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that the amendment is net 
germane to the paragraph under consideration. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Chair desires, I wish to be heard on the 
point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. I do not desire to take up any time in discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the o eee 
ne germane to the section under considera: [Cries of “Vote!” 

ote!” 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to know what the decision of the Chair is. 

[Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’?] Has the Chair made a decision on the 


point of order? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chairisofthe opinion—— [Cries of ‘‘Reg- 
ular order !’?} 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Chair hear me on the of order? 


Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ “Vote!” “Regular order!” ] Taaito bé hai. 

“Regular order!’’?] This is a revenue bill. 

Mr. HENLEY. Wait a minute. 

Bis, CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already decided the question of 
order. 

Mr, REAGAN. I suppose I have a right to be heard. 
ened te EDIT The Chair will hear the gentleman. [Cries of 

order 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to place on record the reasons why the amend- 
ment has been submitted to the committee. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular or- 

der!’’] I appeal, then, from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Chair requests members to be in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to be heard on the point of order. CanI get 
rye aS Fy. eC to eno, IDAST tsa De beard -aa the oh 
of order? 

Mr. HENLEY. Regular order! 

Mr. REAGAN. Before he made his decision I asked the Chair to be 
heard on the point of order. I think that courtesy should be extended 
tome. [Cries of “Regular order!” ] 

A MEMBER. Read the riot act. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think the ruling of the Chair was arbitrary and 
unjust and a disrespect to me when I was asking to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman if 
he will permit him—— ([Criesof ‘‘Regularorder!’] Will the eom- 
mittee be in order? 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas will suspend for one 
minute. The Chair did not understand that the gentleman desired to 
discuss this question. 

Mr. REAGAN. As soon as the point of order was made by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri I stated that if the Chair desired to hear any- 
thing I asked to be heard on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear that remark; but will 
now hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HENLEY. Does it require unanimous consent? The Chair has 
ruled once already on this subject. How is then? 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, the bill before the House purports 
to be a revenue bill. 

Mr. HENLEY. By what means does the gentleman get the floor to 


discuss the bill? 
tleman is speaking to the point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. REAGAN. T hava floor in my own right now. 


other | against him, or rather sustained the 


Mr. HENLEY. Some ofthe balance of us have rights here too. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will repeat that the gentleman from 
Texas stated, before the Chair decided the point of order, tl that he would 


like to be heard upon the point of order. The Chair did not hear the 
statement of the gentleman, and therefore proceeded to rule against 
the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I was on my feet when the amendment was read 
and asked to be heard. 

Mr. STRUBLE. But it was coupled with the proposition ‘‘if the 
meres rs tir pe hers. drpatasiri cage pee eee ont hne armel 

Mr. CANNON. I rise toa question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will take the word of the gentleman 
from Texas for it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope now that I may be permitted to proceed for 
a few minutes without interruption, and that gentlemen will be able 
to hold themselves in check. 

Mr, HEPBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry I desire to 
know whether the right of the gentleman from Texas to address the 
Chair now d upon his demand to be heard or upon his recog- 
nition by the ir before the announcement of the decision was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘TheChair had recognized thegentleman to move 
an amendment, and he was on his feet for the purpose of submitting 
the amendment. The point of order was immediately made by the 
gentleman from Missouri, and the Chair, without hearing the gentle- 
man from Texas express a desire to discuss the point of order, ruled 
point of order. The gentleman 
from Texas now states that he did desire to be heard. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But the gentleman was not recognized by the 
Chair, and the Chair has already decided the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman was on the floor and states 
he was desirous of being heard. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to make the further point that he said ifthe 
Chair desired to hear anything on the point of order. The Chair ex- 
pressed no such desire, but ruled immediately on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will take the statement of the gentle- 
man that he desired to be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SOWDEN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I wish to ask whether the gentleman from Texas 

can proceed now to argue the question when the point of order has been 
ieoa desided toy ia Cait anc AE AIA SNET O the char, 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. But if the decision was made in ignorance of the 


fact that the aspen nt mar Poop tesa lige mao a ae 
rect what might be an injustice to the gentleman from Texas. It has 
been to allow an explanation of the amendment on which 


aarian 
the point of order is made. Debate upon points of order is always in 
the discretion of the Chair, and the Chair will therefore hear the gentle- 
eas foe Tee 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, the bill before the House is a revenue 
bill or it isa fraud. The pretense is that it is a revenue bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘The point of order is that the gentleman can not dis- 
cuss the merits of the bill when taking the floor upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the 
point of order that the gentleman must confine himself to a discussion 
of the question of order; and the Chair sustains it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Perhaps the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 
like to make my speech for me; if so, I will desist. 

Mr.SCOTT. Idid not hear the remark of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I said if the gentleman from Pennsylvania proposes 
to make my speech for me I will give him the floor. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; I would not like to adopt anything you say. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that I may now proceed 
without interruption. I have never committed such a discourtesy to 
any gentleman upon this floor since I have been here. 

I have stated that this bill is reported as a revenue bill. If itisa 
revenue bill, if its be honest, then the amendment which I 
propose is in the line of legislation proposed by the bill, for it seeks to 
collect the revenue from other things of a similar character. It is to 
collect the revenue from a large number of articles mentioned in the 
amendment. Is it not as legitimate under a revenue bill to collect 
revenue from watered milk or diluted butter as it is from oleomarga- 
rine? I put that question to the Chair. 

The whole amendment goes to the point, if the object is revenue, of 
increasing the revenue to be derived from the bill, for my amendment 
will give much more revenue than the bill of the committee. If the 
object is to protect the people against frauds and impositions, then my 
amendment goes further than the committee's bill in the line of pro- 
Keling the people against such frauds and impositions, and protects 

them against many frauds of the same kind and general character in- 
stead of but one. XE AMO OLSON ia. ee a ee PADUA 
health—for I shall meet the opposition to this amendment on all 


a aT E TE AI LTI a a ee mee 
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pone the use of adulterated foods and drink, the amendment I 
ve offered proposes to protect the people more extensively and gen- 
erally against diluted, adulterated, and injurious foods or drinks than 
does the bill of the committee. If the object is to accommodate the 
wishes of the people—and of course nobody here has any selfish motive 
in this thing—then ay amendment accommodates the wishes and the 


interests of an infinitely greater number of people than the committee’s 
bill. Ifthe object is to secure the advantages of impartial legislation 
and avoid class legislation and unjust discriminations, then my amend- 
ment goes to the point of being impartial and just, for it is applicable 
to all the frauds that belong to that vast class of diluted and adulter- 
ated foods and drinks, as well as to the sale of shoddy goods. 

So that, take it in any view in which the committee has presented it 
to the House or can present it, the amendment is in the same line as 
the committee’s bill, and in my judgment is germane. 

But the first proposition I made is a full answer to the point of order 
made against tle amendment. ‘This is a revenue bill, if it is nota 
fraud. It is a revenue bill, if it is not here by false pretenses. And 
as a revenue bill I propose to give it more power, more virtue, and se- 
cure more revenue by taxing the various sorts of frauds and impositions 
of the class that it is said this bill intends to prevent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Texas is not germane to this part of the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I appeal from the decision of the Chair and ask 
that the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided that the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Texas was not germane to this part of the 
bill. From that decision the gentleman from Texas appeals. The 
question is: Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgnrent of 
the committee? 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 123, noes 28. 

Mr. REAGAN. No quorum. 

The Chair appointed as tellers Mr. HATCH and Mr. REAGAN. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 131, 
noes 32. 

So the decision of the Chair stood as the judgment of the conimittee. 

Mr. REAGAN, I should like to have the yeas and nays on this ques- 


tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman can not have the yeas and nays 
in committee, and the question does not go to the House. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer,an amendment, to strike out, in line 
15, section 3, ‘‘$48” and insert ‘‘$25.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That paragraph is not yet reached. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then I offer an amendment to the pending para- 
graph, which I send to the desk. 

e Clerk read as follows: : 
In lines 5 and 6 of section 3 strike out “$480” and insert “ 8100.” 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment in faith, 
and beg leave to give notice now that as the reading of this bill is pro- 
ceeded with I shall offer an amendment at the proper stage to repeal 
all revenue taxation on fruit brandy, and also to repeal all internal- 
revenue taxation upon tobacco. 

In the first place, it is my desire, in no spirit of faction, however much 
I may be opposed to the bill in ond ajar shape, to make it such a bill 
as it pretends and as it legitimately might be designed to be. And 
let me say, sir, that if this bill, in its present shape, with a tax of 10 
cents upon oleomargarine in any form, is passed, I meaner erie 
men who are seeking to protect the people against adul foods 
are themselves committing the very evil which they seek to aim at, by 
adulterating legislation; and that by their adulterated legislation they 
will not su by so heavy a tax in preventing adulterated food from 
being sold, but will themselves encourage the thing which they design 
to suppress. 

It is conceded, Mr. Chairman, that there are many species of oleo- 
margarine. It is conceded, and it is demonstrated, that there is a com- 
pound called oleo: e concocted of entirely wholesome and pal- 
atable substances. It is conceded also, and therein comes the great 
evil, beyond the evil of a counterfeit, that there are very noxious com- 
pounds likewise styled oleo e. 

Now, sir, it is also a fact that the wholesome article of oleomargarine 
may be manufactured at some 7 or 8 cents a pound. If you tax all 
species of oleomargarine, that which is wholesome and that which is 
poisonous and noxious alike, the result will be that those who continue 
to manufacture this compound will palm off the noxious upon the mar- 
ket, and that the people will suffer the evil of deleterious food more 
after this bill is passed than before. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. DANIEL, bb Rent 

Mr. MILLIKEN. the gentleman state what per cent. of the 
oleomargarine manufactured is pure and what per cent. is noxious? 

Mr. DANIEL, I have never seen any oleo; ine in my life to 
my knowledge. It pronis a field which is yet unexplored by science 
except in a very partial degree. 

s Mr. MILLIKEN. Then how does the gentleman know that any of 
tis pure? 


Mr. DANIEL. - I know it to be pure, just as I know some of it to 
be impure, by the statement made upon this floor by gentlemen who 
pretend to be familiar with the subject and who ought to have béen 
familiar with the subject before they introduced this bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me further ask the gentleman—— 

TA COSTAN The time of the gentleman from Virginia has 
expired. 

Mr. HITT. This is arevenue bill. The amendment of the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] proposes to modify the amount ot 
revenue by reducing the license fee of the manufacturer provided in this 
section, and treats the bill as a revenue bill, which it really is, though 
he may, with others, oppose it on the pretext that it is not for revenue, 
but to destroy what they call an innocent and proper industry in making 
their excellent oleomargarine. The gentleman’s argument, like that of 
many others here, and his amendment contradict the position of our 
opponents on both sides of the House, who have resi the bill as be- 
ing not a revenue bill, but a bill for the destruction of a particular in- 
dustry. This isa bill to draw money into the Treasury. Whether itis 
to be more or less than the committee estimate I can not tell, but money 
will be collected by it, and it therefore comes clearly within our consti- 
tutional power to pass revenue bills. I am willing to accept the judg- 
ment of the committee as to the amountof tax to be laid on this spuri- 
ous butter. That Committee on Agriculture is composed of fifteen able, 
earnest men from both sides of the House, Democrats and Republicans, 
who, after many weeks of careful examination, after having heard the 
representatives of all those interested in the manufacture and sale of 
this new, strange counterfeit, and having heard those who represent the 
myriads of the people who are the consumers and that great army seven 
millions strong of the farming interest, that are so deeply interested as 
producers, have fixed the taxes at these figures. 

“Why can not we accept them rather than the hap-hazard suggestions 
and amendments of gentlemen who oppose the whole bill and whose 
aim is to defeat the measure which the committee have so carefully 
framed in response to the demand of the country ? The whole Jand is 
searching for some legislation that will check the blighting influence of 
this deceitful traffic. Twenty States have tried, but ineffectually, to 
reach it by State laws. There are the names of one hundred and four 
thousand people on petitions now before Congress asking for it. The 
creameries, half-dozen to a county, all through our Western country are 
languishing under the destroying influence of cheap and nasty bogus 
butter. The sheriffis knocking at their doors. The wagons that col- 
lect milk for 5 miles around, affording a home market to farmers, and 
daily paying out money at every door, have stopped. The production 
of wholesome butter is falling off. The great export trade in butter is 
diminishing by tens of millions of dollars, and a vast source of national 
wealth is drying up. The cows on the farms, no longer profitable for 
milk, are being killed for beef. The committee state thatone thousand 
cows a day are now slaughtered in one city alone; and itis increasing. 
The suspicion attached to honest butter by the fear of the vile counter- 
feit makes even it less salable. It seems to be the hour of the complete 
triumph of fraudulent traffic. And there is no hope that it will ever 
be corrected by the mere operation of the laws of trade without the in- 
tervention of the strong arm of law, for there is no means within the 
reach of the ordinary consumer to detect the false from the genuine. 
The dealers will not willing give up the immense advantage they have 
in perfect impunity from detection. No one wants to buy and eat oleo- 
margarine himself, But howis he to be sure that he is buying butter 
and not oleo? He knows there is real butter still made and sold al- 
though there is also butterine by the hundred million pounds. But 
he must supply his table; he can not take with him an apparatus for 
chemical tests; he has not the scientific knowledge for such experiments; 
so he buys hoping it is butter, but utterly unable to know. He takes 
the chances; it is all he can do. 

This is the position to-day of the whole people. It is time that we 
should act, and I rejoice to believe that this revenue bill will prove 
also a bill to secure fair dealing. It will compel open trade under 
true names. The system of inspection follows this oleomargarine from 
the beginning of its manufacture to the moment it is sold to the cus- 
tomer from the store, marking atevery step by its name oleomargarine, 
and punishing any one who sells it as butter. 

We already have similar legislation, if gentlemen are doubtful of our 
constitutional power, to taximitations. There is a law, as the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. GROUT] stated, imposing an internal-reve- 
nue tax of 10 cents a pint on imitation wine—not adulterated wine—but 
imitation, just as this bill taxes imitation butter or bogus butter. 

I confess there is some truth in what has been said by gentlemen as 
to taxation upon the table if it is a general proposition. I am averse 
to all such taxation, and I will suggest to gentlemen who oppose this 
bill in that view and accord with me in this, would it not be better, 
since we tax the table so much now, that we should relieve it on that 
side which is honest, and put the loåd on the thatis fraud? Take 
erie of the tax off sugar and impose it om bogus butter. [Ap- 

lause. 
£ This sugar tax, too, comes out of the consumer; the tax on oleo will 
come out of the maker and seller, for they sell it at the price of butter 
now, and they will not sell it for more when it is marked and taxed, 
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We collect forty millions or more that comes from the sugar on the 
table. I believe we will collect a very considerable sum from oleomar- 
garine if this bill becomes a law, though then the article must be sold 
under its own name. I will not assume that all these gentlemen who 
have talked here so earnestly on behalf of wholesomeness and health- 
fulness of olemargarine have told us what is wholly untrue. I suppose 
there is some truth in what they have said, and it may be that, as one 
gentleman has said, this bogus butter has ‘‘come to stay.’’. If it is so 
innocent and excellent there is no injustice to any one in compelling it 
to soon’ its true name. Then-let people buy the enticing com- 
pound, 

Whether good or bad, brand it, and let it pay a tax, just as you now 
impose an internal-revenue tax upon bogus wine; not, I repeat, as 
adulterated wine, but as imitation, false, bogus wine, just as this is to 
be taxed as bogus butter. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I should be glad to yield if I had the 
time, but only a few moments are left to me and I beg that he will ex- 
cuse me if I decline to yield the floor. The gentleman from Indiana 
ine enc has indulged in interrogation here for two days. 

Laughter. - 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I simply wanted to know whether oleo- 
margarine, if sold as such, would be imitation anything? 

Mr. HITT. No oleomargarine is ever sold as such, and in the sim- 
ple state of pure oleomargarine, without doctoring, for the reason that 
pure oleomargarine is repulsive as tallow and can be distinguished from 
butter by a child, by anybody. Even if offered for sale under the 
name, it will be treated so as to color and flavor that it may look like 
sweet butter and tempt by its appearance and cheapness. It never 
was and it never will be offered for sale in its purestate. It is colored. 
I do not say that the coloring is necessarily of unhealthfal elements or 
a noxious addition to it, but it is always added. Anybody and every- 
body can distinguish pure oleomargarine, wholly free from all doctor- 
ing or change in appearance, from butter, and itis by disguising the 
article with flavor and with color that people are deceived; just as the 
fineness of the engraving on a counterfeit note makes it such that the 
ordinary purchaser or the ordinary dealer may be cheated by it. This 
is a bill that I trust will secure honest dealing, secure fairness and 
openness between men, stop wholesale roguery. If this oleomargarine 
is sold under its own name and is not disguised as butter it will find 
its proper level in the market. 

[Here the hammer foll. ] 

, Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. : 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 135, noes 10. 

So the motion was agreed to. : ' 

The committee accordingly rose; and, Mr. WELLBORN having taken 
the chair as § er pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to 
order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, 
also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, impor- 
tation, and exportation of oleomargarine, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the farther consideration of bills rais- 
ing revenue, Pending that, I move that all debate upon the pending 
pa h and amendments thereto be limited to ten minutes, and upon 
that I demand the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 125, noes 8. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, No quorum, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair appoints the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] to act 
as tellers. ` 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 141, noes 24. 

So the motion was agreed to and the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question now is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] to limit debate upon the 
pending paragraph and the amendments thereto to ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8328) defining 
butter, &c., and the Speaker announced that the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD and Mr. DUNHAM both rose. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I demand the other side of the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair will put the question again. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 137, noes 23. 

Mr, BLANCHARD. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from 
ca Mr. BLANCHARD, and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
TCH. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 145, noes 20. 
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Mr. DUNHAM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 28 voting therefor. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of House bill No. 8328. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 5 and 6 of section 3, strike out “four hundred and eighty” and insert 
“one hundred,” 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate on this paragraph and amendments 
thereto has been limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the introduction of this bill and 
the probable action of a majority of the House upon it constitute one 
of the best illustrations I ever saw of the old adage that extremes meet, 
both in the physical and the moral world. Here we have extreme 
protectionists and ultra free-traders uniting in support of an unprece- 
dented measure. This bill is simply protection gone mad. Not tired 
of protecting our industries and people against foreign competition, the 
public ju ent, the judgment of Congress, has been perverted and 
debauched by the protection which has so long been given to the whisky 
and tobacco manufacturing monopolies, and now it is sought to protect 
another industry by discrimination, by: concentration, by monopoly, 
by consolidation of the manufacture and sale of both butter and oleo- 
margarine in the hands of a few rich men, without regard to the inter- 
ests of the poor and small producers and consumers. 

This billis proposed for one of three purposes: either to protect the 

ublic health, or to protect cream butter against oleomargarine, or it 
k arevenue bill. Iam sorry that in the brief time I shall be permitted 
to talk I can not enter upon the proper consideration of this ques- 
tion.. Not dreaming that a majority of this House, especially the Dem- 
ocratie side of it, would ever favor this monstrous legislation, I did 
not until the last two or three days put myself to the trouble of either 
reading upon this subject or conversing with those who have spe- 
cially studied it or reflecting carefully upon it; but, sir, if I had time 
I have faith in my brother Representatives here to believe that I could 
present some aspects of this question which would at least make them 
pause until the next session of Congress so as to allowus to gather the 
facts and the philosophy applicable to this proposition. 

I have hardly time even to allude to the idea of this beinga revenue 
bill. The public health needs no protection against oleomargarine, 
which is adiscovery ofscience for which the world ought to be gratefuland 

roud. Epe ra, Ah! you laugh, but you laugh from ignorance. 

Renewed laughter. ] Half of you do not know even how to pronounce 
theword. [Laughter.] Why, when we were boys we were taught 
that “g” before ‘“'e,” ‘‘i,”? and ‘‘y’’ has the soft sound like ‘‘j,”’ but 
before ‘‘a,’”? ‘‘o,’’ and ‘‘u’? has the hard sound. Margarine is spelt 
m-a-r-g-a, like Margaret; yet half of you pronounce it ‘‘oleomarja- 
reen,” as with adouble “ʻe” for ‘‘a.’? [Laughter.] You know about 
as much in regard to the materials and the method and processes of its 
manufacture and the science of chemistry involved in it as you know 
about the pronunciation. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman think that anybody knows 
what ingredients enter into the composition of the article? 

Mr, TILLMAN. Ido not want to be interrupted, unless you give 
me time. If you will give me one hour, you may all cross-question 
me, and I will answer your questions and confute you. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We would be glad to see the gentleman direct 
his attention to the chairman [ Mr. HATCH] and the majority of the 
committee who reported this bill. : 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ay! The ‘“‘true-blue’’ Democrats, as they call 
themselves, like the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MORGAN] and 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. But this is too great a 

uestion for me in the brief time allotted to indulge in personalities. 
Laughter. ] 

Mr. i , twelve or fifteen years ago a chemist in France dis- 
covered the process of making oleomargarine, A German chemistfabout 
the same time discovered how to make glucose sugar and glucose sirup. 
That German chemist by discogering the process of boiling Indian corn 
in sulphuric acid has reduced the price of sugar and sirup until the 
poorest man and woman in the world can get as much as they want, 
and will be able to do so to the end of time. So with oleomargarine. 
It is a healthful food, made out of tallow, hog’s lard, cotton-seed oil, 
and ut oil, churned in unskimmed milk. It is first frozen before 
fire is applied to it. Then, according to the sworn statement of Mr. 
Armour, the manufacturer of it in the world, it is subjected to 
a heat of 150 degrees Fahrenheit, and after it has been pressed it is 
subjected to a second freezing operation. If there were any animal- - 
cule or ites in it two freezes and 150 degrees of heat would destroy 
them. Laughter.] This treatment and churning it in sweet milk 
produces a chemical change in the mixed materials—in fact, a new 
substance—resembling and tasting like butter, making a cheap, nour- 
ishing, and palatable food for the poor. I wish I could go into the 
details of how it is done, but I can not. Iam sorry on account of the 
members here, and on account of the country, that I can not do if, 
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The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Ishall get another chance at this question, I hope. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I heartily sympathize with 
the p of this bill. There is a question of method involved, and 
to that I desire to address myself for the five minutes allotted to me. 
There are three classes of persons directly interested in this contro- 
versy. First, there are the manufacturers. They are not numerous, 
_ but their just rights ought to be sacred. Secondly, there are those 
who deal in the articles mentioned in this bill. How many are deal- 
ing ert tt a as wholesale and me a I doubt vaar 
y themselves know, owing Wna npo ility of determining when 
they are dealing. in that substance and when they are dealing only in 
butter. The third class of persons interested in this manufacture con- 
sists of the vast army of consumers. My colleague, General Brown, 
and myself represent a number of manufacturers and a great many 
dealers, besides nearly a million of consumers. We desire pe gai ged 
to represent each class—to do as nearly as may be justice to all and in- 
justice to none. 

This, in my judgment, and in the judgment of this House, is arevenue 
bill, and therefore this House has, under the Constitution, jurisdiction 
of the subject-matter with which it deals. I take it, it doesnot make 
against its constitutionality that while with one hand it to the na- 
tional Treasury an increase of revenue, it brings in the other hand a 
larger and more conspicuous blessing by pro the consumers of 
this land against what is alleged to be a spurious and deleterious article 
of food, and which is being offered in every market in the land for 
what it palpably is not— 

` The incidental purpose of this bill, the incidental blessing that it 

brings with the revenue it creates, is that it will effectually disentan- 
gle and separate two industries which have become blended ther 
and intermixed through the fraud and deceit practiced by one of those 
industries upon the other. The result of such separation will be that 
each industry must stand or fall, flourish or languish according to its 
intrinsic merits. 

This bill would be utterly indefensible if its object was to strangle 
one legitimate industry merely to build up or maintain another and a 
rival industry. If oleomargarine was not posing in every grocery and 
on every breakfast table as ‘‘ prime dairy butter,” but was, as it ought 
to be, made and sold to the consumer for what it really is, oleomarga- 
rine, and the distinct proposition was submitted to this House to tax 
that industry out of pie pes di it was a competitor of the dairy- 
man, it would not receive 25 votes. : 

A MEMBER. Not one, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWO Notone, says my friend. And probably he 
is right. 3 { 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the palpable purpose of this bill, incidental to 
the revenue, is not to destroy the oleomargarine industry as an honest 
competitor of the butter industry, but to prevent the former from de- 
stroying the latter industry by a competition which is not only dishonest 
and a fraud upon its competitor, but is an outrage upon the consumers 
who purchase in the open market. 

When gentlemen say the bill is unconstitutional by reason of this most 
desirable result, incidental to the raising of the revenue, I answer that 
if in addition to the revenue this greater and even more desirable ben- 
efit to the country results I am gratified that it is so, since itso seldom 
occurs that taxation carries with it such manifest blessings. 

If what a large number of the friends of this bill assert is true with 
reference to the character and quality of this competitor of butter, the 
tax proposed by the terms of the bill is inexcusably high. Myhonored 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] has said that oleomargarine is a noxious 
compound, unclean and unhealthy. -I do not know that it is noxious 
and unclean, but he says this noxious compound would be rejected by 
every man, by every consumer, if he knew it was oleomargarine and 
not butter. Judging from my own experience and observation, what 
the gentleman says in to consumers is largely true, that most 
persons who purchase oleomargarine for consumption at home buy it in 
the firm belief that they are purchasing butter. The plain and obvious 
corollary to this is, that the dairyman, the butter industry, needs no 
other or further protection than is afforded by compelling the manu- 
facturers and dealers in oleomargarine to make it and sell it to con- 
sumers only for what it really is. Butter will then have a clear field. 
Butter will from choice remain inits own domain, while oleo: ine 
will be kept on its reservation by the provisions of this bill. [Ap- 
plause.] Then, since for no purpose that ought to find favor with 
this House is the enormous tax required, why is it proposed, 
the requirements of the revenue being met by a small tax? The 
fraud being rendered impossible by a small tax, the high rates named 

- in this bill can not be defended. What is the end sought and which 
finds such general favor in this House? Simply that this compound 
shall not steal the livery of butter and in that well-known garb defraud 
the dairyman and deceiveand impose upon the unsuspecting purchasers 
who are consumers. We simply insist it shall strip off its borrowed 
garment and stand before the world for what it is, oleomargarine. 

You tax the manufacturer of whisky only a hundred or a hundred 
and fifty dollars, and retail dealers of whisky only $25. 

Then why make this tax four or five hundred per cent. higher? Now, 


sir, if, as some of my constituents who are good and worthy men allege, 
oleon ine is clean, is nourishing and healthful food, wholesome and 
cheap, we have no right to impose needless burdens upon its produc- 
tion. Those who want it have a right to purchase it, and it is fortunate 
if it can be uced so cheap as to be within the reach of all. This 
burden is p. upon it, in other words the revenue is laid upon 
it, because it has placed itself under the ban. For some reason it is 
ashamed to appear under its own name. This bill, modified as'pro- 
posed, and as will be tears off the mask, and it becomes im- 
possible for oleomargarine to be made or sold as butter or to enter the 
lists again as a fraudulent competitor of the products of the dairy. To 
go further and impose a tax to destroy the industry merely because 
oleo ‘ine can be used in place of butter is utterly indefensible, and 
ought not to find a moment’s favor in this House. Tax oleomargarine, 
not because it is a competitor of butter, but because it is a fraudulent 
and pretentious counterfeit of butter, and because we can while raising 
revenue punish and in fact prohibit such counterfeiting. But if the 
counterfeit unmasked proves to be the equal in point of merit of the 
butter, why let it circulate and be of ‘‘sufficient volume to meet the ` 
wants of trade??? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What is the tax on whisky per gallon? 

* Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ninety cents; but the cases are not parallel, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa.. I hope by unanimous consent a few 
minutes longer will be allowed to the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair can not entertain a motion for unan- 
imous consent. By order of the House all general debate had been 
limited to ten minutes. 

j The question recurred on Mr. DANIEL’ S amendment, and it was re- 


jected. 


Mr. DANIEL. I move to strike out the last word of the pending 


paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order on this paragraph. 

Mr. DANIEL. The vote has not been taken on the second amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is not in order, as the committee has not 
reached that part of the bill. 

Mr..DANIEL. I move to strike out ‘'$480’’ and insert * $200.” 

The amendment was di to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I rise to speak to the paragraph when I can be al- 
lowed to do so. - i 

Thé CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order on this paragraph. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is it in order to move an amendment to the next 

ragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not now. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I move an amendment to section 3, line 7, 
to strike out the words ‘‘in original manufacturers’ packages” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘in larger quantities than 10 pounds at 
any one time.” I wish I could have two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. F 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: S 


And no California or foreign oranges shall be offered for sale in any market 
or store in this country until the dealer in said oranges shall have id the 
license tax prescribed in section, and each box or package of California or 
foreign oranges shall have tax-paid stamps affixed thereto at the rate of 1 cent 
for orange contained therein. 

(Laughter. ] : 
Mr. HATCH. . I makathe point of order—— 
Mr. FINDLAY. I offer this as a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not germane to the amend- 

ment of the gentleman from Illinois, which is the pending amendment. 


Mr. FINDLAY. I submit this as a substitute and ask to have it 
read. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY. I would like to hear the ruling of the Chair 


again. 
The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair is of opinion that the amendment is 
not in order as an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from 


Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 
Mr. DOUG . I would like to be heard upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Then I withdraw the amendment to offer it at 
another time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis withdrawn. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FINDLAY. Inowaskthatthesubstitute which Isend up be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 


Manufacturers of giass shall pay $1,000, and every person who manufact- 
ures or procures to be man at ng eggs shall be deemed a manufacturer 
of glass eggs. [Laughter.] Wholesale rs in glass eggs shall pay $1,500 a 
week, Every person who sells—— 

The CHAIRMAN (interrupting the reading). 
notin order. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FINDLAY. Let the amendment be read; how does the Chair 
know? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests members to remember that 
we are now in the transaction of the legislative business of the country; 
and the Chair will entertain all motions relating to the legitimate busi- 
ness pending before the House. The Chair recognized the gentleman 


This amendment is 
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from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], who has submitted a proper amendment, 
which will be zoan read. 

Mr. FINDLA But I certainly have the right to have my amend- 
ment read; because there may be a point of order raised against it, and 
we cannot discuss the point of order understandingly upon the amend- 
ment until we know what it contains. [La 


ter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has heard pre to decide that it 
is not an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ApAms], which opinion the Chair would submit to the genile- 
man from Maryland for his own j ent and approval. 

Mr. FINDLAY. But I submit to the Chair that this isa substitute 


which I for the amendment. 
ala N. The Chair holds that the amendment is not in 
er 


Mr. FINDLAY. Upon that I wish to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debateis not in order; and the Clerk will a 
spori the pending amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illi- 
n 


Mr. HAMMOND. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. AftertheClerk has reported the pending amend- 
ment the Chair will hear the gentleman’s parliamentary inquiry. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in the seventh line the words “in the original manufacturers’ pack- 
ages” and insert in lieu thereof the words: 

In larger quantities than 10 pounds at any one time.” 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Read the paragraph as it will stand if 
amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Si plain ho sells {fers for sale ol i i 
mW) or offers “gis e oleom: n 
than 10 holesale 


r quantities 
unds at any one time shall be deemed a w. 


in oleo- 


‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia rises to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry and will now submit it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to ask whether the Chair could of its 
ewn motion rule an amendment out as not being in order, or whether 
the Chair should wait for the point of order to be made against such 
amendment before the ruling can be made? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will always endeavor to protect the 
integrity of the business of the House. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HAMMOND. Irise to another parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Under what rule of procedure is the Chair made 
the hep of the integrity of the business of the House? 

HHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is required to see that the rules of the 
House in the committee are enforced. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The question I put is, What is the authority for 
the ruling of the Chair? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The general-welfare clause of the Con- 
stitution. [ Laughter. J 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The general principles of parliamentary law 
would justify the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will refer the gentleman to the rule. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I would be glad to have it read, or any rule that 
—— the Chair to judge of the integrity of the proceedings of the 


Mr FINDLAY. I make the point that we can not discuss any ques- 
tion of order until the amendment is 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. ‘The House has aright to vote upon 
the decision of the Chair; and how can that be done until we know 
what the Chair decides upon? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Georgia to the second clause of the first rule of the House, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read, as follows: 

He shall preserve order— 

Mr. VAN EATON. I rise to a question of order. You can not hear 
anything that is being read; and I would like to be informed as to what 
is going on. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee will be in order, and the Clerk 
will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. He shall preserve order and decorum, and in case of disturbance or disor- 
derly conduct in the galleries, or in the lobby, may cause the same to be cleared. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Chairman, we are not in the gallery. 
ee Weare on the floor of the House; nor are we in the lobby. 

Renewed laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. 
floor of the House also. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia rises to another 
parliamentary inquiry and will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Is that the only rule the Chair can find for his 
recent decision? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state in response to the gentle- 
man from Georgia that he has indulged gentlemen in their levity in re- 


i 


The Chair will endeavor to preserve order on the 


gard to this bill and in the discussion; but now desires to enforce the 
rules of the House, which require that each amendment offered shall 
be ponant to the subject-matter under consideration and that the com- 
mittee shall proceed in order with the transaction of the public busi- 
ness. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. VAN EATON. ‘Then I move that the galleries be cleared, that 
we may proceed in order, and that the lobby also be cleared. [Laugh- 
ter. 


] 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I desire to know if the members 
of the House have not a right to pass upon an appeal from a decision 
of the Chair? 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘ Of course.” 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Then I want to know further how 
any member of this House can pass upon the judgment of the Chair 
when the Chair refuses to allow the question he decides upon to be 
submitted to the committee? 

Mr. HENLEY. I demand the sa, Boe order. - 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I therefore demand the reading of 
that amendment which was excluded by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is willing to entertain all appeals 
that are made from his decisions. ` 

Mr. RANDALL, No appeal is made from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]; 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to line 14, section 3, the following: 

“All manufacturers of incubators shall pay a tax or license of $10,000; and on 
every chicken hatched by artificial means there shall be imposed a tax of $2 for 
pore and sL for pullets, in order that nat the great American hen may be prop- 
erly 


Mr. onp. I make the pòint of order upon that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 


is sty ee to offer an amendment, 

Mr. STRUBLE. Was the point of order made on the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not entertain that amendment. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I desire to debate the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] to move an amendment. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Iappeal from the decision of the Chair. Iam 
in favor of protecting the great American hen and want to debate the 
syrup fg Era: Laughter. ] 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be recognized for debate 
wae debate i is in order. Debate is not now in order. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Did not the Chair rule the amendment out? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair presumed that it was not before the 
committee, but that the gentleman from New York had it read asa 
part of his remarks. The Clerk will report the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the paragraph the following 

bones ea Tha i the tax im e Loy or the limitations we maneare or sale 
contem; n m) u 
uct or taanuacchaten obtained from cottonseed i articles the principal i Apo 
ent of which is the product of cotton-seed,” 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 125, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 136, noes 25. 

me BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, and Mr. TILLMAN called for 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 35 members voting therefor; and Mr. HATCH, 
and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, were appointed. 

ee committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 147, 
noes 25. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. WELLBORN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax 
upon and regulating the manufacture, sale; importation, and exporta- 
tion of oleo e, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House take a recess until half past 7 
o’clock, and on that I ask for the yeas and nays and demand the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MILLS, And pending that motion, I move that when the House 
does adjourn it be to meet on Saturday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is first on the motion of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 
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The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore stated that the 
“noes” seemed to have it, - 

Mr. MILLS. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 127. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 44 members voting therefor; and Mr. MILLS 
and Mr. HATCH were appointed. 

Before the count was completed the hour of 5 o’clock arrived, and 
the Speaker pro tempore declared the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of Maj. John P. Cleary, formerly of the 
Thirteenth New York Volunteers, and of several hundred veterans of 
Rochester, N. Y., in favor of the arrears-of- ions bill and the bill 
to award the bounties due to veterans but withheld because of promo- 
tion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of citizens of Grant Parish, Louisi- 
ana, asking material aid to education—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of steamboatmen of the Mississippi River protesting 
against the erection of a low bridge over the Mississippi River at Cairo— 
to the Committee on Commerce. ` 

By Mr. BOYLE: Resolutions of the Pittsburgh Grain and Flour 
Exchange, and of the Philadelphia uce Exchange, against the 
oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of William T. Campbell Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, No. 375, Department of Pennsylvania, of Springfield, Fay- 
ette County, Pennsylvania, in favor of granting pensions to all soldiers 
of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Womans’ Indian Association of Allegheny, Pa., 
for the passage of Senate bill 54, providing for the allotment of lands in 
severalty to the Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of business firms of Philadelphia, Bal- 
timore, New York, Boston, New Bedford, Hingham, Mass., Xenia, Ohio, 
San Francisco, Easton, Pa., Cincinnati, and others, manufacturers of 
cordage, protesting against House bill 7219, and ing certain rem- 
edies—to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests. 

Also, petition of Charles Schiff and others, for an appropriation to 
carry out the plans for the organization of the section of steam trans- 
portation in the United States National Museum—to the Committee on 
Approprianona. 

By Mr. BURNES: Petition of citizens of Andrew County, Missouri, 
asking for the passege of the oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of George W. Hutchison, E. C. Car- 
roll, C. C. Florence, and others, against bill authorizing a draw-bridge 
across the Mississippi River near Saint Louis—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK. Memorial of Local Assembly, Knights of La- 
bor, No. 3719, of Holland, Mich., requesting the enactment of such laws 
as will make it a misdemeanor to employ persons under twenty-one 
years of age more than eight hours per day in any manufacturing, min- 
ing, or mercantile business—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Resolutions of the N. H. Ferry Post, No. 3, 
Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of pen- 
sion legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of citizens of Lindley, Steuben 
County, New York, for tax on spurious or adulterated butter—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. . 

By Mr. FLEEGER: Resolutions of Peiffer Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Meadville, Pa., asking the adoption of pension bill passed 
by the Senate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of members of James Wesley Birch Post, No. 493, De- 

tment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Evans- 
Barak: Crawford County, Pennsylvania, favoring additional pension 
legislation in behalf of disabled soldiers and their dependent rela- 
tives—to the same committee, 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Additional evidence in case of heirs of Chris- 
topher Cott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony in support of House bill granting in- 
crease of pension to James P. Doggett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of C. W. Teney, for justice to W. C. 
Phelan—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Petition of J. M. Humphrey and 150 
others, citizens of Churubusco, N. Y., for imposition of a revenue tax 
on all forms of adulterated butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of citizens of Seaton, Ill., for taxing oleo- 

ine—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of R. B. Forbes and 8 others, for light-ship 
on Stellwagen Bank, off Cape Cod—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of F. C. Sanford and 59 others, of Nantucket, Mass., 
for the same—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of John H. Garrett, of Montgomery 
County, Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of manufacturers of cordage, against 
House bill 7219, for the importation of rope and rigging free of duty 
for all vessels builtin this country—to the Select Committee on Amer- 
ican Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Memorial of the Maine Annual Conference of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, asking for stringent laws to carry out 
the Chinese treaty, and to protect the lives of the Chinese rightfully in 
rend country in their liberty and estates—to the Committee on Foreign 

irs. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of the Produce Exchange, protesting against 
taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. x 

Also, protest of William Wall & Sons and others, against section 2 of 
House bill 7219—to the Committee on. Ways and Means. - 

By Mr. SESSIONS: Petition of citizens of Ellicottsyille, N. Y., 
against oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Memorial of Luke Tully and 48 others, citizens 
of Rhode Island, for amendment of the Constitution—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of citizens of Milford, Pike County, Penn- 
sylvania, favoring a tax on adulterated butter—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Grain and Flour Exchange of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., against taxing oleomargarine, butterine, &e.—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition of cordage manufacturing companies of the United 
States, against section 2 of House hill 7219—to the Select Committee 
on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Duff J. Reed, for removal of disabil- 
ities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of Valentine Bahmer and 60 citizens of 
Bakersville, Ohio, praying for the passage of an act to pay soldiers the 
difference between gold and greenback currency—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The following petition, urging the adoption of the bill placing the 
man’ and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 
fraud and imposition, was presented, and referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture: : 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of citizens of Aldenville and Waymart, Wayne 
County, Pennsylvania. 

The followi g pepo praying Congress for the enactment of a law 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of citizens of Bellevue, Pa. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of citizens of Ohio County, West Virginia, 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, May 28, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GIBSON. I present a memorial in the form of a concurrent res- 
olution of the General Assembly of the State of Louisiana, relative to 
the establishment of a navy-yard on the Mississippi River near the city 
of New Orleans, just below Algiers. : 

I wish to say that about eight years ago I introduced a bill while a 
member of the House of Representatives for the establishment of such 
anavy-yard, and I have continued at every session of Congresssince to 
offer such a bill, for the reason that about the year 1856 the Govern- 
ment of the United States purchased land within the limits of thecity 
of New Orleans near Algiers for the establishment of a navy-yard. It 
is highly important thatsome such establishment should be made there, 
because when most of the navy-yards in this country were established 
iron rifled cannon, long-range guns, had not been invented, and now a 
hostile fleet would be able to anchor near several of our navy-yards and 
destroy them, Ironandsteel hulls werenot then invented, which rapidly 
deteriorate in salt water, while in fresh water they can be preserved 
with but little expense and no hazard. 

New Orleans is the gateway of the valley of the Mississippi River, 
at which stores of all kinds, wood and coal and iron, all materials for 
the construction of vessels, could be furnished from the West, together 
with skilled labor and perfect security from any sort of disturbance 
from any foreign foe. That place is not only the best for supplies of 
every kind in material and men, but in a strategic point of view nec- 
essary not only to the defense of the Mississippi Valley—the heart of 
the country—but also to command the Gulf of Mexico, 


1886. 
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Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of John P. Kinard, a citizen of 
Newberry, 8. C., praying Congress to reimburse him for losses sustained 
and damages inflicted by United States soldiers since the war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask leave to present a telegram which I have re- 
ceived from the Merchants’ Exchange of the city of Charleston, and, as 
it expresses so well my views upon the subject of which it treats, I 
shall read it. The telegram is as follows: 

CHARLESTON, S. O., May 27, 1886. 

The gre eee ety (apace by. Re Nro gag ee to paddy paan the 

rtant su posed Con; wi u 
SERAN peaga, have pry fe are P they ward able canine: this 
question in all its bearings and recommend following action by the exchange : 

Whereas efforts are now being made to secure enactment by Congress under 
bills pending providing for imposing a special tax of 10 cents per pound upon 
the manufacture of oleomargarine and butterine, with additional restrictions in 
the form of heavy license assessments against dealers in these articles and the 
peang onua production and sale under charge of the Internal Revenue De- 

; an 
a Whereas it has been well and clearly shown that these products are p 
ones for food purposes, and their manufacture has proven to bea public 
convenience, as well as furnishing an important acquisition to the volume of com- 


mercial operations, thus promotive of the business interests of a number 
of m ts throughout the country, as well as conferring incalculable benefits 
upon consumers: ‘ore, 

Be it resolved by the Merchants’ Exchange of 


against d publi licy to th Marien S host A ta 

sound public cy to carry out the p: on. 

operate against the oleomargarine and butterine industries; and that as these 

articles are manifestly proper ones to be manufactured and sold for food pur- 
y special tax would be an unjustifiable discrimination against legitimate 


an 
mestic industry and should anh bo. im 3 
Resolved, That all imitation butter ucts should be sold on their merits, and 


that measures providing against their being offered for sale as ordinary butter 
should be enacted and enforced by State oe teal authority. 


Respectfully submitted. 
GEORGE W. BELL, Secretary. 


I move the reference of the telegram to the Committee on Agricult- 
Ape Forestry, where the question to which it relates is being con- 
si : 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by the Elgin (Ill.) 
Board of Trade, representing the creamery and ing interests of 
Illinois and Wisconsin, in favor of the passage of the bill to regulate 
the manufacture and sale of imitations of butter; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Hiram H. Kingsbury, late a pri- 
vate in Company D, Eighth Illinois Infantry Volunteers, praying that 
his name be placed on the pension-roll; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the petition of William L. 
Amoss and other citizens of Fallston, Md., praying for the passage of 
the bill placing the manufacture and sale of all imitations of butter 
under the control of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and taxing 
them 10 cents per pound; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of Knights of Labor of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the passage of the bill to provide for leaves of ab- 
sence to naval employés, and other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of farmers, mechanics, and dealers of 
Greenville and Mason, in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the 
passage of the bill concerning oleomargarine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of colored citizens of North Caro- 
lina, praying for aid to emigrate to Liberia; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DAWES presented a resolution adopted by the New England 
Shoe and Leather Association, favoring the issue of small bills; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Herman L. Allen and other farm- 
ers of Windsor, Mass., praying for legislation to protect the dairy in- 
terest against imitations of-butter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re- 
ferred a petition of citizens of Whatcom County, Washington Territory, 
praying for the annulment of an act of the Legislative Assembly of that 

erritory providing for the permanent location and construction of a 
territorial penitentiary at Walla Walla, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 600) for the relief of the assignees of Addison C. Fletcher, moved 
its indefinite postponement, which was agreed to; and he submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill (S. 2560) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk, 
and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted a re- 
port to accompany the bill (S. 584) to incorporate the Atlantic and Pa- 


cific Ship Railway Company, and for other purposes, heretofore reported 
by that committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
watreferred the bill (S. 1580) for the relief of Maj. James Belger, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S, 2545) to provide for the confinement of 
inebriates in the Government Hospital for the Insane, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2122) for the relief of John P. Walworth, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
` Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the petition of Jacob Fritz, of Oregon, claiming certain 
lands now included in the Fort Dalles military reservation, Oregon, 
reported adversely thereon; and the committee were discharged from 
the farther consideration of the petition. 


COURT-HOUSE IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLATT. The Committee on Territories, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6965) to authorize Columbia County, in Washington 
Territory, to issue bonds for the construction of a court-house, instruct 
me to report it favorably, and I submit a written report. 

There are reasons why this bill should be passed at once, and I ask 
for its immediate consideration. I ask for the reading of the bill and 
the report, which are brief, for information. I think there will be no 
objection to the bill after they are read. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill reported by him. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to authorize the county of 
Columbia, in W: m Territory, to issue its bonds, payable in not 
less than five nor more than fifteen years, at 8 per cent. per annum, to 
the amount of $40,000, for the purpose of building a county court-house, 
in accordance with the vote of the people of the county at the general 
election held in November, 1884. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted this day by Mr. 
PLATT: 


The Committee on Territories, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 6965, being 
an act to authorize Columbia County, in Washington Territory, to issue bonds 
for the construction of a court-house, having considered the same make the fol- 


lowin; sere 

Section 924 of the Revised Statutes has the following provison, namely: 

“In addition to the restrictions upon the legislative power of the Territories 
contained in the preceding chapter, section 1851, the islative Assembly of 
Washington shall have no power to incorporate a bank or any institution with 
sagen powers, or to borrow money in the name of the Territory, or to pledge 
the faith of the people of the same for any loan whatever, directly or indi ly. 
Nor shall the Legislative Assembly authorize the issue of any obligation, scrip, 
or evidence of debt, by the Territory, in any mode or manner whatever, except 
certificates for service to the Territory.” 

Such being the law the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory holds 
that it has no right or powerto authorize acounty, nor the Territory, to borrow 
money and issue bonds for any purpose whatever. And your committee, with- 
out ing upon the question of whether the Territorial ture is pre- 
cluded by the statute from authorizing a county to borrow money and issue its 
obligation for necessary county expenditures, is clearly of the opinion that it 
would be unwise for it to attempt to confer any such authority upon a county. 

Columbia County was duly o: ized in the year 1875 and now is, and for some 
years has been, paying rent for its court-house and public offices in a sum equal 
to 8 per cent. per annum on $40,000, At the general election in the year 18% a 
vote was taken in said county upon the proposition to build a court-house ata 
cost not to exceed $40,000, the result of which was as follows: 

For the building of such court-house, 986 votes, 

Against building of such court-house, 583 votes, 

Said county desires to issue bonds and build a court-house rather than to bur- 
den the people with an in tax sufficient to raise the sum required. 

The total assessed value of the property of the county in the year 1885 was 
$2,569,380; made up of real estate, $1,514,900; personal property, $1,054,480. 

The county memorialized the Territorial re for authority to issue 
such bonds, and the Legislature, declining to act thereon, has memorialized 
Congress to pass the legislation necessary to carry the wish of the county into’ 


effect. 
The a and assessable pro y of the district is rapidly increasing. 
The torial Delegate strongly indorses the passage of the act, and your 


committee recommend the same. 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISSUE OF A DUPLICATE CHECK. 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2395) to authorize J. G. C. Lee, a 
major and quartermaster in the United States Army, to issue a dupli- 
cate check, and the assistant treasurer of the United States at New 
York to pay the same, to report it favorably without amendment. 

The bill is very brief, and we have the assurance of the Secretary of 
the Treasury that it is all right. The reason for the passage of the bill 
is that under the existing law only a check of $2,500 can be duplicated 
upon its loss. This happens to beover $2,500, being $2,679.53. Iask 
for the present consideration of the bill. 
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By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Gok without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third ti and passed. d 
INSURANCE COMPANIES IN DAKOTA, 


Mr. HARRISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Territories to 
report favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5888) to legali 
and validate the general laws of the Territory of Dakota for the incor- 
poration of insurance companies, and for other purposes, and to author- 
ize and empower the Legislative Assembly of said Territory to pass such 
general laws. 

I ask leave to state that the situation of that Territory is ono very 
urgently requiring such legislation. The Legislative Assembly some 
years ago, assuming that they had power to charter insurance companies, 

a general law, and several insurance companies having a large 
capital were formed—one of them having as much as three millions of 
insurance—and have been in operation in that Territory. It is now 
believed that the 1 tion is inoperative for want of authority from 
Congress. This isa bill simply to legalize the acts organizing those com- 
panies. As amended it consists of a single section, and unless there is 
objection I ask that the sas be put on its pee. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as ittee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Territories was to 
strike out section 2, as follows: 

Sec.2. That the Legislative Assemblies of the several Territories shall haye 
power to provide by general laws for the incorporation of companies for insur- 
posed ha loss by fire, lightning, hail,and tornadoes, and also of life-insurance 

Mr. HARRISON. I will state that this provision, giving the other 
Territories authority, is incorporated in another bill, and therefore we 
have stricken it out here, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read now as amended. 
short bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &e., crritory of Dako laws heretofore enacted by the Legislative 


Itisa 


and auth enact insurance companies i ted 
under tE pra pher in heane venel konii are hereby declared to have been 
legally incorporated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 

a third time. 

The bill-was read the third time, e, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “ʻA bill to legalize and validate 
the general laws of the Territory of Dakota for the incorporation of in- 
amns companies, and for other Pee yoo 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire in that anapa to move for a commit- 
tee of conference on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate insist on its amendment and ask for a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HARRISON, 
Mr. PLATT, and Mr. GRAY were appointed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2561) for the relief of 
Catharine 


Mrs. um; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2562) gran a pension to 
Henry F. Kaiser; which was read twice by its fide, an with the ac- 


companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2563) granting a pension to Lyman H. 
Walker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2564) granting a pension to 
Eleanor 8. Lawson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2565) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of William Johonnot, Joseph Torrey, and 
Thomas Blackwill, respectively; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2566) for the relief of George F. 
Rider; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2567) granting a pension to Michael 
Lane; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2568) for the relief of James 


egalize | hy him to the bill (H. R. 4833) rela 


C. Rudd; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2569) ting a on to Helen 
H. Harrell; which was read twice by its title, and refe: to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. STANFORD submitted an amendment intended to be Pas es 

to the taxation of onal 
parts of a gallon of distilled spirits; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 


Ordered, That the pa; relating to the bill (S. 2072, Forty-seventh Congress) 
for the further enri Ay of publio ope m fire, &c., in varises public 
buildings in the Y District of Columbia be withdrawn from tho files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


REPORT ON EDUCATION IN ALASKA. 


Mr. MANDERSON (by request) submitted the following concurrent 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


en oping Ne weeny o eA og enosn h eee pean oped a8 
That of the Senate x pede t No. “A report on education 
Alaska," 6,000 addi Nd acer rinted ; of which 1,000 copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate, 2, epee for the use of the House of Re resentatives, and 
3,000 copies for distribution under the direction of the Comm 


tion. 


oner of Educa- 


INDIAN TRADERSHIPS. 


.The PRES NT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions ’’ the Chair lays before the Senate a series of reso- 
lutions which come over under objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Witson, of Iowa, as follows: 

Whereas it is stated in the matter of the econo iba of the powers and du- 
ties of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in of the appointment of In- 
dian traders acts have been done, on pennen to be done, in disregard of law 
and ve rights and eee interests of citizens: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and renna is, directed 
to investigate the subject of the appointment of such trad 


ers, the granting of 
Donet i to them, oe the refusal to extend such licenses to persons en; as 


onih of Api the methods Which have been ticed in that since 
the e month o A puke 1885, and the reasons and influences afectin; several 
instances of eo r refusing of such refused, why whom mses have 
been granted since said e and to whom ENY Arad aa Sy x0. 
has 


a eys ror 


in w. 

Affairs. 

have power oe ent n pursuing ü eee oye papers, P eres er der I OTA con 
employ a poama oai KER TE itd rian it necessary so to do; and such expense 
ag may result from from said investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund 

Resolved, That the committee is further instructed to report a bill or bills for 
res legislation as the investigation may disclose to be necessary and properin 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolutions. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not know that I desire to inter- 
fere, but the resolutions would im; upon the Committee on Indian 
Affairs a very serious duty, and a duty which I should like very much 
in behalf of the committee to be relieved from. 

I wish to say a few words in reference to the necessity of it and to 
inquire of the mover of the resolutions if he contemplates an investi- 
gation here in Washington during the session. If it does, it is alto- 

ther impracticable, and must be attended with very great expense, 
ior the transactions alluded to, if they exist at all, have existed in the 
Indian Territory at a very great distance, and witnesses called from 
the Territory will be brought here at very great expense. It must be 
a considerable time before they can reach here, and they will come in 
the midst of the hurry and whirl of the last days of the session. If 
there is a need (on which I do not speak) of an investigation of such a 
kind as this, it should be taken at the leisure of a committee on the 
spot, where it can be done at much less expense and with much greater 
prospect of a thorough investigation. Whether the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs are going to be so situated as to make that possible in the 
yacation or not, I have no knowledge. 

The whole subject of Indian traders needs revision. The idea that 
no man can trade with an Indian except bya license from the Govern- 
ment is fast passing away, if it has not already disappeared. Itisa 
reproach to the statute-book of the United States that there stands on 
it to-day an enactment which relieves any white man from the slight- 
est obligation of keeping any contract he makes with an Indian. There 
stands on the statute-book to-day an enactment that no white man is 
under the slightest obligation to keep his contract with an Indian. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to see that statute. 

Mr. DAWES. You have only to look in the statutes to see that con- 
tracts made—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs point it out and read it in the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. Contracts made by Indians with white men are not 
valid unless they are a ed by the Secretary of the Interior. That 
is the enactment upon the statute-book, and that means this—the En- 
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lish of it is what I state—it relieyes every white man from keeping 
his contract with an Indian, unless the Interior Department says he 
8 do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does it not relieve the Indian also? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly, it relieves everybody, but it relieves the 
white man who knows what his contract is from performing a contract 
with an Indian. When it was enacted it was supposed that the Indian 
was incapable of making a contract. It was made in the interest of 
the Indian, it was supposed, because he was what was called the ward 
of the nation, and therefore all contracts with him unless approved by 
the Interior Department are void. He is putat the mercy of the white 
man; and now, without any reference to this allegation, he is confined 
in all his dealings with white men on his reservation for the necessaries 
of life to trade with some particular man who is licensed by the Inte- 
rior Department. That condition of things, that stage in the Indian’s 
life has passed away, and I trust that it is to disappear entirely. 

I have nothing to say about whether, while the system is existing 
law, anything wrong has been done underit. I only say that the whole 
system ought to go by the board; and when a man makes a contract 
with an Indian, whether it has the approval of the Interior Department 
or not, he should at least be held by the law of the Jand to perform his 
contract. In every State of the Union, where a man makes a contract 
with a minor, it is the minor and not the adult who shall say whether 
the contract shall be kept or not, 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator how he would enforce that con- 
tract under existing law, in what court, in what tribunal, as the law 
now stands, unless the entire law relating to the Indians is repealed? 

Mr. DAWES. Repeal the law and the contract between a white 
man and an Indian will stand as any other contract. 

Mr. BUTLER. I donot understand before what tribunal a contract 
of that kind could be enforced. 

Mr. DAWES. I trust that if the Senator will wait until the day 
after to-morrow he will find that a bill will have passed another branch, 
which has this without opposition, that will put every Indian in 
this land who transacts business with white men as white men transact 
business, giving him a position in the courts of the country, State and 
United States, to enforce every contract made with him; and it is quite 
time that was done. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am delighted to hear that. 

Mr. DAWES. I think we shall be gratified. To-day and to-morrow 
are assigned for that kind of business in another branch, and a bill is 
pending there which has gone through this body without any opposi- 
tion, upon full discussion, which has that effect. 

The Indian is to be treated now at least as competent to say whether 
a contract made by a white man with him shall be enforced or not. It 
is, I repeat, a reproach to the statute-books of the United States that it 
is left for the white man himself to say whether he will keep his own 
contract with an Indian. : 

It is also ą reproach that all the Indians are obliged to trade with 
some puaa man licensed by the Interior Department, and further 
that that man shall not have any Indian blood inhim. We undertook 
to enact a few years ago that a half-breed might open a store on a res- 
eryation, and that was defeated; so that the white man must not only 
be licensed by the Interior Department, but he has got to prove that 
he has not any Indian blood in him or he can not enjoy the exclusive 
monopoly of opening a store for the ordinary necessaries of life upon an 
Indian reservation. It naturally leads to suggestions of evil practices 
such as are contained in the pending resolutions. 

I embrace this opportunity to make these statements in advance and 
without reference to the suggestions which are made in the resolutions. 
I renew now the suggestion to the Senator from Iowa that he had bet- 
ter consider how the investigation is to be carried on, if he feels that 
existing facts justify or require such an investigation. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the resolutions be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK read the resolntions. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest objection to the fullest in- 
vestigation into the matters stated in the resolutions, but it occurs to 
me, from the casual reading of them, that they embrace questions which 
should be investigated by the committee before the adoption of the 
resolutions. I therefore move the reference of the resolutions to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from South Carolina to refer the resolutions to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to understand the position of the Senator from 
Massachusetts? These resolutions are simply intended to investigate 
the present condition of the Indian Bureau as to the appointments of 
Indian traders. They do not begin to reach the great overwhelming 
evil which has existed for years. I want to make one remark in re- 
gard to the appointment of Indian traders, and I say it without refer- 
ence to the appointments under the present administration. I have 
no sort of partisan feeling in regard to it; the same abuses existed un- 
- der a Republican administration of the Government as exist now, and 
they are inherent. 

My colleague asked the Senator from Massachusetts to point to 2 


statute which put the Indian absolutely at the mercy of the white 
man who goes in and proposes to trade. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to read the statute. - 

Mr. VEST. I have it before me, but the Senator can read it. 

Mr. DAWES. This is it: 

Sec, 2103. No agreement shall be made by any n with any tribe of In- 
dians, or individual Indians not citizens of the United States, for the payment 
or delivery of any money or other thing of value, in present or in ive, 
or for the ting or procurin ay es to him, or any other person in 
consideration of services for said Indians relative to their ands, orto any claims 
growing out of, or in reference to annuities, installments, or other moneys, 
claims, demands, or thing, under laws or treaties with the United States, or 
official acts of any officers thereof, or in any way connected with or due from 
= ici States, unless such contract or agreement be executed and approved 
as follows. 


There are six conditions, and one of them is: 


Second, It shall be executed before a judge of a court of record and bear the 
ray made of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
indorsed upon it. 

Mr. VEST. That is the spirit of the whole system of intercourse 
laws to be found on the statute-book of the United States. There is 
another section which more fully illustrates the truth of what the 
Senator from Massachusetts said. 

We are pretending—and I use the term with a knowledge of its full 
significance—we are pretending from year to year to elevate the In- 
dian, to bring him nearer to civilization, to teach him our methods, our 
laws, our language, and our religion, and yet we have a system on the 
statute-book which in every word and line breathes the idea that the 
Indian belongs to an inferior and a degraded civilization, if you may 
term it civilization at all; that he has no legal existence except by per- 
mission of the Government; that he can not trade, can not barter, can 
not avail himself of the protection of the law, and he is cireumscribed 
and cut off from the civilization of the white man as by a Chinese wall 
utterly inaccessible. Now let the Senate listen to section 2135 of the 
Revised Statutes: 

Sec. 2135. Every person, other than an Indian, who, within the Indian coun- 
try, purchases or receives of any Indian,in the way of barter, trade, or pledge, 
a gun, trap, or other article commonly used in hunting, any instrument of hus- 
bandry, or cooking utensils of the kind commonly obtained by the Indians in 
their intercourse with the white people, or any article of clothing, except skins 
or furs, shall be liable to a penalty of $50. ; 

In other words he can not own property in any way. The ordinary 
privileges of a human being are taken away from him; practically he 
ought to be killed, as is the average opinion of the West on that sub- 
ject. Our legislation absolutely prohibits him from making one single 
step toward the sunlight of civilization. 

But I have something else to say on this subject which I think is ex- 
actly to the resolutions offered by the Senator from Iowa. 
The whole system of Indian traderships is based upon the idea of mak- 
ing money for the trader without regard to the interest of the Indian 
atall. If these laws amount to coin ise, mey should amount to this,’ 
that traderships should be established in the vicinity of Indians or upon 
their reservations, which should give them the largest opportunity to 
obtain useful and cheap merchandise at the lowest price. 

Instead of that, the whole object seems to be to put just as many 
traders there as can live on the Indians to the fullest extent and make 
all the money they can. I say this without any personal allusion to the 
present incumbent of the Indian Commissionership, who is a perfectly 
honest and reputable gentleman as I know, and as pure a man (and 
I have known him for twenty-five years) as lives in the United States, 
but I speak now of the system; and I say it has degenerated into a 
system of favoritism and a scramble from one session of Congress to 
another among Senators and Representatives as to who shall procure for 
his constituents the opportunity to make money out of the Indians. Ap- 
plications are made from one day to another by Senators and members 
to have traderships discontinued for the purpose of making a monopoly 
in the Indian tribes to put money into the pockets of the favorites of pub- 
lic men in both Houses of Congress. It is a great outrage; it isashame; 
and the only wonder to me is that the Indians advance at all. The 
great wonder to me, after being in the Indian country, visiting it and 
seeing this system in operation as I have seen it for the last three years 
in Montana and Idaho, is that the Indians do not become desperate and 
go upon the war-path and seek extermination rather than exist under 
the present system. They are systematically robbed. 

We give an agent $900 to $1,200 a year, and we expect a man of abil- 
ity, respectability, and business talents to turn his back upon civiliza- 
tion and go out and live with these savages, and if he is humane enough 
to take his family with him they are to subsist among them at $900 a 
year. I believe we expect to get the average Christian virtues ina 
soldier at $13 a month; and we expect to get in an Indian agent busi- 
ness capacity, integrity, and good executive ability for a pittance such 
as we do not give to the lowest clerk in any of our Departments. 

I am heartily in favor of this or any other resolution in the direction 
of inquiry andreform. I believe, however, my friend from Iowa, if he 
will permit the suggestion, ought to ask for a special committee. The 
inquiry ought not to be sent to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Let 
it bea ial committee, appointed with power to visit these tribes, ex- 
amine into this system, send for persons and papers, and make a com- 
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plete report to Congress, and that report may point in the direction 
which I hope Congress will soon take. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, I have no personal knowl- 


edge—— 

Mr, TELLER. If the Senator will give mea chance before he makes 
his remarks I should like to call attention to the statute. 

Mr. WILSON, of. Iowa. I will only occupy a minute, 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not intend to make a speech or take much of 
the time of the Senate this morning on the question su, by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. I propose to do that before this 
session adjourns, but not to-day. I propose to take time to present to 
the Senate some of the facts in connection with the intercourse of the 
whites and the Indians within the last few years, to show what I think 
are the defects in the statutes and the system of Indian administration 
as it has existed for many years and now exists. 

The statute under which the traders are provided for is: 


Sec, 2123. Any loyal person,a citizen of the United States, of good moral 
character, shall be permitted to trade with any Indian tribe upon giving bond 
to the United States. 


And that nobody shall trade except such parties as are mentioned in 
the statute, those who have given bond and received their commission 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. For a number of years it 
was the policy to license one trader in an Indian reservation and only 
one. Then the Department fixed the prices at which he should sell 
his goods, but it did not make any difference about that; nobody su 
posed he ever sold goods at the schedule prices fixed, which were to 
posted up somewhere in the store for the benefit of the Indians. The 
posted schedule was just about as valuable to the Indian as the notice 
is in the parks here to the dogs, that dogs must keep off the grass. 
The Indians knew just as much about the schedule; it was a dead let- 
ter and amounted to nothing. 

Recently, within the last few years, the policy has grown up of giving 
at least two traders to every considerable tribe, and perhaps in some of 
them eyen more than that number. It was supposed that might bring 


about a little competition. Whether it has had that result or not I do 
not know. It may have brought about combination. All these peo- 
I do not care 


ple are away off beyond the reach of the Commissioner. 
ow able the Commissioner ‘may be or how honest he may be, under 
our present system of Indian intercourse it is impossible that there 
should not be the greatest abuses, I know of no more abuses under 
the existing administration than heretofore. I have heard of no com- 
plaint that I recollect now. It is the system that is complained of. 

We have also a provision in the statutes, which I will not stop to 
read, that no Indian shall be allowed to sell a yoke of cattle ora horse 
or anything else to a white man. Some of the Indians raise cattle. 
The price must be fixed by their agent, who alone is authorized to al- 
‘low them to sell. 

Ibelieve thesystem isan absolutely bad one; and yet just so long aswe 
continue thesystem of isolating these people justso long, as wassuggested 
by the Senator from Missouri, this bad system will exist. It is utterly 
impossible to send any man out there and expect him to go there and 
not be tempted to charge extortionate prices and sell inferior goods. I 
do not care what administration you have, there will be just cause of 
complaint on the part of the Indians. Whether it is any greater now 
than at any other time I do not know and donot mean to say. Ionly 
mean to say that until we have adopted a system allowing the Indian 
to act for himself, and recognizing the fact that the Indian is a man, 
these evils will continue; and you may have the best man that God 
ever made as Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and you may have the 
best man that ever was made agent, and the same trouble will exist. 
The trouble is in the system, and not in the man who administers the 
law. It is the law itself, and not the administration of the law, of 
which complaint ought to be made. j 

Mr. WILSON, of brs Mr. President, I have no personal knowl- 
edge of the facts the alleged existence of which induced me to submit 
these resolutions to the Senate, but I have had placed in my hands a 
statement in writing concerning various transactions in connectión with 
this branch of the Indian service. It was my purpose, if the resolution 
should be adopted by the Senate, to hand this statement over to the 
chairman of the committee and let the committee consider it. 

I have not the slightest objection to the reference of these resolutions 
and the entire subject to the Committee on Indian Affairs for consider- 
ation, that they may consider it in connection with the statement in 
writing which has been submitted to me; but I am satisfied that if the 
statements made have any foundation whatever to support them the 
subject ought to be investigated. Whether it shall be done by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs during the present session of Congress, or 
whether it shall be authorized to conduct the investigation during the 

I have no concern whatever. I am entirely willing that the res- 
olutions and the entire subject shall go to the committee for its consid- 
eration and for such report as it may deem proper to make to the Sen- 
ate. I want the subject considered somewhere, and action taken if it 
is deemed proper: 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the resolutions will not be referred to the com- 
mittee, because the committee can have no ground upon which to base 


a report beyond the ground which the Senator himself states to the 
Senate he has, unless they go themselves in advance into a sort of grand- 
jury investigation to ascertain whether there is any ground for it. 

I want, before I go further, to indorse what the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEsr] has said in regard to thé Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. I think I have known him longer than the Senator has, and 
I take great pleasure on all occasions in indorsing everything that has 
been said in reference to his personal integrity and desire to 
do the best possible for the Indians, as has been stated by the Senator 
from Missouri. Therefore what I say in this matter can possibly have 
no reference to him personally. 

If this matter is referred to the committee to consider whether an in- 
vestigation ought to be had or not, they must do one of two things, take 
the statement which the Senator from Iowa holds in his hand justifying 
him in presenting the resolutions, or go into an investigation in advance. 
They can not go into the investigation in advance; and therefore if the 
Senate think that the statement of the Senator from Iowa justifies an in- 
vestigation, it is only for the Senate to say how it shall be conducted. 
That they can say this minute just as well as after a report from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. I trust the Senate will not refer the reso- 
lutions to that committee merely to bring them back here for them to 
restate what the Senator from Iowa states, that if there be any founda- 
tion for the statements he has made there ought to be this investiga- 
tion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the resolutions will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. To say the least, they imply the possibility 
if not the probability of some errorin the administration of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs. I desire to say for the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs that if there be a doubt upon that question of the propriety of the 
administration of that office, so far from shrinking he would invite and 
insist upon the mostrigid scrutiny, the broadest and most thorough in- 
——r of every questien pertaining to the administration of that 
office. 

I therefore desire that the resolutions shall be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs in order that that committee may put it in 
such shapeas will clothe the committee of investigation with the amplest 

wers not only to investigate the administration of this office for the 

ast twelve or n months, but as far back as in its opinion the in- 

vestigation may be n to enable the committee to understand 
what has been the practice of the Indian Bureau under the statutes as 
they now exist, and necessary to the perfection of a system to be re- 
ported by the committee so far as the committee may think legislation 
necessary to regulate and cure certain evils that seem to be inherent in 
the system itself as now regulated by law. 

For these reasons I desire that the resolutions shall go to the com- 
mittee and that that committee shall inquire and report the necessity 
for investigation, the scope of the investigation, the full extent to 
which the investigation shall be carried in the past as well as up to 
the present time. - 

Mr. DAWES. The reason as stated by the Senator from Tennessee 
renders it altogether unnecessary that the resolutions should go to the 
committee. I assumed in the outset'that the position of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs touching this matter would be precisely what 
the Senator suggests; and being that, when the Senator from Iowa 
states that he has that which justifies him in bringing before the Sen- 
ate these statements, it becomes necessary to meet what the honor of 
the issioner of Indian Affairs would require, that the investi- 
gation,Should proceed; and it is not necessary to have the committee 
pass oh that question. It isdue to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
that it should not go to the Committee on-Indian Affairs to report 
whether there is ground for an investigation or not—a report which 
they can not make justly and fairly to him until they have gone to the 
bottom of it. 

A Senator comes up here and makes astatement upon what he deems 
to be sufficient ground; the Commissioner of Indian Affairs as an hon- 
orable man courts the inquiry, and then you refer it to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs to inquire whether there is ground for it or not be- 
fore going into the investigation. It is unjust to him as well as to the 
Senate that it should go there for any such preliminary examination as 
issuggested. Itshould go to that orsome other committee clothed with 
power when they come before the Senate to come before the Senate with 
the whole case or they should not come before the Senate at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me I 
desire to suggest that the chief reason which controls me in desiring 
the resolutions to go to the Committee on Indian Affairs is to have the 
committee put the resolutions in such shape as will clothe the investi- 
gating committee with the fullest and amplest power notsimply to inves- 
tigate the administration of the office for a few months, but to investi- 
gate the administration as far back as may be deemed necessary, and the 
extent to which legislation may be necessary to correct any evils which 
may be found to exist in the laws regulating the same. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The Senator from Tennessee in the minute he has 
been talking could put the proposition in that shape. While he has 
been talking the known facility of the Senator with the pen could put it 
in just thatshape now, without sending it to the committee to come for- 
ward and say, ‘* We have reason to believe there are serious grounds of 
accusation against the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.” 
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Mr. HARRIS. The information of the Senator from Tennessee in 
to Indian affairs does not induce him to believe that he could put 
a resolution in shape giving the scope and the precise powers necessary 
to investigate the Indian question in all the ramifications that investi- 
gation may possibly be necessary from the remarks of members of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, not in respect to the administration of 
this particular Commissioner, but in respect to the general Indian 
policy of the Government as now regulated by statute, and if investi- 
gation is to at all, I think it should extend to those subjects 
that would lead to the development of whatever evils there may be in- 
hoream toe dadian policy and in the system as it exists in the statutes 
of to-day. ` 

Mr. BUTLER. I moved the reference of the resolutions to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs because they seemed to be so far-reaching in 
their scope as to be worthy of some preliminary investigation by a com- 
mittee of this body. 

It is not simply a question of inquiry. -The resolutions, as I under- 
stund, are a positive mandate to the Committee on Indian Affairs.to 
make an investigation upon a supposed condition of affairs of which 
I have no knowledge, I am very frank to say, and I do not suppose 
there are a dozen Senators on this floor who have sufficient informa- 
tion to enable them to vote intelligently on the resolutions. Hence it 
was I moved their reference to the Committee on Indian Affairs, which 
is supposed to be familiar with the whole subject, and if any investi- 
ey is deemed to be necessary they can order it. If on the other 

nd it be held unnecessary they can so report. 

I have not the slightest desire to circumscribe the scope of this pro- 
posed investigation in the slightest degree. On the contrary, I agree 
with the Senatorfrom Massachusetts that it isdue to the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs that an investigation should be had fully and com- 
pletely. If we were simply asked to adopt a resolution of inquiry di- 
rected to the Secretary of the Interior or to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, I should have no hesitation about voting for its ; but 
these resolutions in terms direct the committee to make an investigation 
upon a supposed condition, true or untrue; and I am not prepared to 
say that it is true. The Senator who submits the resolutions says he 
is not prepared to say that it is true. It seems to me the resolutions 
should not be passed in an ineonsiderate kind of way. They ought to 
go to the Committee on Indian Affairs, who can report in forty-eight 
hours whether they ought to pass or not in their present shape, and if 
not in their present shape, in what shape should they pass if at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion tore- 
fer the resolutions to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RESTORATION OF NAVAL CADETS. 


Mr. DOLPH. If the morning business is over, I move to take up 
for present consideration Senate bill 2172, Order of Business 706. 
Mr. BUTLER. A few days ago I gave notice that I should ask the 


Senate to consider this morning the bill (S. 371) limiting a portion of 


an act entitled ‘“‘Anact making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes.” After 
conference with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] I have con- 
cluded not to doso; butI give notice now that on Tuesday next after the 
routine morning business I shall ask the Senate to consider that bill. 
Meantime several Senators who desire more information about it 
have an opportunity of reading the report. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS, 


Mr. DOLPH. I renew the motion to take up for present consi 
tion Senate bill No. 2172. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the 
United States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Su- 
perior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, and for 
other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment ‘pro- 

by Mr. VAN Wyck. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to vote either way on that amend- 
ment, and I move to lay it on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. BUTLER called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Several SENATORS. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the first section, line 10, after the word 
‘t main,” it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the 
word ‘‘ mountains,” in line 14, as follows: 

Line which extends from Wallula Junction, in Washington Territory, to the 
city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, except such of said lands as appertain 
to-and are conterminous with the branch line across the Cascade Mountains, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

And branch lines where the railroad required by said act has not been con- 
structed and completely finished at the date of the passage of this act. 

So as to make the section read: 

That all the lands heretofore granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany by an act entitled “An act ting lands to aid in the construction of a 


railroad and telegraph line from e Superior to Puget Sound, on the Pacific 
coast, by the northern route,” approved July 2, 1864, and subsequent acts and 


joint resolutions of Congress, which appertain to and are conterminous with that 


of its main and branch lines where the railroad required by said act has not 

constructed and completely finished at the date of the passage of this act 

be, and the same are hereby, resumed by the United States and restored to the 

public domain, and made subject to disposition and settlement under the gen- 
eral laws relating to the public lands, 

Mr. VEST. It is contended on the part of some respectable lawyers 
that the property which was granted to the railroad company has al- 
ready been forfeited, and that a forfeiture took place at the time the 
company failed to comply with the terms of the grant, which was 
some years ago. Now, if this amendment prevails it does away with 
that contention, because the forfeiture only takes place as from the 
time of the passage of the act. In other words, it yields up the ground 
taken by many good lawyers to the effect that this forfeiture took effect 
at the termination of the time limited in the original grant for the com- 
pletion of the road. The company was to finish the road by a certain 
time, the 4th of July, 1879. They did not comply with the terms of 
the grant, did not finish the road. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the motion to lay on the table debatable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
from Missouri that the motion to lay on the table is not debatable. 
The yeas and nays have been ordered on that motion. 

Mr. VEST. [ have said all I wish to say—that this amendment ex- 
tends the time of forfeiture. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. Brown’s name was called). I was re- 
quested by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] to state that on 
account of illness he had been compelled to leave the Senate Chamber, 
and to announce his pair with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Georgia spoke to me and said he 
did not care to be paired on this bill. I asked him particularly about 
papa Penge he said he did not care about my being paired with him 
on ill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ionly complied with the request of the Senator from 
Georgia in announcing the pair. | 

Mr. DOLPH. Hemay have made other arrangements after he spoke 
to me about it. ; 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN], who has been called home. 
I may as well announce my pair now for all the votes that may be taken 
on this bill. Ishould vote *‘yea™ on this motion if he were here. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
CoL_quitr]- If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. DA My colleague [Mr. Hoar] is necessarily absent from 
the city. He left a request that I should obtain a pair for him; but I 
am not able to determine how he would vote upon this measure, and, 
therefore, as I can not get any other pair for him, I will withhold my 
vote and consider myself paired with him. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] will pair 
with my colleague [Mr. HoAr], and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

. COCKRELL. I conferred with the colleague of the Senator 
m Massachusetts before he left, and he requested me to pair with 
im. Ihave not announced the pair, and have not voted. I consid- 
ered myself paired with him, although he did not make any special re- 
quest about this particular bill. : 

Mr. HALE. My colleague [Mr. FRYE] is absent and paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN ]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Mi- 
nois [Mr.CuLtom]. I understood the Senator from Illinois to-say that 
he was paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT], and that 
if he were here the Senator from Illinois would vote ‘‘nay.’’ I feel 
authorized to say under the circumstances that the Senator is at lib- 
erty to vote ‘‘nay’’ if he desires to do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I cast my vote; I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Aldrich, Dolph, n, Sawyer, 
Be ee o n on See 

i ell oi s; ner, 

Cameron, Hal Morrill, "Stanford. 
Chace, H: n, r, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Hawley, Sabin, a 

NAYS—28. 
Beck, Kenna, Vance, 
err y Manderson, Van Wyck, 

burn, Gibson, Maxey, Vest, 
Butler, Gray, Payne, Voorhees, 
Call, Hampton, Pugh, Walthall, 
Coke, . Saulsbury, Whitthorne 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Teller, Wilson of Md, 
ABSENT—2. 
Bowen, Frye, McMillan, Plumb, 
remota pee i Moha ji Riddleberger, 
mden, ahone, e 

Cock Hoar, Mitchell of Pa., Sewell. i 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Morgan, 
Conger, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 


So the Senate refused to lay the amendment on the table. 
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Mr. EUSTIS. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause of 
the bill and substitute the following amendment—— 

Mr. INGALLS. _Is not an amendment pending? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is an amendment already pend- 
ing. The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. VAN Wycx]. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I offer it as an amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendmentof the Senator from 
Nebraska being a motion to amend the text proposed to be stricken out 
by the Senator from Louisiana, the question must be first put on the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. His motion is to amend 
the text and the Senator from Lonisiana proposes to strike out the 
whole bill. The question is on the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
ator from Nebraska. 

Mr. DOLPH. Theeffectof this amendment if adopted, as I tried to 
show yesterday, would be to prevent the completion in the near future 
of the direct line of the Northern Pacific Railroad from Lake Superior 
to Puget Sound. In the very brief time I occupied yesterday I endeav- 
ored to show the importance of this direct line; that there is not now 
in the Territory of Washington any means whatever of communication 
between what is known as Eastern and Western Washington; that all 
the commerce and all the travel between the two parts of the Terri- 
tory is compelled to go around by the Columbia River in order to reach 
one portion of the Territory from the other. 

I then stated that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company was strug- 
gling to complete the branch known as the Cascade branch, which will 
give them a direct line across the Cascade Mountains, will bring the two 
sections of the Territory into direct communication with each other, 
and complete a direct line from Lake Superior to Puget Sound. 

I then called attention to the fact that just north of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad the Canadian Pacific by large subsidies from the Cana- 
dian Government had been constructed and is now completed through 
to Puget Sound, and that Great Britain with her usual foresight and 
energy was about to seize and take out of our very grasp the commerce 
of the old East and of the Pacific coast. Tomy mind that is a control- 
ling reason why the Senate of the United States facing these facts should 
decline to do anything that would place an obstacle in the way of the 
completion of this through line, and I gave this as the main reasons 
why the forfeiture of these 75 miles of the land grant through the Cas- 
cade Mountains, lands that are of very little value for any purpose 
whatever, but which are a basis of credit for the company upon which 
in connection with their constructed road as they proceed ta construct 
section after section they are enabled to sell bonds to obtain the money 
to construct the next section and to push their road over and through 
the mountains, should not be declared. 

But, sir, there are other reasons, not so important, not so national in 
their character, not so weighty with me. One of those is that the 
object for which the grant of lands to this company was made was to 
secure a through line of road from Lake Superior to Puget Sound. 
That was a great national undertaking, a great commercial undertaking, 
an undertaking that was worthy of the attentionof Congress and de- 
serving of the Government aid that was conferred upon the company. 

I do not at this time propose to undertake to detail the struggles 
which this company has made to construct the road. I will not dwell 
upon the obstacles which the Government has placed in their way by 
inaction. I showed, when another bill was under discussion the other 
day, that while complaint is being made of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company that they have not taken patents to their lands so that 
they become taxable, there had been certified to the company and seg- 
regated from the public domain but a little over 700,000 acresof land, 
but that ihe company had selected over 11,000,000 acres, listsof which 
lie to-day in the Interior Department awaiting the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. The Government agreed that the Indian title 
should be extinguished, but this company has had to go on under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate treaties with the 
Indians, pay for their lands for right of way, and to come to Congress 
for a confirmation of their purchases, before they could get even per- 
mission to survey their lands within the boundaries of Indian reserva- 
tions. 

While the Canadian Government has been subsidizing the Canadian 
Pacific, there have been constant obstacles thrown in the way of the 
completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad and constant threats of the 
forfeiture of their grant affecting their credit. Notwithstanding all 
that they completed their road from Lake Superior to the Columbia 
River and have constructed the Cascade branch for 100 miles westward 
and they are now tunneling the mountain, and have contracted for the 
construction of the road over the mountain, a piece of road that is en- 
tirely separate from the grant for which it is proposed by this bill as it 
came from the committee to forfeit, lying many miles north of it upon 
another branch of the road; and I for one, because- I think it is right 
and in the interest of the commerce of this country and the whole peo- 
ple of the United States, sound public policy and true statesmanship, 
desire to record my vote against now interfering with the construction of 
that part of the road. ° = 

The land proposed by the amendment to be forfeited is of no value 


tothe Government. In the mainatleast, itis not fit for homestead and 
pre-emption claims. It isof some value to the company; it will secure 
the early completion of this part of itsroad, On the other hand there 
are 214 miles of the line running through a much better country the 
grant for which ought to be forfeited. Another road has been built 
there without a land grant or Government aid, and running arrange- 
ments have been made between the company owning it and the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company. It forms a link in the longer route 
down the Columbia River and across the country to Puget Sound. 

Then it appears to me that we owe something to the stockholders of 
this company, the people who put their money into this enterprise. 
It seems to me unjust now as an equitable proposition when hundreds 
of thousands of dollars are being expended upon this very link, this 75 
miles in the Cascade Mountains, when it is partly graded, when sur- 
veying parties have been seeking to find a practicable ronte through 
the mountains ever since the company was incorporated, when a great 
tunnel is being constructed—it seems to me, I repeat, that it is unjust 
now to declare that they shall be deprived of that land if the road is 
not completed when this act shall take effect. If they were not now 
prosecuting the work with energy, if it could be shown that they were 
not being diligent in the construction of the Cascade branch, if they 
were delaying the construction and seeking to hold on to the grant, I 
would not say a word; but with the diligence that is now being used 
it appears to me that we ought not to throw an obstacle in the way of 
the construction. 

Something has been said here in regard to the conditions of this grant 
and the character of-it. I do not believe that there is a lawyer in this 
body and there are very few out of it but what know thatthis grant is 
a grant in presenti, that it transferred the title upon conditions, that 
when the conditions are performed, no matter whether within the time . 
limited in the act or afterward, the title becomes perfect and beyond the 
power of Congress to interfere with it; that as this road was to be con- 
structed in sections of 25 miles and it was provided that whenever a 
section was completed the President of the United States should ap- 
point commissioners to examine it and accept itand then patentsshould 
issue to it; whenever a 25-mile section was constructed and commis- 
sioners were appointed to examine it and it was approved by the Pres- 
ident of the United States, no matter whether the patents were issued 
or not, the title of the company became perfect to the lands so far as the 
road had beenaccepted. The grant isinits nature divisible, end under 
the provisions of the act every section stands upon precisely the same 
basis as if there had been a separate act for each 23-mile section; and no 
lawyer under a grant with such conditions, in my judgment, after a 
thorough examination of the question, would contend that the provision 
as to the completion of the entire road at all affects the condition as to 
the sections of the road which had been completed, examined, and ac- 
cepted in accordance with the terms of the act. Of course should this 
amendment be adopted and should the Senate pass the bill in a shape 
that would forfeit all unearned lands, then the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] would not be either a just or 
proper one; for when had exercised its entire power in the 
matter it would be foolish and unjust to hold a threat over the company 
affectin og their credit as to other lands. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator allow me a moment? If the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky is proper as to the land lying 
between Wallula and Portland, why is it not proper as to the land lying 
on the 75 miles, the farthest point of the Cascade branch? Why is it 
not as proper for one as for the other? 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator evidently does not understand the situ- 
ation. Ifthe bill should be in the form in which it came from 
the committee, forfeiting the lands from Wallula Junction to Portland, 
and not forfeiting the Jands for the 75 miles in the Cascade Mountains, 
and the company should not complete that branch within a reasonable 
time, Congress might want to forfeit the 75 miles, or what was left of it. 
That is to say, if the company should now stop operations and should 
not complete that read within a year or within a reasonable time, Con- 
gress might want to act upon the 75 miles; and therefore the saving 
clause of the Senator from Kentucky, that this act shall not prejudice 
the right of the United States to forfeit any other portion of the grant, 
would be proper. Butifthe amendment of the Senator from Nebraska is 
adopted, by which the Cascade branch is included in the forfeiture, 
then there would be, according to my judgment, nothing left for Con- 
gress to act upon hereafter, and the provision of the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky would be only a threat, something to be held 
in terrorem over this company, affecting their credit. 

I do not propose to discuss this question at length; but after the vote 
upon the motion to lay this amendment on the table, I do not feel sat- 
isfied to allow the vote on the amendment to be taken in silence. I 
know what Iam talking abont in this matter. Iknow what is for the 
interest of the people of Washington Territory. I know what is for the 
commercial interest of the people of the United States. I have studied 
this question, and I desire to record my vote and raise my voice against 
the proposition of the Senator from Nebraska and to do what I am able 
to prevent the placing of another obstacle in the way of the construc- 
tion of this direct line across the Cascade Mountains. 

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. President, when the original amendment of- 
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fered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] was under con- 


sideration yesterday my attention was somewhat distracted, and I was 
for a time absent from the Senate in preparation for the discharge of a 
dtity which was to follow later in the day. 

Ihave only one suggestion to make to the Senator from Nebraska about 
this amendment that is pending. It seems to me that it is broader 
than he intends. For one, I am ready to vote for the forfeiture of any 
land grant appurtenant to any part of a railroad that is now unfinished; 
but this amendment as it is pending reads as follows: 

‘The branch lines where the railroad, required by said acts, has not been con- 
structed and completely finished at the date of the passage of this act. 

I understand that a considerable portion of this Cascade branch, asit 
is called, perhaps seventy-five or a hundred miles, has been constructed, 
and I do not understand that it is the purpose of even the Senator from 
Nebraska by this amendment to forfeit the land appurtenant to that 
part of the branch which has been constructed, but only such lands as 
would beappurtenant to the unconstructed part of the road, that which 
is not built and in operation. Butit seems tome the amendment upon 
which we have just voted, and which is pending, relates to the entire 
branch, and would forfeit all lands upon that branch even though the 
road was actually constructed and in operation, and had been so con- 
structed and so in operation fora number of years. I do not under- 
stand that to be the purpose of the Senator from Nebraska; but thatin 
modifying the amendment from the one first proposed he intended to 
limit the forfeiture so far as it should be made in this bill; and I donot 
understand that this is an expression, on the part of any of us who are 
opposing it, of the limit to which we are ready to go. But the amend- 
ment is broader than it has been represented and than has been his de- 
sign. I ask the Senator from Nebraska whether it was the intention 
by this amendment to forfeit the lands that lie along that part of the 
Cascade branch which has been finished and is in operation ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It was not my intention by the amendment to 
do that thing. È 

Mr. HARRISON. Very good. Then I suggest to the Senator to 
remove what seems to be an objection in the minds of some of us by so 
modifying the amendment as to make it apply to those miles of the 
road that are unfinished instead of to the branch line as it seems to be 
now. It appears to me as the amendmentis pending now we are voting 
directly upon the question of forfeiting lands that have been earned, if 
they can be earned by the construction of the road after the time lim- 
ited in the original act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the Supreme Court has decided that they can 


be. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is a little premature at this time to 
discuss the whole question as to the forfeiture of the land granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad. The Senator from m seems to be ab- 
solutely certain that no lawyer would risk his reputation bystating pub- 
licly or privately that the failure of this company to complete the road 
by the 4th of July, 1879, worked a foreiture of the grant of those lands. 
He says that it was a grant in presenti, and that the failure of a condi- 
tion subsequent did not affect the grant. My own reputation as a law- 
yer may be hardly worth discussion (I leave that to others), but I un- 
dertake to say as a lawyer that the failure to complete that read, and 
the whole road, by the 4th of July, 1879, did work a forfeiture of the 

nt. 

Without going into anything like an elaborate discussion, I will read 
the cighth section of the act of 1864, which granted these lands, and I 
will leave the discussion there. After reciting the character of the grant, 
so many miles in the States and so many in the Territories, alternate sec- 
tions, &c., section 8 of the act of 1864 is in these words : 

And be it further enacted, That each and every t, right, and privilege herein 
are so made and given to and accepted by said Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, upon and subject to the following conditions, namely; That the said com- 
pany shall commence the work on said road within two years from the ap- 
proval of this act by the President, and shall complete not less than 50 miles 
per year after the second year, and shall construct, equip, furnish, and com- 
plete the whole road by the 4th day of July, A. D. 1876. 

That is the eighth section of the act of Congress making the original 

nt. The time was subsequently extended to 1879. 

Mr. BUTLER. And they accepted it upon those conditions? 

Mr. VEST. They accepted it upon those conditions, and they failed 
to complete that road, and I say as a lawyer that no court 
would hold anything else except that there was a forfeiture of that 
grant. It is now a question for Congress within its own and 
clemency to extend the grant, or, in other words, to do away with that 
forfeiture. 

ButI do not propose to go further in this discussion at present. When 
the question does arise here I shall undertake to show, as I think I can, 
by absolute legal authority that that would be the construction put 
upon this grant, whether it be a private or a public one. 

As to the amendment pending before the Senate, I voted against lay- 
ing it on the table because, under the rulesof the Senate, while that mo- 
tion was pending without unanimons consent I could not say what I 
intended to say upon that subject. Iam in favor of the passage of the 
House bill as a substitute for the bill reported by the Senate commit- 
tee. Iam for it because I believe itis in exact harmony with the legal 


opinion I have justexpressed. Iam for it,in the second place, because 
I consider the argument made yesterday afternoon by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] as conclusive in regard to the price of these 
lands, the tenure by which the actual settlers should hold them, per- 
sons who have gone upon them in good faith. Under the bill as offered 
by the Senate Committee on Public Lands, the actual bona fide settlers 
who went upon the Jands embraced within the grant to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad, although that forfeiture is declared by the bill now 
pending here to be absolute, are compelled to pay $2.50 an acre by 
reason of the fact that that grant was put upon paper to the North Pa- 
cific Railroad, although the company did not comply with the terms of 
it. If that grant is absolutely worthless, as the bill makes it so far as 
it extends, then the bona fide settler should be permitted to go upon it 
as if the grant had never been put upon paper. 

Mr. BUTLER. How much is to be paid to the Government? 

Mr. VEST. He has to pay to the Government $2.50 an acre. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Although he may have made a payment already. 

Mr. VEST. Although he may have made a payment to the North 
Pacific Company already, still if we pass the Senate bill declaring that 
this forfeiture is absolute as to certain portions of these lands, if a bona 
Jide settler is found upon them he is made to pay $1.25 more upon the 
acre by reason of the fact that the Congress of the United States made 


of this grant, in that portion of the grant which the bill proposes to for- 
feit, between Wallula and Portland, as reported from the committec, 
any settlers on those lands may take up 160 acres at $1.25 an acre; and 
is not this provision requiring payment of $2.50 an acre only to apply 
to those to whom the greater privilege is given by virtue of the provis- 
ions of the bill allowing the taking of 320 acres? 

Mr. VEST. That may be so, and yet—— 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. That is as I understand the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it exactly. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to interrupt 
him? y 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. - 
` Mr. DOLPH. Idid not think a careful reading of the bill would 
lead any one to suppose that there was any such provision as that in it. 
These provisions are in favor of the settlers. They do not affect the 
land Jaws at all. Anybody in possession of any of these lands who 
may wish to take under the homestead or pre-emption laws may doso. 
He will be in ion and he will have the first right to purchase. 
But the trouble is that all these companies I think, the Northern Pacific 
company at least, issued a circular and advertised that if people would 
go on the lands and settle on them and improve them, when they had 
been earned by the company by construction of its road they would bo 
graded and settlers should have the first right to purchase at an ‘ap- 
praised value or in some cases at $2.60 anacre. Somepeople went onto 
these lands under those provisions,and have fenced, cultivated, and 
improved them, and there are great fields of wheat growing on them 
to-day. Many of the settlers have exhausted their homestead and pre- 
emption rights, and if Congress should not make any provision for such 
persons they would be liable to lose their lands and we should have 
them coming here at another session of for relief; others 
would jump their claims under the land Jaws, and we should have a 
great deal of trouble growing out of the matter. 
undertook to provide for that class of settlers by providing that they 
shall be given the same amount that one man can take under the home- 
stead and pre-emption laws, namely, 320 acres, at $2.50, the price which 
was fixed for the land when the grant was made. 

That is the first provision of the section, and that isall thatitis. It 
does not interfere in the least with the rights of the settler under the 
land laws. I would go as far as any one to protect the settlers. I 
would be as far from interfering with the rights of the settlers in the 
State of m as any Senator on this floor. Under this bill they will 
have all their rights under the land laws, and they have the additional 
privilege of purchasing the lands held by them under the railroad com- 
pany at $2.50 an acre if they find they are not qualified to purchase the 
same under the land laws when these lands revert to the public domain. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I wish to say one other word, if the 
Senator from Missouri will allow me. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I desire to state right in this connec- 
tion that so far as I am concerned I shall vote for no forfeiture bill of 
any lands that belong to any railroad company that has not a provision 
in it which, as I understand it, will give to settlers on those lands all 
the rights that any settler has on any other public lands of the United 
States. I understand that this bill does that thing. 

As I intimated a moment ago, any settler on any of these lands pro- 
posed to be forfeited by the bill has a right to take up 160 acres of land 
under any of the land laws of the United States now in existence and 
under the provisions of those different acts. The simple fact is that a 
privilege is extended to them by virtue of this measure allowing them 


So the committee _ 
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to take up 320 acres by paying $2.50 anacre. I understand that under 
this bill a man located.on those lands could take tip 100 acres under 
the pre-emption law, for instance, or under the hom law, or under 
the timber-culture act. Hecould take all that any other citizen could 
take on any public land, and in addition to that, by virtue of the pro- 
visions of this bill, he could take up 160 acres more by paying $2.50 
an acre for it. That is as I understand the bill, and if I am wrong 
about that I shall vote for any amendment that will give settlers on 
the lands all the privileges that settlers have on any other lands in the 
United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But you are not wrong, and our friends on the 
other side want to squeeze the settlers apparently. 

Mr. VEST. My construction of the bill is not that put upon it by 
the Senator from Oregon who last addressed the Senate. Section 2 
reads as follows: : 


Sec, 2. That in all cases where persons are in possession of any of the lands 
affected by said grantand hereby resumed by and restored to the United States, 
under deed, written contract with, or license from the said Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Se, executed prior to January 1, 1886, they shall be entitled to purchase 
thesame the Un: States, in quantities not exceeding 320acres to any one 
such person, at the rate of $2.50 per acre, at any time within two years from the 
passage of this act,and on making said payment to receive patents therefor. 

That is to say, the actual bona fide settler can purchase from the Gov- 
ernment any of these forfeited lands in any quantity up to 320 acres 
by paying $2.50 an acre, which amounts simply to this, that by reason 
of the fact that this t, which is now declared to be no grantat all, 
was made by the United States Congress to the North Pacific Railroad 
and the company has not complied with the terms of that grant, by 
reason of that single fact, enough vitality is given to this dead grant to 
make it cost the actual settler a dollar and a quarter more an acre 
even if he takes 160 acres, If that is not the construction of it, I am 
utterly at sea, without compass or rudder, in to the measure. 

I prefer the House bill, which says that these lands shall be sold to 
the actual settler by the Government as other public lands, and that 
this grant shall be what we absolutely declare it to be, worthless, null, 
and void. That is logical and consistent, and I can only be consistent 
with my legal opinion by voting against the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska, because although I may be an extremist as to these for- 
feitures and go far beyond what my associates on this side of the Cham- 
ber are willing to go, I believe that all these lands are forfeited, if that 
road was not completed, under the terms of the eighth section of the 
act of 1864 which I have read. But the Senator from Nebraska is ut- 
terly inconsistent with the House bill which he offered yesterday as a 
substitute, because under his amendment he abnegates and abandons 
the position that this forfeiture was made on the 4th of July, 1879, by 
the terms of the act of 1864, and he says now that the forfeiture shall 
only work from the time of the passage of this bill, giving up and re- 
linquishing what I believe to be the construction of the act of 1864 and 
taking the illogical and inconsistent position that that forfeiture is not 
worked but that it is something in futuro, to take effect from the pas- 

of the bill. 
herefore I think that Senators who hold with me in regard to the 
construction of the act of 1864 can not-support the amendment, and I 
say from my standpoint that I believe the forfeiture was worked on the 
Ath of July, 1879, as to all these lands, upon the branches and the main 
road too. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I stated briefly yesterday that I could not vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska because it went too 
far. Ido not think the Senate understands that amendment exactly, 
or the effect of it. I will read the clause only using the effective words 
as the section will be when amended, if the amendment is to: 

‘That all the lands heretofore granted to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company,” &c., ‘which a: in to and are conterminous with 
* that part of its main and branch lines where the railroad required by 
said acts has not been constructed and completely finished at the date 
of the passage of this act, be, and the same are, hereby resumed.” 
Then all the lands conterminous with the completed portions of thatroad 
at the date of the passage of this bill are hereby confirmed. That is 
theamendment; nothing more andnothingless. The effect of it, then, 
is to confirm every acre of land granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company save only between Wallula and Portland and 75 miles of the 
Cascade branch. , That is the amendment pure, simple, and unadulter- 
ated. Therefore I am not in favor of it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. : 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I urged the same position in regard to the bill 
as it was reported by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], that the 
forfeiture from Wallula to Portland would be a concession to the railroad 
company, an admission on our part that there was no more of this grant 
to be forfeited. I took that position and I understood the Senator 
then to say that that would not be the construction. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unquestionably the bill only deals with the road 
from Wallula to Portland and declares the lands on that line forfeited 
and leaves the other lands entirely untouched. Your amendment con- 
firms every acre of land granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad ex- 
cept between Wallula and Portland and for 75 miles of the Cascade 
branch, and it goes further than I can go. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. If the forfeiture from Wallula to Portland is not 
an admission that we propose to do no more, by adding to the forfeit- 
ure 75 miles more of the railroad to the line between Wallula and 
Portland, how does that make any different conclusion in the estima- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It makes this difference, that you confirm all 
the rest of the grant. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Does it confirm any more than did the forfeiture 
from Wallula to Portland? 

Mr. COCKRELL, It does absolutely confirm it. There can be but 
one interpretation to it. Let me read it again. Let the Senator just 
yaun, and I do not know the English language if it does not mean 

t. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri will 
pause. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, it is the duty of the 
rarer to Jay before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be 
stated. 

_ The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation of rail- 
road-grant lands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I hope the Senator from Missouri will be permit- 
ted to conclude the remarks he wished to make before we go on with 
the other bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no-objection the Senator 
from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply wanted to read the provision. There 
can be no misunderstanding of this amendment, and I will readit again 
so that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] may see exactly what 
Al does mean. There can be no misinterpretation of it. It is too 
plain: - 

That all the lands heretofore granted to the Northern Pacifie Railroad Com- 

ny * * © which appertain to and are conterminous with that part of its 
main and branch lines where the railroad required by said acts has not been 
constructed and completely finished at the date of the passage of this act be, 
and the same are hereby, resumed by the United States and restored to the pub- 
lic domain, and made subject to disposition and settlement under the general 
laws relating to public lands. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will yield. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like toask the Senator from Missouri 
a question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have yielded to the Senator from Arkansas, and 
I will then hear the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The subject-matter has passed away 
lhe the consideration of the Senate, the hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply wanted to read the amendment so that 
it might go in the RECORD, and any one who understands the English 
language ean interpret it. : 

Mr. BERRY. Does the President of the Senate rule that I can not 
ask the Senator from Missouri a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The debate is upon the pending bill 
(S. 1812) relative to taxing railroad land grants, and it is not for tho 
aye to determine. The bill before the Senate will be again stated by 
its title. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation of rail- 
road-grant lands, and for other purposes. 

‘4 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas has the 
oor. 

Mr. BERRY. This is not the same bill that was under consideration 
before 2 o’clock? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. I understood that upon the application of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. COCK- 
RELL] wasallowed to complete his remarks, and I proposed to ask him 
a question during those remarks, which I supposed would be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas as a matter of courtesy. 

Mr. BERRY. Isimply desire to ask the Senator from Missouri if he 
is eorrect in his statement that in case the bill should pass with the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska it would have the 
efect to confirm to the railroad company all other lands. If the bill 
passes as reported by the Senator from Oregon without the amendment, 
will it not have the effect to confirm to the company all other lands than 
those from Wallula to Portland and the Cascade branch in addition? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

Mr. BERRY. The bill is to forfeit from Wallula down to Portland. 
The Senator from Nebraska proposes to forfeit 75 miles of the Cascade 
branch in addition to those lands. I think myself thatif the bill were 
passed as it came from the committee withont the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] it would have the effect to confirm 
all those lands that have heretofore been earned, and to that I was op- 
posed. I say that if the bill passes without the amendment it not only 
confirms them, but confirms 75 miles in addition of unearned lands on 
the Cascade branch upon which the road is not finished to-day. If the 
Senator from Missouri proposes to support the bill as it was reported 
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] without that amendment, 


No; that has passed from the con- 
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he not only confirms the lands down to Wallula but he confirms 75 


miles in addition of unearned land where the road is being built to-day. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Before passing from the proposition that was 
suggested by the Senator from Missouri I should like to call his at- 
tention to section 3 of the bill adopted by the action of the Senate yes- 
terday on the motion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] and 
to call his attention to the fact that that section certainly obviates the 
difficulty which he suggests. It says: 


Src. 3. That no in this act shall be construed to waive or release or in 
any way affect an ht of the United States to have any other lands granted 
by them to the sai com: ure of said company 


y forfeited for any 
to comply with the conditions of the grant. 

It seems to me that with that as an additional section to the bill the 
difficulty suggested by the Senator is certainly obviated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 1812 being before the 
Senate, the pending question is on the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have Senate bill 2172 printed 
with the amendment adopted on motion of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BECK] and the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. VAN Wycx]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill as 
amended and the pending amendment will be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis not to be taken out of the Senate so that it 
can not be taken upif we wish. 

Mr, COCKRELL. No, notasamatteref course, but itcan be printed 
before the next meeting of the Senate. 4 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But Ido not wish the order to print to be made 
in such a way that the bill which has now been passed over by the ex- 
piration of the morning hour can not be disposed of to-day if there is 
time. I donot say that I shall want to do that, but I do not wish to 
have the Senate lose possession of it by the order to print. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nor do I; but I think that it can be printed be- 
fore we shall have an opportunity to resume its consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to submit an amendment to the bill to 
be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Before the bill passes from the con- 
sideration of the Senate I desire to offer an amendment, that it may be 
printed along with the bill as it stands now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the order to 
print will include the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And also the amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I have not yet yielded the floor. I 
ask that my amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is not before the Senate, but 
the amendment will te read if there be noobjection. ‘The Senator from 
Oregon proposes an amendment to the bill which was under considera- 
tion at 2 o’clock, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection2, line 13, after the word “‘line,’’ strike 
outall down to and including the words ‘‘ eighteen hundred and eighty,” 
in line 18, as follows: 

Designated as the terminal limits of the earned portion of said t easterly 
from said Wallula Junction by letter of the Com ioner of the General Land 
Office to the officers of the local land office at Walla Walla, Wash., dated Novem- 
ber 17, 1830. 

And insert in lieu thereof: 


Known asthe Harrison line, beinga line drawn from Walla Walla, Wash., cast- 
erly to the southwest corner of the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter 
of section 5, in township 7 north, of range 38 east of Willamette meridian. 

So as to read: 


Provided, That if it shall be found that any lands so resumed by the United 
Statesand restored to the public domain lie north of the line known as the Har- 
rison line, being a line drawn from Walla Walla, Wash., easterly to the south- 
west corner of the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter of section 5, in town- 


ship 7 north, of range 38 east of Willamette meridian, all ms, or their heirs 
faith the title of the 


or as the case may be, who had acquired in’ 
Northern ific Railroad Company to any portion of said lands priorto January 
1, 1886, or who at said date were in possession of any portion of said landsor had 
improved the same, claiming the same under written contract with or license 
from said company, executed in good faith, shall be entitled to eee the 
lands so acquired, possessed, or improved, from the United States, 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. ‘The only object of the amendment is 
to make plain a description; that is all. : 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Before the bill passes from the consideration of 
the Senate I have an amendment which I desire to offer, that it may be 
printed. I ask that it be read and printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be read if there 
be no objection. The bill having passed from the consideration of the 
Senate at 2 o’clock, it is not before the Senate. However, the amend- 
ment will be read. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. The amendment I propose is to be added to the 
last section which was adopted yesterday. 

Ehe CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add to section 3 the following 
proviso: 
tshall hereafter be issued nada land included inany 


Provided, Thatno 
grant of lands to aid in the constructicn of any railroad which at any time has 


been liable to forfeiture for failure to comply in the time specliied with the 
terms of the grant until Congress shall authorize the issuing of such patent. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from.the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had appointed Mr. T. 
M. Norwoop of Georgia, Mr. C. B. LORE of Delaware, and Mr. A. 
C. HARMER of Pennsylvania Visitors on the part of the House to the 
Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md., under the provisions of the act of 
February 15, 1879. 

The m also announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 174) authorizing the printing of 25,000 copies of the 
report of the National Board of Health for the year 1885; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate.’ 


TAXATION OF RAILROAD-GRANT LANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation of railroad-grant lands, 
and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Hoar to add: 


rovisions of this 
reafter be acquired or 
acq 


Mr. EDMUNDS rose. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should be very glad to yield to the Senator from 
Vermont, but when the bill was last under consideration I yielded 
the floor to allow the Chinese treaty bill to be brought before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon is correct. 
The Senator from Oregon is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam very glad to yield the floor to the Senator from 
Vermont. ° 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg to thank the Senator from Oregon. I wish 
to speak to the pending bill as illustrating thebill that has just passed 
away from the consideration of the Senate. . I wish to call the atten- 
tion of my brother Senators to the circumstance that a bill considered 
by a committee and reported by that committee, by a majority (I do not 
know whether it was unanimous ornot, probably not), which proposes to 
forfeit 200 miles or more of a land grant in therich valley of the Colum- 
bia, in respect to which probably all Senators would that it t 
to be forfeited, has been by a yea-and-nay vote (if I may use such a 
phrase now) bedeviled, as if we were all employed by a railroad com- 
pany to bedevil it and do nothing at all by the propositions of amend- 
ments and insisting upon considering them, that raise open and diffi- 
cult and disturbing questions, which our former experience has shown 
are not likely to be decided in the six weeks that are probably yet left 
for the action of Congress at this session. Š 

I wish to have the people of Washington Territory and the people of 
Oregon and the people of New York and the rest of the United States 
take notice of the proceedings this day, and to see whether they would 
not fairly sup that the railroad corporation which does not wish to 
forfeit this Columbia grant had somehow or other been enabled to bias 
and hoodwink and mislead the minds of Senators so as to add things 
which are debatable in order to prevent action upon that on which we 
are all agreed. That is the way the case stands, and I want the people 
of this country to understand it. 

Then I wish to say to my friend from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck], 
with all his zeal for the public interest, which has misled us into the 
state we now are, where probably no bill will pass at all to forfeit any 
lands of the Northern Pacific after this yea-and-nay vote of the Senate, 
that it is only a little while ago since he himself proposed to the Senate 
to give out of the funds of the United States (for that is what it amounts 
to) a subsidy to the Union Pacific Railroad Company to build branches 
all over Nebraska and around there and to guarantee their bonds—not 
guarantee by the United States but guarantee by the corporation, on 
every dollar of whose funds and on every acre of whose lands we have 
by existing law a mortgage and a lien which is far beyond their value— 
to take really out of the funds of the United States the means for build- 
ing railroads in that region, while he is so very sensitive, and justly so, 
aons ene any more public lands in general for the building 
of railroa 


Doubtless my friend from Nebraska can explain his consistency, and 
with that I have really nothing to do; but I submit it to his considera- 
tion as a reason why we ought not to go very fast in denying to the 
people of Washington Territory this opening to the East out of some 
sort of public treasure, be it land or money, which it seems to be in 
his mind so necessary should be given out of the funds and property of 
the United States for improving the facilities of the Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company in Nebraska. 

I am not addressing this to my friend from Nebraska in the personal 
sense, but in the public sense, that if it be a good thing and a neces- 
sary thing for the public interest in Nebraska that what are really the 
funds of the United States shall be ed by the Union Pacific to 


build branches, &c., might it not be proper to extend facilities to the 
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people of Wi Territory in the way of giving to this company ae WOE: Shh geal chance Aen ress cP wreak 


power to finish building their road across to ris. Sound by the use of 

the mountain lands in a region where the of W: Ter- 

ritory and where the e on the whole of the continent from 

Puget Sound to New harbor are interested in building up and 
ing this line of intercommunication ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPH] has the floor. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator from Oregon yield to me? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ifthe Senator proposes to make a I prefer to 
finish mine, but if he wishes simply to make an incidental suggestion 
I shall be glad to yield. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to makea statement in reply to the Sena- 
tor from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (to Mr. DRR Oh, yes; let him proceed. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well; I yield. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Vermont appears somewhat 
solicitous lest the public at large shall suppose that we are all in the 
employ of the railroad corporations, as I understand the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. He is solicitous enough on that point to make 
the suggestion that we had so bedeviled the bill that the e would 
think we were all in the employ of the railroads. That, I think, was 
the language. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. We will appeal to the RECORD in the morning 
and see how near I am to the Senator’s language. Ido not think the 
people will make any mistake about that. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They do not generally make mistakes, at least 
not more than six years at a time. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No. They probably can draw the line of dis- 
tinction between who are and who are not in the employ of railroad 
companies. They will be able to do that doubtless. 

I do not know how the Senate has bedeviled the bill which the Sen- 
ator so eloquently alludes to. The Senate in its independence of ac- 
tion has seen fit to make .suggestions and amendments of which the 
Senator from Vermont did not approve; that is true; but it does not 
necessarily follow that it is a bedevilment of the bill because the Sen- 
ator from Vermont did not vote for the amendments. I do not know 
that the Senate should be characterized as bedeviling the thing because 
in their judgment they thought it better to extend the provisions of 
the bill and widen them. 

It is perfectly evident from the history of this bill from the time it 
went into the committee to the time it came out that it was intended 
to give an advantage to the Northern Pacific Railroad, that it proposed 
only to forfeit what the Northern Pacific Railroad Company were will- 
ing should be forfeited. When the bill wentinto committee there was 
given by it a certain number of years for the Northern Pacific to finish 
their road. When it came out it had not that provision, but the au- 
thor of the bill, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], refused to vote 
for the amendment which the Senate did approve, and gave as his rea- 
son that it would embarrass the Northern Pacific Railroad if the grant 
for this 75 miles of unfinished road was taken from it. That was the 
position of the Senator from Oregon, and he antagonized that amend- 
ment. He antagonized it on the ground that it would embarrass the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, did he not? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; he says he did not. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Who says he did not? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understood him to say he did not. 

Mr. pat WYCK. I refer to the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Dorrit 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought you were speaking of the junior Sen- 
ator ee yee [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I was speaking of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Dotpx], the author of the bill. He refused to vote for this amend- 

ment relating to the 75 miles because he said it would interfere with 
the Northern Pacific in constructing its road. 

Mr. DOLPH. Who did? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. You mean I voted to lay it on the table? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Thatisthesamething. You opposed the amend- 
ment, if you please, and opposed it onthatground. The Senator from 
Oregon refused his assent to the amendment which the Senate approved 
on the ground that it would interfere with the completion of the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad in constructing its line. 

Mr. DAWES. Where? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. On the floor of the Senate. He put it on that 
ground. Therefore I am justified in saying that the bill as introduced 
and as conducted here on the floor has been engineered in the interest 
of the Northern Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will yield to me for a moment-—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will say that the Senator is neither justified in say- 
ing me eg is it the fact; and the Senator ought to know that it is 
not the fact. 


the Northern Pacific Railroad what other conclusion can be drawn? 
It is not in the interest of oes people; he sa 

Mr. DOLPH. The RECORD show what I said. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. You do not deny it? 

Mr. DOLPH. I do deny it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. He does not deny what I said. 

Mr. DOLPH. The day before yesterday I went on to show how the 
Canadian Pacific Railroad was contending for the trade of the Pacific, 
and I thought I a great national reason why the Cascade 
branch should be constructed. To-day I went on toshow thatI thought 
our commercial interests as a nation required it, and I say that the 
Senator has no authority to draw any such conclusion as he has stated. 
The bill was not introduced in the interest of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, If the Senator knows that the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company desire a forfeiture of this grant, he knows some- 
thing that Ido not. On the contrary, so far as I have had any com- 
munication with any one interested in that road, I know that they 
want it retained and would like to retain it until they can build that 
road and earn it. If the Senator will be kind enough to give us the 
information when they have asked for legislation to forfeit any part of 
the grant, I should be glad to have him do it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iwill doit cheerfully. The Senator, in addition 
to what I stated, also said, and that I think he will not controvert, that 
he did not desire to interfere with the construction of the road by the 
Northern Pacific, 

Mr. DOLPH. Because that is the company constructing the road, 
of course. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Precisely. 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not wish to interfere with the construction. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Northern Pacific do not want the land on 
that 75 miles forfeited, and the Senator substantially said so, because it 
will embarrass them. He said distinctly that the land was worthless 
to the Government, but yet valuable to the railroad company as a basis 
of credit—worthless lands valuable to the company as the basis of credit, 
from which they can obtain money from the issue of bonds and by that 
means build the road. That is the position of the Senator, because 
that is what he said. Now he says that the Northern Pacific do not 
want this forfeiture from Wallula to Portland. 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not say any such thing. ‘The Senator may 
on and conclude his remarks; but I remind him of the fact that he 
wanted to reply to the Senator from Vermont when I gave way before 
I had finished my j 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam showing that we are not all attorneys for 
railroad companies, as the Senator from Vermont would intimate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I did not intimate anything of the kind. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam sorry I misunderstood the language, then. 
So he did not intimate that all of of us—only a part—— 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not intimate ite of a part. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then of some of us. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not some. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Senator will excuse me, the language 
will show in the RECORD in the morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 8o it will. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from says the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company do not desire, or rather, I understand him, it 
is not agreeable to their wishes that the land from Wallula to Portland 
shall be forfeited. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not undertake to speak for the Northern Pacific. 
I say as far as I know anything about it they desire to retain this grant. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. They desire to retain the grant. I askif it is 
not one of the most remarkable things ever heard of that the Senator 
from Oregon should introduce a bill to forfeit a portion of their grant 
that they did not want forfeited, that they should not remonstrate with 
him aboutit, that they should not appeal to the committee of this body 
as they always do, importunately and persistently, when anything is 
done that they do not want done? 

They never fail for attorneys outside of this body to the com- 
mittee-rooms to make known their wishes; and the fact that the North- 
erm Pacific has not even intimated to the Senators from Oregon that 
they do not want this forfeiture, that they have not come with eloquent 
and able attorneys before the committee to proclaim and argue that this 
thing should not be done, is certainly as good evidenceas we need that 
the Northern Pacific Railroad is assenting to this forfeiture. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If they were willing to forfeit the land, could 
they not surrender at any time without any legislation at all? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I suppose so, and I look upon this asa surrender 
of that branch on their part, because they know what is proposed here, 
and they do not protest against it. 

PP a EDMUNDS. But if they wanted to doit, if I mA, interruptmy 
end— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. | Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Could they not just file in the Department of the 
Interiora surrender and renunciation of any claim tothatland? It does 
not require any legislation to make them do that. 
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Mr. VAN WYCK. No, not necessarily. do not al 
do things as individuals do. They could dothat; but is not this y 
effective here? They make no protest. They concede this. There- 
fore I say it is in accordance with their wishes that this thing should be 
done, because the fact that they Go nos hg the fact that they give 
up 200 miles of what the Senator from econ eign fo tha Desk laki in 
Oregon, is good evidence that they do not want it any longer. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Are you unwilling to forfeit it because they are 
willing it should be done? r 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I want to do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think from theif silence they know in point of 
justice and right it is so clear a case that it must be forfeited. That 
they do not renounce it, as they could, in the Interior Department to- 
aay is a fact, and they hope the bill will be so mixed up to do that 

g, if it is passed at all, that by and by, when some more hopeful 
Senators come in, when my friend and I have retired to better and 
more congenial pursuits, they can probably get the thing fixed so that 
they will get the land after all. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska 
a question? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Suppose the fact is as stated by the 
Senatorfrom Nebraska, and I do not know whether it is or not. The 
Senator will permit me to say, when he speaks about communications 
with the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, that the Senator from 
Oregon has no communication with them, so far as I am concerned, and 
Ido not know that my colleague has. But suppose it is a fact that 
that company is yahe to surrender this portion of the grant from 
Wallula to Portland. do not know whether it is true or not. My 
impresston is that the company would like to hold on to it if they could. 
If they had anything to base a claim to it on, I think they would hold 
on to it until the last day. But suppe ias fact that they are will- 
ing to give it up, whether because they feel they have no ground to 
stand on or for any other reason—I wish to know of the Senator from 
Nebraska what objection there is with him, what proper objection can 
be urged by Congress, to going on and declaring those lands forfeited 
in reference to which there is no contest, with some such provision as 
that submitted yesterday by the Senator from Kentucky, that that 
action shall not be construed as an affirmation of the remainder of the 
grant, and then after we have done that in reference to which 
there is no controversy, to contest the rest of the company’s 
grant by another bill? bis the objection to that proposition ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator has conceded ae rey what I 
said, that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company no objection to 
the forfeiture of this land. , 

Mr, MITCHELL, of Oregon. I have conceded no such thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He said exactly the reverse. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of I have stated most distinctly, in the 
first place, that I know nothing about it, as I was not in communica- 
tion with the Northern Pacific Rai Company or any of its officers, 
but that my impression was and my belief now is that it would like 
to hold on to the grant between Wallula and Portland until the very 


last ae 
_ Mr. EDMUNDS. And they are likely to do that by this proceed- 


ing. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. As is suggested by the Senator from 
Vermont, if my friend from Nebraska continues to persist in the posi- 
tion he has taken here and the course he is advocating I think the very 
great probability isthat they will holdon to what they have; for, what- 
ever may be the motives of the Senator from Nebraska, I undertake to 
say that the effect of his amendment and his position here and of his 
advocacy to-day is to retain in the hands of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company and under its control some three or four million acres 
of land in reference to which there is no controversy and which the 
Senatorfrom Nebraska himself saysthe company is willing to surrender. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. ‘TheSenator then, I willsay, by inference, taking 
the whole of his remarks together, concedes that the Northern Pacific 
do not at this time antagonize the proposition to forfeit the grant from 
Wallula to Portland. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I have conceded no such thing, and 
I repeat it now for the fourth time that, while I know nothing person- 
ally on the subject, my belief is, from my knowledge of the past, that 
the company are not desirous of relinquishing the lands between Wal- 
lula and Portland, but that if they had any ground at all upon which 
they could stand they would continue to make the claim here and else- 
where and hold on to the land; but that the effect of the course taken 
by my friend from Nebraska, whatever may be his motives, is to play 
directly and emphatically into the hands of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road and against the settlers in Oregon and elsewhere. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That confirms for the fifth time the truth of what 
I said, because the Senator from Oregon says, if the Northern Pacific 
believed they had any ground tostand upon they would oppose this leg- 
islation. That is all I desire to know in to the matter. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I understand now, and I have always 
understood, that the position of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany in reference to this grant as a matter of clean, naked law was 


this: By virtue of certain provisions in the charter of the Northern Pa- 
cifi Ta p oa in the twentieth section, which was not referred 
a aaae tor from Missouri [Mr. VEST], they claim that 
there is no power in the Congress of the United States to declare for- 
feited any portion of this grant. That I understand has always been 
their position. I do not to it. Idonot think it is a position 
which can be maintained. I have never believed it; I do not believe 
it now. I think the power of Congress to declare forfeited any portion 
of the lands adjacent to the line of the road that is not completed is 
full, ample, and complete; and that we have the right to declare any 
portion of those lands forfeited for a failure to complete the road. 

I say that I have understood heretofore, and I understand now, that 
the proposition of the company is that whatever Congress might do in 
the matterof a declaration of forfeiture, even in reference to those lands 
lying between Wallula and Portland, it would be a mere declaration 
that amounts to nothing, and that thecourts in the end would hold that 
the action amounted to nothing. Ido not believe that, but that is the 
position of the company. Thatis all that I desire tosay on that point. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then the Senator knows what the company’s 
views are on one branch of the case. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I certainly do. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam much obliged for that. 

` Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I have the amplest reasons for know- 
ing. I acted as the attorney of that company for over six years when I 
had a right toactasits attorney. I know whatits views were then, and 
I haye no reason to believe that its managers hgve ever changed their 
views upon that question; and I state now to the Senator and I state to 
the Senate and the country that I do not believe their position in refer- 
ence to that matter is good law. I think we have a right to declare 
these lands forfeited in so far as they are adjacent to any line of road 
along which the railroad has not been completed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ofcourse we would expect the Northern Pacific 
Railroad to entertain the opinion, which railroads entertain generally, 
that Congress has no such power. That they always maintain, and 
that we understand. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. As a general rule. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator is correct about that; but yet it 
comes back again to the fact, which I think the discussion has elicited, 

an attempt to oppose this legislation on the part of the Northern 
Pacific was baseless and they are not the attempttodoit. The 
fact that they are not making the attempt to doit will be conceded ev- 
erywhere, because both the Senators from say their attention 
has not been called by the Northern Pacific Railroad to the injustice, 
the wrong that is poapoa to be done them in forfeiting this land. The 
Northern Pacific it baseless, as the Senator says, so baseless that 
the railroad company have not even called on the Senators from their 
State, on whom they havea right to call, tointerpose againstit. They 
have not sent an attorney before the committee, as the Senator knows. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will answer the Senator when he gets through. I 
yielded to the Senator to reply to the Senator from Vermont, but he 
can go on and when he gets through I shall answer him. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam obliged to the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator has his own ideas of Senatorial 
and a good many other things. I want him to go onand conclude, and 
when he gets through I shall ask to be heard. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido not know what the Senator means—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall wait until the Senator gets through. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido not know what the Senator means as to any 
discourtesy. Does the Senator mean to intimate that I have protracted 
my remarks too long for the Senator’s convenience? Ifso, I will give 


way. 

Mr. DOLPH. No; go on and finish your 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I will state, liable and subject to contra- 
diction if I misstate it, that the Northern Pacific Company have sent 
no attorney to argue their case before the Committee on Public Lands 
of this body. Every railroad corporation that thinks it has a right 
which is interfered with or likely to be interfered with by legislation 
generally overwhelms the committee with attorneys. That my friend 
knows, and so does every other member of the eommittee know, They 
overwhelm them in the committee, and members of the Senate who 
ate not on the committee are importuned in the corridors and other 
places. The fact that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company have 
not had snflicient interest to attempt to save three or four million acres 
of land is evidence that they are assenting, acquiescing; and therefore 
when we metely forfeit from Wallula to Portland we are doing what 
they are willing we shall do. > 

Mr. of Oregon. Admitting everything the Senator has 
said, just for the sake of the argument, in order to go further on that 
point, I wish the’Senator to answer the question put tohim a few mo- 
ments ago, what is the objection to going on and declaring forfeited 
this land in reference to which there is no controversy, the reservation 
being all the while that the action shall not be construed as affirming 
the remainder of the grant, and then have a bill introduced and go on 
and contest the remainder? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. ‘That is a very proper inquiry. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. And I wish an answer to it, 
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Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to finish the other branch first. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Will the Senator answer now ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will address myself to the suggestion of fhe 
Senator, which is a very proper one, as to what objection there is to 
forfeiting this land. There is noobjection to forfeiting it from Wallula 
down to Portland. That we insist upon. We claim that it is right; 
but here is a bill forfeiting certain lands of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company, and some of us think that other lands should be for- 
feited as much as the lands from Wallula to Portland. We are con- 
sidering now the question of the forfeiture of the lands of the Northern 
Pacific. i been an agitation in Congress for a longtime. I 
think the Senator from Vermont said yesterday that it had been before 
his committee some three or four years. The question must be met, 
and let it be met now, as to the forfeiture of the landsof the Northern 
Pacific. Does the Senator from Oregon think it would be proper at 
this session to forfeit the lands from Wallula to Portland ? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I most certainly do. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then at the next session would come a proposi- 
tion to forfeit to the point 75 miles on the Cascade branch. Does the 
Senator think that would be just the thing? s 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I am in favor of doing that at this 
session if it should be done. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Butit should be done, evidently. That is what 


I insist upon, and I trust you do also. Then the third session we shall 
come and take the position which my friend from Missouri and I agree 
about, that the lands should all be forfeited from the 4th day of July, 
1879. Would that be a good time to find out about this matter? If 
we would not be fishing behind the net it is very strange tome. You 
forfeit from Wallula to Portland now, 200 miles. Thenextsession you 
forfeit 75 miles on the Cascade branch, and then the third session you 
come and raise the question of the forfeiture that ought to be made as 
we think from the 4th day of July, 1879. My friend does not think 
that could ever be done. Does he not know that it could never be 
done? What we forfeit at this session of Congress of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad is all that the American people will ever see forfeited, 
and no more. 

We divide upon that question, and so I stated. The House bill is 
correct. I offered that as an amendment, but my friends upon this side 
and some upon the other side, notably the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
COCKRELL], insisted that was wrong. He thought there was a great 
deal of without knowledge. I will say to the Senator from Mis- 
souri who spoke to-day that yesterday his colleague thought there was 
a great deal of zeal in asking that the House bill should be offered here 
as an amendment, and he said that it was zeal without knowledge. I 
took the rebuke kindly and acted upon it, as I did the advice of my 
friend from Vermont, for whom I always entertain the highest respect; 
and, yielding to the suggestions, I said, ‘t Very well, as it is the desire, 
I will withdraw the amendment,’’ which I did with the consent ef the 
Senate, and I offered another proposition, to which I supposed Senators 
on this side would cheerfully assent; and that is what has been read 
and is now under consideration, that at least we shall forfeit the lands 
that are not earned up to date. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow 
me to interrupt him just there? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. ` Certainly. $ 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. There are evidently three opinions in 
reference to this grant in Congress. One is that we should go on at 
once and declare a forfeiture of the lands between Wallula and Port- 
land. Another opinion is that we should go on at once and forfeit all 
the lands adjacent to that portion of the line of the road that has not 
been completed. Still a third opinion is that we should pass an act 
declaring a forfeiture of all the lands adjacent to that portion of the 
line of road that was not completed in 1879. Those are the three 
opinions held by different members of the two branches of Congress. 
What I wish to know of my friend is this: Suppose there are not a 
majority of either House in favor of the extreme view of forfeiting all 
lands adjacent to that portion of the road which was not completed in. 
1879, is that any reason why we should not forfeit all in reference to 
which there is no controversy ? . 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Not atall. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Suppose a majority is not even will- 
ing to go so far as to forfeit the lands across the Cascade Mountains, 
would that be a reason why we should not go on and forfeit those lands 
about which there is no controversy ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Not atall. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of aa Then I fail to see the consistency of 
the course by the tor that we must go on and determine 
the whole business now, when we can throw some three or four million 
acres of land open to settlers along the line of the road without delay 
and contest the remainder of the controversy not at the next session 
Ot VAN WYOK. I will in a few words try to explain 

È ill in a few words try to in m; ition 
to the Senator from Oregon. He stated the position Soera mi am 
one of those who believe with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] 
and many others that the forfeiture should date at the expiration of 
the time fixed in the charter for the completion of the road, and that 
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the forfeiture should commence on the 4th day of July, 1879. . My 
vote will always be to accomplish that end; but it is perfectly evident 
that a majority of the Senate do not agree in that opinion. The other 
House probably does. Now, what are we todo? Iam satisfied from 
the vote this morning that a majority of the Senate concur in forfeit- 
ing the land adjoining the uncompleted road. That is the second 
proposition, to forfeit the land adjoining the uncompleted road, and 
the third is to forfeit only from Wallula to Portland. 

I agree with the Senators from Missouri and Louisiana that the land 
should be forfeited from the 4th of July, 1879, for I have always be- 
lieved it; but if we can not sustain that position I want the next best 
thing in that direction, and that is to forfeit everything adjoining the 
uncompleted road. That is what I next desire, and if we can not get 
that, then we will take all that is left, the land they do not want us to 
keep for them, from Wallula to Portland. I trust the Senator under- 
stands my position on that matter. Is it not consistent? 

The only time we shall ever deal with the Northern Pacific Railroad 
on the question of forfeiture will be at this Congress, if we do anything 
atall. If we forfeit the land from Wallula to Portland that ends it. 
In the mean time they will go on and finish the 75 miles. They will 
only want a year or two to do that. Whatthen? You pro by the 

of this bill to give time for the Northern Pacific to finish those 
75 miles of road and get their hands on that land too. That will be 
the result of it. ; 

I say to my friend from Missouri, while I am with him, that if we 
delay action here on forfeiting the uncompleted portion, that ends it. 
We shall never get the lands on the 75 miles if we delay the matter to 
another Congress. Three years ago when its was found that the differ- 
ences in the two Houses were irreconcilable, would it not have been bet- 
ter to have forfeited the lands adjoining the uncompleted portion? The 
longer we delay the solution of this question the more land the corpor- 
ation will get, until finally it will get it all except from Wallula to 
Portland. I trust the Senate understands the position. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Nebraska will pardon me, the only 
criticism I make on his amendment is this: He holds, as I understand, 
like myself, that the forfeiture was perfect on the 4th of July, 1879, as 
to the whole grant. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido. 

Mr. VEST. Now, his amendment does away with that assumption 
and that construction of the act of 1864, and says that this forfeiture 
on these branches shall become effective from the time the bill passes. 
That gives up our position as to the construction of the act of 1864, and 
is inconsistent with his support of the House bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Except as to the third section p as an 
amendment by the Senator from Kentucky, which provides that the 
action on this bill shall not interfere with the consideration of ques- 
tions of forfeiture hereafter. 

Mr. VEST. Still the Senator’s amendment is not logical or consist- 
ent with his other position. If he holds, as he does unquestionably, 
with myself, that the eighth section of the act of 1864 worked a forfeit- 
ure of the whole grant on the 4th day of July, 1879, then it is simply 
impossible, if you proceed logically, to say that the forfeiture of the grant 
on the branches, which come under the same original t, does not 
become perfect until the time when this bill is passed; it may be next 
August or it may not be at all. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me ask my friend, because we agree in prin- 
ciple on this matter and we desire to get something, suppose it is per- 
fectly evident that this Con will not pass a forfeiture bill dating 
from the 4th day of July, 1879; suppose we are satisfied of tbat fact; 
what then? Are we to sit down and wait until another year and then 
come and find the same result? In the mean time the railroad will be 
building right along and acquiring the land from week to week and 
month to month. Are we to protract this matter when we find such is 
inevitably to be the result, and let these gentlemen get the whole of 
the Cascade lands? 

Mr. VEST. In answer to the Senator from Nebraska I will say that 
I want to do exactly what he wants todo. I want to carry out what 
I believe to be the irresistible conclusion, the legal conclusion that flows 
from the eighth section of the act of 1864, and which I understood the 
Senator from Oregon who last spoke to concur in; butat the same time 
when that main question comes up I do not want to be confronted with 
a vote which tells me, ‘‘ You abandoned that position and you voted for 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska, which said that there was 
no forfeiture until August, 1886,” if the bill passes then. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If my friend will excuse me just a moment right 
there, the amendment under consideration if adopted secures two 
things. The forfeiture from Wallula to Portland is right; I shall vote 
for that. Then the amendment to forfeit the 75 miles on the other 
end of the Cascade branch is right, and I shall vote for that, That gives 
us so much more. Then the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana 
adopting the House proposition, I shall vote for that, each time, going 
an advance as faras I can. It would not be in any one’s mouth I 
think when we vote for the House bill to say, ‘‘ You offered an amend- 
ment for 75 miles. SoIdid. I vote uponeach proposition to get all 
I can in this matter. First, I take the Jand from Wallula to Portland; 
then I take the 75 miles; and then I shall vote for the third proposi- 


tion; and if there be enough in the Senate to carry the third ition 
then the Senator from Missouri and myself will feel that the right has 
prevailed as we understand it. 

Mr. MI LL, of Oregon. Will the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to me for a moment? f 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I do not wish the Senator from Mis- 
gouri to have any misapprehension in regard to my views as to the 
ae of Congress under this 

ure to complete the road in the time limited. In what I said a 
moment ago in combating the position as I understand it to be main- 
tained by the-company, that there is no power in to declare 
forfeited any — of this grant, I did not mean to convey the im- 
pression that I believed for a moment that the mere failure upon the 
part of the company to complete its road within the time was of itself 
a forfeiture or would of itself justify Congress in declaring a forfeiture 
of all those lands adjacent to the line of road not completed within 
the time limited. My own opinion is that the law as stated by the 
Senator. from. Missouri a little while before 2 o’clock, when this matter 
was directly under discussion, can not be maintained. I understand 
that the position stated by the Senator from Missouri is in direct con- 
flict with what the Supreme Court of the United States has decided 
in more than one case, and notably decided in the case of Knevels vs. 
Van Wyck, and in other cases, to the effect that a declaration of forfeit- 
ure can only take effect upon lands adjacent to the road that is not 
completed at the time of the declaration. © 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I trust now I have made myself understood that 
there is not the inconsistency in my position in this matter which gen- 
tlemen would seem to think they have found therein. 

This question of the forfeiture of unearned lands ought to find a set- 
tlement at some time in the American Co For years each polit- 
ical party has placed itself on platforms declaring in favor of the forfeit- 
ure of unearned lands, and I would say to my friends from Oregon that 
Ithink the people of the State they represent—that portion of them, at 
least, with whom they are more intimately conn: politically—have 
resolved in favor of the principle of this amendment. ‘The people of 
Oregon have asked that this much shall be done, that the unearned 
grant shall be forfeited. The objection the Senators from Oregon both 
make to my proposition is that I am asking to have forfeited the lands 
which have not béen earned on the line of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road, ar in 1884, two years ago, at the Oregon State convention in 
Portland—— 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I wish to state that as far as I am con- 
cerned—I speak for myself—I am quite indifferent personally whether 
the lands included in the Senator’s amendment are forfeited or not. 
My principa objection is that I believe the proposition is an embarrass- 
sore! to the passage of the bill, which I think every Senator ought to 
vote for. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. When we are merely annexing an amendment 
which the people of Or want, how will that embarrass the passage 
of the bill? Will it em it in the other House? The House in- 
sists that this even is not enough; the House insists that the forfeiture 
should date on the 4th of July, 1879, and you send the bill to the House 
merely forfeiting from Wallula to Portland, and it is an invitation to 
that body to dissent from your bill. Then why not throw in a little 
more and make it more in accord with the sentiment of the House, 
which must unite with us in whatever legislation we have on the sub- 
ject? Every Senator knows that if the bill is sent to the other House 
confined to the land from Wallula to Portland it will never be assented 
to. Then why go through that sort of peformance? Who is to be de- 
ceived by that? Who is to be cajoled by that sort of thing? -If we 
know it can not be accomplished in that way, and if we want to make 
some forfeiture, let us make it better, put on all the unearned lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of If we may properly refer to the other 
— - all, I hope that House will agree to what we do on the same 

rinciple. 
3 Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). Solittle 
in order has been said since the present occupant of the chair has oc- 
cupied it that he has felt a delicacy in interfering at all. ‘The bill be- 
fore the Senate has not been alluded to in the discussion before the 
Senate the last hour. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. What is the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If the present occupant of the chair 

.Teceived the proper instructions from his predecessor, the bill pendin: 
is the bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation of railroad-grant lands, an 
for other purposes. 

Mr, VAN WYCK. ‘The debate has very close connection with it. I 
am speaking by unanimous consent and in relation to the same sub- 
ject-matter. It has so much application to the other bill that it will 
not be lost, this part of it particularly. 

X The Oregon State Republican convention, at Portland, in May, 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. There was a later one than that. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes; but I thought I would rather go back to 
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1884. They have done it every year since, but have never got any 
nearer a solution of it. They have been impo mgress and 
their tatives year by year; so have the national Republican 
conventions; so have the Democratic national conventions, They are 
all asking for it. 

The Republican State convention in Oregon in May, 1884, declared: 

Seventh. That all unearned ts to railroads and wagon-roads in this State 
should be forfeited and opened to settlement by those entitled to the benefit of 
land laws of the United States. 

There is where I am standing. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. That is just where I amstanding. I 
am voting to forfeit every foot of land in Oregon. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I am reading from the platform of the Oregon 
Republican State convention at Portland in May, 1884. Ev 
seemed harmonious. They say in the seventh resolution, which I wi 
read again: f 

That all unearned grants to railroadsand wagon-roads in this State should be 
forfeited and opened to settlement by those entitled to the benefit of the land 
Jaws of the United States. 

If I may be allowed to say so, I Ree ra in these few remarks 
and in my amendment that sentimentof the Republican party of Oregon. 
I am ting that branch of it which wants the railroad grants 
forfeit The Senator says the year after they passed the same reso- 
lation. They have importuned, are reimportuning, the Senators from 
Oregon to forfeit all unearned land grants. 

r. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that the Republican convention of the State of Oregon have 
not said in the resolution just read that they are in favor of forfeiting 
the lands on the top of the Cascade Mountains in this gap of the North- 
ern Pacific in Washington Territory. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. They have said that they want all unearned lands 
forfeited. ` 

Mr. MITCHELL, of m. In the State. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In the State, of course. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. ‘These lands are not in the State. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido not believe the notions of public policy of 
the Republicans of Oregon on great questions like this are controlled 
by State lines. ‘ 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Their notions of public policy are all 
right; but as the Senator from Nebraska quotes a resolution I wish him 
to put the proper construction on that resolution. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iwill. The Republicans of Washington Terri- 
tory have done the same thing, they have resolved just as their brethren 
in resolved, that all unearned land grants should be forfeited. 
That is not all. When in the fall following they went to the ballot- 
box, the Republican party of the Territory of Washington, as an ex- 
pression of their opinion, elected a Republican Delegate to represent 
them at the other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. A Democrat. 

Mr. VAN W¥CK. Yes, sir; a Democrat. 

Mr. DOLPH. Because the convention had adopted the resolution, I 


suppose. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. They adopted the resolution, and the people 
were just a trifle afraid that when he got here their Delegate would 
not act in accordance with the resolution. That sometimes happens. 
Even my brother Senators here do not stand on the resolution of the 
Republican party of Oregon. If it is good for Oregon it is good for 
Washington Territory, and the Republicans of that Territory resolved 
the same thing, and then in their natural disgust they saw their Ore- 
gon Republican friends had been beseeching for this for some time 
without the success which they desired, and so they thought they would 
try the other party, and they even selected a Democrat who they knew 
was in sympathy with them upon this question. 

I trust my friend will now concede my consistency in this matter. 
We want all that we can get and that we think we are entitled to; but 
if we can not get that I do not propose that we shall linger upon this 
matter, I do not propose that we shall send a bill to the other House 
which we know in advance they will not accept, and which will make 
a difference of opinion which will prevent any legislation and allow the 
railroads to accomplish all they want by reason of the non-action of Con- 


gress. 

I desire that this great question shall be settled, and settled now. I 
do not believe in each party amusing the people by resolutions about 
what they will do, and then take pains not to do it by shaping bills in 
such way that it can not be dene. 

One word more by the courtesy of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPH] and I will yield the floor. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS], because this bill had not been fixed as he wanted, was being 
amended in ition to his judgment, said it had been bedeviled, and 
he took occasion to say that the Senator from Nebraska was inconsistent 
in the bill which he introduced in regard to the Union Pacific Railroad. 
That makes it necessary for me to say a few words by way of explana- 
tion. 

We know a great deal about the Union Pacific Railroad; we have 
heard of it here, For grasping greed of course it has in the past ex- 
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celled anything on earth. That question may arise when the funding 
bill comes up, which I suppose the Senator from Vermont thinks to be 
right. It will be necessary then probably to state more at large the 


eens Se ane ee aes Tee a a munan 
pany under its previous ent, whic ve heretofore chai 
terized as the greatest criminal of the age. 

Mr. DAWES. In what 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In 1873 you voted for a law which your col- 
league draughted, which provided that if any officer of that corpora- 
tion issued any new stock or bonds or impaired the credit of that 
company he should be consigned to the penitentiary for not more than 
two years and pay a penalty of not over $5,000. Their officers did these 
acts, and there was not power enough in the Government to grapple 
mean Lae Sipe i and consign them to the punishment which the law 

In yiolation of this law they enlarged the indebtedness of the Union 
Pacific. They impoverished the people by extortionate charges, and 
after they had boomed the stock up to 120 they unloaded on the inno- 
cent widows and orphans of Massachusetts. And now weare appealed 
to in sympathy for the widows and orphans of Massachusetts, and we 
rs RON S an deal about that matter when we come to consider the 

ing bill. 

But the company’s control passed into other hands. The odium was 
so great that the men who had wrecked it desired some one at the head 
who had a reputation for honesty, and they selected Mr. Adams. I 
had believed that from Mr. Adams’s known views and from his expo- 
sition of these men in his Notes on Erie he would conduct, as far as 
in him lay, an honest management of that concern. The people had a 
right to believe in his professions; besides, they knew there was nothing 
left for any man to steal. The company was a wreck. Nothing re- 
mained but the shell. 

My objection to the funding bill is that you leave a mountain of debt 
upon the road from which it can never be extricated, and while you 
leave that mountain of debt, and propose to continue it nearly a hun- 
dred years, you keep the people of the territory trayersed by the road 
in a thraldom and servitude for one hundred years as merciless and 
grinding as Ireland is subjected to now by the dominion of England. 

Mr. PLATT, Mr. President, perhaps in justice to Mr. I 
ought to put his statement on record here. Mr. Adams testified before 
the Committee on Interstate Commeree, and, upon a on that 
voere BaT por poon very much reduction of rates west of , he 
said: 

I think there has. The reductions in rates on the Union Pacific since I have 
Set to Se ee ere REDEA eens they have been at once so incessant and so 


mean rates for through business or for local business? 

Mr. ApDAms, For all ess, Mr. Kimball can answer better than I. ButI 
am under the im; that within the last year and a half all our rates have 
unde e a reduction of something like 33 per cent. 

Mr. BALL. From 25 to 33 per cent., taking the average. 

I do not know anything about that; but I think when the Senator 
made the statement that there had been no reductions I ought to put 
Mr. Adams’s statement on record at the same time. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will say to my friend in that connection that 
there may have been some little reduction to com: ivepoints. The 
Senator from Connecticut discovered that west of the Missouri River 
about fourfold rates were charged for telegraph and railroad service as 
east of the Missouri River. 

Mr. PLATT. Has not the Legislature of Nebraska reduced passen- 
ger rates down to 3 cents a mile where formerly they were as much 
as 8? 


senger rates on the 
pear the proposition carried in the House. They had not the same 
confidence in the Senate which I suppose my friend from Vermont 


sa t reducing down until two or three years ago they were 4 cents a 


RANA AOE CAN ng are asd ves eps irae ic arta 
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It is not necessary now to discuss this question, Itwill be more perti- 
nent hereafter. The people living to-day west of the Missouri River 
are subjected to rates fourfold those eastof the Missouri River. With 
the mountains of debt that you propose to continue for nearly one hun- 
dred years there never can be any hope of relief to the people west of 
the Missouri River. What Mr. Adams has done or can do I do not 
know. I should like to put the strong hand of the law in this branch 
and on the Legislature of Nebraska and other Legislatures to see that 
the rates are y reduced. Bot at all events they were in that 
attitude; they were begging of Congress, they were complaining 
under the terms of the act money was properly placed in the Treasury, 


- 


but it was drawing so small interest that they said to the people of 
Kansas and Nebraskaand of the Territories, ‘‘If we can use this money 
in the Treasury, if we can make it as secure in the construction of 
branch railroads, let us do it.’’ ` 

The people of Nebraska desired it; the people of the Territories de- 
sired it; and I did draw a bill in which I provided not that the Union 
Pacific Railroad should build the branches; oh, no, nothing of the 
kind; I proposed that the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary 
of the Interior and the president of the railroad should form a board; 
they should construct the roads, and that they should construct them 
upon the basis of cash, not a dollar of stock nor a dollar of bonds to be 
issued except upon the basis of the cash cost of the read, And then I 
provided certain other things in that bill, and that the rate of charges 
on the Union Pacific system in the State of Nebraska should not exceed 
the rates east of the Missouri River. I should very much like to see 
the Government build roads on that basis. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why not allow some other company to build a rail- 
road? Why limit the investment of the Government money to some- 
thing which is in favor of the Union Pacific Railroad Company? Why 
not extend it to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé, and to the Bur- 
lington and Missouri River, and so on? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ifthe Burlington and Missouri River Company, or 
the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Company have any of their money in 
the Treasury of the United States, put there for the purpose of paying 
a debt due the United States in the future and itis only drawing 2 per 
cent, interest, and we may use it to build a branch railroad which will 
be honestly admini , certainly let it be done. 

s EN TOONE: Does the money in the Treasury belong to the Union 
acific : 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is there to pay the debt of the Union Pacific. 

Mr. PLUMB. What debt? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Its debt to the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thenit is money of the Government. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Money of the Government for the sinking fund, 
kept there to respond to the debt to the United States when it becomes 
due. The money is not placed there to be appropriated at once upon 
the debt due by the railroad company, but it is placed there to take up 
the debt when it becomes due as far as it will go. If that money can 
be invested honestly to benefit the people of Kansas and Nebraska and 
Colorado and the Territories and produce a return in revenue 
than is derived from the interest on the bonds, then certainly there 
should be no objection from any source to using it as I have proposed. 

Mr, PLUMB. All I wanted, inasmuch as the Senator was giving a 
direction to this discussion, was that he should state why it is that he 
is not willing to take money out of the to construct other rail- 
roads as well as railroads that benefit. the Union Pacific. There are 
other railroads in the State of Nebraska, and the Union Pacific only 
forms a small part of the system in Kansas. I want to see if we can 
Set AI) Sie people ta Abe enata oE See benefited out of the pub- 

c Treasury. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Istated to the Senator from Kansas the reason 
of that. The Union Pacific Railroad is adebtor to the Government for 
a large amount. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why allow the Union Pacific to build railroads out 
of Government money and not allow other people who pay their taxes 
to do itas well? | 

Mr. VAN WYCK. For the reason that under legislation of Congress 

u have placed a condition from which it never can be extricated. 

ou now to extend this mountain of debt one hundred years. 

Mr. PL . Does the Senator favor that? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not, by any means. 
ee EDMUNDS. Yououghtto havethem spend all the money they 

ve now. í 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No, not all of it. Your system will L tina 
be to wind them up in the end, but this money is placed in Treas- 
ury, properly placed there, to respond to the debt when it becomes 
due; the money is paid by this company for this purpose. Now you 
want to save this road; thatis, you talk, the Judiciary Committee have 
talked, that they want to save the Government debt; they say they 
want to save the road from bankru That is their plea. There- 
fore it is that-they to extend the debt seventy-five or one hun- 
dred years, from which there can be no escape. That they say is good 
policy; that is statesmanship, they say, to save the Government debt. 
Well they have said, and very properly, that a certain per cent. should 
be placed in the Treasury as a sinking fund to pay the debt when it 
becomes due. It will not be paid to the Government until the debt 
becomes due. It lies there to the credit of the Union Pacific Railroad 
for this p It draws 2 or 3 per cent. 

Now, if the Government can be made as secure by the construction 
of branch roads which are not to be built by the Union Pacific Rail- 
road, but by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the president of the road, why not? The proposition is that 
they shall construct them upon certain principles based on honest con- 
struction. We have been denouncing the system of stock-watering, 


that | which is the one cause of our financial troubles to-day, and that bill pro- 


poses as a basis that no stock or bonds shall be issued except upon the 
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actual cost of building. Now you seek, you say, to save the Union 
Pacific from bankruptcy. They are circumvented on the north and 
on the south by rival lines, and their territory is invaded and cut off, 
and unless they have the power to protect themselves by the construc- 
tion of branches then other railroads must of necessity despoil them by 
taking away business from the territory which is naturally tributary 
to them, and what then? That is the attitude, and the people of all 


that section of country desire it, and in accordance with their wishes I 
introduced the bill to protect the Government and protect the people 
by providing that hereafter on the Union Pafific system they should 
charge no more than the roads between the Missouri River and Chicago. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How does it protect the Government—if I may 
interrupt the Senator—that we take out of the (for that is 
what it comes to) a couple of millions of dollars to build railroads for 
the Union Pacific Rai Company? We guaranteed bonds which 
are precedent to all the liens of the United States. How does my friend 
call that a protection of interests of the United States? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. What precedence have they of the lien of the 
United States? ‘ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bonds have been issued and are | ame tie 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No;I beg the Senator’s pardon. ese bonds 
are no lien except on the branches they build. That is all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But for those branches as far as the money goes 
it is taken from the Treasury, for that is what itis. ‘These bonds are 
then lapped on as a mortgage, which overwhelms that much and gives 
to a mortgage bondholder the right to take those lines as against the 
United States who put in the bottom money. 
` Mr. VAN WYCK. I beg my friend’s pardon. It is not proposed to 
first build the branch roads with the money in the and then 
put stock and bonds on them, as they have been in the habit of doing, 
to an equal amount. Oh, no; my friend misunderstands entirely. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As little as I know, I think I can read. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I trust my friend will. I trust he will not only 
read, but see exactly that it is not proposed to build these roads by the 
Government money and then put stock and bondson them. Oh, no. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield a moment, as 
he is speaking in my time? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I suppose the Union Pacific Company desires the legis- 
lation proposed by the bill of which he is speaking? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. They do. 

Mr. DOLPH. In so far the Senator from Nebraska represents the 
wishes of the Union Pacific Company? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think that would be the certain inference. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Oh, yes; I answer, without any circumlocntion, 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company do desire it, the people of Nebraska 
desire it, the people of Wyoming desire it, and a portion of the people 
of Kansas desire it. I am sure now the Senator is answered. It hap- 
pens at this time that the Union Pacific Railroad Company, driven to 
the wall as they are, have taken the people a little into their confidence. 
They are for the first time counseling and advising with the people of 
Nebraska as to whether they can not—— 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. They seem to have taken the Senators 
from that State into their confidence. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, the Senators of that State listen very heart- 
ily to the wishes of their constituents, the people, and if the railroad 
company happens to be in accord with the people they do not resist on 
that account. Men who have believed with me have been charged with 
antagonizing railroads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not heard of that. z 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Thenmyfrienddoesnotread. Ithink the propo- 
gition is very plain. My friend misunderstands it- entirely. If these 
branch roads are to be built with the monéy in the Treasury, there will 
be no stock and bonds... 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have in Vermont several railroads 

. built out of the Treasury at not to exceed the cash cost, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ithink the citizens of Vermont have been build- 
ing too many railroads in Western States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You want still more. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes; Ido. But I would like to get them where 
the hand of Vermont is not on them. I would like to get them where 
the capitalists of the East will not seek to wring out from the hardy 
laborers of the West the last dollar besides actual subsistence, as En- 
gland does ontheryotsin India. Ifthe General Government would build 
a few roads and not have them stocked and bonded for three times the 
cost, and then have New England and New York demand that the peo- 
ple who are required to transport over them should pay interest and 
dividends on three times the money actually invested, it would be well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And yet my distinguished friend, so eager for the 
interests of Nebraska and its people, while he is willing to take the 
méney of Vermont—Vermont has not any money in any of these roads, 
for we are a poor people and have no money at all—to take the money 
of New England (for there is money there that has been earned by 
labor and is labor in form of accumulated labor) to build roads in 
Nebraska, will not let the people in Washington Territory have a road 


built to Puget Sound to connect them with New York city at an ex- 
pense of a little public land of the United States. If he can only get 
the money of New England to build his road, that is very well; but to 
take the mountain land on the Cascade range is quite another thing. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. My friend is mistaken there again. It is New 
England, and I think Vermont especially, that is very heavily em- 
barked in the Northern Pacific Railroad. I think a Vermont man was 
president of the company. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A man born in Vermont, as many other good peo- 
ple have been. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The president of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
was from Vermont, and of course, being a man of large capital, obtained 
from great labor, as the Senator says, Vermont gathered around him 
other Vermont capitalists. There is a large Vermont interest in the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, and ‘‘ that is what is the matter.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How does that touch the Cascade question? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iwill tell you. We gave this munificent dona- 
tion of Jand to the Northern Pacific, and Vermont capital was furnished 
to build the road at a certain time. They did not puta dollarin until 
they could borrow it. They sold their bonds, and then instead of 
building railroads they came to Congress and asked an additional law 
three or four years after their act of incorporation, and they had not 
thrown a shovelful of dirt; the Vermont capitalists came and asked 
Congress to allow them to mortgage the road. They got what they 
asked, as railroads did at that time. In a year or two they came 
and said they could not borrow any money on that, that they wanted 
the law changed, and the law then passed was that they might mort- 
gage not only their road but all their property, even their franchise. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to interrupt the beauty of my 
friend’s discourse, but if it does not disturb him I should like to ask 
whether he is informed that what he has just said is true, that any 
Vermont man ever had the slightest interest in the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company until Pennsylvania and a good many other people, 
having been presidents and directors, had failed to build it? It was five 
or six or eight orten years, so faras I know, withoutany Vermont man 
ever being interested in it at all, and then the Vermont man is a New 
Yorker, who went from Vermont to California, a most eminent and hon- 
orable man, who has devoted his energies to building a highway for the 
benefit of all the people of the United States from Minnesota to Puget 
Sound, and which the Senator from Nebraska is now trying to prevent 
his accomplishing by undertaking to cut off in the heart of these 
mountains, when everything else is done, a proposed right to some 
mountain land. That is what the truth is. s 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Just when the friend of the Senator from Ver- 
mont took control of this road I do not know. I knew there was a 
Vermont man in the presidency of the road for some time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think there is now. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understood him to say before that Vermont 
men did not own railroads. 
= = EDMUNDS. But he got his money in California and New 

ork. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. What I was stating was that in 1864 they had 
the charter with all this immense donation of land for a road to be con- 
structed in a certain time. In 1869 the company came to Congress and 
asked that it might be allowed to place a mortgage on its railroad and 
its telegraph lines. Up to 1869 I think there had not been any work 
done upon the road—five years. Then in 1870 they came and asked 
to put a mortgage on all property and rights of property of all kinds 
and descriptions, real, personal, and mixed, including its franchise as 
a corporation. That was in 1870. The company was organized in 
1864. In 1870 they had done nothing. They got all the authority 
they wanted from and then they proceeded. They were able 
when they got that. power to borrow some money by mortgage and then 
they borrowed the money. Then they passed the time for the comple- 
tion of theroad. They years and years beyond. 

This land was given to the Northern Pacific on the ground that their 
road would t the remaining land and that the benefit to the Gov- 
ernment from this donation would be the enhancement of its other 
property by building the road; but they delayed building the road for 
reasons best known to themselves, so that it was not completed until 
the land had become valuable. I think there would be no injustice 
even now in saying to this railroad company, ‘‘ Half the grant at the 
completion of your road is worth more than the whole would have been 
had you completed the road within the lifetime of the grant.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much would it have been worth if the road 
had not been built at all? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Northern Pacific Company had not hedged 
themselves and surrounded themselves by this immense grant, if we 
had held it back seven or eight years later, this Government would not 
have been required to give a donation equal in amount to the one we 
did give. We gave it because the country was a wilderness. 

to EDMUNDS. It would not be required to give any atall, prob- 
ably. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. The American citizen went in advance of the 


road. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. And would not that be true in the greatand grow- 
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ing State of Nebraska, which throngh her Senator is now askin 
im to help build railroads there? Would not that be eq 
re 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will come to that in a moment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to call attention to what is the very de- 
liberate expression of the Senator’s opinion about how railroads should 
be built as embraced in Senate bill 2395, introduced by him on the 10th 
of May, 1886; and for the purpose of giving an additional text for him 
to speak from I will read this bill to the Senate, that we may havethe 
benefit of his mature judgment: 


Mr. Vax Wyck introduced the following bill; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary : 


A bill to authorize and empower the Union Pacific Railroad to construct branch 
roads, 


Con- 
y true 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Union Pacific Railway Company is 
hereby authorized and empowered, for the purpose of constructing branch lines, 
feeders, and extensions to enable it to secure and hold the traffic and business 
naturally tributary thereto— 


Nothing is said here about the benefit to the people to be derived 
from it !— 
to organize or cause to be organized railway companies under the laws of the 
several States and Territories into and through which it may desire to build and 
operate such branch lines and to extend such feeders and extensions, and to aid 
such companies so organized, and ac pigs heretofore organized for that pur- 
pose, and their successors, by subscription to the capital stock, and to gurantee 
the first-mortgage bonds of said companies— 

At this point comes in what the Senator has said about watered stock 
and overissue of bonds. I desire to have the Senate observe just what 
he thinks is a protection against evils of that kind: 


Ges nora howercr, That such subscription and guarantee of first-mortgage 
nds— 


That is to say, what the Union Pacific shall issue of their mortgage 
bonds— ` 
shall in no case or under any circumstances exceed the actual cash cost of the 
roads of said companie$— Z 

But it will be observed they may sell all the balance of the stock and 
all the balance of the bonds to anybody clse— : 


And provided further— 


And there is no limit as to the rate of interest the bonds shall bear. 
They may bear 12, 15, 20, or 50 per cent. if they choose; but the point 
is that there is no limitation on the amount of bonds, and no limitation 
on the amount which the Union Pacific may guarantee. . 

And provided further, That this act shall not authorize the guarantee of any 
first-mortgage bonds issued prior to the approval thereof. And said Union Pa- 
cific Railway Company is hereby authorized and empowered to operate and 
control the roads of said companies so aided or built as aforesaid, and their suc- 
cessors, either o7 purchase or lease thereof; but in no case and under no cir- 
cumstances shali such roads be purchased or leased by said Union Pacific Rail- 
way Company except upon the of the actual cost thereof. 


That isa very fine expression, ‘‘basis,” but whatever that may mean 
thereisno limitation astotheamounttobe paid. You may call ‘* basis” 
$10,000, $12,000, $15,000 a mile; you may make it 50 per cent. of the 
stock and bonds guaranteed. 

And provided further, That such aid by rantee and subscription shall not be 


furnished and such lease or purchase lnot be valid until the same shall have 
been ratified by two-thirds of the stockholders of the said railway companies. 


There is some other milk in this very fruitful cocoanut. Section 2 
is as follows: 


Sec, 2. That Congress reserves to itself the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act when the public interest shall require it; batsuch repeal shall not affect the 
validity of any action taken under the power of this act prior to such repeal. 


In other words, those companies may be stocked and bonded to just 
as much as the cupidity of the Union Pacific Railroad may induce them 
to go; and when ‘they have done that, what is the power of Congress 
to repeal worth? You can shut thedoor after everything is stolen, but 
you can not touch or in any wise impinge upon a single proceeding 
that has taken place prior to that time. Ido not speak of this to com- 
plain of it, but I want to have my friend from Nebraska, while he is 
roaming all over this great field of railroad stock—watering and exces- 
sive mortgaging, and so on—take into consideration this little measure 
that he has offered to the Senate, and while he is scaxfying everybody 
else and denouncing railroads and railroad people and the things they 
have done to take up a few of the things that have been going on since 
he came into public life and give the Senate the benefit of his opinion 
about them. - 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam obliged to my friend for calling attention 
to this bill. Iam very happy for it, because I want attention to the 
matter and I trust the Judiciary Committee willsee toit. Itook especial 
pains to refer the bill to the Judiciary Committee. I knew the distin- 
guished Senator from Vermont was chairman, and I wanted it referred 
to a committee so as to be sure when it came out that it would come 
ont ight. z 

Mr. PL The Senator was not concerned about how it wentin. 

Mr, VAN WYCK. No matter so it comes out right. 


Could I pay 
a greater compliment to the ability and integrity of my distinguished 


friend from Vermont? I desired the severe action of his ability on this 
matter, and so I put the bill in his charge, which would be a guarantee 
to the people that it would be in all things correct. 

Referring to a su ion from the Senator from Vermont, ' 

Mr. VAN WYCK said: I think there is a ponderosity enough in the 
Senator mentally and physically to check the momentum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not at all. ' 

For years upon years there has been a black belt in Oregon and Wash- 
ington Territory, 120 miles wide, from which the settlers had no protec- 
tion until the people of Oregon, our Republican brethren in Oregon, 
the resolution from whose platform I read, and our Republican brethren 
in Washington have been stretching forth their hands to us and be- 
seeching us that we would forfeit these unearned lands. We have not 
done it, but we are trying to do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. bi? ey So to do it, I think. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The te will excuse me from going into thé 
argument, because it is just what we are trying to do. 

Now as to the Union Pacific, my friend referred to it as a bill to take 
money gut of the Treasury. He says the bill is to allow them to takd 
the money from the sinking fund. The Government is to construct 
these branch roads; the Government owns them and holds them, gi 
only to the Union Pacific Company the right to the use of them, an 
from that right of use to raise a revenue to help extinguish their debt, 

We have been told here, and it will be told to you when the erga | 
bill is under discussion by the Senator from Vermont probably 
by the Judiciary Committee, that we must adopt the funding bill. 
Why? Because the Government does not own the branches y 
buit, and it will be in the power of the company to strip the stem of - 
the Union Pacific of the great branches now completed, and therefore 
we ought to do this in order that the Government may have some claim 
on the branches. By my bill the branches to be built will be under the 
control of the Government. 

The Union Pacific Company and the people found that they would be 
benefited by the construction of additional branch roads; but latterly, 
when appealed to, the company said: ‘‘No; our credit can not be used 
under the act of 1873; our money is tied up in the . Bub 
the people of Nebraska thought it best, and I introduced a bill such ag 
the Senator from Kansas has read, and I had it referred to a committee; 
and that bill authorizes not the taking of money out of the Treasury, 
but that they may be allowed to use their credit. The act of 1873, to 
which I have before referred, said that the railroad company should 
not use its credit in any way except by permission of Congress. They 
merely come in under the act of 1873 and ask Congress to allow them to 
use their credit. The bill was introduced with the view of allowing the 
corporation to use its credit and, as any other railroad corporation can, 
to borrow money; but the bill expressly protects the Government and pro- 
tects the people by providing that under no circumstances shall tho 
road be stocked or bonded or leased or purchased except on the basis 
of the actual cash cost of the road. 

Mr. PLUMB. Read the bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Kansas has read it more elo- 
quently than I could have done, and I am content with his reading, 
lt shall not be leased or purchased erort upon the basis of the actual 
cash cost of the road. It will be worth something to get a Congres- 
sional declaration that hereafter railroads shall be built upon that basis. 

I have now answered all that need be said. I have explained my 
position, and I certainly have seen no excuse for the attack except that 
the Senator from Vermont thought it was glaringly inconsistent that 
a Senator should insist on the forfeiture of all that was due and that 
at the same time he should be willing to aid a great section of country, 
not, however, by loaning money or donating lands. 

Mr. GEORGE. To whom would the branches belong? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the branches are built with money in the 
Treasury they would belong to the Government. If built by the 
credit of the company they would belong to the company. 

I now ask pardon of the Senator from for occupying so much 
of his time. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask the Senator from Oregon to give way for a 
motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 
Mr. DOLPH. I yield for that purpose, retaining the right to the 


oor. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will not yield to another suggestion from the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska for fear he might make a speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

After fifty-two minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 


1886. 


PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 27th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1394) to to provide for the ascertainment of the market value 
of certain property in the city of Chicago, and to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to sell and convey said property; 

An act ia 823) granting a pension to Capt. Elihu; Jones; 

An act (S. 685) granting a pension to Mary Marsh; 

An act ie 983) granting a pension to Michael Daly; 

An act (S. 1420) granting a pension to William Powell; 

An act (S. 1431) granting a pension to Jane Carr;* 
An act (S. 1509 granting a pension to William H. Moore; and 
_ An act (S, 1539) granting a pension to Eveline Hunt. 


J. D. HAWORTH—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the ee 
m from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying bill, ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 


To the Senate : 
I hereby return without approval Senate bill 1253, entitled “‘ An act granting 
B priedas to J. D. Haworth.” 
by this bill to grant a pension to the claimant for the alleged 
lous of m Big iasta. in one eye and the impairment of the vision of the other. 
formation furnished me, I am convinced that meas ihe difficulty alleged 
by this the information had its o! 


n in causes existing prior his enlistment, and 
t his present condition of ility is not the siege of his service in the Army, 


ROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 238, 1885, 


MRS. ANNIE C. OWEN—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT protem; nyore laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying bill, ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 


To the Senate : 
oe hereby return without approval Senate bill No. 1850, entitled “An act granting 
nsion to Mrs. Annie C, Owen.” 
he Loong worms re Saias was mustered gao Mer Pye aot as ee 
t December an remark te October 16, 1862. pears 
diedi in 1876 from neuralgia of of the heart, In 1883, the present mant filed her 
application for DM pgri eging that her hnsband centived two shell wounds, 
one in the calf fae left leg - one in his left sid pant Sapte the Ist day of ee 
and claiming that they were in some way connect the cause of his deai 

On the records of his command there is me mention made of either cme 

Mer it does a og that on the Sth day of July, seven kapi after the date of the 
wounds, he was granted a leave of Aig Cacti for thirty days on account, 
in a medical certificate, of “ remittent fever and diarrhea,” A medical 
certificate, dated Au 5, 1862, while absent on leave, represents him to be at 
that oe suffering m “chronic bronchitis and acute d sentery," ` 
canting” sectoral BT cane for pension by the widow was rejected by the Pension 
Bureau February 1 

There is nothing Dikta me mgt tate. f that the husband of the claimant ever 
vs an application for r proso tho he lived nearly fourteen years after his 

discharge; and his widow's claim was not until twenty-one years after 
the alleged wounds, and seven years after the husband's death. 

If the information furnished concerning this ae service is correct this 
claim for pension must be based upon a mistake. It is hardly possible that 
wounds such as are alleged should ie received in battle by a second lieutenant 
and no record made of them; that he should seven days thereafter receive a 
leave of absence for other sickness with no mention of these wounds, and that 
a medical certificate should be made (probably with a view of prolon; pin Zy ews 
leave Mein still other ailments, but silent as to wounds. The fw 
that e no claim for pension and that the claim of his widow ad ti 
delayed are worthy of consideration, And ifthe wounds were received as de- 
scribed there is certainly no necessary connection between them and death 
fourteen years afterward from neuralgia of the heart. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MAnNsIon, May 21, 1886. 
REFERENCE OF VETO MESSAGES. 


On motion of Mr. BLATR, it was 


Ordered, That the veto messages of the President of ee States, received 
by the Senate on the 24th instant on the following bills, be taken from the table 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill & 2186) granting a pension to Louis t greene 

A bill (S. 363) granting a pension to Edward Ayers 

A bill = 1857) granting a pension to Dudley B. Branch; and 

granting a pension ames er. 
A bill (S. 1630 ti ion to J C. Chandl 


ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY. 


Mr. MILLER. I moye that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Tuesday, June 1, 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the zo and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). .I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were here, I should 
vote “‘ nay.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 31, nays 16; as follows: 


EAS—$1. 
Fair, Ken Saulsbu 
Boal bur, George, a Stanford.” 
Butler, Gibson, Manderson, Vance, 
Call, Gray, Miller, Vest, 
Cameron, ris, h, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Ransom, Walthall, 
Eustis, ngalls, Riddleberger, Whitthorne, 
Evarts, Jonesof Arkansas, Sabin, 
NAYS—16. 
Allison Daw st of O Shi 
Blair, ‘ Edmunds, Morrill, AAA i 
Bowen, Hale, Payne, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Maxey, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 


ABSENT—29, 

Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Beck, Srv: Mahone, Plumb, 
Brown, Gorman, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Camden, ass seem McPherson, Spooner; 
Chace, ise Mitchell of Pa., ilson of Md. 
Coke, Hearst, Morgan, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Palmer, 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Pike, 

So the motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 174) authorizing the pening of 25,000 
copies of the rt of the National Board of Health for the year 1885 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn, 
The motion was to; and (at 4 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, June 1, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 28th day of May, 1886. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. afore M. Brett, to be first lieutenant, May 4, 1886, 
vice Huntington, d r 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Stanton A, Mason, to be captain, April 24, 1886, vice 
Sweeney, retired from active service. 
Second roek James. B. Erwin, to be first lieutenant, April 24, 1886, 
vice Mason, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Hugh J. McGrath, to be first lieutenant, May 26, 1886, 
vice Bellas, retired from active service. 
Sixth Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. William Stanton, to be captain, May 21, 1886, vice Mad- 
den, promoted to the Seventh Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Elon F, Willcox, to be first lieutenant, May 21, 1886, 
vice Stanton, promoted, 
Seventh Regiment of Cavatry. 
Capt. Daniel Madden, of the Sixth Cavalry, to be major, May 21, 
1886, vice Merrill, retired from active service. 
= Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 
PM sen Tink George 8. Wilson, to be captain, February 12, 1886, vice 
ACE, 
Second Lieut. Wallis O. Clark, to be first lieutenant, February 12, 
1886, vice Wilson, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Francis J. A. Darr, to be first lieutenant, May 26, 1886, 
vice Kingsbury, retired from active service. 
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
William H. Cleveland, of Michigan, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of Detroit, in the State of Michigan, in place of F. A, 
Blades, to be removed. 
COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 
Adolph Lippman, of Sitka, Alaska, to be a commissioner in and for 
the district of Alaska, to ore Pre at Juneau City, vice Henry States, to 
removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 21, 1886. 
ATTORNEYS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

John E. Carland, of Dakota, to be attorney of the United States for 
the Territory of Dakota. 

George E. Bird, of Maine, to be attorney of the United States forthe 
-| district of Maine. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

J. Massie Martin, of Opelousas, La., to be receiver of public moneys 

at New Orleans, La. 
POSTMASTERS. 
eves B. Frasher, to be postmaster at Telluride, San Miguel County, 
o. 

William O. Garvin, to be postmaster at Trenton, Grundy County, 
Missouri. 

Frank T. Lynch, to be pees at Leavenworth, in the county of 
Leavenworth and State of Kansas. 

Charles H. Brown, to be postmaster at Sterling, Rice County, Kan- 


sas, 
‘bert R. Watson, to be postmaster at Kearney, Buffalo County, Ne- 


John C. Pennewill, to be postmaster at Dover, Kent County, Dela- 
ware, vice Andrew Smithers, whose commission expires May 16, 1886. 

Frank L. Thayer, to be postmaster at Waterville, Kennebec County, 
Maine. 
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EMN, Shaw, jr., to be postmaster at Biddeford, York County, 
ine. 

Nathaniel A. Swett, to be r at Saccarappa, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Dear ji 

William H. Torry, to be postmaster at Foxborough, Norfolk County, 
AEE Peke, to te 

arles erley, to be postmaster at Danvers, Mass. 

Hiram Foote, to be postmaster at Amesbury, Mass. 

Lemuel L. Keith, to be postmaster at Bridgewater, Plymouth County, 
Massachusetts. 
A areae H. Fenn, to be postmaster at Lee, Berkshire County, Mas- 

William Buttrick, to be postmaster at Concord, Middlesex County, 
Massachusetts. 

George W. Wales, to be postmaster at Randolph, Norfolk County, 
Massachusetts. 

Jeremiah €. Byrnes, to be postmaster at Ware, Hampshire County, 
Massachusetts. 

James J. Oakes, to be postmaster at Southbridge, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Bushnell Danforth, to be at Williamstown, in the county 
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 

C. W. Howe, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of Straf- 
ford and State « of New Hampshire. 

John J. Dudley, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of Sul- 
livan and State of New Hampshire. 

Albert N. Flynn, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county of Hills- 
borough and State of New Hampshire. 

George W. Crockett, to be postmaster at Concord, in the county of 
Merrimack and State of New Hampshire. 
S Da Scott Gillespie, to be postmaster at Kingston, Ulster County, New 

or 
A James F. Elder, to be postmaster at Richmond, Wayne County, In- 

iana. 
enebet Williams, to be postmaster at North Bend, Dodge County, 

e a. 

The above confirmation was accom by the following report 
from the Committee on Post-Offices ani Pec hata: which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: 


On the 22d of March, 1886, Lita President nominated to the Senate Herbert 
1 — aaa Bend, Nebr., vice Chauncy W. Hyatt, whose 


stone documents in the case aie 
neral disclose 


editor, and proprietor of a n per at es 
ye his newspaper were filed in sup; of the application for his removal. 
es tending to illustrate the bi te partisanship 


of the editor, 
was and is now p were indicated 
by pen @ ts the oo lines drawn around them. In the issue of the newspaper of 
June 17,1 he ennes found an article indicated as stated, and here copy 


it at Oei a 

“ Democrats are soko offensive as the following incident will r the tre, 
A little hoy a and in og ogiri findsan apple; per e karat 
and with an e: delight teit. ‘Hold on,’ said 


‘throw it away; the hel coe comin’, and if you eat that apple you aoe be red 
cine, a then you'll die.’ The girl ee the down, and the ee HE snatch- 
Non begins to eat it. Be A ge ‘won't it kill ‘ou, too?’ 
o, 
tle girls. don’t have eholry.’”” 
It is not Et cult to see the point of this offensivearticle, ‘‘ Offensive partisan- 
do not have it. tis evident that Mr. Hyatt can not be a 
inefticient officer aon resort is had to such a cng to effect 
raded reform doctrines of oae present times doubtless had no inconsiderable 
fiuence in indu: rhanities of the j peoia who urged his removal. 
harge the duties of the office to which he is nominated. The committee, 
therefore, recommend that he be confirmed. 
Wapello and State of Iowa. 
The above confirmation was accompani 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: 


siak, an’ you can’t talk, an’ the doctor will come an’ give you some bad medi- 
girl 

said. A boy, munching the fruit; ‘it won't Sii boys. It's As after lit- 

ship” does notapply to Democrats. ‘It’s only after” Republicans. Democrats 
fact that he has such a keen appreciation of th 

PF ok aes that t beget ee is a person of good character and competent to 

Samuel B. Evans, to be postmaster at Ottumwa, in the county of 

panied by the following report 

Samuel B. Evans was nominated December 16, 1885, to be postmaster at Ot- 


bdp Iowa, vice Augustus H, Hamilton, who was suspended during the recess 
The committee requested thi © Postmaster-General to communicate to it the 
papers on file in his De Sxelating tothe case, This request was complied 
with, and on examination of oeoa papas hoch pard roli suspension oi Mr. 
Hamilton was asked for on the grounds of “ offensive partisansh’ Leagues ih Noother 
be appear in ns es hyth oe the commi! oes it ce any 
er manner appear an g m alleged against nany 
degree to to injuriously affect his character or reputation as aman im tending In any 
as an officer. 


The nominee appears from the files in the case to be a man competent to dis- 
charge the duties of the office. The committee therefore re the nomination 
of Samuel B. Evans to the Senate with a recommendation it be confirmed, 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, May 28, 1886. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Clarence Ridgley Greathouse, of California, to be consul-general of 
the United States at Kanagawa. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


David C. Fulton, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United States for 
the western district of Wisconsin. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Richard D. Lancaster, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Saint Louis, in the State of Missouri. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
Pigs East, of Indiana, to be register of the land office at Yankton, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 28, 1886. 


The House met at11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


APPROPRIATION FOR SIGNAL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, with AOPEN Oa DS papers, relative to the omission from the Army 
appropriation bill of the eng moe for the Signal Service for the 
next fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, , 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. ; 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BURLEIGH, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. DINGLEY, until Tuesday next, on account of illness. 

To Mr. GROSVENOR, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MORARE, for three days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Duxy, for two days, on account of sickness in his family. 

DECORATION DAY. 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, nexf Monday will be Decoration 
Day. In accordance with custom and the proprieties of the occasion I 
move that when the House adjourns to-morrow it stand adjourned until 
Tuesday next, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER proceeded, as the regular order, to call the commit- 
tees for reports of a private nature. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Patents, reported back with 
an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 4402) to atthe for the ex- 
tension of letters-patent for an improvement in insulating submarine 
cables; which was referred to the Private Calendar, and the accompa- 
nying rg e ordered to be printed. 

HLBACH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to file the 
come of the minority of the committee within ten days. 
WALLIS PATTEE. 


Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill(S, 2026) granting a pension 
to Wallis Pattee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

JANE R. M’QUAIDE. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1852) granting a pen- 
sion to Jane R. McQuaide; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ISABELLA JESSUP. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1853) granting a pen- 
sion to Isabella Jessup; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WEAVER. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1421) grant- 
ing a m to William H. Weaver; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS, 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the ta- 
ble, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 8787) granting a pension to William Thurston; and 

A bill (H.-R. 8764, for the relief of Capt. H. Alfrey. 

EMMA J, HALLOWAY. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Emma J. Hallo. 


- 
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way; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the | back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. | table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 474) granting a pension to Will- 
iam B. Baker; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SWOPE, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, ggported back 
eer bills of the following titles; which Foe laid on the table, 

accompanying reports ordered to be ~ 

A bill (H. R. aan granting a pension to Henry M. Bossert; and 

A bill (H. R. 6582) granting a pension to Daniel Batdorff. 

JAMES LONG. 


Mr. ELLSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7796) granting a pension to James Long; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the-Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARY J. HAGERMAN, 


aa espn ots Tree Le foe arg on Apuinn ns, Sa 
repo) favorably the bill (S. 2160) granting a to 

J. Hagerman; which was referred to the Committees of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed, ; 

P JESSE CAMPBELL. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

back favorably the bill (H. R. 8150) granting a pension to Jesse p- 
bell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN P. M’ELROY. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ya back favorably the bill (S. 2233) granting a pension to John P. 
{cElroy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on bred EME Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
POWHATTAN B. SHORT. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2163) ting a pension to Pow- 
hattan B. Short; which was referred to Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM BRENTANO, j 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
poe back favorably the bill (S. 1766) granting a ion to William 

rentano; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
si ne Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
p H 

FRIDOLINE GLASTETTER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S, 2132) granting a pension to Fridoline 
Glastetter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES M’GLYNN. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8474) granting a pension to 
James McGlynn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 
STEPHEN SAUER. 


. Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment of the Senate, and a recommendation that the 
amendment be concurred in, the bill (H. R. 5038) for the relief of Ste- 
phen Sauer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on is Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT POTTS. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a 
bill (H. R. 9119) granting a pension to Robert Potts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CYRA L. WESTON. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8310) granting a pension to Cyra 
L. Weston; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 


A bill (H. R. 7945) granting a pension to Charles A. Chase; and 
A bill (H. R. 8706) granting a pension to George Henderson. 


BENJAMIN F. JONES. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 1294) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JAMES MILLENGER. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2036) forthe relief of James 
Millenger; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

DEATH OF SENATOR JOHN F. MILLER. 

The call of committees for reports having been concluded, the Speaker 
laid before the House the following resolutions of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Joux F. MILLER, late a Senator from the State of California. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the busi- 
ness of the Senate be now suspended, to enable his associates to pay proper trib- 
ute of regard to his high character and distinguished public services, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions to 
the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that at some 
subsequent time I will offer resolutions pertinent to the matter sug- 
gested by the resolutions of the Senate just communicated to the House; 
and now ask unanimous consent that Saturday, the 19th day of June, 
be set apart for the consideration of such resolutions. 

Mr. BEACH. I will ask my friend from California if he will not 
consent to take an evening session for the consideration of these reso- 
lutions? 

Mr. MORROW. Icould not consent to that, as I do not think it 
would bea proper observance of such an occasion. 

Mr. BEACH. We have now pending very much public business, 
and I think it is hardly proper to devote a day to the consideration of 
these resolutions; however, I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California ? . 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that as soon 
as the legislative a; riation bill is disposed of I shall ask the House 
to take up and consider the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I move to dispense with private business for to-day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
On last Friday the House ordered that the vote on House bill No. 5194, 
to provide for the settlement of the indebtedness of the McMinnville 
and Manchester Railroad Company, should be taken to-day immediately 
after the reading of the Journal. What I desire to ask is, if the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri shall prevail if that order will be con- 
tinued, and if the vote can be taken on this bill immediately after the 
reading of the Journal on next Friday? 

The SPEAKER. That partof the order would necessarily fall with 
the private business for to-day, because it relates to a particular day; 
and the bill to which the gentleman refers would come up in its regular 
order on the next Friday, when business ed from the Committee 
of the Whole is under consideration by the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. It will be properly in orderon the next day when 
weed _ come up for consideration on reports from the Committee of 

e Whole. 

The SPEAKER. * That would be the effect of the adoption of the 
motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent, then, that the con- 
sideration of that bill, or that portion of the special order with refer- 
ence to it, be continued until next Friday, on which day the vote shall 
be taken immediately after the reading of the Journal, or before going 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of private business. 

Mr. HATCH. Not for consideration, but for its passage. 

The SPEAKER. That is consideration; voting upon the bill is con- 
sideration. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Reserving the right to object, I desire to ask this 
eee Has the previous question been ordered upon the passage of 
the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It has not been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee ? : 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. HATCH. LI insist now on my motion to dispense with private 
business for to-day. 
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Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Does that apply to the night ses- 
sion for the consideration of pension bills? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope the House will adhere to 
the private business. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 90, noes 67. 

So the motion was to. * 

Mr. HATCH. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of bills raising reve- 
nue. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yesterday I gave notice that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations would ask the House this morning to take up for consid- 
eration the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. Since 
then that committee has considered the subject, and determined that 
as a general proposition the consideration of general appropriation bills 
should not be pressed while a public measure is being considered by the 
House, and will not ask the House to take up the legislative, &c., bill 
until the bill now being considered is Lies pect of, but will then press 
the appropriation bill for immediate consideration. I will not therefore 
press the motion to-day, but I will ask the House to take it up as soon 
as the present bill is di of. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH, there were 
on a division—ayes 99, noes 30. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


OLEOMARGARINE, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 8328. 

If there be no further amendment to the second paragraph of the 
third section the Clerk will read the third paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Retail dealers in oleomargarine shall pa Aieri Every person who sells oleo- 
margarine in léss quantities than 10 pounds at one time shall be rded as a 
retail dealer in oleomargarine. And sections 3232, 3233, 3234, 3235, 3237, 3238, 
3239, 3240, 3241, and 3243 of the Revised Statutes of the United are, 80 
as applicable, made to extend toand include and apply to the special taxes im- 
posed b rig) section, and to the persons be aes whom they are imposed: Pro- 
vided, That 


n case any manufacturer of o! aasma vapere commences business 
su! uent to the 30th day of June in any year, the s; tax shall be reck- 
oned from the Ist day of July in that year and sball be 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 
this paragraph of the section. I move to strike out the proviso to the 


ra, h, 

Pathe CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that there is an amend- 
ment to the fifteenth line by the gentleman from Virginia to strike out 
“forty-eight” and insert ‘‘twenty-five.’’ - 

The gentleman from Georgia is ized to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I submit the amendment I have suggested. 

Mr. Chairman, this ph of the section adopts various sections 
of the code which regulate the sales of intoxicating liquors, malt liquors, 
tobacco, and cigars. Section-3237 of the Revised Statutes declares that 
the fiscal year in these matters shall commence on the Ist day of May; 
and that every such business beginning after the Ist day of May shall 
pay its tax in ion to the fractional part of the year during which 
the business be in operation. 

Now, in the first paragraph we place a tax of $600 on manufacturers, 
which means a tax for oneyear. This proviso declares thatif the busi- 
ness be begun after the 30th day of June the manufacturer shall pay 
$500 for protection during the year. If it were only one day, he would 
have to pay $500. For one week, for one month, for two months, it is 
all the sam . Now, if this be really a bill to collect revenue, if 
it be really a bill to put this article under the same regulations as are 
applied to the other internal-revenue taxes, this proviso as to the $500 
is wrong and the general law that allows the pro rata of the annual 
tax according to the number of days or months used by the manufact- 
urer is right; and the proviso should be stricken out. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK. I desire to have a telegram read from the 
Knights of Labor of Milwaukee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MILWAUKEE, W1s., May 27, 1886. 


Hon, J. W. Vax Scwaick, M. C., Washington: 

Ata meeting to-day of the executive board of Assembly No, 3567, Knights of 
Labor of Milwaukee, the following resolution was adopted: 

“Whereas a bill is ing in Congress to place a tax of 10 cents per pound on 
oleomargarine or butterine; and 

* Whereas the adoption of sucha measure would destroy the manufacture of a 
cheap and wholesome article of food, thus increasing the cost of ims 

“Be it hereby resolved, That the executive board of Assembly 3567, Knights of 


Labor, do most earnestly protest against the adoption of such a bill, pray 
———— to defeat it, belleving that this proj tax is asked simply to further 


o interests, to the injury of the people at large. 


“Ki sc , That copies of resólution be sent to our Representatives in Con- 
gresi, 
JAMES J. MCNALLY, 
Chairman Executive Board. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I rise to oppose the amendment. 
I propose not only to oppose this amendment, but any other amend- 
ment to any part of this bill. I regard the whole bill as a fraud, and 
all amendments as simply aiding to carry out that fraud. It professes 


© 
to be a bill in the interest of the farmers, while in fact it is a bill in the 
interest of a few rascally dairymen around the big cities who noto- 
riously water their milk and make mean and nasty butter for the peo- 
ple. It in nosense helps the butter interest, because it is a known fact 
butter has been increasing in price for a number of years. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, It is now 16 cents a pound. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I can not understand how a Demo- 
crat can advocate this bill. I remember having heard the gentleman 
from Missowfi [Mr. Hatcu], who seems to be the wet-nurse for this 
measure, the child of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, on more than 
one occasion demouncing the protection theory asasystem of plunder and 
d , and yet now we find him the standard-bearer of these 
plunderers and d es whom he has denounced for years. What 
has become of his Democracy? What has become of the principles he 
has professed here for years? Is it because some of this plunder is go- 
ing to his people that all his principles of Democracy have fled from 
him, and he is willing to become the leader in the advocacy of a meas- 
ure the most infamous ever introduced into the American Congress ? 

The gentleman from Missouri has been here session after session de- 
nouncing the internal-revenue system as a system of spies and oppres- 
sion on the people; and now forsooth he wants to tuate this sys- 
tem and put the spies around the home of every old woman in the 
country. [Laughter and applause.] He has talked here of the op- 
pression of the Federal co and yet he drags the people from their 
domestic hearths miles away that he may carry through this monstrous 
fraud on the American people, and that at the very time when the 
high price of living is disturbing and destroying all American inter- 
ests; when the laborers of the rm EN demanding increased wages 
that they maylive. Atsuch a time these people are legislating to add 
10 cents a pound to this article that the overgrown monopolists may 
fatten upon the apron of the people. And that comes from a 
Democrat—a man who has proclaimed himself afree-trader. He comes 
Eolas as the advocate of the protection of one industry against 
another. 

That these gentlemen are not honest in their effort to pass this bill 
is apparent. Itis not to ponme the health of the people that this 
measure is urged. We offered amendments here to apply this test to 
all food and all commodities, but these gentlemen do not want that. 
They are willing to let a man sell rot-gut whisky under a retail license 
of $25 a year. But those who want to sell a healthy food to the poor 
prartoleposepry? po faa A man may manufacture mean whisky by 
paying a tax of $100. But the man who manufactures food for the la- 
borer must pay $600 a year. The tax in this bill is $600 for the man- 
ufacturer, $480 for the wholesale dealer, and $48 for the retail dealer. 

You propose to brand this food and make the tax on traffic in it ten 
times as much as the tax on the traffic in whisky. And yet this is 
called a Democratic measure, and it is offered here by a Democratic 
committee and advocated tly by Democrats. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if I were allowed to tell the names of members 
of Congress who have told me openly on this floor that they knew this 
bill was infamous and monstrous, and they ought not to vote for it but 
they were afraid to vote against it, I would make a revelation that 
would startle the country and show the people how hollow this mock- 


ery is. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Oh, give us the names. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I do not propose to doit. [Cries 
of ‘* Names !” ‘‘Names!’?] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West Virginia 


Mr.HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken; and the chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 113, noes 29. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum is not required. The committee de- 
termines to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the man- 
ufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills raising 
reve gue; and pending that motion I move that all debate upon the par- 
agraphs and amendments thereto be limited to one minute. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by making the 
time twenty minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move to make it half an hour. I trust 
the gentleman from Missouri will allow me to make a suggestion. The 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia and several others 
offered here are practical, serious amendments, and I think they ought 
to be considered by this House. I am in favor of the object and pur- 
pose of this bill; but I think these amendments ought to be considered 
with some little deliberation. 


1886. 
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Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my motion, and now move 
that all debate on the pending paragraphs and amendments thereto be 
limited to ten minutes; and on that I demand the previous question. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri . HATCH] moves 
that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Pending that, the gentleman moves that alldebate 
upon the paragraph under consideration and amendments thereto be 
AEAN to ten minutes, and upon that he demands the previous ques- 

n. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
allow mea ion. An attempt was made yesterday to advance 
this bill by limiting debate from time to time, = the result was that 
we had only about twenty minutes’ debate during the day and made 
only about six lines progress in the bill. I would like ‘or state to the 
gentleman—— 

Mr, HATCH. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 

The House divided on the motion of Mr. HATCH; and there were— 
ayes 99, noes 30. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 180, nays 46, not voting 
96; as follows: 


YEAS—180. 
Adams, J.J. Ermentrout, Land Sawyer, 
Allen, C. H. vans, Le Fevre, 
Allen, J. M. oy" Lehlba Scranton, 
derson, J, A. Farquhar, Lindsley, Seney, 
er, Felton, Lore, Sessions, 
Ballentine, Fisher, Louttit, Seymour, 
ksd: Fi T, Lovering, Shaw, 
Payne Form Lyman Smalls. 
e, ‘orney, ; $ s 
r eg Frederick, Mateon’ Snyder, 
d, Fuller, McAdoo, Sowden, 
Boutelle, Gallinger, McComas, Springer, 
yle, Geddes, McCreary, Stahinecker, 
oral Glass, McKenna, Stephenson. 
Breckinridge, WCP.Green, R. 8. McKinley, Stewart, J. W. 
Browne, T. Green, W. J. MeMillin, Stone, E. F. 
rown, W. W. Grout, Millard, Stone, W. J, Ky 
Buchanan, Hale, Milliken, Storm, 
uck, Hall, . Moffatt, Strait, 
Bunnell, Halsell, Morgan, Struble, 
Burnes, Harmer, Morrill, Swinburne, 
Burrows, Hatch, Mu Murphy, Swope, 
Caldwell Haynes, 5 Tursney, 
Campbell, J.M. Heard, eece, Taul 
Campbell, Henderson, D. B. O'Donnell, Taylor, E. B. 
Cannon, Henderson, T. J. O’Ferrall, Taylor, L H. 
Carleton, Henley, Parker, Taylor, J. M. 
Caswell, Hepburn, Payne, Taylor, Zach 
Cobb, Hiestand, Peel, ‘Thomas, O. B. 
Collins, IN, Peters, Thompson, 
Comstock, Hires, Pettibone, Townshend, 
Conger, iscock, Pidcock, Wade, 
Cooper, Hitt, Pindar, Wait, 
Cowles, Tlolman Plumb, Wakefield 
Cox, Hopkins, Price, Weaver, A. J. 
Crisp, Howard, Reed, T. B. Weaver, J. B. 
Croxton, Hudd, Reid, J. W. Weber, 
Culberson, Jackson, 3 est, - 
Cutcheon, Janies, Richardson, Wheeler, 
Daniel, Johnson, F. A. b White, A. O, 
Davenport, Johnston, J. T. Rockwell, White, Milo 
Dorsey, Johnston, T. D. meis, iting, 
Eldredge, King, Rowell, Wilkins, 
Ellsberry, Kleiner, Ryan, Woodburn, 
ly, La Follette, Sadler, Worthington, 
NAYS—46, 
Barnes, Harris, Mills. St. Martin, 
Bennett, Hemphill, Morrison, Throckmorton, 
Bliss, erbert, Negley, Tillman, 
Campbell, Felix Hewit Oates, ‘Turner, 
Candler, ones, J. IT, O'Neill, J. J. Van Eaton, 
oO š Kelley, wen, Van Schaick, 
Davidson, R. H. M. L Perry, Wadsworth, 
herty, Lawler, n, Warner, William 
Dowdney, Mahoney, Sayers, Willis, 
Dun: n, Skinner, Wilson. 
Findlay, Merriman Spooner, 
Hammond, Miller, Stewart, Charles 
NOT VOTING—96. 
Adams, G. E. Cabell, Funston, Ketcham 
Aiken, Campbell, J. E. Gay, Laffoon, 
Anderson, C.M. Catchings, Gibson, C. H. Laird, 
Arnot, Clardy, Gibson, Eustace Libbey, 
Atkinson, Clements, Gilfillan, Little, 
Barbour, Cole, Glover, Long, 
Belmont, Compton, off, Markham. 
Bingham, Crain, Grosvenor, rae, ib 
chard, rgan, Guenther, e, 
Blount, Davidson, A. C. Han à Mitchell, 
Bound, vis, n, Morrow, 
wson Henderson, J. S, Muller, 
inridge, CR. Dibble, erman, elson, 
Brown, C, Dingley, Holmes, Norwood, 
Brumm, ery, ouk, "Hara, 
Burleigh, Dunn, Hutton, O'Neill, Charles 
Butterwo Eden, Irion, 
Bynum, Foran, Jones, J. T, Outhwaite, 


Payson, Rice, Ward, T.B. 
Perkins, Robertson, hows oe J. R. Warner, A. J. 
Phelps, Wellborn, 
Pirce, Sp Tucker, 

Randall, š Wad, Wise, 
Ranney, Stone, W.J., Mo. W: J.H. Wolford. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the reading 
of Fen names of members voting 
Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I object. 
The following- -named members were announced as paired until far- 
ther notice: 
Mr. EDEN with Mr. WAIT. 
Mr. HUTTON with Mr. PIRCE. 
Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, with Mr. HAYDEN. 
Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. HOLMES. 
Mr. REID, of North Carolina, with Mr. RICE. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. GUENTHER, 
Mr. Bynum with Mr. MCKENNA. 
On political questions: 
Mr. FORAN with Mr. Lona. 
. ROBERTSON with Mr. ELY. 
. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGI. 
. COLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
. WINANS with Mr. HOUK. 
MITCHELL with Mr. GOFF. 
Mr. ARNOT with Mr. DAVIS. 
Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. LITTLE. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
The following-named members were announced as paired for this 


. CABELL with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
. VIELE with Mr. HANBACK. 
. MULLER with Mr. MARKHAM. 
. CRAIN with Mr. LIBBEY. 
. GROSVENOR with Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, 
. LAFFOoN with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
OUTHWAITE with Mr. FUNSTON. 
. RoGERS with Mr. OSBORNE. 
. MCRAE and Mr. PERKINS were announced as paired until Tues- 
day next. If present, Mr, PERKINS would vote for the pending bill; 
Mr. MCRAE against it. 
Mr. DINGLEY and Mr. DUNN were announced as paired until Tues- 


+| day next. If present, Mr. DINGLEY would vote for the bill; Mr. DUNN 


against it. 
The following-named members were announced as paired on this vote: 


Mr. Morrow with Mr. WISE. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. HERMAN. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HATCH. Before the question is put, allow me to say I have 
been notified by the gentleman from Geo and the gentleman from 
Ohio that there are one or two sections of the Revised Statutes—prob- 


: | ably more—enumerated in this paragraph on which they desire ta speak. 
-| I therefore ask unanimous consent of the House to amend my proposi- 


tion so as to limit debate to thirty minutes instead of ten. 

Mr. HAMMOND.. I desire to say I have made no such request. 

Mr. HATCH. I referred to the gentleman’s colleague. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Allow me to state that I moved to amend this 
motion so as to allow twenty minutes; a gentleman on the other side 
moved thirty. Iwas willing to accept anything in the shape of a mod- 
ification before the roll was called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous con- 
sent to modify his motion by striking out ‘‘ten minutes” and inserting 
‘thirty minutes.” If there be no objection the motion will be ree 
garded as agreed to in that form. 

There was no objection. 

The question recurring on the motion that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, the 
motion was agreed to. 

OLEOMARGARINE. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regu- 
lating the manufacture, salc, importation, and exportation of oleomar- 
garine. 

The pending amendment was to strike out the following proviso at 
the end of section 3: 

Provided, That in case any manufacturer of oleomargarine commences busi- 
ness subsequent to the 30th day of June in any year, the thy eae: tax shall be 
reckoned from the Ist day of July in that year, and shall 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, all debate upon this par- 

agraph and amendments thereto is limited to thirty minutes. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, in discussing this amend- 
ment I desire to resume the line of argument I was pursuing when my 
five minutes expired, a amendment then before the some 


mittee. Ithen stated that if the object of this bill is to re 
traffic so as to expose a fraud andenable the consumers of thia NES 
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to know what they are buying and what they are eating, unjust and 


extravagant taxation is not needed. Let us bear constantly in mind 
that if oleomargarine is the thing which it has been described to be by 
gentlemen who affect to know—if it is of such a character as suggests 
the presence of trichinw and tape-worms—if it is of such character 
when known that the gorge rises at the sight of it, then every sensible 
man on this floor knows perfectly well that it is only necessary for the 

rotection of the producers and consumers of butter that this counter- 
pa should be offered in the market for what it really is—oleomar- 

ne, 

The opposition to this industry grows out of the fact that from its 
inception this article has been a corsair, a pirate upon the high sea of 
commerce; that it has not for an hour sailed under its own flag; that 
you could not trace oleo ea hundred yards from the factory, 
while you could trace butter from the dairy or the cottage or the cabin 
where it was made to the table of the consumer. By the fraud prac- 
ticed by those who make and sell it as butter oleomargarine has 
itself under the ban, has been outlawed, and for that reason the inci- 
dental benefit which this bill brings and to which I have referred is of 
great importance. 

Is it the proposition of this House to tax oleo. ine simply and 
only because it can be used as a substitute for butter? There is not a 
man on this floor who would propose suchathing, Thereis not a man 
on this floor who does not know it would be unconstitutional to do so. 
The country simply asks that oleomargarine shall be retired to its own 
reservation and that butter may be permitted by force of its excellent 
qualities to remain upon its own domain. 

Now, if on the other hand it is true that oleo; ine is what it is 
represented to be by manufacturers and dealers, and honorable men tell 
me that it is a healthful article of food, though I am not clear that the 
most of it can possibly be such, else it would not parade itself in a dis- 

but if it is so, the fact that it will be used as a substitute for 
butterand become in its own righta competitor with butterin the mar- 
ket is no reason and no excuse for taxing it out of existence. You 
might as well tax cream gravy and sauces out of existence, because, 
forsooth, their use limits the use of butter, and therefore necessarily re- 
duces the price. 

What, then, is the object, and aside from the revenue the only proper 
object, of this bill? Simply to see to it that this corsair upon the high 
sea of commerce shall either be driven from the sea or else shall sail 
under its own flag, and with that object I am, I repeat, heartily in 
sympathy. We have no right to demand anything more. If the pur- 
pose is to tax this industry only with a view to its destruction, that 
purpose ought to find no favor upon either side of thé House. Weare 
assured upon all sides, however, that there is no other purpose than 
to see that we as consumers are not daily defrauded and the dairy in- 
dustry cheated by this counterfeit butter. : T 

I have no sympathy with the on which asserts that we shall 
not regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine under the rev- 
enue power, because forsootli itis the poor man’s food. Iam poor 
enough myself; I have many relatives who are poor, many friends who 
are poor, many constituents who are poor. But none of us are so poor 
that we have not the humble right to know what we are eating at our 
tables and what food we are givingour children. None of us are so 

r that we are willing to be fed with the offal from the slaughter- 
ouses of this country, as some gentlemen have asserted e 
to be. None of us are so in privilege that we dare not demand 
and insist upon the right to know what we buy in the markets of our 
country. And we have the right to insist that we shall receive the 
precise article of food that we buy and pay for. None of usare so poor 
that we will not insist on our right as free men to tear the mask of 
hypocrisy from oleomargarine and make it stand for what itis. And 
we have the equal right to purchase it for what it is, and eat it know- 
ing what itis, if we are satisfied that itis clean and wholesome for 
food - 


The intimation that in order to heartily support the avowed object of 
this bill—which is to unmask fraud and forbid by penal laws the com- 
mission of the wrong that has been for years practiced by the dealers 
in counterfeit butter—one must advocate the enormous tax fixed in the 
bill is stupid, if not worse. The thing to be done is one thing, the 
manner of doing it quite another. 

Mr. FINDLAY obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wanted to say just a word about this 
amendment. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FINDLAY. Iam sorry I can not yield my friend a partof my 
time; but I have very little. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman is generally so good-nat- 
ured—— 

Mr. FINDLAY. Generally I am; but just at this time I can not ex- 
ercise my good nature. I am sorry for it. 

Mr. Chairman, a day or two since I offered in comparative good faith, 
I will not say absolute good faith, an amendment to this bill, the ob- 
ject of which was to broaden the remedial effect of the bill. 

On examining the bill I found there was no restriction on the exporta- 
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within Her Majesty’s East Indian possessions where reside the sect known 
as Parsees. It will be seen at once why this should be done. That 
sect has a very iar form of burial, the particulars of which I will 
not recite; but before the dead body of the Parsee is taken out to his 
last home to be deposited on the top of the Tower of Silence the priest 
is called in, and he takes some clarified butter, or ghee, as it is called, 
and he the dead man’s face all over; and then he calls the dog 
of the house in, and if the dog licks that man’s face it is a sign he has 
gone to heaven. [Great laughter.] But if he does not lick him, it is 
a sign equally infallible he has gone to the other place. [Renewed 
laughter. ] 

A MEMBER. What other place? 

Mr. FINDLAY. I will imagine this condition of affairs. Suppose 
by a mistake this man should happen to be greased with oleomargarin 
there is not a dog in creation that would lick him. [Great laughter. 
And therefore I offered an amendment for the purpose of restricting 
the exportation of this article. 

But, sir, in all seriousness, lam opposed to this bill. I am opposed 
to it mainly and chiefly because I believe the most iniquitous systems 
of taxation ever devised, or within the inventive power of man to de- 
vise, is the internal-revenue system. [Applause.] 

I am in favor to-day of repealing the tax on tobacco and on cigars, a 
thing which is entirely feasible, for I have the authority of the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means that while it is 
not feasible to get rid of the whole system of internal-revenue tax, yet 
it is entirely feasible to get rid of the tax on tobacco and cigars. As I 
understand him that tax on tobacco and cigars is about equal to the 
surplus revenue we wish to reduce. 

Yet in the face of that fact we are confronted with a bill which not 
only proposes to extend this pi frees but make it applicable to a par- 
ticular class, thatis to bring all the farmers of the land within its range, 
and also to raise a revenue in the very teeth of the assertion of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and its chairman that no revenue is needed, 
but on the contrary we ought to reduce the revenue. 

Here is an iniquitous bill, which proposes to subject the agricultural 
class of this country to informers, spies, and detectives. Do not make 
the mistake, gentlemen, that informers, spies, and detectives are simply 
to roam through Mr. Armout’s factory in Chicago or other places where 
this article is made, but they will go into the country; and why will 
they go there? Will any man say that this article, which is called 
neutral, is not now used to a certain extent by persons who are engaged 
in the production of butter? And if information is lodged anywhere 
of suspicion as to that, then your farmer becomes immediately subject 
to the surveillance of the horde of informers, spies, and detectives. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Can not I get three minutes more? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, a word in reference to the situation 
of this bill. It is at the head of the Calendar. Anappropriation bill, 
a revenue bill, the bill reported by the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MORRISON], and the bill of my colleague [Mr. HEWITT] 
are all upon the Calendar, but the pending bill is ahead of them all, 
and you can not put it aside without a yea-and-nay vote on record in 
this House. [Applause. ] 

And more than that, you can not make an amendment to this bill 
but it will have to be done by a yea-and-nay vote in the House. And 
the Committee on Appropriations has kindly extended a helping hand 
to the bill here to-day. TA plause. ] 

Now, in view of all these facts I desire to say the wit, the invective, 
the filibustering of the bull-butter man, of the hog-fat-butter man, of 
the soap-grease-butter man can not drive the farmer out of court. 
[Laughter and applause.] The agriculturists and dairymen are here, 
and I hope and trust they are here to stay until they have had due 
action and consideration of this bill. [Applause.] 

One thing more, and I am done. The Committee on Agriculture, af- 
ter full consultation with the representatives of the dairy interest and 
with members of the House favorable to the protection of that interest, 
unanimous! this bill, and the friends of this legislation are in 
honor obliged-to aid in its Whenever the Committee on Agri- 
culture wish to change any of the provisions of this bill I shall for one 
vote with them, and I propose in voting to stand by this bill letter by 
letter, line by line, section by section until I receive a sign from the 
chairman of that committee, untilit is passed. [Applause.] I say to 
the friends of this measure, let us concentrate our force on the bill as 
it is and back up the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, for 
in that way only can we hope for favorable action from the House. 

One word more to gentlemen on the other side of the House. If I 
desired you to makea mistake in reference to this matter I would pray 
you to defeat this bill by filibustering tactics. Seven and one-half mill- 
ions of the people of the United States are interested in it. The cur- 
tain is rung up and we are performing before them; they will exam- 
ine our record; the people are noting our votes here, as they have the 
right to, and our action, and commenting upon it. [Applause.] 

Here the hammer fell. ] y 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to of- 


tion of oleomargarine, and I put an amendment in for the purpose of | fer two amendments which I send to the desk, and will ask presently 
providing that none of this stuff should be shipped to any port included | to have them read. 
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I have nodoubt in the world that what the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock] saysis precisely true. Heand those who arewith him 
in favor of this bill are, no doubt, now performing in view of the seven 
and one-half millions of people of whom he speaks for the purpose of 

catching as many of their votes as he can. 

But, Mr. OARRA, whaler that performance shall receive the ap- 
plause which the gentleman hopes it will receive hereafter is a ques- 
tion which I will remit to the fature. 

cee Sik Maen Ge cn ee ee 
more information with reference to the bill and are offered in 
faith. Eleven sections of the Revised Statutes are enumerated in this 

of the bill. One of these ennmerations makes two other sec- 
tions of the statutes part of them, so that there are in reality thirteen 

Than cadens paaa ga th thingsthe d posed upon the 

sections among other ie duty im: 
Internal Revenue Commissioner to furnish stamps. Taie ta uate 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture or somebody who has the 
information what is the estimated expense that will be required to 
put this law into operation? 

What amount of money will hfive to be paid out of the public Treas- 
ury before an for engraving 


able expense. Has the committee any information? I pause 
answer—for information. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, it has not beenmy to occupy | good 
a single moment of the time of the committee in any reply to the 
criticisms which have been made upon this bill or any portion of it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. a ae 
but ask a single question: What is the information the 
upon the subject, if any? on ten EAn knoe mach memes 
Tag eg yarn isi priest murs mare teens 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman from Kentucky will allow me, as 
he has made an inquiry, I will undertake to answer it. If he prefers 
that I shall not answer it I will take my seat. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly I want the gentle- 
man to answer the question if he has the information, but not to make 


a speech. 

Mr. HATCH. I can only answer the gentleman in my own way, 
and if that is not satisfactory to the from Kentucky he can 
occupy his own time, and I will take other occasion to answer. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has the gentleman from Mis- 
POKA ene teen arene OONA ene If so, how 
much is it 

Mr. HATCH. Thaveinformation from the Commissioner of Internal 
Revente, upon the preparation of this bill, that not one single dollar 
of a priation is to carry it into execution and to execute 
it should it become a law. But two single officers are asked for in 
this bill, and it makes provision for them; that is to say, a microscopist 
and a chemist of the Department, the salaries of which are fixed by the 
bill, and which will be paid out of the revenue derived from the bill— 
from the execution of the law—as well as the tax and all other matters 

to it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And let me interrupt the gentleman from 
Missouri to say that an estimate has been made by a on this 
“eee Mr. ase a that the net revenue derived from the 


we know from experience, to provide them. 

Mr, FINDLAY. The Bureau of Engraving and Printing is expected 

` to do it out of the appropriations made for that purpose. It will cost 

that much certain. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I now yield the remainder 
of my time, if any, to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. reer 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute 
which time the Chair will cause the amendment sent up by the ni 
man from Kentucky to be read, after which the Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Georgia in his own right. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it in order; and, if so, I 
will ask to have read the sections of the Revised Statutes to which 
reference is made in this section ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not be in order at this time; and the 
Chair will direct the Clerk first to read the amendments proposed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


First amendment: ne outin lines 22and 23 the words "thirty-two hun- 
dred and thirty-eight. 

Second amendment: Strike out in lines 24 and 25 the words “thirty-two hun- 
dred and forty-three.” 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I have proposed two amendments 
to this bill; one was carried by a majority of this committee, the other 
was defeated by a very small vote against it. This amendment is 
posed because I think it right. The tax for one year is $600. of 


our internal- roenn acy 7 pepe year, or by proportionate partsof 
the year. For instance, if a man manufactures for a year in the 
tobacco business, he pays one-half of the annual tax; if for a quarter 
iiini one-quarter of the tax, and so on month by month or day by 

y.: 

Now, this provino is that for any fraction of the year, however small, 
the manufacturer shall pa; fora $500 for a day. If 
gentlemen desire to pass the bill that way, why let them pass it 

I do not know what it means when a gentleman on the other side 
rises and says if the chairman of the committee gives him a wink, he 
will vote like a slave. I will not. 

Now, if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] needs further 
time he may have the balance of my five minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I only desire to say that under the internal- 
revenue law a manufacturer who commences business during the year 
is only charged with the fractional part of the year. That is just; 
and the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia seeks to place this 
industry, if it shall survive the exposures Gintamrpladed ka. Ghia bill, 
upon the same footing. In other words, if a man engages in this in- 
dustry in April there is no reason why he should pay for three months 
$500, when, under the law which imposes a tax upon the manufacture 
and sale of whisky, the distiller is allowed to pay for a fractional part 
of the year. There is no excuse for this no man here 
can persuade even himself it isa just provision, unless he says the only 
iig KOA SSR AE AR EE SEN RT A E AA 


The c only object and of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Ar HAMMOND] is to place this industry on precisely 
the same footing, giving it no advantage over that enjoyed by the dis- 
i irituous liquors and compounds. 

e gentleman from Ohio a question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LYMAN, Among these sections of the Revised Statutes that 
are here made applicable is there a section that provides for the frae- 
tional part of a license for the fractional part of a year. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir; and that is the reason why this 
proviso is added. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Section 3237 makes the payment fractional for 
“Mr BUTTERWORTH. 4 | 

Mr. B ORTH. Thatis the reason why this proviso is added. 
It is in order to establish a different rule in regard to this industry from 
that which prevails in regard to all other industries prosecuted under 
the internal-revenue law. That seems to be unjust; and if there isa 
feline in this meal that proviso discloses the size and character of the 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. I want to say to the gentleman ‘from 
Georgia that when butter is as low in price as it is now it is not likely 
there will be anyoleomargarine madeinthesummer. And we thought 
if a man makes a million dollars a year out of this business he should 
not be licensed for less than $500. He is not-likely to run the factory 
a whole year. 

Mr.HAMMOND. This proviso provides for the case of a man start- 
ing the business in July, 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. DINI EIDIN GINA. DO ese «ln 
the balance of the year. He does not pay $600 and then $500. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Everybody knows that. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. He pays $500 if he engages in the busi- 
ness for three months. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, sir, or for three hours. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. He can take out a license and he can 
| get out as much of this article in one month at the end of the year as 
he might otherwise do in a whole year. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It isastrange business in which a man can make 
as much in one month as he can in twelve months. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Suppose a person goesinto the business on the Ist 
of July and continues in business for the remainder of the year, he only 
pee whereas the man who went in on the Ist of January pays $600. 
ane of Minnesota. Ifa man runs the business for a year 

e year 


ms oa peat 1st of May. 
Mr. FINDLAY. Ts that fixed in the bill? 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. The year under the internal-revenue 
law commences on the ist of May. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Thelicense year begins on the Istdayof May. But 
where does that appear in this bill? 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. ‘Thatis fixed in the sections of the Re- 
vised Statutes enumerated in this section of the bill. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I would like to hear the section which is referred 
to read. If the law does not appear on the face of this bill but is in 
the Revised Statutes, and is put in here by reference merely to those 
Revised Statutes, I think we ought to know what those sections are. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. So far as this point is concerned the 
year commences on the 1st day of May. A man engaged in this busi- 
ness would pay $600 fora whole year, butforany period less than a year 
he would pay $500. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I understand that; but there is nothing on the 
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face of the bill to show that you had fixed the annual period for the 
man 's license. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. We have put the whole thing under 
the internal-revenue law. 

Mr. FINDLAY. That-is by a statute which does not appear here. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia whether his amendment strikes out from this enumeration 
section 3237 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Not at all. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You simply propose to strike out the 
proviso at the end of section 3? 

Mr. HAMMOND. That is all. 

Mr. LYMAN. Is there not an amendment striking out some of the 
other sections? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the Clerk to read the amend- 
ment for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 24 and 25 of section 3 strike out the words “thirty-two hundred and 
forty-three hd also, in line 22, strike out the words “ thirty-two hundred and 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Delaware for the remainder of the time, one minute and a half. 

Mr. LORE. I thank the Chair, but I will wait for another time. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no gentleman desires to occupy the remaining 
time the Chair will cause the Clerk to read the amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: a 

Strike out the following proviso : 

“That in case any cobra} ardon of cempacnetion commences business sub- 
sequent to the 30th day of June in any year, tax shall be reckoned 
from the Ist day of July in that year, and shall be Me 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will now report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in line 22 the words “ thirty-two hundred and thirty-eight.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, is it in order 
now to demand the reading of the sections of the Revised Statutes 
which are referred to in that paragraph ? 

Mr. HATCH. lar order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have risen to a parliament- 
ary inquiry. I ask the Chair if it is notin order and if I have not the 
right to demand that the sections of the Revised Statutes which we are 

ing upon in connection with this ph shall be read. This sec- 
tion of the bill includes eleven sections of the Revised Statutes; one of 
those includes, by reference, two more. Now, is it not in order to ask 


. The Chair is of opinion that as the section cov- 
ered by the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky is mentioned 
specifically in the bill the gentleman is entitled to haveit read. The 
gentleman will please send the section to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out all these 
sections, and ask that they be read. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliament- 
ary inquiry. Will it bein order after the amendments now pending 
are voted upon to offer an amendment to line 17, which precedes this 
part of the bill? >: 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I will with- 
draw my amendment for the purpose of permitting the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. WARNER] to offer his. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, offered the following amendment: 

patios He section 3, strike out “10" and insert ‘50;” so that the provision 
wW : 

“Eve rson who sells ol ein less tities than 50 pounds at 
a ete igen ym eh 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will now entertain the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr, BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I did not ask 
to have these sections read merely for delay, and I withdraw the mo- 


tion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I renew the motion, in order that the House may 
know what it is voting on. These sections of the Revised Statutes are 
ences to by number, but they haye not been read in connection with 
this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky referred to one section. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Thegentleman from Kentucky changed his amend- 
ment so as to include the several sections referred to in the bill. Ithink 
those sections of the Revised Statutes ought to be read, so that we may 
know what penalties we are fixing by this bill to be enforced in the 
Federal courts. ; 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair directed the section of the Revised 
Statutes referred to in the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
to be read, as that section was specially brought before the committee, 
but if it is the purpose to insist upon all these sections being read, the 
Chair thinks that does not come within the privilege of the amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that it is in the nature of 
debate, and debate has been closed. ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before the Chair rules I would like to make this 
suggestion. If itis in order, upon moving to strike out one section, to 
have that section read, it certainly must be in order, under the samé 
rule, when a motion is made to strike out other sections, to have those 
sections read. Iam unable to see how you can have one section read 
as a matter of privilege, and can not have the others read. Now,I do 
not urge this for the p of delay. . Here we have a bill which inf- 
poses heavy penalties; ties can be enforced only in the Fed- 
eral courts, which are gen y at a considerable distance from the 
homes of the litigants, and I think it is of great importance, if we un- 
dertake to fix penalties, that the full purportof the bill in this respect 
and the extent and degree of those penalties shall be known. 

The CHAIRMAN. The previous décision of the Chair was simply 
to the effect that, in order to get a better understanding of the motion 
of the tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], the section 
to which this amendment referred might be read, but upon a more 
careful examination of the provisions of this section and of the rules 
the Chair is of opinion that a reference to the Revised Statutes ina 
pending measure does not entitle the committee, as a matter of right, 
to have that portion of the Revised Statutes read before the vote is 
taken; because it is to be presumed that members know what the law 
is; and the Chair thinks that to have anything read in such a case is 
in the nature of debate. 

Mr. FINDLAY. That presumption, the Chair will allow me to say, 
is never applied tothe statute law. This has been recognized ever since 
the time of Lord Coke, who said that a lawyer who would give an opin- 
ion upon a question asto the statutelaw without first examining it was a 
fool, as a lawyer who could not give an opinion about the common law 
without first examining it was equally a fool. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was perhaps inclined to go too far in 
presuming that all the members of this House understand what the law 
is; but with to this question, which has been debated at some - 
length, he thought himself at liberty to presume that the provisions of 
the law were understood. 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise toa question of order. I submit whether the 
rules of the House do not require that all amendments presented should 
be in writing. Therefore, if the gentleman from Kentucky desires to 
insert the Constitution of the United States or all the provisions of 
the Revised Statutes in his amendment, I submit whether the rules 
of the House do not require him to reduce such provisions to writing 
and submit them with his proposition. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Whether or not this House is 
presumed to know the Constitution, I wish to say I have not moved to 
amend by inserting the Constitution, nor have I offered asingle section 
of the Revised Statutes. My motion was to strike out a part of the 
pending section; so that the point which the gentleman makes is one 
which he ought to make against the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture [Mr. HATCH], and not against me. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire as a parliamentary inquiry to ask whether, 
if the gentleman from Kentucky desires to make a motion to strike 
out, the rules of the House do not require him to submit in writing 
what he desires to have struck out. 

Mr. FINDLAY. He has done that. 

Mr. SCOTT. Let him put in his amendment the provisions of the 
statute which he proposes to strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has withdrawn 
his amendment. $ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did put my amendment in 
writing, so that Iam not obnoxious to the criticism of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. The shoe is on the other foot. I commend to the 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture the lecture which the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has just read, and I hope it will be profit- 
able. 

Mr. WILSON. I make the point of order that if the gentleman from 
Kentucky has offered the Constitution as an amendment to this bill it 
is not germane. [Laughter. ] 

Several “That is so.” 

Mr. PRICE. Irise to a point of order. I understood that by order 
of the House all debate upon this paragraph was limited to thirty min- 
utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate is already exhausted. 

Mr. PRICE. Then I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMIL- 
LIN], however, rose to a question of order, which the Chair will dispose 
of. Does the gentleman from Tennessee desire to renew the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. Mc Yes, sir; that was my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment, 
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The Clerk read as follows: } 

In line 22 strike out ‘thirty-two hundred and thirty-eight,” and in lines 24and 
2 strike out “and thirty-two hundred and forty-three.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. I offer this amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was addressing myself to the point of order. I 
desire to have the sections read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘What is the point of order pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee asks as a matter 
of right that the sections referred to in his amendment be read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object, ‘That is in the nature of debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the gentleman from 
Tennessee is not entitled as a matter of right to have the sections of the 
Revised Statutes read before the vote is taken. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will do myself the justice to say in thepresence 
of those who have this bill in c e thatit was not my purpose to de- 
lay the proceedings. I really thoughtit proper to have the sections read. 
If that can not be done, I insist on my motion to amend by striking out. 

Mr. LORE. I rise to a point of order. I understand that the Chair 
has decided this question, and no gentleman can contest that decision 
unless he takes an appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been decided. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee to strike 
out the language which has been read. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 18, noes 84. 

s McMILLIN. I make the point of order that no quorum has 
voted. 

bien were ordered; and Mr. MCMILLIN and Mr. HATCH were ap- 
pointed. . 

Fos committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 22, noes 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I have no desire to force a call of the roll, and will 
not insist further on the point that no quorum voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being withdrawn, the amendment is 
rejected. There being no other amendment to this section, the Clerk 
will report the next section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src, 4. That every person who carries on the business of a manufacturer of 


Shall, besides below listde to tee payment of tbe tac be fined noe Lees than cme 
thousend and not more than five thousand do! ; and ey person who car- 
ries on the business of a wholesale dealer in ol ine without having paid 
the special tax therefor, as required by law, shall, besides being liable to the pay- 
ment of the tax, be fined not less than five nor more two thousand 
see cod et bre ar ead ute Sete ae 
borides being liable to the eg sey of the tax, be fined not lees than fifty nor 
more than five hundred do. for each and every offense, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND.. Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to amend by 
striking out the last word. I have thus far sustained, and will con- 
tinue to sustain, the efforts of the chairman of the Committee on Agri- 
culture to secure final action on this bill. I find myself, however, 
differing from the extreme views of some who are opposing and some 
who are favoring this bill. Iam opposed tolegislation which will sup- 
press any legitimate industry in this country. At the same time Iam 
unwilling to seeany legitimate industry struck down and destroyed by 
=e imitations of its products sold without restriction in the 
markets. 

I am not op; to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine in 
good faith as such, but I believe it to be wrong to permit that article to 
be manufactured as a counterfeit of pure dairy butter and fraudulently 
sold under the pretense that it is butter. I wish to see preserved all 
ef abi at of this bill which will compel a disclosure of the nature 
of the substitute for butter in its manufacture and sale and thereby 
protect the producer and consumer from imposition. This is a free 
country and any citizen should enjoy the privilege of knowingly pur- 
chasing and eating oleomargarine if he desires to do so, but it is a 
country of law and justice, therefore deception and fraud in our food 
product should be prevented. A 

In other words, I am in favor of legislation which will compel the 
manufacturers of oleomargarine to it on the market under its 
true name and real character; but I am opposed to legislation which 
will prohibit its manufacture. While by the employment of deleteri- 
ous and uncleanly ingredients in its manufacture it is often unwhole- 
some, yet I believe the article is sometimes made honestly and whole- 
somely and that when so made it is a proper article for commerce. It 
is wrong, however, to permit the manufacturers of oleomargarine to 
perpetrate a fraud upon the producers of pure butter and those who 
may desire the pure article. This cam be most effectually prevented 
by bringing its manufacture and sale under the provisions of the in- 
ternal-revenue laws and the vigilance and power of the officers of the 
Internal Revenue Bureau. In this way its true name and character 
may be er re and understood, and the counterfeit article may be 
stripped o; ee pretenses. 

At present the manufacturers of oleomargarine by such false repre- 
sentations are securing extortionate profits from the consumer, because 
it can be manufactured at one-half the cost of the purearticle, and they 
are also undermining and destroying the business of producing genuine 


butter. Under these circumstances I feel it the duty of the law-maker 
to intervene. 

I find a number of gentlemen on both sides of this House who desire 
legislation of this character but who are opposed to such a high rate of 
taxation asthe bill provides. I understand some at least who have been 
stoutly opposing the enactment of this bill are in favor of compelling 
the polis erm te of oleomargarine to expose its true character, so that 
the public may not be deluded into its purchase under the supposition 
it is pure butter. 

INJUSTICE TO AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS, 

But before I proceed further in thisdiscussion I wish to say in a 
to my friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock], we have not heretofore 
had politics injected into this debate, and I hope this will not be done . 
now. But, sir, the warning which that gentleman has given to this side 
of the House may well be repeated to his own side. If he will ascertain 
the number of those who resist the of this bill under the leader- 
ship of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KELLEY] and the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] he will find the proportion in num- 
bers is as large on his own side as it is on the Democratic side, 

Notwithstanding the flings thrown at those who watch and defend 
the interest of agriculture on this floor, I have no hesitation in stand- 
ing here to demand its protection from wrong and injustice. I believe 
the agricultural interest is largely involved in this bill, and therefore 
I insist it shall have the most careful consideration. Republican Con- 

by legislation have protected every interest in the country ex- 
cept agriculture. This is one of the very few measures which have 
been presented with any reasonable hope of its passage during twenty 
years past which directly protects or promotes the interest of agricult- 


ure. 
With the air goin or distress of the farming classes comes or goes 
the prosperity of the country. Agriculture is the basis of all wealth, 
private or public. Wise statesmanship therefore dictates that legisla- 
tion should not oppress, but, as far as legitimately within its power, 
should foster and encourage agriculture. Legislation can not control 
or protect the farmer from misfortunes which come from natural causes. 
He must look to a higher power for relief from these. But there are 
evils than those inflicted on him by nature. They are evils pro- 
duced by bad legislation in the interest of monopolies, and which op- 
press him with onerous and unjust taxation. Now, sir, while agricult- 
ure is more deserving than any other interest of any good that may flow 
from legislation, yet it has suffered more from that source than any other. 

I trust the time has arrived when the welfare of the farmer may have 
consideration in Co: The Democratic perty. has ever in the past 
been the friend of agriculture, and its members have ever professed a 
desire for its promotion and protection. Indeed, I am gratified to know 
that as a class they have been faithful to their professions. Since we 
came into power in this House more careful attention and considera- 
tion have been given to the interest of agriculture than it had previously 
received for twenty years. Indeed, it seemed that railroads, banks, 
and other corporations held a complete monopoly on the attention of 
Congress, and that the farmer had been forgotten except when some 
new way was devised to increase his burdens for the benefit of some 
form of monopoly. This happy change in Congress has been noticed 
by others who are deeply interested in the welfare of agriculturists. 
In the address of Mr. Joseph H. Reall, president of the American Agri- 
cultural and Dairy Association before the Committee on Agriculture 
of this House during this session, he says: 


Tam much fied to find so much honest, intelligent interest manifested by 
members of in agriculture and the interests of the farmer as obtains 
here. Ican see Aiei p apear apanpieny and wre ra ardteist tnd pee 
the dignity of culture and its importance to the country are recognized by 
the members of Houses. The farmers have been either unrepresented or 
misrepresented heretofore. 


I have no desire to provoke a political discussion on this question, but 
I desire to recall to their duty those Democrats who may fail to remem- 
ber their professions of fidelity to the farming interest and the policy 


of the party. 
THREATENED DANGER TO SMALL FARMING. 

Nor do I desire to urge legislation in the interest of one class to the 
detriment of any other; but, sir, it is our duty to the danger- 
ous tendencies of the times, which, while lessening the prosperity o: 
small farming, are concentrating the ownership of lands and the opera- 
tion of farms into the hands of the extremely wealthy. 

The distribution of our landed estate among the many is the surest 
means for preserving our free institutions and the promotion of the 
prosperity of the masses. Whenever the ownership of land in this 
country comes under the control of corporated capital or of the million- 
aires the masses of our farming classes will descend to the impoverished 
and pitiable condition of those of Europe. Then will this country be- 
come a land of barons and vassals—of millionaires and paupers. In 
order to prevent a landed monopoly and an impoverished condition of 
the farming classes it is necessary that small farms shall yield a profit 
to those who till them, for when they cease to become profitable or to 
yield a comfortable living the owners will dispose of them and seek 
some other occupation for maintenance of themselves and families, 

Can it be doubted that the prosperity of small farmers is’dangerously 
threatened by the encroachments of corporated capital? Vast areas of 
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the most fertile soils have been accumulated by a few and converted 
into enormous farms where the labor is performed by machinery; there- 
by the cost of production of wheat and other farm products has become 
o AOO a S De Trogr that the small farmers can not 

ly compete or realize fair profit. Itis more pain- 
fully apparent every year that the net returns on the capital and labor 
invested in small farming are growingless and lesseveryyear. I shall 


not now discuss all the causes which in my opinion contribute to this. 


result, but I will assert that among them will be found the effect of the 
encroachment of corporated capital upon the occupation of the farmer. 
It is seizing upon and monopolizing various branches of farming. 
Cattle raising for the market has passed to a large extent from the hands 
of the farmers into that of the owners of the immense ranches in certain 
Western and Southwestern States and Territories. The manufacturers of 
oleomargarine now threaten to take away from them the dairy. 

If we can notal against the evil tendencies of the times 
action, or check the power of corporated capital in its 
invasion upon the occupation of the farmer, we can at least in the bill 
before us furnish him with some relief by protecting him from the frand 
perpetrated by the counterfeiting of his dairy products. 


THE FRAUDULENT PRETENSE OF OLEOMARGARINE. 


One of the most serious complaints raised the traffic in oleo- 
margarine is that it is sold for pure butter, and that it is made in such 
imitation, in color, smell, and taste, that ordinarily the purchaser can 
not detect the difference, 

QUANTITY OF OLEOMARGARINE MANUFACTURED. 


The production of butter is not confined to the large dairies, but is 
more or less eng in for the home and market by farmers all over 
the country. e counterfeiters of butter are permitted to continue 
their deceptive tik the result will be heavy loss in the value of 
cows and in the ruin of the butter trade, for it is clear the farmer and 
dairyman can not successfully compete with such a perfect counterfeit 
which is produced atone half the cost of the genuine article. No one 

uestions the fact that this spurious article is sold in immense quanti- 

es as genuine butter. Indeed its manufacturers insist in most em- 
phatic terms that they have succeeded in so perfecting the deception 
that no expert is able without the most thorough chemical analysis to 
distinguish the difference between the pure and the counterfeit article. 
The production of oleomargarine has rapidly increased during the last 
few years. I have before me a report made to this House by the Com- 
mittee on Epidemic Diseases in the Forty-sixth Congress, which esti- 
mated that in 1880 the production was about 100,000,000 pounds. It 
is now estimated that the production last year "reached 200,000,000 


pounds. Itis that 200,000 pounds are made daily in Chicago. 
A little pamphlet just laid on our desks by the opponents of this leg- 
islation asserts: 


THE TRUTH; READ IT. 


A large proportion of the papers Tt of New York and vicinity have been eating 
for years past asbutter. Ata safe calculation there 
been consumed in this iper a ath 


SEVENTY-FIVE MILLION POUNDS, 
ora fifty-pound tub to every man, woman, and child. This is a startling fig- 
ure. 


IT I5 TRUE 


Joan pra have said that about all your retail dealers have been selling it, and 
o 
THE PRESS DON’T LIE 
(only a good many about oleomargarine). Some of you have been eating it. 
READER, WHY NOT You? = _ 


A SOLID FACT. 
New YORK, April 2, 1886. 
This market is enous cleaned out of eatable butter. About 7,500 tubs per day 
of the substitutes have been and are now bei put on the market, Throw 
these out and what would be the price of butter y? 
SIXTY TO SEVENTY-FIVE CENTS PER POUND. 
A BUTTER DEALER. 


Coming as this does from the friends of ol the accuracy 
of these statements will not perhaps be denied by them. 

Statistics show that last year nearly 38,000,000 of pounds of the oil 
and imitation of butter manufactured from ol e was exported 
from this country. With these figures before us, who will say that the 


prosperity of a very important branch of our agricultural industry is 
not threatened? si 


IMPORTANCE AND VALUE OF THE DAIRY INTEREST. 


It has been asserted by those who have made the investigation that 
fifteen million milch cows worth $400,000,000 were employed last year 
in the production of butter and cheese, and that 1 ;600,000,000 pounds 
of butter and 400,000,000 pounds of cheese were produced. The prod- 
uct of the dairy in this country has become enormous. ~ 

The eminent statistician, Mr. Atkinson, of Boston, states: 

There we: and 
ec i Pea acne an a aera 
$252,000 cae gone ; fruit groen and 000,000; eggs, 

Z cotton, $300, penal ver 

luct, $40,000,000. ey Bey ries ucts exceed three times 
cotton produced a 


Anigami rin ager were more an the combined con- 


sumption of tea, yy wool, cotton, pig-iron, and the silver produced, all taken 
together, by $34,000, 

This shows aso our dairy product exceeds three times in value the 
cotton crop, and is greater than all the tea, coffee, wool, cotton, pig- 
iron, and silyer combined that is produced and consumed in ‘this country. 
Is it right that this vast industry should be fraudulently supplanted by 
the manufacture of a bogus article? 

The honest producers of butter have no fear of competition with the 
manufacturers of oleomargarine, provided the manufacture and sale is 
conducted in such a manner as to expose its true character and name; 
but it is asserted that not 1 per cent. of the entire product of the coun- 
terfeit article is sold to the consumer for what it really is. He buysit 
under the supposition that it is the no genuine article, and he usually 
for it the price of pure butter; This is a fraud on the producer pod ys be 
consumer. 

TERMS OF THE BILL. 


It is believed that the bill before us will correct this evil. It is un- 
derstood that it was prepared by the secretary and solicitor of the 
American Agri aray and Dairy Association of America. The prin- 
cipal nen of the bill require > that manufacturers of oleomargarine 
shall pay a special license tax of $600, the wholesale dealer $480, and 
the retail dealer $48 per annum for the privilege of dealing in oleomar- 
garine made in imitation of butter, and thata tax of 10 cents per pound 
shall be assessed and collected from the manufacturer. That it shall 
be sold in packages marked, stamped, and branded in such a way as 
to disclose its true character. Severe penalties by fine and imprison- 
ment are provided against violations and evasions of the law, and its 
execution is placed under the control of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. And the ordinary machinery and force of the law governing 
the production and sale of spirits and tobacco are applied to the pro- 
duction and sale of oleomargarine. The provisions of the bill are not 
saci to the article except when made and sold in imitation of 

utter. 

I do not favor all the provisions of the bill. I believe some of them 
to be harsh and oppressive, and therefore I trust the bill will be amended 
before its final passage. I think the special license tax and the tax of 
10 Pega per pound are far too high. I therefore favor a reduction in 
eal 


If its production is as great during the ensuing year as it was in the 
last a revenue of twenty millions would be derived. from this article at 
this rate of taxation. 

With our present overflowing Treasury this amount of revenue is un- 
necessary. All unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation. The burden 
of taxation is already onerous and far too heavy and should be reduced. 
But in order to bring the regulation of this article under the strin; 
rules of the internal-revenue Jaw I am willing that a small tax shall 
be placed on the article, and when the eighth section of the bill is 
reached I shall offer an amendment reducing the rate of taxation to 2 
cents per pound. 

It is admitted on all sides that the only power which Congress has to 
legislate upon this subject is that which is derived from the power of 
taxation, and therefore it is necessary that some tax shall be laid on the 
article in order that Con ional action may constitutionally reach 
it. Two cents per pound will raise ample revenue to defray all the 
expenses attending the enforcement of the law. With the enormous 
a ap ee from this business it can easily bear this tax if with its 

le si o and use it. The object which I desire 
ue ee see rod ed by this bill is to compel a disclosure of the nature 
of the article in order that a fraud against the producers and consum- 
ers of pure butter may be prevented. 

If this article is as wholesome and desirable as is elaimed by its pro- 
ducers, it can fairly compete with genuine butter under its true name 
and color. This is a land of freedom where any one should be per- 
mitted to manufacture, sell, or purchase any article of food which is 
wholesome; but it is a land of law, and therefore the public should be 

from fraudulent impositions. As I have already stated the 

onest producer of genuine butter has no fear of competition with the 

manufacturer of oleo! ine if itis sold under its true name. The 

farmer and dairyman does not or should not ask protection from fair 

competition, butthey have a right to demand that legislation shall pro- 
tect them from fraud. 

I would prefer to leave this question to the legislation of the States; 
but, like the regulation of interstate commerce, owing to the diversity of 
the laws of the different States on the subject, it can not be effectually 
and properly dealt with by State laws, and therefore it becomes neces- 
sary to resort to the legislation of the General Government. 

THE NATURE AND PROCESS OF ThE MANUFACTURE OF OLEOMARGARINE. 

Before finishing ay remarks I wish to briefly call attention to the 
nature and process of the manufacture of oleomargarine, It was in- 
vented during the Franco-Prussian war by Hippolite Mége, a Frenchman. 
An eminent authority in Massachusetts friendly to its production de- 
scribes the process of its manufacture as follows: 


It was, according to ous M a demand such as this which led him to 
investigate the mee wei Ar of a table substitute for butter from the fat of 
animals tered for food. By his investigations he was led to believe that 
the only difference between butter and beef fat was that the latter contained an 
excess of stearine. He also came to the conclusion that the taste and smell of 
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ordinary tallow are MSV Se to the want of care in its manipulation. He 
therefore bed the following method of epee pat 

The fat was to be taken as fresh as e and to be thoroughly washed, 

then chopped fine and rendered with a dilute solution of acid phosphate of lime 

and the stomach of a pig or sheep at a temperature not ex animal heat. 

ia Ee po tet in reissues of his patent un -i a pres- 

155° o 


F.” Itisnot 
ly liberated by 
is then drawn 


werful press, the press-room being maintained at an even tem ture of 80° 

.. The cleomargarine thus produced is free from any disagreeable taste or odor, 
It is in fact a pure tallow oil, suitable for use as an article of food. In thig state 
it pa an gegen substitute = oh by M. Mégo. Th è 

Suchwas pianga ae pro yM. : © process as now 
pue is much more simple, od omits some of the objectionable features of 

e process, 

In the first place, the fat, which is received warm from the slaughter-house, is 
sorted over, and all bloody pieces thrown out; it is then at once placed in cold 
fresh water, where it is thoroughly washed. From this water, which not only 
washes it but serves to cool it, it is at once taken to hash nes similar 
to the ordi sausage-cutters, where it is cut into fine pieces. From these 
varying from 160° to 200° Po the object being to separate as quickly as possible 
varying m to ., the object being to se as q as e 
the fat from the membrane. No“ ic juice” or phosphate of lime is used. 
After the fat is well cooked a quantity of salt is added; this serves to separate 
the membrane more completely. After standing a few minutes the fat is then 
run off into barrels or other vessels, where it is allowed to settle and is crystal- 
lized. When it has cooled to about 95° to 100° F. it is pressed in the usual man- 


ner, 

After pressing, the oil is churned with milk or buttermilk, some genuine but- 
ter being frequently added; it is colored p: rly, and then run into ice-water 
or pounded ice, so as to prevent its Aiah ra Pari S ry After this operation it is 
worked as ordinary butter. 

When well made it is a very fair imitation of genuine butter, being inferior to 
the best butter, but much superior to the low grades of butter too commonly 
found in the market, 


IS OLEOMARGARINE WHOLESOME? 
It is claimed by many that when properly made it is a wholesome 
and cheap substitute for butter, and that its production should be en- 


couraged. 

On the other hand it is asserted by those opposed to its manufacture 
as an article of commerce that in the manufacture of the article almost 
any kind of animal fats are used, such as horses and dogs as well as 
of beef and hogs. 

I shall not hazard an opinion as to whether it is always wholesome 
and a proper food or not. I presume that if made from pure and whole- 
some materials it is wholesome. 

I am inclined to believe that when it is manufactured by a reputable 
firm like that of Armour & Co., and some others, of Chicago and else- 
where, it may not only be harmless, but a nutritious article of food. 
I will, however, present the views of some of those who insist that it 
is otherwise. The committee which “reported this bill, in the report 
accompanying it, declares, in regard to the counterfeit article— 


diseases. 
pena used oe iea pes pee lagu sete 
c , Sugar OÍ ii hate e, benzoic 
nal sulphurie acid, tallow, bu- 
e 


tyricether, castor oil, caul, nice, cureumine, chlorate of „pero: 
esia, nitrate otipa nian ea ater gas sal , orris root, bicar- 
bonate of caparic acid, sulphite of soda, lard, caustic potash, 


oil of sesame (or benne), turnip-seed oil, oil of sweet almonds, stomach of pi 
ustard-sced oil, bi potash, boracic acid, salicylic 
5 cotton-seed oil, alum, cows’ udd ms flour, carbolic 
acid, slippery-clm bark, olive oil, broma chloralum, oil of peanuts, sugar, caustic 


Several of the gentlemen who have engaged in this debate have gs- 
serted that the consumption of oleomargarine has produced Bright’s 
disease of the kidneys and it is otherwise detrimental to health. 

ADULTERATED FOOD AND OTHER PRODUCTS, 

In truth, Mr. Chairman, there is need for judicious legislation which 
will guard the public health from the injurious effect which results 
from the consumption of any food substances in the preparation of 
which poisonous and deleterious compounds have been used, and also 
of the manufacture of clothing and other articles; many such unwhole- 
some articles are now in use. 

Accompanying the report of the House Committee on Epidemic Dis- 
eases in 1881 is much valuable information on the adulteration of food, 
&c., which was collected by Mr. George T. Angell, of Boston. I ask the 
attention of the House toa portion of that information, which was fur- 
nished by gentlemen of high scientific attainments and reliability. 
There is much valuable scientific information accompanying that re- 
port, relating to a number of articles of adulterated food-products; but 
not wishing to occupy much time and attention I will only ask leave to 
present the following extracts: ? 
POISONOUSLY ADULTERATED FOODS AND OTHER POISONOUSLY ADULTERATED 

AETICLES IN AMERICAN MARKETS, 

me of the evidence in rread by George T. Angell, esq., of. Boston, 

[So the Bostan., Board of Trade, November i 1) eine 
To give all the evidence I have collected on this subject would require a yol- 
ume. One paper which I have read upon it filled eleven and a half newspaper 


col 
The German Government had in 1878 231,478 samples of different articles ana- 
lyzed for adulterations, and obtained 3,352 convictions in the courts. 


In Great Britain during 1879 about 8) public analyists, appointed under act of 
recone analyzed 16,772 samples, and detected and exposed 2,978 adultera- 


In other European countries stringent laws are enforced for the protection of 
public health against the poisonous and dangerous articles which would other- 
wise be sold in their markets. 

The object of this paper is to show that protection is quite as much needed in 
this country as on the other side of the ocean. 

[From Professor George A. Mariner.] 
No. 81 CLARK STREET, CHICAGO, October 18, 1879. 

DEAR Sie: In answer to your questions; I would say that I have been an ana- 
lytical chemist to this city twenty-three years; am_a graduate of the Lawrence 
Scientific School, chemical department of Harvard University, and was parny 
two years assistant of Professor Horsford in the laboratory. I have devoi 
myself entirely to chemical analysis and teaching chemical students ever since. 
I think I have had much the largest chemical practice of any man in the West. 
At the request of a highly respectable citizen of Chicago, I have examined four- 
teen brands of sugar, bought, as I understood, in this city; some granulated, 
some white, some colored, some coarse, and some fine. Itested them thoroughly 
for impurities. In twelve of the samples I found tin in the form of a chloride, 
an ce he crema The other constituents I can furnish if you desire. I have 
examined several sirups made essentially and entirely of glucose, and found in 
them chlorides of tin, calcium, iron, and and in quantities which made 
them very poisonous. In one case a whole nei r! was poisoned, and I 
was told of one death. I have in several cases found sugar of lead in tame a: 
I use no vinegar myself. I look with suspicion upon our vinegar. I use fruit 
acid in place of it—lemon-juice, &c. I never cat pickles. I have found in vari- 
ous cases they were poisoned with lead and copper. 

I have tested to some extent the cheap tinware sold in our markets, and have 
no hesitation in saying that there is great E in using fruits, vegetabl 
meats, or fish put up in tin cans of any kind. They are liable to contain | 
and tin, both active poisons. Terra alba is ly used in cream of tartar, con- 
fectionery, and pretty universally for adulteration. I have found in many bak- 
ing powders alum instead of cream of tartar—a thing dangerous and injurious 
in eases. Ishould say that I have come to expect adulteration, and to fear 
dangerous adulteration, in almost every article of the grocery kind. [have had 
large experience in the analysis of colored poisonous articles of clothing, being 
employed by one of the largest dry-goods firms of this city. I examined, I think, 
sixteen samples, and nearly all of them were poisonous. 
for other parties. In one case a child nearly 
ings. I would like to add that I ha’ 


for 

thousand people in Chicago to-day were in- 
their lives by the use of these cosmetics and 
waders. You can hardly overestimate the present danger to public health 
Troon the large and growing sale of poisonous and dangerously adulterated ar- 
ticles in our markets, and you have my thanks and earnest wishes for your 
success in your efforts to call public attention to this subject. I would say that 
I have apes known Dr. R. U. Piper, of this city, for more than twenty 
years. e has no equal in the West as a microscopist, and has had wide ex- 
perience asa chemist and physician. I should say most decidedly that there is 
no scientific man in Chicago whose evidence would be entitled to receive higher 

credit in our courts. r 


Yours, respectfully, 
sen G. A. MARINER, Analytical Chemist. 
GEORGE T. ANGELL, Esq. 


[From Dr. R. U. Piper.] 
CHIcaGo, October 16, 1879. 
DEAR Ste: I have no hesitation in saying to you— 
First. That I hayé entirely abandoned the use of vinegar generally soldin our 
markets, it to be unfit for use and dangerous. I know that sulphuric 
acid is largely in its manu re. 


Second. I never use the pickles generally sold in our markets. I think the 


of ol e are sold and used as butter. 

poles: cet on no account permit its use in my family. 
Fourth. Enormous amounts of m 

ogo * have made a large number of examinati 


ride of calclum—an- 


sold in our markets, and I use but 
ulterated. 


of our eminent physicians 
believe it dangerous and productive of disease of the kidneys. The mannufact- 


ufacture. 

I could fill a volume with the adulterations which I have found within a few 
years past in arti of food and drink in common use, by m:i ypical and 
chemical anal I have made more than a thousand microscopical examina- 
tions of milk in this city. I think that not over 10 per cent. the milk’sold 
here by dealers is wholesome and unadulterated. 

At your request, I would say that I am a physician of over twenty years’ prac- 
tice, and the ten I have given almost entirely to chemical and micro- 
scopical ysis. I have written several volumes on scientific su =sur- 
gical, medical, &c.—and am well known to Drs. Storer, Holmes, Henry J.Bigelow, 

Sutter, J. B. Treadwell, Harriman, and others of your city. 
Yours. truly, R. U. PIPER. 

Groree T, ANGELL, Esq. 


[From J. M. Chapman, sugar dealer.] 
CHICAGO, October 17, 1879, 
DEAR Sim: Ihave been in the sugar business about twenty years. Fifteen 
markets were filled with excellent oa: Among the brands 
remember epg dot ewe y sie Á ore, Brad torn & 
Weeks & Co., of Baltimore; East Boston, Union, Salem T Lamb, and Adams 
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refineries of Boston; J. B. Brown & Sons, of Portland,and many others, all of 
which were excellent sugars. Every one of these sugars have been driven out 
of our markets, For the past two years, with three or four exceptions, there 
have been, I believe, no pure sugarssoldin Chicago. Theaverage sale of sugars 
now in this market is more than a thousand barrels a day. In my opinion not 
—— one barrel in a hundred is pure sugar, the rest being what we call 


docto: 
J. M. CHAPMAN. 
GEORGE T. ANGELL, Esq. 
Who are these men? 


[Dr. Smart.] 

Dr. Charles Smart, United States Army, has oparta esmera awide variety of 
articles, and says adulteration isnow practiced in this country to as great, if not 
greater, extent than it wasin England when the great agitation commenced 
there a few years ago. 

[Prize essays.] 

A $1,000 prize was offered last Year, through the United States Board of Trade, 
for best essays on adulteration, and four have been published, 

‘The writer of the first, G. W. Wigner, an Englishman, says, under British laws 
adulteration has been reduced from about 65 per cent, in 1860 to about 16 per cent. 
in 1878, and in Canada under similar laws, from about 52 per cent, in 1876 to about 
26 per cent. in 1879, though he says, they still have in English markets tinned fish 
heavily contaminated with lead; sweetmeats colored with chromate of lead; 
hams externally coated with chromate of lead ; con! large quanti- 
ties of alum; and children’s powders and sleeping draughts containing poison- 
ous doses of narcotics. T which used to be almost universally adulterated, 
are now good. This results from strin; t laws enacted by Parliament, about 
four years ago, for the inspection and analysis of teas landed at any port of 
Great Britain. In the Sanitary Engineer of June 1,1830, I find that seven thou- 
eee Sere ~ ree adulterated tea had recently burned, under British laws, in 

ndia, 

The second essay, written by V, M. Davis, of New York city, gives many adul- 
terations, and says, referring to this country: “ We believe it no ex: ration to 
say that adulteration is practiced wherever opportunity offers and pecuniary 
profit or commercial ee is made thereby.” 

The third, by Dr. William H. Newell, of Jersey City, N. J., gives among other 
poisons liable to be found in food and drink, “‘chromotes of lead, Brunswick 
greens, red oxide of lead, arsenite of copper, sulphate of copper, acetate of cop- 
per, carbonate of copper or verditer, carbonate of lead or white lead, bisulphuret 
of mercury, sulphate of iron, boge, sulphate of lime, carbonate of lime, red 
ferruginous earths, and other injurious substances; that potted meats, fish, and 
anchovies, cayenne, &c,, are liable to contain red lead, or even bisulphuret of 
mercury; and pickles, bottled fruits, and WG gemma to contain sopper;” and 
that “the ramifications of adulteration extend over this whole country.” 

The fourth and last is by Dr. O. W. Wight, commissioner of public health of 
Milwaukee. He names, under the head of usual adulterations of food and drink 
in this country, lead in canned vegetables and meats, corrosive sublimate in rind 
of cheese, poisonous colors in confectionery, caustic lime in lard, aniline colors 
in fruit jellies, preserves, sausage, and wine, salts of tin in sugar, cocculus indi- 
cus and tobacco in beer and ale, salts of copper in pickles, sulphuric acid in vin- 
egar,and about twenty-five other deleterious adulterations, He says it is use- 
less to attempt to estimate the number of deaths and the amount of sickness 
caused by adulterated foods and drinks, “ but the articles used are known, and 
the effects of such articles when taken into the human body.” 


[Professor Johnson.] 


Tn an essay read before the “American Social Science” at Saratoga, on the 8th 
of last September, by Professor S. W. Johnson, professor of chemistry in the Shef- 
field Scientific School, Yale College, I find, among other adulterations named, the 
following as liable to be found: 

Bread, with alum and sulphate of copper. 

E LOVA ME KAn, aera ella, AA GF Pecks ahia A Keo 

ing-powders, w um, terra plaster w g, an lin, 

Chee for Meid wg sehen margari ermilion, red chalk, sulphate of 

eese, wi es, oleo) ine, vi iy „Su te 
copper, piain R corrosive sublimate, 

Ta with boiled starch, alum, and quicklime. 

Confectionery, with chromate of lead, red lead, vermilion, Prussian blue, cop- 
per, and arsenic. 

Pickles, with sulphuric acid — verd 


Coffee, with acorns, spent tan-bark, spent logwood, mahogany, saw- 
dust, and burnt liver of horses. 
Teas, with a great variety of articles. . 


OLEOMARGARIXE, 


ucose as a giant which has grown in afew years to colossal 
proportions, I will now speak of what I may properly call its twin-brother— 
oleomargarine. 


Few persons have any correct idea of the extent to which this article is now 
made in this country. A hey N firm in New York city has recently contracted 
with parties in Vermont for 300, 000 firkins, to be delivered this year, for packing 


oleomargarine butter. 
It is estimated that there was made in this country last year about a hundred 


ds, 
It is sold, Or am informed, in almost isg Benne stall in our Faneuil 
and formed, are ship: to Vermont 
ful forms as well as in 


Ihave spoken of 


tubs and firkins, and can not ordinarily 
the milk of the cow, 

It is not only filling-our markets in the shape of butter, but also as ch 
Many creameries and many large dairies, as I am informed, are now mixing 25 
per cent. or more of ol: ne oil with their cheese, 

Are these commodities unwholesome? Manufacturers will tell 
even better than the products of the milk of the cow; and the ll show you 
A AAA piesnar tone wien tell INON woes, ana toe aie 

ve o! phs w a differen: ry, and the ony 

It is pode om E peene I msi A great gl 
i a p t analyses are so expensive, ucose or 
oleomargarine all 
the chemists in the 


u they are 


ous cities and towns, a ety of the cles actually sold, and pay honest 

Promeews Hoary Lefinan, onsotthe ble chemists of Philadelphia 
r „oneo: most e o 

states that he knows large establishments w. 7 


for the of adulterati: d to invent new of Eo p errar and 
ng an vent new 
p nenge ana of Medicine have, as I ain ra namen 
e is unfit for use in French 
Ce a pe ee 
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rts in Paris that only an inferior 
ich appeared to injure the digest- 


point of fact it was found by the academy ex 
article was actually sold in commerce, and w 
ive organs of sick bilitated ns, 

Mr. Michels, of New York city, a well-known microscopist and editor of a 
scientific journal, testifies that oleom: eis simply uncooked, raw fat, never 
subjected tosufficient heat to kill parasites which are liable to be init; that those 
who eat it run the risk of trichinm from the stomachs of animals which are 
chopped up with the fat in making it. He states that he has found in it tissue 
and muscle; and cells of suspicious nature, and that Mr, Saylor has also foun: 
in it positively identified germs of disease. 

Mr. Michels further states that all the caul fut of oxen brought to New York 
city in a week would not supply one factory four days, yet there were then 
seven factories in New York city, and he asserts that there can be no doubt that 
fats and grease of variois dapeclakions are used in making oleomargarine. 

Th@eminent English chemist, Professor Church, states that he has found in it 
horse fat, fat from bones, and fats such as are ordinarily used for making can- 


diles, 
But the gentleman who, probably more than any one else, has written upon 
Ch parme da hom 1 


mon 
entitled to higher respect. 

- Dr. Piper says his attention was first called to the subject by an article pub- 
lished by Mr. Michels, before referred to, in the American Journal of Microscopy. 
Since then he has examined a large number of specimens. Ife testifies that, 
while no true butter can carry trichnæ, eggs of the tape-worm, &c., he has found 
in oleomargarine not only organic substances in the form of muscular and con- 
nective tissue, and various fungi, but also living nisms which have resisted 
boiling acetic acid, and eggs resembling those of the tape-worm; these he has 
preserved to be shown to any who mag desire to see them, and he has also mi- 
pee phot: phsof them. He thinks these may get in through the stom- , 
achs of pigs and sheep used in making the article, though he has found in it 
specimens of uncooked meat, His conclusion is that it is a dangerous article, 
and that he would on no account permit its use in his family. 

The Rev. E. Huber, microscopist, of Richmond, Va., writes in the Southern 
Clinic of May, 1889, that oleomargarine diffors in its microscopical appearance as 
well as in its nutritive and dietetic qualities from true butter; that the fats in it 
are not subjected to a heat sufficient to destroy the germs of septic and one 
factive organisms, and that there may also be introduced into the systein by its 
levelop in tape-worm. And he also states that he has 
frequently found in oleomargarine 3 resembling those of the tape-worm. 

Mr, Michels says I have reason to believe that the refuse fat of at least one 
Vols spew gp blishment is used for oleomargarine; and as the trade in- 
creases, fat of every description will probably be offered for sale; even that 
from the carcasses of diseased animals may be purchased without guilty knowl- 
edge of the managers, 

Professor Piper says it is not unreasonable to suppose that one of these popu- 
lated stomachs chopped up with the fat, even if washed and cleaned, may con- 
tain thousands of living organisms, 

_ From an article in Boston Herald of January 8, 1831, I find that Dr. George B, 
Harriman, a most respectable microscopist of ton, well known to me, has re- 
cently examined some twenty specimens of oleomargarine obtained from 
ferent dealers, and has found in era specimen more or less foreign substances, 
a variety of animal and vegetable life. Among these were corpuscles from a 

„and small bits of claws; the blood ed means of sheep; the egg of a 
tape-worm, Yeast was found sprouting in considerable quantities, and spores 
of fungi were very Pyan a portion of a worm, a dead hydra viridis, por- 
tions of muscular fibers, fatty cells, and eggs from some small parasite were 
among the discoveries, 

I find also in the American Journal of Microscopy of October, 1878, a letter 
from the celebrated oe microscopist, W. H. Dall r, said to be the great- 
est living authority on this subject, in which he shows that pore ayes sg’ not 

ected to a heat sufficient to kill the living organisms which refuse fats are 


means the eggs which 


sul 
ae to contain. ° 

In view of the and increasing magnitude of this business; and the re- 
port of the French Academy of Medicine; and the discoveries of the scientific 


gentlemen before named; and the danger of using the raw fats and stomachs 
of diseased animals, and of those thatdie on the cars, which number hundreds 
of thousands annually; or of pleuro-pneumonia; or of cattle fever; or of hog 
cholera; I think we have no reason to rejoice over. the erection of these enor- 
mous factories which are now oe pf the tables of our hotels, restaurants, 
boarding-houses, and a families with oleomargarine butter and cheese. 

Whatever else may said the great capitalists e in their manu- 
facture, one thing they can not honestly deny, namely, t not three men or 
women in a hundred would eat an ounce of t articles if they could know 
by color or otherwise what they were eating. 

No man would knowingly give his wife or children for butter the raw un- 
cooked fats of animals that may have died of cattle plague, hog cholera, or 
other diseases. But how manufacturers are to ther themselves or the 
public against the fats of such animals isa problem which no manufacturer or 
chemist employed by him thus far, to my knowledge, attempted to explain. 

If any one shall ever assert that such fats can not be used, lam prepared with 
evidence to the contrary. 

A new article of butter and cheese has Sern f made its appearance in West- 
ern markets containing from 50 to 75 per cent. of hog’s lard, The Chicago Tri- 
bune, of November 17, 1880, states that fifteen factories in that city are now en- 

its manufacture, and that one article used in maki: cheese will 
eat thyough the oak barrels in which it is kept. Concerning its effects on the 
hi stomach I have, thus far, no evidence. 


r. WARNER, of Missouri, addressed the committee. [See Ap- 


dix. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN addressed the committtee. . [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I do not believe that if this bill becomes 
law butterine will cease to be manufactured and sold. Itwill no longer 
be sold as butter. It will besold for what it really is. If butterine can 
be sold to the consumer under its own name asa substitute for butter, 
dairymen will have no right to complain. They would have no more 
right to complain than if olive oil, or even purified cotton-seed oil, were 
to be generally used in this country as an article of food, as olive oil is 
in some of the countries of Southern Europe. 

But dairymen have a right to say that their product shall not be 
counterfeited. This right of the dairyman is identical with the right 
of the consumer. In ordinary cases the consumer may be left to his 
own intélligence to protect himself against impositions. By the ex- 
ercise of a reasonable degree of caution he can protect himself from 
frauds in under-weight and in under-measure. If he can not detect 
a paper-soled shoe on inspection he detects it in the wearing of it, and 
in one way or another he can impose a penalty upon the fraudulent 
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vender. As a general rule the doctrine of laissez faire can be applied. 
Not so with many of the adulterations of food. Scientific inspection 
is needed to detect the fraud, and scientific inspection is beyond the 
reach of the ordinary consumer. In such cases the Government should 
intervene. This is generally admitted to be a reasonable doctrine. 
Many of the nations of Europe and many of the States of this Union 
have recognized their obligations to their citizens to protect them 
against frauds which can not be detected by ordinary inspection, and 
have passed statutes imposing penalties against adulterations of food, 
whether injurious to health or not. 

But it is said that legislation by the States of this Union is suffi- 
cient. Congress, it is said, ought not tointerfere. True it is that Con- 
gress as a general thing may well leave to the jurisdiction of the several 
States laws relating to the public health and laws imposing a penalty 
upon frauds of venders. But there are exceptions to the rule, and the 
subject covered by this bill is one of them. When I hear gentlemen 
insist that the fraudulent sale of butterine as butter may be safely left 
to the jurisdiction of the several States and ought not to be handled by 
Congress, I am reminded of an episode in my legislative ience. 

Some years ago I was a member of the State senate of Illinois. 
There came before that body a measure somewhat like this; whether 
it related solely to oleomargarine or included other adulterations of 
food I have forgotten. ` Oleo ine was certainly included, and I 
think had a prominent place in the bill and in the discussion upon 
the bill. The bill was supported by about the same arguments that 
we have heard on the floor of this House in support of this bill. It 
was strenuously opposed. What do you suppose, Mr. Chairman, was 
the main argument used against it? It was nothing less than this: 
That thesubject could not be effectively handled by a State Legislature, 
and therefore must be left to the action of The reasoning 
was this, and it struck meas having considerable force: Oleomargarine- 
makers in Illinois manufacture not merely for consumption in Illinois, 
but also for consumption in Missouri and other States. . 

Oleomargarine-makers in Missouri manufacture partly for consump- 
tion in Illinois., Itis practically impossible to detect and arrest the 
product as it passes to and fro across State lines. However strict the 
law against it might be in Illinois, we could not be sure that other 
States would pass similar laws and enforce them strictly against the 
sale of oleomargarine for consumption in Illinois, We might suppress 
the manufacture in Illinois and thereby benefit the manufacturers in 
other States. The consumer in Illinois.would not be protected. He 
would simply eat butterine not made in Illinois but made in some other 
State. Nothing will be effective except a national law, enforced every- 
where with equal strictness throughout the United States. This was 
the argument which I heard against the enactment of an anti-butterine 
law by a State Legislature. aati 

Now I find myself in Congress, and the butterine bill is in Congress, 
too, And when I listen for the substantial objections to such a bill, 
lo, and behold! I find that it is claimed that it is not a fit subject for 
national legislation, because it belongs properly in the State Legislature. 

That is to say, when I was in the State senate and the butterine bill 
was there I was told that it ought not to be there because it ought to 
be here, while now that I am here and the butterine bill is here I am 
told that it ought not to be here because it ought to be there. : 

Perhaps the wisest course would be to assume that it might properly 
be in both places at the same time. We ought to supplement with 
Congressional action the supervision of the subjects by the States. We 
impose an internal-revenue tax on beer and whisky, and it claims to 
be enforced uniformly in all the States of the Union. But the sale of 

_beer and whisky is also subject to tion by the States. One State 
rmits if under a low license, another State permits it under a high 
icense, while still another does not permit it at all. Even counties 
and cities within the same State may adopt varying regulations on the 
subject and may vary them from time to time. ‘ 

So with butterine. We may lay an internal-revenue tax upon it every- 
where within the United States. We may supervise its manufacture 
and sale by Federal officials. At the same time we leave to the several 
States to gc; eai further regulations they shall impose within their 

ve 

The advantages to be gained by national supervision are twofold. 
We prevent a fraud upon the consumer. We afford a safi to the 
public health. There is no doubt in my mind that some butterine is 
wholesome food. There is just as little doubt that, as it is sometimes 
made, it is injurious to health, to say the leastofit. And as the or- 
dinary consumer can not detect the difference between that which is 
properly made and that which is not, it is a legitimate fanction of 
government to give the citizen the means of ascertaining whether it 
is wholesome or unwholesome., It isa great step in the right direc- 
tion to compel the retail dealer, if he sells it at all, to sell it for what 
it is. 

When I buy butter I am tolerably secure against serious harm. If 
the butter is badly made, it is not usually dangerous to health unless 
it is bad enough to betray itself tothesenses. Ineed no warning against 
adulterations injurious to health whenI buy butter. And, therefore, 


when I buy butterine as butter I am liable toinjury without warning. 
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But when I buy butterine as butterine I am put on my guard, and I 
shall be likely to investigate the quality of the butterine that I buy; 
that is, I know I am buying something which, if carefully made, con- 
tains nothing injurious to health, but which, if carelessly or improp- 
erly made, carries, it is said, the germs of disease. 

Mr. Chairman, I think that when we have gone as far as this we have 
gone far enough. If we can see to it that butterine is sold only under 
its own name to the consumer, we can safely leave to the consumer the 
task of distinguishing between good butterine and bad. He will be 
aided first by the natural rivalry between butterine and butter, and 
secondly by the rivalry between different makers of butterine. The 
rivalry between different makers of butterine will be a very effective 
agency in extirpating the unwholesome product. It does not operate 

ectively now, because a very large part of the butterine now manu- 
factured is intended to be sold to the consumer as butter. It is not 
seriously pretended that it is sold as butter by the manufacturer to the 
wholesale dealer or by the wholesale dealer to the retailer. The fraud 
intervenes between the retailer and the consumer. 

If this bill becomes a law the manufacturer, in order to find a mar- 
ket, will be obliged to take upon himself the trouble and expense of 
persuading the consumer to buy it for what it is. He can do this only 
by making a pure and wholesome article. He must persuade the con- 
sumer that it is wholesome and pure. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, if any butterine-maker is willing to put 
his product into sealed and stamped packages, which can pass from the 
manufacturer to the wholesale dealer, and from the wholesale dealer to 
the retail dealer, and from the retail dealer, with the stamps still un- 
broken, to the consumer he ought to be allowed to do so. If this 
course were adopted by any one or a few prominent manufacturers all 
oleomargarine that can not stand the test of the microscope will soon 
vanish from the market. : 

ae the manufacturer this right is to treat him as we treat the 
manufacturer of tobacco. When the consumer of smoking-tobacco wants 
to buy 4 or 8 ounces of a particular brand he does not have to depend 
on the integrity of the retail dealer to give him what he wants. The 
retailer gives him a4or 8 ounce package, which has been put up, sealed, 
and stamped in the factory. He knows just what he gets. If he finds 
any defect init he can place the responsibility upon the manufacturer, 
and the fact that the identity of the thingsold can be traced back from 
the consumer to the manufacturer will compel the manufacturer either 
to make a wholesome article or to retire from business. An article so 
packed and stamped by the manufacturer can not besold as butter. It 
can not be used as an instrument of fraud. It can not injure the pub- 
lic health. To forbid the use of such packages is to encourage the prac- 
tice of fraud on the consumer by the retail dealer. 

As the bill now stands the manufacturer must pack the product in 
packages of not less than 10 pounds, while the retail dealer is re- 
quired to sell from the original package. The retailer whose customer 
wants 1 or 2 pounds must dish the requisite amount out of the 10- 
pound package. I desire to amend the bill at the proper time, so that 
the retailer may sell to the consumer a 1 or 2 pound package just as it 
comes, with the seals and the internal-revenue stamps unbroken, from 
the factory. To effect this change will require certain amendments to 
section 6 of the bill. I trust that the committee will recognize that 
these amendments will practically improve the measure. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, if this isa bill to raise revenue the 
pains and penalties proposed to be placed upon the manufacturer or the 
seller are too high to bear the burdens proposed by the act under con- 
sideration. The tax proposed to be imposed upon this article can not 
produce revenue. If revenue is the object, make the pains and penal- 
ties less, and the tax less onerous, and you produce revenue. the. 
object of the bill is to legislate an industry of this country out of ex- 
istence, the tax is not high enough, and the painsand penalties are not 
in proportion to produce such a result. 

If it is true, as claimed, that the article now under consideration pro- 
duces disease and contagion and death, where is the evidence? Ido 
not say that we should depend upon chemical analysis. Let us go to 
the facts. If humanity is disturbed or diseased by the use of this ar- 
ticle, we are without any evidence before this House to that effect. If 
such is the fact, we should consider directly the question of abolishing 
the production of this article altogether as deleterious and injurious to 
the public health. 

If the object of the bill is revenue, make your tax low and your pains 
and penalties lower; then you will get revenue, as you have done upon 
whisky. Let us not, standing within the mere letter of the Constitu- 
tion, undertake by indirection through heavy taxation and severe pains 
and penalties to exclude an article of food from the market. As weall 
know, the farmer is the great producer. His industry, which raises 
from the earth that which supplies to man his food—an industry which 
makes this country great and powerful—should not be tampered with, 
but should be fostered and protected for its benefits and blessings, and 
not by the destruction of other industries. I am not quite sure that 
the farmers of the country claim such exclusive and personal benefits 
which manifestly injure the business and meansof living of others, who 
are equally entitled to fair and just government. 
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But whatever we do, let us not fight any branch of industry by in- 
direction, as this bill clearly does in all its essential discrimination. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the centralization of all power here 
in Washi and especially those reserved to the States, where the 
real power is for the protection of persons and property of the 
citizen. But assuming that the gentleman from ia is correct in 
his statement of the law passed by that State, suppose the adjoining 
State should not pass sucha law, then the maker ofoleomargarine would 
go to that State, just as under the system of allowing the several coun- 
ties in a State their ‘‘ local option ’’ as to the use or sale of ardent spirits, 
if one county adopts the prohibition and the adjoining county permits 
the sale and use of intoxicating liquors, the business is destroyed in 
one county, while the adjoining county makes profit from that destruc- 
tion. If, in the manufacture of oleomargarine, there is anything so 
pernicious as represented, let us put it down by direction, not by indi- 
rection. 

But, Mr. Chairman, suppose we carry out the principle of this legis- 
lation. Suppose we raise a tax upon spurious coffee, so much com- 
plained of and so deleterious. Suppose we tax molasses, so much of 
which is made of rags until people are afraid to use the article. Su 
pe this principle were applied to the manufacture of whisky. 

ennsylvania we produce rye whisky. Suppose the Pennsylvania pro- 
ducers of whisky from rye should come to this august assemblage of 
the nation’s wisdom, representing that whisky made of corn produces, 
as the papers say, Bright’s disease, and asking that corn whisky be 
legislated out of existence by taxation. Every member on this floor 
from Kentucky would protest earnestly against such legislation [laugh 
ter], and in that protest they would be joined most emphatically by 
members from the State of Ohio. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the enterprise of the South is poral oh 
the slopes of the mountains there the culture of the olive, which is 
likely to be a great success. Suppose, when that industry shall be suc- 
cessful, the producers of olive oil should determine that the uction 
of the oil expressed from the cotton seed should be legi out of ex- 
istence. You will have parties interested in the manufacture of olive 
oil knocking at the doors of this House and asking such legislation. 

ee ae California already produces large quantities of 
olive 

Mr. CURTIN. I know that fact; but. if the producers of olive oil 
should succeed in convincing Congress that the production of the oil 
from cotton seed should be legislated out of existence that production 
would go to the wall, and one of the great staples of a part of this coun- 
try would suffer destruction. 

Sir, I would like to find where are the graveyards in which are buried 
those persons whose lives have been shortened by the use of the article 


we are now asked to legislate against. There is not before the House 


any evidence of the fearful diseases or contagions which it is alleged to 
produce. Mr. Chairman, the average American ought to know, if he 
does not, what he buys. He ought to be the judge of what is useful 
food for himself and family, and he has a right to get for his family 
what he and they eat where he can buy it on the most reasonable terms; 
that is a personal right of every American citizen of which he should 
not be deprived. Mr. Chairman, there is not a country in Europe 
which does not cause all food to undergo a rigid examination, and of 
the liquids used as well, and it must be fresh in the memory of the 
members of this House since our beef and pork were excluded from the 
markets of Germany. To such legislation I would give my hearty 
approbation. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Curtin] if it is shown that any kind of whisky 
produces Bright’s disease I would not oppose voting it out of existence 
simply because it might benefit some other person who made something 
else. It is sufficient to know it is producing disease, and thatit is unfit 
for use. 

Mr. CURTIN. Is that to be taken out of my time, Mr. Chairman? 
[Great laughter and spplause J 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ihave the floor. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order, asitis impos- 
sible to understand what is\going on unless members will resume their 
seats. 

Mr. CURTIN. Why, sir, there is not a nation on the face of the 
globe which does not have provision of law for the inspection of food 
sold to the people. How is it about your pork and about your beef 
sent to Germany; are they not inspected? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I insist upon being allowed to proceed. 

Mr. CURTIN. Do nottake up toomuch of my time. [Greatlaugh- 
ter. 

"ide CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests gentlemen to resume their 
seats. $ 

Mr. CURTIN. If you wish to make sanitary regulations, then make 
them like men and let us understand that they are sanitary regulations, 
and for that purpose only. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has expired, and the Chair the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
MILLIKEN], who is entitled to the floor. 
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Mr. CURTIN. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I thought he 
was taking up my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the gentleman’s has expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have the floor, I believe. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam on the floor and the gentleman can not take 
me off without my consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the Peng amaaan is exhausted. 
The formal amendment was submitted by the gentleman from Illinois 
to strike out the last word. 

. MILLIKEN, I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. fy, PUET , it would give me great gratifica- 
tion to have the gentleman from Pennsylvania fir. CURTIN] make my 
speech if he was on the right side, for I have no doubt he would make 
a much better speech than I could. 

I was proceeding to say when interrupted that this bill seems to be 
fought by a few gentlemen here with a persistency equal to the profits 
in this fraudulent business, and in a way as unwarranted as the prod- 
uct itself is dishonest, It is fought by every manner of filibustering, 
and by introducing amendments frivolous in the last degree. And it 
has been fought in a legitimate way, too, with a great deal of skill. 

It gives me pleasure always to listen to the very eloquent remarks of 
the gentleman from Ken [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and I never lis- 
ten to him with more delight than when he getsupon his favorite prop- 
osition that one man or onè industry should not be taxed for the ben- 
efit of another. There is a little trick of oratory in this—and I do not 
say it in an offensive way, for it has been used by great orators in the 
past as well asin the present—and that is to urge upon the House, or 
upon the audience, as the case may be, a proposition which they en- 
tirely agree with, and get them thoroughly warmed up and enthusiastic 
in their embrace of that proposition, and then by a skill which only 
the accomplished orator understands transfer that enthusiasm to the 
subject which is before them. So my friend made his remarks and 
argued upon this proposition that one industry should not be taxed out 
of existence for the benefit of another. Who disputes the correctness 
of that proposition? Noone in thig House, No one disputes it at all. 
But, sir, that is not the question before the House. The question is 
whether we should raise a revenue on a manufactured article which is 
stated to be a fraud, The evidence of its fraudulent character is that 
it stalks forth not under its own name, but under that of another. It 
has gone out, ever since its invention, to the country as butter and not 
as oleomargarine. And I say that the fact that it assumes a disguise, 
fearing that its name would discover its bad character, is evidence that 
it is a fraud. He who counterfeits food is worseand more wicked than 
he who counterfeits money, and deserves to suffer a severer penalty, 

Now in favor of what industry do our friends on the other side say this 
legislation is to operate? Is that legislating for one industry against 
another when you legislate this fraud out of existence in favor of the 
honest farming element of the country? Why, Mr. Chairman, itis the 
very fathet and mother of all industries. The farmer produces the 

rime necessities of life. You all know that every man here, whether 

e be a farmer, or a doctor, or a lawyer, or anything else, is as closely 
identified and interested in the avocation of the farmer, that avocation 
which produces all we eat and drink and the material of all we wear, 
as the man himself who pursues that avocation, 

Not only that, sir, but it is that which gives to the great cities its 
manhood. There is not a city on earth that could live for three hun- 
dred years if the country did not furnish it with its manhood as well as 
with food. The strong man comes from the country, where, bred in 
the pure air, he acquires strength and vigor. He comes to the city, 
but in its turmoils and cares and interests he exhausts his manhood 
and his strength. He can not reproduce himself. The country that 
sent him must send another in his place. 

The farmers are the conservative force of the country, to be relied 
upon ne of excitement which threaten the good order and safety 
or society. 

Who ait heard of a riot of farmers? They are not those who pull 
down the column Vendéme, who destroy the Tuileries, with all those 
records so valuable to mankind. They are rather the conservators of the 
genius and labor of the past. They are neither communists, socialists, 
nor anarchists. They above all others are sober-minded and deliberate. 
Their patriotism is proverbial. Their ions are a part of the 
country itself. They can not et these and depart for other lands. 
If we have bad government they can not escape it. They must live 
under and suffer it or improve it. 

Hence they have been of all people the most to be relied upon to 
stand steadily by real and needed movements of reform, while they 
have been the first and strongest to defend good government and whole- 
some laws. 

Amid the mutterings and threatenings and bloody collisions in our 
great cities who does not see the wisdom of strengthening this great 
conservative element of our nation, the thinking, reflecting, intelligent, 
patriotic farmers? How soon we shall need their conservative power 
no one can say. Let us see that they are not driven from their useful 
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fields of labor by any great and powerful interests that stand behind a 
counterfeit. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the chairman of the committee will yield 
me ‘ive minutes. I want to say a word for these farmers. 

Mr. HATCH. Very well; I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. . Chairman, the farmers of this country have 
been so persistently misunderstood, not to say misrepresented, in the 
course of this debate that I shall ask the House to give me only the 
brief space of -five minutes to enable me to set them right, if they need 
to besetright, before this committee. Iask that time only to set at rest 
i cnite ee tations that have been made with reference to 

e pen q 

It has fendi age pa any eae LN Papel ES that the 
farmers are here demanding financial protection for their industries, and 
I reply that such is not the truth. They do not ask any such protec- 
tion. They ask protection not for the purpose of advancing the value 
of the products of the farms and dairies, but they simply ask the po 
tection of the law of the land; that protection which is thrown aro 
all of our citizens in their property, and just as every other rttisan tn in 
the land is entitled to protection under the Constitution and the law 
to life, liberty, and property. They ask that and nothing more, and 
to say that they make any other demand is to say that which can not 
be sustained. They are not asking here protection in the sense that 
their products may be advanced in value, but they ask the protection, 
I repeat, of the law of the land; that and else. 

This is a subject with which we had to deal in the committee, and 
we inv ted it, and I have the testimony before me. That ques- 
tion was asked Mr. Reall, the president of the American Agricultural 
and Dairy Association, and nobody will dispute his capacity toanswer 
it. He was asked what protection do you want; and are you endeav- 
baie to break down this industry in order to build up that of the 

1 

What is his answer? He says: 

We only want fair competition, and care not how great it is if it be with a gen- 
uine article. 

That is all they demand. They do not want to come into competi- 
tion with their own stolen name. rh ie not willing to t the 
statement of the head of the agricul organization of the United 
States? Are you not willing to accept the trath truth of his statement? 
What does Mr. Littler say, who is secretary of the Iowa Asso- 
ciation, secretary of the Chicago Produce Exchange, and the head of 


the great Western organization? When asked the question, What do 
you desire the protection for—is it one industry another? His 
answer was; 


No, sir; we ask nothing of the sort; honest competition can be no cause of 
complaint upon our part. 

What do you say to that, gentlemen? Is that in harmony with the 
statement you are making here that this is an effort to build up the 
butter interests of the country at Sne erpen of a legitimate industry ? 

What does Mr. Hughes say, the p t of the Baltimore Produce 
Exchange? He said that they do not want legislation for the purpose 
of destroying an industry. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then a nominal tax is all that is required. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Hughes says in response to similar questions 
asked him: 

Put oleomargarine or butterine in competition with butter as it is turned out 
ae the beef fat or lard and it will not affect butter in the least, 

Mr. Chairman, that is the uniform tenor of all the testimony taken. 
All they ask is fair competition, Then what do you gentlemen com- 
plain of? They say that the fraudulent character of this compound 
and its sale under the name of “‘butter’’ is an evil, an injury, andan 
injustice, and it is that of which they complain. Mr. Hughes says all 
we ask is to have this compound placed before the country in its pro 
light. Mr. Littler says all we ask is that the country may have i 
mation of the sale of this product under its proper colors to teokask 
them. He wants the people to be informed of what it is, and not that 
it shall sail under false colors. What then becomes of your charge that 
this is an endeavor on the part of the farmers to break down one great 
industry to build up or help their own? 

Again, Mr. Chairman, as to the constitutional power to levy the tax. 

I presume it will not be questioned that we have the power to levy such 
taxes as are necessary for the support of the Government, and these taxes 
must be levied upon property and objects to be selected by Co: 
If then you are toselect an article on which revenue is to be raised, by 
what principle are you to be governed? Can you select one better 
adapted to it than the one in question? for this will be a tax not only 
that produces revenue, but one which at the same time protects the prop- 
erty the farmers have in the good name and in the good will which that 
good name has given to one of their principal products. 

Are youin favor of honesty ordishonesty? Are you willing to one 
butter the theft of its own good name? If you are 
honesty, gentlemen, and want to raise money, the question is how nach 
is necessary to be raised, and how can you best select the property to 
which to apply it—not how much is necessary to break down the indus- 
try or runitout. We took testimony also upon this point of dishonesty 


in the sale of this product with a view to profits and 
and the testimony shows that not more than1 irlan of the whole of 


this stuff that is sold in the country has been sold for what it really is. 
It is never sold for anything else butter. 

Mr. TILLMAN (from his seat). How about bad whisky. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no frandulent whisky. My friend thinks 


revenue, 


all w is good. [Laughter.] But here isa substance made ata 
cost of 7} cents a pound which is sold for butter for not less than 26 
cents a pound, and often retails at from 30 cents to 36 cents a pound. 
If 200,000,000 pounds of this stuff is sold at a dishonest profit of 200 
per cent., is not here a splendid and legitimate field to turn at least 
100 per cent. of that profit from the pocket of the fraudulent vender to 
the coffers of the Government? If this is not a suitable place to im- 
pose a tax, where is one? 

Good butter can not be made for less than 20 cents per pound; the 
best oleomargarine or butterine can be’ made for 7} cents per pound. 
Here is, then, under the inexorable law of production, a protective 
tariff of about 175 cent. per pound in favor of this product, It will 
os s sell at retail at the price of butter, or just enough under to com- 

the trade. No person can tell it from the smell, from the taste, 
or oe hy the eye from creamery butter. It is given the favor, the savor 
and the flavor of butter, and its steals its good name and or will 
with consumers. Neither whisky nor tobacco, both of which should 
be taxed as long as money is required to be raised to support the Gov- 
ernment, affords so just a field for taxation. Without burden to the 
people, or even ee the price of the article, a splendid revenue 

be raised from it. 

oat Here the hammer feil.] 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I submit the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to ge 4 bes following: ? 

“Provided, That vilon of Se, oe Oe provodio sections, shall not 
aguas ie ea ennai » wholesale or retail deal n oleomargarine who, 
under such rules and regulations as shall be tutablished by the Commissioner 
CBee ion e Gilgen ha 
them isas wholesome in every respect as butter. x 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read for information. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Strike out of line 4 of section 4 the words “one thousand” and insert “fifty ;” 
and strike out ofline 9 the words “five hundred” and insert “ fifty.” 


Mr. HATCH. Iam advised by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] and the poten from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] that 
they do not desire to speak to this amendment. The debate on this ` 
section has already run forty or fifty minutes. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that debate on this section and amendments thereto be closed. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Oh, no. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BAYNE. I think unanimous consent may be had. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
ne that debate on the pending section and amendments thereto be 
Mr. DUNHAM. I guess we had better do it in the regular way. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 8328) had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering bills raising revenue. And pes that motion I move that 
all debate upon the pending section o: (H. R. 8328) and amend- 
ments thereto be limited to one second. 

The motion was to. ~ 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and resumed the 
consideration of the bill H. R. 8328. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate on the ee 
section and amendments thereto is limited to one second. The Cler 
will read the amendment submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], whichisan amendment to the text of thesection. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. With the liberality with which this 
discussion has been conducted heretofore I presume the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HATCH] will divide the time. [Laughter. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill be more generous than that. I will yield it all 
to my colleague. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. sd EnS of Kentucky, was 
again read. 
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The CHAIRMAN. All debate on the section and amendments | nal constituents and through its various manipulations. If he should 


thereto is limited to one second, 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I have that second. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I wish to say that in all—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[Langhter. ] 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is next on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

The amendment was again read. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 95. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I wish to reserve the point of no 
quorum for the purpose of making an inquiry. I do not wish to delay 
the vote on this bill. Is the gentleman who has charge of it willing 
that a vote should be taken on this amendmentin the House? I look 
upon it as being material, and have offered it in good faith. 

Mr. HATCH. So far as I am personally concerned I would have no 
objection. But I have acted in this matter for the committee that have 
this bill in charge; and I do not regard the amendment offered by the 
gentleman in the light he does. I think it would be utterly impossi- 
ble and impracticable to carry it out. There is no such thing as oleo- 

rine that is as wholesome in every respect as butter. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I do not make the point as to a quo- 
rum. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was dis- 


agreed to. 
The Clerk read section 6, as follows: 


Sec, 6. That all oleomargarine shall be packed by the manufacturer thereof 
in firkins, tubs, or other wooden packages not before used for that pi y 
containing not less than 10 pounds, and marked, stam , and branded as the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the appro of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, shall prescribe; and all sales made by man rs of oleomarga- 
rine and wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall be in original stamped pack- 
ages. Retail dealers in oleo; ine must sell only from original stamped 
packages, in quantities not ex ing 10 pounds, and shall pack the oleomarga- 
rine sold by them in suitable wooden pac! which shall be marked and 
branded as the Commissioner of Internal 


say oio 

pa or 

th uired 
than $1,000, anc 
years. 

Mr. SPOONER. I regret to find so many of my friends, for whose 
opinions I usually have much respect, differing from me concerning the 
propriety of this proposed legislation. That difference, I apprehend, 
arises largely from a mistaken or distorted view upon their part of the 
facts involved and of the actual evils requiring correction; for I am sure 
I am as much opposed as any of them can be to fraud in any mannufact- 
ure, and particularly in any article of food, and I as strongly insist that 
each should be sold for what it actually is, and that no imposition should 
be practiced upon the-purcltaser. Our difference, I believe, is as to the 
necessities and methods of legislation. ; 

With the progress of civilization comeinventions, improvements, and 
scientific discoveries; and, while all that is new is not necessarily good, 
nor necessarily better than the old which it attempts to compete with, 
supplement, or supplant, intélligent legislators, mindful of the history 
of the past, teeming with prudential lessons, should hesitate to inter- 
pose any barriers to legitimate industry and business enterprise, save 
such as experience and necessity dictate. New methods and processes 
for the utilization of various products have marked our progress in.the 
past, and will unquestionably accompany our progress in the future, 
among which canned meats, fruits, and preserves, condensed milk, pre- 

soups and meat extracts, oleomargarine, and other products of 
inventive skill have grown to be important, if not indispensable, articles 
of food consumption. 

This bill proposes to impose special taxes, as follows: Upon manu- 
facturers of oleomargarine, $600; upon wholesale dealers in the same, 
$480; upon retail dealers, $48; and an additional tax of 10 cents is also 
imposed upon every pound of the article produced, which taxation, if 
it does not destroy the entire industry and utterly prevent the manu- 
facture and sale of oleomargarine (as the advocates of this bill seem- 
ingly intend), must necessarily largely increase its cost to consumers. 
Are the advocates of this bill seeking either of these results? 

Now, if I am correctly informed, many of the advocates of this bill 
have indulged in exaggeration of statement, entirely unjustified 
by any acts which have come to my knowledge. They overstate their 
case; for if oleomargarine is the unwholesome product they describe, and 
yet has acquired an annual sale of one hundred and fifty or two hun- 
dred million pounds, who can reconcile its continued p ase and great 
consumption with the continued health of our people and the survival 
of its consumers? 

All reasonable purity in food isextremely desirable; but hypercritical 
analysis is y to be commended, and if invoked might discredit 
many healthful articles of food in general use. 

He is a bold and I think an imprudent man who would attempt to 
trace every attractive and palatable dish upon his table back to its origi- 


es a stamp on any 
law, shall be fin 
be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than two 


insist upon absence of any cause for suspicion, I fear he would et little 
and drink less, a 

Even the water we drink, if persistently traced from its sources 
through its devious and questionable channels, would excite our sus- 
picion and perhaps ovr disgust. 

The same people who are loudest in their protests against Germany’s 
exclusion of American hog products (upon the pretense of their un- 
healthfulness) are among those who are the most bitter in their war- 
fare against ‘‘ oleomargarine,”’ as defined by this bill—a product of this 
identical American hog! What is lard—rendered from what fats and 
how? -Yet it is one of the articles most commonly and y 
in the cooking of our people. And how is its purity and healthfulness 
vouched for more fully than is oleomargarine, manufactured by respon- 
sible parties from the best of it? What are sausages? From what 
kinds and qualities of meats made ? - 

Mr. PRICE. Igiveitup. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPOONER. And in what packed? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I suggest if the gentleman from Rhode Island can 
oa what sausages are he can tell what oleomargarine is, [Laugh- 


Mr. SPOONER. Yet there is no proposition to tax any of these prod- 
ucts, save oleomargarine, out of existence. 

Are not the advocates of this bill pressing their inquiries too far, and 
in a direction calculated to injure the very interests they claim to sup- 


rt? “For people will talk, you know!” And Iam surely justi- 
ed in assuming that ‘‘choice beef fats” are at least equally unob- 
jectionable with lard. 


Why then this war on these products? If unwholesome, or if sold for 
what they are not, I heartily assent to such legislation from proper 
sources—by Co: if necessary—to prevent the sale of the unhealth- 
ful and compel the sale of the others for only what they really are; but 
I can not, undér any such pretense as this bill makes, lend my voice or 
my vote to the destruction of one legitimate domestic industry for the 
advantage of another, however great or important that other may be, 
Such an attempt seems to me inconsistent with any theory of the cor- 
rect and honorable exercise of my duty as a legislator. 

I have heard some of these gentlemen, who I fear are afflicted with 
peculiarly vigorous imaginations, stigmatize oleomargarine in terms 
unjustified by any facts which have come to my knowledge. 

They have ed it ‘* ” “counterfeit,” ‘dirty, “filthy,” 
poisonous!” Adjectives have failed them with which to express their 
disgust and abhorrence; and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SON ] apparently attempted to persuade the House that the recipe from 
which it is usually manufactured is identical with that by which the 
‘witches’ broth’? in Macbeth wascompounded! Yet I have heard no 
authentic statement in support of such extraordinary charges; nothing 
save wild and extravagant assertions, based upon little else than vague 
speculations and suspicions; for it certainly is not ‘‘bogus”’ or ‘‘counter- 
feit” if it is sold for what it is. 

Now, I am neither a manufacturer, a physician, nor a chemist; but 
perhaps I should not be accounted singular in ing the disposi- 
tion, not uncommon certainly in the locality which I represent, to be 
guided by reliable testimony, rather than by intemperate abuse and 
unsupported assertions, I will therefore let man chemists, 
scientists, and physicians speak and give to you the facts upon which 
I necessarily base my judgment. 

Mr. Philip D. Armour, of the celebrated firm of Armour & Co., of 
Chicago, in his sworn affidavit, presented by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. DuNHAM], gives a clear and definite statement of the in- 
gredients used in the manufacture of oleomargarine and butterine and 
describes the entire process of manufacture. Thataflidavit is as follows, 


STATE or ILLINOIS, Cook County, ss: 


Philip D. Armour, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he is a resi- 
dent of the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, and that he is a member of 
the firm of Armour & Co. 

Deponent further says that said firm of Armour & Co., in the course of their 
business, makes and sells oleomargarine and butterine, and that this deponent 
knows of his own know. the mate: and the methods used by said firm 
in the making of said products. They are as follows: 


METHODS OF MANUFACTURE, 


The fat is taken from the cattle in the process of slaughtering, and after thor- 
oughly washing is placed in a bath of clean, cold water and surrounded with içe, 
where it is allowed to remain until all animal heat has been removed. It is then 
cut into small pieces by machinery and cooked at a temperature of about 150 
degrees until the fat in liquid form has separated from the fibrine or tissue; 
then settled until it is perfectly clear. Then it is drawn into graining vats an 
allowed to stand a day, when it is ready for the presses, The pressing extracts 
the stearine, leaving the remaining product, which is commercially known as 
oleo oil, which, when churned with cream or milk, or both, and with usually a 
p eg of krieto butter, the whole being properly salted, gives the new 

product, oleo: 


a small Sarira 4 of salad oil made from cotton seed is used 
of the product, but this is not generally used by us, 


1886. - 
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Deponent further says that no other material or substance except as above 
stated is used by Armour & Co. in making oleomargarine or butterine, 

Deponent further says that he has read the statement made in a re; of the 
Committee on Agriculture to the House of Representatives pu: ng to give 
the materials used in making oleomargarine and butterine, and he says that 


none of the materials or substances therein enumerated are used by Armour & 


And this deponent further deposes and says that no ingredient is or ever has 


used by said firm of Armour & Co, in the manufacture of said oleomarga- 


been 
rine and butterine which is in any way injurious to health, 
; PHILIP D. ARMOUR, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 224 day of May, 1836. 
[sEAL.] EVERETT WILSON. Notary Public. 
In the “‘Marx case,” in New York, the following sworn testimony 

was given: ` 
By Professor Henry Morton: i 
I am professor of the science of technology at the Stevens Institute, Hoboken, 


and have been for fourteen years. I have seen oleomargarine made repeatedly, 
and analyzed it uently, and have obtained FOON OEE poe it from reading 
in reference toits history from the time it was first dev and introduced up 


to the present time. 

I an Sees with the article known as dairy butter, and have analyzed and 
examin 

Oleomargarine is a word used for two things. It is often used for the product 
obtained by the treatment of fats, by which there is gotten out from the fat a pure 
fatty substance haying almost the identical elements of fats existing in butter, 
And the word is also used to indicate the marketable article prod when that 
pena substance is churned up with milk or cream, and perhaps mixed with 

utter, so as to be in a condition of solidification for use on the table. 

Professor, will you state the general character of this oleo: © butter 

as far as wholesomeness is concerned ? 

A, In my opinion it is precisely as wholesome as dairy butter, 

By Professor Charles F. Chandler: 


My profession is that of a chemist, and has been for thirty years. Besides my 
college professorship at Columbia College and my connection with the Coll 
of Physicians and § ns and the College of POSEDAS, I have been chem 


of the board of health for many years, and for twelve years its president. Iwas 
chairman of the sanitary committee for three years. In connection with my pro- 
fession and business, I have examined the substance known as ol e, 
and compared it with the product known as dairy butter. 

Q. What is the difference between the two articles, so far as wholesomencss is 
concerned? 

A. There is no difference, 

Q. How does the one compare with the other, so far as cleanliness is concerned ? 


A. Oleomargarine is manufactured in a very cleanly manner. 


No attempt was made to contradict this testimony. 
The following opinions have been given by scientific men: 


George F. Barker, University of Pennsylvania, says “it is perfectly whole 
moa WW. Johnson, Sheffield Reientific School of Yale Coll rit: “A prod 
. W. Jo) effield- Scientific School of Yale College, says of it: “A prod- 
uct that is entirely attractive and wholesome as food, and ne toad is for all or- 
dinary culinary and nutritive purposes the full equivalent of good butter made 


from p 
8. C. Caldwell, chemical laboratory, Cornell University, said of it: ‘ Possessing 

no qualities whatever that can make it the least degree unwholesome.” 
g > er? Amherst, Mass., who said it ‘ furnishes thus a wholesome ar- 
cle o 5 ‘ 
Charles PB ce analytical chemist, FADN gives as his opinion: 
“It is a pure and wholesome article of food, and in this respect, as well as in re- 
spect to its chemical composition, fully the equivalent of the best dairy butter,” 
Henry A, Mott, analytical chemist, New York, says: “ Essentially identical 
with butter made from cream—a perfectly pure and wholesome article of food.” 

J.S. W. Arnold, medical department, University of New York, said of it: “A 
blessing for the poor, and in every way a perfectly pure, wholesome, and pala- 
table article of food.” 

W.O. Atwater, Wesleyan University, Connecticut, said it “is perfectly whole- 
some and healthy, and a high nutritive value.” 

Charles F. Chandler, health department, New York city, says: “The prod- 
poig palatable and wholesome, and I regard it as a most valuable article of 


A. S. Heath, M. D., Robert J. Dodge, and Willet Seaman, judges, American 
Institute, New York, who reported: “This process utilizes valuable products 
and makes useful in the kitchen and upon the dining table much that was for- 
merly used for less important purposes.” 

Scientific American: *‘ Oleomargarine is as much a farm product as beef or 
butter and is as wholesome as either.” 

Professor H. A. Mott, jr., Ph. D., E, M., in reply to John Michael, who claimed 
to have discovered parasites in a sample of oleomargarine butter. said: “The 
best answer to these remarks is probably a confession which Mr. Michael made 
to me personally when he stated that in all his examinations, and in all his read- 
ing. ne oa neyer seen or heard of germs of disease or embryos of parasites in 
caul fat. 

Professor William Brewer, of Yale College, said: “ The idea that oleomar- 
garine is more dangerous than butter, because heated to only 120° Fahrenheit, 
is simply nonsense,” 


The committee on health of the State board of Massachusetts, of which 
my friend and neighbor the genoman now representing the first dis- 
trict of that State upon this floor [Mr. Davis] was then a member, in 
1883 made the following report on oleomargarine: 


When well made it is a very fair imitation of genuine butter; being inferior 
to the best butter, but much superior to the low grades of butter too commonly 
found in the market. 

So far as its influence on health is concerned we can see no objection to its 


use. 

Its sale as genuine butter isa commercial fraud, and as such very properly 
condemned by law. 

As to its prohibition by law, the same law which prohibited it should also pro- 
hibit the sale of lard and tallow, and, more especially, all low-grade butters, 
which are far more injurious to health than a good sweet article of oleomarga- 


A great deal has been said in regard to the poor grade of fats from which the 
oleo! eis made, Any one making such assertions in regard to the fats 
epg A ignorant of the whole subject. When a fat has become in the least 
tainted it can no longer be used for this purpose, as it is impossible to remove 
the odor from the fat after it has once acquired it, 

The use of substitutes for butter seems to be steadily on the increase in this 
meses f When good butter is at from 40 to 50 cents per ponai it has passed 
beyond the means of persons in moderate circumstances, and they have the 


eee of three things—to do without, to use poor butter, or to use some 
ute, 


The following letters of recent date give the opinions of competent 
authorities, who personally witnessed the manufacture, as to the char- 
acter of the process employed and the resulting products : 


CircaGo, May 15, 1886. 
GENTLEMEN: It gives us pleasure to say to you that we have recently visited 
your factory at the Union ~Yards, in this city, and thoroughly examined 
the whole process of the manipulation and manufacture of butterine and oleo- 
ne. Wecheerfully testify that we consider the produca cleanly, 
table, and wholesome food products, containing noth ng injurious or detri- 
mental to health, but, on the contrary, cheap desirable substitutes for tho 
medium grades of dairy butter. 
Yours, respectfully, 
CYRUS EDSON, M. D. 
OSCAR C. DE WOLF, M, D. 
Messrs. Anmour & Co., Chicago. 


ILĻINOIS STATE BOARD OF HEALTH, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Springfield, Ill., May 17, 1896, 

GENTLEMEN: While en, din an official investigation with regard to the 

htering of beef at the Union Stock-Yards, accompanied By. Dr. 5 bir Edson, 

fi inspector of the New York board of health, and Dr, O. C, De Wolf, health 

commissioner of Chi , recently, I witnessed your process for the manufacture 

of oleomargarine and butterine. By what I saw I am convinced that it is cone 

ducted with the most scrupulous cleanliness; that nothing in the manufacture 

or the materials used is detrimental to health, and that the products are whole- 
some, 


Very respectfully, 
To ARMOUR & Co. 


Such is the testimony. ‘ 

Now, I see but two possible evils connected with the manufacture 
and sale of these products which can require correction. Ifan unwhole- 
some article is manufactured and sold by unscrupulous persons, or if 
the product is sold for something it is not, in fraud of the purchaser and 


JOHN H, RAUCH, M. D. 


consumer, p legislation to regulateits legitimate manufacture and 
sale may be fairly demanded. In my opinion such legislation is within 
the proper sphere of State and municipal control, and can be safely left 


to the inte! nt care of the people acting through their local govern- 
ments as they do in protecting themselves against the sale of unwhole- 
some meats and vegetables, impure milk, and other food products, and 
against frauds and impositions generally. I believe that all necessary 
regulation and control can thus be secured, and the actual evils com- 
plained of, wherever existing, effectually remedied. . 

It seems to me that even those evils have been considerably magni- 
fied in this debate; for I think purchasers as a rule can protect them- 
selves in the purchase of butter, as in the purchase of other goods, by 
the exercise of ordinary prudence, and purchasing of known, reputa- 
ble dealers, How do we protect ourselves from imposition in making 
other purchases? Competent dealers know, and are bound to know, 
what their goods are, and where they come from; of what manufact- 
ured, and of what quality. If I want to buy West of England broad- 
cloth, or Lonsdale cambric, or Haxall flour, or any other particular 
kind or quality of goods, is there any difficulty about it? Certainly 
not in my part of the country. 

If a person, satisfied of the purity and wholesomeness of Armour & 
Co.’s oleomargarine, wishes to purchase it, is there any difficulty in ob- 
taining it? and having obtained it,will any one doubt that he has pro- 
cured an article: manufactured of the materials and in the manner 
specified by Mr. Armour in his affidavit,which I have read? And can 
not the same result be safely predicted concerning the product of many 
other honorable manufacturers? And if he wants to buy genuine but- 
ter, is it not quite as easy a matter to procure it? 

In either case he has only to seek honest, honorable dealers—who 
are plentiful among my own constituents and, I have faith to believe, 
numerous in the various localities which all you gentlemen represent— 
and the purchaser may be confident. he obtains exactly what he buys. 

But if, as claimed here, Congressional legislation is necessary for the 
protection of purchasers and consumers, it is entirely unreasonable to 
demand other laws than such as are required to secure the legitimate 
ends sought—to insure a proper manufacture and wholesome product 
and its sale under its own name; and if the plan proposed by this bill 
is decided to be the desirable one, I earnestly insist that the taxation 
should be limited to raising the amount of revenue required to defray 
the necessary expenses of governmental inspection; regulation; and con- 
trol; and that we should refuse, under the pretense of attaining those 
ends, to lend ourselves to the imposition of the immense taxes proposed 
by this bill, wringing from the people annually perhaps twenty mill- 
ions or more of dollars in taxes unrequired by any needs of the Gov- 
ernment. Let us be honest as well as just. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this bill in all its 
parts and provisions, from beginning to end. I am in favor of levying 
a tax of 10 cents per pound upon every pound and fraction of a pound 
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e and butterine manufactured throughout the whole 


of oleo 
and th of the land, and in favor of passing this bill, 
T believe it will accomplish that object. z 
The opponents of this measure declare themselves in favor of doing 
anything and everything to prevent the unwholesome, filthy stuff from 
being thrown upon the et and sold under false pretenses. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM], the champion of the opposi- 
tion, says he is willing to have a provision in the bill that this imita- 
tion butter should be painted red or green, so that purchasers could 
not be deceived. 


because 


The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] declares himself in 
favor of having it so marked or stamped that no fraud can be prac- 
ticed. Ay, willing that innkee ing-house keepers, or others 


pers, boarding: J r 
who use it for sale to the public should be compelled to put up a sign 
— their front doors and in mer sere Rar ma o ns re 

t ‘* We use oleomargarine here!’’ to protect the c against i 
use, and all concur in the opinion that everything Rae be done to 
warn the public and the poor against its use, but they are violently 
opposed to the one feature of this bill which alone gives us jurisdiction 
over it, namely, the 10-cent-tax clause. 

The constitutional opposers, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], contend that we 
have no power under the Constitution to tax this filthy stuf. I think, 
however, they have surrendered that position since the distinguished 
gentleman from Virginia, the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, 

ropounded the law as he did on the floor of this House on Tuesday 
Tost. For the sake of accuracy I quote his words. He said: 
» Gentlemen have asked me, and they asked my friend from Georgia (Mr. HAm- 
MOND), the other day, “Do you not believe this tax is constitutional?” Yes; I 
believe that has power to levy the tax on o! . For 
what purpose? To raise revenue, 

Since this exposition of the law from the distinguished chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee, a gentleman from whom we are all willing to 
take the law, and from whom the distinguished gentlemen from Texas 


and Georgia are compelled to take it, we have heard no more about the | that 


law or the provisions of this bill being unconstitutional. 

Mr. Chairman, I go further than the gentleman from Virginia. Ibe- 
lieve Congress has the power to tax oleomargarine for the Rurpose of 
revenue, and I believe it is equitable and right to exercise power. 
Why, sir, it is conceded by every gentleman who has spoken against 
this bill that oleo ine is a filthy and deleterious compound, that 
it was a ing compound, and that it was and they 
favored any police regulation that would protect the pi from its 
sale and use. If, sir, this is true, will not continuance of its man- 
ufacture increase the police and the other legitimate expenses of the 
is industry or fraud increases the legitimate ex- 
penses of the Government, is it not just and equitable that the prod- 
Was should be taxed, to mee Shia inoreaod ezpan? : 

The manufacture of an imitation or counterfeit article in large quan- 
tities is prima facie evidence of intention to sellit as genuine. In this 
Capa WANAYO DEIO tive thatitisso sold. Of the 200,000,000 pounds 
man in this country last year no one pretends that 1 per cent. 
of it was sold for what it was—oleomargarine. All theevidence shows 
that these spurious butters are filthy and unwholesome and are fraudu- 
lently sold. The consuming public, be they neverso poor, will neither 
buy nor eat them knowingly. Itisnotan honest or legitimate article, 
it wears a false guise, it is sold forbutter, and is made from the gut-fat 
of hogs, dogs, sheep, horses, or cattle, which in many instances have died 
from disease, and has not a single t of which butter is com- 
posed. Cae bie fw fo baa atinata paint! oai May paning 
this bill we are discriminating in fayor of one legitimate industry 
against another legitimate industry to prevent honest competition? 
Sir, I deny it, I concede, however, that by the passage of this bill we 
dodiscriminate. We discriminate in favor of honesty and against fraud 
and forgery: We discriminate in favor of public health and agai 
disease. We discriminate in favor of life and against death. I, sir, 
am in favor of this discrimination, and if there is any gentleman on the 
floor of this House who is to this kind of imination when 
the final vote is taken on bill his name will be found in the list of 
those who are recorded as opposed to this measure. 

Mr. Chairman, I haye the honor to represent a portion of the richest 
dairying country in the United States, the counties of Oneida, Lewis, 
Jefferson, Herkimer, Montgomery, Madison, and Oswego haying long 
been celebrated for the uction of the best butter and cheese in the 
world. It was here that the first cheese factory was erected. It was 
here that the first creamery was put in operation. The milk factory 
and creamery have added very largely to the material interests of the 
dairyman. With their aid, and protected from fraud and forgery, there 
can be no limit to the power of production of pure butter, and the in- 
crease of this production does not depreciate the value of the soil, but 
greatly enriches and increases it. This brings me, Mr. Chairman, to 
another class of objections to this bill. 

There is a class of gentlemen who are op to this bill. tle- 
men for whom I entertain the most profound respect, but whom I have 
not always, consistent with the discharge of the duty I owe to 
an intelligent constituency, been able to follow—who object to this bill 


Government; and if 


because they say it is protection pure and unadulterated. Thatis, b: 
levying this tax they say we raise the price of butter 10 cents renin. 
and that wa pit 10 cents per pound upon all butter man by 
this great industry into the pockets of the producer and take it from 
the pockets of the consumer. I shall not stop now to discuss this ques- 
tion, but will content myself with saying that upon the tariff issue 
theory and practical experience do not travel lovingly hand in hand, 
as we have often discovered by listening to the arguments pro and con 
upon this great and interesting subject. The price of butter will con- 
tinue to be by supply and demand, without reference to the 
tax laid upon this fraudulent imitation. 

This fraudulent competition, which was able last year to put upon the 
market 200,000,000 pounds of eae, a butter and displace 200,000,000 
pounds of genuine butter, was to the men engaged in this industry a 
grievous wrong. The farmers have for the first time almost in the his- 
tory of the country petitioned Congress to protect them from a fraudu- 
lent assault upon their business—not to protect them for Sho purpose of 
getting high prices, but to protect them from unfair and illegitimate 
competition. Call it what you please; call it protection pure and un- 
adulterated. I, sir, am in favor of pro American industries and 
American labor from foreign competition; and, Mr. Chairman, I amin 
favor of protecting the dairying interests of America from competition 
with this fraudulent industry—the manufacture of oleomargarine. 

I am in favor of it because the men who are en, in the dairying 
interests are, as a class, men who have ever been the friends of our Gov- 
ernment, men who in the early days of our being made it possible for 
us to become a free and independent people, and who at all times since, 
in prosperity and adversity, in peace and war, have contributed freely of 
their money and their brawn to protect the Constitution and Govern- 
ment of our country. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 2 and 3, strike out the words “‘ wooden packages not before used for 
purpose” and insert the word *“ packages,” 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, on one occasionsince I have been 
in Congress I was greatly puzzled to know why the vote on a certain 
sugar bill was in a parti way until the solution came ont that if 
the bill passed it would prevent certain sugar refiners in New York 
from doing the work, and therefore Michigan was opposed to it because 
Michigan made the barrels to put the refined sugars in. [Laughter. ] 
I do not know whether the “wooden” here has such a job in itas that 


or not; but certainly, whether o is good or I do not 
see why Congress should legislate that it shall be put up in new 


wooden packager It looks to me as if there was a job for some barrel- 
maker in this bill. 


It looks to me as if there was not only an effort to protect butter, 
but an effort to protect barrels. There may be some sensible rea- 
son for this that I do not understand, and I shall be pleased to be en- 
lightened on the subject by anybody who can enlighten me. Tin may 
be stamped and marked and branded as well as wood. Tin is more 
convenient than wood in a great many particulars. Why tin may not 
T aaa T aak Sho arnt agp 1D charga o Da a 

The question was taken on the amendment o by Mr. HAMMOND; 
and there were—ayes 52, noes 102. 

Mr. HAMMO: No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair appoints the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. HAMMOND, and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Scott, to act as tellers, 

Mr. HAMMOND (during the count). Mr. Chairman, I submit 
whether I am properly paired here. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania [Mr. Scorr] has told me to count him on my side. 

TheCHAIRMAN. As no objection is made, the count will proceed. 

Mr. HAMMOND withdrew the point of no quorum, and the tellers 
si San 35, noes 88, 

the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, Imove to amend by inserting after 
the word ‘‘ wooden,” in line 2 of this section, the words ‘‘or tin.” 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 29, noes 78. 

Mr. VAN EATON. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum peng made the Chair 
will appoint the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. VAN Eaton, and 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] to act as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 42, noes 126. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend in lines 
3 and 4 by striking out the words “‘each containing not less than ten 

unds.’? The purpose of this amendment I have already tried to 
show. It is toenable any manufacturer of pure oleomargarine, if there 
is any such, to prove the fact to the consumer by putting up the prod- 
uct in of such size that the consumer can buy them from the 
retailer without breaking the stamps. 

Mr. LORE. Mr. Chairman, Iam opposed tothe amendment, and Ide- 
sire to say that‘Iam in favor ofthis bill asa means of givingsome relief to 
the agricultural interests of our country whichit concerns. No bill this 
session has been opposed with more vehemence than the one now pend- 


1886. 


ing. It has been attacked by my very able and distinguished friend 
Ma Texas [Mr. REAGAN], who wields the sledge-hammer of the Con- 
stitution as Samson did the new jaw-bone of the ass, with which he 
slew a thousand Philistiens, and we have had the Constitution and 
the law explained, iterated, and exhausted in an effort to defeat the bill. 
Next, the opponents of the bill resorted to amendments in every con- 
ceivable form, many of them frivolous, ridiculous, and unseemly. Then, 
the facile gentleman from Maryland, my friend Mr. FINDLAY, who is 
the embodiment of wit and sarcasm, and who evidently, like Tam 
o’ Shanter’s wife, who sat— Sy 

Gathering her brows like gathering sto 

Nursing fer wrath to keep it enia = 
like her he had been nursing his wit and his sarcasm to keep it warm 
to insured defeat, aided by several other gentlemen around him, gave 
his sarcasm vent upon this bill thus far without avail, as its friends 
have manfully stood by the interests of the people, and I trust will doso. 

Mr. Chairman, this fact stands clearly out, that there has been no 

bill presented to this House the objects and purposes of which have been 
desired and asked for with such unanimity by the people of this coun- 


try. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. By what portion of the people of this country? 

Mr. LORE. By the people all over the country. There is nota 
farmer in this country who makes one pound of butter beyond his family 
needs that does not desire the passage of this bill, and they number 
about eight millions. 

ae BLANCHARD. The gentleman is certainly mistaken about 
that. 

Mr. LORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, the point I desire to make is this: 
Oleomargarine is a fraudulent compound which is represented and sold 
as butter, and it imposes upon the people only because it is a fraud and 
is skillfully disguised under artful manipulations, Therefore, in the 
interest of fair and honest dealing, we desire to suppress this fraud, 
and, if necessary, even to tax it out of existence. But aside from that, 
if there were any doubt in my mind as to the propriety of the measure, 


that doubt would be dispelled by the way the matter is presented here | has 


on the one side and on the other. The forces arrayed in the contest 
show most clearly the true nature of the subject. 

Lwillask who are opposing this bill? First, the ‘‘ cattle kings,” who 
have their ‘‘flocks upon a thousand hills,’’ claim that we must eat oleo- 
margarine in order that their tallow and lard so used, the products of 
their herds may bring a higher price. Next, the manufacturers of the 
spurious articles who, at small expense and on small capital, preying 
upon popular needs with spurious compounds, are coining millions by 
deception and fraud. Then there is another class of men who op 
it—those who go about our cities gathering up the ‘‘fat of the land;’’ 
and sometimes they are not careful what kind of fat it or he that it is 
animal fat. It is often foul, rancid, and malodorous. ey gather it 
up, turn it into their factories, and convert it into an imitation of butter. 
One corporation last year is said to have made thereby over a million 
dollars. While your farming interests are paying about 2 per cent. on 
their lands and industry, you will find that these men are making two, 
three, four, even five hundred per cent. 

On the other hand, the passage of this bill is desired by all that class 
of people, as I have before said, making even a pound of butter beyond 
that which they use in their families, - The remedy applies to every 


section of the country. Of the eight million people engaged in agricult- | i 


ure, I think I may safely say at least one million have a direct personal 
interest in the passage of some measure that will give relief against these 
imitation butter frauds. Put up in the form of butter and intended to 
be koupat by the community as such, this article is SERES foisted 
upon the public. Letitbe branded; let it goout for just what it is; let 
p-ople know what they are buying; and my word for it, no man is so 
poor, and I trust no man will be so mean, that he will feed his children 
ee stuff as is put into this article, I care not how it may be 
puri . 

Why, sir, we have evidence that in this very city men go about gath- 
ering up from the butcher-shops, market-honses offal other matter 
which is absolutely so rancid and offensive as to sicken one as he walks 
past the cart; yet outof this disgusting garbage are manufactured oleo- 
margarine, butterine, and other compounds of this character which are 
sought to be palmed off upon the people as pure and wholesome food. 
The materials out of which this spurious article is made may be steeped, 
as it is said they are, for forty-eight hours in salt, but the salt will have 
‘lost its savor’’ before ever itcan purify and make palatable such ma- 
terial. Yet in its favor we hear gentlemen presenting constitutional 
arguments and elaborate legal platitudes. 

Sir, this biH is not subject to constitutional objections; it has been, 
and I presume will be, exposed to the shafts of ridicule from the subtle 
intellects that gather aboutus here; but ridicule is the last resort of des- 
peration. ` Let mesay to gentlemen who have so vigorously attacked the 
measure, ‘then bringina better bill. Itis easy to criticise and destroy; 
you admit the evil; give us an adequate remedy.’’? The Committee on 
Agriculture has been considering this bill during this entire session; 
they are gentlemen of marked intelligence and capacity, and have given 
the subject mature thought and thorough consideration. I-prefer their 
bill to crude suggestions made by members on the spur of the moment, 
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however able such members may be. If any man in this House or 
any committee of the House can frame a bill which when brought 
for discussion will not be objected to by some one of the three h 
and twenty-five members who are gathered here, representing all sec- 
tions of our country, then indeed we shall have reached a period when 
the angels have gathered together and wise men may sit down and 
worship them. Verily the millennium would be upon us when three 
hundred and twenty-five Congressmen 

I desire to insert as a pa of my remarks the following circular, is- 
sued by G. P. Lord, of Elgin, IlL, which delineates in the clearest 
manner the history, composition, and objectionable features of these 
fatty compounds which originated in the fértile brain of a Frenchman 
named Mége, in the dire distress and famine of the city of Paris in the 
Franco-Prussian war. I ask careful consideration of the facts as the 
best vindication of the wisdom of the bill: 

MORE ARTIFICIAL BUTTER, 
It is reported that boards of trade, cattle associations, and other commercial 


associations, Knights of Labor, and other organs of workmen have petitioned 
against the passage of a law restraining and taxing the manufacture 
of oleomargarine. 


perfection that the product is Shea as healthful and pal- 
ne 


To this it is replied that 
if there ever is any rancid butter in the market it is because the demand for 
butter is not to the su , and the butter has been kept until it bas 


l 
iled or became rancid ; that w. 
SF there will be no rancid butter in the market. 


e, 
facture of 
challenge the confidence of the public, it must be so by reason of improved 
methods or materials used by them. 

the of substitutes for butter is carried on under 


t, and 
reissued times, to wit: No. 5868, May 12,1874; No. 8124, Septem- 
ber 24,1878; No, 10137, June 13, 1882. j - 

Under this formula the Boning ingredients are used in making oleomarga- 
: Animal fats rende 


Patent 1 dated Jan 1871. This patentée-uses the following ingre- 
dients: tin todt asari A oe mutton, suet, tallow, three parts; vegetable 
or fixed oils seven parts; hog’s lard, stearine two parts.” 

Patent dated October 17,1871. This eer uses ‘cotton-seed oil, 
in the Entent Offige that his preparation ie" found to bo = pepastic and alt 

a ion is “ found to be a pe) ic a era- 
tive” article of diet. : A 

Patent 145840 was issued December 23, 1873. This patentee uses “tallow, 
lard, or other fatty matters, strongsulphuric acid, alum, chloride of sodium va- 

iT. ; 

Patent 153350, dated July» 21, 1874. nts used under this formula are 
= fat, sugar of lead, alum, Visetnowate Lies geere nitrate of soda,and sulphuric 


- 4 
Patent 169008, issued October 19,1875, Ingredients used under this formula, 
“animal fats, salt, soda eof sweet cream.” 

is tee says that his “ inven- 
for table use from oleine and ma: 
fats, fruits,and nuts,” and under his formula he 
uses “animal fats, any one of the oil of peanuts, or oil of sweet almonds, or oil 
olives, lactic cane x chalk, and cream or milk,” 
Patent 187327 was issued February 13,1877, Under this formula parr ye fain 

are used: “ Animal fats, saltpeter, borax, boracic acid, salicy 


Patent 236483, issued January 11,1881. This patentee “separates his oleine 
and margarine from the stearine by any known methods,” then places the oleo- 
margarine with an alkaline solution, and agitates them until the alkaline solu- 
tion and oil of the ol are y saponi and then flavors 
this soap with butyric acid, and he the audacity to assure thé offi- 
cials in the Patent Office that his soap grease so fiayored will have so “fine a 
fiavor that even an expert can Paren E distinguish it from excellent dairy but- 


ter.” 
fo, cotinrened oll slippery elms baik to wih, TLN sighs porte utes aed 
o s y co! 
oil, twen! it parts atid suine and about five parts beef stearine.” 
Patent et SE 1882, Under this formula the pestses uses 
stearine 


Patent 283199, dated Au X 


Washin „in which pateni 
irate ves up, at 10 cents per pound.” 
Patent Obi was 


clarified lard, buttermilk, in, and tallow. 

Patent 266590, October 24,1882. This patentee claims to use 50 to 60 per cent, of 
lard, 30 to 35 per cent. of butter,5 to 10 per cent. of beef suet, 1 to 2 per cent. of 
glycerine, 5 to 10 cent, of water. è kindly informs the Patent Office De- 

ment that to his invention inferior products haye been made in which 
*s fat has been used wholly in place of beef suet in the manufacture of oleo- 


margarine. 
Patent 265833, dated October 10, 1882. This patentee treats his oleo: 
oll with sal soda, and the milk he uses he also treats with sal soda, then 


Patent 265417, issued October 24, 1882. Under this formula the following in- 
leomargari 


gredients are used: O) ne oil, butter, milk or cream, sweet or sour, 
8 , glycerine, oil ben. 
tent 266568, October 24, 1882. This patentee claims to use lard, warm but- 


termilk, pepsin, tallow, and dairy butter, 


A” 
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Patent 266777, October 31, a Under this formula the ingredients used are 
other le oils, caustic soda, 


cotton-seed or 

owPatent 7687, November 14,1882. ‘This patent eet cream, oleomanga- 
ovem) uses SW’ 

rine, or oil Adanya ‘ed from er med to an oil here from lard or hog fat, an oil 

rived from butter, oil derived from sesane, benne, sunflower seed, or cotton- 


Patent 327626, October 6, 1885. This patentee uses milk, white wine rennet, 
bicarbonate of soda, bicarbonate of ium, alum, butter. 
Patent 335084, January 26,1886. This patentee uses milk, rennet, nitrate of 
potash, granulated sugar, and butter, 
There are other patents for making ol e, butterine, or substitutes 
for butter, b but as these areamong the latest discoveries orinventions they show 
whether or not “the manufacture of oleo; © is now in such a state of 
fection” as to be able to produce an article that: is fit for food, saying noth- 
about its value as compared with pure butter. 

t will be noticed that the patentee of No, 267637, issued November 14, 1 has 
Jatra into his compound an “oil derived from butter.” If we inguire how 
this is obtained we will find that the “rancid butter’‘ in the market is “ deodor- 
ized,” and the oil is afterward expressed and is being used in various ways in 
the manufacture of food. 

But we say again that there is no such thing as “ sco butter” made; that 
butter becomes rancid because the supply is greater than the ponn. 

As those in making spurious butter are ARIY PAT ing about 
“ rancid butter,” we would emphasize the fact that rancid butter is butter that 
has spoiled because is not a sufficient demand to meet the s soppy in in the 
market, that nineteen-twentieths, if not ninety-nine hundredths butter 
mas in this country—when fresh—would be of a flayor and quality fit for a 


xing. P aa of r butter is a thing of the past, not because, as it is 
claimed, the manui ga pesana aA utter has compelled farmers to improve the 


corn , or other farinace- 


quality of their product, but because the demand for fine butter and the en- 
hanced value of such butter has stimulated the dairy farmers thro snes the 
ves 


country pred diae pie the quality of their butter and thereby secure to 
the enhanced val 


ue, 
ansa here we may say that pure, sweet, fresh dairy butter is the finest and 
est flavoring extract for flavoring and making food le can be 


found ir oo the ga nor as such a flavoring extract is the price of butter be- 


poor, 

Te p poor or laboring class can not afford to spoil their food b; beg using an imi- 
tation or spurious flavoring extract in the Ag setae of their 

That oleomargarine is unfit for use n the culinary department is evidenced 
by the fact that the French Academy of Medicine reported that it was unfit for 
use in the French hospitals, and the French minister refused to allow its usein 
pa yoy under charge of that government, 

fact was brought before the Committee on Epidemic Diseases as per their 
report No. 199 of 4, 1881, ordered printed to accompany bill H. R. 

“Tt is fair to say that if the French oleomargarine is unfit for French paupers, 
this American secmearereine (as shown by the patents) is entirely ery for 
American freemen to 

Nor is the point well 1 taken that “the manufacture of imitation butter has 
que as much right to seek protection as those qnesged ia dai ee 

Manufacturing imitation or spurious butter is nE tona toa 
legitimate and lon; lished industry. -Itis alsoa fraud upon the public. 
No one inquires in market for spurious or imitation butter. 

All such stuff is palmed off on an unsuspecting public as butter. 

To ask Government protection for such a fraud is as senseless as it would be 
to reg ee e Government tő protect “ lotteries,” counterfeiters, or any other 

ulen 

True, the dairymen ask prolection;s and why? Because the Government has 
gyen to parties chartered or patented rights, enabling such parties to manu- 

facture and sell—either as genuine or otherwise, as they please—an imitation of 
their product. We say to sell either as genuine or otherwise for the reason 
that there is no limitation of theirrightsin the patents which they have obtained. 
There are no patents on dairy butter. 

‘That business has been carried on for hundreds of years, and it is open to all, 
and the farmer has no protection inst the frauds trai by those who 
have obtained chartered or paten rights from the Government to defraud the 
dairymen of their legitimate industry. 

It is stra that ast remi anima A should have ever granted to any: man. man or 
set of men patents that would, in the very nasara of things, defra 
and destroy rg fon legitimate agricultural ind country. Stranger suit 
that Congress should hesitate or cone et enacting such laws as will r the 
injury already done by those who are Snati in a business that has n in- 
Serban ender and by virtue of charters which they have obtained from the 

vernment, 

It is true that the dairy industry does ask protection; and they claim that the 
Government has no more right to t charters or nts for manufacture 
of an imitation of butter than it to give permits for the manufacture of 
bank bills or coin, or for establishing lotteries, or to any or all of the numerous 
frauds that are practiced on the public, 

The br ga hor further claim that the Government having granted to parties 

tented rights for the manufacture of imitation butter, and allowed the | busi- 
Taam taextend so as to largely supply the demand for butter so that the farmer's 
product is allowed to accumulate and spoil, or grow “rancid” in the hands of 
commission merchants in our cities, therefore it is the duty of Congress 
to pass such laws as will restrain the further progress of ce evil, and thus re- 
store to the dairymen their legitimate and well-earned rig] 

Nor is this all for for the public need protection as well as aig dairymen for un- 
der all of the patented formulas the animal fat is rendered ata very low rw temper- | OO 
ature, a temperature so low as not to destroy any parasites that may have been 
in the living animal. 

It is true that all of the patentees seek to separate the animal fat from the 
tissue, but no one will claim that such a separation is perfect, and therefore any 
living parasite that may be in the animal tissue is liable to and is frequently 
transferred to and is found in samples of oleomargarine 

Professor Piper testifies that while no true butter ean carry trichina, eggs of 
the tape-worm, &c., he has found in oleomargarine not only organic substances 
in the form of muscular and connective tissue and various fungi, but also living 

nisms and resembling those of tape-worms. 

r. Michaels, of New York city, a microscopist, and once nf not TR ON) editor 
ofa ‘scientific Sumil, testifies that oleomargarine is sinpiy un cooked raw fat, 
never subjected to sufficient heat to kill parasites that are liable to be in it. He 
states that he has found in it tissue and muscle and cells of a suspicious nature, 
and that Mr. Sayler has also found in it positively identified germs of disease. 

The Rev. E. Huber, microscopist, of Richmond, Va., writes in the Southern 
Ciinic of May, 1880, that oleomargarine differs in its microscopical appearance as 
well asin its nutrititive and dietetic qualities, from true butter; that the fats in 
it are not subjected to a heat sufficient to destroy the germs of septic and putre- 
factive plover ere and that there may also be introduced into the system by its 
means ar which develop into tape-worms. And he states that he has fre- 
cane found in oleomargarine eggs resembling tape-worms, 

eorge B. Harrison, a microscopist of Boston. Trata the Boston Herald 
of) San Gary 8, 1881, says he has recently nty ens of 
olcomargarine, obtained from different dealers, pal peo Pet in every speci- 


men more or less of foreign grap 


avariety of animal and vegetable lift 
the blood corpuscles of d vÀ 


“a | a Sosanna; ; yeast was found sprout- 


ing in considerable uantitie 5 mes spores ere very prevalent. Py 
founda paon ofa Siemen dead hydra varidis, pSr peh of m) fibers, 
cells, an Tae from some small ites, 

The h microscopist, W. H. Dallinger, said to be the 


pronen living au- 
hats a on this subject, in a letter tothe American Journal of Microscopy of 
October, 1878, shows that oleomargarine is not subjected to a heat sufficien 

kill the living “gy per which refuse fats are liable to contain, 


And Geoge T. A: , of Boston sa: 
“No man would nowingly give his ; wife or children for butter the raw, un- 


cooked fats of animals that may have died of cattle plague, hog cholera, or other 


“‘But how manufacturers are to either themselves or the publicagainst 
the fats of such animals is a problem which no manufacturer or chemist em- 
ployed by him has thus far, to my knowledge, attempted to explain, * * * If 
any one shall ever assert that such fats can not be used, I am prepared with ev- 
idence to n aan to the contrary.” 
hese facts were mted to the Committee ae Epidemic Diseases, and are 
incorporated in their report, No. 199, to accom . R. bill 7005, on adultera- 
tion peor j pes Belg tweed S Py and that comm ee: says that they have investi- 
sets hes 2$ they oon thè injurious and poisonous compounds used in the 
paration of Se and find from the evidence submitted to them 
vee the oao of articles used in the every-day diet of vast numbers of 
people has grown to and is now practiced to such an extent as to seriously en- 
danger the Public health, and to call loudly for some sort of legislative correc- 
on. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Thecommitteeroseinfórmally; and, Mr. MCCREARY having taken the 
chair as Fe Sigel ats pro tempore, several m in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States were communicated to the House by Mr. ` 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
rade approved and signed a joint resolution and bills of the following 
ti 

Joint resolution (H. Res. No. 79) for the relief of William L. Dun- 
lop, trustee; 

An act (H. R. 1361) giving a pension to Nira D. Gwynne; 

An act (H. R. 3921) granting an increase of pension fo Richard Gear; 

An act (H. R. 6429) granting a pension to Eunice E. Clark; 

An act (H. R. 7207) making appropriation to supply deficiency in 
amount required for expenditure to June 30, 1836, for examination and 

ired by acts of March 3, 1875, and June 19, 1878, to ascer- 
of water and width of channel at South Pass of Mississippi 


An f R. 1398) to t a pension to Silas S. White; and 
AnAct (H. R. 5254) to increase the pension of George W. Smith. 


OLEOMARGARINE. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union resumed its 
session. 

Mr. MCADOO. Imoveproformatoamendtheamendment by striking 
out the last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, recognizing the fact that the product under consider- 
ation so closely resembles butter that there should be some distinction 
made, so that the purchaser may know that he is buying oleomargarine 
instead of butter, I have very reluctantly come to the conclusion that 
itis my duty asa member of is House, looking to my obligation under 
the Constitution of the United States, to vote this bill. Sir, if 
the Constitution of the country is to be entirely left out of sight in our 
legislation, there is no evil in the land t which we may not direct 
our enactments. There is a great deal of agitation throughout the 
country in favor of what is called a ‘‘uniform divorce law,” and this 
Con, could readily be flooded with appeals from cle en, phi- 
lanthropists, humanitarians, and social reformers in behalf of the en- 
actment by Congress of a law which would make our marriage laws uni- 
form throughout the whole country. How many touching appeals to 
our hearts and our judgments could be made on sach a question we can 
all readily imagine. And yet every member of this House knows full 
well that the Constitution of the United States does not permit the 
Federal Government to interfere with the marriage relation in theseveral 
States. Yet, Mr. Chairman, with as much propriety and as much con- 
stitutionality might Congress interfere with the marriage laws because 
some mo sted consider it a great evil that they are not uniform and are 

nsidered unjust in many States as to lose sight of this instrument 
and pass a law to interfere and regulate the police and internal arrange- 
ments Dot the several States, under the confessedly untrue plea that we 
want to increase internal taxes. Admitting the whole case against oleo- 
margarine, in my opinion the remedy is worse than the disease. Op- 
posed to internal taxes, how can I vote for this admittedly unnecessary 
one? Opposed to interference with legislation that properly belongs 
to the States, how can I give my vote for this bill? I deeply respect 
the farmers and am jealous of the rights of the consumers, but to serve 
either I can not set this vicious precedent in Federal legislation. It is 
doubtful, in my humble judgment, if 1 oleomargarine by a tax 
will not make it stronger. Taxing whisky helps the whisky-making 
interests. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is at all germane to this dis- 
cussion we should go into the question of the healthfulness or un- 
healthfalness of this article. Much eloquence has been lost, or at least 
expended, here as to the purity or impurity of oleomargarine. Gen- 
tlemen have given loose rein to their imagination. They have seen 
horrid shapes and things of darkness creeping through it. Mr. Chair- 
man, let me say, and as no defense of oleomargarine, that if you sub- 
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ject to the microscope almost any article of food you will find these 
horrid shapes and things are in it. [Laughter.] 

But, sir, it has been, in my opinion, left an open question, after all 
this storm of words, and even of contending scientists here, whether 
oleomargarine,"if made according to the established formula, is un- 
healthy. Why, the distinguished gentleman from Delaware [Mr. 
LORE] who has just sat down is, in his severe and classical propor- 
tions, a physical example of the effect of dairy butter, while my urbane, 
rotund, and oleaginous friend from Massachusetts [Mr. LovERING] 
cea be the effect of eating oleomargarine. [Great laughter and ap- 
plause. 

The same argument will apply almost to any article of food. If we 
are going to protect the sto’ of the people by depleting their pockets 
let us take up the subject of sausages. eke pee! and opami Let 
us take up the weird and mysterious subject of hash. [Renewed laugh- 
ter.] Millions of free Americans to-day in millions of boarding-houses 
throughout the land are being supplied with, and place implicit confi- 
dence in, a compound under the denomination of , which science 
dares not en; and which no man knows the contentsof. [Laughter 
and applause.| Let us have a heavy tax, say of 75 cents, on every dish 
of hash, and let us compel boarding-house keepers to file in the y 
hall of every town or city an inventory of the component parts of 
most remarkable American dish. [Laughter and sppianse 

The chairman held that amendments offered to the bill were facetious 
and ridiculous. Now, Mr. Chairman, without questioning the ability 
and foreknowledge of the Chair, let mesuggest that if a ridiculous meas- 
ure comes before Co: all amendments to it of necessity must be 
ridiculous. Such amendments are germane for the very reason that 
they are in harmony with the subject, and it was this my friend from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] clearly pointed out by his amendment offered yes- 
terday. It ap) ridiculous ad infinitum if carried out to its logical 
consequences, 

I do sincerely hope this bill, which has the single merit of trying to 
prevent the fraud of trying to impose upon an innocent purchaser a spu- 
rious article for that which he intends to buy, but which in its p; 
remedy violates the Constitution and which lays a long train of evils 
in its path theend of which no member of this House can foresee, which 
is so vicious in its propensities and inclinations as a legislative measure 
from the crown of its head to the sole of its feet that I sincerely hope 
it will be defeated. 

I have considered it fairly and honestly and sincerely wanted to.vote 
for it, but can not with my convictions. I have the remonstrance and 
petition of every man in New Jersey who owns a muley or horned or 
other Jersey cow in behalf of this bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LORE. Will the gentleman yield to me to ask him a question? 

Mr. McADOO. I have not time. With me it is simply a question, 
shall I violate my oath tosupport the fundamental law of the country? 
Will I, in order to abate one evil, lay the train for a thousand others? 
Will I help by my vote to start Congress on the track of vicious legis- 
lation in order to allay the temporary excitement of the country on 
behalf of these interests said to be imperiled? - 

When the sober second thought of this House comes back to it, when 
this bill is carefully analyzed, when its consequences are seen mem- 
bers will surely hesitate on this bill. When men instead of discussing 
the real question at issue dilate on the horrid character of oleomarga- 
rine as they depict itand as contrasted with dairy butter, the real issue 
is obscured and we fail inourduty. It isnota question of expediency, 
but one of duty. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit some 
reasons why this bill should not be passed unless it is substantially 
amended. 

If this measure fails its projectors will be responsible for its fate. A 
conservative bill, dealing fairly and justly withall the interests involved, 
might, in my opinion, have passed without provoking serious or pro- 
tracted opposition. It is notsurprisi Reseed when it is proposed to tax 
abuttersubstitute, honestly made and honestly sold, to the point of pro- 
hibition, that the attempt is resisted with earnestness. Why, thelicense 
taxes imposed on this industry exceed by 400 per cent. those put on the 
manufacturers and dealers in tobacco and spirituous and t liquors, 
Is this necessary to protect the consumer? Isitn to insure an 
honest commerce? Inaddition to thespecial-license taxes the bill levies 
a tax on the product equal to not less than $20,000,000 per annum, 
Besides this the bill provides for extravagant and inhuman punishments 
for trivial offenses. 

It is to these provisions I object. Against these I enter my earnest 
and solemn protest. It is these extraordinary and unnecessary exac- 
tions and punishments which inspire my opposition. Reduce these 
taxes, diminish these penalties, and my support is assured. I do not 
seek to impair the measure, but by making it fair and reasonable insure 
its efficiency. Take off three-fourths of your special-license fees and 
put a tax on the product of 2 cents per pound and your billissafe. The 
tax I suggest will raise $4,000,000 a year. Then this will indeed bea 
revenue measure. Tax it 10 cents a pound and the ind will be 


destroyed and the Treasury will not receive a dollar. The bill as it is 
will not, in my judgment, pay the expenses of its execution, But the 
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interest behind this legislation does not want taxes, but wants prohi- 
bition. At the hazard of repeating myself I submit— ` 

First. The manufacture of oleomargarine is a lawful and an entirely 
legitimate industry; that the pure product is a nutritious food, clean, 
palatable, and healthy; that it is made and sold in large quantities in 
our domestic trade and is exported for what it really is. It has been 
subjected to the most rigid scientific tests and found to be a harmless 
and healthy food. 

Second. There enters into the honest product no ingredient that is nob 
healthy and in common use on the tables of the best people; that it is 
made of pure and sound beef fat, leaf lard, vegetable oils mixed with 
milk, cream, and pure butter; that while it is as healthy and palata- 
ble as butter, it may be produced cheaper, and is therefore more easily 
obtained by consumers of limited means. 

Third. This newindustry has not only furnished the people a cheaper 
food, but has increased the demand for, and as a result the value of, the 
beef cattle and fatted swine of the farmer. If the manufacture tends 
to diminish the profits of the dairy, its destruction will rob the farmer 
her deals in fat cattleand swine of a portion of his just and rightful 
profits. 

Fourth. Ali legitimate industries have aright tolive, Ifanindustry 
is lawful, healthy, and pursued by honest methods, it ought not to be 
subjected to taxes, penalties, or conditions not imposed on other lawful 
pursuits. Itis the true American policy to encourage home production, 
increase the market for what we raise, and create larger fields for the 
employment of labor. That oleomargarine may be substituted for but- 
ter, or that it is cheaper than butter, is no excuse for legislation that 
will destroy it or injure it. 

Now, Mr. , these propositions have not been seriously ques- 
tioned in this debate. The conclusion to which they inevitably lead 
is easily understood. But, sir, again I.say these evils growing out of 
this traffic ought to be remedied, and so far as the remedy provided 
by this bill is just and reasonable it is worthy of support. It is cer- 
tain—no one denies it—that a filthy and unhealthy food product in 
imitation of butter, a bogus oleomargarine, is often put on the market 
as butter by unscrupulous men. This I condemn without reservation, 
and this I would prevent by the exercise of any legitimate legislative 
power. But, sir, because filthy butter is sometimes sold as pure butter 
affords no excuse for taxing all butter outof existence. Because a New 
York dairyman waters his milk and then chalks it is no reason why 
honest milk should be taxed. All the legislation needed in these in- 
stances is such as will secure honest butter and pure milk. 

Now, sir, this evil, this grievous evil of selling impure and unhealthy 
food products is a crime against society, and is so declared by the penal 
code of every State and every incorporated city in the Union. Itseems 
that these laws, if faithfully enforced, would protect the people from 
“a fungi, tape-worm, and trichina’’ imitation butter wherever made 
or by whomsoever offered for sale. I am pleased to see that this bill ` 
gives the le some additional protection by subjecting this un- 
healthy and filthy stuff to seizure and confiscation. As this power to 
seize and confiscate is exercised by the Government to duly enforce a 
collection of its revenues it is subject to no constitutional objection. If, 
however, this legislation was intended solely to protect the public health 
it would be a palpable invasion of the authority of the States. 

I hope this provision will remain in the bill. While it is an inci- 
dent only of the taxing power, it will aid in securing the people a pure 
food, and will be a protection in some measure to every honest food 
product intended for table use as butter or asa substitute forit. Hon- 
est men who make honest butter substitutes and put them fairly upon 
our markets will benefit by it, as will the producers of the pure butter 
of the dairy. This legislation only discriminates against the dishonest 
and — product. 

Sir, 1 go further: I admit an imitation butter is sometimes imposed 
on the people as genuine butter, This is a fraud, and while the State 
only can declare the act criminal and impose a punishment on it, I freely 
admit the Government may, in the discretion of Congress, im a tax 
on the product, whether it is pure or otherwise. -I have all the time 
admitted the power. It is only a question of expediency. Ithinkall 
thinking men will admit, when they reflect coolly and dispassionately, 
that the taxing power should never be invoked except when revenue is 
needed for public purposes. ButIpassthispoint. I freely concede that 
if we may impose a tax on butterine, or oleomargarine, or other substi- 
tutes for butter, we have the right to provide for ascertaining where 
these substances are, who manufacture them, who sell them, and to 
equip all the necessary machinery to prevent them from escaping the 
tax-gatherer. 

To accomplish these ends we may compel them to be sold and offered 
for sale for what they really are. I am not prepared to question the 
fairness or prudence of this part of the bill. To me it seems a legiti- 
mate use of the taxing power. What I have been attempting to im- 
press upon the minds of the committee is that when we have compelled 
the dealers in a pure and healthy imitation butter to offer it for sale 
and to sell it for just what it is—to put it on the market in its real 
name and to sail it under its true colors—we have given the makers 
and dealers in butter all they can rightfully ask. All that one citizen 
can ask of another is honest competition. The rights of one citizen are 
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assacred as thoseof another, My honestly acquired property is as much 
entitled to protection as yours. Shall the lawful occupation of one 
citizen of the Republic be stricken down that that of another may thrive 
and grow fat? It has been tauntingly said-to me, ‘' ou are the friend 
of bogus butter.’’ Ianswer, ‘‘No; I knownothing about it, and Ido not 
care if not an ounce of itisever made.” But, sir, lam honestly contend- 
ing for a principle worth more to the people a thousand times than all 
the butter, pure or spurious, that has ever been made—the perfect lib- 
erty of every citizen of the Republic to an equal right with every other 
citizen to engage in a lawful enterprise, and the right of all to pursue 
an honest industry without being subjected to unnecessary taxation. 
The vindication of this liberty, of this equality, of this right to enjoy 
the fruits of honest toil is of inestimable value to the poor and the 
rich alike. In the presence of this great principle the other questions 
presented by this bill are scarcely worthy a moment's thought. 

But, sir, I say again I am willing to so legislate that no mannfacturer 
of a product that may be used as butter can practice a fraud on the con- 
sumer. Iam anxious to protect an honest article from having to com- 

with a fraud. Who asks more asks me in the sacred name of the 

w to oppress some one, to injure some industry, to destroy some inter- 
est. This I dare not do. 

I repeat with emphasis that I regret that protection to any indus- 
try must be given in a questionable way; but as this bill on its face is 
for revenue, and this assumed protection a proper incident, I will waive 
my objections, serious objections, to its methods, and giveitmy best sup- 
port whenever its projectors will consent that it be shorn of its power 
and its purpose to destroy honest and perfectly legitimate industries. 

Is not my proposition a fair one? No gentleman in this debate has 
shown, or attempted to show, that the amendments I suggest will in the 
least impair the protection the friends of the measure seek, if they seek 
only what they publicly claim.. 

You may force me, gentlemen, to vote against this bill. If Ido, it 
will not be, as you know, because I indorse impure foods or sympathize 
with dishonest methods; but because I am not ing to indorse meas- 
ures or a principle that will unnecessarily destroy an industry, a meas- 
ure that will tax a fair and honest business wholly out of exi I 
must demand as a condition of my support a modification of pen- 
alties and a reduction of the onerous and inequitable special taxes im- 


posed by this bill. I hope I am understood. It has been my purpose 
to define my position clearly. 
Every gentleman knows that this extraordinary tax, these extreme 


penalties, are not required to protect the consumers of food. -It is an 
open secret that this use of the taxing power is intended to secure the 
end I have imputed to it, and I submit it is a monstrousoutrage to use 
ine gower we aeeeey even the weakest or the humblest, honorable in- 


dustry. No manufacture ought to demand more than to be secured a | scientist, who 


fair, open, and honest opportunity to compete with a rival industry. 
It is said this measure is not a departure from the long-established 
policy of the country; that we have always exercised the power to tax 
one product to protect another. deliberately deny that this has been 
the case as between home products. We tax tobacco, but what home 
productcompetes with tobacco? We tax whisky, but notin the interest 
of a rival industry. We tax imitation wines as wines to prevent frauds 
on the revenue. AIl these measures are for revenue solely. Customs 
duties are imposed on a rival product when of ign manufacture to 
protect American home labor. The prime object of a tariff is to pre- 
vent the destruction of a homeindustry by foreign cheap labor. Tariffs 
favor home production. They encourage home competition and the 
development of new industries. This bill protects nothing from for- 
eign labor, it encourages no home competition, nor does it build upany 
new industry. On the contrary, it destroys competition and robs one 
citizen to put the money in the pocket of another. Have it understood 
that ‘‘ protection to American industry ° means this and you give ita 
blow from which it will not easily recover. This bill seeks a class leg- 
islation in its t shape of the most pronounced type. A great 
danger lurks under its thin diguises; it makes a precedent which may 
be at any time employed to destroy the weak in the interest of the 
strong. The theory upon which this bill proceeds may be used to 
justify any legislative monopoly however monstrous or exacting. A 
paper somewhat ironically but truthfully says: > 


On one hand it is said if these imitations are put on the market for 
what they are, under their true name, nobody will buy them. When 


we ask if they are not healthy food products, and may they not be law- 


fully sold, and bought, and used, we are answered, ‘‘Yes; and if we tax 
them at the enormous rate of 200 per cent., cover the business of pro- 
duction and sale all over with frightfal ties, and compel them to go 
into the market as imitations, they will still be sold, bought, and con- 
sumed.’’ On the one hand it is said that these products can pay these 
taxes and live and thrive; on the other it is declared that they ought to 
be crucified by taxation. Tell me, gentlemen, please tell me who is 
right? Ifthese compounds are inevitably filthy, impure, or unhealthy, 
in the name of humanity let them be exterminated root and bran 

For such stuff I have no defense. I will, in all proper ways, assist in 
protecting mankind fromsuch. But, Mr. Chairman, the framersof this 
bill admit these imitations to be harmless, or the bill itself is a shame- 
less fraud, for it encourages their production for exportation by exempt- 
ing from taxation all that may be sent abroad. Do you propose to sell 
the Germans, French, and English commodities that are unclean and 


dangerous to health? Are you in earnest in enco g this exporta- 
tion? Oh, the foreigner will rush into the- market to get American 
oleo; when he reads this debate! 


It is said that the trade in these goods is secured by improper and 
fraudulent means. If so, let the wrong and the fraud be prevented. 
No one objects; but do not seek to correct the abuse by legislation as 
improper and fraudulent as is the wrong itself. Do not destroy all 
respect for the name and fame of our great country by sending asham 
and a fraud into the markets of the world. But I do not impute this 
purpose to any gentleman. This exportation clause is a confession 
that these com ds may be and are made pure and healthful. That 
they are such I offer here a little of the proofs, volumes of which are 


in my possession. 
s The supreme court of New York says in The People vs. Marx, June, 
On the part of the defendant it is proved by hed chemists that oleo- 
margarine was com: of the same elementsas dairy butter, The only differ- 
ence between them was that it contained a smaller proportion of fatty substance 
known as butterine; that this butterine exists in dai butter only in a small 
Larks ag ean ap 8 to 6 per cent.; that it exists in no other substance than butter 
from milk, and is introduced into oleomargarine butter by adding to the 
oleomargarine st some milk, or butter,and churning; and when this 
is done it has all the elements of natural butter, but there must always be a 
rrenean et cent. of butterine in the manufactured product than in butter made 

rom m 


two articles was that dairy butter had more butterine; that oleomargarine con- 
tained not over 1 Pr cent, of that substance, while dairy butter might egy ce 4 


for 

This is the substance of the uncontradicted testimony of sixteen dis- 
tinguished chemists whose names are before me. I will not tire the 
patience of the committee by giving them; they may be found in the 
reeord of this ĉase. 

In deciding the above case the supreme court makes some observa- 
tions which I commend to the serious consideration of all. I quote: 


Measures of this kind are dangerous even to their promoters. If the t 
of the dent in support of the absolute power of the Pi somes SOPRO 
hibit one ch of ind for the purpose of protecting another with which 
it com can be , why could not the oleomargarine manufacturers, 
should they obtain sufficient power to influence or control the legislative coun- 
cils, prohibit the manufacture or sale of dai 
be found wanting to demonstrate the iny 


I could multiply judicial authorities asserting this doctrine, but I 
need not. Nobody controverts it. It is a corner-stone of republican 
government. It would be well for all to consider the danger of assert- 
ing that one of two industries, securing control of Congress by force 
of its numbers, may lawfully tax the other out of existence. That 
this bill to do, and that every court holds may not be done 
without violating the letter and the spirit of the Constitution. l 

But, says some one whose hands are wholly innocent of the touch of 
the plow-handle, and whose zeal is in proportion to his want of knowl- 
edge of agriculture, its wants or its interests, ‘‘I am for the farmer, and 
you are his enemy.” I might retort, but I will not, ‘‘ Who annointed 
these lawyer. f md, dae panes of the toiling farmer? Iam 
nota farmer, but nearly every dollarof my little means is invested in the 
farm and its products, My family, friends, and supporters are largely 
engaged in agriculture, and he who intimates that I do not respect the 
farmer, his industry and his interest, is wholly ignorant of the facts. 
Farmers are the bed-rock of our industrial systems; they are fair and 
intelligent; they despise the d es who traffic in their god 
name; they ask nothing but justice and equality in legislation for legal 
methods and honest goods; they are capable of judging both motives 


and measures. : 

I am told by many of its friends that allof the objectionable features 
of the measure will be eliminated before it can become a law. Well, 
sir, when this is done it will stand well in my favor and get my vote. 
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To get clear of unwise and dangerous provisions is just what I have 
been seeking todo. Oh, it is said, we can not do this here; we must 
stand by the bill of the committee and let its defects be cured elsewhere. 
. Why, sir, this House did not delegate the authority to this committee 
to commit it to this or any other bill, and itis as much the duty of 
the House to pass a good and fair bill as it is of the Senate. To skulk 
msibility is an act of cowardice, as I look at it, and I respectfully 
decline to do it. But again, and for the last time, I say that when a 
just bill is presented I will vote for it, and my convictions of duty com- 
1 me to vote against the present bill. I hope one will come from the 
te that will challenge the support of all. : 
I have not attempted to delay this measure nor to defeat any just end 
it is capable of attaining. ‘The majority has the right to pass it and I 
will not seek its defeat by resorting to parliamentary obstructions, but 
will help its friends to reach a vote at as early a day as is practicable. 
I have endeavored and will continue to labor to perfect it and make it 


fit to become a law. From the beginning my whole desire has been to |. 


give protection to all and save all from injury. There is little hope 
that any amendment will be allowed by this House. All about me 
gentlemen say it must go through just as it is. Ido not like this 
method of legislation, but each must act and judge for himself. I will 
do my duty as I understand it. From time to time I will offer such 
amendments as may appear to me to be fair and just, and such as will 
not impair the efficiency of the measure, in the attainment of any hon- 
est p and if all substantial amendments are rejected, I will be 
compelled, in obedience to my judgment and my best convictions of 
duty, to vote against it. My people never ask me to do what in my 
conscience I believe to be an unjust and dangerous thing: This is a 
sudden frenzy—so sudden as to justify pag Ore of sees It has 
never been discussed in any canvass nor debated by the people. 
My constituency—a thinking, reading people, in all the varied 
industries, in trade, manufacture, agriculture—have given me no in- 
structions, but left me to follow my judgment. This I have done with 
an honest purpose and with a full sense of my responsibility to them 
as their representative. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I profess to have just as high a 
regard for the Constitution as my colleague who has just spoken | Mr. 
McApoo], and having that high regard, I can with a clean conscience 
vote for this bill, 

I rose simply to say a word about the pending amendment. During 
all of these weary days I have voted consistently with the friends of 
this bill. The character of the opposition has been such as to almost 
imbitter me against any proposed amendment; but I say to the House 
that in my judgment this amendment ought to be ted. It is of- 
fered by a friend to the bill and is offered for a worthy purpose, to 
allow the manufacturer who puts care and prudence into his goods to 
demonstrate that fact to the consumer of those goods. It seems tome 
that no valid reason can be m: against the amendment to the bill, 
and the bill itself would be stronger with the House and before the 
country with that amendment if adopted. 

Mr, GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment to the amendment so as to make it read: 

In tubs or other wooden or paper packages not before used for that purpose, 
each containing, &c. 

Then following the amendment as now ing. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will send his amendment to the 


desk. 

ı Mr, GIBSON, of West Virginia. It is simply to insert in line 2 of 
this section, after the word ‘‘wooden,” the words ‘‘ or paper;’? and 
upon that amendment I desire to express a few further opinions upon 
this bill, which should be styled a bill for the betrayal of the party, 
and for an outrage-of the rights'of the people. 

This bill, professing to be in the interest of honest table food, profess- 
ing to be in the interest of the farmer class of the country, not only 
fixes pains and penalties upon a legitimate industry, but requires that 
that industry shall be so conducted that there will be no packages of 
less than 10 pounds, making it impossible for a poor man out of his 
weekly wages to buy a complete package of this product however un- 
healthful it may be, or however much he may desireit. Itisnotonly, 
therefore, a bill to rob the poor man, but it is a bill to muzzle and to 
chain him. It is not only a bill in favor of fraudulent dairy interests, 
but it is a bill for the oppression of those who can least take care of 
themselves, 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No; I can not yield. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then let me state that a man can sell a spoonful if 
he wants to, if he pays the tax. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. And, Mr. Chairman, it not only 
does that, but it offers a reward to every man’s neighbor to become a 
spy upon his neighbor. This act would undertake to create again the 
informer system in this country and to divide the fees among the in- 
formers. First, the State wiped out the iniquitous system as barbar- 
ous and infamous; then the General Government wiped it out, and it 
has been ever since, in the Halls of this Capitol in every Congress that 
has ever sat here, denounced as unjust and oppressive. 


You remember how corruptions and frauds arose under it in New 
York, where this spy and informer system was in force; how complaint 
was made all over the country where it prevailed, and yet we return 
to this sti nasty, fraudulent system for the purpose of carrying 
out this miserable bill. Why, the bill makes every man’s neighbor a 
spy. It gives him a reward for informing upon his neighbor; and un- 
der the bill, if it should ever pass, no man or woman can feel safe while 
his or her neighbor is paying a visit. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Especially if violating the law. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Ah, if they are violating the law! 
Sir, if you had that regard for the law you are undertaking now to 
preach up you would not be here advocating this bill. [Laughter.] 
This is not the first time we have heard people cry out and advocate 

i in this Hall that we know they are not in favor of. I stood 
here not five minutes ago and heard a man say he was voting for the 
bill because he was an arrant coward. 

Mr. STRUBLE. You did not hear me say that. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Who was it? Why does not the gentleman call 
the name? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. If I undertook to call the names of 
those who are acting in that manner it would take me the whole of my 
five minutes, and I would have to commence on that side of the House. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Give one name. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. If gentlemen on that side want the 
names I will point them out. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman ought not to use the expression 
or make such a statement if he does not intend to give the names; and 
if the gentleman refers to me, his statement is not true. When the 
gentleman makes such a statement and does not call names, he reflects 
upon every man here. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Let those gentlemen who think that 
I reflect upon them call upon me and I will not be found wanting. 

Mr. CANNON. However, it creates asortofasuspicion. [Laughter. ] 

Mr, GIBSON, of West Virginia. Oh! Iunderstandthat. Gentlemen 
know as well as I do the object of this bill. Some people are very sus- 
picious on all subjects because they have veryevilnatures. | Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. That does not apply to this side. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Now, sir, this bill, full to overflow- 
ing with iniquities, can be styled nothing whatever but a betrayal on 
the part of the Democrats of their party, and a betrayal of the people on 
the part of the Republicans, who have always claimed to be the friends 
of the laboring man. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. It occurs to me there has probably been scolding 
enough about this bill. I have sat here for four days and heard it. I 
have heard everybody’s motives impugned; everybody accused of cow- 
ardice or foolishness in connection with this bill. I never thought as 
a matter of taste that was a very manly way in which to present one’s 
views touching matters before the House. It is to be supposed that 
each man here performs his duties, and re ts his constituents as 
he believes is right, according to his judgment and under his oath; and 
for one I have yet to arise in my place in this House and make insinua- 
tions against my fellow-members, collectively or individually, unless 
I was ready when to give the name or names. 

I want to say for myself, for fear that my mere silence here for days 
might give assent by implication to these statements that are made, 
the principle involved in this bill meets my full and hearty approval. 
I believe init. Iam for it, because I believe it is just and proper, and 
if enacted into law will inure to the benefit of the great majority of the 
people of this country [applause], not only the farmer but the people 
that de upon the farmer as well. 

I could take the speeches of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, whose 
seat is before me [Mr. KELLEY], and the speeches of gentlemen all 
along the line from the foundation of the Government to the present 
time, where they show the propriety of a promotion of a diversity of 
industries, and I will strike out iron, strike out steel, strike out woolen 
goods, strike out anything, and insert butter in its place, and you have 
the argument as strongly in this case as you have in the cases that they 
put so ably and so strongly. 

Once more I want tosay I am for this bill, notonly because I believe 
I am representing my constituency, but I am for the principle involved 
in it, because I believe it is justified and demanded from a broad and 
just public policy. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to ask my friend a question before 
he sits down, as his time is not yet exhausted. Are you in favor of 
taxing any industry in this country for the very purpose of destroying 
it? Let the gentleman answer categorically. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman in reply that I am not 
only in favor of raising revenue, but I am in favor of protecting every 
great industry in this country that needs protection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, undoubtedly; but that does not an- 
swer my question. Is my friend in favor of taxing any industry to 
destroy it simply because it is the competitor of another industry? 
Yes or no. 
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Mr. CANNON. I will answer the gentleman. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
enunciates. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will be still I will see if, in my 
own time, I can make a aaa answer to his question. 

[Here the hammer fe 

Mr. CANNON. Iam in favor of 20 taxing butter as to pre- 
vent its peng passed uponthe consumer as genuine butter at a price 
not only equal to its real value, but an added price for the falsehood 
that is told to the consumer who takes it for butter, when in factitis a 
counterfeit. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time ofthe gentleman has expired. [Laugh- 
ter.] The hour for debate on this amendment and the amendment 
thereto is exhausted. The question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr, HATCH. I move that the committee rise. Pending that mo- 
tion I ask unanimous consent that all debate on the section under dis- 
cussion and the amendments thereto be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. VAN EATON, Will the gentleman give me five of them? 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Upon what amendment does the gentleman 
propose to limit debate? 

Mr. HATCH. On all amendments to the pending section. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the amendments as they 
now stand, and the Chair thinks those may be disposed of before the 
question is put on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HATCH. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON] to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, was read, 
as follows: 

In line 2, section 6, after the word “ wooden,” insert “or paper ; ;” so that it will 
read ‘in firkins, tubs, or other wooden or paper packages,” 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I ask if that isa proper amendment tomy 
amendment, since mine has reference to one line, and the amendment of 
the gentleman from West Virginia has reference to another ? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. This is a proper amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, because his amendment re- 
lates to the quantity of certain packages, and mine designates the char- 
acter iter in which his quantity is put. 

Mr. TCH. I suggest to the gentleman from West Virginia if he 
will offer his amendment to the sixteenth line, where the packages are 
mentioned in connection with their sale, I will accept the amendment 
as far as I am concerned. ‘But in the second line there is a reference 
merely to the manufacturer. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, As the gentleman from Missouri 
says he will accept it at the sixteenth line, I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I wish to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee whether he will not accept my amendment with the view of 
perfecting the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I will hear it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 3 and 4, section 6, strike out the words “ each containing not less than 
10 pounds,” 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill state frankly I can not accept that amendment, 
simply because it is an effort to allow the manufacturer toimitate butter 
in rolls of half a pound or a pound. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow my second 
amendment to be read, and then he will understand my purpose is not 
what he now states? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the remainder of the 
amendment. 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9, section 6, strike out the word Veils and insert in lieu thereof “the 
same only’ when put up in stamped packages or. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to that amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Iask tohave my amendment read in order 
that the chairman of the committee may see that I had no such purpose 
as he intimated of letting the oleomargarine be put up in packages to 
counterfeit butter. My objectis to allow the manufacturer to make up 
packages so small that they can go with their seals unbroken and the 
internal-revenue stamp upon them from the manufacturer to the whole- 
saler, from the wholesaler to the retailer, and from the retailer to the 
consumer, so that nobody can be deceived. I willsay to the chairman 
of the committee that one gentleman here, a strong friend of this meas- 
ure, has characterized this as an amendment tending to perfect the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I have no doubt gentlemen have so stated, and that 
may be their view of it, but we have considered that question very 
carefully in the committee—it was under consideration for hours— 


I agree with the principle the gentleman 


and we know what would be the effect of the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman. ‘Not that he has any such’ p in offering the 
amendment, or soy eee except, as he states, to perfect the bill, but 
the effect of it, if adopted, would be to enable dealers to put this ‘arti- 
cle up in packages like those in which butter is sold. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRAGG. I understood the Chair to state a while ago that de- 
bate upon this paragraph or amendment had been closed by order of 
the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not so state. The Chair stated 
bese in the condition of the amendment at that time debate was ex- 


Mr. BRAGG. Has there been any change in the condition since? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes; the amendment to the amendment has been 
withdrawn, leaving only the single amendment pending. y 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally to receive a message from the Senate, 
and Mr. RICHARDSON took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. M K, its Secretary, informeđ 
the House that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the 
following titles: 

A ill { (H. R. 6965) to authorize Columbia County, in Washington 
Territory, to issue bonds for the construction of a court-house; and 

A bill (H, R. 2395) to authorize J. G. C. Lee, a major and quarter- 
master in the United States Army, to issue a duplicate check, and the 
assistant treasurer of the United States at New York A pha the same, 

er announced that the Senate with 
1 (H. R. 5888) to legalize and validate the praean ; 
laws of the Territéry of Dakota for the incorporation of insurance com- 
panies, and for gther purposes, asked a conference with the House on 


the amendments of the Senate, and had appointed as conferees on the 
part of the te Mr, HARRISON, Mr. PLATT, and Mr. GRAY. 


OLEOMARGARINE. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Chairman, I have here an amendment which 
I think is absolutely necessary to ‘perfect this portion of the bill. I 
propose to strike out the word ‘‘ wooden,” in line 12. 

Mr. HATCH. I have already stated to the gentleman from West 
Ad inia that I will accept that amendment in line 16 where it applies 

retail dealer. 

ae FINDLAY, I think it ought to come in here. This provides 
that retail dealers mustsell only from original stamped packages. Now 
the retailers are required to sell from the same that come from 
the manufacturers in quantities not exceeding 10 pounds, and to pack 
it in suitable wooden pack My amendment will permit the retail. 
dealer to sell any small quantity of the article and roll it up in a cloth 
or any other convenient material. 

Mr. HATCH. I am willing to insert after ‘‘ wooden”’ the words ‘‘or 

Mr. FINDLAY. The bill as it stands now will require every retail 
dealer when he sells a pound or a half pound of this article to put it 
up in wooden packages. Is there any sense in that? 

Mr. HATCH. They can use these little wooden trays, which are 


cheaper to-day than paper. Every grocer in the country uses them. 
Mr. FINDLAY. you mean to say that wood is cheaper than 
per? 


pa 

Mr. HATCH. I iare been told so by grocers. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman will permit 
me, there is no such thing as a retail dealer under this bill, because 
this very portion of the bill says that this article shall be sold in quan- 
tities not exceeding 10 pounds. 

Mr. HATCH. And that makes the man a retail dealer. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Chairman, I recognize the fact that there are 
wholesale dealers and retail dealers by virtue of this section of the bill, 
but I say it is very unwise to require a retail dealer if he sells a pound 
or half a pound o this article to put it up in a wooden package. 

Mr. HATCH. I have already said that I am willing to accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON ] to come 
in on line 16. 

Mr. FINDLAY. If the chairman of the committee will not accept 
my amendment, I will withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. One more suggestion, Mr. Chairman. The formand 
material of these packages will be regulated by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, and he will see to it that manufacturers do not use 
such 1-pound packages as will enable oleomargarine to be confounded 
with butter. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, it is only necessary for me to say in 
reply to the gentleman from Illinois that I have already, upon confer- 
ence and consultation with the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and 
the officers of his bureau, obtained fully the views of those gentlemen 
upon this question, and that therefore the bill has been reported in this 
shape by the committee. 


1886. 
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The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. ADAMS, 
and it was rejected—ayes 64, noes 92. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of carrying out 
the statement I have made here, I move to insert, in line 12, after the 
word ‘‘ wooden,” the words ‘or paper;’’ so that it will read ‘‘in suit- 
able wooden or paper packages,” &c. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Why not say ‘‘or linen?” 

Mr. HATCH. Simply because, as the gentleman very well knows, 
nothing of this kind, when sold by grocers, is ever wrapped in linen. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Then why not say simply ‘‘suitable p 

Mr. HATCH. in, in line 16, after the word ‘‘ wooden,” I move 
to insert the words ‘‘or paper.” 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. And thesame amendment wherever 
it is necessary throughout the bill to carry out that idea. 

Mr. HATCH. I do not think it is necessary anywhere else. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I sent to the desk some time ago an amend- 
ment which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 9 of section 6 strike out the word “only” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “the same only when put up in stam: es; so as to read: 

“ Retail dealers in oleo: e must sell the same only when put up in 
stamped packages,” &c. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 23, section 6, insert: 

“‘ No person who was reported by the tenth census as unable to read or write 
shall be fined or imprisoned for violating the provisions of sections 6, 11, 12, or 13 
of this act until one year after the of the bill now pending in Congress 
to aid in the sup of common schools; and all money collected under this 
act shall be for the purpose of aiding in the support of common schools ; 
the money to be distributed among the States in proportion to the illiteracy in 
said States as shown by the tentir census.” 

Mr. HATCH. I raise a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee has passed section 6, and it is 
not now amendable. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I will move the amendment to section 7. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec.7. That every manufacturer of oleo) ine shall securely affix, by p 
ing, on each contain: oleo: e manufactured by him, a 1 
on which l be printed, besides the number of the manufactory and the dis- 


trict and State in which it is situated, these words: “ Notice.—The manufacturer 
of the oleomargarine herein contained has complied with all the requirements 
of law. Every person is cautioned not to use either this package or the 
ee thereon again, nor to remove the contents of this package without de- 
stroying said stamp, under the penalty provided by law in such cases,” - Every 
manufacturer of ol ne who neglects to such label to any 
containing oleo: e made by him, or sold or offered for sale by or for him, 
and every person who removes any such label so from any such pack- 
age shall be fined $50 for each package in respect to which such offense is com- 
mitted. 


Mr. WHEELER. I now offer my amendment to this section. 

Mr. HATCH. I have submitted a point of order upon the gentle- 
man’s amendment. , 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

Mr. WHEELER. It provides, in substance, that no person shall be 
fined or imprisoned for violating certain sections of this act, provided 
he was one of those persons reported by the tenth census as unable to 
read or write, until a year after the passage of the bill now pending 
giving him an opportunity for education. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not ask the tleman to state 
the substance of his amendment, but simply what his motion was. 

Mr, WHEELER. My motion was to insert this amendment at the 
end of section 7. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HATCH, I make the pointof order that this amendment is not 
germane to the pending section. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks the amendment is not germane 
to this part of the bill. : 

Mr. WHEELE 


A R. Then I will reserve it until we reach section 11. 
_ Mr. VAN EATON. I move to amend the pending section by strik- 
ing out, in line 16, the word ‘‘fifty’’ and inserting ‘‘twenty-five.”? In 
support of this amendment I wish to say that unless I can succeed in 
my effort to protect ‘‘the t American hen” it will be impossible 
for me to support this bill. I hold in my hand a dispatch I have just 
received from the Merchants’ Exchange at Oshkosh, in the district once 
so ably represented on this floor by Hon. Mulberry Sellers. I send up 
this tch to be read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Once upon a time Mr. and Mrs. Cow went out for a little promenade, as was 
their custom in pleasant weather. They took with them their favorite child, 
Butter, a bright, yellow-haired cherub, greatly admired by the friends of Mrs. 
Cow. As they strolled along, the cherub wandered into a grocery store near by 
and presently came per | out, accompanied by another cherub, who was its 
very twin. . Cow looked inquiringly at Mrs. tow: 

“Oh, mamma!” cried dear little Butter, “See i peel Ihave found my twin.” 

= Quite true, my child,” responded Mrs, Cow, and, turning to the twin, she 
asked,“ What is your name, my dear?” 

“ Oleomargarine,” lisped the twin. 


“What a pretty name,” said Mrs, Cow; “and io Ba aa 


“I do not know,” said the twin. ‘I guess I must bea 4 
" ou are; so you are,” said the kind Mrs, Cow; and after some consulta- 
tion wht. her boskoa and continued appeals from her own cherub, she asked 
the twin to come home with her and be a playmate for Butter. 

This the twin readily agreed to do, and that night Oly and Butty slept to- 
ther in the sweetest harmoniesof childhood. Inthe morn Mrs. Cow went 


iy sweetly. 
“No, I am,” screamed Butter, pulling out several handfuls of Oly’s golden 


r, 

“ No, I am,” persisted Oly; and then Mrs. Cow, looking first at one and then 
at the other, burst into tears. 

“How is this?” inquired Mr. Cow, coming into the nu “4 

“Oh, oh! I do not know which is Butter and which is Oleo Margarine,” cried 
Mrs. Cow, polatng 0 the two little similarities. 

“Eh?” T. to the bed. 

“See!” ex NES isn’t any difference. Which is which?” 

“Both of them,” growled Mr. Cow. “But, wife, if there isn’t any difference, 
what is the diference?” And he went back to morning newspaper, leav- 

Mrs. Cow still in tears. 
oral: If there is any moral to this fable, you are welcome to it. 


[Lenghter.| : ae 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. VAN Eaton] has expired. 

Mr. WORT GTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect to add any- 
thing to the fund of information which has been contributed by other 
gentlemen on this subject, yet I am unwililng to vote on all the phases 
ofthis question without expressing my views upon it.” Thereis no more 
doubt that Congress has the right to tax every pound of oleomargarine 
than that it has the right to tax every gallonof whisky and every pound 
oftobacco. Itisequally certain thatif this taxing powerisabused forthe 
purpose of crushing and destroying the manufacture of o 
such action on the part of Congress is indefensible. The real questions 
then presented to us on this subject are, in my judgment, first, is oleo- 
margarine a subject of taxation; and, next, are the rates pro- 
vided in this bill fair and reasonable? 

I assume that oleomargarine is a proper subject of taxation. Why 
not? The elements of which it is composed, we are told, are cheap} 
and if we have any trustworthy information on this subject, the arti- 
cle is sold at a large profit. In addition to that, the tax which will be 
collected under this bill, if it should pass, will be paid ultimately by 
the consumers, because those who manufacture and sell oleomargarine 
will be simply the agents of the Government to collect and receive the 
tax from those who purchase and consume the article; and any one 
who has ever given any attention to this subject of taxation knows that 
taxes which are paid in this way by the consumers are the least oner- 
ous and burdensome of all taxes. 

But there is another reason why this is a proper subject of taxation, 
a reason which has been adverted to so frequently that I shall simply 
mention it. It iscertainly no objection that some desirable result fol- 
lows the taxation of this article. At present the article goes into the 
market, not as a fair competitor with the farmers’ butter, but it goes 
there masquerading under falsecolors. Now, if we can succeed in get- 
ting revenues from this article under a proper law duly authorized by 
the Constitution, and at the same time can expose a fraud and compel 
aoe. gy which it is said so nearly resembles butter as to require 
an expert to tell the difference between them, to hoist itsown colors and 
fight under its own flag, that is certainly a desirable object, and we 
ought to be willing to pass a law for the purpose of securing that end, 
if for nothing else. 

Now, there is one other object which seems to me desirable, though 
it may not suit the views of a great many members of this House. I 
do not believe in the doctrine of protection. I am here to say, as I will 
say upon every proper occasion, that I believe the system of protection 
to be wrong in principle and unjust in practice. It is impossible for 
one end of the seesaw board to go up without the other going down. 
It is impossible by any system of taxation to put money into the pockets 
of one class in the community without at the same time taking it out 
of the pockets of another class. If it were in my power I would wipe 
from the statute-book every tariff law except those that bring in nec- 
essary revenue. But it seems that we are not able to do this. The 
combination against us is too strong. The iron-men, the glass-men, 
the coal-men, the men interested in pine forests, and those who have 
salt-wells have so banded together—being held ther not by bands 
of steel, but by bands of interest, which are infinitely stronger—that up 
to this time we have been unable to reduce materially the war taxation, 
although twenty years have elapsed since the declaration of peace. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted, : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to strike ont ‘‘one hun ” and in- 
sert ‘‘fifty,’’ and yield my time to my colleague. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Iam much obliged. 

Ido not know, Mr. Chairman, how much longer we shall be com- 
pelled to suffer under-this system of taxation. So far it has fallen with 

iar severity on those who live in the Great West. The farmers 
vė been the hewers of wood and the drawers of water for every pro- 
tected industry in this country. By reason of it they have paid higher 


prices for everything they have had to buy, and have received no higher 
prices on account of it for what they have had to sell, It has created a 
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rejudicein European markets against American agricultural products. 
Tica oud Cecmuny sates $0 EDA TOODA DON while our exports 
of cotton and wheat to England are every year growing less. Western 
farmers have protested arms unjust 
the Representative of a with 2,500 
ing to the last Presidential vote, because I have 
town and at every cross-roads this infamous system of taxation. 

We can not break it down. The combined forces of protection are 
so far too strong for us. Some of my Democratic brethren, too, I am 
sorry to say, are imbued with the same views entertained by gentlemen 
on the Republican side of the House. 

What then is the next best thing todo? I have heard that one of 
the ways of forcing the repeal of an odious law is to enforce it. If we 
can not defeat this system of tariff legislation in any other way, Iam 
in favor of pepbeaking every possible industry you can find in this coun- 
try. [Laughter and applause.] We will protect the iron-man of Penn- 
sylvania against the iron-man in Georgia, and the iron-man of Georgia 
against the iron-man of Pennsylvania; and the woolen manufacturer 
in Massachusetts against the woolen manufacturer in Rhode Island, 
and the woolen manufacturer in Rhode Island against the woolen man- 
ufacturer in Massachusetts. We will interlace these protective meas- 
ures until we protect every industry in the country. In this way it 
will amount to no protection at all, because all will fare alike, and the 

ple will begin to see the enormities of a system which they have 
fon taught to believe was a great blessing. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Now it may besaid we do not want any revenue; that we have enough. 
Let us take off the tariff tax from salt, take it off lumber, reduce it on 
sugar, reduce it on woolen goods, and in their stead puta little on oleo- 
margarine, make it travel in its own clothes, and give to the farmers of 
Illinois and Iowa and Wisconsin and Kansas and Nebraska a little taste 
of this ion tax which they have been for so many years helping 
to. pay into the coffers of the manufacturers of the East. 

we do this, and extend this system to the protection of the farmers’ 
products, we will find a great many gentlemen—we will find perhaps the 
venerable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ], for whom I have 
so much respect and who is such a strong advocate of high duty—we 
will find him and his friends learning the lesson that we have long 
since learned by sad rience, that protection is a sharp-edged too], 
cutting the many while helping the few; and may possibly find Eastern 
tax-payers uniting with Western men without to party, Repub- 
licans and Democrats alike joining hands to reduce the taxes in the 
shape of duties which consumers pay solely for the benefit of manu- 
facturers and producers. ‘ j 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Are you in favor of taxing one legitimate 
domestic industry out of existence merely because it is the successful 
competitor of another domestic industry? Is not that absolutely inde- 
fensible? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I think itis. I said in the outset that if 
the rates of tax were so high as to crush and destroy the oleomargarine 
interest that this bill was absolutely indefensible. . I believe there is 
no propriety in putting a license tax on manufacturers of $600, on whole- 
sala dealers of $480, and still less a license tax of $48 a year on little 
retail dealers who may not have $500-worth of stock in their stores. 

A MEMBER. Is 10 cents a pound too much? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, I think that 10 cents a pound is too high. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I have only five minutes, and much of that 
time has already been taken up by interruptions. There are other 
matters in this bill that are objectionable. Section 6, that we have 
just been considering, contains penal legislation and you can drivea four- 
horse team through it. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. The gentleman must excuse me. Itmakes 
it penal for a retailer to deliver oleomargarine in anything but a new 
wooden package. How are you going to determine whether a package 
is new or old? When you pour water into a bucket does it make that 
bucket an old one as soon as you pouritin? You put a new pair of 
shoes on for the first time and take them off again; are they new shoes 
or old shoes? What is a new package and what is an old package? 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I do not expect to getthe floor again and I 
only have a few minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill agree to yield five minutes to the gentleman if 
he will allow me to ask a question. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Very well; go ahead. 

Mr. HATCH. Does not the gentleman know that under the present 
revenue laws you enforce the very provisions enacted here and which 
he criticises, by providing that cigar-boxes and tobacco packages shall 
not be used a second time to put cigars in or to put tobacco in? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Certainly; and I have no objection to such 
a provision; but while you are saying that I want you to put itin lan- 
guage that is not ble of misconstruction. 


Mr. HATCH. It is exactly in the language of the statute-book on 
this subject. $ 

.Mr. WORTHINGTON. Ifear the gentleman from Missouri is mis- 
taken in that, for he will find that the reference is made to the descrip- 
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tion immediately predne it, and that description is not new or orig- 
inal packages. e revenue law in almost every instance roroa 
word original instead of new packages. 

But again, while on thissubject, Mr. Chairman, insection 12 I find— 

That every person who purchases or receives for saleany oleo: e from 
any manufacturer who has not paid the special tax shall be liable for each of- 
fense to a penalty of $100, &c, 

It does not say who “‘ knowingly ” purchases, and yet, sir, you may 
send your child, fourteen or fifteen years of age, to a retail store—— 

Mr. HATCH, I will saye the time of the gentleman’s argument, if 
he will permit me tointerrupt him, by saying that that was an inad- 
vertence in the original draught of the bill. It is the intention of the 
committee to insert the word ‘‘ knowingly ’’ when we reach that point. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Iam very glad to hear it, and I hope upon 
a careful review of the bill that the chairman of the committee at the 
proper time will correct many other inadvertences which are to be found 
upon examination. 

For myself I wish to say that if this tax can be reasonably reduced 
and if the license tax is put at fair fi I am in favor of the bill. I 
agree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that the bill is 
right in pelea aad with these modifications I hope to see it pass; 
and I would be glad to see tlemen who occupy the same position 
that I do with reference to the bill in its present form aid in correct- 
ing its serious and manifest defects and thereby secure its speedy enact- 
ment into law. [Applause. ] 5 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. EVERHART. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the right to 
tax is coeval with sovereignty. Itis essential toits existence; it needs 
neither grant nor reservation—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. I rise to a question of order; it is utterly impossi- 
ble to hear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Just as in the circuses it will be observed that the 
bald-headed men are standing upin front. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. How about the red-headed ones? 
[Renewed laughter]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will resume their seats. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EVERHART. Mr. Chairman, the right to tax is coeval with 
sovereignty; is essential to its existence; neither t nor reser- 
vation, and is limited mainly by the uniformity of its operation and the 
wisdom of the Government. Itis a legislative right, and no court will 
inquire as to the degree of its exercise. Itmayimpose prohibitory bur- 
dens upon foreign and domestic products. It may discriminate for or 
against industries or classes. It may throw greater restrictions around 
distilleries than breweries; favor cider more than wine, and cigars more 
than cigarettes. And Congress under other clauses may bestow chari- 
ties, endow schools, grant pensions, punish counterfeiters, and by the 
establishment of a national of health provide against the invasion 
of disease. The constitutionality of the question under consideration 
seems therefore beyond dispute, whether it be for revenue only, or me- 
diately for the public welfare. The ‘policy is justified by the facts. 

Mr. Chairman, the time-honored business of butter-making is threat- 
ened with signal mischief. Another article has been put in circula- 
tion not as original, or auxiliary, or even as a substitute, but skill- 
fully disguised so as to for the honest product. And this is oleo- 
margarine. [Laughter.] Composed, as said, in some instances at least, 
of miscellaneous offal, the slag of the butcher-shop, the kitchen, and 
the alley; dissolved, neutralized, combined, and prepared by drugs and 
temperatures so that it may resemble the taste, form, and color, and 
bear the name of butter. Then its fabrication and excellence are 
lauded as if its origin were associated with springs and pastures, with 
cows and churns, and all the charm and flavor of the dairy. [Ap- 
plause. 

The more perfect the imitation the more saleable and dangerous the 
commodity. And this mixture its friends expect the poor man to roll 
under his tongue as if if were a morsel sweet as sin, and which indeed 
it may be. [Applause and laughter.] Against this substance, whose 
claim now to be deemed a rival industry savors of a false pretension, 
the bill would protect the people, as other measures protect them against 
bogus coin and the importation of infected rags. It is designed —— 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if I can be reco; 

I will yield every one of my minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. EVERHART. Iam much obliged to the gentleman. Such a 
deception seems even more reprehensible than that which exaggerates 
or disparages, or that which surreptitiously abstracts property, or that 
violence which boldly seizes it. It not only deceives the customer, but 
assails the credit of the real article, confounds its identity, impairs its 
prestige. And though, if the oleomargarine ingredients be neither 
filthy nor deleterious, nay, though it be pure as the ‘‘icicle on 
Dian’s temple” and wholesome as the ‘‘ bread of angels” or, like 
“the sovereignest thing » earth,” yet still it is but a counterfeit 
claiming to be genuine. And being of cheaper materials and of more 
extensive production, its tendency, like that of poor money to expel the 
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better, would, unhindered, usurp the market and corrupt the trade. 
And this to the serious and aggravated damage of that great majority 

one cultivate the soil, whose sweat and labor mingle with its furrows, 
and augment the publie wealth; who supply us sustenance from the 
harvest and the orchard; who are the conservators of law and order; 
and whose brawny patriotism is the last reliance in the hour 
of trouble, in riot, and in war. [Loud applause. 

The C S.. The Clerk will report the pending ear 
and the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. VAN EATON was read, as follows: 


In line 16, strike out the word “fifty” and insert “ twenty-five.” 


The amendment to the amendment proposed by Mr. TowNSHEND 
was read, as follows: 

Strike out “twenty-five” and insert ‘one hundred.” 

The amendment to the amendment was disagreed to. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read section 8, as follows: 


Sxrc,8. That upon oleomargarine which shall be manufactured and or 
EA TA IA pens rap AA ANEN EOR MEAN eof; and a aT ior na 
ts urer thereof; and an 

cents per poun Red paid by the man) ny = 
the e , issue, sale, accountability, 
pried tips stamps Bic Canney si and snuff, as far as applicable, are hereby 
made to apply to stamps provided for by this section. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, strike out “10” and insert “2,” so that it will read: 

“ There shall be assessed and collected a tax of 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no desire to detain the House with any 
elaborate remarks on the amendment. I simply wish to call attention 
to the nature of it. The bill provides a tax of 10 cents a pound on 
oleomargarine. The amendment I offer p: to reduce that to 2 
cents. If the same quantity of oleo ine is manufactured next 
year that it is said was manufactured last year a tax of 2 cents a pound 
will raise a revenue of $2,000,000. 

Several MEMBERS. Four million dollars. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. Be that as it may, a tax of 2 cents a pound 
will raise an ample fund to defray all the expenses that may be neces- 
sary to enforce the revenue law in this case. 

I shall not occupy the attention of the committee longer at this time, 
I think it would be wise if the friends of this bill should adopt the 
amendment. -If it is adopted I am confident we will have a speedy 
conclusion of the discussion over this bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to oppose the amendment. I believe if this 
amendment is adopted—and I know a great effort is being made to re- 
duce the tax from 10 cents to 2 cents per pound, or some other 
ure—it will eviscerate from this bill its efficacy and its force. Th 
bill is intended to protect the dairy interests of this country. If the 


tax be made so low that this stuff may be manufactured, and put in | the 


competition with butter on the market, although all the safeguards 
that are provided for by this bill shall remain in it, it nevertheless 
will persist as a rival for honest butter in the market and sooner or 
later will drive honest butter out of the market. 

Now, if you put a tax of 2 cents a pound on this article, and the cost 
of manufacturing it is but 8 cents a pound, you have a material which 
can be put upon the market at 10 cents a pound; and if you undertake 
to put upon the market a commodity that will cost but 10 cents a pound 
against a commodity that can not be produced at a profit at less than 20 
or 25 cents a pound, the effect is going to be, as certain as anything can 
be, that the lower-priced article will drive out of the market the higher 


iced. 
You can talk as much as you please about the safe thrown 
around this; about the manufacturer having to put the article in a 


marked package; about the retail dealer having to sell from a marked 
package, but who is to protect the consumer, and what provision, in 
this bill is to advise the consumer when the commodity is put on the 
table that thatis oleomargarineand not butter? All thesethings may be 
done, and yet when this thing reaches a boarding-house table, the table of 
the hotel-keeper, or the table of any citizen there is no mark by which you 
can distinguish it from honest butter. It is there, and all the safe- 
guards taken would amount to nothing at all’ To reduce this tax to 2 
cents a pound would be to take out of this bill the very feature of it 
which makes it a protection of the dairy interest: And I say to the 
friends of the dairy interest that if they vote in this amendment they 
might as well decline to pass the bill at all, because, although all that 
has been provided for may be done, the butterine will be sold and it 
will be a rival to honest butter in the market and will reach the con- 
sumer and the consumer will have no means of determining what it is. 
. Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Doesthe gentleman believe honest butter will 
pot successfully compete with oleomargarine when the purchaser knows 

t? 


e with oleomargarine, 
purchaser knows it? 

Mr. BAYNE. He isthe not know it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He will if this bill is passed. — 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not care whether the retail grocer knows it, 
whether the wholesale dealer and the manufacturer know it, they may 
know it; but the consumers are the persons who ought to be advised. 


Mr. BAYNE. a ator 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


If you will incorporate into this bill some provision like what they have 
in the State of Vermont, requiring that oleo: ine shall becolored 
so that when itis put upon the table the consumer will be able to dis- 
tinguish its color from that of natural butter, then you will havea pro- 
tection; ner for my part you can then make the tax as low as you 
mill a pound, if you want to do it in that way. But unless 
Tet ia dew the passage of P this bill will be a keeping of the promise 
to the earand breaking it to the hope of the farmers of this country if 
you reduce the tax from 10 cents a pound to 2 cents. 
A tax of 10 centsa pound will cause the exportation of this material. 
I understand that it is being largely exported now. Let us keep this 
tax on it and encourage its exportation. Let us ‘‘ build up” our foreign 


omen yeep TAE, by subsidizing steamship lines, if necemary, and 
t rid of this “‘ sorpa product’’ to the other countries of the world. 
[Laughter J, But do not take from this bill its vital force, its efficacy, 


he Wal WARNER of) of Missouri. Does not the gentleman know that un- 
der the provisions of this bill the manufacturer may export oleomar- 
garine without paying the 10-cent tax. 

Mr. BAYNE. I know it, and I want it that way. 
one centof tax put upon that which is exported. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert “‘five.’’ 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, this debate has developed one remark- 
able fact: The legislative records of gentlemen who have opposed this 
bill are noticeable for their opposition to monopoly, centralization, and 
consolidation. Now I wish to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that the principal protests against this measure have se ae 
not only with boards of pate but with gentlemen who are controllin ling 
and mono’ many of the great industries of fhis country. I 
attention to the that ten or fifteen years ago the article of lard was 
produced all over the United States by every farmer, and the sale of it 
was not centralized in any one locality, while to-day if a man desires 
to engage in any considerable transaction in lard he i is obliged to go to 
the city of Chicago, and there have it dealt out to him by two or three 
firms who control the lard industry of the country, and at such prices 
as they may choose to part with it. 

same men who are at present controlling the wheat and corn 
markets and the lard and the hog products of the United States now 
to control the industry which seeks to displace the legitimate 

ies bA of the country. They can not control it until they de- 
stroy the farmer. But when they dodestroy the dairyman and his in- 
dustry, when his cows are sold by the sheriff and his farm is sold by 
sheriff and the seven millions of men who comprise this industrial 
class have been driven into bankruptcy and ruin by fraud and the arti- 
cle of pure butter can only be found on the tables of the rich, the wage- 
worker can have the privilege of buying from these gentlemen who are 
now appealing to this House a filthy, unwholesome counterfeit or imi- 
tation of butter at double the price at which the pure article can be 
procured if the dairy industry is preserved. I hear gentlemen on this 


I do not want 


floor saying that the opposition to this bill is in the interest of the wage- 
worker. If itis, sir, I fail to see it. 


I say that this bill is for the purpose of keeping disseminated through- 
out this country an interest which concerns the health and the comfort 
and welfare of all the people of the country and giving every man who 


The disti gen ennsylvania, my colleague, Gov- 
ernor CURTIN, speaks for the Knights of Labor. Other gentlemen on 
this floor speak in behalf of other classes, but the gentlemen who are 
opposing this bill have not yet expressed one particle of sympathy with 
the farmer. I can say to the House that the failure of this bill will 
put butter or its imitation representative into the hands of the biggest 
monopoly that exists in this country to-day. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert 
“one,” and I offer that as a substitute forthe pending amendment. I 
offer this amendment in good faith, and pledge myself if it be adopted 
to vote for the bill; but, sir, I can not vote for any bill that embodies 
the doctrine of protecting one domestic industry against another. In 
my interviews with the dairymen I have never heard one of them state 
that the object of levying this tax on oleo was to bring reve- 
nue to On the other hand, all of them have stated that 
the object was to protect the dairy interest of he country against the 
injurious competition of these products. Mr. C I can not com- 
mit myself to such a policy. I believe that the internal-revenue sys- 
tem is odious to the people of this country and inconsistent with the 


kaamean the pa t of our war debt I hold that that m should 
Laie away from our statute-books, [Cries of “Vote”? 
“Yote!” 
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The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GLASS] is not now in order. 
Mr. GLASS. . I offer it as a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not asubstitute. It is an amendment in 
the third degree, and is not in order. The question will first be taken 
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY ] totheamendmentof the gentleman from Illinois, Theamend- 
ment is to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘five.’’ 

ca" LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is not in order. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Is not debate in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order at this time. Debate has 
been exhausted and the question must now be put upon the amendment 
to the amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. McCREARY was 
rejected; there being—ayes 33, noes 90. 

Mr. GLASS. May I now offer my amendment as an amendment to 
the original amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman is now in 
order and will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by striking out the word “two” and inserting “ one,” 
making the tax 1 cent per pound, 

The amendment was rejected; there being—ayes 47, noes 118, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], which will be read. 

e Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, strike out “ten” and insert two,” so as to make the tax 2 cents 
per pound, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, is debate exhausted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can move to amend the amend- 


ment, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move then to amend the amendment by 
striking out the last word. 

Mr. it has been proclaimed to this House time and again 
by the representatives of the great butter industry, by those who speak 
for the agricultural interests of this country—and I represent that in- 
terest with others here—that all that is desired in this matter is such 
a law as will place the manufacture of ee separate and 
apart from the manufacture of butter, compelling the men who manu- 
facture eleomargarine to label or stamp it for what it is, so'that it may 
go to the consumer as oleomargarine and not as butter. Now, there is 
not a man on this floor who does not know that a tax of 2 cents a pound 
is ample and more than ample to pay the expense of bringing about 
that result. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to this side of the 
House—we are for protecting American industries against every kind 
of foreign competition—in that we differ from our friends on the other 
other side—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. Hatcn] has said that no expense would be incurred, and 
therefore we do not even need a 2-cent tax. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I tthe suggestion, even the 2-cent tax- 
ation is not required; but su a tax of this amount is necessary 
and is sufficient, I wish to say to my friends on this side of the House, 
if the time has come when you are willing to wipe out one legitimate 
domestic industry which but for your antagonistic legislation might 
survive and flourish, to wipe it out simply because it is the competitor 
of another domestic industry, you may expect that the specter of free 
trade will stalk to every town and village of this country within five 
years, and it ought to, as the inevitable result of the blow you deal at 
the protective system. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Now, let me say another thing. If oleomargarine is what gentlemen 
say it is, the bare of the character of the article, the bare re- 
quirement that it shall appear before the country for what it is, is enough 
to destroy it. If it can not stand on its own merits, it ought to die. 
If it can survive and flourish on its own merits, there is no right on the 

rt of Congress to strike it down, without other reason than that it 
ia entered the feld to compete for favor with another domestic prod- 
uct of the country, no matter whether that other product is of the 
field, shop, factory, mill, or dairy. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman vote for a proposition to require 
this product to be colored pink or blue or some other color which will 
distinguish it from butter? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is not necessary to color it pink or blue 
or to stamp on it a fae-simila of the American flag. It is simply neces- 
sary that it should pose in its own domain as oleomargarine; and if the 
people of this country desire to buy it, knowing what it is, upon its 
merits for what it is, if citizens of the country desire to manu re 
it for what it is, selling it in its true character, I deny the right of 
Con, to wipe it out simply because some other industry finds it in 
the field as a competitor. paeme 

Mr. HATCH. - The Speaker informs me that there are several exec- 
utive communications upon his table which should be presented to the 
House this evening, and I therefore move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker ha resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER varied that the Committee ba, Sot Whole 
House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, alsoimposing a tax upon 
and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of 
oleomargarine, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

: REBECCA ELDRIDGE. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a communication 
from the President of the United States, which the Clerk will read, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives : 

I return without approval a bill originating in the House of Representati 
numbered 2145, and entitled “An act for the relief of Rebecca Eldridge.” 

This bill ares for the payment of a pension to the claimant as the widow 
of Wilber H. Eldridge, ustered into the service on the 24th day of 
July, 1862, and d June 21,1865, He as Deere at the rate of $2 per 
month for a slight wound in the calf of the left leg, received on the 25th day of 
March, 1865. There is no pretense that this wound wasat all serious, and a sur- 
geon who examined it in 188) reported that in his opinion the wounded man 

was not i tated from obtaining his subsistence by manual labor; ™ that 
the ball “rather superficially through the muscles,” and that the party 
rae F TOT} said there was no lameness “un after long standing or walking a 
: On the 28th of January, 1881, while working about a building he fell backward 
from a ladder and fractured his skull, from which he died same day. 

Without a cle of proof and with no fact established which connects the 
fatal accident in the remotest degree the wound referred to it is proposed 
to grant a pension to the widow of $12 per month. 

It is not PA gerne thing to interfere in sucha case, But we are dealing with 


pensions and not with gratuities, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 28, 1886. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the bill and accompanying message be 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ELEANOR C. BANGHAM.,. 


The SPEAKER. TheChair also lays before the House the following 
communication from éhe President of the United States, which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the House of Representatives : 


I hereby return without approval a bill which originated in the House of Re 
resentatives numbered 1 and entitled “An act for the relief of Eleanor O. 


The claimant in this case isthe widow of John S. Bangham, who was mustered 
into the service of the United States as a private on the 26th day of March, 1864, 
and was discharged by General Order June 23, 1865. 

It appears that during his fifteen months of service he was sick a considerable 
part of the time; and thé records in two of the hospitals to which he was admit- 
ted show that his sickness was epilepsy. There are no records showing the 
character of his illness in other hospitals. 

His widow, the —— claimant, filed an application for pension March 12, 
1878, alleging that her husband committed suicide September 10, 1873, from the 
effects of chronic diarrhea and general debility contracted in the service. hg o> 
the evidence then produced her claim was allowed at the rate of $8a month, She 
remained upon the rolls until July, 1885, when a examination of the case 
was made, upon which it was developed and admitted by the pensioner that 
the deceased soldier had suffered from cgi anal from early childhood, and that 
during a despondent mood following an epileptic fit he committed suicide, 

Upon these facts it was determined by the Pension Bureau that the pension 
should not have been granted, and it was withdrawn. It was so satisfactorily 
poya that the disease which indirectly caused the death of the claimant's 

usband was not contracted in the service that,in my opinion, the conclusion 
arrived at on such exhmination should stand. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 28, 1886, 
Mr. MATSON. I move that the bill and accompanying message be 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed, 
The motion was agreed to. 


SIMMONS W. HARDEN. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House a communi- 
cation from the President of the United States, which the Clerk will 


read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I hereby return without approval bill numbered 1406, which originated in 
the House of Representatives, and is entitled “An act grantinga pension to Sim- 
mons W. Harden.” 

‘The claimant moaniowe ja this bill enlisted as a private December 30, 1863, 


and was discharged May 17, » 
He filed an application for pension in 1866, in which he — that he was in- 
jured in the left side by a fall from a wagon while in the service. 

In 1880 he filed another application, in which he claimed that he was afflicted 
with an grees Poh of the lungs and heart from overexertion ata review. His 
record in the Army makes no mention of either of these troubles, but does show 
that he had at some time during his service peje ger and intermittent fever. 

The fact that fourteen years elapsed after he claimed to have been injured by a 
fall from a wagon before he discovered that enlargement of the lungs and heart 
re real difficulty is calculated to at least raise a doubt as to the validity of 

is m. 

The evidence as to his condition at the time of enlistment, as well as since, 
uite contradictory and unsatisfactory. The committee to which the bill 
was referred report that * the only question in the case is as to his condition at 
time of enlistment, and the evidence is so flatly contradictory on that point that 
it is impossible to decide that question.” 

Notwithstanding this declaration it is proposed to allow him a pension of $16 
a month, though he has survived all his ailments long enough to reach the age 
of seventy-two years, 

k een the case presented the action of the Pension Bureau overruling 
his claim should not be reversed. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 28, 1836, 


ves 
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Mr. MATSON. I move that the bill and accompanying message be 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported thatthe 
committee had examined and found truly pa Py a bill (H. R. 4838) 
to abolish certain fees for official services to American vessels, and to 
amend the laws relating to shipping cage oy a manns and own- 
ers of vessels, and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed the 
same, 

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the House take a recess until half past 7 

o’clock this evening. 

Banas HAMMOND. If we take a recess until half past 7, will the 

session be for the consideration of pension bills only r? 

The PEAKER. The session this evening will be held ender the 
special order of the House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iask by unanimous consent that the session this 
evening be med till 8 o’clock. It is difficult for members to get 
back at half past 7, and few are present at that hour. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The House accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) took a 

_Tecess until 8 o’clock p. m, 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was called 
to order by the Chief Clerk, who directed the reading of the following 
communication: = d Taea 

S , 
PRAKER'S ROOM, A aragon D. O. May 28, 1886. 
People ee en a relay 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Hon. Jonn B. CLARK, J. 
Clerk Houseof assascatalions 


Mr. McCreary accordingly took the chair,as Speaker pro tempore. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills 
under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the privilege be accorded to each member present to call up a bill for 
consideration before proceeding with the general order. 

` There was no objection. 
ABEL MISHLER. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT called up the bill (H. R. 2964) to restore to 
the ion-list the name of Abel Mishler, of Pennsylvania; which was 
Sead ax EE 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au. 
thorized to restore to the pension-list the name of Abel M. Mishler, late first lieu- 
-tenant of Company H, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, and quartermaster of said regiment. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom-- 


mendation that it do pass. 
JENNETTE DOW. 
Mr. LYMAN called up the bill (H. R. 3363) granting a pension to 
Jennette Dow; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to enter upon the pension-roll of the United eam atthe 
rate of $8 per month, the name of Jennette Dow, widow of Charles E. Dow, 
late first sergeant of company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment of Illinois Infantry 
Volunteers. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out, in line 5, the words “at the rate of eight dollars per month” and in- 
sert ‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension Jaws.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

MARY RENFRO. 

Mr. NEAL called up the bill (H. R. 2358) granting a pension to Mary 

ast which was read, as follows: 

it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
named to place the name of Mary Renfro, mother of Mark ©. Renfro, deceased, 
late a private in Sempan DrD , Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, on the 
encima ToN of the U: States at the rate of $8 per month, according to the 


les and regulations governing such cases, said pension to continue d the 
ifetime Sot ma said Mary Renfro. = 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 


The soldier and son of claimant, Mark C. Renfro, enlisted as private in Com- 
ae D, Second Tennessee V: olunteers, September 1, 1861, and was killed in battle 


ul 1864. 
“Ghaimant filed application for pension as dependent mother on August 13, 1879, 
XViII——317 


which was “ y Pension Office December a bog on the ground thatthe 
soldier at the date of 4 death left a child surviving him. Thesoldier was killed 
end 20, 1864, and it is shown by the testimony of witnesses that his child died 


lo; S The fas are fully shown by the brief as prepared in the Pension Office as Kl- 
ws 

“ Bazzel Hedgcoth and F. M. Narramore testify that riir have been acquainted 
with the claimant and her family for fifty years; was acquainted with the soldier 
at and before his enlistment, at which e he and his np, Ber Pte wife were ging 
with and decree he his parents, and that soldier's wife died 
poet pon E F. Renfro, who within a few weeks after eaves an ies 

child was ay aei only child of said mue: said soldier was the’ youngest 

son of the claimant, and was her only support, and that he did prove for and 

contribute to her support before and after his enlistment; that claimant's hus- 
band, William Renfro, has been totally unable to perform manual labor since the 
death of the soldier. 

“ Clerk of court certifies that assessed value of ron estate assessed to claimant's 
husband from 1865 to 1881 varies from $500 to $1,600. 

“F, M. Narramore and J. F. Greer testify that the lands assessed to claimant’s 
husband were poor and rag rere cpa the title isin dispute, and that income 
ee not be worth $250; that claimant, or husband, has no income since 


Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 
ment: Strike out, in line 7, the words “at the rate of eight dollars per month.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to know who has charge of this bill? 

Mr. NEAL. I did not make the report on the bill, but I am ready 
to answer any questions the gentleman may wish to ask. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Are you familiar with the 
facts in this case? 

Mr. NEAL. Iam not only familiar with the facts in the case, but 
I know the parties personally as well as the witnesses who have testi- 
fied to it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Has this claimant any other 
sons, or had she any other besides this one? 

Mr. NEAL. Yes, sir; she has several other sons who have families 
of their own and live in that county. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Whatare their circumstances ? 

Mr. NEAL. They are all in very moderate circumstances. This 
land spoken of where this man lived is the table-land of the Cumber- 
land Mountains and is very unproductive, as everybody knows who is 
acquainted with that part of the country and its agricultural char- 
acter, 

If you will notice the report shows that there was a child of this sol- 
dier at the time of his death. The soldier was killed in battle and the 
child died two days after the soldier. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is stated that this claim was 
once rejected by the Department here upon the ground that the soldier 
left a child. It does not seem that the child was living at the time the 
application was filed. 

Mr. NEAL. No, sir, but at the time that the soldier was killed the 
child was living, and would have been entitled to the pension which 
belonged to the father, but the child died two days after. Technically 
the Pension Office could not grant the claim for a pension to the depend- 
ent mother under the law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Be kind enough to explain to 
cos the reason of the rejection. 

Mr. NEAL. Iam not familiar with the pension laws. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish toask a question in ref- 
erence to this case, and if the gentleman can not answer it, perhaps some 
member of the committee will be kind enough todo so. I wish to know 
why the fact that this child was living upon the date of the soldier’s 
death would militate against the claim of the dependent mother? 

Mr. ROWELL. Because that is the law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If there was any child living 
at all at the time of his death? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes; if any child was living at the date of the death 
of the soldier, that cuts out the dependent father or mother, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Suppose the child had died 
prior to the death of the soldier? 

Mr. ROWELL. Then the mother would have been entitled to the 


pension. 

Mr. NEAL. I supposeit is true that on technical grounds only the 
case was rejected. Had the child survived, of course it would have been 
entitled to the pension; but under the circumstances the committee 
think that it should go to the dependent mother. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, there are 
a number of us present here who are familiar with the productiveness 
of the Tennessee farmsand of that country where this land islocated. I 
suppose the gentleman occupying the chair, as well as myself, has trav- 
cled over that portion of the country and knows its character. Itseems 
that this claimant’s husband has a farm which is assessed at $500 to 
$1,600. That, it must be apparent, would be the assessed value of a 
very good farm in that part of the country—of course not a very large 
farm; but it is also said that this lady has vigorous sons. In addition 
now to the fact there is this farm, I do not think that this is a just 
claim upon public charity or shows a dependentcondition. They have 
not lost that farm, but have occupied it since the war, as shown by the 
testimony cited. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But the report shows that there is no in- 
come. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, there is no income but 
the crops on farms generally. There is not one farm ina thousand that 
has an income outside of the crops. In view of the fact that this lady 
has a number of vigorous children living, who at most would be called 
upon for a very sparse expression of love and ibility to care for 
her, I think under such circumstances it would have a tendency to 
dry up the Mean pe ae of natural love for the Federal Government to 
enter upon such ties. 

-We have never found that gifts of that character help society. I ob- 
ject to the pension upon those grounds. I do not think there is any 
state of di dency shown. ‘The bill had better be passed over, be- 
cause I require a quorum. 

Mr. NEAL. As tothe merits of this case and the proof on file, it 
is unnecessary for me to refer to them at any great length. The gen- 
tleman from Arkansas is certainly not familiar with the farming lands, 
especially on the table-lands, of the Cumberland Mountains where this 
womanlives. Although this woman has other children, as I havestated, 
who may be vigorous, still it is well known to every one who is ac- 
quainted with the productive character of the farms on those table- 
landsthat it is very difficult for the people there to subsist by farming. 
‘There may be 500 acres of land in this tract, rR egies farming land 
it may not be worth $500. ‘The proof shows all the other children of 
this woman have left her and have families of their own to provide for. 
The proof shows that this old lady was dependent upon her soldier son 
for her livelihood, and only upon the technical ground that this soldier 
had a child living at the time of his death, which died two days after- 
ward, the claim was rejected at the Department. I think, knowing 
the facts as I do, this is a meritorious case. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Has any gentleman posses- 
sion of the facts as to the expression of the Department in regard to 
that technical objection? Does the t state that but for that 
technical objection they would have granted the pension ? 

Mr. NEAL. They objected on that ground. That is whatis stated 
in the report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Departmentdoes not seem 
to have intimated that but for that objection the application would 
have been granted. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The Department never state it in 
that way. They state the grounds of rejection. They do not state 
what they might have done the facts been otherwise. 


a question. Suppose you had a farm worth , and suppose you had 
to hire the labor upon it, how much would be the income ? tper 
cent. of the value of the farm would be the income? Would it be 


over 10 cent. ? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. A farm assessed at $500 is 


worth a good deal more. 

Mr. ROWELL. ‘That depends on the State you are in. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We know as a general rule 
that property is not assessed at more than one-third of its value. 

Mr. ROWELL. In Massachusetts they assess it at 100 per cent. of 


its value. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We have no evidence in this |, 


case that the property is assessed at 100 cent. of its value. The 
general rule is to assess it at one-third of its value. 

Mr. ROWELL. Thevalue of the land is generally measured by the 
amount of income it would bring. f: 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And the income of a farm is 
always the income over and above the living. t 

Mr. ROWELL. The income of a farm is what it will bring after hir- 
ing the labor. If a man works his farm and puts his own labor upon 
it the amount of what would be his wages is taken into account in esti- 
mating the valueof thefarm. Measured by the income it will bring, a 
farm worth $1,000 may bring an income of $50 net; and that would not 
be a large sw for this ‘woman. z 

Mr. B E, of Arkansas. I would call that a very small 
income. But we know this, that when labor is hired on a farm like 
that they raise what they consume; they raise their hogs; they have 
their orchard, &c. 
Mr. ROWELL. edt you were to rent it, would not that be a 


way a ilo ren ean come of such a farm? 

«Mr. BREC i E, of Arkansas. Iask the gentleman to wait 
amoment. Iam demonstrating this from the standpoint from which 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] was looking at it. They 
have their garden; they have their living from the farm in nearly every 
particular; and whatever income they have issomething over and above 
the cost of living; it is surplus wealth. That is the way in which 
farmers estimate their income. They do not estimate the cost of living 
in the income. I think the gentleman from Illinois is enough of a 

to know that as well as I do. 

Mr. ROWELL. I do not estimate it in that way. Ifa man works 
his farm, what he earns upon it by his labor is deducted from the ac- 
count as wages. ‘The income above that is its rental value, and any 
farm that will pay 5 per cent. net is a good farm. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. My disposition is in every 

on case to give the benefit of the doubt toa claimant. I under- 

stand the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. NEAL] to say he knows the 
claimant. 

Mr. NEAL. It has been twenty years since I saw her. I saw her 
there while attending to a lawsuit. Her husband was then a magis- 
trate. He is still living and both are over eighty years of age And 
I know the land. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is the land poor? 

Mr. NEAL. Itis poor, as all the land on the table-lands of the Cum- 
berland Mountains is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Iam familiar with that coun- 
try myself, and I will ask the gentleman this: Do you believe this is 
a worthy case? 3 

Mr. NEAL. I believe it is, otherwise I would not have presented it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Do you think she is ina con- 
dition of dependency? 

Mr. NEAL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas., I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BRADY. `I should like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas a 
question. The gentl spoke in a low tone of voice, but I under- 
stood him to say in ussing the question that he regarded a pension 
as public charity. 


IDGE, of Arkansas. I expressed no such opinion 
I look fipon a proper pension as a public duty. 
The amendmght recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as ded was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. . 


ABRAHAM POINTS. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I call up the bill (H. R. 8556) granting a pension 
to Abraham Points. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to placethe name of Abraham Points, late a private in Company C, Forty- 
second cons Hyer Missouri Infantry, and now a resident of Allerton, Iowa, on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to hear the report in that case. , 
The report (by Mr. ConGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (M. R. 8556) 
granting a pension to Abraham Points, have considered the same, and beg to 


report: 

Phis soldier was a private in se eof Forty-second Missouri Volunteers, 
He filed his declaration for pension ber 8, p thatat Tullahoma, 
Tenn., in February, 1865, some comrades caught hold in a playful way 
and threw him down, injuring his left arm so badly that the elbow-joint became 
anchylosed, and has so remained to this date. e also alleges that at Shelby- 
ville, Tenn., in the fall of 1864, his eyes became sore, and so continued until the 
left eye is nearly blind and the right very muchaffected. His claim was rejected 
by the Pension Office “on the ground that the disabilities for which pension is 
claimed existed before enlistment.” 

_ The rejection seems to have been based upon the result of a examina- 
tion, in which it was elicited that claimant, when a child, his arm dislo- 
cated, and at one time had sore eyes; but it is also very clearly proven that this 
early injury to arm never disabled him from the performance of all kinds of 

man labor, and that the elbow was not when he enlisted, nor dur- 
ing his service, until the accident alleged, his officers swearing that he always - 
f gr — could handle his musket as well as any one up to the time of the in- 

u arm, 

The soundness of his eyes at enlistment is proven by affidavits of his officers 
and of the physician who examined him at enlistment, 

t. Peter Thompson and Lieut. N. H. Wykoff, both of soldier's company, 

testify to the fact of the playful scuffle in which claimant was injured ; that the 
ers were not excited, nor angry, nor under the infiuence of liquor. They 
— both testify to incurrence of sore eyes and their continuance until dis- 


The sontikukes to the present date of both disabilities is well authenticated 
Pe Ree eae by physicians. The latest medical examination gives the fol- 


H ha aap conjunctivitis lids of both eyes, and considerable opacity of both 
corneæ. At times vision so obscured that can not see to perform manual labor; 
disability one-half. Has anchylosis of left elbow-joint; b semi-flexed; pro- 
nation and supination lost; no pain in part; one-fourth. 

“A.H. WRAY, Examining Surgeon.” 

Your committee find that this soldier was disabled in the service, and from no 
fault of his; his disabilities have been continuous and still exist. They believe 
he should be pensioned, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill, 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I think we have 
arrived at a stage in the action of Congress upon: these pension matters 
when this House ought to stop for a moment to consider how far in the 
discharge of their public duties they can go in voting away the money 
of the people in the form, not of pensions, but of gratuities. The re- 
port just read shows a case presenting this state of facts, that the in- 
juries received by the applicant for a pension did not in any way or de- 
gree arise from the di eofany military duty. They wero such in- 
juries as are incident to any condition of civil life and such as might 
occur whether the party was in the Army or out of it. Without as- 
signing any reason why military duty brought upon him sore eyes, 
this man claims a pension because his eyes got sore, and also because, 
in skylarking or playing a game, he received other injuries. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I submit that the claim here made far exceeds any claim 
that any soldier has a right to make upon his country, and in calling 
the attention of the House to the facts of this case, I want to call at- 
tention also to the character of our legislation generally upon this sub- 
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ject. I donot mean to deal unkindly with the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions; Ido not mean to deal unkindly with anybody in this House, 
nor with any side of it. Ido not desire to wound or shock the feel- 
ings, the sympathies, or the sentiments of anybody, but I do desire, in a 
calm unimpassioned manner to put in as condensed form as possible 
some statements that may go to the country showing how we legislate 
here upon the subject of pensions. 

I start out with the proposition that the granting of pensions by this 
House is done usually by less than twenty men. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Then why does not the gentleman attend 
these pension sessions and make the number twenty-one? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Iwill tell you directly. Isay the 
granting of pensions is usually done by less than twenty men, and of 
those twenty men it is safe to say that not more than two have ever 
read the bills or the reports that are presented here to be acted upon. 

In this statement I include the members of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and I say that as a rule not more than two out of the 
twenty could make any statement of any given case if called upon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How does the gentleman know that? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. More than two-thirds of these pen- 
sion cases are passed without even the report made by the subcommit- 
tee being read to the House. 

As illustrations of this what have we seen? I stood here at the last 
session of this House and witnessed action on the case of a soldier who 
forty-four years ago enlisted in the Army, and in “ the piping 
times of peace,” in the State of New York, was granted leave of ab- 
sence for twenty-four hours, went off, got on a spree, lay out at night, 
had his fingers frost-bitten and had them amputated by the surgeon. 
Forty years after that amputation that man came here and asked for 
a pension. Itwas granted to him as a man who had been disabled in 
the service of his country, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions rec- 
ommended and pushed that case through this House under the opera- 
tion of the previous question, 

Mr. ROWELL. Will the gentleman please state how the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions got jurisdiction of that case? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I do not know, sir. 

Mr.STRUBLE. Was the gentleman present when the case was acted 
u ? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I was, sir. 

A Mr. HAYNES. I wish the gentleman would state where he gets his 
acts. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I got my facts from the report 


made by the committee to this House. 

Mr. HAYNES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from West Virginia whether he means to say that in any report made 
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions the statement has been made 
that any applicant or any proposed beneficiary of any pension bill in- 
troduced here went off and got on a spree and had his fingers frozen 
off. I have heard every report read in that committee and I do not 
know of any such case, and I will say, in defense of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, that every report that is made upon a case is read to 
the full committee and passed upon by the full committee. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Ido not yield for a speech. Gen- 
tlemen, if you want to speak you will have yourown time. If you 
want to ask questions, I will answer them. 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman give the name of the case to which 
he has referred ? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I do not rememberthe name, but I 
will tell the facts, and the chairman of this committee knows of the facts. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is not prob- 
able that he is mistaken in regard to the committee. Is it not the fact 
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions has no jurisdiction of such cases ? 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the-gentleman from 
West Virginia whether he referred to me when he said just now that 
the chairman of the committee knew the facts of the case as he has 
atated them? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MATSON. Do you say that I paste those facts ? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Were you not present when the 
case was acted upon? 

Mr. MATSON. Iwas not, and I never heard of any such case until 
you mentioned it here. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STRUBLE. Was not that a case in the last Congress? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I said it was in the last Congress. 

Mr. HAYNES. Was it not something you dreamed of? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I am willing to answer questions, 
but I do not want impertinence. 

Mr. MATSON. I understood the gentleman from West Virginia to 
say that it was at the last pension session of this House. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No; I said at the last session of 
Congress. 

Mr. MATSON. If the gentleman refers to anything that transpired 
in the last it is impossible for me to remember with accuracy, 
but I understood him to refer to the last meeting of this House. 

op GIBSON, of West Virginia. Well, I will call your attention to 
the case. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that report was made; the bill came before this 
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House at night. I objected to it, and spoke against it, but said I did 
not desire to take the responsibility of defeating a pension bill; thatall 
I wanted was avote of the House. The promise was made, as the REO- 
ORD shows, that there should be a discussion of the question in the 
House next morning; and I left the House that night with that un- 
derstanding. But when the bill came up in the Honse next morning 
the previous question was called, and though I desired to speak on the 
question and oppose the bill I was refused that opportunity, and the 
case was passed. 

Now, I follow up that casewith another. A soldier professed to have 
been hurt in the State of Florida forty years before by having a barrel 
roll over him while he was unloading a boat. He came to this House, 
and this committee at this session of Congress reported not only in fa- 
vor of granting him a pension, but the report granted him arrearages 
for forty years; and but for my calling attention to that fact, and pro- 
testing against it, the bill would have passed granting him arrearages 
for forty years. When I called the attention of the committee to if the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BRADY] frankly stated that it was an 
error, that the committee had not intended to make such a report. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman sior ane a moment? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Yes, 

Mr. BAYNE. As I understand, cases meat ay elass about which the 
gentleman is talking belong not to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
but to the Committee on Pensions; and the session of the House to-night 
is not for the consideration of cases reported from the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes, if is. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, I thought it was not. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Vi irginia. I do not remember whether dues 
reports to which I have referred came from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions or the Committee on Pensions; but I am talking about the ac- 
tion of the House upon the subject. Now, here are two cases in which 
forty years ago—— 

Mr. BRADY. Willthegentleman pardon mea moment? Iam sure 
he does not want to misrepresent that case which I reported. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Certainly not. 

Mr. BRADY. I think the gentleman is isaka in his statement. 
The committee had agreed not to grant arrears of pension, because it 
has been the invariable rule of the Committee on Pensions, as well as 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, in the present Congress not to grant 
arrears of pension. 

This bill in that form was submitted through inadvertence and mis- 
take, and I was about to take the floor to call attention to the fact when 
the gentleman from West Virginia mentioned it, and as soon as he did 
so I stated to him frankly at the time as I have since that there was an 
error in making the report. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Why, Mr. Chairman, that is just 
what I said. I. stated that when I called the attention of the House to 
the matter the gentleman from Virginia very promptly and frankly 
stated that the report was made through inadvertence, and that the 
committee had not intended to make such areport. But that docs not 
do away with the fact that such a report was made, nor does it do 
away with the fact that the attention of the committee—— 

Mr. BRADY. Will the gentleman permit me one further remark? 
The report itself did not report in favor of allowing arrears, but the 
portion of the bill providing for that, through some inadvertence of the 
printer or some one else, was not stricken out. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Still, Mr. Chairman, the fact is not 
altered that these pension matters do not receive proper consideration 
inthis House; that they are passed with undue haste and without proper 
regard to the rights of the people in the matter. 

What is the state of affairs which we find existing to-day? Over 20 
per cent. of all the revenues of this great Government is now being paid 
in the shape of pensions. There is pending in the other House, witha 
probability of passage, a bill providing for an additional class of pen- 
sions which will increase that amount $25,000,000 annually. 

Mr. ROWELL. That bill has already the other House. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Then a bill has already been 


passed - 
there increasing the amount of these pensions $25,000,000 annually, 


making over one-third of the revenues of this Government annually 
diverted from the business of the country to be paid in the shape of 
pensions. Add to this further legislation in the other House, which 
will probably pass, entailing upon the public Treasury an expenditure 
of $244,000,000 to be paid in the shape of arrearages; and we shall 
have granted in one single year by acts of Congress a greater sum than 
is raised by all sources of revenue from the sixty million people of this 
country. 
Mr. PERKINS. We will be in debt. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Yes, sir; we will be in debt. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is why we want a tax on oleomargarine. 
Ltenghtee: ] : 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Does the gentleman by his argument 

mean to imply we should stop paying any pensions ? 

Mr. G N, of West Virginia. If you gentlemen will not con- 
tinue to interrapt me I will answer all these points before I get through. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I thought you yielded to me fora 
question. 
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Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. There is no use asking me ques- 
tions on a subject upon which I must express myself necessarily in the 
line of my argument before I get through. f 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I do not wish to interrupt the gentle- 
man without his consent. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Here is the remarkable spectacle 
of more than the revenue of this Government in one single year pro- 

to be paid out for pensions. 

Now, the theory of pensions is not one of gratuity, or bounty, or 
compensation. It is not intended by pensioning a man to compensate 
him for his services. No govérnment under the sun so construes it. 
This Government does not so construe it. But, on the contrary, the 
theory of pensions is that when a man has become disabled in the per- 
formance of his duty then the Government will not let him suffer but 
will take care of him. And the taking care of him simply means pro- 
vision for him in the future and not paying him for any service in the 


t. 

Pie have need, sir, of money for other purposes. This Government 
has great need of money for a great many other p We have 
great need of money for military p We are to-day without 
any sufficient navy to defend any portion of our seacoast or any portion 
of our country or any portion of our commerce from the inroads of an 
enemy. We are to-day in that position we do not dare resent the in- 
sult any nation may put upon us or injury it may do our commerce. 
And yet in this condition, when we are without money for those neces- 
sary purposes, we are asked to continue to pay out the money needed 
for the protection of our seacoasts which are now defenseless. We have 
no ordnance, nor have we any of those things which are necessary for 
our defense because large sums of money—— 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
question ? f i 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I do not like to be so discourteous 
as to refuse to yield fora question, and I hope gentlemen will show 
the same courtesy to me on the other side and not expect me to yield. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. What has become of the surplus in 


the & year ? 
Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Iam not undertaking here tomake 
a partisan speech. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The country will judge of that. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Nor will I be dragged into a speech 
of that sort. There are many things I mightsay about the Republican 
rule if I chose to go into that_subject. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Do not do that. ter. J ; 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No; I will not. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, I simply desire to call the attention of the House to this character 
fo legislation and to better attention be paid to it. 

What did we see at the other end of the Capitol quite recently? We 
saw two or three hundred pension bills passed in a bunch without be- 
ing read. We are pursuing the same policy here now. Gentlemen on 
the other side want to know if I think this Government ought to stop 

ying pensions. I tell them no. There is no man who has worked 
faria to secure legitimate pensions to his constituents during the last 
six years than I have done for my constituents, and the records of the 
Pension Office will show it. I think every man entitled to a pension 
ought to have one. I think every man disabled in war should have a 
ers I think every man disabled by reason of his service should 

ve a pension. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The gentleman from West Virginia says, 
as I understand him, that every man entitled to a pension ought to have 
it. -I ask him to yield to me to call up the case of a man who ought 
to have one. [Laughter. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West irginia. I want to know whether the case 
here reported comes within the provisions of the rule. The injury was 
not caused in the military service. Hewasnotonthemarch. He was 


- not complying with any order. He was not carrying any musket. He f 


was not, in fact, rendering service that would entitle him to a pension. 
If every man who Teire. an injury while in the Army from one cause 
or another entirely disconnected with the military service is to be pen- 
sioned where are we to stop? Is it not right we should draw the limit 
somewhere? Is it not right we should confine that limit to injuries 
received while actually in the performance of military duty? 

If the House would do that I am certain that there is nobody, on this 
side at least, who would raise his voice againstit. If the House would 
do that, so far from raising a voice against it I would gladly help the 
system. But I do think it right, in view of the vetoes of the President 
and the attention he has called to the cases which have passed the 
House, that some more consideration should be given to these matters, 
for it shows that we are ing this bill without due consideration. 
Now, I think if the committee—— 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. We are certainly giving this bill 
reasonable consideration. Does not the gentleman think so ? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. That is exactly what I want todo. 
I think if the Committee on Invalid Pensions would give a little more 
attention to these matters, if the House here, when they come to act 
upon them, would give a little more attention, the result would be to 
remove a great and crying objection to this pension system, and so far 


‘some technicality. 


from hurting the interests of the soldiers, those who have a real interest 
in the pension laws, it would help them in gaining their pensions. 
Thatis all I have to say. Itis, as I said before, only with a view to the 
public interests, and no desire of calling in question any man’s inten- 
tions or wounding any sentiment, nor is it for the purpose of making 
any i but simply to protest against this unlimited and 
apparently indiscriminate granting of pensions without dueand proper 
consideration. 

Mr.MATSON. Mr. Chairman, the criticisms and strictures which 
have been made by the gentleman from West Virginia upon the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions are unjust, as I propose to show the House. When 
he says that the Committee on Invalid Pensions bring in bills here and 
that no man on the committee but one or two know anything about 
the facts of the cases so reported, he is simply mistaken. *No bill, not 
one that has ever been reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to the House while I have been the chairman of it at least, has had 
ever less than eight members of the committee—a quorum—present, 
who have heard the whole report read, and made a careful investiga- 
tion and passed upon thebill. Nota single bill has passed otherwise. 
If anything else isi that had been done a rule of the House, and a 
parliamentary rule, would have been violated by the committee. Ido 
not think the gentleman from West Virginia meant to that. 

The fact is, and I repeat it, that there never was a single bill reported 
to the House that has not had the careful consideration of at least eight 
members of the committee; and in addition let me say that committee 
has had a session on every Tuesday and every Friday during the whole 
session of this Congress up to this time, and usually, I may say, at 
nearly every session more than eight members are present and fre- 
quently the whole committee. That committee hasbeenat work. It 
has reported a large number of bills to the House. Do gentlemen com- 
paa because the Committee on Invalid Pensions reported bills that 

ve been referred to them? The Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
organized for that purpose. We are organized to consider these bills, 
and give the relief asked for, where the facts warranted it, in such cases ` 
as could not be passed under the general law by the office because of 
We are trying to discharge that duty conscien- 
tiously and faithfully, and that committee-room is the workshop of the 
House. There is more work done there I think, and I do not say it 
boastfully—for very possibly I do not do my share of it—than is done by 
any other committee, 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. 
ask him a question? 

_ Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I will ask the gentleman if all the 
pensions of certain States are not referred to subcommittees of two or 
three? 

Mr. MATSON. They are referred to committees of one; each mem- 
ber of the committee having charge of the pensions from a State. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Then I ask if that subcommittee 
is not in the habit of examining the papers and reporting the facts to 
the whole committee? 

Mr. MATSON. Itis. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I want to ask then if it is not true 
that this subcommittee makes the reports, takes the pa) and acts upon 
them and the report is made to the committee and the evidence of the 
ease is considered only by the subcommittee, and then the committee 
acts upon that report whether it be correct or not? 

Mr. MATSON. Wherever a question is raised —— 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The gentleman does not answer 
my question. 

Mr. MATSON. You do not allow me to answer it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I am not asking the gentleman 
where a question is raised; but I am asking him as to the mode of 
passing the bills through the committee? 

Mr. MATSON. You do not give me the opportunity of answering. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Very well. Then I will yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. MATSON.” I say wherever there is a question at all about the 

where any one member of the committee raises any objection at 
all, the papers are all handed in and examined by the member, and it 
is frequently done in the committee. One member wishes to know 
some fact in reference to a case, and the papers are handed him and he 
is asked to look at it and investigate it. The matters are not consid- 
ered loosely by the committee or loosely, either, by the House. If they 
are, it is the fault of the members themselves who do not attend the 
sessions of the House to consider them. Certainly it is not the fault 
of the committee if they do not come here at these evening sessions. 
It is not certainly to be expected of the members of the committee 
who come here and attend these evening sessions that they will call 
for the reading of the report in each case, but if any gentleman desires 
that, we are always glad to have it done and to have a discussion upon 
these questions. But wedo not want to be criticised when we are not 
fairly open to criticism. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Is it notafact thatthis House has passed with a quorum present 
bills reported adversely by the Committee on Invalid Pensions? 


Will the gentleman permit me to 
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Mr. MATSON. That has been done in several instances. Where we 
have reported adversely bills forthe increase of pension they have been 
passed by the House with a quorum present. And I will say to the 
gentleman from West Virginia that we have reported more bills ad- 
versely than we have favorably, There have been now already referred 
to that committee about four thousand bills by this House; and of 
those that we have considered more have been acted upon adversely than 
have been acted upon favorably. Iwill not say the reports have been 
made in that proportion, but there has been adverse action more fre- 
quently than otherwise. Members say to the members of the com- 
mittee, ‘Let the report lie; do not make an adverse report.” 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I desire still to my question 
to the gentleman from Indiana, and to ask himif it is not the rule in 
his committee—I am not talking about the exception, where some man 
raises a question—if it is not the rule in his committee where one single 
member examines the case and makes a report, then that report is taken 
os the report of the whole committee? è 

Mr. MATSON. If they vote for it, it is; but if there be any objec- 
tion, it is not. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. But is it not the rule that objec- 
tions are not made on the report of a subcommittee? 

Mr. MATSON. It is impossible for me to say in what per cent. of 
the cases reported objections are raised. But that is the rule in all 
committees, just as in the committee over which the gentleman from 
West Virginia himself presides; if no objection was raised when the 
matter was brought before the committee he would not, I am sure, say 
it was improper if no objection was made that the report should be 
a to. And so itis here. There is this about it, Mr. Chairman, 
if there is a dishonest man on that committee, and he is willing to state 
facts in his report that do not exist, he might practice a fraud upon the 
committee and upon the House. But I think I know, and I believe 
the gentleman from West Virginia will say, that there is not a member 
of that committee, nor do I believe there is a member of this House, 
that would upon his solemn oath as a member of the House state in 
his report a fact that did not exist. That is all there is of it. 

* Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. There was no intention on my part 
to make any personal reflection upon any member of the committee. 

Mr. MATSON. I understand that. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I simply called the gentleman’s 
attention to what I have understood and have reason to understand was 
the rule of action upon this subject; and I desired to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that I did not consider that they are giving 
due consideration to cases involving so much of the public money. 

Mr. MATSON. I want to say to the gentleman from West Virginia 
that that rule is the same rule which obtains in all other committees 
so far as I know. Ihavenever heard of anyother. It isimpossible, as 
every member of this House knows, where so many bills are placed be- 
fore a committee, or even a much less number—it is impossible for the 
whole committee, for every one of itsmembers, togo into the details of 
every case. The gentleman himself must see how entirely impossible 
that would be. Butany criticism that comes from the gentleman from 
West Virginia or from any other source, I care not where, upon this com- 
mittee as having not fairly and fully considered the bills that are sent 
to it to be considered by the House is unfair and unjust, because I know 
what has been the work of that committee—of all of them more perhaps 
than myself; but I shall not remain silent and hear it said that com- 
mittee has been derelict in its duty when it has already reported to this 
House some seven hundred bills. I imagine the complaint is not that 
we Daye not done work enough, butrather that we have done too much 
work. 

Mr. WHEELER. I regret very much'to see the attitude taken by 
the gentleman from West Virginia. I agree with him fully that this 
House ought to do all that can be done to protect the honor of our 
country and to improve our Army and our Navy; butit is also impor- 
tant in that same line that we should take scrupulous care, and I be- 
lieve the Committee on Invalid Pensions has taken scrupulous care, 
to show to the country that any man who risks his life in battle shall 
have a proper pension given to him in case he is injured, or in case he 
is killed that his family shall be provided for. While I express those 
sentiments, I think every gentleman in this House will admit that I 
have done, while I have the honor of being a member of Congress, 
as much as was possible by my feeble efforts to sustain the honor of our 
country and protect the honor of every officer of our Government and 
to see that all soldiers receive their just compensation. While people 
may not think that I take that view on accountof certain circumstances 
that have transpired in this House, I wish to say a word in regard to 
what has transpired while considering the Army bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the Subsistence Department and for one Commissary-General, two colonels 
three lieutenant-colonels, eight majors, twelve captains (mounted), and addi- 
tional Rey for one hundred and forty acting commissaries, $79,500. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend by striking out Sie paraprak just read; 
and I give notice that at the proper time I shall move to e out the paragraphs 
beginning respectively on lines 100, 113, 116, 120, and 124. 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. BAYNE. It is very evident that the gentleman from Alabama 
proposes to discuss a subject that is not popen before the committee, 
The Committee of the Whole at these Friday evening sessions has & 
special jurisdiction confered by the order of the House. That jurisdic- 
tion is to consider cases reported from the Committee on Pensions, from 
the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and from the Judiciary Committee 
with reference to relieving persons from political disabilities. Any other 
subject than subjects which are reported from one of those committees 
is not properly before us at these Friday evening sessions, and the situa- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole here is entirely different from what 
it is when the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole—— 

Mr. WHEELER. Has the gentleman read my speech? : 

Mr. BAYNE, Wait a moment. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will you answer that question, please? 

Mr. BAYNE. Waitamoment. I say, Mr. Chairman, that oursitu- 
ation at these Friday evening sessions is entirely different from whatit 
is when the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of bills generally, and when almost any subject may be 
discussed. Itis quite evident from what the gentleman from Alabama 
has already said, that he proposes to discuss the Army bill, or some con- 
troversy that arose while the Army bill was under consideration in the 
House, and I submit thatthe discussion of a question of that sort on this 
occasion is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state in reference to the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that 
the business of this evening session is the consideration of pension 
eases. The Chair, however, is not able to anticipate what will be said 
by any speaker. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
knows the order under which this session is held, and will proceed in 
order, confining himself within the limits prescribed by the order of 
the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I shall endeavor to do so, but I 
think some explanation is n to sustain what is said in the open- 
ing Of my remarks, As I was about to say, the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] in carrying out this intention made four additional 
motions to strike out the other paragraphs as they were successively 
reached. The chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, General 
BRAGG, explained to him and to the House that all these appropriations 
were for the pay of officers who held their positions under existing laws, 
and that our failure to appropriate would not lessen the liability of the 


-Government to the officers referred to. 


The gentleman from Iowa had been very prominent in attacks upon 
the bill to provide for improving our rivers and harbors. He had used 
his best efforts to destroy many of the essential features of that meas- 
ure—— 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. My point is that the gentleman from Alabama is not 
discussing any subject before this committee. Â 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama states that his 
purpose is to illustrate his views of the question under consideration. 
There is necessarily a good deal of latitude allowed in debate, but the 
gentleman from Alabama will confine himself to the question before 
the committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I have heard with pleasure the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Alabama, especially his opening remarks, 
and I have no doubt that he means what he then said, but I hope he 
will not precipitate a discussion of this sort upon this occasion. There 
is no knowing where it will end, and the consideration of pension busi- 
ness may as well be given up if this sort of discussion is to be brought 
into these Friday evening sessions. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will state to gentlemen that I am willing to sit 
here until 11 o’clock to-morrow to vote on every bill that comes up. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But some of us will get pretty weary in the 
mean time. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. To-night has been set apart for the special 

urpose of considering pension bills; and as a member of the Pension 
mmittee, who always attends these Friday night meetings, I protest 
against a long debate on a question not before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Some latitude is of course allowed to a member 
in debating any question; but the gentleman from Alabama will please 
confine himself to the business before the committee under the order of 
the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. The RecorD shows that he made twenty different 
speeches in his continued and repeated assaults upon the bill; and when 
this amendment to the Army bill—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. Now I rise to a point of order. My point is the 
same as that which has already been made by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. It is evident that the gentleman from Alabama is not speak- 
inginorder. Iunderstand very well that my colleague [Mr. HEPBURN ] 
does not want any better fun than to have a discussion with the gentle- 
man from Alabama, but I also know he does not desire that the time of 
this Committee of the Whole on this occasion or any other Friday night 
shall be taken up with such discussion. I hope, therefore, that the 
gentleman from Alabama will realize the importance of going on with 
the business set for this evening. 
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i fag CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama will proceed in 
order. 

Mr. WHEELER (resuming). And when this amendment to the 
Army bill was coupled with the assertion that the next five phs 
would beattacked by him, were we not justified in our belief that the 
gentleman intended an assault upon every feature of the bill then being 
considered, the only effect of which, if successful, would have been to 
embarrass and block the machinery of the Government? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now I ask the Chair to in The point of 
order has already been made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania and 
the gentleman from Iowa. I make the same point and insist that the 
Chair should require the gentleman from Alal to confine himself 
to the question under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already stated, and he su 
the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. DocKERY J, as well as others, ob- 
served the fact, that the order of business ‘to-night i is the considera- 
tion of reports made from the Committee on Pensions and the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and bills for removing political disabilities. 
Objection has been made to the gentleman from Alabama proceeding 
with anything outside of that order. The Chair admonishes the gen- 
tleman from Alabama to proceed in order under the special order made 
for the transaction of business to-night. 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not wish to oorapy avy ima of this House 
which would be used in passing pension bills— 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to submit to the gentleman from Alabama a 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield ? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield for a question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Does the gentleman from Alabama propose to discuss 
the bill now before ic House? 

Mr. WHEELER. propose, after this explanation, to discuss the 
bill before the House. and advocate it. After the remark of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Pme I will say thatif agreeable to gen- 
tlemen of the committee, I will postpone my s] speech until after we have 
acted on these bills, if then I can proceed 

Several MEMBERS. Very well. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ifgentlemen will wait here and hear me. 

Several MEMBERS. Certainly. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I will agree to wait with pleasure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. ‘The report in this case shows that early in 1865 
the soldier named in the bill, while at Tenn., was standing 
in camp, when some of his comrades playfully seized him, and he en- 
gaged in a scufile trying to get loose from them. There was no drunk- 
enness, no anger on the part of any of them; but in the scuffle, in his 
effort to get loose, he received a hurt to his elbow, w which resulted in a 
permanent injury. The joint is anchylosed, and he has no use of it. 
It also appears that he contracted sore eyes while in the service, and 
they have continued from that time to'this. These facts are proved by 
the evidence of his captain and lieutenant. There is no controversy 
about them. But he had sore eyes before he went into the service; 
and when a small child he fell and injured his elbow: Although it 
was proved that he had perfect use of his elbow up to the time of this 
last injury, though he could go through the manual of arms without 
difficulty, could perform all the duties er a soldier, and although he had 
no sore eyes for years previous to his service nor until near its close, 
yet because of these antecedent difficulties the Departmentelected to say 
that the injuries were not incurred in theservice, and upon that ground 
solely refused to grant him a pension, assuming the fact that the in- 
juries were pensionable, provided they had not existed antecedently to 
his enlistment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to lay the bill 
aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CORNELIA R. SCHENCK. 
Mr. MAYBERRY. I call up the bill (S. 1584) for the relief of Cor- 
nelia R. Schenck. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Peect ned Bas te" io place on the Pension sir osnjen fonr agenar ond 
an on n- provisions ani 
limitations of the pens twa, the nans of Conella Ix Schenck, widow of Dan- 
F. Schenck, late poy of t the Fiftieth New York Engineer Corps. 


aa GLASS. Mr. Chairman, I know itisa very ungracious task to 
raise the point of no quorum. Yet I doubt whether this House ought 
to pass a solitary pension bill where the case has been rejected by the 
Commissioner of Pensions. We have been traveling in this direction 
at a very rapid and very reckless pace, and I do not think it proper for 
two or three dozen members to assemble here and pass forty or fifty pen- 
sion bills d one evening. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Will my colleague allow me a question? 

Mr. GLASS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. As my colleague hasspoken of the small at- 
tendance at these night sessions, I will ask whether this is not the first 
Friday night session that he has ever attended ? 

Mr. GLASS. I think this is the first night session I have attended, 


because my constituents are satisfied if I come here and work indus- 
triously and honestly in the da without returning at night. 

Mr. NEECE. Will the gen permit me to interrupt him to 
make a statement? 

Mr. GLASS. I will hear the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. NEECE. Many of these cases weare passing have been recom- 
mended by the Commissioner. 

Mr. HAYNES. Exceptional cases. 

Mr. NEECE. Yes, exceptional cases, and which would have been 
allowed by the Commissioner, but within the limitations of the law it 
was impossible for the claimant to secure hisproof in time. 

Mr. GLASS. The Commissioner of Pensions has particular facili- 
ties for ascertaining the proof in these cases. He has much better op- 
portunity, therefore, to act upon them than a few members here in 
this House. 

Mr. HAYNES. Whatadditional facility has the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions than are by the members of this House? 

Mr. GLASS. Under the law he has agents who go in the region of 
country where the claimant resides and they report the proof in each 
case to the Pension Office. 

Mr. HAYNES. I want to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
whether the Committee on Invalid Pensions has not precisely the same 
testimony which is before the Commissioner of Pensions? 

Mr. GLASS. In the matter of these pension bills it is done 
here, in my judgment, without due consideration. 

A MEMBER. Perhaps that is true. 

Mr. GLASS. Few members know what is transpiring when the 
House is considering these cases. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Does the gentleman speak from actual knowl- 
edge or is that merely his inference? 

Mr. GLASS. I have been here in daytime when the House has been 
passing upon these pension cases, and I do not think when these bills 
were being passed there were a dozen votes on either side and possibly 
there were not two dozen members in the House who knew what was 
going on. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

+3 GLASS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Does the gentleman know—— 

Mr. GLASS. Iam anew member. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Soam I. [Roars of laughter.] 

Mr. GLASS. I have hesitated to make this new point. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Let me interrogate the gentleman. 

Mr. GLASS. Let me get through first with what I wish to say. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Certainly. 

Mr.GLASS. Wehave exces at that point in this character of legis- 
lation when I believe it to be the duty of some member to bring the 
question before the House, and if no member of experience and greater 
ability than I possess will get up and say itis not right to go on and 
make these appropriations I feel it to be my duty to doit. I owe the 
responsibility tomy constituents, and I owe as well responsibility and 
duty to myself, and I can not acquit my conscience to stay away or 
stay at home when I know these bills are being passed in this manner. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman now permit me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. GLASS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOWDEN. My question is this: Does not the gentleman know 
this House has intrusted a certain number of members with the charge 
of this business—the Committee on Invalid Pensions—in whom it has 
perfect confidence? - 

Mr. GLASS. I have confidence in the committee, and I do not in- 
tend to cast aay reflection upon that committee. Imake no charges 
against the committee or any individual member of it, but I do make 
the assertion it isa wrong and improper class of legislation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman certainly does not wish to be un- 
derstood as m it is wrong and improper to pay pensions. 

Mr. GLASS. No; but I do say that it is an improper way for this 
House to conduct its business by passing such bills without a sufficient 
number of members present. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Does not the gentleman know this is the proper 
tribunal for just such cases as have been considered on these occasions? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee will be in order, and gentlemen 
will resume their seats. 

Mr. SOWDEN. The gentleman from Tennessee has yielded to me 
to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Does not the gentleman from Tennessee know this 
is the only tribunal to which a claimant whose case has been rejected 
at the Pension Office for want of technical evidence can come for relief? 

Mr. GLASS. This House has the intelligence to pass a law which 
will meet every emergency, and it is their duty to do it; and when that 
law is passed the officer upon whom has been imposed the burden of 
deciding these cases should be allowed to do so. 

Mr.SOWDEN. Isnotthe Committee on Invalid Pensions the proper 
body to pass on these cases? 

Mr. HAYNES. Just as much as a clerk in the Pension Office. 
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Mr. GLASS. This House has jurisdiction, and ought to exercise it 
by passing a law to cover all possible emergencies; and where the duty 
has been confided to the proper official and he has rendered his decision 
that ought to be a finality. 

Mr. SOWDEN. ‘Then if for want of technical evidence the claim is 
rejected, the parties are to be denied the right to come to Congress and 
ask relief; is that it? 

Mr. GLASS. No, sir-—— 

Mr. NEECE. Let me suggest to the gentleman, if he will aliow me 
a moment—— 

Mr.GLASS. Certainly. 

Mr. NEECE. The gentleman is laboring under a mistake, I am satis- 
fied, as to the facts in reference to the ing of these cases. He is 
conscientiousin his position, Tam satisfied, and not want to occupy 
a position that is not a proper one. The Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions does not pass upon any claim until it has been first rejected in the 
Pension Office. 

Mr. GLASS. I understand that. 

Mr. NEECE. When a case comes to us which has been rejected at 
the office we examine it, and we only allow such claims as have been re- 
jected through some technicality, just and equitable claims, and we rely 
strongly upon the equity of the cases. I can recite an instance in my 
own experience, a case which came under my own observation and was 

by me. ‘There wasasoldier, whose company I have forgotten, 
who was sent from the Seventh Kansas Regiment to visit the Seventh 
Illinois. He had to cross a stream of water which was full to overflow- 
ing, and was never seen or heard of again. His entire effects were left 
in camp. 

He was a truthful soldier and bore a good reputation. His mother, 
who was dependent upon him for her living, could not prove his death, 
and technically she was barred from the pension. It is such claims as 
that that we consider. She could not prove him to be dead. 

Mr. DANIEL, If he was absent for ten years the law would have 
deemed him dead. 

Mr. MAYBURY. Will the gentleman permit a question? Is his 
objection on account of the demerits of this particular case? 

Mr. GLASS. No; itis that there is too small a number of members 
present to-night to transact this character of business. 

Mr. MAYBURY. For if the objection was to this particular case, I 
would withdraw it, so as not to prevent the consideration of other busi- 


ness. 
Mr. GLASS. I am not speaking to the merits or demerits of any 


case, 

Mr. HEPBURN. [I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. GLASS. But Ido not think the House should legislate upon 
important matters with so small a number of members present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa rises to a question of 
order. 

Mr. HEPBURN, I make the point of order that the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee says he is not speaking to the merits or demerits of the case, 
consequently he is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee will confine him- 
self to the question before the committee. 

Mr. HERMAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
if his objection is to the merits of the pending bill or to the general 
subject of ions? - 

Mr. G I am not criticising the merits of this bill; I am only 
objecting to at with so few members present, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. rise to sustain the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Iowa. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that itis well 
known by all members present to-night that the House of Represent- 
atives, when they made the special order for Friday sessions for pension 
cases, understood that there would be the liability of asmall attendance. 
They understood that it lay within the power of any member of the 
House to raise the point of order of no quorum at any timeif any one 
saw fit to do so; and this was well understood by gentlemen now pres- 
ent. I wish to therefore, to the gentleman who has just occu- 
pied the floor, and also to the gentleman from West Virginia, who 
preceded him, and to other gentlemen on thatside of the House, that 
if it be true, as it seems to be, that they came here to-night for the 
purpose of preventing ns from going on with pension legislation they 
should in good faith say so and let us go to our homes, [Cries of 


“Regular order!” 
The gentleman will confine himself to the ques- 


The CHAIRMAN. 
tion of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam confining myself to it; but desire to criti- 
cise the fact that the discussions this evening have not been to the 
merits of bills presented, but have been entirely directed to a denial of 
the propriety of any of this legislation atall. And I repeat, if itis the 
purpose of gentlemen on that side of the House to raise the issue that 
we shall have no more pension legislation this session let them make 
it now and let the country understand it. 

Mr. CANNON, I desire to say a single word upon the point of or- 


der. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I withdraw the point of order. 


Mr. GLASS. I have nothing else to say, but I wish to make a word 


of reply to the gentleman on my right, whom I do not know—— 

Mr, CANNON. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. GLASS. Iwill in a moment. I will say to the gentleman on 
my right, whom I do not know—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is your misfortune. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GLASS. I will say to the gentleman that I did not know the 
gentleman from West Virginia was to be here to-night, nor have he and 
I had a conversation about these night sessions to-night or atany other 
time. The fact that we are here together to-night is purely accidental. 
I will state to the gentleman that I did come here with the view of 
seeing how small a number of members were passing these bills, and 
if it were totally out of proportion to a quorum I was disposed to make 
an objection. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. GLASS. I will say I did that without consultation with any 
other gentleman. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Let me say to the gentleman from Tennessee I 
had not the slightest intention of attributing to him any conspiracy. I 
wished merely to ask him whether it is the pw to raise the ques- 
tion here of the propriety of any pension legislation ? 

Mr. SOWDEN. The gentleman from Tennessee yields to me fora 
question. l 

Mr. WILLIS. I am satisfied the gentleman from Tennessee is 
through if gentlemen will only let him alone. 

Mr. GLASS. Iwill hear the question of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. SOWDEN]. 

Mr. SOWDEN. -I wish to ask the gentleman whether this is not the 
the first evening he has been here during the session ? 

Mr. GLASS. This is the first Friday night session I have attended. 

Mr. SOWDEN. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. GLASS. Iam willing to have that go on record. My constit- 
uents did not send me here to work at t. ‘They expected if I did 
an honest day’s work they would be satisfied. Ithink if we meet here 
in the daytime and pass appropriation bills and revenue bills and then 
go home, the country will be better off. ; 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to say a word about the bill under con- 
sideration. Many of us have bills that are meritorious. This bill, I 
think, is meritorious, as shown by a report of the committee, a ma- 
jority of which are Democrats and a minority Republicans; all of them 
painstaking, honorable men. They havemade their report. It comes 
on their honor after inv: ion. 

Now, Friday night sessions, almost ever since I have been a member 
of this House, have been about like this Friday night session, except 
that there are more members here to-night than ordinarily are; and I 
submit to my friend from Tennessee that the proper way to proceed in the 
line of precedent would be to take the cases, case by case, and if the 
report does not show it is a meritorious case after discussion, then let 
him make the point of order there is no quorum here, and no doubt 
the gentleman in charge of the bill would withdraw it if the point of 
order was made under such circumstances, and then let the next one 
come up. A number of bills are here that I know are meritorious. I 
know of one especially where the claimant is old, suffering, and unfor- 
tunate. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I make the point of order that the gentle- 
man from Illinois is not discussing the bill before the committee. 
Fi CANNON. Then Iyield the floor. I have no desire to speak 

er. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

THOMAS S. HOPKINS. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I call up the bill (S. 183) for the relief of 
Thomas S. Hopkins, late of Company C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That Thomas S. Hopkins, late a private in Coupeny O, Six- 
teenth Maine Volunteers, now on the pension-roll, be, and he is hereby, cx- 
ompted; by reason of mental incapacity, from the limitation prescribed in sec- 
tion 2 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1879, entitled “An act maki: 
appropriations for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted by act 
Co approved January 25, 1879,and for other purposes,” and he shall be 
entitled to and there shall be paid to him the same rate of pension, and the 
same arrears thereof, as if his es for a pension had been filed with and 
allowed by the Commissioner of Pensions prior to June 16, 1880. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I ask for the reading of the report, 
The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 183) 
for the relief of Thomas S. Hopkins, late of Company OC, Sixteenth Maine Volun- 
teers, submit the following ATS 

The facts upon which this claim is based are set forth clearly in the report of 
the Senate Committee on Pensions, which this committee adopt, with a recom- 
mendation that the bill do pass. 

Thomas 8. Hopkins, late a private in Company C,Sixteenth Regiment Maine 
Volunteers, seeks relief from the limitations of the arrears-of-pensions act of 
March 3, 1879, on the ground that from a time some months prior to the passage 
of said act down to a period subsequent to the 30th of June, 1880, he was 
vented, by reason of the extreme severity of his illness and by mental and pèys- 
ical disabilities, from making an apta for arrears in accordance the 


provisions of said act. It appears t upon the first return of mental strength, 
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and as soon as he could dictate a apis A November 20,1880, that he made 
an application for a pension, which was gran 
gress, and a bil gr Sirens eaten eee 
an 
tives. The Senai fo Ce prha eain aa EISE, TA i adversely upon 
it, on the gro mat EDNA tan Gian eD AA mela t to substantiate the 
ant’s disability, Subsequent to this report additional testimony upon this point 
was procured, ae the following statement from Drs. W. johnston and 
H. D. Fry, his attending es which statement seems to your committee 
as conclusive evidence o! fact that during the time within which raea 
tions could be made for arrears of pension under the act above referred to 
nt was mentally and physically disabled from nea advan ae i 
provisions, and for these reasons the com believe that er is 
entitled to the relief sought for, and they recommend the aeryen of the kaeo 
panying bill as a substitute for Senate bill No. 183. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Maine one or two questions. What is this claimant re- 
ceiving now? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I believe it is $50 a month. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. His sufferings are very severe, 
I presume? 

Mr. REED, of Maine.. He is a very great sufferer. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What amount of money will 
this bill carry? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I can not say. It simply puts him in the 
same position as he would have been in if he had not been mentally in- 
capacitated from making his application in proper time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. He would receive arrearages 
upon the basis of the pension that he first received, I presume? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I so understand it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not upon the basis of subse- 
quent increases of pension? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I suppose not. . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like some member 
of the committee to make a statement about that. 

A MEMBER. Is he in a dependent condition? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I am informed by a gentleman at my side 
he is de} ent for support on his family. 

Mr. YNES. I will state to the patente from Arkansas that 
this bill proposes to give the claimant a back to the time this 
disability came upon him. It came upon him very suddenly. It did 
not date back to the time of the war. My i Se ase is that this cov- 
ers arrears for a period of about three years. € was not pensioned at 
that time, as I understand, and the arrearages are not to date beyond 
the time when he was completely prostrated. 

Mr. PRICE. The bill carries about $1,800. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, The statements which have 
been made I think are satisfactory. They are so to me. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELLEN J. WELCH. 


Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Signed I call up the bill (H. R. 7721) 
granting a pension to Ellen J. Welch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he here 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen J. 

Welch, late of the Third Massachusetts Light Batte 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN w. PAYTON. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. 
R. 7750) to place the name of John W. Payton on the pension-roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ogee &c., That the Secret 
structed to place the name of John . Payton, late a private in Com ays fe 
Eighteenth Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to lim- 
itations and provisions of the pension nad a of the United States. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MRS. ANNIE S. WEBB. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill 
(H. R. 8142) granting a peuran to Mrs. Annie 8. Webb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aig’ he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions : and 
limitations of the pension laws, he name of Mrs. Annie S. Webb, a volunteer 
nurse in the late war, at the rate of $25 per month. 


An amendment reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
striking out ‘‘twenty-five”’ before the word “ dollars” and substitut- 
ing ‘‘twelve’’ was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
ash to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

MRS. LETITIA J. GARRARD. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 4816) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Letitia J. Garrard. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be 4 enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


is, au- 
of fe and 

cleb, widow of John H. 
ry Artillery. 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
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limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Letitia J. Garrard, dependent 
mother of Daniel Garrard, late captain of Company F, Twenty-second Ken- 
tucky Volunteers, 


A MEMBER. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the report in 
case. 
The report (by Mr. TAULBEE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R- 

4816) te granting a pension to Letitia J. Garrard, submit the following report: 

Claimant is the widowed mother of Daniel Garrard, deceased, who was cap- 
tain of Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, and who 
was killed in battle near V icksburg,. December 29, 1862. 

Her claim for pension was rejected on the ground thatshe was not dependent 
on the soldier for support at the time of his 

Claimant's husband was, at the time of the soldier's death, Dying ana fi in re- 
ceipt of $1,700 per annum as a salary, as treasurer of Kentucky; his th was 
at the time of enlistment of soldier very feeble, so feeble that he could not per- 
form the duties of his said office and kept the soldier in the office, where he 
(soldier) performed the duties thereof, and to that extent contributed to the sup- 
port of claimant and her invalid husband. 

The claimant's husband owned at the time of soldier's enlistment an interest 
in salt-works property in Kentuck: cien was afterward destroyed by order of 
General Buell to prevent their fa! into the hands of the confederates. The 
destruction of the property rende cit almost worthless, and it was afterward 
sold by the husband foranominalsum. He also owned asmall farm in Frank- 
lin County, Kentucky, but owed the price therefor, and for which it was 
afterwardsold. He also owned a house in the city of fort, ort bidet en in which 
the claimant now lives ; this being all that is left of the property of nd, 
Soldier frequenti during his sorties in the Army contributed to the Sennen of 
his mother; the r died soon after the soldier was killed. 

The claimant is now old and in needy circu ces, With no means of sup- 
port, except what little money she earns by her own labor in keeping 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


EDWARD COLEMAN, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 8351) for 
the relief of Edward Coleman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is, authorized as 
directed to place the name of Edward Coleman, late a private in Compan 
Fourth Reglment Illinois Cavalry Volunteers, and of Company C, One Rental 
and sixth ent Illinois Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Let the report in the case be 


read. 
The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
8351) rah rey relief of Edward Coleman, report: 
That this claimant served through the Mexican war,and when discharged 
from bat service was suffering hone chronic diarrhea. 
He made Sppeann for pension in 1850, but before the — had been adjudi- 
ae the papers in the case were lost while in the hands of claimant's attorney 
ker, Ohio, and were never found. 
ugust, e, he enlisted in Company H, Fourth Illinois Cavalry, and served 
anh March, 1862, when he was discharged by reason of chronic diarrhea, 
On December 24, 1863, he re-enlisted as a private in Company O, One hundred 
and sixth Illinois Volunteers, and was oaa n 1865. 
Claimant in recent years has endeavored to claim for pension 
for disabilities incurred in the Mexican war, but was unable to prosecute it to 
a successful issue, owing to the impossibility ‘of securing evidence of comrades, 


&e. 
In 1881 he filed po 4 anette for a pension, alleging asthma, diarrhea, and d, 
pepsia as a result of his military service in the war of the rebellion, This 

was rejected on the ground that alleged disabilities existed prior to enlistment. 

A special examiner of the Pension Office, who invested the case at the home 
of Claimant, says that— 

This man is a total wreck; his mind is feeble, and he can not live long. He 
is a man of fair reputation, and I believe his statements could be relied upon if 
his memory was not so defective. After a careful tion of the case I am 
inclined to believe that as it now stands it ought to be rejected, although I be- 
eh claim meritorious as to chronic diarrhea contracted while in the Mex- 

ican war.’ 

Claimant was examined by the Terre Haute board of surgeons in 1885, who 
reported as follows: 

‘He is thin, spare, stoop-shouldered, and broken down. Bowels receding. 
slightly tympanitic, Increased dullness of hepatic area. Tongue red at tip and 
edges, and coated. Mucous membrane of anus pale and relax Heart's action 
feeble and sounds indistinct. He is very poorly nourished, and totally disabled 
for the performance of manual labor. 

The committee believe that claimant incurred chronic diarrhea while in the 
Mexican war, and that his service in the war of the rebellion aggravated his - 
ady. ting in his present incapacitated condition, and report the bill fav 
es A with the recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SILAS K. HAINES. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill 
(H. R. 2626) granting a pension to Silas K. Haines. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the erage be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su tothe provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Silas ER ines, late of Company H, Third 
Regiment Potomac Home Brigade Maryland Volunteers. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read, Mr. 
Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on evens Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 2626, 
submit the following repo 

antenlisted asa san ich soldier in Compan a gara Maryland Potomac 

Home Brigade, on March 8, 1862, and remained in the service until honorably 

mustered out at the close of the war. It is fully raved that he was a man of 

vigorous health when he entered the Army. In September, 1862, he was sur- 
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rendered with his command at Harper’s Ferry, Va., by Colonel Miles, and on 
his release on oe was sent to Camp Parole at Annapolis. While there, to 
wit, in November, 1862, a member of his company, who was his nephew, died 
with typhoid fever, and claimant and another comrade were granted leave to 
a vain ced the corpse home to Preston County, West V: But on the day 
after they started, and when they had reached Pittsb , claimant was him- 
self stricken down with the same disease, and with great difficulty reached his 
home, where he was prostrated with it for many weeks. This disease has per- 
manently im his lungs, and left him a victim of increasing ape & 
suffering with swelling of joints of his lower limbs and with pains in his left hip 
to such a that he become helpless and destitute. 

M., S. Bryte confirms these facts, which are testified to by several comrades, 
and says: 

“ That he has known claimant all his life, and has treated him professionally 
since the death of former physicians, and that there is no doubt t's pres- 
ent physical wreck is due to the same attack of fever above alluded to, and that 
it has neyer been aggravated by use of intoxicating liquors, from which claim- 
ant is an abstainer. 

There can be no doubt that this fever was contracted in the parole camp, al- 
though its first attack was felt the day after leaving camp, and your committee 
have no doubt, under the circumstances proved, that claimant is well entitled to 
be put on the pension-rolls, and report accordingly. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. AURELIA C. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. WEBER. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 1584) for the 
relief of Mrs. Aurelia C. Richardson, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the — laws, the name of Mrs. Aurelia C. Bihardson, dependent mother 
of Albert H. Fillmore, late of Company F, Eleventh New York Cavalry Volun- 
teers, ¥ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Let the report be read, Mr. 
Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 1584, 
beg leave to submit the following report: 

The claimant is the dependent mother of Albert H. Fillmore, late of Company 
F, Eleventh New York Cavalry Volunteers. 

The soldier enlisted in August, 1862, for three years, and died in hospital at 
Memphis, May 20, 1865, from confluent small-pox. 

The claim was rejected on account of non-dependence upon the soldier at the 
time of his death. 

The Claimant is seventy-six years old, and the evidence shows that she is now 
poor and suffering from the infirmities of old Her husband, the step- 
father of the soldier, is seventy-eight years old, a blacksmith by trade, broken 
down by physical infirmities, and unable to rors himself wife labor. 
The income of all the property they now own is insufficient to furnish the com- 
monest kind of a living. 

At the time of the son’s enlistment the ringed of the claimant was entirely 
insufficient for her support, and even with the earnings of her husband at that 
time was not enough to render them a comfortable living. 

The evidence tends to show that at and before enlistment the son recognized 
his filial a a to some extent to the mother’s support. 

We think this is a claim falling fairly within the rule adopted by the commit- 
tee governing such cases, and finding it to be meritorious and just, recommend 
that the bill do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


CLARA L. PREUSS. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 921) grant- 
ing a pension to Clara L. Preuss. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it nteted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Clara L. Preuss, at the same rate re- 
ceived by her deceased hus! ld B. Preuss, late captain of Company C, 


band, Leo 
Fourth ment Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. TAULBEE, supplied later) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 921) 
granting # pension to Clara L. Preuss, submit the following report: 

Claimant's husband wasat the time of his death drawing a pension for paraly- 
sis and varicose veins and varicocele, resulting from injuries received in line of 
duty. His widow's claim for pension was rejected on the ground that the dis- 
ease which was the immediate cause of the death of soldier did not result from 
the injuries received in the service and line of duty. 

The facts as shown by the record are as follows: 

Soldier was captain of Company C, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Cavalry, and 
while in the line of duty was thrown from his horseand dı a considerable 
distance by the foot, resulting in varicose veins in left leg and varicocele of left 
ees Me eit of which disabilities he resigned, as shown by surgeon’s cer- 

ficate of di ity. 

A board of medical examiners issued certificate of soldier's condition of date 
October 4, 1875, viz: 

A ee of left cord of left scrotum of marked development; disability, 
one-half, $2, ‘ 

(2) Whole left calf, especially external and posterior surfaces, covered by en- 
larged or varicose veins, which collect and empty into the internal hena, 
itself likewise enlarged tosaphenous opening; disability one-half, $4. (the rat- 
ing for No.1 too low; should have been at least one-half, $4. 

“ Present condition.—General paralysis, nearly complete ; there is no volun- 
tary movement of the arm, or hand, or finger; insignificant power over lower 
extremities, amounting to merely and barely movement; articulation indis- 
tinct. Pensioner is as helpless as a babe, and requires constant personal attend- 
ance and aid day and night; complains of intense pain over the whole body 
ney more especially in the back, result of chronic myelitis, consequent upon fall 
of horse. 

“The disabilities Nos, 1 and 2, for which he is now pensioned, continue Jess 
marked because of the constant recumbency ; pensioner had to be visited and 
examined at hisresidence. We find his disability, as described above, to be equal 


to and entitling him to special rating, $50. Should be exempted from biennial 
examination,” 


The decision of medical referee of Pension-Office is as follows: 
“ Immediate‘cause of death, paralysis of muscles ofrespiration, Remote cause 
not known; did not originate in the United States service.” 


Your committee think that the pathological sequence is very plain, and that 
the cause of death, " paralysis of muscles of respiration,” is the outgrowth and 
extension of the A eige paralysis resulting from the injury received in the serv- 
ice, and from w claimant suffered for a number of years prior to his death. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 


™ Strike out in lines 4 and 5 the words "at the same rate received by her de- 
ceased husband” and add to the bill the words ‘‘ subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws.” 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions— striking out the words ‘‘at the same rate received by her de- 
ceased husband,” inserting the words ‘‘ widow of” after the name 
“ Clara L. Preuss,” and adding at the end of the bill the words ‘‘subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws’’—were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the bill at the Clerk’s 
desk is not accompanied with any report, the report not having been 
received from the Printer. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Then let some gentleman who 
is familiar with the case make a statement. 

Mr. WILLIS. My colleague [Mr. TAULBEE] made the report. I 
am cognizant of the facts. This lady, the widow of Captain Preuss, 
resides in my city. The claim was rejected at the Department ona 
technicality. There isa report, which was made, as I have remarked, 
by my colleague [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the gentleman make a 
brief statement of the exact facts. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The gentleman from Arkansas requests a brief 
statement of the facts. I did not remember the particulars in this case 
until my colleague [Mr. WILLIS] made a suggestion with reference to 
it. Imow remember the facts, This soldier, while a captain in the 
Army, fell from his horse and was dragged a considerable distance by 
the foot, suffering severe injuries, for which he was granted a pension 
at the rate of $15 a month. He made application for an increase of 
pension, and the medical examining board rated him at $50 a month 
for the injuries which he had received to the left leg, consisting of vari- 
cose veins and, I believe, varicocele. So far, however, as appeared from 
any evidence which we could gather the pension recommended at the 
rate of $50 a month wasnotgranted. The billas originally drawn re 
posed to put the widow on the pension-roll at the same rate which had 
been received by her husband, the understanding doubtless being that 
he had been on the roll at the rate of $50 a month, which, however, 
did not appear from the records to have been the fact. The soldier died 
from paralysis, which, according to the report of the examining board, 
was the result of the injuries received when he fell from his horse. 
The report of the examining board stated that the soldier’s left arm 
and left leg, in fact both legs, were paralyzed to a very considerable 
extent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This bill proposes to give a 
pension to the widow? 

Mr. TAULBEE. The bill proposes to give a pension to the widow 
at the rate provided for under existing law. 

Mr. WILLIS. Not at $50 a month. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I see no objection. 

Mr. WILLIS. I know these parties in Louisville. They are a 
worthy German family—upright, honest people. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY SPRAGUE. 
Mr. JAMES. I call up the bill (H: R. 5715) granting a pension to 


Mary Sprague, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mary Sprague, a volunteer nurse in 
the late war, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
poomion laws, and pay her the sum of $25 per month from and after the passage 
ol act, 


The report (by Mr. PINDAR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
5715) granting a ion to Mary Sp’ e, submit the following report: 

The claimant, Mary Sprague, volunteered as a nurse and was accepted as 
1861, and was in continuous service until December, 1863. ‘That while 
serving at the Mansion House Hospital, attending to her duties, her health be- 
came tly impaired through a contagious fever there contracted, which dis- 
abled her for duty and from the effects of which she is still suffering. ‘That she 
is now unable to perform any kind of labor or household duty, never having re- 
covered her health, She now asks that, being unable longer to labor, she be 
Fier a pension of $25 a month; in support of such claim presents the affi- 

vit of Dr. D. W. Bliss, her own verified petition, and letters from J. B. Porter, 
surgeon U.S. A. and others, which are hereto attached and made part of this re~ 


port. f 

The committee believe that the claimant is entitled to a pension, and they rec- 
ommend that the bill be amended by striking out the words “twenty-five,” in 
line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof “twelve,” and as amended, that the same do 
pass, 


The amendment reported by the committee to strike out, in line 7, 
the words ‘‘ twenty-five’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘twelve,’’ 
was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 
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ELIZABETH 


Mr. SHAW. I call up the bill (H. R. 4727) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Slenbaker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


The report (by Mr. Swope) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, towhom was een ete 807) 
a m to Elizabeth Germs es ig 


Rage Slenbaker enlisted in Comp I First Regiment Potomac Home 
Maryland Ct? ae Ea 1864, and was June 28, 1855. 

Reptansher 18, 1870. 
The Heed Sepie mother applied to the Pension Office for relief, and her claim was 
rejected on the ground that it can not be established that the fatal disease of sol- 


. Jier was due to service. 
In diverse statements before your committee among the papers on file claim- 


ant testifies as to her husband's i inability to support her since soldier's death on 
diseased condi! 


account of his ee She was at different times in receipt of vol- 

untary Claimant has hard to 
paons the evidence called for ved the usually has been 

ren Peg ant er O OEA REDS since the 

She ved no replies to many of her 


ficers and comrades of herson. 

Meets eaters prior séundness, Dr. J. A. Taylor testifies that he always 
regarded the soldier asa healthy man. John Duerr and Peter K, Baker testify 
that they knew soldier for seora years, and have every reason to believe 
that he was a hale, hearty, robust wa piir to enlistment. 

The evidence as to sob s condition during service is unsatisfactory. 
The captain of the company does not remember much about soldier, and a 
letter addressed to John MclIlwain, late assistant surgeon, was returned un- 
claimed. 


and hoarseness, whi 
= Lage 3 before peers: ——— oe 
‘he attending physician in soldier's 
fons professionally in the last ein ae of his = 
been suffering from 


death, 

ee quite a good deal of testimony in reference to soldier's condition 
since service, and it all tends to show that a wentinto the oes a robust, 
healthy man.as far as the witnesses could his home with 
hoaséness anda cough, which lasted until an co the cause nen his death, as 
shown by competent medicalevidence, It isa also clearly shown that the claim- 
ant’s husband was an invalid, and did not ye sae ner; ; also that the soldier did 

aid very materially in the maintenance of 
il. Joy and Peter I. Eaka testify that the contributed flour and 


money to claimant and her husband in a dene for r of soldier; that sol- 


dier aided materially in the support of his parents; that d was neces- 
for their support, as the income from nen property was insufficient, 
To recapitulate: The soldier —_ well and hearty ae enlisted; he re- 
turned home with a cough. maa continua and resulted in thisis, which 
2nded in death. While w he contributed to the support of parents, who 
are now poor and in want, 


For thoss considerations your sommiitee recommend the passage of the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
SALLY B. BENT. 


Mr. GROUT. I call up the bill (H. R. 6606) PARERA a pension to 
Bally B. Bent. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Posen aero racer phate! directed to 


Union Army 
sion, numbered 268402. 


Mr. GROUT. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6606) nting a — to Sally B. Bent, rakes mas nay 

Saliy B. Bent filed a claim as dependent —— er of t, a private 

in the service. 

ton the 


in Company G, Fourth Teno ashy ea who died oe dice disease in 

the f pe p p ben Cc. o Benti having beforethat 
soldier for sores at time oi lore 
time her, and Z performed said contract.” 

It patna evidence filed inthe Pension Office, = with this commit- 
tee, that in the spring of 1861 the Bent family consisted of claimant and her 
husband, two sons, and two Tislamectemaaenion by reason 
"Sac oe manual labor, nor was he at any time 


1880. Both daughters v weredeformed in per- 
son and — > intellect and intelligence, being thereby unable totake care 


ofthemselves. 

The family. Je gett E beer paramere sb | „which was sit- 
uated paren het a mile from the public road, and comprised 61 acres of wet, 
stonyland. The buildings were poor,and theentire property, real and personal, 
was worth from $1,000 to $1,200, 

July 9, 1861, Mr. and Ars. Bent deeded their property to theireldestson, Charles 
Cc. Bent, in consideration of a life support for themselves and their th two idiot 
daughters, The youngest son, David P., was a party to this arrangement, but, 
being a minor, could not appear of record. It was unde: however, that he 
should enter the setvice, turn over Supay for the "Hf entated of the family, and on 
his return was to share in the title to property. listed September 21, 
1861, and his State pay of $7 a month was drawn by the father. besides which he 
forwarded about, $10 Te Re from his Goven pay. He died in hospital 
a ngton, y 

The bar to the allowance of the mother’s claim is in the contract for support 
made with the son Charles C. Technically, it ne D claim of depend- 
ence upon the soldier. In fact, we think, that existed to a consider- 
able extent. ag ae evidence tends to show that of the three male members of 
the fami ier was the most competent. 

The father on conga an invalid for twenty-five years, and the son, Charies C., has 
ae several severe fits of sickness, The miserable little property involved was 


ee isin onsen ko oo for a pen- 
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children, 
in be old ae 
on paper, w 
ve her aon to the 
ose, 


‘hat the Sec- 


pension laws, the 

mother of David P. Bent, late « private in 

marita A G, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteers,” and that as so amended 
do pass. 


gules amendment by the committee, to strike out all after 
the clause and insert the language stated at the conclusion of 
the report, was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it-do pass. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee rise, 

The motion was not agreed to. 


CHARLES RIDDLE. 


Mr. McCREARY. I call up the bill (H. R. 6952) granting a pension 
to Charles Riddle. ( wth 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The Br (by Mr. TAULBEE) - was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was refered ey (HL, R. 6952) 
granting a —- to Charles Riddle è submit the following 

Milton Riddle enlisted asa private in Company G, ighteenth Re Rogitnens Ken- 
tucky Volunteers, November 18,1861, and was killed in action August 30, 1862; 
he was never married; he left his father, Charles Riddle, survi him; his 
mother died before his enlistment. 

Charles Riddle filed claim for a as dependent father May 24, which 
was rejected on the ground that the father was not dependent on hisson lor sup- 
port at time of enlistment. 

The proof is abundant and plain. 

Milton Riddle was sixteen years old when he enlisted. He had,u 
time of enlistment, lived withand labored for his father, he being the Nellans come —: 

Charles Riddle was, at the time of his son’s enlistment, afilicted with piles. 
ils en pnie eynen oeae aged ENNET OE puke, neapesh: 

of two dau; rs, e years, 
ively, and three sons, „soldier, sixteen years, and two others, aged 
twelve and ten years, ively. One of his daughters lost one of her eyes 
soon after the war; one of his sons was paralyzed; and one of his sons lost an 
arm, 

The father owned a farm of about 50 acres, worth about $600, and from which 
his income was about $40 or $50 per annum, and he owned a very small amount 
Son property, and pfr on his labor for the support of himself and 


He married three times since the death of his son, concerning which faot 
apenas examiner in his report makes the following observa 
“My paoia opinion is, that the only thing in which he ever manifested any 
energy was in marrying.” 
The proof shows that prior to his second marriage he was compelled to a: 
cure homes for his Sp a he being unable to provide for them, and that after 
his second marriage his children returned home and his wife ‘aided in their 
su rt, 
= kremie of claimant were all honorable, and your committee believe 
and expedient, and we regard the ection of the spe- 
cial e cha ner as in very bad taste, and an evidence of bad faith. 


uired no property of any consequence by any of his marriages, and is 
perika ea — been ever since his son’s enlistment, in + ee health and very poor. 
recommend the passage of the b 


The sa was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 


Mr. EVANS. I call up a bill (S. 226) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet D. Marchand. 
Kapi bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior erroi ea is hereby, au- 


Prodes and directed to place on the to the provisions and 
limitations of the ion ara. the name of Margaret D. eannan widow of 
Commodore J. B. late ofthe Un United States Navy, and peg eed ‘her a pen- 
anger yaaa pent phoneme ay date of the passage of 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have run through the report, 
and the case seems to be meritorious, but I would rather the gentleman 
should make an explanation. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, this claim was reported favorably and 
was passed by the House several weeks ago. The bill provided that 
Mrs. Marchand be pensioned subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the laws. 

About the same time a separate bill was reported favorably and was 
passed by the Senate allowing the claimant $50 per month. Now, as I 
understand it, the House Pensions Committee report favorably the Sen- 
ate bill. 

It seems to me from the t, distinguished, and long services of 
Commodore Marchand that it is nothing more than an act of justice, 
but tardy at that, that this poor widow, who is now far in the decline 
of old age, being seventy-eight years old and in destitute circumstances, 
should receive this pension, which will, in a measure, add to her com- 
fort the few remaining years of her life. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to the of this bill. 

Mr. B RIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr. Chairman, as I understand 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5067 


the gentleman the widow of Commodore Marchand is poor and vener- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The report does not seem to 


able. 

Mr. EVANS. Yes, sir; and has to live on. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think that is enough. 

Mr. EVANS. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

A MEMBER. Is this a favorable report ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is normen hs ee ee 

Mr. Evans's motion was to; and the bill was y laid 
anida ¿o ha sperta bho Siacne-wis See maconisssndatian thak Sho 


pass. 
GEORGE G. EARLY. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I call up a bill (H. R. 3379) granting a 
pension to George G. Early. z 

The bill was pat as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, su ais ays rovisions and limitations of 


the pension Jaws, the name of George Newton, Iowa, late of Com- 
pany I, Third Ohio Infantry ‘aa 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I call for the reading of the said 
called for I hope 


Mr. NEECE. Unless the reading of the report is 
it will be omitted. 
Sei abrrncctca a It has been the habit to call for the reading of 

e reports. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I will not ob- 
ject to dispensing with the reading of the report if I am permitted to 
ask a question. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Was this case rejected by the 
Pension Office ? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes; upon the ground the claimant could 
not furnish testimony. He was in prison at the time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Why has he not made a sub- 
sequent application ? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. He was in prison. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Why did he not make appli- 
cation when he got out of prison ? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. He could not get it when he was in prison. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But what prevented him from 
getting it when he got out of prison ? 

Mr. PERKINS. From inability at that late period to show the oc- 
currence. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Let the report be read, and that will show 
the facts in the case. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I thought we might get atit 
quicker by explanation on the gentleman’s part. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It is better to read the report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well; let it be read. 

The report (by Mr. CoNGER) was read, as follows: 


nting a sion to George G. Early, submit the following 
O This soldier enlisted June 15, 1861, asa sergeant, pany I, A Ohio Vol- 
was taken prisoner at Mu , 1862, and 
was paroled January 27, 1863, and 1864. as 


or general 
E s ably we was rejected for the wank of proof showing the existence of 


Gorrell, of Newton, Iowa, gives a full history of the case, and is full 
rated by other testimony 

“Thave known Gente: G. Early intimately, socially and eee 
the spring of 1869. I have seen him, I belie vid week, and often every day, 
for months during the whole of that time. e. [began the treatment of his 
case in the sprin; of 1869, and he has been 
My diagnosis of case the: 
the fall of 1869 there concpeh ers 

eved to be 

stated, he has been poser how spe mally 
ease of the liver, kidney, and heart, wh! an is d treatment, for he has slowly 
but steadily grown worse upt bees the present time. 

cements anos en the disease at my first in 1869, and its 


p asring ire yn He 
ES ey ey 


norable man. 
Army of the Republic of Newton, Towa, in a memorial io 
Congress also oe forth the same facts, and pray Se that av be alnne nsioned. 

That this man has no hospital record ought rather to be placed to his credit 
than set down against him. The factof his four and a alf years of faithfuland 
honorable service, his capture, his imprisonment, his continued disability since, 
and his present disabled condition and consequent poverty, in the judgment of 
your committee, demand recognition and recompense by the Government. The 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


develop why he did not make application for a pension, or why it was 
rejected if he did. 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It does show his claim was rejected on 


Mr. BRECKINEID( +E, of Creer Thatisenough. Doyou know 
this physician to be a responsible and competent man? 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes; Dr. Gorrell is a member of the board 
at Newton, Iowa. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MRS, SARAH P. M’KEAN. 


Mr. STRUBLE. [I call up a bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Sarah P. McKean, of Marion, ù County, Iowa. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., en ENS PORIA ot Ate. See Ea and the same 
te $50 per month; and the Commissioner of Pensions is 
directed to the name of Mrs. Sarah P. McKean on 


authorized and 
the on-roll as a pensioner of t! Waited Staten tec the save of Sib-per Month, 
PC e a a a oaa in lieu of all other pensions heretofore granted. 


‘The report (by Mr. STRUBLE) was read, as follows: 

Committee on Pensions, to wh referred the bill 973) granti 
an meres at EOR Se Pee Mra Barah P. McKean, have examined the : Eraro | 
pan the Senate Committee on Eoneions miene saene 

É pawl es increasing pension Sarah P, 
pie is the widow of General Thomas J. poten gta tee g posere Sa haga 


Point, was promoted to brevet second lieutenant Ae ee OANRIN SONS ty 
1831, where he served until March 


the x; wing the service a physical wreck and dying i from a 
; lea’ a w n 

effects of his service. 

The present ee Or BS er ee a eee 

—- the grade allowed under the 


highest ope pension la 
The petitioner is now over sixty years of age and wh Airs mgagercs pag 
reid upon her pension, w which is is inadequate to afford her ‘ortable 


I Siwy ot aes Soe aud distingo biked services of petitioner's husband, her 
own needs, and the numerous precedents established by Congress in cases of 
this kind, your ittee report the bill favorably and recommend that it do 


pass. 

Mr. PRICE. I do not want to delay the proceedings, but this is one 
of the kind of things I do not want to vote for, nor do I think any man 
here would like to vote for it. I understand another case was 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the of which is to raise the pension of an officer’s 
widow. I wish now to call attention to the fact this is based on the 
rank of her husband, and not because of extraordinary gallantry. 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is based on his long and valuable service. 

Mr. PRICE. That is the case with all of them. 

A MEMBER. What was the rank of this officer? * 

Mr. STRUBLE. A brigadier-general in the late war. I move that 
the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommen- 
dation that it do pass. 

Mr. STRUBLE’S motion was agreed to; and the bill was laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FREDERICK ROBERTSON. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. I call up the bill (H. R. 1860) granting 
a pension to Frederick Robertson. 

Kee bill was read, as follows: 
thorised and piar Beo poached: on the fe retais perp: tagimdan nel Peon 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Frederick Robertson, late an oe 
ant surgeon in the United Army, at the rate of $30 per month. 

The committee recommend in the seventh line to strike out “‘ at the 
rate of $30 per month.” 

. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The amendment strikes out 

«$30 a month,” and leaves it under the operation of the pension Jaws. 

Mr. AN DERSON, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What does the law allow to 
widows of surgeons? 

Mr. BRAD That depends upon the rank held by the claimant. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Do the surgeons have military 
rank? It isso long since the war that I believe I have forgotten. 

Mr. BRADY. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN.” The Chair is informed he rank in this case was 
that of an assistant surgeon. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio. An assistant n ranks as a captain. 

The amendment was adopted; and the bill as amended was laid aside 


his to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH 8. DE KRAFFT. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Iask consent to call up the bill (S. 2223) 
asi ol ape to Elizabeth S. De Krafft and put it upon its pas- 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and Pag bnter wnan dy au- 
thorized anddirected to place on the pension-roll, subject to sand 
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limitations of the mion Jama, Bia nase: of Milechath Se Ree), widen of 
Zoan a Philip De Krafft, late commodore and rear-admiral in the United 
avy, 


The report (by Mr. STRUBLE) was read, as follows: 


As a review of the eminent and faithful service of the petitioner's husband, 
we quote from a letter recently written by Admiral Porter, and which is sus- 
tained by the records: 
OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL, 1710 H STREET, N. W. 
Washington, D. C., April 15, 1886. 
The late Rear-Admiral J.C. P. De Krafft had a varied service, having seen as 


anans egg bead we dieting zig alge Sate. le, and a great deal more than 
some others, his duty, while in the Navy, having (on sea and ashore) been 
almost continuous. 


He bears a record of havi 
faction to his comman 
asknowh. The record of 


been a most excellent officer, always yave satis- 
officers, and neyer had any official ties so far 
services is as follows: 


In inti ko waa eons to the frigate Raritan, on the Brazil station, where he re- 
mained till being en ordered to the home squadron, He served through- 


th 
tera nie tyre papery, Alvarado. He was 
li. „on the Pacific station, in 1847, and afterward 
bce: sent to the Naval School, being promoted to midshipman August 10, 
After his examination he served on board the frigate Raritan on the 
Home ion, and in 1851 was ordered to the Coast Survey. He was next or 


srg to Coast Surve 1863. He was attached to the United States 
p Michigan on the es in and was promoted to master in 
year. On September 14,1855, he received his co. ion as a lieutenant, and 


duty at the Washington navy- and com: the steamer Conemaugh 
from 1864 to 1866, reriagey § the attack on Fort Powell, Mobile Bay, when 
he commanded a division of five gunboats on August 5, 


š 

He was ea ler July 25,1866; wason special duty in Philadelphia 
in 1867, 1868,and 1869; was fleet captain of the North Atlantic squadron. In 
1870 he was again employed on special duty at Philadelphia, from which point 
he was ordered to duty at the navy-yard at Portsmouth, N. H., where he re- 
mained till 1872. He was commissioned as captain November 20, 1872, and was 
ordered to the command of the Richmond, flag-ship of the Pacific station, and 
as fleet captain of that station. 

From this station he was transferred to similar duties in the Asiatic fleet, 


yard, as captain of the yard, from 1877 to 1880. 
On the 12th of July,1880, he was ordered to duty as hydrographer of the Navy 
ent, and on October 1, 1881, was promoted to be a commodore. 


most erates and manner. 


respectful 
a 2 DAVID D. PORTER, 


dmiral, U. 8. Navy. 


The widow, Elizabeth 8. De Krafft, was 4 acperte a pension of $30 per month. 

In view of the long, varied, and di ed service of —* husband, 
extending from October 19, 1841, to his death, October 29, 1885, a period of forty- 
four years, and in view of the needs of the widow, and the rerai oai heretofore 
established by Congress, gor committee think that petitioner’s pension should 
be increased From $30 to $50, as is provided for in this bill. 

We therefore recommend that said bill do pass, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask some ques- 
tions in connection with this bill of the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. . 

Mr. MATSON. This bill comes from the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRICE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do lie on the table. 

The . Does the gentleman from Arkansas yield the 
floor for that motion ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will continue my questions 
before I yield. Who speaks for this bill? 3 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Ido. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This is the widow of an ad- 


miral. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. She is without property, as I 
understand. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir; she has very little, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Where does she live? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Herein Washington. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. She has not married since the 
war? X 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. No, sir; and I will say to the gentleman 
that this is following the line of precedent established by the House 
for many years. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. We understand that. Iwould 
like to ask the gentleman further, is she aged? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir; she is sixty or seventy years old. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This report speaks of her he- 
ing in reduced circumstances. 

r. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir; she has very little property. 

‘os BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. She is in need of the money, 

en 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. This gives her $50 a month? 

Mr. ZACH, TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 


| infernal law that should never have 


Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to say to the gentleman from Ar 
kKansas—— 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am satisfied; I have no ob- 
jection to the bill. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say as to the 
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin that I am satisfied a brief ex- 
planation will convince him it onght not to be made. These naval 
pensions are not like the pensions voted for Army purposes, which 
come out of the general Treasury. These naval pensions come out of 
the pension fund, which is raised by the sale of prizes captured by the 
Navy, and it is not a burden upon the Government like the appropria- 
tions for Army pensions. 

Mr. BRADY. Fifteen millions of that pension fund I willsay to the 
gentleman from Arkansas are now out at interest. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE; of Arkansas. I would like to ask another 
question in reference to this fund. As I understand it, it isa fand 
created by law for a specific purpose. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does the law also specify cer- 
tain classes of pensioners who shall draw against it? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, is there any danger when 
you make additions to that list that you may do an act of injustice to 
worthy pensioners who have been heretofore placed upon that list? 
Pers ZACH. TAYLOR. There is no danger of that; itis a very large 

nd. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is there a surplus now? 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRADY. It has accumulated to a very large extent, and this 
addition could not possibly deprive anybody. There are already fif- 
teen millions of it at interest. It has been expressly set apart for naval 
pensions. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no objection whatever 
to the passage of the bill. Iam entirely willing to put additional mer- 
itorious pensioners upon it provided it does no injury to other good 
pensioners now there. In that case I would desire payment from 
another source. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let me say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that 
as to the rank of this officer it is the same relative rank as that of the 
officer whose bill was passed a short time ago in the presence of the 
gentleman. I hope, therefore, that my friend will not do more than in- 
dicate his opposition to it by voting against it, and will not insist upon 
the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to detain the commit- 
tee longer than is absolutely necessary, but it is not the amount of 
money involved in this or any of these cases that is going to destroy the 
Government. It has gone abroad all over the country that we are do- 
ing this thing night night and day after day in the way of grant- 
ing these large pensions; now these people believe all this to be wrong 
when they see bills of this kind passed. I sympathize in that convic- 
tion myself in view of the fact that we have hundreds and thousands 
of people that have no pension at all. It has been our fault that there 
has been an absolute failure to grant pensions in many cases that are 
pending, and cases are sent away from the Pension Office and rejected 
there on testimony that would convict a good man of murder in any 
court in thecountry. Following that they send out special examiners, 
and if a man can find one out of eighteen witnesses who will swear to 
any fact in opposition to the claim of the soldier they will take it and 
delay the whole question of granting the pension. 

These people should be attached to this Government because they be- 
lieve it is a square one; and yet when they read in the papers of these 
cases of pensions at $30 being called up and increased to $50 in both 
the Army and Navy, they have a right to say we are not doing this 
justly and fairly. 

- Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, -May I ask the gentleman to 
what class does he refer? 

Mr. PRICE. I refer to raising the pension of anybody who has a 
reasonable be “ie raising it to an ex i amount, or a greater 
amount, whether extraordinary or not, purely on the ground that there 
is a precedent for it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman is referring to 
what we are doing just now. 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Towhat class does the gentle- 
man refer when he speaks of what we are not doing? 

Mr. PRICE. I was referring to thousands and thousands of wid- 
ows of gallant soldiers who died in the ranks, and to soldiers who are 
physical wrecks to-day, who have fallen into abject poverty or are 

out a miserable existence in a Poen, who, because of some 
passed, are starving for want 

of support. And at the same time we are taking these distinguished 
people, because of their rank, and increasing their pensions. You can 
write up the history of any of these men—it is well written no doubt; 
you can getit in one of James’s novels. And we allow this gush, this 
sentiment, to make us do this unfair thing. Independentofthe amount 
of money which is involved we create the impression among the people 


1886. 
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who should be attached to the Government that we are unjust to them, 
and go on day after day moved by a sickly sentiment. And when no 
other argument can be put forward there is the argument that we have 
a precedent for it. In the name of common sense, is this Congress to 
be tied down by what some other Congress has done? Let us adopta 
course that will be more creditable, more just, and that will commend 
itself to the judgment of the people. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin make a mo- 
tion to lay the bill aside with the recommendation that it do lie on the 
table? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir; I make that motion. 

The motion was disagreed to 

The bill was laid be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

“The question being taken, the Chair stated that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. BRADY. [I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 18. 

So the motion was agreed to. - 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCrEARY having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole fkonse, having had under consideration the Private 
Calendar under the special order, had directed him to report sundry 
bills with divers recommendations. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the bills of the House 
which have been reported from the Committee of the Whole without 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Before that is done I ask that the bills 
which increase the pensions from $30 to $50, three in number, be re- 
ferred to a full House for a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Clerk will 
lay the bills indicated aside for the present and report the bills to which 
there is no objection. 

Mr. BRADY. What is the motion of the gentleman from Indiana? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
JOHNSTON ] objected to three bills being acted on with the others col- 
lectively, and desired there should be separate action on those bills. 

Mr. BRADY. To-night? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. 

The bills indicated, S. 226, S. 973, and S. 223, were laid aside until 
action should be taken on the other bills reported. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the House of the following titles, reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 


and 4 bill (i 
ill (H. R. 2964) to restore to the pension-list the name of Abel 
Mishler, F Pennsylvania; 

A bill 3 R. 8556) granting a pension to Abraham Points; 

A bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Ellen J. Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 7750) to place the name of John W. Payton on the 

ion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4816) granting a pension to Mrs. Letitia J. Garrard; 

A bill (H. R. 8351) for the relief of Edward Coleman; 

A bill (H. R. 2626) granting a pension to Silas K. Haines; 

A bill (H. R. 1584) for the relief of Aurelia C. Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 4527) granting a pension to Elizabeth Slenbaker; 

A bill (H. R. pce granting a pension to Charles Riddle; and 

A bill (H. R. 3379) granting a pension to George G. Early. 

House bills of the following titles were reported from the Committee 
of the Whole House with amendments. The amendments were sev- 
erally adopted, and the bills as amended were ordered to be 
and read a third time; and wake engrossed, they were accordingly 
read the third time, and 

A bill (H. R. 3363) granting a pension to Jennette Dow; 

A bill (H. R. in granting a pension to Mary Renfro; 

A bill (H. R. 8142) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie s. Webb; 

A bill (H. R. 921) granting a pension to Clara R. ei 

A bill (H. R. 5715) granting a pension to Mary Spragu 

A bill (H. R. 6606) granting a pension to Sallie B. Bent; and 

A bill (H. R. 1860) granting a ion to Frederick Robertson. 

The bill (S. 1584) for the relief of Cornelia R. Schenck was ord 
to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, 


passed. 
THOMAS 8. HOPKINS. 


The bill (S. 183) for the relief of Thomas S. Hopkins, late of Company 
C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers, was reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to inquire of the gentleman having this 
bill ee charge whether this is the case in which arrears of pensions a are 
carri 

Mr. HAYNES. Itis that bill, 


_Mr. TAULBEE. Iask to have it laid over till the other bills are 

of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are now only remaining this bill 
and the three Senate bills which were laid aside at the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Jonnston]. The Clerk will report the 
bill referred to i the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

The bill was read 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall this bill pass? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object to the passage 
of this bill. Is it in order to have the bill read again at this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. x 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, Mr. Speaker, in my PEPEN there are two 
very grave reasons why this bill should not pass. The first is that un- 
der this bill the claimant has the benefit of the act increasing the rate 
of pension to certain persons on the pension-roll at the time of the 
passage of the act increasing pensions from $50 to $72 per month. 

This case is singled out, for reasons which I have been unable to dis- 
cover, from many other cases equally meritorious. Another feature of 
this bill is that it proposes to give the claimant arrears of pensions, al- 
though he failed to file his claim in time to avail himself of the benefit 
of the act granting arrears. I object to that. In the first place, Mr. 
Speaker, I am opposed wholly to the theory of arrears of ions, I 
do not think it is tenable from any standpoint; I do not think it is 
good practice. 

T have always taken ced poron that every person who was disabled 
in the service of the United States should receive a pension from the 
date of his application, and that the widow, the dependent father, or 
other relations of such a person recognized by the law should, in case 
of the death of the soldier in consequence of his service, be entitled to 
pasha from and after the date of the filing of their applications. I be- 

ieve that is the correct theory of pensions; I believe that is the proper 
ground on which we can afford to put these cases, and I shall ogera 
oppose the passage of this bill, because this claimant, Yes tS 
the report to have been a practicing attorney in the city of Washington 
and doubtless had full knowledge of his rights, failed to file his claim 
in time for reasons best known to himself, and which, perhaps, the 
friends of this bill may be able to explain. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I think I shall be able to demon- 
strate to the House that it is entirely consistent with the principles 
which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] has announced 
that this bill should pass. The Jaw relating to arrears of pensions con- 
tained a limitation, but from that limitation were excepted all cases 
of insanity, meaning, as I suppose, such mental disability as disqualified 
the man from making the necessary application. In other words, the 
same provision was made in that law that is made in all sensible statutes 
of limitation, exempting persons who were under such disability, either 
of coverture or nonage or mental disqualification, as would prevent 
them from doing the thing which their fellow-citizens not so circum- 
stanced could do. 

This man was not technically ‘‘ insane” in the opinion of the Pen- 
sion Office, yet he was suffering under a disability which rendered it 
impossible for him to make the application. Of that there is ample 
proof. It is true that he had been a practicing lawyer, but at the 
time in question he was prostrated by nervous exhaustion, which ren- 
dered him incapable of making the necessary application. The proof 
of that is contained in the report, and it comes from Drs. Johnston and 
Fry of this city. Dr. Fry I donot know. Dr. Johnston I do know. 
He is a physician of the highest standing and celebrity here in Wash- 
ington, a man incapable of stating prer dans but the truth. He says 
that he was one of the medical attendants of Thomas 8, Hop» 
kins during his long illness; that his disease ‘‘has been the severest 
case of nervous exhaustion which hasever come under my observation; ’? 
that ‘‘from March, 1879, to November, 1880, he was absolutely dis- 
qualified, both mentally and physically, from attending to the business 
of applying for a pension, or any other business, by reason of the inten- 
sity of his symptoms, and that there were no intervals, however short, 
during that period when he could have safely undertaken the work;’’ 
and that ‘‘the effort he made in applying at so early a date as he dia 
apply seriously retarded his recovery.’ 

Now, what does this bill propose to do? Itis verysimple. It pro- 
poses to put this man in the same position as if he had been technically 

‘insane.’’ Is that right or wrong? Under the principle announced 
by the gentlemen from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] he would not de- 
prive this man, thus circumstanced, of the right which the laws of the 
country have given to other citizens similarly circumstanced. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. y. 

Mr. TAULBEE. At what rate of pension will this man go on the 
pension-roll in case we pass this bill ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. He will receive the same rate of pension that 
he would have received had he made his application in time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. In time for what? 


Mr. REED, of Maine. In time to avoid the statute of limitation. 


Mr. TAULBEE. As to the pension or as to the arrears? 
Mr. REED, of Maine. As tothearrears. He is now on the pension- 
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roll. Every fact n to entitle him to a pension has been proved 
to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Pensions. I have ed 
to this bill carefully, and in my judgment it can do nothing except 
put him in the same position that he would have been in had his men- 
tal condition been such as to permit him to make the application in 
time. He will receive the ion allowed by law—only that. 

Mr. PERKINS. If this bill should pass, the testimony showing the 
condition of the beneficiary from the time he incurred the disability 
up to the time when he was put on the pension-roll will be considered 
by the Commissioner for the purpose of determining what pension he 
shall draw. - 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not pretend to be an expert in pension 
law, but cases have come under my observation where a man has becn 
graded for a number of years at $4 a month, for another series of years 
at $8 a month, and for another term of years at even a higher rate. 
So that under the terms of this bill the man’s pension will be graded 
by the actual disability which existed (and which will have to be shown 
at the Pension Office) from the time when the disability was incurred 
up to the time when he received the pension already granted him un- 
der the testimony on file in the Pension Office. 

Mr. PRICE. Can the gentleman state how long that time was? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I can not. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If I understand the reading of this bill, it at- 
tempts to accomplish two things—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Only one thing. 

Mr. TAULBEE. One isto extend to this claimant the arrears which 
he would have received had he filed his application at the Pension Of- 
fice prior to July 1, 1880. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the Clerk have the kindness to read the 
bill again? I desire that the gentleman from Kentucky shall see what 
its age is. ’ 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman will see that the bill is ex- 
actly as I stated. It merely puts this man on the pension-roll at the 
same rate he would have received had the application been made in 


time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My understanding of the pension law is that all 
persons who on the 16th of June, 1880, were on the pension-roll at the 
rate of $50 per month were to receive thereafter $72 per month. The 
date of June 16, 1880, has nothing whatever to do with the limitation 
for arrears of pension. Thatlimitation cut off all claims for arrears of 
pension filed subsequently to June 30,1880. This rerating of pensions 
extended up to June 16, 1880, the law providing that persons who were 
on the pension-roll prior to that time at the rate of $50 a month for 
disabilities equivalent to those for which this claimant is now on the 
pension-roll at that rate should have their pensions increased to $72 a 
month. Otherwise, why the propriety of providing in this bill that 
the claimant shall not only have the benefit of the arrears of pension, 
but shall be exempted as to rating from the limitation which ran out 
June 16, 1880? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Do I understand the tleman from Ken- 
tucky to make the suggestion that under this bill this man would re- 
ceive any more than if he had made application at the proper time? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ido notclaim that under this bill the claimant will 
have any more rights than he would have had if he had filed his claim 
in time to avail himself of the benefit of this increase of rate; but I do 
say that the clause in the bill to which I have referred can mean noth- 
ing else than to increase this rate of pension from $50 to $72 a month. 
: . REED, of Maine. What can be the objection to putting this 
man in the same position in which he would have been had his mental 
condition been such that he could have madeapplication in proper time ? 
That is all the bill does. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not claim that an argument such as the gen- 
tleman seems to have understood me to offer can be maintained on any 
grounds of fairnessorright. Granting that this claimant, subsequently 
to the development of his disease to a pensionable degree, was not in a 
condition to make his application—grant that his disease was so sudden 
in its development as to deprive him of all power to make his applica- 
tion—in that state of facts the law, as has been stated by the gentle- 
man from Maine, would have made provision for him. But he refrained 
from making his application during the progress of the development of 
the disease from which he claims to have suffered on the 30th of June,. 
1880, and immediately prior thereto. 

But with reference to that point of rerating, I say that if this claimant, 
with his present disabilities, is entitled to that increase of rate, if this 
act should be retrospective in regard to him, I can see no reason why 
there should not be a general law extending these benefits to all per- 
sons now laboring under disabilities equivalent to those under which 
this claimant is laboring. I maintain that this bill, if 

Mr. MATSON. Will the gentleman allow mea moment? I think 
he is laboring under a misappreh 


ension in reference to this case. The 
point and strength of the case, as I femember, consisted in the fact 
that this man was stricken with this disease before the enactment of 
the arrears law at all; that the disease continued torender him utterly 
helpless until after the expiration of the limitation, which was on the 
1st of July, 1880; that he having been stricken with the disease in 


1878, there was no moment of time from the enactment of the arrear- 
age acts in January and March, 1879 (for there were two acts), until 
after the Sp ayers of the limitation, or, indeed, until the present 
time, when he has been able to make application. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is what the report states. 

Mr. MATSON. This claim was regarded as being sui generis, there 
is no other like it, so far as we have ever heard, and hence we consider 
it one which can not constitute a precedent. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If my colleague on the committee [Mr. Mason] 
desired to ask me a question I have failed to catch its purport. 

Mr. MATSON. I desired to ask the gentleman whether he under- 
stood the fact I have stated. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I did not; but in order that I may understand the 
exact state of the case let me ask the gentleman whether or not the 
disease with which this claimant is now affected developed gradually 
or whether the attack was so sudden and severe as to render him in- 
capable of making application from the time the disease appeared ? 

Mr. MATSON. The history of the disease, as I understand it, and 
of this sudden attack, is substantiated by some of the most eminent 
physicians of this city and country I was talking to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] a while ago, and he told me that 
Dr. Weir Mitchell, of Philadelphia, one of the most eminent physi- 
cians in the country, attended this man, and that the history of the 
disease is thoroughly shown. There is no doubt he had this disease, 
and all the physicians agree, including an eminent physician of this 
city, Dr. W. W. Johnston, that this attack of paralysis, or whatever 
they may choose to call it, was incurred in the service. This insidious 
disease caused the sudden attack to which the report refers. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Nervous prostration. 

Mr. MATSON. There is no doubt about the disease, whatever it may 
be called, causing this sudden attack. I yielded a reluctant consent 
and only after I had thoroughly examined the case. I think we ought 
not to make any precedent to open the question of arrears in any way 
by special legislation, but I regarded this case, as I said before, as a 
case exceptional in its character. ' i 

Mr. TAULBEE. If I understand the statement of the gentleman 
correctly, this bill is not intended to give this man any rating other 
than that he would have been entitled to if he had made his applica- 
tion in time for arrears. With that view of the case, Mr. Speaker, I 
will move to strike out all that part of the bill which relates to ‘‘ June 
16, 1880,’ and insert in lieu of it the words ‘‘ June 30, 1880.” 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The motion to strike out is not in order, 
but will be entertained, if there be no objection. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Wait a moment. Of course I am not fa- 
miliar with the details of the bill, and I donot know why June 16 was 
putin. We may be making a mistake about this thing. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If the words “June 16" be stricken out and the 
words “‘ June 30” inserted it will give this claimant the benefit of ar- 
rears just as the law in reference to total disability provided it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Why shall he not have the rerating if he’ 
were in the position he would have been under the old law? 

Mr. TAULBEE, Iam opposed to the present provisions of the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let me read tothe gentleman from Kentucky 
the language of this report made by the committee. It says that— 


Thomas S. Hopkins, late a private in pra a À C, Sixteenth Regiment Maine 
Volunteers, seeks relief from the limitations of the arrears of pensions act of 
March 3, 1879, on the ground that from a time some months prior to the passage 
of said act down to a parod subsequent to the 30th of June, 1880, he was pre- 
vented, by reason of extreme severity of his illness and by mental and 
physical disabilities, from making an application for arrears in accordance with 
the provisions of said act. 


If he were in that condition why should he not have the benefits of 
the act of March 3, 1879? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. And when he was unable to make appli- 
cation to be rerated? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Why should he not have that benefit? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The condition of the proposition is just this: If 
you pass this act in its present form you give hima rate of pension you 
do not give to others with similar disability merely by the action of 
this committee. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not understand that. 

Mr. TAULBEE. But that is true. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The chairman of the committee will corroborate it. 

Mr. MATSON. A man who is placed upon the pension-roll now be- 
cause of total helplessness and in a condition to require the attention of 
another person gets $50 a month. Those in that condition cn the 30th 
of June, 1880, within the rule, are allowed $72 a month. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is the point I was making. 

Mr. TAULBEE. By the terms of this bill he will be given a rate as 
if his claim had been filed and allowed on June 16, 1880; ur, in other 
words, he will get the rate of $72 a month. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Whereas if he were placed on the roll at the time, 
however meritorious the case might have been, he would be allowed 
only $50 a month. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. If he had been mentally sound at the 
time he would have received the higher rating. 


1886, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5071 


Mr, TAULBEE, His application is the question. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. It is nota question of the degree of disability. 

Mr. MATSON. Ifthe claim were filed and the disability existed on 
the 16th of June that is the rate to which he would have been entitled 
under the law. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that this par- 
ticular point of law is as new to meas itis to anybody else in this House, 
or else I certainly should have stated it, since I always try to state the 
law of my case as well as I can. But under the peculiar circumstances 
of = case I shall, I think, still urge the House to allow the bill to 
stan 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, my first understanding of the po- 
sition taken by the gentleman from Maine was that he did not insist 
on giving this claimant the benefit of the increased rate of pension, and 
that it was not the purpose of the bill to increase the rate from $50 to 
$72 a month. Since then J understand that the gentleman proposes 
to insist that it shall be passed in its present condition, which, perhaps, 
would give him a rating of $72, instead of $50, as he now has. 

Mr. BAYNE. May Lask the gentleman from Kentucky a question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

* Mr. BAYNE. Suppose this man had had the sense to file his appli- 
cation, or somebody had filed it for him, within the time fixed by the 
law, would he not, with the disability from which he-was suffering, 
have received $50 a month? 

Mr. TAULBEE. If this claim had been adjudicated prior to the 
16th day of June, 1880, with the present disabilities of the claimant, 
if they entitle him now to $50 a month it would have given him $72 a 
month. The existing law would give such disability as I understand 
him to be laboring under that rating a month. 

Mr, BAYNE. But would he not have got $50 a month if the case 
had been filed for him and adjudicated upon the evidence before the 
committee as to his disabilities ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. As tothat I am not able to say, because it is gen- 
erally understood that the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and even 
the House itself, takes more latitude with reference to existing law, 
giving pensions and the adjudication of claims, than the Pension Office 
can take, which is held to a strict enforcement of the law. We may 
go outside of the legal question in the consideration of the case and 
take an equitable view of it, while the letter of the law does not confer 
such authority on the office. . 

Mr. BAYNE. But if this man with his present disabilities had been 
gane his pension prior to the 16th day of June, 1880, then he would 

ve been entitled to the increase which was subsequently made by the 
change in the law to $72 a month? 3 

Mr. TAULBEE. But the evidence before the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and the persistence of the attorney he had prior to June 16, 
1880—the persistence manifested by them in reference to his case—cer- 
tainly would raise the suspicion that this claim would have been filed 
within the time had it been considered meritorious or sufficiently so to 
warrant its filing. Ifthe physical and mental condition of the claimant 
had been such as to enable him even to have given his consent, or make 
his mark to his declaration for pension, it undoubtedly would have 
been filed within the time. 

Mr. MATSON. ‘The trouble is that he could not do even that. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Do I understand the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions to say that from the time of the development of 
this disease to a pensionable degree he was never thereafter able to 
sign his declaration for a pension? Do I understand that to be th 

ct? : 

Mr. MATSON. I do not say that. 

Mr. TAULBEE. For on any other state of the case I shall certainly 
oppose it. 

Mr. MATSON. I can not say that exactly. - The disease had been 
developed prior to the of the arrears law and continued until 
after the expiration of the law. But whether there was absolutely 
total disability prior to June 16, 1880, or not is another question. 
There is no doubt of the existence of the disease at the time ified. 
The man was so helpless that he could not look at an object for a mo- 
ment without excruciating pain, He was an absolute physical wreck. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I understand this case aright this soldier was 
under disabilities on the 16th day of June of the year mentioned and for 
some time por such as would give him $72 a month. Now by reason 
of mental disabilities he was not able to make his application, and in 
consequence, if the law does not now relieve him, he would be entitled 
to but $50 per month. What we are asked to do here is to take ad- 
vantage of a technicality and deprive that soldier of what he would have 
been entitled to if he had been in the same condition on the said 16th 
day of June. I donot think the House or the gentleman from Kentucky 
would wish to do that. 

Mr, McMILLIN. Let me make a suggestion to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The state of facts would exist that he designates 
if the application had not only been filed but acted upon; whereas if 
it eh filed and not acted upon in the Department he would not 
ge EB 


Mr. REED, of Maine. But this, gentlemen, allow me to state, was 
a lawyer of standing, a lawyer of good reputation and influence in his 
profession, and was present here in Washington—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Besides that, we ought not to take the pension of 
a soldier away because of any neglect on the part of his lawyer. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I speak of the man himself as being a law- 
yer. He was present here and knew the law—— 

Mr. RANDALL. At any rate I do not think that he was a very 
good lawyer at this time. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But prior to the incurrence of this disabil- 
ity, which happened before the arrears act was passed, it is presumable 
that he would have taken advantage of the act if his mental condition 
was such as to enable him to do so. Is it unfair then in undertaking 
to do justice to him to presume that the claim would have been ptos- 
ecuted toa successful conclusion by a man who knew the law if his 
mental capacity had not been impaired? The presumption must bo 
that it would. 

Mr. McMILLIN. He could not have known the limits of the law, 
because the $72 rate was given bya law that was in a sense retroactive, 
that is, it was a law passed after a certain number were on the pension- 
rolls, and it did not apply to any except those on the rolls. It did not 
apply to applicants at all, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. By the courtesy of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE], I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee if it is not a fact that there were many meritorious 
cases awaiting action that were carried over ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is true. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Exactly the same weight nt- 
taches to those cases that attaches to this case. 

Mr. RANDALL. Whenever they come up we can act upon them. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What we are called upon to 
dois to guarantee the efficiency of the Pension Bureau against the 
effects of a limitation law. We are to guarantee they shall pass upon 
every case coming within the law. Now Congress fixed a limit. Ide 
not know why it fixed a limit. It had its own reasons at that time. 
And I would like to see that matter very clearly opened up before I go 
beyond that limit. 

I think it would be unfair to this applicant to deprive him of any- 
thing he would have been, beyond all question, entitled to if he had 
made his application prior to June 16, 1880. But there was no guar- 
antee that he any more than any of the others that had applied prior 
to that date and did not get $72 a month—there is no guarantee that 
had he been of sound mind he would have got the $72a month. We 
have heard no argument in favor of the proposition that we should take 
up that entire line of applicants who had their cases in the Pension 
Bureau and failed to receive the benefit of early and prompt action on 
the part of the bureau. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, addressed the Chair. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think not. I think the Speaker was mis- 
taken in saying so, I had the floor and yielded to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to make a statement when the gentleman 
from Maine gets through. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Maine. . 

Mr. MATSON addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Indiana rise? 

Mr. MATSON. I was going to demand the regular order; or I was 
going to suggest to these gentlemen, as I am satisfied no agreement can 
be arrived at by this discussion, that this bill go over with the previous 
question ordered on it until next Friday. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think we can settle it to-night. 

Mr. MATSON. I am afraid not. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I want to say just a word and will then ask 
the House to vote. I do not think there is any disposition to embar- 
rass the matter or to prevent having a fair vote. I want to treat the 


question fairly. 

The ton the other side is this, and I address myself to it 
just as I find it. As I said to the House before, this peculiarity of the 
pension law was unknown to me when we commenced the discussion, 
and consequently I have answered incorrectly at least one of the ques- 
tions of the gentleman from Kentucky; but of course I answered it as 
I understood it. x 

The objection made to this is the following: It is said that this bill 
gives to this man the same right that he would have had had his case 
been adjudicated in his favor on June 16, 1880, but that it does not fol- 
low that if he had made an application and been sane—it does not fol- 
low that he would have had his pension case completed by June 16. 
That is true. But here is a case peculiar in its character. It is a case 
unlike any other one that has occurred, and I think it is fair to say un- 
like anything that is likely to occur. 

Here is a man, & lawyer by profession, who knew his rights or would 
have known his rights had he been in proper condition, who would have 
presented his claim under the arrears act, and who would undoubtedly, 
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as every member of the committee knows, by his persistence, by the 
care with which he has attended to this case since he has got apes 
into a condition to attend to it, although very much disabled, who 
would doubtless have prosecuted his case with care and alacrity, being 
here in Washington; and the probabilities are enormous that he would 
have been on the pension-rolls within thirteen months after the time 
the application was made. Now this House is asked to put this man 
in the condition in which he would have been had he been a sound 
man when the arrears-of-pension act passed. 

Those are all the facts in the case. There are no arguments that can 
ever be made on any such case beyond the fair statement of the facts. 
Now is it not a fair thing to put this man on the pension-roll as he was 
on June 16? To me it does seem to be the fair thing. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him one 
question ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to inquire how 
long this man was a practicing attorney after he was discharged from 
the Army before he was stricken with this disability 

Mr. R of Maine. Up to 1878. A 

Mr. McMILLIN. Thirteen years. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Yes. Itis as] havesaidand as has been said 
by the chairman of the Committee on Pensions a very remarkable case 
of an injury going along for years and finally culminating after this 
long lapse of time in this very disastrous result. 

In the mean time I suppose that neither Mr. Hopkins nor his people 
had any.suspicion that any such thing was coming upon him. It isa 
peculiar case of the effect of a wound upon the nervous system, but 
there have been a good many such cases. I have personal knowledge 
of a case, ayoung man, a school-mate of mine, who for years filled cer- 
tain public offices, yet to-day, if I can judge from his letters, he is in 
very much the same condition as this man, the effect in his case result- 
ing from the severing of the sciatic nerve by a ball. 

These things do happen, and we may as well recognize them and deal 
with such cases fairly and squarely. Here is a man who was capable 
of earning $5,000 a year, and actually earning it; yet thirteen years 
after receiving this injury he is stricken by a disability which renders 
his talents, his mind, his body entirely useless, so that he requires the 
constant care of an attendant; and the question before the House now 
is upon treating his case fairly. It seems to me that we ought not to 
hesitate in such a case to be even a little generous. The presumptions 
ought to be in his favor; they eertainly ought not to be against him. 
After all, that is just what the case is, a question of presumptions, which 
Congress has a right to pass upon. It seems to me from all the facts of 
the case that the presumptions are in favor of the applicant, and I ask 
the House to this bill. 

Mr. JO N, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I have the floor, I believe. 
ask for the previous question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I trust the gentleman from Maine will not call 
for the previous question. I wish to make some further observations 
with reference to this bill, and after so much has been said with regard 
to the position I have taken, I think it is due to me that I should be 
permitted to say an additional word. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. You shall have an opportunity. Iam only 
desirous of consulting the wishes of the House. i 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I just want to get at the 
law of this matter. I understand that if the application was filed be- 
fore the 16th of June but not acted on until the 30th, the man would 
draw a penelin of $50 a month; but that if it was acted on prior to the 
16th of June he would draw a pension of $72 a month. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is right. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is the law as it has been developed 


ere. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Now, you p to grant this man 
his pension at the rate of $72 a month because he was not in a condi- 
tion to make his application in time. I merely want to suggest this 
proposition: If he ought to have this on use he was not in 
condition to file his application in time, would it not be proper for us 
to go back and raise the pensions of men who did file their applications 
but never had them acted upon? Would not that be an act of justice 
to those men? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There might be some cases where that ought 
to be done, and there might be cases where it ought not to be done. 
Each cage would depend on its own merits. I yield now to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, before I proceed to answer what has 
been said by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. more I wish to place 
myself right before the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL]. 
He seems to have understood me to take the position that this appli- 
cant would not be entitled to the benefit of the arrears of pension act 
by reason of insanity. Now, I have made no such statement as that; 
I have taken no such position; nor have I said anything that could be 
reasonably construed as meaning that. The truth is that the law itself 
which provided for the payment of arrears of pension also provided that 
in any case where mental disability existed, such as to render the claim- 


I was about to 


ant incapable of making his application and filing it in the Pension 
Office prior to June 30, 1880, he should not, in consequence of his men- 
tal disability, be deprived of the benefit of that law. ; 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman states that matter a little inaccu- 
rately. The language of the statute is ‘‘insane persons.” It does not 
apply to mental incapacity. 

. TAULBEE. Iaccept the gentleman’s correction. 
‘insane’? is the word used by the 
Mr. rasel 


construction p 


But the word 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

the purpose of that law—and such, I understand, is the 
aced upon it by the Department—was that where any 
mental disability existed rendering the party incapable of filing his 
application, the efit of arrears should extend to him. ‘This is not a 
case of that kind. If it were, there would be no necessity of this special 
bill, because the law as it now stands upon the statute-book would 
extend the benefit of arrears to this claimant, eyen though his appli- 
cation had not been filed until to-day. I am contending for no such 
principle. I am not, upon any such argument, asking that this bill 
shall pass. I do not stand upon that ground, and need not stand 
upon it. 

In reference to the rerating proposed in this bill, each member of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions who is now present will bear witness— 
and I know I do not betray any confidence of the committee by this 
statement—that when the attorney for this claimant appeared before 
the committee I put to him the question whether or not this bill was 
intended to rerate this pension, and his statement was that it was not 
so intended. The bill passed the committee with the understanding in 
my mind that it was not to increase the rate of this pension from $50 
to $72 per month. I do not attribute any bad faith to this claimant. 
I know nothing about him except as I have learned his history in the 
progress of this case. 

Mr. MATSON. My friend from Kentucky will permit me to say 
that the gentlemen who appeared before the committee in this case 
were not the ‘‘attorneys”’ of this man. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I understand that; I withdraw thé remark. 

Mr. MATSON. They were ex-confederate soldiers, both of them. 

Mr. TAULBEE. They were attorneys and citizens of Washington, 
friends of this pension bill, and they appeared before our committee 
R advocate its passage. But that matter does not affect the state of 
the case. 

In the first place, I take the ground that there is nothing in the rec- 
ord of this case—and I accord to the testimony the very highest credit— 
that should lead a fair mind to conclude that this claimant could not 
have made his application after the development of his disability to a 
pensionable degree in time to avail himself of the benefit not only of 
the arrears but of the increase of rate from $50 to $72 per month. And 
I can see no good reason why this case should be placed on a different 
footing from many hundreds of cases where claimants were not ac- _ 
quainted with the law—lived in rural parts of the country, away from 
county towns, did not know their rights—and by reason of this igno- 
rance were deprived of the benefit of the law. Upon this ground I say 
the bill ought not to pass; and in any event the amendment which I 
have presented ought to be adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether in my brief 
statement of what I believed to be the point at issue in this čase I 
misstated the argument of the gentleman from Kentucky or not. I 
now understand him to say he did not argue in that direction; yet his 
amendment would have the effect of reducing the amount intended to 
be given this pensioner from $72 to $50 per month. 

I care not whether the terms of the law refer to ‘‘ insane persons” or 
t‘ persons mentally disabled.’ ‘The-result is thesame. Idesire by the 
enactment of this bill to so modify the existing law that this claimant 
shall not suffer by reason of any failure to make application between 
the 16th and the 30th of June of the year stated. The effect of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky would be to make him 
suffer; and that I desire to avoid. I had nointention of misstating in 
the least degree the position of the gentleman from Kentucky. I do 
not care whether his argument was in that direction or whether he rests 
upon the of the existing law. 

Mr. BREC: RIDGE, of Arkansas. Can the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania state how many cases were on file in the Pension Bureau prior 
to June 16 which were not acted upon? 

Mr. RANDALL. Of course I can not state the number with any ac- 
curacy. I might guess at it, But I want every case of this character 
to stand upon its own merits. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Exactly. 

Mr. RANDALL. As each case comes up let us decide it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What are the merits of this 
case? In this instance we propose to give effect to the assumption that 
the application, if made in season, would have been favorably acted 
upon. I believe in putting this applicant exactly where he could have 
put himself if he had been of sound mind. 

Mr. RANDALL. We propose still to leave to the Commissioner the 
discretion to determine the extent of the disability. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Thatisanotherquestion. Now, 
we assume that a man of intelligence here upon the ground would have 
been able to obtain favorable action at the Pension Bureau. If we as- 
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sume this for the most favorably situated and the most efficient we |. 


should have very poor ground, as a matter of justice, for not assuming 
it in behalf of those not so able and who were more remote from the 
point of action than this applicant was. Now, to what extent this 
opens up legislation we are not told. The gentleman from Tennessee, 
who is quite conversant with this business, states that he thinks a 
number of cases which were on file were not acted on. In that view I 
think it would be dangerous to give effect to an assumption that this 
case would have been acted on. 

Mr. BAYNE. There could not have been many of those cases. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, I call the previous question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to inquire whether my amendment will 
be voted upon. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Iso understand; I have admitted it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If the previous question be ordered, the 
first question will be upon the amendment of the gentleman ss Ken- 
tucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish the amendment to be understood before it 
is voted on. My motion proposes to strike out that of the bill 
relating to rerating, and the date, June 16, 1830. If the Clerk will 
read the bill I will indicate the amendment, 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move to strike out that part of the bill which 
ree to June 16, 1880, and in lieu thereof to insert “* June 30, 1880.” 

ii i vious question was ordered. 
ouse divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 25. 

Be the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 26. 

Mr. TAULBEE. No further count is asked for. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
was the bill (S. 226) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I understand every one of these bills 
has been passed, with three exceptions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only three more bills remain to be 
acted on. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I merely wish to say this, Mr. Speaker: 
I made objection here because I believe the principle involved is wrong. 
Senate Sp g to make a speech, but I believe it to be injustice to the 

are now needing pensions and not able to get them. I 

tiene it to be an injustice to thousands in this country asking to 
be pensioned and who can not get pensions, because we are told it is 
piling up the aggregate of pensions. When these men knock at our 
door and ask for pensions that te is flung in their faces. That 
aggregate is brought up, and it is said we have such an te of 
pensions, amounting to millions of dollars, we can not afford to grant 
any more. I have been asked to withdraw my objections, and as I 
do not wish to stand in the way as an obstruction, I am willing to do 
so. I wish tosay, however, this much before doing so, that every man 
who votes for this class of pensions is doing injustice to the poor men 
and women who are unable to get their pensions. I withdraw my ob- 
jection at the request of gentlemen here. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third serge and passed. 


BILLS PASSED. 


Billsof the following titles, reported favorably from the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, were severally taken up and 
r i sa and they were accordingly read the third 


Hne (2 878) (S. 973) ‘granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah P, Me- 
Kean, of Marion, Linn County, Towa; and 

A bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. De Krafft. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. Gentlemen kindly consented to allow me to sub- 
mit some remarks this evening, but as the hour is late Iam unwilling 
to detain gentlemen, and therefore ask the same permission be extended 
to me for next Friday evening. 

Mr. MORRU. After the regular pension business has been dis- 


posed of. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


xXVII——318 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of colored citizens of Mecklenburgh 
County, North Carolina, in reference to migration to Africa—to the 
large | Committee on Appropriations. 


By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of citizens of Franklin, Bradford 
County, Pennsylvania, praying for a law to prevent adulteration and 
counterfeiting of food products, especially butter—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Grange No. 619, of Pennsyl- 

vania, asking such legislation as will suppress the manufacture and 
barge of all imitation dairy products—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of Susan Davis, of Lumpkin County; 
and of Jane A. Head, daughter of Elizabeth Baugh, deceased, of Gwin- 
nett Coun , Georgia, asking that their war claims be referred to the 
Court of C ji to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Elizabeth Baugh, of Gwinnett 
County, and of Susan Davis, of Lumpkin County, Georgia—to the same 

committee. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of physicians of Saulte Ste. Marie, 
Mich., asking increased compensation for h stewards, United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military A 

Also, petition of hospital stewards, United States, Army, for same— 
to ee same committee. A 

eS pee James J. Ayers, and others, citizens of Austin, Mich., 
soton r pension legislation recommended by Grand Army of the Re- 
public—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ie Mr. DIBBLE: Papers relating to the claim of Rudolph Labriger— 

Committee on War Claims. 

Ry Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation of New York, urging the issuance of one and two dollar 
notes—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, Faaa of the eae! Exchange f Denver, Colo., against 
taxing oleo to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GROUT. Petition of John E. Carr and 18 others, citizens of 
New Hampshire, and of Newton Bell and 12 others, citizens of Saint 
Albans, Vt., for a tax on oleomargarine—to the same committee. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Petition of colored citizens of Bun- 
combe County, North Carolina, asking to be sent to Liberia—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of E. Y. Richardson and 46 others, citizens 
of Laurel, Del., for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Com- 
mittee on "Coinage, W ts, and Measures. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Papers and proofs to accompany House bill 9004, for 
the relief of Caroline P. Bolton—to the Committte on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

. By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Thomas A. Prewitt and 40 others, cit- 
izens of Hendricks County, Indiana, asking that a special act be passed 
granting a pension to Anna Grave—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Papers relating to the claim of Greenberry Will- 
iams, of Sumner County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Papers relating to the claims of Morgan Lay- 
ton, of Emanuel M. Hoover, of Curtis Yates, of Joseph Click, of Sal- 
omon Beery, of Samuel H. Wampler, and of William K. Abbott, of 
Rockingham County; of Sarah Ambrose, of Samuel Fetzer, of Harrison 
Fauber, of Samuel Roller, and of John T. Hottel, of Shenandoah County; 
of Harriet Walter, of Thomas W. Russell, and of John Sams, of Vir- 
ginia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Petition of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia favoring the enlargement of the powers of the National 
Board of Health—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of James L. Roane, of Richland County, 
South Carolina, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James L. Roane, of Richland 
County, South Carolina—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SENEY: Protest of Pittsburgh Grain and Flour Exchange, 
of Denver Produce Ex and of Atchison Board of Trade, against 
taxing oleo: e—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also papersof John H. Beall, for taxing oleomargarine—to the same 
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per of J. Twing Brooks, favoring the amendment of section 
5258 Boot be the Re Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association for the issuance of one and two dollar bills—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Saint 
Paul, Minn., protesting against the building of low bridges across the 
Mississippi River below the mouth of the Missouri River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of 105 citizens of Martin County, 
of 17 citizens of Watonwan County, and of 88 citizens of Blue Earth 
County, Minnesota, asking for action of Co to determine the 
true condition of certain lands in that State alleged to have been im- 
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poen y certified by the Interior Department to the Saint Paul and 
City and the Southern Minnesota Railroad Companies—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the Saint Paul Chamber of Commerce condemn- 
ing low bridges across the Mississippi River below the mouth of the 
Missouri River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of citizens of Alabama for the passage of 
rhe TORE petition, maging toe MAIOS of tan MIL pianina ie 

5 r taar i ill placi 

Tea e agan aS of all imitations of butter under the control of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 
— and imposition, was presented, and referred to the Committee on 

iculture: 

y Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of certain citizens of Alexandria and 
Fairfax Counties, Virginia. 


' HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, May 29, 1886. 


‘The House metat1io’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CONSULAR REPORTS.” 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the follo 
President of the United States; which was psa 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report of the 
res een of the United States, on the 


message from the 
erred to the Com- 


of State,accompanying the re- 


and commerce of foreign coun- 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Executive Mansiox, May 28, 1886. 

The SPEAKER. Unless ordered by the House the Chair will not 
direct the reports themselves to be printed at present. 

STATUE OF LIBERTY ENLIGHTENING THE WORLD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with inclosures, an estimate 
from the Secretary of State of the expense of the statue of 
“‘ Liberty Enlightening the World; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH D. RIDDLE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 


Secre! of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Attorney-Gen* 
eral inclosing the account of J D. Riddle, with accompanying 
papers, for legal services for persons under appointment by 


the United States circuit judge of the aistrict ol of California; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


LAWS OF DAKOTA TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5888) to 
legalize and validate the general laws of the Territory of Dakota for 
the incorporation of insurance companies, and to authorize and em- 

er the Legislative Assembly of said Territory to pass such general 
ee: returned from the Senate with amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In the absence of the chairman of the Committee 
on the Territories, I move that the House non-concur in the Senate 
amendments and agree to the request for a committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the managers on the part 
of the House during the day. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of im- 
portant business, 

To Mr. Matson, for five days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. MORRILL, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. JAMES, for three days. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Senate 
bill No. 1532, to te interstate commerce, now -on the Calendar of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, havin, 
a aa rted back from the Committee on Commerce, be anpe] 

er the special order when the Honse bill to regulate interstate 
ec shall be called’ up. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The rogat of the gentleman is that the Senate 
bill be also included in that order? 


Mr. 
The SPEAKER. It is the bill (S. 1532) to regulate commerce. 


Mr. DUNHAM. But it is not upon the same Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. No; because the Senate bill proposes a commission, 
and is on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; but the fact that they are on different Calendars makes no 


Fort NS AI We have not both of those bills here, as I under- 
i 

The SPEAKER. They are here. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Ishall have to object for the present at least. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois supposed 
the Senate bill was not on the Calendar. I have explained to him the 
situation, and that the object was to consider it with the House bill, 
to which I understand he is to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I shall withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Without further objection the order requested by 
the gentleman from Texas will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the regular order 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the ‘call of committees for re- 
ports. 


MAILING OF OBSCENE MATTER. 

Mr. MERRIMAN, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
7544) to amend section 3893 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
relative to the transmission of obscene matter through the mails; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- ` 
port, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 290) for the re- 
lief of Davidson Dickson and others; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 

of the Whole for the further consideration of bills raising revenne. 


Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Speaker, to-day was set aj for the con- 
sideration of bills reported from the Committee on In Affairs, but 
of course it is impossible to get to-day for that I ask unani- 


mous consent therefore that so much of the order setting apart to-day 
ps = consideration of such business be continued over and apply to 
une 15. 

Mr. GIBSON, = MBs oe I rise toa 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GIBSON, at West irginia. If objection is made to continuing 
that order until the date fixed, is not the Committee on Indian Affairs 
entitled to a date hereafter anyhow? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. Thisday wasspecifically set 
apart, and no other day, for the business reported from that committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know what business is to be called 
up and what restrictions are made as to other orders? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The tion of other business should certainly 


revail which ex- 
e Committee on 


parliamentary inquiry. 


OLEOMARGARINE. 

ingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also impos- 


ing a tax upon and ing the man sale, importation, and 
SF of oleomargarine. 

HAIRMAN. The committee when it rose yesterday had 
reached the eighth section. The Clerk will report the pendingamend- 


‘| ment, offered by the gentleman from Illinois fan’ TOWNSHEND]. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 3, strike out the word “ten” and insert the word “two; sothat it will 


“That upon oleomargarine which shall be manufactured and sold, or removed 
conor race sorts eget and collected a tax of 2 cents per 
pound.” 

Mr. HATCH. I moveto strikeout the last word for the purpose 
of making a statement in reply to the statement made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN ], who I regret is not in his seat, 
and one or two telegrams, that have been read from the Clerk’s desk, 
from certain Knights of Labor in Chicagoand Milwaukee. I ask that 
the telegram which I send to the desk may be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
CLEVELAND, OHIO, May 28, 1836, 
Acting under instructions from the General Assembly of the Knights of Labor, 
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I desire to state that no person whatever is authorized to k for this organi- 
gallon, either in the affirmative or negative, upon the question of the lation 
of the sale of oleomargarine now pending before Congress. Please bring this 
to the attention of the proper committees. 

T, V. POWDERLY, 


G M. W, K.of L. 
Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of Horse Reps., W. 


[ Applause. ] 

Mr, HATCH. Mr. Chairman, Ihave been requested by several gentle- 
men to state authoritatively the construction placed by the Committee 
ee pelea on the effect of the second section of this bill, which I will 


read. 

Mr. PARKER. I desire to call the attention of the House to the im- 
portance of the statement now being made by thechairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

The C RMAN. The Chair requests the committee to be in order. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘The second section reads as follows: 

Sec, 2. That for the purposes of this act certain manufactured substances, cer- 
tain extracts, and certain mixtures and compounds, including such mixtures and 
compounds with butter, shall be known and designated as * oleomargarinc,”’ 
namely: All substances heretofore known as oleomargarine, oleo, oleomarga- 
rine oil, butterine, lardine, suine, and neutral; all mixtures and compounds of 
oleomargarine, oleo, oleomargarine oil, butterine, Jardine, suine, and neutral; 
all lard extracts and tallow extracts; and all mixturesand compounds of tallow, 
beef fat, suet, lard, lard oll, vegetable oil, annotto, and other coloring matter, in- 
testinal fat, and offal fat made in imitation or semblance of butter, or calculated or 
datended to be used as butter or for butter. 


I want to state that the two lines I have emphasized in reading, the 
last two lines of this section, apply to and interpret each and every sin- 
gle word in the section that Ihave read. I did not suppose there was 
a misapprehension existing on the of any gentleman in this House 
as to the proper interpretation of this section. If gentlemen had been 
present at the evening session when members of the committee fully 


. explained this bill there would have been no question aboutit. Ac- 


cording to the interpretation of that section, asinterpreted not only by 
the Committee on Agriculture but by the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, who submitted it to the law officer of that ent, who has 
revised every single word and comma in it, it means this, and nothing 
but this, that the mixture of any two or more of these compounds into 
a substance to be colored and flavored and packed and sold as butter 
is to be taxed under this bill 10 cents a pound; but if lard and cotton- 
sced oil are mixed together, if lard and tallow and cotton-seed oil are 
mixed together, if any other two or more of these substances are mixed, 
placed on the market, and sold for what they are, in good faith and in 
fact, and not colored and flavored as an imitation and fraud upon but- 
ter, they are not liable to the tax under this section, and no reasonable 
aa a ction of that kind can be placed on that section or the bill asan 
entirety. 

Mr. BLOUNT., May I ask the gentleman from Missouri a question? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, sir. 

_ Mr, BLOUNT. Why not insert a proviso to make it clear that that 
is the construction? ‘The House has aright to criticise the language of 
the bill as well as the law officers of the Department. The gentleman 
would avoid all trouble by inserting a proviso giving the construction 
which he indicates. 

Mr. HATCH, I will say to the gentleman from Georgia there is no 
proviso that can be added to that section that will make it any plainer 
to the law officers of the Government who will have to execute thelaw 
than as it stands in the bill, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to say this: Suppose 
his opinion is correct, but the House should differ with him, is ft not 
better to make it clearer to other gentlemen who do notsee itso plainly 
ns he does? 

Mr. HATCH. I appreciate the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Georgia, but I will say to him that such products are sold upon the 
market now every day, and it is known to every commercial man in 
the United States and to every produce exchange in the United States 
which handles Jard at all, that more than 75 percent. of the hog’s lard 
now put upon the market and sold as lard is adulterated with cotton- 
seed oil and cheaper fats. 

Mr. DUNN. Cotton-seed oil is the best lard, 

Mr. HATCH. ‘That is the opinion of the gentleman from Arkansas, 
and I will take no issue with him as to his taste, If he prefers cotton- 
res a he can bave it and mix itin any quantities he chooses to suit 


Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to make a parliamen: inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman state it. foe 

Mr. HAMMOND. What is the pending motion ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hatcii] has 
moved to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Iwas not in the Hall when that motion was 


made. 

Mr. HATCH. I moved to strike out the last word merely to give 
me an op ity to make this statement. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield to me fora 
question? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LONG. I notice that the language of the section is, ‘‘or in- 
tended to be used as butter or for butter.” My question as whether 
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it is not desirable to strike out the words “‘or for butter.’ To be 
used ‘for butter” would imply to be used instead of butter, which I 
do not think is the meaning of the gentleman, 

Mr. HATCH. Thegentleman from Massachusetts will note the fact 
that the expression is used in counection with the language ‘made in 
imitation or semblance of butter." The language is: 

Made in imitation or semblance of butter, or calcuinted or intended to be used 
as butter or for butter, 

Let me say further to the gentlemau that in the construction of that 
sentence the language of the laws of more than adozen States and the 
decisions of the higher courts of the State of New York, as far as they 
have interpreted the New York State law on this subject, have all been 
thoroughly discussed and considered by the Committee on Agriculture, 
and the language here used is language that has already been passed 
upon by the highest State tribunals in the land. 

Mr. LONG. But when you say that this is to be taxed if used “for” 
butter, that means when it is used instead of butter. 

Mr. HATCH, Iwill say farther to the gentleman tliat the testimony 
before our committee establishes beyond any sort of controversy the fact 
that if these gentlemen are honest, if they simply mean to manufacture 
a wholesome food product, all they have to do is to strip it of the fraud- 
ulent disguise which it now wears and under which they attempt to 
palm it off on people for butter, 

Mr. LONG. The bill makes this article oleomargarine subject to a 
tax in two cases: first, if it is used “as” butter; second, if itis used 
“for” butter. 

Mr. MILLS. In other words, the gentleman proposes to make the raw 
material free, but to tax the finished product. Itis simply carrying ont 
in this case the general theory of my friend from New York [Mr. Hew- 


rrr]. 

a. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture whether, in order to remove all doubt upon 
the subject, he will not consent to an amendment to the second section 
of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
Harcu] has expired. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to renew the formal amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I renew the amendment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I proposo to go back, by unanimous consent, to 
the second section, and add a proviso to the efect that it is not designed 
by this bill to tax oleomargarine or any of these other products enumer- 
ated in the bill when they are marked as such. ill the chairman 
of the committee consent to that ? 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman will frame his proviso in writing 
and submit it to me I will take it into consideration and Jay it before 
the committee. The gentleman knows that having passed the second 
section we can not return to it unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know that; bnt if the committee mean to be fair, 
and mean the House to understand what they do by this bill, all they 
have to do is to agree to such an amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman will reduce his proviso to writing 
we will take it into consideration. Ofcourse I can not gather its effect 
with any accuracy from a mere statement here in this colloquy. 

Mr. REAGAN. Idonot undertake to give the language of the pro- 
viso, Isimply suggest that a proviso beadded to the second section to 
the effect that it is not intended by this bill to tax oleomargarine when 
it is sold as what it is not—that is, as ‘‘butter.”’ . 

Mr. HATCH. “Taxoleomargarine”’—*‘oleomargarine”’ isnow man- 
ufuctured and sold in imitation of butter, and one of the objects of this 
bill is to define what that article is and to tax it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Butif the gentleman desires to make the meaning 
of the bill plain he sees very well that ho can make it plain in the way 
I haye suggested. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the gentleman from 
Missouri pe Hato] correctly, he isnot willing that any change shall 
be made in the bill. 

Several members addressed the Chair. ` 

Mr. HENDERSON, ofIowa. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point of order. 
The confusion is so that it is impossible for us to make progress. 
No one seems to understand who is entitled to tho floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House will bein order, 

Mr. REAGAN. The time that was allowed tome I turn over to the 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] a question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand the regular order. 

Mr, WARNER, of Missouri. I move tostrike outthe last word, I, 
for one, thank the Committee on Agriculture for the new light which 
they have imparted to the House this morning in to this bill, 
for it certainly isin direct conflict with and contradiction of the argu- 
ments that have heretofore been made by the advocates of the bill. I 
assume, Mr. Chairman, that the advocates of this bill are pressing its 
passage in good faith, and I trust that the gentlemen who favor it will 
concede the same good faith to those who oppose this measure upon 
what they believe to be grounds of public policy and constitutional in- 
hibition. 

Assuming, sir, that this Dill is not intended to blot out any whole- 


5076 


some article of food, assuming the fact, which can not be successfully 
contraverted, that the article known as oleomargarine when made prop- 
erly is a wholesome, cheap article of food which should not be taxed 
out of existence, I am not here to advocate or excuse the perpetration 
ofa fraud by the manufacturers of oleomargarine or by the manufact- 
urers of any other productin this country, and I had prepared, before 
thechairman of the Committee on Agriculture took the floor, an amend- 
ment which I think will meet the view expressed by him. ‘The amend- 
ment protects the honest manufacturer and dealer in oleomargarine, 
which the chairman does not intend to reach under this bill. It is in 
the line of the admission that the gentleman has just made, only that 
it goes further against the manufacturers of oleomargarine than he claims 
that he contends for. je ia 

I will now read the proviso for the information of the committec, and 
give notice that at the proper time I shall offer it, either at the conclu- 
sion of the eighth section or at the conclusion of the bill. I read: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to apply to the manu- 
facture, sale, or offer for sale of any substance known as oleomargarine, which 
shall be shown, before the same is sold or offered for sale, to the satisfaction of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenve, under such rules and regulations as he 
may adopt. to be wholesome as an article of food and what it purports to be, as 
shown by the marks and brands thereon. 

And further, that the constituent elements thereof, separately and combined, 
are in no way deleterious to health: And provided further, That said substance 
known as oleo: ine shall be put in packages marked and branded as pro- 
vided in this act. ny manufacturer, wholesale or retail dealer, or other person 
who shall knowingly manufacture, sell, or offer for sale any such substance as 
oleomargarine for butter, or as butter, or without the same Nee | putin packages 
plainly marked and branded as in this act provided, shall be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not 
less than $100 nor more than $5,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding five 
years, or by both such fine and imprisonment, 

Now, gentlemen, if it is the purpose to protect a wholesome article 
of food which is branded and marked—if it is the purpose not to crush 
out an industry which is proper and honest (and I shall not accuse any 
gentleman of bad faith in this matter), then it seems to me that this pro- 
vision affords full protection. It the manufacturer, the whole- 
sale and the retail dealer, who sells the marked article for just what it 
purports to be; it requires that the articleshall thus be sold; and fur- 
ther, the burden of proof is thrown upon the manufacturer or dealer to 
show that the article as a compound, as well as every constituent ele- 
ment entering into its composition, is healthful; that there is nothing 
contained in the article which can be injurious to the health of the con- 
sumer, It is an absolute protection against fraud either in the manu- 
facture or sale of oleomargarine. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. _ Mr. Chairman, upon hearing the explanation 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], but before I had re-ex- 
amined the bill, I was tempted to withdraw my amendment; but on 
examination of the eighth section I find that the construction of the 
gentleman from Missouri is not correct. The second section declares— 


‘That for the purposes of this act certain manufactured substances, certain ex- 
tracts. and certain mixtures and compounds, including snch mixtures and com- 
pounds with butter, shall be known and designated as “ oleomargarinc."' 


The eighth section declares— 

That upon oleomargarine which shall be manufactured and sold, or removed 
for Ste or use, there shall be assessed and collected a tax of 10 cents 
per pound, to be paid by the manufacturer thereof. 

Now the eighth section does not declare that only the imitation ar- 
ticle shall be taxed 10 cents, but it declares expressly that all oleomar- 

shall be so taxed. 

Mr. CANNON, My colleague will allow me to say that the second 
section is the dictionary section, defining what shall be considered oleo- 
margarine under this act; and when throughout the bill eleomargarine 
is mentioned, the reference is to oleomargarine as defined in the second 


section. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I am afraid that the construction placed on 
this bill by my colleague [Mr. CANNoN] is not correct. Oleomarga- 
rine is a well-known article; its definition is understood. It is an ar- 
ticle composed of certain ingredients. The name is common and well 
understood. Now, I have an apprehension that under the eighth sec- 
tion of this bill the courts will hold that no oleomargarine can be man- 
ufactured and sold without paying a tax of 10 cents, although it may 
be sold under its true name and with full knowledge by the purchaser 
of its true character, For this reason I think the section should be 
amended by the addition of some such proviso as has been indicated by 
tho gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HENLEY, To obyiate the gentleman's objection the eighth 
section could be amended by inserting the words ‘‘oleomargarine as 
detined by the second section of this act.” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Perhaps some sach amendment as that might 
reach the diffleulty. 

Mr. HENLEY. ‘Threo or four words would do it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I only make the point that unless there be 
some amendment of this character confusion may result, and perhaps 
all oleomargarine will be taxed. 

But, Mr. Chairman, even if this amendment be adopted, I still main- 
tain there is no need for so large a tax as 10 cents per pound; we should 
content ourselves with imposing a tax of 2 cents per pound; and there- 
fore I shall insist on my amendment. 
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The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the Chair will consider 
the formal amendment as withdrawn. 

Mr. PRICE. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I desire the Chair to take notice that 
when the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, PRICE] gets through I wish 
to be heard in opposition to striking out the last word. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN, Tho Chair will take notice of the gentleman’s 
announcement, 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I desired last evening to take the floor 
to answer the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. That gen- 
tleman said: $ 

It has been proclaimed by those who speak for the agricultural intercsts of 
the country—and I represent this with other intcrests—that all that is desired 
in this matter is such n Jaw aa will place the manufacture of oleomargarine sep- 
arate and apart from the manufacture of butter, &c. 

Now, there is not a man on this floor who does not know that a tax of 2 cents 
is ample and more than ample to bring about that resnit, & 


(a 
Now, we on this side are for protecting American industries against every 
kind of foreign competition. 


And yet the gentleman pleads the cause of less than five hundred 
men who must be convicted of counterfeiting 2 staple article of pro- 
duction, of ecommerce, and of consumption before this bill can touch 
them, and pleads against the interests of four or five million of the 
furmers of our country. 

He pleads against the collection of sixteen or eighteen millions of 
revenue to be derived from a business that can well afford to pay it, and 
still enter the lists and maintain itself as the producer of regular butter. 

The ‘‘specter of free trade may stalk in every town and village in 
this country within five years,’ butit will haunt the bedside of those who 
would justify ‘‘free trade’ in counterfeit money or butter rather than 
the slumbers of those who would place under the ban of the law a sham, 
a cheat, and a false pretense. 

When the er comes, if it does come, we, who would shield the 
consumer and producer of & healthy article of food, can say: 

Thou canst not say I did it: never shake 
‘Thy gory locks at me, 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the eighth section, now under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands the gentleman from Wis- 
consin to withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, there have been a half 
dozen speeches made here in favor of striking ont the last word, and I 
have never yet heard one in 0 tion to that motion; now, I want to 
be heard on that. [Laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Kentucky, and the Clerk will report the amendment. $ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Daren upon OESE OEE niall bm A Ge aa 
there shall be aseeased and Collected a tax.” iii ET s 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to support this bill if it be 
amended in proper way. As I understand the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, he does not desire to impose this tax except 
upon oleomargarine when sold as butter; and the purport and mean- 
ing of my amendment is to im the tax of 10 cents per pound, as 
provided in the bill, upon oleomargarine which shall be manufactured 
and sold as butter. 

Now, sir, all legislative power, as I understand it, under the Consti- 
tution is vested in Congress; and it is fair and just to the Committee 
on Agriculture to assume that when they report a bill they desire to 
benelit this country in someshapeor manner. This bill proposes, first, 
to raise revenue. Its object seems to me, in its present form at least, 
to tax an industry out of existence. As I understand it, 200,000,000 
pounds of oleomargarine were manufactured last year. If you impose 
a tax of 10 cents per pound upon oleomargarine it does make a big rev- 
enue, amounting, say, to some $20,000,000. Now, it has been shown 
here, and I will not go into the figures, that at present there is no ne- 
cessity for increasing the revenue tax; that, in fact, we had last year 
nearly $50,000,000 of surplus, 

If there be no necessity for increasing the revenue tax why pass a 
bill for that purpose? 

I call attention to the next point in the brief time that I have; that 
is, whether we can afford to tax an industry out of existence, The 
manufacture of oleomargarine has become a great industry in this coun- 
try. It has been shown here, and it can be proven, that the ingredi- 
ents of oleomargarine, where it is an honest product, are healthful, and 
that, in fact, nearly all of them are used upon the tables of many of 
our best people. It can also be shown that oleomargarine has been to 
a certain extent a benefit to the people, for it has reduced the price of 
that kind of food. It is also a benefit to those who raise cattle and 
hogs, for cattle and hogs are used in the manufacture of oleomargurine; 
and furthermore, Mr. Chairman, it is the duty of this Congress to en- 
courage, as far as possible, all healthful and honest industries; and I 
protest against any ington seeks to strike down any leading industry 
in this country. The chairman of the Committee on Agriculture says 
he does not desire to im a tax except npon oleomargarine when 
manufactured and sold as butter. 
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If that is his meaning it ought to be made clear in the bill, and the 
eighth section, now under consideration, is the section in which 
to incorporate such an amendment. I offer the amendment, that we 
may put it in the bill so as not to permit a construction to be given to 
the bill which will not be warranted hereafter. Ata future time it may 
be that the courts of this country will not construe the bill as the gen- 
tleman who is now the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture does; 
and in order that its purpose and effect may be clearly understood we 
ought to perfect it now. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to say to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
my statement was plain and frank and intended in good faith to the 
House, and that I donot desire him to put any construction upon what 
I said as favoring this amendment to the eighth section if it is not cov- 
ered by the language of my own. 

Now, sir, to place the Committee on Agriculture properly before the 
Committee of the Whole I ask unanimous consent that in line 12 of the 
second section of the bill there may be added after the word **or,” 
where it occurs before the word ‘‘calculated,’’ the words ‘‘so made;”’ 
and in line 13 strike out the word ‘‘used’’ and insert the word ‘‘sold;’’ 
so as to read: 

Made in imitation or semblance of butter, or, when so made, calculated or in- 
tended to be sold as butter or for butter. 


Mr. McCREARY. Ido not see any material difference between that 
amendment and my own. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Do I understand the chairman 
of the committee to state then that if it is made as oleomargarine and 
sold as oleomargarine, not as butter, it will not come within the opera- 
tion of this restriction? 

Mr. HATCH. I think the language I have used is perfectly plain 
and intelligible. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Perhaps the gentleman had 
better restate it. 

Mr. HATCH. I stated plainly and distinctly that the mere brand- 
ing it as ‘‘oleo ine” or ‘‘butterine’’? would not take it out of 
the operation of the law; but if manufactured ont of tallow and lard or 
tallow and cotton-seed oil, or all three, making a mixture of tallow, 
lard, and cotton-seed oil, it is not within the provisions ofthe bill. But 
whenever they use the fraudulent stamp of ‘‘oleomargarine’’ upon the 
package that is made in imitation of butter, and intended to be sold as 
butter, it does come within the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from Missouri allow me a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. HATCH. With pleasure. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Suppose the product is made up of these various ele- 
ments, lard, tallow, &c., as the gentleman has described, and it is so 
Deade but has coloring matter making it similar to butter, is it then 
taxable? 

Mr. HATCH. With coloring matter similar to butter? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HATCH. Unquestionably. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Although there isa brand disclosing the component 
parts of it? 

Mr. HATCH. Unquestionably; because it is simply a new name of 
a counterfeit. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Has the Chair submitted any proposition to the 
committee for objection? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not? 

Mr. HATCH, I ask unanimous consent to make the amendment to 
section 2 which I have indicated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent to return to section 2 of the bill for the purpose of enabling 
him to offer the amendment which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. BEACH. I will object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition must be stated before the gen- 
tleman’s objection can be entertained. 

Mr. BEACH. It has been stated. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Let the RECORD show it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 2, line 12, after the word “or,” where it occurs the second time, in- 
sert “when so made;” and in line 13 strike out the word “used” and insert 
“sold;” so that it will read: 


“ Made in imitation or semblance of butter, or when so made calculated orin- 
tended to be sold as butter or for butter,” 


Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that that amendment may 
be adopted. 

Mr. BEACH. Unless there is an opportunity of farther amendment 
of the section, I object. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent that section 2 be amended as indicated. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Regarding this proposed amend- 
ment as only adding further deception to the original fraud of this bill, 
I object to it. 

Several members called for the regular order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] is not prop- 
erly an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Things 
[Mr. TowNsHEND]. That the matter may be better understood, the 
Clerk will again report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. TOWNSHEND, as 
follows: 

In section 8, line 3, strike out ‘* ten” and insert “ two;* so that it will read: 

“That upon oleomargarine which shall be manufactured and sold, or removed 
for ya oot or use, there shall be assessed and collected atax of 2 cents per 
poun 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will entertain the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky when this amendment is di of. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order against the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York can reserve the 
point of order to be made when the amendment is offered. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to inquire whether the amendment just read 
has not been once voted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ithas not. Several amendmehts to the amend- 
ment have been voted upon. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
LEHLBACH] is recognized. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MILLS. It is understood that the time for debate should be 
about equally divided between those opposing and those favoring a 
measure. It seems to me all the this morning has been in 
favor of the bill. One gentleman has spoken against it and all the 
rest for it. x 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis impossible for the Chair, while these amend- 
ments are pending, to know whether gentlemen rising to speak favor 
the bill or not. 

Mr. MILLS. I oppose it and would like to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks he can not be accused of yen 
tiality in this matter. He now recognizes the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH], who has not been heretofore recognized in 
the general or the five-minute debate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope order will be preserved that the gen- 
tleman from New J may be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. e committee will come to order. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I have thus far voted with the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. I am in favor of the passage of this bill provided it does 
not make the taxationexcessive. Iconsider the license tax already im- 
posed too high, but even with that provision in it I am in favor of the 
bill, But, Mr. i , if the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] is not adopted I shall be compelled 
to vote against the passage of this bill, and I hope the majority of this 
House will vote against it; for no matter what gentlemen in favor of 
the passage of the bill may say, it will have the tendency of driving out 
of existence a legitimate industry, and it will have the tendency of rais- 
ing by legislation the price of butter. While butter is now being sold 
and brought into the New York market at 164 cents a pound, we con- 
sumers have to pay at this present time from 30 to 40 cents a pound. 
If this bill passes in its present shape it imposes a tax of 10 cents on 
oleomargarine. The result must be that the price of butter will go up. 
This result must, I think, be conceded by all. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I give notice to the gentlemen who are in favor 
of the passage of this bill—and I am in favor of it so far as its object 
is to cause oleomargarine to be sold for what it is—that if they reject 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois I shall be 
compelled, although a friend of the bill, to vote against it. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the few gentlemen who have been opposing this 
bill will not be misled by a mistake as to the character of the expla- 
nation which has been made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Hatcu]. Gentlemen must understand that this bill came into the 
House for a purpose and that purpose has not been abandoned. That 
Sey is to broaden the doctrine of protection and to adopt it in the 

nited States as between different classes of industry. It has so been 
proclaimed this morning on the other side of this House. When the 
original doctrine of protection was proclaimed in this country it was 
proclaimed as a national necessity. £ 

It was said that we must have protection to certain industries to fos- 
ter and build them up in order that we might have power to defend 
ourselves against foreign nations; that we might become involved in 
war, and therefore it was necessary that we should build up some great 
institutions that could make cannon, that could make shot and shell, 
that could manufacture clothing and implements of war, so that we 
might be self-sustaining in case of a conflict with a foreign power. In 
those days the whole doctrine of protection lay close to the national 
safety. It was based upon Americanism, and on that ground it was 
deemed necessary to discriminatein favor of American industries against 
foreign industries. But, sir, thatis not the doctrine that is proclaimed 
here to-day—the doctrine of discriminating as between two American 
industries. That simply means spoliation of one to build up another. 
The doctrine of our fathers was that this is a Government under which 
every man is equal. 

Each one of our constituents is a sovereign, and a sovereign who has 
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no subjects. We, as their representatives, come here to make eral, 


laws, laws that shall fall, like the rains of heaven, ven, equally upon 
and our Constitution has been formed in thatspirit. f Esa itt 
all men, exclusive privileges to none,” is the cardinal truth that un- 


derlies the whsle of 6 our American institutions. And yet, upon this 
floor it is this morning that this bill is designed to protect 
the dairy interest. Against what? “ Protection” when used in its 
economic sense means to protect one industry against the competition 
of another industry. ‘The word is not used there as it is used in the 
criminal or the civil laws in other respects, meaning to protect one 
against the wrong of another; in business it means to give one an ex- 
clusive privilege against the competition of another. 

Gentlemen, if you A AA go into that business in this country you 
have got touprootall the institutions created by your Constitution, and 
announce to the people of the United States that this isready, 
= the bi of any powerful class in the land, to break down another 

that is less powerful. That is the doctrine, and it is a new de- 
pve in American politics. If you adopt it, every constitutional 
guarantee is worthless to you, whether it be of life, of liberty, or of 
property. Whenever a powerful interest comes here and asks that it 
shall be “‘protected”’ against the competition of another interest, the 
one that is yras will devour the one that is weaker, 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, although I have the honor of repre- 
senting a district ne largely interested in tho resulta of this bill as any 
other in the country, I have heretofore abstained from occupying any 
time by upon the floor. Ihave felt it a privilege and a duty 
to follow the admirable example of the chairman of the committee that 
has presented this bill, in acting in such a manner as to avoid delay and 

sten a vote. It seems to me that this bill should have passed before 
time. The views of those thinking as I do have not needed expres- 
sion by me, as our position has been fully, concisely, and felici 
stated wos spokesman, my friend and e RA from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock 

As the discussion is to go on I will take a part in it. 

As to the made a while ago, that some new light has been 
given this morning in regard to this measure by the explanation of the 
force of the second section made by the from Missouri [ Mr. 
Hatcu], that is an error on the part of gentlemen who have notstudied 
this bill or the other bills that have been introduced on the same sub- 
ject. Upon the 15th of February last a bill was introduced involving, 
in principle, precisely the idea involved in this second section, the idea 
eel ee eat taxing the counterfeit, and 
leaving the honest commodity free, and of so guiding the language of 
the section that it should not r paapa sa to the judgmentof the court 
in the case of The People vs. Marx, decided in the State of New York, 
or in any other of the decided cases. 

Now, as to the questionof the amendment which has been presented 
here by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] taken in con- 
nection with that offered by Mr. McCreary to limit the meaning 
and of the “‘ ’ as named and taxed 10 cents per pound 
by:section 8. One gentleman has indicated this morning that he is un- 
willing to the bill unless the amendment is adopted. Itwill 
be noticed that the second section of this bill says that ‘‘ forthe purposes 
What purposes of thisact?. Forall the purposes of this am 
what purposes act? e purposes act; for every sec- 
tion and every clause of this act ‘‘oleomargarine”’ is what is described 
en ane pep wg dota dar EE S and say that ‘‘ upon 

which shall be manufactured and sold or removed” there 
shall be assessed and collected a tax of 10 cents per pound, what oleomar- 
is meant? Notsomethingthat may happen to bein the market, 
not something that is spoken of in the books, but the “‘oleomargarine’’ 
defined in section 2 of the billas ‘‘oleomargarine’’ ‘‘for the purposes of 
this act.” It is that andnothing else. Therefore it is the oleomarga- 
rine taxed as an imitation, taxed as a frand, taxed as a thing lag intone 
to be palmed off asbutter, to which this tax of 10 cent pou a ap 
and I challenge any lawyer who will look at the matter 
it the benefit of of his thought to find any other reasonable moan droop 
the provisions of the bill. Hence the amendment is unnecessary and 
— prove injurious. 
ow it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that we have reached the crisis 
of this bill. Tf the bill can be with this tax of 10 cents per 
pound upon the imitation, the fraud, we shall have done what we in- 
Tolol $9 Ao SANAA no man—I am not criticising any gentleman 
personally—but I say weshall have reached a result which no man who 
aims at an honest result can object to. First, we ask for revenue; sec- 
ond, we ask for protection to the dairymen; third, we ask for protec- 
tion to the consumer; fourth, we ask for power to mark and label a 
fraud. The money is needed for use. It is needed to pay ns. 
It is needed to rebuild our Navy. As Mr. Tilden lately suggested, it 
is needed to fortify our coasts. In short, it is needed for all the pur- 
poses of government. 

But gentlemen deny the right to tax., Naturally we are sent back to 
rita tr ie and hence again quote section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution: 


The Congress shall have power to coy Apaioa pe cette imposts and ex- 
cises to ae tha dekte and penvidia fot the common defense and general welfare 
of the United States, 


the ‘a aa ee cla ap ee aise re Fad 
e “‘ general- use. e are us ow! 
of that clause. iets Ropes 

In Dobbins vs, Erie County (16 Peters, 447), the court, by Mr. Jus- 
tice Wayne, says: 


Taxation is a sacred right, essential to the existence of government—an inci- 
dent of sovereignty, 


Acting under the Constitution and in pursuance of this sacred right 

we peony in an orderly procedure and by legal methods in accordance 

time-honored and successful precedents, to lay and collect upon 

this commodity named in this bill and described as oleomargarine the 

tax provided; and upon similar grounds and ina similar manner to tax 
the manufacturers thereof and those who sell the same. 

It being granted that some revenue is necessary for the purposes of 
the Government under the of the Constitution, Congress has 
the sole power of deciding what property shall be taxed to raise this 
revenue, subject only to the rule that the tax shall operate with the 
same effect upon the subject of taxation wherever found inthe United 
States. Suppose we need all of the revenue we now have and some- 
thing more, how shall we derive it ? We mayselectour subjects of tax- 
ation—and we tax for revenue, notfor revenue only, but underthe Con- 
stitution for revenue—we select oleomargarine as the subject, and no 
man can sa ory 

It has been held legal to tax playing-cards, proprietary medicines, per- 
fumery, distilled spirits, tobacco and cigars, and other classes of prop- 
erty. Why is oleomargarine sacred ? 

and not tax manufactured 


Why may we tax manufactured whisky 
imitation butter? Theright to taxinyolves the rightof selection. We 
have the right to select w. , or tobacco, or eager arat or other 
commodity. The right to select involves the ri and 
that not only among articles now free of tax, but ceo as to articles now 
subject to a tax, customs, or other duty. For instance, we have the 
right to take the tax off railroad iron and put an equal amount on oleo- 
margarine. We have the right to take it off Bessemer steel and put it 
on patent medicines. 

rea gentlemen claim that a tax once placed must remain un- 
Again, we have the right to take the tax off from sugar and put iton 
oleomargarine. I the ba al tip aige ere yr mabe EH 
the subject; the right to select includes the right to discriminate; the 
right to discriminate includes the right to choose from the several kinds 
of property subject to customs duty or to internal-revennue tax, as well 
as That which has been untaxed. 

Hence it follows, and I challenge any man to question it, rapes we 
have the right to add to our revenue by a tax on oleomargarine this 
sion $20,000,000. ‘And we have the right to take off $20,000,000 from 
suari this or the next session, leaving the net income the same as now, 

he would be a very vicious ora very silly man who denies our power 
or our right so to do. 

Therefore, suppose we need annually no more revenue than we are 
now receiving. We have the right to change the subjects of taxation, 
to drop one, to add another, according to our judgment, and only im- 
pertinence could presume to question our motives. We may, at will, 
according to our judgment, change or substitute the subjects of tax- 
ation. 

Again, suppose we decide to reduce our annual gross revenues $20,- 
000,000 and to tax oleomargarine $20,000,000. We have the absolute 
right and the absolute power to do it by taking off $40,000,000 of the 
taxes we now pay on imported sugars. 

It is not necessary that this adjustment should be in one bill or in 
one session to be legal. We may take the several steps at our will. 

Gentlemen have complained that there is no plan in this movement 
of the friends of honest butter to adjust taxation to the amount of reve- 
has ie = dI red ork dhere- 

ro; one, and I am to w to it now an 
after. Tt is this: place ten n E fifteen millions, more or less, of 
revenue upon imitation butter and take off forty millions of taxation 
upon sugar. Place the tax on oleomargarine now; take the tax off 
sugar at the first opportunity. 

These manufacturers claim that they have discovered a new combi- 
uaan and a new method of making much wealth at little cost. 

have not gone to the consumer, but have been divided be- 
ates  manufacturerand the retailer. The immense profits seem to 
come to them almost as an accidental boun Let us apply a tax to 
this sudden, unearned gain as we once appli the succession tax. An- 
other ground is because these manufacturers and dealers can well afford 
to pay it, and are subject to the tax upon the theory of the imcome tax. 
Upon moral grounds, it is merely g into the public fund part of an 
enormous and unfair profit. 

In the bill before us and the action upon it we see a remarkable 
growth of public opinion 

In the Forty-seventh Congress, the first time I ever ventured to ad- 
dress the House of Representatives of the United States (1882), I — 
in the interest of honest dairy products as the 
counterfeits. I believe that I Teds the only speech on that subject in 
that Congress, 
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In this debate in this Forty-ninth Congress I have seen twelve mem- 
bers at a time seeking recognition to address the House on this subject. 
Why is this? It is because the public willis known. The public 
ress has honestly and fally reflected this public will, and public men 
bee promptly responded. And in this country the voice of the people 
in pono affairs is in reality as the voice of God. 
do not claim that this bill is fully sufficient or final, but it is all 
that can now be obtained; and this bill enacted, it will be compara- 
tively easy to supplement with all legislation that experienceshall show 


necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, if there be no objection, will con- 
sider the formal amendment as withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, if I can not be heard in 
opposition to the motion to strike out the last word, then, sir, I move 
to amend by adding the word ‘‘notwithstanding.’’ [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, it has occurred to me this morning, and I believe this 
impression is Shared by other members of the House, that there is a 
disposition on the part of somebody, (of course I will not make any im- 
putation against the Chair), tosuppress my impassioned oratory. [Great 
laughter.] But, sir, I wish to assure you and the House that itis not 
my purpose and that I have no desire by my fervid and persuasive elo- 

` quence to overpersuade this House into the adoption of any unconsti- 
tutional or hurtful measure. [Laughter.] Sir, I would scorn to take 
any such advantage of the weakness of this House. [Great laughter. ] 

Bir, I have modestly kept my seat, when not marching between the 
tellers, now for a whole week, and listened to the discussion and dila- 
tory motions that have been made on this oleomargarine bill. The 
House seems, sir, to be unwilling to vote on it until it has had further 
light. It is waiting for something, and, sir, I am impressed with the 
belief that it is unwilling to act on so important a measure until I 
have been heard from. [Laughter.] And modest as I alwaysam, yet 
resolute and willing to contribute my great weight to help along the 
legislation of this great country, I have determined to come to the front. 
(Laughter. ] 

Just here it might not be inappropriate to suggest an idea that has 
occurred tome. My name, you see, is one of the first on the list. I 
am one of the first on the Democratic side to vote and one of the most 
reliable voters. I remember that in the early part of the session the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] said leaders would spring 
up from the new members in this House. Now, would it not be well 
for our Democratic friends to select me as a leader? [Great laughter. ] 
Acting on this idea, and with a just sense of the fitness of things, I say 
to the gentlemen on this side of the House, ‘‘Behold your leader! 
Follow me,” [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. , for the purpose of expediting business I am willin 

to forego this cherished amendment of mine, the addition of the wo: 
“ notwithstanding,” and to say seriously a few words in reference to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], 
the + psa to strike out the 10-cent tax and insert a 2-cent tax 
instea 


Mr. Chairman, I represent on this floor a purely agricultural constit- 
uency, Our people have in the past confined their efforts almost ex- 
clusively to the production of our great staple, cotton, as a source of reve- 
nue, and we have worked hard and grown poor raising cotton, on which 
there can in the very nature of things be no protection, while they have 
all the while been heavily taxed to protect other industries. Sir, of 
late years our people are trying to diversify their industries, and they 
are going largely into dairying and stock-raising. 

Creameries and dairies are springing up in our section and giving new 
hope to our people. I, sir, am engaged in dairying myself. I am a 
strong believer in the cow and a staunch friend of the cow. In my 
judgment if protection could be defended at all it could be defended 
for the cow against all Say. and if I would vote for protection to 
any industry ft would be the dairy or butter-making industry; but, 
sir, being as I am opposed to the whole system of protection for pro- 
tection’s sake, I can not give this bill in its t shape my support. 

I think of all the mean frauds the fraud on the cow is one of the 
meanest, and if the committee will accept of the amendment of 2 cents 
tax instead of 10 I will vote for the bill, so as to put bogus butter under 
the supervision of the Internal Revenue Department, and require it to 
be stamped so as to prevent fraud and imposition. Gentlemen in op- 
posing this bill have had much to say against the internal-revenue 
system, but, sir, we have the system and it is in full operation inevery 
county and hamlet in this great country. This bill will add other 
duties to its officers, but no new offices, and as we are not likely to get 
rid of the system, and as I am not yet ready to vote to get rid of it, I 
see no impropriety in adding oleomargarine to the list of articles now 
under the supervision of that d ent, 

If I were to vote for this 10-cent tax I could not fool myself into the 
belief that I was voting for it simply for the revenue it would raise. I 
would know that the motive prompting me would be a desire to tax 
ae out of oe to benets the butter interest; and, hav- 

g always op such legislation, I can not change my principles nor 
vote em because it might benefit my people an seo It 
is a sort of legislation the effects of which have already borne oppress- 
ively on us, and which would curse us again in a thousand ways. Let 


the bogus butter be stamped; then let those buy it who wish. As for 
I am sure when it is stamped I will buy none of it, 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LONG obtained the floor and said, Mr. Chairman, I tender to the 
Democratic ‘‘leader’’ half my time, if he will take it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I am certainly much 
obliged tothe gentleman from Massachusetts; but I suppose the House 
ou: Orb erate to know where I stood; it understands that now, and is 
probably ready to proceed with business. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi. Instead ofthe word ‘‘ notwithstanding,” 
which he proposesto place at the end of thesection, I desire atthe pro 
time to amend by adding to the section a proviso practically embodying 
the amendment which the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
[Mr. HATCH] asked but did not obtain unanimous consent to have con- 
sidered. The words which I propose to add are these: 

Provided, That no tax shall be imposed on oleomargarine except when made 
in imitation or semblance of butter, and, when so made, calculated or intended 
to be sold as butter or for butter. 

Mr, Chairman, my favorable consideration was asked for this bill by 
some of our leading produce dealers in Massachusetts. They very 
frankly stated to me that while they were very heartily in favor ofthe 
bill, they did not claim that butterine or oleomargarine as made by the 
best manufacturers is deleterious to health. They did not claim that 
the manufacture or sale of butterine or oleomargarine as such is objec- 
tionable or should be prevented. They frankly acknowledge, as I 
think the good sense of the House and the country must acknowledge, 
thatthe mannfacture or sale of butterine or oleomargarine as such, aside 
from any fraud or imposition of it as pure butter, is proper and warrant- 
able. All they demand, and all that I believe can be demanded, in 
behalf of the dairy interest, of the consumer, or of the dealer in dairy 
products, is that imitation butter shall not be sold as genuine butter. 

We are invoking the taxing power of the country for the purpose of 
preventing this fraud, and not for the purpose of preventing the manu- 
facture or sale of oleomargarine or butterine as such. And that dis- 
tinction should be preserved. In order that we may prevent that frand 
we invoke the internal-revenue system. It seems to me, therefore, 
when we have applied that internal-revenue system to prevent fraud, 
when we have the supervision, inspection, and control of the Internal- 
Revenue Department, we have accomplished all that can be asked of us. 
The next question is, having invoked that supervision, what tax isnec- 
essary? Shall we tax up to the extreme figure? . Shall it be a tax that 
accomplishes a purpose that even the dairy interest does not claim, to 
wit, the prohibition of the manufacture and sale? In other words, a 
tax only is desired to prevent the sale of butterine as butter and to se- 
cure the supervision, inspection, and control of the Internal-Revenue 
Department. Certainly a tax of 10 cents a pound is not necessary for 
that purpose; a tax of 2 cents is sufficient. 

The only thing desirable, the only thing which can be claimed by 
the advocates of this bill is the inspection and control of the Internal- 
Revenue Department. Let us do that with the smallest possible tax. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts let me 
ask him a question? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to understand your position. Do you 
think it is a proper use of the constitutional power to levy tax simply 
to protect one industry another’s fraud? 

Mr. LONG. I do not say that, but I will say ach fps pass a law 
imposing tax the presumption is—and will go out can not be es- 
caped—that that tax is imposed for the purpose of revenue. I have 
nothing to do with the motivesof men. Thelaw will stand on its own 
footing; the law will be interpreted as a revenue tax. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts think 
we need a revenue tax? Do we need revenue? 

Mr. LONG. Ido not think we do at present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LONG. I wish before taking my seat to offer an amendment 
which I have prepared. 

The CHAIRMAN, Amendment is not now in order. 

Mr. HENLEY was recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the formal amendment as 
withdrawn, and will recognize the gentleman from California to sub- 
mit an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HENLEY. I havean amendment similar in pre to the one 
proponi by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona], and there- 

ore it becomes unnecessary to submit it. y 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what I wish to say to the committee is this: 
While I have been voting all the time for and favoring this measure, 
I do not intend, in the of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
HAMMOND], to vote as a slave, regardless of right or wrong, or at the 
dictation of any one. Now, I beg the House to give me its most ear- 
nest attention, Those who have hitherto opposed this measure have 
done so upon the ground, and it was a proper one if properly laid, that 
it was taxing one industry out of existence for the benefit of another. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
[ Mr. HATCH] comes in here this morning and absolutely leaves those 
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who contend that way without any ground whatever to stand upon, 

because the bill, as he has proposed himself to amend it, is intended to 

provide, and will provide, if his amendment shall prevail, that nothing 

ut fraud, nothing but foulness, nothing but impurity should be taxed 

by this measure. Who will declare himself as opposed to such a pur- 
9 


Mr. DANIEL. No; it does not. 

Mr. HENLEY. Yes, it does, as I construe it, and it admits of none 
other. 

A MEMBER. That is a matter of construction. 

Mr. HENLEY. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] resorted 
to a favorite expedient of gentlemen who are a little lame in their logic 
in his reading of this bill. He gives it an interpretation that suits his 
own p he defines it himself; in other words, he sets up a man 
of straw, and he encounters of course no serious difficulty in overcoming 
such an adversary. He says this is a bill to protect one industry at 
the expenseof another. Is the gentleman warranted in elevating arson, 
or murder, or any other crime interdicted by the decalogue to the dig- 
nity of an industry? Are foulness, unwholesomeness, and all sorts of 
impure things which may be the means of infecting humanity with dis- 
ease—are those industries? 

Mr. DANIEL. -Whoever heard of putting a tax on arson or mur- 
der? 

Mr. HENLEY. In various ways those who violate its provisions 
must suffer the penalty. 

A MEMBER. A tax is a license. 

Mr. HENLEY. A tax is a license, and penalties may also be in- 
flicted. 

Mr. DANIEL. Well, what about license? 

“Mr. HENLEY. Let us practice the virtue of candor in respect to 
this matter. Our opponents declare that this bill taxes out of existence 
an honestindustry. Letus test their sincerity. Any amendment they 
are di to offer curing this supposed objection, I am satisfied, will 
be cheerfully accepted by the other side. The controversy makes it 
clear nothing is going to be taxed save that which is imitation or sem- 
blance of butter. The bill is squarely in the interest of honesty. 

Who is opposed tothis? Why, I admonish you, gentlemen, that the 
time has come when the farmers of this country are to be heeded in 
their prayersand wishes. A gentleman on the other side of the House, 
the gentleman from Indiana, said the other day that the farmers of the 
country did not desire this legislation. It is impossible for me, Mr. 
Chairman, to express the profundity of my commiseration for the igno- 
rance of a gentleman as to popular sentiment who does not know that 
the farmers of the country demand this or some similar measure of jus- 
tice. The gentleman can look nowhere, he can not pick up a newspaper 
from his desk, if he happens to have one there, which will not afford 
abundant evidence of the wishes of the agricultural community upon 
this question. 

This is a representative government, as I understand it. If we can 
not consent to submit ourselves to the wishes of our people, upon the 
theory that this is a representative government, we should resign. 
The terminology of the Constitution is that we are representatives of 
the people, and if we do not obey their behests we are not representa- 
tives, and should quit the business. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, it has been stated and repeated 
upon this floor that the declaration this morning of the chairman of 
the Committee on Agriculture throws a new light upon this whole sub- 
ject. I desire to call attention tothe fact that on last Tuesday even- 
ing the honorable Mr. WHrrE, of Minnesota, a member of this commit- 
tee, in speaking of this bill used these words: 

And right here let me say that this bill does not prevent the manufacture and 
sale of oleomargarine, nor does it lay a tax upon that article if made with its 
natural color, but simply taxes the article when colored and made in semblance 
of butter or mixed with butter; leaving the market open for the sale of the un- 
colored grease, and the chea; food can sold untaxed, the poor man and the 
rich can buy it and use it and mix it in his own way, with his own butter, for his 
own use, but not for sale. 

If the House did not heed these words it is not the fault of the com- 
mittee, but of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I can not be interrupted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I only wanted fo correct the gentleman by 
calling his attention to the eighth section—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ican not yield. The gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. WHITE] went on and used this language: 

And while I think that the uncolored neutral, which may still be sold under 
the name of butterine or other names which may be invented, ought to be in- 
spected by competent chemists and microscopists before being sold, yet we are 
now dealing with this one question, and it is a step in the right direction. 

It is no new light, therefore, but simply a reiteration by the chair- 
man of what the propositions which have been embodied in the bill 
from the very beginning mean when properly construed. 

One word more beforeI conclude. We have heard many threats here 
with reference to the action of gentlemen upon this floor. I utter no 
threat, but simply a prediction, that if this bill is not passed the farm- 
ers of the country will be heard from. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment as 


a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Lone]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding the following proviso atthe endof section 8: __ 

“Provided, That this act shall not be understood or construed to impose any of 
the taxes mentioned in it on oleomargarine, or any of the A TOPY or com- 
pounds mentioned in it, where the same is plainly marked with the name of the 
particular product, and sold or offered to be sold as such.” 


Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman will reserve the point of order 
the Chair will entertain it hereafter. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture made the impression on the mind of several members, my- 
self among the number, as did certainly the gentleman from California 
with the suggestion which he made, that the construction he gave of 
the second section shows that it was not intended to tax oleomargarine 
as such where made of pure materials; and the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia assumes that it is a great piece of ignorance not to understand it 
in the same way. Let us read thatsection and see what it is: 

That for the purposes of this act certain manufactured substances, certain ex- 
wants; and certain mixtures and compounds, including such mixtures and com- 
po s with butter, shall be known and designated as “‘oleomargarine,” 
a All substances heretofore known as oleomargarine, oleo, oleomarga- 
rine oil, butterine, lardine, suine, and neutral; all mixtures and com 
oleomargarine, oleo, oleomargarine oil, butterine, lardine, suine,and neutral; 
all lard extracts and tallow extracts; and all mixtures and compounds of tallow, 
beef fat, suet, lard, lard oil, vegetable oil annotto,and other coloring matter, in- 
testinal fat, and offal fat made in imitation or semblance of butter, or calculated 
or intended to be used as butter or for butter. 


Now that section simply defines what oleomargarine is, and the other 
substances that are intended to be taxed. No other construction can be 
placed upon it; and the suggestion made does not in any way change the 
simple definition of what is intended to be taxed as plainly set forth in 
that section. 
` The third section goes on to impose the tax on manufacturers and on 
wholesale or retail dealersin oleomargarine. The section imposes aspe- 
cial tax, the first being the tax of $600 on manufacturers of oleomarga- 
rine; the second, of $480 on wholesale dealers, and $48 on retail dealers; 
and section 8 prescribes the tax of 10.cents per pound. Now, if thechair- 
man of the committee did not mean to mislead the House, and if the gen- 
tleman from California did not intend by his argument to deceive the 
House, the amendment I have presented would enable them, if they 
will agree to it, to undeceive everybody. That provides that all of 
these articles when labeled as they y are, or sold or offered to be 
sold for what they really are, instead of for butter, shall not be taxed. 
If they say that, and will agree that that is the object of this legisla- 
tion, we can vote for the bill. Ifit is not a bill to tax one industry out 
of the way of another, or to give more profit to dairymen, but to pre- 
vent fraud—if that be the object, or if they mean to prevent fraud, the 
amendment I have offered says that clearly and unmistakably; but if 
they do not mean that, of course they will defeat all such amendments 
and ask the House to believe that this section is merely intended to 
qualify the tax; and every man knows, who can read the English lan- 

, that it has no such meaning. 

That is all I have to say. I desire to present an amendment which 
will determine the question when we come to act upon it whether we 
mean to tax one product out of existence to give an increased profit 
to another, or whether we mean to prevent frauds by the imitation of 
one product by another. 

Mr. HATCH. Inreplyto the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
I can only reiterate what I said before this morning. My language has 
been taken down and will be in the RECORD, and I propose to stand 
byit. Ifthe gentleman from Texas did not understand me and if the 
House did not understand me I do not know it is possible for me to 
speak more plainly. I stated in as plain English as I know how to use 
that any substances mentioned in the second section that were mixed 
or compounded and simply sold for what they were and branded as 
what they were would not be subject to this tax. I did not state, I 
did not intend to convey the impression, and certainly no gentleman 
could have understood me to say, that I meant that these materials 
could all be mixed or any number of them could be mixed, branded 
oleomargarine, and sold without the tax, because that is the word used 
in the second section to designate the compounds. But I stated that 
when so mixed and branded in imitation of and to be sold as and for 
butter the tax attached. 

I now move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HAMMOND, Will the gentleman yield me the balance of hig 
five minutes before he makes that motion? 

Mr. HATCH. Iwithhold the motion for the present, and yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN]. 

Mr. CURTIN. I desire to make a brief explanation. I was not in 
the House this morning when a dispatch was read from Mr. Powderly. 
I understand the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture intimated 
that this dispatch was in reply to something I had said on the floor in 
reference to this bill. I know full well that the convention now in 
session in Cleveland would not interfere as a body with the legislation 
proposed in this House. I did not say, I did not intend to say, that I 
spoke for the convention, and I did not propose to represent the Knights 
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of Labor as now in convention. I did say that I believed, as I believe 
now, that the Knights of Labor, being consumers and interested in 
that respect, were opposed to this legislation, And I have reason for 
that assertion and now repeat it. I presume the dispatch sent to Mr. 
Powderly was answered properly, although the dispatch to him was 
not read, for I know him to be a prudent man, and I know quite well 
he would not desire an organization which is to produce great benefits 
to his class and the peace of the country should exert its influence in an 
interference with legislation such as is now under consideration. 

Mr. HATCH. It has been suggested to me that probably the com- 
mittee without going into the House will consent that all debate upon 
the section under consideration and all amendments thereto may be 
closed in twenty minutes. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I object. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I insist on my motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the gentleman will allow mea moment. I 
have an important substantial amendment to offer to this section. 

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw the motion for the present, and yield to 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Virginia to have his amendment read and to speak to it, and will en- 
tertain it when the time arrives for doing so. 

Mr. DANIEL. Idesire to ofřer an amendment toabolish the internal- 
revenue tax upon tobacco, which I am informed by the chairman, 
comes in properly at this stage. I shall then offer an amendment after 
that has been voted upon to abolish the internal-revenue tax upon fruit 
brandy—not together, but separately; and if it is the pleasure of the 
House I will make a few remarks upon that subject now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can have these amendments read 
ra his time, or having given notice of them he can now proceed to speak 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to have them read now. 

The Clerk read the first amendment proposed by Mr. DANIEL, as 
follows: 

Add to the cre gen section the following: 

“Provided, That on andafter the Ist day of July, 1896, the taxes herein specified 


imposed by the internal-revenue laws of the United States now in force, be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed, namely: The taxes on manufactured tobacco. 


snuff, rs, cheroots, and cigarettes, and the special taxes required by law to 
be paid by dealers in leaf-tobacco, retail dealers in leaf-tobacco, dealers in man- 
ufactured tobacco, dlers of tobacco, snuff,and cigars, and manufacturers of 


snuffand of cigars: e tea, also, That onall original and unbroken factory pack- 
ages of smoking and manu: to! , and snuff, cigars, cheroots, and cigar- 
ettes, held by manufacturers, factors, jobbers, or dealers at the time such repeal 
shall go into effect, upon which the tax has been paid, there shall be a drawback 
orrebate in favor of said manufacturer, factor, jobber, dealer, or other owner of 
said tobacco, snuff, cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes to the full amount and ex- 
tent of the tax so paid thereon, but the same shall not apply in any case where 
the claim has not n presented within ninety days following the date when 
such repeal shall take effect; and no claim shall be allowed for a less amount 
than $10; and any special-tax stamp covering taxes repealed by this actmay be 
redeemed for the portion of the special-tax year unexpired at the time of there- 
peal, when the amount claimed for such stamp shall not be lessthan $10; and all 


sums required to satisfy claims under this act shall be paid out of any money in 
the oriens Gages otherwise appropriated ; and it shall be the duty of the Secre- 
of the ury to adopt such rules and regulations and rescribe and fur- 


to 

nok such blanks and forms as may be necessary to carry this section into ef- 

fect: „also, That all internal-revenue laws limiting, restricting, or regu- 
lating the manufacture, sale, or exportation of tobacco, snuff, cigars, 
and cigarettes are hereby repealed on and after the 1st day of October 1886, and 
that there shall be no drawback allowed upon any such articles which shall be 
entered for export on or after that date: Provided, That laws now in force 
shall remain and have full force and effect in respect to all offenses committed, 
liabilities incurred, or rights accruing or accrued prior to the date when the re- 
peal of the taxes specified in this act shall take effect.” 


Mr. HATCH. I reserve the point of order on this amendment. I 
understand it is offered at this time for information. 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair stated the amendment was not now 
in order as an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], but that the Chair would recognise the 
gentleman from Virginia to move it when the other amendments are 
disposed of. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Iunderstand the pending amendment is to change 
the tax of 10 cents to a tax of 2 cents? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then it would become very important for us to 
know whether we were to give up the tobacco tax before we vote on 
this, because, according to some gentlemen, this is an effort to raise 
some money, and I should like to know how much we shall have to 


raise. 
Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the other amendment may be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: - 


Provided, That on and after the 1st day of July, 1886, all laws and parts of laws 
heretofore passed by Congress and now in existence imposing an internal-reve- 
nue tax upon liquors distilled from apples, peaches, and other fruits, shall be re- 
pealed: Provided, That no person or persons shall be allowed to manufacture 
distilled spirits partly from fruits and partly from grain without the payment of 
the full tax required by law upon the making or manufacture of spirits distilled 
from grain, and any person violating the prov ieote of this section shall be fined 
not less than $100 nor more than , and imprisoned not less than one month 
nor more than one year, or both, at the discretion of the court, 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve all points of order on the 
amendment just read. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Chairman, I shall at this stage, so few are the 
moments allowed me, confine myself to a few brief statements on this 
subject without any effort to make a speech. The President of the 
United States, Mr. Arthur, in his annual message in 1882, recommended 
to Congress the abolition of the internal-revenue system with the ex- 
ception ofthe tax on distilled spirits. In his message of 1884 he renewed 
that recommendation in this language: 

In case those taxes shall be abolished, that which still remains to the Govern- 
ment will, in my opinion, not only suffice to meet its reasonable ditures, 
but it will afford a surplus large enough to permit such tariff reduction as may 
seem to be advisable when the results of recent reyenue laws and commercial 
treaties shall have shown in what quarter those reductions can be most judi- 
ciously effected. 

In the platform of the Democratic party which assembled at Chicago 
and nominated the present President of the United States for that position 
there was a distinct declaration and pledge of that party to abolish war 
taxes, The internal-revenue system was distinctly a war-tax measure, 
and to that tax this language was no doubt candidly and honesty di- 
rected. i 

Now, sir, this seems to be agricultural day in the House, and while 
we are attending to the interests of one class of our farmers, am I not 
justified in asking this House to hear the long and patient ery which 
has ascended to this Government for twenty-five years from that class 
of farmers who during that period have borne this burden of war upon 
their shoulders? Mr. Chairman, the tobacco tax and the brandy tax 
are in no wise essential to the support of this Government. The tax 
upon apple brandy amounts to a mere song—$1,300,000. Itisnot 1 per 
cent. of your internal revenue. It is ameredropin the bucket. And 
yet, to sustain that tax, the country of which I am in part the repre- 
sentative is hounded over by a vast brood of officers of this Govern- - 
ment, domiciliary visitations are made upon the homes of small farmers, 
and the pursuit of happiness is made impossible by the spies and inform- 
ers who infest that country. 

Neither, sir} is the cause of temperance in the least degree subserved. 
Drunkenness in its worst form—in its poisonous and most noxious 
form—is made by this tax; for instead of drinking a pure article the 
people are merely compelled to drink an adulterated and more noxious 
article; and neither is the Government nor society nor temperance nor 
morals nor anything that is good subserved by the perpetuation of this 
tax. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to what isio me a 
fundamental error in the theory of the present bill. The Republican 
party, if it can vote for this bill in its t shape to destroy one in- 
dustry for the sake of another, utterly abnegates and entirely aban- 
dons that theory of American protection which has captivated thousands 
of votes in this country. I understood the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. PRICE] the other day tosay that the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. KELLEY] was entitled to a vote of thanks for past services. 
The past services of the gentleman have in nothing more definitely and 
clearly consisted than in advocating this distinct doctrine. 

In America all for each and each for all, but America against the 
world. Now, sir, protection utterly divests itself of its garments, ut- 
terly hauls down and tramples in the dust its standard, utterly turns 
its back upon everything that it has paraded before the American peo- 
ple for the last twenty years; and, raising the hand of one American 
laborer against another American laborer, raising the hand of one Amer- 
ican manufacturer against another Ameyican manufacturer, raising the 
hand of one American farmer against another American farmer, raising 
the hand of Americans in every town and village and county and State 
of this country against other Americans, adopts the very worst phases 
of the policy of the old and effete monarchies of Europe, against which 
all Americans raised their hands in 1776. [Applause.] . 

Mr. LONG. I desire to say that I will not offer the amendment 
which I indicated a few minutes ago, the chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture [Mr. HATCH] having stated to me that when he shall 
have contro] of the bill in the House he will then offer the amendment 
which he proposed this morning, to come in at the end of the second 
section, which he considers a more appropriate place than at the end 
of section 8. 

Mr. COWLES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to oifer as a substitute for 
the pending amendment the proposition which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of section 8 add the following: 

“That all laws and sections and clauses of laws imposing a tax or taxes on 
brandy distilled from fruit, and all laws and sections and clauses of laws pro- 
viding for the collection of a tax or taxes on brandy distilled from fruit and pro- 
hibiting without the compliance with certain statutory requisitions the man- 
ufacture or distillation of brandy be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. HATCH. I reserve a point of order on this amendment. 

Mr. COWLES. Sir, Iam opposed on principle to all internal-revenue 
taxation. The whole system is a festering sore on our body-politic, 
inseparably connected with the most distressful period in our history, 
and while it is continued it keeps in force a system of espionage upon 
the citizen in the transaction of his private business that is totally at 
variance with the principles of our free institutions and the motives 
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under the guise of law, have never yet made or tended to make a peo- Here the hammer fell. ] 


ple more honest; but, on the other hand, such a system rather excites 
resistance to and evasion of the law, and breeds, as in a hot-bed, all 
manner of frauds, perjuries, and crimes, until it stinks in the nostrils 
of all law-abiding, God-fearing, liberty-loving people, and can only be 
excused on the plea of direnecessity, and such necessity no longer exists. 

But, sir, if it is constitutional to tax other branches of our indus- 
tries—whisky, btandy, and tobacco—why is it not constitutional to tax 
any? And who shall say where the line is to be drawn? Surely, sir, 
it is not well to exercise the taxing~power for the purpose of driving 
out of existence or prohibiting any branch of industry, nor is it wise to 
tax one industry for the benefit of another. But, sir, if it is necessary 
in order to raise revenue to keep up this internal-revenue taxation, 
why not have a more equal distribution of the burden. And while we 
impose upon other sections heretofore exempt, why not in the same bill 
relieve some of those that have long borne the burden alone? The 
whole system is wrong in gpa fr and capable of being exercised in 
the most oppressive manner, and if this measure has no other effect, I 
trust it may open the eyes of those who have not heretofore been 
brought face to face with the uses that may be made of it. 

‘Now, sir, the total amount received from the tax on brandy distilled 
from fruit for the last fiscal year is, in’ round numbers, $1,300,000, and 
the amount estimated that will be received under this act will be $20,- 
000,000. If we are to receive this sum under this bill, why not re- 
lieve the people in the frui ing regions of this country of the op- 
pressive tax of 90 cents per gallon on brandy distilled from fruit? We 
surely can afford to give to the people $1,300,000 worth of relief if 
we in the same bill impose upon them $20,000,000 worth of burden in 
addition to that which they have heretofore borne and now bear; and 
I ask the gentleman who has charge of this measure to accept this 
amendment. 

Sir, the fruit-growing regions of this country are for the most part 
situated in sections remote from easy, quick, and cheap tfansportation. 
It is impossible to market the fruit in kind, and every year when 
Providence blesses them with full crops in their orchards millions of 
bushels of apples and peaches rot on the ground because they can not 
be profitably utilized and marketed. The owners of these orchards are 
farmers, the profits of their orchards are in many instances the only 
little surplus they can make, and I submit to this House if it is right 
and just to oppress this industry with this onerous tax long after all 

ressing necessity for it has passed away and “‘ fair delightful peace ’’ 

for more than twenty years bl our nation. e distillation 
of fruit does not affect the supply of breadstuffs by the consumption of 
in, as is sometimes by those who favor the tax on whisky, 
— the Hye hand it does ee ereraa 5 me poeu power 
of the e, by convertinginto money which wo otherwise 
shea a I earnestly appeal to Representatives here to adopt this 
amendment, and it will be hailed as a harbinger of better times, and 
thousands who are now vexed by the continual presence of the tax- 
gatherer will rise up and ‘“‘call you blessed.” 

Bir, I honestly betieve that by a Pig ae adjustment of the tariff all 
the revenue that is for the expenses of government 
can be had, and the whdle internal-revenue a and tax abolished, 
But they say we can not do thisall at once. en let us commence now 
and here, by abolishing the tax on brandy, which is the least profitable 
tothe Governmentof any branch of the internal-revenue tax, and which 
is the product of the fruit thatis gathered from the trees, requiring but 
little extra labor or care, and the people well think thatitis extremely 
hard that the laws of man in a free country should prevent them from 
making it profitable in supplying the meansof obtaining the necessaries 
of life for themselves and ilies. It is the experience of the best and 
most observing men thatlivein the country where distilling is carried on, 
so far as my acquaintance goes, that the laws imposing taxes and special 
requirements do not tend to lessen the evil connected with it orto lessen 
the evil growing outof the abuses of the useof liquor itself, but rather to 
increase them. The frauds connected with the evasion of the law are 
among the greatest abuses of public morals. One of the temptations of 
these frauds is the higher price which the article attains by reason of the 
tax levied by the Government. . Thus we havethispicture. A rich and 
powerful Government tempting by themeans w it adopts in obtain- 
ing its revenues its own poor, weak, and humble citizens to the commis- 
sionofcrime. Now, who that is just, who that is honest, who that is 
true, and who that loves his country does not wish to see such a system 
abolished. Let us take the tax-gatherer from the doors of our people. 
Let them once more feel and realize that they live in the free country 
of our fathers, and let us lay such a reasonable tribute upon foreign 
nations for the profit they enjoy in coming here and trading with ag 
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making necessary the present oppressi 

appeal to the Democratic party to shake off the shackles of all selfish 
ini and let us rise up and be more worthy of the enduring prin- 
ciples of the party to which we belong. Let us remove these vexatious 


Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose somebody’s amend- 
ment—any amendment that is calculated to impair the usefulness of 
this bill. Up to this time I have remained silent in this debate; but 
when I hear on this floor the repeated that this is an effort to tax 
one industry ont of existence for the benefit of another I want to repel 
the charge. ‘The friends of this bill have again and again proposed 
to strip it of any such misconstruction, and make it so plain that no 
man can misunderstand that if oleomargarine can be manufactured in 
its pure and simple form, retaining its natural color and sold as such, 
we are willing to let it stand upon its merits without taxation. But 
they have declined to allow us to make such a change in the bill. 

Sir, as the manafacture of this article is now practiced and carried 
on I refuse to recognize it as an ‘‘industry.”? Here is a great mistake 
made by some members. The manufacture of this article as now con- 
ducted is a fraud and not an ‘‘industry;’’ and while I am for protect- 
ing the dairy interests of this country, I am also interested in protect- 
ing the people from that fraud which is bein trated so universally 
upon those who consume the article. But it is claimed here that oleo- 
margarine is the poor man’s food, and that the Knights of Labor are 
protesting against the passage of this bill. Sir, in the name of the poor 
man and the laboring man of my State I protest against it. There is 
not one of them but would repudiate this article as soon as any man 
upon this floor. Who is there here that would place it upon his own 
table for consumption? Notaman. If there beone, let me know who 
heis. But, sir, if we are taxing this so-called industry for the benefit 
of another, it would not be murder in the first degree. We have the 
highest precedent for such legislation. In 1863, when the national-bank 
act was passed, a tax of 10 per cent. was imposed upon State currency 
for the avowed purpose of driving it out of circulation. Here was a 
business tenfold greater than the manufacture of oleomargarine, and 
yet it was taxed out of existence. Would my friend from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TILLMAN] whom I see standing before me pronounce that 
legislation ‘‘protection gone mad?” Why, I venture to say that if he 
had been here then he would have so pronounced it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It was a war measure. 

Mr, CASWELL. The gentleman says it was a war méasure, yet it 
stands as a monument of the wisdom of the Congress that enacted it to 
the present day, as useful now asit was then. The peoplehad suffered 
all over the country by a depreciated currency, and the object in im- 
posing that tax was twofold—to protect the people from the losses they 

ad constantly sustained from a depreciated State currency, and to tax 
that currency out of existence so that the national-bank system might 
be inaugurated. A 

But, sir, we are not driven to that extreme. Who can say that the 
national Treasury does not need every dollar that isto be collected un- 
der this bill? : 

Mr. OATES. I will ask the gentleman from Wisconsin whether 
Congress has not the constitutional right to control the currency at any 
rate? 

Mr. CASWELL. If Congress has the right to control the currency, 
we might still question, from the standpoint of my friend from Ala- 
bama, its right to tax State-bank currency out of existence. 

But I desire not tobe diverted at this point from the line of my argu- 
ment. We are not driven to that extent in defending this measure. 
Who shall say the Treasury does not need the money which will be de- 
rived from the taxation imposed in this bill? While there is a debt of 
seventeen hundred. millions hanging over us; while we are maintain- 
ing a pension-roll of $60,000,000 or $70,000,000 a year; while we have 
a navy which would do dishonor to any fourth-class power, and while 
the people of this country are waiting for a Congress that has the cour- 
age to raise sufficient revenues and build up a respectable navy; while 
there is a party in power that threatens to inaugurate free trade and 
deprive the Treasury of more than $100,000,000 annually—shall we say 
we may not need slight increased revenue which will arise from 
the enactment of this law? 

The estimated expenses of the Government for the next year, as sub- 
mitted by the administration to this Congress, exceeds by fifteen mill- 
ions the estimated revenues, and every dollar likely to arise from this 
taxation will be needed. 

Mr. HUDD. Mr. Chairman, as the youngest child of the House, 
dating from my admission to this floor, I can hardly ask to be voted a 
“leader;” but I am perfectly willing to follow even a Moses from Mis- 
sissippi, if he will vote with me on this measure. 

Mr. Chairman, it has occurred to me that I shall have to oppose any 
amendment to reduce the 10 cents per pound tax as originally propeoed 
by the Committee on Agriculture, though I shall vote for the bill even 
ifthe tax be reduced. I should regret the reduction in fear that it might 
not accom: the object that I am free to say inclines me to the sup- 
port of the measure under consideration, for I fiy the flag of an intent 
to destroy the manufacture of the noxious compound by taxing it out 
of existence. For this we have the warrant of the Constitution as well 
as the precedents of former Congresses, for when it was thought best in 
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the interest of a sound and enduring ving | to tax the State banks 
out of existence all the people said then, as they will say now if this 
act shall have the same effect, amen. 

I favor the principle of this bill in the interest of the preservation of 
an honest industry as against a dishonest, counterfeit, and destructive 
process that may not be as an industry, save as we are willing 
to afiirm that the adulterers of a food are to be classed among the hon- 
est artisans of the land—that the frightful-looking bird of freedom, 
supposed to represent an eagle, engraved on the base coin will make 
it the equal of the genuine. Just as it may and does deceive the un- 
wary in coin, so does this compound called oleomargarine deceive the 
very elect in honest butter. 

The lawyers of this body have, I understand, admitted the constitu- 
tionality of the proposed law as coming under ‘the general gift to Con- 
gress of taxation. With a long line of decisions in that direction no one 
would be hardy enough to deny our right of taxing this so-called com- 
modity. If that right were not found in the taxing power simply and 
plainly, then the entire oft-quoted section 8 of Article I of the Consti- 
tution of the United States furnishes the authority for our action, the 
further provision therein, ‘‘to provide for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States,’’ going hand in hand with tax- 
ation. 

re ear as I do on this floor a large constituency engaged in the 
dairying business, I, sir, could not go home and look an honest cow in 
the face failing to vote for and work for the passage of such a measure 
as we now have under consideration, and the hand of every honest man 
in my district would rise up against me, and justly, too, if I were der- 
elict in this 

Why, sir, one alone of the five great agricultural counties of my dis- 
trict, all of them being largely interested and engaged in the product of 
honest butter and aaa pea cheese—Sheboygan County, of the State 
of Wisconsin—exported last year, over and above what was consumed 
at home and in various parts of the Union, a million dollars’ worth of 
herdairy products to Europe. Itisa proud fact for Wisconsin to know 
that Sheboygan County butter, good butter, bald-headed butter, with no 
suspicion of 2 hair in the same, together with its cheese, in the world’s 
eg mart for dairy products, Liverpool, stands and is ranked A No. 1. 

I, can any wise or otherwise legislator here, fail to provide, if pos- 
sible, against any spurious article taking the place of this food that 
came in with (first Genesis), and is almost coeval with Eden, if we 
are to believe the record called Holy Writ; for it tells us that the Prom- 
ised Land that was to gladden the weary waiting feet of old Israel was 
flowing with milk and honey. No mention of cotton-seed oil, the fat 
of dogs, or any biting acids that burn like—well, like sheol, which, I 
believe is a new name for an oleo: , if all the revela- 
tions and assertions of the hot compounds that go into the product are 
verities. 

_ Sir, they who would argue and charge this to bea measure in theline 

of protection, as we understand the line is politically defined between 
Republican protection and Democratic revenue reform and ultimate free 
trade, if you please, are much out of the way. This, as I claim to un- 
derstand it, is an act to prevent in the only way the Federal Congress 
can legislate in that direction a crime against the health and morals of 
the nation—for it is a crime against health to palm off a manufactured 
stuff as genuine butter, as is the ultimate result of the putting this com- 
pound on the market so far as the consumer is concerned, and it is the 
consumer we wish to protect, for the article is ; acknowledged here to be 
no more butter than that the truth isa lie, avice a virtue—it is a crime 
toadulterate a food or a drink or in the semblance of an article of food 
made so as to correspond to the genuine for the purpose or that it may 
allow of a deception being practiced in its sale or use. 

It is a moral wrong to allow, if we can etic fe the manufacture and 
use of this compound, as it-lessens the standard of general honesty, as 
does smuggling a gathering in of-immense profits without that honest 
toil or effort that we are told is the heritage of all, that in the sweat 
of his face man shall eat bread. 

T am here called to notice the si fact that on yesterday my col- 
league from Wisconsin [Mr. VAN SCHAICK] had sent to the Clerk’s 
desk ek and read a tch purporting to come from an assembly of the 
Knights of Labor in the emi e city of my State, Milwaukee, 
against the passage of this bill. It might seem strange at a first view 
that an organization presumably in the interest of honest labor should 
seek to even lend a hand in aid of a fraudulent industry, and that seen 
to be wholly in the interest of capital ill directed. But, sir, when we 
come to also remember that it is now an open secret that in many of 
the so-called Jabor organizations of the land unscrupulous capital and 
some of the great corporations have managed to smuggle in or place their 
emissaries within the tions, as we hear, if we do not now know, 
was the case in the late great strikes and labor troubles of the East and 
West, we may not be surprised to find that the skilled manipulator is 
even there, in the interest of oleomargarine, to guide and direct men, 
honest in their non-directed view, well-meaning in their purpose, but 


counseled to wrong conclusion for a sinister purpose. While I have a 
high for the Knights of Labor of Milwaukee, many of them 
personally known to me to be honest and law-abiding citizens, still I | this 


think I see the hand behind thecurtain. It may be the hand of Esau, 
but the voice is that of a Jacob; that same old Jacob who was in fact 
the original stock-broker of history—the first man to attempt to water 
ae Onal LS ZONEN SS eS ee EAA A 
law, wh eomargarine tricks with the animal kingdom and 
colored of trade for the multiplication of his own profits withont 
regard to the morale of the transaction. Knights of Labor ! Why this 
bill is in the interest of and demanded by more than seven million of the 
veritable and original knights of labor. Yea, the very kings and princes. 
of the toilers, the farmers of this great and broad land of ours—by the 
hands that se scatter the seed, that guide the plow, the hands that feed 
the world. 

Shall we give no heed to their cry for relief in this strait? I am for 
this bill as it came from the committee because itis demanded in the 
interest of general and national honesty, and because it is for the dis- 
comfiture of the sham, the fraudulent, the unhealthy compound that 
has been described by the master of the poets, he who wrote, as no other 
man has, the minutesof na espeare. As weare under obliga- 
tion to the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] in 
calling our attention to the *‘ hell-broth’’ made by the witches in Mac- 
beth, and as it was said in that connection, in that self-same play, by 
the same disgusting hags of evil, in contemplation of the regicide they 
saluted—so say we, or should say, all of us: Oleomargarine! hail and 
farewell! 

[During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, when Mr. Hupp’s 
five minutes had expired, Mr. PRICE obtained the floor and yielded 
his time to Mr, Hupp, who then concluded his speech. ] 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. , I rise to a question of privilege—the 
privilege of not being classed with any set of men whose convictions 
are at all ‘‘mixed’’ upon the question now under consideration—the 

rivilege, to be more specific, of not going into the RECORD in this de- 

te as from the State of Pennsylvania, as yesterday’s issue, on page 
5008, in giving remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HITT 
putsme. Ordinarily, sir, I might not object to being credited to the 
grand old State of Pennsylvania—the State of ‘brotherly love,” the 
nobility and hospitality of whose people are proverbial; but I can not 
permit it in this connection, for the reason that her Representatives on 
this floor are somewhat ‘‘mixed’’ on this question of oleomargarine, 
some of them showing a strange disposition to pay their devotions at 
the shrine of this myriad monster, this mixed mystery of the modern 
magician. Hence, I ask that the RECORD at the point I have indicated 
may be corrected and that I may be credited where I belong. 

Mr. KELLEY. Pennsylvania makes no objection. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GROUT. I thank you, sir. . Chairman, only for the kind 
consent of the ed gentleman it might have been difficult. 

Mr. BAYNE. My friend Sil allow me to suggest that when the 
vote shall be taken on this bill it will be found that the Representa- 
tives of Pennsylvania are not very much ‘‘mixed.’’ 

Mr. GROUT. Very likely; but I want to be credited where I be- 
long, since Judge KELLEY is willing I should be; and that is to the little 
but constant State of Vermont, whose people neither make nor eat oleo- 
margarine, but do make 25,000,000 pounds of butter annually, with 
which you may butter your bread and not feel under the knife-blade 
as you do it the wiggling kick of a million animaleules, [Laughter.] 

But, since the gentleman from Pennsylvania, my friend Colonel 
BAYNE, speaks hopefully of the Pennsylvania delegation, leb me ask 
that this correction be made without prejudice to him and without 
prejudice also to all others of that delegation who prefer butter to oleo- 
margarine. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider all formal amendments 
as withdrawn. 
` Mr. BLAND. I move to amend by striking out the last two words. 
Mr. Chairman, I believe I represent an agricultural constituency; and 
I may have some direct personal interest in the subject before the com- 
mittee. y, Mr. Chairman, we should consider the effect this 
bill will have, or, in other words, whether it will accomplish the end 
intended. If the manufacturers of oleomargarine can pay the license 
of 10 cents a pound and still survive, what have we accomplished? 
We have simply licensed and taxed and authorized the manufacturer to 
come into competition with the manufacturer of pure butter; and 
therefore instead of having accomplished the purpose d we have 
simply authorized monopolies to extend that competition. So in my 
mind it may become a question whether the bill should not increase 
the tax on oleomargarine to such extent as will crush it out if it be 
found that 10 cents has not accomplished that purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, the question arises whethgr it is proper to be 
done, and if it is not a proper matter to be here, whether it is nota 
proper matter for the States to regulate and not for Congress. 

So it does seem to me inso much as it is admitted on all sides, so far 
as the mere question of reyenue is concerned, that it is not a public 
necessity at this time, and the revenue feature in the bill, if there at 
all, must be for the purpose of suppressing the manufacture of oleo- 
margarine, I will s it is not high enough for that purpose. If 
you do not suppress it and it survives you say to these parties, we allow 
manufacture to exist by exacting a tax from it, and therefore you 
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can go on with your competition with the manufacture of pure butter, 
as we have nothing todo with that. In that view of the bill it has not 
accomplished its purpose. 

It seems to me that we should deal fairly and squarely with this sub- 
ject. Ifitis simply intended to require those interested in the manu- 
facture of it, oleomargarine or butterine—and I believe that is all the 
farmers of the country do require—shall place it upon the market 
branded for what it is, and nothing else. Now, the amendmentof my 
colleague [Mr. WARNER] provides, where it is manufactured as such, 
where it is marked as such and for what it is worth, after it has been 
examined and found not to be deleterious, it shall be allowed to be sold, 
and that is all we should do. If weare proceeding upon the theory we 
are only to protect the farmer, that will protect him against fraud; 
but if we propose to suppress the thing altogether, 10cents a pound will 
not doit. I am in favor of rooting out this fraudulent composition, yet 
I may have to vote for the bill, although I do not want to be considered 
as in favor of it unless it can be amended. I believe the true theory 
and the true doctrine to be incorporated in this bill is simply that this 
article shall go upon the market and be sold for precisely what it is, so 
as to let the p have the choice between oleomargarine and pure 
butter. Then there is not an honest farmer in the land that will ask 
for anything else. 

I am quite satisfied the amendment of my colleague will have this 
effect and make this bill what it ought to be, a true and honest bill in 
favor of honest competition and against fraud. And that is all we 
ought to ask. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, itis always distaste- 
ful to an honorable man to adopt the method of a jockey, although he 
sometimes may be forced to do it by stress of circumstance. I object 
to this bill as it stands because it is equivocal, because itlooks one way 
and goes the other, because it pretends to be in the interest of revenue, 
and yet upon the declaration of its friends is in the interest of an ex- 
isting industry. I suggest any legislation of that sort which is two- 
fold in its character, which is deceptive in its character, ought not to 
be adopted unless there is a feeling on the part of this House there is 
a public exigency which makes it necessary. 

It is said this bill resembles the law passed some years ago imposing 
a tax of 10 per cent. on State banks. In some respects it does. That 
law was proper to because it was believed to be absolutely neces- 
sary in the interest of the public service to preserve the purity of the 
national currency and give effect to the doctrine of the country in re- 
spect to our national banks, And although the law itself, as an ab- 
stract pi ition, rn oe be open to objection, it was sustained and 
defended use of the great reasons of public policy underlying it. 
But we propose now in this bill to pass a law nominally in the interest 
of revenue, butin reality, in fact, to protect the dairy industry of the 
country against another industry of the country. And to show pre- 
cisely the object of the bill I wish to refer to a statement made onl 
a day or two ago by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Haven’. 
who, in the earnestness of the moment, stated precisely the purposes 
and objects of the bill when he said that if you reduce this tax from 10 
cents to 2 cents a pound you will fail in your object; then oleomarga- 
rine can be so manufactured that it will drive butter out of the market. 

Now, sir, that confession, to wit, that oleomargarine, if only sub- 
jected to a tax of 2 cents, will drive honest butter out of the market, is 
a distinct admission to the effect that in order to protect the dairy in- 
terests of the country in the manner proposed it becomes necessary to 
destroy entirely that important branch of industry known as the man- 
ufacture of oleomargarine; and it is because I believe that to be the nec- 

effect, as the bill now stands, without the several amendments 

to which reference has been made, that Iam opposed to it in its present 
shape. If it can be so framed, as suggested by the Representative from 
Missouri, that it shall be limited in its operation and effect to oleomar- 
garine simply when intended to be put upon the market as butter, and 
apply only to that part of the industry which is a fraud, then Iam quite 
willing to support it, and I trust the Representative from Missouri will 
so frame his amendment as to put that matter beyond all possible doubt, 
- because as the bill now stands, if he will allow me a moment or two, it 
is subject toa very serious criticism. I submit thata fair construction 
of the bill will apply to every manufacturer of oleomargarine, whether 
it be intended as a fraud npon butter or as an honest product, because 
thesecond sectionof the bill, if he will listen fora moment, declares that 
certain manufactured compounds shall be designated as oleomargarine. 

This section provides as follows: 

Sec. 2. That for the sgervcess of this act certain manufactured substances, cer- 


Which are to be ized as oleo; ine. Then comes thesecond 
classification, ‘* extracts and tallow extracts,” &c., and then a 
semicolon, showing a distinct division; and following that: 


And all mixtures and compounds of tallow, beef fat, suet, lard, lard oil, veget- 
able oil, annotto, and other coloring matter, intestinal fat, and offal fat— 


To which are also added the words: 
made in imitation or semblance of butter, or calculated or intended to be used 
as butter or for butter, 

Now it seems to me the construction would be that these last words 
qualifying the paragraph would refer only to that class which is speci- 
fied in the third subdivision following the last semicolon. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with profound 
interest to the discussion of this subject and have been rised by the 
invective and passionate declamation which have been indul by 
honorable members. The question whether oleomargarine or imitation 
butter made in the form, flavor, and likeness of the genuine article, 
which is the product of the dairy, but does not possess its ingredients, 
should be subject to taxation,.is purely economic and ought to be con- 
sidered as any other economic question, from the high plane of reason 
and of public policy. . . 

Every lawmaker in deciding what his course should be with refer- 
ence to questions requiring his action should first apply to it the test 
of the Constitution. The present measure which has been reported 
favorably by the Committee on Agriculture will stand this test. Its 
constitutionality can not bedoubted. Thelanguage of the Constitution 
is as plain as the Jetters of the alphabet. Section 8, Article I of the 
Constitution says that ‘‘Cesgress shall have power to lay and collect 
taxes,” &c, The power being conecded, then, its exercise in the par- 
ticular case under consideration becomes simply a question of public 
policy and expediency. Iam supporting the bill for the reason that it 
is sound public policy and therefore expedient. 

I do not agree with those who i it simply as a measure of pro- 
tection to any other article with w imitation butter comes into com- 
petition. The primary object of the grant of power to impose taxation 
is not for protection to favored classes, but to raise revenue for the sup- 
port of the Government. A revenue tax upon any article, whether di- 
rect or upon imported goods, affords incidental protection. It is an 
inevitable consequence, and is not in conflict with the Constitution, 
The proposed tax upon imitation butter will incidentally protect a very 
large and growing branch of the agricultural industry which affords 
sustenance and support to every other avocation. Agriculture is the 
fundamental source of the country’s wealth. Whatever benefits agri- 
culture contributes to the country’s prosperity and greatness. While 
the bill will afford incidental protection to the stock-raising and dairy- 
producing class of farmers, it will not tax imitation butter out of exist- 
ence. The cost of producing this article is trifling in consequence of 
the cheapness of the materials from which it is manufactured. The 
cost of manufacturing it is estimated at 7 cents a pound. Add a tax of 
10 cents and it will be puton the market at 17 cents a pound. Ihave be- 
fore me a circular of an imitation-butter manufacturer proposing to fur- 
nish it at 10 cents a pound. Itis known that genuine butter—the prod- 
uct of the dairy—can not be made for less than 25 cents a pound with 
fair profit to the producer. This will leave a margin of reasonable profit 
to the manufacturer and handler of the imitation article. It will secure 


life to the former industry, and will not destroy the latter. 


I base my support of the bill upon the ground that it is a tax for 
revenue, and not for protection or prohibition. In round numbers the 
annual expenditures of the Government are $300,000,000 a year. The 
party of which I am a member is pledged to reduce this expenditure 
to the lowest figure compatible with the efficient administration of the 
Government. But, nevertheless, the money must be raised for its sup- 
port. It can be done only by taxation, and the burden should be so im- 
posed as to bear as lightly and as equitably as possible upon the people. 
A tax upon pretended butter would fall principally upon its wealthy 
manufacturers, who under existing laws are untaxed. A single firm is 
said to realize a profit of a million dollars annually. This princely rev- 
enue is derived from the toiling people of the country, who, in consumin; 
the article, are doing so in the belief that it is genuine butter. I woul 
prefer that the tax should be fixed at 6 cents a pound. That would 
yield an annual revenue of $12,000,000. A tax of 10 cents a pound 
would yield $20,000,000. In imposing this tax sound policy would 
dictate a corresponding reduction upon the absolute and indispensable 
necessaries of life, such articles of food as sugar and salt, and of the 
implements of labor, machinery, farming and mechanical tools, and 
wearing apparel. The imposition of the tax, while thus incidentally 
benefiting a great and growing industry, and reducing the cost of arti- 
cles of absolute necessity, would involve but small cost in its collec- 
tion. The internal-revenue law, which will remain in force as long as 
it is expedient to tax distilled spirits and tobacco, provides the necessary 
machinery for collecting the tax. 

It seems to have been overlooked that the proposed tax applies only 
to imitation or fraudulent butter, not to an article which sails under 
its own colors, = 

I have not based my supportof the bill upon the ground assumed by 
some of its advocates that oleomargarine is a fraud; that the materials 
of which it is composed render it deleterious to public health, and that 
it should be taxed out of existence for that reason upon the same prin- 
ciple on which laws are passed to establish a national board of health, 
and to prevent the introduction and spread of diseases destructive to 
human life. That is a domain upon which I do not choose to go. Its 
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qualities, whether wholesome or pernicious, do not enter into the con- 
sideration of the subject as far as I am concerned. The testimony and 
the arguments upon this point are widely divergent. Mr. Armour, of 
Chicago, the leading member of the largest oleomargarine firm in the 
country, makes the following statement, under oath, of the materials 
and methods employed by his company in its manufacture: 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, Cook County, ss: 

Philip D. Armour, being first duly sworn, deposesand says that he is a resident 
of the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, and that he is a member of the firm 
of Armour & Co, 

Deponent further says that said firm of Armour & Co., in the course of their 
business, makes and sells oleomargarine and butterine, and that this ment 
knows of his own knowledge the materials and the methods used by said firm 
in the making of said products, They are as follows: 


METHODS OF MANUFACTURE, 


The fat is taken from the cattle in the process of slaughtering, and after thor- 
ough washing is placed in a bath of clean, cold water and surrounded with ice, 
where it isallowed to remain until all animal heat has been removed, It is then 
cut into small eee by machinery and cooked at a temperature of about 150° 
until the fat in liquid form has separated from the fibrine or tissue; then settled 
until it is perf clear. Then it is drawn into graining vats and allowed to 
stand a day, when it is zaa for the The pressing extracts the stearine 
leaving the remaining product, which is commercially known asoleo oil, which, 
when churned with cream or milk, or both, and with usually a rtion oi 
— ery butter, the whole being properly salted, gives the new product, 


oleomargarine, 

In making butterine we use neutral lard, which is made from selected leaf lard 
in a very similar manner to oleo oil, excepting that no stearine is extracted. 
This neutral lard is cured in salt brine for paat an Fa to seventy hours at an ice- 
water temperature. It is then taken and, with desired proportion of oleo 
oil and fine butter, is churned with cream and milk, producing an article which, 
when properly salted and packed, is ready for market. 

In both cases coloring matter is used which is the same as that used by apat 
men to color their butter. At certain seasons of the year, namely, in cold 
weather, a small quantity of salad oil made from cotton is 
the texture of the product, but this is not generally used by us. 

Deponent further says that no other material or substance except as above 
stated is used by Armour & Co. in making oleomargarine or butterine. 


If this compound is not sold as butter the bill does not tax it, It 
taxes only the article which purports to be butter and bears its sem- 
blance but is not what it is represented to be. 

On the other hand, the following testimony as to the deleterious quali- 
ties of the imitation article as food are submitted by the distinguished 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WHITE] in his argument in support 
of the bill: 


The following is a list, taken from the patents recorded in the Patent Office a 
Washington, of the ingredients claimed to be used in the manufacture of this 
article. Manufacturers deny that they use all the ingredients named in these 
patents, but it is certainly not unfair to assume that when =. mention a cer- 
tain ingredient in their application for a patent, as necessary for its making, they 
actually use it, This list was obtained officially from the Patent Office by Assist- 
ant State Dairy Commissioner Van Valkenburgh, of New York: 

Nitric acid, r of lead, sulphate of lime, benzoic acid, butyric acid, glyce- 
rine, capsie acid, commercial sulphuric acid, tallow, butyric ether, castor oil, 


to soften 


eaul, ric juice, curcumine, chlorate of , peroxide of magnesia, nitrate 
of dry blood albumen, saltpeter, borax, orris root, bicarbonate of soda, 
caparic acid, sulphite of soda, pepsin, lard, caustic potash, chalk oil of sesame 


(or benne), turnip-seed oil, oil of sweet almonds, stomach of pigs, p, or 
calves, mustard-seed oil, bicarbonate of potash, boracic acid, salicylic acid, cot- 
ton-seed oil, alum, cows’ udders, soda, farinaceous flour, carbolic acid, slip- 
pery elm bark, olive oil, broma chloralum, oil of peanuts, sugar, caustic soda, 

It is not sought to show that all these ingredients are used ina single sage 
but the fact is established that nitric acid is used in all, and it is probable that 
the other acids named are employed when the most powerful agents are neces- 
sary for deodorizing putrid or diseased fats. 

* . s * s * è 


Professor Clark, of Albany, made a specialty of the physiological features of 
his subject, making experiments in digestion and microscopical investigations, 
and in other ways showing the importance to public health of a thorough 
knowl of what enters into any food product. Asa result of his researches 
he arrived at the conclusion that oleo: ine is unwholesome and dangerous 
to health for four reasons: First, because it is in ible; second, because it is 
insoluble when made from animal fats; third, that it is liable to carry the germs 
of disease into the human system; and fo „that in the eagerness of manu- 


facturers to produce their spurious compounds cheaply, they are tempted to use 
ingredients which are de ental to the health of consumer, 
* $ * a * * 


$ 
When Dr. H. A. Pooler, president of the board of health in Goshen, Orange 
cha aTa AA ile RUIA wor suggested DY previous ALAGUT as 90 
the human " was y ous ony as 
a of nitric acid in the manufacture of oleomargarine. Dr, Pooler re- 
p “Nitric acid is produced by the action of sophie acid upon nitrate of 
tassa, about equal parts; itisa powerful caustic; it destroys animal tissue ra) idly 
and almost irreparably when it comesin contact with it; upon animal fat it de- 
stroys the tissue, and deodorizes it by destroying its smell. Itisalso a preserva- 
tive, in a measure. Undoubtedly substances submitted to the action of nitric 
acid would not be decomposed so rapidly as those which had not been submit- 
ted to it; but the acid would affect the di: ive o very seriously. Upon 
the human stomach it isa deadly poison when taken in overdoses. When taken 
in a diluted form not sufficient to cause death, and taken for any length of time, 
it produces similar effects to that of mercury. The teeth at first become whiter, 
pao Baka rigor fe and rapa been become loose aes it i the ae flow of se- 
cretion and poisons generally, caustic pro es are so great 
that it destroys the tissue and impairs the circulation, Where a n loses a 
nail from it it is eneral because of the accumulation of the acid around the 
root of the nail; it cuts off the circulation which a nail, consequently 
the nail will slough off for want of proper now ent. The acid has to be 
pa in order to be safe in any degree as a remedy, In its pure form it is 
eadly, 


The following is given by the same gentleman as the testimony of 
Professor Nachtrieb, of the State University of Minnesota, found by an 
analysis of what was sold for butter in Minneapolis at retail this year. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
PROFESSOR NACHTRIEB’S REPORT. a 
The rai is an extract from the illustrated reportof Professor Nachtrieb, 
n 


of the State iversity, to the dairy commission, of the samples of butterine 
given him for sear ages ye examination : 

“The examination of these samples was by no means exhaustive, and they 
would probably yield much more than the accompanying figures indicate. 
The best and cleanest looking sample had a butter odor and taste, and would 
readily pass for butter. It had a very small variety of living organisms, but a 
go many spores, which, under favorable conditions, I have no doubt would 

ve germinated. It also contained masses of dead mold, bits of cellulous 
wood, various colored particles, shreds of hair, bristles, &e. The other two sam- 
pa teemed with life and yielded microscopic preparations of the molds and 

teria that would have gladdened the heart of the student of biology. The 
microscope revealed the fact that the test variety of life existed in the in- 
ner portion of these samples, and that the outer portions contained the greatest 
quantity of active bacteria. The animals found in the butterine belong to the 
type of protozoa. Doubtful portions of worms were also noticed, Many of the 
proto: under favorable conditions, pass into an encysted stage or develop 
Spores within protected capsules, and in these conditions lie dormant till the 
environment is again favorable ; and it can hardly be dou that some of the 
many spores found in these butterines were merely in a dormant state, The 
great number and variety of organisms found in the samples indicate the use 
of foul water and a criminal filthy process in making it. ere can not be the 
doubt that the person who eats so promiscuous and so lively a mixture 
as the butterine examined is running great risk, morally as well as physically. 
The peace and om Posie of future erations is greatly involved in the life of 
the present gen ion. By jepi E da in our home articles of food filed with 
spores and seeds of the various classes of the lower organisms we are 


e dangers of parasitism. Spores that now are harmless, may, by grad 
to the health 


adaptation, through more or less cirouitous routes, become inimi 
and happiness of countless millions,” 

I present the foregoing affidavit of the leading oleomargarine manu- 
facturer on the one hand, and of scientists and specialists on the other 
in regard to the materials that enter into the production of imitation 
butter without expressing an opinion of my own, or without entering 
upon the question whether a prohibitory tax should be imposed ee 
it for the suppression of fraud and the preservation of the public health. 
I have based my advocacy of the measure upon stronger and unques- 
tionably constitutional grounds. If, by imposing the tax in the exer- 
cise of its soverei wer, without invading the rights of any class, the 
Government should lighten and equalize the burdens of taxation, and 
at the same time afford incidental benefit to the great agricultural in- 
dustry for the relief of which so little has been done, and from which 
it chiefly derives its revenues, the true economist and patriot will have 
cause to rejoice. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
evidently does not-understand what the Knights of Labor want in re- 
gard to this question. The Knightsof Labor in my own State are like 
all other people. They have the same needs as other people; and sim- 
ply because they are laboring men they none the less want food; 
and it seems to me it is an insult to them and to every class of working- 
men jn this country to assume that they want the cheap and the nasty. 

Indeed, it is not certain that they will get even cheap food by the 
free sale of oleomargarine, to say nothing of its being bad. Upon this 
point gentlemen on the other side do not agree among themselves. 
While some of them assert that since the invention of oleomargarine 
the price of butter has been cheapened, others say that it has been all 
the time growing dearer. 

I was glad to hear my friend from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] so elo- 
quently and teenie Hoga the position of the Republican party upon 
the tariff question in his speech this morning: ‘‘In America, each for 
all, all for each, but America against the world.” That, gentlemen, 
is the doctrine of the Republican 

It is a grand and patriotic doctrine, grand and patriotic as the record 
of this great party which saved the Union, arecord which I stand here 
to say makes the proudest pages in American history. And, Mr. Chair- 
man, we do not abate one jot or one tittle of that doctrine or cast any 
stain upon that record in supporting this bill, I hope the gentleman 
from Virginia himself, when the tariff question shall come before this 
House to be discussed, will stand by the proposition: ‘‘ In America, 
each for all, all for each, but America against the world.” 

We shall be glad to welcome the powerful aid of the gentleman in 
favor of this Republican doctrine, which is the fundamental prin- 
ciple upon which the American revenuesystem rests. If he will heartily 
embrace and earnestly practice, wherever it applies, this doctrine so well 
stated in his own words for all that those words signify, he may be as 
valiant and useful a Republican as the best of us, and become the chief 
corner-stone of the edifice of protection. I repeat, we depart not at all 
from this doctrine in supporting this bill, neither in raising revenue 
upon oleomargarine, a compound whose reputation is as unsavory as 
some of its ingredients, nor in protecting against it the honest, health- 
ful product of the farmer. = 

Over and over again it has been assumed here that this is a bill to de- 
stroy one industry in the interest of another. Indeed, this comprises 
the entire argument upon the other side, except what is said against in- 


ternal-revenue taxes. If it were true I would not support the bill, but 
while gentlemen assume that oleomargarineis pure, we shun it because 
it is put forth under a false name, and that fact makes a prima facie case 
against it. Hence the burden of proof is upon its friends to show that 
it is pure. i 

How do they undertake to do this? They say that some samples of 


a 


A 
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the best manufacturers have been tested and shown to be But 
what of all the rest? Have we any assurance that it will be found to 
ae Ee e yrange Indeed, have we not a right to assume that in 

as as in stealing a name which never belonged to it, 
fraud has been practiced? 

My friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] says that the manufacturers 
themselves say it is pure, and they ought to know. I agree they ought 
to know. I have no doubt they do know; nor have I any doubt that 
the thief arraigned at the bar of justice for larceny, and who says he 
is innocent, ought to know and does know what fact is, but who 
takes his word for it? 

Mr. Chairman, I favor this bill for the of raising revenue. 
I would liketohaveany gentleman tell me why aninternal revenueisan 
infernal revenue, as it has been called by gentlemen in this House, un- 
less it is so styled because it is in part laid upon an infernal business. 


than those which are imposed upon such harmful luxuries as whi 
primera cee aera TS an unwholesome counter- 

t? 

Is an excise tax more unequal and unfair than a tax by duties upon 
im unless the latter be so laid as to protect our home industries 

the wages of our workingmen? It is objected to on the ground 
that it necessarily creates a system of espionage repulsive to our le. 
So does every form of taxation. The income tax did it, the tariff does 
it. If the marshal and his deputies invade the premises of the dis- 
tiller, the manufacturer, and the dealer, sodo collectors of customs and 
their subordinates our vessels, examine their cargoes, to 
trunks, and even go the ipla k 

pected of having smuggled goods concealed about their persons. 

I am an uncom: i protectionist. I believe that every Ameri- 
can industry which is honest and useful should be inst for- 
eign competition until it shall have attained such strength as to be able 
to stand alone and unaided against its rivals beyond our own country; 
and that he who opposes this doctrine is, though it be unwittingly, an 
enemy to the people and, asa consequence, to the welfare of his country. 

But I am not a pro ran mad. Iam not so pregnant with 
fear that every ill wind will blow our protective system over that I de- 
sire to brace it up with fictitious props. I haveso much faith in its in- 
trinsic t I am sure it can stand upon its own feet. I have 
somuch faith in the wisdom and patriotism of the people that I believe 
they will stand by the laws which their industries and give fair 
wages and dignity to labor. Protection does not lean upon crutches; 
it does not require that we should allow whisky, tobacco, and a vicious 
mixture of unknown ingredients to go untaxed and have free course 
and be glorified that it may not fall to the . 

It is said upon the other side that we do not need the revenue which 
this bill will give us. I have not the time to go fully into the discus- 
sion of that subject now. It is sufficient for the present to say that so 
long as we owe $1,400,000,000 and are paying $50,000,000 as annual in- 
terest upon that debt we have an ample opportunity to make a good 
use of all our revenues, and a government, like an individual, can never 
be burdened with a surplus income so long as all that comes into its 
coffers is not sufficient to both meet its necessary expenditures and pay 
its debts. i 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. There are several amendments pending to this sec- 
tion which have been discussed and rediscussed, and there are gentle- 
men who desire to offer other amendments, which can not be done until 


in 
sus- 


votes are taken on the amendments. Iask unanimous consent 
that all debate upon the ing amendments to this section may be 
considered as closed, and that we proceed to take the vote on those 
amendments. 


The CHAIRMAN. That will not prevent other amendments being 
offered and debated. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I object. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 8328, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of bills raising revenue. And pending that motion I move 
that all debate upon the pending amendments to section 8 be closed in 
one minute. 

Sne — being taken, the Speaker stated that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 8. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No quorum. 

-~ Mr. HATCH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


_ The question was taken; and there were—yeas 190, nays 11, not vot- 
ing 121; as follows: 


YEAS—190. 
Adams, G. E. Ely, Laffoon, Ryan, 
Allen, C. H. Ermentrout, La Fo! Sadler, 
Allen, J.M. Evans, Laird, Sayers, 
Anderson, C.M. Everhart, Landes, Scott, 
Anderson, J. A. Farquhar, Lanham, Scranton, 
Atkinson, Felton, Lehibach, Sessions, 
Baker, Fisher, Lindsley, Seymour, 
Barbour, xincker, Lovering, maw, 
' ora, Lowry,; ingleton, 
Barry, Forney, L; Skinner, 
Bayne, F. . Smalls, 
Beach, Fuller, Ma: Snyder, 
Bennett, Funston, McAdoo, Sowden, 
Bland. Gallinger, M Spooner, 
Boutell Gedos, MoK inler, Eaa 
w e, €Kinley, nger, 
Boyle, Glass, MeMillin, Stahlnecker, 
Beak) Green, Wed Milliices Bte 
Eg, . en, Stewart, Charles 
Breckinridge WOP Haie.” Moffatt, Stone, W.J 
T.M Hall, priemen raceme arin 
Brown, C. E, Hammond, Mi 1, Strait, 
Buchanan, Harris, Mi Swope, 
Bunnell, Ha mene Taylor E.B. 
nn ynes, y, > 
hase Heieeps iaa E 
enderson, eece, ‚J.M. 
Candler, Henderson, J.S. Oates, Taylor, Zach, 
Cannon, ley, O'Donnell, Throckmorton, 
Carleton, O`Ferrall, Townshend, 
Caswell, Herman Parker, Van y 
Catchings, Hiestand, Payne, Wade, 
Cobb, Hill, Payson, Wait, 
Collins Hires, Peel, Ward, T. B. 
Compton, Hiscock, Perkins, Warner, William 
Conger, Hitt, Petti Weaver, A.J. 
r, Holman, Phelps, eber, 
Cox, Hopkins, Pidcock, Wellborn, 
7 Howard, Pindar, Wheeler, 
Culberson, Huda, Plumb, White, A.C. 
iel, Irion, Price, te, 
Davenport, Johnson, F. A. Randall, Whiting, 
Davidson, A. Johnston, J.T. Reagan, ins, 
Dawson, Johnston, T, D. Richardson, Willis, 
Do A Jones, J. H. Rockwell, 
Eld. - Kelley, Romeis, 
Elisberry, Ketcham, Rowell, 
NAYS—1. 
Davidson, R.H.M. Mahoney, Tillman, 
Campbell, Felix Dunham, Miller, Turner. 
ls Hemphill, Perry, 
NOT VOTING—121. 
Adams, J.J. ry, Libbey, Sawyer, 
Aiken, Dougherty, Little, Seney, 
Arnot, Dowdney, Long. Stecle, 
Ballentine, Dunn, Stewart, J. W. 
Belmont, Eden, Louttit, St. Martin 
Bingham, Findlay, ; Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Bliss, ` Gibson, C.H. McComs Swinbul 
, OH. mas, rne, 
Blount, bson, Eustace ‘oRae, 7 
Brown, W. W. Gilfillan, Taulbee, 
Brumm, Glover, Mitchell, Thomas, J. R., 
came a sei — 0.B. 
urnes, rosvenoy, yY, pson, 
Burrows, Guenther, X Trigg, 
Butterworth, Halsell, i % t, 
Bynum, Hanback; O'Hara, Van Eaton, 
a A a 
š en, : J. orth, 
Penrose 1,T.J Henderson, T. J. ey Wakefie 
y, Herbert, Outhwaite, Ward, J. Fl. 
Clements, Hewitt, wen, Warner, 
Cole, Holmes, Weaver, J.B. 
Comstock, Houk, Pirce, West, 
Cowles, Hutton, Ranney, ‘Wilson, 
Crain, Jackson, Reed, T. B. Ww 
Croxton, J Reid, J. W. WwW! 
Curtin, Jones, J.T. Reese, W 
ae igs King, — Worthington. 
vis, ner, 5 
Dibble, Lawler, tn EY 
Dingley, Le Fevre, Rogers, 
agreed to. 


So the motion to limit debate was 
Mr. UT. 
reading of the names. 
‘There was no objection. 
Mr. Buck. Iam paired, but not to break a quorum, and have voted 
ay.” 
The following pairs were announced until further notice: 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. GUENTHER, 
Mr. RE, of North ina, with Mr, RICE. 
Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. HOLMES. 
Mr. GIBSON, of Maryland, with Mr. HAYDEN. 
Mr. Hurron with Mr. PIRCE. 
Mr. EDEN with Mr. WATT. 
Mr. Jones, of Alabama, with Mr. BuRLEIGH. 
Mr. Cote with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
, Mr. Wrxans with Mr. HOUK. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. GROSVENOR. 


Task unanimous consent to dispense with the 


ae 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5087 


Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. GOFF. 
Mr, ARNOT with Mr. Davis. If present, Mr. ARNOT would vote for 
the a ge bill, Mr. DAVIS cia ipa it. 
Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. LITTLE. If present, Mr. DIBBLE would vote 
this bill. 
Mr. Foran with Mr. LONG. 

Mr. LE Fevre with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. LE FEVRE 
would vote for the bill and Mr. O'NEILL agai 
Mr. DOUGHERTY with Mr. McComas. 
for the bill and Mr. DOUGHERTY against it. 
age VIELE with Mr. LAIRD. If present, Mr. LAIRD would vote for 


of this bill. 
e following pairs were also announced: 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. Burrows, for the remainder of this week, on 
allquestionstouching the pending bill. Mr. BLOUNT would vote against 
the bill and Mr. Burrows for it. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. CurcHEoN, on this bill. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. FINDLAY, on this bill for to-day. 
KETCHAM would vote for, and Mr. FINDLAY against the bill. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, with Mr. WADSWORTH, for this day. Mr. 
WEAVER would vote for the pending bill. 

Mr. WILson with Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. StRUBLE would vote for the 
bill and Mr. WILSON it. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, for this day. 

Mr, arid ee Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEWITT, until Tuesday next 
on this bill. present, Mr. BROWN would vote for the proposition to 
amend the billt by reducing the tax to a point as low as 2 cents a pound, 
and, on the final would vote for the bill. 

Mr. DockERY with . MORRILL, from May 29 till June 2. 

Mr. Matson with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, from Saturday, May 
29, until Wednesday, June 2, inclusive. 

` Mr. Bynum with Mr. OWEN, on this bill. 

Mr. WOODBURN with Mr. LOUTTIT, on this bill. Mr. WOODBURN 
mane vote for and Mr. LOUTTIT it. 

PETERS with Mr. TURNER, on this bill. Mr. PETERS would 
vote “gy and Mr. TURNER ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. ADAMS, of New York, on this bill. If pres- 
ent, Mr. GLOVER would vote for the bill and Mr. ADAMS against it, 

Mr. HALSELL with Mr. THOMPSON, for this day. 

. MoRAxE with Mr. WAKEFIELD, for this day. 

. HERBERT with Mr. Buck, for this day. 

. DAWsoN with Mr. WADE, for the remainder of this day. 

. WARD, of Illinois, with Mr. W1sk, on this vote. 

. Croxton with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, on this vote. 

. MULLER with Mr. West, for this day. 

. VAN EATON with Mr. HANBACK, on this vote. 

. DowpNEyY with Mr. MARKHAM, for this day. 

. BLISS with Mr. HENDERSON, of ‘Mlinois, for "this day. If pres- 
ent, Mr. HENDERSON would vote for this bill. 

Mr. GAY with Mr. BINGHAM, for this day. 

Mr. FORAN. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Loxe], but as I was given to understand that he 
was present I voted. I find now that he is not present, so I withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, if Iam not necessary to 
make a quorum I ‘desire to withdraw my vote. 

Thi REDARE 


E: 


son that if Mr. MATSON were present he would give the same vote that 
Ihave given. 

Mr. TURNER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
the restof the day, on account of indisposition. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is agreed to, and debate on the amend- 
ments pending to section 8 of the bill is limited to one minute. The 

ion now is on the motion that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was to. 3 

The House a ly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of revenue bills, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the pending bill (H. 
R. aa ), defining butter, &e. TheClerk will report the pending amend- 
men 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8, section 8, strike out “ten” and insert “two.” 


The CHAIRMAN. By orderof the Houseall debate on the pending 
section and amendments has been closed. The question ison agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND], which the Clerk has just read. 

The question was taken, and the chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 82. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand tellers. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I suggest that there is no quorum voting. 

e PATRATE Does the gentleman ‘from Georgia make that 

t 
P Mr. HAMMOND. ETA aot pS Nae e cg 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will appoint the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] and the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] to act as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 66, noes 97. 

So the am t was rejected. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheClerk will now report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 


The Clerk read as follows; 
reat ah gem goa karnap e Apo gn Reg 
“Provided, That in this act ee Sal es oeira L SO ADDIT Sp Ses wna 


the er of ue, regulations as he 
may adopt, to be wholesome as an article of food and what it purports to beas 
shown e marks or brands thereon, and „that constituent ele- 
ments thereof are in no way deleterious to health: And ed , That 
said substance known as ol e shall be pete io ked and 


or retail dealer, 
or offer for sale any 


branded as vided in this eer eng 
al 1 "Knowingly man 
tter, or without the 


or other person who shal! 
such substance ne ng sey meron 


The question was taken on the amendment; and there were—ayes 44, 


noes 96. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, reserving the point that 
there is no quorum voting, I would ask the a Chetan ot the committee 
having charge of this bill to permit us to have upon this amendment, 
which is certainly a material amendment, a yea-and-nay vote in the 
House, 

Several MEMBERS. ‘ order!” 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I stated to the gentlemen yesterday 
that I could not make any such agreement upon this or any other 
cag apy 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes have it, and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right—— 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

Mr. Say Rue bet ta Mr. Chairman, I never have called a 
quorum in this but I shall be compelled to call a quorum upon 
this, because I think this amendment is harder upon the manufacturer 
than the bill itself is according to the interpretation given to it by its 
friends. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WAR- 
NER] make the t that no quorum has voted ? 

Mr. W. of Missouri. Yes, sir; if the chairman of the com- 
mittee will not consent to a vote upon this amendment in the House 
I must make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Misso Mr. WARNER, 
and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. HATCH, to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers Tepeted ayes 48, noes 
115. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The question will next be taken on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], Which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Amend heer pair en the Snein niian at ihe ea a section 8: A ke 
of the taxes’ Kreso in it on oleomargarine or any of the products or com- 


pounds mentioned in it when the same is puy marked with the name of the 
particular product and sold or offered to be as such." 


The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the amendment sent 
to the desk by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


g section the following : 


Add oberg, cies 
“Provided, ub der and STS tha AAS of Jaly 1886, the taxes herein speci- 


fied imposed by the internal-revenue laws of the United reciente Sem bin Ym 
Saa ae ae e SE a danas Gn nee 

snuff, ci pn oven ves taxes required prea 

law t to be paid ers in leaf-to retail dealers in leaf-tobacco, dealers 

in manufactu' peddlers of tobacco, snuff, and cigars, and manufact- 

cuneer Buk GOL EÀ Provi. also, That on all original and unbroken 

factory packages of and manufactured tobacco, and ', cigars, che- 


roots, and cigarettes held by manufacturers, factors, jobbers, or dealers at the 
time such repeal shall go into effect, upon which the tax has been 
shall be a drawback or rebate in favor of said manufactui 


d 
has not been presented within da: 
shall ma ry aryl and no Ti aol be 
allowed for a less amount than ; and aay apa -tax stamp covering taxes 
repealed by this act may be pa sard diar for the portion of the -tax year 
unexpired at the time of the repeal, when the amount claimed for such ites 


5088 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 29, 


to all offenses committed, liabilities incurred, or ri; 
crued prior to the date when the repeal of the taxes s 
take effect.” 

Mr. HATCH. I make a point of order on this amendment, the de- 
cision of which I am willing shall be reserved by the Chair pending the 
remarks of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] or any 
other gentleman who desires to speak on the amendment before the 
point of order is di f 

Mr. McADOO. _ Mr. Chairman, no species of taxation is so odious, es- 
pecially to a free people, as the system of internal revenue, with its es- 
pionage and arbitrary restrictions on domestic trade. Not alone have 
we examples in the history of our own country, such as the Pennsyl- 
vania rebellion and the troubles in Rhode Island with regard to the 
whisky tax, but there was never in Great Britain any species of taxa- 
tion that so excited the animosity and opposition of the British people 
as the internal system of taxation. 

When you read English history you find that nothing so stirred up 
the English peopleas the old and odious form of taxation known as hearth- 
money, the chimney and window tax, and even in modern times the 
tobacco and spirit tax—excise duties, Our ancestors from the British 
islands knew the horrors of internal taxation and so naturally rebelled 
against it here. William Rufus, all the Henrys, the Richards, John, 
Edward, William III, the Jameses and Georges down to Victoria, im- 
posed piratical levies in the shape of internal taxes. Internal taxation 
in those days was both grotesque and barbarous. Internal-revenue 
duties were and are bars de or England. Says Mr. Noble, in The 
Queen’s Taxes, ‘‘ Excise duties were first levied in the year 1643 by 
a parliamentary ordinance, which imposed duties on ale, beer, cider, 
and sherry, and on the maker thereof. The royalists soon after fol- 
lowed the example of the Parliament, but the unpopularity of these 
im was so great that. both parties pledged themselves to their 
abolition at the close of the war.” 

In fact, a great British orator, addressing the house of commons, said 
once when this was the prevailing form of taxation, instead of duties 
upon imports, that the instruments of government in Great Britain had 
been ‘‘ simplified to the tax-gatherer and the can paral 

And more especially in a country like ours will this system always 
be odious. . Speaking for myself on this question of taxation, if ever 
the issue is put to the American people squarely whether the revenues 
of this Government shall be raised by duties upon imports or by asys- 
tem of internal taxation I have no fear as to the result of that contest. 
I am firmly convinced that there will be such an overwhelming ma- 
jority of our people in favor of duties on imports as against internal 
taxation that an election on that issue would decisively settle the ques- 
tion for many years. 

Reverting again to Great Britain and the tobacco tax, let me say that 
Sir Henry Parnell in 1833 estimated that about one-half of the tobacco 
consumed in England and Ireland was smuggled. Smuggling tobacco 
still continues there, except in so far as our heavy internal tax has 
made tobacco dear here. See The Queen’s Taxes, page 15. Tobacco 
may almost be said to be a necessity to a large number of people. A 
parliamentary committee in England in 1844 stated that, notwith- 
standing the heavy duty, nine-tenths of all importations were consumed 
by the working people. The tobacco tax is levied directly, almost en- 
tirely, from operatives, mechanics, and laborers, It is the luxury of 
the workingmen. 

Gentlemen on this floor, especially on this side of the House, who are 
in favor of the internal system, and who represent States in which the 
manufacture of whisky is a business, assume to themselves, it 
seems to me, with all due respect to them, a self-abnegation and virtue 
on behalf of that industry to which it is notentitled. Ihave the honor 
to represent on this floor a district where the tobacco manufactories are 
very concerns, and the great manufacturers of tobacco, so far as I 
have ever heard their views cited here, are strongly in favor of the 
tobacco tax, They are able and enterprising, and not to be blamed, as 
things go. The tax does not injure, but rather benefits them, and as 
business men they favor those laws which we make for them. I might 
join my whisky friends and claim for our kindred industries that from 
patriotic motives, and out of true goodness, they just delight in being 
taxed. Ifthe tax affected them as it does the consumer they would, I 
feel sure, join me in asking its repeal. The consumers, who are in the 
majority, and the small makers are opposed to the internal revenue. 

In the last Congress a di ished member of the House, speaking 
on the question of bonded whisky, drew a picture of the whisky manu- 
facturers being taken up into the Eita of temptation, and when 
these pure yr a of course, being whisky men, they were pure 
spirits [laughter ]—when these pure spirits got up into the mountain 
of temptation they were approached by the devil of tariff, who said to 


ts accruing or ac- 
in this act shall 


them: “‘If you will fall down and worship me I will free you from the’ 
cruel bonds of the internal revenue.” [Laughter. ] 

If you will kneel down and acknowledge the virtue of omnipotent 
tariff, whisky will be allowed tobe manufactured and sold without any 
tax being imposed upon it whatsoever. The goddess of reform only 
turned away her virtuous gaze and sheda tear. And this was held out 
to the House as an exhibition of heroic virtue, of tremendous self-ab- 
negation, and of un: eled unselfishness, when in truth they refused to 
have the tax taken off their industry because they know that taxing it 
legalizes it and gives them a monopoly of the business. They do not 
want everyman making his own whisky. These virtuous gentlemen 
know too much for that. Why, sir, ifthat was unselfish, then it is un- 
selfish to go in when it rains. 

And, sir, let members of this House understand the question that 
there is nothing that makes so strong the manufacturers of whisky or 
that strengthens the hands of the great manufacturers of tobacco as 
against smaller ones as the internal-revenue system. There is no 
moral question involved in it, because the taxing of whisky is the 
strongest argument against the prohibition movement, as the temper- 
ance people will claim. : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN addressed the committee. [See Appendix.] 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Virginia, now before the committee, involves the 
entire abolition of the taxes now imposed upon tobacco and its various 
manufactures. My unbroken record publicly and privately has been 
in favor of the abolition of the entire system of internal-revenue taxa- 
tion. Everything that has been uttered on this floor looking to that 
end meets my hearty approval. 

But while this amendment may be germane to the bill it is plain to 
all that it is theopponents, not the friends, of the measure who are pro- 
posing it. It is also plain to every thoughtful man that there is no~ 


prospect of securing any such legislation at this time. Therefore I 
shall oppose this amendment. 
I have refrained, Mr. Chairman, from participation in this discussion 


because, being friendly to the passage of the bill, I thought it was a 
useless waste of time and that further discussion simply retarded final 
action. Besides, everything that can be said for or against the measure 
has been said. 5 

But the subject of internal revenue has been frequently introduced 
in the debate by gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber. My col- 
league from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] makes his opposition to that 
system the ground of his opposition to this bill. I hope it may not be 
considered di ectful in me to refer again to the ill success he had 
with his own party friends in his efforts to repeal these laws in a pre- 
vious Congress. My colleague from North Carolina [Mr. Cow1Es] 
took the same ground. I beg to refer him to the labors of that little 
band of patriots who, under the leadership mainly of the Senators of 
his own State, met during the session of the Forty-eighth Congress in 
the upper chambers of this building for the purpose of finding a way to 
reduce internal-revenue taxation on tobacco and brandies ed from 
fruits. A 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CABELL] participated in that con- 
clave. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CANDLER] was there, and 
the now governor of his own State, then a member, Mr. Scales, and the 
other members of that delegation. But what was the result? -When 
that measure was called before the House by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] the supporters of the measure did not command 
acorporal’s guard. Ineed hardly say that I was found among the num- 
ber. As a matter of history and proof of how delusive are all hopes in 
this direction, it is proper for me to say in this connection that the 
Ways and Means Committee of the last Congress had before it over 
seventy-five propositions relating to internal revenue for its modifica- 
tion, abolition, or otherwise. They sleep the sleep that knows no 
wakin 


g- 

At the Democratic national convention of 1884 it was declared that 
so long as the internal-revenue m was continued ‘‘the money de- 
rived therefrom should be sacredly devoted to the relief of the people 
from the remaining burdens of the war and be made a fund to defray 
the of the care and comfort of worthy soldiers disabled in line 
of duty in the wars of the Republic and for the payment of such pen- 
sions as Congress may, from time to time, grant to such soldiers.’’ e 
limit, therefore, of the continuance of the system, according to this de- 
claration, will have arrived when the burdens of the warshall have ceased 
and pensions are no longer granted. 

For economic reasons, my esteemed friend who touches no subject 
that he does not illumine with his intellect or adorn with his eloquence 
[Mr. TILLMAN, of South Carolina] raises his voice in favor of the 
abolition of internal-revenue taxes and against this bill. Yet he stands 
in this controversy side by side with the honorable gentlemen who 
clapped their hands in glee a day or two ago when my colleague from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ], in a flight of imaginative oratory, exorcised 
from its grave the ghost of free trade and predicted that it would stalk 
through every village in the land in five years if the principle of this 
bill prevailed. Thus we find the strength of the opposition to this bil} 
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is composed of gentlemen whose views on economic questions are as 
divergent as the poles. 

In the light of these facts it is folly to expect the abolition of the 
internal-revenue system in the near future. There are some who ask 
for the perpetuation of the tax on tobacco and spirits on moral grounds 
and for moral purposes; others to perpetuate whisky and tobacco 
monopoly; others, again, gild it with patriotism and stand on patriotic 
ground. Thus with different motives and different p we find 
a strong combination to maintain the . For myself I declare 
that I am ready at any time to support any bill for its total abolition, 
reported to this House, coming from the authorized and regular channels 
of legislation, the Committee of Ways and Means. But every one 
must see that in the present temper of the House, as now organized, 
and in the position in which we find ourselves with respect to eco- 
nomic questions, it is idle to expect any such action. 

It has been intimated that the pending measure is inconsistent with 
any defined policy. 

Let me remind the committee that the House will shortly be called 
upon to discuss a measure that I regard of the greatest consequence 
to the future welfare of the country. I mean the bill to ent aliens 
from acquiring real estate in the Territories of the United States. 
That bill is based upon the principle that American soil, wherever 
Congress has the right, shall be owned by Americans; that it shall be 
the national policy in adminis our land that the agricult- 
ural Jands shall be the property of actual settlers for purposes of cul- 
tivation. 

Among the most grievous complaints of the nation for years against 
those who have control of the Government was the prodigality 
with which the public lands were wasted and given over to large cor- 
porations. Among the most important legislation proposed by Congress 
is that involving the forfeiture of these lands, so that they may be re- 
stored to the public for settlement. 

But what good end is this action to subserve? Can we expect that 
the millions of acres that are thus to be secured to American citizens 
can all be covered by factories and citiesand towns? No, sir; the object 
of that policy is to give homesteads to be occupied, to be cultivated, that 
a living may be derived from them to the occupants. Agriculture will 
always constitute the business of the t number of citizens in this 
country engaged in any one pursuit. It was Carlyle, I think, said 
‘*that the secret of free institutions in America was much land and few 

ple.” In whatever light the matter is presented, ownership in land, 
iving on the soil, the homestead principle, are directly interwoven with 
our future success and prosperity, with the life, liberty, and happiness 
of the millions now living and yet destined to live on this continent. 
It is therefore a solemn duty so to guard the interests of the agriculturists 
and foster their industries to the end that this policy be maintained. 
This bill accords with that p 

Now, sir, the framers of this bill, contemplating the serious results 
that have resulted to the agricultural interests of this country by the 
manufacture of oleomargarine and other compounds of a like nature, 
and their sale as and for butter, through their representatives have 
asked for relief. 

In searching the arsenal of legislation for a weapon of protection toa 
genuine and wholesome food product and a weapon of defense agai 
a spurious and unwholesome product they have found it ready to hand 
in the internal-revenue system. So long as that continues, so 
long as gentlemen, from the various motives of patriotism, morality, 
political economy, and monopoly, will persist in maintaining it, so long, 
so far as my voice and vote go, do I propose to use them for the moral 
purpose, the useful purpose, the constitutional purpose of preventin, 
the imposition of fraud on the American people by the manufacture an 
sale as butter of an article which isnot butter. When the time comes 
that a fair opportunity is afforded this House to abolish the system I 
shall be found ready to support it. When that time comes I do not 
reduce statesmanship will find some other means of protecting the 
agriculturist. 

Mr. CABELL. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the amendment of 
my colleague from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. I think itisa good, a wise 
amendment, and ought to be adopted. I think also that itis germane 
to the bill under consideration and is not subject to the threatened 
point of order. 

This is a revenue measure. Anyhow it is said by some of its advo- 
cates that it has the raising of revenue for one of its mainobjects. Now, 
if this oleomargarine bill is passed it will become partand parcel of the 
internal-revenue system. If it iscompetent for Congress to add to that 
species of taxation in the manner proposed, why may it not appropri- 
ately and without incongruity reduce taxes of kindred character upon 
other subjects upon the same bill? I see no difficulty, and I can not 
think there can be any. 

If gentlemen are correct in what they say, that it is desired to raise 
revenue from a tax on oleomargarine, then I say it is a most proper 
thing for them to do to also grant relaxation from some of the burdens 
upon other subjects which have been largely taxed heretofore. 

Now, sir, this system of internal taxation was inaugurated during the 
war, is a relic of the war, and should be gotten rid of as one of the bad 
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legacies of that unhappy time. It is a system wholly copies to the 
agricultural and industrial interests of the country. Its burdens bear 
most heavily — people least able to bear them. The section of the 
country which I have the honor in part to represent in this House has 
felt for years the blighting effects of this mode of taxation, and all our 
people would hail with pleasure its abolition, or even its modification, 
and I ask this committee to vote my colleague’s amendment into this 
bill, for if any confidence can be placed in the assurance made to us 
by some gentlemen here that the tax on oleo e will bring in 
a revenue of nearly $20,000,000, there can be but little loss to the 
Government in abolishing the tax on tobacco. In fact the result of the 
transaction would be but little else than the transfer of the tax from 
one subject to another. Several gentlemen have told us that they are 
willing to help us get the tax off tobacco, but are not willing to so vote 
upon this bill. Why not? If it is just to take the tax away, why not 
do it here? It certainly will not injure your bill. This is the first 
chance we have had to make any movement of this character—it may 
be the last; and we ask the committee, if it is determined to pass this bill 
and to put an internal tax upon oleomargarine or anything else, thus 
augmenting and enlarging abad system, to give us some compensation, 
to do one grateful act at least to the country, by removing a wretched 
burden from the shoulders of every tobagco worker and producer in the 
land. My colleague’s amendment is well drawn, and propeny guards 
the interests of the Government as well as the interests of all those en- 
gaged in the production, manufacture, and trade in tobacco. I hopeit 
will be the pleasure of the committee to adopt it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I was in hopes at the beginning of this day’s- 
session that the explanation of the chairman of the Committee on Ag- 
riculture would be of such a satisfactory character and so fully explan- 
atory of the whole purpose of this bill that by this hour we might have 
reached some b conclusions and got on the direct line of either pass- 
ing or modifying its provisions. But I find that even in this commit- 
tee there are two lines of explanation, and on those two lines we are 
led bathe gree, f from what we had sought. I find the gentleman who 
presented the bill, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WHITE], using - 
exactly the lan that has passed through my mind in all the dis- 
cussions, and which was fair and honest. First of all, that this should 
be a matter of regulation and not of prohibition; that oleo: ine 
should stand on its own merits, and the imitation should go by the 
board and be taxed out of existence. 

Now, sir, from the first of this discussion until now that has been in 
every my position on this floor. If there is anything that I 
can hate it is a sham either in commerce or in politics. And I am will- 
ing with other friends here to go to any length with the chairman of 
this committee and the friends of this bill to stamp out every single 
imitation that is placed in the market. But I am unwilling under 
any condition, political or otherwise, to stand here and protect one in- 
dustry and stamp the life out of another when both are legitimate. 

My friend from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] has depicted almost 
with tears in his eyes the woes of the American farmer. Now, I want to 
a7 the party to which I belong has been the American farmers’ friend 

through, and for the purpose of showing to the House how well the 
American Congress, controlled by the Republican party, has taken care 
of the farmers of America, I want to read from the official list of the 
trariff—not to mention sugar, tobacco, hemp, jute, flax, wool, or lum- 
ber that grows on his lands—the specific articles under the provision 
schedule. These taxes, every one of them, support and hold that in- 
dustry under closer bonds of protection than any industry that can be 
named in the whole tariff line. 

I pee pEr upon the line indicated by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia as to where the Republican party can stand, and I call his 
attention to where it has stood. 

I said a few nights ago that there was one entering-wedge in this bill 
which I look upon with horror, and I do so now. As a protectionist, 
born in the school of Clay and bound to die a protectionist, I am sure 
after thirty years of life in the Whig party and the Republican party I 
can not forsake the great cardinal principles that have made this country 
great, grand, and glorious, by taking the industries of this land and fos- 
wg them under the Hamiltonian line of policy, which has made. it 
possible to conquer in a great war and stand the first of the nations. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, while I do not agree with my friend 
from New York on the tariff question (I expect we shall never get to- 

upon that), yet he has so fairin his discussion of this bill 
t I very cheerfully yield my time to him. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I thank the gentleman from Missouri. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, without occupying further time in addressing 
the House, I wish to read the list of the articles that are protected for 
the benefit of the farmer. Here is the list: 


PROVISIONS, 


Animals (live), 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

areira Seige 1 cent per pound. 

Hams and bacon, 2 cents per pound. 

Meat (extract of), 20 per cent. ad valorem, 

Cheese, 4 cents per pound, ' 
Butter and substitutes therefor, 4 cents per pound, 
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Lard, 2 — per pound. 


per bushel, 

Krapet erent 10 cents per b 
Barley (pearled, toe hulled) f cent per pound. 
Barley malt, per of 34 pounds, 20 
Indian corn or maize, Tb oaia per teckel... 
Oats, 10 cents per bushel. 

10 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 
Rye flour, Pgs gat pene 

s 
Wheat flour, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
TS ON ge pica S a pgs Pater 
Rice starch, 2} cents per pound; other starch, at soaks por pound, 
ee nts per pound; uncleaned, 1} cents, 


Rico Abur and Sna rleomeal, 2 per cent. advalorem, 
Hay, $2 


bushel of 60 ae 
Syn peeeere cent. ad valorem. 
Vegetables (prepared or per cent. ad valorem 


Fruits (preserved in theis, own ved) JD per and fruit juice, 20 pèr “cent, ad valorem. 

I want to ask my protectiónist friends what further protection they 
want for any legitimate industry than is found in this list? The ques- 
tion that presentsitself to my mind in connection with this bill is whether 
we must have protectioninvolved in our protection. Now, sir, whether 
this is meant for a revenue measure, as some ganenn claim, or not, 
there is one thing sure, and that is, that if wehave to go back to inter- 
nal-revenue taxes no man who has stood up for protection to American 
industries can hereafter go before the people to advocate that policy 
without having this proposition stare him in the face, thatif we put on 
internal taxes the tariff taxes must come off. 

I am free to say, and I do say now to the chairman of this committee, 
tee on every police regulation that the law of this country’can invoke 

to guard against base imitations, butterine, lardine, and all the other 
“ines” that you can find in a chemical dictionary, but when you are 
dealing with a legitimate product which utilizes the fat of an animal 
and io sold for legitimate commercial purposes, keep your hands off! 
[Applause. ] ’ . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
offer an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, 
which I will read: 

Provided. That the revenue collected under this act is hereby dedicated to the 
payment of pensions, 

I shall detain the committee but a moment. I agree that the inter- 
nal-reyenue system is a system which grew out of the war for the pur- 
pose of paying the expenses of the war. I furthermore agree that this 
system ought to be abolished whenever the ex itures of the war are 
paid. Those itures now consist, since passage of the widows 
and orphans’ bill, of an annual 
sinking fund of forty-six and odd millions, and a public interest of fi 
four and odd millions; aggregating pashaa about $160,000, 000. 
This internal-revenue system, which was instituted for the purpose of 
paying these very itures, does not now raise a sufficient annual 
sum to pay the $160,000,000. There is a deficit OLISHI hy $50,000,000 
annually, which it is estimated can be paid by the sugar tax. 

Now, sir; I think it is good policy to dedicate these internal taxes 
to these war expenditures, to let it be understood in the minds of the 

people that the internal-revenue taxes and the war costs are bracketed 
together, and that the expenditures that grow out of the war are to be 
met by these revenues as far as these revenues will go. This bill, so 
its advocates say, is a revenue bill—a bill for internal revenue. This, 
therefore, is the first time since the war that we have had an oppor- 
tunity to bracket any new object of taxation with the war expenditure, 
because the other objects of internal taxation—tobacco and whisky— 
were selected during the war, This, I say, is the first time since the 
war that a new object of taxation has been sought for and an attempt 
made to bring it within the purview of the internal-revenue system. 
It is the first time, therefore, that the American Congress has had such 
eee a et a Gc ta uate T T 
system, to be used solely for the purpose o uidating the 
of the war, and to dedicate whatever may be hereafter neta prose 
these objects of internal taxation to that sacred purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. If, as a matter of fact, the principle 
of internal taxatig= is wrong, why do you want to continue it for the 
Wik not of the War debt, or to keep it up until the war debt is paid? | waso 

not collect from some other-source the taxes este debt that 
you forced upon the country ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. as to what 
was no doubt meant to be an offensive sneer at the os of the gentle- 
man’s pretended question, which question was doubtless asked with 
scant courtesy merely for ne e pupae of interruption and tointroduce 
the sneer, I harono hatever to say, except u seas 6 
twenty years it not a very infrequent thing for praises o. 
the wold flag” to be found in close ete ae with a not overscrupu- 
lous grabbing of ‘‘an appropriation.” I pass by the gentleman’s 


pension-roll of eighty-one millions, a |- 


*‘question”’ with that remark. Iam offering this amendment in ac- 
cordance with my own view of what is proper in reference to this sys- 
tem of taxation. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DANIEL. Do I understand the gentleman to announce the doc- 
trine that he wants to continue the internal-revenue system until we 
have Shyer of paying everything about the war? 

BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not mean to announce 
that, because it may take many years, and we may be able to do better. 
We may grow to be more prosperous. There are other economic ques- 
tions that may some time—God speed the day—be rightly and wisely 
decided, and when that day comes we may possibly find some way to 
get rid of these internal taxes. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no concealment about this matter. While I 
do not like this internal-revenue system, while there are many things 
about it which I would like to see ended, I do prefer to tax whisky 
and tobacco, rather than the clothing, the shelter, or the food of the 
workingmen or the masses of the people. Ido believe that it is better 
to put taxation on tobacco and on whisky than to put it on the wool, 
the leather, the food, the clothing, or the shelter of American citizens, 
and if that be not Democracy I must be pardoned for my heresy. 

I did not mean, Mr. Chairman, to occupy a moment of the time of 
the’ committee, and now ask leave to append hereto this paragraph 
from the Democratic platform: 

The system of direct taxation known as the “ internal revenue" is a war tax» 
and so long as the law continues the money derived therefrom should be sa- 
eredly devoted to the relief of the people from the remaining burdens of the 

war, and be made a fund to defray the expense of the care and comfort of worthy 
pari bre disabled in the line of duty in the wars of the Republic, and for the pay- 
ment of such pensions as Con may from time to time grant to such soldiers 


a like fund or sailors having nalresd: rovided, and any surplus should be 
paid into the Treasury. =x i 2 


And I also ask leave to arent a letter received by me from the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue. The resolution of the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY ] referred to is for the purpose of repealing 
the taxes and duties on tobacco: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF RUE REVENUE, 
Washington, May 12, 1886. 

Sm: Iam in S of your letter of the Sth instant, inclosing House 'Tesolu- 

S introduced by Mr. TAST and asking me to do you the favor to give 
information as I may be able relating to the subject-matter of your let- 
os andthe resolution. You ask; 

First. For a statement showing the actual and estimate receipts from the inter- 
nal taxes on the manufacture and sale of tobacco, snuff, and cigars for the fiscal 
ia June 30, 1886, and the estimated receipts for the fiseal year ending 

une 

Second. For any information as to whether the manufacture of tobacco, snuff, 
a a bas increased or decreased. 

The amount of ital invested in such manufactures, 
Fourth. The quantity aad value of such manufacture for the past few years. 
Fifth. Whet! the or and value of the tobacco crop, as given in there- 


for the fiscal year 1885 were: 


5 nt irt A LONE EEA A cdl ace ed feet oe OES LD ANS R aren 48 


Eatimeien receipts for fiscal year 1887 .. 


In reply to your second inquiry I have to suggest that the prodiotión of to- 
snuf, and cigars is governed almost entirely by the demand for consump- 


tion and from year to year. 
Manufacturers are almost entirely governed by this demand, for the reason 
that tobacco and cigars do not, like whisky and wines, improve by age. An 


Seernenseer for any year is very likely to result in losses to the man 


was changed assessments to the stamp the reports of this office 
show that the production of manufactured tobacco for the fiscal r ended 
June 30, 1870, was 082 pounds, and of cigars MINASO and for the fiscal 


year 1876 man E popa of cigars Lx 906,227,982; 
and for the®fiscal year 1885 manufactured eco 180.7 ma is pounds, and cigars 
4,417,721,871, These figures do not include the tobacco, snuff, and cigars ex- 


rted has increased durin; meo 


lished an my annual report for the fiscal year en no 
a poet ore Lene has been sent to you by mail. 

To your third inquiry I have to say that this office has no means for ascer- 

epeiare of Severe. uff, a But th denny r etnies atan 
sn e amoun unqu 

as the re received at thinomice show thes there are nearly twenty Sante 
persons, and at ci es engaged in this b 

To your fourth inquiry in regard to the value of these products I reply, that 


1886. 


value of = 

was 
and ig that the 
exclusive of the tax, was $25 per 
thousand, the total value would be $110,443,046.77. 


In estimating the value of tobacco, snuff, and cigars, I have placed the aver- 
i atthe will be seen, largely below the present tariff duties imposed on 
art 


es. 

The difference in the te value placed upon cigars and cigarettes over 
the aggregate value of the tobacco aped raea te due, mainly, to the fact that 
tobacco is almost enti manufactured by machinery, while enters as 


a very large clement in cost and the value of cigars and cigarettes. I 
sume that there are to-day twice as many Boa employed in the poll cod 
ure of cigars and cigarettes as there were n years ago 


That cigar manufacturers should locate in cities and large towns is no more 


mills and factories on rivers and flowing streams which afford ample water- 
power for the running of machinery. 

The laborers scattered over the country, in the rural districts, find more prof- 
itable employment in the cultivation of the soil, in mining, lumbering, and the 
production of the raw materials to be used in manufactures, 

Laborers that can be utilized in the manufacture of tobacco and ogas are 
eee to be found in the cities, and hence tobacco and cigar man urers 
ocate there. 

In regard to your fifth inquiry I reply that Iam not able to form an opinion 
as to the accuracy of the statistics furnishéd by the bureau in these 
matters. Undoubtedly they depend ly upon bills of lading and somewhat 
on estimated quantities and values. This,I presume, is unavoidable. There- 

rts rendered to this office for the calendar year 1584 show the use of 242,215,- 

pounds of ieaf-tobacco in the manufacture of tobacco, snuff, and rs dur- 
ing that year. Probably as eg 2 yO pera leaf was exported. I judge 
that there might have been 20,000,000 pounds which were never reported to the 
Government, If these figures are correct they would show an annual product 
of 500,000,000 pounds of leaf-tobacco. The average value of this tobacco to the 
farmer, I presume, does not fall below 8 or exceed 10 centsa pound. I ob- 
serve that, in the quotations given in the Louisville market for first of this 
month the price varies according to quality from 3to 18 cents per pound. The 
quotations given in other markets are about the same. 

In view of tho facts and statements contained in this communication I am un- 
able to see that anything would be gained either by the Government or by the 
manufacturers by the passage of the joint resolution that you inclosed. On 
the other hand I think they clearly demonstrate that many of the statements 
eo inthe preamble are not warranted by the facts and figures herein pre- 
sen 


I remain, sir, yours, very respectfully, 
JOS, 8. MILLER,. 
Commissioner. 
Hon. WILLIAM O. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 
- Of Committee of Ways and Means, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. Hater and Mr. DANIEL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HATCH. Does the gentleman from Virginia desire to oppose 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. DANIEL. I want to speak in advocacy of my own amendment. 

Mr. HATCH, I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Chairman, I think I have shown, and the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] has made more clear what 
I have shown, that the support of this bill, as it stands, is an utterand 
absolute abandonment by the Republican party of their American prin- 
ciples; because it is a bill to tax one industry out of existence, an in- 
dustry acknowledged in the bill to be a wholesome one and demon- 
strated to be so. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me a word? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir; notnow. Iwillseeyoulater. [Laughter.] 

The Republican party has jumped the wall of all its previous enuncia- 
tions upon economie questions. But, sir, astonished as I am at the 
nimbleness with which our Republican friends jump everything which 
they have hitherto pronounced to be walls of American defense, still 
more am I astounded when I see Democrats on this floor, who have 
poseen themselves to abolish war taxes and who have put upon their 

ner the motto of Thomas Jefferson: ‘‘ Equal and exact justice for 
all men,” takea wild leap over the walls of the Constitution and through 
the roof, turn a double somersault in the air, land far away fron: every 
landmark of their creed, and run ten leagues farther than ever the wild- 
est radicalism of Republicanism gone to seed has ever gone. [Laugh- 
ter.] Sir, there is a new song in the mouth of my Democratic friend 
from Pennsylvania [ Mr. ERMENTROUT] to-day that does notsound much 
like the resolutions which the Legislature of Pennsylvania adopted in 
1791 when, uttering the free spirit of that State which had not yet died 
out after the Revolution, they protested against the ingrafting into 
America of the excise system. It will ever remain one of the proudest 
features of the first administration of Thomas Jefferson that in con- 
junction with Albert Gallatin he led the way to get rid of that system. 

And sir, it seems to be indicated upon this floor that, under the first 
administration of Grover Cleveland, predestined, as was hoped by a 
great many of the American people, to resume the mantle which 
had sg long been laid aside, the champions and leaders of the Democ- 
racy have come to stand here and preach a doctrine which will raise 
every powerful hand against every weak one. Disguise it as you will, 
salt it with rhetoric as you will, paint it with the extract of colored 
butter as you will, perfume it with clover blossoms as you will, and 
sing the song of the milkmaid about it as you will, the substantial 
fact remains that in this bill is the doctrine that Congress may create 
monopoly, and may help monopoly to crush out and destroy every 
‘wholesome industry that ‘‘comes between the wind and its nobility.” 

Murder has its rights; arson has its rights; every crime in the deca- 
Ragas has its rights, when represented in the criminal, to have its fair 

earing in a court of justice before it is condemned. But, sir, accord- 
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ing to the doctrines that have been enunciated upon this floor and 
embodied in this bill—not to protect the citizen against fraud, not to 
ear-mark that which may be noxious or counterfeit—we are called on 
to authorize one industry to use the vast powers of sixty millions of peo- 
ple absolutely to destroy and crush out another industry which has 
no jury to try it, no charge to defend against, but must be condemned 
without a hearing in the House which should be the house of its friends. 
The gentleman from New York expressed my sentiments when he said 
that you had a right of regulation under the police powers of this Gov- 
ernment given to you by the Constitution for its legitimate pu 

to regulate commerce. The States can not prevent the introduction 
into their borders from other States of vile, noxious, or counterfeit 
things, but the Federal Government is intrusted by all the States with 
the power to regulate the commerce between these thirty-eight free 
States of America, so that the counterfeit and the vile may be spotted 
and marked, and so that the criminal may be tried and condemned. 
But, overlooking those clauses of our Constitution which were made 
for the protection of dairymen, of farmers, and of everybody else against 
fraud and crime; overlooking the methods of rightful, just, and consti- 
tutional action against wrong, you are here simply raising the mighty 
foot of the Federal Government and bringing it down with crashing 
and destroying effect upon an industry which supplies food to millions, 
and which millions say is a wholesome and legitimate industry. 

Mr. Chairman, I am no filibuster. I have not attempted to retard 
this bill one moment; but when I see Democracy betrayed in the house 
of its friends by those who should be its captains, when I see the Re- 
publican party here owning allegiance toa committee which the people 
did not elect and abandoning the representative character which it 
ought to hold from the Constitution and from the people who are sov- 
ereign, then I say that I, for one, wiil stand here until onr term of Con- 
gress expires and will use every ability which God has given me tostand 
athwart this measure and for the people against tyranny and oppres- 
sion. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I move to close debate on the pending paragraph and 
all amendments thereto, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to make a parliament- 
ary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it in my power to with- 
draw temporarily the amendment I offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not desire to embarrass 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and I 
therefore withdraw my amendment, intending to offer it again. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Was there not a point oforder raised on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia? 

The CHAIRMAN. There was. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Has it been decided? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not been decided. 

Mr. DUNHAM. What has become of it? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been reserved. 

Mr. Hatcn’s motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to 
order, had under consideration the bill H. R. 8323, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of revenue bills; and pending that motion I move that all debate 
on the eighth section and all amendments thereto shall be limited to 
one minute, and upon that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I move to make it ten minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. _ I have moved the previous question on my motion. ` 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 127, noes 2. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. No quomm. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and naye. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CABELL. I move the House adjourn. : 

Mr. SCOTT. I make the point that motion is not in order after the 
roll-call has been begun. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
179, nays 17, not voting 126; as follows: 


YEAS—179. 

Adams, G. E. Barry, Breckinridge, C. R. Catchin, 
Allen, J. M. Bayus Buchanan, Cobb, si 
Anderson, J. A. X Bunnell, Compton, 
Atkinson, Bland. Burnes, Comstock, 
Baker, Bound, Campbell, J. M. Conger, 
Ball Boutelle, Cannon, hapis 
Barbour, Boyle, Carleton, Cowl 
Barksdale, Brady, Caswell, Cox, 
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Crisp, Hiscock, Murphy, Skinner, 
Croxton, Hitt, oak sf 
Culberson, Holman, eece, Snyder, 
Davenport, Hop! ins, Negley, Sowden, 
Davidson, A. 0. How: rd, N n, Spooner, 
nr M. zua, Oa Spriggs, 

rsey, on, ’Donnell, Springer, 

b Jackson, O'Ferrall, Stahinecker, 

Dunn, Johnson, F. A Parker, Stephenson, 
Eldredge, Johnston, J.T. Payne, Stone, E. F. 
Ely, ohnston, T. D, Payson, Stone, W.J.,Ky. 
Ermentrout, Jones, J. H. l, Storm, 
Evans, Kelley, Perkins, Strait, 
Everhart, King, Pettibone, Swinburne, 
Farq Kleiner, Phelps, Swope, 
Felton, La Follette, Pidcock, Symes, 

z es, Pindar, Taylor, E. B. 
Fleeger, Lanham, Plumb, Taylor, I. H. 
Forney, Jehlbach, ce, Taylor, J. M. 
Frederick, Lindsley, Randall, Taylor, Zach. 
Fuller, Lovering, n, Thomas, O. B. 
Funston, Lowry, Reed, T. B. Townshend, 
Gallinger, her ichardson, Van Schaick, 

es, artin, Rockwell, Wade, 
Green, W.J. Maybury, Romeis, Wait, 

Grout, sreary, Rowell, Wakefield, 
McKenna, Ryan, Ward, T. B. 
Hatch, McKinley, Sadler, Warner, William 
Haynes, MeMillin, Sawyer, Weaver, A.J. 
Henderson, D.B. Millard, Sayers, Wellborn, 
Henderson, J.S. Milliken, Scott, Wheeler, 
Henley, Mills, - Scranton, White, A. O. 
‘epburn, Moffatt, Seney, White, Milo 
Herman, Morgan, Sessions, Whiting, 
Hiestard, Morrill, Seymour, Willis, . 
Hill, Morrison, Shaw, Wolford. 
Ilires, Morrow, Singleton, 
NAYS—I7. 
Allen, C. H. Cam „Felix Mahoney, Van Eaton, 
Bennett, Candler, O'Neill, J. J. Wise. 
Blanchard, Curtin, gti 
Breckinridge, WCP. Daniel, St. Martin, 
Cabell, n, Tillman, 
NOT VOTING—126, 
Adams, J. J Dockery, Hutton, Reese, 
Aiken, Dougherty, James, Rice, 
Anderson, C. M. Dowdney, Jones, J.T, Riggs, 
ot, Eden, <etcham, Robertson, 
Ellsbe: Laffoon, rs, 
Belmont, Findlay, Laird, Steele, 
Bi 4 Foran, Lawler, Stewart, Charles 
Bliss, Ford, Le Fevre Stewart, J. W. 
Blount, Gay, Libbey, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Bragg, Gibson, C. H. Little, Struble, 
Brown, C. E. Gibson, Eustace Long, Tarsney, 
wn, W. GüfNan, 4 Taulbee, 
Browne, T, M. Glags, Louttit, Thomas, J. R. 
Brumm, Glover, Markham, Peer anpes 
Buck, Goff, Matson, Th orton, 
Burleigh, Green, R.S, McAdoo, Trigg, 
Bi Grosvenor, McComas, Tucker, 
Butterworth, Guenther, McRae, Turner, 
Bynum Hale, Merriman, Viele, 
Caldwell Hall, Miller, Wadsworth, 
Campbeli, J.E. Halsell, Mitchell, Ward, J. H. 
Cam 1, T.J. Hammond, Muller, Warner, A. J. 

y, Hanback, Norwood, Weaver, J. B. 
Clements, Harmer, "Hara, Weber, 

Col Hayden, O'Neill, Charles West 
Collins, Teard, rne, Wilkins, 

5 Hemphill, Outhwaite, Wilson, 
Cutcheon, H n, Owen, Winans, 
Davis, > Woodburn. 
Dawson, Hewitt, Pirce, Worthington 
Dibble, Holmes, Ranney 


with. : 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk's desk: 

Until farther notice: 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. GILFILLAN. 

For the remainder of the day: 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. OATES. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mr. TRIGG. 

Mr. DAvinson, of Florida, with Mr. LIBBEY. è 

Mr. GREEN, of North Carolina, with Mr. BALLENTINE. 

Mr. GLAss with Mr. BRUMM, 

Mr. PETERS. Iam paired with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If he 
were present, I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question recurring upon the motion of Mr. Harcx to limit de- 
bate upon the pending section and all amendments thereto to one min- 
ute, the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

-The motion was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Pending the announcement of the vote on the motion to adjourn, 
Mr, from the Committee on Bills, reported that 


they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of ths following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 247) granting a pension to Louis Tyus; 
H. R. 448) granting a pension to Newton Day; 

. R. 525) to restore Robert C. McKee to the pension-roll; 


H. R. 908) granting a pension to Margaret E. Cochran; 


1279) granting a 
1548) for the relief of Ellen Crymble; 

1560) for the relief of Evaline A. White; 

A bill i 1651) for the relief of Rosina Heineman; 

A bill (H. R. 1707) granting a pension to Elijah P. Hensley; 

A bill (H. R. 1871) granting a pension to George W. Stout; 

A bill (H. R. 1880) granting a pension to Isaac Carleton; 

A bill (H. R. 1990) granting a pension to John Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 2395) to authorize J. G. C. Lee, a major and quarter- 
master in the United States Army, toissue a duplicate check, and the 
assistant treasurer of the United States at New York to pay the same, 

A bill {Fr R. 2803) granting a pension to John H. Snyder: 

. R. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Charles Se- 


. R. 3144) granting a pension to Isaiah H. Mitchell; 
A bill (H. R. 3198) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hastings; 
. R. 3624 ting a pension to Fred. J. Leese; 

A bill (H. R. 3826) for the relief of John Taylor; 
A bill (H. R. Sat for the relief of H. P. McFarlin; 
A bill (H. R. 3941) granting a pension to Mary M. Galleyan; 
A bill (H. R. 3972) granting a pension to Sanford C. Willhoite; 
H. R. 4002) granting a pension to Canton W. Tillen; 
H. R. 4058) for the relief of Joel D. Monroe; 
H. R. 4070) for the relief of Mrs. Bridget Smith, mother of 
Patrick 8. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 4229) granting a pension to Charlotte Algier, widow of 
Samuel Algier; 

A bill ft . It. 4539) granting a pension to Ann Little; 

A bill (H. R. 4699) granting a pension to Martin Jacoby; 

A bill (H. R. 4723) granting a pension to Joseph E. Van Horn; 
A bill (i R. n] granting a pension to Noah Hoffman; 


A bill (H. R. 5329) granting a pension to William Antes; 
A bill (H. R. 5331) granting a pension to Emma M. Shiner; 
A bill (H. R. 5332) granting a pension to Elizabeth Crowley; 
A bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Philip Devemer; 
A bill (H. R. ated granting a pension to Benjamin S. Wolverton; 
A bill (H. R. 5702) granting a pension to Jenet L. Johnson; 
A bill (H. R. 5729) granting a pension to Elizabeth Warner; 
A ony (H. R. 5899) to place the name of Robert Beard on the pen- 
sion-roll; 
A bill i R. pools granting a pension to Elizabeth Luce; 
A bill (H. R. 6092) granting a pension to Parmelia Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 6135) granting an increase of pension to John W. Far- 


A bill (H. 


R. 6389) granting a pension to Francis M. Moore; 
A bill (H. 


R. 6725) granting a pension to William M. Swartz; 
A bill (H. R. 6897) granting a pension to Henry Hippie, aT E 
A bill (H. R. 6965) to authorize Columbia County, in Washington 
Territory, to issue bonds for the constraction of a court-house; 
A bill (H. R. 7168) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie Ancram; 
A bill (H. R. 7330) granting a pension to Josie H. Babb; 
A bill (H. R. 7468) granting a pension to Lemuel Adams; and 
A bill (H. R. 8085) granting a pension to Amos C. Weeden. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask consent to submit a report by direction of 
the committee—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only business now in order is the 
announcement of the vote on the motion to adjourn. [Cries of ‘‘Regu- 
lar order!” 

The result of the vote was then announced; and accordingly (at 4 
o'clock and 22 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 11 o'clock a. 
m. on Tuesday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of M. G. McKinne, heirof John McKinne; 
of Mrs. A, A. Skrine, daughter of Mrs. Martha Prince, of Burk County; 
and of Larkin Witcher, of Gibson, Ga., asking that their war elaims 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of Robert More and 20 others, citizens 
of Emerald Grove, Wis., praying for a tax on oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Protest of E. Rothschild & Bro. and 112 others, 
employersand employés; and of Charles P. Xelons Co. and 105 others 
employers and employés, engaged in the man ure of clothing an 
cloaks in the city of arago; against the Morrison tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of New England Shoe and Leather 
Association, for issuing small bills—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, memorial of hospital stewards, for the passage of bill increasing 
their pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of the Board of Trade of Cleveland, Ohio, 
asking an amendment to section 5258 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EUSTACE GIBSON: Petition of Moses Baylor, and of George 
P. Zanbro, of Middleway, W. Va., asking that their war claims be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Memorial of the New Hampshire Conference of the 

Methodist Episcopal Church in New Hampshire, for the protection of 
Chinese residents in this country—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 
By Mr. LAIRD: Memorial of C. E. Denison and 111 others, home- 
steaders, pre-emptors, actual settlers along the east line of Colorado, 
remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 721 to establish a na- 
tional live-stock highway along the eastern line of Colorado—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of Mills County, Iowa, asking the passage 
of what i3 known as the Reagan interstate commerce bill—to the same 
committee, 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Resolutions of the Farmers’ Club, of Clarke 
County, Virginia, in favor of the reduction of tariff duties, &c.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Resolutions of the city council of Portland, 
Me., asking fora speedy determination of questions relating to the 
fisheries—to the Committee on Foreign Afairs. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petitign of McAdams Bros., of Marcelline, TIl., in 
favor of taxation of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petitions of George W. Spotts, of G. W. Bane, 
and of Phillip Gordon, of Charlestown, W. Va., asking that their war 
claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. STORM: Memorial of the Produce Exchange of Denver, Colo., 
against taxing oleo: ine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of citizens of Neosho, Mo., asking for the 
enactment of pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. B. WARD: Petition praying that a pension be granted 
James Lampkins, late a private in the Union Army—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petitions of G. W. Hinshaw, Catherine An- 
derson, and of William Alien, asking that their war claims be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 1, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Supervising Architect of that Department recommending an appro- 

riation of $39,500 forrepairs, painting, and ventilating the court-house 
building at Philadelphia, Pa.; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
: PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by 
Mitchell-Post, No. 45, Grand Army of the Republic, Springfield, Ohio, 
favoring legislation by Congress in accordance with the recommenda- 
tions of the national pensions committee of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of leading business concerns and banks 
of Youngstown, Ohio, praying for the of a law providing for the 
redemption of the trade-dollar; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. ' 

Mr. PLATT. I present the petition of Mrs. Georgiana M. Amidon, 
of New York city, praying for the speedy settlement of her claim against 
the Chinese Imperial Government, known as the Ward estate claim. 
The diplomatic consideration of this claim forms one of the most inter- 
esting chapters in the history of our foreign affairs, and I ask that the 
petition may be printed as a miscellaneous document and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. CAMERON. I present the petition of E. Ford, president of the 
Pittsburgh Plate Glass Company and 25 other leading business firms 
of Creighton, Pa., representing $1,155,000 paid-up capital. As the pe- 
tition is short I will read it: = 
that, in 1880, 1881, and 1882, Col William £. Merrill, one of the most Telia 


resent 
le and 


risa: g Yo Re in the United States service, recommended an appropria- 
tion of $153,000 to commence a dam near Herr's Island, Allegheny River, in the 
port of Pittsburgh, Pa. In 1884 he says in his report: “I have so o! recom- 
mended this appropriation and nothing has come from it, I do not now r 

it.” Hence it has Neen dropped, but the reasons for it are stronger now n 
six years ago. Since then the Davis Island dam has been fin- 
has been more generally introduced as fuel, and 

steel and other works have been along the bank of the river, all req 
ing the cheapest freight possible. We therefore pray your honorable bodies to 
insert in the pending river and harbor bill the clause repeatedly recommended 
by Colonel Merrill, of $153,000, to commence a dam near Herr’s Island, in the 
Allegheny River, Pennsylvania, and your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 


I ask the careful attention of the Committee on Commerce to this 
important improvement, to which committee I move its reference. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CAMERON. I present resolutions passed by the Trades Assem- 
bly and lodges composing the same, of Pittsburgh, Pa., earnestly pro- 
testing against the imposition of a tax on oleomargarine and butterine 
and giving their reasons therefor. As this important subject is likely 
to be before the Senate at an early day, I ask that these resolutions be 
printed in the RECORD, and move their reference to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

e resolutions were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


PrrrssuneH, PA., May, 31, 1886, 
Hon. J. D. CAMERON, 
Senate, Washington, D. O.: 

Below find resolutions passed by trades assembly and lodges composing the 
same, Official copies by mail. 

Pirrspuren, PA., May 29, 1886. 

Whereas certain measures are now pending in Congress for the lation of 
the manufacturing and sale of butterine and oleomargarine and the imposition 
of tax thereon amounting to a prohibition; and 7 

Whereas the manufacturing and sale of this article is a legal business, furnish- 
ing a clean, palatable, healthy, and nutritious article of food at a reasonable 
price, and that the effect of this legislation will be to increase the price of a 
cheap and th gavin food product and destroy the labor its manufacturing 
employs; an 

Whereas the only reason given for this legislation is that it comes in compe- 
tition with butter: 

R is resolved, That we protest against the passage of such measures as unjust 
soe abid od to the laboring classes and as opposed to the principles of sound 
public policy, N 

It is further resolved; That copies of these resolutions be transmitted to our 
Senators and Representatives in Con by the secretary of this ar 

The foregoing preamble and resolutions were adopted at a session of the 
trades assembly of Western Pennsylvania for the purpose of king prompt 
action in re; to a bill now ding before Congress entitled “A bill to regu- 
late the manufacturing and sale of butterine or basa, apne 

RICHARD ENNISS, 


President of Trades Assembly ca Western Pennsylvania. 
HOMAS J. DICUS, 
Secretary Trades Assembly of Western Pennsylvania. 
The Trades Assembly of Western Pennsylvania consistsof the followinglabor 
associations: Superior Lodge, No.3, Amalgamated Association of Iron an: 

Workers; Sheet and Metal Workers’ Assembly, Knights of Labor; America 
Lodge, No. 29, Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers; Labor As- 
sem iy No.21, Knights of Labor; Good Intent Lodge, No. 4, Amalgamated As- 
ation of Iron and Steel Workers; Labor Assembly No. 142; Builders, Car- 
nters, and Joiners’ Union; International Cigar-makers’ Union, Knights of 
bor; German Journeymen ors’ Union hts of Labor; International 
Furniture-makers’ Union, No. 21, Knights of Labor; Bridge Workers’ Assembly, 
No. 1632, Knights of Labor; Labor Assembly No. 5269, Knights of Labor; Calkers’ 
Assembly, No. 862, Knights of Labor; Locomotive Workers’ Association; Sales- 
men’s Assembly, No. 4907, Knights of Labor; Street-car Drivers’ Assembly, No. 


Lodge 5 ted 
Tubal Cain Lodge, Amalgamated Association of Ironand Steel Workers; Roy: 
Lodge, Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, No. 34; Mechan- 


No, 1030, Knights of Labor; Bottle-blowers’ Union of North 
ical Union, No.7; Job Printers’ As- 
dent of Millvale, No. 700, 
A orkers; Friendship Lodge, Amal- 
ated Association of Iron and Steel Workers; Stone-cutters’ Association 
Knights of Labor; Soho Lodge, No. 70, Amalgamated Association of Iron and 
el Workers; Sligo Iron Works Se eR foe eds ot Association of 
Iron and Steel Workers; American Fiint-glass Workers’ Association, No. 6; 
Labor Assembly, No. 1719, Knights of Labor; Labor Assembly No, 2300, Knights 
of Labor; International Cigar-makers’ Union, No. 171; Iron-molders’ Union of 
North America, No. 243; Labor Assembly No. 5478, Knights of Labor; 
No. 86, Amal, ted Association of Iron and Steel Workers; Bricklayers’ 
Union, No.2; District Assembly No.3, Knights of Labor, forty thousand mem- 
bers; Lodge No. 29, Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers; Labor 
nea ey 2121, Knights of Labor—representing about seventy-cight thou- 
sand members. 


Mr. PALMER presented a petition of Mrs. N. K. Hill and other 
ladies of Hillsdale, Mich., praying for legal protection for young girls 
in the District of Columbia and other places under the jurisdiction of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


Mr. VEST presented the memorial of C. M. Shuster and other citi- 


zens of Saint Joseph, Mo., and the memorial of James T. Thornton and 
other citizens of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the passage 
of the oleomargarine bill; which were referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Mr. VEST. I present the petition of certain Indian chiefs in the 
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Territory of Montana—Under Bull, chief of the Gros Ventres; Medi- 
cine Bear, chief of the Assinaboines; Crow Chief, Sits High, White 
Bird, Bushy Head, Enemy-Killer, Whitan, Sleeping Bear, Blackbird, 
Black Crow, and Tere Running-Fisher, head chief of the Gros Ventres 
and Assinaboines, asking that they may be removed to the country 
known asthe “ Little Mountains,’’ and that they may have farm- 
ers to educate them in husbandry, and that their children may be ed- 
ucated to speak English and how to live like the white man. 

This petition comes to me addressed to ‘‘The President and his great 
council;’’ I suppose it means the Congress of the United States. It is 
prepared by Father Frederick Eberschweiler, a Jesuit missionary of the 
Assinaboines and Gros Ventres. $ 

Three years ago as a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs I 
had a council with these Indians at Fort Assinaboine. I introduced 
a bill at the beginning of this session to carry out what I believe to be 
the best measure for interests on the part of the Government, and 
that is to let them dispose of a large portion of their reservation and re- 
move what is leftof these two tribes to what is called the Little Rocky 
Mountains, which is a much more favorable reservation than their pres- 
ent one, and is one to which they are very anxious to go. 

These are the Indians a large numberof whom in the winter of 1883- 
’84 starved to death; and the story they tell of their suffering is the most 
pitiful one that I have ever read in the English language. They were 
compelled to bring in their children, their daughters, and sell them at 
the fort. They sold them at 25 cents apiece in order to get food, and 
then a large number of them died from starvation. 

These Indians inhabit what is known as the buffalo country, but there 
are no buffalo left. They are unused entirely to husbandry, and they 
are dependent upon the rations issued by the General Government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. DAWES. Beforeit passes from the consideration of the Senate 
I think it well that the Senator from Missouri should assure those In- 
dians that a law has been passed at this session authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint a commission of three, clothed with authority to visit 
those Indians and that reservation and agree with them upon the terms 
and upon the place of their removal from their present inhospitable 
region of country to some more propitious and destrable locality. 

Just what they desire the Congress of the United States has met by 
a bill which has already become a law. I hope it will prove success- 
ful, because I agree with the Senator and I am in sympathy with all 
that idea. 

Establishing upon the border of the British possessions a reservation 
_ 81,000 square miles, in which it is reported there are but 10 acres of 

land under tillage, and keeping those Indians there after all their game 
has disappeared in the frosts and snows of three-quarters of the year, 
is cruelty past all consideration. à 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of John Beeson, praying thata com- 
mission composed of women and men be nominated by the Universal 
Peace Union and appointed by the President to visit the A: e Indians 
and investigate their grievances and negotiate terms; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. I presenta petition in the form of resolutions of the 
city council, of Portland, Me., praying that prompt action be takèn for 
the protection of American citizens engaged in the fisheries, and for 
indemnification tosuch citizens as have already suffered injuries at the 
hands of Canadian authorities. I ask that the petition be printed in 
the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Resolutions oF city council of Portland, Me. 


Whereas, by order of the foversarent at Ottawa, theschooner Ella M. lity, 
from this port, has been se while in the tion of her legitimate busi- 
ness, and by an issue is compelled to be joined in relation to commercial 


to execute the provisions 
nreasonable manner: Therefore, 
That the agreement of the city < Fona in joint convention 


Cera hereby protest against the ill 
flag they carry,and an outrage against the rights which we have in common 
with all other nations to carry on a ‘ul commerce with a friendly nation. 

Resolved, That immediate reparation should be demanded by the Government 
at Washington for the injuries inflicted upon the owners of said vessels, and if 
bene arae aeri not at oaae complied ti papens ec upeys — be denied all 

ts an leges w. are refused to our vessels in n ports. 

p on A That a copy of these resolutions be sent to United States Senators 
Frye and Hate and Representative REED, and that they be requested to urge 
upon the Government prompt action in the matter. 


Crry COUNCIL or THE Crry or PORTLAND, 
In joint convention, May 22, 1886. 
Unanimously passed. - 
Attest: 


. GEO. C. BURGESS, City Clerk. 


Mr. SPOONER presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against any action by 
Congress tending in any way to depress or discourage the manufacture 
and sale of butterine and oleomargarine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


He also presented resolutions of the Sheboygan County (Wisconsin) 
Dairy Board of Trade, in favor of the bill now before Congress for the 
taxation of imitations of butter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 


POTOMAC RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I desire to present a conference report on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the bill 
(S. 200) to authorize the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge or the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown, 
District of Columbia, commonly known as the free-bridge bill. 

I willsave time by stating thatall theamendments named in the report 
relate to one change, and that isthat the District of Columbia shall bear 
one-halfof the cost of the construction of the bridge instead of one-fourth, 
and the Senate amendment adding the word ‘‘piers’’ after the word 
‘‘ bridge;’’ so as to make it read: ‘‘ Purchase the bridge and the piers 
thereof.: Then there is one additional amendment providing that in 
regard to the abutment on the north side of the Potomac River, about 
which there is some doubt as to the ownership, it is proposed to give 
the power of condemnation. 

Those are the only amendments. They do not alter the text of the 
bill in any except that the District of Columbia shall pay one- 
half instead of one-fourth, as the Senate bil! originally provided. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator from Virginia submits 
a report from a committee of conference, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments to Senate bill No. 200 recommend as follows : 

That the House a: to the amendment of the Senate, as follows: Page 1, 
line 4, after the Sort “ bridge,” insert the words “including the piers thereof.’ 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House, as follows: Page 1, 
mot ae Se ore the word “same” all dow#to and including the word 
“ ii ine 15. 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House, as follows: Page 1, 
line 20, strike out the word “one-fourth” and insert the word “one-half,” 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House, as follows: Page 1, 
Sari pe and 23, strike out the word “ three-fourths” and insert the word *one- 


That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House, as follows: Page 2, 
line 25, strike out all after the word “survey ” down to and including the word 
" bridge,” in line 26. é 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House, as follows: Page 2, 
line 27, strike out the word “one-fourth” and insert the word “one-half.” 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House, as follows: Page 2, 
line 29, strike out the word “three-fourths” and insert the word one-half.” 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House, as follows: Page 3, 
lines 3 and 4, strike out the words "and the length of draw,” 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House, as follows: Page 3, 
line 8, strike out the word “and” after the word “Illinois.” 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House, as follows: Page 3, 
line 8, after the word * Virginia,” insert the words " Saint Louis, Missouri.’ 

SEC. 3. That if in the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge under the first section, at 
any time, it shall be deemed necessary to obtain from the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Canal Company, or its grantees, any release or conveyance of any portion of the 
ground upon which the northern abutment of the Aqueduct Bridge rests, orright 
tocross the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal from the abutment to Bridge street, or ifa 
good title can not be procured by contract to.any property required in the con- 
struction ofa bridge under the second section, the same shall be acquired bythe 
Secretary of War by condemnation in the manner provided by the act approved 
May 8, 1872, entitled “An act making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expense of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, 
and for other purposes :” Provided That the condemnation proceedings, if any 
such p «lings are necessary, shall not prevent the taking possession, on pay- 
ment of the canbe ap ee £ ofthe Aqueduct Bridge by the United States, and 
opening the same to the public asa free ag a if the same shall be acquired 
under the first section: ed further, That the sum of $10,000 of the sum 
hereby appropriated shall be available to meet the payments under condemna- 
tion proceedings, if any shall be had. 

SEC. 4, The act approved February 23, 1881, entitled “An act to authorize the 
ingyer Dri 2 E MET Sper lotomac act s Cree ae town, in 

Dist um and for other purposes,” ereby re 5 
Ti. H. RIDDLEBERGER, 
Z. B. VANCE, 

JOHN C. SPOONE: 
Conferees on the part of 

JOHN 8. BARBOUR, 

J. IL ROWELL, 

WM, L. WILSON, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should have stated that the report pro- 
vides also for the advertising for proposals in Saint Louis, Mo. That 
is the only other change that I omitted to mention. 

The report was concurred in. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment: 

A bill f R. 248) for the relief of Henry Gee; and 

A bill (H. R. 5175) extending the provisions and benefits of the pre- 
emption law to John E. White. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1418) for the relief of Henry Martin, reported it with amend- 
“ments. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say that all of these bills are for the relief 
of private parties in regard to entries of public lands. Two of them 
contain some unfortunate phraseology, but the committee did not deem 
it advisable to correct it and so require the bills to go back to the 
other House, 


e Senate, 


1886. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endar. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6721) granting a pension to John H. 


The bills will be placed on the Cal- 


Westerhouse, late of Company F, First Regiment Potomac Home Bri- 
gade (Thirteenth) Maryland Volunteers, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1903) granting a pension to Mrs. A. M. Smith, submitted an adverse 
zepa rons which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Finance, towhom was referred 
the bill (S. 2533) for the relief of E. Remington & Sons, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a rt thereon. 

He also, from the.same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 7773) for the relief of Capt. Hollister E. Goodwin and his-sureties, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4689) for the relief of the children of the late Surgeon 
Alfred M. Owen, and to increase their pensions; 

A bill (H. R. 6170 granting a pension to Mary A. Van Etten; 

A bill (H. R. 4552) for the relief of Susan Smith; 

A bill (S. 2463) granting a pension to H. D. Hobbs; and 

A bill (S. 2502) granting a pension to Louise Paul.. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2301) granting a pension to Lucy E. Anderson, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of Horace W. Brownell praying to be allowed a pension, submitted a 
report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2570) granting a pension to 
Horace W. Brownell; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1073) to establish a public park at Pagosa Springs, 
in the State of Colorado, reported it with amendments, 


H, H, FAULKNER AND MARY WOODLEE. 


Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on Finance, to which was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of H. H. Faulkner and Mary Wood- 
lee, have instructed me to report it favorably without amendment. 

I will ask the consent of the Senate to consider the bill at this time, 
as I am sure it will not take a minute to dispose of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill at this time. 

Mr. CAMERON and others, What is the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it consumes any cime I shall not insist upon its 
consideration now. I think it will not consume a moment. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. It proposes 
to pay to H. H. Faulkner, of McMinnville, Tenn., $120.60, the amount 
paid by him for three internal-revenue stamps in January, 1882, with 
interest thereon, the stamps having been purchased to be placed upon 
three barrels of apple Dauds purchased by H. H: Panticnes iom 
Woodlee, and the brandy being seized by a revenue officer before the 
stamps were attached to the packages. 

Section 2 proposes to pay to Mary Woodlee, of Grundy County, Ten- 
nessee, $81.38, the net proceeds of the three barrels of brandy she had 
sold to H. H. Faulkner, but which were seized, condemned, and sold 
unlawfully by a United States revenue officer, and before delivery to 
Faulkner. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. ‘The bill provides for the payment of interest. 

Mr. HARRIS. It provides for the payment of interest upon the 
$120 paid for these stamps. The stamps are in the files. The goods 
were seized the very day that the prt were procured to be put upon 
the brandy and the stamps are sent here forredemption. It is a House 
bill, and I did not choose to amend it at all in that respect. 

Mr. PLATT. It was reported by the Finance Committee? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not like the idea of paying interest, but I make 
no objection to the passage of this particular bill 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


HOUSE PENSION BILLS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

-A bill (H. R. 921) granting a pension to Clara L. Preuss; 

A bill (H. R. 1584) for the relief of Mrs. Aurelia C. Richardson; 
A bill (H. R. 1860) granting a pension to Frederick Robertson; 
A bill i R. 2358) granting a pension to Mary Renfro; 

A bill (H. R. 2626) granting a pension to Silas K. Haines; 


A dill (H. R. 2964) to restore to the pension-list the name of Abel 
Mishler, of Pennsylvania; 
ili (H. R. ow granting a pension to Jennette Dow; 
aE R. 3379) granting a pension to George G. Early; 
H. R. 4527) granting a pension to Elizabeth Slenbaker; 
Hf R. 4816) granting a pension to Mrs. Letitia J. Garrard; 


BE 


granting a pension to Mary Sprague; 

granting a pension to Sallie B, Bent; 

granting a pension to Charles Riddle; 

granting a pension to Ellen J. Welch; 

to place the name of John W. Payton on the 


142) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie 8. Webb; 
A bill tr 8351) for the relief of Edward Coleman; and 

A bill (H. R. S556) granting a pension to Abraham Points. 

The above eighteen pension bills were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2571) granting a pension to Lewis 
Haas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 2572) for the relief of Michael 
Sutton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2573) for the relief of William S. War- 
rington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2574) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza 
A. Brownlow; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (by request), introduced a bill (S. 2575) au- 
thorizing the Postmaster-General to issue double or return postal cards, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 2576) for the re- 
lief of William J. in, of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2577) for the relief of J. R. Frierson, 
of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 2578) to prohibit members of Con- 

gress from myey bod attorneys or employés for railroad companies hold- 
ing E chartas or having received grant of lands or pecuniary aid from 
the United States; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. COKE. Iask for the reading of the bill in full. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

aon it a &e., se Fuse ae § it ore be oo heed member Ea nage nen posers 

any kind trots aay FISIA company; oF any ODON or agents Uereot watch 
obiained its charter or any grant of lands or pe Ape Sie aid from the United 
States, and any person who -violates this provision shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and on conviction be fined in any sum not exceeding $5,000 and im- 
prisoned not more than one year, in the discretion of the court, 


Mr. BECK. There has been a good deal of crimination and recrim- 


ination and suggestion backward and forward about members of both 
Houses being employed by railroad companies to obtain their charters, 


bm > > > > > > > > 
SURAT Bates 
BEEBEE 


Mary | Whileit may have been lawful heretofore Ithink it ought tobestopped, 


and I have introduced the bill, and ask that it be laid on the table. I 
do not think any committee can give any information about it, and I 
shall endeavor to call it up at an early day and see if we can not pass it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 2579) for the relief of Jona- 
than D. Stevenson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2580) to prevent the issue of passes 
to official persons, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to call the attention of the committee to the 
bill, and to say that I hope tid will report it either favorably or ad- 
versely at a very early day. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6975) to establish addi- 
tional life-saving stations. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 183) for the relief of Thomas S. Hopkins, late of Com- 
pany C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers; 

A bill Ea 226) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; 

A bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah P. Mo- 


Kean, of Marion, Linn County, Iowa; 


A bill (S. 1534) for the relief of Cornelia R. Schenck; and 
A bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. De Krafft. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. ° 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 

signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
ind bill (H. 1 247) granting a pensi Ty 

A bi R. 247 ting a ion to Louis Tyus; 

A bill tir R. 448 ane a pension to Newton Day; 

A bill (H. R. 525) to restore Robert C. McKee to the. serena 

A bill (H. R. 908) granting a pension to Margaret E. n; 

R. sot granting a pension to Jane W. Devereux; 
R. 1 348) for the selie of Ellen Crymble; Seaman; 
R. 1548) for the relief of Ellen Crymble; 

R. 1560) for the relief of Evaline A. White; 

R. 1651) for the relief of Rosina Heineman; 

R. 1707) granting a pension to Elijah P, Hensley; 
R. 1871) granting a pension to George W. Stout; 

A bill (H. R. 1881) granting a pension to Isaac Carleton; 

A bill (H. R. 1990 ting a pension to John Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 2395) to authorize J. G. C. Lee, a major and quarter- 
master in the United States Army, to issue a duplicate check, and the 
assistant treasurer of the United States at New York to pay the same; 

A bill (H. R. 2803) granting a pension to John H. Snyder; 

A bill (H. R. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Charles Se- 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill Ut 


bring; 

A bill (H. R. 3144) granting a pension to Isaiah H. Mitchell; 

A bill (H. R. 3198) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Hastings; 

A bill (H. R. 3624) granting a pension to Fred. J. Leese; - 

A bill (H. R. 3826) for the relief of John Taylor; 

A-bill (H. R. 3848) for the relief of H. P, McFarlin; 

A bill (H. R. 3941) granting a pension to Mary M. Galleyon; 

A bill (H. R. 3972) granting a pension to Sanford C. Willhoite; 

A bill (H. R. 4002) granting a pension to Canton W. Tillen; 

A bill (H. R. 4058 renal or the relief of Joel D. Monroe; 

A bill (H. R. 4070) for the relief of Mrs. Bridget Smith, mother of 
Patrick 8. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 4229) granting a pension to Charlotte Algier, widow of 
Samuel Algier; 


A bill (H. R. 4539) granting a pension to Ann Little; 

A bill (H. R. 4699) granting a pension to Martin Jacoby; 

A bill (H. R. pies granting a pension to Joseph E. Van Horn; 

A bill (H. R. 4838) to abolish certain fees for official services to Amer- 
ican vessels, and to amend the laws relating to shipping commissioners, 
seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other 8 ge 

A bill (H. R. 5328) granting a pension to Noah Hoffman; 

A bill (H. R. 5329) granting a pension to William Antes; 

A bill (H. R. 5331) granting a pension to Emma M. Shiner; 

A bill (H. R. 5332) granting a pension to Elizabeth Crowley; 

A bill (H. R. ie granting a pension to Philip Devemer; 
A bill (H. R. 5336) granting a pension to Benjamin S. Wolverton; 
A bill (H. R. 5702) granting a pension to Jenet L. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 5729) granting a pension to Elizabeth Warner; 

A bill (H. to place the name of Robert Beard on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

T bill (H. 


mA bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


a 


granting a pension to Elizabeth Luce; 
granting a pension to Parmelia Smith; 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Far- 


S 
s 


1 


granting a pension to Francis M. Moore; 
granting a pension to William M. Swartz; 

A bill (H. granting a pension to Henry Hipple, jr. ; 

A bill (H. to authorize Columbia County, in Washington 
Territory, to issue bonds for the construction of a court-house; 

A bill (H. R. 7168) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie Ancrum; 

A bill (H. R. 7330) granting a pension to Josie H. Babb; 

A bill (H. R. 7468) granting a pension to Lemuel ‘Adams; and 

A bill (H. R. 8085) granting a pension to Amos C. Weeden. 


LABOR OF LETTER-CARRIERS. 


Mr. MILLER. I desire to take up Senate bill 2076. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the bill be for information. 

Mr. MILLER. It will only take a moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before that is done I should like to appeal to the 
Senator from New York to allow me to take up Senate bill 371, of which 
I have given notice two or three times, which is a bill for the purpose 
of restoring certain naval cadets to their proper places in the Navy. 
There are two reports, one made by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE] 
and one by myself. I dislike to be so importunate about it, but this 
is the third time I have asked it, and I hope the Senate will take the 
bill up and dispose of it in the morning hour, if my friend will yield 


for that pupae 

Mr. MILLER. Ishould have no objection to yielding if it would 
not lead to any debate; but I am informed thatit will. The bill which 
I wish to call u Spi think will take only the reading of the bill, and then 
the Senator’s bill may come in just after that. If his bill would lead 
to no debate I should have no objection to yielding. 

Mr. BUTLER. It will take some debate, I am very frank to say. 
Mig MILLER. ‘Then I hope the Senator will allow me to pass this 


“WR WER 
ape 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not now in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to say a word 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order to say anything. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand, but there has been a little debate be- 
tween the Senator from New York and the Senator from South Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has been endeavoring to 
restrain it. If there be no objection the Senator from Oregon will be 

ized to debate the question. 

Mr. DOLPH. Merely to say a word, not to debate the question. I 
wish to say that I desire this morning to take up the bill which was 
under consideration Thursday and Friday mornings with a view to try 
to conclude it. I was not fortunate enough to get the floor when the 
morning business was concluded, but I will say to the Senators that I 
hope they will not press the consideration of the bills they have men- 
tioned but will let us take up the one to which I referred, which has 
been partly considered, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
to proceed to the consideration of a bill which will be read by its title. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 2076) to extend to letter-carriers the 
advan’ secured to other employés of the United States by section 
3738 of the Revised Statutes, relating to hours of labor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that an eight-hour bill? 

Mr. MILLER. Itis the eight-hour bill for letter-carriers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on proceeding to the 
consideration of the bill. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to 
haveit. - 

Mr. MILLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from New York explain what .the 
bill is? 

Mr. MILLER. The bill simply puts the letter-carriers of this coun- 
try in the same condition as all other employés of the United States 
Government, to labor eight hours a day. The De ent heretofore 
has ruled that under the peculiar wording of the uage letter-car- 
riers were not entitled to come under the law. This bill simply does 
this, nothing more and nothing less. It is certainly just that they 
should be put on an equality with all other employés of the Federal 
Government. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no objection whatever to that, but if there is 
no arrangement made for the additional time within which letter-car- 
riers now discharge duties it might put certain localities to a very great 
inconvenience to have them work only eight hours a day. 

Mr. MILLER. There is nothing in the bill that prevents the Post- 
master-General or the postmasters of the various cities from regulating 
the time of beginning work or ending it on the part of any letter-car- 
rier. It is entirely within their discretion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. D2- 
bate is not in order. 

Mr. CONGER. What is the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on proceeding to the 
consideration of the bill moved by the Senator from New York, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] who is absent. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr.MAXEY. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] who is absent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON], who is absent in the discharge of duties imposed 


upon him by the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am paired with theSenator from Indi- 
ana [ Mr. HARRISON], who was called away from the Senate on business, 
and as I do not know how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 


The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—32, 
Beck, Conger, Ingalls, Stanford, 
Berry, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Vance, 
Blair, Eustis, Kenna, Van Wyck, 
Brown, George, McMillan, Vest, 
Butler, Gray, Miller, Voorhees, 

j Hamptor, Palmer, Walthall, 
Cameron, Harris, Pugh, Whitthorne, 
Coke, Hearst, Sherman, Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—13, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Iowa, 
Allison, Edmunds, Morrill, 
Chace, Hale, Riddleberger, 

Cullom, Hoar, Teller, 

ABSENT—31L, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mahone, Plumb, 
Bowen, Gorman, Manderson, Ransom, 
Camden, Harrison, Maxey, Sabin, 
Cockrell, Hawley. Mitchell of Pa., Saulsbury, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Morgan, Sawyer, 
Evarts, puasa of Florida, Payne, Sewell, 
Fair, Lo Pike, Spooner. 
Frye, Me ASEN Piatt, 


- So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
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Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that eight hours 
shall constitute a day’s work for letter-carriers who are now or who 
may hereafter be employed by or on behalf of the Government of the 
United States; and there shall be no reduction in compensation paid 
for services rendered by reason of this limitation of the hours of labor. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I now move to take up for consideration the bill (S. 
2172) restoring to the United States certain of the lands granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to 
settlement, and for other purposes, the bill having been under consid- 
eration heretofore in the morning hour. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before action is taken upon that motion I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 371. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is notin order. One 
proposition can not be substituted for another in that way under the 
rules. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill he has indicated. 

Mr. BUTLER. Upon that motion I ask for the yeas and nays, and 
give notice that if the propon is voted down I shall ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 371. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the question of taking up the bill 
the Senator from South Carolina asks for the yeas and nays. 

Ee og and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded tocall 

e roll. 

Mr. MAXEY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. Not knowing how he would 


vote, I decline to vote. 
Mr. MILLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
If he were present, I 


Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired for the day 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN ], who has been 
called home, and my colleague (Mr. HAWLEY] is paired for the day 
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY], as has already been an- 
nounced. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. Not knowing how 
he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name wascalled). I am paired on all polit- 
ical subjects with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grmson], but I do 
not consider this as a political question, and therefore I shall vote. I 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 
= Mr. HALE. My colleague [Mr. FRYE] is absent from the city, and 
is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. If my col- 
league were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I announce again my pair with the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who is absent on official business. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 9; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
Aldrich, Coke, Harris, Spooncr, 
Allison, Conger, Hoar, Teller, 

k, Cullom, Ingalls, Vance, * 
Berry, Dawes, Kenna, Van Wyck, 
Blair, Dolph, McMillan, Voor 
Bowen, Edmunds, Mitchell of Oreg., Walthall, 
Cameron, George, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chace, Gray, Palmer, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Hale, Sherman, 

NAYS—9. 
Brown, Eustis, Hearst, Vest, 
Butler, Hampton, Pugh, Whitthorne. 
Call, 
ABSENT—32. 

Blackburn, Marrison, Manderson, Plumb, 

den, Hawley, Maxey, Ransom, 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Miller, Riddleberger, 
Evarts, Jones of Florida, Mitchell of Pa. Sabin, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Frye, I . Payne, Sawyer, 
Gibson, McPherson, Pike, Sewell, 
Gorman, Mahone, Platt, Stanford. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as iri Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the 
United States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Su- 
perior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, and for 
other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. VAN WYCK, in line 10 of section 1, after the word ‘‘main,”’ 
to strike ont— 


Line which extends from Wallula Junction,in Washington Territory, to the 
city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, except such of said lands as appertain 
to and are coterminous with the branch line across the Cascade Moun’ 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


And branch lines where the railroad nired by said acts has not been con- 
of this act, 


req 
structed and completely finished on the date of the passage 


So as to make the section read: 


ny by an act entitled “An act 
Poad and se ipa line from 
coast, by the northern route,” a 
joint resolutions of Congress, wh: 


e Su) 
roved 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, when this bill was taken up on Fri- 
day last on my motion I did not intend to discuss its provisions-unless 
it should become necessary to make explanations in regard to some of 
its features, and what I did say on Thursday and on Friday last was the 
briefest possible statement of what I considered it my duty to lay be- 
fore the Senate. I had the floor on the bill which was taken up at 2 
o’clock on Friday, the bill to provide for the taxation of railroad lands, 
and was about to proceed and conclude my remarks commenced on the 

revious day when I was induced to give way to the Senator from Ne- 
brake (Mr. VAN Wyck] from an incidental observation, stating to 
him distinctly that if he intended to make a speech I would not give 
way as I wanted to finish my own. 

I do not know that I ought to complain, however, as for nearly two 
hours I was delighted with the music of his voice, with his rhetoric, 
his logic, his continuity, and the skill with which he discussed four 
bills in one speech. That was some compensation for what I should 
otherwise have regarded as a tedious infliction waiting for him to con- 
clude in order that I might resume the floor. The Senator took occa- 
sion during the progress of his speech to say—and I see that some of 
the ne have taken up and reiterated and e his state- 
meuts—that the history of this bill for the forfeiture of the North 
Pacific grant would show that it was in the interest of the railroad 
company. 

Mr. President, if the gentleman intended to insinuate what I see has 
been substantially claimed by some of the newspapers, that Iam in any 
manner connected with the Northern Pacific Railroad Company or 
auy other railroad company incorporated by an act of Congress, or to 
which any Congressional grant was ever made or which has any interest 
whatever before or likely to come before Congress, what he stated was 
wrong and very unjust. I never had a dollar’s worth of interest in the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company in either its stock or bonds. I 
never had any official connection with that railroad company. I have 
not since I have been a member of this body been of counsel for or in 
any way or in any manner connected with that railroad company or 
any other company interested in any measure before this body, and I 
would consider such a thing highly improper. 

I will say further that I am ready to support the bill introduced this 
morning by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], as it is a proper 
measure. The fact that by the bill reported by me- from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands it is proposed, as was asserted here on Friday 
last, to forfeit something like 3,000,000 acres of land claimed by the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company is sufficient to show that the alle- 
gation that the billis in their interest or desired by them is an ab- 
surdity. Compared with the lands which it is proposed to forfeit by 
this bil], the amount of the lands which appertain to the uncompleted 
portion of the Cascade branch is small. Compared to their value the 
value of the lands which appertain to the Cascade branch is insignifi- 
cant. 

ås I stated on a former occasion, the gap now uncompleted of the 
Cascade branch is only 754 miles; that extends through the Cascade 
Mountains, where all the lands are of very little value, so that the ques- 
ne one of sentiment only as to whether those lands should be for- 
feit 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to ask him 
a question for information? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the distance from Wallula to Portland? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state the distance—214 miles. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is there not a railroad already built from Portland 
to Wallula? 

Mr. DOLPH. There is one already built, as I have stated in my re- 
marks heretofore. 

Mr. GEORGE. Built by a company who had no subsidy? 

Mr. DOLPH. There is a railroad built by such a company. 

Mr. GEORGE. That had no subsidy from the Government? 

Mr. DOLPH. That had no subsidy from the Government or any- 
body else. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Northern Pacific Railroad Company now 
propose to build another road on that line? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will come to thatina moment. It will be neces- 
sary for them to build it in the near future. Anybody who is ac- 
quainted with the geography of the country knows that the Northern 
Pacific for its own protection and to meet the increasing demands for 
transportation will be compelied to build that road in the near future. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] asked me on Thursday 
what the distance of the completed road was on the Cascade branch. 
I told him probably 100 miles. I can now inform him that there have 
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been on the east side of the mountains 137} miles constructed and on 


the west side of the mountains 50 miles, making 187 miles built of the 
Cascade branch, and only 754 to build, and on that 75} miles a tunnel is 
being constructed and the contract is let, and the road is being graded as 
I understand. I mention this to correct my former statement in regard 
to the length of the road which has been constructed; the distance, the 
Senator will see, is very much greater than I stated on Thursday. The 
tunnel is 1y%; miles in length. 

I will say further that I am informed that on Friday last the Presi- 
dent of the United States accepted 50 miles of that road constructed on 
the east side of the mountains extending to Ellensburg. 

I say, therefore, that the proposition that this bill as it came from 
the committee, which proposes to forfeit the land grant for 214 miles, 
lands which are claimed by the company and which they contend are 
not forfeitable, is in the interest of the company is so absurd on. its facce 
as to need no answer. 

As this bill came from the committee it did not touch the Cascade 
branch, because the majority of the committee did not believe that it 
would be wise to include that branch and stop construction upon it, in- 
asmuch as the lands for the uncompleted portion were comparatively 
valucless and the line of road an important one. The interest of the 
Government does not require that itshall be forfeited. The interest of 
the settlers does not require that it shall be forfeited. I repeat, the 
majority of the committee believed it would be unwise to interfere with 
the completion of that branch, and they thought it was better to attempt 
a practical thing, to forfeit the lands for the 214 miles from Wallula to 
Portiand on which no work has been done and where the lands are val- 
uable and where the grant is in the way of settlers. The committee 
believed it was better to do that than to load down the bill with the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

While I do not believe that the interests of the Government require 
the forfeiture of the lands on the line of the Cascade branch, or that 
the interests of the settlers do, there are interests that demand the for- 
feiture of the grant on that branch. There are corporations that are 
necessarily interested in forfeiting that grant, and among them is the 
Canadian Pacific Railroad Company, whose road is already completed 
to Puget Sound, and they are not the only corporation. The Senator 
from Nebraska acknowledged on Friday that the bill introduced by 
him to enable the Union Pacific Company to construct branches was 
proposed legislation desired by the Union Pacific Railroad Company, 
and that insofar as they desired the passage of that bill he represented 
their interests here. 

Now I will tell the Senate another thing that perhaps is not under- 
stood here. One object of the bill introduced by the Senator is to give 
the Union Pacific control of a direct line to Portland. They already 
control the Oregon Short Line, commencing at Granger, on the Union 
Pacific, and extending up to the boundary line of Oregon at Snake 
River, where they connect with the Oregon Railway and Navigation 
Company, one branch of it, and have a through line down to Umatilla 
to the junction with the branch that extends to Wallula Junction and 
then on to Portland. The Union Pacific Railroad Company is reaching 
out to get control of this Oregon Railway and Navigation Company’s 
road, which is built from Portland to Wallula. It is reaching out for 
the trade of that region in competition with the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company, and the Union Pacific Railroad is the most powerful 
interest that would naturally be opposed to the completion of the Cas- 
cade branch. 

The amendment of the Senator from Nebraska is directly in the in- 
terest of the Union Pacific Railroad Company; it is‘directly in the in- 
terest of the Oregon Short Line Company; it is directly in the interest 
of the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company, because if the Union 
Pacific Company can secure that route directly to Portland, then they 
would like to cut off the Northern Pacific Railroad Company from con- 
nection with Puget Sound. 

The Senator read to my colleague and myself a resolution of the Re- 
publican convention of Oregon passed two years ago, and intimated that 
we are not carrying out the wishes of the Republicans of Oregon as ex- 

in convention. As was well said by my colleague, that reso- 
lution only declares in favor of the forfeiture of unearned land grants 
in the State of Oregon. 

The people of Oregon want something practical done; and this bill, 
as it was introduced by me and as it was reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands, is to carry out the wishes of the people as expressed 
in that convention and is in accordance with the resolution; and I will 
tell the Senator from Nebraska that if by the effect of this amendment, 
should it be adopted, or of any other amendment put upon this bill, the 
forfeiture of the grant from Wallula to Portland is delayed and this bill 
is defeated, he will not be able to make the people of Oregon believe— 
and I will notsay that that is the intention of it—that the amendment 
is not intended to defeat the forfeiture of the grant from Wallula to 
brir where there is no question but that the grantought to be fur- 
fi $ 

Since this bill was reported I have received numerous communications 
from all parts of my State interested in the forfeiture of this grant, ex- 
pressing satisfaction with the provisions of the bill, and especially with 
the provisions which are nado for settlers. The bill is in accordance 


with the wishes not only of the Republicans of my State butin thein- 
terest of the people of Oregon. They desire that we shall go directly 
at this matter and forfeit this land grant for 214 miles of road where 
no work has been done. 

Then the Senator stated that the Republican convention in Wash- 
ington Territory had resolved in favor of the forfeiture of this grant. 
Well, it is true that in the Republican convention held at Seattle last 
year such a resolution was adopted. ButI have presented here and 
had referred to the committee resolutions of the boards of trade of the 
cities of Walla Walla and Tacoma, and petitions and papers repressing 
the will of the people in regard to that matter protesting against the 
forfeiture of the grant for this branch. The Senator should remember 
also that the resolutions he referred to were adopted before sufficient 
work had been done on this branch to indicate a present intention on 
the part of the company to complete it, when the people of Washing- 
ton Territory believed that this branch was not to be completed over 
the Cascade Mountains, and that they were to be indefinitely tied up to 
Oregon, and that all transportation between the two portions of the 
Territory must be by the Columbia River. The sentiment of the peo- 
ple of the Territory has changed, so that to-day there is not one man in 
five of either party in the whole Territory but would protest against 
the forfeiture of this grant for the uncompleted gap in the Cascade 
Mountains. They are looking forward to the early completion of that 
branch and to direct communication with the East. 

The Senator also said it was evident this bill was in the interest of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company because no attorney of the 
company had been before the committee. The Senator knows I intro- 
duced the very same bill at the present session that I introduced two 
years ago. He knows that the bill I introduced last Con was 
pending for a considerable time before the Committee on Public Lands. 
He knows that. Colonel Gray, the general counsel for the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, appeared before that committee and others, I 
think, and wearied the committee with their arguments against the 
forfeiture of this grant, alleging that it was not forfeitable. And it 
was my understanding at the commencement of this session that the 
Committee on Public Lands did not desire to hear long arguments from 
lawyers representing these corporations in regard to the forfeiture ques- 
tion, and felt themselves able to consider it without the aid of counsel. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Did they attend? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will not yield for any suggestion. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Did they ask to be heard before the committee? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will not yield to a "single suggestion,” because I 
recollect my experience on Friday last. 

Then the Senator says that this bill as introduced provided for an 
extension of time for the construction of the Cascade branih. To be 
sure it did, and it provided something further that the experience of 
the future will demonstrate was a proper provision, It provided that 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in order to obtain this extension 
of time should assent to the conditions of this bill, in other words 
should give up this grant from Wallula to Portland. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] read from section 8 of the 
granting act to show that this whole grant if the road was not com- 
pleted within the time prescribed wag forfeitable. He read as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That each and ovary Sant, right, and privilege herein 
are so made and given to and accepted by said Northern Pacific Ra: m- 
pany, upon and subject to the following conditions, namely : That the said com- 
pany shall commence the work on said road within two years from the approval 
of this act by the President, and shall complete not less than 50 miles per year 
after the second year, and shall construct, equip, furnish, and complete the whole 
road by the áth day of July, A. D. 1876. 


In sixty grants which had been made by Congress prior to the pas- 
sage of this act it was provided in substance that if the road was not 
so completed at a certain time the lands should revert to the United 
States and become a part of the public domain; but this grant is an 
exception. Now I will read the ninth section to ascertain what Con- 
gress agreed with the company should be done if the railroad was not 
constructed within the time limited in the eighth section. The ninth 
section is as follows: 

Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That the United States make the several 
conditioned grants herein and that the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
accept the same, upon the further condition that if the company make any 
breach of the conditions hereof and allow the same to continue for upward of 
one year, then in such case, at any time hereafter, the United States, by its Con- 

may do any and all acts and things, which may be needful and necessary 
to insurea speedy completion of said road. 

That is what Congress agreed with the company should be done if 
they were in default for a year, if they failed for a year to construct 
the road within the time limited in section 8, Congress might do what- 
ever was necessary tosecure the speedy completion of the road; and the 
same idea is contained in section 20, the last section of the act, which 
reads as follows: 


Src. 20. And be it further enacted, That the better to accomplish the object of 
this act, namely, to promote the public interest and welfare by the construction 
of said railroad and telegraph line and keeping the same in working order, and 
to secure to the Government at all times, but particularly in time of war, the 
use and benefits of the same for postal, military, and other purposes, Congress 
may at any time, having due regard for the rights of said Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company, add to, alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


This act is sui generis. There is no such provision contained in any 
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of the previous sixty acts which had been passed by Congress. Con- 
gress agreed, itis claimed, that in case of default the only penalty should 
be that Congress might interfere and apply this railroad grant to the 
construction of the road. That is not simply my unsupported sugges- 
tion—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to know whether as a lawyer the Senator 
thinks that the ninth section of the granting act prevents the opera- 
tion of the law of forfeiture in case of a grant on condition-subsequent; 
and if he believes that it does prevent the operation of the law of for- 
feiture as he understands it and as it has been expounded by the Su- 
preme Court in a case of a failure to comply with the condition, then 
upon what grounds can we pass this bill? 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam-coming to that directly. I am now answering 
a suggestion made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN WYcK]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want an answer to my question. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam coming to that. 

The Senator from Nebraska said the original bill introduced by me 
contained a provision that the railroad company might have a certain 
number of years, three years, to complete the Cascade branch. Isaid 
that was true; but it was connected with a provision that in order to 
obtain the time the Northern Pacific Railroad Company should assent 
to the provisions of the bill, and we would be able in that way to get 
the railroad company out of the way of the forfeiture of this grant, so 
that there might be no uncertainty left concerning the matter after the 
act has been ` 

As I said, I am not unsupported in this view of the grant, and I pass 
up to the Secretary a paper which is an extract from a speech made by. 
me nearly two years ago, on the 3d of July, 1884, on the bill for the 
forfeiture of the Atlantic and Pacific grant, and I ask him to read a 
quotation from a decision rendered by Judge Deady in the United States 
circuit court for the district of Oregon, in 1883, in the case of Hughes 
vs, The Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


But the condition im 


in case of such failure for the period of one year, to “do any and all acts 
things which may be needful and necessary to insure a speedy 
the said road.” 

In this way Congress undertook to secure the completion of this great national 
work in any event, and so plainly declare in advance what otherwise ht have 
been left to inference and argument from analogous cases, that it reserved to it- 
self the right to deal with the defendant for any failure to comply with the con- 
ditions of the grant, and to excuse or enforce same as it might under all cir- 
cumstances deem just to the defendant and best for the publicgood. Indeed, in 
view of the magnitude and hazard of the undertaking it was expressly provided 
that even Congress should not take advantage of a failure to perform any of the 
conditions for any period less than a year. And even the izinen bs Con: 
Kemio aid in the construction of the road was not left liable to revert to the pub- 

ic domain or be otherwise of by Congress for the failure of the com- 
pay to construct or complete the work as required by the act, but, as was said 
n United States vs. Childers i Sawyer, 174), it was devoted to the construction 
of the road in any event, and it is the duty of Congress tosee that it isso a plied. 
aay also, on this point Southern Pacific Railroad Company rs, Orton, Wa 


78. 
And this position is fortified by the fact that when Congress intended that 


the co: existence of the defendant should be forfeited or affected by its 
failure to keep a condition imposed upon it, it has expressly said so, as in section 
19, where it is ed that unless two millions of the stock is subscribed and 


10 per cent, paid thereon within two years from the passage of the act, “it shall 
be null and void.” (18 Federal Reporter, 106, 108.) 


Mr. DOLPH. I willalsosubmit an extract from an opinion of Hon. 
J. 5. Black which is contained in the same speech: 


Hon. ROBERT M. MCLANE, 
Chairman of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 
House of Representatives : 
* * La Ka = = s$ 
Now, let us look and see if there is anything in thisact of incorporation which 
declares = the land grant may be forfeited, or declared void, or resumed in 
any even 

Ih the first place it will be observed aas ed, soy? is in verba de preesenti—the 
title is vested in the company at the moment w. the charter is accepted. Un- 
like some other grants, it does not provide that the title is to be vested as the 


work goes on. 
It gives it all at once; and when the road is made patents may issue, not to 
ht of the company is now 


create the title, but to confirm it. If, therefore, the 
to be taken away, the thing must be done by forfeiting a title already vested, 
not by refusing to make a title where none e: 

The eighth section declares that the grant shall be held upon conditions, &c., 
one condition being the completion of the road within a certain time, afterward 
extended. This I admit would, if there were nothing more, make the estate 
conditional, and the grantor might exact a forfeiture for condition broken. 

* But there is something more. 

The ninth section prescribes what the penalty shall be for a breach of the 
condition, and that penalty is not forfeiture. In case of such breach the right 
is reserved to do what may be necessary to insure the speedy completion of the 
zoan By the terms of the contract this is the only thing that the United States 
can do, i 

It excludes the conclusion which might have been drawn from the naked 
statement of the conditions of the eighth section. 

It has been argued (I do not know by whom) that the right to “do any and all 
acts and things which may be needful to insure a speedy completion of the said 
road™ includes the power to resume the land grant by legislative act. I hope 
this has never been asserted by any respectable lawyer, for I must say that it is 
absurd. Iam not afraid that any gentleman on this committee will believe it. 

The power to deprive a man of his property without process of law is a vcry 
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different thing from the power to h him up in his work. This privilege to 
speed the making of the road, in case sae nni go t enough, was put in on 
= ton ish another—a cand 
exclusive—remedy for the public mek i which might be caused b 

negl ce, the the land grant is very far 
n 


y along toward Topuna of the greatest 
raiiroad in the world, and you ahg mete to disable it utter! i 

going on. Call you i n 

You might as well cut the hamstrings of a race-horse to insure his flee! 


J. 8. BLACK, 


YORK, PA., April 19, 1881. . 

My object, therefore, in providing affirmatively in the bill as I intro- 
duced it, that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company might have three 
years in which to complete the Cascade branch was to induce them to 
give their assent to the bill. Having the action of Congress and the 
assent of the railroad company which I proposed to get in that manner 
to the forfeiture of the grant from Wallula to Portland, I thought to 
avoid the question as to whether the lands were forfeitable. I did not 
intend to say in my remarks, as the Senator seems to have understood 
me, that I am satisfied that this is the correct 1 interpretation of 
the grant; but it is an interpretation which has placed upon it 
and raises a question which I desired to avoid and which I attempted 
to avoid in the bill introduced by me. 

I did not want when the act had been passed and the grant forfeited 
so far as an act of Congress could do it and the land restored to the pub- 
lic domain that there should still be hanging over these lands and over 
all settlers upon them a question as to whether the grant was forfeitable 
or not if I could avoid it; and I believe still, though the committee 
differed with me, and the provision extending the time was stricken 
out in committee and the bill reported by me in accordance with the 
views of a majority of the committee—I believe time will demonstrate 
the wisdom of what I attempted in the bill as it was introduced of ob- 
taining the assent of the company to the forfeiture. So much in ex- 
planation of that provision. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator how he can avoid 
the construction which he thinks might be put upon the act by virtue 
of the ninth section except by getting the consent of the railroad com- 
pany to a waiver of its right? 

Mr. DOLPH. If the construction put upon the grant by the railroad 
company is correct, I do not think we could doit. I will not say that 
I think it is correct, but it requires serious consideration; and looking 
only to the interest of settlers on the lands we propose to forfeit, work- 
ing in the interest of the people of my State, and being familiar with 
the decision of Judge Deady as to the forfeitability of this grant, I had 
considered that question and undertaken to provide againstit so far as 
was possible. 

In other words, I proposed to treat with the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road. I proposed two years ago last winter when I introduced the bill, 
before any considerable portion of this Cascade branch had been con- 
structed, to say then to the company, ‘‘ we will give you time to con- 
struct the Cascade branch if you will waive any dain tothe Jand from 
Wallula to Portland;’’ and I believe still that that was a wise posi- 
tion, a wise forethought on my part looking to the protection of the 
interests of settlers, at least calculated to prevent litigation which may 
extend years and be a cloud on their titles. 

I ought to say also that a bill was reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands more than two years ago which included the Cascade 
branch. It was reported by my then colleague in the Senate. It 
would not have been courteous for me to have moved its considera- 
tion in this body, and the zeal of the Senator from Nebraska was not 
sufficient to induce him to move.its consideration. It slept on the 
Clerk’s desk, and the result has been that nearly 200 miles of the road 
on that branch have been constructed, until there is nothing valuable 
left to forfeit of the entire grant on that branch. 

The very first day of this session I introduced a bill to forfeit this 
land grant, and I urged it upon the attention of the committee to re- 
ceive consideration before other important measures were considered 
that were demanding the attention of the committee. I reported the 
bill under consideration. For the third time, on my motion it has 
been taken up for consideration. I stand by the record. $ 

I said I desired to aim at something practical. I would rather not 
antagonize more than is necessary any interest which opposes the for- 
feiture of this grant from Wallula to Portland. These are the most 
valuable lands. That is a lineupon which another road has been built 
by which the public are now accommodated, but nevertheless I do not 
attempt t^ conceal my position on this matter. Iam notin favor my- 
self, as I said on Friday, at this last hour when so great a portion of 
the Cascade branch has been completed, and looking upon the con- 
struction of this branch as I do as a very important commercial enter- 
prise, of putting any obstacle in the way of its completion. It is not 
in the interest of either settlers or the United States to forfeit the grant, 
but is in the interest of rival railroad corporations and of rival towns to 
those that are springing up on Puget Sound. But at the same time I 
believe we shall be more likely to accomplish what ought to be done, 
that concerning the propriety of which there is no question, the forfeit- 
ure of the grant from Wallula to Portland, by not loading this bill 
down with amendments. 
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Mr, President, I donot believe that anything should be done by Con- 


gress for the interests of the company alone, We ought to do 
right, we ought to be just, we ought to be just to a railroad company 
as well as to individuals. But thatis not the controlling question with 
me in this matter of land-grant forfeitures. Nearly two years ago in 
this speech, already referred to, I stated my views of the considerations 
which should control our action in such cases, and I ask the Secretary 
to read a quotation from my speech. That position I stand by to-day. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

So far as questions of vested rights are concerned, the railroad companies stand 
before the courts and before Congress upon an equality with the vernment, 
protected by law. The grant to a railroad company or other corporation is a 
oc hisar isokin the POTN cat tho oompany; and wan, t to rud 

ter,or so as ere y an of property does not. ex: 
unless reserved in the charter. These grants were ily intended as to the 
companies, and ought not to be continued for their benefitalone. The grants 
were made for the benefit of the public, in consideration of public benefits to be 
derived therefrom; and if proper to be made at the time, and the public interests 
demand their continuance, they should be continued. So far as rights of pro 
erty have become vested by compliance with the conditions of the grants ag 
rights are beyond the power of Congress. So far as equities have arisen b: 
reason of circumstances that may have caused or may excuse the delay, su 
proper matters for consideration. 


ts of land in aid of internal improvements are wrong se. 
y ought not to be a controlling ‘question in 

rye angry Being question of fi s} 

will the pu 


keent and the restoration of the land to the public domain than by permitting 

e grantee to moony 4 with the conditions of the t by the construction of 
the road and earn the grant? And as in first the grant was made 
for the benefit of the public, the question whether it ought to be forfeited should 
be determined with a view of protecting the public interest. 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, there are some people so constituted 
that you can not mention the word ‘‘corporation’’ or ‘‘monopoly”’ in 
their presence but it has the same effect as shaking a red rag before a bull. 
They come at you with horns down and and tail up, pawing the ground 
and bellowing. Iam not one of that sort. As I said before, I would 
treat in matters of legislation every corporation justly,.every corpora- 
tion fairly, and undertake to protect equally the rights of all. 

The Republican party is not, as has sometimes been asserted here, 
alone responsible for land grants to railroads. Between March 4, 1850, 
and March 4, 1861, a period of sixteen years, there were forty-seven 
grants made to railroad companies. Since that time there have been 
only forty-four grants, three less grants to railroad companies made 
under Republican administration than under Democratic administra- 
tion. Itis nota party question. The policy of granting lands to rail- 
road companies may have been a mistake; but even now, after all that 
has been said upon it, in the light of experience I do not so believe. 

I do not believe the grant to this company was a mistake. Look at 
the transformation which has been wrought in the country which this 
road traverses, When this grant was made it was a wilderness inhab- 
ited by hostile bands of Indians. The United States Government was 
Romina Kanya upon for protection to the citizens. Now there is no 
longer a frontier on the line of the road. Thriving cities and towns 
and cultivated fields and mines which are worked have taken 
the place of what was then a wilderness, The United States has re- 
ceived the benefit which it was to receive for this grant in the opening 
of the country and in the development of it. Passing over the line of 
this road the hardy pioneers have occupied the best lands in every quar- 
ter made accessible by it, 

I hold in my hand another extract from the speech before referred 
to in which I discussed the question of the propriety of forfeiting that 
portion of this grant from Wallula to Portland and the propriety of ex- 
tending the time for the construction of the Cascade branch. As it was 
made after more deliberation and more preparation than I am able to 
command in the presentation of the facts to-day, I ask that the Secre- 
tary read what I send to the desk in order that it may be incorporated 
in my remarks, 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Mr. DoLPH. I need not to this body detail the history of this com: y. Nor 
need I state with what energy, since the company recovered from its financial 
embarrassments caused by the financial crisis of 1873, the construction of its road 
has been pushed across the continent. The tapae with which this road was 
constructed attracted the attention of the whole country, but the interest in the 
pro: of the work in other portions of the Union was slight compared with 
the interest with which the people of the Pacific Northwest watched its prog- 
ress. Alleyes were turned with expectation toward it, We waited and hoped 
and at last rejoiced greatly when the last spike was driven and the main line 
from Lake Superior to Wallula was completed, and Oregon was connected by 
rail with her s States, 

Waliula is about 214 miles from Portland. The Northern Pacilie there con- 
nects with the O; n Railway and Navi ion Company's road, which forms a 
part of the through line from e Superior to Portland. From Portiandalong 
the south side of the Columbia to a nt just below Kalama, which is upon the 
north or Washington side of the River, and thence to New Tacoma,on Puget 
Sound, the road is completed. There is also railroad connection between New 
Tacoma and Seattle, partly by the constructed portion of the Cascade branch 
of the Northern e Railroad and partly by a railroad constructed by an- 
other company. There is also completed and in operation over 25 miles of the 
Cascade branch from New Tacoma eastward, and the construction of that 


branch is being carried on from the Columbia River westward. It will cost a 
large amount of money and require considerable time to construct the Cascade 
branch. If the land grant of the company should now be forfeited I have no 
doubt that the effect of the forfeiture will be the necessary suspension of the 
work of construction upon this branch as well as upon the main line, 

As to that n of the grant between Wallula and Portland, a plying the 
Tae which, as I have before stated, I think the question sho be deter- 
mined whether a grant should be forfeited, I think the time has come when the 
people will be benefited more by an immediate restoration of the ted lands 
to public domain and to the operation of the land laws of the United States 
than by longer holding them from market in order to secure the construction 
ofthe road. Iam informed that the company during last year did some work 
along the north side of the Columbia River upon this line, but the work has not 
been pushed with an Gan t which indicates an intention and ability of speedily 
completing that section of the road. 

Another etary nae has constructed a road from Portland to Wallula, which 
gives the public the benefit of a through line, and to that extent lessens the 
public benefits to be derived from the construction of the Northern Pacific road, 
and by causing the rapid settlement of the country along the line of the road, 
has increased the inconvenience and injury to the community which will be 
caused the further withholding of the lands from market. Many persons 
have settled upon these railroad Jands and are anxious to secure title, AsI 
have before if it appeared certain that the road would be built at once, the 
most satisfactory way to secure the rights of these persons, in my judgment, 
Fona Da to permit the lands to be earned and the settlers to secure their title 

m the com 5 
In considering what should be done for tife relief of these persons there is a 


namely, the construction of the road. discussed. The 
ered by myself for the forfeiture of this portion of the grant avoids this 


a forfeiture of the grant, 

Asa condition upon which an extension of time is granted for the completion 

of the Cascade branch, I have no doubt that the company would assent to the 

rovisions of a bill for that purpose by which the grant for a portion of its main 

ine from Portland to Wallula would be forfeited. Should the bill reported from 
the Committee on Public Lands become a law the courts would be called upon 
to determine whether Congress had the power to divert the grant from the ob- 
jects to which it was made. But in the mean time, and until some final adjudi- 
cation of the question could be had, the title of the settlers to the lands would 
be under a cloud, and their value would be greatly impaired. 

Looking at this question from my standpoint, unless the act to forfeit this 
= should be in such a shape as to secure the assent of the company, 

should be in favor of providing for the institution of a suit at once by the 
United States against the company, and all parties claiming under it whose 
rights are not provided for in the act, to settle finally and within the shortest 
practicable time the question of title at the expense of the United States, instead 
of leaving it to be settled at the expense of settlers under the land laws, and 
providing for an early final decision of the case by giving it preference on the 
Suendara of all courts, requiring the courts to hear it, and shortening the time 

for appeal. 

The circumstances are quite different in regard to that portion of the grant for 
the Cascade branch. That partof Washington Terit fog west of the Cas- 
cade Mountains is entirely cut off and separated from ern Washington by 
the Cascade Mountains. Withoutthe construction of the Cascade branch, whic 
is in fact the direct line, the only communication between the two portions of 
the Territory is by way of the Columbia River Valley. The lines of transpor- 
tation and travel through or connect at Po d. Western Washington 
contains about 30, uare miles, and is about three and a half times as L 
as the State of New pshire. It contains the great Puget Sound, with its 
fertile islands, capacious harbors, and its 2,000 miles of shore indented by bays 
and inlets. It probably now contains the most extensive and valuable forests of 
timber in the United States, 

Underlying these vast forests of fir, pine, and cedar are inexhaustible mines 
ofiron and coal. It has considerable tracts of the finest agriculturalland. Its 
waters teem with fish. In short, itisa valuable portion of the great Northwest, 
destined to be the future home of millionsof people. It was, until the establish- 
ment of the civil government for Alaska, the extreme northwestern portion of 
the organized territory of the United States. The citizens of Washington Ter- 
ATA were among the earliest and most intelligent friends of the Northern 
Pacitie Railroad, They believed that they are entitled to direct railroad com- 
munication with the eastern Eps of the Territory and with the main line of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad by way of the Cascade branch, 

I believe they are so entitled. Iam frank to say that in my opinion the con- 
struction of the de branch would not be immediately advantageous to 
Oregon, or to Portland, its chief city, and I even doubt whether its present con- 
struction would be profitable for the company itself. I base my action in this 
matter upon broader unds than the interest alone of mepa le of my State. 
I believe I should be to my duty if I permitted my: to verned by 
such a consideration, and by my silence, my voice, or my vote h to place 
an e in the way of the completion of this branch. I shall be-governed 
in this matter by what I conceive to be the interest of the whole Northwest 
and of the whole country, and will not without a protest see so and prom- 
ising a section of the country cut off from direct communication with the rail- 
road system of the Union at a time when the long-deferred hopes of its people 


seem about to be realized, 

Illinois, Mississippi, Alabama, Florida, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Iowa, 
Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Kansas have all received from the Fed- 
eral Government valuable lands for the purpose of aiding the construction of 
railroads, and many other States and Territories have received the benefits of 
valuable nts made to corporations to aid the construction of railroads within 
their limits. By the liberality of the Government they have been given the 
facilities of railroads and telegraphs, daily mails and schools; their resources 
have been developed, their unoccupied lands settled and cultivated, and they 
have wn strong and independent of further national aid, Are the repre- 
sentatives in this body of these States which have been heretofore so highly 
favored by the General Government, and whose Senators and Representatives 
were once suppliantsforaid from the Federal Government for railroads for their 
States, willing to deprive far-off Washington Territory of the aid heretofore 
granted to secure to her a single direct railroad connection with the railroad 
system of the country? 

It is said that the time is past when it is necessary for the Government to aid 
in the construction of railroads, That may be true in most of the States and 
Territories, but it is not trueas to Washington Territory. The condition of that 
Territory to-day is A pagers the same as was the condition of the Territories 
of the West when they received liberal Government aid for the construction of 
their railroads, and which now, by reason of the settlement of their territory 
and the development of their resources, no longer require assistance. The sparse 
pop n of the great Northwest, the difficulties of constructing railroads, the 
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great cost of the transportation of railroad material, the high prices of labor, 
render the cost of rajlroad construction very great. 

To the Government itself the question as to whether the land grant of the 
Northern Pacific shall be forfeited and restored to the operation of the land 
laws, or earned by the railroad company and sold to settlers, is of no great im- 
portance. Iam not concerned about the sum that would find its way into the 
pone Treasury if the lands were restored to the ration ef the land laws. 

fy concern is to know what is for the best interest of the people of Oregon and 
Washington Territory and of the whole country. Ifany people deserve liberal 
treatment at the hands of Co; it is the people who braved the dangers 
and endured the toils and ips incident to pioneer life in that country, 
ana waia have waited so long for the tide of immigration just now setting 

I am asking of Congress in behalf of Oregon, in view of our great extent of 
territory, our great and rapidly increasing internal, interstate, and foreign com- 
merce, our great rivers, our extended seacoast, our rapidly increasing popula- 
tion and verb! ge eit liberal appropriations for the improyement of our rivers 
and harbors. should feel in a measure estopped from sag such liberal 
treatment in this regard as our people deserve if the reasons for doing so were 
not strong enough to prevent me from assisting in depriving the people of 
Washington Territory of the aid heretofore granted by Congress for the con- 
struction of the great highway across the continent which for the last quarter 
of a century has been the object of their hopes by day and the subject of their 
dreams by night, 

I briefly call attention to another matter which I deem worthy of careful con- 
sideration in connection with the proposition to forfeit the land grant for the 
Cascade branch of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. The Canadian Gov- 
ernment has expended large sumsof money in the improvement of the St. Law- 
rence River, and is making a great effort to secure the trade of the Northwest. 
The Canadian Government has also already expended and is expending fabu- 
lous sums in pushing the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railroad. It 
seems certain that in a comparatively bricf period we may look for the comple- 
tion of that road, and when that time arrives there is scarcely a doubt but that 
Great Britain will subsidize a line of sees between the city of Vietoria 
and ito Teta and other ports of China and Japan, and Victoria will become 
a competitor for the trade of the East, not only with Portland and the cities of 

Sound, but with San Francisco, which hitherto enjoyed a monopoly 
of that trade on the Pacific coast. Lit view of this fact it is not alone Western 
Washington or the ple of the Northwest or the stockholders and bondhold- 
ers of the Northern Pacific that are interested in securing a through line of rail- 
road for the Northern Pacific from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, but such a 
through line is a national necessity to enable us to fairly compete with Great 
Britain for the commerce of China and Japan. 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I have felt it incumbent on me, in 
view of the character of the discussion on Friday last, tosay this much 
in regard to my position on this bill, to state this much of its history 
and the history of the legislation which has been proposed on this sub- 
ject. I have quoted from my speech of 1884 to show that my position 
to-day is my position of two years ago. Thisspeech from which I have 
quoted was circulated among my constituents all over the State. So 
that the Senator from Nebraska need not concern himself about the 
people of my State or ask whether I am carrying out their wishes or 
not. Iam representing their wishes, and if J were not it would not 
affect my action. I respect the people of the State who have honored 
me with a position in this body, the highest within their gift. 

Every suggestion made by a representative body or by an individual 
of that State receives careful consideration. I recognize that I am, in 
a measure, a servant of theirs, their agent here, and I think no mem- 
ber of this body will accuse me of not having served them with zeal 
and diligence since I have been a member of this body, whatever may 
be said in regard to the ability and the discretion with which it has 
been done. But I have other duties to perform here; there are other 
duties which require the attention of a United States Senator, and when 
the time comes that upon a great national question, a great commer- 
cial question, I can not speak and vote for what I think is right and 
just and for the advancement and prosperity and glory of this great 
nation, I will no longer act at all. A man may be a successful poli- 
tician for a time who is willing to trim his sails to every wind of popu- 
lar opinion, but in my judgment he will not serve at all times the in- 
terests of his country. 

Having said this much, I submit, so far as I am concerned, the 
amendment to the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
desire to proceed now, as there are but ten minutes of the morning 
hour left? 

Mr. GEORGE. I will goon. I have some facts to present. 

Mr. HOAR. If the gentleman having this bill in charge prefers and 
the Senator from Mississippi prefers, I will ask that the Senate proceed 
with the bankruptcy bill now, and let his remarks be made consecu- 
tively to-morrow. But I will not force sucha suggestion on anybody. 

Mr. GEORGE. I prefer to go on at this time until the morning hour 
expires. I have some facts that I desire to present to the country and 
the Senate in relation to this railroad forfeiture, and they may as well 
be gotten in now as at any time hereafter. 

I desire to say in the outset of the remarks I to make that I 
would not have voted as I did this morning to take up this bill if I had 
regarded the action of the Senate on railroad-land forfeitures was to 
be confined simply to the passage of this bill. I regard this bill as 
really insignificant. Iregard it as really doing nothing in the discharge 
of the great duty which the American Congress owe to the American 

e in reference to railroad land forfeitures. I understand that this 

ine of railroad, on that of it which lies between Wallula and Port- 

land, Oreg., and along the line of which this forfeiture is to take place, 

and only along that line, has already been preoccupied by another rail- 
road whose charter was granted by the State of Oregon. 


“It also appears that this Northern Pacific Railroad, with its magnifi- 
cent grant of land equal in area to the States of Indiana and Massa- 
chusetts combined, with all this backing on the part of the Government, 
and with obligation, as was supposed by the law making the grant, to 
build a railroad from Wallula to Portland as a part of the whole line 
required to be built, was unable or unwilling to build it within the 
time fixed by the law, and that another railroad company, without a 
dollar of subsidy from anybody, without an acre of land or a bond or 
anything of that sort, as a mere commercial speculation because it was 
a good investment for the money, built the road before the Northern 
Pacific Company reached Wallula; so that its road, when it reached the 
point in the long and dilatory years in which it neglected to build it, 
found this part of its line already preoccupied by another railroad com- 
pany. And of course, finding the territory already occupied, it did not 
undertake to build its road, and so far as I know now, so far as any 
evidence has been produced to the Senate, the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company does not propose to build the road by which it could earn the 
the lands attempted by this bill to be forfeited. So all of our legisla- 
tion as now presented in this bill in favor of enforcing the rights of the 
United States and the rights of the people of the United States in ref- 
erence to railroad forfeitures amounts simply to this, that we propose 
to declare that forfeited to which the railroad company does not even . 
pretend to have any right. 

Then I was justified in saying that if that was all that was proposed 
to be done when we act upon this bill, I should not have voted to take 
it up. I think it is wholly immaterial to the rights of the United 
States whether this bill in the shape in which it was reported by the 
committee is passed ornot. Amendments have been offered, and I am 
in hopes that other amendments will be offered, as we have the ques- 
tion up, by which the sense of the Senate will be tested on the general 
question of the forfeiture not only of the grant for this railroad com- 
pany, but of all grants to railroad companies that have been made in 
the last twenty years. 

And right here before I go further I will allude to a remark made 
by the Senator from Oregon just before he took his seat in reference to 
the policy of the two parties on the subject of railroad grants. He said 
the policy of making grants to railroad companies did not originate with 
the Republican party. True it did not; it originated with the Demo- 
cratic party, but the difference between the two parties as I understand 
it and as the history of the country shows is that under Democratic rule 
a very small, a very moderate, and a very just donation was made by 
the General Government in aid of the building of railroads. In noin- 
stance so far as I remember were more than six sections per mile, amount- 
ing, I believe, to three thousand eight hundred and some odd acres to 
the mile, ever granted by the Democratic party. The people of this 
country were satisfied with that. It was buta fair and just encourage- 
ment to the building of railroads in sparsely settled localities and in 
which the United States was a great landed proprietor. 

But in this case there was a departure from that. The grants here 
areenormous. They extend in the States to ten sections per mile, 6,400 
acres per mile; in the Territories to twenty sections per mile, 12,800 
acres per mile. And this very railroad company whose case is now be- 
fore the Senate received a grant of 42,000,000 acres of land. Think of 
that, an area larger than the States of Indiana and Massachusetts com- 
bined. The company received it on a condition. The act was passed 
the 2d day of July, 1864. The condition was that they should com- 
mence the work within two years and finish it within twelve. They 
made no effort so far as appears; not a spade was put in the ground, not 
a bush or tree was cut away from the right of way by the railroad com- 
pany; the whole time elapsed; and in July, 1868, they came in here 
and got another privilege, and that was that they should have two years 
more in which even to make a commencement. The original grant was 
made during the war, when it was regarded as a means of national de- 
fense, in 1864, After the war and the time had expired they had done 
nothing up to July, 1868. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must call the attention 
of the Senator to the fact that the hour of 2 o’clock has arrived, and 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the bankruptcy bill. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 714) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Idesire to move certain amendments, to which I think 
there will be no objection, and I will simply say that nearly all of them 
are in the line of striking out what seem to be regarded as the harsher 
features of the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield a moment tome? I should like to inquire if the Senator from 
Mississippi has any wish to go on and finish his remarks at this time ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to go 4 little further. 

Mr. HOAR. I consider myself rather bound to go on, having yielded 
to these land bills three or four times, and I am as anxious as anybody 
that they should maintain their precedence. I suggested in private to 
my honorable friend from Mississippi that I thought we ought to go 
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on with the bankruptcy bill, and I want to try and finish the bank- 
ruptcy bill in a very short time, I hope to-day; so that, perhaps, the 
Senator may have an unini time to-morrow. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator may go on with the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. HOAR. In line 23 of section 15 I move to strike ont ‘‘six’’ and 
insert ‘‘twelve.’?’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 15, line 23, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘six’? and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ so as to read: 

The a shall visit and inspect ihe office of every clerk and commis- 
sioner within his circuit as often as once in every twelve months. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Now I move to strike out the first paragraph of section 
26, down to line 12. £ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, inthe chair). 
The Senator from Massachusetts moves to strike out part of section 26, 
which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be stricken out, as follows: 
judication, upon 
proof being made a onrein to the'satisfaction of the judge, that any bankrupt 


bankruptcy pen 
the district, and that his departure will hinder, impair, or delay head sangngeracn rd 
therein, the judge may issue his warrant to the marsha! 


ied in said warrant, for his appearance, 
uired by the court, and for his obedience to all lawful 
orders of the court in said proceedings, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Inow move, in section 30, line 10, after the words ‘‘ the 
Fourth of July,” stating what days shall not be counted in enumerat- 
ing time, to insert the words ‘‘or other day made a legal holiday by 
act of Congress.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 30, line 10, after the word “‘ July,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ or other day made a legal holiday by act of 
Congress;’’ so as to read: : 

s Or on any day appointed by the President of the United es as a day of 

ublic fast or than! ving, or on the Fourth of July, or other day made a legal 

foliday by act of Congress, in which case the time shall be reckoned exclusive 
of that day also. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. In section 33, line 15, I move to strike out the words 
“or open accounts made, passed, or contracted in the course of his busi- 
ness;’’ and in line 17 to insert the word ‘‘was’’ instead of ‘‘ were,”’ 
which is required to make the sentence grammatical if the first amend- 
ment be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 33, lines 15 and 16, it is proposed to 
strike out the words ‘‘or open accounts made, passed, or contracted in 
the course of his business;’’ and in line 17 to strike out ‘“‘were’’ and 
insert ‘‘ was;’’ so as to read: 

Or has suspended and not resumed payment of his commercial 
period of thirty days after the same was payable. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. In section 34, line 8, I move to strike out the words 
“by the next mail” and insert ‘‘forthwith.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, In section 34, line 8, it is p to strike 
out the words ‘by the next mail” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘*forthwith;’’ so as to read: 

lun: , the ition for adju on may be 
pied wilh a ci eae ame anil oad te eons forthwith to the clerk of 
court. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. In section 35, line 36, I move to insert, before the word 
t‘ the,” where it occurs the first time, the word ‘‘all;’’ and in the same 
line t6 strike out the words ‘‘ consenting are the only 37? and 
in line 37, after the word ‘‘ interested,” to insert the words “‘ have had 
opportunity to appear and prosecute the petition; ’’ so as to read: 

- All parties interested have had opportunity to appear and prosecute the peti- 
on, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 35, line 36, after the words “ satis- 
fied that,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘all;? and after the word “‘ par- 
ties,” where it first occurs in the same line, to strike out the words 
*‘ consenting are the only parties;” and after the word ‘‘interested,”’ in 
the next line, to insert *‘ have had opportunity to appear and prosecute 
the petition; ’’ so as to read: 

If the issue is found against the petitioners, the petition shall be dismissed, 
but it shall not be dismissed for want of prosecution, or by consent of parties, 
unless the judge is satisfied that all parties interested have had 


appear and prosecute the petition, or that the acts of bankruptcy 
committed, &c, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HOAR. In section 42, line 21, I move to strike out the words 
“levy, seizure;’’ so as to read: 


And every attachmen: ishment or lien u the 
margi oy garn t, charge, n aatia pon prop- 


The amendment was agreed to. 


paper for a 


mity to 
ve not been 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould go back and strike out, in lines 16 and 17 of 
the same section, the words ‘‘and this whether judgments have been 
obtained or not.” I move that amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, in line 23 of the same section I move to strike 
out the word “‘judgment,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. In line 25, of the same section I move to strike out 
the word “‘levied.”’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I move tostrike out, in line 29, all after the word 
“appointment,” down to and including the word ‘‘ trustee,’’ in line 30. 
In the print of the bill that I have line 29 follows line 27 in number, 
but not in the text. The amendment begins, ‘‘And the money or 
pro in the hands of any officer,” &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

-The CHIEF CLERK. In line 28 of the same section it is moved, after 
the word ‘‘appointment,”’ to strike out all down to and including the 
word ‘‘trustee,’’ in line 30; as follows: 

And the money or property in the hands of any officer arising from such levy 
or seizure, before payment to the creditor, shall be the property of the trustee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move, in line 32 of that section, to strike out ‘‘levy.”’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the words ‘‘judgment or seizure,” 
in line 33, and insert the word ‘tor’? after ‘*lien;’’ so as to read: 

Any such lien or attachment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I moveto strike out, in line 34, the words “ was levied 
or,” at the beginning of the line. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let section 42 as amended be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section as amended will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Let thereading begin.at line 13, where the amendments 


n. ; i 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ang the trustees shall haye the right to avoid any transfer which the judg- 
megf creditors or other creditors of the bankrupt, or any of them, might, by any 
waf or means, haye avoided; and the estate in his hands shall not be subject to 
any liens, pa, bees or incumbrances which, for want of record or otherwise, 
would not then have been valid as against the creditors of the bankrupt, or any 


y 


of the 
respect to lie 

‘witieh 1i was laid, inearres in good Yalth shall'be a nog pond Se reels 

affected thereby. : 

Mr. HOAR. Now, in section 45, line 8, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘the wife of the bankrupt or’’ and all the rest of the section 
after the word ‘‘manner,’’ in line 12. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 45, line 8, it is to strike out 
the words ‘‘the wife of the bankruptor;’’ and in line 12, after the word 
‘f manner,” to strike out all down to and including the word “‘attend- 
ance,” in line 15, as follows: 

Jf the bankrupt’s wife fail to attend after due notice, the bankrupt shall not be 
entitled to a discharge, unless he proves to the satisfaction of the court that he 
was unable to procure her attendance. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. Now in section 67 at the end of the section I move to 
add these words: 

And may admit any claim which may be duly established by competent evi- 
dence in cases where the proof requi by section 66 can not 

I will state that section 66 requires an oath to be administered to the 
creditor or some duly authorized agent or attorney of his as prelimi- 
nary to the proof. Now, suppose a man were absent in the t, or 
were where he could not be reached, his then place of abode not being 
known, and a promissory note against the debtor were left in the hands 
of some one, unless he made him an agent to prove his claim there 
might be doubt whether that claim could be proven at all without the 
form of oath prescribed in: section 66, a searching oath to the conscience 
of the creditor. So it seems proper to provide that the court may ad- 
mit a claim which is proved by competent evidence. 

The amendment was to. 

i a HOAR. In section 78 I move to strike out all the section after 
ine 30. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The fact that a transfer was not made in the ordinary course of the debtor's 
business shall be prima facie evidence of fraud on his part and of s reasonable 
cause of belief thereof b 


y the other party. 


The period of six months shall be reckoned in the same manner as herein 
provided in respect to acts of bankruptey. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. HOAR. -Now, in section 82, line 10, I move to strike out after 
the word “or” the words down to “‘he,’’ in line 12. - 

ga PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be re- 

rted, 
P The CHIEF CLERK. In section 82, line 10, after the word ‘“‘or,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out all down to and including the word “‘he,’’ in 
line 12, as follows: 

Being a trader whose annual transactions exceed $5,000, he has failed to keep 
proper books of accounts, or that he. 

So as to read: 

Or bas without valid excuse failed to obey any order of the court, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. In the same section I desire to amend a mistake in the 
printing simply. In line 17 there should be a period after the word 

‘credit, and the next word ‘‘the’’ should begin with a capital letter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made unless 
there is objection. 

Mr. HOAR. In section 102, line 4, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ I move 
to insert the words “ knowingly and fraudulently." I think that is 
the intent of the section now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be re- 

rted. 

Porhe CHIEF CLERK. In line 4 of section 102, after the word “‘shall,”’ 
it is proposed to insert the words ‘“‘ knowingly and fraudulently;”’ so 
as to read: 

That any person who shall knowingly and fraudulently present any false or 
fictitious or substantially exaggerated debt or claim for proof against the estate 
of a bankrupt, or who shall knowingly and fraudulently use any false, fictitious, 
or exaggerated claim in composition, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Insection 108, I move to strike out after the word ‘‘ per- 
son,” in line 7, all down to the word.‘‘chancery,’’ in line 12. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


And no judge shall appoint any person to office under this act who holds any 
other office of profit or emolument under the laws of any State or under the 
laws of the United States, excepting justices of the peace, notaries public, com- 
missioners of deeds, and masters in chancery. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I move to strike out sections 33, 

35, and 36, being all that part of the bill which provides for involun- 
tary bankruptcy. 

I am ready to vote for a bill which allows the unfortunate debtor to 
start again in life by a surrender of all his estate and getting a release 
from hisdebts; but I am not prepared to vote for an involuntary scheme 
of bankruptcy, especially if it be characterized as this is by very harsh 
proceedings. I call the attention of the Senate to some of them, so 
that we may know exactly what we are doing. 

I will premise what I have to say, however, by stating that I have 
no very strong faith I shall succeed in the motion which I have made; 
but I believe it to be my duty to make it and present my reasons to the 
Senate for the adoption of the amendment as being just and proper. 

In the first place, Mr. President, the whole theory of these sections 
is based upon a fallacy which I believe to be a great wrong to the people 
of this country. That fallacy, as claimed by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, is this, that when a man becomes insolvent he ceases to be the 
owner of his property; that it then becomes the right and the proprie- 
torship of those whom he owes. That is not true by our law as it now 
is, and it is such a wrong that it ought not to be enacted into a Jaw. 
It is peculiarly wrong in America, it is peculiarly contrary to the genius 
of our institutions and to the habits, the history, and the aspirations of 
our people. The common law is sound and good enough for us. Ido 
not desire to change it. That law is that when a man becomes in- 
debted and is insolvent he still remains the owner, the absolute pro- 
prietor of his property. 

It is true that that proprietorship is clothed with an equitable trust 
which he is obliged to preserve, but the ownership of his property, the 
ma ent of the property, the disposition of the property within 
legal rules belongs to him and not to his creditors, so that aman being 
in insolvent circumstances has no right to be generous at the mse 
of the creditor. He can not give away that which belongs to him so 
as to affect their rights; but he has the right in nearly every State in 
the American Union to so and control that property, without 
depriving any of his creditors of the benefit of it, without secreting it 
for the benefit of himself and family; with these exceptions he has the 
right to manage it as a trust for the benefit of his creditors. 

This bill steps rightin and says that when a man. becomes insolvent 
he is either a knave or a fool; that he is not after that time to be al- 
lowed his ordinary rights secured to him by the law of the land to man- 
age his property. It isto betaken outofhis hand and putwhere? Put 
in the management of a court, which of all places, of all tribunals, of 
all agencies known to the human race, is the least fit to manage it with 
success. It is proposed to put it in the handsof a judge, and to put it 
in the hands of men who feel no interest in the preservation of his 
honor or in the increase of his assets, whose sole interest is official. 


Complying with the law, they think they have discharged all that is in- 
cumbent on them. 

Now, I say that idea is the foundation of this bill; that when a man 
becomes insolvent he is to be treated either as a knave who will rob 
his creditors, who will not make a fair and just disposition of his prop- 
erty for the benefit of those to whom he is indebted, or that he is a fool 
ook incapable of so doing. 

I am not willing to vote for a bill which is founded upon any such 
principle. Iam not willing to say to the people of America that when 
misfortune overtakes them, when they are unable by reason of some 
calamity over which they have no control and for which they are not 
responsible, some calamity produced it may be by the Government 
itself perhaps, sometimes produced by the agents of the Government, 
the banks—I say Iam not willing to say to the people of America 
when thus circumstanced, when they find themselves unable to meet 
at the day or within thirty days thereafter their obligations, that they 
shall no longer be trusted, that the management of their affairs shall 
be taken from them and given to a court. 

A man who has the slightest knowledge of the habits, of the private 
history of the American people knows that it is a part of the history 
of every successful man, every energetic, pushing man, that some time 
in his life, for causes for which he is not responsible and over which 
he has no control, he may be unable to meet his obligations according 
to their letter, and yet that same man being left to manage his own 
property, to devote his own talents, his own energy, his own manage- 
ment to it, may be enabled afterward to pay every debt he owes and 
save the estate for himself. That is true; and it is a part of the glory 
of our institutions, of the blessings by which we are surrounded, that 
men thus circumstanced have the power, the ability to wrestle with ad- 
verse fortune and finally save themselves. This bill prohibits this. It 


‘says to the trader, ‘‘ Whenever you remain thirty days in default on 


your commercial paper or on open accounts ”— 

Mr. HOAR. That is stricken out. 

Mr. GEORGE. When? 

Mr, HOAR. Just now. 

Tt. GEORGE. Struck ont this morning? How is it now? 
. HOAR. ‘Open accounts”’ are stricken out altogether. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then on his commercial paper; and I can not see 
any justice in striking the one out and leaving the other to stand. If 
it isa debt, it is a debt. If he has agreed to pay it orally and it rests 
on an open account, he is as much bound in law, in honor, and in de- 
cency to pay it as if he had given his note. It is only a difference in 
evidence, as my friend from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] suggests. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me for saying a word at that 
point? I do not wish to interrupt his speech or engage in a debate. 

The difference is precisely this: that when the commercial paper is 
given both the creditor and the debtor know that they are putting the 
debt into a form which is privileged within the operation of the bank- 
ruptcy law. If they have an open account they know that it is not. 

Mr. GEORGE. If an open account is by this bill brought within 
the operation of the bankrupt law, each party would know it just as 
much as he would in the case of commercial paper. It is only a ques- 
tion of knowing the law, and under our system every man is presumed 
to know the law. 

A man then having given his note, if he is thirty days in default he 
is put into bankruptey. It is understood and was decided by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States under the old bankruptcy law that 
a default on commercial paper for the time specified in the act consti- 
tutes legal insolvency, and ifa man were worth $100,000 and went to 
protest and remained under protest forthirty days for but $10,000, he 
would be no longer entitled to manage his estate—he became legally 
insolvent. 

That does not suit the people of this country. It docs not suit the 
agricultural people of this country, of any part of it. Especially it 
does not suit the agricultural people of the South and West. I will 
state to the Senate how those traders carry on business in the South- 
ern States so that they may know how unjust the provision of this bill 
is. I will take my own State, which I suppose illustrates all of them. 
A large portion of the agricultural laborers there are colored people. 
They rent lands; they do not hire themselves to work. There are very 
few laborers in Mississippi working on the farms as laborers for wages. 
They rent lands, and a great many of them rent mules and agricult- 
ural implements; and then they get their supplies from the country 
merchant, commencing in the beginning of the year. He supplies 
them from time to time until the crop is gathered, when his debt is 
paid. 

The country merchant buys goods from the North. A bad season 
comes; the price of cotton falls, as it did this year, from 10 to 7 cents a 
pound. His country customers are unable to meet their debts this year, 
though perfectly good, and he is unable to keep his engagements in New 
York and Boston. Yet he is perfectly solvent. There are no banks 
there to loan him money. There is no extra money in the country to 
borrow; what is to be done? He defaults on his note, and he is a 
bankrupt, when he is worth three or four or five times the amount of 
the debt for which he is put into bankruptcy. He has started with 
these colored people to supply them through the year. He fails in June. 
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He has advanced them half enough to make the crop. His store is 


closed. He has mo on thesecrops. The result is that failing to 
be able to furnish supplies until the end of the season he fails to col- 
lect one dollar from his customers. They must resort to some one else 
or they must abandon the fields they have undertaken to cultivate. 
Either one thing or the other must be done; either these laborers, these 
tenants who have rented these lands must, when the merchant who has 
undertaken to supply them for the year fails and is unable to supply 
them further, abandon the crop which they have planted or they must 
get somebody else to supply them. Nobody else will supply them as 
long as this prior lien exists on the crops. 

Then again other calamities occur. An overflow comes, a storm, a 
long drought comes, and the country merchant who has his credit out 
among the agricultural people fails on that account to be able to get 
the means to keep his engagements, and yet with another crop, with 
another season, the debts are made good and very nearly all made good. 
But under this bill, whenever an occasion of that sort occurs, there is 
trouble. The merchant’s credits are taken and sold by the trustee in 
Lor i a he pays, perhaps, 50 cents in the dollar and isruined him- 


Then I object to this bill because it makes it an act of bankruptcy 
for a man to exercise his right accorded to him by the law of his State 
to prefer one creditor to another. Itis not necessary for me to remark 
to the Senate how essential it is sometimes for a man in failing circum- 
stances, how his honor requires, that heshould pay one man in prefer- 
ence to another, Atall events itis a right accorded to him by thelaw 
of nearly every State in this Union, and yet if he does anything of that 
sort he is made subject to these involuntary p i 

But then again, upon a point on which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts and myself disagree materially, there is a provision in this billof 
this very extraordinary character: 

Or who, being insolvent, makes a preference to any creditor as hereinafter de- 
fined, or makes an assignment for the benefit of existing creditors, with or 
without preferences, shall be deemed to have committed an act of bankruptcy. 

When the question was up a few days ago the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] animadverted with some severity upon this provision of 
the bill. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] in response to 
that said that an assignment of that sort was void by the common law. 
I took issue with him upon that point, and I propose now to show that 
I was right and that the Senator from Massachusetts was wrong. I 
a read a well-recognized authority upon this subject; I read from 

ump: 

AAS COLTE they Ga tt tails to O KONGA and PONTOS © TORTNE tran for tos 
debtor, But if the trust is for their benefit, the law presumes their assent to it 
until the contrary is shown. 

- That is where all the creditors reject it, upon the plain principle that 
you can not convey anything to anybody without his consent. You 
can not create a debt without the consent of the creditor; you can not 
make a conveyance of land without the consent of the tee; you can 
not even pay a debt already created, to pay which you are under a legal 
obligation, without the creditor’s consent. You may tender it to him 
and he may reject it. The debt is not paid by the tender. The only 
legal consequence resulting from a tender is simply a suspension of the 
interest until such time as the creditor accepts it. But says this same 
author: 

The refusal of one or more creditors to accept does not render the deed in- 
valid as to other creditors who desire to claim a benefit under it. 

So, Mr. President, an assignment for the benefit of creditors, which 
is condemned by this bill even when made without any preference, is 
not void at common law as asserted by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. It is good at common law, and has so been pronounced by every 
jurist of any prominence in this country who has spoken on the sub- 
ject. I read next from a decision made by Chief-Justice Marshall: 


ara to creditors generally. 

\ Here is what Chief-Justice Marshall says upon that: 
irene bok ap Fok bey ae Set a a man’s property is per se fraudulent has 

| Much less decided. 

The right to make it results from that absolute ownership which every man 
claims over that which is his own, 

Recognized everywhere except in this bankruptcy bill, which says 
that when a man becomes insolvent he does not own his property. 

Mr. MAXEY. Allow me to suggest that at common law a debtor 
has a right to make preference to creditors, if he does so in good faith. 
The question is of good faith and not of right. = 

Mr. GEORGE. Thatisvery true. The Senator from Massachusetts, 
however, charged that an assignment for the benefit of creditors with 
or without preference was void at common law. Chief-Justice Mar- 
shall says: 

\ The right to make it results from that absolute ownership which every man 


claims over that which is his own. That it is a circumstance entitled to consid- 
cration, and in many cases to weighty consideration, is not to be controverted. 

Here is another decision, the case of Mayer et al. vs. Hellman, de- 
cided in 1875, and under the operation of the old bankrupt law, in the 
Supreme Court of the United States: 

The validity of the claim of the assignee in bankruptcy depends, as a matter 
of course, upon the legality of the assignment made under the laws of Ohio. 
Independently of the bankrupt act there could be no serious question raised as 
to its legality. The power which eve: over his own pro: y 
would justify any such d ition as did not interfere with the existing rights 
of others; and an equal ribution by a debtor of his property among his 
creditors, when to meet the demands of all in full, would be deemed not 
only a legal proceeding, but one entitled to commendation, 

Condemnation, however, by the bill now under consideration—‘‘ com- 
mendation’’ in the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
but condemnation in the opinion of the Senator from Massachusetts 
and the bill which he is now pressing before the Senate. Then says the 
court: 

Creditors havea right to call for the application of the property of their debtor 


to the satisfaction of their just demands; but, unless there are special circum- 


stances giving priority of right to the demands of one creditor over another, the 
rule of G bog would require the equal and ratable distribution of the debtor's 
property for the benefit of all of them. And so— 

Here is the very point of it: - 

Whenever such a disposition has been voluntarily made by the debtor, the 
courts in this country have uniformly expressed their approbation of the pro- 
ceeding. The hinderance and delay to particular creditors in their efforts to 
reach before others the property of the debtor, that may follow such a convey- 
ance, are regarded as unavoidable incidents to a just and lawful act, which in 
no respect impair the validity of the transaction. 

And soon. I will read some more: 


It would be— 


Says the Supreme Court in the case from which I am reading— 


It would be in the highest degree injurious to the community to have the va- 
lidity of business transactions with debtors, in which it is interested, subject to 
the contingency of being assailed by subsequent proceedings in bankruptcy. 
Unless, therefore, a transaction is void inst creditors independently of the 
provisions of the bankrupt act, its validity is not Bas wren to contestation by the 
assignee, where it took place at the period prescri by the statute anterior to 
the proceedings in bankru . Theassignment in this case was not a proceed- 
ing, as already said, in hostility to the creditors, but for their benefit. 


There an assignment for the benefit of the creditors generally and 
equally, which the Senator from Massachusetts says the common law 
condemned and which the Supreme Court says the law does not con- 
demn, was actually commended as a just and righteous and proper pro- 
ceeding. That is a case in 91 United States Reports. Now I will read 
another, because the Senator from Massachusetts is a distinguished law- 
yer and generally very accurate in his statements and he gave a very 
positive opinion against what I regard as the law, and I desire to show 
where the truth is. In the case of Reed vs. McIntyre, 98 United States 
Reports, 509, an assignment made by one William H. Shuey was there 
attacked. The court say: 

The rightof a debtor at common law to devote his whole estate to the satisfac- 
tion of the claims of creditors results, as Mr. Chief-Justice Marshall declares, 
“from that absolute owership which every man claims over that which is his 
own.” 

Citing the very case to which I have already called attention. 

ments of property for such purposes, not made with 4 
Pc 73 atraud exaditers: were upheld at common law, eget ych pase 
creditors were preferred in the bution of the debtor's effects. Nor, accord- 
ing to the doctrines of the common law, could the validity of the assignment to 
Combs he assailed, simply because its effect was to prevent the appellant from 
obtaining 
creditors. 

And a great deal more to the same effect. So that this provision of 
the common law, that it is just and right when a man is in failing cir- 
cumstances to allow him to make an assignment for the benefit of his 
creditors equally is, as the Supreme Court say, a just, right, and com- 
mendable action; but it is by this bill made a ground of putting a man 
into barkruptcy, as a rule for the free citizens of this country 
that when they become insolvent they shall not have the right to do of 
their own will and by their own action that which the bankrupt law 
says shall be done for them. In other words, by the common law of 
this land a debtor in failing circumstances may divide his property 
out ater Po creditors equally—it is his duty to do it—and yet this 
bankrupt ill, which has the reason for its being that there shall be an 
equal distribution of the debtor’s assets among the creditors, says if he 
does it it is an act of bankruptcy, for which he may be proceeded against 
and his property taken from him and wasted in bankrupt ings. 
That is not right. It is unjust. It is substituting, as I have inti- 
mated already, the worst of all possible agencies for the agency of the 
man himself. This bankruptcy bill does not allow a man after he be- 
comes insolvent to remain honest. It presumes him to be dishonest, 
and if he undertakes to discharge the obligations which he owes to his 
creditors in the very identical mode which this bankruptcy bill pro- 
vides he shall, that is, by making an equal distribution of his assets 
among his creditors, this bill says, ‘‘ You have done an unlawful thing, 
and we will capture your estate and turn you out and give the admin- 
istration of your estate to somebody else.” 5 

Mr. President, I have named the fandamental objection which I have 
to these clauses authorizing oe in involuntary bankruptcy. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the sits down I wish to ask him if he 


by judgment and execution a priority and preference over other 
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understands that the debtor can make an assignment to his creditors 
which reserves any of the property to himself before any of the credit- 
ora are paid—that is, in trust, to pay a part of it to himself? 

Mr. GEORGE. It isa fundamental principle in the law of all as- 
signments by insolvents that nothing shall be reserved in the assign- 
ment for the benefit of the debtor; but that does not mean this, and I 
also wish the Senator to understand it that it does not prevent a debtor 
in making an assignment from leaving altogether out of the assignment 
a Reve of his property. That is a very different principle. The 
debtor may make an assignment, in exact accordance with the decisions 
which I have read, for the benefit of all his creditors equally, or for the 
benefit of a part in preference and to the balance equally, transferring 
only that portion of his estate which is not by law exempt from execu- 
tion. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish in conducting this bill, 
when so many important measures are pressing upon the attention of 
the Senate, to take up any considerable time in debate myself. I sub- 
mitted the bill without any discussion in the beginning, it had been 
discussed so fully heretofore. But I wish to say in a few sentences, if 
I can have the attention of the gentlemen who are present, that I am 
willing, without arrogating much capacity to myself—I very 
little compared with other Senators—to undertake to prove against all 
contradiction and all comers that this bill, looked at simply as a matter 
for the interest of the debtor, treating the creditor as having no rights 
that a white man is bound to respect, does the debtor more good than 
the absence of this bill can in an peon do. 

In the first place it gives the debtor a discharge from all debts due 
to persons outside of his own State, which he can not get in any man- 
ner known to the Constitution of the United States otherwise. In the 
next place it gives him as exempt from theclaim of creditors everything 
that his State either now or hereafter may choose to exempt. In the 
next place it makes an exemption liberal and humane, whether the 
States make the exemption or not, and in addition to their exemption 
ordinarily, of $500 to himself anda certain amount for the support of his 
family. Inthenextplaceit provides that the court may permit his busi- 
ness to be carried on for a year, and it is proposed to extend it forayear 
more before we get through, which soy one man under the attachment 
or execution law of the State may stopin the absence of a bankrupt law. 
In the next place it provides for a composition by order of a majority 
of his creditors, which can not be done without a bankrupt law unless 
every single creditor agrees, In thenext place it enables him to make 
a hundred times settlements on paying a percentage on a bargain with 
his creditors, which any one man who can jump on under the State at- 
tachment law and get the preference may stop withoutit. In other 
words, if I am an insolvent, an unfortunate debtor in failing circum- 
stances, and my next-door neighbor knows that he can jump on to me 
first and secure all my property for himself to the extent of his debt, 
leaving out other creditors, he will not consent to let me pay 50 cents 
on the dollar, although that is all I can pay; and so with the next man, 
and the next. Butif he knows that his attachment will not do him 
any good, and that if he has got it other creditors will come in and say, 
‘You must divide this equally with us or you may have a composition 
under the direction-of a court, or your debtor will be allowed to go on 
and manage his business for one year and again another year and your 
debtor will get a good deal more exemption under the bankrupt law 
than he will under the State law,” the Shylock will consent. 

Then hereis another thing in this bankruptcy bill which does not be- 
long toand which can not be had under any other system: The laborer 
gets his wages as a preferred debt. Ifa great manufacturer or a great 

lanter fails, every dollar of his estate goes to his laborers before his 
aarp creditors get anything, and that isanother humane proposition. 

Mr. GEORGE, Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
interrupt him ? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; with a question, not a speech. 

Mr. GEORGE. Nospeech. I desire to call the attention of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to that point about preference to laborers. 

Mr. HOAR. I would rather you would do that afterI get through. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. Allow me to say that although the 
bankruptcy law gives them a preference out of the estate of the debtor, 
yy the assignee or the trustee, it does not allow the debtor 


to court. 

Mr. HOAR. The debtor very likely does not want to pay them; 
who knows? This bill gives tothese workmen the absolute legal right 
to that property against all mankind, and the Senator from Mississippi 
says, ‘‘You can have it if your debtor chooses, and if your debtor does 
not you can not.’? That is the difference. 

Then, Mr. President, the Senator says that I was wrong in the state- 
ment I made the other day, that a substitution for the remedy given 
by law by the debtor of an assignment of his own was void at common 
law. But whether that be true or not, that is not the point that de- 
termines thisbill. The debtor cannot make his voluntary assignment, 
as the Senator just admitted in answer to my question, and keep under 
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it anything for himself. I do not mean that he can not leave out a 
part of his property from the assignment, but he can not say that the 
trustee shall pay over to him any portion of the estate; and therefore, 
if he makes such an assignment and puts in a provision for himself it 
is void, as the Senator admits. If he does not put init that part ofhis 
estate which this bill secures to him, every creditor may hop on to him 
by an attachment or a seizure or an execution and takeitaway. I 
say, if he does put in as a reservation what the bill gives to him his 
assignment is void, as the Senator just admitted; and if he does put it 
in, it is there exposed to the first creditor who comesalong. This bill 
absolutely secures it to him. 

Mr. GEORGE, But suppose he leaves out of the assignment the 

TO exempt by law? 

Mr. HOAR. But this bill gives him more than the property exempt 
by law. It gives him all that; it gives him $500 for himself besides; 
it gives him a provision for the reasonable maintenance of his family 
for a certain time; and in addition to that it secures the opportunity, 
if it is thought best, for his business to go on for one year or two years, 
so that his laborers will not be turned out of employment and so that 
he may recover himself. 

There is but one interest that this involuntary part of the bill attacks, 
which is the interest of the man who says, ‘‘I am going to get the whole 
of this property for myself. It is better for the debtor, it is better for 
the laborer, it is better for the debtor’s family, it is better for his chance 
to go on and pay his debts and recover himself; but there is one man 
that it is not good for, and that is the fellow who stands by and says 
“I will attach or seize on execution the whole of this man’s property 
and put it in my own pocket, and the rest of his creditors may whistle, 
and he shall whistle for his discharge.” 

Why, Mr. President, what is this thing that my friend from Missis- 
sippi makes so much talk about in relation to taking away from a man 
the right to make an assignment himself? Suppose I am in debt and” 
a bankrupt, and can not pay over 50 cents on the dollar, who are the 
people who ought to have the right to say who shall be the agent who 
shall manage that 50 cents’ worth and make the division of the part 
that the creditors are to have? Should the creditors who own it or 
the debtor who doesnot own it and has got through with it? He has 
no interest in it under any system of law, whether this bankruptcy bill 
passes or not. I thinkif itis a thousand dollars I owe which is to be di- 
vided between my friend from Mississippi and my friend from Ohio, itis 
a little more reasonable for those two gentlemen to say whom they will 
employ to divide it than it is to leave it to me, although it is the pay- 
ment of a debt which I owe to these two gentlemen; and that is all 
there is in this argument. 

If there is anything in this bill that is inhumane or oppressive on 
the debtor, I say that in one, two, three, ten important particulars this 
involuntary part of the bankrupt law, as well as the voluntary part, 
confers on the debtor rights which he can not get under our Constitu- 
tion in any other way. It gives him in the first place his freedom and 
the right to stand up and be a man again, and not have the chain of a 
perpetual indebtedness about his limbs ever after. It gives him $500 
to put in his pocket; it gives him the maintenance of his family forsix 
months; it gives him a chance to go on in business; it saves him from 
having his estate gobbled up by one attaching creditor after another, 
making the costs swell up his burden in addition to the debt; and the 
only thing that it does not do, and which it will not do, and which it 
should not do, is that it says the men who live next door shall notstand 
by and attach this man’s property and swell the burden of costs, leav- 
ing the creditors at a distance to go without. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, Iam very glad to hear that this bill 
is in the interest of thedebtor. I have been unable to findout myself 
that it was so. The Senator from Massachusetts says that this is more 
liberal to the debtor than the State insolvent laws and the State ex- 
ore laws, and the Senator claims great credit because of this 

use: 


And the court may allow the bankrupt a sum of money not exceeding $500 
for his support pending the proceedings, if his circumstances require it. 
The 


The court may do it. The law does not give it to the debtor. 
law allows the judge to give a man who owns property $500 of it if he 
sees proper, and that is the great benevolence and the great bounty of 
this ptey law! 

Then again the Senator from Massachusetts said it was a great thing 
for the laborers of the country, that it gives them an absolute lien and 
preference upon bankrupt estates. Ido not know what the law of 
Massachusetts is upon that subject, but I can tell the Senator what the 
law of Mississippi is upon that point. Every mechanic in Mississippi 
has a lien upon the work, the house, the building, or the structure of 
any sort upon which he labors. Further, every agricultural laborer in 
the State of Mississippi has a lien upon the crop until his wages are 


paid. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. This bill preserves all 
that expressly, and says that every lien that exists shall be preserved. 
And it says in addition to the laborer, if the crops burn, or the man 

ts it out of the place, or the house burns, yon shall have the first 

ien on all the rest of his property. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Letmeanswer the Senator. The difference between 
the Senator and myself is this: When this bill was up two years ago I 
offered an amendment which was opposed by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts and voted down, which allowed the insolvent owing his labor- 
ers to pay them their debts outof his estate without its being an act of 
bankruptcy. Itwasvoted down. You compel the laborer to whom a 
debt of ten, fifteen, twenty, thirty, forty, or fifty dollars may be due 
to employ a lawyer, to await the dilatory proceedings of bankruptcy, 
to go 100 or 150 miles to the court, and then await the good easy time 
of the bankruptcy proceedings in order to get his money. 

I venture to say that a laborer having money due him by a bankrupt 
will not, under this bill, in one case out of a hundred, be ever able to 
get one dollar in the way of dividend from the bankrupt trustee under 
the period of twelve months, and then only after the payment of a 
lawyer. That is a great boon to the laborer, isit not? Here is a bank- 
rupt who owes him. Here is a bankrupt who knows he ought to have 
the money. Here is a laborer who depends on his daily or weekly 

for his living. The bankrupt becomes insolvent without his 
knowledge. The bankrupt is willing to give him his ; he wants 
to give him his wares; he knows the laborer would to have it; 
and yet by this b if he pays one dollar to a laborer it is an act of 
bankruptcy, and if the laborer knows he is insolvent and accepts the 
money he will be compelled by the bankrupt court to surrender it. 
That is a great boon to the laborers of this country, is it not? Turn- 
ing them over to the CIRT procredings of the bankrupt court, to a 
lawsuit to recover wages which they ought to have at the end of every 
week in order to live. 
oi HOAR. The bill provides for all that in section 73, which de- 

res: 


That the court may, at any time after the adjudication, order 
whole or in part, of privileged debts, according to their rank, wi 
eclaration of a di k% 


Mr. GEORGE. Yes, ‘“‘thecourt may ” do it, but will the court do it? 
Mr. HOAR. Always. ; 
knows what the courts will do? They have 


ent, in 
ut formal 


Mr. GEORGE. Who 
got to convert the assets of the bankrupt into money; they have got to 
pay what fees are due, and then these laborers have to employ a law- 
yer, prove their cl send it up to the court, and then if there is any 
money in hand, and the court sees proper to do it, the court may give 
them their money. 

Mr. HOAR. There is a list of the creditors handed in at the time 
the bankrupt f george. begins, showing who they are. If he does not 
do it he would not be discharged. The court then orders the debts to 
be paid. 

Mr. GEORGE. The court can not order a single debt to be paid 
until it is proved. 

Mr. HO. The Senator will permit me, because I have had a 
good deal of personal experience in administering a law like this. 

Mr. GEORGE. So havelI, and I never knew a bankrupt estate con- 
ducted in my life without ruining everybody, creditor and debtor. 

Mr, HOAR. That has not been the experience in our State. Our 
people have been entirely satisfied, and the laboring classes more than 
anybody else. If the Senator means to say that there is no knowing 
what the court will do, that is applicable to all laws. We must not 
have any laws if we can not trust our courts. But under the provis- 
ion, as I have seen it administered all my life, there was a list of the 
workmen, their wages, to whom to be paid, &c. This is the first bill 
that ever gave them all their in full, The old law gave them 
their wages for three months in full, not exceeding $100. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator know how the provision comes in 
this bill about giving them their wages? It was done on my motion. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator is making his excellent speech to show 
how high an opinion we ought to have of him I will agree to it, as 
everybody will who hears him. It is a most excellent provision; Iam 
very glad the Senator put it in; but I was talking about a provision 
the Senator has not put in his own good one, and I thought he was 
groan os as insufficient. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam attacking it; I am attacking the bill because 
it does not contain another provision which I undertook to put in, and 


that was that the bankrupt himself might discharge these debts to his | © 


laborers, 

The Senator from Massachusetts says all these debts are returredina 
schedule by the debtor, and the court hasnothing todo but to look at the 
schedule and order the debts to be paid. I say that is not the provis- 
ion of the bill. Isay that no man—and I call the Senator’s attention 
to it—that no creditor can be paid until he has proved his debt accord- 
ing to the forms laid down in this bill. We all knowhow these small 
debts due to laborers are postponed. The courtis held 100 or 150 miles 
in Southern and Western States from the place of the laborers’ resi- 
dence. They never see the assignee and never see the court, and some 
little speculator goes around and offers for a certain percentage, one- 
half or two-thirds, to collect their debt. So this bill instead of being 
in favor of the laborer is directly against his interest. 

I do not care to say anything more on that point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
Mississippi on the table, the debate being over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] moves to lay on the table the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. i 

Mr. GEORGE. Iask for the yeas and nays on that motion, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Several Senators. Let the amendment be read. 
age pa wap oa anena is to strike mae all the sections o 

e bill which provide for involuntary proceedings in bankruptcy. It 
is simply to test the sense of the Senate on that question. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis not necessary to read those sections. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to lay on the table the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. ` 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. If he were present, I should vote 

nay. 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. JONES, of Arkansas] is paired with the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Harrison]. If my colleague were here, he would vote 
"nay, 

Mr. MOPHERSON (when his name.was called). Iam paired with 
my colleague [Mr. SEWELL]. Ido not know how he would vote on 
this question, but I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MAXEY (when his name was called). 


I am paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 


he were present, I should 


vote “‘ nay.” 
Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 


Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If he were present, I should vote 
t‘yea” on this motion. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Voorures]. Ido not know how he would vote. There- 
fore I refrain from voting. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. MILLER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. CHACE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], and withdraw my vote. 

Ir. KENNA (after having voted in the negative). I'am paired with 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABrn]. I withdraw my vote and 
announce the pair. 

Mr. BERRY. Iwas requested by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] to announce that he was paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE]. If he were present, the Senator from Kentucky would 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL, I was requested by the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] to announce his pair with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ManpERSON]. The Senator from Kentucky, if present, 
would vote ‘‘nay.”’ à 

Mr. HALE. My colleague [Mr. FRYE] is paired with the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—i1. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Palmer, 
Blair, Dolph, McMillan, Wilson of Iowa, 
Bowen, Edmun Morrill, 
NAYS—21. 
Berry, Conger, Ingalls, Van W; s 
Brown, Eustis, Mitchell of Oreg., Wal l, 
Butler, Geo: Plumb, Whitthorne. 
all, Hampton, Pugh, 

Cockrell, Teller, 

ke, Hearst Vance, 

; ABSENT—4. 
Allison, Gibson, Mahone, *  Riddleberger, 
k, Gorman, Manderson, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Gray, xey, Saulsbury, 
en, Hale, McPherson, Sa 
Cameron, Harrison, Miller, Sewell, 
Š wot; A pat HA tome of Pa., S 
‘olquit ones of Arkansas, Morgan. pooner, 
om, ; Jones of Florida, Payne, ; Stanford, 

Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Pike, - Vest, 
Fair, Kenna, Piatt, Voorhees, 
Frye, Logan, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quorum voting. The 
roll of Senators will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and 49 Senators responded 
to their names. During the call, Š 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY] was 
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called home at the last of the week and that he will not be present in 
the Senate until to-morrow. ns 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The question recurs on the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] to lay on the 
table-the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. The yeas and nays will be called on this motion. 

bah geared Bohai pore a 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. Imay have to 
vote to make a quorum, but I withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] on all questions. 

Mr, COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. EvArts]. On this question, if he were here, 


I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
I am paired with the 


Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 
Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). 
orm from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ if not 
I am paired with 


Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). 
my igor yall SEWELL]. 

Mr. (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
atorfrom Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]; otherwise I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. MILLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

- Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘yea.”’ j 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], but I presume, on 
good authority, that he would vote on this bill and all amendments to 
it as I would. Therefore, I vote ‘‘nay” on this motion. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If I were at liberty to vote, I 
should vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a quorum present, but not 
a quorum voting. À 

r. HOAR. The vote has not been announced yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro t The Chair is so advised. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not rise to make a criticism on the Chair, but to 
state that there has been no formal or official discovery that we had not 
a quorum voting, and there is manifestly a quorum in the Chamber, I 
wish to inquire, therefore, of the Chair if it bein order for me to aska 
unanimous consent at this time? If it be, I ask unanimous consent 
the bill may stand over until to-morrow morning. It seems to me 
probable that this vote discloses the opinion of a majority of the Senate 


against the fundamental measure of the bill, andif I should remain of j 


that opinion to-morrow morning at this time, I should ask to postpone 
the bill until December or make some other provision which will be 
satisfactory to the Senate. Senators will see that that is a grave re- 
sponsibility for me to take without having the opportunity to consult 
with my associates in the Chamber. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill stand over until to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill stand over until to- 
morrow at 2 o'clock. There is a quorum present. The Chair has as- 
certained that fact by an absolute count. 

Mr. GIBSON. _I wish to vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Many Senators on both sides are 
paired with Senators who are absent. There is much more than a quo- 
rum present. Is there objection to the request of the Senator from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to say that with the consent of gentle- 
men I will vote on this motion so as to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘yea.’”’ 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest, also, that we proceed with the land bill, if 
Senators see fit. 

Mr. KENNA. Is there a quorum voting? - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is now a quorum voting. 

Mr. COKE. Iobject to consent being given to the proposition of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. Let the vote be announced. - 

The vote was announced—yeas 14, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—14. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Sherman, 
Allison, Dolph, McMillan, Wilson of Iowa. 
Blair, Edmunds, Morrill, 
Bowen, Hale, Palmer, 

NAYS—2. 
Beck, Eustis, Mitchell of Oreg., Vance, 
Berry, seorge, Payne, Van Wyck, 
Brown, Gibson, Plumb, Walthall, 
Butler, Hiampton, Pog. Whitthorne, 

1, Harris, Riddleberger, 

Cockrell, Hearst, Stanford, 
Conger, Ingalls, Teller, 


ABSENT—37. 

conan San Manders Sawyer, *' 

en, TA; rson, wyer, 
Cameron, TAR Maxey, Sewell, 
Chace, Hawley, Miller, Spooner, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Mitchell of Pa, Vest, 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Morgan, ‘oorhees, 
Cullom, Jonesof Nevada, Pike, Wilson of Md. 
Evarts, Kenna, Platt, 
Fair, L % Ransom, 
Frye, McPherson, Sabin, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this question the yeasare 14 and 


the nays25. So the motion to lay the amendment on the table is lost. 

Mr. HOAR. Does theSenator from Texas now, after the declaration 
of the vote, further object tomy suggestion? It is merely for the con- 
venience of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB, I think a motion I will make will probably answer 
the Senator’s purpose just as well. He will have no trouble in getting 
up the bill at any time a majority favors it. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 188, to prevent the acquisi- 
tion of real property by aliens. 

Mr. HOAR. That will answer my Pe just as well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The tor from Kansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 188. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 28th of May approved and signed the act (S. 767) for the relief of 


John Leathers. 
The message also announced that the President had on the 29th of 


es approved and signed’ the act (S. 2136) for the relief of Edward 
Fenlon. J 

The message further announced that the President had on this day 
approved and signed the following acts: 
An act (S. e granting a pension to H. R. Duke; 
An act (S. 1830) granting a pension to C. A. Bailey; and 
An act (S. 1484) to authorize the Kansas and Arkansas Valley Rail- 
way to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
wel for other purposes. 


M. ROMAHN— VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDNT pro laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate : ` 
I return herewith Senate bill No. 1441, entitled “An act grantin usion to 
Romahbn.” 


M. Ñ 
The pees named in this bill enlisted September 13, 1862,and was dis- 


He filed claim in the Pension Bureau December 5, 1882, alleging that in the 
winter of 1862, from being put on duty—standing guard excessively—he became 
afflicted with varicose veins. His army record shows no disability of any kind, 
though he served more than two years after the date at which he alleges his in- 
ury was incurred.. His application was rejected on the ground that no record 
of his Gorgany dng “wrt and that the evidence of the same filed upon such ap- 
plication was ent. 

Tho claim now made to Congress for relief is the same as that made to the 
Pension Bureau with the allegation added that in May, 1865, his breast and 
shoulder were injured by a railroad accident while he was on detail duty. 

If the latter-deseribed really existed itis exceeding strange that it found 
no place in his claim before the Pension Bureau; while the account given of the 
cause of his varicose veins must surprise those who are at all familiar 
with the character of that difficulty and the routine of army service. His con- 
tinued performance of military duty after he incurred this infirmity, the fact 
that he made no claim for pension on that account until twenty years passed, 
and the unsatisfactory evidence now produced to support his allegation tend to 
induce the suspicion that the decision of the Pension Bureau was entirely just 
and that this bill is not based upon substantial merits. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 

ExECUTIVE Manston, June 1, 1886. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


- Mr. PLUMB. Task leave at this time to present a resolution and 
that it be read, and then, as I understand the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. EDMUNDS], to whom I have shown it, would prefer to have it go to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, I shall ask for that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tion will be received at this time and read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas there is now pending before the Judiciary Committee of the Senate 
Senate bill No. 1609, authorizing the use of public moneys in building branch 
lines of railroad for the benefit of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, and 
there is also pending before the same committee Senate bill No. 2395 authorizing 
said company to construct branch lines by means of stock and bonds issued on 
the same, and there is also pending before the Senate Senate bill No. 1200, pro- 
viding for extending the payment of the debt owing by said company to the 
Government for a long period of time; and ' 

Whereas it was charged on the floor of the Senate on Friday, May 28, that 
said Union Pacific Railroad Company had issued a large amount of fraudulent 
stock which is still outstanding, adding to the burden of the people who do 
business over said road: Therefore, 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that no legislation affecting said 
railroad company should be considered until said charge popora the fraud- 
ulent issue of stock be RA oped investigated, and the Co: 
Judiciary of the Senate be, and is hereby, di to cause said 
vestigated and to make full report thereon to the Senate, and for that purpose 
is empowered to send for persons and papers, administer oa and the ex- 
penses of said investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
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ThePRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansasmoves that | Mr. PLUMB. Ido not understand the comment of the Senator. 


the resolution be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was going to say that I exhibited the resolution to 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary before offering it, and 
he said he wished it to go to the committee. I have no objection to its 
taking that course, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was the motion I intended to make without 
any comment or criticism upon what the mover of the resolution de- 
sires to say as to whether it is well-founded or mistaken, that the sub- 
ject before the adoption of the resolution should go to a committee for 
consideration. Therefore I move to refer the resolution, for much or 
for little, to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas to insert, 


after the words “‘fraudulent issue of stock,” the words “and issue of | po’ 


bonds,” and let the whole matter go before the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. I accept that amendment, making it read “‘fraudu- 
lent stock and bonds.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to refer the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

The motion was agreed to. 


ACQUISITION OF REALTY BY ALIENS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (8. 188) to prevent the acquisition of real property by aliens, and 
for other Ae 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after the word ‘‘ac- 
quired,” toinsert the words ‘‘ by devise or inheritance, or; ” and in line 
12, after the word ‘‘ debts,’”’ to insert the words ‘‘ hereafter created; ” so 
as to read: 

That it shall be unlawful for any person or persons not citizens of the United 
States, or who have not lawfully declared their intention to become such citi- 
zens, or for any corporation not created by or under the laws of the United 


States or of some State or Territory of the United States, to hereafter acquire, 
hold, or own real estate so hereafter uired, or any interest therein, in an 


of the Territories of the United States or in the District of Colum except su: 
as may be uired by devise or inheritance or in good faith in the ordinary 
course of justice in the collection of debts hereafter created. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to add, at the end of section 1, the follow- 
ing proviso: x 


Provided, That the prohibition of this section shall not apply in such cases as 
the right to hold lands in the United States is secured existing treaties to the 
citizens or subjects of foreign countries, which rights continue to exist so 
long as such treaties are in force. 


The amendment was agreed to. j 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, before the word “per 
centum,” to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and alia “twenty;” and in line 5, 
after the word ‘‘acquire,’’ to insert ‘‘ or shall; so as to make the sec- 
tion read: ; 

Src. 2. That no corporation or association more than 20 per cent. of the stock 
of which is or may be owned by any person or persons, corporation or corpora- 
tions, tion or associations, not citizens of the Uni States, shall here- 
after acquire or shall hold or own any real estate so hereafter mired in any 
of the Territories of the United States or of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 10, after the word ‘‘Con- 
gress,” tostrike ont the remainder of thesection in the following words: 

And all lands of any such railroad, canal, or turnpike corporation, whether 
Bhat eects eon re p e Sree ieee 
poration holding or owning the same within ten years next after the passage of 
this act; and if any such lands shall not be so disposed of, the same shall be for- 
feited to and become the property of the United States, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to hear from the chairman of the com- 
mittee reporting the bill some explanation of itas to the public policy 
which requires it. 

Mr. PLUMB. That can be stated in a very few words. The com- 
mittee believed that persons who are not citizens of the United States 
or who have not declared their intention to become such should not 
be permitted to hold real estate within the jurisdiction of the United 
States. 

Mr. GEORGE. In the Territorries? 

Mr. PLUMB. The measure of course is limited, and the committee 
think that at least a safe limitation, to the Territories and the District 
of Columbia. Within that domain at all events, Congress has un- 
doubted jurisdiction. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does it apply to those who already own land? 

Mr. PLUMB. We do not touch them. The bill operates in futuro. 

Mr. GEORGE, It relates to subsequent acquisitions entirely? 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘To subsequent acquisitions entirely, and also is lim- 
ited. It excepts cases where there are treaty stipulations permitting 
ownership of real estate by aliens. 

Mr. CALL. The section of the bill to which I referred was the third, 
which reads: 

That no corporation other than those organized for the construction or oper- 


ation of railways, canals, or turnpikes shall acquire, hold, or own over 5,000 
acres of land so hereafter acquired in any of the Territories of the United States, 


Mr. CALL. It is the section prohibiting corporations from owning 
land, the third section of the bill, to which I refer. 

Mr. PLUMB. In regard to that, the committee believed that the 
safest ownership of land was that of natural persons, and that corpora- 
tions should not have unlimited power to hold or own real estate be- 
yond their corporate necessities, such as the right-of-way for railroads, 
canals, &c. That the committee believed to be a very wholesome lim- 
itation. In fact, I think if it had not been a new subject, and the com- 
mittee therefore desired to be upon conservative and safe ground, the 
limitation would have been made much smaller than itis. Personally, 
so far as I am concerned, I wish it were an absolute prohibition against 
any holding except such as shall be absolutely necessary for the cor- 
rate purposes, to a very limited extent always; but the committee 
thought that in beginning legislation of this kind perhaps the amount 
of 5,000 acres would be safe. 

Mr. GEORGE. Would it not be better to limit it as to value instead 
of the number of acres? 

Mr. PLUMB. The trouble about that would be that the value is a 
subject of fluctuation; it is a subject of estimation, being different in 
the minds of different persons. A corporation might estimate its real 
estate at a much less value than it might be appraised for some other 
purpose or by other persons. So the committee sought to limit it to a 
certain area. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. GEORGE. I offer the following resolution, and I ask to have 
it printed and lie over: 

Resolved, That Senate bill No, 714 be recommitted to the Committee on the 
Judiciary with instructions to report it so amended as to provide for voluntary 
proceedings in bankruptcy only. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let that lie over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair), The resolu- 
tion will lie over. : 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House further insisted upon its disagreement 
to the third, fourth, and sixth amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 5887) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and further in- 
sisted upon its amendment to the fifth amendment of the Senate to the 
bill, asked a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. RIGGS, 
and Mr. BINGHAM m at the further conference on its part. 

Mr, PLUMB. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the message 
from the House relating to the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives further insisting upon its disagreement to the 
third, fourth, and sixth amendments of the Senate to the Post-Office 
ni a assay bill, further insisting upon its amendment to the fifth 
amendment of the Senate to the bill, and asking a further conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the 
Post-Office appropriation bill, reported that, having met, after full and 

conference the committee were unable to agree. 

On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate further insist upon its amendments to the said bill 
numbered 3, 4, and 6, disagreed to by the House of ag Freep eg ig further in- 
sist upon its disagreement to the amendment of the House to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 5, and ee to the further conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
presiding officer, fe 


The PRESIDING OFFICER appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. MAHONE, 
and Mr. BECK as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


TAXATION OF RAILROAD-GRANT LANDS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation of railroad-grant lands, 
and for other purposes. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committce of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator who has charge of the bill to 
allow me to call up the Chinese restriction bill without displacing the 
present order. 

Mr. PLUMB. The pending bill will then come up as the special 


order to-morrow ? 
Mr. SHERMAN. It will be the unfinished business. 


Mr. PLUMB. Al right. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1991) supplemental to and amendatory of an act to 
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execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese, i orth May 
6, 1882, as amended by an act to amend said act, approved July 5, 1884. 

Imake this motion without displacing the me bs business, which 
will come up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agrecing to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill indicated by him. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have the floor, I believe, on the pending bill, hav- 
ing yielded to the Senator from Ohio several days since to take up the 
Chinese restriction bill, and having again yielded to the Senator from 
Nebraska on Friday last, who occupied the afternoon. Iam glad to 
gre way to the Senator from Ohio again, but I should like to have the 

recognized that I still retain the floor and have not concluded m 


remarks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is true; the Senator from Oregon is enti 

to the floor whenever the bill comes up again. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio to proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill 1991. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1991) supplemental 
to and amendatory of an act to execute certain treaty stipulations re- 
lating to Chinese, approved May 6, 1882, as amended by an act to 
amend said act, approved July 5, 1884. $ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask forthe reading of the amendments. I have 
no remarks to make about the bill. The first question I think is on 
the amendment reported from the committee to section 3. All the 
amendments of the committee have not yet been acted upon. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the bill now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 1991, supplemental toand 
rei Á of an act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to 

inese. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The indemnity bill I thought was taken up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are two bills reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. I hope both will be One relates toa 
modification of the laws which were intended to execute certain treaty 
stipulations; the other is to pay an indemnity for damages and inju- 
ries done by a mob. The bill now before the Senate is the bill relat- 
ing to the treaties. I ask that the pending amendment may be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, line 130, after the word ‘‘issued,”’ 
esc eae as on Foreign Relations report to strike out the following 
words: 

That an 
name for 
knowingl 


person who shall knowingly and falsely alter or substitute any 
name written in such pier r Aira or am J any such certificate, or 
transfer, utter, or have in possession, with intent to use the same, 
any fo! or fraudulent certificate, or falsely personate any named in 
any s certificate, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon con- 
viction thereof, shall be fined ina sum not exceeding $1,000, and imprisoned in 
a penitentiary for a term of not more than five years. 


Mr. HOAR. I thought the bill taken up was to indemnify certain 
oe who were injured in Wyoming Territory. That was stated by 

e T. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; it is the Chinese restriction bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 175, after the words 
‘United States,” to strike out the words ‘‘at any time within two 
years from the date of the issuance of the certificate;’’ so as to read: 

The return certificate herein provided for shall entitle the Chinese laborer to 
whom the same is issued to return and re-enter the United States upon pro- 
ducing and surrendering the said certificate to the collector of customs of the 
district at which such Chinese laborer shall seek to re-enter, subject to the re- 
strictions and limitations hereinafter provided as to the number of Chinese 
passengers who may come into the United States on any one vessel from any for- 
eign port or page: and said return certificate, and the certificate issued under 
the acts to which this act is amendatory and supplementary, shall be the only 
evidence of the right of any Chinese laborer to return to and re-enter the United 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, after the word ‘‘ upon,” in 
line 7, to insert the words ‘‘ his or her application, and upon;’’ so as 
to read: 

That for the purpose of identifying any Chinese person other than a laborer 
now or hereafter residing or being in the United States, and desiring to depart 
temporarily therefrom, with the intention of returning to the United States, the 
collector of customs of the district from which such Chinese rson other t 
a laborer desires to depart shall register such person upon his or her applica- 
tion, and upon being furnished with the photograph of the applicant as in the 
case of a Chinese laborer, and shall issue, without cost or charge to such Chinese 
person, the neg poet Bert return certificates in all respects similar to those 
provided for the iden’ tion of Chinese laborers by the act to which this is 
supplementary and amendatory, as amended in this act, and in accordance with 
such further provisions relating thereto as are made in this act, such changes to 


be made as the different r, occupation, and circumstances of the appli- 
cant may require. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 5, line 20, after the word ‘‘labor- 
ers,” to strike out the words: 


The pu and effect of such certificate as evidence shall be the same as is 
provided in the cases of similar certificates issued to Chinese laborers. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 5, line 23, after the word ‘‘ cer- 
tificate,”” to strike out the words ‘‘as herein described; ’’ and after the 
words ‘‘shall be,” in the same line, tostrike out the words ‘‘ the only’? 
and insert ‘‘sufficient;’’ so as to read: 

And such a certificate shall be sufficient evidence of the right of any Chinese 

rson other than a Chinese laborer, temporarily departing, to re-enter the 

Jnited States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, to strike out lines 26 to 30, 
inclusive, in the following words: 

All the provisions relating to certificates issued to Chinese laborers, and to 
the parties to whom they are issued, and all the restrictions and li tions 
therein contained, shall be equally applicable to the certificate provided for in 
this section, and to the parties to whom they are issued.! : 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 23, after the word ‘‘afore- 
said,’’ to insert: 

But the provisions of this act shall not preclude a judicial inquiry into and de- 
termination of the right of any person to come into the United States. 

The amendment was to. ? 

Thenextamendment was, in section 8, line 2, after the word ‘‘ master,’’ 
to insert ‘‘or other person in charge; ” in line 3, after the word ‘‘ves- 
sel,” to insert the word ‘‘ whether;’’ in line 4, after the word ‘‘by,”’ 
to strike out the words ‘‘a citizen of any foreign country’? and insert 


the words ‘‘an alien;’’ and in line 10, after the word ‘‘nor,”’ to strike 
out the w “shall any person leave any foreign port or place and;’’ 
so as to read: 


Sec. 8. Thaton and after ninety daysafter this act takes effect, no master or other 
person in charge of any vessel, whether owned in whole or in part by a citizen 
of the United States or by an alien, shall take on board any such vessel, at any 
port or place within the Chinese Empire or at any other foreign port or place 
whatever, any number of Chinese passengers, whether male or female, exceod- 
neces passenger to every 50 tons of the registered ton’ such vessel, with 
intent to bring such passengers to the United States, nor bring Chinese passen- 
gerson board any vessel toany number exceeding one passenger toe 50 tons 
of the registered tonnage of such vesse], on one voyage, within the jurisdiction of 
the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Thé next amendment was, in section 8, line 17, after the word 
‘‘weather,’? to insert: 

Any person Mpe am Sarg rovisions of this section shall be deemed 
a misdemeanor, and l,for each nger so taken on board and brought 
within the jurisdiction of the United States exceeding the number of one 
songer to every 50 tons of the registered tonnage of such vessel, be fined 
and may also be imprisoned for not exceeding six months. That the amoun) 
of the several penalties imposed by this section shall be a lien on the vessel vio- 
lating the same, and such vessel shall be libeled therefor in the district court of 
the United States within which district such vessel shall arrive or be found. 

The amendment was to. . 

The next amendment was to strike out section 9 of the bill in the 
following words: 


ilty of 


Src, 9. That whenever the master or other person in charge of any such ves- 
sel takes on board the same, at any foreign port or place, on and after ninety 
days after this act takes effect, any greater number of Chinese ngers than 


is prescribed in the preceding section, with intent to bring such passengers to 
the United States, and leaves such port or place and a such passengers to 
any number exceeding one passenger to every 50 tons of the ae tonn 

of such vessel, on one vo , Within the jurisdiction of the United States 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, for each nger so taken 
on board and brought within the jurisdiction of the Uni States exceedin, 
the number of one passenger to every 50 tons of the registered tonnage of su 
vessel, be fined $500, and may also be imprisoned for not exceeding six months, 
That the amount of the several penalties imposed by this section shall be a lien 
on the vessels violating the same, and such vessels shall be libeled therefor in 
any circuit or district court of the United States where such vessel shall arrive, 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10 [9], in line 5, after the word 
t Government,” to insert the words ‘‘or any other government;’’ and 
in line 6, after the word ‘‘ thereof,”’ to insert ‘‘or their body or house- 
hold servants;’’ so as to make the section read: 


That the limitations herein provided as to the number of Chinese passengers 
that Ci be carried by any vessel on any one voyage to any port or place in 
the United States shall not apply to persons officially connected with the 
Chinese Government or any other Government, or any embassy thereof, or 


their body or household servants, or to persons from shipwreck during 
ae = Kas and by the vessel bringing the same within the jurisdiction of the 
n: tai 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This completes the amendments re- 
ported by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Mr. President, I do not intend to oc- 
cupy the time of the Senate at any length. I wish, however, to make 
an observation or two before the final vote is taken on this bill. 

I shall support the bill, of course, not because I believe that it is in 
scope and character such a bill as the American Congress should enact, 
but because I believe it is a great improvement upon existing legisla- 
tion on this subject. I shall support it upon the principle that a piece 
of a loaf is better than no bread. Ishall support it, moreover, because 
it is one more step in advance in the position taken by the American 
Congress in reference to this great question. 

This bill is a greatimprovement, permit me to say, in my judgment, 
upon any bill that has ever heretofore at any time been reported by any 
committee of either branch of Congress upon this question. As a mere 
measure of restriction, I haye no kind of doubt that it is as strong and 
effective as any bill could well be drawn and at the same time have 
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kept within the provisions of our treaty stipulations with China. To 
have gone a step further would have been to declare what I may say 
that I in common with I think ninety-seven one-hundredths of all the 
le of the Pacific States and Territories irrespective of party believe 
oahi to be done, and that is to enact an absolute exclusion act, and to 
that extent abrogate any provision that may exist inconsistent therewith 
in our treaties with Chi 
But evidently the pending bill, which as I have said is one of the 
best bills ever reported by any committee on this subject, is as radical 
a measure as we can hope to enact into law at this session of Congress. 
Therefore, while I desire personally to go much further than this bill 
goes, I give to the bill my earnest and cordial support. 
‘When this bill was under consideration a few days since my friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] made this statement: 
This proposed act, and the statute of which it isan amendment, and the treaty 
which those two statites profess to carry into effect, will in my judgment be re- 


ed, if civilization be preserved on this continent,in future ages as among 
great blots on the history, of the human race, 


While my friend from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] used the following 
language in speaking of the bill in a parenthetic manner: 
Which all affirm is a disgrace to American civilization. 


I wish to remind my friend from Massachusetts of a fact or two in his- 
tory which evidently escaped his mind. Nineteen years ago last Jan- 
uary in this Chamber his distinguished predecessor, Charles Sumner, 
reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations a resolution, and 
the resolution was unanimously adopted by the Senate, which read as 


follows: 

Whereas the traffic in laborers transported from China and other Eastern 
countries, known as the cooly trade, is odious to the people of the United States 
as inhuman and immoral; and 

Whereas it is abhorrent to the spirit of modern international law and policy, 
which have substantially extirpated the African slave trade, to permit the es- 
tablishment in its place of a mode of enslaving men different from the former 
in little else than the employment of fraud instead of force to make its victims 
captive: Therefore, 

it resolved, That it is the duty of this Government to give effect to the moral 
sentiment of the nation through all its ncies for the purpose of preventing 
the further introduction of coolies into this hemisphere or the adjacent islands, 

Mr. Sumner, in reporting that resolution, made this statement: 

I will reađ— - 

Said he: : 

I will read a very brief letter which has been put into my hands, dated “ Hong 
Kong, November 14,1866.” It will be seen that it is a very late letter for one 
coming so far. It is as follows: 

“ Hard times are upon the Chinese and the cooly trade flourishes. Twenty- 
two vessels were loading at one time at Macao, The slave trade was 
never half as bad as this traffic, which will ruin regular of the Chi- 
nese, It is time a stop had been put to this business. So m rascality is done 
in it that the Chinese suspect every offer of going abroad." 


The resolution wasadopted. It will be observed that this resolution, 
reported by Senator Sumner from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate, declared that it was the duty of this Government to give 
expression Ae the DAN TEREA of the aan through a its agen- 
cies, for what purpose ‘or the p of preventing the further 
introduction of coolies into this he eras or the adjacent islands.” 
That is the sum and substance of the whole business. Every man who 
comes here from China is a cooly; it is the cooly immigration that is 
the curse of this country. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Not just now, because the Senator 
from Massachusetts would not yield to me for a question the other day. 

Mr. HOAR. I was uttering my last sentence when I declined to 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. There is one other matter of which 
I desire to remind my friend, I had the honor of sitting in a national 
convention pf the Rep4blican party in Chicago. I had the pleasure of 
seeing my friend the Benatar from Massachusetts preside over that con- 
vention, as he did with dignity and distinction and credit. I further 
heard in that convention a resolution adopted appointing a committee 
to draught resolutions expressive of the sense of the convention. That 
committee was appointed. That committee reported a series of reso- 
lutions to the convention, and I heard my friend the Senator from 
Massachusetts as chairman of the convention declare that those resolu- 
tions were unanimously adopted by the convention. This was one of 
those resolutions: 


6. Since the authority to 
United States and foreign na rests with the Congress of the United States 
and the treaty-making power, the Republican party, the unrestricted 
imm ion of the Chinese as a matter of grave slim enn, under the exer- 
cise of both these powers would limit and restrict that immigration by the en- 
aonan % such just, humane, and reasonable laws and treaties as will produce 


I might refer, if I desired to occupy time, which I do not, to other 
conventions of both political parties and of all political parties. Com- 
mencing with 1876 there never has been a national convention held in 
the United States of any political party that has not resolved upon 
this question and declaredin substance and effect, some of them stronger 
and some of them weaker, that the immigration of the Chinese into 
this country was a great evil, and one, as some of the resolutions de- 
clared, that ought to be prevented in the future. 


- 


te imm on and intercourse between the 


. Ido not wish to take up time. I simply rose to call the attention 
of my friend from Massachusetts to these bits of history which had 
evidently escaped his mind, or he has perhaps changed his opinion upon 
this subject. I hope the bill yape 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to assure the Senator from Oregon that his in- 
serpti of my remarks was when I was uttering the very last sen- 

ence, 

na Se a, of Oregon. I make no point against the Senator 
on 3 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has made a point about it in public, and 
he has drawn the inference that something has been said here by me 
inconsistent with the resolutions read or with Mr. Sumner’s attitude. 
It is perfectly well known that Mr. Sumner denounced the kind of 
legislation which is now before the Senate with all that impassioned 
eloquence which on a question of human rights was surpassed by no 
other which ever came from human lips and of which he was master. 
The resolution against the cooly trade which Mr. Sumner introduced 
he supported by an argument, one sentence in which has been read, 
which set forth among other. things that it would destroy the regular 
immigration of the Chinese to this country. 

Here is a bill which prohibits the voluntary immigration of any man 
of the Chinese race, provided he be a laborer. It isa bill which under- 
takes to dishonor manhood and to dishonor labor, and it is a policy 
which has been persisted in notwithstanding the offer that was made 
to gentlemen who represented the Government at Asiatic ports, Gov- 
ernment agents. 

Mr. Seward was offered the support of the Chinese Government and 
of the very skillful and able Chinese ministry to prevent the coming 
over to this country of any cooly, of any pauper, of any person of aban- 
doned character, of any person Who did not come here to make a home 
and make himself a workman and a laborer. 

So of the resolutions of the Republican convention of 1880, of which 
you yourself, sir [Mr. HALE in the chair], were an eminent member. 
Those resolutions declared against the coming over of this class of poor, 
dependent laborers; which all is injurious and ought to be puta 
stop to, and thatthe powers of the Government ought to be invoked to 
regulate and todimit their coming. Instead of doing that this bill un- 
dertakes to prohibit it. 
reported to the Senate a3 amended and the amendments 


INDEMNITY TO CHINESE SUBJECTS. 


MAN. Ishould like to call up and pass a bill that was 
reported at thesame time with the bill which has just been passed. The 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] tells me that he wishes to make 
some remarks upon it, but the whole matter is covered by a very ex- 
cellent report made by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], a 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, I will ask the Sen- 
ate to proceed to its consideration in the hope that the Senator from 
Oregon will waive his remarks. I do not wish to interfere with the 
pending bill, but the Committee on Foreign Relations unanimously re- 
ported this measure. A like bill is ing in the House of Represent- 
atives. It is proper tostate that without sta‘ the action of the other 
House upon it. I do not think that any one who reads the official cor- 
respondence in regard to the massacre of unoffending Chinese at Rock 
Springs, Wyo., can fail to feel that the Government of the United States 

ould indemnify the injury. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill 2225. 

Mr. LL, of Oregon. I understand the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to say that a report has been submitted on 
that bill. I have not been able to find any rt. 

Mr. SHERMAN. TheSenator from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN ] prepared 
a report, but he is not here. However, all the facts are fully stated in 
the official documents. I have them ail here. There is no doubt that 
the injury was done by the sudden uprising of a mob, not a single 
American among them, all foreigners entirely, who got angry with the 
Chinese because they refused to participate in a strike, and they mur- 
dered several of them, burned their shanties, and destroyed their prop- 
erty. It isa clear case it seems to me not only of justice, of mercy, of 

imity, but I think it is within the la è of the treaty, al- 
though upon that question there might be some division of opinion. 
However, the Committee on Foreign Relations were unanimously of 
opinion, treaty or no treaty, that in dealing with these people we ought 
to pay the losses and damages suffered. 

There are three different cases where the United States have enforced 
the same rule against the Chinese, and the Chinese Government have 
in each case responded by paying in some instances a ter amount 
of damages than was suffered by citizens of the United States. 

This appeal is made to us by the Chinese Government, and one of 
the most eloquent, one of the most beautiful compositions I know of 
in our language is a recent document from the Chinese minister setting 
out this claim against the Government of the United States, appealing 
to our generosity, to our magnanimity, to reimburse these people. 

I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. At 
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the same time, if the bill is likely to take time I shall not undertake to 
press it to a vote to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. How about the injuries done to Chinese in Washington 
Territory? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts asks me about 
the injuries done to Chinese in Washington Territory. As I under- 
stand, the authorities in Washington Territory summarily and promptly 

ut down the mob there, and there were no real damages done, although 
ives were threatened. 

Mr. HOAR. . There is no claim from China on that account? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
affair, The only claim made by the Chinese Governmentis this claim, 
and the committee have responded to it by a bill placing it in the 
power of the Secretary of State to pay such of these damages as he finds 
after a careful examination have actually been suffered by these peo- 
ple, and to turn the amount, whatever it is, over to the Chinese Gov- 
ernment for distribution among the sufferers. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of m. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The motion, under the rules, is not 
debatable. The Senator from Ohio moves that the Senate to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain subjects of 
the Chinese Empire for losses sustained by the violence of a mob at 
Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, in September, 1885. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will that not lead to debate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifit does I will give way. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave no objection to debate, except that I do not 
wish it to displace the pending special order, Senate bill 1812, to pro- 
vide for taxation of railroad-grant lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator from Oregon tells me that he will 
insist upon making a speech upon the subject. Ido think when the 
Senate have substantially bya vote agreed that they would carry 
out the policy of restriction as against the laborers who come from 
China we should make a suitable provision to indemnify those who 
are entitled to protection, and that we ought not now to in any 
on or impediment to the passage of a plain, palpable act of justice 
and mercy. : 

While I do not wish to stand in the way of the unfinished business, 
I hope we may take up the bill and pass the two together, and I will 
move to take it up, promising at the same time that if it can not be 
di of this evening before adjournment, I shall give way to the 

ed business, which is the bill providing for the taxation of 
railroad-grant lands, y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the n®tion of the 
Senator from Ohio to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

- The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain 
subjects of the Chinese Empire for losses sustained by the violence of a 
mob at Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, in September, 
1885. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Mr. President—— 

“Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I have said all I desired to say. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to know who were the persons who com- 
mitted this depredation. Were they American citizens or not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was not a single American citizen among 
them. ‘They were foreigners. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How did they get here, and how did the tax-pay- 
ing people of the United States become responsible for the malicious 
and wrongful acts of a parcel of men of some other nationality? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘They were admitted here under the policy of our 
laws. Whether those laws were wise or notit is not for me to discuss. 
It is sufficient to say that the outrage was committed by a large num- 
ber of whites, said to be Bohemians and of other nations; but each na- 
tion is seeking to deny its responsibility for these people. They were 
lawless people. They had engaged inastrike. They appealed to these 
Chinese to join them in the strike. The Chinese refused, and were 
going on digging coal out of the earth at regular wages, the coal to be 
used by the railroads. These men by some impulse and by a concerted 
movement attacked the Chinese, marched upon their buil (for they 
lived in a place by themselves), burned down their village, shot them 
in their tents—no, in their huts; indeed they were scarcely huts—shot 
them and drove them away into the mountains, and there for a day or 
two they wandered. I think thirty or forty of them were killed and 
a number were wounded. Then those men burned what was called 
Chinatown. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Twenty-eight were killed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Twenty-eight were killed, the Senator from Ore- 
gon tells me. They burned the Chinatown. This was done to people 
who were not only under the protection of our laws, but under the ex- 
press provisions of the treaty made with China, and under precisely 
similar circumstances, much less barbarous in their nature, the Govern- 
ment of China was made three different times to pay to the Govern- 
ment of the United States money for just such injuries to American 
citizens in China. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


Injuries to American citizens by foreigners re- 
siding in China? : 


There is no claim from China in regard to that | bari 


t damages and 


Mr. SHERMAN. By Chinese. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, by Chinese. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The distinction endeavored to be made by the 
Senator from Missouri is not well taken. When we admit foreigners 
of this class to come among us and go on our public lands and into our 
Territories they are under our protection, and we are just as much re- 
sponsible for their conduct while they are there under our jurisdiction 
as we should be if they were native-born citizens. I say they are not 
native-born citizens as a matter of pride, because our people, it seems 
to me, could not in any portion of the country resort to any such bar- 


ty. 

At all events these men suffered, and the Chinese minister, inan elo- 
quent message which lies upon your table, which you could read with 
great advantage, makes the appeal to you and quotes the Divine pre- 
cept of doing unto others as you would have them do unto you, stating 
that that is a law older even than Christianity, and he appeals to us, as 
we have required of them redress under similar circumstances, that this 
Government should give redress for the injuries done to these Chinese. 
If the Senator from Missouri will take that document and read it over 
and will find in it technical objections, or any objections whatever, to 
the payment of this money, I am greatly mistakeninhim. I know he 
will not. 

This subject was fully considered. All these documents were read 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations, and we agreed unanimously 
that in pursuance of the recommendation made by the President in his 
message and by the Secretary of State in an admirable document which 
he sent, it was policy, it was good Christianity, it was good hu- 
manity to reimburse all the losses committed by the mob in this riot. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator if there is any 
instance on record where American citizens traveling in any foreign 
country and in that country meeting foreigners from an entirely dif- 
ferent country have been injured, there was claimed any indemnity of 
the government in whose territory they happened to be? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not know whether there is any country which 
would allow foreigners to come so freely into its territory as our own 
does. Wehave adopted a broad, liberal policy. For instance, in China 
se could not find anybody but Chinese to commit barbarities of this 

ind. : 


Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If you would go to England you could not find 
enough foreigners there in any neighborhood to make a mob of foreign- 
ers without having Englishmen to pais tad init. But the policy of 
our laws has drawn here large numbers of foreigners. They go to such 
portions of the country in masses, and sometimes monopolize and ex- 
clude American citizens from certain trades and occupations by their 
policy, by their habits, by their methods. They are there by the pro- 
tection of our laws, and we as a nation are responsible for the people 
who are brought within our jurisdiction.- 

Mr. As I understand, a parcel of Chinese came in and 
engaged in work there. Here was a parcel of Bohemians who came to 
thesameplace. Theygotintothis controversy. The Bohemians wanted _ 
the Chinese to do in a certain way and the Chinese refused to do it, and 
they went to killing each other; and the American citizens, the tax- 
payers of this country, are to become responsible for their acts upon 
each other. I want the point met. Has there ever been a precedent 
where the United States has admitted its liability for the wrongful, 
malicious, tortious, vindictive, murderous acts of foreigners traveling 
in this country upon other foreigners who were also trayeling in this 


country? 
Mr. SHERMAN. There is scarcely a State in this Union that would 
not be ible under like circumstances for damages done in a riot 


bya mob. How often has that been enforced in the States? Remem- 
ber this was in a Territory where the Government of the United States 
is the only power, where the jurisdiction of Congress is absolute and 
complete. Here was an injury done to le under our protection, 
under the protection of our laws, and not only of our laws but of our 
treaty obligations. They are beaten down bya lawless mob—I do not 
care whether you call them Bohemians or what—by a mob WAder 
cisely the same circumstances in almost every city in the North (and I 
presume in the South you have the same laws) the city is responsible 
for damages done by a mob. It is only the same rule of justice, that 
where a city or a State claiming to be the government fails to protect 
people in the enjoyment of their rights and a mob beats down the rul- 
ing power, the government of the people, the community, State or 
city, should be responsible for the consequences of that mob. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to 
me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam answering the Senator from Missouri now. 
When I am through answering him I will yield. 

The Government of the United States is doing precisely now for in- 
juries done by this mob what would be enforced against the city of New 
York or Philadelphia or as was enforced against the city of Pittsburgh. 
That was a noted case. In the city of Pittsburgh in 1877 a mob, sud- 
denly organized, composed largely of foreigners it is said, arose, seized 
upon arms, and burned three or four or five million dollars’ worth of 
property, and yet the city of Pittsburgh was compelled to pay for the 

the injuries by the laws of Pennsylvania, because Penn- 
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sylvania ought to have exercised her power to put down the mob, and 
because she did not do it the city of Pittsburgh was compelled by the 
laws of that State and by the judgment of its supreme court to in- 
demnify the parties who were injured, although the chief sufferer was 
the Pennsylvania Railroad, an enormous, great corporation. 

* But now the injury here is done to poor people, many of whom lose 
their lives. It seems to me that the principle ought to be enforced in 
this case as against the Government. 

This, after all, is not so much of an appeal to the law as it is an ap- 
peal to the heart of every Senator, to the feeling of justice that rules 
and governs mankind, that an injury like this, wanton in character, in 
a region under our jurisdiction, should be remedied and redressed, es- 
pecially as the fact is that in like circumstances we have severely en- 
forced the same remedy against the Chinese Government, in one case 
collecting so much from the Chinese Government that a sense of jus- 
tice on the part of Congress compelled us to refund a considerable part 
of the indemnity that we had collected from them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was where the depredations were committed 
by citizens of the Chinese Government upon our citizens. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not see the force of the distinction. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to ascertain the fact, were not these 
Chinese taken there by a corporation for the purpose of doing its work, 
and were not the other side, the Bohemians, also taken there by a cor- 
poration as hirelings? Was it not these two classes that came in con- 
flict? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was no conflict; it was all on one side. As 
to how they got there I do not know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Were they not imported there? Were they not 
taken there for a specific purpose? They certainly were not roaming 
around as citizens of that Territory or engaged in any business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were taken there for a lawful purpose, for 
the mining of coal. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. How were the Bohemians taken there? For the 
same purpose ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They may have gone there by their own volition, 
so farasI know. There is nothing in the papers to indicate how they 
were brought there. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many Chinese were there, and how did they 
get there? 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that the sufferers numbered two 
or three hundred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The twoor three hundred Chinamen never found 
their way out into Wyoming toa coal-bank there without some concert 
of action. They must have been acting under the authority of some 
corporation or individual; and these Bohemians from Europe never 
would have found their way out there unless they had been acting 
under the control and direction of some corporation. 

I do not believe in the principle of making the people of the United 

_ States, the tax-payers of this country, responsible for the class of people 
that corporations and monopolies may import into the country to dis- 
place American labor, and make them responsible forthe depredations 
they may commit upon each other. Here are these two classes, Chinese 
and Bohemians, brought there, hired, who came there practically as 
serfs. They getintoaquarrel; some dispute arises; one side wants the 
other to do a certain thing; they rise as a mob, destroy, kill; and then 
the honest, laboring, tax-paying citizens of the United States are to re- 
spond in damages for their acts. Ido not believe there is any principle 
of law or of justice or equity or morality or religion that makes the peo- 
ple of this country responsible in such a case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it has always seemed to me that 
every government had a aight to determine what people should come 
within its borders, and Mat every person who did come within its 
borders by its consent was entitled, as one section of the Constitution 
of the United States says, to the equal protection of law. No matter 
whether he be a citizen or not, the fourteenth amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, which was adopted before my distin- 
guished friend from Missouri came into the Senate, provided that every 
person—not every citizen, but every person—should be entitled to the 
equal protection of law. 

The treaties of the United States with China and the laws of Con- 
gress carrying them out provided that certain of the subjects of the 
Emperor of China might come to the United States under certain con- 
ditions and stipulations and restrictions, The presumption is, and I 
have no doubt the truth is as to ninety-nine in a hundred of the China- 
men who were outraged in that Territory, that they came within that 
provision. ‘There may have been some fraud, but it was a very small 
per cent, if it existed at all—not more than 1 per cent.- Sothe subjects 
of the Emperor of China coming into the United States in pursuance 
of the treaty stipulations and in accordance with the acts of Congress, 
being engaged in lawful pursuits in that Territory—not a State but a 
Territory—were subjected to the outragesofa mob. Now, the question 
is whether the United States onght to make the same indemnity to 
China that, if the case were reversed, we should insist, as we have in- 
sisted hitherto, that recompense and retribution and reimbursement 
and indemnity should bé made to us in such a case, 

That is the proposition, and it is not of the slightest consequence 


whether the ou were committed upon these subjects of the Em- 
peror of China by citizens of the United States or by outlaws or enemies 
of the United States or whatever. We were bound by our treaty with 
China and by the effect of our acts of Congress and by the effect of our 
Constitution itself to see that these people should be protected in the 
enjoyment of their rights that they had which were invaded in this 
way, just as much as if they had received a similar outrage from the 
President of the United States in person or from the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States in their respective persons on 
that occasion. We can not get off either in international law or in 
morals upon the idea that the people who assailed them were Bohe- 
mians, whatever that may mean. 

If we wish to cultivate the arts of peace; if we wish to cultivate the 
principles of justice and fair play, and to deal with others as we would 
wish them and would compel them to the extent of our power to deal 
with us under similar circumstances, it seems to me to be clear that the 
Treasury of the United States should make indemnity to China for the 
benefit of its subjects in a case of this kind. That is where it stands. 

It is not a question who were the people who assailed them. They 
were under the protection of our law, and wherever that protection was 
violated in this way they were entitled to indemnity, because the law 
officers of the United States and the forces of the Territory knowing 
that this thing was impending did not exert themselves in the way 
they might and ought to have done to prevent it. . 

As I say again, under precisely similar circumstances we have de- 
manded from that very empire and of the Empire of Japan, and in fact 
of every power where similar things have occurred, that indemnity 
should be made in order to vindicate, as far as we might, our glad duty 
of protecting the citizens of other countries who come to us_in the way 
that we have engaged to protect them. That is where the case stands 
as it appears to me. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The Senator in his opening remarks 
quoted from the Constitution of the United States, I believe? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. He quoted some clause to the effect 
that all personsare entitled to the equal protection of the laws. There 
were twenty-eight Chinamen who were so unfottunate as to lose their 
lives in the disgraceful occurrence which took place at Rock Springs, 
subjects of the Chinese Empire, resident in this country, engaged in 
following the occupation of laborers, Suppose that instead of being 
twenty-eight Chinamen it had been fourteen Chinamen and fourteen 
citizens of the United States who had lost their lives, would my friend 
from Vermont and would the Committee on Foreign Relations of this 
body recommend that those citizens of the United States be indemni- 
fied, not through the courts in the ordinary way, but as is proposed 
here by an appropriation from the Treasury of the United States? 
That is the question which I put to the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Well, I willanswer, and answering categorically, 
I will say, no. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Then, right there—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If you will just pardon me, when I say ‘‘no’’ 
I say it with an explanation, ora justification, which is a better word. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Every citizen of the United States who is preyed 
upon by a fellow-citizen has a common recourse at law, and he is not 
under any constitutional or treaty protection from another power that 
is in defending him in any such attitude as a foreigner is. 
Therefore I say that the case is entirely distinguishable between a mob 
which inflicts an injury upon a citizen of the United States and a mob 
which inflicts an injury upon subjects of another country whom we have 
engaged to protect. 

Iwill put to my friend acorresponding question. Suppose a similar 
number of American citizens had been engaged in extracting coal-oil 
from the depths of the ground in Western Canada, in the district of 
Ontario, under a treaty with Great Britain, which authorized them to 
go there and to be engaged in that business. Thereupon a British mob 
in Ontario proceeds, on account of the fact that they are citizens of the 
United States (for that was the fundamental ground of this mob, that 
these men were Chinese and not Americans or Bohemians or Europeans), 
proceeds to put them to death. I ask my friend from Oregon if he 
would not stand up with all the rest of us and call upon the British 
Government, the most powerful probably in all respects, excepting 
ourselves, on the globe, and say to the extent of war we will demand 
that you shall make restitution to the heirs and children and wives of 
these people and make reimbursement for the losses that they have 
sustained, There is not a man in the Senate who would not stand up, 
and would not go to the front if he was capable of carrying a musket, 
to accomplish that very thing, and it is the very thing that we have 
over and over again with other nations insisted should be done, as we 
would have done if a similar number of American citizens because they 
were American citizens had been maltreated in the very front of Buck- 
ingham Palace in London, which is the official residence of the Queen 
at the seat of her empire. 

It is stated in the documents, as my friend the chairman of the com- 


May I ask the Senator a question? 
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mittee [Mr. SHERMAN] points out to me, by the Chinese consul in 
San Francisco, Mr. Bee: 

I am, after a thorough investigation, firmly of the opinion that notone of these 
criminals who murdered the twenty-eight Chinese, burned and robbed them at 
Rock Springs on the 2d day of tember, will or can ever be brought to pen: 
ishment by the so-called Territorial or local authorities. In this opinion Iam 
sustained not only by my own convictions, but also by the governor and prose- 
cating attorney of the Territory, and scores of citizens, resident and non-resi- 

ent. 

Therefore, if we are right in our pretensions, as I submit we are, 
when our citizens are thus treated in a foreign country whose protec- 
tion by treaty they are entitled to, is it not right that we should have 
the manhood and the honor to say tbat when the case comes the other 
way we will do all that we can to make restitution and reimbursement 
for such a crime and injury ? 

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] calls my attention to the 
third article of the treaty with China, which reads as follows: 

If Chinese laborers, or Chinese of any other class, now cither permanently or 
temporarily residing in the territory of the United States, meet with ill-treat- 
ment at the hands of any other persons— 

Not United States citizens, but ‘‘any other persons ’’— 
the Government of the United States will exert all its power to devise measures 
for their protection, and to secure to them the same rights, privil immu- 
nities, and exemptions as may be enjoyed by the ci 


or subjects of the 
most favored nation, and to which they afe entitled by treaty. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any indemnity for any injury that may 
happen to them? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; the logic is generally left out of a statute. - 


There is not any indemnity in most statutes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It seems to have been left out of that one. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Itis the honor that is supposed to follow in the 
minds of most men, and it is an honor that the Senator from Missouri 
would stand up for as strongly as I do, ifany similar number, or any 
quarter number, or tenth number of citizens of the United States had 
been similarly treated in any other country on this globe. 

Even this administration, as conservative—I will not use any offensive 
phrase—as it may be, would recommend and its partisans and adherents 
would vote for measures for raising armies and arming vessels and 
carrying on a war, no matter whether with Great Britain or France or 
Germany or the greatest powers on the globe or the smallest ones, to 
reach the very indemnity that we for our own honor should cheerfully 
and gladly Vs ga in this case. If the argument is based on the ques- 
tion of physical strength only and that everything that is might is right, 
then the Senator from Missouri is correct; but if it is based upon 
national honor and justice and duty as between nations, then if we 
apply to ourselves the same law of justice as we demand from others 
there is noanswer to this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Mr. President, the Senator from Ver- 
mont answered my question in the negative. He said that if a num- 
ber of the ns murdered by this mob had been American citizens 
instead of being subjects of China, then he would not favor an indem- 
nification for their wrongs and their injuries by an appropriation from 
the of the United States. Then why quote the Constitution 
of the United States, the fourteenth amendment, here as bearing upon 
this question? The Senator in his opening remarks referred to that 
article which says that no State shall ‘‘deny to any person within its 
jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.” Has not the Chinese 
subject the same protection of the laws in Wyoming that our own cit- 
izens have? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Your executive officers say no, and we all know 
it is true. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. A mere failure to find an indictment, 
a mere failure of justice, does not create a new principle, it seems to 
me. $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, but illustrates the fact. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Nor does it demonstrate that there is 
a difficulty in this particular case. The fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution has nothing to do with it, in my judgment. Of course. 
all persons are entitled to the equal protection of the laws. What 
laws? The laws that create tribunals, the laws that enact provisions 
for the protection of private property and for life, are domestic laws, 
not international laws, not any obligation that may arise by virtue of 
a conventional stipulation with a foreign nation. So it does occur to 
me that this provision of the Constitution has nothing whatever to do 
with this question, and why my friend from Vermont quoted it I con- 
fess I am unable to see. 

Now, Mr. President, one other word -—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the permission of my friend, I wish to recall 
to his attention a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
respect of ourinternal laws, that this provision in the Constitution of the 
United States is nota provision of statute and legislative authority, but 
it is a provision of action, and they have held that where in some one or 
two of the States, where the question arose, the administration of the 
laws of Virginia, if it arose there, or Kentucky, or wherever it was, that 
denied in fact and prevented in fact and did not accomplish in fact the 
equal justice and protection that the constitutional provision provided 
for, was an invasion of this principle. It was by way of illustration of 


the right that I quoted that and in that connection. So it is nota 
question of mere law-making; it is a question of law-doing by execu- 
tion; and now we have the officials of the Government reporting to the 
President of the United States through the proper Department that 
the execution of the law there can not be accomplished, and, therefore, 


these ns are denied, under the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States and in their very language, as I believe, that equal 
protection which the Constitution gives them, because the executive 
authority and the administrative authority, whether the judicial or 
otherwise, is incapable of doing it. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Suppose in any given case where par- 
ties have suffered by a mob there was a failure to protect our own citi- 
zens not the subjects of a foreign power, no matter how that failure 
may come; admit that it does come for the very reason stated by the 
honorable Senator, by a failure to execute the law as it should be exe- 
cuted, would my friend then favor an appropriation from the Treasury 
of the United States to indemnify such person, a citizen? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That would depend as to whether it was within 
a State or a Territory, because within a State its internal policy is its 
own affair, and it would be the duty of the State to indemnify; but in 
a Territory, which is our business and ours alone, in the case 
I should say it would. If the United Statesin a Territory, over which 
it has sole control and for which it is entirely responsible and of which 
it creates all the government, fails in providing such executive govern- 
ment as to protect the citizen, then I say the United States ought to 
make indemnity. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. One other question, Mr. President. 
Let me ask the honorable Senator from Vermont, inasmuch asthe United 
States Government has classed the Indians of this country as its wards 
and exercised jurisdiction over them and entered into treaties with them, 
in the event of Indian outbreaks, and Indian depredations, and Indian 
mobs, and Indian murders, and Indian massacres, as there can be no 
indemnification by the courts that we have seen proper to establish in 
our Territories within the United States, would he indemnify on the 
same principle the sufferers in those cases by an appropriation out of 
the Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would not follow, although I can tell my 
friend, as he probably very well knows, that in a thousand such cases, 
speaking in round numbers, we have compelled the Indian tribes whose 
members did those things to pay for the benefit of the people injured 
out of their funds a proper indemnity, and in a great many other cases 
we have provided, when there was not any such indemnity got, to pay 
out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Mr. President, I was not aware that 
this question was coming up this evening. Ido not know that there 
is any other Senator here who will vote against this bill. For one I 
never intend to vote for it, and I desire very much to give my reasons 
why I shall not vote for it. 

Several SENATORS. Give them now. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Iam not prepared to do it now, be- 
cause there are certain papers which I have that are not here. I will 
beready to-morrow morning, or whenever it is the pleasure of the Senate 
to take up the bill and dis of it. 

I undertake to say in this connection that, in my judgment, after a 
most careful examination, there is no principle either of international 
law, of conventional stipulation in any treaty existing between this 
country and China, or in any Federal statute that will justify this pro- 

action; but upon the contrary, if this bill passes, as I have no 
oubt it will, it will be no more and no less than an act of charity, pure 
and simple, an act of benevolence, and nothing else. I undertake to 
say in this connection here and now that there never has been a Sec- 
retary of State from the time of Daniel Webster down to the present 
day, so far as I have been, able to advise myself, who has not argued 
ably and at length and with conclusiveness that in a case like this there 
is no legal liability whatever on the part of the Government of the 
United States to make indemnity. That was the position taken by 
Daniel Webster in regard to the celebrated Spanish riots at Key West; 
that was the position taken by Secretary Seward, by Secretary Blaine, 
and by Secretary Evarts, and it is the position taken to-day by Secretary 
Bayard, although it is a fact that the present Secretary of State recom- 
mends it as an act of benevolence, as an act of pure charity, and with the 
distinct understanding, as he declares in his letter to the President of 
the United States, that it shall not be considered as a precedent nor as 
creating a liability on the pa of the Government to respond in damages 
from the Treasury of the United States in any such case. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator oppose that view of it as an act 
of charity? e 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I certainly am opposed to extending 
this as an act of charity; and until the Congress of the United States 
will pay some portion at least of the twelve or thirteen million dollars 
due on account of losses suffered by frontiersmen in the Western States 
and Territories by reason of Indian depredations, in reference to which 
there is to-day a legal obligation on the part of the Government of the 
United States to make payment, I shall vote no gracious contribution 
to Chinese subjects in this country. Not by my vote shall an act of be- 
nevolence be passed through the Senate until these obligations to our 
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frontiersmen and our eers receive some kind of attention and some 
kind of respect at the hands of Congress. 

You pass resolutions through Congress directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to investigate and find out what losses have been sustained by 
ourown citizens by reason of Indian depredations, by reason of the acts 
of men with whom you have made treaties and with whom yon are in 
treaty relations to-day. -The Secretary, in pursuance of that direction, 
has gone on and investigated these cases and reported these claims to 

amounting to many millions of dollars, and they lie stuck 
away in your pigeon-holes; and yet before the cry of the mob has died 
away, of an alien mob in the Territory of Wyoming, we get on our 
knees here before the Chinese Empire and propose to do an act of great 
grace, to pass an act of benevolence, an act of charity, when not a Sen- 
ator upon this Foreign Relations Committee, so far as I know, has yet 
had the temerity, if I may be permitted to use the language, to place 
upon record in the Senate any report upon which they can base a legal 
obligation to do what they now propose to do. I have watched care- 
fully, and I have seen no report from the committee in support of this 
bill. 


Now, Mr. President, inasmuch as I for one—and I perhaps shall be 
the only one in the Senate, I do not know how that is—do not intend 
to vote for this bill, and inasmuch as perhaps I shall beso largely in the 
minority, I think it but due not only to the Senate but to the people 
whom I in part represent here that I should give my reasons. I prefer 
to do it ina careful, methodical way. Ishall do so to-morrow if I have 
an opportunity. If the Senate denies me that, of course Ishall cast my 
vote against the bill and submit. I will say, however, before I take 
my seat, that I had understood from the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations that if I desired to make an argument 
on this question he would give way until to-morrow. I will say in ad- 
dition that if my request is denied, I think perhaps it will be the only 
time such a request was ever denied in the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I dosay now, asI said to the Senator a while ago, 
that I would not as one ever deny to a Senator the right to express his 
opinions freely on any subject. I have sat here many a time until the 
gray of the morning to secure Senators their right to talk at pleasure. 
At the same time, while I intend to stand by what I said, the Senator 
must perceive that having spoken at least four hours on two separate 
occasions on this Chinese question, giving us his views, so that we know 
them thoroughly and his constituents know them, it is a great stretch 
of courtesy for him to ask us under the circumstances that we give him 
another day, to-morrow, on this subject. But I think on the whole it 
is better to do it, because I do not want ever to see debate restrained 
in the Senate. 

So far as writing a report is concerned, I understood the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] to say that he would write a report. I think 
he probably has prepared one, but he is not here to speak for himself. 
I want no except the message of the President of the United 
States, which I hold in my hand. It contains the gist and germ, the 
whole substance of the ment in favor of this proposition. Itis re- 
ported by the of State in a communication to the Chinese 
minister, which is the last document in this little pamphlet I hold in 
my hand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is that document Executive Document 
102? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The President’s eRe, pr: Executive Document 
102. The last paper in the document is the letter of the Secretary of 
State, which covers the whole ground, and there is also the communi- 
cation of the Chinese minister setting out this claim, and here is the 
evidence as to the items of the claim. 

The President and Secretary of State in their discussion with the 
Chinese minister naturally avoided the legal question so far as they 
could, but I think the President in quoting the substantially 
showed that by the faig terms of the treaty as construed between man 
and man the Government of the United States is bound to protect these 
people, and in case it does not is bound tomake indemnity. The Pres- 
ident quotes the language of the treaty in his message. I think on 
reading that treaty any fair-minded man will see that if there was no 
express legal obligation to pay indemnity, yet we do expressly provide 
and en; in the treaty that the Government of the United States will 
exert all its power to devise measures for their protection and secure to 
them the same rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions as may 
be enjoyed by others. It says also: 

If Chinese laborers, or Chinese of any other class, now either permanently or 
temporarily residing in the territory of the United States, meet with ill-treat- 
ment at the hands of any other persons, the Government of the United States 
will exert all its power to devise measures for their protection, and to secure to 
them the same rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions as may be en- 
joyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation, and to which they 
are entitled by treaty. 

The Government has not been able to doit, and has not done it; they 
are in a remote Territory under the national flag. Asa matter of 
course under these circumstances the implied condition, if not the ex- 
preas of the treaty, requires that indemnity should be paid 
in case they be not protected frominjury. The same argument is am- 
plified by Mr. Bayard. 

I do not wish to go further into the matter. As I said, I would not 


insist on a vote nowif the Senator from Oregon wishes to speak on this 
subject at some other time. I move to postpone the bill until to-mor- 
row to give him that opportunity, so as not tointerfere with the unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before that is done I wish to put on record one 
or two statements. $ 

I will first read from the message of the President of March 2, 1886, 
transmitting this case to Congress: 

I draw the attention of the Congress to the latter of the note of the Sec- 
retary of State of February 18,1885, in reply to the Chinese minister's represen- 
tations, and to invite consideration of the cogent reasons by which he 
reaches the conclusion that, whilst the United States Government is under no 
obligation, whether by the express terms of its treaties with China or the prin- 
ciples of internatio: law, to indemify these Chinese subjects for losses caused 
by such means and under the admitted circumstances, yet that in view of the 

pable and discreditable failure of the authorities of Wyoming Territory to 
ring to justice the guilty parties or to assure to the sufferers an na omen forum 
in which to seek and obtain compensation for the losses which those subjects 
have incurred by lack of police protection ; and considering further the entire 
absence of provocation or contribution on the part of the victims, the Execu- 
tive may be induced to bring the matter to the benevolent consideration of the 
Congress, in order that that body. in its high discretion, may direct the bounty 
of the Government in aid of innocent and peaceful strangers whose maltreat- 
ment has brought discredit upon the country; with the distinct understanding 
that such action is in no wise to be held as a precedent, is wholly gratuitous, 
ne we moi to ina spirit of pure generosity toward those who are other- 


Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] attempted in his sly way to cast an insinuation upon the ex- 
isting administration by saying that even this conservative adminis- 
tration, and he would say nothing further, was in favor of this indem- 
nity, and even this administration would resort to force to protect the 
rights of the American citizen.” Yes, there never was a day in the his- 
tory of this great country, for over half a century under Democratic 
administration, when any citizen of the United States feared to tread 
the soil of the greatest empfre on earth, knowing as he did that he 
would receive full and perfect protection of person and property in every 
respect; and it will be so again. ‘That is not the question, Mr. Presi- 
dent. It was an attempted fling, unworthy of the distinguished Sen- 
ator and the position he occupies before the country. 

Now let us see what position his administration and his distinguished 
Republican leader, the last nominee for President and the prospective 
next one of his party for the highest office in the gift of the American 
people, took when he was Secretary of State and we had a Republican 
President. I read from this same document, and I read from No. 1, 
the Chinese minister to Secretary Bayard, on page 5, toward the bottom. 
The Chinese minister, having made his statement, proceeds to say: 

With this statement I might consider my duty discharged, but for the fact 
that this legation, having occasion to call the attention of two of your worthy 


predecessors to a similar but much less bloody and disastrous event, the honor- 
able Evarts— 


A distinguished member of this body now— 


expressed some doubts as to the legal liability of his Government to make pe- 
cuniary indemnity to the Chinese sufferers by the mob at Denyer, in tho State 
of Colorado, in 1880, and that the honorable Secretary Blaine— 

James G. Blaine, of Maine— 


concurred in the views of Mr. Secre Evarts. Ihave, therefore, to beg the kind 
ind mee of your excellency while I attempt to show why the present request 
for indemnification, in the opinion of my government, ought in justice and equity 
to be granted, notwithstanding the views set forth in the notes of Secretary 
Evarts of December 30, 1880, and of Secretary Blaine of March 25,1881. In doing 
this itis not my intention to either appeal to you from or to question the cor- 
rectness of the interpretation of the laws of the United States as given by the 
distinguished jurist Mr. Evarts, and confirmed by the experienced statesman 
Mr. It would seem to me, however, to be just that if the view taken by 
Mr. Evarts as to the obligation of the United States to make indemnity for in- 

uries to private individuals from mob violence should be insisted spos and ad- 

ered to by your excellency’s Government, China should, in due reciprocity and 
international comity, accept and practice the same principle, 


Mr. President, it is well enough When these thrusts are attempted 
to be made upon the existing administration that we should look back 
a little and see what was done when the distinguished Senator from 
New York [Mr. EvArts] was Secretary of State and when the ex- 
perienced statesman James G. Blaine was Secretary of State. Why 
was no indemnity made then? It was claimed. There was no response 
and no indemnification was made, and I assert that in my judgment 
there is no principle of international law, there is no principle of jus- 
tice, of right, of equity, of morality, or of ty that will re- 
quire the tax-paying citizens of the United States to respond in dam- 
ages for the malicious, vindictive, tortious, illegal acts of a band of for- 
eigners, Bohemians imported there by a corporation asserfs to do their 
work as laborers, as servants, as slaves. I fail to ize any prin- 
ciple which will make the citizens of the United States responsible in 
such a case. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it seems to me somewhat remarkable 
that the principles of international law and of intercourse which have 
existed between all governments for a thousand years should now be 
denied and fail of universal recognition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). The Sen- 
ator will allow the Chair to inquire of the Senator from Ohio whether 
he withdrew his motion to me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not. I withdrew it at the request of tho 
Senator from Missouri to give him an opportunity tospeak. That mo- 
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tion is still pending. Iam willing the matter should 
hour of the day. I suggest to the Senator from Florida 
will be called up again. 

Mr. CALL. Ihave no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the further consideration of the bill be postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 


Mr. CONGER. I wish to make a conference report on the bill (H. 
R. oap) to establish additional life-saving stations. I send the report 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6975) to establish additional 
life-saving stations having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same, 


over at this 
tthe matter 


O. D. CONGER, 
8. J. R. M 


CHARLES F. CRISP, 
R. W. DUNHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
TAXATION OF RAILROAD-GRANT LANDS. 
aoe SHERMAN. Now let the unfinished business be laid before the 
Date. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation of rail- 
road-grant lands, and for other purposes. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 44 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to morrow, Wednesday, June 2, 1886, at 
12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, June 1, 1886. 


The House metat 11o0’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

UNITED STATES COURT-HOUSE, PHILADELPHIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Supervising 
Architect for repairs, painting, and ventilation of the United States 
court-house at Philadelphia, Pa.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

DOMESTIC REQUIREMENTS OF GRAIN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 

Commissioner of Agriculture, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the House, a report by the statistician of that Department oe 
the surplus and domestic requirements of wheat and corn, and the acre- 
age of wheat for the present year as compared with the past five years; 
also, the probable requirements of importing countries, and the acreage 
of crop and probable surplus or shortage in exporting countries for the 
ensuing year; which was referred to the Committee c2 Agriculture, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SWINBURNE, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. STEWART, of Texas, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Cooper, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

MRS. ELEANOR ELLWOOD. 

Mr. HOPKINS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 9120) 
making an appropriation for Mrs. Eleanor Ellwood, widow of Hon. 
Reuben Ellwood, d 
Ilinois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
consideration of the bill S. 206, and put the same upon its passage. 
It is simply a local measure, and will require but a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

* A bill (5a to provide for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Zanesville, Ohio. 


Mr. BEACH. I shall have to demand the regular order. 


, late a Representative from the State of | P 


ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 


Mr. IRION, from the committee of conference on the Clengresing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 6975) for the estab ent 
of additional life-saving stations, submitted the following report; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: = 

The commi f conf the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.6975) to establish additional life. 
saving stations, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

the Senate recede from its amendment num 1. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

numbere@ 2, and agree to the same. A SIRION 
. hs 5 


CHARLES F. CRISP, 


R. W. DUNHAM. 


Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. IRION moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of the 
committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. ~ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 
I send to the desk to be read a portion of an editorial in the Iowa State 
Register, the leading Republican organ of Iowa. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OLEOMARGARINE WEAVER. 


According to the reports of the spirited debate in the lower House of Con- 
gress on Wednesday, in the matter of the Deor OEE ne n Con- 
gegen EENES HBS SOHARTSA 1O PATS TOO DI OA Uaa 5 

r. JAMES B. WEAVER, stood by Mr. Millionaire Armour and Chicago factory 
for making butter out of refuse tallow and pig fat. Mr. Armour, whose income 
is $10,000 a week, evidently knows where to find a man and how to find him 
when he wants him. Such a man can always find Congressman WEAVER, and 
generally does it. Evidently the gentleman from the sixth district of Iowa, 
occupying a seat in Congress by fraud, is making hay while the sun is shining 
hot enough to melt Mr. Armour’s tallow. He has Jess than a year in Congress 
left, and all the dairies and butter-makers in Jowa are not going to cause him to 
aieenectan Mr. Armour when Mr. Armour’s millionaire interests are so much at 
stake, 

But what do the farmers and butter and cheese makers of Iowa think of an 
Iowa Congressman’s betrayal of their interests for the sake of a millionaire 
dealer in refuse tallow and lard? 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It is very seldom that I rise to a question 
of personal privilege or pay any attention to what is said about me in 
the be apa ress. But here is an innuendo very plain that I have 
pemn uer hy improper motives in my course toward the pending 
o e 

In the first place it is charged I am opposing that bill. That, of 
course, would not constitute a question of privilege, although it is 
false, as every member of this House knows I am ardently supporting 
that measure and have done soat every vote. Ishall continue to do so 
till the end of the controversy if it continues during the remainder of 
the session. 

But the charge is made here plainly that I have not only opposed the 
bill, but that I have been influenced to do so by improper motives and 
influences. I simply want to call attention in the presence of my fel- 
low-members to the character of the opposition I am compelled to meet 
in my State in standing up for what I believe to be right principles and 
correct laws. There is no foundation whatever for this charge. In 
every word and thought expressed or implied it is exactly the opposite 
of the truth. 

Further, it is charged Iam holding my seat in this House by fraud. 
That also affects my standing as a member of this House and is a mat- 
ter of rivilege. 

Mr. ORRISON. I submit there is no question of privilege in- 
yolved in this newspaper article. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that in so far as the article read 
from the Clerk’s desk imputes to the gentleman from Iowa improper or 
corrupt motives—— thal 

Mr. MORRISON. Nobody believes it. You have been for the bill 
from the first. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks in so far as it does that, there is 
resented a question of privilege, but only to that extent. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Of course I understand that. Of course 
nobody believes it here. Nobody in Iowa who is acquainted with the 
man who makes the believes it. But there are thousands of 
men who read that paper who may believe it, because they will never 
see the contradiction, nor do they understand the unmanly and mali- 
cious motives which prompted the article. Now, as to the charge that 
Iam geep r seat by fraud, I wish to say no charge was ever made 
that I had obtained my seat by fraud. My right to a seat was investi- 
gated by a committee of this House, and the majority of that committee 
reported—only three of the six Republican members dissentin, b 
I a right to the seat. And I will state further that when vote 
was taken in this House—I desire to be contradicted if Iam notstating 
it correctly—there were not exceeding six men who voted that I was 
not entitled to my seat; and among those who voted that I was entitled 
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to a seat were the leaders on the Republican side of the House. They 
did not feel there wae anything in the legal paints or the facts sought 
3 De TAAA AERDEN mia If Iam not correct as to that, I desire to be 
contradicted here and now. I want to stand right on the record. 

_ Another charge is made by this same paper that I falsely, and know- 
ing it to be false, accused my colleague, Mr. HENDERSON, of having 
once left the 5 age party. This charge is also untrue and without 
foundation. I have never at any time made any such charge against 
my colleague, Colonel HENDERSON. Having said this much I am 
through. : 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. - 

The SPEAKER. Theregular order having been called for, the Chair 

will proceed to call committees for reports. 
DUFF GREEN REED. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8296) to remove the 
political disabilities of Duff Green Reed; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL BUREAUS. 


Mr. BOUTELLE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, obtained 
leave to present the views of the minority-on the bill (H. R. 7635) to 
consolidate certain bureaus of the Department of the Navy, and-for 
other purposes; which were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


LOTTERY GIFT CIRCULARS IN THE MAILS. 


Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
, in lieu ofsundry bills, a bill (H. R. 9121) toamend section 3894 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the transmis- 
sions through the mails of lottery gift enterprise and other circulars, 
and excluding from the mails newspapers and periodicals containing 
advertisements of the same; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
House bills Nos. 6522, 2030, 2296, and 3337, relating to the same sub- 
ject, were laid on the table. 
Mr. WARD, of Indiana, obtained leave to present the views of the 
minority; which were ordered to be printed with the report of the ma- 


jority. 
' CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. LOUTTIT, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
i from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1201). granting 
a pension to Louise Armbrecht; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 


rinted: 
£ A bill (H. R. 6475) granting a pension to Benjamin Hillman; 
A bill (H. R. ies) granting a pension to Margaret O’ Neill; 
A bill (H. R. 5096) granting a pension to James Chase Heath; 
A bill (H. R. 1116) granting a pension to the orphan children of 
Dennis Owens; and 
A bill (H. R. 6090) granting a pension to William W. Wheeler. 


MRS. HANNAH BABB HUTCHINS. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3463) granting a 
pee to Mrs. Hannah Babb Hutchins, with the recommendation they 

non-concurred in; and the same were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDIE L. MACOMBER. 


Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
- ported back unfavorably amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
1462) granting a pension to Addie L. Macomber; which were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES CARLIN.. 

Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6314) to increase the ion of James 
Carlin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

; ELLEN SADLER. 
Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
rted back with amendments the bill (S. 1492) for the relief of Ellen 
er, sister of John Sadler; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 


ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were sever- 
a Lic on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
prin 

A bill (H. R. 7186) granting a pension to John E. Rollins; and- 

A bill (H. R. 8309) granting a pension to John I7. Bickford. 

THOMAS WALSH. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8481) granting a ion to Thomas Walsh; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ANNA SCHIER. 

Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7983) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna 
Schier; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
CATHARINE LANIGAN. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2349) granting a pension to Catharine Lanigan; 
which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DAVID RYAN. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 7233, a bill (H. R. 9122) to confer jurisdiction on the 
Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of David Ryan against 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 7233) was laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
cha from further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4033) for the relief 
of Richard A. Newert, and the same was referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

ROBERT STRACHAN. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (S. 574) for the relief of Robert Strachan; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ESTATES OF ELY MOORE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5470) for the relief of 
the estates of Ely Moore and John W. Whitfield and others; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF CERTAIN PHYSICIANS. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 304) to compensate physicians for services rendered un- 
der an order of the United States court of the northern district of Ala- 
bama; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
JOHN WIGHTMAN. 


Mr. FLEEGER, from the Committee on Claims, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 7803, a bill (H. R. 9123) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of John Wightman, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 7803) was laid on the table. 


RICHARD H. AND JAMES PORTER. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8168) for the relief of Richard H. Porter 
and James Porter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

BOARD OF FOREIGN MISSIONS, M. P, CHURCH. 


Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (S. 1008) to empower the Board 
of Foreign Missions of the Methodist Protestant Church to hold prop- 
erty in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 


NEW ORLEANS, BATON ROUGE AND VICKSBURG RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. LAFFOON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3186) to declare a forfeiture of lands 
granted to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 
Company, to confirm title to certain lands, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


1886. 


GEORGE J. STANNARD, 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, Maj. Gen. George J. Stannard, a brave 
soldier and distinguished officer in the late ae at present upon the 
soldiers’ roll as an employé of this House, died suddenly this morning 
about 9 o’clock at his lodgings in this city. I ask unanimous consent 
to put upon its passage at the present time the usual resolution relat- 

he his pay and funeral 

eSPEAKER. ‘The resolution will be read for information, after 
which there will be opportunity for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby. 
authorized to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to the widow or legal 
representatives of George J, Stannard, late an employé of the House, a sum 


ual to his salary for six mon and ‘also the necessary expenses of his last 
rA deed and funeral, not to excced $250. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution; which was adopted. 

Mr. GROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OLEOMARGARINE. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a 
tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and ex- 
portation of oleomargarine. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this bill the Committee of the Whole had 
reached the consideration of section 8. By order of the House all de- 
bate on this section and amendments thereto has been limited to one 
minute, 

Mr. DUNHAM. Are there any amendments now pending to this 
section ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are several amendments pending. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to offer an amendment at the proper time. 

Mr, NEGLEY. I desire to have read a telegram from various trades 
assemblies, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
receio [Mr. NEGLEY] to occupy the one minute allowed for 

ebate. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I desire to have read from the Clerk’s desk the tele- 
gram which I send up. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following: 


PITTSBURGH, PA., May 31. 
Whereas certain measures are now pending in Congress for the regulation of 
the manufacture and sale of butterine and oleomargarine, and the imposition 
of taxes thereon, amounting to a prohibition; and 
Whereas the manufacture and sale of this article is a legal, a legitimate busi- 
ness, furnishing a clean, palatable, pe and nutritious article of food at a 
omer Ft price, and that the effect of the legislation will be to increase the 
pe of a cheap and wholesome food product and destroy the labor its manu- 
ure employs; and 
Whereas the only reason given for the legislation is that it comes into com- 
petition with butter: 
It is resolved, That we protest against the passage o: ch measures as unjust 
pubie policy, to the laboring classes and as opposed as > the principles of sound 
pub ic icy. 
‘urther resolved, That opira of these resolutions be transmitted to our 
Bai and Representatives Congress by the secretary of this assembly. 
The foregoing preambles and resolutions were adopted at Rika Sates of the 
Trades Assembly of Western Pennsylvania for the purpose o sito opt 
action in regard to a bill now pending before Congress entitled. ont bil 
late the manufacture and sale of butterine or oleo: rine.” 
STAID ENNISS, 
President of Trades Assembly Baty nia. 
OMAS 8. DICUS, 


Secrelary Trades Assembly of Western 


e Trades Assembly of Western Wy eevee carers oem i the follow: labor 
Sekak Superior No. 3, Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel 
Vaaa Sheet and Metal Workers’ Assembly, Knights of Labor; American 
ge, No ‘0, 29, nights of ta Association of tee and Workers; Labor As- 
sem ly, No. 21, Kni ts of Labor; Good Intent Lodge No. 4. Asso- 
ciation of Iron and Steel Workers; Labor Assembly No. “142; B lers, Ca: n 
ters, and Joiners’ Union; International Cigar-makers’ Union, farer of 
German Journeymen Tailors’ Union, Knightsof Labor; International Furniture 
Makers’ Union, No. 21, Knights of PAi Bridge Workers’ Assembly, No. 1632, 
Knights of Labor; Labor Assembly No. 5269, Knights of Labor; Calkers Assem- 
bly, No. 862, Knights of Labor; Poe Workers’ Association ; Salesmen’s 
epee ae neers Knights of Labo Street-car Drivers’ Assembly, No. 1603, 
Knights of Labor; Iron noon ay yes ‘Assembly, No. 1747, Lae Ae of Labor; Banks- 
ville iners’ Association; Typographical Associatio n, No, 1632, Knights of Labor; 
Lodge No. 35, tion of Iron and Steel W Workers; ree EFS 
Lodge, Amal Associátion of Iron and Steel eet Royal Lod 
Amalgam: Association of Iron and Steel Workers, No. 34 ; Mechanics’ Todas 
esos aoe a Association of Iron and Steel Workers, No. 2; Allegheny rouge 
ted Association of Iron and Steel Workers, No. 14; District Assembl 
No. 80, Knights of Labor; Pressmen’s Union, No. 13; Taber Assembly No. 791, 
Knights of aoe: Labor Assembly No. 1631, Pini hts of Labor; Labor Assem- 
my. o. er, Sane Lod No. 70, ‘Asanigaraated Association of Iron 
orkers; Lod: uae Flint-glass Workers’ Union; Saw 
Mill Run Coal Miners’ een Window-glass Workers’ Association, No. 
300, Knights of Labor; Iron-molders’ Union, No. 14; Iron-molders’ Assem- 
bly, No. 230, Knights of Labor; Bottle-blowers’ Union of North America; Horse- 
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shoers’ Union; Typographical Ais pov No.7; Job ag pte Association No. 1392, 

Knights of Labor; Independent Lodge of f Millval ale, Amal Association 

of gos and Steel Workers; Friendship Lodge, Ama) reps Ey a of Iron 
of 


and Steel Workers; Stone-cutters’ Assembly, Labor; Soho Lodge, 
No. 70, Association of Iron rg Steel Workers; Sligo Ten n Works, 
Lodge No. ed Association of Tron and Steel Workers 


Flint giass Workers Association, Labor Assembly No.719, iS, Knig ts of 
Labor; Labor Assembly No. 2300, Knights of Labor; Union No. 
271; Iron-molders* Union of North America, No, 243; Lal sarge No. or 
Knights of Labor; Lodge No. 8, Amalgamated ‘Association of Iron and 
Workers; Bricklayers’ Union, ae. 2; D Assembly No.3, Knights of Labor, 
forty thousand mem Amal; Association of Iron an 
Steel Workers; Labor Assembly Ne 336 Knights of Labor—representing about 
seventy-eight thousand members, 

Tix CHAIRMAN (before the reading of the telegram was concluded) 
said: By order of the House all debate on this section is now closed. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Idesire that the entire telegram may be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN. e first question is on an amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], to add a proviso to sec- 
tion 8. This amendment having already been read, the reading will 
not be repeated unless some gentleman demands it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I think it ought to be read again. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 
nding section the following: 

“Provided, That on and after the Ist day of Jul; Wires the taxes herein speel- 


pos imposed by the internal-revenue laws of the ted States now in force 
d the y 3 gu on manufactured 


manufactured tobacco, peddlers of tobacco, snuff, and cn eai Paes manufact- 
urers of snuff and of cigars: Provided also. , That on all origi nd unbroken 


fal owing the date when such repeal shall take effect; and ne claim shall 
allowed for a less amount than $10; and any special-tax stam: 
eee by yrs act sotnia he redeemed for the portion of the s 
expired at the repeal, when the amount Soona patie such siam 
S not be} hoe than $10; and all sums required to satisfy clai: 
shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise a se appre 
and it shall be the duty of the Someeesy of the Treasury to rules 
regulations and to prescribe and furnish such blanks and Presid as may be nec- 
to carry this section into effect: Provided also, That all internal-revenue 
the manufacture, sale, or Seager po of 
es are hereby led on and s 
the Ist ist day of ‘October. 1886, “gn that there shall be no shi orgie u 
a articles w shall be entered f for export on or after that 
one Th That all laws now in force shall remain and bave full force whey effect in 
respect to.all offenses committed, liabilities incurred, or rights accruing or ac- 
= rior to the date when the repeal of the taxes specified ed in this act shall 
take e 


TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from North Carolina [Mr. COWLES] 
submitted a substitute for this amendment. The Chair is advised, 
however, that the gentleman prefers to move his proposition separately. 
The Chair will therefore put the question upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia, just read by the Clerk. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 49, noes 102. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No quorum. 

Tellers were ‘ordered; and Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, and Mr. 
HATCH were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 52, 
noes 110. 

The CHAIRMAN. In order to make a quorum the Chair votes in 
the negative, and the amendment is rejected. The next question is 
upon another amendment submitted rg the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. DANIEL], which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section § the following 
“That on and after the Ist aoe of July, 1886, all laws = parts of laws hereto- 


fore passed by Con and now in existence, im an internal-revenue 
tax So quote lled from apples, SA and artila, shall be repealed: 
hat no person or persons shall be allowed to man) or distill 


rite part fi fruits and partly fro in without th t of the full 

tae tax required i heat be eer upon the Taking Os matulectees of spintas ‘distilled from 

; and any person violating the provisions of this section shall be fined not 

ess than $100 nor more than $500, and imprisoned not Jess than one month nor 
more than one year, or both, at the discretion of the court.” 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 42, noes 110. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, and Mr. 
HATCH were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 38, noes 
125. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next question is upon an amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr, CowLEs], which 
will be read. r 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 8 the following: 

“That all Jaws and sections and clauses of laws, imposing a tax or taxes on 
brandy distilled from fruit, and all laws and sections and clauses of laws, pro- 
veins 2 for the collection of a peter or taxes on brandy distilled from fruit, and 


without compliance with certain statutory req the manu- 
facture iOS iatillation of of brandy, be, and the same are hereby, repealed,” 
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Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that this amendment is 
substantially’ the same as that which has just been voted down by the 
committee. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Let us hear reread the amendment 
that was just voted down. 

The Clerk again read the amendment of Mr. DANIEL. 

Bei COWLES. Allow me but a minute in reply on the point of 
order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], which has 
just been voted down, provides that, on and after the Ist day of July, 
1886, these laws should be repealed, while the ing amendment 

rovides for repeal immediately on the passage of the law, which makes 
t a different proposition. 

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw the point of order. 

The question recurred on Mr. CowLEs’s amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 121. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No quorum. 

Mr. Cowes and Mr. HATCH were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 43, 
noes 120, 

So the amendment was di to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move the following amendment. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “ten,” in line 3, and insert the word “three; ” so it will 


“There shall be assessed and collected a tax of 3 cents per pound.” 
Mr. HEPBURN. Was notthat amendment voted upon on a previous 


day? 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments heretofore were amendments to the 
amendment, to strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert “two,” and the votes here- 
tofore taken were on that amendment. There has beenno amendment 
heretofore to strike out “ten” and insert any number except “‘ two.” 

Mr. DUNHAM. More than that, “three” has not been mentioned 
before. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I understand this amendment is 
debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I understand the motion was to 
close debate only upon the pending amendments, and not upon all 
amendments to the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. At Saturday’s session the motion was made to 
close all debate on the eighth section and all pending amendments 
thereto. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. It referred, I think, only to pend- 
ing amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. It referred to all amendments. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I ask the language of the motion 
be read. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read from the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Itatcr. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of revenue bills; 
and pending that motion I move that all debate on the eighth section 

amendments thereto shall be limited to one minute, and upon that I demand the 


previous question. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the motion which was adopted by the 
House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I submit the following amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “ three” and insert “five,” 


Mr. HATCH. Has not that amendment already been voted on? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment voted on was an amendment to 
the then pending amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. It is substantially the same thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not in a parliamentary sense, and the Chair was 
compelled to recognize the amendment to the amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. ToWNSHEND’S amendment to the 
amendment. 

Tho CHAIRMAN. The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 92. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No quorum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. STAHLNECKER were appointed tellers. . 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 46, noes 
118. 

So the amendment to the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Imove an amendment to come in at the 
end of the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not in order at-this moment. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iask for the reading of the amendment, and then 
for the reading of the section as it will be if the amendment is adopted. 

The Clerk read theamendment and section as it would be if amended. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I offeran amendment to the amend- 
ment, to strike out ‘three’? and insert ‘‘four.’’ 


A MEMBER. Let this go through and offer yours afterward. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. You can not do it then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes have it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I demand a division on my amend- 
ment, to the amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 106. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No quorum. 
caine GIBsoxN, of West Virginia, and Mr. Price were appointed 

ers. 

ae committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 31, noes 


The Ee: Does the gentleman withdraw his point of no 
quorum Á 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. When I get ready to yield the point 
I will announce it to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum appearing, it becomes the duty of 
the Chair under the rules to have the roll called in order to report the 
names of the absentees to the House to be spread upon the Journal. 

The Clerk called the roll; and the following members failed to 
answer to their names: 


Adams, J. J. Cutcheon, Kleiner, Rogers, 
Aiken, Daniel, Laird, Scott, 
Anderson, C, M. Davis, Le Ferre, Sprisss, 
Arnot, Dibble, Markham, Ss 
Belmont, Dunn, Matson, St. Martin, 
Bingham, n, McKinley, Stone, W. J., of Mo, 
Bragg, Foran, Mitchell, Swinburne, 
Brumm, Ford, Morrill, Taylor, I. H. 
Butterworth, Gion; C. H. ae PA! J.R. 
Candlgr, over, sf A ; 
Ciara Grosvenor, Nee: Vee ston, 
Clements, Guenther, Oates, Viele, 
Cobb, Hayden, Pirce, Ward, T. B. 
Cole, eard, Reed, T. B. Warner, A. J. 
Sooper, Hewitt, Reid, J. W. inans. 
`% Hires, Rice, 

Curt n, James, Robertson, 

, 


The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair 
Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole, having had. 
under consideration House bill No. 8328, found itself without a quo- 
rum; whereupon the Chair had caused the roll to be called, and now 
reported the names of sixty-six absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER. From this report it appears that there are sixty- 
six members absent, whose names will be entered upon the Journal. 
The roll-call discloses the fact that a quorum is present, and, under 
the rules of the House the Committee of the Whole will immediately 
resume its session. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places, and in or- 
der to prevent confusion the Chair will direct the vote to be taken 
anew. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will not the tellers resume the count 
where they left off? Is it necessary that the vote should be taken 
anew? Is not this the same continuous action of the tellers? 

The CHAIRMAN. Where a quorum fails to vote, and the roll is 
called, such a length of time having elapsed, the Chair thinks it poper 
that the vote should be taken de novo, as the tellers can not det ne 
whether or not the gentlemen have voted thereafter. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But the gentlemen themselves can. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks in order to avoid confusion 
that a new vote should be taken. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 51, noes 
120. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Dunnam]. I 
understand his amendment is to strike out 10 cents and insert 3 cents. 
I move to amend the amendment by striking out “‘ three” and insert- 
ing ‘‘ eight;”’ so that it will read: 

There shall be assessed and collected a tax of 8 cents per pound. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I would like to say to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not debatable. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I do not propose to debate it, but simply to say 
that that is no improvement. 

The question being taken on the amendment to the amendment, thero 
were on a division—ayes 86, noes 17. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, and Mr. HATCH were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 124, 
noes 40. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to offer a further amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment is in order to this amend- 
ment at this time. e 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I submit it is in order to offer fur- 
ther amendments. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5119 


1886. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee has amended this amend- 
ment by striking out ‘‘three’’ and i ing ‘‘eight.’’ 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. And the amendment now stands 
simply as if it had been originally offered ‘‘ eight’? instead of ‘‘three,”’ 
and therefore other amendments are in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee has already accepted an amend- 
ment, and consequently the amendment is not subject to further amend- 
ment, because otherwise the committee could never reach a conclusion. 
The committee has reached a conclusion as to this amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. But I submit that was simply a 


choice between three and eight. It does not settle any other question. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee must now settle the other ques- 


tion as between eight and ten, and the question recurs upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois as amended. 

Mr. LAWLER. Would it be in order to have read a letter at this 
time? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not; debate is not in order. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. DUNHAM as 
amended, the committee divided, and there were—ayes 120, noes 10. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, and Mr. HATCH werg appointed tell- 


ers. 
The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 130, noes 33. 
So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move to amend by adding to the 
tion what I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That o e which is ascertained to be pure and healthful, 
and so certified in wri! by the duly appointed health officer of a or State 
where the same is offered for sale, and Seips pow eee at and sold tothe 
consumer by its true name without fraud, and with 

as to resemble dairy butter, shall not be subject to the tax 


tion. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order on that amendment. It 
has been already offered to this section and voted down, or substan- 
tially the same was offered on Saturday, as will be seen by the RECORD. 

Mr. MCRAE. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment for 
my colleague [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who is necessarily absent for a 
few moments, It is his and not 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish to say that I will be glad if the 
gentleman from Missouri will point out the amendment to which he 
refers, or in what shape this proposition has been heretofore submitted 
to the committee and voted down, as I should like to be heard upon the 
point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. The RECORD will show it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The clerk is examining the RECORD. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I assume that no such proposition has 
been submitted or voted on by the committee. 

Mr. HATCH. Itis easy enough if I am mistaken to withdraw the 
pointoforder. I feel sure thatsubstantially the same amendment has 
been acted upon by the committee. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. This amendment, in order that thecom- 
mittee may understand it, and in order that the question of ordermay be 
properly determined, is this: It seeks and is intended to make the bill 
what its projectors say it is now, and that is, if oleomargarine be pure 
and healthful, if it has no tape-worm in it, or fungi, or trichine, 
or dairy-maid’s hair, or any other impurities; if it is ascertained to be 
by the proper health officer healthful and so certified in writing (which 
is a matter of local inspection) and undergoes such inspection, and is 
submitted to chemical analysis and to the microscopic tests, and after 
having undergone all of these investigations is found to be pure and 
healthful and is offered for sale and sold to the consumer—— 

Mr. HATCH. I must demand the regular order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iam simply stating what my amend- 
ment is. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. MCMILLIN). The Chair understood the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to be addressing himself to the point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. On the contrary, he is explaining his amendment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iam ing myself to the point of 
order, and am endeavoring to show that this is not the same amend- 
ment as any that has been previously submitted to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In addition to the article being ascer- 
tained to be pure and healthful, it must be exposed in the market for 
sale under its own name of oleomargarine. It is expressly provided 
that the consumer shall be notified so that there shall be no frand upon 
him. And then for the purpose of protecting the dairy interest which 
lies behind this bill, and needs its protection, it is further provided that 
it shall not be disguised so as to resemble dairy butter, either good 
dairy butter or bad dairy butter, yellow dairy butter or red, white or 
blue dairy butter, dairy butter made out of pure cream or out of but- 
termilk. It seems to me this provision is broad enough to protect the 
dairy interests and all other butter interests from Chinese cheap labor. 

Mr. CURTIN addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CURTIN] desire to speak to the point of order? 


„oleo: 


Mr. CURTIN. Yes. If the representation of seventy-eight thou- 
sand laboring men of Pennsylvania has any bearing on the point of 
order I have it here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing except what pertains to the point of 
order would bein order at this time. ? 

Mr. CURTIN. With very little knowl of the rules of this House 
I do not think I am in order. [Laughter. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the hasty examination which the Chair 
has been able to make of the RECORD for several days past he finds the 
nearest a to the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana is 
one offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], which the 
Clerk will read. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman. I desire to offer an amendment as a substitute 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone). 


proviso at the end of section 8: 
understood or construed to impose any of 
e, or any of the products or com- 
ly marked with 


pounds mentioned in it, the name of the 


product, and sold or offered to be soild as such.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chairwill now direct to beread the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana upon which his ruling is 
asked. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, margarine, which rtain 
healthfu er AA by the duly e wes health orth S = 
State, where the same is offered forsale, and it isexposed for sale and sold to 
the consumer by its true name, and without fraud, and without being disguised 
oe resemble dairy butter, shall not be subject to the tax imposed by this 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. The two amendments are quite 
distinct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order. 
It will be observed the amendment of the gentleman from Texas pro- 
vided that all oleomargarine substances marked as such should be ex- 
empted from the tax provision of the bill. Upon comparison it will be 
seen that not only is that required in the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana, but the certificate of the proper health officer showing its 
healthfulness is also required. The Chair is therefore of opinion that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas while similar in one 
respect to that of the gentleman from Indiana is not so in others. The 
Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to make another point of order against the 
amendment. It is this: that the bill is only for the purpose of raising 
revenue—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. That is a mistake. 

Mr. BAYNE. And that the amendment of the gentleman from In- 
diana is one requiring a distinction to be made between wholesome and 
unwholesome food, and is therefore not germane to this bill. 

The amendment distinguishes as to the wholesomeness or unwhole- 
someness of the food. Itdistinguishes the wholesome food which may 
be put on the market from the unwholesome food liable to tax. And, 
moreoyer, it is not proper to propose an amendment to the bill which 
takes away from it the property of levying an equal tax upon the sub- 
ject-matter of taxation as this proposition of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana does. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Idesire to say on the pointof order that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] is mistaken in both his prop- 
ositions. This is not a bill to raise reyenue, but is a bill to put down 
margarine. He is mistaken also in supposing that the bill has noth- 
ing to do with the purity of the food. For in section 14 is this pro- 
vision: 

The Commissioner may also decide whether any substance made in imitation 
or semblance of butter or intended for human consumption contains ingredi- 
ents deleterious to the public health. 

Now, this is a mere change of one of the features of the bill, provid- 
ing that in certain cases State oflicers may determine that the thing 
presented to the public is not injurious to public health, and that if so 
it may be subject to sale without this tax. Therefore, whether this be 
a bill to raise revenue or to put down oleomargarine, it is a bill also to 
protect pepe from putting bad food into their stomachs. 

Mr. G N, of West Virginia. I desire, in answer to the point 
raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. That being the case, I do not de- 
sire to be heard on it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. As it was I who offered the amendment, 
if the Chair is in any doubt about it I should like to be heard on the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that, the bill being before 
the committee, whether its purpose is one thing or another it is com- 

tent for the House to restrict it wherein it sees propertodoso. The 
Chair, therefore, overrules the point of order. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Letthe amendment be read again. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask that the amendment which I sent a few mo- 
ments ago to the desk for my colleague be submitted. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is it an amendment to the amendment? 
Mr. McRAE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 8 by adding at the end of the section the following: 

a That w 


re cotton-seed oil enters into the uction of oleomar- 


garine, and it shall be satisfactorily shown that the product is perfectly whole- 
some as an article of food, and when it is marked and sold as oleomargarine 
and not as butter, and the Secretary of the Treasury is satisfied that no fraud is 
contemplated or is possible upon buyers, then the tax herein imposed shall be 
ae the extent that cotton-seed oil enters into the composition of said 

The CHAIRMAN. This seems to be framed as an amendment to 
the section, and will properly be in order after the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] is voted upon. The gentle- 
man from Arkansas will be recognized to present it at the proper time. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, the amendment was drawn by my col- 
Teague, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, who is absent, without seeing the pend- 
ing amendment. He asked me to offer it for him, and I have done so; 
but with the understanding that the committee shall have an oppor- 
tunity to vote upon it after the pending amendment is disposed of, I 
withdraw it for the present. z 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks that in its present form the 
amendment will properly come in after the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] has been acted upon. 

Mr. MCRAE, I have no objection to that. 

The House divided on the amendment offered by Mr. BROWNE, of 
Indiana; and there were—ayes 44, noes 92. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (presented by 
Mr. MCRAE), was read, as follows: 


Amend section 8 by adding at the end of the section the following: 
"Provided, That where cotton-seed oil enters into the production of oleomar- 
wn 


product, 
The amendment was rejected. 
«Mr.McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I have anotheramendment to the same 
section, which I desire to offer for my colleague [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 
Amend section 8, line 3, by striking out the word “eight” and insert: the 
words “half a cent;" so that it will read “a tax of half a cent per pound,” &c. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on that 
amendment. ; 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that the rate has 
been already fixed by a vote of the Committee of the Whole. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I submit again—— 
[Calls of ‘‘ order!” *‘ Regular order!’?] I am addressing the 
House on the point of order. [Renewed calls of “‘ Regular order!?’ 


now rise. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCMILLIN, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8328) defining 


butter, &c., and had come to no resolution thereon. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


‘The Speaker announced the appointment of Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. RIGGS, 
and Mr. BINGHAM as conferees on the part of the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the Post-Office appropriation bill. 


OLEOMARGARINE. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of 
bills raising revenue; and, pending that motion, I ask unanimous con- 
zent that when the bill is reported from the Committee to the House a 
vote shall be taken in the House on the propositions which I am about 
to state 3 ma order n Tn I ona them. I do this for the 
purpose of advancing the business e House. What I propose is 
that a yea-and-nay vote shall be taken, first, upon the proposition to 
fix the rate of tax at 3 cents; if that is voted down by the House, that 
a similar vote shall be taken upon the proposition to fix the rate at 5 
cents; if that is voted down, that a like vote shall be taken upon the 
amendment submitted by the committee fixing'the rate at 8 cents; and, 
if that is voted down, that the vote shall then be taken upon the bill 
as reported. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I object. If the gentleman 
will include my amendment and give me a vote on it I will agree, but 
if he insists upon cutting my amendment out, then, as a matter of 
er GIBSON, f West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, it is certain] 

F ,o À ve 
desirable that we should, if possible, compromise our p anae anon 
this bill and let legislation proceed. I have been in consultation with 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] upon this subject, Ihave 


no desire whatever to retard legislation in this House. AN I want is 
to have a fair vote upon this bill, I want to make this further sug- 
gestion to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. I speak only 
for myself, for I ani not authorized to speak for anybody else. Ifthe 
gentleman from Missouri will agree to allow the vote to be taken as he 
suggested, with a further Dieter tory i vote on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE], and a further yea-and- 
nay vote on the section in this bill dividing the fines between the Gov- 
ernment and the informer, I say to him that I, for one, will stop fight- 
ing this bill and let it come to a vote. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the friends of this 
bill, their object has been mainly to provide means for identifying this 
oleomargarine, and I understand that they have stated privately that 
they do not care so much for the tax as they do to be certain that this 
article is sold for what it is. Now, if that be the fact, I can see no ob- 
ject in placing the Commissioner of Internal Revenue in charge of all 
the factories of this character throughout the country, placing inspect- 
ors over them, and compelling the manufacturers to pay a tax. The 
article poms bay ieee beyond question, I can not see any good reason 
why there should be any tax whatever upon it. For that reason, Mr. 
Speaker—— : 

Mr. HATCH. 1 desire to say to the gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. 
DUNHAM] that d am not responsible for what any friend or opponent, 
of this bill may have said about it outside of this House, nor am I gov- 
erned by any such statement. I am here in good faith be weirs es 
bill. Ihave made this a in the utmost th to meet 
more than half-way gentlemen on the other side who have suggested 
that dn arrangement might be reached. I have made my proposition, 
and it is to take a fair vote in the House to test the sense of the House 
upon the several propositions as to the rate of tax—3 cents, 5 cents, 8 
cents, or 10 cents. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that these questions should be voted on 
in a different order from that suggested by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri; that the question should first be taken om 8 cents, then on 5 
cents, then on 3 cents. - 

Mr. HATCH. I would be willing to have the vote so taken; but 
the gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. GIBSON ] requested that it be 
taken the other way, and in deference to him I have so proposed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Unanimous consent can do anything, of course; 
but the usual proceeding is to vote first on the higher figure. If the 
House should agree to 8 cents, that of course would settle the question 
by a single vote. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. But, Mr. Speaker, the object of 
this compromise is to save the necessity —— 

Mr. RANDALL, Ido not wish to interfere with any compromise 
which may have been arranged; I only state what is the usual proceed- 
ing under the rule. 

e SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, 
HATCH] has been objected to. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the Chair will state it again before making a 
final announcement, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will do so. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
accede to the proposition that there be a yea-and-nay vote taken on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]? ~ 

Mr. HATCH. I do not. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. And on the clause in regard to in- 
formers? 

Mr. HATCH. I do not. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Then we can not agree. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope that some general understanding may be 
reached, so that we may have a vote on these questions and proceed 
with the business of the House. I think the gentleman from Missouri 
had better agree to a yea-and-nay vote on these two questions. 

Mr. REAGAN. There are a great many other subjects waiting ac- 
tion by the House, and I trust that some agreement may be reached. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. I wish toknow 
what question is pending before the House? 

The SPEAKER. There is no motion before the House except the 
motion of the gentleman from Missouri that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole—— ` 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. But pending that, the gentleman from Missouri 
endeavored to effect some arrangement about the consideration of the 
bill, which was objected to. There is nothing of that sort before the 
House. The question ison the motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope there will be consent to a little informal talk 
on this subject in the way of negotiation to see whether we can not 
reach some basis of agreement. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen have asked me to consent to 
modify a section of this bill the consideration of which has not yet been 
reached in the Committee of the Whole. I can not speak for the com- 
mittee; I have no right to anticipate what the committee will do with 
that section when it is reached. I will not submit any proposition to 
modify a section of this bill which has not been reached for considera- 
tion in the Committee of the Whole. 
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Mr. MORRISON. What does the gentleman say as to the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana which has been voted down? 

Mr. HATCH. In two or three different shapes it has been voted 
down in the Committee of the Whole by a very e majority, and I 
think gentlemen ought to accept that decision. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will accede to 
the suggestion that the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana be 
included in his proposition. 

Mr. HATCH. At the suggestion of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock] I include in my request the three p itions I have 
named and a yea-and-nay vote upon the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Browne]. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Now I hope the gentleman will 
go farther—— 

Mr. HATCH. No; I will not go further. 

Mr. HISCOCK (to Mr. Gipson, of West Virginia). That is as far 
as you should ask him to go. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Missouri state in what 
order he desires the questions taken upon the rate of tax? 

Mr. HATCH. I desire that the question be first taken on the lowest 
rate. 

The SPEAKER. If the House will be in order the Chair will state 
the request made by the gentleman from Missouri. The gentleman 
asks unanimous consent that there may be a yea-and-nay vote in the 
House, first upon the proposition to fix the tax at 3 cents per pound; 
secondly, to fix it at 5 cents; thirdly, at 8 cents; and also that there 
may be a yea-and-nay vote in the House upon the amendment hereto- 
fore proposed in Committee of the Whole by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. BROWNE] to the eighth section. Is there objection? 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I hope there will be none. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I object. 

Mr. HATCH. Put the question on my motion to go into commit- 


tee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I withdraw my objection tem- 
porarily. Why does the gentleman exclude my amendment; why not 
allow it to be pending ? 

Mr. HATCH. Simply because, as I have already explained, the 
gentleman’s amendment of half a cent a pound is not inorder, therate 
having been fixed at 8 cents. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If that is not in order then 
3 cents is not in order. 

Mr. HATCH. It is only piling up one more vote in the RECORD. 

A MEMBER. I would do it. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask for a vote on going into committee. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter; also imposing a tax upon and regu- 
lating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomar- 


garine. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I offer the following amendment to the eighth 


section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 8: 

“And the producer of tobacco shall have the right to sell the same, and dealers 
to buy from them, unman to without the payment of privilege or 
other taxes, and all laws in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.” 

The amendment was di to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I offer the following amendment, to come in at the 
close of the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the tax on spirits distilled from grapes and peaches shall hereafter be 25 
cents a gallon. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 99. 

Mr. DUNHAM. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. DUNHAM and Mr. FREDERICK were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 42, 
noes 121. A 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘That hereafter there shall be placed upon every rege abate any sum of money 
or the payment of any debt a special-tax stamp of the denomination of 2 cents. 


Mr. SOWDEN. I make the point of order that this amendment is 


not germane to the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘This is a revenue tax, and the Chair will enter- 
tain it. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I demand a division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 117. 
The amendment was disagreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, several messages in writing were received 
from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
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secretaries, announcing that he had approved and signed bills of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. 570) for the relief of E. P. Thompson; 

An act (H. R. 4968) to authorize and direct the registry and enroll- 
ment of the barge Michigan, of Alpena, Mich. ; 

An act (H. R. 5789) to amend section 2552 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; and 

An act (H. R. 8762) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for public printing, pensions, and pay of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886. 


OLEOMARGARINE. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, 

Mr. DUNHAM. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter there shall be affixed to each decd, instrument, or writing, 
whereby anyJands, tenements, or otherwise conveyed to or vested in the pur- 
chaser or any o person or persons by his, her, or their direction, when the 
consideration or value does not exceed $500, a stamp of the denomination of 50 
cents; when the consideration exceeds $500 and does not exceed $1,000, a stamp 
of the denomination of $1, and for every additional $590 or fractional part thereof 
= preg of $1,000 of consideration, an additional stamp of the denomination of 

cen! 

The committce divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 122. 

So the amendment was not to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter all United States officers shall pay a tax of 5 per cont. upon 
salaries exceeding $1,500 per annum, 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 92, 
So the amendment was disa to. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all railroad it hall hereafte a tax of 10 t. all 
dividends and undistributed profits. si alr Ra EE RA ae 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 90. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let us have a quorum on that. 

Mr. DUNHAM and Mr. PRICE were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 21, noes 
143. : 

So the amendment was disagreed to, 

Mr. DUNHAM. I moveto strike out the eighth section of the bill. 

, The committee divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 117. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let us have a quorum on this. 

Mr. DUNHAM and Mr. PRICE were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 3, noes 
117. 

So the amendment was disa to. 

The Clerk read the ninth section, as follows: 

Sec. 9. That whenever any manufacturer of oleomargarine sells, or removes 
for sale or consumption, any oleomargarine upon which the tax is required to 
be paid by stamps, without the use of the x stamps, it shall be the duty of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, within a period of not more than two 
years after such sale or removal, upon satisfactory proof, to estimate the amount 
of tax which has been omitted to be paid, and to make an assessment therefor 
and certify the same to the collector. The tax so assessed shall be in addition 
to the penalties imposed by law for such sale or removal. 

No amendment was offered. 

The Clerk read the tenth section of the bill, as follows: 


ever it is necessary to take any oleomargarine so imported to any place other 
than the public stores of the United States for the AEDADES of aising and can- 
celing such stamps, the collector of customs of the port where such oleomarga- 
rine is entered shall designate a bonded warehouse to which it shall be taken 
under the Lao pes of su Boarn officer = Aon collector may direct; and 
every officer of customs who permits any such oleomargarine to pass out of his 
custody or control without compliance by the owner or importer thereof with 
the provisions of this section relating thereto, shall be 
and shall be fined not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000, and imprisoned not 
less than six months nor more than three years. Every person who sells or of- 
fers for sale any imported oleomargarine, or oleomargarine purporting or 
claimed to have been imported, not put up in packages and stamped as pro- 
vided by this act, shall be fined not less than $500 nor more than $5,000, ot be 
imprisoned not less than six months nor more than two years. 


Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

I have a letter here, which I want to have read in the hearing of the 
House by the Clerk, in reference to the subject now under debate. 
One of the oldest residents of Ilinois, in the stone business, in the 
course of his travels through the State of Illinois, while in Chicago, and 
hearing a great deal about this question, concluded to visit one of the 
packing-houses and see how this oleomargarine was manufactured. His 
letter is in reference to that subject, and I ask the Clerk to read it. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
ENGLEWOOD, ILL., May 28, 1885. 


Dear Sr: Iam not in an inany of the corporations; not one 
cent can it affect me except y what I will be com: istheton and examined the modus 
garine in tax. Ihave gone for my own satisfa: xamined th 


modus 
of 


intoaliquid. It isrunintocoolers and Lege ressed, separati ag stearine and 
all fibrous . The oil from the press is 


is palatable and sweet and of a better color than the average of butter taken from 
the churn. It is then placed in a churn with pure milk and cream and churned, 
which gives a pauri avor., Itis then salted and worked over, the same as is 
done in a dairy. is then ready for use. There is nothing in it that can be 
unhealthy. Itis k ae extract from the tallow, in substance about the sameas 
the butter from the cow, and is as good asthe average butter and far superior to 
the low grades of butter. It is nutritious, palatable, healthy,and cheap. It is 
the poor man’s butter, and when you tax it you are only adding that burden to 
the poor man. You tax him and not the man arer, 

the ne from the tallow of the bullock 


In 1845-46 the discovery of the cee wheel was being introduced. Itwas 
ridiculed then. It is now forcing our large steamers on the ocean. The flying- 
shuttle, the steam-power for weaving, and the planing-machine met vigorous 
opposition, yet the world moves on. 

The twelve hours a day, the ten hours,and now the eight hours a day has its 


opposition, Genius and in cnn ya will move on notwithstand- 
ing the selfishness of men. will prevail; must give way. 

‘he farmers are among those yg cry paca phar Bl trades unions. They, like 
the trades union, are selfish in the extreme. a small 


The nap Seca are onl: 
partion of producers of this country, and they, like the r trades, will have to 
concede that there are other peo eè and other interests than theirs. We want 
but one trades union in this country. That union shall be for the best 
of the entire nation. We do not want, nor will we have, any more legislation 
that been done must be abolished, The 


taere I a SOCON E SOE, more reyenue raise it by a 


can dec been done for him. A change will be de ina Era it will 
aa understood. , We a change for the better; so far it has 
or the worse. 


It was the design of the founders of this Government it should be for the 
jection to the strictest and 


nr orange ry ee ar ad ent products, and tax 
restriction to p govern the man 
the same to pay the of maintenance of the inspection and make the 
re any iy heist t or violation with severe punishment, This 
approval of all good citizens. 
lly, yours, M. HALEY. 
Hon, FRANK LAWLER. 


Mr. LAWLER. Iam sorry that owing to the confusion prevailing 
_in the House this letter was not carefully listened to by every member 
on the floor. ‘This is the opinion of a stikighineeaad, honest business 
man. He has no interest whatever in the matter, and believes that it 
isa manufacture that ought to be controlled by the authorities in a 
proper way; but he takes the view which I am satisfied is taken by 
nine-tenths of the people, that it is an improper and poor way of levy- 
ing taxation to select a food product for that purpose. 

la nl ad oh bap acme 
Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, the other day during the course of 
some remarks made upon this bill I said I did believe that the work- 
ingmen of this country in their ons are opposed to its 
A telegram was read, in answer to which I rose to a expla- 
nation. I now hold in my hand a telegram received from a number of 
these o tions in Central and Western. Pennsylvania, an associa- 
tion numbering altogether about seventy-eight thousand, against the 
of the bill; O tone te tole Doae LIAS Shams aye mates 
coming from that class of people. 
coeeent ane Bil ee Se PEDEIR ee I am opposed to 
it because I am opposed to taxing any industry out of existence; and 
am willing, as I said before, to submit this article to the most rigid tests 
that can be demanded even down to the microscopic tests with instru- 
ments of the highest- powers. 

I oppose it because on the same principle you should introduce an in- 

quiry into coffee and tea and other articles of food just as well as in 
reference to this article; and if this is a tal Government let us ex- 
amine the food of our people generally, but until then let the freemen 
of the United States be the judges of what is wholesome for themselves 
and their families, and let not this Honse legislate on such a subject. 

I ask to have this telegram and the resolutions read, and if there is 
not time in the two minutes allotted to me then I shall ask to have 
them printed. [Cries of “Read!” ‘‘Read!’?] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon, Axprew G. CURTIN, a 
Below find resolu! Monn paaeadl ty Crees cemmisiitiy andl FE AA composing the 


same, Official copies by mail: 
PITTSBURGH, PA., May 29, 1886, 
Whereas certain measures are now pending in Congress forthe regulation of 


PITTSBURGH, PA., May 31, 1886. 


the manufacture and sale of buiterine and A alge and the imposition of 


At this net article is a legitimate business, fur- 


nishing a clean pal e of food at areasonable 


and 
Whereas the only reason given for this legislation is that it comes into com- 
petition with butter: 
It is resolved, That we protest against the passage of such measures as unjust 
and injurious to the laboring classes and as eee, to the principles of sound 
puu pp aay 


ans and Sapa in Congress by the wcorelaty « oe this ee ee 
The forego’ ng pr preamble and resolution were 


Assembly of Western Pennsylvania for the purpose of taking prom 
regard to a bill now pending before Congress entitled “ 
manufacture and sale of butterine or TAHE 


regulate the 


RICHARD ENNISS, 
President of Trades Assembly of W. Rage! Pennsylvania, 
Secretary Trades Assembly of Telem Pennsylvania, 
The Trades gg eee of Western Pennsylvania consists of the following la- 
bor associations : Superior Toara oa 3, Amalgamated Associati 
earth Workers; sheet a and Met $ 


can a ted 
Labor Assembly No. 21, Knights of Labor; Good Intent Lodge, No.4, Amal- 
— ‘Association of Iron and Steel Workers; Labor Assembly No, 142, 
uilders, ep ewegg and Joiners’ Union; International C makers’ Union, 
Knights of Labor; German Jou rneymen Tailors’ Union. Knights of Labor; In- 
ternational Furniture Makers’ Union, No. 21, Knights 
ers’ Assembly, No. spose Knights of Labor; Labor 
Labor; Calkers’ Assembly, No. 862, Knights of Labor; Locomioti ve W. 
Association: Salesmen’s Assembly, No. 4907. Kn ts of Labo 
ov a Assan: 0. 6003, Knights of Labor; Iron pa Assembly, No. 1747, 
ag eS Tahoe Banksville Miners’ Association ; Typo; phical Association, 
630, Knights of Labor; ‘Lod He 35, Amalgame: 
akei Steel Prange Tubal Cain 
Steel Workers; Royal 
Workers, No. A; peal pa 
Workers, No. 23; Allegheny Lodge, Amal gai 
Workers, No. 14; District Assembiy ‘No. 80, Knights of Labor; Pressmen’s Union, 
No, 13; Labor Assembly No. 791, Knights of Labor; Labor ‘Assembly No. 1631, 
Knights of Labor; Labor ‘Assembly No. 1862, Knights of Labor No. 70, 
Amalgamated A: Association of Iron and Stee! ‘Workers; Lodge No. 28, American 
Flint-glass Workers’ Union; Saw Mill Run Coal Miners’ Association ; Window- 
lass Workers’ Association, No. 300, Knights of Labor; Iron-molders' Union 
Yo. 14; Iron-molders’ Assembly, No. 1030, Knights of Labor; Bo! owers’ 
Union ‘of North America; Horse-shoers' A ‘Ty porte hal Union No.7, 
Job Printers’ Association, No, 1392, Knights of Taba. ina I ent Lodge ot 
Millvale, Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Wotan: Friendship 
Lodge, ated Association of Iron and Steel Workers; Stone-cutters’ 
Assembly, Knights of Labor; Soho Lodge, No. 70, Ama’ Association of 
Iron and Steel Workers; Sligo Iron Works a , No. Aana 
Haga of Iron and Steel Workers; American F1 ig 
Labor Assembly No. 1719, Sri of Labor; areas aibi No, 500" 
Reishi of ADOR oar eg Cigar-makers’ Union, N 170; Lron-molders' 
Union of North America, Ni ; Laber Assembly No. ‘Sars, Knigh ts of Labor; 
Lodge No, 85, Amalgamated i Association of Iron and Steel Workers; Brick- 
ae Union ct Assembly No. 3, ein of Labor, fo: 


members; ped Barn E No; 20, 2128, Knights of L Association of Iron and Workers; 
of Labor—representing about seventy-eight 


[During the reading of the foregoing the hammer fell. 

D The eo The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
as expii 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
indifferent about the whole of this being read; I therefore call for the 

order. 

Mr. CURTIN. It comes ont of my time. 

Mr. WILLIS. Let it be read. 

Mr. CURTIN. I want the names of the signers to be read. 

- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can have them printed. 

Mr. CURTIN. Very well; I ask to have it all printed. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be printed. 

The telegram is printed above. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I move to striko 
out the last word. 

Ihave during the progress of this bill and its consideration in the com- 
mittee persistently fought it at every step. I have done so not for the 
purpose of wasting the time of the House, not for the purpose of making 
myself conspicuous as a filibuster, but for the purpose of gaining a 
good end in a matter of important public legislation. I think we have 
arrived at that stage in the PEPE SPE of this bill when I feel I have 
accomplished all I expected toaccomplishorcould hopefor. The chair- 
man of this committee having the bill in charge has agreed with me 
that when it comes up in the House for consideration he will himself 
offer amendments such as I have desired to vote upon: first to strike out 
the tax of 10 cents a pound and insert 3; if the House refuses todo that, 
then to strike out 10and insert 5; and if the House shall refuse to do that, 
to follow it up by another amendment to strike ont 10 and insert 8. 
And itis further agreed with him that he will himself offer the amend- 
ment which was submitted by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Browne], so that the House can have an opportunity for a fair and 
oars ay-and-no vote upon these items of the bill and upon the bill 
itsel 


Mr. BLANCHARD. A yea-and-nay vote has been upon. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Yes, it has been agreed that an ay- 
and-no vote shall be taken in the House. 

Now, while I can not vote for the bill even with the amendments I 
have suggested, still I donot feel at liberty uselessly to consume further 
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the time of the House when there is so much public business to be 
transacted. I can not vote for the bill for reasons which I have here- 
tofore stated in my remarks. I regard it as vicious in every form and 
in every aspect. Itviolates every principle of republican government, 
and violates as well all of the fundamental principles of the Democratic 


party, in which I believe. 

It will subject the le Sironghens the country to a system of es- 
pionage, to spies and informers. It will make all the housekeepers in 
this land afraid of their employés, their servants, or whoever may be 
around them. It will seriously embarrass and disturb the cattle inter- 
est of this country. It will lower the price of hogsas well asof cattle. 
And all for no good to the masses of the people. It will simply put it 
into the power of combinations of en around the cities to in- 
crease the price of living, and will make it harder for the poor people, 
for the wage-workers, for the millions of consumers in this land to live. 

For these reasons, whenever this bill comes up for a vote, I propose 
to vote against it. But as I have accomplished all that I could have 
hoped to accomplish, and as the chairman of the committee has shown 
a spirit of fairness, I announce for myself I will not filibuster further 
against the bill. [Applause]. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to say to the committee that the statement 
made by the gentleman from West Virginia is authoritative and cor- 
rect. I when we get into the House, to offer for the considera- 
tion of the House, in the order named, the amendments stated in my 
request for unanimous consent a short time ago. The gentleman from 
West Virginia said I would offer them. I will offer them as stated, 
not, of course, that I will support them, and the gentleman does not 
expect that; but I will offer them in good faith in the House, giving the 
opportunity i in the House for every gentleman to vote by a yea-and-nay 
vote on each of these propositions. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. That is my understanding. 

Here the committee informally rose, and Mr. RICHARDSON took the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed a bill = 2076) to extend 
to letter-carriers the advantages secured to other employés of the United 


States by section 3738 of the Revised Statutes relating to the hours of 


labor; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of H. H. Faulkner and 
Mary Woodlee. 

The m e also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 200) to authorize the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge, or the con- 
ier agin of a bridge across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown, 

Me 

OLEOMARGARINE. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who preceded me 
(Mr. CURTIN] has just had read an important dispatch, that contains 
information, 1 think, of such a character that the House should weigh 
itwell. And I, too, sir, have a couple of dispatches that will contribute 
to our information. Only a few moments ago I received one from the 
oleomargarine manufacturers of New York and Brooklyn in these 
words. 
A MEMBER. Manufacturers of what? 
Mr. TILLMAN. Of oleomargarine, of course. The dispatch says: 
New York, June 1,1836. 
Hon. G. D. TILLMAN, 
Washington, D. C. : 
Y msistent in defi 1 has est 
ait Sie Seats ha cunts witb nomet Bhai ending ies hone 
estly enforced. 
THE MANUFACTURERS or New York AND BROOKLYN. 
I also hold in my hand another dispatch from the Merchants’ Ex- 
change of the city of Charleston, addressed to the entiredelegation from 
South Carolina, exhorting us to defeat this bill if possible. It reads: 
CHARLESTON, S, C., May 27, 1836. 
Hons. SAMUEL DIEBBLE, GEORGE D., TILLMAN, D. Wyarr Axs, W. H. PERRY, 
J. J. HEMPHILL, G. W. DARGAN, and ROBERT SMALLS, House 
Th itt ted by the Merchan: toi the im- 
e aaen St ia peoo diey iraton ta Coro si eben 
report that your committee have as carefully as they were sbie examined mained thie 
uestion in all its bearings, and recommend the following action by the ex- 
ce ran ett ore nov, belas monde to seca ataoirgent by Conarens und 
. r 
the AADMA t S ci blscimargerttn RA beltertnas wick AMIHAN FA DATOS Io 
vy license painea e AA A dealers in these articles and the 
placing of x their pr production and sale under charge of the Internal Revenue De- 
an 
Waban! it has been well and clearly shown that these products are pro = 
ones for food and their manufacture has proven to be a great publ 
convenience, as well as furnishing an important acquisition to the walsune or 
commercial operations, thus promotive of the business 
ber of merchants throughout the Moriaaet A as well as 


m consumers: 
Be it resolved by the, Merchants’ Taha of Charleston, S. C., That it bad rer fr 
against sound public policy to carry out othe proposed legislation calculated 


interest of a ean, EA Sid 


the oleom: e and butterine industries, and that, as these 
ren a E cata to be manufactured and sold for food pur- 
woul ee discrimination against legiti- 
, and should not be imposed. 
ll imitation butter products should be sold on their merits, and 
that measures pro ng against their being offered for sale as ordinary butter 
should be enacted pom ps enforced by State or local authority. 


Respectfully submitted. 
- GEO. W. BELL, Secretary. 


Mr. Chairman, itis but a pretense that this bill is to protect the pub- 
lic health. When the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] of- 
fered an amendment requiring hotel, restaurant, and boarding-house 
keepers to placard their dining-rooms conspicuously with the words 
*Oleomargarine is used by this hpuse,’’ it was readily adopted, but 
when he proposed another amendment, attaching a penalty for failure 
to so notify customers, it was easily voted down, showing that the ma- 
jority are insincere and care nothing for the health of those who eat 
oleomargarine, because, as the bill in its present shape is merely declar- 
atory, no teins nh housekeeper can be punished for feeding his boarders 
on oleomargarin 

Mr. Chatenan, ‘this bill is a discrimination against towns people and 
against laboring ‘people. Nearly everybody in the country has a cow 
and can make natural butter for his own use and thatof his family. 
But where can townsmen and laborers in cities, mines, factories, &c., 
get their butter except at arate at which they can only taste it occa- 
sionally unless they can purchase oleomargarine or butterine at a rea- 
sonable price? This bill likewise discriminates in favor of the dairy- 
men against other agriculturists. 

Enact this bill, and it will lower the price of beef-cattle nearly $3 
per head by diminishing the market value of the oleine in the tallow, 
and in proportion, for the same reason, it will reduce the value of hogs 
andsheep. Tallow, lard, and suet were all formerly largely used for 
illuminating or lubricating purposes, both of which are now done either 
by gas, petroleum, or cotton-seed oil. As these animal fats have been 
superseded for those purposes, what valuable use can be made of them if 
they can not be worked into oleomargarine, especially as the quality 
of cotton-seed oil is so superior and its quantity so abundant that it 
has well-nigh displaced not only olive oil for the table but lard for the 
kitchen. Peanut oil which for food is even better than cotton-seed oil is 
likewise becoming very plentiful and cheap in competition with lard. 

I say to my North Carolinia friends who are advocating this bill, 
pass it and the price of peanuts will fall perhaps 50 percent. [Laugh- 
ter.] I say to my friend from Mississippi [Mr. MORGAN], and the rep- 
resentatives from other Cotton States, pass this bill and the price of 
cotton-seed, now worth on the average perhaps 20 cents a bushel, will 
go down to 10 cents a bushel, their value for manure. Why? Mostly 
because the oleine of these two articles, together with oleine of animal 
fats, enter so largely into the manufacture of oleo: e, which I 
insist is better than natural butter, as my colleague [Mr. AIKEN], if 
he were here, could testify, for he has studied this question thoroughly, 
having carefully examined the factories and spent hours and days in- 
beers gre rye process of making oleomargarine. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will my friend permit me to state—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the formal amendment 
offered by the gentleman from West Virginia as withdrawn. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I renew the amendment; and I yield my time to the 
gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thank thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], 
a birey like if I could get my time extended once or twice more. 

ter. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I speak now for the opportunity of 
extending the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, oleomargarine, when it is honestly 
made out of good materials, is not only as good as butter but it is 
better. [Laughter.] Gentlemen, yon laugh again because you have 
notstudied thescienceandartofitsmanufacture. Oleomargarineissim- 
ply made of the oleine or principal liquid ingredient of certain animal 
and vegetable fixed oils or fats. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATCH] charged that oleomargarine is made out of tallow, lard, and 
suet bodily, while it is made merely out of those articles in part, as 
only the oleine which is about four-tenths of those fats is used in 
making o e, and oleine is oleine, whether derived from but- 
ter, from animal fat, or from vegetable matter. The crude materials 
are put through a hashing, washing, freezing, heating, and pressing 
process to get rid of the tallow and stearine and other solids and 
that are objectionable and fit only to make candles, soap-grease, <x 

The substance which gives oleomargarine the consistence, aon ee: and 
taste of butter comes from the sweet milk in which the mixed deine 
is churned, and it is merely the caseine, curd, or cheesy element, and 
the margarine of the milk blended with the oleine by churning at a 
high temperature, and then freezing, to prevent crystallization. Take 
500 pounds of oleine properly extracted from oils and fats with 100 
pounds of sweet milk and 20 pounds of salt and churn them together 
Dp TOE S C30 easy aber DOER ARAC R VOT OT EET ang 

Iderney dairy in America. [Laughter.] Why? Because, 
will keep ten times as as natural butter for the reason that it 
an excessive supply of oleine, while it is deficient, so to speak, in cer- 


5124 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. » 


JUNE 1, 


tain acids that speedily smell badly in natural butter and cause it to 
become rancid and putrid. Another advantage that oleomargarine 
has, one by which it can be easily distinguished in warm weather, is that 
it never gets soft and sloppy as natural butter does. Oleomargarine 
will not get in that condition until the thermometer approaches 140° 
Fahrenheit. 

That is a simple rule by which to test the matter; and gentlemen 
need not shudder in horror about this thing. It is not the first instance 
where art has surpassed nature. If I were now put on the stand ina 
court of justice I would swear to the best of my knowledge and belief 
that two-thirds of all the butter that the members of this House have 
eaten in this city, or in Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, Boston, or 
in other cities, for the last three or four years, but especially in this 
city, has been oleomargarine. [Great laughter.] And yet, gentlemen, 
you are still alive. it is only a wrong association of ideas and facts 
which makes your gorge rise. The friends of this bill have been 
challenged to name a single instance of any one dying, or even being 
made sick, from the use of oleomargarine, yet they have not even named 
one instance, Still they propose to legislate against the poor laborers 
in the cities, in the factories, in the mines, and in the workshops, and to 
deprive them of this cheap and wholesome article of food which I may 
well define as the poor man’s meat as well as butter. By the use of 
this article he can use cold baker’s bread and avoid the expense of a 
cook and fuel for perhaps half of the year. Pass this bill, and those of 
you from the cities who vote for it will hear from your constituents or 
I am mostsadly mistaken; and some of the representatives of rural dis- 
tricts will also hear it thunder in my opinion. : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
Oleomargarine has struck such a solid friend in my distinguished friend 
from South Carolina that I want to give him more time. [Laughter.] 

Mr, TILLMAN, I not only thank the gentleman, but I am grate- 
ful to the House for unanimously according mea third hearing. i 
however, is a subject about which so many gentlemen on this floor differ 
from me, and about which there are such strong and radical an nisms 
of opinion (I say it without intending to offend anybody) simply use 
gentlemen have not inquired into the subject, that I can not hope to do 
it justice even in five minutes more, but I will attempt to present one 
or two additional points which I think ought to have some weight. 

The derivation of the word “m. ine’’ throws some light on the 
manufacture of artificial butter. It comes from the Greek and means 
** pearl,” because it crystallizes in pearly scales and is the substance 
which imparts the color as well as the firm consistence of natural but- 
ter. Mégé, who invented oleomargarine, while pursuing his efforts to 
manufacture a palatable substitute for butter was led to believe that 
the only difference between butter and beef fat was that the latter con- 
tained an excess of stearine which is the chief constituent of butter. 
By extracting the oleine of tallow and other fats and churning it in 
milk he proved his theory to be correct. So that the component ele- 
ments of natural and artificial butter are the same, except that they 
are mixed in better proportion in the artificial than in the natural 
product. 

Mr. Chairman, that some of the materials used in the manufacture 
of oleomargarine are not as fresh and pure as they ought to be no one will 
deny, and that the processes of separating or blending those materials 
are not always as well performed as they ought to be nobody can gain- 
say, but the same is true of natural butter. The milk from which it 
is made is frequently very poor, filthy, or diseased, and we know that 
millions of gallons of water and thousands of tons of mutton suet have 
been employed to adulterate butter. 

The shocking stories we hear about the fat of dead horses, cattle, 
and other animals being converted into oleomargarine are mere inven- 
tions of the imagination. The manufacturer of oleomargarine has a 
reputation or good-will to preserve as well as the dairyman, and the 
maker of the former article must keep on his good behavior and exer- 
cise his best skill to perfect his product to command the highest price 
for it. So that there is quite as much necessity to protect the public 
against adulterated butter as seant adulterated oleomargarine. 

Mr. Chairman, the principal objection tooleomargarine is thatit makes 
natural butter cheap, and that therefore it should be taxed out of exist- 
ence. Sir, everythingischeapnowexceptgold. Beefisdown in price, as 
well asmilch cows; so is pork, mutton, cotton, corn, wheat, and even un- 
coined silver. AsIsaid theotherday, the discovery of a German chemist 
a few years ago, that glucose sugar and sirup could be extracted from 
Indian corn, by the simple process of boiling itin diluted sulphuric acid 
has made sugar cheaper than it has been in the history of the world. 
Everybody knows that glucose sugar and glucose sirup contain only 
about 40 per cent. as much saccharine matter as an equal quantity of 
cane sugar and sirup, yet it gives satisfaction. Everybody is pleased 
with it, except that maple-sugar producers and cane-sugar producers 
try to make us believe that some of the sulphuric acid is left in it and 
causes disease, just as these dairymen are trying to make out that oleo- 
margarine is causing sickness and diminishing population. I say that 
with these exceptions everybody is pleased to have sugar so cheap, and 
nobody proposes to tax glucose; still it would be just as wise and just 


as fair to tax glucose, and thus to discriminate to that extent against 
the producer of Indian corn in the West, as it is to tax oleomargarine. 

After many years’ trial oleomargarine has approved itself a cheap 
and excellent food. There is hardlya doubt that twice as much of itis 
consumed in the cities as of natural butter, and there is a much 
quantity of it exported from this country than there is of butter. 

Impose a tax of 10 or even 8 cents a pound on oleomargarine and 
there shall soon be but little or no oleomargarine to tax, either by rea- 
son of a mighty industry having been stricken down by the strong arm 
of the Jaw at the bidding of a rival interest, or by every public dairy 
having a creamery and an oleomargarine factory working in concert, 
and the whole product will go out for sale as butter, but it will be half 
one, half the other, and all of neither. I predict that although this 
bill if it become a law may decree the destruction of the manufacture 
of oleomargarine by a prohibitory tax, yet the decree can never be car- 
ried into effect, nor will the city people do without oleomargarine, be- 
cause they can not and will not. So we may expect fearful times in 
the near future if the Internal Revenue Bureau shall attempt to enforce 
such a law. 

I have not time to do more than merely glance at the revenue feat- 
ure of the bill. Eight centsa pound tax if it can be collected will bring 
into the Treasury $16,000,000 according to the lowestestimate. What 
use have we for the money? There is already a large surplus in the 
Treasury, and to increase the surplus is to stimulate further extrava- 
gauce and corruption than now prevail. 

But the most odious provision of the bill is the extension of the infa- 
mous excise system, which offers a premium for spies, informers, and 
petty tyrants to worry, rob, and oppress the people. [Great applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of protesting 
against the use which is made here of the names of organizations of 
Knights of Labor and other associations of laboring men with the view 
of influencing the vote npon this bill. Iafñrm thatsuch use is without 
proper justification. Why, sir, we have had presented here petitions 
claiming to represent the sentiments of seventy thousand laboring men. 
By whom are these petitions signed? They are signed, as I understand, 
by the heads of the orders, the officers; they are signed by a few men 
who can be easily reached, easily worked upon, easily induced to act 
in this matter; and petitions gotten, up in this way are brought here 
and heralded over the country as an expression of the views of seventy 
thousand workingmen. sais 

A MEMBER. Who gets them up? 

Mr. PARKER. We can readily understand how they are gotten up. 
They are gotten up by such men as those who have been sent here, if 
we are correctly informed, within forty-eight hours, to put in their 
work where it will do most good. - 

Mr. Chairman, we have no evidence that any reasonable number of 
workingmen anywhere have personally signed these petitions; these men 
are not directly consulted in any manner, but certain leading men un- 
dertake to speak for them. 

Sir, we had before a special committee of this House a petition pur- 
porting to represent the views of seventy thousand Knights of Labor 
in favor of the Bland dollar, of making it the currency of the country. 
But, sir, it is now a matter of public notoriety, for it has been reported 
in the public press, that the general secretary of the order, Mr. Turner, 
being examined upon the subject, testified that the order as an order 
was not exerting a political influence upon the question; that if any 
assembly had acted on the subject, it acted merely for itself. On tracin, 
the matter further, it was evident that upon these petitions appea: 
merely the names of different local organizations, those names having 
been put upon the papers by officers or small numbers of men who are 
assumed to represent the great mass of the laboring men. 

And, sir, only a day or two ago Mr. Powderly, seeing the use attempted 
to be made of the organization of which he is the honorable head, act- 
ing upon his own judgment, as I believe, without being calied upon by 
any one, repudiated in a manly way this improper tse of the name of 
the order. 

-We see in the public press another illustration of the manner in which 
these things are gotten up. In the Evening Star of this city recently 
appeared a telegram from Cleveland, Ohio, dated May 28, stating that— 

Messrs. Edwin C. Dodge and George M, Sterne, of Chicago, are in the city try- 
ing to induce the Knights of Labor to take some favorable action on the oleSmar- 
garine and butterine bill now pending in Congress. 

Sir, these men are known to be the agents of Armour & Co., repre- 
senting undoubtedly the imitation-butter manufacturers of the country, 
those men who, according to a careful computation, are now making 
from $24,000,000 to $34,000,000 annually off of the consumers of the 
country; and while carrying this amount of money to their safety vaults 
they turn round and pretend to be groaning and weeping for the poor 
laboring men. While appropriating to themselves from $24,000,000 to 
$34,000,000 a year, they stand before the country claiming that they 
are concerned for the welfare of the poor laboring men whose name 
they belie and whose intelligence, by putting these petitions upon them, 
they would disgrace. 

It has been said here that our action upon this legislation msy affect 
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the membership of the next House, and may involve the success or 
failure of some gentlemen in their aspirations for re-election, and the 
last speaker [Mr. TILLMAN] has repeated the suggestion. Sir, I sub- 
mit that such motives should not influence members in their action 
here; but I will say that there are men here to-day opposing this bill 
who within ninety days will be making adiligent ‘‘tin-peddler’’ canvass 
through their districts, going from house to house, to appease 
the anger of the blessed old women of their districts (incensed by this 
unreasonable opposition to honest dairy products), and to be 
allowed t> come back here and attempt to in a popularity which 
at home they have properly lost. [Applause. Í 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I rise simply for 
the purpose of having read an act by the islature of the State 
of Pennsylvania on the 21st of May, 1885. I desire this act read, be- 
cause, my State having protected itself by passing a law on this sub- 
ject, I design voting against this bill. 

. The Clerk read as follows: 

An act for the protection of the public health, and to prevent adulteration of 
dairy products and fraud in the sale thereof. 

Sec. 1. Be it enacted, &c., That no person, firm, or corporate body shall manu- 
facture out of any oleaginous substance, or any compound of the same, other 
than that produced from unadulterated milk or of cream from the same, any Ar- 
ticle designed to take the place of butter or cheese produced from pure unadul- 
terated milk or cream from the same, or of any imitation or adulterated butter 
or chéese, not shall sell or offer for sale,or have in his, her, or their possession 
with intent to sell the same as an article of food. 

Sec, 2. Every sale of such article or substance which is hen nag by the first 
section of this act, made after this act shall take effect, is hereby declared to be 
unlawful and void, and no action shall be maintained in any of the courts of 
this State to recover upon any contract for the sale of any such article or sub- 
stance, 

Sxc. 3. Every person, company, firm, or corporate body, who shall manufact- 
ure, sell, or offer or expose for sale, or have in his, her, or their possession, with 
intent to sell, any substance, the manufacture and sale of which is prohibited 
by the first section of this act shall for every such offense forfeit and pay the 
sum of $100, which shall be recoverable with costs by any person suing in the 
name of the Commonwealth as debts of like amount are by law recoverable, 
one-half of which sum when so recovered be paid to the proper count 
treasurer for the use of the county in which suit is brought,and the other half 
to the person or persons at whose instance such a suit shall or may be com- 
men and prosecuted to recovery. 

Src. 4. Every person who violates the provisions of the first section of this 
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall be 

unished by a fine of not less than one hundred dollars nor moré than three 
Pinared: or by imprisonment in the county jail for not less than ten nor more 
than thirty days, or both such fine and im mment for the fizst offense, and 
by imprisonment for one year for every su uent offense. 

‘Sxc,5, It shall be the duty of the constables of the several cities, boroughs, 
wards, and townships of this Commonwealth to make gau reports under 
oath to the courts of quarter sessions, of all violations of any of the provisions 
of this act which may come or be brought to their notice, and it shall be the 
duty of the jud; of the said courts to see that the said returns are made regu- 
Jarly and faithfully. 

SEC. 6. This act shall take effect on the Ist day of July, 1885. 

Src,7. All acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed. 

Approved May 21, 1885. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I wish tostate, Mr. Chairman, that 
that act has been carried out to the letter in several of the counties ad- 
joining the city of Philadelphia, and that farther west there have been 
suits and prosecutions against those engaged in the sale of this article 
. orin its manufacture. In other words, the law which was read by the 
Clerk has thus far been strictly carried out. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard all formal amendments as 
having been withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped it would 
not be necessary for me to speak again on this bill, but I can not permit 
the assertion of the distinguished gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN], that oleomargarine is better and more wholesome food than 
the best butter produced in any Jersey or Alderny dairy in the country, 
to pass without dissenting therefrom and crpreming some opinion as to 
histaste. [Laughter.] He insists that this is one of the many instances 
in which art has triumphed over nature. I grant there are some in- 
stances in which art seems to have decidedly the advantage as shown 
by a look into the window of Bell’s gallery, where the photographs of 
the gentleman and myself are exhibited. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yours is there, but not mine. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. But, Mr. Chairman, I deny that this 
is true of any likeness or imitation of good butter. I know, sir, that 
what is good is often a matter of taste; that taste sometimes depends 
on how a person is raised. For my part, I think it must be a vitiated 
taste that would prefer oleomargarine to genuine, good butter. People, 
you know, eat almost anything, and they often persuade themselves 
that what is cheap is wholesome. I remember, sir, an incident that 
occurred in my town about two years ago that illustrates this. A col- 
ored friend of mine, Dave Creighton, walked into a store in my town, 
and after passing the usual compliments with’the merchant asked him, 
“ How is politiesnow?’? The merchant replied that politics were quiet, 
when Dave said: ‘‘I hear de Demicrats is nominated Mr. John Allen 
for Congressdistime.’’ ‘‘Yes,’’ said the merchant. ‘‘ Well,” said Dave, 
“ dey is sho’ gota good man dis time, and it won’t take no ballot-box stufi- 
ing to electhim needer.’’ ‘‘Thecullored men will vote forhim.’? Just 
then Dave, being hungry, noticed some small boxes of axle-greese put up 


in boxes round like cheese, and he said, ‘‘ Boss, how you sells dem little 
cheeses.” The merchant priced them at 10 cents. ‘‘Throw in the 
crackers,” said the darkey. The merchant said yes, and a bargain was 
struck, and the darkey went out in front of the store and sat down on 
a goods box, took out his knife and his crackers, opened his,box, and 
fixed for a good time. He did not seem to like the looks of his cheese 
at first, but he had paid for it and he had it to eat, and with his knife 
he put it on his crackers and ate till it was all gone, and then grey tw 
the box out with his knife, wiped it on his cracker, and put it in hi 
mouth. When the merchant, who had watched the proceeding, asked 
him how he liked his cheese, Dave said, ‘‘ Well, sir, the crackers was 
mighty good and de cheese was cheap enough, and I speck it is mighty 
wholesome, but fo’ God, boss, dat was de ransomest cheese I ever is eat 
yet.” [Prolonged laughter and applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt but that if a proposition were 
pending here to prevent the sale of axle-grease for cheese the gentleman 
from South Carolina would deliver us a scientific lecture, and try to 

e us it was much better and more wholesome than cheese, and 


that it would be a t outrage on the laboring man to suppress the 
fraud. [Applause. $ 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move to strike out the last two words. I 


was unable to be Mr. Chairman, during Saturday’ssession. Iwas 
informed that the Indian bill would be considered on that day. The 
30th of May is memorial day, and I was called to Ohio on that day to 
bear testimony on the occasion of the decoration of oursoldiers’ graves. 
On that day it was my good fortune to meet a great many farmers, a 
great many mechanics, a great many merchants who have to deal with 
oleo ine in one way or another. I found the action of the House 
on the bill now under consideration was being carefully noted. Iwas 
at some pains to ascertain as far as I could the views entertained on the 
provisions of the bill. I shall refer to my interviews in a moment. 

I learn that on Saturday the friends of this bill who favor the high 
rate of tax fixed in section 8, after four days’ earnest discussion, dis- 
covered, instead of a high tax s ing the extermination of the 
manufacture of oleomargarine, that under the provisions of this bill 
that industry is not liable to be taxed atall. I understand that is the 
construction which is now given it by my honorable friend from New 
York. I wish to say to the House that nobody discovered until after 
four days’ disenssion that under the provisions of this bill it was pos- 
sible for oleomargarine to escape taxation. I certainly did not hear 
such intimation. The point of the excessive rate was distinctly dis- 
cussed pro and con, and the idea that the article would not be taxed at 
all under the peculiar phraseology of section 2 was not mentioned. 

Mr. STRUBLE. You are mistaken. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Possibly I am mistaken as to the point 
having been made, but I am sure I did not hear any such line of argu- 
ment touching the operation of section 2 as.was urged on Saturday. 
I am inclined to the opinion that it was only when after discussion 
gentlemen discovered it was not safe and defensible to inaugurate a new 
system of protection in this country—a m which destroys do- 
mestic as well as foreign competition by crushing one of the competi- 
tors by burdensome taxation, and when the unsafe ground upon which 
gentlemen stood became manifest and the dangerous innovation upon 
the well-considered and long-established system of protection which 
has obtained in this country became apparent, this new and revised 
construction was given to the bill. 

I wish to say to the House, not that some gentlemen may not have 
entertained and expressed the view of the bill now insisted upon, but 
that I did not hear anything in all the discussion that indicated tomy 
mind that any gentleman who favored the high tax either thought or 
desired that a single pound of oleomargarine, however and wherever 
manufactured, could or should escape a tax of 10 cents a pound. Cer- 
tainly the debate proceeded on that understandg; and on reading the 
bill again I am unable to see anything in the language that would per- 
mit a pound to escape payment of the tax, and that without reference 
to the merit or demerit of the article. And it is the fact that the tax 
as fixed by the eighth section wages a war of extermination against the 
industry that compels me to protest. I favor a tax to late, not a 
tax to exterminate, regardless of the merits of the article manufact- 
As intimated a moment since, I had occasion within the last three 
days to talk with a great many farmers and others on this subject. I 
addressed a large assemblage of peopleon Sunday. Both before and after 
the meeting I talked with a great many of them about this matter-—— 

A MEMBER. On Sunday! 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes,onSunday. I talked with a number of 
gentlemen, farmers and others, and not one of them, not one, pretended 
that the farmers’ interests demanded anything at the hands of Congress 
except that these two industries should be separated and that butter 
should have a fair field unvexed by fraudulent competition. Nothing 
more was demanded and nothing less ought to be granted. 

And, more than that, I will say to gentlemen and to the country, for 
the people understand perfectly the object and purport of this bill, that 
at 10 cents a pound, if this industry could continue to flourish as it does 
now when untaxed, it would yield to the Government eighteen or twenty 
millions of dollars annually, and the people—that is, the consumers of 
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the country—will not agree that four or five millions of people who are 
the consumers and who purchase all they eat shall be compelled to pay 
that eighteen or twenty millions of dollars for the poe of eating 
any i article of domestic manufacture simply to protect a com- 
ing industry, both being domestic industries. ‘They will not con- 
sent that this Congress shall increase the cost of an article of food that 
is used on every man’s table 50 per cent. merely to aid a kindred and 
competing domestic enterprise. 

In protecting against foreign competition there is manifest and pal- 
pable compensation to the producers and consumers of the country, but 
the protection which this bill proposes’ to this home industry by im- 
posing a high tax on oleomargarine is nothing more nor less than compel- 
ling one class of our citizens who are consumers to pay so many do 
directly over into the pockets of another class who are producers, and 
that without any shade or trace of compensation as in the case of im- 
port duty on articles of foreign production. 

Now, it has been said, Mr. Chairman, that my position in regard to 
this bill has not been understood. To gentlemen who say they can 
not understand my position on this bill, I wish to remark, in the lan- 

* guage of the Roman maxim, ‘‘ against stupidity the gods themselves are 
powerless.” I have stated it fully heretofore and restate it now, that 
these industries should be torn apart and each compelled to stand be- 
fore the country upon its own intrinsic merits; and I think it has been 
made plain. Certainly the honorable gentleman in charge of the bill 
admits that a merely nominal tax is enough for that—that is, to pay the 
cost of enforcing the law—the result of which would be the complete 
separation of the industries. 

But if it can not be otherwise done, if we are still to eat we know 
not what, and it was impossible otherwise to accomplish the result, I 
would levy the tax as high as might be found necessary and would go 
as far asany one in that directi My point is—and I restate it again 
and again so I may not be misrepresented nor misunderstood—to let 
every man who manufactures oleomargarine for sale and sells it put it 
upon the market, to be accepted or rejected on its own intrinsic merits 
and upon that exclusively, and to that end and for that p this 
bill has my support, but beyond that I will not go; for I am well as- 
sured that on no other theory or basis can we defend the interference 
with this domestic industry through the taxing power. No other inci- 
dental protection to the dairy industry can be snecessfully defended 
before the conntry. ; 

The amendments proposed and promptly voted down by the cham- 
pions of the high tax would seem to settle the question as to whether 
the taxis to destroy. Clearly that is the intention; it would be the in- 


evitable result. And, sir, that proposition as embodied in the bill is | bers. 


without a precedent in the history of legislation in this country. I 
defy my friend from New York or any other gentleman here upon this 
floor to cite a precedent which can be produced for driving one domestic 
industry entirely from the field of competition, ont of existence alto- 
gether, by overtaxation in order to bolster up and make more prosperous 
another competing domestic industry. You might just aswell and on 
the same principle crush the manufacture of Bessemer steel because it 
tes with wrought iron. 

Mr. LONG. Do you with the gentleman from Michigan in his 
interpretation of the legal effect of the bill? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not know what it is. 

Mr. LONG. You have just stated it. z 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No; I donot. Clearly this bill taxes all 
oleomargarine, and, as I have stated, it was so understood for the first 
few daysof the debate. I met no man in the marts of the country that 
believed otherwise, and so far as I observed every speaker who ad- 
dressed the House upon it for the first few days took that ground. 

That was the whole tenor of the discussion, and was the accepted 
interpretation so far as my information goes. Gentlemen may have 
held different views, but I did not hear them expressed; and for my- 
self I will vote for no measure which puts these industries of the coun- 
try in any other position than each fairly and squarely upon its own 
basis, each one for itself. I shall never vote for a measure that comi- 
pels my constituents to pay 10 cents per pound for a substitute for but- 
ter, if they want to buy it knowing what it is, as a mere bounty to those 
who produce butter. 

It is a principle that I can never sustain by any vote of mine. Itis 
anti-American, it is undemocratic and unrepublican, and can not be 
justified on any principle whatever consistent with whatis known and 
recognized as the protective or tariff system of the country. I need 
hardly say to my Republican friends that our protective system must 
be maintained, if at all, as a system. And that system requires all 
our domestic industries to stand together, each finding its strength 
and prosperity in the unity, strength, and prosperity of all. It in no 
wise deals with the competition which springs up between domestic in- 
dustries, except possibly for the avowed p of this bill, which looks 
merely to the prevention and punishment of fraudulent competition, 
which is accomplished as an incident to raising revenue. Those who 
cry out that the farmer is in no wise protected under our system have 
not studied the question. Our system is his source of prosperity. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR rose. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the tenth section of the 
oe pases has been read and no amendment offered, be allowed to 
8 í 

The CHAIRMAN. That will not require a motion, and if there be 
no amendment to the section then the Clerk will read the next section. 
The tenth section as read will stand; unless stricken out by a vote of 
the committee. ; j 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to renew the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio, and rose forthat purpose, understanding that 
the Chair had promised to ize me. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is making a re- 
quest, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Isimply wish to renew the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. If I can have only one or two minutes’ explanation 
in regard to the remarks of the gentleman from New York—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man from New York to the committee as soon as order is restored upon 
the floor. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. My request was simply to be permitted to make 
a few remarks by consent of the committee in reply to the gentleman 
from New York, who I think has not taken the right view in respect to 
the papers presented and read by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


ee I wish to explain the means of bringing such"papers hefore 
this y. 
Mr. HATCH. If I can get unanimous consent of the committee that 


Sse pag upon this section may be closed in five minutes, I have no 
objection. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, that the debate on this section shall be closed in 
five minutes, that time to be yielded to the gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, Iam very sorry that my colleague 
from ihe State of New York should try to break the force of this peti- 
tion or memorial presented in the shape of resolutions by the working- 
men of Pittsburgh through the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CUR- 
TIN]. They are presented in the proper form by organized assemblies, 
especially by the trades assemblies of that city. 1 wish to state to the 
committee that when he says they had no anthority more than as any 
three, or five, or ten, or fifteen men he is entirely mistaken in the scope 
of the authority of an organized trades assembly. 

The assemblies are composed of delegates from every trades associa- 
tion in their districts. They may have fifteen or forty or sixty mem- 
These members come there with delegated authority from their 
own trades unions, from their own local assemblies, and they are given 
power as delegates to mect all current questions, When they have dis- 
cussed these questions, as they do in these assemblies—and I am sorry 
to say, Mr. Chairman, it has been the custom the last four or five years, 
on account of the long hours of labor, to drive these assemblies into 
Sunday, and they are held Sundays—after proper discussion the dele- 
gates have the power in their hands to give voice to the sentiments of 
every assembly that they represent. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. -Yes, sir. 

Mr. PARKER. I ask the gentleman if he has any knowledge orin- 
formation that the assemblies where the men meet themselves gave 
authority to the superior assembly to address Congress upon oleomarga- 
rine? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I tell the gentleman from New York that no 
officer of a trades assembly in America would dare send forth to this 
House of Representatives an expression of opinion from his assembly, 
whether a trades union or whether Knights of Labor, that was a false- 
hood. I have never known a case in the history of any assembly where 
they have taken upon themselves to formulate opinions that were not 
held in common by the whole brotherhood that were in the assembly. 

Mr. PARKER. Again I ask the gentleman to answer my question. 
It is: Whether he has any knowledge or information that the superior 
assembly communicating with Co had authority from any inferior 
lodge to address Congress on the subject of oleomargarine? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ihave justinformed the gentleman and the com- 
mittee that I affirm on this floor that they had all the authority; and 
if they represent seventy thousand men, they voiced the sentiments of 
seventy thousand men; and until that authority is revoked in the lower 
assemblies the expression of the superior assembly stands as the voice 
of these workingmen of Pittsburgh. 

A MEMBER. Is the assembly entitled to speak the opinions of the 
workingmen? 

Mr. FARQUHAR, 
ions. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Canthe gentleman from New York state that this 
particular question now under debate, the taxing of oleomargarine, has 
been submitted to or voted upon by every individual assembly repre- 
sented in the general assembly? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Thegentleman from Michigan hasas much knowl- 

on that question as I have. I have no right to go back on this 


It is clothed with full power to speak their opin- 


official document, nor has the gentleman from New York, 
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Mr, CUTCHEON. 
eral scope and power? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Yes, sir. i 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do you believe that on this question the officers of 
this association represent the sentiments of the men in the primary as- 
semblies? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I did not say it was the officers who expressed 
these views. The officers signed the papers merely. They are voted 
upon by the delegates, and the voice of the delegates the officers must 
express in the paper which they sign. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I have here the minutes with the seal of the asso- 
ciation and the signatures of the officers. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will ask the gentleman from New York is it 
not a fact within his own knowledge that petitions have been repeat- 
edly received here purporting to come from Knights of Labor favoring 
or opposing certain legislation which when they have had their atten- 
tion called to the real merits of the legislation they have withdrawn? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman asks if I know that of my own 
knowledge. I answer, no. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I inform the gentleman that has been re- 
- peatedly the fact during this session. 

Mr. MILLS. This communication speaks by its seal. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the gentleman do the Knights of Labor con- 
template as a body in their corporate capacity attempting to influence 
legislation upon a fraud in food products of this kind? 

Mr. FARQUHAR.. I will say to the gentleman this is not from the 
Knights of Labor at all. This is from the trades assembly of Western 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do you believe it represents the sentiments of that 
association? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is a matter of opinion. I think that just 
now petitions and remonstrances of this character are somewhat pre- 
mature. And why do I say that? Because the effect of the operation 
of this bill has not yet been felt. But they attempt toward the stroke. 
Let butter go up 5, 8, or 10 cents a pound within six months and your 
petition-box will not be large enough to hold the remonstrances that 
will be coming in against this legislation. 

Mr, HISCOCK. I believe every laboring man would be willing to 
have butter high-priced rather than to have these unwholesome imita- 
tions of butter in the market. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. All I desired when I took the floor was merely 
to break the force of the argument against this remonstrance—an argu- 
ment which has no point when that remonstrance bears the seal of the 
association and is signed by its officers. 

Mr. PARKER. And the gentleman has stated no fact that breaks 
the force of that argument. £ 

The Clerk read section 11, as follows: 


Sec, 11. That every person who purchases or receives for sale any oleomar- 
garine which has not been branded or stamped according to law, shall be liable 
toapenalty of $50 for each such offense. 


Mr. WHEELER. TI offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 9 

Provided, That no person who was reported by the tenth census as unable to 
read shall be fined or imprisoned for v: ng the provisions of sections ait 12, 
or 13 of this act until one year after the of the bill now pending in 
Congress to aid in the support of common 

Mr. HATCH. Imake the point of order that that amendment has 
been already acted upon. 

Mr. WHEELER. It was ruled ont when offered to the sixth section. 
I now offer it to the eleventh. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I make the further point of order against the 
amendment that it alludes to the twelfth and thirteenth sections and 
is not in order till those sections are read. 

Mr. Chairman, without regard to the merits of the proposition—— 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment, and 
will introduce it at the end of the thirteenth section. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I move to insert in the first line of sec- 
tion 11, after the word ‘‘who,’’ the word ‘‘ knowingly; so that it 
= eg “that every person who knowingly purchases or receives for 
sale,” &e. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, have we passed the tenth section? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The tenth section is passed. ° 

Mr. DUNHAM. I had some amendments that I wanted to offer to 
that section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The section is now passed, and the gentleman 
can not return to it except by unanimous consent. 

The amendment offered by Mr. HATCH was to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Harcr] in charge of this bill explain exactly what 
this eleventh section means. It says that ‘‘every person who know- 
ingly purchases or receives for sale any oleo ine,” &c. Iwish to 


Then you mean this is simply within their gen- 


know if that means that the wholesale dealer who buys this article of 
the manufacturer and keeps it for sale is the one who is to be fined, or 
does the section include every person who goes to the retail dealer and 
buys a pound of it? : 

Mr. HATCH. ‘The section is so plain that I do not think anything 


I can say will make it any plainer. The provision of the section is 
that “every person who knowingly purchases or receives for sale any 
oleomargarine, which has not been branded according to law shall be 
liable to a penalty of $50 for each such offense.” 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then the workingman who goes toa retail dealer 
and purchases a pound of this article, perhaps under the name of ‘‘but- 
ter,” is not subject to the fine. A 

Mr. HATCH. That is not covered by the eleventh section at all, 
That section applies only to those who purchase or receive the article 
for sale again. 

Mr. DUNHAM. People who buy it or receive it for the purpose of 
selling it to somebody: else? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I sup the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HATCH] desires to have the word ‘‘ knowingly ” qualify 
the branding. Of course, if I purchase anything I knowingly purchase 
it, and if I receive anything for sale I knowingly receiveit for sale; but 
the point the gentleman wishes to make, I suppose, is, that the man 
who shall purchase or receive oleomargarine for sale knowing that the 
same has not been properly branded shall be subject to the ty. 

Mr. HATCH. That is unquestionably the purpose of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the eleventh 
section. Idoso because I think that we go to the very verge of pro- 
priety by the other sections of the bill, evenif this be left out. I sup- 
pose there are few men here who have not seen something of the troubles 
and hardships that have arisen iti the administration of our internal- 
revenue laws relative to the sale of spirits. The effect has been to drag 
citizens to attend courts at points far distant from their homes, irre- 
spective of the season of the year, of their home obligations, of the con- 
dition of their crops, or of the condition of their families or their purses. 
There is no time when Federal courts having cognizance of such cases 
are in session that you can not see these unfortunates hanging around 
the court-rooms, and there are instances where parties have taken a 
single barrel of whisky, started out through the country, and sold it by 
the gill, the pint, or the quart, as they found people to buy it, and 
then those who were with them in the transaction have gone around 
and arrested every man who had bought it and dragged him off before 
a Federal court. ; 

Itis bad enough to have such things done in the whisky traffic, but 
I say to this Houséthat no man can foresee the extent of the hardships 
that will follow from turning your deputy marshals loose to pry into 
the homes of the people and into their pantries ; to smell around try- 
ing to discover the odorand the age of their butter. Ithink this section 
should by struck out, leaving the provision that he who first makes the 
article and first puts it upon sale in violation of law shall be the guilty 
party and shall bear the penalty. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MCMILLIN; and it was 
rejected—ayes 43, noes 90. ; 

Mr. O'HARA. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair appoints the plait woe from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] and the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] to act as tellers. 

~~  eacrain again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 59, 
noes 
_ So the motion of Mr. MCMILLIN to strike out the section was re- 


jected. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I move to amend by striking out the word “‘fifty,” 


in the third line of this section, and inserting the word ‘‘ten.’’ 

Mr HATCH. I make the point of order that this amendment is not 
in order, 

Mr. DUNHAM. Why not? 

Mr. HATCH. Because the Committee of the Whole has just refused 
to strike out the section. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I accept the gentleman’s suggestion, and withdraw 
my motion. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
‘t purchases,” in the first line of the section, the words ‘‘for resale.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the pointof order that no amendment to 
this section is now in order, the Committee of the Whole having just 
rejected a motion to strike out the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. According to the ordinary parliamentary rule, 
the point made by the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock] would 
be correct; but the attention of the Chair has been directed to a special 
rule of the House which changes on this subject the ordinary parlia- 
men rule. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. My amendment is to insert after the word ‘‘ pur- 
chases” the words “‘ for resale;’’ so that the section will read: 

That any person who purchases for resale or receives for sale any oleomar- 
garine, &c. ` 

I will state my reason for offering this amendment., The question 
has been asked whether by this section as it now stands a poor man 
purchasing a single pound of oleomargarine, not for sale but for his own 
‘use, will be liable to the penalty prescribed in the section. The man 
who purchases for the purpose of selling again—— 

Mr. HATCH. Will tite gentleman listen to me one moment ? 
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Mr. PETTIBONE. Yes, sir. ) 

Mr. HATCH. So far as I am concerned, I see no objection to the 
gentleman’s amendment, 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Iam glad to hear the gentleman is willing to 
assent to it. It simply removes an ambiguity; that is all. I hope we 


may have a vote upon it. What we desire to accomplish by this sce- 
tion is to prohibit the buying of oleomargarine to be resold as honest 
butter. = 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. The proper construction of the lan- 
guage as it now stands in the section is that ‘‘every person who pur- 
chases for sale or receives for sale,” &c. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I wish to avoid the ambiguity of the present lan- 


guage, 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. What is the difference between the 
language of the section and the gentleman’s amendment ? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Under the lan of the section as it now 
stands a man who has bought one pound or ten pounds of oleomargarine 
for home consumption may possibly be arraigned for having purchased 
it, though he did not buy for the purpose of selling again. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The is ‘‘ purchases or receives for sale.’ 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Possibly the ambiguity might be removed by 
the insertion of a comma; but if the words ‘‘for resale ’’ be inserted 
after the word ‘‘purchases’’ there can be no possible doubt as to the 
meaning. ; t í 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PETTIBONE, it 
was not agreed to. : 

Mr. DUNHAM. If amendments are ‘in order, I move to amend by 
striking out ‘'50,”’ in line 3 of this section, and inserting ‘‘10;” so as 
to make the language read ‘‘shall be liable to a penalty of $10 for each 
such offense,” It seems to me improbable that any person would be 
guilty of this offense, and if it should be committed $10 fine is enough. 
It is unnecessary that $50 should be collected and put into the Treas- 
ury. [Cries of “Vote!” “‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, so much has been said upon the bill 
under consideration, and so little left to say, that I shall not occupy: 
the time of the committee very long in what I have to present. I am 
aware that it will be next toan impossibility to offer anything new on 
the question. 

The great State of Pennsylvania, which I have the honor in part to 
represent, is largely interested in this bill, notwithstanding we have 
a State law. Nearly if not quite 80,000,000 pounds of butter are pro- 
duced annually within her borders, and the district which I individ- 
ually represent is especially noted for its fine quality of butter; but 
my people are largely interested in both agriculture and manufactures; 
they their interests as mutual, and I am sure there is no desire 
on the part of either one to take advantage of the other. 

During the commercial and financial depression of the last decade we 
have not been inflicted, like many other sections, with riots and strikes, 
but all have quietly and peaceably borne their share of the depression 
in the hope that the lawmakers of the country would find some way 
or would enact some legislation that would stimulate and promote the 
growth and prosperity of the country. My people are firm believers 
in the system of protection to American industry. They believe in 
protection to the farmer as well as to the manufacturer, ‘knowing that 
whatever benefits the one must benefit the other. If themanufacturer 
receives a fair price for his commodities he can afford to pay his skilled 
workmen remunerative wages, and they in turn, together with the 
manufacturer, can pay the farmer fair prices for his productions. But 
neither the manufacturer nor the workingman is ity tee be cheated 
and defrauded by a counterfeit product, for which he to pay the 
price of the genuine article. 

In many instances the workingman is more particular as to what he 
eats than the epicure, and I venturé to say, if he has his choice be- 
tween oleomargarine and pure butter, that ninety-nine times out of 
one hundred he would take the butter; to say that oleo: ine is the 
poor man’s food is a dishonest and false assertion. If it is to be man- 
ufactured and sold for the benefit of the poor man alone, I venture to 
say it would have a poor market. Who do they mean when they speak 
of the poor man? There is not one in a thousand so poor but what he 
can afford to buy genuine butter instead of oleomargarine, especially 
when the connterfeit is soldto him for the genuine. Oleomargarine is 
manufactured for a very much larger market than the poor man can 
afford. It is manufactured for the manufacturer, the mechanic, for all 
classes of wage-workers, the professor in the arts and sciences, for the 
high as well as the low, and for the rich as well as the poor. Nearly 
sixty millions of people are included in this number; they compose 
the market. 5 

But how much, may I ask, of these obnoxious compounds known as 
oleomargarine and butterine would all these people consume if they 
were sold for what they really are? Instead of 200,000,000 pounds, 
which is said to be the product of the last year, I venture to assert that 
not one million pounds would be manufactured, unless it is found to 
be superior to lard and tallow for cooking j pedro which of course it 
can not be. If my predictions are true, then those gentlemen on this 
floor who have grave fears of a surplus revenue produced by taxing it 
may rest in peace; even 10 cents per pound would not more than pay 


necessary expenses in enforcing the law. But we are confronted with 
the charge that we propose to tax one industry out of existence for the 
benefit of another. I do not so understand it. The chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture has clearly and fully explained the provis- 
ions of the bill as given in the second section, as follows: 


Sec, 2. That for the purposes of this act certain manufactured substances, cer- 
tain extracts, and certain mixtures and compounds, including such mixtures and 
compounds with butter, shall be known and designated as “ oleomargarine,” 
cece E All substances heretofore known as oleomargarine, oleo, oleomarga- 
rine oil, butterine, lardine, suine, and neutral; all mixtures and compounds of 
ol e, oleo, oleomargarine oil, butterine, lardine, suine, and neutral ; 
all lard extractsand tallow extracts; and all mixtures and compounds of tallow, 
beef fat, suet, lard, lard oil, vi ble oil, annotto, and other coloring matter, 
intestinal fat, and offal fat ein imitation or semblance of butter, or calcu- 
lated or intended to be used as butter or for butter. 


The chairman says: 

The last two lines of this section apply to and interpret each and every single 
word in the section. According to the interpretation of that section as inter- . 
rae not only by the Commissioner of Agriculture but by the Commissioner of 

nternal Revenue, who submitted it to the law officer of that Department who 
has revised every single word and comma in it, it means this and nothing but 
this: That the mixture ofany two or more of these compounds into a substance 
to be colored and flavored and packed and sold as butter, is to be taxed, under 
this bill, 10 cents a pound. But if lard and cotton-seed oil are mixed together 
if any two or more of these substances are mixed, placed on the market andsold 
for what they are, in good faith and in fact, and not colored and flavored as an 
imitation and fraud upon butter, they are not liable to the tax under this section, 
and no reasonable construction of that kind can be placed on that section, or 
the bill as an entirety. i 

It is clear to my mind that this bill does not tax the manufacture 
and sale of oleom ine if it is not colored, flavored, or mixed with 
butter and made to imitate butter. ` The object of this bill is to deprive 
it of its fraudulent character, to compel it to stand on its own merits. 
If the manufacturers of it are willing to do this they will be free from 
license and taxes, and the retail dealers likewise will be free from li- 
cense to sell to all who may wish to purchase it. Therefore the charge 
that we are taxing one industry to its death for the benefit of another 
is not true. We are only taxing a fraud, a counterfeit, not an honest 
industry, and this we are doing not alone in the interest of the farmer 
or the dairy, but to protect all of us who are consumers from imposi- 
tion and fraud which is daily and hourly being practiced upon us by 
unscrupulous manufacturers and dealers in the article. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we are told by the expounders of the Constitu- 
tion in this House that this bill, if enacted into a law would be uncon- 
stitutional. Comic Blackstone says: 

It is well enough for every man toknow a little law; but perhaps the less he 
knows the better. 

I have sometimes thought that if some of the members of this House 
knew a little less law, and would depend more upon good, sound, prac- 
tical common sense and business principles, we would get along more 
rapidly than we do, with a better prospect than we now have of getting 
away from here before the middle of August. I am not a lawyer, and 
I think I can indorse the remark of Brother Price, ‘‘ That Iam rather 
glad that I am not,’’ especially if its study should enable me to con- 
struc the law when so desired as to hold a false position, and thereby 
defeat the ends of justice. 

I, however, have a high regard for an honest lawyer, and lest I might 
be misunderstood I freely admit that there are many of them in the 
profession; but when they endeavor to construe the Constitution in such 
a way as to make it say that such a bill as we ag to pass and now 
under consideration is unconstitutional, I am led to believe that they 
do not want to understand either the provisions of the bill or the Con- 
stitution. The Constitution was intended to protect the rights of the 
citizen, and was never intended to protect fraud of any kind. The very 
first article of the Constitution defines the powers and duties of Con- 
gress. Section 8 says: 

Congress shall haye power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex- 
cises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare 
of the United States. 

The power therefore is clearly expressed in this section. 

Not being educated in the law, I presume it would be regarded as 
presumptuous on my part to endeavor to give an opinion as to the con- 
stitutionality of this bill, I desire, however, to quote a few passages 
from Chief-Justice Story on the Constitution, in reference to the power 
of Congress to lay taxes. Judging the argument of the Chief-Justice 
from a la; ’s standpoint, I should say that he proves conclusively 
and beyond all doubt that Congress has full power to select the sub- 
jects of taxation, and that it may tax for other purposes beside rev- 
enue. 

On page 677 he says: 

The very point is whether it is restricted to purposes of revenue. 

The lan of the Constitution is, “Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises,” the clause had mopped here and 
remained in this absolute form, as it was, in fact, when reported in the first 
— in theconvention, there could not have been the slightest doubton the 
vr e absolute power to lay taxes includes the power in every form in which 
it may be used, and for every purpose to which the Legislature may choose to 
apply it. This results from the very nature of such an unrestricted power. A 
fortiori it might be applied by Congressto purposes for which nations have been 
accustomed to apply to it. 

Now, nothing is more clear, from the history of commercial nations, than the 


fact that the taxing power is often, very often, applied for other purposes than 
revenue, It is often applied as a regulation of Congress, It is often applied ag 
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a virtual prohibition upon the importation of particulor articles, for the encour- 
agement and protection of domestic products and industry, for the support of 
ture, commerce, and manufactures; for retaliation upon foreign mono; 
olies and injurious restrictions, for mere purposes of state policy and domestic 
economy; sometimes to banish a noxious article of consumption, sometimes as 
a bounty upon an infant manufacture or agricultural product, sometimes as a 
temporary restraint of trade, sometimes as a suppression of icular employ- 
ments, sometimes as a prerogative power to destroy com; tion and secure a 
monopoly tothe Government. 

_If, then, the power to lay taxes, being general, may embrace, and in the prac- 
tice of nations does embrace, all these objects,either separately or in combina: 
tion, upon what foundation does the argument rest which assumes one object 
only to the exclusion of all the rest; which insists,in effect, that because reve- 
nue may be one object, therefore it is the sole object of the power; which as- 
sumes its own construction to be co; because it suits its own theory and de- 
nies the same right to others entertaining a different theory? 

If the power is general in its terms, is it not an abuse of all fair reasoning to 
insist that it is particular; to desert the import of the language and to substitute 
other and different language? 

Is this allowable in regard to any instrument? Is it allowable in an 
manner as to constitutions of government, growing out of the rights, duties, and 
exigencies of nations, and looking to an infinite variety of cireumstances which 
may require very different spouoabpni of a given power? 

In the next place, then, is the power to lay taxes given by the Constitution a 
general power or is it a limited pora 
x If a limited power, to what objects is it limited by the terms of the Constitu- 

ion? 

Upon this subject, as has been already stated, three different opinions a 
to have been held by statesmen of no common sagacity and ability. The firstis 
that the power is unlimited, and that the subsequent clause, ‘to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and general welfare,” isa substantive, in- 
pendante power, 

n the view of those who maintain this opinion, the power, being general, can 
not with any consistency be restrained to purposes of revenue, 

The next is, that the power is restrained by the subsequent clause, so that it 
isa power to lay taxes in order to pay debts, and to provide for the common 
defense and general welfare. Is raising revenue the only proper mode to pro- 
vide for the common defense and general welfare? May not the general wel- 
fare, in the judgment of Gongroes, in given circumstances as well provided 
for, nay, better provided for, prohibitory duties, or by encouragements todo- 
mesticindustry of all sorts? Ifa tax of one sort,as on ton: of foreign ves- 
sels, will aid commerce, and a tax on foreign raw materials will aid agriculture, 
and a tax on imported fabrics will aid domestic manufactures, and so promote 
the general retara: may they not be all constitutionally united by Congress in 
a law for this purpose? If Congress can unite them all, may they not sustain 
them severally in separate laws? Isa tax to aid manufactures or culture 
or commerce necessarily, or even naturally, against the general wel or the 
common defense? Who is going to decide upon such a point? Congress, to 
whom the authority is given to exercise the power, or any other body, State or 
national, which may choose to assume it? 

Besides, if a particular act of Congress, not fur revenue, should be deemed 
an excess of the powers, does it follow that all other acts are so? If the com- 
mon defense or general welfare can he promoted by laying taxes in any other 
manner than for revenue, who is at liberty to say that Congress can not consti- 
tutionally exercise the power for such a purpose? Noone has a right to say 
that the common defense and general welfare can never be promoted by layin, 
taxes except for revenue, Noone hasever yet been bold enough to assert su 


a pro} tion. 

Di erent men have entertained opposite opinions on subjectsof this nature, 
It is a matter of theory and speculation, of political economy and national pol- 
icy, and not a matter of power, It may be wise or unwise to lay taxes, except 
Aiai Akat T but the wisdom or inexpediency of a measure is no test of its con- 

Those, therefore, who hold the opinion above stated must unavoidably main- 
tain that the power to lay taxes is not confined to revenue, but extends to all 
cases where it is proper to be used for the common defense and general welfare. 

It is contended by some that this bill, if enacted into a law, will 
raise a large amount of revenue. It can not be regarded as unconstitu- 
tional on that account, and the Government has not arrived at that 
stage of prosperity that it can live without revenue. I do not believe 
that the tax of 10 cents per pound would raise much revenue, but if 
it should there are many ways in which it could be used. Every year 
the expenses of the Government are increasing, notwithstanding the 
promises of the Democratic party that this should be an administra- 
tion of ‘‘ retrenchment, economy, and reform.’’ 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his report of June 30, informs us 
that there will be a deficit for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, 
of not less than $24,000,000. Nevertheless it is claimed by the oppo- 
nents of this bill that we do not need the additional revenue it will raise. 
Let me say to those gentlemen that we are paying in pensions alone 
$80,000,000 annually, that we are appropriating yearly millions for the 
Army and Navy with a prospect of still larger appropriations, and that 
we have a national debt of not less than $1,275,000,000 and an interest 
charge of some $48,000,000 annually. 

There need be no fears that we shall not be able to use all the reve- 
nue that the tax of 10 cents per pound will produce. Indeed our 
fears may justly be on the other side. How will the Government raise 
the $24,000,000 deficit? And in this estimate is not included the in- 
creased pensions to widows ‘and orphans of the Union soldiers, which 
will probably increase the amount five or six millions more. It really 
looks as though something would have to be taxed to meet the in- 
creased expenses of the Government, and if so there are but two ways 
to accomplish it, either by increased duties on imports or by internal 
revenue, It is evident that the friends of free trade will not allow us 
to raise it by increased duties on imports; we shall therefore have to 
raise it by internal revenue, Where then can we levy this tax to do 
the least harm? 

Surely it can do no harm, but on the contrary much good, to put it 
upon that which is manufactured and sold in defiance of State laws, 
and is a fraud and a counterfeit. I believe a tax of 5 cents per pound 
would raise more revenue than 10 cents, but I am not one of those who 
want it taxed for revenue alone. I would, if itis constitutional, favor 


a prohibitory tax on oleomargarine and its compounds, and on all other 
PEYE and adulterations of food intended to defraud, cheat, and 
deceive the people and destroy honest industries. - . 

Mr. Chairman, it can not be claimed that a fraud promotes the pub- 
lic welfare; on the contrary, it is destructive of the public good and the 
morals of the people; therefore it is always a proper subject of legisla- 
tion, and if n to arrest and prevent fraud and protect the pub- 
lic welfare, the Congress of the United States certainly has the legal 
power to do it either by taxation or otherwise, independent of the power 
to tax for revenue purposes. The manufacturers of oleo: ine and 
its associates claim that they are healthful compounds. It is possible 
that some of them may be; but who can tell the healthful from the 
unhealthful—the good from the bad? We are told there are fifty- 
eight different ways to manufacture them patented, and sixty different 
articles enter into the manufacture of oleomargarine, butterine, neu- 
tral, The list has been given by several members who have ad- 

the committee; but in my judgment it can not be published 
too often; the people should know what poisonous articles enter into 
their composition. _ 

The list taken from the Patent-Office is as follows: Nitric acid, com- 
monly known as aqua-fortis, acetate of lead, better known as sugar of 
lead, sulphate of lime, benzoic acid, butyric acid, glycerine, capsic acid, 
commercial sulphuric acid, tallow, butyric ether, castor oil, caul, gas- 
tric juice, curcumine, chlorate of potash, peroxide of magnesia, nitrate 
of soda, dry-blood albumen, saltpeter, borax, orris root, bicarbonate 
of soda, capric acid, sulphite of soda, pepsin, lard, caustic potash, 
chalk, oil of sesame or benne, turnij#seed oil, oil of sweet almonds, 
stomach of pigs, sheep, or calves, mustard-seed oil, bicarbonate of pot- 
ash, boracie acid, salicylic acid, cotton-seed oil, alum, cows’ udders, 
sal-soda, fiurinaceous flour, earbolic acid, slippery-elm bark, olive oil, 
bromo-chloralum, oil of peanuts, sugar, caustic soda, and sea salt. It 
has often been remarked in a jocular way that people sometimes make 
apothecary shopsof theirstomachs. I think it might be truthfully and 
seriously claimed, after reading this list, that he who eats oleomargarine 
surely gets about all the ingredients of a well-regulated apothecary shop 
into his stomach. It is scarcely necessary for me to say that I have 
some knowledge of materia medica and chemistry, and that some of 
the ingredients mentioned in the list are deadly poisons, even in what 
might be termed infinitesimal doses. 

lt is not contended that all these ingredients enter into a single proc- 
ess of the manufacture of these different compounds; but all of them 
seem to be regarded as necessary or important by the different patent- ~ 
ees in one combination or another. The reports of chemists differ 

tly as to the unhealthfulness of oleomargarine, butterine, neutral, 
ce., and this arises no doubt from the different samples furnished and 
the knowledge or the want of knowledge of microscopy, of materia 
medica, of biology, and all germ life, in addition to a mere knowledge 
of chemistry, and toxicology. It is shown by the analysis of the pro- 
fessor of the State University of Minnesota that the three specimens 
examined by him contained a variety of living organisms and spores 
ready to germinate. ‘‘Some of it,” he says, ‘‘teemed with life and 
yielded molds and bacteria that would have gladdened the heart of the 
student of biology.” 

The microscope revealed the fact that the greatest variety of life ex- 
isted in the inner portion of these samples and that the other portions 
contained the greatest quantity of active bacteria.” Many of the pro- 
tozoa pass into an encysted stage and lie dormant until the environment 
is again favorable.’ He furthersays: ‘‘It can not be doubted that the 
person who eats so promiscuous and so lively a mixture as the butterine 
examined is running great risk. Spores and seeds of the lower organ- 
isms increase the danger to parasitism; and spores now harmless may 
become inimical to the health and happiness of countless millions,’? 
Other experts and professors have testified that they regarded oleomar- 
garine and like compounds unwholesome as food products, Professor 
Clark, of Albany, N. Y., says of oleomargarine: 

That it is unwholesome to health for four reasons—first, because it is indigest- 
ible; second, because it is insoluble when made from animal fats; third, that 
it is liable to carry the germs of disease into the human system; and fourth, 
that in the eagerness of manufacturers to produce the spurious compounds 
cheaply they are tempted to use ingredients which are detrimental tothe health 
of the consumer, 

Numerous other testimonies of a like character might be given. 

Then, on the other side, we have the testimony of chemists and ex- 
perts, who say that oleomargarine is a healthy product, and this, I think, 
to a certain extent may be true when it is carefully made of ps fats, 
but-the difficulty is to know when it is so made. It can not, however, 
be regarded as healthful as pure butter, for the reason that the animal 
fats, independent of the chemicals used in its manufacture, are more 
difficult of digestion on account of their greater insolubility. Believ- 
ing as we do that much of it is impure and deleterious to health, that 
it is a fraud practiced upon the people, and that we have the constitu- 
tional right to tax it for revenue, if for no other purpose, why should 
this bill not be passed ? 

Mr. i , we are told by the State-rights people on this floor 
that we should leave the matter to the States. I think, if I am cor- 
rectly informed, some twenty States of the Union have passed laws to 
eria its manufacture and sale; but in nearly every instance they 
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have been failures, and now these very States are appealing to Congress 
to pass a law placing it under the supervision of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, who is at the head of an organized force competent 


to carry out and enforce the law. Some States have no laws; 
others have; but they are not uniform, and it is well known that the 
States have no power to regulate interstate commerce, therefore there 
should be concurrent jurisdiction over this matter just as there is in 
regard to whisky and tobacco. Agriculture is regarded as the basis of 
our wealth as a nation; but in order for it to be prosperous it must be 
a diversified industry. The constant cropping by the of the 
cereals rapidly exhausts the soil, and the means of compensation is found 
only by returning to it that which you have abstracted from it. 

In no way can we so well comply with this great law of compensa- 
tion in farming as by the herd of the dai Every practical farmer 
knows that the more he feeds to his stock the more fertile his farm be- 
comes. The greater the consumption of his crops on the the 
richer his land will be. Now, inorder to do this he must have a@airy 
or some other live stock. Heretofore the dairy interest has paid bet- 
ter than any other, but since the introduction of imitation butter, which 
the people do not want if they know it, the production of butter has 
decreased and the profits greatly diminished. 

The number of milch cows have decreased some 25 to 30 per cent., 
but there are still invested about $700,000,000 in milch cows; their 
value, however, has been decreased over’ $30,000,000 within the last 
year, and since the introduction of imitation butter the total loss is es- 
timated at $150,000,000. ‘Three hundred thousand cows are reported 
to have been slaughtered for be@f during the past year in the city of 
Chicago alone. 

In consequence of this fraud the governments of Europe have passed 
laws prejudicial to our dairy products. The result has been a steady 
falling off in our on of genuine butter. In 1881 we exported 
$22,636,272 worth, in 1885 $14,086,055, a falling off of nearly $9,000,- 
000, whereas if it had not been for the distrust and these stringent 
laws the amount instead of being decreased would probably have been 
more than doubled. 

In conclusion, let me say, Mr. Chairman, that I have not only been a 
close observer of the farmers’ interests, but I have been personally in- 
terested in farming for many years. I live perhaps in as good an agri- 
cultural district as there is in the State of Pennsylvania, contiguous to 
the second largest market in the United States, Philadelphia, and -yet 
with all the advantages I do not believe there is one farmer in my dis- 
trict who could pay 5 per cent. interest on his farm and his personal 

roperty, pay his labor and his taxes, and at the end of the year’s hard 
libor for himself and family have $500 left. I am sure if there isone 
who could do it there are hundreds who are not able to save a single 
cent, and no farmer in my district who has good judgment would think 
of buying a farm without some means of his own, for he knows full 
well that he could not pay for it, and in all probability in less than ten 
years would be sold out by the sheriff. He runs very much less risk 
and it pays him better to rent; but the owner of the farm, after keep- 
ing up the necessary expenses, gets but a poor interest on his invest- 
ment. 

Where, then, may I ask the members of this House, the great major- 
ity of whom are not farmers, is the money in farming? Who is there 
here who would be willing to exchange his profession and its emolu- 
ments with the farmer for his ESA er of long days of weary toil and 
its scanty returns? Who is here that is willing to rob him of the fruits 
of his honest toil and destroy one of his most profitable and most im- 
portant industries—im t indeed when we come to think of it? 
The annual product of butter produced in the United States, as given 
by the Statistician, is over 1,000,000,000 pounds, estimated to be worth 
$250,000,000, every pound of which represents hard-earned and scanty 
paid labor compared to the manufacture of its bogus competitor, oleo- 
margarine, which it is said costs less than 8 cents per pound to man- 
ufacture. It is estimated that the profit on the last year’s product, 
200,000,000 pounds, was notless than $30,000,000, orabout 200 percent. 

Think fora moment. They are now manufacturing about one-fifth 
as much as the product of genuine butter. If they succeed in driving 
and starving out the dairy interest, and should manufacture the same 
amount, 1,000,000,000 pounds, their profits would be not less than $150, - 
000,000 annually; and yet these are the men who have appeared before 
the Agricultural Committee in behalf of the poor laboring man of the 
country, in order that he may not becompelled to pay extravagant prices 
for his butter, or butterine—a fraud in name, as well as in substance; 
and they who manufacture this vile stuff to cheat and defraud the 
poor man as well as the rich—would ‘‘steal the livery of heaven to 
serve the devil in.” 

The question now before this House is, shall this great interest in 
which seven million people are directly interested be destroyed? Will 
you say to the agriculturist that you prefer to protect the manufacture 
of a counterfeit article rather than an honest, legitimate industry? If 
you do, then vote against the of this bill; but remember that 
you who represent agricultural districts will not be forgiven or forgot- 
ten by your constituents. 

Mr. HATCH. I move the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having, according to order, had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax 
upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exporta- 
tion of oleo: ine, had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HATCH (at 4 o'clock and 59 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clork’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN; Petition of Alice Donahue, for a special-act 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Petition of hospital stewards of the United States 
Army, praying for increase of their pay—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 2 $ 

By Mr. C.-R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of citizens of Faulkner 
County, Arkansas, in favor of national aid to education—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 2 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Petition of Post 48, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1886— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: Memorial of the New York Board of Trade and 
Transportation, for a supply of one and two dollar greenbacks or Treas- 
ury certificates—to the Committee on Marga Vegne and Measures. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of citizens of Adair County, Iowa, pray- 
ing for the protection of the dairy interests of the country against the 
ravages made by oleomargarine, butterine, and kindred forms of coun- 
terfeit butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition and statements of A. ©. Beals, 
Charles Gomes, D. Robertson, and August Herbst, hospital stewards, 
United States Army, asking for increased compensation—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Maine Methodist conference, for the, 
passage of the temperance educational bill—to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. . 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Custer County, Nebraska, 
praying for the passage of bill to authorize the Western Pacific Railway 
Company to build branch lines—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Four petitions from United States hospital 
stewards, asking for the passage of Senate bill 1119—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, GALLINGER: Petition fora revenue tax on adulterated but- 
ter, signed by Mark Spokesfield and 27 others, citizens of Compton, N. 
H.—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Five petitions of citizens of Dakota, praying for 
the division of the Territory upon the seventh standard parallel there- 
of—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of citizens of the United States pray- 
ing that the coinage of silver be placed on an equality with gold, &c.— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of citizens of Moniteau County, Missouri, 
in favor of the passage of House bill to tax oleomargarine—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition from the railroad interests of 
the United States looking to the perpetuation of the discovery of steam- 
transportation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HILL: Twenty-six petitions signed by many hundreds of 
people in Dakota, asking for the division of Dakota.on the seventh 
standard parallel—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of hospital stewards of the United States 
Army at Governor’s Island, New York, Augustine, Fla., Rock Island, 
Ill., Fort Douglas, Utah, and others, asking for increase of pay to hos- 
pital stewards—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of B, R. , praying that his war claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of M. L. Gifford, and 57 others, of Stuy- 
vesant, N. Y., asking that a revenue tax be levied on adulterated but- 
ter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of Russell Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Indiana, praying for more liberal treatment of ex-Union 
soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of David Caulfield, relating toa pension 
for service in the Florida war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of the counties of Eastland, Comanche, and 
Stephens, Texas, relating to the removal of the Federal court from 
Graham to Cisco—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of George F. Wardle, for reimbursement 
of money paid to United Statesfor unused revenue-stamps—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of W. A. Stott, of Smith County, Ten- 
nessee, for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of Knights of Labor Assembly No. 2434, 
of Bolivar, N. Y., praying for legislation imposing restrictions upon for- 
eign immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. O'FERRALL; Resolutions of a meeting of citizens, Draen 
of Dinwiddie County, Virginia, i in favor of the passage without amend- 
ent of the bill to tax imitation butter—to the Committee on Agricult- 


he Mr. J, J. O'NEILL: Numerous petitions of the employés of the 
navy-yards at Brooklyn, N. Y., Washington, D. C., Philadelphia, Pa., 
Norfolk, Va., and Portsmouth, N. H., asking for the passage of Senate 
bill No. 2268, relating to leave of absence of ror are the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of William F. Austin and of A. J. 
Woods, of Hamblen County; and of Logan Hodge and Marion McDaniel, 
heirs of L. M. McDaniel, of Jefferson County, Tennessee, asking that 
their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of C. B. Saunders and 60 others, of Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Pennville; of B. F. Albert and 60 others; of 
Michael Cook and 100 others; and of Hezekiah Miller and 80 others, 
of Indiana, asking for the of the Mexican war pension bill with 
Senate amendments—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John W. De Puy, of Post No. 6, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Wabash, Ind., asking an increase of pensions in certain cases; 
also consideration of Mexican war pension bill with Senate amend- 
ments—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of Elijah Patrick, of Magoffin County, 
Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of Benjamin F. Shelby, executor 
of Levi Shelby, deceased, asking that the same be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the same committee. 5 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of William H. Foster, adminis- 
trator, of Lauderdale County, and of W. W. Wilkerson, of Haywood 
County, Tennessee, asking that their war claims be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Cotton Exı , of Memphis, Tenn., asking 
for an amendment to section 5258 of the Revised Statutes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Sarah W. Brown, of Alleghany County, 
Virginia, praying her war claim be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER; Petition of Jonathan O. Cooper, administrator 
of John Cooper; of Lewis F. Martin, executor of Francis C. Martin; and 
of Bettie F. Perkins, asking that their war claims be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. A.C. WHITE: Petition of citizens of Utica, N. Y.; of Craigs- 
ville and New Brighton, Pa., for the passage of the bill "equalizing 
bounties—to the Committee on Mili Affairs, 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of citizens of Le Roy, Minn., for the 
oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Saint Paul Chamber of Commerce, against low 
bri on the Mississippi River below the mouth of the Missouri—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 2, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. Burner, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of 317 citizens of the thirteenth 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment ofsuch 
pension legislation as is recommended by the national pension committee 
ofthe Grand Army of the Republic; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of residents of Kittanning, Pa., anda 
peun of residents of Brookville, Pa., praying that an appropriation 

made for the erection of a dam at Herr’s , Allegheny River, 
Pennsylvania; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented a petition of 59 citizens of the ninth ward 
of the city of Providence, R. I., praying for the of a joint res- 
olution submitting to the Legislatures of the se States an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States inserting the word ‘‘na- 
tivity’? in the fifteenth amendment; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of Rhode Island, praying 
for legislation prohibiting the manufacture and sale of alcoholic bever- 
ages in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr, DAWES, I present the memorial of Charles S. Welsh, second 
chief, and quite a number of other Indians of the Miami tribe, remon- 
strating the passage of the bill making allotments of land on 
their reservation. I move the reference of the memorial to the Com- 
mittee on Indian 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES presented a memorial of certain Cherokee freedmen, re- 


monstrating against the Morgan amendment to Senate bill 1800 to se- 
cure to the Cherokee freedmen and others their proportion of certain 
proceeds of lands under the act of March 3, 1883; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Daniel Ballard and other citizens 
of New Salem, Mass., praying for legislation to protect the dairy inter- 
ests against imitations of butter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DAWES.. I also present the petition of Isaac Rich & Co. and a 
large number of other merchants of the city of Boston engaged in the 
fishing industry, praying for the passage of a bill providing for a short 
season catch of mackerel. I move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on Fisheries. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented aresolution adopted by the Wool Merchants’ 
Association of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of a 
tariff bill proposing to place foreign wool on the free-list; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ta petition of the New Hampshire Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for the enact- 
ment of just legislation to indemnify the Chinese for injuries done them 
in certain Western States and Territories. I move that the petition lie 
on the table, as the bill i that subject is now pending. 

The motion was 

Mr. BLAIR. I also an a petition of the same body of clergy- 
men, praying for relief against outrages and wrongs done the Indians, 
I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Indian A fiairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, MAHONE presented a memorial of Pomona Grange, of Frederick 
County, Virginia, remonstrating against the admission free of duty of 

agricultural raw materials; which was referred to the Committee on 
ieee, 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, of Frederick County, 
Virginia, praying for the suppression of the manufacture and sale of im- 
itation dairy products; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of citizens of Norwich, Windsor 
county, Vermont, praying for legislation providing that oleomargarine 
shall be sold under its proper name; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of A. H. Cragin and N. G. 
Ordway, of W: , D. C., praying for relief from certain alleged 
unjust assessments and ‘damages resulting from improvements in the 
eastern part of the city. I move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims 
to report favorably without amendment the bill (S. 19) for the relief of 
H. B. Wilson, administrator of the estate of William Tinder, deceased. 

Mr. HARRIS. That bill passed the Senate at the last Congress, and 
I am satisfied upon an explanation of a minute and a half every Sena- 
tor will favor its passage. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to 
consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read. 

=~ CONGER. Let the reports of committees be finished first. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the request until the reports of commit- 
tees are completed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request is withdrawn. 

Mr, SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4836) for the relief of Thomas McBride, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, sub- 
mitted a report to accompany the bill (H. R. 1341) to construct a road 
to the national cemetery at Natchez, Miss., heretofore reported by that 
committee. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report to accompany 
the tones (H. R.-3440) making an appropriation to construct a macad- 

amized road from the United States barracks in Saint Bernard Parish, 
Loni to the national military cemetery at Chalmette, in said par- 
nay heretofore reported by that committee. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. 2542) to pay John Pope Hodnett for services rendered as 
counsel to the Government in the investigation into affairs of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, acting as such counsel by order of a resolution of the 
House of iene ; also for acting as counsel for the working- 
men of the District of Columbia for fifteen years last past, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations; which was to. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, p zoparen them severally without amendment, and 
submitted PERTE 

A bill (H. 1201) for for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar; 
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A bill (H. R. 4386) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
CABIL (H. R. 7511) 

i . R. 7511 ting a pension to Margaret Lucy. 

Mr. HALE. I ask leave to take up the bill just reported by the 
Senator from New Ham the bilk (H. R. 1201) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary Howard Farquhar. It is a where the Senate has al- 
ready passed a bill in precisely the same words and terms, and there- 
fore I ask that it may be passed now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection has already been made to 
the consideration of bills until the morning business is closed. Does 
the Senator from Maine waive his request? : 


Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2029) ting an increase of pension to Elvira Bliss Shel- 


don, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, fromthe Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1644) providing for an inspection of meats for 
exportation, prohibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food 
or drink, and authorizing the President to make proclamation in certain 
eases, and for other p reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 618) for the relief of Orville Horwitz, assignee in trust 
of C. D. De Ford & Co., reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. > 

r. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 2588) for the re- 
lief of Lucinda McGuire; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
694) for the relief of Lucinda McGuire, moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS. 


Mr. CONGER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads to ask leave for that committee to sit during the ses- 
sions of the Senate. z 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads ask leave to sit during the sessions of the Senate. If there 
be no objection, that order will be made. The Chair hears none. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2581) to amend section 
5258 of the Revised Statutes, relating to railways; which was read 
twice i Bry title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2582) to provide for 
the support of wives, children, and other dependents; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. ; 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2583) to amend the act of 
1871 (amended in 1872) regulating licenses in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS. I introduce a bill to authorize the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to condemn land on Rock Creek for the pur- 
poses of a park, to be called ‘‘ Rock Creek Park.” The bill is accom- 
eters by a memorial in favor of the proposition, and I ask that the 

ill may be twice read, and, with the memorial, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 2584) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to condemn Jand on Rock Creek for the purposes of a park, to 
be called “Rock Creek Park,” was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying memorial, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2585) to provide for the extension 
of the streets and avenues of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, 
in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2586) ganung an increase of 
poen to Samuel J. Murphy, of Marengo, Iowa; which was read twice 

y its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. ` 

Mr, PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 2587) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Ward; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

INSTITUTION. OF MARRIAGE. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask leave to introduce a joint resolution, which I 
ask to have read and referred to ths Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 68) for the amendment of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States in regard to bigamy and polygamy was read 
the first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of esentatives of the United Slates of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of cach House concur: therein), That it is deemed 
necessary by the two Houses of Congress to propose an amendment to the Con- 
stitution, which shall be valid to all intents and pLa as part of the Consti- 


tution when as hereby proposed, by the ures of three-fourths of 
the several States, the amendment hereby proposed to be numbered and to read 


as follows, to wit: 
“ ARTICLE XVI. 


“ Section 1, The only institution or contract of marriage within the United 
States, or any place subject to their jurisdiction, shall be that of the union in 


marriage of one man with one woman; and bigamy or polygamy is forever pro- 
hibited, any law, enyhen sner iaper ceremony, civil or esdir to the Sentoery 
notwithstanding. 

“Src. 2. NoState shall pass any law, norallow = custom, form, or ceremony 
of marriage, except in obedience to and conformably to the institution of mar- 
riage as herein defined and ; but, otherwise, the regulation, within 
each State, of marriage and divorce, and civil and criminal j iction over 
those subjects, shall belong to the several States as heretofore. z 
BRE vey 3. Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate leg- 

jon.’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the joint resolution be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and I should like to call the attention of 
the committee to the subject in the hope that they may act upon it. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CALL and Mr. CAMERON submitted amendments intended to 
be proposed by them to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSIONS WITH OPEN DOORS. 


Mr. MORRILL.. I offer an amendment to the resolution in relation 
to open executive sessions. I merely offerit to have it printed, and shall 
offer it when that matter comes up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be made. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. MORRILL is as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘‘executive nominations’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘ reciprocity treaties, so called.” 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no ‘‘ concurrent or other 
resolutions’’ the morning business is closed, and the Chair lays before 
the Senate a resolution which went over under objection yesterday. It 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. GEORGE: 

Resolved, That Senate bill No. 7i4 be recommitted to the Committee on the 
Judiciary with instructions to report it so amended as to provide for voluntary 
proceedings in bankruptcy only. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ` The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] not being present, if there be no objection the resolution 
will lie on the table for the present, 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. [ask to have Order of Business 1396, being Sen- 
ate bill 546, recommitted to the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River. I do this at the request of the Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. Eustis] and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]; 
and I ask, if in order, that the bill shall not lose its place on the - 


endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 546) to make the Lake Borgne outlet, 
to improve the low-water pki goer? of the Mississippi River from New 
Orleans, La., to Cairo, Ill., and incidentally to reclaim and protect the 
valley lands of the Mississippi River and tributaries from overflow with- 
out levees. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on 
the Improvement of the Mississippi River. Is there objection? 

Mr. VEST. The bill comes from the Committee on the Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, does it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does. Is there objection to the 
request ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection if it is proposed to recommit 
the report and the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. What is the purpose of the recommittal? Why 
is the bill to be recommitted ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to make a personal explanation in reference 
to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to make an explanation upon a 
matter which is not debatable, which is taken up by unanimous con- 
sent. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire simply to state in reference to the report 
and the bill to be recommitted to the Committee on the Improvement 
of the Mississippi River that it was reported here in the first instance 
without consultation with me, I being a member of the committee, and 
that I dissent entirely both from the report and the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
bill and report will be recommitted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. Brown and Mr. DoLPH addressed the Chair. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPH] is recognized upon the unfinished business of yesterday. 
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Mr. DOLPH. If the morning business is closed, I ask that Senate 
bill No. 2172 be proceeded with. 

Mr. BROWN. I had prepared some remarks yesterday which I ex- 
pected to have submitted upon the bankruptcy bill, when the bill took 
a turn that was not looked for by the Senate. I ask the eT of 
the Senator from Oregon and the Senate for some half hour until I sub- 
mit those remarks, I ask that the bill be considered as taken up only 
for the purpose of submitting the remarks that I desire to make. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator will allow me to make the motion 
and get the bill up for consideration, and then I shall yield for the pur- 
pose desired. 

Mr. BROWN. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall be glad if the Senator from Georgia will allow 
me to make the motion that I rose to make and get the billup. Ipro- 
pose to ask that the bill which has been under consideration for three 
days during the morning hour shall be taken up for consideration, and 
then, if the Senator desires to make some remarks upon the bankruptcy 
bill and to take it up for that purpose, I shall of course extend to him 
the usual courtesy. 

Mr. BROWN. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2172) resto: to the 
United States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior 
to PugetSound, and to restore the same to settlement, and for other pur- 


poses. 

Mr. DOLPH. The senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
when the morning hour closed yesterday had the floor upon the bill now 
under consideration. I simply state that to the Senator from Georgia. 
So far as I am concerned, as managing the bill, of course -I will yield 
for the purpose indicated by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr, BROWN. Then I ask the Senator from Mississippi to extend to 
me the courtesy of the floor until I proceed to submit a few remayks on 
the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY, 


ThePRESIDENT protempore. There beingno objection, the Northern 
Pacific Railroad bill will be laid aside informally and the bankruptcy 
bill will be regarded as before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 714) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, there are supposed to be 60,000,000 
of people in the United States at the present time. Of that number, 
I think it is safe to say that not 1,000,000, or not more than one-six- 
tieth, desire the passage of a bankrupt law. 

The bankers and brokers and large merchants and speculators in 
1 cities, who constitute the principal creditor class of this country, 

who always urge bankrupt legislation in the name and as they 
say for the benefit of the debtor class, and the lawyers, do desire it; 
because it aids the creditor class in the collection of the debts due them 
by the debtor class and gives fees to- the lawyers. It is also desired 
by the reckless traders and the dishonest part of the debtor class, be- 
cause it relieves the part of the debtor class above mentioned from 
debts contracted by them. 

As there is a large honest debtor class in every great city, as well as 
large numbers of creditors not of the classes above mentioned, we can 


not count the population of the great cities assolid for a bankrupt law. 


Indeed, we can not count one-half the population, no, not one-fourth 
of the population of each large city, as favorable to the of the 
bankrupt law. It is principally the large influential creditor and 
the part of the debtor class mentioned, with a small class of honest un- 
fortunates in the cities, that desire such a law. Take the towns and 
villages and rural districts, and there is t unanimity among the 
ple in opposition to a bankrupt law. ‘There is now and then a dis- 
onest debtor who is anxious for it. ‘There is occasionally an unforta- 
nate honest debtor who would be glad to avail himself of the benefit 
of it, and who would have the sympathy of the community while doing 
so, but this class is small. If a debtor is honest and his creditors, as 
is apt to be the case, dre indulgent and kind, he does not want the name 
of going into bankruptcy. $ 
The bill then, if it becomes a law, will benefit the large creditor 
class and dishonest debtor class more than it will benefit anybody else. 
The plain common people, as they are termed, the bone and sinew of 
this country, do not see any good reason why such a law should be 
passed to give relief to the classes which have just been mentioned, 
and to officers of court and lawyers, among whom part of every bank- 
rupt’s estate is distributed. While the bankrupt law furnishes to the 
large wealthy creditor class a short and speedy method of collecting 
the debts due them, it is in a majority of cases oppressive to the debtor 
class. 


‘The peopleof this country have never favoreda bankrupt law. There 


have been three general laws on that subject passed. The first was 


passed on the 4th of March, 1800, and the people became so much dis- 
satisfied with it and so clamorous for its repeal that Congress yielded 
to the demands of their constituents, and repealed it on the 19th of De- 
cember, 1803. It lasted three years, eight months, and five days. It 
was almost a half a century before the wealthy merchants and bankers 
and lawyers of the great cities were able to prevail upon Congress to 
pass another bankrupt law. However, they finally succeeded, and on 
the 19th of August, 1841, a bankrupt bill was passed. It met general 
disfavor with the massof the people, whoin a very short time demanded 
its repeal, and their representatives yielded to the popular will and it was 
repealed on the 13th day of March, 1843. It was the law one year, six 
months, and fourteen days. 

This ended all successful legislation for the passage of a bankrupt bill. 
until after the war, when, on account of the ravages of war, and the 
number of persons who had made failures where they were no way at 
fault, a bankrupt bill might at that time have been of some service to 
the honest debtor class; but it was put through Congress mainly by the 
influence of the creditor class, as the mass of the people in the country 
towns and vill and rural districts never favored it. However, on 
the 2d day of h, 1867, a general bankrupt bill was passed, and on 
account of the peculiar state of things which’ existed, the people bore it 
with more patience than they had exercised in the case of either of its 
predecessors. - However, the clamor came up to Congress repeatedly for 
its repeal, and the pressure became so great that on the 7th June, 1878, 
the act was repealed. ‘This law lasted eleven years four months and 
five days, and the whole country breathed freer and felt greatly relieved 
when it was stricken from the statute-book. 

The first session of Congress was held under the Constitution in 1789, 
ninety-seven years ago. The three bankrupt laws to which I have re- 
ferred, when taken together, lasted but.sixteen-years seyen months and 
four days—in round numbers one-sixth of the time since the first Con- 
gress met under the Constitution. If the people of the United States 
had desired a bankrupt law, and it had been believed by them to be 
wise and proper to have such a law, who can suppose that they would 
have kept it upon the statute-book for only one-sixth of the period of 
time since the organization of the Government under the Constitution? 

Then we have had three bankrupt laws at different periods of the 
Government. In each case the law has become very unpopular, and 
the people have been averse to its operations and have demanded its 


repeal, : 3 

I take it, therefore, judging from the history of the , that the 
people of this country are opposed to a bankrupt law; and if we should 
enact the present bill into a law, as soon as the people realized its work- 
ings they would, as on former occasions, within a very short. period 
consign it to the same fate which has attended each of its predecessors. 

As already stated, we have had three general bankrupt laws passed 
and repealed; but I think no one of them contained as many bad pro- 
visions as are proposed by the present bill. The class of involuntary 
bankrupts-under the proposed act are designated in the bill as traders, 


-Who are traders? Forall traders as defined. by the proposed act are sub- 


ject tothe bankrupt law. First, traders as defined by this bill include 
all merchants, no matter whether large or small, whether they are in 
the large cities or the country towns or villages, or at the cross-roads 
in the country. Every man who is a merchant is subject, for the causes 
to which I will hereafter refer, to be put into bankruptcy. The bill 
also includes all persons who make it their business, or a part of their 
business, to buy or sell lands, goods, chattels, bills, bonds, stocks, or 
shares. 

Now note this language, Mr. President; it does not apply to persons 
whose business it is to buy and sell lands, goods, chattels, bills, bonds, 
notes, stocks, or shares, but to any one, a part of whose business it is 
not to buy and sell, but to buy or sell any of the kinds of property al- 
ready mentioned. A man, therefore, no matter in what pursuit he is 
engaged, who makes it only a of his business, and the bill does not 
say how small a part shall suffice, but if it is any part of his business 
to buy or sell lands, goods, chattels, &c., he is subject to be put into 
bankruptcy. There are very few farmers who do not make it part of 
their business to buy some of the articles mentioned or occasionally to 
sell lands or chattels, &c. If it is only a part, and even a small 
of the farmer’s business, and he makes it a part of his business to buy 
or sell the articles mentioned, he is subject to be put into bankruptcy. 

But theact does not stop here. Itincludes manufacturers, warehouse- 
men, bankers, and brokers. Now, manufacturers are a very large class, 
Mr. President. There are several millions of our people engaged in the 
manufacture of different articles. A man whose business is manufact- 
uring, whether he manufacture boots, shoes, or hats, or paper sacks, or 
paper collars, or cottons or woolens, or any other article or articles that 
are manufactured in this country, isa manufacturer, and is the subject 
of bankruptcy. We havea largeclass of warehousemen, and they, too, 
are subject to be put into bankraptcy for the causes that I will men- 
tion further on. 

But I have not yet enumerated all who are made subject by this bill 
toinvoluntary bankruptcy. The next class are builders and contract- 
ors. Every person engaged as a builder therefore is subject to be put 
into bankruptcy. Or if he is acontractor in any sort of business where 
he falls under the general designation of contractor he is the subject 
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of bankruptcy under this bill; so are shipwrights; so are publishers, 
and this is a very large class. They are sca all over the United 
States. They are in every city, town, and village. Like other classes, 
they are not able always to be prompt in meeting their engagements, 
and for a little delay they may be put into bankruptcy. Then it ap- 
plies to inn-keepers, livery-stable keepers, and all artisans who buy 
the material for their business on credit. 

A sign painter is an artisan, and if he buys on credit the paint and 
pos prush aon in painting signs he is oe subject clipeinpson.tasa ae 

bill very graciously excepts a class of persons who are generally able 
to take care of themselves. It declares that it shall not apply to per- 
sons who buy goods and merchandise for sale only to their tenants and 
employés and laborers, nor who buy to sell again any or chattels 
from such tenants, employés, and laborers. So that the wealthy man 
who employs a large number of tenants, employés, and -laborers may 
buy from them to sell again goods they may have to sell, and though 
he may not pay for them within the time prescribed in the contract, or 
- within thirty days after the debt is due, or may never pay for them, he 
is not the subjectof bankruptcy. This is the case of the man who em- 
loys large numbers of men, and is usually a man of wealth. He may 
on from his employés and laborers and never pay them, and still not 
be put into bankruptcy. 

The bill iously exempts one or two other classes. It declares 
that it shall not apply to mechanics of any kind who habitually labor 
at their trade. If they are artisans and buy on credit the materials 
for their business, they would come within the provisions of the act; 
but if they are simply laborers, as mechanics, they are not subject to 
be put into bankruptcy. Nor does it apply te farmers having no place 
of business in any village, town, or city, who buy or sell agricultural 

acts, or buy live stock with a view of fattening them for sale, un- 

ess such so excluded be otherwise a trader within the meaning 
of thisact. A farmer, then, may buy live stock with a view of fattenin 
them for sale without going into bankruptcy even though he shoi 
fail for thirty days to pay for one. But if he buys young heifers or a 
young bull for breeding purposes and does not pay for them within 
thirty days after the debt is due, the farmer may be put into bank- 
ruptcy. Ina word, he can not deal in live stock at all without being 
subject to megery ad unless he simply buys with a view of fattening 
them for sale. If he wants them for milch cows or for breeding stock or 
for any other uses, but with a view to fattening them for sale, he may 
be subject to bankruptcy on the contract. 

And if the farmer has any place of business in a village, town, or city 
he is subject to bankruptcy as any of theotherclasses I have mentioned. 
In other words, the only privilege that the act gives to the farmer of 
trading without being subject to bankruptcy is the privilege of buying 
and ing agricultural products, or of buying live stock with a view 
of fattening for sale. In all other matters of trade the farmer 
would be as subject to bankruptcy as any other trader. 

Now, Mr. President, I have pointed ont the classes who are subject 
to bankruptcy under this act, if it should become a law, and,they are 
very numerous, embracing almost everybody. 

Now, what are the grounds upon which this large class may be put 
into bankruptcy? As the bill was reported by the committee, if any 
trader, which under the bill embraces all the classes mentioned, owing 
debts exceeding in amount $1,000, after the passage of this act, depart 
from the State, district, or Territory of which the person implicated is 
an inhabitant, with an intent to defrand his creditors, or being absent 
remains so with like intent, or conceals himself to avoid arrest or the 
service of legal process, or makes a fraudulent transfer of his property, 
or conceals or removes the same to avoid process, or with intent to de- 
fraud his creditors, or suffers judgment against him, or gives a warrant 
to confess judgment or judgment-note with like intent, or who being 
actually insolvent suffers his property to be seized on execution and fails 
within twenty days thereafter to redeem the same from such seizure, 
he may be put into bankruptcy. 

The act must be done with intent to defraud his creditors, but any 
three irresponsible, malicious persons, or enemies, who desire to break 
a man up, may the necessary steps to put him into ap ead 
by alleging that his acts are done with intent to defraud his tors 
every time he goes out of the State, district, or Territory where he lives, 
without having the remotest intention of defrauding hiscreditors. The 
result is that he must come into court, demand a trial, and be able to 
prove that he did not leave the State or Territory of his residence with 
any view to defrauding his creditors. In any of the cases above men- 
tioned malicious who desire to involve a fellow-citizen in lit- 
igation and trouble, and to destroy his credit, by taking steps to put 
him into bankruptcy, may cause it to go all over the country that the 
person implicated has become a bankrupt, and if he should be able on 
trial to show that the allegations of intended fraud, &c., were all false, 
he has still been involved in heavy expense, his property has been 
seized and taken from him, and he is almost ruined. ` 

But this is not all. If any one of the numerous classes already men- 
tioned has suspended, and not resumed payment of his commercial 
paper made, passed, or contracted in the course of his business for a 

iod of thirty days after the same were payable, he is to be put into 
ptcy. Take the case of the hotel-keeper in a small village, and 
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if he fails to a debt due his grocery merchant for a period of thirty 
days after it is due, this bill, if it becomes a law, provides, no matter 
how solvent he may be, for putting him into bankruptcy. What would 
our plain country people say to such an act? Our merchants, our man- 
ufacturers, our warehousemen, our builders, our contractors, our ship- 
wrights, our publishers, our inn-keepers, our livery-stable men, and all 
our artisans who buy their material for their business on credit, what 
would they say to such an act? 

What would they say to a law that breaks them up, takes their p: 
erty from them, and ruins their credit because they have been unable 
to pay their debt for as much as thirty days afterit isdue? Everybody 
familiar with the general business of the country knows that our coun- 
try merchants, who are more prompt usually than the other classes above 
mentioned, very often fall behind more than thirty days in meeting their 

per with their wholesale merchants, and nobody thinks in this 

class of persons of breaking down and pc dig a man because 
he hassuspended payment and failed to paya debt for as much as thirty 
days after it is due. As I have already shown, the bill makes a very 
large proportion of our people subject to bankruptcy, and then it pro- 
vides for putting them into bankruptcy for the most trivial grounds, 
for instance, a farmer buying live stock, with no intent to fatten them 
for sale, who fails to pay for them only as much as thirty days is sub- 
ject to have his whole property seized and to be put into bankruptcy 
and ruined. 

Mr. President, the people of this country never did sanction such an 
iniquity for any considerable length of time, and they never will do it. 
Butthisisnotall. A person who, being insolvent, givesa preference toa 
creditor as hereinafter defined, or makes an assignment for the benefit of 
existing creditors, with or without p shall be deemed to have 
committed an act of bankruptcy, and may be adjudged bankrupt by any 
court of bankruptcy in the district in which he may have been resi- 
dent, &c. Now if he is insolvent and has a debt of honor, of the most 
sacred character, that every right-thinking man would feel that it was 
his duty to payin preference to other indebtedness, and he gives a pref- 
erence to that creditor, no matter how much in honor bound he may be 
to do so, he may be dragged into bankruptcy for doing it, or if he 
makes an assignment for the benefit of existing creditors with or with- 
out preferences. In other words, if he finds he is in failing circum- 
stances and does not want to go into the bankrupt court where his little 
estate will be absorbed in expenses and costs and lawyers’ fees, and 
he prefers to make an assignment to some up t, intelligent citizen 
for the benefit of his creditors, and does it without giving preference 
to anybody, he shall be seized and i into bankruptcy for doing 
it. Could anything be more unfair? T who covet the of 
this bill seem to have but one idea, and that is that everything ought 
to be wound up in bankruptcy. 

A man who is insolvent may not make an assignment of all his effects 
for the benefit of his creditors, giving no preference to anybody, and if 
he does he shall be put into bankruptcy for doing it. In other words, 
it is necessary that the officers in bankruptcy and lawyers shall have 
fees, and there must be a great many cases made for their benefit; and 
therefore it will not do to permit insolvent persons to make assignments 
even without preference, as each assignment would keep one case out 
of bankruptcy. 

But, Mr. President, if the estate is small, in such case the debtor will 
be ruined and the creditors will not get the benefit. It will gomainly 
to the officers of the court, to the lawyers, and to the Government. 
Bearin mind that a man who manufactures sacks and gets $1,000 
in debt and fails to pay a debt of $10 for as much as thirty days after 
it is due pon tesa into bankruptcy. Now, what will become of the 

do! of estate? In the twenty-sixth section of this billit 
is provided that the costs and counsel fees of involuntary proceedings 
which have proceeded to adjudication may be paid out of the assets to 
an amount not exceeding $200 if the court soorder. Here, then, 
$200 of the thousand has gone as costs and counsel fees. 

Then, in section 20 it is provided that every trustee shall pay in to 
the clerk 1 per cent. of the gross amount of money realized from the 
assets in excess of $500, and every debtor making a composition shall in 
like manner pay one-half of 1 per cent. upon the total amount thereof, 
which is to be paid into the Treasury of the United States. Then, in 
section 72 it is provided, first, that 1} per cent. upon the gross assets 
above $500, for the use of the United States, as provided in section 20, 
shall be one of the liens; second, the costs and charges of pro- 
ceedings, including the entry fee of $60, when not paid by the bank- 
rupt, and all costs duly charged against the assets. Here then, is $60 
more, rnnning the amount up to ; and then there is an indefinite 
provision for all costs duly charged against the assets. Noone can tell 
how much costs will be duly charged against the assets. 

Then, in section 75 it is provided that the trustee shall be allowed 
from the assets in his hands all his necessary disbursements and such rea- 
sonable compensation for his services, having regard to the circum- 
stances of the case, as shall be allowed by the committee of direction, 
orif there be no committee by a majority in value of the creditors; and 
in default of suchallowance by the commissioner, not exceeding the rate 
of compensation allowed for similar services by probate courts of tho 


State in which the proceedings are pending. And the allowance shall 
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in all cases be subject to the decision of the district judge and the super- 
vision of the circuit court. Where the commissioner acts as trustee 
the allowance shall be made by the judge. Here, then, is another in- 
definite arrangement for fees and costs for the trustee, which is to in- 
clude all his necessary disbursements and such reasonable compensation 
for his services, having regard to the circumstances of the case, as shall 
be allowed by the committee of direction, &c. à 

By the time all this is through with, I should say at least $500 of 
the thousand-dollar estate is absorbed in costs and counsel fees and per- 
centage, to go to the Treasury of the United States and compensation 
to trustees, c. The bill is very careful that the manufacturer of 
sacks or any other of the classes above mentioned shall not make an 
assignment either with or without preference, but if he does he goes 
into bankruptcy, and when he gets there, nearly or quite one-half of 
the estate of a thousand dollars will be eaten up in expense, he will be 
ruined, and his creditors will get but little benefit. 

Section 26, as reported by the committee, provides that at any time 
before or within three months after the adjudication, upon proof being 
made by affidavit to the satisfaction of the judge that any bankrupt 
or person against whom proceedings in bankruptcy are pending is about 
to leave the district, and that his departure will hinder, impair, or de- 
lay the proceedings therein, the judge may issue his warrant to the 
marshal directing him to arrest the said bankrupt, or supposed bank- 
rupt, and him safely keep until he shall give bail or recognizance in a 
sum to be specified in said warrant for his appearance from time to 
time as required by the court, and for his obedience to all Jawful orders 
of the court in said proceedings. What is the liberty of the citizen 
worth in a case of that character? 

A proceeding has probably been commenced against the bankrupt 
without justcause by some enemy or malicious person for the purpose is 
destroying his reputation, and if he attempts while the proceeding of 
pending to leave the State for any cause, and his absence would hinder 
or*mpair or even delay the proceeding for a single day, he may be 
arrested, and if he does not give security for his appearance at court, 
put in jail, and his little estate swallowed up by costs and charges as 
already mentioned. 

There is an old maxim of the law, Mr. President, that ‘‘the law pro- 
tects the vigilant and not the sleepy,’’ and that among creditors those 
who are vigilant and commence proceedings when they may legally 
commence them get preference and natural preference over those who 
are negligent and careless in doing so. This bill proposes to destroy 
all that entirely. 

As reported by the committee it is provided in section 33 that all prop- 
erty of a debtor levied upon or seized on execution within thirty days 
of filing the petition by or against him by any process of law applied to 
the satisfaction of sales on execution, or the proceeds thereof, shall be 
held by the judgment creditor for the general creditors and shall be re- 
covered by the trustee on proper process, except so much as is necessary 
to reimburse the cost of such execution, Here isa case where suit has 
been brought say in the State court by a creditor who has obtained judg- 
ment levied upon the property of the debtor and had it sold and has 
received his money, as he had a right to do, and if the defendant, or 
debtor, at any time within thirty days applies for voluntary bankruptcy, 
or some creditor proceeds against him as a bankrupt, for causes y 
mentioned, the judgment creditor who broughtsuit and obtained judg- 
ment and sold the property of the debtor and received his money is 
bound to hold the money for the general creditors and is subject to 
suit by the trustee in bankruptcy who has a right to recover the money 
from the judgment creditor for the benefit of the general creditors. 

In such case the creditor in bringing the suit in the State courts, for 
instance, may have acted in perfect good faith, and after proceeding to 
judgment and having the property of the defendant sold for the satis- 
faction of the judgment and having receiyed his money he is cited to 
hold the money for the benefit of the general creditors. But if after 
the judgment was rendered and after the property was sold, and after 
the money was paid to him without any notice to him of any act on 
the part of the defendant for which he could be put into bankruptcy, 
some of the creditors of the defendant in the bankrupt court proceed 
against him, the bill then provides that the trustee rig AKA RAS 
bring suit against the vigilant creditor who has collected his money by 

ar legal process and compel him to hold it for the benefit of the 
general creditors of the defendant now bankrupt. Iam satisfied that 
the people of this country desire no such legislàtion. 

There is no great emergency such as existed at the close of the war to 
call for a bankrupt law, and scarcely anybody desires it except a few 
reckless or dishonest debtors, or the class of large merchants or bankers 
in commercial centers who as a creditor class desire to hold the bank- 
rupt law as a rod over their debtors to compel payment. 

It is true, Mr. President, that there is a provision in the bill author- 
izing persons who are debtors to go into voluntary bankruptcy, and that 
is held out by the friends of the large creditor class and the advocates 
of the bankrupt bill as one of its best provisions. 

While there would occasionally be an instance where it might be bene- 
ficial to a debtor to permit him to go into voluntary bankruptcy where 
he had made an honest failure and would never be able to pay his debts, 
where no censure could attach to him, yet, as a general rule, the class 


of persons who would take the benefit of voluntary bankruptcy would 
be those who were either dishonest or who, with knowledge that they 
could avail themselves of the benefit of the bankrupt law, would take - 
risks and trade carelessly with a view to that character of relief if it 
should ever become necessary to avail themselves of it. But if thatis 
the chief excellence of the bill, why not permit those opposed to it to 
have stricken from it all the provisions which relate to involuntary bank- 
ruptcy? That motion has been made and the advocates of the bill very 
vigorously oppose a motion to amend the bill in that particular. 

Mr. President, ours is a Government of the people, and while com- 
binations of wealthy citizens, or corporations, or interested parties may 
occasionally be able to secure legislation that is not for the general 
good and does not meet the popular approval, and such legislation may 
sleep for years upon the statute-book without attracting popular atten- 
tion, still the popular judgment will ultimately control it, as has been 
the case in reference to the bankrupt acts which have heretofore been 
enacted. 

This is a question of so much importance and so far-reaching in its 
operations that the attention of the people is necessarily attracted to 
it when a bankrupt law is put upon the’statute-book; and I think I have 
shown very conclusively that popular sentiment has frowned upon every 
such act and that the representatives of the people have been compelled 
to yield and join in its repeal. I take it for granted that there is no 
great emergency requiring this legislation and no popular clamor de- 
manding its enactment. Indeed, judging by the past, I take it for 
granted that there isa very overwhelming popular sentiment against it. 

Then I object to the bill on account of the unjust and unreasonable 
provisions which I have already pointed out. It seizes unsuspecting 
persons who have intended todo no wrong, takes their property from 
them for short delays of as much as thirty days in meeting their obliga- 
tions, and denies to them the right to make assignments for the benefit 
of their creditors, even without preference toany one. Everybody kuows 
that it is not in the power of the large classes of people described in this 
act to meet promptly all their engagements within thirty days, and 
this is the case of persons perfectly solvent. Country merchants donot 
do it, hotel-keepers do not do it, farmers can not do it, and mannfact- 
urers can not do it, and so with all the classes mentioned. ‘Then why 
pass a law that everybody knows can not be executed without immense 
injury to the honest laboring masses of our people, and a law which 
everybody knows will not be permitted to stand Jong upon the statute- 
book until they will require its repeal ? Í 

It seems to meit has been tried often enough; that its advocates ought 
to begin to Jearn that the people do not favor their views on this ques- 
tion. For these and other considerations which I might mention I feel 
it my ep o cast my vote against this bill, and I earnestly protest, in 
the name of the people I represent, against its Fomec 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be restored to its place 
on the Calendar. : 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to'spme and disagreed to 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6397) making ap- 
propriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Coluinbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other 
alr that it asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ouses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WILSON, Mr. J. J. ADAMS, 
and Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5888) to legalize and val- 
idate the general laws of the Territory of Dakota for the incorporation 
of insurance companies, and for other purposes, and to authorise and 
empower the Legislative Assembly of said Territory to pass such general 
laws; that it agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the said 
bill and the amendments thereto, and had appointed Mr. HILL, Mr. 
BOYLE, and Mr. BAKER managers of the conference on the part of the 


House. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 200) to author- 
ize the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge or the construction of a bridge 
across the Potomac River at or near Georgetown. 

The also announced that the House ha a concurrent 
resolution requesting the President of the United States to return to 
the House of Representatives the bill (H. R. 6391) to authorize the 
Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of H. H. Faulkner 
and Mary Woodlee; and it was thereupon signed by the President pre 
tempore, á r 

RECALL OF A BILL. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iask that the concurrent resolution which 
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has just come from the House of Representatives for the recall of a bill 
be laid before the Senate, as it is important that it shall be passed at 
once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution of the House of Representatives: 

INS THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 2, 1886. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate eonourtte). That the Presi- 

dent be requested to return to the House of Representatives the bill (H. R. 6391) 


to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 


poses, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the resolution be concurred in and that the request of the House 
of Representatives be complied with. 
e motion was agreed to. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the United States certain of the 
lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the 
construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to 
restore the same to settlement, and for other omg ey the pending 
question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. VAN WYCK. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, yesterday I made a statement of the 
amount of land donated by Congress to this road, which was correct. 
I changed the statement in the hearing of the Senate, and I find that 
the original statement was correct. In order to remove all doubt on 
that subject, I have learned from the statute the true state of facts on 
the subject to be this: In the States there were granted twenty sections 
of land to the mile, and in the Territories there were granted forty sec- 
tions of land tothe mile. I will read now from the third section of the 
act incorporating the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, so as to verify 
that statement. Thatsection reads as follows. I read only part of it: 

Sec, 3, And be arene enacted, That there be, and hereby is, granted to the 
Aulantic and Pacific Railroad Company, its successors and assigns, for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of said railroad and telegraph line to the Pa- 
cific coast, and to secure the safe and speedy transportation of the mails, troops, 
munitions of war, and public stores over the route of said line of railway and its 
branches, every alternate section of public land, not mineral, designated by odd 
numbers, to the amount of twenty alternate sections per mile on each side of 
said railroad line, as said company may adopt, through the Territories of the 
United States, and ten alternate sections of land per mile on each side of said 
railroad whenever it passes through any State. 

Ten sections per mile on each side in a State makes twenty sections 
per mile. ‘Twenty sections on each side in the Territories makes forty 
sections per mile. 

I do not intend this morning to continue the debate, but I have some 
memoranda from which I desire to speak during the progress of the de- 
bate. I do not desire to go on now. I only desired to make the cor- 
rection, and during the progress of the debate I shall have something 
further to say. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment offered by*the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. VAN Wyck], 
which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 10, after the word ‘‘ main,” it 
is proposed to strike out— j 

Line which extends from Wallula Junction, in Washington Territory, to the 
city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, except such of said lands as appertain 
to and are conterminous with the branch line across the Cascade Mountains, 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

And branch lines where the railroad required by said acts has not been con- 
structed and completely finished on the date of the passage of this act. ; 

So as to make the section read: 


That all the lands heretofore granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany by an act entitled “An act ting lands to aid in the construction of a 

- railroad and telegraph line from e Su or to Puget Sound, on the Pacific 
the northern route,” ap roved July 2, 1864, and subsequent acts and 
appertain to and are conterminous with that 


be, and the same are hereby, resumed by the United States and restored to 
the public domain, and made subject to disposition and settlement under the 
general Jaws relating to the public lands. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this amendment the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

. CALL. I do not think a question of so great importance ought 
to be allowed to pass without some further consideration of it. The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska raises the entire 
question of the expediency of the forfeiture of railroad land grants. 
When a measure of great public importance is pressed upon the atten- 
tion of Congress by a large body of spose opinion, when it has been 
presented by the platforms of both the great political parties of the 
country, when the Democratic party in the last canvass presented dis- 
tinctly to the country the pledge that all unearned railroad grants should 
be forfeited, that the policy of granting the lands in homesteads to act- 
ual settlers was a ni one for the well-being of the whole country, 
that the policy of these large land grants to railroad corporations was a 
hurtful one in every respect, when the great body of the associated labor 
of this country has indorsed that view and has spoken in the most em- 


phatic terms recently to the country, itcan scarcely be justified that we 
should fail to take action upon it, and it is certainly true thata failure to 
act when the question is presented and the passage only of a law which 
relates to a very small portion, an insignificant portion of this vast do- 
main, thus evading the question raised before us by the public opinion 
of the country, will be regarded as a denial, as hostile legislation, and 
whatever the motives, it will in effect and in fact be a denial of this 
proposition und of this demand by the public opinion of the country. 

It does not matter that this small proportion of this unearned land 
grant shall be forfeited and that it is right that it should be. The 
great question upon which the people of this country demand Con- 
gress to take action, and upon which in my judgment the very stabilit; 
of our republican institutions depends, is left untouched; and it is 1 
untouched in the interest of these vast land ts; itis left untouched 
in the interest of accumulation without consideration of vast properties 
in the hands of a few individuals; it is left untouched in the interest 
of that great amount of taxation upon securities issued without con- 
sideration and taxing the productive power of the people of the United 
States without the authority of law, but which is as practical and as 
effective in oppressing the industries of the country as if imposed by an 
act of Congress itself, And for one, therefore, I am not in favor of al- 
lowing this question to pass without some expression of opinion on the 
part of the Senate. 

In the report of the Committee on Education and Labor, the intelli- 
gent representatives of the associations of labor presented the views and 
the opinions of that large and influential body of our fellow-citizens upon 
that subject. Since that time the subject has continued to grow in im- 
portance. I will read a few extracts from the testimony taken before 
the committee on this subject, the testimony of Mr. William Godwin 
Moody found on the seven hundred and twentieth page of the first vol- 
ume of that report: 


EXTENT OF LAND GRANTS TO RAILROADS ILLUSTRATED, 
By the CHAIRMAN : 


Q. Have you ever made a calculation of how many States of the size of New 
ee those 215,000,000 acres of public lands granted to the railroads would 
make? 

A. Yes,sir; I have made a calculation, though it is not based on the size of 
New York. The 250,000,000 acres that I speak of cover an area nearly equal to 
the eight States of Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, 
Towa, Missouri. Those States together have an area of 4 ,000 acres, only 
8,000,000 acres more than what has been given to the railroads. The amount 
of the public domain that has been absolutely ted to the railroads is more 
than three times er in area than England, Ireland, and Scotland combined. 
It is an area equal tothe Austro-Hungarian Dopis and the Kingdom of Italy, 
with Switzerland and tbe Netherlands thrown in. 

Q. One empire, two kingdoms, and one republic. 

A. Precisely, It is nbout equal to the Empire of Germany, with the King- 
doms of Italy, Greece, Portugal, and the Swiss Republic as a make-weight, they 
having in the regate an area of only 251,000,000 acres as against 250,000,000 
acres that have n granted to our railroad despots. 

Q. Assuming that you are correct in the statement that the odd-numbered 
sections of the public land dominate and control the even-numbered sections, 
then that calculation would be doubled? 

A. Exactly so. 

EVIL EFFECTS, 


Q. Now. Mr. Moody, what hurt does it do? 

A. The hurtis manifold and manifest, It is perfectly apparent One of the 
most manifest features of it is that it has driven our American people off the 
farms. I intended to have said that under the conditions of the grants of the 
homestead lands the amount of land so granted to each American citizen was 
limited to two quarter-sections at the most; one acquired by homestead sight 
or purchase and the other by tree culture, making altogether 320 acres. Under 
the grants to the railroads no limitations have been made, and no conditions 
have been imposed as to the disposal of the lands. The railroads take them 
purely as speculators, and they enter upon the disposal of them as upon a gi- 
gantic speculation, They are filling our coun with these great estates; es- 
tates that sink to insignificance the latifundia of old Rome, which were the cause 
of her destruction. They are planting upon our soil a system that is in 
utterand direct conflict with all our institutions, and it is growing with a rapidity 
that is almost beyond belief. That system is driving from the soil those who 
should there find their homes with full occupation, abundance, and happiness, 
Hundreds of thousands, ay, millions, of our people are driven off the land into 
the towns and cities, where they are hived up in hovels and tenements such as 
the gentlemen of this committee have seen, I believe, to some degree, and the 
sight of which, I understand, was so exceedingly offensive to their olfactory 
nerves that they abandoned that method of investigation—at least it has been so 
reported by the papers. facts are that while there are hundreds and thou- 
sands and millions of acres of our lands, cultivated and uncultivated, in the 
hands of private owners, without a single fixed inhabitant upon them, we have 
here in the city of New York a population so dense that it is reckoned at the rate 
of 500,000 ple upon a single square mile. By the medical reports and other 
statistics it appears that there is a population of 760 persons to the square acre 
in some places here, which makes 486,000 to the square mile; a mass of people 
living in a state of wretchedness unendurable to the sight of gentlemen of this 
committee, and absolutely unendurable to the life of those people themselves— 
for we find that the mortality in those districts is double w it is in the other 
sections of New York.” 


This testimony has been verified in the report of the Commissioner of 
Labor, in the fact that there are a million of unemployed people now in 
this country, in the fact that labor is disturbed and there is unrest every- 
where, in the fact that there is among our people a disposition for change, 
for new legislation, or something that will cure the manifest evils that 
affect the family, that affect the comfort and well-being of the entire 
community. We are not at a loss to understand why that is when we 
understand that between three and four thousand millions of securities 
which have no consideration, but as was said by the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CoKE] the ink and the paper upon which they are made, but 
which carry with them a taxing power upon every man, woman, and 
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child to meet the gross amount of nearly $900,000,000 a year, that being 
the total gross earnings of these corporations, and between three and 
four thousand millionsappears to be the most reasonable estimate of this 
character of securities bearing a proportionate part of this vast amount 
of tax paid for railroad transportation. 

Mr. President, we have here this vast grant of something like thirty 
or thirty-two million acres which are involved in this question of for- 
feiture, which were not earned within the time specified in the grant- 
ing acts, which were given upon the express condition, so specified in 
the law, that it should not be a grant unless that condition was com- 
plied with; and we find upon an examination of the reports that have 
been made to the two Houses of Congress and a careful estimate of the 
facts that between thirty and forty million dollars will be made from 
this land grant by the few projectors of this enterprise, those who hold 
and control its stock, over and above the entire cost of the construction 
ofthe road. We find that the indirect effect of this action of Congress 
is to tax the people who shall occupy these public lands not only with 
the actual cost of the construction of this road and then give it to a few 
individuals, but with thirty or forty millions above and beyond the 
cost of the road. Such is the statement which is contained in House 
report, first session, Forty-seventh Congress, in 1881—82. 

Mr. GEORGE. Do I understand the Senator that the Government 

id enough to build and equip the road fully from end to end and 

0,000,000 besides ? 

Mr. CALL.’ That is the effect of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. So as to make them a present of the road and $30,- 
000,000 as a bonus for building it? Is that the idea? 

Mr. CALL. .That is the idea. In this report, signed by J. Proctor 
Knott, DAVID B. CuLBERSON, R. W. TOWNSHEND, Van H. Manning 
on the 11th of July, 1882, and by L. E. Payson on the 2ist of July, 
1882, is this: 

Or, assuming the mean between the estimates of the auditor and the — 
dent of the company, and also the mean between the average price of the ds 


already sold and the auditor’s estimate of $2.50 per acre, the following will be 
the result: 


Proceeds of lands already 801d ......0c..,ccesserssosssessesase noses secconsen assess $11, 565,466 65 
26,919, 947 acres unsold, at $3.12 we» $84,100,146 87 


95, 685, 613 52 
80, 495, 732 75 


15, 169, 880 77 


That is the mean estimate. 


Or, adopting the extra 
sponse to the committee, 


t estimates submitted by the president in his re- 
e figures will stand thus: 


he sce suecoeaessseveesysaes scoceseessessescocces 98,540,117 50 
110, 105, 584 15 
Sais 526, 668 86 
n cious E A E A A A AE E A N EE Si paxhved ees . 16,578,915 29 

Or, taking the mean between the two, the following will result: 
Value of lands sold and unsold, estimated as last above...... .. $110, 105,554 15 
Cost of 2,409} miles road, at $33,407.G5.........cccceseccscrrrsssesecsee 80, 495, 732 75 
BERENSON ETA PAE E e a S TAARE ED E E A 29, 609, S51 40 


The uadersigned suppose that all that could be asked of the Government in 
the exercise of the most prodigal peeronty would be a sufficient amount of 
lands to enable the company to construct its road without costing it a single 
dollar of its own money, and as either of the foregoing h. ows a sur- 
plus of many millions more than are necessary for that purpose, it has occurred 
to them that it might be to the interest of the people of the United States gen- 
erally to look somewhat after that hear poe whatever it may be. 

There is a further view to be taken of this subject, however. The undersigned 
have no means of knowing precisely how much land has been earned by the 
company, but estimating it at 30,000,000 acres, and gy ine the portion unsold 
od eat ei acre, which the auditor supposes to be reasonable, and we have the 

following: 


3,083,953 acres sold for... weve SLL, 565, 466 65 


26,916,047 acres unsold, a . 67,290,117 50 
TDOUAL PEEP A A EE A O temsinebybtesehsescbuactersceyessbareteneustectons 78,855,584 15 
. La * > s . > 
The 


resident of the company, in response to the inquiries popoia by the 
committee, states the cost of constructing 1,203} miles of completed and 
170 miles of finished grade at $51,019,402.99, and estimates the cost of construct- 
ing 1,206 miles yet to be built at $42,507,265.87, making $93,526,668,86 for 2,409} 
miles, or $38,815.79 per mile; while the auditor, in the report above referred x 
ving, as he says, ‘‘ made special inquiry in order to obtain the fullest in- 

formation,” and, as the undersigned understand, from data furnished by the com- 
pany itself, estimates the entire cost of 2,700 miles at about $75,000,000, or at the 
rate of $28,000 per mile. After some remarks concerning the work which had 
already been done, he says: is 

The road yet to be constructed and accepted may be stated as follows, with the 
estimated cost of the same, namely : 
Wisconsin division—Montreal River to Thompson Junction, 122 

miles, at $20,000 per mille. .............ccccseseeecessccecsstsscaseecosneccegesseesscnsse $3, 440, 600 00 
Missouri division—Missouri River to Yellowstone River, 217 mil 

bested r mile, including an iron bridge over the Missouri 

ver a 


MINA AA OSE EEY EE bossetden ens scacamcspusaige E A 24, 600, 000 00 
Pend d’ Oreille division—Lake Pend d'Oreille to Columbia River, PYNTA 
209 miles, at $21,500 per mile.............ccccosseseseseesreesereecnccesese weccerceese 4,500, 000 00 
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Columbia River division—Junction of Columbia and Snake Rivers 

to Portland, 238 miles, at $31,500 per Mmile...s.,.sesssssssenssneeresssrsese nenene 7,500, 000 00 
Cascade Mountain division—Junction of Columbia and Snake 

Rivers to Puget Sound, 219 miles, at $30,000 per mile.........0...00000« 6,570, 000 00 
Pacific division—Portland to Kalama, 40 miles, at $25,000 per mile. 1,000,000 00 


Total road to be constructed, 1,865 miles, at an estimated 
average cost of $26,868 per mile, amounting to...............0008 50, 110, 000 00 


The entire road when completed. 2,700 miles, will have cost about yee 
ior, Vol. II, p. 575. 


or at the rate of $23,000 per mile. (Report Secretary of Inter 

Notwithstanding that due allowance is made by the auditor for the 
million-dollar bridge over the Mississippi River, as well as for those 
tions of the road of more difficult construction, it will be observed that 
the discrepancy between these two estimates is $10,815 per mile, or $26,- 
048,732 for the whole line of 2,409} miles. Whichis nearer correct may 
possibly be ascertained by a little closer analysis. . 

It appears that under all these estimates there is a fund of from six- 
teen to thirty million dollars over and above the entire cost of the con- 
struction of this railroad, valuing its lands at $2.50 per acre. I have 
been informed that there has been offered by an English syndicate an 
amount nearly equal to $300,000,000 for the land if the title can be con- 
firmed. I do not know anything in to the correctness of this 
statement, but it comes to me from a gentleman connected with the Gov- 
ernment and with the legislation of this body, and stan high in the 
confidence of the country, not as a matter of knowledge on his part, but 
as a matter of information which he has derived from persons of charac- 
ter and respectability. 

Mr. GEORGE. It appears that the average sales of lands made by the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company up to the present time come within 
a fraction of $4 per acre instead of $2.50, as estimated by the Senator. 

Mr. CALL. Now, Mr. President, here is a great public question, a 
question involving the safety ef the Republic, for both political parties 
have asserted, and it is plain to the eye of reason and argument that 
there can be no republican government if there be several hundred 
millions of dollars in value of the public land granted without consid- 
eration and as a gift to individuals. Upon that proposition there can - 
be no kind of doubt or question that the people of this country will not 
sustain this Congress, and that it can not be covered up by any delusive 
and illusory propositions and arguments in regard to the consideration 
of the construction of a railroad. The necessity of railroads, the ad- 
vantage to the public, the necessity of them to the civilization of the 
country is one thing in which all will acquiesce. The construction of 
them even by donations from the Federal Treasury is another thing, 
which does not concern that question. If it be expedient that the pub- 
lic policy shall be establi of building these great public highways 
by donations from the public Treasury, none will contend but that it 
should be limited to the cost of the road. None will deny that in the 
case of the subsidy to the Northern Pacific Railroad it should be a lien 
upon the property returnable to the people in someshapeor form. No 
one can justify the imposition by law being the direct effect of a grant 
of the public lands, of the burden of building a railroad upon the set- 
tlers upon the public lands, taking from them and their hard-earned 
toil the entire cost of a railroad, and then adding to it as much again 
as the cost paid by them, and then give this enormous sum of from six- 
teen to forty million dollars and the franchise and the completed rail- 
road built by the labor and toil of these people to a few individuals who 
manipulate and control and own the stock of the road. That is the 
question that is presented from which there is no escape and no denial, 
= the question is how are we going to deal with this condition of 


ings. 

We are told by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and 
others that there are differences of opinion in this body and that we 
must respect those differences of opinion, that this great public ques- 
tion must not be dealt with, taken hold of when it comes up, and settled 
and determined. I am in favor of a final settlement of this question. 
I have no enmity to corporations. I recognize them as an instrument 
of modern civilization. Associated effort, which can only be effective 
in the form of corporate authority, is the great instrument of modern 
civilization; but it is a distinct question whether they should be left 
without restraint, whether railroads should be built by impositions 
upon the settlers and the hard earnings of those who toil upon the public 
lands, and then give them away with two or three times their cost with 
the power of taxation of those people. That is a different and a dis- 
tinct question. That has nothing to do with the utility of railroads, 
nothing to do with the policy of aiding them either by grants of public 
money or otherwise. It is that question of abuse of the legislative 
power of government in making donations of public lands and increas- 
ing the power of individuals to impose unreasonable burdens on the 
country which we have to deal with. 

It is no answer to this line of argument to say that the public in car- 
rying into operation a transportation system has been greatly benefited, 
that freights have been reduced, that transportation has been made 
easy. We have a right to demand that it shall be done with the least 
cost to the people consistent with a reasonable and liberal profit to those 
who engage in these enterprises. : 

How did that distinguished man, whose great capaci 


none will deny, 
the lamented President of the United States, deal 


th this question 
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when itcamebeforehim? Irefer tothe late President Garfield. What 


did he say to the American people, with the authority of his great name 
and reputation, with i rogard to that question which the Senate proposes 
to set aside and not deal with as demanded by the people—the question 


of this vast corporate interest unrestrained by law, the question of the 
donation of ns upon millions of acres of the public land without 
reference to the cost of construction? President Garfield, in his ad- 
dress upon ‘‘The Future of the Republic,” delivered before the literary 
societies of the Western Reserve College, of Hudson, Ohio, on the 2d of 
July, IEN said: 

pene railroa ce has verified the truth of George n’s apho- 


d experien Stephenso: 
inser ps ogee: SADA is possibla; competition is impossible,” 
* * x * 


It is easy to spe EA we are aiis the experience of Great Britain on a 
vast scale. We have doubled our miles of railway in the last eight years, In 
the last two years we have built and l prea into een 14,206 miles of road— 
BT et ri geen 

The cost of constructing the roads we are ‘tre now operating was $,10,000,00; 
freghi. “The process of conso rted by rail more than 200,000,000 

on of our leading lines of roads 


to combina’ th: 

combinations of laborers in trades unions and labor leagues. The indications 
are abundant that we shall soon see, set in full array, a conflict between capital 
and labor—a conflict between forces that ought not to be meas sy for labor is 
the creator of capital, which is only another name for accumulated labor. It is 
the duty of statesmanship to study the relation which the Government — 
and ought to sustain to this struggle, and to provide that it shall not be the 
tisan su er of either combatant, but the just protector of both. The 
to labor not been sufficiently em as one of the rights of man. 
right to bape 7 eo Laeger ee labor has r secured, 

n view of the facts now set forth, the question returns, What is likely to be 
the effect of railway and similar mbinations upon our community and 

insti by the British writer quoted 


ho 


control the or be ca) 


ured and subj Or do the phenomena we are witnessing indi- 
cate that breaking up of the social and political order of modern nations 
of osophers whose opinions have hitherto 


so rapier Bruene tod by aclass 
made but little impression on the public mind? 


He then reads the declaration of Fourier sixty-six years ago: 


These declarations read somethin: | chi rod kooi so far as they relate to the 
effects of combined corporations, ical forces have hastened the 
development of corporations since Fourier rms We need not take alarm at 


his prophecy of the speedy decay of civilization; but the between the 
industr padine re of societ; ty at the present time and the fi of the Mid- 
as is both striking an ong ey ien In the darkness and chaos of that 


the feudal system was the first im: 


rtant step toward the organization 
Di PEA is nations. Powerful chiefs and themselves 


ms intrenched in cas- 


sn y the ne capri- 
on commerce and travel, and thus gave to modern lan, the 


the States, and tothe r a.s of the Ta do = fall far short of sche soon deñ- 
nition of commercial or industrial fi 


States A MEE E A reel willingly and thoughtilessly anniek tisso t 
wers upon Piee and they must seek to rectify their own errors without 
Dijes to the industries they have encouraged. 


Now, Mr. President, these words of Mr. Garfield, who unquestion- 
ably, whatever may be said of him, was a man of great thought, a man 
of profound reflection, come to us with great force when we are consid- 
ering the question of dealing in our discretion with a grant of thirty- 
odd millions of acres of the public land over which Congress has plenary 
and absolute power for a railroad constructed outside the terms of the 
law with notice to every one that the law giving that grant had ex- 
pired, for I undertake to say that there is not a single ground of argu- 
ment to the contrary. 

It has been said that no lawyer would express an opinion that this 
grant was not vested up to the point of the present completion of the 
railroad company. y, there is not a decision of the Supreme Court 
and there is nothing but a single decision of the district court in Ore- 
gon and one or two others that Congress has abdicated its sovereign 
power of legislation and created a vested right, in defiance of the power 
and the duty of Congress, to an empire of public land under an act 
which in express terms required that if a certain thing was not done, 
to wit, the completion of the road by a certain time, it should be with- 
out force and effect, or as the Supreme Court says, in the decision that 
I have before me, in words the law is a law as well as a grant and the 
grant is controlled by the law. Without the law it has no existence, 
and the law says it shall exist only upon condition, a condition which 
was never performed, and to this force and effect is every word of every 
decision, and the single fact that the Supreme Court has said that the 
words ‘‘there shall be and is hereby granted’’ create a present interest 


is the only foundation of an argument without reason and without 
countenance in the authorities which seeks to overturn the fact that 
the law controls the grant and that it is an act of sovereign legislative 
power for a great oe oad meet limited by time, because it is 

dred years hence which to do to-morrow 


to say that to do 


would be of great public service would be a compliance with the public 

necessities and the public uses. Therefore time is of the essence of the 

law, made so expressly by the reason of the act itself, sustained by the 

reason of the law and by the panle policy upon which it was based. 

Therefore I undertake to say that nei can there be an argument or 

oe of an argument or reason for the assertion that the power of 
gress is not absolute and discretionary over this subject. 

I undertake further to say that it is a demonstrable fact that if we are 
to aid this railroad corporation, if this franchise to this great corpora- 
tion of the road built by it does not furnish a compensation for its cost, 
we had better pay for it out of the public Treasury and pay the reason- 
able and proper and just cost of the construction of the road than to 
impose upon the people of this country the burden of paying two or 
three times its value, or to impose it upon that portion of the people of 
this country who live in Oregon, who live in Idaho, who live in the 
States and Territories along the line of the road. The policy of this 
law was to say before that country was occupied ‘‘ we will give this land 
if you will construct this road within the time limited,” and in doing 
that from this enormous empire, greater than has been acquired by con- 
quest almost at any period of the history of the world by the armies 
of one nation from another—from this t empire of public land, 
this act of Congress making the grant rpi ireala ary thocaiant 
paid out of the labor and toil of the people who settled upon it whatever 
might be demanded as the cost of the construction of the road, which 
even at the present value of this land would realize to the tees 
ey $100,000,000 more than the entire cost of construction df the 


7 Containly the intendment of the act was that it should bea reasonable 
costof aA, but, as Mr. Garfield said, these ts weremadeun- 
reasonably, recklessly, without the limitations which sound policy would 
have imposed, and from the report to the two Houses of Congress the re- 
port of the president of the company, the report of the auditor, and in 
estimating as the committee of the House did the mean between the 
two reports they find that in addition to paying the entire cost of the 
construction of the road there was a difference of from sixteen to thirty 
or forty million dollars of profit over and above the estimated cost of 
the road, even taking the completed portion of it, and that was at the 
valuation of two dollars and a halfan acre for the land. 

Mr. GEORGE. The entire cost of the road has been estimated by the 
Commissioner of Railroads as $75,000,000; the whole land grant, 42,- 
000,000 acres at $4 an acre, would be $168,000, 000; oe from 
that $75,000,000, the cost of the road, would leave $93,000 

Mr. CALL. Now, Mr. President, it can not be asii th that what 

and what is sought to be done is a gift of an amount esti- 
from $16,000,000 to $93,000,000 to some few persons, and that 
this is sought to be covered up under the pretense of vested rights— 
vested rights under a law that gave notice to every one that they should 
have no existence until the condition upon which the grant was made 
was performed. Now, what does the Bupreme Court of the United 
States say on that matter? The law as I have said required the com- 
pletion of this railroad by 1879. It has been said that there is an 
equity that arises against the United States because it was not enforced, 
because Congress took no action, that the law, which is mandatory, 
which by its very nature can not be a law except it is absolute and is 
notice to every one, was set asideand repealed. That is not the nature 
of law. It is not permissive, but it is commanding. Itis an exercise 
of sovereign power; it admits of no distinction and of no qualification. 
‘The law said there shall be this grant made on condition that this 
road is completed by a certain time, and not otherwise. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from Florida 
a question right there? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Suppose after the time has expired 
for the completion of the whole road as desi, in the act, as has 
been stated here—I do not know that it is correct—after the 4th of July, 
1879, that then the Congress of the United States instead of declaring 
a forfeiture as they undoubtedly had the right to do at that time, pro- 
ceeded to pass an act granting the same company further privileges in 
connection with the road by giving them the right of way through In- 
dian reservations and all that, what effect, if any, in the judgment of 
the Senator from Florida would that have on the question now under 
consideration ? 

Mr. CALL. It would depend entirely upon the language used, and 
the purpose as declared for which such extension was made. Themere 
fact of perfecting its right to go through an Indian territory would have 
nothing to do with the land grant. It would not touch the question. 
It could not destroy the effect of the exercise of sovereign, absolute legis- 
lative power in the original t. The mere fact that you extended 
the road and provided for it, and by legislation effected its extension 
through an Indian territory, ' would have no connection with the grant 
of lands or money or anything else with which it was to be done, 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I wish to ask one other question, if 
the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Iam not contending to the contrary, 
for the present at least. I simply wish to have the views of the Sen- 


is pro’ 


1886. 
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ator upon that question and vpra some other questions which have 
been su in referenceto this matter. There is one other ques- 
tion I should like to ask the Senator and to have his views upon. - 

Mr. CALL. Certainly; Iam very glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. It is this: Can there be such a thing 
as a waiver in law upon the part of the General Government in refer- 
ence to a land grant by failing to proceed to take advantage of the fail- 
ure to complete the road within the time and declare a forfeiture? 

Mr. CALL. I think not. I think sucha thing as that would be a 
clear denial of the force and effect of the law. Nothing can waive a 
law or a law except the sovereign legislative power that 
it, and which by constitutional authority express power to do it. 
But that question has been decided in The United States vs. Clarke 
(8 Peters, 436), confirmed and affirmed by repeated decisions subse- 
quently, and especially in the case from which I read, The United 
States vs. Thompson (98 United States Supreme Court Reports), where 
the court then said: 


The United cece garnicen 
the basis of unive: consent and recognition. They can not be sued without 
their consent. (Uni bal- 


or costs. (United States vs. Boyd, 


5 How., 29; Reside vs. Walker, 11 éd., 272.) ju tin their favor can not 
be enjoined. (Hill vs, United States, 9 .) Laches, however can not 
be imputed to them, (United States vs. apo popes 9 Whea! ) is 
no presum m of payment g from oftime. (United 


= oon —- them ari 
States vs, Williams, supra.) They can maintaina suitin their own name upon a 
Eowmaneeab ie claim assigned to them. (United States vs. White, 2 Hill, N. Y., 


oi 

The rule of nullumtempus occurrit regi has existed as an element of the English 
law from a very early period. It is discussed in Bracton, and has come down 
to the present time, It is not necessary to advert to the qualifications which 
successive Parliaments have applied to it. 

The common law fixed no time as to the bringing of actions, Limitations de- 
rive their authority from statutes. The king was held never to be included, un- 
less heresia named. No laches was imputable to him. These exemptions 
were founded upon considerations of public policy. It was deemed important 
that, while the sovereign was en by the cares and duties of his o „the 
public should not suffer by the negligence of his servants. “‘ In a representative 
government, where the people do not and can not act in a body, where their 
power is delegated to others and must of necessity be exercised by them, if ex- 
ercised at all, the reason for applying these principles is equally cogent.” 


That answers the Senator from Oregon. If no laches can be imputed 
to the Government, if the negligence of the servants of the Govern- 
ment can not affect the law, but it stands until repealed, where can 
the waiver be? A law by your Constitution is repealed, is deprived 
of its force and effect, only by a certain exercise of sovereign legislative 

wer. It can not be modified, it can not be diminished, it can not 

altered in its force or operation except constitutionally by the exer- 
cise of the sovereign legislative power that enacted it. ‘Therefore, if 
it can not be altered or affected or qualified or repealed, there can be 
no waiver of it, Considerations of equity address themselves to the 
general legislative discretion of Congress. 

But what did Mr. Garfield say upon the subject of this question of 
vested rights which are so often interposed to deny and qualify the ex- 
ercise of the sovereign legislative power of the Government? ‘The sub- 
ject is not by any means affected or concerned by this question, because 
it does not arise here. I quote Mr. Garfield, because these questions 
are being forced upon the American mind. ‘The very existence of prop- 
erty depends upon its use in such form thatit shall not burden the peo- 

le of the country with such taxes and such impositions as will make 

ife uncomfortable, as will deprive itofeaseand comfort. Theexistence 
of corporate power and property depends, as he says, upon wise and just 
and temperate legislation by the Congress of the United States and by 
the State Legislatures within their respective spheres. He says: 


Since the dawn of history the great thoroughfares have pelcoges to the peo- 

le—have been known as the king's highways or the public highways, and 
fave been open to the free use of alt on payment of a small, uniform tax or toll 
to keep them in repair. But now the most perfect and by far the most impor- 
tant roads known to mankind are owned and managed as paws property by 
a comparatively small number of private citizens. In all its uses the railroad 
is the most public of all our roads; and in all the objects to which its work re- 
lates the railway RGM eye is as public as any organization can be. But, in 
the start, it was labeled a private corporation; and, so far as its legal status is 
concerned, it is now grouped with eleemosynary institutions and private char- 
ities, and enjoys similar immunities and exemptions. It remains to be seen how 
long the community will suffer itself to be the victim of an abstract definition. 

It will be readily conceded that a corporation is strictly and really private 
when it is autho: to carry on such a business as a private citizen may carry 
on. But when the State has delegated to a corporation the sovereign right of 
eminent domain—the right to take from the private citizen, without his con- 
sent,a portion of his real estate to build its structure across farm, garden, and 
lawn, into and through, over or under the blocks, squares, streets, churches, and 
dwellings of ineorpc vigable rivers, and over 
and along public highways—it requires a stretch of the common imagination, 
and much refinement and subtlety of the law, to maintain the old fiction that 
such an organization is not a public corporation, 

In the famous Dartmouth College case it was decided, in 1819, by the Supreme 
Court of the United States that the charter of Dartmouth College is a contract 
between the State and the corporation which the Legislature can not alter with- 
out the consent of the corporation; and that any such alteration is void, being 
in conflict with that clause of the Constitution of the United States which for- 
bids a State to make any law impairing the obligation of contracts. This de- 
cision has stood for more than half a century asa monument of judicial learnin; 
andthe t safe of vested rights. ButChief-Justice Marshall pronoun 
this di jon ten years before the steam-railway was born, and it is clear he did 
not contemplate the class of corporations that have since come into being. But 
year by year the doctrine of that case has been extended to the whole class of 
private corporations, including railroad and hereon 7 companies. 

But few of the States, in their early charters to railroads, reseryed any effect- 


rated cities and towns, across na 


ual control of the operations of the bp see ne they created. In many in- 
stances, like that of the Illinois Central , the t to amend was not re- 
tates each Legislature has narrowed an 

of the corporatio: 


vast railroad and te’ ph oyatma have virtually 
the State. It is F te evident, from the experience of the last few years, 
have amounted to but 


conscious of their strength and have entered upon the work of controlling the 
States. Already they have captured several of the oldest and stron: of them; 
and these wned sovereigns now follow in chains the triumphal chariot of 


their conquerors. And this does not imply that merely the officers and repre- 
sentatives of States have been subjected to the railways, but that the corpora- 
tions have the sources and fountains of power, and controlled the 
choice of both o! rs and representatives. 

The private corporation has another great advantage over the municipal cor- 
poration. The jurisdiction of the latter is confined to its own territory; butb; 
the recent constructions and devices of the law, a private corporation, thou, 
it has no soul, no conscience, and can commit no crime. is yet a citizen of the 
State that creates it, and can makeand execute contracts with individuals and 
bad intranet of other States. Thus the way has been opened to those vast con- 
s0 ns which have placed the control of the whole system in the hands of 
a few and have developed the Charlemagnes and Cæsars of our internal com- 
merce, 

In addition to th xt 1 th t nagers have i 
cases grasped the private property of the corporations themselves; and the 
stocks w. represent the investment have become mere counters in the great 
gambling-houses of Wall street, where the daily ebb and flow of the ‘stock 
market sweeps and tosses the business and trade of the continent. 

This is the answer which has been made by a great leader of the Re- 
publican party. This was the answer which the platforms of the Re- 
publican and Democratic parties gave to the question of leaving this 
vast unearned land grant in the possession of a few individuals. No 
proconsular power in the Roman Empire was ever so great as the do- ` 
minion of the thirty-odd millions of acres of magnificently fertile land, 
to be inhabited by millions of the people of this country, in defiance of 
the public law of the country which dedicates that land to homestead 
settlement, to actual settlement, which recognizes the principle that the 
land of the country belongs to the people who toil and work upon it, 
which the public interest demands shall be in their hands with the 
least possible cost. ‘This is the answer that is given to the proposition 
now made, which is involved in the Senate’s turning its back now apa 
the proposition of forfeiture and attempting to appease the public 
mind by a forfeiture of an insignificant portion of the territory, not de- 
sired by the corporation, over which it has built no road, while the great 
practical question before the country, Shall the unearned grant, un- 
earned within the time specified in the act, be forfeited, is answered by 
non-action and by indirect efforts to confirm it? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill 
(S. 1812) to provide for taxation of railroad-grant lands, and for other 


pu 

Mr. PLUMB. Pending the consideration of that bill I ask the Chair 
to lay before the Senate the message from the House of Representatives 
in regard to the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iask unanimous consent that theSenator from Florida 
may proceed with his remarks. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Do.ry] has the floor upon the pending bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. So farasI am concerned, when this conference matter 
is out of the way I shall have no objection myself to the Senator from 
Florida proceeding with his remarks within some reasonable limitation. 

Mr. HARRIS. <A conference report is always in order. . 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION. BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 6397) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other = 
pošes, non-concurring in certain amendments of the Senate to the bill, 
and asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments to 
the bill disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and accede to the 
request of the House for a conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
DAWES, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GEORGE. I ask the consent of the Senator from Oregon [Mr- 
DoLPH] and the unanimous consent of the Senate that the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL] be allowed to proceed and finish his remarks, 

Mr. DOLPH. Iwish to make a statement only. I have given way 
the third time when I had the floor to conclude my remarks begun some 
time since.- I have no objection to giving way to the Senator from 
Florida to finish his remarks to-day, provided the Senator from Ne- 
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braska [Mr. VAN Wyck] who has charge of the pending bill is willing 
that that should be done. But I do not propose togive away the whole 
of the afternoon, as I have other arrangements. 

Mr. GEORGE. I only ask that the Senator from Florida be allowed 
to finish his remarks. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The bill has been up a great many times for con- 
sideration. Itseems to me that it ought to be disposed of. If the Sen- 
ator from Florida is anxious to finish his remarks to-day, of course I 
shall not insist on going on with the unfinished business now. 

Mr. CALL. I had no idea that I was interfering with anybody’s 
time. Isupposed the bill on which I was speaking had come up in reg- 
ular order for discussion. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It will come up in regular order to-morrow morn- 
ing, if it would suit the Senator from Florida as well to finish to-morrow. 

r. DOLPH. I do not wish the Senator from Florida to understand 
that I am interposing an objection to his proceeding now. 

Mr. CALL. Certainly not. Iappreciateit entirely. Ishall not oc- 
cupy a great deal more of the time of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Pending the unfinished business the 
Senator from Florida is understood to have unanimous consent of the 
Senate to proceed to the conclusion of his remarks. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion.of the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the United States certain of the 
lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the 
construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Paget Sound, and to 
restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I have said that there was no ground 
whatever, in my opinion, for any question as to the absolute and un- 
questioned power of Congress overthis subject. In the case of The Du- 
buque and Pacific Railroad Company ts. Litchfield (23 Howard, 83), the 
Supreme Court, in deciding the case, say: 

All grants ofthis description are strictly construed against the grantees; noth- 
ing passes but what is conveyed in clear and explicit language; and as the 
rights here claimed are derived entirely from the act of Con; , the donation 
stands on the same footing ofa grant by the public to a private company, the 
terms of which must be fener expressed in the statute; and if not thus ex- 

ressed, they can not be implied. 

eters, 420.) A 

There can be no laches against the Government. There can be no 
implied power or interest against the public. There can be no implied 
extension of a grant not warranted by its express terms. That has 
been the decision not only in this country bnt in every other country. 
If you will go back to the days of the civil law you will find in every 
system of law the same proposition laid down, and laid down as the 
only security on the part of the commonwealth, of the people, that 
their constitutional rights, their fundamental rights will not be taken 
form them by the negligence, the laches, or the failure of their servants 
to perform the obligations imposed upon them by the law. It would 
be in effect to maintain that the force and effect of law be given as 

inst the public right by the failure of a public servant to perform 
hisduty. So the Supreme Court, in Gaussen vs. The United States (in 
97 United States Supreme Court Reports, being the eighth volume of 
Otto), say: 

But laches of the officers or agents of the Governmentis confessedly no bar to 
the assertion of its rights. This is admitted bythe plaintiff in error, and it has 
not been contendedin ——_ as it could not have been successfully, that de- 
lay or neglectin prosecuting its claims against the co-sureties of the defendant's 
testator is any bar to this suit. 

I think it is scarcely necessary, as this subject has been so fully and 
thoroughly investigated, to citeany further authority. In 21 Wallace, 
in the celebrated case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman, the Supreme Court, 
in laying down the doctrine on which this power must be exerercised, 
say: - 

In what manner the reserved rights of the ntor for breach of the condition 
must be asserted so as to restore the estate, depends upon the character of the 
grant. If it be a private grant that right must be asserted by entry or its equiv- 
alent. If the nt be a public one it must be asserted by judicial p: ings 
authorized by law, the equivalent of an inquest of office found at common law, 
finding the fact of forfeiture, and adjudging the restoration of the estate on that 

und, or there must be some legislative assertion of ownership of the property 
for breach of condition, such as an act declaring the possession and appropria- 
tion of the property, or that it be offered for sale or settlement. 

In an earlier case, United States rs. Repentigny (5 Wallace, 258), the 
court say: 

The mode of ascertaining or assuming the forfeited grant is subject to the leg- 
islative authority ofthe Government. It may be after judicial investigation, or 
by takin on directly under the authority of the Government, without 
these preliminary proceedings. In the present instance we have seen the laws 
have n extended over this tract, the lands surveyed and put on sale, and con- 
firmed to the occupants or purchasers, and in the mean time an opportunity 
given to all settlers and claimants to come in before a board of commissioners 
and exhibit their claims. This is a legislative equivalent for reunion [re-entry?] 
by office found, 

If this doctrine be true, if it be true that the law be as Blackstone 
declares it to be, an exercise of the power of asovereign, mandatory and 
absolute in its nature, if it be true that a law can be repealed only by 
the sovereign ca Pras power that enacted it, then there is no ground 
or reason for holding that there can be a waiver, that there can bea 
modification of the terms of that law save by the sovereign legislative 
power, There can be no doubt of the proposition that, however present 
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may be the interest vested in the grantee, it is only the interest created 
by the law; it is only the creature of the law that has life; it is not a 
child born without law and living in defiance of law. 

We would scarcely call that reasoning which says that the law can be 
waived by the neglect of the executive department of the Government 
or by the neglect of the Congress to act in the mode prescribed by the 
Constitution. The law must stand, if it be a law, until it is repealed, 
and there can be no ideas, no reasoning in contravention of this propo- 
sition. 

Then if it be true that there can be no Jaches as against the Govern- 
m and reasons of grave public policy demand it, if it be true as was 
asserted by Mr. Garfield, by the Republican party, by the Democratic 
party, that the interests of this country demand that the public lands 
shall be given to actual settlers, that vast empires shall not be concen- 
trated in individual hands, if it be true as a matter of economy that 
when railroads are built and required to be constructed within a defi- 
nite and given time aided by grants of public land or public money, 
one hundred years is not a compliance with the grant when ten years 
is specified, if it be true that within ten or twenty years in this Republic 
a territory which was a wilderness when a grant was made may become 
a vast industrial community with thousands and tens of thousands of 
-gheewtnte laborers and industries upon it, if it be true that it would 

a stultification and an act of folly to say that that might be done in 
twenty years which the law requires to be done in ten years, when a 
vast population had in the course of events, from economic causes, been 
transplanted upon that territory, and that still the letter and the spirit 
of the Jaw requires that it should be done—even if all this were true, I 
stand here to-day in my place to say that I should prefer to vote from 
the public Treasury the money to pay the reasonable and just cost of 
construction of any railroad rather than to impose the burdens of an 
unlimited purchase-price and an unlimited taxation in the interest of 
securities issued far beyond the just and proper cost of construction, or 
in the interest of giving value to the fraudulentand spurious securities 
which are proved by the report made and discussed here in this body 
within ten days upon the interstate-commerce bill, alluded to in the 
speech of the Senator from Texas, to be between $3,000,000,000 and 
$4,000,000,000 of fictitious value with a power of taxation upon all 
production and upon all transportation. 

I have no hesitation in saying that the neglect or failure to forfeit 
these unearned land grants will be directly in the interest and for the 
protection of this vast mass of thtee or four thousand millions of fraudu- 
lent securities, fictitious securities at least, but fraudulent in the sense 
that they are without real value and carrying with them a living power 
s taxation of $400,000,000 annually upon the people of the United 

tates. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had yes- 
terday approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 670) to increase the pension of the widow of the late Com- 
mander T. A. Craven; 

An act (S. 91) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant a right of 
way for a railroad and telegraph lines through the lands of the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the Saint Louis and San 
Francisco Railway Company, and for other purposes;’’ 

An act (S. 55} granting a pension to John L. Bruce; 

An act (S. 895) granting a pension to Rachel Fleming Cellar; 

An act (S. 1124) granting a pension to William Bethuren; 

An act (S. ase granting a pension to John 8. Bridges; 

An act (S. 1235) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Rhine- 
halt; 

An act (S. 1257) granting a pension to Henry Shively; 

An act (S. 1348) granting a pension to Sarah E. Henry; 

An act (S. 1770) granting a pension to J. H. Thornbury; 

An act (S. 2022) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Hattie A. 
Burnett; and 

Ar/act (S. 1357) granting a pension to Sarah A. Thomas. 


TAXATION OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair), The Sen- 
ate resumes the consideration of unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation of railroad-grant Jands, 
and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Hoar to add: - 

That not more than 640 acres of the lands sold under the provisions of this 
act shall be Lyra may by any one person, or shall thereafter be acquired or 
owned or held in trust for any one person; and any title or interest acquired in 
violation hereof shall be forfeited to the United States, without any act of entry 
or other process w ver, 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenator from Oregon [Mr. DoLrn] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the importance of the bill under con- 
sideration is my excuse for occupying any more of the time of the Senate 
upon it. When I had the floor before ppa this bill I stated that I had 
joined in the report of the committee; that I believed some legislation 
was necessary to make the lands granted to railroad companies taxable 
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in cases where they had been improved and made productive, and that 
this bill appeared to be the best measure that the wisdom of the com- 
mittee could devise, or at least that they could agreeupon. I detailed 
the process by which railroad lands are ted from the public do- 
main. I referred to the fact that a grant of lands in place does not carry 
with it all the odd sections within the limits of the grant, but that 
there were certain exceptions in all the railroad grants, such as mineral 
lands, lands within Indian reservations and military reservations, lands 
which had been previously granted, lands which had been occupied 
under the homestead and. pre-emption laws and were therefore 

rated and withdrawn from the great body of the public lands; that 
fore it could be determined that any section or legal subdivision of 
public lands was included in the grant to a railroad company it was 
necessary to have an official segregation; that this was done by a pro- 
cess called “‘ listing,’? a selection of the lands supposed to be embraced 
within the grant, in the local land office, from the maps and records of 
the office; that when these lists were made up they were sent to the 
Department of the Interior to receive the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, and until that approval was had the lands could not be 
said to have been officially ascertained to belong to the railroad com- 


pany. 

I referred to a report recently made by the Secretary of the Interior 
in re; to the number of acres of land which been surveyed 
within the limits of the Northern Pacific grant, the number of acres of 
land which had been selected, and the number of acres which had been 
approved. It there appears that out of about 21,000,000 acres of land 
surveyed within the limits of the grant there had been selected by that 
company something over 11,000,000 acres, of which only a trifle over 
700,000 acres had been approved to the company. Evidently the De- 
partment of the Interior was not willing to proceed with the certifica- 
tion of these lands while the question of the right of forfeiture and the 
question of the title of the company was unsettled. I also said that 
we were proposing in this case in effect to turn over the power, which 
under the present laws and regulations of the Interior Department is 
exercised by the Secretary of the Interior, to the local assessors and to 
permit them to determine for themselves, for the purposes of taxation, 
what lands are the lands of the railroad company. 

Now, while this may be the best measure that can be secured, it will 
be apparent to every one, I think, that it will not be executed without 
difficulties; and I desire to call attention to the provisions of this bill, 
and especially the attention of those Senators who contend that the 
entire land grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and of 
other railroad companies which have failed to construct their entire 
roads within the time limited in the ting acts can be forfeited. 
Commencing in the twelfth line of this bill is the following proviso: 

Provided further, That this act shall apply only to lands situated opposite to 
“oe conterminous with completed portions of said roads, and in organized coun- 

The effect of that provision is plainly that the lands which are situ- 
ated opposite to and conterminous with the completed portions of the 
road may be taxed as the lands of the railroad company; and that prop- 
osition, in my judgment, is entirely incompatible with the idea that 
those lands are forfeitable or will be forfeited by Congress notwith- 
standing the provision contained in the third section of the bill that 
this act shall not affect the right of the Government to declare forfeit- 
ure of any lands so granted. For my part I do not object to that pro- 
vision, because I believe, as I stated on a former occasion, that when- 
ever a section of road under these grants has been completed and 
commissioners have been appointed and have examined it, and they 
have reported that it has been constructed in accordance with the terms 
of the granting act and the President has accepted it as such, the grant 
for that section becomes absolute, is no longer defeasible, and is beyond 
the power of Congress. Therefore, as I say, I find no fault with this 
provision, but I call attention to it as proceeding upon a theory en- 
tirely incompatible with that advocated by the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. CALL] when on the floor to-day. 

There were before the committee two distinct propositions. One was 
a proposition to declare by law that these rail lands should be taxed, 
or might be taxed by the States, Territories, and other municipalities 
in which they are situated. Another proposition, and the one which 
prevailed, was for the United States to provide by law that the lien ot 
the Government for the cost of selecting, surveying, and patenting 
should not prevent the taxation of these lands for local purposes. There 
were three ways to accomplish this. It was proposed that the United 
States should repeal the act or acts which required the railroad com- 
panies to pay these costs, they being trifling in amount, and thus re- 
move this obstacle to the taxation of the lands. That the committee 
were unwilling todo. It was said that that would be, in effect, giving 
so much money to the railroad companies. 

There was another proposition, which was to provide that these costs 
should no longer be a lien upon the lands, but that the railroad com- 
panies if they did not pay them within a given time should be sued 
by the Government and judgment obtained and the costs collected by 
legal process, The majority of the committee were not willing to waive 
the lien of, the Government. Consequently the other proposition was 
adopted, that is, to provide that the United States would step out of 


the way so far as its lien was concerned, and remove that obstacle to 
the taxation of these lands, and also provide that if the costs of sur- 
veying and selecting and patenting were not paid within a reasonable 
time after demand, it should be the duty of the Attorney-General to 
sue the parties liable for them. 

As I said before, the execution of this bill will be accompanied with 
difficulties. One objection in the opinion of some no doubt will be 
that it in effect declares that the lands which lie conterminous to the 
completed road shall be taxable as the lands of the company. Another 
objection to the bill is that it allows every local assessor, every clerk 
of a school district whose duty it is to make an assessment for school 
purposes, every assessor of a city or incorporated municipality, every 
assessor of acounty, in any of the States or Territories where these 
lie, to determine for himself whether they are included in or excepted 
from the operation of the granting act, whether they are mineral lands, 
whether they are lands within the limits of reservations, or whether 
they had been sold previous to the passage of the act, so that the com- 
pany does not take them underitsgrant; ina word, todetermine whether 
the lands are or are not the property of the railroad company for the 
purpose of taxation. Of course mistakes will be made; lands which 
belong to the Government will be assessed, taxed, and sold, and there 
will be more or less contusion growing out of the exercise of the taxing 
powe before the railroad lands have been officially segregated and iden- 
tified. 

Thereisanother matter to which I desire to call attention, and I can not 
better illustrate it than by reference to the grant of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company in Montana. The road of that company in Montana 
is about 800 miles long. I am told the amount of their grant is about 
21,000,000 acres in Montana alone, and that of the 21,000,000 acres 
there is not exceeding a million and a half acres that is of any value for 
agricultural purposes. That being the case, there must be a large 
amount of land in that Territory that the company will probably not 
pay taxes upon. That land will undoubtedly be assessed as fast as it is 
surveyed. There is no reason why the surveys should be delayed, be- 
cause as fast as the surveys are made the company is required to pay 
the costs of survey, and that vast body of land will within the near 
fature undoubtedly be put up for sale, and the best portions of the lands 
will be purchased by people who know where the valuable sections and 
smaller subdivisions lie; and I fear that the result will be that large 
bodies of these lands will pass into the hands of private owners. 

A much better plan, in my judgment, than that proposed by the bill 
under consideration would have been to have settled this question as 
to whether the lands which lie adjacent to constructed roads belong to 
the company or not, and to have authorized the Secretary of the Interior 
to approve to the companies lists of such landsas belong to them. That 
would at once make over 11,000,000 acres of the lands of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company taxable without question, because they would 
be patented at once; and then if the companies entitled to these grants 
would not proceed to select their lands in the manner provided by the 
regulations of the Interior Department within a reasonable time, to pro- 
vide that they should within twelve months or some other reasonable. 
time after the surveys are extended proceed to select their lands under 
certain penalties for default to be provided. 

Those two simple provisions would have met and solved this whole 
question of taxation and would have permitted these lands to be segre- 
gated and officially identified by the Secretary of the Interior. 

There was no provision of law requiring the Northern Pacific to pay 
the costs of selecting, surveying, and patenting its lands until 1870. 
Whatever may be the hardship to the company, whatever may be the 
disadvantages to the Government, whatever may be the effect of this 
bill in enabling persons and corporations to obtain title to lirge tracts 
of land covered by railroad grants and on which the company do not 
choose to pay taxes, the company and the Government will be placed, 
if this bill becomes a law, in precisely the same attitude toward this 
question of taxation as they occupied prior to the act of 1870; and itis 
upon that ground that I joined in the report of the committee upon 
this bill, although I think in the interest of the Government and in the 
interest of settlers something better might have been proposed. 

Now, I desire to call attention for a moment—as I am about to leave 
the Senate Chamber to attend a meeting of the Committe on Commerce 


that has the river and harbor bill under consideration—to the amend- 


ment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] and 
adopted by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. This amend- 
ment proposes— 

That lands purchased by the Goveriment shall be restored to the public do- 
main and d of as now provided by the Jaws relating thereto, 

I suggested the other day, and it seemed to meet with no opposition, 
that there should be inserted in this amendment the words ‘‘and not 
redeemed,” because under the laws of perhaps all the States and Ter- 
ritories there is a certain time given for redemption from tax-sales of 
land, and if the owner comes forward and redeems the land within the 
time and before the deed is made to the purchaser the title does not 
pass, and in such a case we ought not to provide that the land should 
be restored to the public domain. 

I should like to inquire of the Semator what he means by the word 
‘‘ preferred ’?—‘‘ preferred purchaser?” ‘‘ Lands sold for taxes” are 
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sold at public sale, and are sold to the highest bidder generally, the 

least subdivision which will pay all the taxes assessed against the in- 

dividual owning the land being sold. I think the word “‘ preferred ”’ 

here would be tive. 

- Mr. BLAIR. do not think it important that the word remain 
there. It was only designed in casé there were not purchasers that the 

Government should take the land. Iam not particular about the word 


remaining. 
Mr. DOLPH. Now, I will make a further suggestion. If there is 
any question about the power of the United States to purchase land, it 


would require an amen tof the Constitution to authorize it. Ido 
not think there is any question. : 

Mr. BLAIR. We purchased Louisiana. 

Mr. DOLPH. We purchased Louisiana; we purchased Florida; we 
purchased a portion of Mexico; we purchased Alaska. 

Mr. BLAIR. And we have purchased sites for public buildings. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not think there is any question about the power; 
but what I am coming to now is that the Senator’s amendment, which 
I believe to be a good one if it is put into ashape to accomplish the pur- 
pose designed, does notaccomplishit. It providesthat ata sale of land 
under the provisions of this act the United States may become a pre- 
ferred purchaser. The United States has power to purchase now, but 
if we want the United States to purchase we must authorize some one 
to act for the United States and to use the money of the United States 
for the purpose of making the purchase, The criticism I would make 
on the Senator’s amendment is that to accomplish his purpose he should 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior or some other representative of 
the Government to purchase these lands for the United States, instead of 
providing that the United States may become a purchaser, which we 
know they may do if they have the constitutional power. We must 
authorize some one to act for the United States, to use the money of the 
United States to make the purchase, in order to make the amendment 
operative. I submitthat for the consideration of the Senator from New 

ampshire. y 

Now, I desire to say something in regard to an amendment that is to 
be proposed. The amendment I refer to is the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], which is: 

That not more than 640 acres of the lands sold under the provisions of this act 

thereafter 


shall be purchased by any one person, or shall be acquired or owned 


or held in trust for any cae paani and any title or interest uired in viola- 


acq! 
tion hereof shall be forfei! the United States without any act of entry or 
other process whatever. 


I called attention a moment ago to the theory of this bill which is 
not to providea ffirmatively that lands in this State or that Territory 
shall be taxable, or that an equitable interest in lands shall be tax- 
able, or a legal interest only be taxable; but the theory of the 
bill is for the United States to get out of the way, to provide that its 
lien for the costs of surveying, &c., shall not be an obstacle in the way 
of the local taxation of these lands. What does the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts by his amendment todo? He proposes to step in 
and deal with these lands as if they were still the lands of the Govern- 
ment, as if we were by this bill authorizing States and Territories to 
tax the Government lands, and re A ape attach a condition to the 
fee of these lands, a condition w is to run with the land forever, 
that at tax-sales which may be held under the laws of the States and 
Territories, no man shall purchase more than 640 acres, and no man 
shall thereafter acquire more than 640 acres of the lands so sold. 

Why, sir, if we were simply providing in this bill (which we are not) 
that the lands of the United States shall be taxed, submitting these 
lands to taxation, treating them as lands of the United States, I donot 
believe it would be competent for Congress to attach a condition which 
would restrict their alienation for all time to come. But when we 
consider the fact that we are not by this bill attempting to proyide that 
the lands of the railroad company shall be taxed, or how they shall be 
taxed, or how they shall be sold, or in what quantities, the want ofau- 
thority on the part of Congress to enact such a provision appears to me 
to be still more apparent. By what warrant of the Constitution would 
Congress undertake to say that the lands of a railroad company in a 
State or Territory sold for taxes should only be purchased in quantities 
of 640 acres? While if Congress had power to make such a provision 
it would remedy one of the difficulties I have already referred to that 
may grow out of this bill it is clear to me there is no power on the part 
of Congress todo it. We must treat these lands as the lands of the 
railroad companies and say they may be taxed so far as the interests 
of the Government in them is concerned, or treat them as the lands of 
the Government and say they shall not be taxed. 

Does any Senator suppose that if we provide that all the lands here- 
tofore granted to railroad companies which are conterminous with com- 
pleted roads shall be taxed and may be sold and the purchaser shall pay 
the costs of surveying and selecting and paten ing them Congress is ever 
going afterward to turn around and say, ‘‘Notwithstanding we have said 
these lands may be taxed as the lands of the railroad companies and 
may be sold and the purchasers may step in and di the obliga- 


tions of the railroad company and receive the title to the lands instead 
of the company we are going to turm around and forfeit them orattempt 
to forfeit them?’’ Congress would not be guilty of such an incon- 


sistency. So I say to those Senators who contend for such a power in 
Coane that this bill proceeds upon entirely a different theory from 

a 

That is all I desire to say. The billisimportant. Some legislation 
is necessary. This bill may be the best that can be had. I think not. 
I think there might have been a better bill; but I am ready to vote 
for this. I desired, however, that the Senate should understand all 
the difficulties which, in my judgment, will arise under this bill in 
its execution. The proper thing to do would be to deal with the ques- 
tion of forfeiture at once, and determine the question of title, and thus 
settle the question of taxation. The lands of therailroad companies will 
be taxed when they obtain title. Congress oughtto direct the Secretary 
of the Interior to proceed to certify the lands to the companies which in 
the judgment of Congress belong to them, and thus make them subject 
to taxation, and then if necessary to require by stringent legislation the 
companies that do not select their lands within a reasonable time to 
make the selections. That was in my opinion what should have been 
done, but that was not the opinion of a majority of the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I have no desire to detain the Senate 
on this bill. I do not think there will be any serious difference of 
opinion about the propriety of its passage, but itis proper that I should 
paper ae upon which it is based and the theory of the committee 
in to it. 

In reference to the most considerable railroad grants in the United 
States, those to the Union and Central Pacifice Railroads and to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, there was a reservation practically of title 
in the United States until such time as the railroad companies should 
pay for the cost of surveying and selecting and conveying the lands to 
the companies. That reservation in the case of the Union and Central 
Pacific was contained in the twenty-first section of the act of 1864, be- 
ing the amendatory act under which the railroads were subsequently 
constructed. In the case of the Northern Pacific road it was not in- 
serted in the grant, but was inserted in a subsequent act of Congress. 
In the case of the Union Pacific I have no doubt it was designed to cast 
a burden upon the ry span by requiring them to do that which but 
for the legislation would not otherwise be done, and would have re- 
sulted in loss to the Treasury; but it tically resulted in their favor, 
because it enabled them by withholding this small payment of about 
four or five dollars to the quarter-section to prevent the payment of 
taxes in the localities in which the lands were situated. Originally it 
was held otherwise, and in the State of Kansas the lands were taxed; 
but ‘in the case of the Railroad Company ts. Prescott, treasurer of Lee 
County, the Supreme Court decided that so long as the surveying fees 
remained unpaid there was a title in the Government which could not 
be subjected to taxation, and recently the Supreme Court has rendered 
similar decision in the case of the Northern Pacific lands. é 

It therefore appears that the Government of the United States for 
the p of recovering to itself this surveying fee is preventing the 
taxation of these lands by the local authorities of the localities in 
which the lands are situated. This has been going on for a long time, 
and it is time that the lien of the Government was lifted or that some- 
thing was done which wonld permit these lands to be subjected to tax- 
ation as other lands are. 

The statement has been made by the Senator from Oregon and by 
others that the Government itself has been to some extent derelict be- 
cause it has not certified these lands to the railroad companies, and that 
therefore the companies have no title—I mean in cases where they have 
tendered the fees—and that there has been no title which could be made 
the subject of taxation, and that as long as the Government was thus 
delinquent it was not fair to the railroad companies as delin- 
quent. But the fact is that notwithstanding the lack of certification, 
whether it be due to the failure of the railroad companies or to that of 
the Government, the railroad companies have sold their lands far in 
advance of any payment by them of fees or any tender by them of fees, 
and far in advance also of any certification by the Government. There- 
are Arai have had the use practically of these lands for the purposes 
o e 

I am not aware that in any case they have withheld the lands from 
sale. On the completed portions of their railroad they have mortgaged 
them all in advance, and therefore had the benefit of the credit which 
the lands gave them for the purpose of floating the bonds which they 
put upon the roads. ; 

Then, as I stated, in addition they have been able to find and have 
found purchasers for these lands far in advance of any certification. 
So they have been in actual possession for all practical purposes of the 
lands just as completely as though they had a patent. 

In this condition of things the Government of the United States is 
preventing the localities in which the lands lie from levying upon them 
the taxes which they ought to bear as their fair proportion of the bur- 
dens of the Government which protects them in the exercise of their 
property. And by reason of this withholding by the maintenance of 
this Government lien the effect is, as these lands have not been subject 
to taxation, that the taxes on the lands of private persons in these locali- 
ties have been correspondingly enhanced. 

This bill proposes to take away this Government lien as a barrier to 
the taxation of the lands which have been granted to the railroad com- 
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It does not deal with the question directly as to the authority 
of the localities in which they lie to levy taxes when the Government 
lien is removed. It simply takes that lien out of the way and says that 
whatever authority exists independently.of that lien may be exercised 
by these different localities. 

Mr. President, there are other questions that will naturally pune up 
in the course of the exercise of jurisdiction by the localities in w 
these lands are located, which may affect in some way the validity of 
these grants. They-are liable to affect not only the validity of the 
grants, but the extent of the ts where there is no question about 
their validity. - Naturally the’question will come up when you get on 
to the borders of this land as to whether a i tract was included 
within the grant or not. That is a question which the committee did 
not feel like entering into. It is a question about which Congress can 
not act unless it is ready to take up and adjust every single question 
that can arise growing out of these grantsofland. Therefore the com- 
mittee said: ‘* The Government has heretofore stood in the way, and by 
the exertion of its lien for the cost of surveying and selecting and con- 
veying these lands has preverted their being taxed. It will now take 
that lien out of the way: Fak will leave Canna. Nebraska, California, 
Montana, Oregon, W; n Territory, and all the localities in which 
these lands lie the right to go ahead, the lien of the Government to the 
contrary notwithstanding, and to settle for themselves all these other 
questions that arise just the same as they do in the exercise of all their 
taxing power when they come to deal with the question of the owner- 
ship of real estate or other property which is subject to taxation.”’ 

We enter on nodoubtful ground. Itis simply an exercise of honest, 
fair dealing under the principles of justice upon the part of the Gov- 
ernment with regard to these new communities as all new 
communities especially have to do with the difficulty of making both 
ends meet between the raising and the expenditure of revenue. 

Mr.BROWN. Do you tax any man’s land before a patent is issued? 

Mr. PLUMB. We do not provide for taxing theselandsatall. We 
simply say that whatever power exists in these communities to tax shall 
not be interfered with by reason of the Government lien. We simply 
take the Government out of the way. We do not confer any power. 
We leave that to be dealt with under the organic act of the Territories 
or under the laws of the several States. Keds Sone, Ob wer they have 
independently of this Government lien we provide t they may go 
on and exercise. The Senate will see that we intrude ourselves in no 
wise to raise the question of taxation, but leave those localities to set- 
tle this question precisely as they do in regard to individual holdings. 

I might say a great deal about the burden which this Government 
lien has inflicted on the communities through which these railroads 
run. The Union Pacific Railroad in the State of Kansas not only has 
not paid its taxes, but it hassold land on eleven years’ time, one of the 
considerations of the purchase being that the railroad company should 
this lien, but should 


that pane what it isare paying additional burdens by reason of the 

fact that the Government has stood in the doorway with this lien to 

prevent the locality from taxing them. It is not necessary to go es- | to 
ially into that. 

Independent of all that, this bill is entirely justified. The Govern- 
ment has no right to substantially part with its title, to put it in the 
power of any one to sell, to mortgage, to speculate in the lands of the 
United States, and then prevent the localities in which those lands lie 
from having the benefit of them as property upon which taxes can be 
levied. Bo, independent of the special hardships in this case and which 
are not alone pertinent to Kansas but apply to Nebraska, Colorado, and 
other communities which the Union Pacific Railroad runs, and 
also to all the communities through which the Northern Pacific runs, 
because, as I said before, under a recent decision of the Supreme Court 
the Northern Pacific is in the same category with the Union Pacific. 
Congress having intended to put on them the burden of paying the cost 
of surveying these lands, the Supreme Court held that that lien remains 
with a consequent title on the part of the Government, and the new 
communities of Dakota and Montana are prevented from taxing those 
lands though the company has mortgaged them and isselling them, and 
is exercising all the authority any owner can over any portion of his 
property. The communities through which the railroad is built are 
carrying on all the operations of government, building school-houses, 
furnishing them with teachers, organizing cities and towns, and sub- 
jecting themselves to taxation for the purpose of the —— of life 
and property, and are paying all the taxes, while the railroad company 
gets its fair share of the benefits from government and pays none of the 
taxes, except what it pays on its road-bed and rolling-stock. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask a question for information? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. At what enod in the history of a land grant toa 
railroad does the Senator hold that the lands ought to become taxable 
by the local authorities? I see the third section of the bill provides 
that nothing in this act shall prevent the right of Congress ‘‘ to declare 
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or enforce a forfeiture of any lands Enei? Does the Senator hold 
that the lands are taxable before they are completely earned, so that no 
forfeiture can be declared? 

Mr. PLUMB. So far as that is concerned, that is a question which 
is not attempted to be settled by this bill. We simply say that what- 
ever right these communities have with reference to taxing these lands 


as other p: is taxed we will not interfere with. We therefore 
withdraw the Government lien. The third section, which vides 
that this shall not be construed as in any wise affecting the right of the 


Government to declare a forfeiture, is a very proper provision to be in- 
serted, because no one, I take it, desires to fesse by legislation now 
any land grant to any railroad company, and this only repels a possible 
inference. 

I see what is in the Senator’s mind. He is thinking of a case where 
by the withdrawal of our lien a community might tax these lands, and 
yet thereafter Congress might declare a forfeiture. That would simply 
bring into exercise at once the conscience of Con Congress in for- 
feiting a land grant undoubtedly would provide for the payment of 
whatever money had been invested in the payment of taxes on the 
land. It has ample authority also over all the agencies of the Terri- 
torial government. It may provide that the Territories which had 
levied these taxes should repay them if it were necessary; but I have 
no fear that Congress in the exercise of any power of forfeiture hereafter 
will do any injustice to any individual who may buy these lands by 
reason of the fact that we have taken our lien off them, so that they 
may be made subject to taxation. 

Boe CHACE. Will not the Senator permit an amendment to that 

Mr. PLUMB. Then we simply project ourselves into a condition of 
things that may never exist. 

Mr. CHACE. But such cases may exist. 

Mr. PLUMB. Such cases do not exist. That isa field which the 
Committee on Public Lands felt that it was not wise to enter into. 
We felt that the least the Government could do and that it onght 
promptly to do was to stand outoftheway. Whyshould not the Govern- 
ment even give up entirely and relieve the companies from the neces- 
sity of the payment of the cost of surveying in order that these lands 
may become subject to taxation, and thereby a source of revenue in- 
stead of a burden to the new communities in which they lie? So far 
as I am concerned, if it were necessary to do that, which it is not, I 
should be willing to remit to the railroad companies, or to the com- 
munities in which the railroad lands are situated, this entire lien, this 
three dollars and a half or four dollars a quarter-section, or whatever 
it is, so that we might no longer do injustice to these new communities 
which so much need to have the right to tax these lands. But, as I 
said, we simply stand out of the way; we provide that our lien shall 
not be in the way of the taxation of these lands, and we provide that 
whoever purchases the lands at any tax-sale under the laws of any State 
or Territory shall, oaa arai to the payment of the tax, pay the lien 
of the to be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior, in ay 5 way that while the Government stands out of 
the way it loses no cent of all the money that it is entitled to receive 
back as the cost of surveying and selecting and conveying these lands. 
Those fees are to be paid by the at the tax-sale. But Ishall 
fo the purchaser an amendment at the proper time to provide for the repayment 

purchaser of any money that may be collected from the railroad 
on this account hereafter under the provisions of the second 
pear ey 

After having given to this subject a great deal of consideration here- 
tofore, having been the author of a bill which has twice passed the Sen- 
ate but failed to pass the other House of Congress, on this subject, I 
do not believe that it is possible to adopt a wiser or better rule than 
the one we have in this bill. The fundamental idea that the 
Government shall stand out of the way, shall cease any longer to in- 
= lien between the taxing power of the communities and the 

companies, I think, is the least we can do, and we ought to 
do that very promptly, I think. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish toask aquestion of the Senator from Kansas. 
Does he understand section 3 to mean that this act does not affect any 
other lands than those confirmed to the companies ? 

Mr. PLUMB. No lands whatever that have been made the subject 
of grant shall be in any wise affected in reference to the right of the Gov- 
ernment to forfeit them by the passage of this act. If there is any form 
of words that will make that any more comprehensive, I am authorized 
on the part of the committee to accept it. In other words, we did not 
intend to deal with any question except the one of taking our lien out 
of the way in such manner that whatever result follows to other peo- 
ple’s property would follow to the railroad property. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have an amendment to offer. If it be now in 
order I will offer it. If not, I will have it read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
New York will be read for information. The Chair is informed by the 
Secretary that the pending amendment is that offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Secretary please report that amendment? 
I was not aware of the fact that it was pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
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ment of the Senator from Massachusetts, and then the amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from New York. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add: 

That not more than 640 acres of the lands sold under the provisions of this act 


ehall be by any one person, or shall thereafter be acquired or owned 

or held in trust for any one m; and any title or interest acquired in viola- 

tion hereof shall be forfeited to the United States, without any act of entry or 

other process whatever, 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will report the amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. EVARTS. The amendment which I ask to have read for infor- 
mation will come in on the eighth line of the first section, after the 
word ‘‘therefor,’’ and is of limited extent and operation. 

But this provision shall not apply to lands unsurveyed, nor to lands not ascer- 
tained and allocated as within such grant, 

An objection has been felt and insisted upon in delays of taxation by 
the interval occurring between the issue of the patents and the sala- 
bility or marketable condition of the lands which might be and which 
were availed of by sales by the corporation. As I have conferred with 
my learned friend the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], I believe 
there is no objection felt to the first member of this clause, to wit: 

But this provision shall not apply to lands unsurveyed. 


Mr. PLUMB. The committee did not think that the bill covered 
unsurveyed lands because unsurveyed lands can not be made the sub- 
ject of that description which would make a levy of tax upon them pos- 
sible. Therefore, there is no objection to making that certain. 

Mr. EVARTS. My learned friend is therefore willing that it should 
be certain. Thesecond member of the amendment that I offer is simply 
to have it appear that the tax shall not be exacted from the railroad 
companies until it has been made apparent that the lands on which 
they are to pay the tax are within the grant. That seems to me en- 
tirely reasonable, and it should be suitable to all the purposes of the 
bill, unless it run at all counter to the object of not making taxability 
depend upon the position of the Government, of readiness to receive 
taxes and issue patents. . 

If this amendment be admitted it will, I suppose, satisfy all the rea- 
sonable requirements; and perhaps it is not unreasonable that the rail- 
road companies should be called upon to submit to them. It would 
seem to be on principle not at all variant from the rights of the railroad 
companies that they should not be called upon to pay taxes upon lands 
when they were not in position to make sales that would bring the 
price, for the want of a good title. Absolute security of that kind can 
not be evidenced in dealing with railroad grants any more than with 
private ownership until there is consummated in the îon by the 
vendor a patent to the very section or quarter-section that is to be dis- 

f ; 


posed of, 

Itis, I believe, true, as the Supreme Court has held, and rightly held, 
as we all understand, that the grants are grants in presenti, and do not 
need to be made dependent upon the “issue of patents for the validit; 
of the right. -These railroad companies have been in the habit of sell- 
ing in advance of the patent, and the taxability of what would pass out 
of their ownership into private occupation is what is sought for, and 

roperly sought for, if you please for the argument, in taxing them; 
but it does not seem to me at all reasonable that taxation should be 
exacted from a particular lot of land from the railroad companies until 
some action has been taken by the Government which shows that that 
very parcel of land is within the grant. My amendment is intended 
to go no further than that ascertainment. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Suppose there should be some of this land where 
there has been no legal title vested in the railroad company, to which 
they claim title and over which they exert some degree of authority, 
what would be the condition of the case then? If they are exercising 
authority over it, if they are seeking to sell it, ought there not to be 
some right to tax the lands that they claim to control? 

Mr. EVARTS. The scheme of this taxation is not made to depend 
upon the fact that the railroad companies have with E foe 
cels and that they are in the hands of private owners; it is p ing 
upon the scheme that the lots are the subject of taxation although re- 
maining unsold, because they may be made the subject of sale. 

In the great railroads that traverse the continent no party is more 
interested in the proper conservation of the values of the properties of 
these companies, including the land grants themselves, than the United 
States as the great sécond mortgagee that is to look out for the protec- 
tion of the Treasury. The Government therefore is interested in deal- 
ing with all these granted lands upon the principle of dealing with 
them as an owner should deal with them in getting the best price by 
a market being sought under the most favorable circumstances of ex- 

ure. 

It has no interest in encouraging sales of these lands by these com- 
panies upon a doubtful or a pieva pirs value, from uncertainty either 
in to forfeiture or in regard to authenticity of allocation. The 
Government has the same interests, as the great and the second mort- 
gagee on these properties, that the stockholders or those who have to 
come after the first mortgage have, that the sales should be conducted 


and the exaction of taxation should fall upon the true principles that | pi 


govern between owner as venderand purchaser as vendee, Recognizing 


the propriety of having no vague and unsettled space of time by the act 
to be arrived at, as it seems to me, I propose in the interest of all con- 
cerned that the best prices shall come and that taxation shall not fall 
prematurely, by desiring that there shall not be this faculty of State 
or local taxation from these railroad companies until it is ascertained 
so as to be in a marketable condition, if not by patent at least by ascer- 
eras that the parcel itself is the subject of ownership and the sub- 
ject of sale. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know that I have any objection to the first 
branch of the amendment. I will suggest with the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that his amendment be laid aside informally 
ke foe cae amendments which I shall offer from the committee are 

opted. 

Mr. HOAR. I desired to have my amendment pending in order that 
I may not be compelled to renew it again if I should happen to be ab- 
sent. It was the order of the Senate that it should be treated as pend- 
ing. Iwish to have that order continue, but Iam willing that it shall 
be laid aside temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ments su ited by the Senator from Kansas will be acted upon, con- 
sidering the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts as pending. 
The Chair hears no objection. < 

Mr. PLUMB. In section 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘company,” I 
move to insert the words ‘‘or for its use and benefit,’’ so as to read that 
“lands granted to such company or for its use and benefit.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

TheCHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘ company,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘or for its use and benefit;’’ so as to read: 


That if any railroad corporation required by law to pay the costs of survey- 
ing, selecting, or conveying any lands | ahaa to such company, or for its use 
and benefit, by act of Congress, shall for thirty days neglect or refuse to pay 
any such costs, &c, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to add to section 2 the following words: 

But when any sum shall be collected of such railway company as costs of sur- 

es selecting, and conveying any tract of land which have been pur- 

under the provisions of section 1 hereof, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall out. of such collection reimburse said purchaser, his heirs or assi , the 
Seater of money paid by him as the costs of such surveying, selecting, and 
conveying. e 


Mr. PLUMB. In regard to the amendment of the Senator from New 
York, as I said the committee believed that the bill as limited did not 
authorize the taxing of unsurveyed lands, because until they are sur- 
veyed there is no way whereby they can be described so that they can 
be placed on the tax-list. If it is deemed advisable to make that any 
more certain, speaking for the committee I shall have no objection to 
the first part of the amendment of the Senator from New York, but in 
=e to the latter part I can not agree that that shall be adopted. 

he trouble about this matter heretofore has been that the railroad 
company would not act, and without the action of the railroad company 
the Government would notact. If the Senator’s amendment is inserted 
it will leave the condition of things exactly as it isnow: the railroad 
company will not pay the costs of surveying, and selecting, and convey- 
ing the lands, and the Government will not therefore e the pat- 
ent, which according to the idea of the Senator from New York is the 
way, and the only way, whereby these lands can be allocated. 

There is no act of segregation, of special distinction concerning these 
lands which is not found in the statute granting the same that can be 
exercised or done by the Government except the issuance of a patent or 
a certification which under the law amounts to the same thing as a pat- 
ent. Therefpre the one thing between the railroad company and title 
to-day is the issue by the Government of a patent, and it is the only 
thing that can add specification to the particular tracts of Jand which 
may be known as railroad land within the terms of any act granting 
land to a railroad company. 

In regard to these lands, there are two classes. They are what are 
known as landsin place; that is to say, the particular sections named 
in the statute, as, for instance, the odd sections, which are usually the 
class of sections granted by the various acts of Congress; and the lands 
which are known as indemnity lands. The Pacific railroads have got 
nothing except lands in place. They get no indemnity lands. They 
were entitled to the odd sections within a certain limit on each side of 
the line as definitely located, unless those lands had before that time 
been in some manner ted from the public domain, or title thereto 
parted with by the United States. They got noindemnity for the lands 
they lost by reason of the fact that before that time some of the sections 
were of and were not subject to the grant. 

Therefore it is known absolutely and unqualifiedly what lands each 
one of these railroad companies got, because they got all the odd sec- 
tions within the granted limits that were not otherwise disposed of. 
The owners of the Pacific railroads know to-day precisely where their 
lands are and they have been surveyed. They know them for all the 

of mortgaging and for all the ores of sale, and there is 
nothing that can be done now by the United States Government to 
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farther pick out and select and designate and make certain those sec- 
tions except the issuance of a patent; and that does not make it any 
more certain, because, as I said, the sections are named, and losing the 
sections they get no others. Really a patent would not make it any 
more certain except in some very remote contingency; and as it is the 
fact that the railroad companies have not demanded the patents, and 
that the Government have not issued the patents that makes this diffi- 
culty which we are seeking to avoid, and it would seem to me to be 
worse than useless to provide for re-enacting the same difficulty in the 
present bill. 

When it comes to the Northern Pacific grant, which is the other con- 
spicuous one to which the bill would apply, that company got the odd 
sections within certain limits on each side of its constructed line in the 
States through which it passes and within certain broader limits in the 
Territories through which it passes; and if any of those sections had 
been disposed of before by the Government, then they are entitled to 
go into certain other limits outside and select lands in lieu of the place 
lands which they thus lost. 

The way in which those lands are determined is by the eémpany cer- 
tifying to the General Land Office a list of the lands that it has lost; 
that is to say, a list of the odd sections which it would have had except 
for the fact that they have been otherwise disposed of by the General 
Government, and then being authorized to go out into the indemnity 
limits and select other lands in place of the lands so lost, and in select- 
ing they are bound to name the particular section or quarter-section 
which they take. That makes the grant in all those particulars per- 
fectly certain and without any possibility of mistake arising in regard 
to it. 

Whatever is necessary to make thelands certain within the limits of 
the Northern Pacific grant is within the power of the railroad company 
itself; and to say that the lands should not be taxed unless they thus 
made their grant certain would be to say that they should not be taxed 
unless they elect to have them taxed. Thatis thedifficulty with which 
weare confronted now, that they do not elect to have their lands taxed; 
they do not pay the costs of surveying, selecting, and conveying, and 
thus the lands escape taxation. Therefore you would be providing in 
one section that our lien should not stand in the way, and at the very 
next breath providing that a railroad company might at all times in- 
terpose the same objectionsit has heretofore interposed to prevent taxes 
from being levied and collected. 

I do not suppose that any law ever to be passed will operate with 
absolute wes everywhere and upon all persons, under all circum- 
stances and conditions; but the simple proposition is, that whereas to- 
day we have got a lien amounting toa considerable sum upon this land 
for the cost of survey, and by reason of that the land can not be taxed 
and thereby great burdens fall upon the local communities in which 
the land lies, in consideration of all these things, in view of the exi- 
gencies of the case, the justice of it, the fact that these railroads have 
escaped taxation so long, Congress simply lifts the lien and says that 
whatever other obstacles there may be in the way of the imposition of 
the very proper burdens of government upon this land it shall be treated 
as all other property within the local jurisdiction. 

For these reasons I can not consent to the adoption of the last part of 
the amendment of the Senator from New York. The first part is, as I 
said, what I beligve the billtobenow. The last part, in my judgment, 
would render the bill largely if not wholly nugatory. 

Mr. EVARTS. The only answer that I have heard from the Senator 
from Kansas on the second branch of my amendment is that all the 
lands are ascertained and allocated just as distinctly as they can be or 
need tobe. I haye only asked that taxation shall not fall until that pre- 
dicament which he assigns to these parcels of land shall be actually 
evident and known. He says that all these lots of land that I desire 
shall not be taxed until they are ascertained and allocated as within 
the grants are sufficiently ascertained already, because all of these par- 
cels named in the granting laws according tothe lines and routes of the 
railroad are by those laws well ascertained. 

Very well; I only ask that in this second branch of my proposition 
as in the first about unsurveyed lots, there shall be left nothing open 
for litigation on the part of States and counties, or open for court agi- 
tations on the subject except that very thing; that the present license 
of taxation now given-by authority of the United States and thus spring- 
ing into active force immediately by virtue of this proposed law shall 
be exactly on those parcels of land and no others, that are definitely 
ascertained upon the statement of the learned Senator from Kansas. 
But I do desire now that the legislation takes its inception in the au- 
thority accorded by this Government to the States and the counties, 
that it shall be a taxation only upon those parcels of land that are 
brought into that condition of ascertainment which the Senator has 
been ready to designate as properly following the lines of these grants. 

Therefore it does not seem to me that there is any better reason for 
objecting to the second branch of my amendment than there was to the 
first; that is, that it is not necessary because the ascertainment and 
allocation hasbeen had. Should it be so declared, then, and only when 
it has been declared, there shall be this taxation. Indeed, the Senator 
went so far as to assert that everything had been done in the way of 
ascertainment except issuing the patent. Ido not askso broad a state- 


ment as that, but I do ask that before the parcels of land are thrown 
open to taxation by the concession of the United States, it shall be only 
upon lands that are ascertained as under the grant; if by the terms of 
the grant, all the better, and that is the view of theSenator from Kan- 


sas. 

Mr. PLUMB. The difference between the Senator from New York 
and myself is just this: I say that the location of the land has already 
been ascertained, and ascertained as soon as the land was surveyed, be- 
cause then we know what the odd sections are; but the Senator wants 
something to be done hereafter in addition to that, and that is what I 
object to, because that must rest with the railroad company itself to 
have it done, and resting with them as heretofore they will not have 
it done, and therefore the lands will continue to escape taxation. 

Mr. EVARTS. That brings it narrower, then. There is nota word 
in this clause which looks to the future. If it has already been done, 
so much the better. If it has not been done, then it may need to be 
done. The language which I propose to insert is: 

But this provision shall not apply to lands unsurveyed, nor to lands not ascer- 
tained and allocated as within such grant. 


Mr. TELLER. Ifthe land is to be ascertained it must be ascertained 
by some action of the proper department of the Government, and that 
is the Land Office. So the Senator’s amendment is practically a dec- 
laration that there shall be no tax until there is an adjustment of all 
these grants. That is a work which will not be accomplished for many 
years. It would be utterly impossible for the department to ascertain 
and adjust all the difficult contesting questions between settlers and 
the railroad companies for a number of years to come, in regard toa 
portion of this land, at least. 

The who takes the tax title, who bids at the sale upon the 
theory that this is the p ty of the railroad company, is the only 
person who can suffer, if the ascertainment has not been made. He 
buys with his eyes open. If it turns out that it is the railroad com- 
pany’s property, the railroad company is not affected. If it turns ont 
that it is the property of the Government of the United States, then 
of course the Government of the United States is not affected. If it 
turns out that it is a settler’s property, it is not then taxable because 
the title is still in the United States. 

If the second branch of the amendment of the Senator from New York 
is incorporated in the bill, the bill might as well be dropped. There 
would be no assessment and no taxes levied for years to come under the 
bill, because if it means anything it will be when the Land Department 
has declared officially that all of these lands belong tothe railroad com- 
panies, and each section or each fraction of asection, as the case may be, 
it will be necessary that they should certify to somebody or in some 
way declare that it has been determined by the proper authority that it 
belongs to the railroad company, and that can not be done while a single 
quarter-section is in controversy. 

Thequestion was asked by the Senator from Connecticut, when shonld 
this railroad company pay taxes? When should they do what every- 
body else in the country does, pay taxes upon their property? I say 
whenever they have absolute dominion over it, whenever they have 
earned the land, whenever the Government has surveyed it, then they 
ought to pay the tax on it, because for all practical purposes it is theirs 
and is so treated by the railroad company. Why should they not pay 
taxes on it when they can sell it, when they can give permission to oc- 
cupy it, when they can realize benefits from the grant? Why should 
they not pay taxes on it as well as sell it? 

I have no objection to the first provision of the amendment of the 
Senator from New York, because I think that is what the present bill 
means, and practically thatis what would be done. No assessor would 
go out and tax unsurveyed land. The impossibility of describing it, 
the impossibility of the purchaser who bought it at the tax sale find- 
ing it, would render that thing impossible. Everybody understands 
that one of the essentials of a tax title is a proper description. It has 
been held everywhere, and would be held in every community in the 
world, that property must be definitely pointed out before it can be 
taxed, and before it can be sold the deed must convey by boundaries. 
Practically that provision is in the bill now, but I have no objection 
myself to its being put in the bill specifically. 

The Senator from Oregon, speaking of the Northern Pacific, says 
that that company has only received a small pfoportion of its land and 
that the fault has been with the Department. In 1870, in an appro- 
priation act, there was an appropriation made for the payment of the 
costs of surveys. It was provided that the company should receive no 
farther patents or certificates of land until it should have paid thecosts 
of surveys, &e. Without noticing that, it being in an appropriation 
act, the Department in 1873 certified some 700,000 or 800,000 acres of 
land to the company. It discovered later that there was about $26,- 
000 due to the Government of the United States, which ought to have 
been paid before the patent issued. The company declined to pay. 
They declined to pay upon the ground that they had taken their grant 
without any such provision, and Congress had not the right to insert 
such a provision in the statutes, and thus affect and change their grant. 
That controversy continued until 1882, the matter having been at dif- 


ferent times the subject of more or less discussion. In May or June, 
1882, the railroad company applied to the Department for the certifi- 
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presented to the Commis- 


cation of further lands. ‘The matter was 
sioner of the General Land Office, and finally referred to the Secretary 
of the Interior, and on the 5th of June, if I recollect aright, he de- 


cided that they were liable to pay for these surveys before they were 
entitled to their grant, and they were again notified for the second 
time, as they had been notified in 1874 by the then Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, that until they did pay the $26,000 there 
should be no more certification of lands to the company. Later, in 
September, 1882, the company paid the $26,000 and put themselves in 
such a relation to the Department that they were entitled to have the 
land certified to them as they paid up. So it was not the fault of the 
Department, but it was the fault of the company itself that from 1873 
to 1882 there was no land certified to them at all. 

_ Under the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States there 

is not any necessity that this company should haye a patent; they have 
os an absolute grant and all they need with a patent is to show that 
they have got it. Their title remains practically the same without the 
patent as with it, and neither they nor any of these railroad companies, 
with rare exceptions, have been anxious to have their patents. I think 
I may state it as a rule that the railroad com have not demanded 
patents or certifications of title except when they wanted to sell and 
when the demanded of them some evidence of title. They 
have studionsly as a rule refused to pay the’ cost of the survey and the 
cost of the selection and have kept just sufficient title in the Govern- 
ment of the United States, ashadowy, doubtful title, but just sufficient 
so that the Supreme Court would always interpose andsay, ‘‘Thereisa 
paeng that the land may revert tó the United States because you 

ye not paid the $3 or $4 a quarter-seetion, and therefore the land 
is not to be taxed.” It is upon that theory that the taxes have not 
been levied, and the Supreme Court recently declared that in the case 
of the North Pacific no tax could be levied until this money was paid. 

As was said by the chairman of the committee, this is not an authoris 
zation to anybody to tax this property. We donot say to any State or 
to any Territory, “tax this property.% We simply say that the title, 
the possibility of a reversion to the United States, shall not stand in 
the way of a tax, and that is all. Noauthority is given, I repeat, and 
all questions as to whether they are properly taxed will be settled with 
the railroad company in the courts of the jurisdiction where the taxing | scq 
is done exactly as the case is settled with the citizen. 

I can not conceive of any reason why reat anxiety should be ex- 
pressed that this railroad company should have that which is denied 
to the settler. The moment that the settler enters his pre-emption 
claim and gets his certificate, his duplicate, nobody waits for the pat- 
ent. The taxing authorities go to the land office and discover all who 
have entered up to a certain date when the time comes for laying the 
taxes, and then insert them in the list of taxable , and the set- 
tler pays at once a tax upon his land that he has got the title to long 
befare he gets the patent. Why should not the same rule apply here? 
‘The settler pays at once when he has an equitable title. These par- 
ties have got a legal title, and yet they decline to pay, waiting either 
for the evidence of it or waiting until they shall have discharged a duty 
moea upon them by law, the payment of the costs of survey, selec- 
tion, &e. 


Mr. EVARTS. The Senator from Colorado seemsto treat this amend- 
ment in a different aspect from that which the Senator from Kansas 
has imputed to it. The Senator from Kansas, as I understand, held 
Dus a grants then ascertained and located the lands that might be 
tax 

Mr. TELLER. I did not raise a question of that character. Isim- 
ply said that it is a direction to the department to do some affirmative 
thing, and that there is no affirmative thing it can do except to adjust 
the whole area of the grant. 

Mr. EVARTS. Having stated the view of the Senator from Kansas, 
Era gir ita to state the view of the Senator from Colorado, that 
i of being a harmless clause as viewed by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, it was a fatal clause as viewed by the Senator from Colorado, be- 
cause the parcels that might thus be taxed would need to be ascer- 
tained by some action of the Government whether they did or did not 
fall within the grant. That is precisely what I wish to have deter- 
mined now in the bill. It is to avoid the difference of opinion in courts 
and in administration by the laws and authorities of the States, as is 
now evidenced by the great dispute between so competent authorities 
asthe Panait Kon Coksehs end tha Hétatec FON Wanton. : 

There is not any word ‘‘hereafter ” in my amendment. There is 
not any proposition of future action initatall. I wish to guard against 
this taxation except upon land that is known by law as being within 
the grants. Ifshown by the grants themselves, very well, and I think 
for the great part they are so shown; but my proposition is, that it 
should be in the bill upon the same ground that unsurveyed lands are 
not to be subjected to taxation. 

I must therefore submit, with great respect to these views of more 
competent Senators on these topics, that this is not an amendment 
which attacks the true spirit and meaning of the measure as framed 
and intended, but is merely to explain and make secure what its mean- 


om PLUMB. I willask fora division of the question on the amend- 


par I think there will be no objection to the first part of the amend- 


m The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. EVARTS] is not now pending, but the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar) 

Mr. EVARTS. Isupposed the alee of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts had been informally set aside, and therefore my amendment 
might be now in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That was the understanding, I think. The Senator 
from Massachusetts had no desire to have his amendment come up un- 
til the other amendments were offered. 

Mr. EVARTS. That while the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] was in the chair, and I supposed that my amendment could 
be-now regularly offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: If it is understood by Senators that 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts is withdrawn, the 
Chair will receive the amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not withdrawn, but simply remains pending 
until the other amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. By unanimous consent the Senate agreed to act upon 
certain amendments which the Senator from Kansas, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, proposed to offer, with the understanding that 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts was pending. 

Mr. PLUMB. In that event I will ask that the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts be interposed at a point su the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], which 
was adopted ata preceding session of the Senate. I have no objection 
to it myself. I ask that it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will be read as proposed to be inserted at the 
point designated. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let it go in as a proviso to succeed the proviso which 
was adopted on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The CHIEF CLERK, It is proposed to add as an additional proviso to 
section 1: 

Provided further, That not more than 640 acres of the lands sold under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be pu by any one person, or shall thereafter be 

acquired or owned or held in trust for any one person ; and any title or interest 


acquired in violation hereof shall be forfeited to ro United States, without any 
act of entry or other process whatever. 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, if he were present, upon what theory he that in the 
State of Colorado oD tere archaser at a tax-sale shall only buy a certain 
amount of property that is subject to taxation in that State? 

Mr. DOLPH. And if he does buy more that it shall be forfeited to 
the United States? 

Mr. TELLER. Further than that, if he buys more, although he may 
buy it of somebody else, or if he holds it in trust for somebody else, it 
shall be forfeited. I am willing to go as far as anybody in limiting the 
area of the public land to purchasers; I am ing todo anything that 
isproper to prevent the monopoly of property in land after it has ceased 
to be public land; but I deny the right of Congress to say how much 
land be bought in the State of Colorado that is subject to taxation 
under its laws. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think there can be any valig @hjection raised 
against the power of Congress in this case, so far as the limitation upon 
the amount to be sold is concerned, because, the title ing from 
the United States and the United States at this time lifting a lien in 
order that the land may be taxed, I have no doubt that it is entirely 
within the competency of Congress to put such conditions on the sale 
as it may see fit. So far as the last clause of the amendment is con- 
cerned, that ought not to be adopted, because that would go upon the 
assumption that the tax-sale absolutely divested the title without any 
interposition even of a deed, and that, if land shall be purchased at 
that sale in violation of this provision, it should then revert to the 
United States, which absolutely cuts out the railroad company, which 
may have earned, which must have earned the land, and must have 
had a valid title to it before it could be subject to taxation at all. 
That is something which can not be done in this way. railroad 
company of course has got a right there, the right of redemption under 
the local law up to the time of the issuance of the deed, and probably, 
as in most of the States, until a certain specified time thereafter; yet 
under this amendment the moment one person shall purchase more 
than 640 acres of land the title must revert to the Government, that 
is to say, the valid title. That certainly can not be the case. I have 
no objection at all to the first part of the amendment, but the last 
part undoubtedly ought to be stricken out. I therefore move to amend 
the amendment by striking out all after the word “‘person,’’ in line 4. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas to the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 


will be stated. : 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4 of the pro amendment, after the 
word “‘person,’’ it is moved to strike out remainder of the amend- 


ment, as follows: 


And any title or interest acquired in violation hereof shall be forfeited to the 


process whatever. 


United States without any act net of entry or other 
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So as to read: 
Provided er, That not more than 640 acres of the lands sold under the pro- 
visions of act shall be purchased by any one person, or shall thereafter be 


acquired or owned or held in trust for any one person, 


Mr. PLUMB. The suggestion is made to me that, as the Senator 
from Massachusetts who moved the amendment is probably in the 
building, it would be well to ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment lie over until the other amendments have been disposed of. He 
has been sent for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that this amendment be laid over until the other amend- 
ments are disposed of. That will be considered as agreed to if there 
be no objection. The next amendment will be stated. The Senator 
from New York [Mr. EVARTS] has proposed an amendment. 

Mr. EVARTS. As the first clause of my amendment, if the Senator 
from Kansas will give me his attention, may be considered as out of 
ee and objection, that perhaps may be treated as accepted, as re- 
tained. 

Mr. PLUMB. So far as I have authority to accept it I will accept 
it. However, I suppose it will need a formal adoption in order to in- 
corporate it in the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let there be a division of the question, and let the 
first clause of the amendment be agreed to. : 

Mr. EVARTS. I will therefore divide the question in this way; I 
offer the amendment to add: 


But this provision shall not apply to lands unsurveyed. 


Mr. PLUMB. At what point in the bill does the Senator from New 
York pro to insert those words? 

Mr. EVARTS. After the word ‘‘ therefor,” in the eighth line of the 
first section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as now proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It occurs to me that that clause of the amend- 
ment covers the whole question. It says that the provision shall not 
apply to lands which are unsurveyed. It can not apply to all the sec- 
tions named in the original grant unless they have been surveyed. It 
occurs to me that the Senator from Kansas in accepting the amend- 
ment has given away the whole question in dispute, if I understand it. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the lands are not surveyed there is no way of tell- 
ing what portion of them the railroad company has got. They can not 
be made the subject of description on the tax-roll until surveyed, and 
consequently there can not be that certainty which must necessarily be 
observed in order to designate the object of taxation. These 
lands must necessarily be described on the tax-roll in the method ob- 
served in their survey, as forinstance, the northeast quarter of a certain 
section, or the whole of a certain section, giving also township and 
range in which the section is found. Then it becomes definite and cer- 
tain; but in the absence of a survey which establishes the fact where 
the odd section is which becomes the subject of the grant there can be 
no such description of it. All the other lands which have been sur- 
veyed of course can be put in the tax-roll just as they can in the case 
of individual ownership. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understood the Senator to say in his former 
argument that wherever the section was specially designated in the land 
grant, though there may have been no.survey y dividing up 
that section, yet that was sufficiently identified for the purposes of tax- 
ation. Ifso, then the amendment of the Senator from New York would 
exclude that entire section from liability to taxation, because there had 
not been any survey of the different quarter-sections and half-sections 
under the or I may have misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is a lack of apprehension in the Senator’s mind 
as to how these surveys are made, The lands are surve first, into 
Steg Then they are subdivided into sections; then not act- 
ually subdivided into quarter-sections, but there is put at equal inter- 
vals between the corners on each side a stone, the result of a survey, 
which is supposed to furnish the means of subdividing into quarter- 
sections. 

: The meaning of the amendment of the Senator from New York is not 
that the section shall be surveyed, but that the general section of land 
in which is the particular section that the railroad com is entitled 
to shall be surveyed in order that the section to which they are entitled 
by reason of the grant may be positively known. 

Mr. TELLER. Located. 

Mr. PLUMB. That it may be located. There can be no question 
about that, and without the survey the land shall not be taxed at all. 
The committee believed (and it was the subject of specific discussion in 
the committee) that the bill as it now stands does not provide for the 
taxation of unsurveyed lands for the simple reason that they can not 
be located or described. 

Mr. INGALLS. Neither could they be patented. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; they could not be made the subject of any action. 

Mr. INGALLS. So that the amendment next suggested by the Sen- 
ator from New York has absolutely no meaning in connection with this 
paragraph. In the first place, the provision is that the exemption shall 


not be ‘‘for the costs of surveying, selecting, and conveying the same.’? 
Of course there can be no cost of surveying unsuryeyed lands, 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly not. 

Mr. INGALLS. And there can be no patent issued for unsuryeyed 
lands. Therefore, all the lands to which the provisions ef this clause 
can apply are surveyed lands, and it is simply repeating in another 
phrase the absolute significance and sense of the paragraph by saying 
that it shall not apply to unsurveyed lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatis entirely true, but the Senator from New York 
was anxious about it, and submitting it to some members of the com- 
mittee they said if he desired to have it more certain they would not 
object, although practically it repeated, as my colleague says, the pre- 
vious language of the bill. 

The question has heen asked by the Senator from Massachusetts sit- 
ting in front of me [Mr. Dawes], who is responsible for the survey or _ 
non-suryey of this land? I will say to him that the Government con- 


trols that question and not the railroad company. Therefore the ques- 


tion as to how fast the surveys shall continue of lands which have not 
heretofore been made the subject of surveys is a question to be settled 
by the Government and not by the rai companies; so that they 
will have no option; they are unable to say that any portion of the land 
which they claim under the grant shall not be surveyed, and therefore 
be made subject to taxation under the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. 2 

Mr. TELLER. Which amendment is this? 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘The first half. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 8, after the word ‘‘therefor,”’ 
it is proposed to insert: 
. But this provision shall not apply to lands unsurveyed, 


The amendment was to—ayes 24, noes not counted. : 

Mr. EVARTS. Now I move the second clause, to follow immediately 
after that which is now adopted: 

Nor to lands not ascertained and allocated as within such grant. 


Mr. PLUMB. I think we had better have the yeas and nayson that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest to the Senator from New York to employ 
the technical term that has long been used in regard to the public lands, 
and that is ‘‘located’’ instead of “allocated.” ‘‘Allocation’’ means 
to place one thing after another. The location of the public land an4 
the question of locating the public land has been the subject of legal 
definition for the greater of acentury without disturbance or ques- 
tion, and I submit that it is rather late to introduce a new phrase into 
our terminology. And if the Senator does not object I would rather 
vote on this with the word ‘‘located’’ than ‘‘allocated.’’ 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. i I can not consent to the change upon 
the reasons given by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. In the 
first ‘*allocated ’’ is much more technical than ‘‘ located?’ is. 

Mr. INGALLS. Bring mea y please. 

Mr. EVARTS. And in the seor plao allocated” does not mean 
utting one thing after another. ‘‘Allocation’’ means ‘‘assigning to.” 
will, however, for other reasons agree to the change pro , especially 

ifI can count on having a support of the amendment after that change. 


The to call the roll. 
Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
(when his name was called). I am paired with 


ator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. SAULSBUR 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iam paired with the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. Harrison], and as I do not know how he would vote if 
present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] asked 
me to pair with him for the day, and therefore I refrain from voting. 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague [| Mr. PALMER] is paired with the Sen- 

Carolina [Mr. TARR for the day. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am paired generally with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MORGAN], but being assured that he would vote against 
this amendment I have voted. . 

y Mr. eet I am paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 

RAY]. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] was com- 


-pelled to leave town. He is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE 


Mr. WALTHALL. I was requested by the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] to announce that he is paired with the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. CoL- 
QUITT] is paired with the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. CuLtom]. I do 
not know how my colleague would vote if present, and the Senator 
from Illinois may do as he pleases about voting on this proposition. 

Mr. eeann I am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
MILLER]. 
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The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—9. 
Blair, Evarts, Morrill 
Conger, Hearst, Mitchell of Oreg., Stanford 
NAYS—22. 
Berry, Eustis, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Brown, Fair, McPherson, Teller, 
Call, George, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Cameron, Hampton, Maxey, ves 
b) Payne, Wal l, 
Coke, Hawley, Piumb, Whitthorne, 
m, Ingalls, ` Wilson of Iowa 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, Wilson 
ABSENT—S. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Kenna, Ransom, 
Allison, e, n, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Gi > Manderson, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Miller, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Gray, Mitchell of Pa., Sawyer, 
Butler, Morgan, well, 
g Palmer, Vance, 
ouae, Jones of Arkansas, Pike, Voorhees. 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Platt, 
So the amendment was rejected. f: fi 
Mr. HOAR. I suppose my amendment is now pending, to be in- 
serted as an additional section, 


Mr. PLUMB. Let it be a proviso. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I will offer it in the shape of a proviso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be stated. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be added as a proviso to the first section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To which the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUME] has offered an amendment to strike out the last clause. 
The question is on the amendment to the amendment. 

‘Mr. EVARTS. Let the whole amendment be reported. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment and the amendment 
to the amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the proviso at the end 
of section 1 the following additional proviso: s 

Provided further, That not more than 640 acres of the lands sold under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be p by any one person, or shall thereafter be 
acquired, or owned, or held in trust for any one m; and any title or inter- 
est acquired in violation hereof shall be forfeited to the United States without 
any act of entry or other process whatever, 

The amendment to the amendment is to strike out the last clause, 
as follows: 

And any title or interest acquired in violation hereof shall be forfeited to the 
United States without any act of entry or other proeess whatever. 

Mr. CALL. I shall be very glad to hear from the Senator from 
Massachusetts how it is competent for Congress to make a law of this 
kind operating in the States. I can see how it might attach a condi- 
tion running with the land, but I donot see how it can be a perpetuity 
to last for three lives or more; nor do I understerstand how as to lands 
within the States any act of Congress can be operative to limit the 
tenure of lands or the amount of lands held by individuals contrary to 
the laws of the State. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it does not seem to me that there is any 
difficulty in that regard. As I understand, the authority for the sale 
of this land comes from the United States. It is land which has not 
yet passed under State jurisdiction for any of the purposes of aliena- 
tion. It is land the property in which is held by the United States, or 
is held by a railroad company, not subject to be divested by a tax-sale. 
Now we confer that authority, and we may confer it with such condi- 
tions as we may choose to require. If we may confer the authority to 
tax and to dispose at tax-sale of these lands, we may limit that an- 
thority by saying that they shall only be sold on condition that they 
shall be owned only in quantities not exceeding 640 acres. 

The purpose of this amendment, I suppose, will commend itself to 
almost all the Senators who have watched the dangers in modern times 
that attend the accumulation of lands in vast quantities in the hands 
of individuals or corporations. I suppose the Senator from Florida 
[ Mr. CALL], like other Senators, has seen some of the alarming state- 
ments which have been made that great masses of land are held in the 
hands of aliens, of corporations, whose stock is or may be hereafter in 
the hands of foreigners. 

A bill which has the Senate prohibits the acquisition of real 
estate in our Territories by aliens who have not initiated steps to be- 
come citizens. If I recollect aright, however, that bill has not pro- 
vided for the case of corporations whose stock may be held by aliens. 

Mr. PLUMB. Oh, yes, it does. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas not present when that bill passed. I have no 
objection to conceding the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas—that is, that the prohibition shall be expressed without requir- 
ing the title to revert to the United States. I call for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. 

ír. DOLPH. Isympathize with the purpose that the Senator from 
Massachusetts has in view, but I see the same difficulty that the Sen- 
ator from Florida has expressed. 


| of the land upon which this bill is to opera 


The Senator from Massachusetts, it appears to me, has a wrong idea 
about what we are here proposing to do. I do not understand that we 
are proposing to submit the lands of the United States to taxation. I 
do not understand with him that we are proposing to say that a part of 
the public domain shall be taxable. We are proposing to tax the lands 
of the railroad companies upon which the United States has a lien for 
a very small amount, supposed to be equivalent to about 3 cents per 
acre. Now we are proposing to do that by saying that these lands 
shall be taxable. 

Mr. HOAR. Are you not also proposing to make land taxable which 
the railroads are entitled to patents for but which patents they have 
failed to take. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will explain that. The United States has a lien on 
these lands for the cost of surveying, selecting, and patenting, amount- 
ing to about 3 cents an acre, a very small interest; but small as it is 
the courts have said that it is such an interest in the lands that they 
can not be taxed until the lien is removed from the lands. Now, we 
are not proposing to say permanently that these lands shall be taxed. 
We do not understand that we have any more power to say that the 
lands shall be taxed in Dakota or Montana than we have to say that 
the Senator’s sheep or horses or merchandise, if he has any, in Massa- 
chusetts, shall be taxed: 

a Mr. HOAR. The Senator desired to have me reply to his sugges- 
ion. 

Mr. DOLPH. Allow me to get through. 

Mr. HOAR. And therefore he will permit me to have an understand- 


ing as he along. 
Mr. DOLPH. I was only explaining what I supposed to be the the- 
ory of the bill. 


Mr. HOAR. Does not the Senator understand that a large portion 
te is land the title to which 
has not yet passed from the United States to the railroad and is not to 
pass until the railroad performs a certain condition hereafter? 

Mr. DOLPH. No, I donotunderstand that. I understand that the 
title goes with the act, and when the conditions are performed the title 
relates back and vests, commencing from the date of the grant. I un- 
derstand simply that the United States has a lien upon the land and 
holds that lien until the cost of surveying is paid; and when the patent 
is issued it is only the evidence of a previous title. 

Now, what are we proposing in this bill? We are proposing to say 
that this lien of the United States shall no longer be an o! ein the 
way of the taxation of these lands; that they may be sold for taxes 
notwithstanding the lien of the United States, and the purchaser at the 
tax-sale may come in and pay off the lien and have the land discharged 
from the effect of the lien, and then he acquires title and takes the 
patent instead of the railroad company. We are proposing simply to 
step outoftheway. That being the case, I should like to know under 
what constitutional provision we are going to say that there is to be 
attached to the title of the land of the railroad company a condition 
which shall ran with the land for all time to come and which shall 

revent the free alienation of it. I should like to understand further 

y what provision of the Constitution Congress is proposing to step in 
and say to the State of Colorado, ‘‘You may make your laws for the 
saleof lands, but in regard to this particular land in which the United 
States steps out of the way and permits to be taxable there shall be a 
condition attached that one man shall buy only 640 acres and that for 
all time to come one man shall own but 640 acres.” 

It seems to me, with all due deference to the legal attainments of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, that he has not considered properly what 
we are proposing to do by this bill and the title with which we are 
dealing. Ido not believe it is competent for Congress to attach this 
condition. If it is competent I should be glad to vote for the amend- 
ment, I should be glad to meet the difficulty which the Senator sees 
in the way, and which I called attention to at some length this after- 
noon, ofthe purchase of large bodies of this land by single individuals, 
but I think we are traveling out of the power of Congress, we are get- 
ting out of the legitimate scope of this bill when we undertake it. 

Mr. EVARTS. I think, Mr. President, we should all understand 
what the scope and force and reach of this amendment will be. 

Great amounts of land have been granted by this Government to va- 
rious railroad companies. This bill relates in a certain sense to all 
those grants. In the original grant there is not any requirement that in 
subsequent sales there shall be no holder of more than 640 acres of the 
lands granted. So, in the first place, this amendment seeks to put upon 
the land ts already conferred, under the operation of this amend- 
ment to this extent, that whenever any of them shall be sold for taxes 
in the States there shall be a perpetual exaction that no more than 640 
acres of them shall be held by any person. That, of course, is a bur- 
den upon the sales that these railroad companies make in the ordinary 
course of their management of the property, that whoever buys the lands, 
if there be a sale under the tax laws in any State, can make no acquisi- 
tion of more than 640 acres. It is a burden, a perpetual agreement on 
the part of the purchasers at these tax-sales, that more than that amount 
or land can not be held together. 

But aside from that, we come to another very difficult proposition, 
as it seems to me, I will tre2s this clause of the amendment with the 
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provision for forfeiture to the United States, and then consider what 
will happen after that is cut off. The provision is: 

That not more than 640 acres of the land sold under the provisions of this act 
shall be purchased by any one person. 


Thatis a definite and ascertained transaction, that a person buying 
any of these lands thus put up for sale can not purchase more than 640 
acres. But thereafter follows this: 


Or shall thereafter be acquired or owned or held in trust for any one person. 


That is, no portion bought under the provisions of this act, though 
not originally purchased in 640 acres, can afterward be ted and 
held in more 640 acres. Soyou have aland act as one*of the laws 
of the Territory or State thereafter so far as these lands are concerned 
that there can not be a holding of more than 640 acres. 

If I am not right in‘ that construction, this aggregation is not well 
made; but I can see no other construction of it. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the purpose of it. 

Mr. EVARTS. Very well. That is to say, if one person buys 600 
acres and another person buys 600 acres, nobody can put them together 
and own the 1200 acres. 

Mr. HOAR. That is it exactly. 

Mr. EVARTS. Nobody can have 1,200 acres atany time in the future. 
In other words, it is a perpetual land law applied to all these sections 
forever and forever. That is to say, while the eral Jand laws of the 
State have no such restriction and persons can buy and add togetheras 
purchasers whatever amount of acreage the State laws donot prohibit, 
there shall be another line of land running on forever in those States 
that can not be aggregated because the title was limited under a tax 
sale. That is the proposition. The wisdom of any such arrangement 
does not approve itself to me. 

Mr. DAWES. On any subsequent taxation after the lien is lifted, 
any subsequent assessment of tax is affected. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is a condition of the land, and it 
aggregated upon anywhere by anybody under any circumstances, 
although the general law of the State or Territory may permit any 
aggregation. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say to the Senator from New York that the 
purpose of the amendment is exactly what he describes; and if there 
is any doubt about it, it results from my failure to effect my purpose 
by language. i 
I desire, so far as the constitutional authority of the United States 
can go, to prevent in the future a repetition of the experience of Great 
Britain of the holding of a vast mass of land in one ownership, and to 
make it when this land goes out of the United States a perpetual con- 
dition that that shall not be accomplished, and as far as possible to se- 
cure the future American against that danger in the new Territories, 
and so far as this law applies in the new States. 

Mr. EVARTS. Well, is 1,200 acres a vast amount of ownership of 
land? Is that a proper limit to assign to farms—1,200 acres? Is it 
the rule, isit the idea, is it the notion anywhere in any of the States of 
this country that a farmer can not have more than 640 acres, and that 
forever and forever land shall be followed in these subdivisions? Ifit 
is a good rule and a good law governing the transmission of estates and 
their acquisition, why should you pounce upon these tax-sales and say 
they shall be held under a law that is not applicable to any other land? 

Now I come to the question, as I have not been wrong in construing 
the true meaning of this amendment of the forfeiture: 

And any title or interest acquired in violation hereof shall be forfeited to the 
United States without any act of entry or other process whatever. 

That is to say, the United States is kept the lord paramount under 
the English law system that can insist upon forfeiture under all cir- 
cumstances and at all future dates if the condition imposed by law hap- 

ns to be violated. That ties up and takes out of commerce all these 

ds. There is not a piece of land in the city of New York that is 
salable which is hampered ef a condition of a lord paramount, so that 
at any time hereafter for forfeiture there shall be an entry. The com- 
mon law has guarded forfeiture by every degree of astuteness, every 
degree of severity against such a tenure as that. And now it is pro- 
posed that the United States shall take the position of being lord par- 
Pora rena hanging up the freedom of land which is the freedom of 
any land. 

But how does it stand if this forfeiture to the United States is stricken 
out? What happens then? Who is lord paramount? Who then can 
enforce the forfeiture? Is it then a brutum fulmen? Or is there latent 
somewhere a power of forfeiture that can be claimed in the name of some 
one? Isit by the State, is it by the county that has sold the land? 
Where is the forfeiture? Strike out the forfeiture, and you have it left 
at large; and who can define the position at common law of the estate 
being forfeited by a breach of condition is to be enforced ? 

But, Mr. President, whatever might be said about the propriety of 
declaring that these immediate and primary sales should not exceed 640 
acres, it seems to me abhorrent to the whole of free ownership 
of land that any line of land whatever should be perpetually held and 
hampered by a condition at common law. 


can not be 
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I do not speak of this as having the least reference to the interest of 
railroad companies except so far as it will affect anybody else; and that 
is the deprivation of the jus disponendi so as to burden and reduce the 
value of land in the market—land now, land hereafter, land under all 
circumstances. 

I venture to say that whatever repugnance the United States and its 
people may have to large aggregations of land in private owners, this 
Government will never impress upon the public domain that it shall 
part with in the distribution among its citizens of public lands this for- 
feiture to be retained to the United States. If this Government will 
never adopt that rule as a rule of real property in any of the arrange- 
ments of the public lands, why should it insist upon it as to these par- 
ticular parcels where the title is to be acquired by this particular tax- 
sale? 

It seems to me, therefore, while it may be reasonable to provide that 
a sale shall not be made under these tax-sales of more than 640 acres 
in a parcel, that to impress on that land the n permanent con- 
dition of forfeiture is abhorrent to the whole system of freedom in the 
tenure of land. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, when I was taking my seat before, the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] rose and asked meif I would answer 
a question and make an explanation of a difficulty which was in his 
mind. Under the ruling of the Chair the very elaborate speech of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] has intervened between the 
question and the answer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair tinderstood the Senator 
from Massachusetts as having yielded the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Isupposed the Chair so understood, or the thing would 
not have happened. But I owe this apology to the Senator from Ore- 
gon for not having sooner answered his question. 

The Senator from Oregon asks if I understand that there is a title to 
these lands in the United States, or only alien. I certainly do under- 
stand that the lands upon which this bill is to operate are ly still 
held in fee by the United States as owner. They are lands not even 
made certain or allocated, to use the phraseology of the Senator from 
New York. They are lands to which these roads have not yet received 
their patents, and are not to receive them until they have paid certain 
costsof survey. Now, Ido not understand that that transaction passes 
a title to the railroads. Unquestionably it passes an assignable interest 
to the railroads except so far as restrained by the legislation which cre- 
ated them. Butit isquiteimmaterial. It is clear that these lands can 
neither be taxed nor sold for taxes without the assent of the United 
States, whether that necessity is caused in regard to any portion of 
them by our having a lien inconsistent with the power of taxation, or 
whether it is caused by our having a fee which we are not to part with 
until a certain condition takes place. : 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 
The act providing for the payment of costs was passed several years 
after the grant. It was nota part of the condition of the original 


t. 
mie HOAR. Patents have not issued and the land is not determined. 
How can it be said that a title is vested in these railroads whem nobody 
knows but that it is to depend on something in the future even what 
land they are to get? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will not take up time to explain that; but that was 
the very thing I talked about a long time to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. That is immaterial to my purpose, because the right 
of the United States to put a condition upon a transaction that can 
not occur without its assent either way is perfectly clear. 

My honorable friend from New York thinks that this proposition is 
objectionable, because itis creating a certain lord paramount, as heex- 
presses it. He knows it is to enforce this condition. 

Mr. President, the nation from which we have come has suffered, her 
working people have suffered, from the fact that her lands, small as they 
are compared with ours, have been engrossed by great landed proprie- 
tors and great noblemen. It isa fundamental maxim with all ns 
who understand the history of constitutional liberty or of the Argeri- 
can or English system of government that where the title in the land 
is, there is the sovereignty, in the long run, of the state. De Tocque- 
ville speaks of the effect of a suitable land system. Speaking of the 
abolition of primogeniture in New England under the operation of our 
body of liberties adopting the Kentish custom instead of the law of 
primogeniture in 1641, De Tocqueville says that when that system was 
adopted in the New England States, the American Revolution and the 
American Constitution followed as a natural sequence; and Mr. Web- 
ster in his great oration in 1820 at Plymouth said that you had but to 
ascertain the land laws of a people and you could predict without err- 
ing their history. I quote the substance, of course, and not the lan- 
guage of these great authorities, 

Here are in Great Britain these great landed estates through which 
two or three thousand men have directly or indirectly wielded the polit- 
ical affairs of that empire for more than a thousand years. The work- 
man, the small farmer, the tenant are turned out to make the preserves 
or the hunting grounds for the pleasure of the rich landed aristocracy. 
Our most thoughtful observers, especially those who have studied the 
labor question that is upon us, see aiy the signs of that danger in 
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our own sky. ‘There are cases already where in our Territories in the 

Northwest men of other countries are acq and corporations are 

acquiring vast landed estates; and it is now, as ty comes, 

the purpose of this amendment to dedicate forever so much of the pub- 

lic lands as is within our power and as we are now dealing with to the 

ownership of thesmall homesteader, instead of to the ownership of the 
t alien corporations and of the great alien proprietors. 

What is there of danger, what is there of the lord paramount in this? 
The United States, of course, so far as it legislates is the lord para- 
mount, but it isa lordship unt exercised for the entire people 
and in the interest of the entire people, i 

The Senator from New York asks if no farm should be permitted to 
exist of more than 640 acres. I answer that 640 acres is enough, as a 
general rule. Certainly when you consider the fact that there is much 
land that we can not reach by our legislation, 640 acres is enough to 

mere the title of the small homesteader to whose interest we are 
ooking. ‘ 

The Senator asks me why we fix this rule for'these particular parcels. 


The answer is, because we have let other particular parcels go, to the 
injury of the , out of our power without having fixed it. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Allow me to ask a question for my own in- 


formation. I understand the bill applies to lands already granted by 
act of Congress to certain railroad companies. Would not this be 
adding a condition subsequent to the grant of those lands? And can 


we do that? 

Mr. HOAR. Itis only addinga condition when we are providing for 
the authority for a method of sale. We say that if these 
lands are to be taken for taxes by a power not now authorized to tax 
them it shall only be done on the condition that the title acquired un- 
der that tax-sale shall be forever held in amounts not exceeding 640 
acres, Thatisall. Ido not understand that anybody questions the 
constitutionality of the condition, so far as it relates to the sales made 
under the authority of this act. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose the Senator from Massachusetts hardly 
anticipates anything like an exact repetition of the evils of large hold- 
ings of land in Great Britain; but we are in danger of reaching those 
evils by a different course altogether. I am unwilling, however, to en- 
cumber this bill as by the committee with any attempt to cover 
the whole general subject. ‘This has a wise and just purpose. Itisa 
bill based upon one I had the honor to present myself and which re- 
ceived the approval of some of the ablest lawyers in Dakota, and others 

resented by other gentlemen and referred to the Committee on Public 
Tanda: ‘The committee in its wisdom reported the present bill. 

There is a great deal more thatI desire to do, but I do not propose 
to reach it through amendments, I may say hastily prepared for the pend- 
ing bill. Let us have another bill. 

I was not here when the bill was concerning alien holding 
(though I had previously stated my approval of it) to avoid the great 
evils of extensive absentee landlordism. In general, as I recollect the 
bill, I approve it. 

There is a pending bill to repeal and end forever the pre-emption law, 
and to repeal the timber-culture law also, so that there may be but one 
way hereafter of getting possession of the public lands; that is to say, 
under the homestead act, with the exception of the provisions for hold- 
ing larger extents of grazing and desert lands. But there is more yet 
needed. 

Sir, the history of the State of New York from 1840 to 1850 is more 
instructive than the history of any other States in this matter, owing 
to the very fierce excitement that arose there known as the anti-rent 
agitation. There were felt the evils of large and permanent holdings of 
lands, and the people endeavored to strike at the rootiof the evil. I 
picked up the other day their constitution of 1846, which revived ay 
memory of the history of those days. Allow me to quote a paragrap 
or two. 

. IL „are di 
elit r yeast A A ALIE 
diction of the State; and all lands, the title to which shall fail, from a defect of 
heirs, revert or escheat to the people. 

I may say in passing that I think provisions such as it is attempted 
to add to the pending bill will be found to be very b e ulti- 
mately when this land under the control of States. I do not 
think it is wise that these lands should have attached to them for cen- 
turies to come conditions imposed now by the National Government, 
while we are simply the guardian of infant States. The next section 
of the New York constitution says: 

Src. 12, All feudal tenures of every description, with all their incidents, are 
declared to,be abolished, saying, however, all rents and services certain which 
at any time heretofore have been lawfully created or reserved. 

Sec. 13, All lands within this State are declared to be allodial, so that, subject 
only to the liability to escheat, the entire and absolute property is vested in the 
owners, according to the nature of their respective estates. 

Here follows a very significant section that I commend to our Public 
Tanda Committee in connection with their legislation for the Terri- 

ries: 

Sec. 14. No lease or tof cultural land for a lo: riod than twel 
gram ereafer mados in which 3 shall be ereurtanr irag 200) ai service i ahi 
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That I desire to see held over these Territories until they shall have 
passed through our guardianship and have become States controlling 
their own destinies in local affairs. 

Sec. 15. All fines, quarter-sales, or other like restraints upon alienation re- 
served in any grant of land hereafter to be made, shall be void. 

I desire that these lands, when they shall pass into the possession of 
the States, shall be covered by constitutional provisions like these. 
There is also a statute, after the adoption of this constitution, 
which indicates what I believe to be the right policy for the Terri- 
tories and for the States in general concerning the tenure of real estate. 
It is in the laws of 1867, I believe: 


Secrion 1. It shall be lawful for any joint stock company or association to 
purchase, hold, and con*ey real estate for the following pw $ 

1. Such as shall-be necessary for its immediate accommodation in the conven- 
ient transaction of its business; or— . 


That is to say, of a bank or insurance company— 


iy or ; or, 
at gages 
held by such joint stock aao e or Se a CA POTS: 5 SES 

The statute proceeds to say: 

The said joint stock company or association shall not purchase, hold, or con- 
vey real estate in any other case or for any other purpose, 

Another statute, that I have not but that I remember well, prevents 
speculation in real estate in the case of any bank, insurance, or similar 
corporation, and provides that if such a corporation shall acquire pos- 
session of lands by foreclosure it shall be required within five years to 
dispose thereof. So jealous was New York of accumulations of land 
that, lest these accumulations should be made under the guise of for- 
feitures and foreclosures, corporations were permitted to hold only for 
the immediate purpose of their incorporation, and were required to dis- 
pose of lands acquired in course of legitimate business within a limited 
number of years. 

In one sense it makes very little difference that we have di 
with the laws of primogeniture and entailment; for there is another 
possibility of evil quite aside from those, another form of reaching the 
same evil. We are all familiar with the fundamental laws and char- 
acteristics of corporationsin general. They have an eternallife. Land 
acquired to-day may be held forever. Land acquired by an individual 
under the chances of society is not likely to be held long in one family. 
But we are permitting Territorial Legislatures to create certain corpo- 
rations, possibly we are creating them ourselves, which may acquire 
land in absolutely unlimited quantities, and have a greater likelihood 
of. holding for centuries than was probable under the ancient laws of 
England. Who shall say what will be the complaints and the evils 
that will arise ten, fifteen, or twenty, or a hundred years hence when 
these Territories shall have passed out of our control, out of our guar- 
dianship, and shall have become States? The States will find immense 
tracts of land in single ownerships, with a perfect title obtained from 
the United States in the daysof their infancy, and we may be providing, 
without knowing it to-day, for an agitation similar to that and far 
greater than that which prevailed in New York forty years ago. 

I would not permit any corporation whatever to acquire large bodies 

of land for the purpose of speculation or trade. I would permit none 
to hold any more than was absolutely necessary for its own straight- 
forward and legitimate business. I would vi ps it to part within a 
certain short period with all lands that it might acquire in the collec- 
tion of debts. I would restrict within the narrowest limits the holding 
of lands by corporations. Moreover, I would restrict the quantity that 
might be held by individuals while this land is under our jurisdiction 
and guardianship. 
This bill has a perfectly legitimate and honest purpose. I hope the 
bill will be confined to that. If there be any attempt made, as there 
ought to be, to reach these Ss purposes, it should be in a 
distinct general bill to be reported by the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my friend from Connecticut allow me to ask how 
he proposes to let this land get out of our power and then affect it by 
another bill ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not understand the question. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask how he expects, if we let this land get out of our 
power -by this bill without this condition, that it will be possible to 
make any general law that will affect this land hereafter ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know that I comprehend all the legal re- 
lations of this bill; but the purpose of it is to cure an evil that has 
arisen in the Territories by which great railroad com not one 
but several—have kept the virtual title of these lands, have practically 
sold them to settlers, and when a settler was called upon to pay his taxes 
he went back through the title of the railroad company to show that the 
title was still in the United States for the lack of the payment of 2 or 
3 cents an acre for surveying. Wherefore the fee being still in the Na- 
tional Government, the Supreme Court has decided that the lands are 
exempt from taxation, and great embarrassment has arisen. 

I hope we shall not think it wise to encumber lands now absolutely 
under our control in the Territories with conditions to remain upon 
them a century hence. When they shall have passed to the control of 
States, let those States take and hold them under such title as New 
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York gives to its people and claims for itself; but in the mean time, 
while the Territories are our pupils, our wards, let us legislate with 


the very broadest and most generous views of the future so as to avoid 
all the evils of absentee lan and immense estates held under per- 
petual titles. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I sympathize with the desire of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to prevent now, or at any time when there 


is an opportunity, by law the great accumulations of landed estates in 
corporations or in individuals. I think that is the danger and 
the coming curse of the West and of the South and of the Northwest; 
and for the of any proper law to restrict and restrain and direct 
in that regard I believe I shall always be ready to vote. But the ob- 
ject of this bill, if we may understand it has an object at all, the sole 
object of this bill is to bring under the law of taxation the vast quan- 
tities of land which have been given mostly to States to aid them in 
building railroads, or directly to the railroad companies themselves, 
and relieve the settlers through the sparsely settled regions of the 
country where these lands lie from the whole burden of .taxation—to 
impose it alike upon land held by railroads and upon land held by set- 
tlers. That is the object of this bill. 

Now, so far as that can be attained by the bill lapprove of the meas- 
ure and shall support it; but to my mind there comes in in this proviso 
a plan and process which will necessarily and absolutely defeat all the 
objects of the bill. ‘To accomplish another purpose, to prevent a larger 
holding by corporations or by individuals through a tax-title than 640 
acres, an obstruction is y imposed u the tax-sales of the 
larger portion of all the lands to which this bill might subject them, 

Those familiar with our new country under the operation of the gen- 
eral land laws of the United States know very well from their own ob- 
servations and experience that in all new States and in new regions there 
can be no non-resident lands returned for sale under the tax-laws se- 
cured by the purchase of individuals in small quantities. There is no 
such sale, and never has been, and never will be, in sparsely settled 
countries, There will never be a sale ora purchase at a tax-salé by in- 
dividuals here and there. The lands are bought and the taxes are paid, 
and whatever title runs with the sale for taxes in all such the 
purchase is made by individuals in quantities, 10 acres of this 40, 
20 acres of that 80, the whole of another section bought off for the taxes, 
and it is bought in subject to the laws of the different States allowing 
redemption within a reasonable time and ata reasonable percentage 
added to the tax. 

Mr. President, there are some members of the Senate who will not 
endure to be interrupted by my feeble voice when they are talking be- 
cause it prevents the current of their thoughts and prevents the con- 
tinuity of thought if there happens to be any. I would suggest to 
those gentlemen to listen a moment to what I have to say without in- 
terruption, which confuses me, a new man to this kind of business. 

I have stated the history and the experience in all new States and 
in all new countries. Now, I call the attention of Senators to the fact 
that this applies mainly, I might almost say only, in regard to railroad 
lands to the vast region hundreds and thonsands of miles in extent 
through which the transcontinental roads extend. Scattered all along 
these lines, although there may be an organized county, the settle- 
ments are very much scattered and sparse. Throughout all Dakota, 
throughout all Montana, throughout Northern Idaho, throughout Wash- 
ington Territory, along the line of the Northern Pacific Railroad there 
are o: ized counties and a few settlements here and there, and a few 
residents away from therailroad. Now, suppose under the provisions 
of this bill all the lands for 2,000 miles may be taxed and may be taxed 
in counties where the settlers are homesteaders, where they are poor, 
where every dollar that they can wring from the soil or may have 
brought with them is necessary to the current expenses and to the 
livelihood of the year, who can buy these lands? Who can come to 
the sale and pay the taxes and bid in the lands and accomplish the ob- 
ject of this bill? For hundreds of miles along the Northern Pacific— 
and I speak of that because I have been along it—there would not be 
ten men in a county who would have the means to go to a tax-sale in 
the county and buy up these lands. 

In one Territory there are millions of acres of railroad lands stretched 
along in counties. Who would buy hundreds of thousands of acres of 
this land if offered for sale? The railroad company finding its lands 
offered for sale could buy but 640 acres under the provisions of this 
amendment. The bankers and the capitalists are not the men who 
have gone along in this new country ready to invest their money in tax- 
sale lands. Who will buy? No one can buy these thousands and hun- 
dreds of thousands and millions of acres under this amendment if it 
succeeds when they are thrown into the market at tax-sales. The rail- 
road can buy but this 640 acres. 

Mr. HOAR. It can pay the taxes. : 

Mr. CONGER. The railroad can pay the taxes, it is said; but the 
railroad may not have paid the taxes. I am ing merely of the 
impossibility of finding a purchaser. So benevolent societies can go 
and pay their taxes; benevolent mencango and pay taxes, if they want 
to do so, for railroad companies. There are possibilities within the 
range of the imagination of the Senator from Massachusetts which do 
not have force with me. 


Mr. HOAR. Pardon mé; the Senator does not understand my point. 
I understand that the bill a sale on the failure by the railroad 
company to pay taxes on the lands of the railroad. The Senator’s ar- 
gument is that the railroad can not buy in the land at the sale, but if 
the ct ea the tax the title becomes vested in it without any sale 
or pi 

Mr. CONGER. Ofcourse. I suppose any Senator of ordinary a 
ception would arrive at that conclusion without the interzuption. My 
argument is that there is nobody to buy the lands at thetaxsale. They 
are there for sale. My argument is that, under the condition the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts would impose on this bill, the law itself be- 
comes a dead failure in fact and of necessity; and the chairman of this 
commi acquainted with the mode of selling tax lands in the great 
West and in new countries, and every man who is living where the gen- 
eral land laws of the United States are in force, will see at once that, 
whether intentionally or not—I have the charity to believe that it was 
notintentional—the effect is the same as if an enemy had come towards 
the close of the discussion of this bill, when it might be about to pass, 
and fastened upon the bill a provision which would render it utterly 
futile and useless as a law. I can not conceive it possible that that 
was the object of this amendment, but no man is so dull but that he 
must see that the necessary result of the amendment would be to pre- 
vent the carrying out of the law. 

If I have illustrated that, I have made it plain that under the pro- 
visions of this amendment if the taxes assessed are not paid, whether 
assessed by Territories or by counties or by towns or in whatever man- 
ner, and the lands are offered for sale to secure the taxes so levied, there 
can not, in the very nature of the situation of things in that far-off 
region, be purchasers. No man could buy more than 640 acres. For 
each mile of this railroad, unless the lands had been sold or disposed 
of, there are lands granted miles in width. Running along with each 
mile of the railroad there are ten, twelve, fifteen, ponhi twenty sec- 
tions of railroad land, and for every mile of the length of the railroad 
2,000 miles long there must be twenty different purchasers if the lands 
are taxed and offered for sale. They are not in that country. Every 
man, woman, and child might attempt to buy at these sales, and there 
would not be enough to buy in the lands thus taxed and. thus desired 
to be sold. 

But sw the poor settlers could buy along in one place and an- 
other, Mr. ent, do you or does any Senator here desire to inaugu- 
rate a system by which an icious and confiding people, ignorant 
of law, ignorant of the subtleties and quirks of the law, shall be in- 
duced under any consideration to make a home for themselves by buy- 
ing tax-title lands, lands to which the Government has some title, to 
which the railroad company has some title, to which the bondholder 
has some title, to which the stockholder of the company has some rights, 
all which is spread out as broad as the limitless prairies through which 
these roads run, spread out open to future litigation and future contest. 

Sir, I have seen too much of the evil effects, the disastrous effects 
upon those who have ventured to make their homes and own their 
homes through tax titles, even in the older portions of the country, to 
ever wish to see such scenes encouraged and renewed. If I had no 
other objection to this amendment, if the former objections were not 
of full and sufficient force to me, I would withhold my vote from it. 
I would vote against it always and continuously and lift my voice against 
it if it succeeds in encouraging in the slightest degree the poor, inno- 
cent, inoffensive, unprotected settler to trust his future for himself and 
Sealy upon land for his home obtained through a tax title under this 

W. 

Those are panali my objections to this provision being inserted in 
the bill. There is a place, there must be a place somewhere in the 
legislation of this country where we can begin now, although late, to 
limit the vast holdings of real estate, to prevent its being gathered to- 
gether in the hands of one man or in the hands of one corporation, and 
shutting out millions and millions of our fellow-citizens now and in the 
future the possibility of obtaining a homestead. 

Much nearer to the home of the Senator from Massachusetts than to 
my home this danger of accumulation of land in one hand exists to- 
day. You may pass through the New England States, ay, you need 
not travel, you may stay at homeand take the census of the New Eng- 
land States, and you will find that year by year, and almost day by 
day, the thrifty, successful farmer all through the valleys and along the 
rocky hills of New England has gathered in the 20 acres and the 40 
acres and the 80 acres of his less fortunate neighbor; and you may travel 
along those roads that once had settlers within half a mile ora quarter 
of a mile or a mile of each other—you may travel along the roads in 
the rural parts of New England to-day and you will see the one home- 
stead extending over miles of territory. 

That isnotsoin Rhode Island. Thank God, Rhode Island is so small 
that there is no possibility of an accumulation of great landed estates 
within its borders. It is the safety of Rhode Island. I say that in 
answer to the nodding of my friend the Senator from that State [Mr. 
CHACE]. But in many parts of New England the actual, positive dan- 
ger and wrong to-day is that the lands, whatever they be, good or bad, 
valley or mountain, alluvial or rocky, are gradually being accumulated 
into the hands of a few, and the young men and the middle-aged men 
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are giving up their little parcels of land and going out to the great West 
to get more land and more sunshine and more and more freedom. 
Now if there is any way which we can devise to restrict and restrain 
this fatal accumulation of small holdings into large holdings in New 
England, I should like to assist in furthering that object. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know how it may be in the rest of New En- 
gland, but there is nothing of that sort going on in the State of Con- 
necticut. On the other hand, the holdings are beco: smaller there 
year py Teat; the farms being divided up and held in less quantities 
than they have been formerly. 

Mr. CONGER. The census reports do not show that. Unfortu- 
nately those who took our census were laboring under a mistake. The 
reports of the census show that there is a less number of farm-holdings 
in New England with each succeeding decade. Does the gentleman 
attack the census? 

Mr. PLATT. Ido notknow anything about the census. The Sen- 
ator has the advantage of me in that respect. I do know from my ob- 
servation what I think is true. 

Mr. CONGER. A reference which can be readily made by almost 
any Senator would settle the question beyond dispute. 

Why, sir, it is even so in the older Western States, in your own 
State, Mr. President, that land holdings by the natural course of pur- 
chase and sale in the rural districts, in the very county in which you 
reside, become less in number except—and that is for the present the 
only redeeming thing aboutit—except that'when those who have large 
holdings of land in Richland and in Huron and in Wayne and in 
those large counties die, the love of the farm and the love of the place 
and the desire to retain part of the old homestead leads continually to 
a division among the children and the grandchildren. That is so in 
Richland County within your knowledge and within mine. That for 
the time being equalizes to some extent the purchasing in of small 
holdings by the larger farmers. 

Sir, that is the case in the southern tiers of counties of my own State, 
The two southern tiers of counties have a less number of farms to-day 
than they had ten years ago and a less number ten years ago than they 
had twenty years ago. It isthenatural, inevitable result of prosperity 
and thrift on the one hand and the desire to sell out and go where more 
land can be obtained on the other, and it is spreading all through the 
Middle and the New England States and some of the newer Western 
States at this day. 

Now, sir, while I deprecate the continual gathering together by for- 
eign corporations or by foreign aliens, or by citizens of these 
vast amounts of our rich alluvial soil in the South and in the West, I 
do not think the amendment offered here will have any tendency what- 
ever to restrain it. We have sat still quietly, I from my natural dif- 
fidence and indisposition to push eR | and the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts from having other and greater cares upon his mind; and he 
has remained in the House and in the Senate through a quarter of a 
century almost, and has seen and known that foreigners were accumu- 
lating in the United States lands by the 40,000, 50,000, and 100,000 
acres, and though there was a little titillation, fear, and anxiety in re- 
gard to it, if did not occur to the Senator from Massachusetts that there 
was great danger in this accumulation till it comes to some paltry tax- 
sale and the encouragement which should be given to our citizens to 
buy in lands for homesteads by virtue of that vanishing, fluctuating, 
visionary, uncertain title to lands, a tax-title here and there and every- 
where where tax-titles exist in the land. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr, President, the question of the free tenure of 
land is vital to American institutions. The division of estates as dis- 
tinguishable from primogeniture—— 

Mr. PLUMB. It is evident the debate is to be somewhat extended, 
judging by the indications, and I ask the Senator if he will yield the 
floor for a motion to go into executive session? 

Mr. EVARTS. I have no desire to continue the debate to-morrow 
at all. What I have to say to-night I shall probably end within ten 
minutes, But if the Senators do not wish to listen to me for ten min- 
utes—— [“Goon!” ‘Go on!”] 

Mr. PLUMB. I only thought that as the debate was to go on some- 
what indefinitely, this being a new subject, we had better proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. EVARTS. I shall take but a little while. 

Primogeniture on the one hand and an equal distribution of land 
upon the demise of the owner on the other, are very important institu- 
tions in a country where the one prevails and in our country where the 
other prevails. I donot understand that this minor clause in this tax- 
bill interferes with primogeniture or distribution. But, so far as it 
bears at all, and the Senator from Massachusetts avows the principle 
which he desires as expressed in this amendment to be extended over 
this land, it breaks down the freedom of the tenure of land. We hold 
our land here, all of us, in free and common socage, and not an acre ot 
it is held under any feudal tie. Every acre of land that is to be put 
up and sold under this clause of this amendment is to be subject per- 
ually so that no 1 can it be held in free and common socage, 


t is subject to a forfeiture to the United States. 
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Now, Mr. President, let us look at the very narrow topic that this is 
to meet. It is to govern tax-sales. If I had provided as a clause in 
these terms that no greater parcel than 640 acres should be sold under 
any tax-sale arising under the operation of the bill, and that shall be 
sold only by a base fee, I could have avoided and defeated the whole 
measure of this bill. If you pass a general law that all of our free 
holding of Jand shall be restored to a feudal obedience to the United 
States of America or the several States of the Union, that I can under- 
stand; but if you want to hamper a tax-sale of lands to which by any 
ibility these clauses can apply, when all around them there are 
olders in free and common s,s with no baseness in their fee and 
no defect in its being a fee-simple absolute, you defeat the tax-sale; 
you change the tenure of the American people. No man with his eyes 
open buys a base fee, and that is the plain, distinct rule of the com- 
mon law for that unfortunate conditition into which land may be brought 
as being subject to forfeiture on a condition at common law. 

Now, Mr. President, as to the aggregation of land, pass laws if you 
please having such efficacy and having such purpose, but do not em- 
brace so vast a subject and so high an object upon grasping in your 
hands only the trivial tax-sales that may occur, distinguishing them 
forever from all the other su ing lands. It is not that land is in 
geas or small amounts; the fact that we are owners of our land is the 

istinction of free property in Jand. It is our estate free of tenures that 
fell back and impeded its transfer and burdened it by forfeitures and 
entries in the name of mesne or mount lord. 

Mr. President, it is to you and to me and to all the other farmers in 
this land that we hold our frugal acres as owners for ourselves and our 
posterity, unhampered by a lord paramount who is to forfeit the estate. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, since my ideas with to the hold- 
ings of land in the State of Connecticut were called in question by the 
Senator from Michigan I have sent for the Compendium of the Census, 
and I find that in 1850 in Connecticut there were 22,445 farms; in 1860, 
25,180; in 1870, the war intervening during that decade, there was only 
a small increase, 25,508; and in 1880, 30,598. 

Mr. HOAR. Will you read Massachusetts? 

Mr. PLATT. Massachusetts in 1850, 34,069; in 1860, 35,061. Then 
they ran down during the next decade, during which the war occurred, 
to 26,500, as itis here. I doubt whether that is correct. I think it 
is a misprint for 36,500; and in 1880, 38,406. So thatthere wasan in- 
crease during every decade unless it was from 1860 to 1870. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. CONGER. Whether I was mistaken in to the number of 
hol or not as appears here I do not know. I can not tell whether 
that alludes to such little farms as are around the cities. If it does, I 
was mistaken. It may have been that; but the fact that the farmers 
through the rural districts have accumulated to themselves the lands 
of others around them and that the large holdings take the place of 
several small ones I venture to say nobody will deny. That is the 
point I made. 

Now, I want to say that all around the manufacturing cities the lands 
have been divided up. I do not call those the rural districts proper. 
They have been divided up into little farms, truck farms, things of 
that kind, 5, 10, 15, perhaps 20 acres, growing up around manufactur- 
ing establishments and in the neighborhood of cities. But when any 
Senator from New England will tell me that away from the cities in 
the farming lands proper there is not an accumulation of larger farms, 
the small farmers have sold ont to the larger ones, then I will yield 
the point I have made, : 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not pretend to contend with the Senator from 
Michigan as to what the condition of things is in the State of Michi- 
gan, but I think I know with regard to the State of Connecticut. The 
number of acres in farms is not being increased in the State of Con- 
necticut and has not been. On the contrary, just the other thing is 
going on. The old families that had three, four, and five hundred 
acres, as the old farmers die off, divide their farms, and they are largely 
being taken up now by enterprising Germans and Irishmen in smaller 
holdings; and the agricultural towns, which for a time became to a 
certain extent depopulated, that is, the population decreased in them, 
are now being inc again just from that fact, that the farms are 
being divided and that either native farmers or foreigners, largely Ger- 
mans and Irishmen, are taking up the lands in smaller quantities and 
working them more thoroughly than they were worked under the old 
régime. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me a sentence—— 

Mr. INGALLS. My purpose was to move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, but for the purpose of ena- 
bling the Senator to say a sentence, I will allow that motion to be 

nding. 

Pie HOAR. I do not wish to go on with a sporek to-night, but I 
would like to state a word in regard to what my honorable friend from 
Michigan has said. 

There are three manufacturing counties in Massachusetts in which 

the proportion of income in comparison to the value of the capital, 
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make nearly the very best showing of any community in the United 
States. There are two counties which I selected last year for the ben- 
efit of some addresses to my constituents in reference to the operation 
of the tariff policy on agriculture. While there are a few counties like 
Genesee County, New York, and Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, and 
some few others that excel these, still in spite of our sterile soil, agri- 
culture makes a very handsome showing in comparison with other 
places. ‘There is, however, what the Senator speaks of somewhat con- 
pe carters de do not think he meant it contemptuously, however— 
as the little truck farms, We have twenty-three large man 
cities in Massachusetts. In addition to that we have a vast number 
of towns of ten, twelve, eight, six, or five thousand inhabitants, and 
small manufacturing villages on the streams, a market; and the 
farmers who go into the business of raising berries and fruitsand fresh 
vegetables for those markets get rich. I know a little country town, 
the town in which my father was born, where quite a number of the 
private farmers have made handsome fortunes by this business. They 
are about 12 or 14 miles out of Boston. 

It is true that in the more bleak rural communities in Massachusetts 
and in very small towns, and so of New Hampshire, and perhaps not 
so much in Vermont, but at any rate in New Hampshire and Mas- 
xychusetts, what the Senator alluded to has taken place. Homesteads 
which were occupied a generation ago by the men who were the very 
bone and sinew of America are not there now. They were farmers, 
living on those bleak farms, but they made the best jurors, the best 
legislators, the best governors of towns, the best citizens, if I may be 
permitted to say so, that ever existed on the face of this earth; and in 

“my ancestral line there are some instances of it. They are the men 
who planted Ohio and Michigan; they are the men who planted the 
standard in Nebraska, who settled California; and they are the men 
whose spirit, living again, has crossed with hungry eyes to Washington 
and Oregon. It is true that when these villages grew up the younger 
farmers, when they come home from school like to go to the city, where 
they can have the advantages of churches, and lyceums, and good 
schools, poste and all the pleasures of society; and these farms 


were sol 
But as my friend from Connecticut has said in to his own State, 
thatis changing now.. The Irishman and the Swede, and the German to 


some extent, are filling up those places. They are not getting these 
large holdings; my friend from Michiganis mistaken in that. The lands 
are sold to the poor Irishman accustomed to live in hardship and with 
economy, to whom the possession and ownership of land, however rocky 
or sterile, is a great step in fulfilling his ambition. The future of the 
farming cts of Massachusetts and New England I think we have 
no occasion to be anxious for. Atany rate the evil at which my amend- 
ment strikes of having the vast tions of land in foreign owner- 
ehip, or of allowing individuals, the millionaire, the railroad magnate, 
or the merchant to gather together the title to hundreds and thousands 
of acres for selfish pride and pleasure, there is no danger will ever exist 
in New England. 

Mr. INGALLS. After the sentence uttered by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSénatorfrom Kansas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
oration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reepened, and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. 
=) Se Renate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 3, 1886, at 

o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 2d day of June, 1886. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

David L. Hawkins, of Missouri, to be Assistant Secretary of the In- 
terior, vice George A. Jenks, resigned. 

ALASKA COMMISSIONER. 

Joseph B. Johnson, of Virginia, to be a commissioner in and for the 
— of Alaska, to reside at. Unalaska, vice Charles Beeber, re- 
signed, 

' CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 25, 1886. 
INDIAN INSPECTOR. 
Frank C. Armstrong, of New Orleans, La., to be an Indian inspector. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

John B. Scott, of Nevada, to be agent for the Indians of the Western 

Bhoshone agency, in Nevada, 


POSTMASTERS. 
R. R. Hunley, to be postmaster at Talladega, in the county of Talla- 


dega and State of Alabama. 
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treating the farm and the stock, the tools and appliances, as capital, 


William J. Fleming, to be postmaster at Fort Smith, in the county 
an hn east gee aaa M Ci th f 
o , to at Monroe City, in the county o! 
M ichard J sekania io Lebanon, in th 
i . Wi to be postmaster at m, inthe county 

of Laclede and State of Missouri. $ 

James W. Locke, to be postmaster at Greensborough, in the county 
of Hale and State of Alabama. 

Benjamin L. Long, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Butler and State of Alabama. 

William B. Alexander, to be postmaster at Pine Bluff, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Arkansas. 

Samuel Berry, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the county of Scott 
and State of Illinois. - 

John W. Marshall, to be postmaster at McLeansborough, in the 
county of Hamilton and State of Ilinois. > 

Joseph R. Ratekin, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the county 
of Page and State of Iowa. 

Joseph B. Fugate, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of 
Harvey and State of Kansas. 

Ebenezer M. Lockwood, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Coffey and State of Kansas. 

Frank E. Martin, to be postmaster at Larned, in the county of Paw- 
nee and State of Kansas. 

F. M. Reamer, to be postmaster at Dodge City, in the county of Ford 
and State of Kansas. 

Richard Holmes, to be postmaster at Natchez, in the county of 
Adams and State of Mississippi. 

George Blakeney, to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Missouri. 

James E. Watson, to be postmaster at Fulton, in the county of Cal- 
laway and State of Missouri. 

William F. Harrity, to be postmaster at Philadelphia, in the county 
of Philadelphia and State of Pennsylvania. 
. Wilder, to be postmaster at Shelburne Falls, Franklin 


Rollin C. Ward, to be postmaster at Northfield, Franklin County, 
Massachusetts. 

Gilbert W. Farrington, to be postmaster at Monson, Mass. 

J. H. Beidler, to be postmaster at Mount Pulaski, Logan County, 
Illinois. i 

John H. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Eureka Springs, Carroll 
County, Arkansas. . 

Charles A. Sheldon, to be postmaster at Gainesville, Alachua County, 
Florida. 

William N. Hensley, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county 
of Platte and State of Nebraska. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Post-Officesand Post-Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads submits the following report: 

“On the 10th day of December, 1885, the President nominated to the Senate 
William N. Hensley to be postmaster at Columbus, Nebr., vice Henry J. Hudson, 
iaa p eaae a the recessof the Senate. The suspension seems to have been 


reasons only, and the committee has not found anything in 
the case reflecting upon the personal or official character or conduct of the sus- 
pended officer, 


nominee seems to be a person competent to discharge the 
duties of the office. The committee therefore report the nomination of the said 
William N. Hensley to the Senate with a recommendation that it be confirmed.’ 

J. M. Gilliland to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county of Chick- 
asaw and State of Iowa. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: 

On the 16th day of December, 1885, the President nominated to the Senate J- 
M. Gilliland to be postmaster at Nashua, Iowa, vice Joseph F. Grawe, suspended 
during the recess of the Senate. The suspen: seems to have been made for 
pouen reasons only, and the committee not found anything in the case re- 

ecting upon the personal or official character or conduct of the s nded offi- 
cer. e no! seems to be a person competent to d e duties of 


the office. The committee, therefore, report the nomination of the said J. M. 
Gilliland to the Senate with a recommendation that it be confirmed. 


Franklin A. Thompson, to be postmaster at McCook, Red Cloud 
County, Nebraska. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered 
by the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: 


On the lith day of sped 1886, sapai ye pa oe nominated to the Senate 
r 


Franklin A. Thompson to cCook, Nebr., vice Alonzo P. Sharp, 
sapadana d the recess of the Senate. The nsion seems to have been 

le for poli reasons only,and the committee has not found anything in 
the upon the personal or official character or conduct of the sus- 


case 
penden officer.: The nominee to be a person competent to discharge the 

uties of the office. The commi therefore report the nomination of the said 
— A. Phompson to the Senate with a recommendation that it be con- 


` 
Adam Fi , to be postmaster at North Platte, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of Nebraska, ; ; 
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The above confirmation was sobs aangend the origin, moat Ton 


the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered 
the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: 


by 


On the 16th day of December, 1885, the President nominated to the Senate 

Adam Fi to be postmaster at North Platte, Nebr., vice John E, Evans, 
the recess ofthe Senate. The seems to have been 

made for poli reasons only, the committee Daa NADA ingin 

L rnap ea nominee esenario a E 

seems to be a person com; 

re me Aaa The committee therefore re the nomination of the said 

dam Ferguson to the Senate with a that it be confirmed. 


“o E. Forbes, tohe porom at Saint Paul, in the county of Howard 
and State of Neb: 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was ordered by 
the Senate to be printed in the RECORD: 

On the 10th ey of December, 1885, the President nominated to the Senate ©. 


E. Forbes to at Saint Paul, Nebr., vice Adelbert A. Kendall, sus- 
EAMA aendoa recess of Senate. The suspension seems seems to have been 
made for political reasons only, and the committee has not found an in 
the case upon the or official character or conduct of the sus- 
sory men ecg cgi eaaeaoue g, tangle i the 
ties of the ofice. The committee therefore report m of the 
said C. E. Forbes to the Senate with a tion that it be confirmed. 


REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected May 25, 1886. 


Andrew Shanahan, nominated to be postmaster at Rockland, Plym- 
outh County, Massachusetts. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, June 2, 1886. 


The House met atilo’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


TAXATION ON PETROLEUM, HOLLAND. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives : 

In response to a resolution of the oe of Representatives of the 17th of 
March last, req “to unicate to the House of 
Speenenoninitven, E oh NOONA a dhe ‘pebiie e eeg ies of recent 

ndence and dispatches between the Secretary of State and the minister 
of the United States at the Hague, to the su of taxation on petro- 
leum in Holland and in the onies, and of the export therefrom 


of Representatives of the 14 RR 
Secretary of State on 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, June 1, 1886. 
CLAIMS CERTIFIED BY COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House communications from the 


p= rge ni Saeg C1 anaa OA E A rere 
’ 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


ughes 
were severally referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill of the Senate of the 
following title; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Labor, namely: 

A bill (S. 2076) to extend to ENE Bli the privileges secured to 
other employés of the United States by section 3738 of the Revised 
Statutes relating to hours of labor. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. CurcHEon, for two weeks, on account of important business. 
.To Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, for three days, on account of impor- 
egy for two weeks, of important business. 
or on account of im n 
To Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, forfive days. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by unanimous consent leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House the petition of 
Eliza Rodde, in reference to an application for pension filed on the 24th 
day of May. 

LAWS OF DAKOTA. 

e OEA RGE Ae PAVO Sa Hone as 
a conference between the Senate.and House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. arii Ba 
general laws of the Territory of Dakota, &c. 
and Mr, BAKER. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
EHE OATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to introduce a bill for refer- 


F BEACH. Ishallbe-obliged to object. I suppose that will keep 
until next Monday. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr, WILSON, from the Committee on Appropriations, submitttd the , 


following report: 


ions, to whom was igen the bill (H. R. 6397) 
priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
lumbia for the fiscal year oe June 30, 1387, on for other pur- 
reba ani with the amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered 
the Egat beg leave to report as follows: 

10,1 recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 3, 

7, aoe abo 28, 29, 30, 81, 35, 53, 54, 72, 77, Sl, 82, 92, and 114. 
neurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 
Ls “ore 8,9, I, rides 14, M 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 


, 27, 82, 33, 34, 36, 37, 
38, 39, 40, 41, ben 46, 4 7, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52) 55, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 
65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71 78: 74, 75, 76, 78, 79, , 83, 81, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92. 
95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 161, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107. 108, 209, 110, 111; 113, 113, 115, 116, 
117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, and 130. 


The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the amendments demanded? 

„Mr. REAGAN. Ishonld like to have the gentleman from West Vir- 

state what the principal amendments are. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senate added about one hundred and thirty 
amendments to the bill as it passed the House. Some are mere verbal 
amendments, and many increases are made of appropriations, The re- 
port of the committee recommends concurrence in no case where the 
amount a riated by the House has been increased. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the aggregate of the increase? ; 

Mr. WILSON. The aggregate is two hundred and eleven thousand 
and some hundred dollars. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the question will be taken 
upon agreeing to all of the amendments of the Senate in which the 
committee recommend concurrence. 

The said amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Noseparate vote being demanded, the motion will 
be taken to non-concur in all the rest of the amendments. 

The motion to non-concur was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the several votes taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask now that a conference be requested with tho 


jere Aree y Setrcaeediy Coat Batata 
The SPEAKER. If be no objection, the House will request a 


conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses; 
SOA ae EE ee ne ae Ee Coenen et Ee DOS 
of the House. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. Witson, Mr. ApAms of New York, and Mr. HENDERSON of 
a were appointed as managers on the part of the House at said con- 
erence, 


AQUEDUCT BRIDGE. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I submit the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the bill (S. 200) known as the Aqueduct Bridge bill. 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of Samer TE = the eana anaa f votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments to niote nay as follows : 

That the House agaa ene tine posi crag the Senate, as ‘follows: LEa 1 
line wed the word “ bridge,” insert the words “including the piers th: ret 

That the Senate to the amendment of the House, as follows: 
line 12, strike out after the word “same” all down to and including the Phe a 
“ bridge,” in line 15. 


That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House,as follows: Page 1, 
line 20, strike out the word “ one-fourth ” and insert the word “ one-half.” 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the Baeyens follows: Page 1 
Sor gudarna 23, strike out the word “ three-fourths’ and insert the word “ one- 


That the Senate agree to the amendment of the re ips Hod follows : 
line oa spas = after the word “survey ” down to including the rip ate 
ve ge,” in line 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House, as follows: Page 
line 27, strike out the word ‘‘ one-fourth" and insert the word “ one-half.” 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House, as follows : P: 2, 
line 29, strike out the word “ three-fourths” and insert the word *one-] = 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House, as follows: Page 3, 
lines 3 and 4, strike out the words “and the length of draw.” 

That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House, a8 follows: Page 3, 
line 8, strike out the word “and” after the word “ Illinois. 

That the Senate to =~ amendment of the House, as follows: Page 3, 
“Vi ” insert the words “Saint Louis, Missouri.” 
a of the bill Ne the redea tring} sections: 

if in the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge under the first section; 
kta any mth itshall be donned to obtain from the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Company, or its grantees, any release or conveyance of any portion of the 
ground upon which the northern abutment of the Aqueduct Aarin m rests, or right 
sap cross the Chesapeakeand Ohio Canal from the abutment to Bridge street, orif a 
good title can not be procured by contract to any property required in the con- 
struction of a bridge under the second section, the same shall be acquired by the 
Secretary of War by condemnation in the manner provided a the act approved 
May 8, 1872, entitled ‘An act posted appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year ending June bo, 1873, 
and for other A sand amon Provided That the condemnation pi ngs, if any 
such pi arenecessary, shal] not prevent the 
ment of the purchienenianey, of the Aqueduct Bri 
opening the sams to the public asa free bridge, if 0 
under the first section ; 


same shall be acquired 
Provided further, That the sum of $10,000 of the 
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hereby appropriated shall be available to meet the payments under condemna- 
tion ifany shall he had. 


“a 4. The act ved February 23, 1881, entitled *An act to authorize the 
construction of a across the Potomac River,at or near in 
the District of Col and for other purposes,’ is hereby repealed. 


JOHN S. BARBOUR, 

J. H. RO 

WM. L. WILSON, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


. SPOO 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the conferees on the part of the House was read, as 
follows: 


‘The conferees on the part of the House upon the bill of the Senate 200 respect- 
aes Sow set the following statement to accompany and explain the report of the 

erence: 

The Senate has agreed to all the amendments to said bill made by the House, 
and both parties have agreed that the words “including the piers thereof” 
should be inserted after the word “‘ bridge,” in line 4, so as to avoid any uncer- 
tainty in the interpretation of the aforesaid word “ bridge.” 

: JO. S. BARBOUR, 


The report was adopted. 

Mf. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the rt 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports, s 
NATIONAL TRADES UNIONS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, from the Committee on Labor, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7621) to legalize 
the incorporation of national trades unions; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, from the Committee on Labor, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 6084) to legalize the incorporation of na- 
tional trades unions; which was laid on the table. 


CONSIDERATION OF EDUCATION BILL. 


Mr. DANIEL (by Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri), from the Committee 
on Labor, reported back with amendments the following resolution; 
which was read, and referred to the House Calendar: 


Resolved, That Thursday, the 10th day of June, L be set 
sideration of the bill H. R. 7266, entitled a bill to aid in the 
temporary support of common schools, 


MRS. SARAH L. LATIMER, 


Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. It. 6051, a bill (H. R. 9124) to compensate Mrs. Sarah L. 
Latimer for loss of property taken by Sioux Indians; which was read 
a first and second referred tothe Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. - 

House bill No. 6051 was laid on the table. 

Mr. BUCHANAN obtained leave to file the views of the minority; 
which were ordered to be printed with. the report of the majority of 
the committee. 


for the con- 
ishment and 


J. W. BEAMAN AND B. F. SCRIBNER. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of John 
W. Beaman and B. F. Scribner; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. COMSTOCK, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 6649) for the relief of 
George F. Brott; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS EASTERN BRANCH. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill’ (H. R. 4806) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River 
at the foot of Pennsylvania avenue east; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the | 
amendments and accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SCHOOL BOARD FOR THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 6235, a bill (H. R. 9125) to 
create a school board for the District of Columbia and to prescribe its 
Latte a — waen was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
wi e amendments accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 5235 was laid nthe table. i 
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NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT COMPANY. 


Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
also reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
2589) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate the National 
Safe Deposit Company, of Washington, in the District of Columbia,’’ 
a January 22, 1867; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


PARK LANDS AT MARQUETTE, MICH. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 6094) granting 
to the city of Marquette, Mich., certain lands for park purposes, with 
amendments; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the amendments and accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


OLEOMARGARINE, 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of bills raising revenue. Pending that motion, I ask unanimous 
consent that at 4 o’clock this afternoon the committee shall rise and 
— the pending bill and amendments to the House. 

x GAN. Might not an earlier hour be fixed? 

Mr. HATCH. Some gentlemen informed me there are substantial 
amendments which they desire to discuss. I have therefore proposed 
that the committee shall rise at 4 o’clock. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous con- 
sent that at 4 o’clock this afternoon the Committee of the Whole shall 
rise and report back to the House the bill under consideration with 
amendments. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. If this order should be made would it not have the 
same effect in the Committee of the Whole as ordering the previous 
question in the House? - 

The SPEAKER. It is proposed to direct the committee to report 
the bill back to the House at 4 o’clock, and then if the previous ques- 
tion is ordered it will have to be ordered by the House. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. ‘This has the effect of per- 
emptorily requiring the committee to rise at that hour, no matter what 
point in the they may have reached for consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. That would be the effect of the order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. For instance, if we had not 
yet reached the nineteenth section, which gives the informer a moiety, 
we should be cut off from the discussion of that section. 

Mr. HATCH. I will say to the gentleman that that is one of the 
sections that we desire to discuss, and there can be no doubt whatever 
that we shall reach it during the day. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Can we havea R oien vote on that in the 
House? I think itis very important that we should havea vote on that 
section. 

Mr. HATCH, I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I have nodoubt that we can reach the nineteenth 
section during the day, but to make this order now would enable par- 
ties to waste all the intervening time and prevent our reaching that or 
other sections. 

Mr. HATCH. I assure the gentleman that there is no di tion on 
the part of those who are in favor of this bill to waste any time on any 
section. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Well, I do not know the disposition of those 


who are o toit. Lobject. I am perfectly willing that a vote 
shall be earlier, but I can not consent to the arrangement pro- 


Mr. DUNHAM. I hope the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Ham- 
MOND] will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Iwill not. I would like to have a vote on the 
bill in an hour, but I do not wish to place myself in a box. 

Mr. DUNHAM. AsI understand the position of the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. The proposition has been made stated by the 
Chair, and it has been objected to by the gentleman from Georgia, who 


insists upon his objection. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I want to see if I understand it correctly, There 
can be no harm in that. 

The SPEAKER. | But the gentleman from Georgia objects. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is immaterial whether the gentleman from 


Illinois [Mr. DuNHAM] understands it correctly or not. I object. 
ter, - 


Laughter. ; 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of bills raising revenue. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Honse is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. 
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R. 8328) defining butter; also imposing a tax u 
manuf sale, im 5 ion, and ridser in PEA of oleomargarine. 
The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 


Tn line 3, section 11, strike out “ fifty ” and insert “ ten; ” 
"That every person who kaowiney l gevhgerones or receives for sale an; 
e 


eee iy bape which has not been bran or stamped according to law 
liable to a penalty of $50 for each such offense.” 


The question was taken on the amendment, and there were—ayes 4, 
noes 78. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no further amendments to this sec- 
tion of the bill the Clerk will report the next section. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 12. That every person who purchasés or receives for sale any oleomar- 

ne from any manufacturer who has not paid the special tax shall be liable 

for each offense to a penalty of $100 and to a forfeiture of all articles gso pur- 
chased or received, or of the full value thereof. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word of the section, and do so for the purpose of submitting some gen- 
eral remarks in opposition to the bill. 

To the supporters of the measure I concede that if oleomargarine 
and its kindred compounds are noxious and deleterious to health, which, 
however, has not been shown during this debate save by vague general 
assertion, their manufacture and sale ought to be regulated or sup- 
pressed according as the nature and extent of the mischicfs to be rem- 
edied require. But for the enactment of such laws, I submit, the police 
power of the States should be invoked and not the limited authority 
of the Federal Government. I concede further that oleomargarine and 
other like articles of food ought to be made to stand on their own merits, 
and that their fraudulent sales as genuine products ought to be severely 
condemned by publicopinion and effectually guarded against by suitable 
laws. 


and regulating the 


it read: 
oleo- 
l be 


It does not rest with Congress, however, to apply correctites, though 
these evils be ever so aggravated and flagrant. This should be done 
by the Legislatures of the States. In either event, that is, whether 
the bill be considered a sanitary regulation or a measure for the pre- 
vention of frauds and impositions, I can but regard it an invasion by 
Federal of State authority. And right here let me repeat, with em- 
phasis, what has been so often said before, that the growing disposition 
of the Federal Government to unduly extend its powers can but be 
viewed with anxiety and solicitude, if not alarm, by those who would 
hold its several departments to their delegated functions. This dis- 
position, unresisted and uncheeked, must inevitably sooner or later re- 
sult in strengthening and broadening Federal jurisdiction to such an 
extent that State lines will exist only on the map and be without po- 
litical significance or bearing. 

We are told by others that the bill is a revenue measure, and there- 
fore clearly within the constitutional grant to Congress of the power 
to ‘‘lay and collect taxes,” &c. But does the Government need larger 
revenues than are now collected? On the contrary the declaration is 
heard everywhere, both inside and out of this House, that taxation 
must be reduced, not increased. Again, whatare the provisions which 
it is claimed give a revenue character to the bill? They are the special 
taxes of $600 on the manufacturer, $480 on the wholesale dealer, $48 
on the retail dealer, and 10 cents per pound on the article itself. “The 
testimony of gentlemen familiar with the subject is to the effect that 
these taxes will render unprofitable and hence impracticable the con- 
tinued manufacture of oleomargarine. If this be true no revenue, of 
course, can be derived from the bill. These two conditions, namely, 
that no larger revenues are needed and that the proposed taxes would 
practically discontinue the manufacture of oleomargarine, strip the bill 
of its revenue garb and disclose as its real object the fostering of dairy 
interests at the expense of a competing domestic industry. Than this 
no greater departure from early principles and traditions has ever been 
attempted. 

What, think you, would have been the feelings of the men who con- 
structed the Government a hundred years ago on the principle of equal 

ights could they have foreseen that one of its sovereign powers, that 
taxation, was ultimately to be used as a means of protecting one 
American industry from the competition of another American industry ? 
Despondency, if not despair, would have staggered their energies. And 
yet, sir, as is openly avowed by its recognized promoters, such is the 
substantial purpose of the mischievous bill we are now considering. 
The fact that it comes to us disguised as a revenue measure but inten- 
sifies its viciousness. I have not time to discuss at length the consti- 
tutional phase of this question, but will submita simple inquiry: What 
is the essential principle of the bill? What is the doctrine on which 
it necessarily rests? It is that hateful principle which invites and 
justifies legislation in behalf of special interests. It is the odious doc- 
trine of class legislation whose abominable office it is to destroy one 
domestic industry in order that a more vigorous and profitable growth 
be imparted to another domestic nae @ doctrine which can 
tfully have no place or standing in a land of free institutions, but 
which belongs only to aristocratic and monarchical establishments. 


In my opinion, Mr. Chairman, there can not be found in all the his- 
tory of the bre res a more dangerous ent than that which the 
enactment of this bill into a law would establish. Could the voices of 
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Jefferson and Jackson be lifted to-day from their graves and reach us 
on this side of the House their utterances would be those of displeasure 
if notof wrath. In blistering words would they denounce this bill, not 
only as un-Ameri but as violative of the high aims and principles 
of that great party of constitutional law and equal rights which they 
founded and preserved, not for particular classes and interests, but for 
the common good of the generations that were to follow them. They 
would also implore us to resist and oppose all efforts at class legislation, 
and to hold fast to the elemental tenet of democratic faith, ‘‘ Unjust 
privileges to none; equal protection of the laws to all.” 

The advocacy of this measure by Republicans is no occasion of sur- 
prise. It at least the virtue, if virtue it be, of consistency. 
Such action on their part is in keeping with the dogmas of that school 
of political philosophy in which they have been taught. The protect- 
ive policy of which this bill is but an extreme manifestation is the 
cardinal economic belief of the Republican party; and under the rule 
of that party this protective policy has been expanded to such an ex- 
tent over numberless interests and classes that monopoly in its multi- 
form character has at last grown so great that its huge shadow darkens 
all the land. No wonder that gentlemen so earnestly, intensely de- 
voted to a particular dogma rush it blindly, madly rush it, to danger- 
ous if not fatal extremes. Of the Republicans, therefore, who support 
this measure we can bat involuntarily exclaim, ‘‘ Lord, have merey on 
them; they, know not what they do!’ But no such excuse exists for 
our Democratic friends. They have been brought up in a different 
school of politics, and the country expects of them better things. 

Bat, sir, in mitigation of the evil of this bill, it is said that it is in 
the interest of the farmer. We are told also that in meeting the ex- 
penses of government heavy, unequal burdens rest upon the agricult- 
ural interests of the country. No truth more obvious and at the same 
time more shameful than the Jatter statement has ever been promul- 

ted in this House. Dut how, in what conceivable way, can this bill 

ift the burdens complained of? Mr. Chairman, the plea that the meas- 
ure is in the interest of agriculture will not do, nor will it be a ted 
by the farmers of the country, whose approbation it is designed to se- 
eure. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MILLS obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to my col- 
league [Mr. WELLBORN]. ; 

Mr. WELLBORN. I was about to observe, Mr. Chairman, that Amer- 
ican farmers are not readily duped. They are men of intelligence as 
well as of honesty and patriotism. They realize keenly the grievous 
wrongs to which they have long been subjected by vicious legislation. 
They are in arms for relief, and for one I trust that the momentous 
though bloodless contest will not be ended until their grievances are 
redressed. But, sir, these grievances spring from poisoned, malignant 
sources, which this bill does not undertake to touch. Let me enumer- 
ate some of them. © 

First and foremost I place the protective tariff, whose intolerable 
burdens distress and persecute the reside of every farmer in the land. 

Second. Another fraitful source of injury and harm to the agricult- 
urist is the failure of Congress to regulate interstate commerce. Next 
to uniform and equal taxation there is nothing which more nearly con- 
cerns the farmer than the transportation of his products to the markets 
of the world on fairand reasonableterms. Corporate privil on 
others the transcendent right of eminent domain—are conferred not for 
the advantage of individuals but for the public good, and Government 
should see to it that these privileges are so used as to promote, not de- 
feat, the object of their grant. 

In the third place, our contracted, inadequate curreticy is another 
evil which afflicts and curses agricultural as well as other laboring in- 
terests. A currency insnfficient in volume can but enhance the value 
of moncy and correspondingly depreciate the prices of agricultural as 
well as other products of labor. . 

These are some of the monstrous wrongs to which farmers are sub- 
jected. In the face of these wrongs, what is the situation here to-day? 


-What, Mr. Chairman, is the message which this day’s proceedings of 


the House will send to the farmer in answer to his repeated demands 
for justice? Let me outline it. ‘‘ Farmers of America, in order to 
still further increase the colossal fortunes of manufacturers you must 
continue to bear the intolerable burdens of protection. To the end that 
railroad magnates and kings may continue to draw large dividends on 
unreal, watered, fictitious stock you must still submit to those unjust 
corporate exactions which are inevitable in the absence of laws regu- 
lating interstate commerce. In the interests of national banks, of 
bondholders, and of persons with fixed incomes you must suffer in- 
definitely the fearful evils of a contracted currency, made more inade- 
quate by the refusal of Congress to restore silver to free and unlimited 
coinage. But, as an atonement for these multiplied and unutterable 
wrongs, as compensation for the stupendous burdens you bear and the 
incalculable losses you sustain in the respects named, know that here 
under the dome of the nation’s Capitol your chosen representatives are 
now, and have been for days, engaged in a splendid, heroic struggle to 
crush out that sum of all infamies, oleomargarine, and thus rescue 
from rous competition your surplus butter.” [Laughter and 
applause, 

This may be satisfactory to the large dairy interests of the country; 
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but, sir, I greatly mistake the intelligent, patriotic manhood of the 
American farmer if he does not respond to this message indignantly 
and resentfully. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. NELSON. I move to amend the pro forma amendment so as to 
strike out the last two words. And I will yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. WELLBORN]. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say, that when 
the farmers come to investigate and reflect deliberately upon this bill 
so far from indorsing they will condemn it as an extreme development 
of that odious policy of protection whose robberies have impoverished 
them to the enrichment of manufacturers. And I say further, that in- 
stead of consuming the time of the House in an effort to pull down one 
interest in order to make another more prosperous, under the delusive 
plea of benefiting agriculture, better far would it be were we to devote 
our attention to measures which will bring substantial and permanent 
relief to this tax-ridden, monopoly-oppressed industry. 

The more important of these measures, as I have already indicated, 
are the abrogation of the protective tariff, the regulation of interstate 
commerce, and the restoration of silver to free and unlimited coinage. 
To these I would add another measure or policy of interest not only to 
farmers but to all classes, namely, the absolute and irrevocable dedica- 
tion of all that remains of our public domain to homestead uses for 
those of our people who are hom: and landless. No object of higher, 
more universal concern than that of placing it within the power of 


the individual to acquire for himself a home ever had the sanction of 


American patriotism or challenged the energies of American states- 
manship. There are two conditions calculated to attach the citizen 
to his country and his government: 

First. Ownership of the roof, however humble it may be, which 
shelters his wife and children. 

Second. Consciousness of the fact that the law extends over this roof 
and those beneath it a jealous protection, given to no other species of 
property, and the fullness of which is aptly represented in those sublime 
utterances of Chatham: 

The poorest man may in his cottage bid defiance to all the forces of the 
Crown. It may be frail; its roof may shake; the wind may blow through it; 
the storm may enter; the rain may enter, but the King of England may not 
enter, All his force dares not cross the threshold of the ruined tenement. 

Give to a man this ownership and this consciousness and he will love 
the country which holds within its borders, and revere the government 
which shields from harm and intrusion, what to him is the most sacred 
of localities, For this country and-this government he will fight; for 
them, if need be, he will die. ° 

Mr. Chairman, while I speak to-day with all the earnestness of my 
nature, while I speak with all the emphasis that my humble control of 
language can give, in behalf of an oppressed industry—agriculture, I 
do not claim to be its special champion to the exclusion of all other in- 
terests. And were I to arrogate to myself the exclusive championship 
of this or any other industry or interest my utterances ought to be de- 
spised as the wiles of a conscienceless man degrading the high office of 
an American Representative into fhe contemptible rôle of a political 
trickster. 

But I do claim to represent all the interests and all the classes of my 
constituency, and when one of these is borne down by oppression duty 
commands me to its attempted relief. And I tell you to-day, sir, the 
wrongs which I have hurriedly enumerated must be redressed or else 
the social and political elements of the country will be kept in a state 
of constant disturbance, not only perilous to public peace and order, 
but ultimately to the stability of our institutions. Sir, no matter how 
widely members of this House may differ on other questions, no mat- 
ter how fierce and bitter party prejudice and passion may at times un- 
fortunately become, there is one question upon which I trust that mid- 
dle aisle may never divide us—the desirability of perpetuating free 
constitutional government. To this end we ought sternly to resist all 
efforts at class legislation, all propositions which look to the building up 
of one interest at the expense of others. Sir, if we would place the free 
institutions of our country in fortresses impregnable and lasting we 
must intrench them in the hearts of the people. To make this possi- 
ble the people must know and realize that this Government is theirs, 
and not a government of classes and privileges. Then let our legisla- 
tion be so framed, let all our public policies -be so shaped as to rivet 
this conviction, this great conviction, in the popular mind, and then 
the Republic, under a mighty impulse, the love and affection of sixty 
millions of people of all classes and interests, will move forward to a 
higher and a more glorious destiny than has hitherto been allotted to 
any human government. [Great applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection all formal amendments 
will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. BEACH. I move, after the wo: 
“knowingly;” so it will read: 

That every person who knowingly purchases or receives for sale any oleo- 
margarine from any manufacturer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to consume the time of the com- 
mittee in debating that amendment. I think the chairman will see 
the popnely of its adoption. 

Mr. TCH. I sought the floor this morning for the purpose of 


“who,” in line 1, to insert 


offering that amendment. As I said yesterday, I would not object to ` 


its being adopted, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, the discussion of this bill has 
been protracted to such an extent I am reluctant to detain the House 
with any further remarks of mine; but after listening a day or two ago 
to the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] and 
this morning to the distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. WELI- 
BORN] I find, par it is necessary for me and other Democrats on 
this floor who favor this bill to take our political bearings and see where 
we stand. Thedistinguished gentleman from New York declared this 
bill was contrary to the tenets and policy of the Republican party, 
and he warned his friends on the other side of the House who are sup- 
porting it that its passage would tend to reduce tariff taxes. If this be 
the effect of the passage of this bill, then, sir, the gentleman from New 
York has offered the very best argument he could offer why Democrats 
should support it, and he has strengthened me in my support of it at 
least. I am a tariff reformer in its most comprehensive sense. God 
gave the people of this land their brains and their hands, and what 
they make by their brains and their hands by the law of the Almighty 
belongs to them, except so far as it may be necessary to contribute to 
the support of the national household in which they all have a common 
interest. 

And when this Government puts its hand in the pockets of the peo- 
ple.and takes therefrom more money than is necessary to run the Gov- 
ernment upon principles of true economy it is committing a robbery 
by taking from them the fruits of their brains and hands, their sweat 
and toil and muscle, and committing a wrong which will not down or 
be covered up by all the sophistries of the high protective-tariff idea. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas comes and says that 
this bill now is in the interest of protection., I recognize his ability, 
sir, but he loses sight altogether of the bed-rock principle underlying 
this legislation. He says it is undemocratic; that it builds up one in- 
iray at the expense of another industry, and hence is unconstitu- 
tional. 

Sir, it is not building up an honest industry at the expense of an- 
other honest industry. Itis building up a pure and honest industry 
at the expense of a fraudulent and deceptive enterprise that is daily 
wronging the people of this country. It is legislating in favor of truth 
against falsehood; it is legislating in favor of one of the purest of prod- 
ucts against one that shuns the light of day; that works in darkness 
and deceit; that wears a false face and steals the livery of honesty to 
cover it when it is presented in the markets of the country. Uncon- 
stitutional, says the gentleman! I love the Constitution and cherish 
it. I would not willingly do violence to it, no matter how much public 
sentiment might demand it or public clamor require it. Iam a Dem- 
ocrat, pure and simple; proud of my party, its record, traditions, and 
glories. I am astrict-construction Democrat; but I believe the Consti- 
tution, which was the emanation of the minds of men which seemed 
to be charged with electric thought, and I might almost say, without 
sacrilege, of divine inspiration from that God whose eye had witnessed 
the decay and fall of so many republics before the grand inception of 
this Republic—I believe that Constitution is broad enough to allow 
Congress to tax fraud and deceit in the shape of oleomargarine and 
kindred products, and force the miserable fraud to sail under its own 
black flag of disease and death. 

I believe, in addition, sir, that this Congress has power to tax fraud 
and protect honestindustries; and in raising money by taxing this fraud 
to make it possible to relieve another honest industry by taking the tax 
from tobacco; and, failing in that, to empower Congress to reduce the 
tariff tax, that follows the child from infancy to boyhood through all 
of the stages of manhood down to old age, and only ceases its vicious 
pursuit at the grave, and retires with the mourners with its head bowed 
over the loss of a subject. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, May I ask the gentleman a 
question ? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. . Yes; but not out of my time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Of course, since there is no 
other time in which to ask it, I must desist. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I will remind the gentleman from Arkansas of 
an old Quaker proverb: ‘‘If one toss salt on thee it will do thee no 
harm aoe thou hast sore places.” The gentleman can apply the 
proverb, ; 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I am not disposed now to discuss 
Democratie doctrines. Any man who believes that the taxing paner 
of the Government can be used to prevent the manufacture of good 
maple sirup out of sorghum-cane (which is now being done in Kansas); 
any man who believes that the taxing power of the Government can be 
used to prevent people from selling glucose sugar made of corn as sugar 
made of sugar-cane, lying every time they make a sale, can vote if he 
likes for this bill. He was not taught in the same school of politics in 
which I was educated. I understand these things to be beyond the 
purpose of this General Government. It isa good thing to stop profane 
swearing, but this Government can not do that. Itisa ing to 
stop stealing, but this Government can not do it, except itself. 


But I rose to say I am glad to sec the bill improves as it goes along. 
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The gentleman in charge of it, in order to induce a suspension of the 
opposition to it, declared that when it came into the House he would 
himself offer amendments reducing this tax. To-day and yesterday he 
has put into these eleventh and twelfth sections a word that takes from 
them all their force. These twosections were literally copied fromsec- 
tions 3366 and 3367 Revised Statutes, to suppress the violation of the 
internal-revenue laws as to tobacco. It was known when those laws 
were passed that if you had to prove that the party knew he was vio- 
lating the law it might be utterly nugatory. ‘The man who made this 
bill understood that he was asking the House to pass the hard, cold, 
cruel, internal-revenue system as to tobacco to be used to crush one 
American industry for another. But the ventilation in this House has 
made some retract. 

And now, not manfully striking out the sections but covertly put- 
ting in the word ‘‘knowingly,’’ which destroys their force, another fraud 
is practiced on the House. 

The nineteenth section of this bill, framed for the purpose of destroy- 
ing oleomargarine, offers a reward to all the dirty informers of the land. 
After Congress had deliberately repealed the laws as to informers as to 
malt and distilled liquors and tobacco, this bill comes in and renews 
that system with features worse than before. But the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] says he will take that out. He says he will 
relieve the bill of thatfeature. In other words, so odious is this meas- 
ure, that its friends have found they have to trim to keep the majority 
of the members of this House in support of the bill. 

Go on, gentlemen, and make it as little a curse to the farmers as you 
can. But you still leave in it the right of servants to tell that their mis- 
tresses bought oleomargarine, knowing it to be such, or that their mis- 
tresses emptied a package of oleomargarine sent home and did not de- 
stroy the stamp; and you have an internal-revenue officer or his uy 
in every pantry in America. Let the man who desires to vote forsu 
a measure vote for it. I would not for my right arm. [Applause.] 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Here the committee informally rose, and the Speaker resumed the 
chair. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker si the same: 

- A bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of H. H. Faulkner and Mary Wood- 
lee. . 
KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is desired to request the return from 
the President of a bill which has passed both Houses. The Clerk will 
read the concurrent resolution which has been handed to the Chair. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by.the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 

mn 


poses. j 
There being no objection, the resolution was agreed to. 
OLEOMARGARINE. 


Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that when the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union again resumes considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 8328 all debate on the section under considera- 
tion and amendments thereto be limited to one minute, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 12 by striking out in line 4 “$100” and inserting “ $10.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 12 by striking out in line 4 “$100” and inserting * $20." 

The amendment was disagreed to. - 

Mr. DUNHAM. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: : 

Amend section 12 by striking out in line 4,“ $100” and inserting “$25.” 


Mr. DUNHAM. Task a division on that amendment. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 98. 
So (further count not being called for) the amendment was disagreed 


to. 
The Clerk read section 13, as follows: 


Src. 13. That whenever any stamped containing oleomargarine is 
emptied, it shall be the duty of the person in whose hands the same is to de- 
stroy utterly the stamps thereon; and any person who willfully neglects or re- 
fuses so to do shall for each such offense be tined not ex g $50, and impris- 
oned not less than ten days nor more than six months. And any person who 
fraudulently gives away or acce from another, or who sells, buys, or uses for 
packing oleomargarine any such stamped package, shall for each such offense 

fined not SAO PS $100,and be imprisoned not more than one year, An 
revenue officer may destroy any emp’ oleomargarine package upon whic 


the tax-paid stamp is found. 
Mr. BUCK. I offer a formal amendment for the purpose of making 


a suggestion in to a point made by the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. WELLBORN J, whose eloquence in this matter I admire, 
as I always do his eloquence, and whose opinions I respect, for they 
are stated honestly and frankly. That point which the gentleman from 
Texas made was this: That we were taxing one industry in the interest 
of another. I do not so regard this measure at all. If I thought so I 
should vote against it and do all I could to secure its defeat. But, in 
my judgment, it is simply and only an attempt by legislation to bring 
about fair play as between one industry and another, to compel an in- 
dustry which has deceived the people by imitating a genuine article of 
food to showits hand or suffer the penalties named in the bill. Noone 
wishes to interfere with an honest business honestly conducted. This 
bill is aimed only at imitation of the real article, If the offensive com- 
pound is not made to imitate the genuine product of the dairy and no- 
tice is given to all dealers and consumers of its real character, it will 
not be subjected to any tax at all under the amendment proposed to be 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri, the chairman of the commit- 
tee that reported the bill. 

Does this bill affect alone the dairymen of this country? By no 
means. It affects the consumer much more than it does the dairyman 
or the dealer in the article; and in that view of the case the gentle- 
man’s argument is not sound. The object of this bill is not to prefer 
any one industry above another or to tax one industry out of existence 
for the benefit of another, but to each u an equality with the 
other. That is the purpose and the effect of the bill, and we very prop- 
erly use the taxing power given us in the Constitution for the purpose 
of obtaining jurisdiction of this subject-matter; and after we have ob- 
tained jurisdiction of the subject-matter we impose regulations which 
shall give all the world, both dairymen and consumers, a fair notice 
and a fair warning of what they buy, what they pay for, and what they 
eat. And to permit the manufacturers of oleomargarine to foist their 
product, distasteful as it is, upon the public under false colors is to per- 
mit them to have an advantage over another industry which is equally 
under the protection of our laws or should be. 

I can not imagine a more reprehensible way of obtaining profit than 
the practice of the manufacturers of oleomargarine in the imitation of 
genuine butter and in selling itto dealers and consumers. Itisclaimed 
that many of them stamp their product and in other ways notify deal- 
ers what they are buying. This is all very well and as it should be, 
but how many of them do this? And how many consumers eat this 
unwholesome stuff supposing it to be a real article? 

The committee that reported this bill find: 


uice, bt eer chlorate of potash, 
peroxide of magnesia, nitrate of soda, paee hes albumen, saltpeter, borax, orris 


root, bicarbonate of soda, caparic 


salicylic acid, cotton-seed oil 
Pote saa slippery-elm bark, olive oil, bromo-chloralum, oil of peanuts, sugar, 
caustic X 

From the best and most reliable information obtainable your committee be- 
lieve that about 200,000,000 pounds of spurious and imitation compounds and 
mixtures are now being manufactured annually, which not only takes the place 
x so — butter, but stops the consumption of much more by the demoraliza- 

ion e trade. 


Mr. Chairman, if anybody wants to eat this compound, although it is ` 


called butter or butterine, I suppose we can not object, but those who 
do not wish to indulge in this inviting morsel should have the protec- 
tions afforded by this bill. > 

Another suggestion is made, that this measure is in the interest of 
the American system of protection. I do not so understand the bill. 
It is not protection in that sense that we ordinarily understand the 
word when speaking of the American system of protection to our home 
industries. Not at all. There is no fraud in manufacturing silk or 
cutlery in Europe and importing it into this country under its own 
proper name, under its own proper colors. Not at all. 

We take that silk or that cutlery and we impose a duty upon it that 
compels it to go into the markets cf our country on an equal footing 
with our own product of the same kind, thereby placing it upon an 
equality with our own industries, just as this bill proposes to place one 
industry upon an equality with another so far as fair dealing is con- 
cerned. We compel fair dealing by this bill as between some indus- 
tries competing with each other. But the tariff duty is placed upon 
the foreign-made article to protect each one of our industries against 
foreign competition, and to equalize the unequal conditions connected 
with producing the same article in our own country and in foreign 
countries. : 

The best evidence that this bill is not generally regarded as the gentle- 
man from Texas regards itis found in the fact that members of this House 
are divided upon the bill neither politically nor with reference to pro- 
tection or free trade. We sce that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock ], a protectionist, is one of the champions of this measure, and 
we see the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], a life-long 
advocate of the protective system, opposing the bill. We see Demo- 


ae ee eg ey ee eT, a ee ee ee a a Te. | 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5159 


crats and Republicans favoring the bill, and Democrats and Republic- 
ans opposing it. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], whose eloquence is al- 
ways so agreeable to us, took occasion the other day to lament the loss 
of some of his political associates, and to say that upon this question 
they had fled to the Republican camp. Let me say to him that he need 
- have no fears of that kind, for he will find them all back again with 
him when the great question comes up on the bill of the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] to reduce tariff duties and 
place certain articles on the free-list. They will all come back into 
the fold and do aay against the system of American protection, except 
perhaps the noble few whom I will call the Parnellites of American 
protection, led by the Parnell of America in tariff legislation, the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall support this bill, because I wish to see uni- 
formity of law on this subject. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
HAMMOND] made a very excellent point against this bill, if his point 
were well taken, in to the legislation by the States. He said 
the matter belonged to the States, and that the States ought to take 
care of it. Ifthe States would do so, and do it uniformly, I would be 
very glad indeed to see them do it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Does the gentleman mean that when the States 
will not laws to suit him Congress should pass them? 

Mr. BUCK. Not at all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to answer that question and say, 
t Yes, if we have the jurisdiction under the Constitution.” 

Mr. HAMMOND. I have no doubt you would vote for anything of 
the kind. 

Mr. BUCK. Let me answer the gentleman. The States and the 
United States in Congress assembled have concurrent jurisdiction over 
the question which this bill deals with, and the fact is that any State 
may pass a law regulating this matter, as my own State of Connecticut 
has done and as several other States have done. Florida, I believe, 
has passed a law on this subject; so has New York; so has Pennsylva- 
nia, and so, I believe, has Massachusetts; but other States have not. 

In the mean time the farmers, the dairymen, the consumers, have all 
come here and asked us to make a common law on this subject, which 
shall apply all over the country, so as to have fair dealing in legislation 
and fair dealing in commercial transactions. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, there is one 
reason in favor of this bill, just one, and that is thata certain measure 
of public sentiment demands it. Now, sir, whenever we reach a point 
where we measure and shape our legislation exclusively by the be- 
hests of popular sentiment, losing sight of the Constitution, we have 
ceased to be the American Republic, and have become simply the old 
Athenian democracy, where the people assembled in the market-places 
and the popular will was both the constitution and the government. 
That is the condition to which we are coming; no longer a popular 
will harnessed by constitutional restrictions of the people’s own ado 
tion and expressed by careful and cautious representatives. Sir, noth- 
ing has more impressed me with the importance of a conservative body 
of long tenure of office at {the other end of the Capitol than the man- 
ner in which gentlemen have ridden downevery constitutional barrier, 
every traditional maxim of government, and have flocked in ill-assorted 
numbers in support of this bill. 

The distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] has 
warned his protectionists friends that this will advance the cause of free 
trade because it is protection ran mad, and that people will not tolerate 
it. I trust the impending evil will produce a reaction among the people 
and lead to reforms. My friend from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL], who 
spoke a few moments ago, seeks to adopt this extreme measure of pro- 
tection as a means of attaining revenue reform. I do not believe in 
doing evil that may come. I believe that every member who 
supports this bill will ultimately lose ground in public confidence and 
estimation. So far as I can see, the supporters of this bill have aban- 
doned all pretense of its being a just aae ee measure for taxation. 
They hardly have the face longer to before the country profess- 
ing, as they have heretofore done, that the one great duty of the hour 
is a reduction of taxes and at the same time contending for this bill 
as a measure to increase taxation. The other horn of the dilemma is 
that it polices the industries of the country, and upon that proposition 
I send to the Clerk’s desk a decision of the Supreme Court which I ask 
to have read. It is the decision in the case of the United States vs. 
Dewitt (9 Wallace, page 42). It is the unanimous decision of, for 
the most part, a Republican court, delivered by Chief-Justice Chase, 
and in the centralizing, reckless era of 1869. It should be heeded at 
least by Democrats who now seek to go where it solemnly forbids even 
Republicans to enter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Section 29 of the act of March 2, 1867, declares— 

“Thatno person shall mix forsale naphtbaand illuminating oils, or shall know- 
ingly sell or keep for sale, or offer for sale such mixture, or shall sell R oase 


for sale oil made from petroleum for illuminating purposes i 
temperature or fire-test than 110 degrees Fahrenheit; and any person so doing 


Bball be held tó be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof by indict- 
ment or tg vaipsoes = in any court of the United States having competent juris- 
diction 1) be punished by fine, &c., and imprisonment,” &c. 


The questions certified resolve themselves into this: Has Congress 
under Constitution, to prohibit trade within the limits of a State? 
That Con has power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among 
the several States, and with the Indian tribes, the Constitution expressly declares. 
But this express grant of power to regulate commerce among the States has al- 
ways been understood as limited by its terms; and as a virtual denial of any 
power to interfere with the Takena. trade and business of the separate States, 
except, eed, as a necessary and proper means for carrying into execution 
some other power expressly granted or vested. 
` [Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that all debate upon this 
section and all amendments thereto may be closed—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to have the Clerk 
conclude the reading. 

Mr. HATCH. Say in five minutes. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire, before debate is closed, to call attention 
to the last ph of the section. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (to Mr. HATCH). Make the 
limitation ten minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. Very well. 

Mr. HAMMOND. If I can have five minutes of the ten I have no 
objection. 

Mr. HATCH. You can, so far as I am concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
asks unanimous consent that all debate on this section and amend- 
ments thereto be limited to ten minutes. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask the Clerk to finish the 
reading of that decision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It has been 


power, 


the illuminating oil in the indictment was in aid and su rt of the 
internal-revenue tax imposed on other illuminating oils. And we have n 
referred to provisions, su to be the business of dis- 


us, 

packing ous manufactured articles, but the 
analogy appesi fail at the essential point, for the regulations referred to are 
restricted to the very articles which are the subject of taxation, and are plainly 
adapted to secure the collection of the tax imposed; while, in the case before 
us, no tax is imposed on the oils thesale of whichis prohibited. If the prohibi- 
tion, therefore, any relation to taxation at all, it is merely that of increasin 
the production and sale of other oils, and, consequently, the revenue deriv 
from them, by excluding from the market the particular kind prescribed, 

This consequence is too remote and too uncertain to warrant usin saying that 
the prohibition is an appro riate and plainly adapted means for carrying into 
execution the power o and collecting taxes. 

There is, indeed, no reason forsaying that it was regarded by Congress as such 
A means, ex: that it is foundin an actimposing internal duties. Standing by 
itself, it is plainly a regulation of police; and that it was so considered, if notby 
the Congress which 
Sars epealnd ts the act of July 20, 1868, wh: jected distill d 
were y the y 20, w su ers and refiners 
to the tax on sales as manufacturers, this prohibition was left unre; led. 

As a police regulation, relating exclusively to the internal trade of the States, 
it can only have effect where the ve authority of Congress excludes, 
territorially, all State legislation, as for example in the District of Columbia. 
Within State limits it can have no constitutional operation. This has been so 
frequently declared by this court,fresults so obviously from the terms of the 
Constitution, and has been so fully explained and supported on former occa- 
sions, that we think it unnecessary to enter again upon the discussion, 

The first question certified must, therefore, be answered in the negative. 

The second question must also be answered in the negative, except so far as 
the nonon named operates within the United States but without the limits of 
any 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, itseems strange 
that a committee of this House should contend for lawful power where 
the decisions are so strong and so unanimous against the position they 
hold. They adopt the form of a tax-bill so as to escape the courts, to 
professedly do what now fermen f we have no direct power to do. 
‘This isa shameful abuse and betrayal of a trust. Withoutalinein any 
decision to sustain them—literally taken by the heels and thrown out 
of Congress by every decision of any court that has passed judgment 
upon the question—they yet come here and by the power of an unrea- 
soning and selfish public sentiment are forcing through this body one 
of the most astonishing and odious bill ever presented to it. And, sir, 
we see put forward to sustain this measure all manner of fraudulent 
statistics. There is absolutely no demand for a bill of this kind except 
from the sellers of a competing article, who wish us to do police duty 
for the States, and to stamp a rival industry out of existence by impos- 
ing a tax upon it of nearly if not quite 150 per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, it is significant that foreign governments that are sin- 
gularly skillful in detecting all fraudulent and injurious features in 
connection with food products, foreign governments that have inter- 
dicted our pork and our beef, foreign governments that have rival dairy 
industries and whose people are consuming annually 120,000,000 pounds 
of this product, have never yet interdicted it or complained about it. 
Only from the producers here of a competing article do we hear the claim 
that there is impurityinit. A member of the committee [ Mr. GREEN, 
of North Carolina] tells me that detection by means of the microscope 
is perfectly easy. The cellular or crystal formations are wholly differ- 
ent. Two hundred million pounds are consumed annually, yet there 
is not a syllable of protest from a single consumer, and there is nota 
single certificate from a physician in this or any other country that any 
man, woman, or child has ever been made sick by eating the article. 

I hold in my hand certificates from the most eminent chemists and 
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physicians in the country and from State boards of health saying that 
oleomargarine is a wholesome food product. Even if it were injurious 
it is not our function to remedy the injury, but the States’. The lan- 
guage of the courts is plain. ction practice are unbroken. 
And no necessity can be pleaded, for the States can inspect every 
factory, they can detect every ounce of the product anywhere, and they 
can prevent either the making or the selling. But in the face of all 
this we are asked not merely to peevens deception, but also to try to 
stamp out what is to-day politically the weak for the sake of the po- 
litically strong. Who will be the next victim to this wretched policy 
of despotism and wrong and folly? Gentlemen are invoking a power 
and a form of power that to-morrow they may be the victims of. I be- 
long to a minority section and to a minority industry, cotton-growing, 
and I view this proscriptive and ruinous legislation with fear for my peo- 
ple and for my whole country. My hope is that our people are too just 
and wise to long permit such a wrong as this. I protest against all 
that is being done, and I would disdain to add to the wealth of my peo- 
ple by robbing their brethren, or, if they had them, their enemies. Fair 
play and fidelity to the Constitution is the path of safety and honor 


and of true p ity. 

Sir, it seems like belittling the issue to seriously consider the statis- 
tical facts about a proposin so monstrously improper and unlawful 
in doctrine, and when I say unlawful I speak of law in its and 
constitutional sense; but, while complaint is made of depression in this 
rival industry, we find that, compared with periods slightly anterior 
to the general use of this product, the price of milch cows has risen about 
$10 per head. We find that the hay crop of this country—and this too 
in States supposed to be specially interested in this competitive industry 
and where if the effect had been injurious the hay crop would have de- 
clined—has in point of fact increased. 

Here are the facts about the milch cows, down through the last re- 
port yet issued from the Agricultural Department: 


| Average | Total valua- 


ERR value. | tion. 


Years. 


If the progress of events were depressing upon tlie dairy business we 
should find a large decline in the aaen in hay in the States concerned 


and pope taking refuge in cereals. But the facts average the other 
way. Here they are: 


Acres in cereals and hay in the United States. 


Cereals. Hay | Ratio. 
United States ....c0seessssersssrerssecseccees 80, 051,289 | 21,769,772 | 100 to 27.2 
102, 260, 950 | 27,484,991 | 100 to 26.9 
130, 633,556 | 35,515,948 | 100 to 27.2 
——So _——S 
2,661,277 | 4,070,615 | 100 to 153.0 
3,776,427 | 4,962,158 | 100 to 131.4 
5,131,628 | 1,839,555 | 100 to 35.8 
6, 389,828 | 2, 300,244 | 100 to 36.0 
206, 990 853, 47 | 100 to 412.5 
217, 964 964,790 | 100 to 442.6 
3,591,286 | 2,087,845 | 100 to 58.1 
4,849,613 | 2,738,572 | 100 to 56.5 
598, 552 385,407 | 100 to 64.2 
768, 607 508, 959 | 100 to 66.2 
12,120,844 | 1,860,417 | 100 to 15.3 
13,600,080 | 2,944,870 | 100 to 21.4 
suoscctes ssccdsessevegnveésobecseusacss 2, 363,402 | 1,058,636 | 100 to 37.0 
4,502,975 | 1,682,025 | 100 to 37.4 
inn cue qedvesdeesasensecsss6e soovesbeasetusencs 7,813,671 | 1,432,131 | 100 to 18.3 
11,772,454 | 3,363,730 | 100 to 28.6 
2, 602, 599 530,000 | 100 to 20.4 
7,233,372 | 3,500,000 | 100 to 49.8 
4, 668, 324 478,780 | 100 to 10.3 
9,359,020 | 1,120,017 | 100 to 12.0 
95, 329 447,607 | 100 to 470.0 
117, 981 623, 484 | 100 to 528.0 
81,780 685, 000 | 100 to 837.0 
90, 716 608,534 | 100 to 665.0 
2, 064, 829 916,600 | 100 to 44.4 
3,384, 676 | 1,280,899 | 100 to 37.8 
5, 352, 844 711, 416 | 100 to 13.3 
4, 643,620 | 1,285,339 | 100 to 18.2 
2, 257,512 605,778 | 100 to 26,8 
4,629,777 | 1,522,139 | 100 to 32.9 
762,516 150,417 | 100 to 19.7 
5, 356, 459 749, 067 | 100 to 14.0 
3, 443, 319 103,909 | 100 to 3.0 
5, 166, 690 188,41 | 100 to 3.6 
3, 152, 123 269,574 | 100 to 8.6 
5,041,818 208,260 | 100 to 4.2 


And, sir, what about the price of butter itself? The result shows 
how public wantsadjust themselves to increased supplies of wholesome 


articles, and how unfair are those who come here asking to be subsi- 
dized and to be given a ‘‘ corner ’’ upon theirsuffering brethern. Ihave 
gone to one of the most intelligent grocers of this city, and he has opened 
his books to me, by which I find that his cost price of butter during last 
January was as high as in any January for six years past; and the 
price was 5 cents higher per pound last January than in the corre- 
sponding month in 1880. ° 

A MEMBER. What was the average price? ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The average price of the article, 
Ispeak of was 40 cents a pound in the month of January. This butter 
was from near Frederick, Md.; and the grocer I of is John H, 
Magruder; and he stated that the lower grade of butter followed the 
same law. He further informed me that the fluctuations through the 
seasons were great—low in spring and summer, and high in fall and 
winter; but that the range of prices was about the same on any grade 
for any given month. I took this one. 

Mr. MORGAN. That doesnot agree with the testimony I have here. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well; let the gentleman 
bring in his testimony. I have more testimony to the same effect as 
that to which I have just referred. I have here figures from a large 
wholesale butter dealer, one of the most intelligent in the country; 
and while he does not buy the brand of butter referred to by 
the gentleman whom I have just quoted, his fi show that there is 
not a product in this ae ee ee which has been so steadily 
maintained as has been the price of butter. He gives me the prices of 
“t creamery’? butter for the month of May—a low-priced month; and 
he says the other grades run according to the same scale. The prices 
run as follows: May 16, 1882, 27 cents; May 15, 1883, 26 cents; May 
16, 1884, 25 cents; May 16, 1885, 23 cents. Now, for May 15 of this 
year we have a very low price, 18 cents; but as this competition has 
been going on for years we must look to some other cause for the present 
depression. If this competition alone caused it we should have had it 
during the other years. - 

The following is from an intelligent writer in a recent issue of the 
American Grocer, who, speaking of the butter trade, says: 

Taken asa whole, the year of 1885 has been a fairly good one, There have 
been very few heavy losses among our merchants and no important failures. 
Many butter-men say there is no money in butter, yet they still continue in the 
business. They should talk more logically and say profits have bee small. 
Are not small profits better than none atall? The past year has not been dis- 
astrous, neither hasit been , but it has been fair, and our merchants should 


not gainsay the fact to o! n paar and condolence from their brothers in 
the grain, cotton, and nearly all other trades, who are even worse off. 


Pray, Mr. Chairman, of what industry can so good an account be 
given? Yet these people want us to subsidize them at the cost of others 
whose business they frankly say is so unprofitable as to offer no induce- 
ments to themselves to enter them. Are the weak not already, then, 
sufficiently burdened and poor? Are they to be robbed by the law 
and under the forms of law? Workingmen consume these goods. It 
is not the fine butter consumed by the rich that you propose to tax. A 
million workingmen are now out of work and suffering for food. „Are 
you going to make food dearer to them and for the sake of the most 
na Fiat class of food producers? $ 

is proposes to deal a blow, too, to the rights, not the privileges, 
of many of the people of the South. Cotton-seed oil, a pure product, 
that I use in my own family in preference to lard for cooking purposes, 
enters into the production of oleomargarine. I have had many letters 
and telegrams, and I will give the following from an official of the 
Southern Association of Oil-mills: 

OFFICE or LITTLE Rock OIL AND Compress COMPANY, 
Lite Rock, Ark., May 1, 1886. 


of the country. 
of substitutes for butter—oleomargarine, butterine, &c.; articles which are well 


rom the fat of beef, pure leaf lard, and cotton-seed oils, all wholesome ingredi- 
ents; and however attacked by prejudice, stand in the markets of the country, 
after years of manufacture, as heal 1 food, 

There is no more right and justice in laws being passed inimical to this in- 
dustry than there would be fora law against any other farm product. Oleo- 
margarine and all similar commodities are farm products, as much so as butter 
oranythbing else raised by the culturist. A law unfriendly to such manufact- 
ure of substitutes for butter will affect the price of every gallon of oil made by the 
oil-mills of the South, and, incidentally, the value of the cotton seed tothe farmer, 
pure, highly refined cotton-seed oil entering into the composition of most of these 
substitutes. It is, therefore, to be ho; that the Arkansas delegation will care- 
fully examine all contemplated legislation on this question, and sustain the 
manufacturers of cotton-seed oils of their State and of the South with their 
votes and infiuence in Congress against unfriendly legislation. 


eee W. H. WRIGHT, Vice-President, 
Hon. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE, 
Washington, D. C 

- Cotton seed is peculiarly the source of ready money to the poor and 
to the colored people in my country in the fall of the year. They ask 
no favors. They have no favors. Are you going to strike a blow at 
all these people at the behest of the dairymen? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] } 

Mr. HAMMOND. Let members of the committee look at the next 
to the last sentence in this section and pay hisy it means. If any pr 
son ‘‘ fraudulently gives” away a thing, how does he give? How does 
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he ‘“‘accept” it “‘ fraudulently??? What does it mean? Here is the 
Congress of the United States making a grave law which is to affect 
millions in this country and there is not a gentleman in the House who 
will say that word “ fraudulently” does not produce confusion in the 
text. And why? Iwill give you the explanation. In the tobacco 
laws these wordsall exist except the word ‘‘fraudulently.’? And why? 
The only way to prevent men from selling their products as they please, 
and as Americans ought to be allowed to sell their produce, is to re- 
quire a stamp and that stamp to be canceled by the man who takes 
charge of it; and if one gives away a with the starhp un- 
canceled or accepts a patkage with the stamp uncanceled to make it 
acrime. Becauseif one can giveit away he puts it in circulation with 
the stamp undestroyed. If you had to stop to prove he ‘‘ fraudulently 
ee it away what does the fraud mean? How will you convict him? 
t is the evidence necessary ? 

Now I do not propose to make it any better. I am only giving this 
as another illustration that when they put in those words they did not 
dare to go in this instance to the enormity of what is already on the 


statute-book; yet they have not the manhood to say, we will tell you 
the truth, and stuck in the word ‘‘fraudulently.’? The bill ought to be 
so stamped. [Laughter and applause. ] 


How.much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. One minute. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I will yield that time to the gentleman from In- 
diana. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Indiana on the next section of the bill. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Very well; then I will yield it to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who wishes to make a brief 
statement. 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I understand the 
rule of this House to be under the five-minute debate one member 

in support of the pending proposition and the other in opposi- 
tion to it. Now, we have a majority in favor of this bill of about 180 
and all the speaking this morning has been made against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognized the gentlemen who sought 
the floor and wished to be heard. 

Mr. SCOTT. Here are 180 majority in favor of this bill and yet this 
morning every speech made has been against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. That has not been the fault of the Chair. No 
friend of the bill having risen, the Chair was compelled to recognize 
those who did rise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the last 
sentence of section 13, which reads as follows: 

Any revenue officer may destroy any emptied oleomargarine package upon 
whieh: the tax-paid stamp is frank: 

It occurs to me, Mr. Chairman, that is rather an arbitrary and un- 
constitutional power to give to a revenue officer—power to seize where 
he may Sappen to find any person with such package and without trial 
to destroy it. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
whisky law. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Dehateisexhaustedon the pendingamendments. 
The Chair will consider the formal amendments withdrawn and the 
question recurs on the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was disagreed 


That is a literal transcript of the language of the 


to. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I move the following amendment: 


Amend section 13 by striking out in line 5 the word “ fifty ” and insert “ twenty- 
five.” 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 91. 
So the amendment was disagreed to. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I offer the following amendment: 


Amend section 12 by striking out in line 4 the words ‘one hundred dollars” 
and insert *‘ twenty-five dollars.” 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 69. 
So the amendment was di to. 
Mr. WHEELER. I move to add at the end of section 13 the follow- 
ing: 
Provided, That no person who was reported by the tenth census as unable to 
read shall be fined or imprisoned for violating the provisions of sections 6,11, 12, 


or 13 of this act until one year after the passage of the bill now pending in Con- 
gress to aid in the support of common schools, 


The amendment was disagreed to. 
The Clerk read section 14, as follows: 


Sec, 14, That there shall be in the office of the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue an analytical chemist and a microscopist, who shall each be appointed by 
the Secretary of the „and shall each receive a salary of $3,000 per an- 
num; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may, whenever in his judg- 
ment the necessities of the service so require, employ chemists and microsco- 
pists, to be paid such compensation as he may deem proper, not exceeding in the 
aggregate any app Ne ai wep made for that purpose. And such Commissioner 
is authorized to decide what substances, extracts, mixtures, or compounds which 
may be submitted for his inspection in contested casesare to be taxed under this 
act; and his decision in matters of taxation under this act shall be final. The 
Commissioner may also decide whether any substance made in imitation or 
semblance of batter, and intended for human consumption, contains ingredients 
deleterious to the public health; but in case of doubt or contest his decisions in 
this class of cases may be appealed from to a board hereby constituted for the 


and composed of the Surgeon-General of the Army, the Surgeon-Gen- 
Pratof the Navy,and the Commissioner of Agriculture; and the decisions of 
this board shall be final in the premises. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert “ two;’? 
so it will read ‘‘and shall receive a salary of $2,000 per annum.” 

Mr. the salaries proposed to be paid under this section of 
the bill are larger than those now paid for similar services in the De- 
partments. For instance, the microscopist of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment gets a salary of $1,800 a year and the chemist $2,500. It will be- 
seen, therefore, that these are considerably above the salaries paid for 
ii, Party services elsewhere, and of course that ought not to be 
permitted. I understand the gentleman from Missouri, however, will 
acquiesce in the amendment which I have submitted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Do I understand the gentle- 
man to say that the chemist’s salary in the Department of Agriculture 


is $2,500? . 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has been so increased by appropriation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word in respect to the merits of this bill. On 
the propositions laid down by gentlemen who oppose the measure I con- 
cede that there are embarrassments in the way. If the manufacture 
and sale of ol ine were a legitimate industry, the manufacture 
of imitation butter, I concede that there might be some trouble in the 
way, because it might be truthfully said that this was an attempt to 
crush out by an act of Congress one industry in the interest of another. 
But the fact must be borne in mind that it is not a contest between two 
legitimate industries; the one industry known from the beginning of 
our Government, that of producing butter in the ordinary way from 
milk, and the other a process under letters patent in imitation of the 
genuine article. 

As far as the former is concerned it is an industry the importance of 
which no one calls in question; the other is an industry which has grown 
up under the patent-right system, and only manufactured and put upon 
the market through fraud as an imitation of a genuine article of dairy 
produce. Therefore when gentlemen assume that these are two con- 
flicting industries, and that Congress is interposing to crush the one for 
the benefit of the other, the proposition, I maintain, is not well founded, 
for if it was an issue between two legitimate industries I should becom- 
pelled to deny the right of Congress to interfere on any pretext what- 
ever. 

But I deny that it is a legitimate industry, or that any industry can 
be a legitimate industry which from the very necessities of the case can 
only flourish through the perpetuation of fraud upon the public; and 
it can not be pretended that this industry has flourished or can through 
sy other means. 

ut it is said this is not a legitimate measure of taxation, and that 
Co is, therefore, using the taxing power wrongfully, notin good 
faith, but simply to crush a particular industry against which, for the 
moment, demands are madeon the part of the people. . But gentlemen 
have no right to assume that the members of this House who favor this 
bill are not supporting it as a revenue measure, as it purports to be. 
Their motives can not be called in question in that respect, nor can it be 
said that the manufacture of imitation butter is not a legitimate sub- 
ject of taxation. Why? For many reasons, but for one especially, you 
have always pro , except in time of war, to impose your taxes upon 
those articles which can best bear taxation; and ordinarily, as far as 
practicable, upon luxuries and articles equally liable to bear taxation, 
especially those not entering into the ordinary and common use of the 
people. Now here is an article existing through fraud, brought before 
the public by fraud, sold through fraud, and I submit it is more legiti- 
mately a subject of taxation than spirits or any other article that you 
may call a luxury, whether the tax be imposed under the customs sys- 
tem or under the internal-revenuesystem. Butfurther, Mr. Chairman, 
there is a reason for the adoption of this measure away beyond that. I 
admit that you do not need the revenue; but we are now taxing some 
articles at the expense of a very high interest in this country. Youare 
taxing under the customs as well as the internal-revenue system salt, 
lumber, coal; which ought to be free, and heavily many articles of uni- 
versal use and of prime necessity, and tobacco, the only product of the 
soil that has ever been taxed by Congress—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Except cotton—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Which system is having a very fatal effect upon 
some industries. Have gentlemen noticed the unfortunate fact that the 
small freeholders are being reduced in number; the small freeholders 
upon whom and through whose happy and independent homes depend 
the perpetuity of our institutions perhaps more than upon any other 
class of our people—the great conservative element of our population? 
Have you considered how this patented monopoly (not legitimate, but 
patented and based upon letters-patent, in my judgment the only mis- 
take our fathers made in their early legislation, for it does not. well ex- 
press the purpose of the Constitution they framed), how that is driving 
out of existence the smaller estates by destroying the elements of their 
prosperity? Have gentlemen considered how far the butter, the product 
of the wife's and the daughter’s industry, enters into the domestic econ- 
omy of the home: how much it does to support the fireside; how this 
comparatively little product enters-into the support of the family, the 
education of the children, and the purchase of their clothing? I stand 
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here, sir, in behalf of that great industry, great by reason of the multi- 
tude who participate in it and the great aggregate results, and in behalf 
of the small freeholders of this country against this imposition upon 
them by patented monopoly. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana which I hope the friends of this 
measure will accept, After a conference with gentlemen that I could 
reach, members of the committee and others, I move to amend the 
amendment by fixing the salaries of these two officers at $2,500 cach. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is too high. 

Mr. HATCH. That will enable the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue to select competent and well-qualified men of high standing in 
their professions for these positions. 

I now yield my time to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no denying the fact that the effect of our 
legislation for years, from the time our heavy taxation began, has been 
unfricndly to the small interests and industries of thiscountry. There 
never is a day or an hour that some great interest is not being forced 
upon These are the interests that build up great estates 
against the intetests that would foster multitudes of smaller estates`in 
thiscountry. Yoursmall farms disappear under heavy taxation. Your 
small farms would disappear under any artificial system of legislation, 
for the great and industrious multitude of small frecholders are never 
here, but the monopolists are always with us. 

Take your patent-right system, under which great monopolies can be 
built up, and you see how even a prudent measure of government may 
become a source of danger in the future. By your heavy taxation, Ido 
not care in what form it comes, you are crowding tothe wall small free- 
holders, and are enlarging year by year your great landed estates. 

I support this measure because it is a measure in the interest of the 
small freeholders of this country. I would support any legitimate 
measure which is directly in the face of the policy which has been gov- 
erning for so many years, tending to diffuse instead of centralizing our 
wealth. ‘If our past system of legislation shall continue, if great mo- 
nopolies are permitted to crowd out small freeholders, and to enlarge 
your farms, to a large degree you will destroy the foundations upon 
which the Government so securely rested in former years. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I have sent an amendment to the desk which I 
desire to have read. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is now pending the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and an amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Very well; let those be voted on first. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out $2,000" and insert “$2,500;"’ so it will read: 

“And shall each receive a salary of $2,500 per annum." 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope that will not be done. As living amidst a 
body of small farmers I protest that my friend from Missouri ought 
not to insist that a bill like this, in the interest in some degree of the 
larger salaries than the ay- 


ment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose and the Speaker resumed the chair. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the resolution of the 
House of tatives requesting the return from the President of 
the bill (H. R. 6391) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and 
Gulf Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 


CLEOMARGARINE. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ that,” in section 14, strike out these words: 

“There shall be in the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue an ana- 
lytical chemist and poe p pen who shall each be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and shall receive a salary of $2,500 per annum; and.” 


Mr. HAMMOND. We have already all the officers of the Agricult- 
ural Department to run this business. And now let the gen- 
tleman who desired to reduce the salary to $2,000 bring in his argu- 
ment tosaveitall. Thereisno earthly necessity for these extra officers. 
That is all I desire to say’on that subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Not in my time, please. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] says, first, that we have ruined a great many 
small farmers by the tobacco internal-revenue law. And now 


to preserve the remnant of the small farmers of this country he pro- 
to re-enact this law and make thesystem popular and permanent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. Let me say—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. Not in iny time. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam in favor of repealing the tobacco tax. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Butyou know you can not do it. I agree with 
the gentleman that it ought to be repealed. But he knows as well as 
I that whenever this bill passes an insuperable obstacle to the repeal 
of those internal-revenue laws is placed, over which the Congress of the 
United States can not vault in the next twenty years. The gentleman 
says this is not a fight of one industry against another. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Of one legitimate industry. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Of one legitimate industry against another. I 
challenge the gentleman’s cool, clear consideration of that point. His 
proposition is this, that if Congress desires it may in behalf’ of one in- 
dustry put down another provided it considers that other an illegiti- 
mate or fraudulent industry. Can this House levy a tax on paper-soled 
shoes that are put upon the market as bottomed by leather made of 
good hides? Can this Government put a tax on maple sugar made of 
sorghum cane because the man lies and says it came from a maple tree? 

Can we tax out of existence glucose sold as sugar every day? The 
gentleman will repudiate his argument whenever he thinks about it. 

He is hardly driven again to say that this bill is against a monopoly 
patent. He absolutely says that the patent clause of the Constitution 
is a curse rather than a blessing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; not that. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I can not argue such a proposition in my limited 
time. But the history and the experience of this Government wil! show 
no other clause, except those that protect life, liberty, and property, 
that has been half as valuable to this country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was recognized, and yielded his 
time to Mr. HAMMOND. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I thank the gentleman, Mr. Chairman. Let 
me call attention to some facts which illustrate this. We may put 
our wives down to knitting stockings for themselves and their chil- 
dren, or we may turn to a machine that will knit seven pairs for one 
mill. What rest to the wife! What comfort to the babes! With 
patent peg-wood we peg sixty million pair of shoes per annum in the 
United States at a cost of five pairs to a cent! Millions of feet are 
shod that but for that invention would be crippled by the hard frosts 
of winter. Sir, the Patent Office has chan the whole current of 
modern life. It has given fewer hours of labor and to more men, less 
consumption of human muscle, and broader sweep of human mind. 
Consider the poor men copying the gospels in ink at a price per volume 
which would pay a king’s ransom, and then the thousand times as 
many men acting as private salesmen of the blessed truths of our re- 
ligion in bound books, ata nickel a.volume. The foundation of that 
change is the constitutional clause on which is based the Patent Office. 
It has increased wages, it has increased mental strength and physical 
strength, mental comfortand physical comfort. When gentlemen are 
driven, in support of this bili, to denounce any part, and especially 
that part of the Constitution of the United States, they are indeed 
hardly driven. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, this bill p to tax a fraud, a 
deception, a pirate upon an honest industry. It has been frequently 
charged here that we who favor this bill have been compelled to 
“ hedge.” I undertake to say that no friend of this measure has ever 
understood that it went any further than I have stated, to tax a pirate 
sailing under a false flag and preying upon one of the great industries 
of the country. I will admit that many men who favor this bill did 
not clearly appreciate the fact that oleomargarine as known to the 
trade, as known to chemistry, might not always be such a pirate; and 
they were glad when they found that the bill pointed out the clear 
distinction between the two kinds and properly labeled and marked 
just what it intended to tax, to wit, this deception, this cheat, this 
fraud. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ishall need additional time, and if the gentleman 
occupies my time with questions I suppose he will yield me time in 
return. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will endeavor to do so, if I can get the floor. I 
understand the gentleman to say that this bill does not tax anything 
that sails under its own true colors. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It does not. This bill is not intended to tax any 
product that can not be sold for aud does not have the semblance of 
butter. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the gentleman yield for a further question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will if I can have the time to answer. 

Mr. DANIEL. Supposeit has the semblance of butter, but is marked 
not butter, but ‘‘oleomargarine;’’ does the bill tax it then? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, you mayask very many questions which I have 
not the time to answer. It intends merely to tax these patented pro- 
ductions that chemistry has enabled to be manufactured under these 
patents and whichare palmed off upon the unsuspecting public as but- 
ter. That is just what it intends to tax. ; 
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Mr. W. of Missouri. Does the gentleman assert that the 
large manufacturers of oleo: ine manufacture under any patent? 


Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know whether they do or not. In the 
main I suppose these articles are man by some secret process, 
or else under a patent. Now, sir, I have heard no one upon this floor 
allege that this law, in its form or in its phraseology, is unconstitutional, 
cane I desire to call the attention of the House, and of gentlemen who 
have had longer experience than I, to the fact that we have always re- 
garded this as a republican Government, we standing here to vote the 
will of our constituents. I undertake to say that no tax law has ever 

this House, no bill carrying any considerable sum of money (ex- 
cept to defray the ordinary expensesof the Government), has ever passed 
this House but what the majority iis wis voted it into law represented by 
their votes the needs and the demands of their constituents. I may 
point to the river and harbor bill as a striking illustration of the correct- 
ness of the assertion which I have just made. 

Day after day measures come in here and are urged because locali- 
ties want them, because members realize that they are demanded for 
the benefit of their immediate constituents. We look to the Constitu- 
tion, and if there is constitutional power to grant what they ask we 
grant it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, obtained the floor and said: I yield my 
time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I have just described is the course pursued 
here with reference to all legislation. Gentlemen may soar in ethereal 
regions song ahe ghosts of departed statesmen for reasons in favor of 
a measure or in opposition to it; but when we come down to practical 
legislation we can trace back of « every man’s vote here this motive—that 
his people want him to cast his vote in that way, and his action 
is paker by by a proper desire, as I affirm, to represent his constituency 
here on this floor. 

Since I have been a member of this House it has been upon this pol- 
icy that we have legislated, and it is upon this line that our constitu- 
ents and the country expect us to legislate. They expect that we will 
represent their wishes and their will, If there is any subject of which 
we can take jurisdiction under the Constitution, and we can grant their 
petitions in reference to it, we hasten to do it. 

I say to gentlemen on the other side, have no fear that the palladium 
of our liberties is in danger because we do this. We are a body three 
hundred and twenty-five in number, representing the whole country; 
and it is only when a majority of the hundred and twenty-five | th 
members, or a majority of those who attend here (not less than a quo- 
rum), see their pathway clear in reference to any legislation of this kind 
that they will tread init. From this body the measure of legislation 
goes to the Senate, there to be scrutinized; and then it goes to the Ex- 
ecutive to receive his approval. 

There is no danger of a war of one industry upon another. Thereis 
no danger that this taxing power will ever be invoked to crush outany 
legitimate industry or to array one legitimate industry against another. 
These obstacles which I have recited, the full consideration which every 
important measure is sure to receive, the large constituencies that we 
represent here with their diverse and varied interests, will always 
stand in the way of hasty and inconsiderate legislation upon any sub- 

ject. 

: I say again, let gentlemen dismiss their fears in this regard. Have 
no fear that the Constitution of the United States will ever be invoked 
as authority for a measure of oppression. Those various interests rep- 
resented here, sometimes coming in conflict perhaps with one another 
will always operate as barriers against everything of that kind; an 
a law of this sort will only be called for and enacted when there is 
in its favor a clear public sentiment, overriding by it character and 
power, if you please, the sentiment that there may be in favor of other 
industries. I perhaps may say it will only be when a fraud like that 
now under consideration is to be legislated upon is to be stam out, 
or the deceptive flag under which it sails is to be struck down, that Con- 
gress will ever seek to exercise this power in favor of one industry against 
another. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. O'HARA. I move to amend by striking out section 14. ‘Mr. 
Chairman, no member of this House will go further than I am ready to go 
to protect the people from the adulteration of food. But, sir, this bill, as 
I understand it, proposes not to prevent the adulteration of food as such. 
On the contrary, under the guise of protecting the poor man from oleo- 

e and spurious butter, it seeks to destroy one industry of the 
country for the purpose of building up another. More than that, it 
proposes to create a number of new offices and to revivify and set in 
motion all the odious features of the internal-revenue system. The 
fourteenth section of this bill, which I to strike out, does not 
only create additional officers at large salaries, but it gives to the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue the power, whenever in his judgment 
the necessity of the service may require it, to add to this already large 
army of officers other officers. 

The number of these will be limited, say gentlemen on the other 
side, by the appropriation; but, sir, every member on this floor knows 
that the appropriation does not limit the number of the public offices 


of the Government when the administrative officials see fit to go be- 
yond the authority of existing law. At every session, Mr. Chairman, 
we are met by demands from the Treasury Department, from the In- 
ternal Revenue Bureau, from the Department of Justice, and from al- 
most every other Department asking Congress to pass ‘‘ urgent deficiency 
appropriation bills.’ We murmur; but the executive officers come to 
us and tell us that the service has been performed, that when we passed 
our appropriation bills we were mistaken as to what the public exigen- 
cies required; and murmur though we may, we always pass such bills 
when their is demanded. Thus, Congress after Congress, we 
find that these administrative officers go beyond the appropriations. 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, the so-called limitation involved in the ap- 
propisio of money is no limit at all. 

Mr. Chairman, if places are needed for party favorites let gentlemen 
say so. Let the ionit so understand it. Let us all understand that 
such is the scope of the pending measure. Let us make it clear and 
sure there should be no attempt here to throttle any interest or to 
strangle any industry of the country. Iam, Mr. Chairman, no advo- 
cate of oleomargarine; but, sir, it is said that this bill is made in the 
interest of the poor man, and I ask where are the petitions of poor men 
crying out against this abuse. 

Sir, the poor man is not here clamoring for this proposed legislation, 
but it is the rich dairymen of the country who by this bill are saying 
you shall have only what we desire to give you at whatever price we 
may demand, whether it be butter made from pure milk of fancy and 
well-kept cows, or from milk of diseased and swill-fed cows. I hold, sir, 
that the poorer classes need as much, if not more, protection from butter 
made from the milk of diseased and swill-fed cows as they do from oleo- 
margarine or any of the other manufactures mentioned in the bill. 

The crowning piece of infamy of the bill will, however, be found in 
the nineteenth section. This section proposes to give a premium to 
every spy and informer-in the land who shall become a self-appointed 
guardian of this law; it offers a reward, holds out an inducement, to the 
lazy and worthless to spy upon his neighbor’s action, that he may satisfy 
his avarice and cupidity by securing one-half of the penalty imposed 
by the bill. It has a tendency to create an army of Jean Valjeans to, 
follow with sleuth-hound tenacity every imaginable violator of this 
Jaw. Ido not think that I overdraw the picture when I warn this 
House that the passage of this bill will add at least one-fourth more 
omoes to the already long listof special United States marshals, assist- 

t prosecuting attorneys, and henchmen to be et and paid from 
-wrung taxes of an already overtaxed people. 

T have heard from the Democratic party for the past ten years the 
cry of ‘‘ Reduction of taxes!’’ ‘‘ Relief of the masses from an army of 
oflice-holders ! 1” ‘* Help from the merciless red-legged grasshoppers and 

‘golden-winged butterflies!’ ’’ as the revenue officers were once called 
inmy State. But, sir, I suppose all this has and the cry of war 
taxes has changed to the cry of protection to the people from spurious 
and death-dealing food, and the slogan of reform. The revenue officer, 
the spy, the accuser of his neighbors, the United States prosecuting 
attorney are no longer tyrants but guardian angels to the health and 
liberty of the poor man. 

The hard-wrung taxes to keep up and feed this vast additional army 
g, cormorants becomes a free-will offering of spices and ointment of 

eet-smelling savor. I do not believe that the people of my State or 
of any State in this Union are in favor of this bill; it savors of class 
legislation, of favoritism to one industry and oppression to another; it 
is not protection—it is m; and assuch it must work to thedetri- 
ment of the poorer classes. Sir, I will willingly go as far as any gentle- 
man upon this floor to protect the people from adulterated food, and I 
say here and now that whenever the Committee on Agriculture, or any 
committee of this House, shall bring in a bill to remedy that evil, placing 
its enforcement with the ordinary courts of the country, without the 
creation of additional officers and spies and informers, separate and 
apart from the Internal Revenue Bureau, I am ready to give it my 
hearty approval. 

As between natural butter and the manufactured article I am de- 
cidedly in favor of natural butter, and am of the opinion that if the 
dairymen of the country need protection they ought to have it; but I 
would ask the friends of the ill, a large number of whom are in favor of 
State rights, are not the respective State tures competent to deal 
with this question? Has an effort been made by the dairymen of any 
particular State or number of States to secure protection against this 
so-called false representation of butter and refusal by the Legislature 
made? Ifnotso, why, then, not let them first apply to the States for 
the necessary legislation? 

It can not be urged that for any needs of the Government the reve- 
nue derived from this source is necessary, for we have heard, and the 
world was made to believe, that there was a large surplus of money 
lying idle in the Treasury of the United States, to the great detriment 
of the poor laboring man. Is it now proposed to augment this surplus? 
For what ? That asingle industry shall be crushed out, or that 
a rival industry, both to the manner born, shall be protected, or that po- 
litical favorites, henchmen, and bossesshall have places? If foreither of 
these, Mr. Chairman, I think we have done enough, and it is full time 
that our faces and footsteps were turned in another direction. By all 
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means protect the poor from adulterated and deleterious food, but in 
the name of common fairness let us do it in one general bill. Enacta 
law that will make no invidious distinction, but one that will bear 
alike upon all, that will be wise and beneficial, but let not this engine 
of favoritism and injustice mar the pages of our statutes. [Applause.] 

During the delivery of the above remarks, Mr. O’HARA’s time hav- 
ing expired, Mr. BRUMM took the floor and proposed to yield his five 
minutes. ‘ 

Mr. FREDERICK. It seems.to me, Mr. Chairman, it is going too 
far in violation of the rules of the House to constantly yield the floor 
to members to speak in favor of an amendment and then let them 
speak in the time of those who are opposed to it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BRO of Indiana. I give notice no other gentleman’s time 
will be continued from this to the end of the session. 

Mr. FREDERICK. I have accomplished my purpose in calling 
attention to the violation of the rule, and will now withdraw my objec- 


tion. 

Mr. O’HARA resumed the floor and completed his speech. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask by unanimous consent that de- 
bate be closed on the pending section and all amendments thereto in 
one minute, 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

Mr. HATCH. I had supposed the gentlemen desiring to move sub- 
stantial amendments to this section had already done so, 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ihave one amendment pending, and I wish to 
introduce another before debate is closed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I have a substantial amendment to 

resent on which I desire to be heard, and so I understand has my col- 


league. 

Mr. HATCH. Iask then by unanimous consent that all debate be 
limited to ten minutes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will say fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment, and wish to be heard upon it. 

Mr. HALE. I shall object unless I can have five minutes myself. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I shall be compelled to move that the commit- 
tee rise for the purpose of having the House close debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will not do that, as we can 
come to some understanding in the committee. A 

Mr. HATCH. It is stated that some gentlemen wish to offer sub- 
stantial amendments, and I move therefore that all further debate on 
the section and pending amendments be closed in twenty minutes. 
Will that be agreeable? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask that the pending amendment moved by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] may be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of section 14 the following words: 

“There shall be in the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue an 
analytical chemist and a microscopist, who shall each be appointed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and shall each receive a salary of three thousand dollars 
per annum; and.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
before the committee, and I ask the Clerk to read 
stand if the amendment is adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may, whenever in his judgment 
the necessities of the service so require, employ chemists and microscopists, to 
be paid such compensation as he may deem proper, not exceeding in the aggre- 
gate any approp on made for that purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is manifest, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia may be adopted without any impair- 
ment of the contemplated service. I trust my friend from Missouri 
having charge of the bill will consent to the amendment. 

A word further. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] says 
that the internal-revenue tax on tobacco can not be abolished. But 
what right has he to assume that? I concede as matters stand now no 
member who is opposed to the abolition of our present rate of taxation, 
internal and customs, could support this bill on the plea of its being a 
revenue measure, for the revenues of the Government are now enor- 
mously beyond the wants of the Government. But the gentleman has 
no right to assume that members on this floor are not in favor of sub- 
stituting the source of revenue proposed by this bill for other existing 
sources of revenue. I think the fraudulent product under considera- 
tion a very proper object of taxation. Itcan claim no right to exemp- 
tion. The tax on tobacco is an oppressive tax on the producer; it isa 
discriminating tax; it is an oppressive tax on the great body of laborers 
to whom it is a necessity, and,if a luxury, it is the only one within 
their reach; it diminishes to the farmer the value of the products of his 
land; it hedges in his legitimate industry by oppressive restraints; he 
can only sell the product of his labor to a licensed dealer, and, in my 
judgment, it ought to be abolished. No direct and simple product of 
land should be specially taxed except in a great emergency. I think 
the sentiment of the House is favorable to the abolition of the internal- 
revenue tax on tobacco. I do not care how high you tax the imported 


t this amendment 
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article or the manufactured cigar, but I wish to see the American 
farmer released from a tax on the direct product of his land. 

But the gentleman from Georgia has not shown his usual logic in de- 
bate. He talks about a connection between our Government Patent 
Office and the discoveries and inventions in the arts which have revolu- 
tionized the world—great discoveries, which have marked the progress of 
the civilization of the human race, and are the sources of the happiness 
and prosperity of all civilized people, and attributes all to the Patent Of- 
fice. What does the gentleman mean? I looked over to the otherside 
of the House at my distinguished friend who presided for a while over 
the Patent Office with so much ability, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH], and noticed that he was smiling at the idea that to our 
Patent Office the world was indebted for the printing press and the other 
great discoveries which have enlightened the world and elevated the 
human race, the development of the great forces wrung from nature from 
time to time for the benefit of mankind, and which for centuries have 
marked the progress of the civilization of our race. And yet the logic 
of the gentleman’s argument is that to our system of patents, to our 
patent lawsas they have stood upon our statute-books, the world is in- 
debted for this marvelous development wrought by the discoveries of 
the centuries, } 

I deny it, sir. The patent laws have nothing to do with it. The 
progress of the race is not dependent on patent laws. The progress of 
the human race has not depended upon such agencies, on patent laws 
or patents. I have always doubted, and doubt still, the policy of the 
patent system as adopted many years ago by our fathers, and which 
we have adhered to without inquiry or question all of these years. 
That the inventor is in many instances a r and entitled to a 
fair and just consideration, and in some instances to very great honor, 
Ido not doubt. But that he is one of a multitude of men bearing on 
the accumulated experience of the ages, marching in the same general 
direction, and ready to reach the same result, no one can deny. The 
one of the great number who first announces a result is entitled to just 
consideration, but the interests of the great multitude are not to be for- 
HNE when the patent laws of the country are employed as an arti- 

cial agency by which the interests and overgrown estates of a few men 
may be built up in the impoverishment of multitudes of their fellow- 
citizens and imperial fortunes and that, too, at the expense of 
multitudes of people, and at the expense of all substantial public in- 
terests of the country, then I do not hesitate to say that the system of 
laws which permits this is injurious to the general Legg arg of the 
poople and to the perpetuity of our form of government, and the laws, 
ee being just to the inventors, should not render such a result pos- 
sible. 

It is only the artificial force of law that can injuriously change the 
material conditions of our people. Natural forces never create over- 
grown fortunes for some, hopeless poverty for the many. I still in- 
sist, sir, that the system of legislation which builds up great interests, 
that promotes the creation of great fortunes, that enco the growth 
of great estates, is that kind of legislation which this side of the House 
at all events should not be eager to perpetuate, should not hasten to 
encourage; for it is that system of all others that breaks down the very 
foundation upon which, according to the democratic theory of govern- 
ment, the perpetuity of our institutions must depend. 

It is for the reason that I would not see crushed out the great mul- 
titude of the smaller industries of the country, or see the comforts of 
the homes of multitudes of our people diminished, for the purpose of 
building up colossal fortunes by patented monopolies, that I am giv- 
ing this bill my support. Is for the small indnstries against the 
power of monopoly through which under our artificial legislation great 
estates are rendered ible. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, it is probably useless to say more 
of the merits or demerits of this bill. I am not much in the habit of 
wasting words upon a question which is already determined by the 
will of the majority. What I wish to say is by way of reply to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who, it seems 
to me, having determined to vote for this bill, finds it necessary to make 
some apology for voting for it. 

In doing this he tells us in the remarks first made to-day he would 
lay on this tax, not needed for revenue, in the interest of the poor, 
whom he would not oppress. He would not oppress or vex that too 
numerous class of our people with unnecessary taxes; yet he says this 
inferior or poor butter is a very proper subject of taxation. Sir, this 
article will never be taxed unless it is sold. It will never be sold un- 
less it is used for food, and whoever uses it for food will pay the tax. 
Who does the gentleman from Indiana believe will buy, use, and pay 
the taxes on this cheaper and poorer butter or substitute for butter? 
Who will contribute the promised revenue on or from this article? 
Will it not fall on those who will buy this for want of means to buy 
the better and more expensivearticle? Does he expect the thrifty and 
well-to-do people to put aside the better and more expensive food and 
buy this cheaper oleomargarine? Oh, no; he can not ex this. 

But I need not answer for the gentleman. He must know, we all 
know, that if oleomargarine continues to be made when this bill is law 
it will be used and paid for, including the tax, by those least able to 
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pay taxes. -One other thing the gentleman from Indiana would do to 
relieve the poor for whom he professedly He would remove all 
taxes from tobacco. We will get this year from the tax on tobacco in 
various forms, including snuff and cigars, $28,000,000. Remove that, 
and we can spare no more revenue now. Repeal the tobacco tax means 
continue the present tax on wood, lumber, sugar, salt, shoes, and shirts, 
shelter, food, and clothing. All these must continue to bear the heavy 
burden now resting upon them. And are these not necessary, more 
necessary to the wants, the health, and comfort of the great mass of 
men for whom the gentleman from Indiana assures us he speaks when 
he speaks for untaxed tobacco? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. MORRISON. I have but five minutes; however, I will hear 
the gentleman. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I-wish to know who pays the tobacco tax, the 
rich or the poor? 

Mr. MORRISON. All who use tobacco pay the taxes on it as part of 
the price. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the very poor, those to whom it is the only 
luxury which they are able to procure, pay the most of it. 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, and the same is true of all taxes. The poor 
pay nine-tenths of all taxes paid; in whatever form they are paid they 
pay nine-tenths, whether on tobacco, shirts, or shoes. Onur taxes are 
all on consumption, and our friends on the opposite side of the Cham- 
ber have so retained taxes as to keep those which fall unequally and 
largely on the poor, and the removal of the tobacco tax is in continua- 
tion of that policy. To take that off results in the necessity of retain- 
ing others which in their existing form are much more oppressive. In 
the debate on the pen bill the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GROSVE- 
NOR] said the repeal of the wool tax would cost the people of his State 
$3,000,000. His State produces about 8 per cent., or one-twelfth, of 
all the wool consumed in the country. And if the gentleman from 
Ohio is not mistaken as to the amount Ohio lost and the people of Ohio 
and other States would gain, then the repeal of the wool tax would re- 
move from thirty-five to forty millions of taxes on the goods made at 
home, and yet that wool tax put but $3,000,000 in the Treasury. 

This article (cigars) yields us $11,000,000 revenue. 

A MEMBER. What is it? ; 

Mr. MORRISON. It isa small-sized cigar. It yields $11,000,000, 
and the cigar industry is not crushed out either; for the number used 
has more than doubled in the last ten years. The growth of the ci 
industry has increased five times as fast as our people. Every dollar 
paid in taxeson cigars goesintotheTreasury. Take offthat $11,000,000, 
and to what idle man will you give employment? What new wheel 
will you turn? What industry will you encourage? Take off the 
three millions on wool; and you let loose the spindles; you give work to 
the idle. Take off three millions of revenue on wool, and by the esti- 
mate of the gentleman from Ohio you take off more than ten times as 
many millions dollars taxes. Remove those taxes and with them the 
increased cost of making woolen goods, and you will have something 

ou can sell in the foreign markets, which but a few days ago you were 
uPAR on attempting to buy, your way into at a cost of $800,000 a 
year. You will add to the productive wealth of the country and the 
comforts of its people, Mr. Chairman, when eleven millions of taxes, 
which yield eleven millions of revenue from tobacco are to be taken 
off; thatthree millions of revenue from wool must be obtained by a tax, 
which, based on the estimate of the gentleman from Ohio, costs those 
who wear hats of wool or woolen clothing more than ten times as many 
millions. Then, Mr. Chairman, some other reason must be assigned 
than the interests of the poor. [Applause.] 

Mr. HALE. While Iam friendly to the penera purposes and objects 
of this bill and design to soppor it on its final passage, yet I desire to 
call the special attention of the friends of the measure and the House 
generally to what I consider the extraordinary provisions of the last 
clause of this section. I had an amendment pending to strike out all 
after the word ‘‘final,’’ in the fourteenth line. As I understand the 
meaning of that part of the section, it vests in the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, subject to the supervision of certain officers therein 
named, the power to determine what articles used in the manufacture 
of oleomargarine are injurious and deleterious to the public health. 

Now I do not understand that the friends of this bill have eyer placed 
it on the ground that the General Government had the right to inter- 
fere with the sanitary regulations inside of State lines. Under the pro- 
visions of this section the Commissioner has the right to determine what 
is healthy food and what is not healthy food, and under the provisions 
of a subsequent section the power is vested in that department to seize 
and destroy, in other words to confiscate, these supposed unhealthy 
articles of food. 

If we have the power to do this, if we have the power to enact laws 
of that character, where is this thing to stop? If the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue can be authorized to say what kind of butter or oleo- 
margarine is healthy and whatis not and to confiscate what is notin his 
judgment, can not he say what sort of canned goods are healthy and 
what are unhealthy? Have we not in that case the right to go inside 
the State lines and supervise all the domestic relations of the eof 
the States in such matters? Iunderstand the States have a municipal 
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power-of that sort, There is no doubt about the right of States to en- 
act laws for the inspection of articles of food as sanitary measures. 
There is no doubt about the power of the General Government to enact 
sanitary regulations to prevent the introduction and spread of disease 
from foreign ports. It may go so far as to te these matters be- 
tween the States. But I never heard it claimed that the Federal Gov- 
ernment had any power under the Constitution to enact laws by which 
the revenue department could enter into our domestic life within State 
lines and determine what should be used as food and what not. 

Whereis the warrant and authority forthisimmensepower? Thereis 
nothing in any law which amounts to the exerciseof this power; there 
is no precedent for it in the history of the country. Whenceis sucha 
power derived? A State or a city may enact laws and ordinances by 
which food may be inspected, by which manufacturing establishments 
may be supervised, and the public health protected. But that the 
Federal Government should enact laws to authorize its officers io goin- 
side of State lines and supervise our food and say what is healthy and 
what is not healthy, and to confiscate what they say is not healthy, isan 
extraordinary power never heretofore asserted by this Government, and 
it has not, as I understand, been claimed by the friends of this bill. 

This portion of the fourteenth section is not necessary to carry out 
the general objects and purposes of this measure. AsI understand, this 
bill can only be defended on the ground that this tax is levied for the 
purpose of raising revenue. It never has been claimed by its friends 
that we had the power to make sanitary regulations within State lines, 
Why not then strike out this provision and place the bill before the 
country as a revenue measure? Why not lift the burdens from other 
objects of taxation? Why not lower our tariff? But do not establish 
the doctrine and principle that the Federal Government has the right 
to go within our family, interfere with our domestic affairs, and deter- 
mine what is healthy and what is unhealthy. It is a most dangerous 
power. As I have said, I favor the gaen objectof this bill. I think 
there is no doubt about the right of this Government to levy taxes of 
this sort for revenue purposes; and when levying such taxes they can 
discriminate against articles and in favor of articles just as they do in 
levying a tariff. We have the right todiscriminate. We may tax this 
article 5 per cent. and another 10 per cent. and another 20 per cent. ; 
we are not bound to say that all shall be taxed alike. Wecan put one 
tax on tobacco, another on whisky, and another on oleomargarine. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment 
to section 14, which I will send up to be offered at the propertime. I 
had supposed, sir, as we have been assured here, that this bill had un- 
dergone the scrutiny of the Law Department of the Government and of 
the Internal Revenue Department, and that, as it came to us from the 
hands of the committee, it was a sacred thing which should not be 
touched. We were also informed that the provisions of this bill were 
not intended to apply to anything except oleomargarine when com- 
pounded of some of the ingredients named in the second section and. 
sold as butter or for butter. 

The chairman of the committee in making that assertion it seems to 
me must have overlooked the provisions of the fourteenth and fifteenth 
sections of the bill. 

I assert without fear of successful contradiction that if any gentle- 
man will read the fourteenth section he will find two classes of oleo- 
margarine provided for therein, The first is that which is subject toa 
tax under the provisions of this bill, and when a question arises as to 
whether or not it is so subject to taxation the question is to be sub- 
mitted to the decision of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and 
the decision of that officer is to be final, from which no appeal is granted. 
There is no appeal whatever from it, and to strike out that provision 
is one p of my amendment. The second class of oleomargarine 
provided for in the fourteenth section of the bill is covered by this lan- 
guage: 

The Commissioner may also decide whether any substance made in imitation 
or semblance of butter, and intended for human consumption, contains ingre- 
dients deleterious to the public health. A 

The fourteenth section contains that provision, while, in the discus- 
sion on the second section, we were informed by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, with the advice and consent of the law officers as it was claimed, 
that it only applied to oleomargarine which was sold for butter or as 
butter. From the language which I have read it will be seen that this 
provision in the fourteenth section applies to any substance of this 
character ‘‘ intended for human consumption.’? When a question arises 
under this provision a commission is to be appointed, consisting of the 
officers named in the bill, and their decision is to be final. 

But, sir, the monstrosity—I use the word advisedly—the monstros- 
ity of this law crops out in the fifteenth section, which provides that 
“all of oleomargarine subject to tax under this act that shall 
be found without stamps or marks as herein provided ’’—that is one 
class—‘‘and all oleomargarine intended for human consumption which 
contains ingredients adjudged, as hereinbefore provided, to be dele- 
terious to the public health, shall .be forfeited to the United States,” 
without to whether it is liable to a tax or not. That I say is 
monstrous. Itis a reaching out, under the pressure of constituents, 
under the clamor of interested parties, to strike down an industry of 
this country, and by this bill you seize the police powers of the Gov- 
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ernment, You would have the same power to determine, if you can 


determine, the quality of every article of food whether it is canned, or 
packed, or not, andif it is pronounced deleterious to health, you could 
thus usurp the police powers of the State. It is dangerousground and, 
in my opinion, unwarranted. 

Your informers come in, they go running around seeking to get one- 
half of what they seize. Informers! a class of men that no lawyer 
would believe under oath; their occupation is one that no honorable 
man would engage in. Informer! a name detested and execrated by 
every lover of the rights of the citizen in every country where the 
rights of the citizen are . - They flourish best where the rights 
of the individual citizen are least. I ani surprised that there should 
be an attempt at this time by a committee of the American Congress 
to give occupation to that class called informers—occupation at the 
expense and to the annoyance of the public. 

Mr. Chairman, under what provision of the Constitution do the com- 
mittee claim the extraordinary jurisdiction of Congress over the health 
and morals of the States set out in these sections 14 and 15? Would 
it not be well to leave that duty to the States where the fathers placed it? 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. te upon this section and all amendments 
thereto is exhausted. The first amendment is that of the gentleman 
from Georgia, which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to send up an amendment to be 
acted u 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will entertain amendments in their 
order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


aalyteal peice ras Eariri airat ainnis kirara 
an e 
KaRa, p of the Treasury, and shall each receive a ipag aeara diane 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. STONE] relate to these lines of the Sill? 

Mr. STONE. It does not. 

The question was taken on the amendment just read; and there 
were—ayes 33, noes 61. 

So the amendment was ‘rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now entertain the amendment of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 14, lines 13 and 14, strike out the words “and his decision in matters 
of taxation under this act shall be final.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The C . The Clerk will now read the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HALE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 14, strike out the following 
“The Commissioner may also decido. whether any substance made in imita- 
tion pose semblance of of butter, aoe ie hoa for human consumption, contains in- 


; but in case of doubt or contest his 
ecisions in this class of cases may be ap} from to a board hereby consti- 


tuted for the purpose, and posed of the Sa n lof thi th 
Surgeon- General of lof the Navy and ni Cee to e ACL, the 
Aecisions of this final in the premises.” 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 24, noes 74. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN, No quorum morum has voted. I do not wish to interrupt 
the progress of the bill, but I suggest to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Hatcu] that inasmuch as this is a very important bill, he allow 
us to have a vote upon it in the House. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to state to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] and to my colleague that they are under an entire misappre- 
hension about this portion of this section. 

Mr. HAMMOND. order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Georgia does not seem to be will- 
ae iets win los bay inti is bill but himself, or that 
hog er has any information s impart it except himself. 

MOND. It was on the motion of the gentleman himself 
ast the limitation was put upon the debate. 

Mr. HATCH. I -was simply replying to a polite request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I will say what I have to say at an- 
other time, and the gentleman from Georgia shall hear from me. 

Mr. OND. I will. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I shall make the point that no quorum 
has voted unless we can have an und with the tleman 
a Missouri [Mr, Harcr] about a vote upon this provision in the 

ouse. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill say to my colleague, with the greatest kind- 
ness and that I do not propose to ray any such proposi- 
tion, and whenever that gauntlet is thrown down I shall it. Let 
the gentleman make his point that no quorum has voted, and we will 
see if we can hot get a quorum here. 

Mr. HALE. I make the point, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The a E R R septa has voted, 
the iea the from Missouri, Mr. HALE, and the 
m Missouri, Mr. HATCH, to act as tellers. 


T Fp a ra again divided; and the tellers inti nai 42, 
noes 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move toamend by striking 
out, in lines 10 to 14, the following: 

And such Commissioner is pasrar to decide what een extracts, 
mixtures, or compounds which may be submitted for his ne contested 
cases are to be taxed under this act; and his decision in matters of taxation 
under this act shall be final, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will next be taken on an amend- 
pog of the gentleman from Missonri [Mr. WARNER], which the Clerk 
will read. > 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 18 of section 14, strike out the words “in this class of cases.” 


The amendment was rejected. 
The Duoning amendment, offered by Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, 
was rea 


After the word “ board,” in the last line of the section, strike out the words 
“shall be final in the premises "and insert “may be appealed from to the Seo- 
retary of the Treasury.” 


The amendment was rejected. 
The following amendment, offered by Mr. DUNHAM, was read: 


Amend section 14 by inserting after the word “revenue,” in line 2, the words 
“and in each of the following pi „to wit: New York, Philadelphia, Boston, 
Chicago, Kansas City, and Pittsbi argh.” 


The amendment was rejected, there being—ayes 5, noes 92. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
**revenue,’’ in the second line, the words “and the town of Newton, in 
the State of Kansas.” 

The amendment was rejected. $ 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move to amend by striking out all after the word 
‘‘ purpose,” in line 10, down to and including **final,’’ in line 14, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will now be taken on the motion 
of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. O'HARA] to strike out sec- 
tion 14. 

The motion was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ske. 15. That all packages of ol 
, and all oleomar- 


blie health, shall beforfelied 


ai Maa esse aae. ane ante A AAT ully remove or deface the 


marks, or brands on containing oleomargarine taxed as pro- 
mr aien shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be punished by a fine 
of not less than $100 nor more than $2,000, and by im: ent for not less than 
thirty days nor more than six months. 

Mr. McKENNA. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I can say any- 
thing to vindicate a claim to the attention of the House; but I can at 
least achieve the laudable and customary ambition of a place in the 
RECORD, and exhibit to m; ny. constituents what a lively interest their 
Representative takes in their affairs, though it may be an idlé or un- 


necessary one. 
when this bill firstcame up for discussion I concurred 
in the general and assumed interpretation, and while I favored what I 
conceived to be its primary purpose, I was tossed upon a sea of doubt 
by the many strong objections that were urged to its methods. It ap- 
peared to have a very peculiar effect. It seemed to “uproar the uni- 
versal peace ” and confound all distinctions between men and measures 
in this House. Its tax has been variously described as a tax for pro- 
tection and a tax for oppression; & tax constitutional and a tax nncon- 
PRETE a tax on honesty and a tax on fraud; a tax promotive of 
the progress of the country and a tax to ruin its industry—one that 
would the very structure of the Capitol, and Mestroy the last ex- 
ample of freedom on earth and the last hope of the oppressed of man- 
kind. 

bags peared, Mr. Chairman, to have a similar effect upon the mem- 

the House. Protectionists have quarreled over its provisions 

ot pratense each other; free-traders have fallen out and scolded and 

railed at each other; those who favor the internal-revenue system have 

the bill; those who oppose the internal-reyenue system have 

favored the bill; ’States-rights Democrats have advocated it, national 

Republicans condemned it. It appeared, sir, to have the peculiar power 

of politics to ‘‘make strange bed-fellows;”’ and all sorts of men with 

all sorts of opinions might be seen, in the language of Burke, to be 
‘t pigging together heads and points in the same truckle-beds.”’ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I see no disadvantage in this intermingling; and 
it may be that in the association and co-operation of old-time enemies 
each may see the possibilities and limitations of his doctrine, and find 
accommodation forantagonisms which are now thoughtimposible to com- 


pose. 

Mr. Chairman, as philosophers in some situations we can have no 
prejudice against tallow; as philosophers at the breakfast table I think 
we would prefer butter. As legislators concerned with the interests a 
of a people and invested with power of taxation and the right to dis- 
criminate its objects, I think within its purview we can subserve other 
purposes than raising revenue. This seems to be right; and if jt be 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5167 


within the competence of Government to expose imposture itis itsduty 
to do so. 

The law seeks to protect against illegal encroachment and impositions 
of all kinds. To obtain money under false pretenses is a well-known 
crime, and the kind or manner of the artifice, be it to sell oleomar- 
garine as butter or other kind can not destroy the essential difference 
between right and wrong. It would seem, therefore, our right at least 
to make it difficult for covert and clever rascality to practice deceit and 
fraud by mimicking some other man's industry, and our duty to dis- 
appoint the cheat of pecuniary advantage by the imposition of the tax 
provided for in the bill. The amount of the tax is not important, and 
can not be a burden if it can be avoided by honesty. 

I would not care particularly if we went no further than to distin- 
guish the products, and if it were possible in the condition of the busi- 
ness of the House and the inveterate opposition made against this meas- 
ure to stop and temporize I might be in favor of it. I would strip it of 
its disguises; I would stop its artful and iniquitous masquerade. I 
would color it, if you please, sky blue as suggested by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE], or pink as urged by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Braco ]—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has:expired. 

Mr. HITT. Iwill take the floor, Mr. Chairman, and yield my time 
to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Thanks. I see vast possibilities of profit in the 
suggestion for oleomargarine men. Tint ita delicate pink, perfume it 
with the scent of the rose or the violet, or of “the flowers that bloom 
in the spring,” and bull’s grease will be idealized into taurine oint- 
ment, and as such can be used to anoint the lip of beauty and soften 
the cheek of members of Congress. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, there are millions in it. [Great laughter and ap- 
pome] Distinguished by color, it may be started out and will take 

ts chances in the dispute of tastes, and if anybody then prefers this ar- 
ticleof the slaughter-pen and an apothecary-shop, this product dug from 
a charnel-honuse and run through a chemical laboratory, carrion of death 
and the grave, to pure butter, so be it. Are we not Americans? De 
gustibus non est disputandum, '[Great laughter.] That, Mr. Chairman, 
is Latin [renewed laughter], but itdoes not mean anything more than 
the old time said when she kissed the cow. [Great laughter and 
lause. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move, Mr. Chariman, that further debate belim- 
ited to ten minutes. 

Mr. BEACH. I have an amendment to offer and I hope debate will 
not be limited just now, 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, yesterday a question was raised 
against the petitions of iron-workers and trades assemblies by the 
friends of this bill, who questioned the right of the signers to send these 
telegrams through the duly recognized representatives of these organi 
gations. When these people sent these dispatches to the gentleman 
from Pittsburgh [ Mr. Neary], the gentleman from Pasay Tan [Mr. 
CURTIN], and myself, I hold they came from the authorized officers of 
these iron-workers and other toilers of Pennsylvania. 

Now, I do not like to pose here before this body as the champion of 
the toilers of this country, as that would appear to assume too much 
for one member of this House, but on all questions of this kind I feel 
proud to stand here in behalf of the honest toilers of the country. I 
say this legislation attempted here by asking the passage of this bill is 
vicious legislation. 

I want to say further, that gentlemen who make an attack on those 
interested in the city of Chicago, against Armour & Co., Fowler Broth- 
ers, Fairbanks & Co., Swift & Co., and other manufacturers too numer- 
ous to mention, representing to-day over $200,000,000 of capital invested 
in the cattle business, attack men who during the winter employed not 
less than ninety thousand of these very toilers in favor of whose inter- 
ests we hear so much said upon this floor. 

Mr. FREDERICK. And is this the poor laboring ‘class whose busi- 
ness is to be destroyed by this bill! 

Mr. FELTON. Who does the gentleman from Illinois say are worth 
$200,000, 000? 

Mr. LAWLER. I say that those men and others engaged in the cat- 
tle business represent more than $200,000,000. 

Mr. FELTON. Does the gentleman mean tosay those men pay taxes 
on that amount? 

Mr. LAWLER. I say they represent that much money invested in 
this cattle business. We have no tax-dodgers in Chicago interested in 
this business, 

Mr. FELTON. If they have that much money then they have 


enough. 

Mr. LAWLER, I want to say that Armour & Co., Fowler & Bros., 
and others, are continually investing their capital and thereby giving 
employment to thousands of toilers. 

Mr. MORGAN. You mean the makers of oleomargarine. 

Mr. LAWLER. Yes. I mean the makers of oleomargarine, and the 

pork-packing and cattle interests of my city. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope we will have some order here. 

Mr. LAWLER. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, to the gentlemen on 


my left and in my rear who have passed the word demagogy and 
blatherskite—I want to my to these gentlemen right here that if the 
capitalistic newspapers of the country were on the side of the toilers, 


so far as is concerned, there are a great many members of this 
a eee t be pleased to be called demagogues and blatherskites. 
Applause. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me ask the gentleman a question? 


Mr. LAWLER. I shall not yield, as my time will not allow farther 
interruption. [Laughter. ] 

Let me say to those who have been asking why there were thirty-five 
thousand toilers who could not get employment in Chicago that if it 
had not been for these people who have been so much denounced as the 
manufacturers of oleomargarine thousands upon thousands of toilers 
would have suffered all winterlong forthe wantof employment. Thou- 
sands upon thousands have been employed by those who are interested 
in the manufacture of oleomargarine in the large cities. 

What is thisarticleofoleomargarine? Ihaveeatenit. [Laughter. ] 
And I make the statement here, whatever may be said by the iriends 
of the dairy interests, that oleomargarine properly manufactured and 
put on the market will compare favorably with the present dairy butter 
which is manufactured and placed upon the market. 

Iwish to say further to the members here this afternoon that, looking 
to the condition of affairs in the country, instead of putting on addi- 
tional taxation some of the burdens now imposed should be taken off 
of the people. I said, in the remarks made by me the other day, von 
could not compel men who work at 90 and 108 cents a day to endure 
increased taxation. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question. I wish to ask him whether the trades unions, the names of 
whose officers are signed here, represent anybody but themselves, and 
whether they E pier sent to interfere here in lawand politics and religion ? 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. LAWLER. I would answer that by saying this, they are the 
officers of these different lodges and assemb! 

Mr. MORGAN, Do they represent anybody but themselves when 
they s ? 

Mr. LAWLER. Yes; they represent all these assemblages, number- 
ing seventy-eight thousand men, and all other questions affecting their 
interests, as shown by these dispatches. 

Mr. MORGAN. Can they as to the law, politics, and religion , 
of the subject, or as to the objects of their organization in connection 
with it? 

Mr. LAWLER. They speak with the authority of the whole body 
against the passage of this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN.” Then, unless it is a part of the organization to con- 
sider these th og g how can they represent anybody but themselves? 

Mr. LA They are the ly authorized deputies of these 
different assemblages, and they have met and framed this protest against 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Have the seventy-eight thousand of whom you 
speak held any meeting to consider this matter? 

Mr. LAWLER. Certainly, and their resolutions voice the senti- 
ments of the seventy-eight thousand members through their delegates. 
I think this statement “will answer the peano s question. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. These are the delegates, representing the whole 
ody, who in this paper. 
Mr. MORGAN. Whom do they represent ? 


Mr. FARQUHAR. The whole body of men organized in the different 
assemblages. 

Mr. MORGAN. Can they speak with authority, or do they speak 
simply for themselves? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. They speak for all. They are the properly ac- 
credited representatives of the whole body to speak for them and in 
their name. 

Mr. MORGAN. As to the law, polities, and religion of the whole 
subject? 

Mr. LAWLER. Yes, sir 

I want to say that what I think Congress should have done in this 
matter was, if this product is unwholesome for food, there should have 
been no stricture put upon if in the shaj of taxation, but 
pose have an act prohibiting its ae sold in the country at 
a 

Mr. FREDERICK. And let it be sold in the cities altogether. 
ten ] 

Mr. LAWLER. To prohibit its sale all over the country; butin 
place of that you say we want to protect the dairy interests. Now, we 
have already stated here the protection the people of this country get 
from this very interest which gentlemen clamor so loudly for, 
interest. In this very city a year ago dairy butter sold at 60 cents a 
pound; an outrageous price, as everybody knows. The result of the 
introduction of this new product has been that they are now selling 
their ary butter for one-half or less, and it is just as good as that for 

Saara Ma inet ADATA T a ula be- 

I country’s ini ng pop tion, sine rome d 
yond 60,000,000 to-day, and having this large surplus of 
men, over 1,000,0C0 in this country at the present time, must have 
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cheap food products. They are entitled to better protection, and they 
certainly should not be forced to pay the exorbitant price of the dai- 


feat when they can get a good, wholesome butter in the shape of 

oleomargarine or butterine for less than half — They can not pay 
60 cents a pound nor 50 cents a pound for butter. I believe in en- 
couraging every honest agricultural product at all times, but I do not 
believe in casting a vote here to advance the interest of the agriculturist 
as against any other class of our people, and particularly so when that 
vote would raise the price of necessary products of home consumption 
to the toiling masses of this country. 

For that reason I say, gentlemen, that it has been considered very 
unpopular for men to get up here and talk against public opinion and 
stand for the toiling classes of the country. For twenty-one years, and 
long, hard years at that, which I am proud to speak of, I did nothing 
but hard labor, and I was not ashamed of it; and when I spoke to those 
people in my district I told them that if they would elect me to Con- 
gress I would, as far as I could by my voice and vote, see that justice 
was done to them, and I do not propose right here to cast a vote to 
interfere with them or impose an additional tax on them to protect the 
interests of the butter-men. These men are consumers largely of oleo- 
margarine and batterine. Isay to you gentlemen here of this Con- 

consider well before you cast your vote. The unfortunate con- 
dition of -affairs in this country to-day is on account of so much class 
legislation of this kind. I say to men, go on and pass this bill to-day; 
and I made a remark in my speech the other day which may have been 
considered as braggadocio, but I now repeat it, that many who so cast 
their i, will not return and have that opportunity again. [Ap- 
lanse. 
ý The following telegrams received by me I append as part of my re- 
marks: 
Prrrseuren, PA., May 31, 1886. 
Congressman LAWLER, M. C.: 

Below find resolutions passed by trades assemblies and 
the same. (Official copies by mail ii to NEGLEY and CURTIN. 

Whereas certain measures are now pending in Congress for the regulation of 
the manufacture and sale of butterine and oleo: ne, and the imposition 
of taxes thereon and amounting to a prohibition; aud 

‘Whereas the manufacture and sale of this article is a legitimate and legal bus- 
iness, furnishing a cloan, palatable, healthy, and nutritious article of food at a 
reasonable price, and that the effect of this 1 tion will be to increase the 
pand = wholesome food product and destroy the labor its man- 


. Whereas ange fot Pe mAP given for the legislation is that it comes into com- 
petition with butter: and 

Itisresolved, That we ve prora againn mo aceon: grasa measures as unjust and 
aie to the labo; ring classes and as opposed to the principles of sound pub- 
lie 

Peay. further resolved, That copies of these resolutions be transmitted to our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress by the secretary of this assembly. 

The forego preamble and resolutions were adopted at a Sarre of the 

Trades earn Bp of Western Pennsylvania for the purpose oi ng prompt 

action in regard to a bill now pending before Congress, ecg Bare: bill to regu- 
late the manufacture and sale of butterine or oleo 


President of Trades Assembly of Western va: 
THOS. J. DICUS, 


comprising 


The Trades evn ace of Western Pennsylvania consists of the AA 
labor 


associations 
Superior Lod; o. 3, Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers; 
Sheet and Me Workers any: Knights of ‘Labor; American No. 
Amal Tron and 1 Workers; Labor Assembly, No. 
Association of 


ed Association of Ray 
ly, No. 242, Buil Carpenters, and 
Makers” Lyman Knights Labor; ; Goma 


Journeymen ‘aylors tional C ts of La ional ture 
E ear vans ‘0. 20, saoe of Labor; Bridge Workers" Assemb]. o. 682, 
Kni Labor; r Assembly, No. 5269, ase ae of Labor; Caulkers’ As- 
Kopt o No. DI NO aO E er Labor; Loco: ve Workers’ Association ; a. 
men’s Assem hts of Labor; Street Car Drivers’ Assembly 
—— a foe co orkers’ Assembly, No. 1747, Knights of Teles: 
Bank: je Miners’ n; hical Association, No. 1632, Knights 
of Labor; Lodge No.85, Amal, Association of Iron and Steel Workers; 
bal Cain Association of Iron and Steel Satin Ro: 
, echan- 


ics’ E AEEA See of Iron and Steel Workers, No. 28; Alle- 
en: Association of Iron and Steel Workers, No. 14; 

ype nia "Ne, 80, Knights of Labor; Pressmen’s Union, No. 13; Labor 
Assembly, No. 791, Knights of Labor r Assembly, No. = Knights of La- 
bor; Labor Assembly, d Stoel Workers: Lodge ed 
Association of Iron and pr ; Ni lass 
Workers’ Union; Saw Mill Rui ork- 

tion, No. en nig ollaba: pper Union No. 14; Iron- 


ers’ Associa’ 

molders’ Assembl rg 74 n ts of Labor; Bottle-blowers’ Union of North 

‘America; rpne aab Union ps 7; Printers’ Asso- 
ts of Tabor: iependent of Millvale, bean st 


hot 
Saated Assoclationat fron and Steel Workers; Frien 
' Association of ights of La- 
ssociation of Iron and Steel Work- 


aari gg pE nige Stone-cutters’ Asante, 
Amal, 


300, Knigi 
si Knigh 


? ? Association 
‘Knights of Labor Labor Assembly No. 


Union of 


* Mr. BAYNE. pals ‘evan Tam a of 
e telegraphic es the wor en o 

‘Pittsburgh which have been introduced and read during the course of 

this debate. Ido not know who prepared those dispatches, nor do I 


know by what trades unions they may have been indorsed, nor do I 
know how many members of the trades assemblies attended the meet- 
ing at which such protests were adopted, not having seen them; bat I 
feel that I can say for the workingmen of Pittsburgh, and for the work- 
ingmen of Pennsylvania generally, that they will not object to putting 
a tax upon a commodity which is placed on the market in imitation of 
a genuine article, when that commodity can be put upon the market 
in its true colors without paying any tax. Coloring oleomargarine so 
as to make it resemble butter will not make it any better. 

If anybody wants to buy oleomargarine, and if anybody like the 
gentleman from Chicago who has just spoken wants to eat oleomar- 
garine, there is nothing in this bill to prevent him from buying and 
eating as much oleomargarine as he pleases. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Provided he pays a tax. . 

Mr. BAYNE. But he need not pay one cent of tax on all the oleo- 
margarine he chooses to buy and chooses to eat if he will go to the 
manufacturer of oleomargarine who puts it on the market in its true 
colors. That is all there is in this bill. It is simply to put a tax on 
the article which is colored to imitate butter and which is palmed off 
on the public as butter when it is not butter. 

I want to say another thin: We have here a Representative from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], a Representative from North Carolina [Mr. 
O'HARA], a Representative from the State of Arkansas [Mr. BREcKIN- 
RIDGE], and a Representative from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], all 
opposing this bill with intense earnestness and zeal, and they are all 
ablemen. I find upon anexamination of the census of 1880 that Georgia 
produced in that year 7,424,485 pounds of butter; North Carolina 7,- 
212,507; Arkansas 7,790,013; and South Carolina 3,196,851 pounds, 
making an aggregate of 25,623,856 pounds of butter produced by those 
four States. That same census discloses the fact that the little State 
of Vermont manufactured over 25,000,000 pounds of butter; about as 
much as the four States I have named. The industry of manufact- 
uring butter in those States, like all manufacturing industries within 
their borders, is away behind the time—behind the age. It is there- 
fore to be expected that the sympathy of the Representatives from those 
States is not with the manufacture of butter by the dairymen or with 
any other class of manufacturers. But while I find the total quantity of 
butter manufactured in those four States in a year amounts to but about 
25,000,000 pounds, I find the cotton seed produced by them amounts to 
2,627,000,000 pounds; and this cotton seed is aA S now for 
the purpose of making oleomargarine, butitused ‘or table apes 

As [have spoken of oleomargarine, so I speak of Perreo oh It 
may be and doubtless is a very wholesome product; but it will be seen 
that when you resolve these constitutional scruples we have heard so 
much abontin this debate down into their original element, it is a con- 
test of selfishness, it is a contest of theindustry of these States which 
is the production of cotton and cotton seed as against the industries of 
the other States of the Union, which produce in large quantities milk 
and butter and other varieties of n and usefal things. 

I had reduced the cotton-seed product of South Carolina, Arkansas, 
Georgia, and North Carolina from tons to pounds on the ratio of 2,000 
pounds to the ton, thus getting the te of 2,627,178,000 pounds. 


It may be that I should have calculated on 2,240 pounds to the ton. 
The production of cotton seed as shown by the last census for the 
four States in tons is as follows: 


Tons. 
‘ 386, 859 
~. 389, 598 


-] 
Mr. SCOTT. I move to strike out the last word. 
my protest in behalf of the dairy 


I want to enter 
farmers of Pennsylvania against the 
telegram which has been alluded to by the gentleman from Chicago 
[Mr. LAWLER], purporting to be from the organized labor associations 
of Pennsylvania, representing seventy-eight thousand workers in the 
mills and factories, and to express the sentiments of this par- 
ticular class of wage-workersin that State. If there be any class of men 
who have earned their living by hard work, but who have at the same 
time received the fostering care and protection of the National Govern- 
ment, the wage-workers of Pennsylvania most assuredly belong to that 
class. The farmersof Pennsylvania for the past twenty-five years have 
quietly stood by and seen these men protected at their expense without 
one word of complaint or protest. 

The wage-workers of Pennsylvania have been taken care of and pro- 
tected as no class has been taken care of and protected by any nation 
under the sun. And now, when the one million dairy producers ot 
Pennsylvania and the seven million of farmers of the United States 


; Knights ted | So rom the dificultice with which they are’ if it be in its power to 


do so, from the difficulties with which they are struggling, it would be 
in very poor tasteindeed for the wage-workers of the State to enter their 
protest against such action, and I can not believe that they would do 
so. It is my judgment, sir, that this tel misrepresents them, that 
it does not speak their true sentiments. But if it does, sir, then I as- 
sert it is full time that the farmers of Pennsylvania organized, as well 
as those of the United Pare for the of their own interests 


and for the purpose of ascertaining whether the fostering care of this 
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Government is to be simply extended in favor of one class of the com- 
munity and not to another who have at least equal, and in this case it 
seems to me superior, claims upon it. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, there is no desire nearer to my 
heart than to secure the enactment of laws designed to promote the in- 
terests of the farming people of the country. But this anxiety to pro- 
mote the welfare of a Ee and important interest will not justify us in 
accepting blindly and unquestionably every measure introduced here 
apparently for that purpose. It is incumbent upon us to examine all 
such measures with scrupulous care, to satisfy ourselves that they will 
really accomplish the purpose intended—to convince ourselves that their 
gba effect will not be antagonistic to the interests which we seek 
to benefit. 

I can not, therefore, allow the consideration of this bill to proceed to 
a final vote without calling the attention of the House to some of its 
features which I regard as undemocratic and as involving dangerous and 
pernicious legislation. 

The party with which I am proud to be ideatified has always op- 
posed taxation of this character, and for a Democratic House of Rep- 
resentatives to enact this law would present the astounding picture of 
the Democratic party coming forward in 1886 to indorse and ratify 
revenue methods which for twenty years they have denounced. 

THE NATIONAL DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM. * 

The platform of principles upon which Mr. Cleveland carried our 
banner to victory declared: 

The system of direct taxation known as the “internal revenue,” is a war tax, 

It also declared: 


We denounce the Republican party for having failed to relieve the people 
from crushing war taxes. 


In the same declaration of principles, the Democratic theory of tax- 
ation was explained in these words: 

From the foundation of this Government, taxes collected at the custom-house 
Pere been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must continue to 
e = 3 s s = $ 

Sufficient revenue to pay all the expenses of the Federal Government, eco- 
or gy. p apr including pensions, interest, and principal of the 

ublic debt, can be got from our present system of taxation from custom-house 
Fyne on fewer imported articles, bearing heaviest on articles of luxury, and 
bearing lightest on articles of necessity, 

With these distinct, definite, and positive declarations of principles 
staring them in the face, with the consciousness that they were elected 
to the seats they now occupy upon the faith that these principles were 
to be the groundwork, the guide of their official action, I am unable to 
see how Democratscan bring themselves to support a measure so directly 
at war with all the professions of their party. : 

The declaration of principles from which I have read is the latest 
authoritative announcement of the fundamental articles of faith in the 
Democratic political creed, and every Democratic vote for this bill is a 
clear, emphatic, and unequivocal denial of the party faith as promul- 
gated by the only body empowered to speak for the party. 

Not only does this bill antagonize the last platform of principles pro- 
mulgated by the national Democratic party, not only does it make war 
upon the positive pledges to which that party is committed in failing to 
do away with or to diminish the ‘‘internal-revenue war taxes’’ which the 
poi sanz party was denounced for perpetuating, but it sanctions and 
indorses the practice of levying such taxes, it widens the field of their 
imposition, and extends them to ‘‘ fresh fields and pastures new.’’ 

-THE HARDSHIPS OF THE BILL, 

The second section of the bill declares that, for the purposes of this 
act, any mixture of butter with tallow, beef fat, suet, lard, lard oil, vege- 
table oil, &c., shall be known and designated as ‘‘oleomargarine.”’ It 
also includes in this definition any mixture or compound of these and 
many other ingredients. 

The sixth section provides that any person who offers for saleor who 
packs such a substance in any manner con to the provisions of 
this actmay be fined $1,000and imprisoned not more than two years. 

Section 11 provides that any person who purchases such a substance 
= has not been branded or stamped shall be fined $50 for each of- 

ense. 

Section 12 provides that any person who purchases such a substance 
from a manufacturer who has not paid the special tax of $600 shall be 
liable to a penalty of $100 for each offense. 

Section 13 provides that any person who willfully neglects or refuses 
to destroy the stamps on a package which contained such substance, 
after it is emptied, shall be fned not exceeding $50 and imprisoned not 
less than ten days nor more than six months for each offense. 

Several of the advocates of this bill have endeavored to convince the 
House that its only effect will be to levy a tax upon articles which are 
sold as butter when, in fact, they are not butter. The gentleman from 
Pennsylania [Mr. BAYNE] who has just taken his seat conveyed this 
idea in these words: 

It is simply to put a tax on the article which is colored to imitate butter, and 
which is palmed off on the public as butter, when it is not butter. : 

These gentlemen certainly could not have given the bill a careful 
reading, for, as I have endeavored to show, the bill defines ‘‘ oleomar- 
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garine”’ to be any mixture of butter with any one of a great number 
of ingredients. It does not matter how small the quantity of these in- 
gredients may be—if only an ounce, or even the tenth of an ounce in a 
pound of butter—it would still be, for the purpose of this act, *‘oleo- 
margarine,’’ and subject to the tax and all the penalties imposed by this 
bill. 

Again, are the advocates of this bill the ones who are to decide what 
is and what is not a violation of this law? Most certainly they will 
admit that they can not be. 

TEN MILLION BRIEF. 

The advocates of the measure estimate that $20,000,000 are to be col- 
lected by its operation, and one-half of that amount, $10,000,000, is 
offered as a bribe to spies and informers who would thus be induced to in- 
vade any household in this land to find some one who had heen guilty of 
some technical violation of the intricate and vaguely defined provisions 
of this bill, or without the slightest intention of wrongdoing had failed 
to comply with some one of its many unreasonable requirements. I 
wish it to be distinctly understood that I do not in any way pretend 
to invoke the idea that ignorance of law can be pleaded in justification of 
its violation, but I do insist that in a government like ours we should 
be extremely cautious about enacting laws filled with intricate rules and 
regulations the violation of which would subject our best citizens to 
the same punishment which is inflicted upon the worst of criminals, 

Is it not a crime for the American Congress to place laws on the stat- 
ute-book the violation of which is not malum in se, but will enable irre- 
sponsible officials to arrest our best citizens and throw them in prison by 
the side of thieves and murderers ? 

This morning I offered the amendment which I will again read: 

Provided, That no person who was reported Se dove Tenth Census as being un- 
able to read shall be fined or imprisoned for violating the provisions of sections 
6, 11, 12, or 13 of this act until one year after the of the bill now pending 
in Congress to aid in the support of common sc s 

The census shows us that in 1880 there were 4,923,451 persons in the 
United States over the age of ten years who could not read. Although 
the friends of that vast body of the American people whose unremitting 
labor and scanty earnings do not permit them to supply their children 
with proper educational advantages have used every effort in their 
power to mitigate this evil, they have encountered the unyielding oppo- 
sition of certain members of Congress, including many of the most deter- 
mined advocates of the bill now under consideration. 


A CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTION. 

The opponents of the educational bill on this side of the House justify 
their action upon two grounds: First, they say there is no authority 
in the Constitution to appropriate the money of the people for the pur- 

of aiding in the support of common schools; second, that it en-- 
to a dangerous extent the powers of the General Government 
for it to contribute a meager sum to the support of common schools, 
even though the A pei educational bill distinctly and positively 
provides that in all respects these schools shall be under the exclusive 
control of the State officials. 

And yet these gentlemen support a measure the effect of which will 
be to empower the Government to appoint a horde of officers, to send 
them into every corner of the land armed with authority to arrest and 
imprison every purchaser of a pound of butter containing an ounce or 
even a trace of lard or of any other of the numerous ingredients men- 
tioned in the second section of the bill, the manufacturer of which has 
not paid the special tax of $600. 

Is there any constitutional warrant for such an outrage upon the lib- 
erties of the American people? Is there any Democratic creed which 
tolerates such an undemocratic measure? Have I not shown that the 

latform of the party which carried its banners to victory in the last 
dential election denounced laws of this character, and did not the 
same platform of principles advocate the aid to education which is op- 
porad Wy sorhe of the Democratic advocates of the bill now being con- 
sidered ? 

Fearing some of my party friends may have forgotten the position of 
the national Democracy upon this question, I will read a paragraph 
from the Democratic platform adopted at Chicago in 1884: 

We favor * è œ the diffusion of free education by common schools, so that 
every child in the land may be taught the rights and duties of citizenship.; 
ARREST FOR TRIVIAL OFFENSES. 

Let us for a moment, Mr. Chairman, consider the trivial character of 
the offenses for which citizens may be arrested under the operation of 
this bill. If any honest farmer, or any one else, is suspected of hay- 
ing mixed a mere trace of any one of some fifty substances with a 
pound of butter, not only is he liable to arrest, but any one that pur- 
chases the uctis also liableto arrest, and every arrest of this char- 
acter will give a handsome fee to a United States commissioner, a deputy 
marshal, and the numerous other officials around the Federal courts, 
all of whom, and others besides them, will be stimulated into unwonted 
and malevolent activity by the $10,000,000 which the bill offers as a 
bribe to spies and informers. 

I have seen enough of the iniquitous operation of these inquisitorial 
laws which seek to collect the ‘‘war tax” called and known as ‘‘in- 
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ternal revenue.” I have known of instances in which honorable and 
upright men have been dra, from their homes and families and 
thrown into jail for alleged violation of some trivial tion of 
which they had never heard. I have seen scores of honest ers and 
workingmen ing on the ground while awaiting trial before a Fed- 
eral court or United States commissioner upon a charge which was not 
infrequently shown to have been trumped up by the envy or malice of 
a personal enemy who had found in this iniquitous system an easy 
means of wreaking his spite. 

These afe some of the evils wrought in my own district, and within 
my own knowledge, by the internal-revenue tax system which this bill 
is desi to extend and indefinitely prolong. And, sir, even if it 
accomplish all that its champions claim that it will accomplish, it 
will not benefit either my district or my State one e. According 
tothe last census my district produced only 1,488,676 pounds of butter, 
and the entire State of Alabama produced only 7,997,719 pounds. 


WILL NOT BENEFIT ALABAMA, 

The population of my district according to the same census was 168,- 
502, and of the State was 1,262,505. The butter produced in my dis- 
trict is, only sufficient to supply an annual consumption per 
capita of 8 and 13 ounces, and in the entire State of Alabama 
the product is equal to an annual consumption per capita of only 6 
pounds 5 ounces. It is evident, therefore, that neither my distri 


ict nor 
my State can be benefited by this bill if it should crush out the manu- 
facture of oleomargarine; and the effect of the crushing-out process 
should be to enhance the value of each pound of butter where the man- 
ufactured product comes into pen Boye with the dairy product. 
-This competition can effect only those States which produce more 
butter than they can States which find a market for 


ing the Le genre 

States, w. will indicate at a glance which States are most likely to 
be benefited by this bill if it should succeed in increasing the market 
value of one product by destroying another: 


States, Population. AAA 

nds. 
Minois, 3,077,871 | 53,657,943 
Indiana 1.978.301 | 37,377,797 
1, 624, 615 eneo 

996,096 | 21,671, 

1,636,937 | 38,821,890 
780.778 | 19,161,335 
2,168,390 | 28,572, 124 
5,082,871 | 111,922,423 
3,198,062 | 67,634,263 
4,282,891 | 79,336,012 
332,286 | 25,240, 826 
1,315,497 | 33,353, 045 


At the first blush, Mr. Chairman, it would appear that the dairy in- 
terest must unavoidably be greatly benefited by the of this 
measure. Nominally to raise additional revenue— which, by the way, 
no one has pretended we need—it is in reality a scheme to tax out of 
existence a manufacture alleged to be a fraudulent competitor of the 
genuine butter produced in our dairies. It would ap , therefore, 
that the producer of genuine butter must be benefited by the destruc- 
tion of the cheaper product and the consequent augmentation in the 
value of the Simon dairy product. 


EFFECT OF DIRECT TAX ON PRICES. 


Have the friends of this bill given the House any reasons for believ- 
ing that this will actually be accomplished? What assurance have we 
as to the ultimate result of the bill upon the price of butter? Will 
there be an increase in the price of all kinds of butter, genuine and 
imitation, or will it only increase the profit on genuine butter? What 
reason have we to ape that our experiences with other products which 
have been submitted to an internal-revenue tax will not be repeated? 

Did the tax on whisky, tobacco, matches, or proprietary medicines 
diminish the production? 

Do we not know that the only practical effect of such taxation was, 
in large measure, to crush out of existence the small producers, and to 
confer upon the large and wealthy establishments a practical monop- 
oly of the article so taxed? 

And it is not impossible that this will be the effect of- this measure. 
The small and unimportant manufacturer of oleomargarine, with but 
little capital inv and producing but a trifling quantity, will be 
forced out of the business, which will be concentrated in the hands of 
a few wealthy firms who will make as much of the stuff as ever, and 
exact the taxes levied by this bill from the consumer. I say that it is 
not impossible that this may be the final effect of this bill should it 
become a law. I will go eyen further and say that in my opinion it 
is highly probable, and I think our past experience warrants the opin- 
ion. 


What then, sir, will we have achieved? If the market price of dairy 
shall be simul- 


butter be increased, and the price of oleomargarine 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


- 


JUNE 2, 


taneously advanced, will not the competition between these two prod- 
ucts be as sharp as ever? ‘Will not their relative value in market be 
the same as before this tax was im; ? Will not the only result of 
this bill be that we have added so much to the cost of living of every 
consumer of butter, without having conferred any benefit whatever 
upon any one, except the dairymen in those places where the produc- 

tion is greater than the local consumption? In my country the amount 
of butter uced is and always has been less than the local demand, 

and yet is entirely unknown among us. 

It will therefore be seen that this bill can not in any way benefit the 
dairymenof Alabama. I would like very much to advocate any proper 
bill which would benefit the dairymen of Vermont and other butter- 
making States; butas it is not certain that this bill will materially ben- 
efit even those States, and as it has much in it that is evil, should we 
not hesitate before we consent to its ? The argument on this 
bill has developed the fact that it seeks to benefit this one industry at 
the expense of many others. 


SOUTHERN INDUSTRIES INJURED. 


It has been devel that lard and cotton-seed oil are very impor- 
tant i ents of oleomargarine. I read from the Chicago Times of 
November 15, 1885: 


It is likely that oleomargarine, refined lard and cotton-seed oil are articles of 
food * that have come to stay.” Cotton-seed oil is new, but there is every rea- 
es pe Emering Jor potas is as wholesome as olive oil or any animal fat. The 
real objection Rat ane Ne ie aan arias Rene mile nay Ok ane Simon 
is that they believe they have a tendency to diminish the price of butter. 


If this measure should increase the profits of the dairymen of the 
North and the Northwest, just in the same — will it decrease 
the profits of the producers of cotton and the -raisers of the South? 
The court of appeals of New York, in discussing the constitutionality 
of a somewhat similar law, said: ` 


THE LAW UNCONSTITUTIONAL, 

Among these (namely, constitutional safeguards) no proj 
settled that itis one of the fundamental rights an: rinciples of every 
American citizen to adopt and follow such lawful and ind pursuit not in- 
jurious to the community, as he may see fit. 

Who will have the temerity to say that these constitutional privileges are not 
violated by an enactment which utely prohibits an important branch of 
ind , for the sole reason that it competes with another, and may reduce the 
price of an article of food for the human race, 

Measures of this kind are even to their promoters, If the argu- 
ment of the mdents in su of the absolute power of the Legislature to 
of another with 


ition*is more fully 


rers, they 
islative council, — the manufacture or sale oi SANTET d 
a. found wanting to demonstrate the idity, under the Con- 
stitution, of such an act? The ciple is the same in both cases. The num- 
bers upon each side 


the controversy can not influence the question 
here. Jena rca LaS SaS perpen yp atch arate reel 
ment of constitutional limits to legislative power, and impartial tribunals to 


enforce 

Illustrations t be indefinitely multiplied of the evils which would result 
from lation which would exclude one class of citizens from industries, law- 
fulin o res in order to another class against.competition. We 
can not doubt that such n is violative of the letter as as the spirit 
of the constitutional visions before referred to, nor that such is the character 


s n enactment under which the appellant was convicted.—Opinion filed Juns 


It can not be contended that the sole purpose of this bill is to collect 
taxes. The Democrats who advocate this bill have insisted that wo 
do not need any more revenue, as our Treasury is even now overflowing. 
This bill proposes to tax a manufactured article 150 per cent. They 
then insist that it is necessary asa police measure. If they are correct 
in this, then I reply that the Supreme Court of the United States has 
distinctly declared such laws to be clearly in violation of the Constitu- 
tion. The act of March 2, 1867, declares— 

That no person shall mix for sale naphtha and illuminating oils, or shall 
knowingly sell or keep for sale, or offer for sale such mixture, or shall sell or 
offer for gale oil made from petroleum for illuminating purposes, inflammable 
at less or fire-test than 110° Fahrenheit; and any person so doing 
shall be held to be guilty of a misdemeanor and on conviction thereof byin- 
dictment or presentment in any court of the United States having competent 
jurisdiction shall be punished by fine, &c,,and imprisonment, &c. 


The Chief-Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States deliv- 
ered an opinioh declaring this law to be unconstitutional. It was the 
case of The United States vs. Dewitt (9 Wallace Reports, page 42). In 
this connection the court said: 

Stan by itself, it is plain! lati f police; and that it 
sidered, if not by the Congress which enacted it, ceriainly by tho succeeding 
, may be inferred the circumstance while taxeson 
illuminating oils were repealed by the act of July 20, which subjected dis- 
tillers and refiners tothe tax on sales as manufacturers, prohibition was left 


unre k 

As a police ion, relating exclusively to the internal trade of the States, 
it can only have effect where the ve authority of Congress excludes, 
territorially, all State legislation, asfor example in the District of Columbia. 
Within State limits, it can have no constitutional operation. This bas been.so 
frequently declared by this court, results so obviously from the terms of the 
Constitution, and has been so fully explained and sup, on former occa- 
sions that we think it unnecessary to entér again upon the discussion, 


Buf even if this law is constitutional will the proof show it to be 


necessary ? 
EXPERT TESTIMONY. 
In a recent trial in the State of New York the testimony of experts 
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was given regarding the wholesomeness of this substance. Professor 
Henry Morton testified: 
I am professor of the science of technology at the Stevens Institute, Hoboken, 


and have been for fourteen years. I have seen ol repeatedly 
and analyzed it frequently, and have obtained knowl: about it from reading 
in reference to its history from the time it was first d and introduced up 


to the present time. 
Iam familiar with the article known as dairy butter, and have analyzed and 
examined it, + La $t * La 


* 
Oleomargarine was first devised or invented, I think, in 1872 or 1873. It was 
during the Franco-German war. It was inyented by Mégé, who was a man of 
scientific attainments. He had already made a reputation in reference to bread 


which he made for the French Government. It is that he was em- 


ployed by the French Government to devise a substitute for butter, Oleomar- 
ne is a more durable article than butter. It keeps better. 

e $ e + kd kd $ 
n why thats AIA bee LESA anid, SANIN, toe Seok Gant TA 
man re is carried on by machinery on a large scale makes 
it easier to be kept clean. My personal belief is that it is a cleaner product than 
the average butter. 

For the reasons I have given, to which many others might be added, 

. Chairman, I shall oppose the passage of this bill. 

It is in direct opposition to the declarations and pledges of the Demo- 

It adds to instead of decreasing the burden of taxation under which 
the people now groan. 

It widens the field for and extends and prolongs the system of taxa- 
tion which only extreme necessity has ever been held to justify. 

It creates a horde of additional officers of the General Government, 
and thereby increases our expenditures. 

‘It appeals to all that is base and detestable in the minds of those who 
are naturally base, by offering them heavy bribes to become spies upon 
and informers against their neighbors. 

It exposes the honest and unsuspecting but uninformed to the machi- 
nations and oppressions of the crafty, the cruel, and the avaricious. , 

It will be of practical benefit to those who need it least, and pun- 
ishes those who deserve to be most carefully protected. ` 

In operation it will be inquisitorial, iniquitous, unjust, and oppress- 
ive, and utterly repugnant to every principle to which the Democratic 
party stands pledged. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have been highly amused at the 
dolorous apprehensions expressed by the political Cassandras on this 
floor, of whom the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] seems to 
be the chiefest, that this bogus-butter bill was going to be the means 
of the overthrow of the Constitution of this country and general demo- 
lition of civil institutions. 

Those whom I must characterize as the intellectual aristocracy of 
this Hall, among whom is my distinguished friend, have almost af- 
frighted us out of our senses by intimating that some gentleman’s 
pantry was likely to be invaded by a United States marshal under the 
operation of this bill should it become alaw. To lull the disquietude 
of my friend I could assure him that an amendment to protect his 
pantry would be cheerfully accepted by the friends of the bill. 

Now, sir, seriously, apropos of this constitutional question, I confess 
to some slight impatience at the ‘“‘damnable iteration’’ with which the 
supporters of this measure have been charged by its antagonists with 
the willful intent of violating the fundamental law of our land. The 
measure is characterized as being the offspring of passion, &e. 

I hereby declare in my opinion that it is within the constitutional 
power of Congress to seize upon any industry, that in its discretion it 
sees fit, for the purpose of making such industry tributary to the sup- 
port of this Government. 

It may shock the weak nerves of some of my friends if I declare 
that it is within the power of Congress to tax the raising of beans in 
Georgia or peanuts in the State of North Carolina and place them under 
the internal-revenue system if we want to do so for this purpose. I 
ask the gentleman in all candor upon what ground is the tax upon 
whisky and tobacco justified? It is for two reasons, as every one 
knows: First, forthe purpose of raising revenue; second, because 
articles are deemed luxuries, are deemed meretricious industries, and 
therefore proper subjects for revenue. 

The theory upon which they are taxed is that being articles which 
can not be classified as necessaries of life, and it being possible for the 
people to get along without them, the law steps in and says to the con- 
sumers of those articles, ‘‘ If you desire to minister to your vicious ap- 
petite you must pay for itp’ and hence those businesses are made the 
subject of very oppressive tax. So the philosophy upon which this 
measure is predicated is a mixture of those two considerations. 

We say to the manufacturers of bogus butter, it is an impure and ob- 
noxious compound, unwholesome, detrimental, and unfit for human con- 
sumption. Some of it may be pure and healthful, but it is a business 
. which affords so many opportunities and temptations to intermix un- 
wholesome and poisonous substances that we deem it expedient to place 
it under the authority of the internal revenue inorder that it may con- 
tribute to the support of the Government and be kept subjected to such 

tions as may be necessary. 

y very distinguished and eloquent friend, the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL], made a speech here on last Saturday in which he 


rang the changes upon the alleged unconstitutionality of the pending 
measure. Thespeechabundantly illustrates that gentleman’s rare gifts, 
and showed how much persuasive force could be expressed in an address 
of only about ten minutes’ duration. Eliminating from that effort its 
rhetoric and its denunciation the residue is not worthy of serious con- 
cern. There was grace of delivery; there was mellifluous vocalism; 
there was foaming declamation, and that was about all; and this I say . 
with great deference to the high powers of my distinguished friend, . 
because it was the kind of speech he intended to make, and indeed the 
most effective one that could have been made on his side of the ques- 
tion. 

Sir, the opposition to this bill thus far has been based upon denun- 
ciation, invective, ridicule, and the like. Should they invade the do- , 
main of logic, should they invoke a little commonsense, they apparently 
fear that it would be destructive to their cause. 

The gentleman said, among other things, that one resolution of our 
national platform, upon which we won our late victory, pledged our 
party to the re of war taxes; and giving his own interpretation to 
said it meant that the internal-revenue system should 
be abolished, and proceeded to arraign the Democracy of this House, as 
I thought, for infidelity to that pledge. 

Why, sir, the gentleman need not resort to a telescopic range of vision 
to find violators of that pledge, and I admonish him in the future to be 
a little more discriminative in his I tell him that those with 
whom he'so fondly and lovingly co-operates in contesting this bill are 
the chiefest transgressors in that respect. The gentleman’s address 
was in certain particulars a strange affair. Only a moment before he 
took the floor the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
had boldly announced his in substance to violate the very pledge 
the sanctity of whose obligation my friend in such piercing eloquence 
sought to uphold; and when my friend took the floor I supposed it was 
for the purpose of visiting condign consequences upon the head of the 
intrepid Representative of the blue-grass region of Kentucky. 

I say I expected it; everybody it, not even excepting my 
Kentucky friend himself, who I could see (or at least I so fancied) had 
braced himself to receive the blow. But, oh, most lame and impotent 
conclusion! Not at the real foe; not at the confessed violators of this 
pledge, who stood before him expectant and, I thought, defiant, did 
the gentleman hurl his denunciation. And why not? There were 
these inquisitors confronting him, eye to eye and foot to foot, confessing 
by their official action their contemptuous di of this same pledge. 
There were the gentlemen twain from Kentucky and Arkansas, Messrs. 
BRECKINRIDGE, of historic name; also the chiefest of all of them, him 
from Illinois [Mr. Morrison]; there were all of the Democratic mem- 
bers of the Ways and Means Committee, whose duty it was, according 
to the view of the gentleman from Virginia, to bring in a bill redeeming 
this pledge and abolishing this hateful system; and there was their 
record—a record of bold and avowed denial of even the existence of 
any such a pledge, a record which ignores the very existence of war 
taxes, of which Virginia complains so loudly and so unceasingly. 

And yet, sir, with this state of facts staring him in the face, my able 
and distingui friend these arch-offenders by without a hint 
or word of reprobation, and, with this grand theme inviting his un- 
matched abilities, turns aside and lashes himself into an oratorical fury 
over a harmless attempt to prevent the imposition of impure grease 
upon the public under the ‘‘ counterfeit presentment’’ of butter. 

Sir, if my friend lives a century he will never have a grander oppor- - 
tunity to serve the cause which he loves, and I am quite certain he will 
neyer again so deplorably neglectit. Whydidhestayhishand? Did 
he wanta cause? Never wasaloftier. Itwasa cause, arguing from his 
standpoint, of a party betrayed in the house of its friends; a party be- 
ing lured by a mistaken or treacherous leadership to a course of infi- 
delity which would destroy us in the confidence of the people. ` 

It was a cause of a people—especially those of Virginia and the South— 
harried to madness by swarms of spies, bedeviled by domiciliary intru- 
sion, and vexed almost to death by inquisitorial surveillance; a people 
who for years have felt the damned barb and thorn of a tribulation 
which can know no abatement until this mediæval, un-American, and 
infernal scheme of internal-revenue taxation is pruned of its offensive 
features; and these people had selected the gentleman from Virginia 
from all their hosts as their staunchest defender, as the one invincible 
champion to sound the war-cry and lead the onset against the harnessed 
cohorts of those who upheld this system and against maladministration; 
and with this great emergency upon him he takes the floor and talks 
about the sanctity of the Constitution and butter ! 

Mr. Chairman, it was an anti-climax which I do not care to dwell 
upon. It was as if one finding himself amid the awe-inspiring grand- 
eur and the transcendent glories of St. Peter, should chant, not the Te 
Deum laudamus but opera bouffe. 

Now, sir, the gentleman has offered an amendment in vindication of 
the pledgespoken of abolishing the internal-reyenue tax. Why did he 
not go before the Ways and Means Committee and prevail by his mar- 
velous persuasive powers on the Democrats composing it to bring in a 
bill effectuating this purpose. 

He may have made the effort for all I knor”; butif not I will state 
the reason myself. It was because he must have known that those 
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tlemen composing the Democrats on that committee are so bent and 
etermined to “reform,” as they call it, our. revenue after their own 
peculiar fashion that he had as well ‘forbid the mountain pines to 
wag their high tops and make no noise when fretted by the gusts ot 
heaven” as address any such invocation to them. They do not intend 
to reduce or abolish the internal-revenue tax, because, that being done, 
it leaves them without adequate excuse to precipitate that malign ele- 
ment of dissention, the tariff, into discussion on the floor of this House. 

Mr. Chairman, with no affectation of humility I most sincerely de- 
clare that I bow in admiration to the superior powers of my friend, 
not only upon questions of expediency and leadership, but in all other 
respects. In the future I shall love to follow his nodding plume to 
victory. But, sir, to my humble capacity it does seem that, should 
the present volume of revenue be increased by the amount that will 
probably be raised by this bill, the necessity for the existence of the 
internal revenue in its most oppressive features becomes to that ex- 
tent diminished, and one great obstruction to its abolition is thereby. 
removed. 

So when this bill, which I know to be in the interest of honesty and 
which seeks only to compel fair dealing in trade, which is asked for in 
thunderous tones by millions of farmers everywhere on this broad con- 
tinent, and of which we simply invoke decency and fair play to con- 
serve a wholesome industry—when such a bill is presented I propose, 
first, last, and all the time, to give it my support. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is the object of this bill to stop the sale? If that 
is the object where is the warrant in the Constitution? 

Mr. HENLEY. Iam glad the gentleman has made that suggestion. 
One of the objects is to seize upon an industry which we consider is un- 
deserving of encouragement, and another is to make that industry assist 
in contributing to the revenues of this Government. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the Government need additional revenue? 

Many MEMBERS. Yes, yes. 

Mr. HENLEY. Yes; it does, and Iam glad the gentleman has made 
this second suggestion. Many times on this floor gentlemen have said 
we do not need it. Do wenotindeed? Well, sir, if we do not need it 
we might throw it in the Potomac. But it is not for the gentleman 
from Tennessee to say that we do not need it. We have debts to pay, 
navies to build; and it strikes me as being folly to say that any gov- 
ernment does not need revenue from a source where it can be gained 
without detriment or without oppression. It has been asserted here 
almost ad nauseam that this bill taxes one industry for the benefit of 
another. Sir, I invite people to seriously consider the second section 
of this bill. 

Sec, 2. That for the purposes of this act certain manufactured substances, cer- 
tain extracts, and certain mixtures and compounds, including such mixtures 
and compounds with butter, shall be known and designated as “ oleomarga- 
rine,” namely: All substances heretofore known as oleomargarine, oleo, oleo- 
margarine oil, butterine, lardine, suine, and neutral; all mixtures and com- 
pounds of oleomargarine, oleo, oleomargarine oil, butterine, lardine, suine, and 
neutral; all lard extracts and tallow extracts; and all mixtures and compounds 
of tallow, beef fat, suet, lard, lard oil, vegetable oil, annotto, and other coloring 
matter, intestinal fat,and offal fat made in imitation or semblance of butter, or 
calculated or intended to be used as butter or for butter. 

From that itis quite clear that this assumption is unsupported by any- 
thing contained within the measure. Underits provisions it leaves the 
trafficker in bogus butter as free to pursue his loathsome calling un- 
taxed as he now is; but if the scoundrel undertakes to impose it upon 
a people for what it is not, then we nail him under this bill; and this 

. the farmer of this country, in this great emergency and by every means 
by which public opinion can be formulated and expressed, asks of this 
Congress; from every State of this Union that lies between the two oceans 
there comes a prayer for the enactment of this measure with an inten- 
sity and a universality seldom, if ever, equaled. 

Evidences multiply on every side as ‘‘ thick as leaves in Vallombrosa’’ 
showing this, And I hereby dedicate my best energies to respond to 
that appeal; and replying to whatever of threat or menace that may 
be thrown out by the other side in respect to the measure, I hereby de- 
clare that to the end that we shall have a fair vote upon the bill I 
intend, if necessary, to remain in this Hall until my right to be here 
is terminated by constitutional limitation. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, one other word. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] struck the key-note of this business this morning. He de- 
clared that the dairying industry is one which is diffused throughout 
the country, disseminated among the masses, the pursuit of number- 
less people, and therefore was entitled to greater consideration than 
any occupation in which a large bulk of capital concentrated in the 
hands of a few persons is employed. 

The gentleman from Illinois (Air. LAWLER] said a while ago in op- 
position to this bill that there were three or four persons, whom he 
named, in Chicago en; in the bogus-butter business who were 
worth $200,000,000. Sir, the statement does not commend this bill to 
my favorable regard, but I have no doubt it is true. The opposition 
is in the interest ofa few persons worth $200,000,000. Where are your 
three or four dairymen worth that sum of money or anything like it? 

This measure is in the interest of the farmers of the country. It is 
in the interest of honesty, and by it we simply say that people shall 
brand their commodity which they sell honestly, in order that it may 
show exactly what it purports to be. 


TheCHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentleman from California [Mr. 
HENLEY] has expired. ` 

Mr. HATCH. I now ask unanimous consent that all debate upon 
the section under consideration and all amendments thereto may be 
limited—does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] desire to 
speak? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ido. , 

Mr. HATCH. That all debate be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. BEACH. I have a substantial amendment to offer, and I desire 
to be heard upon it. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I will say ten minutes. 

Mr. BEACH. If I can be recognized I do not object. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I suggest to the gentleman from Missouri that we 
shall be through the discussion very soon, There is no disposition to 
occupy time unduly. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I will say fifteen minutes, ten of which can be 
occupied by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] and five by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. That will suit me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent that debate on this section and all amendments thereto be lim- 
ited to fifteen minutes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The Chair first recognizes the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, HAMMOND]. 
Will he give way for a moment to allow the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BEACH] to be read? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Certainly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words inning with “ oleomargarine,” in the third line of the 
fifteenth section, and ending with the word “ States,”’ in the sixth line, and in- 
sert “shall be forfeited to the United States; and no oleo: ne shall be col- 
ored with annotto or any other coloring matter which will give it the appearance 
of natural butter.” 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible this House shall 
vote intelligently if controlled by telegrams from anybody. We are 
obliged to think for ourselves, because we do not know whether those 
who advise us are themselves well advised. 

Itis impossible for gentlemen to vote as Representatives ought to vote 
under any such threat as the gentleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] 
makes. We should vote as we believe to be right; andifitshould hap- 
pen our constituency differ with us and choose to relegate us to private 
position, we can at least go back home with our honor preserved. 

So much for that. Now, one remark in reply to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. He out of the abundance of his heart 
spoke the truth as he understood it when he said this was a contest 
between the Pennsylvania dairy interest and the New York dairy in- 
terest and the interest of the farmer in the South who made cotton seed 
which was pressed into oil. 

I say ‘‘as he understood it.’’ He votes from a purely selfish stand- 


point, to crush out one industry for another. But I thank God there ` 


are men in this world whose souls are bigger than to be governed sim- 
ply by selfishness, either for themselves or for their constituents! 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] got away from the is- 
sue made between him and myself as to that clause in the Constitution 
which declares that ‘‘ to promote the progress of science and useful arts’? 
patents may be granted ‘‘for limited times.’ He undertook to raise a 
prejudice by speaking against ‘‘ patent monopolies’’.and the laws as 

. The law is one thing, the Constitution another, If the law 
is wrong it ought to- be changed. The Constitution was the thing 
which he attacked, and is the thing which we swear to support. 

Mr. Chairman, in the price of every acre of land in this country on 
the Eastern or Western shore you see the value of the patent rights. 
What would our Western lands be worth but for improved corn-drop- 
ps and corn-shellers, and improved plows, thrashers, and binders? 

hat would they be worth but for the improved machinery which has 
tunneled our mountains, which has bridged our rivers, which carries 
our podas to the ocean, and from the Eastern shore to the great world 
beyond ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I yield my time to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I thank the gentleman. 

. Mr. Chairman, let us look at the philosophy of this thing. It isa 
fact that every dollar of gold which was ever dug cost three; not to the 
man who dug itout. It is butonewho finds it, and he gets rich. But 
the others who are hunting, the others who are wearing out their hands 
and eyes in fruitless search are spending their dollars. It was not the 
man who undertook to find oil in Pittsburgh, but the man who struck 
it that made a fortune. The world profited by the industry of the 
searchers for gold, and the world reaps a benefit of the oil from the find 
of the finder. That they got rich affects not the question. 

That grand impulse of selfishness which God has placed in every man 
for his protection and as a stimulus for his ambition and energy is the 
mainspring which has led to all the inventions of this world which are 
worth talking about. 

Why is it we outdistance any nationof the earth? It is because we 
have the best patent laws and patent organization on the face of the 
earth. Why is it that these very systems denounced as monopolies 
are utilized by every one of us except that they bring but good? Take 
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this telephone. How many use it simply to save the expense of serv- 
ants? 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] said when printing was 
invented there was no patent office. When the Patent Office was es- 
tablished the printing-press then in existence compared as poorly with 
the Hoe power-press of to-day as a chip on the ocean compares with 
the most magnificent steam-vessel which floats a flag. [Applause. ] 

When the gentleman from Pennsylvania was a boy his neighbors, 
perhaps himself, lived in a cabin with nothing to hang their coats upon 
but a peg, and nothing to sit upon but a stool. Under the impulse to 
inventive talent given by the hope of securing for inventors during a 
limited time the exclusive benefit of the cogitation of their brains, the 
Lomes of the poor and the rich have been made comfortable. And the 
eottage of the workingman to-day outvies in comforts and luxury the 
dwellings of the kings of a hundred years ago. 

Mr. Chairman, look at the item of wages for a moment. Go back 
tifty years and compare the wages then paid with the present rates, 
Take the history of New England recently published and compare the 
wages of a shoemaker of to-day with what they werethen. Theseme- 
chanical improvements have been developed in every department. Yet 
shoemakers’ wages are doubled and in some departments trebled in 
fifty years. One man to-day can make three hundred pairs of boots 
each day by a Yankee machine; but more boots are wanted and bought 
for little money. I do not care where you go or what you see, itis bet- 
ter and cheaper because of inventions. Inventions are made because 
they are protected by the Constitution. The thousands and thousands 
of dollars that are wasted in vain endeavor, the sleepless nights, the 
toilsome days, all at last crystallized in some man’s success, bring a glad 
fruit to the Patent Office and asks it to make the contract according to 
constitutional promise. ‘Theinventor says, ‘‘Give me this fora limited 
time, and at the end it shall belong to the world.” And the world 
makes by the bargain every time. Tiina) 

[Here the hammer fell} 


MESSAGE FROM TITE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the President of the United 
States in writing was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries. 

‘The message further announced the approval of House bills of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. 5655) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Bell; 

An act (H. R. 607) granting a pension to James E. B. Smith; 

An act (H. R. 3287) for the relief of Silas Corzatt; 

An act (H. R. 5085) for the relief of Mary Hill; and 

An act (H. R. 6661) to provide for closing up the business and/pay- 
ing the expenses of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama i 
and for other purposes. 

OLEOMARGARINE. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Chairman, I think that much of the confusion 
which has pervaded this debate has been caused by the very defective 
definition of the word ‘‘oleomargarine,’’ as given in the second section 
of the bill. As we now understand it from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture this bill is intended not to tax oleomargarine 
when made and sold as such. It is said to be intended only to tax 
this substance when made and sold in imitation of butter. Now let us 
look for a moment at the two articles and compare them, the genuine 
butter and the counterfeit, with which we are now dealing. 

The color of natural butter, when made from the milk of grass-fed 
cows, is yellow. In the winter season, when cows are fed upon hay 
and grain, the butter produced from such food is ordinarily of a pale 
straw-color. In order to give to winter-churned butter its natural 
color, butter-makers sometimes use a little annotto or the juice of the 
carrot, by either of which the natural color can be imparted to the but- 
ter, and both are very harmless substances. [Applause. ] 

Now the color of oleomargarine——_ [Applause and laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

There are some of us upon the floor who would be glad to hear the 
gentleman from New York if we could be permitted todo so. But we 
can not hear him because of the continued noise. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair must request gentlemen to preserve 
order upon the floor of the House. 

Mr, BEACH, Mr. Chairman, Ido not want this interruption to come 
out of my time; and if I am not permitted to proceed in order I shall 
have to make a motion to clear the galleries [laughter and applause], 
for I presume that this continued interruption comes from the galleries, 
as I do not suppose that gentlemen upon the floor are so lost to the in- 
stincts of gentlemen as to refuse me a hearing upon this floor. 

The color of oleomargarine is white like that of lard or tallow. In 
order to sell it it is colored yellow in imitation of butter. When it is 
thus colored the low-priced article of oleomargarine issold in the market 
for the higher-priced article of butter. The whole fraud is made pos- 
sible simply by the addition of the coloring matter. Now, if you stop 
the coloring of oleomargarine, if you prohibit the manufacturer from 
putting yellow into it, or compel him to give it a color of its own, you 


necessarily stop the fraud, because an inspection of the product by the 
eye will at once disclose what it is. 

Mr, Chairman, if I vote for this bill, and I have said that I would, 
it will not be because I want to raise a revenue from the tax on eleo- 
margarine. It will not be because I want to build up one industry by 
tearing down another. It will not be because I want to prevent the 
sale of an unwholesome product or article of food. But, sir, it will be 
simply and solely to stop the circulation of a counterfeit, whereby the 
people are defrauded. By stopping the deception in the sale we indi- 
rectly protect the farmer and the dairyman, but the direct object of our 
legislation is to protect the interests of the whole people, all who buy 
or use butter; and where is there a person who does not use it? In 
the whole course of my life I have never met but two persons who did 
not eat butter. 

I therefore, Mr. Chairman, regard this bill the same as I do our laws 
against false weights and measures; the same as our laws against adul- 
terating foods and drugs; the same as our laws prohibiting the simu- 
lation of trade-marks. It is true this bill carries a tax along with it, 
but the tax is not imposed for revenue, but for regulation. Revenue 
is not the object but the incident of this legislation. 

Now, sir, the States having tried to regulate this matter but having 
tried in vain, the people appeal to Congress to put the whole matter 
under the supervision of the Internal Revenue Bureau, which has the 


machinery already in existence and in good working order to control it. - 


But, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe this bill if it is enacted into 
law will accomplish its purpose. What I want, and what I think the 
farmers of this country want, is to prevent the deception which is prac- 
ticed in the sale of this stuff. As soon as that is done no more of it 
will be manufactured, for the people do not want it and will not buy it. 

This bill in its present shape will not stop the deception. Aside 
from that the bill contains what to me is a very odious feature, It 
legalizes a fraud. The unwritten law condemns all traffic in spurious 
goods. This bill throws the panoply of the law around oleomargarine, 
which is a spurious article, and ee that it may be lawfully sold 
in the market so long as the tax has been paid. 

You may put on a tax of 20 cents a pound if you please, and I do not 
believe it will stop the fraud. I am free to say I will vote for a tax of 
20 cents a pound more cheerfully than I will for 10, because from my 
standpoint a tax of 20 cents will be more apt to regulate the sale than 
a tax of 10 will. A 

But if this bill can be amended so as to prohibit the manufacturer 
from coloring it yellow in imitation of butter, or, what is still better, 
compel him to give it a distinctive color of its own, then I am willing 
to let it go free of all tax whatsoever. 

There is no use in talking about branding it. It has been tried and 
found wanting. No amount of branding will prevent the retailer from 
swindling his customers, nor stop the keepers of hotels, restaurants, 
and boarding-houses from palming the vile stuff off on their customers. 
We have got to make the manufacturers keep the yellow out or put 
some other color in; and thatis the object of my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this section and the amendments 
thereto is exhausted. The Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read the pending amendment, proposed by Mr. BEACH, as 
follows: 


Strike out the words nning with “ oleomargarine,” inthe third line of the 
fifteenth section, and ending with the word “‘ States,” in the sixth line, and in- 
sert as follows: 

“Shall be forfeited to the United States, and no oleomargarine shall be colored 
with annotto or any other coloring matter which will give it the appearance of 
natural butter.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 
Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 1, after the word “ oleomargarine,” insert the following: 
“ Which contains ingredients deleterious to the public health,” 
The amendment was disagreed to. 
The Clerk read section 16, as follows: 

Sec. 16. That oleomargarine may be removed from pe piane of manufacture 
for export toa foreign country without payment of tax oraffixing stamps thereto, 
under such regulations and the filing of such bonds and other security as the 
Commissioner of Inte Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, may prescribe, Every person who shall export oleomargarine shall 
brand upon every tub, firkin, or other package containing such article the word 
“oleomargarine,” in plain Roman letters not less than one-half inch square, 


Mr. STRUBLE addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. HATCH] has 
been recognized. 

Mr. HATCH. Iask unanimous consent of the committee that all 
debate upon this and the remaining sections of the bill may be closed 
at 5 o'clock. I couple this request with the statement that an amend- 
ment which will be offered to the nineteenth section, striking out the 
words *‘ one-half of such fine or penalty, when paid, to go to the in- 
former,’’ shall be voted on in the House by a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest that the gentleman should say at ten 
minutes before 5 o’clock, so as to allow time for the report to be made 
to the House. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘The effect would be that the committee shall rise and 
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ae the bill and amendment at 5, or ten minutes before 5 o'clock. 
tever the action of the committee may be on the amendment I 
have indicated, I will offer the amendment myself in tAe House, and a 
yea-and-nay vote on it will be had. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. May I ask the gentleman from 
Missouri whether he is in favor of striking out that portion of the nine- 
teenth section? 

Mr. HATCH. Iam making no statement as to my own position, 
but I sayI will give to the House the fairest opportunity of expressing 
its opinion upon this by a yea-and-nay vote, whether theamendment is 
lost or not in the committee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is it proposed to take a yea-and-nay vote this 
cy ? 

Mr. TCH. Not at all. Itis proposed to go through with the 
bill and report it this evening and commence voting in the House to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I have perhaps more objection to 
the nineteenth section than to any other feature of the bill. Ifthe gen- 
tleman from Missouri desires and is willing in good faith to have that 
stricken out in the House, why not allow it to be stricken out now ? 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from West Virginia must see that I 
haye no right to speak for the three hundred and twenty-five members 
of this House. I can not say what the vote of a majority will be. It 
- is a question that has only been submitted to one committee, and what 
I propose is to give to the members of the House the fairest and fullest 


opportunity of themselves in Spe to that section. 
Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Idid notask the gentleman tospeak 
for the House; Y only asked him to speak for hi Ihe wilt snp 


that when this measure comes up before the House he will in faith 
ask the House to strike ont that section then there can be no objection 
to the proposition. ‘But I want to call the attention of the House to 
this fact, that after a number of years of experience upon this question 
of informers—— . 

Mr. HATCH. Thope thegentleman will not argue the question until 
we get to the section. The effect of it would be to get upa discussion. 
My desire is to have the request I made submitted to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent that this bill may be reported to the House this day at ten min- 
utes before 5 o’clock—— 

Mr. MORRISON. Does the gentleman propose to report it to the 
House without a vote in the committee? 

Mr. HATCH. We will take a vote in the committee, of course. 

Mr. BEACH. I ask the gentleman whether this may not preclude 
the opportunity of offering substantial amendments or a substitute? 

Mr. HATCH. You can offer those at the proper time, of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the request. The gentle- 
man from Missouri asks unanimous consent that the bill and amend- 
ments be reported to the House this afternoon at ten minutes before 5 
o'clock with the understanding that in the House he will move to strike 
out the portion of the nineteenth section which he has indicated -—— 

Mr. HCH. Provided, of course, that the amendment is defeated 
in the committee. The amendment may be carried by a vote of the 
committee, and in that event it, of course, comes up in the House for 
action without any agreement. But I say that if the committee should 
vote down the amendment to strike out that of the nineteenth 
section, notwithstanding that vote in the committee I shall move the 
amendment myself in the House. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Iwish to ask the gentleman whether 
his motion will allow the discussion of the nineteenth section. 

Mr. HATCH. The discussion will continue here in Committee of 
the Whole between now and ten minutes before 5 o’clock. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Vi Unless the gentleman will agree to 
strike out the nineteenth section I shall object. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘ order !”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Baraa 

Mr. GIBSON, of West V: I object. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. I move to strike out section 16. I 
do not to ask a vote upon this motion, but have made the motion 
simply for the purpose of obtaining the floor in order to give expression 
to my views upon the section. 

So far I have voted with the Committee on Agriculture, I believe, 
upon every p ition that has been submitted to vote, and shall con- 
tinue to vote with that committee upon the remaining sections of the 
bill and to support the bill when put upon its final passage. 

There are some features about it, however, I would prefer to see 
changed if such changes could have been made without the effect so 
common in contests as prolonged and earnest‘as this, of endangering 
final success of the measure. 

The opponents of the bill have fought it long and ably, and they and 
we who are friendly to it know very well that insuch a contest it is dan- 
gerous to permit the line of battle to be broken at any point, and that 
it is better, as a question of parliamentary struggle, to preserve the in- 
tegrity of the bill as nearly as possible. Therefore I have, with other 
friends of the measure, stood by the committee, and shull continue loyal 
to the end; but, in my judgment, section 16 is not a wise one, and if 


it can be di with and not leave the bill valnerable to constitu- 
tional objection, it should be stricken out. 

It is conceded now by the friends of the bill that in this act there is 
a distinction to be made between the kind of oleo ine that may 
be manufactured to imitate butter and to take the place of butter and 
the other quality of oleomargarine which may be manufactured under 
its own name and. sold without being taxed. 

I confess that, to my mind, section 2 is not as clear upon this point 
as I think it ought to be, and I do not wonder that many gentlemen 
have been led to entertain a different opinion with t to the con- 
struction of this section from that entertained by the friends of the bill. 
But it is now conceded that there are two kinds of oleomargarine—one 
to be taxed, the other not to be taxed. 

Now section 16 pro: that all oleomargarine, whether made in 
imitation of butter and to be sold as or for butter, or made and sold 
under its own name, shall, when the purpose is to ship it from the 
country, be allowed to go out scot-free. I maintain, as I maintained 
the other day, that that is wrong. This is a radical bill, So much we 
all will concede, whether we are favorable to it or not. It is a radical 
bill which I believe to be fully justified by the exigencies at present 
existing in this country, and I am heartily in favor of it. 

But, sir, if we are to tax oleomargarine when it is made and sold to 
be used as butter, I contend that we ought to tax every pound of it, 
whether it is to be consumed here or shipped abroad, if there is noth- 
ing in the Constitution prohibiting such taxation. For my part, I not 
only desire the markets of this country for the products of the farm, 
but I think that upon this question, as upon every other, we should so 
legislate that we may obtain as fully as possible the privileges of foreign 
markets. Therefore it seems to me, Mr. that in section 16 
of this bill there is an advantage given to the manufacturers of oleo- 
margarine which will result in displacing in the foreign markets the 
American butter that might otherwise go there. I showed the other 
day in my remarks, by reference to statistics, that whereas in 1875 we 
shipped less than $2, 000,000 worth of butter, the quantity continued 
to augment until in’ 1880 we sold over $6,000, 000 worth, but that in 
1885 the value of the butter exportation had decreased to something 
over $3,000,000, while the exportation of oleomargarine increased from 
$70,000 in 1878 to nearly $4,500,000 in 1885. 

What does this mean? It means that the entire exportation of but- 
ter from this country will soon be prevented if o whether 
as butter or oleomargarine, is allowed to go out of this country free; 
because, no matter under what name shi , there can be no doubt 
that it will eventually be sold as and for atter. I say, therefore, let 
us tax every pound of it, whether it is made and sold in imitation of 
butter or not, and whether it remains in this country or goes abroad. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to withdraw my motion. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I now renew the request which I made 
a while Ihave had an explanation from the gentleman from West 
Virginia (Mr. Grsson], and if the House will hear him for a moment 
I have no doubt an agreement can be reached. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, waiving the objec- 
tions I entertain to previous provisions of this bill, and addressing my- 
self to the nineteenth section, I simply desire to say that perhaps the 
most objectionable feature in the bill is included in the third line of 
that section, in these words: ‘‘One-half of such fine or penalty when 
paid to go to the informer.” I wantto say to the House now that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] has agreed that when we come 
to a vote in the House we may have a yea-and-nay vote on the ques- 
tion of striking out those words. 

Mr. HA’ . That is correct. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. That being the case, I withdraw 
my roe to the request of the gentleman from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. ae eee ee eee to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]? 

Mr. HAMMOND (to Mr. HATCH). That will not prevent a motion 
ad interim on any amendment ? 

Mr. HATCH. Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection to the bie bar 

Mr. LOWRY. In order that the matter may be fully understood—— 

Mr. HATCH.” I have stated it very fully, and I hope the gentleman 
will not interpose any objection or delay. 

Mr. LOWRY. In order that it may be fully understood, I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hatcu] if it is his purpose to 
strike out the words in the second section, ‘‘calculated or intended to 
be used as butter?” 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman will consult the RECORD he will 
find that, in connection with a proposition offered by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone], I stated that it was my purpose to 
move to amend that section. 

There was no objection, and the request of Mr. HATCH was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HatrcH]? The Chair hears none; and it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move pro forma to amend the section by striking 
out the last word. 
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Mr. Chairman, in so far as this bill protects the dairy interests of the 
petition of a counterfeit arti- 


country against the unjust and unfair com 
Sa lop keartlld in favor of A branch of our great tural in- 
dustry which gives employment to so much of capital and labor, owned 
and by a class as worthy and intelligent as is the dairy inter- 
ests, is entitled to and shall receive my earnest support. d 
The district I have the honor to represent here is inently agri- 
cultural, and in many of its towns the dairy has come to be of such 
importance to profitable farming that any injury unjustly inflicted upon 
it, or any outrage attempted, naturally arouses a feeling of resentment 
that all will justify. s ; 
. On this question the dairymen of my district have spoken, and have 
stated with great clearness what they ask for. This is their language: 
Desiring to be relieved from the dishonest competition of olco! ne and 
butterine as now sold, we ask you to use your uence and to vote for the bill 
now in the hands of the Committee on apera PA rege we manufacture 
and sale of all imitations of butter under control of 
paziment and compelling the nianufacturers and dealers to sell them for what 
The dairy interest asks to be relieved from dishonest competition of 
oleomargarine and butterine as now sold. That, sir, is a reasonable 
request, and if legislation can grant the relief songht—and I believe it 
can—it should not be withheld. These petitioners are intelligent, and 
they not only know what they want, but they know what of legis- 
lation will be effective, and that is, to place the manufacture and sale 
of all imitations of butter under the control of the Internal Revenue De- 
t. Is that an improper request? That it is entirely constitu- 
tional to place it there is, in my opinion, beyond question. 
dose the dairyman seek to use the machinery 


of our internal-revenue system? Let their o answer. It 
is “to compel the manufacturers dealers” of oleomargarine and 
butterine ‘‘ to sell them for what they are.” This is a just demand, 


Mr. Chairman, the makers of butter do not seek to destroy the manu- 
facture or sale of oleomargarine or butterine, nor any other imitation 
of the genuine article. These dairymen are too in to think for 
one moment that their own interests could possibly be safe if a policy 
of legislating any legitimate industry out of existence should, under 
any pretext whatsoever, be inaugurated; and, sir, I do not for one 
moment suppose that they desire anything more than the of 
their request implies. Now, sir, what does this bill propose? Its pro- 
visions are such as to fairly meet the demands of the butter-makers of 
my district. But the bill goes further than they ask; it not only places 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine and all imitations of butter 
under the control of the Internal Hevense Doyeririath, and compels 
them to be made and sold for what they y are, to the end that 
the dairy interests may be relieved from fraudulent and dishonest com- 
petition, but the excessive tax proposed by the bill means an absolute 
crushing out of the manufacture of oleomargarine. Deny it as you 
will; disguise it as you may, this is the intent and purpose of the tax 
of 10 cents per pound imposed 
Nar ey orig da fag sak, but this the bill seeks to do. 

Sir, I have had a long acquaintance with dairymen, and I know them 
well enough to say that they would scorn to ask to give them 
any advantage over any legitimate industry. All they ask is that their 
product, good, sweet butter, may not be subjected to the disadvantage 
of a pretended butter which they claim is being palmed off upon the con- 
sumer in the name of butter, and which, being produced at a less cost 
than real butter can be, is working a serious inj to them. 

They are willing the public shall use for food anything they may 
prefer, but they protest against fraud. 

If it were true, as is charged, that oleomargarine and butterine are 
poisonous or unwholesome as an article of diet, if their use were destruc- 
tive tothe publichealth, a good and sufficient reason would thereby be fur- 
nished for prohibitive legislation, and there should be no hesitation or 
delay in adopting this excessive tax or any other required provision 
to accomplish the end. But if this be a fact, where is the proof of it? 
Where has one man, woman, or child died or been made ill by using 
these articles? 

For my own part, Mr. Chairman, I am decidedly in favor of having 
my bread buttered on both sides with the genuine old-fashioned article; 
no oleo. ine on mine, so far as I now know; but, sir, others may 
have such taste, or be so situated that they would purchase and eat the 
imitation article, knowing just what it is; and if there be such, why 
should we so legislate as to deprive them of the benefit of such an arti- 
cle of food at a price as low as it can be afforded, instead of i 
as the heavy tax must, the cost thereof 10 cents per pound? ‘This ex- 
cessive tax is the objectionable, and I must say the destructive, feature 
of this bill. Let it be reduced to 3 cents per pound, which will be suf- 
ficient to pay more than the cost of causing oleomargarine to be sold 
for what it is, which is all that is openly asked for, and I for one will 
gladly vote for the bill. - 

Mr, i , if my limited time would permit I would endeavor 
to point out the grave objections that present themselves to such leg- 
islation as the excessive tax feature of this bill ; but, sir, the 
field is too broad to admit of more than an allusion to some of themin 
a very general way. 


by this bill on oleomargarine. This | try 


The policy of the Government on all economic questions should be 
to secure to all peopleof every section and of every occupation freedom 
to pursue any and every legitimate industry relieved legislative 
restriction as well as from the burden of a tax. The necessities of the 
war furnished justification for taxing almost everything, but now 
whisky and tobacco alone remain as bearers of these burdens, and were 
itnot for the conviction, in which publicsentiment with great unanimity 
joins, that the use of both these articles might be entirely dis- 
pensed with without injury to any one, no internal-revenue tax would 
be in existence to-day. 

As one of the grand results of crushing the rebellion, no greater 
benefit of a commercial sort has been secured to the people of the 
United States than this absolute freedom of trade between all sections 
and the absolute freedom of pursuit by all persons. Protection to all 
against foreign competition and free trade with untaxed industries 
among ourselves should be the motto. When we invoke the aid of our 
existing internal-revenue system to protect one industry against a prac- 
tical fraud attempted by another we have gone far enough, and we 
should hesitate before going further. Reduce the tax to 3 cents per 
pound and pass the That done and the dairyman will get all 
that he asks for, no legitimate industry will be destroyed, and if a 
wholesome article of food can be furnished to those who desire to use 
it, no burdensome tax will be laid on the consumer. [Applanse. ] 

[During the delivery of the i when five minutes had 

i Mr. HOPKINS obtained the floor, and yielded his time to Mr. 
PLUMB, who then concluded. ] ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I offer the amendment which 

I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 16 by striking out the last sentence, which reads as follows: 
tre or other Stn MA pe argarine shall brand upon every tub, 
plain Roman letters not less than pte cP inch square.” r 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, my object in 
offering this amendment is to remove as far as possible all restrictions 
upon exports. Perhaps no ition brought before the House has 
been more extreme than the one presented by my esteemed friend from 
Towa [Mr. STRUBLE] a moment ago, to maintain the tax upon this 
article regardless of its consumption whether at home or abroad, in 
order to prevent its competing with genuine butter in the markets of 
I would ask my friend to read carefully the fifth clause of 
section 9 of Article I of the Constitution: 


No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. That means exported from any State into 
another State. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It does not say only ‘‘exported 
from any State into another State.” It says “‘exported from any 
State.” We all know it refers to exports from any State in this coun- 
toanothercountry. I donot mean to say that that isall it means; 
butthat is the point atissue. But I donot wish to enter into an argu- 
ment now as to the balance of the scope of the clause. I ask the gen- 
tleman to consider and construe that provision. The whole Union has 
construed it one way up to this time. This seems to be the day of 
strange things, and no man seems to have any fixed guides or convic- 
tions. 


ints that were made by 
OLMAN], who, I regret 
tleman, as usual, presented about 
the best S for the case he was defending of w ch it was sus- 
thing against which he inveighs is “‘ 


and subsidized railroads, ulent aggrandizement of the pub- 
lic lands, and fraudulent and other izement of the functions of 
ublic carriers, &c., all contrary to the spirit of justice and of the 
tution, and much of it, by ersions of trust powers here re- 
posed, contrary to the very letter of the Constitution. ere is another 
effort, and in an unprecedented and in the most dangerous and abom- 
inable manner, to subsidize an industry. To this and to all such things 
I am firmly op; 

Pardon me, sir, if I say it; but ite again, nemesis 
air. I can not believe that so low an estimate as gentlemen seem to 
be placing upon the people is a just estimate. Constitutions and sys- 
tems must be at last an insufficient guarantee of liberty and justice. 
The people must evidently be of themselves essentially capable of wise 
self-government. The —— from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] takes 
a novel position when he inveighs against ‘‘ patented’ monopolies. 
The Constitution says that Congress shall haye power— 

To promote th ence and useful by securing for limited 
times to osha waa molea exclusive ae terit respective writings 
and discoveries. 


No man denies the constitutionality of the patent laws. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] is the first one I have ever heard 
of who says that this incentive to genius and guarantee for “limited 
times” of the enjoyment of a man’s own writings and discoveries has 
not proved of incalculable benefit to our country or that it is not just 
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within itself But, sir, that is not the worst of it. The gentleman 
favors this bill because it taxes a patented product. 

I have before me copies from the Patent Office of not less than 100 of 
these patents. The number prevents the possibility of a monopoly. 
The process is so simple that it can be conducted in every kitchen in 
the country. But suppose there is some special benefit in æ lawful 
patent. Was not the patent issued in good faith? Here is the enor- 
mity. This is the first time I ever heard a proposition to grant a patent 
to a citizen and then turn around and tax his patent out of existence. 
That mode of treatment is one which can never become popular with 
a fair-dealing legislative body. If the lawis unwise, repealit. Ifthe 
idea or invention is indispensable to the people at cheaper prices than 
those current, appraise it, buy it, and throw itopen tothe world. But 
do not let us approve the idea of an insidious and treacherous breach 
of contract. 

Now, the other point made by my distinguished friend is that you 
should take hold of this matter and treatit as a fraud; in other words, 
undertake to deal with it by an exercise of the police power. And the 
gentleman inveighed with considerable force and effect upon the fraud- 
ulent character of the commodity now under consideration. Allow me 
to read from the decision of the Supreme Court, which I cited this 
morning in full, one short paragraph bearing especially upon this par- 
ticular point. 

This is the unanimous deliverance of the Supreme Court in 1869 in 
the case of the United States vs. Dewitt (9 Wallace), commonly called 
the Coal-oil Case. The court says: 

As a police regulation, relating exclusively to the internal trade of the States, 
it can only have effect where the Ay Sap: authority of a excludes ter- 
ritorially all State legislation, as, for example, in the of Columbia. 
Within State limits it can have no constitutional operation. This has been so 
Laarne by this results so obviously from the terms of the 
Constitu , and has been so fully explained and supported on former occa- 

sions, that we think it unnecessary to enter again upon the on. 

Sir, as a young member of the grand army of Democracy I must 
confess to having been somewhat amazed at seeing such apparent heresy 
preached by one of the old leaders of the party; and I would have my 
friend, when he makes a special plea for the price of the butter of the 
small farmers of his community, remember that the very measure by 
which he proposes to put up the price of butter will also put down the 
price of the fat of every stalled ox that is sold by his constituents. In 

«reducing the price of the surplus fat of cattle it reduces the price of 
every head of cattle. We know that in order to make the more edible 
portions of beef palatable, so as to bring a high price, the beef must be 
fattened to a high degree. If the gentleman should seek to strike 
down an industry that utilizes the surplus fat upon the beef he will 
find he ‘‘ can not eaf his cake and keep it too.” 

Sir, what has been the effect of this industry upon beef? Let me 
cite again the average prices for a series of years past of cows alone: In 
1879, $21.73; in 1880, $23.27; in 1881, $23.95; in 1882, $25.89; in 1883, 
$30.21; in 1884, $31.37. 

These figures, which are as late as can be obtained, show that as the 
result of being able to utilize all of beef-cattle in this country 
the price has been brought some $10 per head higher. Now cut off the 
chance to use the surplus fat of your beeves, and what you gainon 
your butter you lose in the price of your beef-cattle. Yet this will not 
make the remaining salable part of the beef any lower to the consumer. 

Mr. Chairman, I have fought this bill the best I could. The House 
is determined to pass it, and the end is near at hand. I can only trust 
hat it will meet at the hands of the Senate or of the Executive the fate 
it well deserves. I yield the balance of my time back to the Chair. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Occasionally during this debate, Mr. Chairman, I 
have heard members discuss the constitutional question, but after list- 
ening to the of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
on this side of the House in which he proposed to draw us all into the 
support of the bill and announced his determination to follow the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture line by line and section by section, from the blind 
adherence which he offered to give to the Democratic committee of this 
House, and in connection with the speeches of other members, I feel 
convinced that the Constitution has had nothing whatever to do with 
this bill—or the case, as the gentleman near me suggests. [Laughter.] 

Constitutional or not constitutional, it is on the programme for this 
bill to pass the House. Itmakes no difference to the men who are here, 
They care nothing about that instrument just at present. Perhaps be- 
fore the courts of the cenit that question may be discussed; and they 
are willing, to accomplish their present purposes, to leave it to be set- 
tled by the judiciary. For myself, I am here to say I do not differ 
with thera very much on that subject, but lawyers should be consist- 
ent, and not give their support to measures that their legal education 
teaches them to be outside of lawful authority. 

As for the bill itself, I claim it is dishonest inits intentions, dishonest 
in its wording, and dishonest in its conception. ‘The principle of the 
bill, ra announced here, with a few exceptions, is to raise revenue. I 
haw: heard some members admit squarely and honestly that their ob- 
ject was to tax oleomargarine out of existence. Now, I say the mem- 
bers of the House who have taken that position have honestly stated 
their real motives; and the man who says here the object of this bill 
is revenue, I doubt very much if he means really what he says. The 


tendency of Congress is to reduce the revenue. No one will deny this. 
I understand there are members who would rather not vote on this 
bill either way, some on constitutional grounds, some because they 
look upon such measures as dangerous in their tendency, and others 
because forcing commercial values by law is contrary to the spirit of 
the nineteenth century; but, representing farming constituencies, and 
believing or fearing future elections depend on the votes they give, 
they propose to vote for this bill, constitutional or not, right or wrong, 
honest or not. [Laughter.] 

Soon after this bill came up for discussion I stated that its real and 
true object was to enable the farmers to get a higher price for their but- 
ter. Now, I am willing they should get a good price. Ido notobject 
to it; and if they came in here and presented a bill which said what it 
meant perhaps I might have supported it then. But when you come 
here with a fraud on its face, with a deceit from beginning to end, when 
you come here with an intention to strike down one interest for the 
purpose of building up another, I say to you, my Republican friends, 
that is not the true protective doctrine. We believe on this side of the 
House in protecting the industries of this country against foreign com- 
petitors. We believein protecting American labor against the labor of 
Europe. That is the true doctrine; that is the theory of the Repub- 
lican party. A few gentlemenon the other side of the House do not 
agree with us; still it is the correct theory and the only safe one for 
Republican members to follow. 

It is not wise or just to attempt to strike down one interest in Amer- 
ica in order to build up another. You propose to advance the price of 
butter as a result of legislation. It reminds me that a bunch of Con- 
gressmen at one time during the war by a solemn act of Congress pro- 
hibited trading in gold, and the next day everybody was barng and 
selling currency. The people quietly smiled, and the “‘men of wis- 
a » concluded their ‘‘tinkering’’ with commercial articles was a 

ure. 

In this butter engineering you may be partially successful for six 
months. You may goon the political stump and tell the farmers ‘‘ we 
have taxed your rival to death, and now you are sure of good prices. 
You that own one cow buy another and own two; you that now de- 
light in ten cows buy ten more and become the owner of twenty. The 
oleomargarine factories are closed and good prices are yours,” 

It might be well for you gentlemen in your remarks to add, ‘‘ Do 
not make haste to be rich;’’ but you will not do that, because it 
would carry with it a doubt in your own minds as to the success of 


your legislative action. 
gentleman’s time has expired. 
Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I will take the floor and yield my time 


The CHAIRMAN. The 
to my coll e. 

Mr. DUN HAM. Asa natural result of this bill the tendency through- 
out the country at first will be higher prices for butter, butin a year the 
price will fall simply from overproduction. The farmers when they get 
time to consider this matter and see what the result of this thing will 
be will demand of you an explanation for depression, and you lawyers 
will fly to commercial men and ask reasons. They will tell you to let 
the commerce of the nation alone. 

Markets can not be regulated by law, and any attempt to do so is 
sure to bring disaster somewhere. It is often the case that prices of 
grain, for instance, advance in anticipation of some damage to growing 
crops; then when the damage really comes the price tumbles. Why? 
Because everybody is loaded and prepared for it, and who will the hold- 
erssellto? Let the farmersthink you have acted wisely in their interest, 
but I greatly fear one year hence will see them suffering under lower 
prices for their butter than they obtain to-day. 

You forget the fact, my friends, that while there are seven millions 
of farmers, including their wives and children, in this country, there 
are also many more millions of working e who do not make but- 
ter but who buy and consume it. Grant all rights to farmers, and yet 
others’ feelings and pocketsare to be consulted. Be honest and square, 
gentlemen, with all classes. r 

Now I concede that perhaps not a workingman in this country cares 
to eat this oleomargarine, or at any rate if he buys it he wants to 
buy it for what it really is, and as I claim he ought to do; but I do 
say, and I defy any man to contradictits truth, that the laboring men, 
the consumers of products in this country, are willing that oleomarga-~ 
rine shall be continued to be manufactured; and why? Simply be- 
cause it will keep down the price of butter. 

Now I propose to be honest about that, Mr. Chairman, and will say 
that the laboring man naturally desires to keep down the price of his 
food products, and butter is one of them. It is a proper and natural 
desire on his part, and I admit that this product, oleomargarine, aids 
him in his desire; but it should be branded and sold for what it ts. I 
claim that the men who live in my district and manufacture this prod- 
uct are willing to manufacture and brand and mark it in every way to 
show what it is; that is what they are now doing; and your bili does 
not affect them in that respect in the least. What then is the objec- 
tion? 

We do object to this tax that you propose to put upon the prod- 
uct. I object to it in the name of the men who manufacture it; I 
object to it in the name of the 250,000 people who reside in my dis- 
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trict, not butter-makers but butter-consumers, who desire to buy but- 
terat 25 cents a pound, as now, rather than to be forced to pay 40 or 50 
cents a pound, as was the case one, two, three, or five years ago. Re- 
member that 25 cents to-day is equal to 40 cents to the farmer ten 
yearsago. I ask the House then to consider carefully the provisions of 
the bill. You have commenced, by this, the inauguration of a species 
of legislation for which the day will come when you will be sorry. 
There is no telling what industry will come here next and demand the 
wiping out of another industry which is perhaps injuring its prosperity. 

Mr. BAYNE. But you stated that it would make butter cheaper, 
did you not? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I did say so, that such will be the ultimate effect 
of it, but not the immediate effect. I do say that it is wrong to strike 
down one industry for the sake of trying to build up another. You 
can not honestly deny this proposition. You can not possibly have 
more sympathy and respect for farmers than I have. Youbelieveyour 
course now is for their good. I believe its final end will be a losing 
one in the finances of farmers. 

I say it is wrong for you gentlemen here, representing as you claim 
the farming community, to do what you can to temporarily benefit them, 
but to do that which in the end will result in their injury, and 
perhaps in the financial rnin of many of them. 

Time determinesall things. No farmershall ever suffer by my vote. 
No laboring man shall lay the charge at my door that the cost of the 
necessaries of life for himself, wife, and children were advanced by legis- 
lation by any vote of mine. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to 
participate in the discussion of this bill, and do not now propose to oc- 
cupy the attention of the committee but for the few minutes allowed 
me under the rules. 

While I have uniformly voted with the friends of this billand with 
the Committee on Agriculture, which reported the same to the House, 
yet I confess that I have had some doubts as to the propriety of some 
of the provisions contained in it. I go as far as my colleague [Mr. 
DUNHAM], who has just taken his seat, in denouncing any system of 
legislation which discriminates in favor of any one ‘industry of this 
country as against another. I would not vote for any bill which had 
for its purpose the building up of one industry at the expense of another, 
no matter what that industry might be. Nor would I vote for any bill 
which in my judgment would have thateffect. But I say to my col- 
league from Chicago [Mr. DUNHAM] that while I am, like himself, ut- 
terly opposed to fraud, I do not see the fraud in this bill of which he 
speaks, but think I can see the fraud which the bill proposes to protect 
the people of this country against. 

Mr. Chairman, if there is any one thing more than another in which 
I would like to see effective legislation in this country by the State 
and by the Genera] Government, where it can be constitutionally done, 
it would be legislation against the adulteration of human food. And 
I would extend it to fraud and deception in the selling of any article 
of food for domestic consumption for any thing else than what itreally 
is, so that people may know what they are purchasing and what they 
are eating. If people want to eat oleomargarine they should be per- 
mitted to do so, but they should know what they are eating. 

-Now, my colleague from Chicago [Mr. LAWLER] has acknowledged 
here that he has eaten oleomargarine. I wish to say that I have never 
eaten any to my personal knowledge; and yetI am not certain but that 
Ihave eaten much of it under the impression thatit was very bad butter. 

[Laughter.] I know that there is good butter and bad butter; but the 
object of this bill, as I understand it is to prevent the manufacture of 
an article in imitation or in resemblance of butter and the selling of 
it to the consumer as butter. I believe honestly that of the 200,000,- 
000 of pounds of oleomargarine which it has been said here are manu- 
factured and sold in thiscountry, a very small percentage of it has. been 
sold as oleomargarine. The great bulk of it has been sold for butter 
to the consumer, And that is the wrong which one industry inflicts 
upon another, and which this bill seeks to prevent. 

Now, sir, I was going to say that I was not in favor of all the pro- 
visions of this bill. I have thought the tax provided for in the bill 
too high. I, myself, would only favor a sufficient tax to pay the ex- 
penses of regulating and inspecting these oleomargarine manufactories; 
and it seems to me that would be a sufficient tax. But if the con- 
struction now put upon the bill be the true one, and I am inclined to 
think itis, and the object is not to tax all oleomargarine, but only 
that which is manufactured as an imitation of butter, then I do not 
care, Mr. Chairman, how high the tax may be, even if it be 20 or 25 
cents a pound. 

If gentlemen of the committee will examine the second section of this 
-bill, and I have examined it to-day with some care in connection with 
what I understand to be proposed amendments to the section, they 
will see that oleomargarine is defined here in this bill to be that which 
is made in imitation or semblance of butter, and which as such imita- 
tion or semblance of butter is to be sold for butter. It is this imitation 
or semblance of butter, this fraud and deception, which is to be taxed, 
as it now occurs to me, and this I am heartily in favor of. 

While much has been said here about the men who are interested in 


oleomargarine factories, I know there is a great deal of interest on both 
sides of this question, and I do not see much difference in the influ- 
ences that seem to be brought to bear here, whether they are on the 
one side or on the other: But, Mr. Chairman, I believe oleomargarine 
has been immensely profitable to the manufacturers of it in this coun- 
try; that they have made immense sums of money outof its manufacture, 
and this has been done by palming it off on the public as an article 
which it is not. It has been sold for butter when it is inferior to any 
good quality of butter, and to the injury of an industry in which thou- 
sands of people all over the country are interested, and I believe such 
deception and fraud should, if possible, be prevented. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Syapson, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate insisted on its amendments non- 
concurred in by the House of Representatives to the bill (H. R. 6397) 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and 
for other purposes, agreed to the conference requested by tlie House, and 
had appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. COCKRELL as man- 
agers of the conference on the part of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6975) to establish additional life-saving stations. 


KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with the request of the House of Representatives of this date, 
I return herewith House bill No. 6391, entitled "An act to authorize the Kansas 
City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes.”’ 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 2, 1886. 


OLEOMARGARINE. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that all debate upon the 
pending section and amendments thereto may be closed, that ‘there 
may be an opportunity of having the other sections read. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 16 by striking out the last sentence, namely, these words: 

“Every person who shall export oleomargarine shall brand upon every tub, 
firkin, or other package containing such article the word ‘oleomargarine,’ in 
plain Roman letters not less than one-half inch square, ” 

The amendment was di to. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the remaining sections 
of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read section 19, as 
follows: 


Sec. 19. That all fines, penalties, and forfeitures imposed by this act may be 
recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction, one-half of such fine or pen- 
alty, when paid, to go to the informer. 


Mr. McoMILLIN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Section 19, as the Chair is informed, is one on 
which a number of gentlemen desire to be heard. The Chair, therefore, 
requested the Clerk to read thesections in their order until that section 
was reached. Before doing so the Chair had ized the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BAKER], who is now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill beread through 
and that we may then recur to the nineteenth section. . 

Mr. BRUMM. I object. 

Mr. HATCH. Several members have asked me a question which I 
desire to answer in the presence of the committee that there may be 
no misunderstanding about this, as there are some members who have 
calls to go somewhere else and want to leave the Hall. The proposi- 
tion was made that all debate under the five-minute rule should be 
considered closed at ten minutes before 5 o’clock, and that the bill 
should then be reported, and the agreement was that the bill and all 
these amendments would come up as the first business in order to 
morrow morning after the morning hour—— 

Mr. SCOTT. In committee? 

Mr. HATCH. Inthe House. I can not ask the committee to have 
the previous question considered as ordered, because that would cut off 
the opportunity to carry out the agreement we made to offer the amend- 
ments in the House. Therefore I want it understood the bill and all 
amendments will be reported and taken up in the House after the morn- 
ing hour. Will the Chair please submit the question, that there may 


be no misunderstanding ? 
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‘The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the arrangement will be 
made as indicated by the gentleman from Missouri. 

There was no objection. i 

The C The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] is 
entitled to the floor. z 

Mr. BAKER. I move to strike out the last clause of the nineteenth 
section; and I desire, Mr. Chairman, to submit twoor three observations 
on the bill explanatery of my own position, because so many ents 
have been brought forward here by gentlemen upon this subject thatit 
seems to me we overlook two or three very important questions in the 
consideration of this bill. 

In the first place this legislation comes here somewhat in consequence 
of the action of the manufacturers in the several States upon this very 
important matter. Recurring for a moment to the history of the leg- 
islation in the different States, let me say that in my own State year 
after year legislation has been attempted to te the manufacture 
and sale of oleomargarine. It has been uniformly resisted by thesame 
influences and the same arguments that have been offered here upon 
this floor. Efforts to investigate the manufacture and sale of this arti- 
cle have been.met with the argument that this stuff is pure, that it is 
healthful, that it is a pper substitute for butter, and may with safety 
be placed upon the tables of and consumed by the people. After in- 
vestigation in my own State on two or three occasions acts haye been 
passed to regulate its manufacture and to compel its being marked so 
that it may be sold as what it is. 

Mr. Chairman, the legislation brought forward and passed in my own 
State, passed, as I have said, against strenuous opposition, has on two 
occasions been overthrown by the action of the court of appeals, and it 
has utterly failed—all efforts have failed—to te the manufacture 
of this article, in consequence of the inability of the State Legislature 
to throw around it the safe-guards proposed by this bill. This opposi- 
tion to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine has grown up simply 
because the manufacturers have refused to sell the article for what it is. 
They have continually practiced deception and fraud upon the consumer, 
and itis for that reason that my State and every other agricultural State 
will hail with delight the passage of this bill. I believe such legisla- 
tion would have been unnecessary if the dealers had been honest with 
consumers, and m; in making these remarks is simply to ex- 
plain that I vote for this bill in order to enable consumers to know, 
when they buy butter, that they are getting butter, and to prevent the 
continuance of the deceit and fraud that have characterized the manu- 
facture and sale of this article during several years Incidentally, 
this law will produce revenue; incidentally it will benefit the dairy 
interests of the country, and these are objects devoutly to be desired. 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, while believing that the tax p to be 
assessed is, perhaps, too high, I trust that, when it shall be fixed at 
such a figure as will guarantee the sale of oleomargarine not as butter 
but as oleomargarine, and in that way secure the protection of the con- 
sumer, the bill will pass without further opposition. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment offered. 


by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 19 strike out the following: 
paid, to go to the informer,” 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, it is hardly necessary for me to ex- 
ee at length the reason why this amendment is offered. The legis- 

ation which gave to informers a share of the penalties imposed for vio- 
lation of the tariff laws has long since been repealed; the penalties of 
the internal revenue laws that were im: and distributed in the 
same way have also been . Yet here, in “‘ these piping times 
of peace,” the Committee on Agriculture in their wisdom have seen 
fit to inauguraté anew the most obnoxious of all that legislation. I 
aia happy to think that the majority of the people of the United States 
would scorn to accept such money. But in almost every community 
there are those so depraved as to be capable of its acceptance. From 
such I would take the temptation to accept by withholding from the 
Government officials the power to give. 

If we are to havea new swarm of deputy marshals sent around in new 
paths hunting for new substances, let us not add to their zeal the zeal 
of the mercenary who is to receive a part of the penalty as an informer. 
I do not know of any kind of legislation which is more reprehensible 
than that which sets neighbor spying apon neighbor for these petty 
offenses. The penalties affixed by this bill are very large. The før- 
feitures if obtained will be great, and hence the temptation to inform 
upon his neighbors to every man mean enough to do it will be great. 
I do not think that this House will do itself justiceif, even for the pro- 
tection of the cow, it turns loose a set of men upon the community urged 
on by such motives. I donot deny the power of the Government to raise 
taxes. They are essential to the existence of the state. When the ob- 
ject is taxation for the support of the Government no citizen can inter- 
pose his voice and no constitutional question arises. But, sir, I am of 


“One-half of such fine or penalty, when 


those who believe that the arm of Government can not be legiti- 
mately invoked to crush out any legitimate industry, and when this Gov- 
ernment enters upon that iment it will be upon a wide, a bound- 
less seaof troubles. I hope that at the proper time theamendment will 
be adopted, 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE addressed the committee. [See Appendix.] 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I have already, at an early period 
of this discussion, stated some objections to this measure. These objec- 
tions were fundamental, and subsequent reflection and the argument 
which has taken place in the last few days have not lessened but rather 
have confirmed and intensified them. 

No debate I have listened to since I have been a member of this 
House has been marked by more frequent recurrence to those first prin- 
ciples which are supposed to be soundand safe guides in all legislation. 
This very fact itself, Mr. Chairman, is a presumption this bill, 
because itimplies that it opens a new field of legislation, and one which 
Congress has not heretofore occupied. 

But, sir, I have not been able to square this bill or to reconcile its 
principles with any of those just and safe maxims of legislation to 
which gentlemen have so frequently alluded in this debate. 

Now, I know, Mr. Chairman, that a constitutional argument is too 
often met and supposed to be overthrown in this House by a sneer. 
Nevertheless, sir, the Constitution is the supreme law of the land, and 
it seems to me in a legislative assembly engaged in framing laws no 
inquiry could be more pertinent, none deserving of more respectful 
consideration, than’that which seeks to bring those laws to the test of 
the Constitution, the organie law of the land. 

A MEMBER. Especially when we are sworn to support it. 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir, especially when we are sworn to support it. 

Gentlemen seem to suppose that they have made their case when, as 
the gentleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] who spoke a few min- 
utes ago, they ask us what provision of the Constitution does this bill 
violate. Mr. Chairman, I have always supposed, and I have been 
taught to believe, that in:the legislation of Stress the pertinent in- 
quiry is, under what provision of the Constitution isitallowable? From 
the beginning of this discussion I have not heard any gentleman on this 
floor attempt to maintain this bill on constitutional grounds except as 
a measure to raise revenue. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, before Congress can attempt to raise 
revenue there must be a double authority derived from the Constitu- 
tion. It must not only be a constitutional mode of raising revenue, but 
there must be a necessity for revenue before you are authorized to put 
into operation the power of levying taxes. To pretend that this is a 
bill to raise revenue is to palter with the very highest trust that weas 
Representatives are clothed with. The trust and authority to impose 
taxes on the people, to use that power for any oblique or indirect pur- 
pose, or otherwise than for the p. and honest purpose of raising nec- 
essary revenues, is, I say, to abuse it and to palter with the most sacred 
trast with which we are invested. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] called my attention to section 5, 
Article IX of the Constitution, and suggested that it might be well for 
me to consider whether my remarks upon the subject of taxing oleo- 
margarine, whether consumed at home or abroad, were not in conflict 
with the section and article I have just named. - 

It may be his view is the correct one, but I submit it is not entirely 
clear upon the reading of the section, which is as follows: 

No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any Stato. 


There is no time to enter upon any considerable discussion of the sec- 
tion now. It may be conceded that no tax or.duty in the shape of ex- 
port taxes or duties can be laid; but may not the United States prima- 
rily tax all oleomargarine, saying nothing about the tax or duty in view 
of exportation. Then, again, is it clear that this section may not refer 
to rtations from States, as if madesomewhat under their authority— 
which of course can not be done—instead of, in a sense, from and under 
the authority of the United States to foreign countries? 

I merely suggest these queries to the gentleman from Arkansas for 
reflection, without in terms contending that he is in error in what I as- 
sume might be his opinion of the section upon spune 

Mr. P. R. Mr. Chairman, during this debate my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] has said: 

Pennsylvania is the second largest butter-producing State in the Union. New 
York comes first with 111,000,000 pounds annual production; Pennsylvania comes 
next, with over 79,000,000 pounds; the State of Ohio comes next, with, I believe, 
about 67,000,000 pounds, and Iowa next, with about55,000,000 pounds, ' It will be 
seen, therefore, that the great State of Pennsylvania has a larger interest in pro- 
tecting her dairy ucts any other State in the Union except alone the 
State of New York. 

It is true that by the last census New York was shown to have an 
annual product of over 111,000,000 pounds of butter, and it is also 
true that over 11,000,000 pounds of it was produced in the counties of 
Saint Lawrenceand Jefferson, which constitute the district which I have 
the honor to represent on this floor. New York had then nearly one 
and one-half million cows, of which more than one hundred and fifty- 
five thousand were in the same two counties. 

It appears that there are from fifteen to sixteen million cows in the 
United States. The annual product of butter has been a little over 
1,000,000,000 pounds, worth about $250,000,000. 

The annual product of butter has been over 200,000,000 pounds, 
over 99 per cent. of which been sold ‘‘as and for butter.” It has 


cost less than 8 cents, and has been sold to the consumer for an av- 


. grease. 
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erage of about 25 cents; hence the profit of 17 cents, or $34,000,000, 
has been secured by those who have made and those who have sold it. 
Not only has the butter interest suffered from this fraudulent compe- 
tition, but the whole $565, 000,000 of butter, cheese, and milk interest 
of the United States has been greatly disturbed and harmed by it. 

Unless some check is given to the bogus product and its deceptive 
sale, no power under heaven can prevent the practical destruction of 
the butter-making industry as it now exists in the United States. 

Not one pound in one hundred of the bogus product is ever bought 
by a consumer who knows its character. 

It is shown beyond question that much of this bogus product is not 
only unhealthy, but to a greater or less degree poisonous. 

Neversince the world has any nation submitted so long to such 
an extensive and shameless fraud, and yet men stand about us and raise 
their hands as though in holy horror, and invoke the Constitution to 
prevent any interference with the continuance of the crime. 

Seldom have men gathered in so much wealth in so shorta period as 
has been seized and appropriated by these bogus-butter kings whose 
work is under investigation. Disease and poverty follow in their train, 
but they carry away their millions upon millions. 

Consider it, 200,000,000 pounds of (largely a filthy) product sold to 
the consumer for $50,000,000—it cost the producer $16,000,000—leav- 
ing an annual profit of $34,000,000. 

Or make the estimate very low, call the product 20 cents per pound— 
and if the counterfeit is prudently managed it will average above that 
for the year—then we have: 


Paid by the consumer ... $40, 000/000 
Cost to the producer serve, 16,000, 000 
UTP ARPIT INEENS N i, 000, 000 

Take off for possible incidentals... .. 4,000,000 
Leaving a net profit of..... ad dares stores a E A 20, 000, 000 


And these humanitarians, these lovers of poor men, carry away to 
their own safety-deposit vaults $20,000,000 per year, got from con- 
sumers who paid for butter and got nothing but its flavor in a bulk of 
Is it strange that butter now sells for16 cents in market? Is 
it strange that the great American dairy interest languishes and is de- 
moralized? Is it surprising that these bogus-butter fellows, making 
their $20,000,000 a year, are going about here weeping for the ‘‘ poor 
man’s butter,” because the poor man wants it so much and these fel- 
lows are afraid that the poor man can not get enough of it? Is it 
strange that men gather in to oppose this bill from Northern Illinois 
to Southern Georgia? Is it strange that this Congress is held here for 
days in mere delay over this bill while legislation of the greatest im- 

riance presses upon us? Is it strange that men representing tallow 

utter and lard butter and cotton-seed-oil butter, and men with whole 
windrows of dead animals of all kinds and conditions behind them, rise 
upand scream crazily about the Constitution? | 

All of these men represent the interest that robs the public of from 
twenty to forty millions a year. 

(Mr. VAN EATON addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I move by unanimous consent that all debate on the 
pending section be closed, so that we may vote sy the i 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The question recurred on Mr. MCMTLLIN’S amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 23. 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. HATCH. Now let the remaining sections be read. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman can offer it afterward. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 20. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 
the msy make all needful regulations for the carrying 


Sec. 21. That this act shall go into effect on the ninetieth day after its passage; 
and all wooden packages containing ten or more pounds of oleo: arine found 
te 


of the passage of this deem: be 
act and s be taxed, and shall have affixed thereto the stamps, marks, and 


for the of securing the affixing of the stamps, mar! 
quired by this act, the oleomargarine shall be regarded as ha manu- 
factured and sold, or removed from the manufactory for consumption or use, on 
or after the day this act takes effect; and such stock on hand at the time of the 
taking effect of this act may be stamped, marked, and branded under ial 
regulations of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, approved by the 
tary of the Treasury; and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may author- 
ize the holder of such package to mark and brand the same and to affix thercto 
the proper tax-paid stamps. 


Mr. WHEELER.. I now ask for a vote on my amendment. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out in lines 3 and 4 of section 19 the words “ one-half ofsuch fine or pen- 
alty, when paid, to go to the informer,” and insert these words: 

a One-half of all money collected under the provisions of this act shall be used 
in the FERRt oT common schools, and such gorren shall annually be divided 
among paid out in the several States and Territories and in the District of 
Columbia in that portion which the whole number of persons in each who, 
being of the age of ten years and over, can not read chin’ o the whole number 
of su ns in the United States; such computation shall be made accord- 
ing to the census of 1880 until the illiteracy returns of the census of 1890 shall be 
received, and then upon the basis of that census,” 
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Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I now move that the committee rise 
and report this bill and amendments to the House under the agree- 
ment which has already been made. 

Mr. COMPTON. Iask to offer the amendment which I have sent 
up to the desk, 

Mr. HATCH. Ihave no objection to its being read for information. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk willread the amendment for informa- 
tion; but nothing is in order now under the agreement heretofore made 
except the motion which the gentleman from Missouri has submitted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“ SECTION 1. That every person who purchases or receives forsale within the 
District of Columbia or any Territory of the United States any peng vee spree 
which has not been branded or stam) ‘oleomargarine’ shall be liable to a 
penalty of $50 for each offense; and that said posais shall be recoverable as all 
other fines or penalties imposed by law in said districts,” 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the agreement which the committee made 
this afternoon the Chair is now required to cause the committee to rise 
and report this bill and amendments to the House. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Irise to a point of order. My understanding was 
that it was agreed that debate should close at ten minutes to 5 o’clock; 
but nothing was said aboutamendments. Amendments may be offered 
and voted upon, and I submit it is against the rules of the House to 
force a bill to be reported back to the House as long as members desire 
to offer amendments. [Cries of ‘“‘ Regular order!” ] 

Mr. HATCH. Theagreement was so plain that there can be no mis- 
take upon that point. - A 

The CHAIRMAN. Theagreement was that at ten minutes before 5 
o'clock this bill should be reported to the House; that agreement was 
made by unanimous consent; and without unanimous consent now 
given it can not be 

Mr. MORRISON. Reported back without a vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not without a vote; but the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri is in order. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !*’] 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to offer additional amendments. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Regular order! 

The motion that the committee rise and report the bill to the House 
was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 109, noes 38. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 8328), had instructed him to the}same to the House 
withsundry amendments, and recommend that it be passed as amended. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its Clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed billsof the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 188) to prevent the.acquisition of real property by aliens, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1991) supplementary to and amendatory of ‘‘An act to ex- 
ecute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved May 6, 
1882, as amended by an act to amend said act, approved July 5, 1884. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House to the Post-Office appropriation bill 
(H. R. 5887) and on its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to the Senate amendment, to the conference asked by the House 
on the di ing votes of the two Houses, and Had appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate Mr. PLUMB, Mr. Manone, and Mr. 
BECK. A 

The message also announced that the Senate hat agreed to the re- 

rt of the committee of'conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ouses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6975) to es- 
tablish additional life-saving stations. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RANDALL. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Has this committee a right to report a bill back to 
the House as long as amendments are offered to the bill by members 
of the House? . 

The SPEAKER. That is not aquestion for the Chair to determine. 
It is a question which could only have been properly determined by the 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
[Cries of *‘ Regular order!’’] 

The motion of Mr. HATCH was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
4 o'clock and’55 minutes p., m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition and claim of Catharine A. Fossett, ex- 
ecutrix of James Fossett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Maria Trunnell, for compensation for damages done 
to her p: in the District of Columbia by street improvements— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers relating to the claim of Walter W. 
Peck and of Martha J. Stewart, of Jefferson County, Mississippi—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARNES: Papers relating to the claim of John McKinne, of 
Emanuel County; of Martha Price, of Burke County, and of Larkin 
Wilcher, of Glasscock County, Georgia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Atlantic 
City, N. J., for a post-office building at that place—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 2 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of the New England Shoe and Leather 
Association, requesting that one and two dollar bills be issued to take 
the place of those defaced and worn out—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. j 

Also, petition of the Grand Army of the Republic post of Union Dale, 
Susquehanna County, Pennsylvania, urging the passage of the Senate 
pension bill 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the common and select council of Norfolk, Va., 
calling attention to the eligibility of that city as a site for a Govern- 
ment ship-building plant—to the Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests. 

y Mr. DUNHAM: Protest of E. T. Palmer & Co. and 665 others, 
employers and employés in the cloak manufacturing trade in the city 
of Chicago, against the Morrison tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. ELY: Petition of Joshua W. Davis, in favor of Senate bills 
53 and 54—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Eight petitions of hospital stewards, ask- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill 1119—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. GROUT: Petition of W. H. Collins and 35 others, citizens of 
pe ag Vt., for a tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 


ture. : 

By Mr. HARRIS: Petition of Josiah R. Chambers, administrator of 
Josiah Chambers, of Carrollton, Ga., asking that his war claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Papers relating to theclaim of Leonidas Low- 
ery, of Chesterfield County, and of John C. Canthen, of Lancaster 
County, South Carolina—to the same committee. . 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of savings-banks of New York State, pray- 
ing for a repeal of the law which directs the coinage of the 4124 grains 
silver dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of citizens of Blount County, Tennessee, praying for 
me passage of the Blair educational bill—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

Also, a bill authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Ten- 
nessee River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. - 

Also, petition of Walter Newburn and of Henry Krueger, hospital 
steward, United States Army, praying for increase of pay for hospital 
stewards—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John F. Rhoton, of Jefferson County, Tennessee, ask- 
ing that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of W. J. Mitchell and others, in favor 
of Senate bill 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of John F. Hilman and 80 others, citizens 
of Weld and Arapahoe Counties, Colorado, praying for the establish- 
ment of a land office in northeastern Colorado—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LIBBEY; Petition of citizens of Warwick County, Virginia, 
for the improvement of Deep Creek—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Norfolk and Portsmouth Cotton Exchange, 
relative to the establishment of a branch hydrographic office at Norfolk, 
Va.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, papers in the case of J. E. Hozier—tothe Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Resolution favoring the passage of Senate bill 
1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of A. F. Waldorf, John J. King, and 36 
others, citizens of Trumbull County, Ohio, for the passage of bill taxin 
oleomargarine 10 cents—to the Committee on Agriculture. . 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Richard Ennis, president, and 
Thomas J. Dicus, secretary of the trades assembly of Western Penn- 
sylvania, in opposition to proposed oleomargarine and butterine legis- 
lation—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the board of medical pension examiners, 
for change of law in regard to fees of such examiners—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of Mrs. Holland Harderly, widow of 
Micajah Harderly; of Joseph R. Franklin, of Rev. Jacob Utley, of 
J. S. Davis, of D. W. Morton, of Josiah L. Bell, and of Francis J. and 
Mary F. Morton and Martha J. Oglesby, of Carteret County ; of 
Thomas E. Harris, administrator of Thomas D. Harris, and of Mary 
E. English, executrix of James C. Ballance, of Hyde County; of Will- 
iam J. Porter, and of W. H. Hyatt, son of James H. Hyatt, deceased, 
of Perquimans County ; of Javis M. Williams, of Beaufort County; 
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of Joseph J. Jordon, of Winton; and of A. O. Dey, administrator of 
J. S. Dey, Currituck County, North Carolina, asking that their war 


claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Papers relating to the claim of George W. Spotts, 
of Garrett W. Bane, and of Phillip Gordon, of Jefferson County, West 
Virginia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolutions of Grange No. 92, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Waterloo, Wis., on interstate commeree—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Duluth, 
Minn., protesting against the consolidations of the customs districts of 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Nancomah Valley Grange, of 
Shelby County, Tennessee, asking the passage of the bill to tax oleo- * 
margarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. . 

Also, pra relating to the claim of Martha L. Yancy, administra- 
trix, of Shelby County, Tennessee, to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Petition of R. 8. Lipsey, of Barnwell County, 
South Carolina, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WARD: Petition of Ernest Hodden, of Chicago, Ill., praying 
that his claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Protest of the Board of Trade of Duluth, 
against the consolidation of the customs districts of Minnesota—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

The following petitions, urging the adoption of the bill placing the 
manufac! and sale of all imitations of butter under the control of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, taxing the same 10 cents per 
pound, and urging the adoption of such effective measures as will save 
the dairy interests from ruin and protect consumers of butter from 
fraud and imposition, were presented, and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture: 

By Mr. LINDSLEY: Of dairymen of Green County, New York. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Of citizens of Guilford, N. Y. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 3, 1886, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


JOHN S. WILLIAMS—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate: p 

Senate bill No. 789, entitled “An act granting a pension to John 8. Williams,” 
is herewith retu: without approval. ` 

This claimant enlisted in 1861. He alleges that his shoulder was dislocated in 
1862 while ferrying troops across a river. The records of the War Department 
fail to furnish any information as to the alleged injury. He served afterward 
until 1865 and was discharged. His claim for pension was rejected by the Pen- 
sion Bureau in 1882, oR years after the time he fixes as the dateof injury; 
and after such long delay he states as an excuse for the unsatisfactory nature of 
his proof that the doctors, surgeons, and officers who knew him are dead, 

Considering that the gr bat A complained of is merely a dislocation of the 
shoulder, and in view of the other facts developed in the case, I think the Pen- 
sion Bureau arrived at a correct conclusion when this claim was rejected. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 2, 1886. 


JAMES E. 0'SHEA—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the ‘following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate: 

I return without —— Senate bill No. 327, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to James E. O'Shea." 

From report of the committee to whom this bill was referred I learn that 
the claimant enlisted in April, 1861, and was discharged in October, 1564. 

He filed aclaim in the Pension Bureau alleging that he received a saber wound 
in the head March 7, 1862, and a gunshot wound in the left leg in the autumn 
of the same year. 

It appears, upon examination of his military record, that there is no mention 
of either disability, and that he served two years after the time he claims to have 
received these injuries, So far from being disabled, it is reported as an incident 
of his army life that in the year 1864 this soldier was found guilty of desertion 
and sentenced to forfeit all pay and allowances for the time he was absent. 

The report of the committee, in nd nade org yy ay of the lack of any official 
mention of the injuries alleged, dec that “the fact that the records of the 
War ent are often imperfect works great hardship to men who apply 
for pensions;’’ and his conviction of desertion and the lack of proof to sustain 
his allegations as to his injuries are disposed of as follows in the committee's 


report: 

RThe Adjutant-General's report shows that the man was under discipline for 
some irregularities, but, notwithstanding this and the lack of the required proof 
that he was wounded in the line of duty, the committee are of the opinion that, 
situated as he was, he was very liable to, and very probably did, receive the 
wound from which he has suffered and is still suffering.” 

Iam convinced that there exists serious difficulty on the part of the claimant 
instead of in the record of the War Department, that the kind of irregularity for 


1886. 
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which he was under discipline is calculated to produce a lack of confidence in 


his merits as a pensioner, and that the fact of his situation being such as to ren- 
der him liable to receive a wound is hardly sufficient to establish his right to a 
soldier's pension, which is only justified by injuries actually received affirm- 


atively proven. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 2, 1836, 


AUGUSTUS FIELD STEVENS—VETO MESSAGE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate : 

Ireturn herewith without bdr Mee Senate bill No. 1726, entitled “An act grant- 

ing a pension to Au Field Stevens.” 
ne geen that this claimant enlisted August 21, 1861, and was discharged on 

e 3d day of October, 1861, after a service of less than two months, upon a med- 
ical certificate of disability which represented him as “ ee pani of performing 
the duties of a soldier because of general debility, advanced age—unfit for sery- 
ice before entering.” s 

His claim is not based upon any wound or injury, but he alleges that he con- 
tracted chronic diarrhea or dysentery while in the service. The committee to 
whom the bill was referred by the Senate admit that "there is a quantity of 
Sap m p gt testimony biased in about equal proportion for and against the 
claimant, 

His claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau in 1882 and again in 1885, after 
a examination concerning the facts, on the ground that the claimant had 
failed to show any ility contracted while he was in the service. 

The medical certificate upon which he was d makes no mention of 
the disorders of which the applicant for pension now complains, but contains 
other statements which demonstrate that no allowance should be made to him 
by way of pension, unless such pension is to be openly and sonon ding ary 
as a mere charity, or unless the medical certificate, made at the time of dis- 
charge, with the patient under observation, is to be, without any allegation to 
that effect, impeached. 

Iam not prepared either to pr omensee set at naught two determinations of 
the Pension Bureau, one very lately made, after a special e inatioh—and es- 
pecially when the evidence produced before the committee to reverse the bu- 
reau's action is admitted tebe s genepdintary:? and “biased in about equal pro- 


portion for and against the 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 2, 1886. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents resolutions 
adopted by the Trades Assembly of Western Pennsylvania, consisting of 
various labor organizations, representing about seventy-eight thousand 
members, remonstrating against the passage of any measure to regu- 
late the manufacture and sale of butterine and oleomargarineand to im- 
pose a tax thereon amounting toa prohibition. The resolutions will be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Nancy Jane Orman, of 
Bowling Green, Ind., praying to be allowed a pension, and a petition 
of citizens of Clay County, Indiana, praying that Nancy Jane Orman 
be allowed a widow’s pension; which were referred to the Committee 


on Pensions. 
Day before yesterday I presented a telegram from 


nsionable d: 


Mr. CAMERON. 
Richard Ennis, president of the Trades Assembly of Western P l- 
vania, Pittsburgh; Pa., covering resolutions adopted by that assembly, 
which represents seventy-eight thousand members, protesting against 
the passage of the bill to regulate the manufacture and sale of butterine 
or oleomargarine. I have received and present now an official copy of 
those resolutions, and move their reference to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Henry R. Hall, mayor, oy 


68 citizens of Salem, Ill., praying for the passage of the bill (S. 205: 
authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River/at 
Saint Louis; which was ordered to lie on the table. s 


SEIZURE OF FISHING VESSELS, 


Mr. DAWES. I present resolutions of the city council of the city of 
Gloucester, Mass., praying for retaliation on the ian Government 
for the seizure of American fishing vessels, and I move that they be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. d 

Mr. DAWES. In this connection I desire to call the attention of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to a resolution adopted by the Senate 
on the 10th of last month, in which they were instructed among other 
things— : 

To inquire what : A 
q measures, if any, are retary usa? 1o protect the persons and 


property of American citizens while engaged wful commerce in the ports 
of the Dominion of Canada; and to report by bill or otherwise. 


I desire to make the inquiry of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
whether they have made any such advance in the investigation of this 
grave question as to enable them to make public any assurance that 
measures are being taken, or will be likely to be taken, which will af- 
ford protection to those engaged in lawful commerce with the Domin- 
ion from the aggressive measures that are now being taken. 

Since the passage of the resolution, now nearly a month ago, trans- 
actions have occurred which have served very much to intensify the 
feeling and to put in jeopardy the interests of a large portion of my 
own constituents and those of New England generally engaged in the 
fishing industry. è ’ 

There seems to be an apparent disposition upon the part of the Do- 
minion Government to harass and embarrass very much those engaged 


in what can not but be considered the lawful commerce of the United 
States, to the exteyt that honest and innocent commercial transactions, 

such as the purchase of provisions merely, have been the cause of the 
seizing of vessels of the United States; and it seems to these persons 
that the delay is unn , and that there is dilatoriness on the part 
of those clothed with the duty of protecting our commerce. ` 

Ido not make this inquiry because I myself have any such impression, 
or would intimate that the Committee on Foreign Relations have not 
devoted themselves to this duty as becomes so grave a subject, but in 
order that I may obtain from them, if it be within the province of their 
duty to make such a disclosure, some assurance which shall go forth to 
the public that measures are being taken which will protect them in 
their rights; and I should be glad to get some such information from 
the committee if it is compatible with their idea of duty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. TheSenator from Massachusetts of course can not 
have overlooked the fact that the Committee on Foreign Relations has 
no power to protect American commerce or American citizens. That 
belongs to the executive department of the Government, and is a = 
of its duty under laws of the United States and under the public law 
of nations. 

I think at this present moment, in the absence of definite informa- 
tion, which I confess I do not possess, we must presume that the ex- 
ecutive de ent of the Government is endeavoring to do everything 
that it rightly may to accomplish the just protection of citizens of the ` 
United States whose property and vessels have been illegally or un- 
kindly dealt with in the Dominion of Canada, if there be such a case. 
Of course it may have happened that some of these vessels, it may have 
happened possibly that all of them have been guilty of a violation of 
the existing laws of the dominion. As they have been seized by the 
public authorities, of course there must be a public pretension on the 
part of the do on officers that such is the case. 

Thope, and I do not doubt the committee hope, although I have no 
formal authority to speak for them, that it will turn out in every one 
of these cases that the seizures have been made of innocent vessels which 
have not violated the laws of the dominion, and which have not vio- 
lated any principle of public law and were engaged at the time of their 
seizure in doing what the intercourse of nations and the laws of their 
own country and those of the country to which they went allowed; 
and that the seizures therefore will bedismissed without even a certifi- 
cate of probable cause. 

But that depends of course upon a judicial inquiry in the first in- 
stance. I donot mean to say that a judicial inquiry in the Dominion 
of Canada would bind us if we thought it were unjust or improper. 
In case it should turn out to be the fact that any of these vessels should 
be condemned and the United States were of opinion that the condem- 
nation was unjust, we should not be bound by any principle of public 
law or of public justice to assent to such an unjust condemnation, and 
it would be our duty to maintain the rights of our citizens if we have 
any spirit left, as I think we have, and any strength left, as I hope we 
have, although we have not been very successful in trying to get a navy 
or to arm our seacoasts lately for some reason or other. But in some 
way and in some good time the rights of citizens of the United Statcs 
must be vindicated if such rights have been violated. 

It would be premature in me to say now that I know they have been 
violated. I hope it will turn out that they are innocent and that they 
have been violated, if I may put it that way; but we do not know it. 
The Executive is now empowered, if he has signed a bill that passed 
the two Houses the other day, as I presume he will do if he has not 
done, to defend in the way of retaliation any injustice that is done to 
vessels of the United States sailing to ports of the dominion or else- 
where. When that bill becomes a law, if our British brothers are 
straining a point in order to force us into a convention of reciprocity, 
or free fish, or whatever, then it is within the competence of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, authorized by law, to take such measures in 
his discretion that are peaceable as will tend to correct any such abuse, 
if such an abuse shall turn out to exist. 

So I repeat that while the committee is investigating tne subject and 
is endeavoring to find out exactly how the thing stands with a view to 
guide us in reporting to the Senate any legislation, if any shall be neces- 
sary, or any resolution, if any shall be necessary, the case so far as we 
are concerned is yet too premature, or rather too immature, to enable 
me to make any public declaration as to how the committee think the 
matter is and what ought to bedone aboutit. But the matterisin the 
hands of gentlemen of the committee who have the highest interest and 
zeal to prosecute the inquiry with the utmost expedition. 

Mr. DAWES. My chief object was to elicit from the committee, in 
connection with the latter part of the resolution to which I alluded, 
whether in their opinion any further legislation than that which has 
recently passed Congress was necessary to clothe the Executive with 
power to protect our fishermen. 

It can not have escaped the attention of the committee that armed 
cruisers of the British Government are all about the waters on the bor- 
der of the 3-mile limit in search of American vessels that they can, 
under some pretense or other, seize, The entire absence of any armed 
vessel of the United States in those waters to protect those fishermen 
in the pursuit of lawful commerce led me to inquire whether that ab- 
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of the adminis- 


sence was from a lack of legislative 
tration of this Government, or whether it was due to any other justifi- 
able cause of delay. 

I am aware, as well as the Senator, of thenecessity of proceeding with 


power on the part 


caution, and the t delay upon that necessity; but there are 
those engaged in this interest who do not as well as the Senator cer- 
tiny appreciate the necessity ofthat delay If they can have the as- 

so high arvana wie Serato“ pu Foreign Rela- | ¢ 
tions that no delay arises from indifference, then I am satisfied that 
they will have greater confidence in their cause and in the ultimate 
protection of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I can state for the whole Committee on 
Foreign Relations and for the whole Senate to my friend that no leg- 
islation is necessary unless it may be an appropriation of money—hardly 
that—to enable the President of the United States, who is Commander- 
in-chief of its armies and navies, to send to the northern waters any 
vessel of the United States, if we happen to have one that will swim, 
as we have some I believe. There is one I believe that has been trying 
to swim under sundry tests for several months, and has swum every 
time, but can not yet be taken into the service of the United States for 
some reason or other, that would be a very good, swift cruiser to sail 
in the open seas with the flag of the United States at the fore, and to 
protect so far as she might citizens of the United States on the high 


seas engaged in lawful tions. 

I confess that I sym pretty largely with my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts in the rA adpop rasa ee ts 
anybody, that the flag of the United States at the mast of the best ves- 
sel we have got shall appear in the northern seas at a due and respect- 
ful distance from the iia Aan Bt Sak IT Se aad Ad toe A 
little kind of encouragement to men who are engaged in clearly lawful 
occupations in clearly lawful places. But there is no law needed for 
that. It only needs executive action, which, as I say, the committee 
is bound to presume will be duly taken. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ae SA RI EL DP 
ate. ‘The whole debate is out of order. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say one word. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 


Maine have leave to proceed. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Maine is recognized. - 

Mr. HALE. Yesterday a dispatch was received by Mr. BOUTELLE, 
of the House of Representatives, from Eastport, in my State, stating that 
it was there upon apparent good authority that orders had 
been issued by the Ottawa Government to prevent the purchase of 
small sardines that are taken in New Brunswick waters and prepared 
and put up at Eastport on thissideoftheline. This industry employs 

a large number of men upon this side of the line in the town of East- 
port in putting up these sardines, It also employs on the other side of 
the line a large number of Canadian or New Brunswick fishermen and 
boatmen, who catch the fish and sell them to our Eastport sardine- 


packers. 

Under the ruling of the Treasury Department, that these fresh fish 
brought into our market for immediate use or consumption are not sub- 
ject to duty, they come in free and the New Brunswick fisherman gets the 
benefit of our market duty free. He sells his fish to our citizen who 
puts up the herring or sardines. It makes a profitable industry on 
both sides. It is an industry in which Canadian labor has as much in- 
terest as ours, and in which no duties are exacted; and yetitis gravely 
proposed, if the rumor be correct, by the Ottawa Government to put 
rude hands on that industry, and to send armed ships there to prevent 
the purchase from Canadians by our citizens of these fish. 

It is to me, sir, the largest cloud that has yet appeared on the hori- 
zon in this unhappy affair. If the rumor is correct and the Canadian 
authorities give that direction to their ships to break up this industry 
of their own people in order to prevent our citizens from purchasing 
these fish, it indicates a more profound spirit of mischief than has here- 
tofore been shown. Whatever can be done by the State Department 
that will at once give information not only to the fishermen of Maine 
and Massachusetts but to the country of just what the fundamental 
purpose of the Ottawa Government is will be a benefit to us. 

Iam bound to say that the communication was laid before the Sec- 
retary of State and he disclosed a disposition to at once under every 
method in his power and at his command learn the ulterior purposes of 
the Canadian authorities, and I hope and trust that there will be no de- 
lay in that direction. If anything can be done by our Government, by 
any branch of the Government, that shall indicate the earnest purpose 
of the Government and of the administration to protect our fishing in- 
terests and to see to it that citizens engaged in lawful enterprise are not 
broken up and driven away, the sooner it is done the better. 

It is a grave question now whether our main fishing enterprise of the 
season has not been so rudely broken in upon and assailed and hin- 
dered that it will be of little account for the rest of the year. 

_There has been 


of the President the power of fitting and proper retaliation, the occa- 

sion and measure of which retaliation must be exercised as an admin- 

istrative and not as a legislative power. I am bound to say that the 
e whom I represent, and I believe the public generally, are look- 

ing now with anxiety to see to it that the administration comes up to 

what has been the evident spirit and wish of Congress. 

tg nl I do not yet understand the purport of this dis- 


“The F PRESIDENT pro tempore. The debate is out of order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. When did the Chair discover the fact? 

The PRESIDENT pro . TheChairasked the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate that the Senator from Maine might proceed, and no 
objection was made. 

Mr. HOAR. Is debate out of order if unanimous consent is given? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no question before the 
Senate. Reports of committees are in order. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2289) to change the name of the Ex- 
change National Bank of El Dorado, to report it adversely and ask 
that it be indefinitely postponed. 

I will say that a general bill having passed the Senate and also having 

the House and become a law, there is no longer any need of a 
special bill to change the name of any bank. 

The bill was indefinitely postpon 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2290) to change the name of the Wichita National 
Bank, moved its indefinite mement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill. (S. 1513) for the relief of George T. ry m reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereo 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on serial a bill (S. 
2589) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi 
River at Saint Louis, Mo.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I wish to say that the bill is reported favorably. 
with the assent of a majority of the committee only, a minority of the 
committee dissenting from the report. I desire to express my dissent 
from the report as a member of the committee. 

Hey PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the following bills, moved their indefinite postponement; which was 


agreed to: 

A bill (S. 2052) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Mississippi River at Saint Louis, Mo., and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 106) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near the Chain of Rocks, in the northern part 
of the city of Saint Louis, State of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 107) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Mississippi River at Saint Louis, Mo.; and 

A bill (S. 1945) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Mississippi River at Saint Louis, Mo. 

Mr, DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7087) authorizing and the Secretary 
of the Interior to extend the time for the payment of the purchase 
money on the sale of the reservation of the Otoe and Missouria tribes of 
Indians, in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, reported it with amend- 


ments. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7021) to provide for the adjust- 
ment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads within the State of Kansas, and for the forfeiture of unearned 

and for other purposes, to re it with an amendment. I will 
state in regard to this bill that I shall ask the Senate to proceed to its 
consideration at an early day. Some matters in connection with it are 
now under consideration by the De ent at the request of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and it may be that before it is called up cer- 
tain other amendments may be proposed on the part of the committee. 
I report the bill now in order that it may get a favorable place upon the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. CONGER. I report from the Committee on Commerce three 
bills, which I move be indefinitely postponed, the subject-matter hav- 
ing been embraced in a bill already acted upon. 

The bills were ed indefinitely, as follows: 

A bill (S. 153) establishing additional life-saving stations on the sea- 
coast of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1569) establishing additional life-saving stations on the sea 
and lake coasts of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 1496) making an appropriation for the establishment of a 
life-saving station, and providing fora life-saving crew at Fort Stevens, 
at the entrance to the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was referred 


the joint resolution (S. R. 62) authorizing the publication of an edition 
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of A Digest of International Law, edited by Francis Wharton, reported 
it with an amendmeht, and submitted a report thereon. 


INDIAN TRADERSHIPS. 


Mr. DAWES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to which were referred resolutions instructing the committee to inves- 
tigate certain of Indian traders, to report them back with 
an amendment and to ask for their present consideration. The amend- 
ment is to strike out ‘‘ the Committee on Indian ” and to insert 
“ a select committee of five, to be appointed by the presiding officer of 


the Senate.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to to the considera- 
tion of the resolutions atthis time. They be read for information. 

The resolutions were read, and, by unanimous consent, were consid- 
ered, as follows: 


Whereas it is stated that in the Ber orange SAA maroon yes OLDS SONIA 
Indian Affairs in the appointment of 


duties of the Commissioner of respect of 

Indian traders aapinen aep, mimar eder tence paata in 

and the and proper interests of citizens: 

Beit the Committee on Indian be, and hereby is, 

to investigate the subject of the appointment of such traders, the of 
em, and the to to as 
and the methods which have been that since 

the month o; ARENIE aap gion pense ASE affecting the several 

instances of such granting or refusing of licenses; to whom have 

been since said and to whom refused, why granted, re- 

fused, and whether or engine A reggie a license has been has 


been guilty of conduct or 

service, and, if so, in whai 

the know! of the 
Resolved, 


ces udicial to the good repute of the public 
red pent at oe or not the pame bayo come to 
of Indian Affairs. 


ploy a stenographer, ah F ahonid ibe denied necessary so to do, and such expense 


out of the contingent fand 


That the committee is further instructed to report a bill or bills for 


ga on as the investigation may disclose to be necessary and proper in 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the com- 
mittee will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the first line of the first resolution it is prò- 
posed to strike out the words ‘the Committee on Indian Affairs” and 
insert ‘‘a select committee of five, to be appointed by the presiding offi- 
cer of the Senate;’’ so as to read: . 

That a select commi! of fiv pointed officer 
Senate, be, and hereby is, Fjirde yra- ra as A a ee 
of such trad ers, &c, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolutions as amended were agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I report from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent of the Senate a resolution which was 


ect of 


referred to that committee with a favorable recommendation from the. 


Committee on Commerce. 
S TA RD nee ERE: DY RS Cy BREEN Oey 
as follows: 


Resolved, Aaea aaea additional clerk for the Committee on Commerce 
-for the remainder o T the session at a salary of $3 per day; and that thes 

of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 

ye Dobe the appropriation for miscellaneous items of the ae er dave on fund of 


ESTATE OF JAMES G. WINTERSMITH. 
Mr. BECK. Iam instructed by the Committee on A 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 112) for the relief 
of the estate of the late James G. Wintersmith, late Doorkeeper of the 


House of Representatives, to report it without amendment, and I ask 
unanimous consent that it be now considered. It is entirely a House 


matter, which was sent to the committee, and I was instructed to re- 
port it back with the recommendation that it be passed. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the joint resolution. It authorizes the Clerk of 

the House to pay, and the accounting officers of the to pass 
the account, to the legal representatives of the late James G. Winter- 
smith, late Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, one year’s salary 
as Doorkeeper of the House, and also the expenses of the sickness 
and e of burial, not exceeding $500 for the burial. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HARRIS. At the request of the Cotton Exchange and the Mer- 

chants’ Exchange, two tions of the city of Mem- 


commercial organiza’ 
phi Tons I introduce a bill and ask its reference to the Committee 
on the Ju 


diciary. 
The bill (S. 2590) to amend section 5258 of the Revised Statutes of | i 


the United States, relating to railways, was read twice by its titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, introduced a bill (S. 2591) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob W. Hasler, o rmn, which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on P. ensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 2592) to provide for 


=- 


holding terms of United States courts at Texarkana, Ark., and forother 
; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the J 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2593) to amend section 635 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, relating to the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, An rotore pw rpeanaer pcb pros Ate 
Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2594) pakao ate City, Dak. 


fractional section 16, township 2 north, range 7 east, Black Hills, Da. 
kota, meridian; Seay Was Te OPN DY ÀIR 0a, NOM Sacer 101e 
Committee on Public 


He also introduced a bill sail. 2495) for the relief of Mrs. Adelaide H. 
Graton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
referred t to the Committee on Pensions. 

RMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2596) referring cer- 
tale vistas to toe Comet ot tatuons which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senate to excuse mefrom further 
service upon the Committee on the District of Columbia. I make this 
request in the interest of the committee itself. It is very difficult to 
get a quorum, and I find that I can not attend the sessions of the com- 
aye I think that some other Senator should be appointed in my 
place, so that there shall be no trouble in having a quorum of the com- 
mittee present whenever they desire to transact business. Therefore 
I ask to be excused from further service upon the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks to 
be excused from further service upon the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and he is ex- 

CHANGE OF INAUGURATION DAY. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to give notice that atan early day next week I 
shall ask the Senate to take up Senate joint resolution No. 55, for the 
amendment of the Constitution to change the time of the expiration of 
the Presidential term. I am informed that a large number of Senators 
have privately examined the resolution, and I do not expect any con- 

le opposition to it. If it should turn out that it is a matter of 
serious controversy, I shall not press it at that time. 


INDEMNITY TO CHINESE SUBJECTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no “‘ concurrent or other 
resolutions’’ the Calendar is now in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain subjects of the Chinese 
Empire for losses sustained by the violence of a mob at Rock Springs, in 
Po teaches at oxen pi ayia 1885. 

The motion was agreed to 

NORTHERN PACIFIO RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask leave to make a statement at this time. I had 
intended to get the floor and was watching the expiration of the morn- 
ing business to move to take up for consideration the bill to forfeit cer- 
tain unearned lands gont the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 
Ishall be obliged to the city to-morrow morning to be absent the 
restof the week. Inasmuch as this motion has prevailed, I ask unan- 
imous consent that that bill may be taken up for consideration imme- 
diately after the regular morning business on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that the bill (S. 2172) restoring to the 
United States certain of the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake Su- 
perior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, and for 
other purposes, be postponed until Monday next and be taken up im- 
mediately after the morning business on that day. Is there objec- 
tion ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not object, but I should like to make an in- 
quiry, if that is in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not debatable. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not propose to debate it, but I should like 
to understand what the rights of a Senator may be when a question of 
this kind is asked for consideration, whether itis competent and 
and in order for a Senator to ask for some information from a Senator 
making a proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All inquiries are in the nature of 
debate strictly, according to the rules. If the Senator asks unanimous 
consent he may proceed if there is no objection. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I merely rise to ask for information. The Sena- 
tor from Oregon requests that the Northern Pacific bill be taken up 
after the routine business on Monday morning. Is it understood that 
be continued after 2 o’clock that day? 

DOLPH. I should be pleased to rand it continued. 
VAN WYCK. Ido not object, but I do not wish it to inter- 
fere bog ge ps -grant taxation, bill. 
is understood. Ido not intend to antagonize 
5 repeal of the pre-emption laws after 2 o’clock. 
Very w 


5184 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 3, 


INDEMNITY TO CHINESE SUBJECTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill taken upon motion of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps] is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Its title will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain subjects 
of the Chinese Empire for losses sustained by the violence of a mob at 
Rock § ee ig the Territory of Wyoming, in September, 1885. 

Mr. LL, of Oregon. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
EVARTS] spoke to me some twenty minutes ago in reference to this bill 
and said he desired to discuss it but was obliged to go over to the House 
of Representatives for a short time. He did not suppose the bill would 
come upaa after 1 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York ex- 
pressed a desire to have the bill taken up, and no doubt by the time 
the Senator from Oregon is through he will be back. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. r. President—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. There was some misunderstanding here in regard 
to the apoio of the bill for the forfeiture of the land grant of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad. I did not hear very distinctly, and in fact 
the Senate was in a deal of confusion. I should have no objection 
whatever to the bil ang over until Monday; yet I as well as the 
Senator from n Air, LPH] will have to be absent and I am to 
leave the city on Saturday to be gone some days, and the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and I desire to submit some remarks upon 
the measure; I rose to suggest that the matter might be taken up and 
discussed to-day, subject to the 2-o’clock rule, and then let it go over 
until Monday, if that be agreeable to the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ihave no objection. I intended to move to take up 
the bill to-day and discuss it, as has been done on previous days, until 
2 o'clock; but the Senator from Vermont made a motion that another 
bill be taken up for consideration to-day. I am compelled to go with 
my family, who are about to sail for Europe, to-morrow, to be absent 
the rest of the week, and I asked unanimous consent that the bill might 
be taken up after the routine business on Monday morning for consid- 
eration. I have no objection to its being taken up if the Senator de- 
sires to make remarks, and having charge of the bill I should like to 
be present when it is acted on. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If it be permitted to occupy the time of the 
Senate for the next-hour it will accomplish the object I have in view. 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall have no objection to its being taken up in my 
absence for the purpose of submitting remarks. n 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the Senator from Oregon would not object, in- 
asmuch as the Calendar has the right of way now, I would ask that 
unanimous consent be given to take it up to-morrow after the expira- 
tion of the morning business until 2 o’clock for discussion. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should have no objection to that except, of course, 
having charge of the bill, I prefer to be present when it is considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can not give unanimous consent in this stage of 
the Senate’s business to anything being taken up merely for discussion. 
Undoubtedly it will happen to-morrow or next day that the Senator 
from Indiana, if he desires to go away, can get then unanimous con- 
sent to occupy a short time; but for the Senate in advance to make 
what is a special order for general di on, I must object to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then I give notice that after the conclusion of 
the morning business to-morrow I shall ask the Senate to allow the 
Northern Pacific bill to be taken up that I may submit some remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon has the 
floor on the pending bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Springs, in Wyoming Territory, on or about the 2d day of September, 1885; and 
for purpose he may de officers of the United States as he may desig- 
nate, not in number, to in take the testimony of 


g 
witnesses as to the nature and extent of the damage done to the person and 


person 
the evidence and report so presented to him, 

Sec, 2. That the amount so awarded by the President, not exceed- 
ing $150,000, shall be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary for China at Washington, in full satisfaction and dis- 
charge of the injuries to person and property inflicted upon subjects of the 
Chinese Empine; and the sum of $5,000, or so much thereofas may be ñecessary, 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of State, to pay 
the ex necessarily incurred for traveling or other expenses under the 
provisions of this act. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. Mr. President, inasmuch as this meas- 
ure has been reported from a committee composed of the most distin- 
guished Senators of this body, and which committee is presided over by 
the honorable President of this body, and inasmuch as that report is 


unanimous, and as I am unable to concur in pt, rele nas 
port, I have thought it due to myself as well as Others that I should 
state my reasons as briefly as possible for not supporting the bill. 

Mr. President, under no circumstances, from no conceivable stand- 
point, nor for any reason can the Wyoming massacre be either palliated 
or excused, much less justified. However much we may deplore the 
fact of the existence in this country or any part of it of objectionable, 
antagonistic, and non-assimilating race elements, whose ce tends 
to riot, anarchy, and bloodshed, when the blow comes, from whatever 
source it may come, and human rights are stricken down, the civil law 
overridden, the public peace distur! private property destroyed and 
human life sacrificed, humanity, law, civilization have but one voice to 
utter against the perpetrators, and that is of unqualified and absolute 
condemnation. 

Whatever may be said of the undesirability of the presence of Chi- 
nese in this country, or of that of any other obnoxious element, the 
massacre of twenty-eight of the Chinese race at Wyoming on Septem- 
ber 2 last by mob violence is as inexcusable, reprehensible, defenseless, 
and cowardly as was the recent act of anarchist alien fiends, who a few 
days since, with civilization proscribed weapons, scattered death and 
destruction among the preservers of the peace in the streets of Chicago, 
Mob violence in this country, however great the provocation, or whether, 
as is too often the case, without any provocation whatever, should re- 
ceive the unqualified and emphatic condemnation of every citizen of the 
Republic, both native and foreign-born, whether the representative of 
labor or capital. 

On the preservation and vindication of the maje:ty of the law at all 
times and under all circumstances must the people of America ever 
rely as upon a rock of enduring safety for the ora and per- 
petuity, not only of the rights of property and life, but also the prin- 
ciples of human liberty and free institutions. This great barrier 
against ruthless and dangerous invasion once broken down, or impaired 
in vitalizing force and effect, and the security of the public peace, the 
protection of public and private property, and the preservation of hu- 
man life become proportionately weakened, subjected to imminent 

il, and more readily ex to the rage and fury of those disturb- 

ng and abnormal elements of society, whose mission on earth seems 

to be the dethronement of law and order, the establishment of lawless- 

ness and confusion, and who, in the language of Cowper, ‘‘spread an- 
atchy and terror all around.”’ 

And let it not be supposed for one moment that the people of the 
Pacific coast who have felt the infectious and yzing touch of Asiatic 
invasion, and who by reason of actual ence have been enabled to 
rise to the importance of the situation in reference to that grave subject, 
and who to-day with one voice demand absolute exclusion in the fu- 
ture—one petition alone to this Congress demanding absolute prohi- 
bition containing over 50,000 names—are for this or any other reason 
any less earnest in their patriotic determination to maintain to the extent 
of their power, at all times and under all circumstances, in svag le- 
gitimate and proper way, the preservation of the public peace, and the 
protection of the individual rights of life, limb, and property of every 
human being rightfully within our borders, whether native or foreign- 
born, citizen or alien, white, black, red, or yellow. 

Unfortunately a somewhat contrary impression of the motives, incli- 
nations, intentions, and actions of the people of the Pacific States and 
Territories has been created here and elsewhere in the East through 
the unwarranted and unjustifiable misrepresentations of a portion of 
the public press, and by those prompted by sinister motives and for 
selfish ends, but all such misrepresentations are gross and indefensible 
libels upon as brave, peaceable, law-abiding, and as courageous and in- 
telligent communities as any to be found east of the Rocky Mountains. 
They, irrespective of party, with one emphatic voice condemn the Wy- 
oming outrage. No portion of the American peo le more deeply de- 
plore this stain on the otherwise fair name o! A EIAS than they. 
That this gross overturning of the law and violation of human rights 
did not occur within the territory of the Pacific States or Territories 
is to them a source of supreme self-congratulation. None more regret- 
fully than they learned of this wanton destruction of human life. 

No portion of the people of this Republic would more readily than 
they undo, if they had the power, this sad occurrence in our history, 
or wipe by any Jawful means at their command this blot from the rec- 
ords of the past. None more heartily than they sympathized with the 
victims of that injustifiable outrage. Butthedeed is done. The out- 
rage is unfortunately already a part of our recorded history, or perhaps, 
more properly speaking, of the history of the Territory. of Wyoming. 
The is irrevocable. . 
The lives of those that perished are beyond human recall. What- 
ever of property was destroyed by the torch or otherwise can not be 
resurrected from its ashes. Hence we are met with a demand for 
national indemnity. It is proposed by the bill under consideration to 
take from the of the United States the sum of $150,000 and 
‘turn it over to whom? Not to the men who suffered in the loss of 
property, not to the legal representatives of the twenty-eight unfortu- 
nate victims who lost their lives at the hands of the mob, but to the 
Chinese minister and the Chinese Government. 

Hence it becomes pertinent to inquire by virtue of what obligation 
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or under what pretense of authority is this to be done. By reason of 
what conventional stipulation, or principle of international law, or 
national requirement, or international comity is the American Congress 
to do this thing? 

It is not pretended by the distinguished premier who soggested it, 
by the Chief Executive who recommended it, or by the honorable 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of this Senate in so far as we are advised 
by any report from that committee accompanying the measure, and 
which committee now demand its in pari materia with more re- 
strictive Chinese legislation, that the United States is in any manner, 
either by treaty stipulation with the Chinese Government, by any prin- 
ciple of national or international law, under any legal obligation what- 
ever to make such indemnity. If such an obligation existed even by 
the remotest implication I should be the last to hesitate a moment to 
vote the indemnity. 

I would maintain inviolate every treaty stipulation so long as the 
treaty is not abrogated by act of Congress or the concurrent agreement 
of the two governments. I would violate no rule of international law, 
no requirement exacted by the comity of nations, no established prac- 
tice or precedents intended to be precedents in the line of our own 
nation, or any existing provision or requirement of Federal law. I 
would break no plighted faith, resist no rightfuldemand. If by any 
of the claims suggested the tax-payers of this Republic are properly 
charged with payment of this indemnity, then good faith requires that 
it should be promptly paid. But this, with all due deference to the 
distinguished committee reporting this measure, I must insist is not so. 
There is no pretense here, as I have intimated, either by the honorable 
Secretary of State, the President of the United States, or the distin- 
guished committee which reported this bill, that it is so. 

Entering as is our nation on what would seem to be an era of unrest, 
the legitimate consequence of the constant influx to our midst of the 
most objectionable alien element of Europe and Asia, becoming as we 
are every day more liable to sporadic inflictions of mob violence at the 
hands of an idle, irresponsible, and dangerous alien element, who in 
many instances in the sacred name of labor and the rights of man 
would strike down law, inaugurate anarchy, destroy property, and sac- 
rifice human life, it might be well before the Con, of the United 
States in the name of statesmanship, and of that exalted and somewhat 
etherial notion of international courtesy and , which is sometimes 
misleading, to pause and inquire what the precedent is that is about 
to be established by the American Congress in the passage of the pend- 
ing measure, 

it one upon which this nation can afford to stand in justice to its 
own citizens, and its well-established theories of international law in 
its dealings with the governments of earth, in the coming years that 
shall mark our national existence? Shall we now in the dawn of this 
new era of internal discord, when for the first time in our national ex- 
istence we are called upon to contend with the socialistic and anarchical 
elements, heretofore unknown in this country, and so da: us to the 
peace of our communities, and when more tkan ever before our large 
cities are subjected to the devastating influences and destructive con- 
sequences of mob violence, particularly in the States east of the Rocky 
Mountains, and when the private property of the millions of aliens 
within our borders, as also that of our own citizens, is in greater dan- 
ger perhaps than ever before of the torch of the communist and anarch- 
ist, establish the doctrine enunciated in the pending measure? 

Whatis the precise question involved? What do the honorable Com- 
mittee on Foreign irs of this Senate propose? The proposition 
stripped of every element of disguise, and stated in its real nakedness 
and virgin attitude, is simply and purely this: That the Government 
of the United States will indemnify a foreign government for and on 
account of losses sustained by reason of mob violence by subjects of 
such foreign government, aliens to our Government, who have volun- 
tarily come to our shores, committed against their lives and property 
by other alien residents, subjects of other foreign powers, in open vio- 
lation of our domestic laws, and when connected with neither the as- 
sailants nor the assailed was there any official representative of either 
government, nor was there any public property or national emblem of 
either government in any manner whatever involved. 

That is the proposition. In other words, we are called upon to vote 
a national indemnity to the Chinese Government for and on account of 
losses sustained and injuries suffered by certain of their subjects in this 
country at the hands of a mob, in which neither American official nor 
American citizens participated, and of which they had no knowledge, 
but which was composed exclusively of Swedish and Welsh resident 
aliens. That this can be done upon any other theory, or can be sus- 
tained by any other principle than that of national charity, public gen- 
erosity, or pure grace, without the slightest support whatever from any 
principle of national or international law or treaty obligation, I most 
absolutely and emphatically deny; and the precedent you are about to 
establish to-day, howeverstrong may be your protestation, that it shall 
not be regarded as a precedent, will, I doubt not, in the next one hun- 
dred years of our history, come knocking at the doors of the national 
Congress in times without number, and at the vaults of the national 
Treasury, demand of our posterity, that the precedents of the fathers 
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be observed, though the people of the Republic, native and foreign born, 
be taxed to the tune of millions in order to meet the demand and main- 
tain the precedent of to-day in indemnifying alien governments for 
losses their alien resident subjects in this country may sustain at the 
hands of mobs composed of other irresponsible bands of unnaturalized 
foreigners who may set our laws at defiance, unfurl the red flag in our 
midst, and engage in the destruction of life and property, as did the 
Swedish and Wi aliens at Rock Springs. 

But in considering this question it is well to bear in mind that the 
demand for this indemnity does not come from the Chinese Government 
in the form of an appeal to the gracious and humane sensibilities of 
mankind and the charitable disposition and ious action of our Gov- 
ernment. If this were so there might in the light of the abhorrent 
attributes of the outrage complained of be some justification on the 
score of morals and humanity and national sympathy for the proposed 
appropriation. But this isnot so. The claim upon the part of the 
Chinese minister is based upon an asserted right resulting from an al- 
leged reciprocal obligation on the part of the United States to indemnify 
the Chinese subjects who suffered loss at Rock Springs. He bases this 
claim of reciprocal obligations mainly on the action of the Chinese 
Government in sundry instances in the past wherein indemnity has 
been made for the losses of American citizens in China. 

This, it is confidently submitted, is a claim that can not be main- 
tained, as has been most ably demonstrated by every Secretary of State 
who has ever discussed the subject, including Webster, Marcy, Fish, 
Evarts, Blaine, and Bayard, and, without any reflection upon any of 
the others, it may be truthfully said by none more ably than Secre- 
tary Bayard in his exhaustive and unanswerable reply of February 18 
last to the demand of Cheng Tsa Ju, the Chinese minister at Washing- 
ton. It is to be regretted, however, that so able, dignified, and mas- 
terly a defense of the American doctrine on this subject should be, in 
a sense, Weakened and destroyed, as it seems to me it has been, by the 
suggestion in its conclusion that the President recommend Congress 
that, to use his own language— 

Not as under obligation of treaty or principle of international law, butsolely 
from a sentiment of generosity and equity to an innocentand unfortunate body 
of men, subjects of a friendly power, * * * it may be reasonably a subject 
for the benevolent consideration of Congress, whether, with the distinct under- 
standing that no precedent is thereby created, or liability for want of enforce- 
ment of police jurisdiction in the Territories, they will not, ex gratia, grant 
cuniary relief to the sufferers in the case now before us to the extent of the value 


of the property of which they were so outrageously deprived to the grave dis- 
credit of republican institutions. 


So, too, the President, in his recent m of March 2, and in pur- 
suance of the recommendations of which this legislation is proposed, 
denies in the most emphatic terms the existence of any reciprocal ob- 
ligation on the part of the United States Government to indemnify 
the Chinese subjects who suffered at Rock Springs; but Lowa the 
suggestion of his Secretary he brings that suggestion approvingly to 
the attention of Congress, and asa result we now are about to do, on the 
unanimousrecommendation of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this 
body, that which the late Secretary Evarts, nowa distinguished member 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this Senate; the late Secretary 
Blaine, the late distinguished candidate of the Republican party for 
President of the United States; Secretary Bayard, the present Secre- 
tary of State, and President Cleveland have each and all in their 
turn officially, following in the footsteps of their no less illustrious 
predecessors, demonstrated by the most conclusive, able, and unan- 
swerable arguments we have no right to do. And this is called states- 
manship! 

If this appropriation is made it must have for its justification one or 
more of the following reasons, or for its excuse a fourth reason as 
hereinafter suggested. The only three grounds on which it can possi- 
bly be justified in the sense of discharging a legal obligation are the 
following: 

First. The existence of conventional stipulations between the two 
governments creating a reciprocal obligation upon the part of the United 
States to make indemnity in such a case; or an absolute treaty cove- 
nant to make indemnity in cases of the character under consideration. 

Second. International obligation resulting from the principle of the 
good neighborhood of nations and arising out of the good faith of gov- 
ernments to each other to provide indemnity in cases of the character 
of that under consideration. 

Third. An obligation resulting from some provision or requirement 
of some Federal statute. 

The only ground upon which the proposed action may be excused, 
if at all, is: 

Fourth. A moral obligation created and supported, not by any legal 
requirement, but resting alone on the gracious sentiment of generosity 
and national sympathy, and the discharge of which can be nothing 
more nor less than an act of national charity, pure and simple. 

At first glance it may seem to some that if we exact indemnity from 
China for injuries inflicted on our citizens in that country and for prop- 
erty destroyed by mobs, the reciprocal obligation exists upon our Goy- 
ernment to indemnify the Chinese Government or its subjects from our 
national Treasury for injuries received by Chinese subjects here. On 
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reflection, however, the reasons why this is not so and can not possi- 
bly in the very nature of the case be so will be seen ata glance. Itre- 

ts in the first placeand mainly from the absolutely diverse structure 
of the two governments, which are so essentially and widely different 
in their respective political organisms and functional powers, and in 
their machinery and modes respectively of protecting private rights and 
redressing private and all of which essential and radical differ- 
ences have been fully by both governments in every treaty 
entered into between the two states, commencing with that of 1844 and 
extending through those of 1858, and known as our commercial treaty, 
and 1868, known as the Burlingame treaty, and ending with that of 
1880, known as the ‘‘emigration-restriction treaty.” And these radi- 
cal differences between the two governments in and of themselves inter- 
pose an absolute barrier against any attempt that might have been 
made to make the conventional stipulations between the two govern- 
ments in any respect reci 

No such attempt was ever made. They are not and could not in 
the very nature of the case be reciprocal. There never was a time in 
the history of the two nations when the rights, and privileges, and 
immunities of American citizens in China bore any compari in re- 
spect of extent, or scope, or value to those enjoyed by Chinese subjects 
in the United States. In the one case they were surrounded by every 
manner of restriction both as to locality of residence and otherwise; 
while in the latter the rights, and privileges, and immunities extended 
to and enjoyed by Chinese subjects in this country were, until the 
treaty of 1880, unrestrained in ‘any shape, manner, or form, either as 
to place of residence or otherwise; and they were accorded, as all now 
here are accorded, every right of protection of life, and limb, and prop- 
erty that is accorded by our system of laws to any other alien resident, 
or in fact to any of our own citizens, and every political and personal 
right enjoyed by any other alien of the most favored nation. Even 
prior to our first treaty with China, that of 1844, at a time`when no 
American citizen could rightfully, or with any degree of safety to life, 
or limb, or property, enter Chinese territory, the subjects of that em- 
pire had the rightin unlimited numbers to come to and reside in any 
part of our vast domain, and while here receive the same protection of 
our laws in life and limb and property that were accorded to subjects 
of the most favored nation or to any of our own citizens. 

Prior to the Burlingame treaty it is true no formal right by treaty 
stipulation or otherwise was in terms accorded to Chinese sub- 
jects to come to this country, but it must be remembered that none 
such was necessary, as around this land of freedom, this asylum for the 
oppressed, this home of the adventurer and hiding-place of the crim- 
inals, mendicants, and contagion-stricken of earth as well, no Chinese 
wall had been erected. Our doors, until the treaty of 1880, which in 
a measure provided for the restriction of Chinese immigration, were 
open to all the millions of all the nations of the earth—king and peas- 
ant, pcm slave, eeni pauper, honest pman son 

vigorous, energetic, industrious men, e palsied, lep- 
rous, loathsome wrecks of living deaths. 

While prior to the treaty of 1880, as has been intimated, Chinese of 
all classes and without limit as to number or character could come to 
and reside in any part or portion of the territory of the United States, 
engage in any business, occupation, or profession, ‘‘go and come of 
their own free will and accord,’’ and were entitled to and received the 
protection of all domestic laws in reference to the rights of life, limb, 
and property enjoyed by American citizens; during all these years 
American citizens, and certain classes only of these, enjoyed and enjoy 
no more to-day, the m privilege of entering the sacred precincts of 
Chinese territory, alone for the p of trade only prior to the ex- 
istence of the Burlingame treaty, and since then only for the purposes 
of trade, curiosity, or as teachers, and then only in a few certain speci- 
fied localities, which are chosen, in the language of the treaty, by 
“having due regard to the feelings of the people in the location 
thereof.” 

This was the precise state of the case prior to the treaty of 1880. There 
was in the situation and in the various international stipulations prior 
to that date no essential ient of reciprocity. There was on the 
con’ an entire absence of every clement n to the creation 
of reciprocal obligations. Nor was the situation in this respect in the 
least by the stipulations of the treaty of 1880, inasmuch as this 
last treaty, while guaranteeing in express terms to all Chinese students, 
teachers, merchants, and those moved by curiosity, who might desire to 
come to the United States from China, and also to all Chinese laborers 
then in this country, and which was but an affirmation of rights, the ex- 
istence of which could not under oar system be denied before, the right to 
*t go and come of their own free will and accord,” and in addition every 
right possessed by citizens or subjects of the most favored nation, that 
treaty is as silent as the grave inso far as any stipulation is concerned look- 
ing to equal, orsimilar, or approximate reciprocal rights of American citi- 
zens in or which would give enlargement ofseope to the restricted 
i ivileges, and immunities theretofore possessed by or extended 


rights, pri 
to such citizens in the Chinese Empire. 

In view, therefore, of the rights, privileges, and immunities which the 
subjects of the two nationalities may under exi icies and treaty 
stipulations exercise and enjoy respectively within the jurisdiction of 


the other, and which, it must be confessed, will bear no com the 
one with the other in any respect whatever, when considered in the light 
of reciprocal obligation, bold and audacious indeed must be the repre- 
sentative of that government who would with earnestness in his diplo- 
matic capacity, and by elaborate and labored argument insist that the 
obligations of the two governments were in virtue of these treaty stip- 
ulations, or in virtue of their international relations in any respect what- 
ever dependent or reciprocal. Yet such is the attitude of the Chinese 
Governmentto-day. Such is the demand of the Chinese minister; and 
while denying in emphatic terms and with extended arguments the ten- 
ability and justice of this claim, we, at the same time, propose by this 
legislation to repudiate our own arguments, deny our own position, fal- 
sify our established theories, and with uncovered heads, in the presence 
of the mandarins of the Mongolian Empire, publicly avow our complicity 
with the mobs of irresponsible aliens in Wyoming—acknowledge our 
—— guilt, and meekly, quietly, and graciously submit to theillegal 
emand, = 

But waiving for the present the question of reciprocity, what are the 
actual stipulations in the Burlingame treaty or in any of our treaties 
with China that could by any possibility be brought to bear in any pos- 
sible manner favorably upon the question of the liability of the United 
States to make indemnity in the case of the sufferers at Rock Springs. 

Article VI of the Burlingame treaty provides as follows: 

Chinese subjects, visiting or residing in the United States, shall enjoy the same 
privileges, immunities, and exemptions in respect of travel or residence as may 
there be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation. 

While Article ITI of the treaty of November 17, 1880, contains the 
following: 

If Chinese laborers or Chinese of any other class, now either permanently or 
temporarily residing in the territory of the United States, meet with ill-treat- 
ment at the hands of any other persons the Government of the United States 
will exert all its power to devise measures for their protection and to secure to 
them the same rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions as may be enjoyed 
by the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation, and to which they are en- 
titled by treaty. 

But surely it can not with any degree of propriety be said that these 
stipulations clothe a Chinese subject with any other, greater, or more 
en rights or privileges than are possessed by any alien resident 
subjects of any other nationality. These are but declarationsof arule 
that has existed since the foundation of our Government, and under 
which aliens of all lands and every nationality are placed on a plane of 
exact equality in the matter of favor by our domestic law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of peck Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I call the attention of my distinguished 
friend to all this line of Chinese treaties to which he has referred and 
ask whether it is not stated in article 14 of the treaty of 1844 and arti- 
cle 11 of the treaty of 1858 and in all these treaties that where mob 
violence intervenes the authorities of the respective countries will use 
every exertion to bring the criminals to punishment? And then in 
connection with that (which we all understand is in all these treaties 
as it ought to be) I wish to ask whether any of the persons concerned 
in the Rock Springs violence have been brought to punishment, and 
whether it is not stated in our official reports that it is totally imprac- 
ticable to do anything about that? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. There is no doubt that it is the duty 
of this Government under the several treaty stipulations referred to by 
the honorable Senator from Vermont to do everything in its power to 
protect these people in this country and to bring the offenders to pun- 
ishment. I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have we done it? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. The mere fact that there may be a 
failure to find an indictment in a given case where the proper nec- 
essary, and appropriate judicial tribunal has been established, would, 
it seems to me, be no reason for sa; that they would have a right to 
resort to the national for indemnity. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the question I put to my friend is this, and it 
is in order that the Senate and the people of the United States may know 
how the fact is: I wish to know, there having been twenty-five or thirty of 
the Chinese killed and fifteen or twenty others badly wounded, and prop- 
erty, as it is said, to the amount of $150,000 destroyed by a mob of two 
or three hundred persons, whether any one of the two or three hundred 
persons who composed this mob has been brought to justice as a fact? 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I do not know whether they have or 
not; but I will say to the Senator from Verment that under our policy 
and under our system of Jaws there is but one way to determine whether 
acrime has been committed, and that is by an investigation by the proper 
judicial tribunal that has been appointed by law to do that, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There can be negligence between nations on the 
part of governments as in the case of Great Britain about the rebel 
cruisers and as other nations have claimed as agai us. One nation 


as between itself and another is not bound by the internal autonomy 
of that state, but it looks to the body of the nation to carry out its 
obligations, and if they have not the judicial means to do it, for one 
reason or another, the nation that is injured is not bound by the failure 
of the nation whose people committed the injury. 
Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. 


The Senator from Vermont asked me 
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a question the other day in regard to what I thought ought to be done 
in case a mob should commit certain violence in Canada. It will be 
time enough’ to settle those questions when they come up. Weare now 
discussing the question as to whether we are liable to China in this par- 
ticular case to make national indemnity out of the national funds; and 
I feel that we have no right to assume that the judicial tribunals of 
this country will not afford relief. I ask my friend from Vermont, in- 
peg hare dele Src be pea as I understand, is to indem- 
nify for lives lost, but is simply for property destroyed, whether he 
knows whether or not a civil suit of any kind or character has ever 
been commenced by any Chinese subject who suffered loss at the hands 
of the mob at Rock Pe 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. Ido not know of any, and I suppose that none 
has been brought, because when it was seen after a year or more has 
now gone by that the public strength of the Government there was not 
sufficient to bring, in a criminal way, any one of this mob into the 
presence of a court of justice even, the poor Chinaman would feel that 
it would be rather hopeless for him to employ even so distinguished a 
man as my friend from Oregon as his counsel to bring a private suit, 
and particularly if he be dead. 

Mr. of Oregon. That is an evasion of the question. 
As I understand, this appropriation, as I said a moment ago, is intended 
in no icular to be a recompense to anybody, either the legal repre- 
sentatives of those who lost their lives or the Chinese Government for 
men who lost their lives, but is intended purely and wholly to in- 
demnify, not the representatives of anybody so far as individuals are 
concerned, but to i ify the Chinese Government for property lost 
and destroyed by certain Chinese subjects at Rock Springs. 

Now, I say it is pertinent, especially is it stage in answer to the 
inquiries propounded to me by the Senator Vermont, to inquire 
whether any of these Chinese subjects who suffered loss of property at 
Rock Springs by reason of this mob have ever attempted in any shape, 
manner, or form to appeal to the judicial tribunals of Wyoming for 
vindication; and if they have not as a matter of fact, then we have no 
right to assume here that in case they did appeal they would fail to get 
justice. So far as I am concerned I have yet to learn that there has 
been any civil suit brought by anybody. 

Referring now to the clause of the treaty, which I last read, I say that 
the most t can be said with reference to these treaty stipulations, 
or the highest office that can possibly be imputed to them, is that while 
conferring no new or peculiar rights not possessed by other aliens, they 
may perhaps be held as constituting a pledge, or aber Rarer 
in the nature of a special privilege which in the event of ill-treatment 
would require not indemnity, but this Government to ‘exert all its 
power to devise measures for their protection,” which would secure to 
them those rights in the future to which they are in common with each 
and every other alien resident of thiscountry justly entitled. Only this, 
no more. 

That is to say to enact such laws, create such judicial tribunals, and 
take such legi te governmental steps as will secure to these subjects 
the rights and privileges under proper and uniform forms of law, and 
appropriate remedial tribunals, y attaching to them equally with 
every other foreigner residing in this country. But that these provis- 
ions in any manner impose an obligation upon the United States to 
indemnify for losses sustained by reason of infractions of our local and 
domestic laws by lawless and irresponsible mobs, can not for one mo- 
ment be maintained. Nor has there been any discri whatever 
of an unfavorable character against the Chinese, or which in any man- 
ner discriminates against them in any of the laws of this country, 
State, national, or Territorial, save and ex such Federal laws as 
have been enacted by Congress relating to the restriction of Chinese 
immigration, and these, as we all know, were enacted in pursuance of 
treaty stipulations, while in other respects they are favored, not per- 
haps above other alien residents, but absolutely above citizens of our 
own country in the matter of the selection of those tribunals through 
which they may seek redress of private wrongs or the enforcement of 
their private rights. The Chinaman who has suffered wrong in this 
country and desires to seek a remedy in the courts may select at his 
option a Federal or State court, whereas to citizens of our own coun- 
try having controversies with citizens in the same State the right toa 
remedy in the Federal court is denied except in special cases, and thus 
in the one case very frequently the alien has the right to have his case 
reviewed by the Supreme Court of the United States, while in a pre- 
cisely similar case the citizen of this country must be content with the 
decision of the State court. 

Here, then, for the investigation and redress of injuries to the life and 
limb and property of resident Chinese subjects are established courts, 
judicial tribunals—Federal, State, and Territorial—always open alike 
to the Chinese resident, other foreigners, and our own citizens, having 
full and complete jurisdiction and ample power to afford a complete 
remedy for every wrong. And this very fact precludes every supposi- 
tion tothe effect that fora private injury to life, or limb, or property suf- 
fered bya ee ee the part of 
any such Chinese resident or his home government any existing right to 
demand indemnity from the National Gavetas Cheni ia 
or administrative action. ; 


But how strangely different is the case with our citizens in China! 
What judicial system has that empire to which our citizens can appeal 
for redress when they have suffered injuries? To what tribunals can 
they resort for protection and indemnification? What power attaches 
to those extraterritorial tribunals established for the protection of their 
own citizens and subjects by those powers in treaty stipulations with 
China, to take jurisdiction of or determine questions as to the liability 
of China to aliens? None, whatever. American citizens, therefore, in 
China are entirely helpless, absolutely remediless in the matter of re- 
dress for injuries committed on them in so far as any appeal to estab- 
lished judicial tribunals in that country is concerned. Hence it is that 
their remedy, and their only just and proper remedy, is by a demand 
through the home Government on the Chinese Government for national 
indemnity. : 

It has been said elsewhere in advocacy of a measure similar to the 
one under discussion that our Government has in the past been con- 
sistent in the one thing of proclaiming through our State Department 
bad law on this question, while action has invariably been right, and 
in direct conflict with the position assumed and advocated from time to 
time byour Government. And therefore it is concluded that while our 
diplomatic theory has been one thing, and our legislative and diplo- 
matic action has been quite another, and on the assumption that our 
action has been right and our theory wrong, that the precedent has 
been firmly established in this country in favor of the policy 
by the pending bill. This, however, can hardly be said to be true, and 
for two reasons: 

First. In glancing back through the diplomatic and legislative his- 
tory of-this Government in so far as its affirmative action has been con- 
cerned, as contradistinguished from the theory it has advocated in 
reference to this and cognate questions, it will be observed that in 
nearly, if not quite every case wherein national indemnity has been 
recommended by the executive and administrative departments of the 
Government in approximate and similar cases, and that recommenda- 
tion has been adopted and acted upon by Congress, there has been some 
ingredient of either official or national delinquency on our part in ad- 
vance of the alleged injury and which in whole or in part led up to it 
on the one hand, or on the other some official or property attached to 
or belonging to the government making the demand, or some emblem 
or insignia of ‘its nationality has been in some way injured, assailed or 
involved in the outrage in reference to which the indemnity is claimed. 
As, for instance, in the case of the New Orleans and Key West riots of 
1851, when the Spanish consulate was entered and plundered, as also 
the office of the Spanish newspaper, La Union, including also, it is true, 
several coffee houses, tobacco stores and other property, and which 
riots moreover grew out of a high state of public feeling as the result 
of the shooting of fifty Americans by parie h authorities while aiding 
in the attempted insurrection in Cu 

But even in that case, in which an insult was inflicted on the Span- 
ish flag, our Government, by its-then Secretary of State, Mr. Webster, 
strongly and ably drew the distinction between injuries that consti- 
tuted an insult to the Spanish flag and those which merely affected the 
property of Spanish subjects, and insisted that inasmuch as the out- 
rage ‘‘was one perpetrated by a mob, composed of irresponsible per- 
sons, the names of none of whom were known to the Government,” 
and inasmuch as ‘‘ neither any officer nor agent of the Government of 
the United States, high or low, nor any officer of the State of Louisiana, 
high or low, or of the municipal government of the city of New Or- 
leans, took any part in the proceedings, or gave it any degree of counte- 
nance whatever,’’ that while the Spanish consul might claim special 
indemnity, the ordinary Spanish subjects who had come to this coun- 
try to mingle with our owncitizens and here pursue their private busi- 
ness and objects were not entitled to such indemnity, but on the con- 
trary must seek their remedy alike with our own citizens, some of 
whom at the same time suffered at the hands of this identical mob, in 
the judicial tribunals of our country. 

And in ce of this position of Mr. Webster, the then President 
of the United States, Mr. Fillmore, in his annual message to Congress 
in December, 1851, made the following recommendation: ‘‘ That pro- 
vision be made for such indemnity to him (the Spanish consul) as a 
just regard for the honor of the nation and the respect which is due to 
a friendly power, in your judgment seem to require,’’ but declined to 
make any recommendation for the indemnity of ordinary Spanish res- 
idents who suffered by the same mob. 

It is true indemnity was subsequently made by Congress, but how 
and with what protestation? And this brings me, secondly, to remark 
that an examination of the records will show, I think, in every case 
perhaps wherein indemnity has been actually made in any case in any 
respect similar in its facts to the Wyoming riots, it has been distinctly 
and positively asserted and accompanied with a distinct and emphatic 
Lea ae when recommended, that it was on made in pursuance 
of any legal obligation, or by virtue of any obligation resulting from 
treaty stipulation, or principle of international law, par pareser a 
was notto be regarded as a precedent in the future. 

This was the position of Webster, President Fillmore, and 
Senator Mason, then chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of this body, when indemnity was, under such protestations and decla- 
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rations, finally made to Spanish subjects for injuries received in the riots 
at New Orleans and Key West. And in the case we are now consider- 
ing, as has been seen, both Secretary Bayard and the President, while 
recommending the indemnity, distinctly and ably avow and insist by 
elaborate argument that there is no legal obligation, and the United 
States is not, to use the language of the able Secretary, under “‘ any 
obligation of treaty or international law,’’ to make it, but on the con- 
trary they place it wholly and distinctly on the ground, to again use 
the language of the distinguished Secretary, of ‘‘a sentiment of gen- 
erosity and pity to an innocent and unfortunate body of men, subjects 
of a friendly power,” and protest that if indemnity is made it shall 
be, and I again quote the language of the Secretary— 

With the distinct understanding that no precedent is thereby created or lia- 
bility for want of proper enforcement of police jurisdiction in the Territories— 

While the President in his message transmitting the demand of the 
Chinese Government and the suggestions of the Secretary of State at- 
tracts the special attention of Congress to that portion of the Secre- 
tary’s letter from which I have just quoted and gives it his unquali- 
fied approval. 

The proposed appropriation then of $150,000 as Chinese indemnity is 
not because of any legal obligation to make it, not because any reciprocal 
claim demands it, not becanse any principle of international law or any 
conventional stipulations require it, but, on the contrary, is confessedly 
an act ofcharity and of pure benevolence. For one, while I would give 
to every Chinaman now in this country that fulland complete protection 
of life and limb and property that is afforded by our domestic laws to 
the most favored of our own citizeps, I shall never vote to indemnify 
from the national Treasury Chinese subjects in this country, or the sub- 
jects of any foreign country on earth, voluntary alien residents within 
our jurisdiction, for losses sustained or injuries suffered at the hands of 
mob violence, especially when such mobs are constituted wholly and 
exclusively, as was so in the case of the Wyoming riots, by other alien 
residents and law breakers within our territory, so long as hundreds 
and thousands of our own citizens who have suffered losses to the extent 
of untold millions by reason of depredations by the wards of this Gov- 
ernment—the various Indian tribes of the country—are compelled to go 
without indemnification or payment for such losses. 

The records of our country show adjudicated claims amming to 
millions of dollars due and owing citizens of this country in the West- 
ern States and Territories for losses suffered by them in life, and limb, 
and property, through the murders and depredations of the wards of 
this Government, then and now in treaty relation with the Govern- 
ment, and who from time to time during the past fifty years have red- 
dened our frontiers with the blood of the pioneers, pillaged, burned, 
and destroyed millions of their private property, leaving their homesin 
ashes, putting many of them to death through slow and terrible tort- 
ures, unknown and unpracticed save by savage men, These claims of 
our own citizens must go unpaid, must be ignored by Congress, must 
be repudiated by the nation. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of my friend if the records 
report any account on the other side of the spoliations committed on 
the Indians, or if there is any objection to going into an accounting be- 
tween the United States and the Indians to determine what would be 
a just balance when you come to put a fair estimate upon the property 


which has been wrested from the Indians, and make compensation for |- 


the property which has been destroyed by the ravages of war upon the 
defenseless Indians. I do not understand that the United States raises 
any objection to paying any honest claim which comes under the name 
of an Indian depredation, but I do understand that the United States 
is coming at last to the idea that there is an account on both sides, and 
that it is quite time that the Indian had some consideration in the court 
of conscience for the depredations that have been committed upon him. 

It is quite fashionable to talk about Indian depredations and to cry 
out against the Government of the United States because they have 
swollen to the large amount stated by the Senator. I do not hear of 
anybody who takes the slightest concern about the question whether 
the Indian himself has had an injustice done him. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of I differ with the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts. I think there is at least one Senator on this floor 
who takes considerable concern in bebalf of the Indian, and I am satis- 
fied furthermore that sò long as we have the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts at the head of the Committee on Indian Affairs of this 
body the Indians of this country will not suffer violence at the hands 
of the Senate at least. 

Now, with reference to the offset the Senator talks about, of course 
we shall discuss that when we come to it. All I know is that some 
$13,000,000 have been adjudicated. The claims are not mere claims 
simply sworn to by the claimants for damages suffered by the fron- 
tiersmen and the pioneers of this country by reason of Indian depre- 
dations, but they are claims that have been investigated under the 
authority of Congress by the Secre of the Interior. Evidence has 
been taken; adjudications have been so far as adjudications can be 
made by the Secretary of the Interior, and the claims have been for- 
warded to Congress. I am not aware, on the other hand, that an ac- 
counting has been had or any adjudication has been had in regard to 
the claims referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts. In addi- 


tion to all that my understanding is that whatever has been done with 
reference to transferring the title to the Indian country has been done 
not only with the consent but under the direction of the United States, 
and done by treaty, by various Indian treaties that have been entered 
into under the direction of Congress. Those treaties have been ap- 
proved by Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, being the bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation of railroad-grant 
lands, and for other p 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senate will give the Senator from Ore- 
gon permission to proceed until he has concluded his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. EVARTS. I was about to ask whether this 
be continued until we can conclude this discussion. 
speaking, but not at any length. 

Mr. PLUMB. The tax bill has been a long time before the Senate. 
There are a great many reasons why it should be passed at an early day 
if it is tobe passed at all. While I would not interfere with the wishes 
of any Senator beyond an absolute necessity, I think in this case Lought 
to insist that the tax bill retainits place. Debate has been nearly con- 
cluded; in fact, it has been concluded on all the features of the bill 
itself, and I think it can be disposed of in a very short time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas object 
to the Senator from Oregon proceeding? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not object to the Senator from Oregon conclud- 
ing his remarks. : 

Mr. DAWES. Iowe an apology to the Senator from Oregon for in- 
terrupting him at all, but I do not mean by what I have said to doubt 
that there are a great many just claims under the name of Indian dep- 
redation claims, and that some of them ought to be paid; and itis a 
great hardship that they have not been paid. Nor do I object to any 
transaction with the Indians under the form of treaties by which we 
have obtained their property through treaty, hard as those treaties 
were. They have been with the consent of the Indians, however ob- 
tained. 

But beyond all that, outside of all that, the Senator can not be igno- 
rant of the fact that violent hands have been laid upon Indian posses- 
sions, personal property and real property, and they have been driven 
at the point of the bayonet from possessions which they held under a 
title that recited it as a perpetual inheritance by the graves of their 
fathers. Whenever the Senator calls attention to the enormous amount 
of claims against the Indian, all I sayis that he forgets that the Indian 
himself has a just claim upon the Government of the United States for 
remuneration. Whether he is likely to be any better off on account of 
the personal allusion the Senator has been kind enough to make to me, 
does not seem to be a matter very hopefultohim. I trust that he may 
have a foundation in the justice and conscience of the Government 
which will be of more service to him than any such service as the Sena- 
tor attributes to me. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. When we come to adjudicate that side 
of the account, it should be against the Government and not against 
claims by citizens. Waiving that for the present, I will resume. 

On these claimants the back of the Republic must be turned; in 
their faces the doors of the Government must be closed; to their ap- 
peals no response is given; their bills for relief by the scores and hun- 
dreds must be consigned to the pigeon-holes of the Committees of Con- 
gress, there to slumber the sleep of legislative death; while scarcely has 
the cry of the alien mob in Wyoming subsided until the Government 
of the United States, at the demand of the Chinese Empire, turns a 
patronizing and willing ear and springs with alacrity to the front for 
the purpose of indemnifying that government, on the principle of be- 
nevolence and charity, for losses sustained by its subjects who are not 
our citizens, and who have suffered losses at the hands of an alien mob. 
This may be statesmanship worthy of the leaders of a great govern- 
ment. For one, I fail to see in it any element of justice. 

For one, while millions of dollars of claims of our own citizens in 
the States and Territories of the West, arising through losses sustained 
by them through Indian depredations while fighting the rough battles 
of frontier life and establishing the foundations of empire in the dis- 
tant West, and which claims have, under the authority of Jaw, been 
investigated and found correct, remain unpaid, I do not propose to in- 
sult them asa portion of the taxpayers of this country by voting te 
appropriate their money as a charity and as an act of. benevolence to 
the Chinese Government as indemnity for the losses suffered by a few 
of their alien residents in this country at the hands of an incendiary 
mob composed of another set of equally objectionable aliens from some 
other foreign country. If we are going to deal in charity, then we are 
taught that charity should commence at home. 

At all events so long as there remain unpaid millions of dollars of 
the character of claims I have described due our own citizens, the pay- 
ment of which could in no sense be ed as an act of benevolence, 
but rather the discharge of a just. legal, and righteous obligation, I am 
unwilling for one to vote to indemnify the Chinese for losses where it 
is admitted we are under no obligation to do so, nor in any mannez 


matter might not 
I am desirous of 
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bound to do so by any principle of international law, Federal statute, 
or conventional stipulation. 

In response to my question of the day before yesterday, if I did not 
misunderstand the honorable Senator from Vermont, he replied that 
the Government of the United States would not have been under any 
legal obligation to make indemnity from the national had 
the sufferers at Rock Springs been of our own citizens instead of Chinese 
subjects. Nor would the Senator in such a case, as I understand him, 
be willing to vote an indemnity as a matter of benevolence or charity. 

For one, Mr. President, while I am in favor of Papre pea to each and 
every person within our borders, of every name and color and creed 
and nationality, the equal protection of the laws, I am unwilling that 
Congress shall do that which the States respectively are by the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution prohibited from doing—that is, deny to 
any person within the jurisdiction of a State the equal protection of the 
laws—by giving to the subjects of the Chinese Empire in our midst in- 
finitely greater protection, and throwing around their lives and limbs 
and property a more ample mantle of protecting care than are accorded 
toour own citizens. When wesay to our own citizens, who suffer at the 
hands of the mob: ‘‘You have your remedy in the judicial tribunals 
of the country, and there alone; go seek your redress there,” and in 
the same breath say to aliens in our midst: ‘* You have not only the 
right of our own citizens to seek relief in the established courts of the 
country, but in addition, or in case of failure in the courts, you are 
entitled to indemnity through act of Congress by appropriation from 
the national Treasury,” we declare a per which in my judgment is 
- in direct contravention of the principle—not the provision, because it 
operates solely on the States—of the Constitution of the United States 
quoted on yesterday by the Senator from Vermont. 

In other words, by such a policy we accord to aliens in our midst 
rights, privileges, and guarantees which we deny to our own citizens. 
Or to state the case in another form, we create and ize and ad- 
vocate by Congress an inequality of protection forbidden in the States 
by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution, giving the preference, 
and the fuller, more complete, and ampler protection to the Chinese 
subject than to our own, and subordinating the claims of our own citi- 
zens to the higher and preferred claims of the alien. This, Mr. Presi- 
dent, is the inevitable logic of the pending bill. 

Iam not surprised that there is a failure on the part of the distin- 
guished committee reporting this measure to submit with it a report 
stating the grounds upon which that committee were so unanimous in 
its recommendation; nor am I surprised at the evident pnxiety of the 
honorable chairman of.that committee to choke off discussion and rush 
this measure through communi consensu and without debate; and on the 
assumption that inasmuch as the distinguished committee of which he is 
chairman had unanimously reported the bill, that therefore it is a mat- 
ter of impossibility that there could be any two sides to the question. 

I regard this bill, Mr. President, as an insult to American citizens, 
as an act of flagrant and uncalled-for partiality to alien residents, oper- 
ating as a gross injustice to those who, if preferences are to be given, 
are by every consideration that springs from the relation of citizenship 
justly entitled to them. 

While we are manifesting so much concern for the Chinese Govern- 
ment and for the protection and indemnification of their subjects, it 
would be well perhaps to remember the millions of dollars’ worth of 
losses sustained by our own citizens along our Southern Texan front- 
iers by the destruction and capture of stock, the property of American 
citizens, by raids from Mexicans. Although the line has been guarded 
as best it could be by the Texan Rangers and Federal troops, our citi- 
zens have suffered to the extent of millions of dollars, and yet not so 
much as a demand for indemnity is made by our Government in be- 
half of our own citizens, although they have suffered through raids on 
our own soil from marauding subjects of a foreign power. 

Are the Senators from Texas on this floor, whose immediate constit- 
uents have suffered so greatly in this manner, willing to vote this char- 
ity to Chinese subjects while the just claims of their constituents, 
citizens of their State, and of our common country are wholly ignored ? 

What will our fellow-citizens in Arizona and New Mexico, who for 
years past havesuffered so greatly and who are even now and for months 
past have been subjected to the incessant and murderous raids of the 
Indian bandit, Geronimo, and his murderous band, think of a Con- 
gress of the United States that will employ its time in appropriating 
the national funds as a charity in indemnification of Chinese subjects 
who have suffered at the hands of an alien mob, while for our own 
citizens and pioneers not so much as a word of sympathy is extended? 

While we must not fora moment, of course, presume that any other 
motives than those which spring from the purest fountains of patriot- 
ism and from the highest and best considerations of public justice, and 
the loftiest aspirations of statesmanship, the most enlightened views of 
public policy, could influence the distinguished Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, who have, with a unanimity that is charming to contemplate, 
reported this bill, I have, I confess, in my verdancy and feeble inability 
to grasp this higher order of statesmanship to which that committee has 
risen in reporting this measure, and in support of which they have for 
reasons best known to themselves failed to furnish any reasons in the 
shape of a committee report, been inclined to the belief thatif perchance 


some portion of that committee had been so fortunate or unfortunate, as 
the case may be, to have resided west of the Mississippi River, and all 
had been so located as to have been less subject to the blandishments 
and plausible arguments of the able representatives of the Chinese Gov- 
ernment in this city, that perhaps a somewhat different view might have 
been taken of this subject. ` 

It has been suggested elsewhere that by voting this indemnity we 
place our Governmentin more intimate relations and on a more friendly 
footing with the Chinese officials and will thus enable them to secure 
such modifications of our present treaties with China as will result in 
the near future in the absolute exclusion of Chinese immigrants in the 
future. On the contrary, Mr. President, in my judgment the effect 
will be the very reverse. Let it once be understood that this Govern- 
ment is committed to the policy of promptly indemnifying out of the 
National Treasury for any and all poren of Chinese subjects in this 
country that may be destroyed or lost at the hands of mobs; let it be 
understood that these alien subjects have not only all the rights of 
American citizens under like circumstances of appealing to the courts, 
State and Federal, but in addition can make rightful claim upon the 
Treasury of the United States, and then the Chinese Government will 
in my judgment be more loth than than ever before to consent to any 
arrangement that will tend to the exclusion of Chinese immigrants to 
this country. 

It will be time enough to placate the Chinese officials after our own 
diplomatists, and those who for the present direct and control the po- 
litical destinies of this Government, are educated toa realizing sense of 
the imminent perilto which our country is being rapidly subjected, not 
alone from a deluge of Oriental slaves, not alone from the blighting 
swarms of Asian migration, but from the still more dangerous red- 
handed anarehist and communistic elements pouring in upon us from 
the lowest, vilest, and criminally lawless classes of Euro; life. 

It is our own people, our own statesmen, our own offi that should 
be brought to a realizing sense of impending dangers, their causes and 
the remedy; that should be stimulated to arouse themselves, shake off 
the dull lethargy of at least apparent ignorance in reference to the 
vital questions of the hour, and of positive inaction, vindicate their 
own intelligence, statesmanship, and patriotism by rising to a proper 
comprehension of the magnitude of the evils that confront us, and 
grasp with ability, energy, effectiveness, and power a subject than 
which none more important, none more scriously involving the pros- 
pective peace and prosperity of the country, the stability of American 
institutions, the security of life and property, the integrity of free 
labor, and the welfare of modern civilization on this continent, ever 
engaged the attention of the American people or challenged the pre- 
science, ability, and patriotism of American statesmen. 

The times are not propitious, I submit, when the followers of the red 
flag are plotting treason against law and order and inciting to riot and 
bloodshed and anarchy, in which the Government of the United States 
can with prudence and propriety, or in justice to its own citizens an- 
nounce to the governments of earth, civilized and barbaric, Christian 
and Pagan, that we stand ready to respond to each and all of these on 
demand, in a money indemnity from the Treasury of the United States, 
for injuries that may be suffered by their subjects resident here, by rea- 
son of mob violence. The people of this country, the present tax-pay- 
ers, the lovers of peace, and justice to our own citizens, and the brave 
defenders in every proper form of law and order, will not, I fancy, relish 
the declaration of a policy such as this, which pledges them individually 
and collectively to the payment of all such claims, whether amounting 
toa few hundred thousand or many millions of dollars; nor will our pos- 
terity, when the generations of the present shall slumber with their 
fathers, regard with favor the establishment of precedents by us that 
commit them and their posterity to a like policy. 

This bill will pass. It is the wish of the administration it should 
pass, while our distinguished Committee on Foreign Relations of this 
Senate while tinkering with restriction acts, at best mere delusions 
and snares when considered as a remedy for the eyil against which 
they are directed, handling with diplomatic fingers, kid-gloved, for fear 
of giving offense to the Chinese minister, this overshadowing question 
of Chinese invasion, and while refusing so far as heard from to declare, 
when properly called upon to do so, that they or a majority of them 
are in favor of providing for the future exclusion of Chinese immigra- 
tion to this country even by diplomatic arrangement between the two 
governments, recommend it. 

This measure will doubtless receive nearly if notevery voteof this body ` 
cast on its final , and for this protest I shall doubtless be charged 
here and elsewhere with either playing the part of the demagogue, or 
lacking in ability to comprehend those delicate questions involved in 
international controversies, and which seem at least in this case to de- 
mand that while with one voice protesting the non-tenability of the 
demand, and the absence of all legal obligation, while stoutly assert- 
ing that by no principle of governmental reciprocity, conventional stipu- 
lation, or requirement of international law, are we under any obliga- 
tion whatever to do this thing; yet in order that it may not be said we - 
are not dealing with China by reason of her weakness as compared with 
some other nations, or by reason of some supposed prejudice we have 
against her subjects here, as we would deal with such mightier powers, 
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we must as an act of benevolence and out of pure charity make this 
donation. : 

If we are dealing thus with China in this instance prompted by any 
of the considerations just suggested, as I fear we are, and. differently 
from that which our sense of right and of public justice, our views of 
international law, and considerations of self-respect would allow us to 
do were it England, or France, or Spain, or any other of the great mar- 
itime powers that had made this demand, even though their iron-clads 
menaced our harbors and our fleets as a means of enforcing it, then it 
would seem we are basing our proposed action on a principle in which 
is involved as its most important component part an ingredient of 
moral cowardice unworthy the representatives of a great nation. 


TAXATION OF RAILROAD-GRANT LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will now be 
placed before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1812) to provide for taxation of railroad-grant lands, 
and for other pu : : 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to make a statement to the Senate and 
especially to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] in reference 
to the amendment which is now pending. 

I agree most fully with the general purpose of this amendment. 
When I first read it my purpose was to offer no opposition to it what- 
ever; but the more I consider it the more I feel that it may, in the first 
place, embarrass the proper administration of this bill should it become 
alaw, and next that it would be introducing into this bill an important 
subject which can not be properly dealt with in this connection. 

I believe that the best manure for the soil is the foot of the proprietor. 
I believe no man ought to own any more land than he can reasonably 
use. Whether the time has come to go as far as that by legislation I 
do not now say; but certainly I should be glad to commit myself by 
vote and by voice to any legislation tending to a reasonable extent at 
least to a limitation upon the holding of land, and to an extent which 
would prevent speculation in land, and which would as far as possible 
save all land for those who would make personal use of it by cultiva- 
tion. 

This, however, is a large question, one which ought to be dealt with 
by itself after due consideration, because the value of the legislation is 
largely dependent on the details and not on the mere announcement of 
principles. If this amendment were adopted by the Senate, it might 
prevent the lands which are the subject of the legislation proposed from 
being sold at all, and thus prevent the collection of the taxes which 
Congress is now legislating with a view of having levied and collected. 

It is necessary in the collection of taxes, in the West at least, that 
the counties in which the lands are located shall be a bidder for those 
lands; and this is not only necessary, but the counties frequently bid 
in very large areas of Jand at tax-sales, subsequently disposing of their 
interest to private persons if private personsdesire topurchase. There- 
fore there ought to be an exception made, if the provision is to be op- 
erative at all, in favor of the counties, of the Territory or the State, 
whatever authority may be provided for that purpose by the law of the 
locality, purchasing these lands for the purpose of preventing the sale 
from going by default; and when we enter upon the question of mak- 
ing exceptions to this general rule, as I said before, we enter upon a 
very wide field. . 

Believing as I do that the bill as it now stands is designed to accom- 
plish a good purpose and that this amendment will embarrass it in its 
future conduct as well as almost certainly in its operation, I shall be 
very glad indeed if the Senator from Massachusetts will withdraw the 
amendment and address himself to the consideration of a proposition 
which shall cover all possible details of this very urgent question in 
order that it may come before the Senate in such a way as to receive 
consideration independently of other measures like this of which it now 
clogs the p 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I had supposed that the general purpose 
of this bill was a proper one, and expected to support it if its details 
were satisfactory and it properly provided to do justice to all persons 
in interest. Of course it isa grave responsibility for a Senator enter- 


taining such opinions to undertake to thrust upon a measure which an- 


able committee has matured a provision which the committee respon- 
sible for the measure conceive to be likely to embarrass its successful 
operation. It is a responsibility which I feel very unwilling to take. 
I am therefore disposed to accept the suggestion of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kansas, the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, and 
his assurance that he and, as far as he can represent it, the committee 
over which he presides will endeavor to combine with other Senators 
in framing a general and comprehensive measure which will cure the 
evil to which the attention of the American people is being most em- 
phatically called. I think, however, that itis proper before doing that 
that I should call the attention of the Senate to the grounds upon which 
this amendment rests. 

- The ingenious and rhetorical imagination of my honorable friend 


from New York [Mr. EvAnts] finds what he calls a Jord-paramount | Eoman Land Company in Fioniday, 


arising in this country. He says that nobody will buy a base fee. | England Land Company, represented by B. NOMEA me ermana 
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One would think that that learned lawyer and accomplished Senator 
had never heard of an estate upon condition in his life—— 

Mr. EVARTS. Allow me; it was because I had heard of it that I 
was able to discriminate and know what it led to. 

Mr. HOAR. And that no American citizen would buy a dwelling- 
place or a farm the title of which was attended by any possibility of 
forfeiture for breach of condition. Why, sir, there is not a populous 
town or city growing up all over America, certainly not in the New 
England States, where land titles are not full of conditions for the con- 
venience or comfort of the neighborhood. A large land-owner cuts up 
his estate and sells it out in house-lots, and every deed for all time pro- 
vides that no person buying shall put his house or barn within 6 feet 
or 12 feet or some other preseribed distance of the highway, that every- 
body shall have a front yard, that his front windows shall not be in- 
terfered with in their prospect, that no one shall build a shoe-shop or 
certain classes of manufacturing establishment, and so on—nothing 
shall be built but-a particular kind of dwelling. Those things are as 
common as ownership, as common as land, as common as wells or win- 
dows. And now we are told that the men who impose those condi- 
tions on their estates are lords-paramount, and that the obligation they 
impose on their grantees is repugnant to the freedom of American 
ownership in land; that the humble farm of my friend from New York 
in Vermont, which I think contains not more than 2 acres, if I recol- 
lect aright, would be held by a less satisfactory tenure hereafter if we 
should adopt this principle. 

Here is a proposition which is to secure, and only to secure, for all 
time the great, vast homestead spaces of our Western States and Terri- 
tories against the danger which has embarrassed England, which has 
subjected her working classes to countless woe, sorrow, humiliation, 
and distress, and which has been the ruin of Ireland. 

Why, Mr. President, a great orator and statesman, within twenty- 
four hours, at a meeting in the State of Maine held to express sympa- 
thy with Mr. Giadstone, declared to his audience that the one reason 
for the present condition of Ireland, with her vast and wonderful fer- 
tility, is that one-half her soil is owned by between nine hundred and 
a thousand men, and half of the remaining half isowned by three thou- 
sand. The same condition of things, toa great extent, exists in En- 
gland. I have here the statistics, which I will not undertake to read, 
buta very few men in Great Britain, I think less than seventy thousand 
in all, own the entire land of that prosperous and powerful country; 
and the result is, notwithstanding all the pride that the Englishman 
feels in his coyntry, and notwithstanding her power, notwithstanding 
her wealth, her workingmen emigrate to this country if they can scrape 
together the means to get to the seaboard and make the voyage. 

There is a story that I heard of an American traveler in England who 
was traveling on a railroad train with Sir William Watkyns Wynn, 
the r of the vast landed estate which belongs to the great house 
of Buckingham. Sir Watkyns was a stranger to him. He asked him 
who owned the house they passed and the baronet replied that that 
was his. They went about 10 miles farther. He looked out and saw 
a beautiful mountain crested with wood and green on the sides, and 
he said, ‘‘ Who owas this mountain?” and his fellow-traveler replied 
rather sleepily, ‘‘That is mine.” Several miles farther on they came 
to a wood, and he asked, ‘* Who owns that wood?’’ His fellow-trav- 
eler waked up from his sleep and said, ‘‘ Why, that is mine.” The 
stranger got out at the next station and told the guard that there was 
a lunatic on the train who fancied that he owned the whole kingdom 
round about, and he thought they had better take him into custody; 
but he was not us, as he then seemed to be asleep. 

This danger is not a danger which is found ‘only in the imagination 
of radical reformers or demagogues or alarmists. It is the pregnant 
and real danger which menaces our great spaces in the new States and 


House of Representatives at the second session of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress by Secretary McCulloch, showing purchases of lands in this coun- 
try by foreign syndicates: 


Acres. 
English syndicate No. 1 (in Texas)... 4, 500, 000 
2nglish syndicate No. 3 (in Texas)... 3, 000, 000 
Sir Edward Reid, K.C. B. (in Florida 2, 000, 000 
English bs erro headed by S. Philpotts. et 1,800, 000 
©. R.and Land Company of Eondon MARIA of Tweedale.. 1,750, 000 
Phillips, Marshall & Co., of London..... ALEI 1,300, 000 
German Syndicate... seeessrereerrrrs resser pas 1, 100,009 
750, 000 
700, 000 
425, 000 
[POLIS ee 320, 000 
310,000 
300, 000 
230, 000 
Seotch Land Compan 247, 666 
Lord Dunmore......... ses sesrennns se 100, 000 
} 100, 000 
60,000 
60, 000 
50,000 
50, 000 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5191 


An English — KEW | ee re ae æ 50, 000 
Albert 1, M. P., Leicestershire, jand... oe 10,000 
Sir John Lester Kaye, Yorkshire, England. 5,000 
George Grant, of London (in Kansas).. a 100, 000 
An English syndicate (represented by Giose Bi 110, 000 
A Scotch company (in California)................000« 140, 000 
M. Ellerhauser (of Nova Scotia) in West Virginia. 600, 000 
A Scotch syndicate (in Florida) .............ccccseesecsenesesee 500, 000 
A. Boyesen, Danish consul at veh ce RETER AS 50,000 
Missouri Land and S. S. Co. of Edinburgh, Scotland.. 165, 000 
Wogllah syndicate tis Flockda)..ccocac chante 59, 000 

YA TPIS TAE AREA LESTE IR E PEA ELER s 20, 941, 666 


It seems to me that we we are all somewhat justly exposed to the criti- 
cism made by the honorable Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConcER] 
yesterday that we have allowed this thing to go too far already. The 
wonder is, not-that we have waked up so soon, but that we have waked 
up so late. In my judgment the time has come when it is the duty 
of the Congress of the United States wherever the matter isin its power 
to break up these large holdings by corporations and by aliens alto- 
gether, and to limit them strictly, as this amendment of mine proposes 
to limit them, to the ownership of parcels reasonable in amount in sin- 
gle hands. Certainly 640 acres are enough for any one man who is 
himself to be counted as a husbandman. I donot think we areaware 
of the extent to which tenant farming is already becoming an institu- 
tion in this country. According to the census of 1880 there were 
1,024,601 farms rented by tenants in the United States; 1,024,601 
farms in this country occupied by men to whom the produce of the 
soil they till does not belong except as tenants or holding under land- 
owners who haye nothing to do with the cultivation of the soil, At 
this moment, proud as we are of our yeomanry which throughout cer- 
tainly the Northern belt of States in this country as in England has 
been the class to which the history and character of our country has 
heen due, we are the 1 tenant-farming nation in the world. 

The Senator from New York talks about the feudal system, and he 
finds that system in a condition that no one man shall engross more 
than 640 acres in one ownership and fails to find anything of feudal- 
ism in a system under which 1,024,601 tenants have grown Ka 

My notion of what feudalism is to be dreaded differs from that of my 
honorable friend. Ido not think that a condition entering into the 
very ownership of land itself, that the land shall not be sold to a cor- 
poration to be held in mortmain, is feudalism. It is a blow at feudal- 
ism, Ido not think a condition that land shall be held on the tenure that 
it shall not be sold to a man who owns 640 acres already is feudalism. 
It is a blow at feudalism. I find the danger of the feudal system to this 
country in its essence in the system which provides that one man shall 
own the land which another man is to till. 

The number of tenant holding is estimated to have increased 25 per 
cent. since the result which I have stated was ascertained in the census 
of 1880. There are but 547,222 tenant farmers in Ireland, and in En- 
gland and Wales 424,000 more, making 962,000 in all, and in Scotland 
80,101. So the United States at the present day possesses more tillers of 
the soil paying rent to landlords by more than 25 per cent. than En- 
gland, Wales, Scotland, and Ireland combined. 

I shall not pursue this snbject, and I will withdraw the amendment, 
but the subject will be pressed upon the attention of Congress until it 
is disposed of. 

Mr. EVARTS. Whenever, Mr. President, a subject is before the Sen- 
ate that involves either primogeniture or the aggregation of land in 
single owners I shall be able to express my opinions, and whether they 

shall differ with those of my honorable friend from Massachusetts will 
appear when those opinions of mine are expressed on a topic involved 
in the subject of debate. 

I had no fault to find with the measure that these tax-sales should 
carry to a single purchaser no more than 640 acres. I was not on that 
point. I only meant it should carry the 640 acres and the man should 
own it when he bought it as every freeman in the United States now 
owns his land. 

The condition by which under the feudal system there could be a 
reversion to a mesne or a paramount lord was the essence of the feudal 
system, All that was left in the common Jaw that we imported in 
this country was that a common-law forfeiture hung over land forever 
and forever in the name of the heir of the first grantor, without a 
scintilla of estate left in the grantor at all, but he held over the land 
the power and the pall of destroying its marketable value. Now, at 
this day in the Senate we hear under cover of entirely different topics 
and interests and motives and occasions an introduction of a proposi- 
tion that when the tax-gatherer shall sell the 640 acres no man shall 
be able to get a’ good title to it. 

What is the common-law condition? The common law before the 
invention and introduction or development of equity had no resource 
to gain the adherence of the granted property to the p intended 
to be secured, except by imposing an absolute forfeiture which should 
bring it back to the grantor, although the absolute fee except for the 
condition had been parted with by the grantor and been paid for by the 

ntee. As feudalism declined this remnant of feudalism was con- 
mned by the common law in the mother country under those fearful 
wails, that the common law abhors a forfeiture. What principle of 
freedom, what ownershipof land, what energy of the common law could 


express that relation more firmly than that, that the common law ab- 
hors a forfeiture? 

If you believe the Senator from Massachusetts, while this limping 
paragraph as to tax-sales is thus to be burdened with this abhorred 
forfeiture of the common law, he makes it an occasion to think that it 
would be desirable that all the lands of the people of this country 
should be held under that same terrible overhanging forfeiture, and he 
amuses the Senate with the notion that in his own neighborhood peo- 
ple like nothing better than to buy lands and to build houses with a 
forfeiture hanging over them. 

Ido not know what energy of intelligence and of self-respect has 
taken hold of his neighbors, but I know there is not a man in the State 
or in the city of New York who buys a base fee if he knows it. Ican 
point out unused and unusable plots of land in the city of New York 
because in a remote deed there is found a forfeiture at common law that 
may beexerted. Who will buy alotin the city of New York under such 
a forfeiture and build a structure that is to cost ten times that of the lot 
with a forfeiture hanging over it at common law, that to the heirs, if 
they can be found after a hundred years, the condition is reserved 
against which by possibility no adverse possession can run and it never 
can be cured, because there is no estate? It does not spring out into 
re-entry and reversion except upon the fact that if you only had the 
forfeiture happen then the principles of law may run adversely; but 
until the forfeiture takes place the right of entry as of his original 
estate is always arising under the principle of the feudal lordship that 
thus reserved this power. 

The t real estate lawyer, Sir Edward Sugden, says that under the 
principle of the common law, which abhors forfeiture, under the devel- 
opment of the equity jurisdictions and facilities, the courts will always 
hold that what used to be regarded as a common-law forfeiture should 
be only a covenant, if there can be found one shred or word upon which 
that can be founded; and that so far as estates arise under dispositions 
by will, courts of equity will always ne air them in that way, and 
courts of law when they can will turn a forfeitable condition, where 
the fee passes, into a covenant. That answers what was the whole 
purpose of the common-law forfeiture; that is, that the lands should 
be held to the purposes for which the grantor intended; but it disposes 
of the cruel an "exacting tyranny that if there be a diversion the land 
shall go back, that ruin shall be wrought upon the owners, and the 
land This liberated again be disposed of. But equity intervenes and 
says it is to be treated as a covenant, and the courts of equity retain 
the title and ownership in the grantee, break down the forteiture, and 
then enforce the application of the equitable covenant. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from New York #f it has not 
been the policy and the enactment of the English law down to the 
present generation at least, if not the present day, that no land should 
be:sold to an alien, and that no land should be sold to a corporation to 
hold in mortmain except in certain specified cases; and what there is 
of distinction in principle in his mind between a legal bar against sell- 
ing land to a corporation or to an alien and one against selling it to a 
man who has got 640 acres already? 

Mr. EVARTS. IfIam to go into the whole doctrine of mortmain 
and of alienage, let us open them. They have no more connection with 
the notion of forfeiture at common law than the arrangements of the 


marriage contract or of the statute of wills. 
The objection to land in mortmain is disclosed by the term itself, 
that it is held in a dead hand; that it is held now in the name of cor- 


porations by those who do not represent citizenship and cultivation 
and enterprise. In the old time it was in mortmain, in dead hand, 
that could not perior the feudal duties attached to tenure of serving 
the crown or the nobles on the battlefield. Whenever there is any 
subject about mortmain, whenever there is a talk as to whether we 
shall limit the land that can be aggregated by this or that or all cor- 
porations put together, I will debate that question, and then it will be 
seen how much we differ. 

So too about aggregation. It is said that we have tenancies spring- 
ing up here. I detest the system. The true system has been that the 
man who owned the land tilled it. My narrow acres are all tilled by 
myself, and not a tenant occupies any portion of that humble domain. 
We have very little of that anywhere at the East; buf in the great 
farms of the West, in the middle West, there has been of course a great 
increase of that. It is not a desirable condition of things, and not a 
condition of things in my judgment likely long to endure. 

I believe in freedom in discussing the question of these aggregations, 
I am willing to have any limitations that you please, but I do not want 
to have it said that the only way we can meet one of the difficulties 
that attend the disposition of the public domain or of the land system 
in private hands is to put us all under the condition of forfeiture to the 
Government itself. 

But the subject before the Senate is of the narrowest practical inter- 
est. I have nothing to say about it except that as I read the text it 
seemed to make a perpetual forfeiture hang over these parcels of land 
from hand to hand. Isupposed it wasan oversight. When the Senator 
avowed the purpose, when he avowed it as a plan, I could not but op- 
pose it as frustrating really the purpose of a sale possibly taking place, 
for it would be an advertisement to every one not to buy. 
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There are occasions in which conditions are imposed—I mean in the 
practice of our people. Generally it is done where the grant is a dona- 
tion and a public use is thus secured; but there is no such custom. I 
venture to say that you may search the common-law reports of the 
State of Massachusetts and every New England State, and you will find 
that the rarest topics of discussion are those which relate to common- 
law forfeitures. I think you will find as vigorous a line of decisions 
in this abhorrence of the common law of forfeitures in those New En- 
gland reports as in the judicial decisions of any portion of our country. 

So, sir, while my learned friend from Massachusetts pursues these 
large discussions of so great interest to the race and to the people of this 
country, I confine myself to the question whether when you are going 
to put land up at public vendue, 640 acres, or any more, you are to tell 
the buyer that he is to hold it under a common-law forfeiture if he 
buys it at all. ‘ 

Mr, GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me one mo- 
ment? 

Mr. PLUMB. Will both the Senators yield to me to say that there 
is no subject before the Senate except the tax bill? The amendment 
has been withdrawn. It would subservye my convenience certainly if 
debate on a subject which is not before the Senate should be left until 
some other time in order that the bill may go through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLAIRin the chair). The Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. He will give me one moment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say one word in reply to the Senator from 
New York. Ido not think that the people of this country who are 
looking to having as the foundation of its society and its institutions the 
holding of humble homesteads to be tilled by the men who own them, 
in a fashion very different from that which in the imagination of my 
honorable friend he says he tills his own, but by the hard labor of the 
husbandman, will be contented to have the wind of any rhetoric from 
whatever Æolian harp it may come instead of the solid fact. 

The one thing I want to say is just this, that no land the title to 
which is now within the power of the Government of the United States 
shall ever hereafter be lawfully conveyed to a man who owns 640 acres 
already. That is my proposition. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can instruct the Senator somewhat onhat point. 
The law ofthe United States now is that no man who owns 320 acres 
can obtain any land from the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘That is not the point I was talking about. My propo- 
sition is that the land now owned by the United States shall never here- 
after be conveyed, into whatever it may in the mean time pass, to any 
person who holds 640 acres already. To answer that proposition by 
talking about a forfeiture or by talking about the evils of feudalism in 
the past, seems to me, with due respect to the source from which it 
comes; mere rhetoric. 

The Senator says that the common law of England abhors forfeitures; 
and it does abhor those forfeitures with which it has done away; but 
forfeitures based upon this principle, if you give that name to it, for- 
feitures intended to accomplish the same end or a like end, the com- 
mon law of England and the policy of England, especially so far as the 
voice of her workingmen can be heard, favors to-day and always has. 
That is, it is the policy of England that foreign wealth shall not come 
in and take up English soil from whith English sovereignty is to pro- 
ceed, and therefore England says that no alien shall own her real estate, 
and the effect of a deed to an alien is exactly what I propose to have 
the effect of a deed to the wealthy man who already engrosses 640 acres. 

England says that her real estate shall not be conveyed to a corpora- 
tion which can not die and which can not divide the estate among heirs 
equally and which shall hold it in the dead hand. The effect of an at- 
tempt to do that by any process of conveyance is exactly whatI propose 
to have the effect of the attempt to do this; and when I ask my honor- 
able friend, these two things being exactly the same in principle and 
undistinguishable as it seems to me, he says that the English law now 
abhors forfeitures. If it abhors forfeiture where there isan attempt to 
obtain the land in mortmain to a corporation, or-if it abhors forfeiture 
when there is an attempt to convey the land to an alien, as these 20,- 
000,000 acres of land in the American Territories have already been 
conveyed within the past ten years to corporations whose shares are 
owned exclusively by aliens, what is the answer to my proposition ? 
The Senator answers me and says that we shall talk about mortmain 
and talk about alienage at the proper time! 

Mr. EVARTS. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator from New York want to speak? 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] has the floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall not detain the Senate long. 
to the floor. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am aware that the Senator from Mississippi kas the 
floor, and that has been the trouble all along. 

Mr. GEORGE. It has not been the trouble when I had it. 

Mr. PLUMB, But I mean the trouble of debating a question which 


I am entitled 


does not concern this bill, and a debate which is going on to the ob- 
struction of most useful legislation. It is that to which I object. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the debate is more important than the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Of course a man who utters as short a speech as the 
Senator from Massachusetts may think so. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not my honorable friend’s business whether I 
make a short speech or a long one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order. 

Mr. GEORGE. When I get the floor probably I shall proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi has the 
floor. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, this is a very large question which 
has been precipitated upon the Senate, the most important one I sup- 
pose that will or can engageourattention. I donot propose to go into 
it now. I do not propose to obstruct very long the legislation which 
the Senator from Kansas desires to have consummated. 

In a great deal that has been said by the Senator from Massachusetts 
about the great accumulations of wealth by individuals and corporations 
Iconcur. I know that it is one of the great dangers of our age that 
not only land but wealth in other forms has accumulated inordinately 
in the hands of a few. I know that, sir. 

I regret to say that in my opinion this large accumulation of wealth 
in the hands of a few persons both natural and artificial has been not 
the result of natural causes, not the result of mere individual exertion, 
but to a very large extent the result of Government policies and Gov- 
ernment subsidies. So far as we can correct that by correcting and re- 
versing those policies I think we have jurisdiction to act, and I am 
willing to act. 

It was said by the Senator from New York and also by the Senator 
from Massachusetts that one of the great fundamental principles of the 
common law was against the conveyance of real estate in mortmain to 
corporations. That is true; and England owes much of her glory, 
much òf her greatness, much of the excellence of her free institutions 
to that principle of the common law. I desire simply to make an ap- 
plication of that principle to the circumstances before us. 

In violation of that cherished principle of the common law this Gov- 
ernment has granted about 179,000,000 acres of land to corporations, 
an area twice as large as all the territory of the United Kingdom, in- 
cluding England, Scotland, and Ireland. This great empire, twice as 
large as the British Empire, excluding her colonies, has been by the 
action of this Government given in mortmain to corporations. If that 
be a danger, as I believe it is, to free institutions, to the happiness and 
the welfare of our people, then I ask the Senator from Massachusetts, 
who concurs with me in that view, if we had not better act while we 
have yet the power to retrace our footsteps, and while yet the power 
remains in us, as it does, to interpose in a constitutional way, in an 
effectual way? I ask him if we had not better use that power to re- 
claim this empire, forfeited for non-failure to comply with the condi- 
tions of the gift, so that the millions of unsheltered and homeless peo- 
ple in this country may have an opportunity of getting homes? 

The Senator from Massachusetts read from an article which he had 
that there were over a million of tenant agricultural laborers in this 
country. If the magnificent empire which has been given by the 
United States in mortmain to corporations was restored to the public 
domain there would be a shelter and a home for every one of those 
tenants on land of his own if he chooses to take it. : 

Mr. President, I desired to say that much, and I will say but a little 
more. If we really desire that there shall be a fair chance to the 
American people, to the laboring people of this country, to advance 
their happiness and welfare here, a fair chance inthe struggle for life, 
then we ought to respond to a sentiment which I believe to be uni- 
versal all over this land when you go outside of railroad circles, namely, 
that every power which remains in us, every governmental energy and 
force which still are in our hands, shall be used speedily and efficaciously 
to restore for homes to the people the empire to which I have alluded 
and which we have recklessly granted in mortmain to corporations. 
This land, so far as the conditions on which it was granted have not 
been complied with, justly belongs to the people of the United States, 
and they ought to have it. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still as in Committee of 
the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the pending question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is on the bill. 
ing amendment. 

r. INGALLS. I thought there was an amendment pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is none pending. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think that this bill is a very dangerous 
one, and one which may complicate if it does not effectually embarrass 
and unsettle the question of forfeiture of the unearned railroad grants. 
It is true that the bill contains a provision in the third section that the 
act shall not affect the right of the Government to declare or enforce 
the forfeiture of any land so ted. Thatisa reservation of the power 
of Congress to declare a forfeiture. But the bill makes the entire grant 
subject to taxation, and we know very well that after the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts was withdrawn, which, I think, was 
an impracticable one, the only effect of exposing these lands to sale for 
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taxes would be their purchase by the railroad companies at tax-sales for 
ge? Son of concluding that question. i : 
e bill therefore practically under the guise of taxing lands by the 
States and Territories may be a bill of confirmation of every acre of this 
land subject to forfeiture. It is in my opinion a very extraordinary 
method of even pretending to be a bill for the taxation of these lands 
by the States and Territories. Under the acts of admission of the sev- 
eral States in which these lands may be there is an exclusion of the 
power of the State to tax the lands of the United States. Outside of 
that exclusion the power of a State exists by virtue of its own State 
organization. Its power of taxation can not be moved by the United 
States Government, and is not in any way the subject of its control. 

The State is absolutely sovereign and independent of any power on 
the of the General Government in this respect, and the only man- 
ner in which the Congress of the United States can enable the States to 
tax the property of the United States is by divesting the United States 
of its title. It can not be subject to taxation otherwise except by the 
actof Congress imposing its own tax or devoting it to some special pur- 
pose. The power of State taxation rests upon anything which is in it 
of the nature of property esocpens only the power excluded of taxing 
the lands of the United States, and it would bean anomaly and acon- 
tradiction and a most awkward, if not an entirely impracticable pro- 
ceeding, for the United States to confer upon the States the power to 
tax the property of the United States. That has never been the 
method in which this Government has proceeded. 

Therefore, these lands are not subject to taxation by the State au- 
thority and ought not to be unless they are the lands of the railroad 
company, and when the act of Congress authorizes this taxation to be 
made either by the States or Territories or otherwise, it may imply 
that it is the property of the railroad company and not the property 
of the United Btates, and the lien from which it is exempted is only 
the lien for the cost of the surveying and other fees of that description. 

It is a peculiar and an extraordinary method of proceeding. As was 
observed by the Senator from Oregon, the practical method would be 
to decide whether these lands are the lands of the United States or the 
lands of the railroad company. That is the only method in which it 
can be done safely and certainly. 

Let us meet this question boldly and decide it either by forfeiting 
the grant beyond the point of completion at the time fixed by the t- 
ing act, as the country demands, or if the Senate will place itself in the 
way of complying with the demand of the people then let those who 
are willing to defy the public will vote to confirm the t. 

It has been said that it is desirable that these lands should be in the 
handsof the people. Instead of this awkward and cumbrous and doubt- 
ful method, the only effect of which, notwithstanding this reservation 
of the power of forfeiture in the Government, may be practically to con- 
firm the title in the railroad company, why not open these lands by the 
action of Congress now to the homestead settlement of the le? 

That will settle the question, that will determine the matter at once, 
and not only subject the property to the taxation of the States and 
Territories, but put upon itaraceof hardy, industrious, laboring people 
who are now without homes and without employment. That will re- 
lieve much of the present distress, and will Tet the people know and 
the railroad companies know to whom the land belongs. If the people 
who live on these lands are to be placed in the power of the railroad 
companies and compelled to pay high prices for their lands, let Congress 
so declare here and now. 

For these reasons, unless the bill shall be amended by declaring that 
the lands covered by it are only those which were earned by the com- 
pletion of the road within the period specified in the grant, I shall vote 
against it. I believe every interest of the people demands the imme- 
diate forfeiture of this grant beyond the point of eompletion in 1879, 
when the grant expired, and its being opened to and settled by actual 
settlers under the homestead laws without cost to them. This will 
settle all questions of forfeiture and taxation in the interests of the 
States and Territories and the people. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the bill by adding to section 3 the 
following words: 

But all the rights of the United States to said lands or to any interest therein, 
shall be and remain as if this act had not passed, except as to the lien mentioned 
in the first section hereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In section 1, line 11, after the word ‘‘manner,’’ I 
move to add ‘* by the purchaser;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That any such Jands’sold for taxes shall be taken by the purchaser 
subject to the lien for costs of surveying, selecting, and conveying, to idin 
ae manner by the purchaser as the Secretary of the Interior may by poh spelen 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In section 1, line 4, I move to strike ont the word 
‘local’? before ‘‘taxation;’’ so as to read: 

1 x 6 
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The word ‘“‘local’? may possibly embarrass the clause. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CALL. In section 1, line 4, after the word ‘‘Congress,’? I move 


to insert the words ‘‘ which have been earned within the time required 
by the granting act;’’ so as to read: 

That no lands granted to any railroad corporation by any act of Congress, 
which have been earned within the time Seaniies by the granting act, shall be 
exempt from taxation by States, Territories, and other municipal corporations 


on account of the lien of the United States upon the same for the costs of sur- 
veying, &c. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. CALL. I will state my object in offering the amendment. I 
wish to have the question voted upon. If thisis the land of the United 
States it is not, and ought not to be, subject to taxation by the States 
and Territories, If it is the land of the railroad company it ought to 
be subject to taxation; and the amendment is to confine the operation 
of the bill to that land which we recognize to be the land of the rail- 
road company. 

I take it, from the louse reports and the action which has been had, 
that we can all concur, if this body sees fit to do so, in the proposition 
that the railroad company shall have the lands which were earned 
within the time specified by the granting acts up to the point of comple- 
tion at the time required by the granting acts for the grant to expire— 
or for the completion of the road—after which it is too clear even for a 
doubt that no right to any part of the grant can exist without another 
act of Congress creating such a right and conferring title. Let us then 
deal with the question in the interests of the people and declare the 
grant forfeited, and not embarrass and complicate the question with a 
subterfuge like this. . 

Mr. GEORGE. The fallacy of the position taken by the Senator 
from Florida lies in this, that when land has been granted upon a con- 
dition subsequent, the proprietorship of the land is in the grantee until 
forfeiture has taken place, and also until the rights of the grantor have 
been enforced by an act of entry. These lands in law belong to the 
railroad companies, and the mere right of the United States to enforce 
the forfeitare, though a very valuable right and if enforced will return 
the land to the Government, does not prevent them from being liable 
to taxation before the forfeiture is enforced. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Florida to a very fa- 
miliar principle upon the subject, that when the forfeiture takes place, 
when entry has been made at common Jaw (and a bill passed by Con- 
gress is simply an entry), the entry avoids all incumbrances, all liens, 
all conveyances, and transfers which may have been made by the grantee 
or which arose under him prior to that time; or, in other words, it re- 
stores to the grantor his rights in the land as fully and perfectly as they 
existed at the time he parted with the title. So there is nothing incon- 
gruous in the idea of taxing the estate or the right, whatever it may 
be, of the railroad corporations in these lands. i 

The third section of the bill, as amended on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, removes utterly all doubt that could exist on that 
subject. Ifthe amendment of the Senator from Florida is adopted it 
will amount simply to this, if I have read the history of the railroad 
corporations correctly, that not one acre in five hundred which the 
railroads have gotten has been earned within the time limited in the 
acts making the grants, and the bill would simply be inoperative for 
the want of a subject-matter to which it could apply. 

I may add that by this bill the United States do not undertake to 
tax these lands. The bill merely allows the States and Territories in 
which they lie to tax them by removing the only obstacle in the way 
of their doing so. How taxation by a State or Territory can affect the 
right of the United States I can not see. Besides, strictly and le- 
gally speaking, the taxation is on the railroad companies on account of 
their interest in and title to the land, and not on the land itself. The 
tax when assessed will be a debt against the railroad company, and 
any property which it owns will be liable to seizure and sale to pay it. 
If the land is sold to pay the tax, then under the bill, whatever interest 
the railroad company has in the land will be sold and nothing more. 
The third section of the bill is an absolute, specific security against 
any wentie of the title or interest of the United States by any such 
sale. 

Mr. CALL. I appreciate the points of law of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi. Iam very well satisfied that this is not an estate vested in 
any grantee; it is an estate which is in the United States, because the 
condition has never been performed upon which the land was proposed 
to be granted; but I do not propose to argue that point and to open 
all those questions. - 

This is a correct amendment, for the reason that whatever may be 
the law, whether the land is in the railroad company or not, it should 
not be taxed if we propose to forfeit it. The railroad company should 
not be required to pay taxes upon that land which we do not intend 
it to and own. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a 
minute right there? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. When aman holds land by deed subject to forfeit- 
ure by condition subsequent up to the time of entry by the grantor for 
condition broken it is his. He can use it; he can keep everybody else 
out of it; he can rent it; he can plant it; he can cultivate it; he can 
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take timber from it; he can do anything he pleases with it. Because 
there is a condition which may never be enforced during the time in 
which his proprietor is undisputed and absolute against everybody 
in the world, except the right of entry on the part of the grantor, why 
should he be exempt from the ordinary burdens imposed upon every 
property-holder to help support the Government? Suppose I were to 
grant to the Senator from Florida a thousand acres of land upon a con- 
dition-subsequent, who is to pay the taxesonthat? Heisin possession; 
he can sue any man for trespass who goes upon it; he can maintain an 
action of ejectment against any man who ejects him from it; he can 
cultivateit; he can sellit; he can mo’ it; hecan do anything with 
it that an absolute proprietor can do, and thus clothed with all these 
indicia of right and of ownership, why should he be exempted from tax- 
ation just because his title is not complete? 

Mr. CALL. The difference is between technical deductions of law 
and fact. It might be that where property has become the undisputed 
subject of taxation and been so for some time and has been transferred 
to other hands, the tax should be borne by the person in whom the legal 
title was vested. Thatis not the case with these railroad grants. They 
were pen of large territories of unoccupied lands, and to a great ex- 
tent they are now unoccupied. They haye been reserved from actual 
settlement for- the purpose of having the conditions of the grant com- 
plied with. They have been reserved awaiting the action of Congress, 
and the title to them rests, except the mere naked legal fiction that 
words conveying a present interest are operative to vest the interest, 
whatever it is, created by the law, subject to the conditions of the law, 
in the United States alone. For all practical purposes the title remains 
in the Government. 

These lands have never been subject to taxation. They were granted 
for a great public purpose; they are the lands of the United States. 
Whatever legal fictions may be declared or exist in regard to these 
matters, the fact is that it is a part of the public domain excluded from 
taxation by a compact between the States and the Federal Govern- 
ment, and granted to certain public agencies in the shape of corpora- 
tions for conditional objects, the completion of certain lines of road 
within a designated time. In that condition of things, with the ques- 
tion of forfeiture pressed upon us by the united voice of the people of 
this country of all parties, with the necessity on the part of the people 
for homestead settlement and cultivation, with this question easily to 
be settled by saying whether we will or will not forfeit these lands, we 
propose to pass a bill subjecting them to State and Territorial taxation. 

If they are not the lands of the railroad company, if it is intended 
to forfeit them, we should not taxthem; we have no right to tax them. 
If they are not the lands of the railroad company the objects of the 
billare to be immediately attained by passing an act opening the lands 
to homestead settlement and invi the people of the country to go 
uponthem. This would subject them to State and Territorial taxation 
and at the same time settle the question. But the passage of the bill 
will embarrass the question, and may be a confirmation in disguise of 
the title of these lands to t corporations, and you can not prevent 


it by any amendment to the bill which will reserve the legal power | 


of forfeiture in the Congress of the United States. It may become a 
method of giving two or three hundred millions of dollars, to be paid 
out of the toil and suffering of the men, women, and children who 
are to cultivate these lands, to a few individuals. I am not in favor of 
using the powers conferred on us for this purpose or to this end. 

Mr. GEORGE. I call for the reading of the third section of the bill 
as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The third section of the bill will be 


read, 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3. That this act shall not affect the right of the Government to declare or 
enforce a forfeiture of any lands so granted. But all thesrights of the United 
States to said lands, or to any interest therein, shall be and remain as if this act 
had not passed, except as to the lien mentioned in the first section hereof. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rej Ae - 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, when the bill first came on to discus- 
sion, now more than a month si I an amendment, the 
same in its nature as that which was offered by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar], excepting that the amount of ownership in a 
single individual derived by a tax-sale under. the provisions of the bill 
should be limited to 320 acres of agricultural land, and to not exceed- 
ing 640 acres of any other description. Understanding that the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts was to press his amendment at a later time, I 
withdrew or indicated a ptirpose to withhold my own. Since he has 
abandoned the whole matter, I do not propose to renew it in that form. 

I did, however, give notice at the same time of an intention to move 
as an amendment to the bill the provisions of Senate bill No. 1495, 
which I introduced at an early stage of the session and which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, a bill which covered the entire 
question as to the amount of the parcels in which the public domain 
should now and forever hereafter be di of, as from time to time 


the title of the country to its domain should be parted with; and also 
restricting the lands to an ownership of no greater amount than the 
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original parcels for all time in perpetuity, and providing that the pat- 
ents, the original title from the United States, should recite this pro- 
vision, and that the provision should appear forever afterward in the 
conveyances between parties. 

I had designed to move that bill as an amendment to this measure, 
and now that the matter has been discussed considerably, if the Sena- 
tor from Kansas who has the bill in charge and who is the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands would feel like taking the matter up 
and disposing of it in connection with this bill, I should be very glad 
indeed to have him do so. 

As it is a very great question, I am not disposed to press the amend- 
ment for consideration at this time against his objection, but I submit 
to him and to all who entertain the views which have been expressed 
here with scarcely any opposition that it is exceedingly desirable, if 
a policy of this kind restricting the holdings of the now public domain 
forever hereafter to a limitation is to be adopted at all with reference 
to any of the public domain, it should be adopted at this time with 
reference to the great amount of land the control of which in the fut- 
ure will slip through our fingers if this bill should become a law. 

It is said that about 200,000,000 acres have been granted in the way 
of assistance to the construction of railroads in this country. Almost 
50,000,000 acres were granted a single road, the Northern Pacific road, 
which probably more than any other will be affected by the provisions 
of the bill. That is one-fourth part of the amount of available agri- 
cultural domain which is supposed to be now in the possession of the 
United States itself and open for homestead settlement in future. 

It must be at once apparent to the chairman of the committee and 
to the Senate that if the policy, which seems to be almost unanimously 
concurred in, of limiting to small holdings so much of the public 
domain as is still within our control for the future is to prevail at all, 
it ought to be adopted now when we are practically disposing of our 
control of so large an amount of it. 

As I said before, I do not like to press this measure against the sense 
of the chairman of the committee. I will send the proposed amend- 
ment to the Secretary’s desk that it may be read. I design it to be in 
the form of additional sections. I send up the original Senate bill 
1495. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be read. 4 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add to the bill the following 
additional sections: 

Sec.—. That no natural 

uire, hold, or own, either by vir:ue of the laws relating 

he public ds, or by grant, assignment, purchase, descent,or by any other 
method by which title to land may be acquired, more than 320 acres of icult- 
ural lands nor more than 640 acres of any description of lands which shall be- 
long to the public domain, on or after the passage of this act; and hereafter all 
patents and evidences of title to any portion of the public domain to which this 
act shall apply shall recite the provisions hereof. 

Sec, —. That all lands acquired, held, or owned in violation of the provisions 
of this act shall be forfeited to the United States, and it shall be the duty of the 
Attorney-General to enforce every such forfeiture by due process of, law, 

Mr. BLAIR. In this connection I desire further to say that there is 
in the possession of the Senate, in one of the published documents of the 
country, the testimony taken by the Committee on Education and Labor 
upon the relations between labor and capital, a vast amount of infor- 
mation upon the great evil of absenteeism, landlordism, and the result 
of immense land holdings in certain individuals or in certain titles. 
There is in that document a great amount of information bearing on 
this subject, and if Senators have occasion to examine the matter I think 
they will be satisfied that there is but very little to be said in opposi- 
tion to an amendment of the kind which I have proposed to the bill. 

I do not wish to undertake to go into anything like a lengthy dis- 
cussion of the matter, but I have thought it would be well for me to 
send to the desk and have read a newspaper article, bnt which I know 
to be substantially true. It is only an illustration in a single instance 
of an evil which is already pressing upon the country, and which is 
felt and suffered even in some of the older States of the Union. It is 
in the form of a communication to the New York World, and by say- 
ing that I know it to be substantially true I do not mean to call in 
question the accuracy of the New York World as an authnrity upon 
questions generally, but simply to say that this is only one instance of 
a great many which the investigations of the committee brought to 
light and the truth of which they corroborate. I ask the Chief Clerk 
to read so much of the article as I have indicated, omitting the irrele- 
vant matter which I have erased. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks leave to have the paper sent to the desk read. If there be no ob- 
jection it will be read. 3 

Mr. PLUMB. I will ask the Senator from New Hampshire if it 
would not answer his purpose as well to have it put into the RECORD 
and save the time of reading ? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; I can read it myself, it is short. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I have no objection to its being read at the 
desk. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not care to have the whole of the article read. I 
have indicated the parts I desire to have read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The paper will be read. 


rson or persons or partnership shall hereafter ac- 
the disposition of 


1886. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


THE IRISH LAND-MISER—HOW WILLIAM SCULLY ACQUIRED TWO HUNDRED THOU- 
SAND ACRES OF WESTERN LANDS. 
LITTLE BRITAIN, N. Y., May 5. 

The publicity recently given to the rack-renting peen of William Scully, 
the Irish absentee landlord, of thousands of acres of Western lands has att 
much attention here. Mr. Charles Reynders, of this place, related to a World 
correspondent to-day some facts that throw an im t and in light 
on Scully's character and the results of the system he has imported. 

“I spent a long time with the Scully tenants, or ‘renters’ as they are called, 
in the summer of 1882," said Mr. Reynders. “It was in Logan County, Illinois,” 
he continued, “that Scnlly laid the foundations of his present fortune. Imme- 
diately after the Mexican war he began buying up soldiers’ homestead war- 
rants. For these he paid extremely little, as he went to work very quietly and 
systematically, buying from men who either remained in the Army or returned 
to ons in the large cities, which indicated their ind ion to 
pioneer farmers in what was then a wild region of country. In more than one 

nstance, it is said, he secured a 160-acre tract for $5 or $10. He has never sold 
an acre of all the land thus acquired. On the contrary, it has been made the 
means of wringing from the hard hands of a large peasant tenantry by any in- 
direction all that their daily toil might produce above a wretched subsistence 
year in and year out. He is virtually as much master of about a thousand of 
these human toilers as the pharaohs were of the slaves whose lives 
were sacrificed in hiding ss pyramids, and their condition is little better than 
that of the wretched fellaheen of to-day, who are compelled to labor unceas- 
ingly Boe enn a miserable existence to provide for the extravagance of success- 

ve ves. 

Scully’s rents are adjusted according to the quality of the land, but in no case 
are they low eno! to leave the cultivators more than enough to keep body and 
ese are mostly men with families, and without capital, who 


soul together. 
rent the land in the vain hope of being able to save en in a few toen- 
able them to become purchasers of other land and comfo: e homes, 


Instead of this they usually find themselves worse off at the end of five or six 
years than they were atthe nning, with theirlabor mo: to pay arrears 
of rent, es the rental the tenant is obliged to pay taxes and other 
charges on the land, and to make his own improvements, no indemnity being 
allowed. In the city of Lincoln Scully has several agents to watch and report 
on crop pros secure jes! Aiding of rents, and see to the exact observ- 
ance of the iron-clad leases, agents make much of the assertion that Scul- 
ly’s rents are reduced when the crops fail. This, however, is only partially true. 

‘or every such “reduction” the tenant is with the deficiency and 
obliged to make it up in the next good season. Theastute landlord does not try 
to extract blood from a stone. 

Having been bought up in small parcels here and there, Scully's lands often 
adjoin farms owned by those who live on them, and the contrast is striking. A 
squatter’s shanty in Harlem is a palace compared to the squalid huts of the rent- 


ers. On the other hand, the dwellings of the owners of joining farms are, as 


a rule, well-built, tasteful, and comfortable houses that indicate the prosperous 


industry of the American farmer. 
> * . * x 


s 

From his lands in Logan County alone be derives an annual rental of nearly 
$150,000. The pitiable condition of the people under this system is likely soon 
to resultin decided action. While I wasin the neighborhood there was no little 
talk of bringing forward a measure in the re to forfeit the lands to the 
Pe pPATIDE Scully a fair indemnification, and allowing his tenants to become 
proprietors by a system of small payments extending over ten years. This is 
somewhat on the pan of Gladstone’s land bill for Ireland, and much trouble 
might be avoided by adopting some such scheme before it is too late. 


Mr. BLAIR. It is apparent from that and other like instances that 
the evils apprehended are already realized; they are an existing factor 
in the affairs of this country; and legislation to be of any avail ought 
to be made applicable to the comparatively small pittance of our pub- 
lic domain which still remains under our control. There is scope 
enough for the evil among the lands the title to which is already vested 
in private individuals, beyond our action probably, and probably be- 
yond that of the power of the States, certainly until in some dire ex- 
tremity there be a resort to revolution or something like it. And I 
appeal once more to the Senator from Kansas to know whether he will 
object to my moving or himself moving this amendment at the present 
time on the present bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. If this bill is to go through it must go through as a 
measure for the taxation of railroad landsand not as a measure for gather- 
ing together all the other things we think we would like tohavedone. I 
hope the Senate will stand by this bill, if not in its present shape at all 
events as a bill for the accomplishment of one p and not bring 
up a question of this kind, which will undoubtedly lead to long debate, 
in which the subjects will get inextricably mixed. If the Senator is 
zealous about his bill, as I have no doubt he is, he will have ample op- 
portunity to get it before the Senate as a substantive measure, when it 
can be considered on its own merits and not be embarrassed by the con- 
sideration of the tax measure at the same time and not embarrass in its 
turn the measure now before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask the Senator if he believes his construction of the 
bill as it is before the Senate is such that if there be a failure to inter- 
pose this safeguard at the present time there will be any difficulty in 
doing it by subsequent legislation? 4 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think there will, but there are a great many 
other bills to which it can be hitched, and as this bill has been experi- 
mented with considerably, I hope the Senator will not desire to make 
further experiments. 

Mr. BLAIR, As I said, I do not wish to press any amendment 

inst the judgment of the chairman. I donot wish to embarrass the 
bill, but I think this is a measure to be attended to by substantive 
legislation very soon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 


AoA I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
ill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Before the vote is taken on the final passage of 
the bill, in order that the bill may be accelerated in its passage in the 
other House I ask unanimous consent to move it as an amendment to 
a House bill upon the same subject. Therefore I move that this bill 
be substituted after the enacting clause of House bill 5874. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see what that is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can only be done by unani- 
mous consent or by postponing the present bill and taking up the House 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the House bill be read for information. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If there is objection I move to take up the House 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska can make 
such a motion. 

“Mr. VAN WYCK. I move that the Committee on Public Lands be 
discharged from the further consideration of House bill 5874, and that 
it be taken up for consideration for the purpose of substituting for it 
the Senate bill we are about to pass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the House bill read for information, 


if that is the motion. 
CMILLAN. Have not the yeas and nays been ordered on the 


Mr. M 
Senate bill ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The yeas and nays have been ordered 
on the of the bill, but it is still in the competence of any Sen- 
ator to move that the Senate take up any other bill pending the con- 
sideration of the present bill. That, the Chairunderstands, is the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that question I ask that the bill proposed to 
be taken up be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill (H. R. 5874) to alter and 
amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and 
to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, 
and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and 

mend the act of Congress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of 
said first-named act, but before concluding was interrupted by 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not myself ask that it be any more, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the House bill referred to, discharging the 
Committee on Public Lands from its further consideration ? 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider House bill No. 5874. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I movetostrike out all after the enacting clausc 
of the bill just read and insert Senate bill 1812, as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
to amend by striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting 
what will be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senate bill having just passed toa third read- 
ing, it need not be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. It had better be read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk tead the words proposed to be inserted, as follows: 

That no lands ted to any railroad corporation by any act of Coen 
shall be exempt from taxation by States, Territories, and other munici cor- 
porations on account of the lien of the United States upon the same for the costs 
of surveying, selecting, and conveying the same, or because no patent has been 
issued therefor; but rovision shall not apply to lands unsurveyed: Pro- 
vided, That any such lands sold for taxes shall be taken by the purchaser sub- 
ject to the lien for costs of surveying, selecting, and conveying, to be paid in 
such manner by the purchaser as the Sere of the Interior may by rule pro- 
vide, and to all liens of the United States, all mortgages of -the United States, 
and all rights of the United States in t of such lands: Provided further, 
That this act shall apply only to lands ite to and conterminous 
with completed portions of said roads, and in o0) counties: Provided fur- 
ther, That at any sale of lands under the provisions of this act the United States 
may become a reared petolas and in such case the lands sold shall be re- 
morea ton the pu domain and disposed of as now provided by the laws relat- 

n o. 

Sec. 2. That if any railroad corporation required by law to pay the costs of 
surveying, selecting, or conveying any lands granted to such company or for 
its use and bonen te act g Con; 5 shall or raped 4 Berion Aus signa 

such costs after 

i Aed he shall notify the Attorney: mera, Whoshall <A sae aoinne peue 
ceedings to collect the same, but when any sum shall be collected of such rail- 
road company as cosis of surveying, selecting and conveying any tract of land 
which shall have been purchased under the provisions of section 1 hereof, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall out of such collection reimburse said Si pridao, 
his heirs or assigns, the amount of money paid by him as the costs of such sur- 
veying, sel and conveying. 

Sec, 3. That act shall not affect the right of the Government to declare or 
enforce a forfeiture of any lands so granted, but all the rights of the United 
States to said lands or to any interest therein shall be and remain as if this act 
had not passed except as to the lien mentioned in the first section hereof. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that the last proviso of sec- 
tion 1 may be amended by striking out the word ‘‘ now’? where it oc- 
curs in connection with the words ‘provided by the laws,” &e. It 
might be construed to carry into this bill by reference the present ex- 
isting land laws, which may be hereafter amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is open to amend- 
ment. á 
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Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that the word “‘other,” before ‘“munici- 
pal corporations,” in line 5 of section 1, be stricken out. The use of 
the word ‘‘other’’ there would imply that a State or Territory was a 
municipal corporation, which I suppose is not the case. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that that word be stricken 


out. $ 
Te PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modifications proposed will be 
read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In the last line of the last proviso of section 1 
“í now;” so as to read: 


it is proposed to strike out the wo: 
visions of this act the 


Provided further, That at any — bed landaunder the 
United States may become a pref in such case the lands 
sold shall be restored to the public tacaln and on and disposed of as provided by the 
laws relating thereto. 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move to strike out the word “ other,” in line 
5 of the first section, before the word ‘‘ municipal;’’ so as to read: 


That no lands ted to any railroad corporation by any act of Congress 
yen 5 Lay a Pan taxation by States, Territories, and municipal corpora- 
ions, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment 
as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. ? 

Mr. CALL. I do not know what is in that House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has all been stricken out. 

Mr. HARRIS. The House bill has been stricken out and the Senate 
bill inserted. 

Mr. CALL. It is very singular Sapala. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to amend the title by striking out the 
title of the House bill and inserting that of Senate bill 1812; so as to 
— “A bill to ) provide for taxation of railroad-grant lands, and for 
other p 

The Cae was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment 
and ask for a committee of conference with the House of Representa- 
tives on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and by unanimous consent the President 
pro tempore was authorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the 
Sena 


te. . 
Mr. MORRILL. I desire to inquire what has become of the bill of 
which we recently reached the third readin 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there 3 no objection Senate bill 
1812 will be indefinitely postponed. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled bill (H. R. 6975) to establish additional life-saving stations; and 
it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I present to the Senate the conference report on the 
Post-Office appropriation bill. It is not my intention to call it up now, 
but I ask that it lie on the table, and I will state for the information 
of Senators that it will not probably be called up until some time next 
week. Several Senators have notified me of their desire to speak upon 
the subject of the principal disagreement between the two Houses. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5887) “ making nding Jane a, 
for the service of the Post-Oflice Departm: year ending June 30, 
1887,” having met, after full and free conference have been unable to 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
JAMES H. BLOUNT, 
J. M. RIGGS, 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator wish that the con- 
ference report be printed ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not care about having it printed. There is 
nothing in it but a simple disagreement as to all the amendments. 
Sometime during the latter È pte of next week, probably, I shall call it 
ase = at a time when it will answer the convenience of Senators who 

on the subject. 

“Mt $ As one of the conferees, I hope the Senator from Kan- 

Paige! gis us one day’s notice before he it up. 
UMB. I propose to give at least two days? notice to the 
anata 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations instruct me to 


zepari the bill (H. R. making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and co; service ofj the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1887, and for purposes, with sundry amendments. 


INDIAN TRADERSHIPS. 


pore. The Chair announces the a; ae 
ment of the following Senators as the Select Committee on 
Traderships: Mr. WILSÒN of Iowa, Mr. TELLER, Mr. SPOONER, Mr. 
HARRIS, and Mr. WILSON of Maryland. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand the Chair has announced me as one 
of the committee to investigate the Indian traderships. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I Thall be obliged toask to be excused from service 
upon that committee. It will be impossible for me to give attention 
to it with the engagements I have made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ` The Senator from Wisconsin asks to 
be excused from service u the Committee on Indian Traderships. 
Is there objection? The ir hears none, and the Senator is excused. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. My name was announced at the head of that 
committee. When the resolution was introduced I stated that I had 
no personal knowledge of the facts involved, but that the subject be- 
longed Pony À to the jurisdiction of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
I woul cheerfully, however, di the duty which service 
upon that romuinttine would impose upon me if it were practicable for 
me to do so; but I have about all the committee work now that I can 
attend to during the session, and afterward I have engagements which 
will require my attention during the vacation. I therefore ask to be 
excused from service on that committee. : 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks to be 
excused from service upon the Committee on Indian Traders, If there 
be no objection the order excusing him will be made. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to prefer the same request. I do not see 
that I have any time to give to this special subject, and I do not think 
it is a subject for a special committee. I think it is a subject for the 
standing committee of this body on Indian Affairs. That committee 
arrogates to itself a good deal; and when there is a little labor I think 
that committee ought to discharge it. I think there is where the in- 
quiry should have gone, and there is where I understood it did go; but 
it seems that I was mistaken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Indian Affairs 
reported the resolution substituting a select committee to be appointed 
by the Chair for the standing committee. 

Mr. TELLER. It will be utterly impossible for me to discharge any 
duties in that direction. 

Mr. DAWES, The Committee on Indian Affairs made the report 
without any desire to shirk any duty that properly belongs to it. The 
Committce on Indian Affairs found itself in a position where it could 
not discharge this duty for the very reasons that the Senators who are 
appointed upon this committee have indicated tothe Senate and which 
have been considered by the Senate sufficient reasons for excusing 
them. Each member of the Committee on Indian Affairs found him- 
self as having made engagements, like the Senator from Wisconsin, for 
the vacation, which render it impossible for them to discharge this 
duty. 

There was no desire to either disparage the duty itself or to shirk any 
labor proper to be performed by that committee. It is well known 
that that committee has devoted its vacations for four or five years to 
duties which they have not sought themselves but which have been de- 
volved upon them, so that while other Senators have had the opportu- 

nity to discharge other en ents during the vacation, that commit- 
tee has found itself emplo; val G during the whole vacation upon matters 
that the Senate, without their sare Ao and in many instances against 
their entreaty, have imposed upon them. Now members of the com- 
mittee find themselves in this situation, and that is the sole reason why 
they have asked that a special committee of the Senate should take 
this duty off their hands. 

It is due to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that I should say in 
this connection that since the reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs he has addressed a letter to the committee 
which indicates that he feels, after the introduction of this matter upon 
the statements made, that it is due to him and to his usefulness as an 
official of this Government that in good faith and thoroughly and im- 
partially this investigation should be carried on. It can not be carried 
on in the opinion of the Comthittee on Indian Affairs by that commit- 
tee; and that is the reason they reported it back to the Senate and 
asked that a special committee having no other duty upon it should 
devote itself to that work. 


À< 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no question pending. 
Mr. TELLER. I asked to be excused from service. 
The PRESIDENT That makes a question. The Sen- 


ator from Colorado asks to be excused from service on the select com- 
mittee. If there be no objection that order will be made. 
INDEMNITY TO CHINESE SUBJECTS. 
Mr. EVARTS. I move that the Chinese indemnity bill which was 
under discussion yesterday and this morning shall be now taken up 
with a view of finishing it 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2225) to indemnify 
certain subjects of the Chinese Empire for losses sustained by the vio- 
lence of a mob at Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, in Sep- 
tember, 1885. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have no desire to detain the Sen- 
ate long from a vote on this bill. I hope that it may be brought to a 
vote at this sitting and without a very prolonged debate; certainly I 
shall occupy but a very brief time. 

It came in my way as Secretary of State early to take up for delib- 
erate and responsible consideration the relations between this country 
and its Government and the Chinese population here and the Chinese 
Government. I then formed the opinion that the interests of the 
United States required that Chinese immigration, as it was called, 
really presented no conformity with, in fact no similarity to, theimmi- 
gration that we have been hospitable to through the whole history of 
this country, and which I hoped, so far as my opinions went, would 
never be changed. 

Without insisting upon the traits of this discrimination to which I 
have adverted, I formed the opinion that the coming of the Chinese as 
they were here and as they were expected to be if the country was still 
open to them, was more properly the condition of importation or of in- 
vasion thanof immigration. I have therefore from the beginning and 
have acted from the beginning on the opinion that the arrangements 
existing under the former treaties ought to be changed, and took the 
lead therefore in a commission that brought about the treaty of 1880. 
That treaty still left remaining in this country the Chinese population 
that had come here under the Burlingame treaty, and the question 
therefore was of the right acquired by this Government to regulate the 
condition of the Chinese here, how that was properly to be adminis- 
tered in conformity with the concession and the terms found in the 
new treaty. 

We have just disposed of a bill of very thorough and comprehensive 
application and action, that is to carry out in the interests of the people 
of this country, as I regard them, the administration of the continued 
population now here of that race and of that nation. We are now to 
confront another element of importance in the relations between the 
Chinese Empire and this country, between the Government of this 
country and the government of China, and that is the relations arising 
out of the deplorable massacre and violence and spoliation in a Terri- 
tory of the United States which was practiced without any other provo- 
cation that I know of than the fact that these poor victims were Chinese, 
subjects of the Empire of China. Their presence, their toleration be- 
came offensive to another portion of our population then locally inter- 
mixed with them, who were rivaling in the industries for which they 
were oa sg 

It has n said—it was said by you, Mr. President—that none of 
those engaged in these violences were citizens of the United States. 
They were persons subject to the laws of the United States; they were 

ms for whose conduct we were responsible as much as we were 

‘or that of native or of naturalized citizens. We exert our power and 

extend our authority over all that are within our territory and subject 

to the general dominion of our power and of our laws. Weare to treat 

this, therefore, in dealing with China, as if this was the act of the peo- 
ple of the United States. 

Nor can we draw any distinction as toward China or toward the 
emperor between the circumstances” under which these Chinese were 
here, nor of the particular occasion or opportunity for division, for dis- 
agreement, for rivalry, for hatred, and for the pursuit of wrath. They 
were entitled to as much protection as if they had been subjects of 
Great Britain or citizens of France. They were under the same law; 
we had the same power; and we do not lower our authority in the 
presence of any difficulties or dangers on this land. 

There comes then under these circumstances first the dignity of the 
occurrence. It was not an ordinary mob; it was not a temporary ex- 
citement or perturbation of spirit unconnected with the carrying out 
of a purpose. This was a violence against the Chinese who were here 
in the peace of our laws, under our Government, under our Constitu- 
tion, and under the late relations of almost the extreme of comity and 
concession which had been accorded by the Chinese Government in ac- 
commodating to our occasions the treaty of 1880 in disparity from the 
Burlingame treaty. There was also an indication that, relieved from 
its asperities, most of the resentments, most of the competitions of our 
people had passed away. There was only thisremnant that was to be 
dealt with, and that were to pass out of our territory never to return, 
or if to return at all, under the restrictions that identified them. 

This was what fairly may be called a massacre, a disgrace to any com- 
munity where it occurs, and a disgrace to any power or government that 
does not punish the offenders and reinstate the injury. I do not qualify 
that in any term or word. That occurrence was a disgrace to the com- 
munity where it occurred; itis a di to the United States Govern- 


ment and power if it can not punish, if it can not resent, and if it can 
not repair. 

Now the scene of this outrage and violence was not disparaged or en- 
cumbered by any of the difficulties under our Constitution of direct 
authority within the States. This was in our own territory, our own 


local government. There were no laws prevalent in that community 
but the laws of the United States of America either by direct legislation 
or by legislation called into power directly by this Government and ex- 
ercised within our own territory. ; 
The history shows that for these fifteen murders and this list of less 
serious injuries and of spoliation of these poor people, counting by a 
hundred or so and culminating only in the sum of $147,000, nobody 
has been punished and no re&titution has been made. If it was then 
a crime of excitement on the part of the mob, it was a crime either of 
indifference or of imbecility on the part of the Government there. If 
it was a crime of imbecility and indifference on the of authori- 
ties there, then those who represented the power of bt, Sang Govern- 
ment should themselves have been punished and th ves removed 
from position. And thus in all relations that prevail between nations 
we stand as the power responsible for the transaction, notin ahve. 
but for the transaction as it has been treated, or as it has p ed 
since it occ ‘ 
I have now to say but a word about the distinction between the re- 
lations between this country and the western powers, and the rela- 
tions between this and the western powers and the Oriental, or, as 
they are generally called, non-Christian nations. Between Great Brit- 
ain and ourselves there is what we may call an absolute unity in the 
habits of government and administration of law; not merely that we 
have the same common law and the same system of trials of fact and 
of control of judicial matters; but we have the same habits of feel- 
ing, and we know exactly how far and how close may be the ex- 
cesses that are possible in the administration of justice which will occur 
to the disgrace of its administration in any community for a moment 
or under extraordinary circumstances. So with the Continental na- 
tions; we have the same religion, the same race, the same instituti 
the same humanity, the same amenities, and we do not hesitate to 
understand that when our citizens or their subjects or citizens are in 
the country of another, we submit them and expect them to be sub- 
mitted to the ordinary fate that belong to the administration of affairs 
as governing and protecting the safety and security of the population. 
In our dealings with the Oriental or non-Christian nations, including 
Turkey, we have never been willing to stand upon those footings. 
We have never been willing that our citi when sojourners in those 
countries, were to be treated as subject to their laws. Extraterrito- 


rial protection of our people in providing tribunals and methods of trial 
and protection have been insisted upon and are governed by our trea- 
ties, > 


Now when iù comes toa question between China and the United 
States, with this transaction present between them for observation and 
criticism and judgment of these two nations concerning this identical 
transaction and in the judgment of all the nations of the world, how 
are we to meet this situation under this responsibility so direct of this 
Government, except to deal with it upon the same terms that we have 
insisted upon from those nations? We in*advance have said, ‘* We 
will claim exemption and extraterritorial jurisdiction for our citizens 
in their rights and in their trials; we have refused that to you;’’ and 
now putting it upon a ground of superiority in our laws, in our hu- 
manity, inour cultivation of all Christian and all benevolent relations, 
we ask you to receive from us the cold answer of diplomacy that all 
people are safe heré and the laws protect, and the laws punish, and the 
laws redress ! 

Our Government has been called upon in regard to Turkey, and 
Japan, and China, to exact indemnity for outrages that had been per- 
petrated at the cost and injury of our citizens, our missionaries, our 
merchants, our travelers. We have done it and have not hesitated to 
do it, regarding it asa charge for which those governments were re- 
sponsible although the acts complained of proceeded from no act either 
of the Japanese or of the Chinese or of the Turkish Government. I 
do not mean that all the cases were of this kind, but all cases falling 
within that condition. We have said that we do not occupy the same re- 
lation, we do not recognize that the administration of justice or of pun- 
ishment or the rules of protection are the same with you that they are 
with us. But diplomatically the answer must be made to the Chinese 
as I had occasion to make it in the instance of the Colorado violence, 
which was fortunately much less and much better administered in the 
way of redress and protection than in this case—the diplomatic an- 
swer is the same, and that is that when persons are within a foreign 
country and there are laws ond courts of justice and violence has 
sprung out of the ground, as it were, and victims have fallen among 
your sojourning population the fate is the same as it would be upon 
our own people; our laws punish with severity all such crimes; our 
laws protect by police against the perpetration of such crimes, and 
your people while within the borders of our territory must submit to 
thesame fate withours, And this we say to these Oriental or non-Chris- 
tian nations with the same tone with which we deny to them the same 
answer on their part when violence and massacre or violence and spo- 
liation spring out of the ground also in their territories, not by the 
act of the government. We insist upon indemnity and have exacted 
it over and over again. 

There is, therefore, no inconsistency in the view which I presented 
of the relations by which the executive government were held to a rec- 


ognition of responsibility from that position which I now take and in 
the concurrence that Mr. Blaine when of State did me the 
honor to present in his own letter and that the present Secretary of 
State has also done. ‘There is no difference whatever in the view all 
of us presented in this diplomatic relation and that which we—I at 
least and the present Secretary of State—have occasion now to consider. 

What is, then, the relation we are in? As against any of the West- 
ern nations, when the administration of justice by them, although 
they have the same Jaws, the same system, the same freedom, the same 
submission to the supremacy of jury trials, &c.—when there is an in- 
stance of agreat, noticeable, undeniable violence and spoliation that has 
been followed by an actual indifference of the ordinary administra- 
tion of justice and the obstruction and the indifference put wholly on 
the ground that our race and our nationality was the occasion of the 
violence and the occasion of the indifference, we have not been dis- 
posed to submit to an answer that the laws are equal and the situation 
is the same. 

What then should be ourattitude toward China, for we need not dis- 
cuss it as applicable to other nations nor as furnishing a rule for action 
herafter? It is this: Althongh cr debito justitiw we cannot admit that 
it is a rule of responsibility, yet every nation recognizes that it hears 
with and attention whatever may touch the heartand the feel- 
ing and the duty of a foreign nation and may properly be presented to 
the heart, the feeling, and the duty of our nation; and thatis, whether 
on pre-existing obligations or not, and as a matter of diplomatic recog- 
nition of responsibility that the executive government undertakes. 
When it is thus presented to us we will look at the features and the 
circumstances and the relations of the actual transaction. And I ap- 
prehend that whatever divergence of opinion or feeling there may be 
as to whether there should be an actual unanimity in making this in- 
demnity, I think all will agree that the circumstances of this transac- 
tion will be, in the judgment of the people of this country, objects of 
future consideration, of future record, if we have done what we can to 
obliterate the disgrace to our Government on the subject of there hav- 
ing been no punishment and no reparation in a Territory where our 
Government has direct authority. 

All will agree that China has a right to be stirred in the breasts of 
all that mass of population and may affect the greatStatesmen and the 
great rulers of that friendly nation, and our people have a right to be 
stirred; and they have a right not to submit themselves to the final 
disposition of a local community where the neighbors will not prose- 
cute and will not convict and will not punish for theseoutrages. This 
Government itself by whatever regulation of absolute obligation may 
subsist, our e must rescue itself from this foul blot of violence and 
turbulence, and this fouler blot of the indifference of our communities. 

Tt isin this view, Mr. President, that I have chosen to present this 
case, because of the course of the Chinese minister in the discussion of 
diplomatic views which have been brought to attention. 

am told that in the other House, as matter of argument in favor of 
this indemnity, some reference has been made to the attitude taken by 
the counsel of this Government in the insistence and prosecution of its 
rights against Great Britain for the injuries that we suffered by the 
spoliation of our commerce by the escaped cruisers. It is quite true 
that within the scope of that ent thus raised between nation and 
nation, under no pre-existing obligations of recognized and stipulated 
force and operation, the answer there made that they had laws and 
they were laws of freedom and that they could not arrest and they 
could not intervene except on the principles of the common law and of 
adequate evidence before they could be called upon to exercise their 
power, and that the escape of the cruisers, therefore, was to be treated 
as one of those misfortunes that must happen under the exercise of 
these liberal views in the administration of justice. 

It is true that that answer was met on onr part by the position that 
as toward us they were bound to maintain neutrality, and if that neu- 
trality could not be preserved under proper obligations to us except 
according to such domestic and municipal regulations as they thought 
were of advantage to themselves, this violation of neutrality and these 
outrages upon us could not be trated upon us at our expense for 
the benefit of their domestic affairs, It appears to me that when a na- 
tion comes to act, as it does not under pre-existing obligations, but of 
its own motion, of its own sense of what it should do as belonging from 
one great nation to another great friendly nation toward whoni more than 
ever presently we should show a disposition both of justice and of regard, 
in a case never likely to occur between other nations with more strik- 
ing obligations than in the particular relations between these two great 
governments, we must concur that the grant of this indemnity from 
the Treasury, asked for by the executive government and now sub- 
mitted to the action of the Senate, should receive, I shonld hope, almost 
a unanimous support. 

Rax ah Mr. President, I wish to make a few observations upon 

This has been one of the most gricvons outrages ever committed in 
our country or in any other. It isa barbarism which it is impossible 
for language to describe. I read avery short extract taken from a 
paper published in the county where this outrage occurred: 

A look around the scenes of the previous day's work revealed some torrible 


sights Thursday morning. In the smoking cellar of one Chinese bouse the 
Ch Three 


blackened bodies of three Chinamen wereseen, others were in the cellar 
of another, and four more bodies were found near by. teens ar 
a hole 


themsel 
ing their lower extremities to a crisp and leaving the portion of the body 
untouched. At the east end of Chinatown another Sole wes found by 


He was taken up town and cared for by Dr. 
this two others were seriously wounded, and many who got away were more 
slightly hurt. The trains to-day have picked up a large number of Chinamen 
on the track and taken them west. 
[From Salt Lake Tribune. ] 

AT ROCK SPRINGS—A SPECIAL TRIBUNE REPRESENTATIVE ON THE GROUND, 
After the massacre on September 2, the bodies of twenty-five Chinese were 
ered and buried on a portion of the burnt district. The bodies were ex- 
humed and placed in cofins, and given burial in the Chinese cemetery, while 
the Government directors were here, and they had an opportunity to see the 
pror remains. Probably no more horrible mortuary scene ever presented 
if to man than this, Trunks and limbs of human beings, showing the work 
of firearms, knives, bludgeons, and of fire, mingled in one mass of putrefaction 
when all had been together. On many the skulls were mashed in and 
j ing the number killed, and who have ed from 
fright and starvation, or died from their wounds, it is doubtful w) 


in after living out 
several days, reports that two of his comrades died, and before he left them the 
coyotes had begun to devour the bodies, This is probably one incidentina half 
dozen or more. The Chinaman who ried this when he came in was so 
nearly famished that he lay down by a tub and drank as if he never would be 
able to quench his dreadful thirst, and, being wounded in his foot, went away for 
treatment, and can not now be found. 

This is a very small part of the description of this most cowardly out- 
rage upon humanity as well as upon the laws and upon the treaty ob- 
ligations of this Government to protect these Chinese. It has been 
argued that there was no obligation on the part of this Government to 
do more than give to these people the remedy of access to the 
courts, to the judicial authorities. I do not so understand the relations 
that one government sustains to another. For a thousand years the 
traveler who goes beyond the jurisdiction of his country and enters into 
the sovereignty of another has been followed by the power of his gov- 
ernment, and to that alone does he look for protection. Itis true that 
he has the right to appeal to the judicial authority; but suppose that, 
as is y the case and as is recognized by international law, pro- 
tection has not been thus afforded to him, who is there to hold the for- 
eign government amenable? Whothrows protection around the citizen 
except the sovereignty under whose flag and under whose power he has 
gone abroad? Whose obligation is it to secure the peace of the Com- 
monwealth and protect the people from organized violence? It is the 
Government's, and foreign governments must hold the sovereign respon- 
sible that it shall be done. x 

Mr. President, it seems strange to me that there should be any ques- 
tion made in regard to the necessity and propriety of passing this bill. 
I find in the official documents which have been presented to us the 
following: 

But the A and published records of the Government of the United Statea 
show that, in the past Legis B TOGE RENONS repeatedly intervened 
officially and demanded of the Chinese Government not only the punishment 
of rioters, and other lawless persons, who have destro; or - 
ated the property of American citizens in China, but has also asked the impe- 
rial government either to compel the outlaws or the local authorities to indem- 
nify those citizens for the losses sustained, or has as! the government 


itself to pay these losses. The most noted instance is that of the convention of 
1858, when, at the close of the British and French hostilities China, at 


the t instance of the Government of the United States, $735,258.97 were 
paid by China to satisfy the claims of American citi amount of 
which was for losses l by mobs, rob! and other law acts of in- 


Sut inmpostant being that of the Tie Tein riot in 1800, when the mative WODA 
most e n w native popu- 
Indie: attached the Bronch OMARI sisson In that citer dastreped the cathe: 
dral, the French consulate, and a ae the French of Mercy, 


and the mob resulted in the sixteen Freuch subjects, including 
Altho) the riot was directed a. the Fre: 


consul, and three Russians. nch 
Catholic missions, some ng tothe American rd of missions 
was destroyed or . The A minister, Mr, Low, very promptly 
united with the other members of the diplomatic corps in a joint note to Prince 
Kung, calling urgently upon the imperial government to take prompt meas- 


these rioters. in which they state that “it is ind © that, 
as other countries hear the tidings of this crime, they should, at the same time, 
be informed that justice is being done.” (For. Rel., 1870, p. 359.) 


In connection with that I read the following from the communica- 
tion of the Secretary of State: 


Such remedies must be pursued in the proce quarter and through the ave- 
nues of justice marked out for the SAA on of such 

The doctrine of the non-liability of the United States for the acts of individ- 
uals committed in violation of its laws is clear as to acts of its own citizens, and 
a fortiori in respect of aliens who abuse the privi acco them of resi- 
dence in our midst by breaking the publie and infringing upon the rights 
of others, and it has and au ey ie ee te eee 
cessors in office, to whose declarations in that behalf your note refers. To that 
doctrine the course of this Government furnishes no exception. And in this 
connection I — to say that you labor under a misapprehension in citing 


unknown to the Government, and with which no officer or 
United States was allied. 


1886. 
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Nothing can be clearer than the enunciation of the doctrine of Government 
non} ity on that occasion. While denouncing such isgrace 
and in criminal violation of law and order, it wasem; y denied that the 
acts in question created any obligation on the part of the United States, arising 
outof the faith of nations towards each , for the losses thus occasioned 
<i andto individuals, Neither is there a between the Spanish incident 

1550 and the recent riot and massacre of the Chinese at Rock Springs. 

Now, Mr. President, there isa great contradiction between this enun- 
ciation of the Secretary of State and the practice of this Government 
in demanding indemnity from the Chinese Government. Can that be 
law which the Government of the United States does not ize and 
enforce in its relations with other governments? We understand that 
it is a legal fiction that the sovereignty is bound by no law except the 
law of its own sovereign volition, but the question is upon what prin- 
ciple of right did the Government of the United States act in demand- 
ing indemnity from the Chinese Government for a robbery and a vio- 
lence perpetrated upon an American citizen by a Chinese mob? And 
when the Government of the United States undertake to say that there 
is no obligation upon this Government to do what they demanded of 
China to do, there can be no justification of such a proposition. © 

Does not the action of any sovereign government toward another gov- 
ernment furnish the law for its proceeding in regard to that same gov- 
ernment when a like case occurs? I merely wish to say that there is 
no reasoning in this proposition. What has the Senate of the United 
States, in dealing with a great question relating to the foreign inter- 
course of this Government with another one, to do with technical ques- 
tions as to legal responsibility? I undertake to say that by the light 
of precedent, by the acknowledgment of this and every other govern- 
ment as to what is just, as to what are the obligations of international 
Jaw, the man who comes into this country invited by a treaty obliga- 
tion comes here under the protection of the National Government, to 
whom is remitted the conduct of its foreign affairs and its relations 
with foreign countries. And I say furthermore that when this Gov- 
ernment demanded and received indemnity for an American citizen for 
violence perpetrated by a Chinese mob, we affirmed to the Government 
of China and all the world that we would furnish the like protection 
and the like indemnity to Chinese and others who should suffer under 
like cireumstances. : 

I conceive that there is neither authority nor reason nor justice in 
denying the responsibility of the Government of the United States for 
the protection of these Chinese subjects and for indemnifying them for 
their losses in this great outrage. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Mr. President, I did not anticipate that this bill 
would come up forfinalaction to-day. I desire tosubmita few remarks 
upon it, particularly to refertosome precedents and authorities which I 
have not now convenient. I would be very much obliged if the Senator 
in charge of the bill would consent that we might now go into execu- 
tive session and take it up in the morning. It will save a great deal of 
time, because I do not want to detain the Senate long, and if I were to 
speak now I should be compelled to read a great deal more than I should 
do if I had time to arrange the paragraphs I wish to quote. 3 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly; I think it is a proper concession if it is 
desired; but I should like to have some understanding as to whether 
we shall be able to go on with the matter to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It comes up as the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will come up as the un- 
finished business at 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Give notice that you will call it up in the morn- 
ing hour again, 

Mr. EVARTS. I will call it up again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will come up as the un- 
finished business at 2 o'clock. 

mr: COCKRELL. But the Senator can move to take it up before 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
submit a motion? 

Mr. EVARTS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before that is done, I ask the Senator from New 
York to yield. I hope we shall finish this bill to-night. 

Mr. EVARTS. I yield to the Senator from Vermont. 


PENSION APPEALS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to submit an amendment to be proposed 
to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, which I 
ask to have referred for the time being to the Committee on Pensions 
which has charge of these affairs to consider, and I should like to have 
the amendment read together with a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, addressed to me about the number of pension appeals now de- 
pending before him from the Commissioner of Pensions, which I think 
is betel a of consideration. 

RESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the proposed 
—o will be read, and also the letter of the ese tend the In- 
or. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to speedily dispose of the appeals from 
the issi of Pensi him ; 
United States is hereby authorized, by and with the advice and consent of tine 


Senate, to appoint not exceeding seven special assistants to the Secretary of the 
Interior for the consideration of such cases, at a compensation not exceeding 
$10.a day for a period not exceeding twelve months, $21,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now read the letter. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, May 26, 1836, 

Sir: Lam in receipt of your letter of the 24th instant, requesting to be in- 
formed of the present total number of pension a; ìs before of 
the Interior, and when the appeal in the case of Adrian T. Woodward, late sur- 
geon of the Fourteenth Vermont Volunteers, will be reached in its order for 
consideration, and how long it hus becn pending, I have the honor to state in 
reply that during the year 1855 there were twenty-six hundred and twenty-one 
appeals filed, Aboutsix hundred of these have been disposed of, and those ap- 
pealed in March, 1835, are now being considered. The appeal in Mr. Wood- 
ward's case was filed on the 6th of May, 1885, and there are about four handred 
cases ahead of his on the docket; approximately it will therefore be at least 
three months before his case will be ed in its order. 

I will state further that there have been apuceien during this year up to the 
present date something over twelve hundred cases, makinga total of over three 
thousand claims pending on appeal before the Department. 

Very respectfully, ` 
- L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 
Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
United States Senate. 

The amendment was ordered to be printed and referred to the Com- 

mittee on Pensions. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EVARTS. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
EvARts] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hopr and nine minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 3 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 4, 
1886, at 12 o'clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 28, 1886. 
ASSOCIATE TERRITORIAL JUSTICES. 
William H. Barnes, of Illinois, to be associate justice of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Arizona. A 
Louis K. Church, of New York, to be associate justice of the supremo 
court of the Territory of Dakota. 
PENSION AGENT, ; 
Benjamin F. Peach, jr., of Lynn, Mass., to be pension agent at Bos- 
ton, Mass. 
CONSUL. 
Frederick Ellison, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States at 
Asuncion. 
SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. : 
Alfred C. Egerter, of West Virginia, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Wheeling, in the State of West Virginia. 
Leon Trousdale, of Tennessee, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Nashville, in the State of Tennessee. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Robert M. T. Hunter, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the 

district of Tappahannock, in the State of Virginia. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS, 

Fabius H. Busbee, of North Carolina, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of North Carolina. 

Henry W. Hobson, of Colorado, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Colorado. 

MARSHALS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Reuben B. Pleasants, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Louisiana. ; 

Romulo Martinez, of New Mexico, to be marshal of the United States 
for the Territory of New Mexico. 

Samuel L. Graham, of Virginia, to be marshal of the United States 
for the western district of Virginia. 

Frank H. Dyer, of Utah Territory, to be marshal of the United States 
for the Territory of Utah. 

Thomas E. Kelly, of Nevada, to be marshal of the United States for 
the district of Nevada. 

Robert 8. Kelly, of Montana, to be marshal of the United States for 
the Territory of Montana. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICE. 

A. F. Snelling, of Lakeview, Oreg., to be register of the land office 
of Lakeview, Oreg. 

John Y. Ostrander, to be register of the land office at Olympia, Wash. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Corps of Engineers. 
First Lieut. Dan. C. Kingman, to be captain. Second Lieut. Henry 
E. Waterman, to be first lieutenant. 


5200 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 3, 


POSTMASTERS, 

Willard Stearns, to be postmaster at Adrian, in the county of Lena- 
wee awd State of Michigan. 

William Schermerhorn, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county 
of Lenawee and State of Michigan. 

Patrick H. McGarry, to be postmaster at Stanton, in the county of 
Montcalm and State of Michigan. 
orga Clements, to be postmaster at, Bucyrus, Crawford County, 

io. 

Benjamin F. Howell, to be postmaster at Riverhead, Suffolk County, 
New York. 

Robert Humphrey, to be postmaster at West New Brighton, Rich- 
mond County, New York. 
` ak Sweet, to be postmaster at Dansville, Livingston County, New 

ork. 

James B. Crossen, to be postmaster at The Dalles, Waco County, 


Oregon. 

Frank W. Osburn, to be postmaster at Eugene City, Lane County, 
Oregon. 
Stephen D. Jeffries, to be postmaster at Clark, Clark County, Terri- 
tory of Dakota. . 

Peter Nodler, to be postmaster at Covington, Kenton County, Ken- 
tucky. 
Don A. Gilbert, to be postmaster at Bainbridge, Chenango County, 
New York. 

Charles D. Curtis, to be postmaster at Helena, Lewis, and Clark 
County, Territory of Montana. 

W. Scott Gillespie, to be postmaster at Kingston, N. Y. 

Silas C. Bennett, to be postmaster at Georgetown, Colo. 

Anton Klaus, to be postmaster at Jamestown, Dak. 

James Moran, jr., to be postmaster at Waukegan, Ill. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Frank J. Pratt, of Massachusetts, to bé collector of internal revenue 
for the tenth district of Massachusetts. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 


usetts, in place of Edward R. Tinker, suspended, and, so 
far as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that . Prat 
is a fit and proper person to discharge the duties of the office, and that there are 
noc or rs on file refl pon the character of Edward R. Tinker, 


harges u 
suspended, as will appéar from the following letter of the Secretary of the 


ury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 17, 1886. 

Sr: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 16, 1886, asking whether or not “there are any charges on file 
against the offi or moral r of Edward R. Tinker, late collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the district of Massachusetts, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this in: met BS erg 
to a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down e Presi- 

ent's recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspen- 
si 


act oe par on abn ase = ve re- 
partment of information e Senate, 
mmittee that the office referred to aa ae EA EAE 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public serv- 
ice, and that the policy of the present on will be better carried out 


bia ecm the | be inyolved in th nsiderati 

as same may nvolved in these co: erations, no papers con- 
taining m the official or moral character of the nded 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 
men 


t. 
Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. JustTIN S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Commitice on Finance. 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 


D. MANNING, Secretary. 


nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 
“ Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee on 
Fi dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the s m of 


collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no charges or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr, Pratt. 


Andrew L. Ellett, of Virginia, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the second district of Virginia. ti 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 

The Committee on Finance haye had under consideration the nomination 
(No, —) of Andrew L. Ellett, of Virginia, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the second district of Virginia, in place of Asa Rogers, nded, and, so far as 
they have been able to obtain the information, they find that Andrew L. Ellett is a 
fit and proper person to the duties of the office, and that there are no 
eareee or papers on file reflecting upon the character of Asa rs, suspended, 
as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the ury : 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 18, 1886. 

Sır: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
dated March 17, asking whether or not “ there areany on file against 
the official or m character of Asa TS, late collector of internal revenue 
fox the second district of Virginia, suspended,” is received, 


In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this ingame relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the President's 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such Bry nego a 

But in order that I may su act within the requirements of the statute re- 
lating to the furnishing by this p Sainan of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public sery- 
me = that the policy of the present administration will be better carried out 

such chan, 

Except as same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining reflecting upon the official or moral character of the sus; ed 
onee mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this Depart- 
men 


Respectfully, yours, 


Ion. Justrx S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance, 


A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing : 

“Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no — or papers on file in the De- 
partment reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or 


Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the eon- 
firmation of Mr. Ellett. 


John W. Causey, of Delaware, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the district of Delaware. 

The above confirmation was accompanied by the following report 
from the Committee on Finance; which was ordered by the Senate to 
be printed in the RECORD: 


The Committee on Finance have had under consideration the nomination 
(No. 1285) of John W. Geo; of Delaware, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Delaware, in place of Beriah Watson, suspended, and, so far 
as they have been able to obtain the information, they find that John W. Causey 
is a fit and proper person to d the duties of the office, and that there are 
no charges or papers on file reflecting upon the character of Beriah Watson, 
susponded, as will appear from the following letter of the Secretary of the 

reasury : 


D. MANNING, Sceretary. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 18,1886. 


Sim: Your communication on behalf of the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate, dated March 17, 1886, asking whether or not * there are any charges on file 
against the official or moral characterof Beriah Watson, late collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the district of Delaware, suspended,” is received. 

In reply thereto I have the honor to state that, so far as this poguire relates to 
a suspension from office, I feel bound by the rules laid down in the ident's 
recent message to the Senate upon the general subject of such suspensions. 

But in order that J may ae within the requirements of the statute relat- 
ing to the furnishing by this Department of information to the Senate, I beg 
leave to remind the committee that the office referred to has no fixed term at- 
tached to it, and to further state that the President is satisfied that a change in 
the incumbency of said office will result in an improvement of the public service, 
saai that o policy of the present administration will be better carried out by 
such a change. 

Except as the same may be involved in these considerations, no papers con- 
taining reflecting upon the official or moral character of the suspended 
officer mentioned in your communication are in the custody of this ment. 


Respectfally, yours, 
D. MANNING, Secretary, 
Ilon. Justrx 8. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance. 
A resolution, as follows, was unanimously adopted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, April 6, 1886, in relation to this and all similar letters to the foregoing: 
‘Resolved, That the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Committee 
on Finance, dated March 16, 1886, or subsequently, in relation to the suspension 
of collectors of internal revenue, should be received and held as honest declara- 
tions made in good faith that there are no or papers on file in the Depart- 
pres reflecting in any manner against their moral or official conduct or char- 
er. 
Under this statement of facts, and the fact that there is no fixed term attached 
to the office of collector of internal revenue, the committee recommend the con- 
firmation of Mr. Causey, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 3, 1886. 


The House was called to order at 11 o’clock a. m. by Hon. Jomn B. 
CLARK, its Clerk, who directed the reading of the following communi- 
cation: 


SPEAKER'S Room, House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., June 3, 1886. 
Having tobe absent from the city, I hereby designate Hon. OLIN WELLBORN to 
preside as Speaker pro tempore during this legislative day. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Joun B. CLARK 


Clerk House of Representatices. 


Mr. WELLBORN accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EVENING SESSION FOR DEBATE. 
Mr. HILL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the House take a recess at 4.55 p. m. this day until 8 o'clock p, 
m., the evening session to be devoted to debate only on the Oklahoma bill. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HATCH. I demand the regular order. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theregular order is the call of commit- | adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table, and 


tees for reports. 
RELINQUISHMENT OF LANDS, SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Commiitee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6402) to relinquish 
the interest of the United States in certain lands to the city and county 
of San Francisco, and its grantees; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 

‘Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the joint resolution (S. R. 
18) for the relief of the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railway Com- 
pany; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH $. MOODY. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
pea back favorably the bill (S. 948) granting a pension to Joseph 8. 

oody; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
HO TAYN Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
p 3 

MATHIAS WONDRACK. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pensions, also 
MS av back favorably the bill (S. 1384) granting a pension to Mathias 
ondrack; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, ; 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR AND WILLIAM H. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. W. of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2053) for the relief of Chester A. Arthur and 
William H. Robertson, late collectors of customs of the district of the 
city of New York; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

E. B. BAILEY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9033) for the relief of E. B. Bailey; 
which was referred to ihe Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with ihe accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

J. M. HOBBS. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 118) for the relief of J. M. Hobbs; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 2 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
now recognize gentlemen to present reports who were not in their seats 
when their committees were called. 

There was no objection. . 

CHAPTER 218 OF ACTS OF FORTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS. 

Mr, CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2152) to amend chapter 218 of the acts of 
the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, approved June 15, 1882; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

GEN. BENJAMIN F. KELLY. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 838) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Kelly; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. £ 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Foreign irs, re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1524) 
making an appropriation for the purchase of a work entitled “Port 
charges and requirements on vessels in the various ports of the world, 
with tables of moneys, weights, and measures of all nations, and a tel- 
egraphic code for masters, owners, and ship-brokers, by Theodore Hun- 
ter and Jarvis Patten,” for the use of United States consuls that are 
stationed at seaports, and through said consuls for consultation of Amer- 
ican ship-masters visiting those ports; which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LOVISA KEARNEY. 


Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5927) for the relief of Louisa Kearney; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
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the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 
A bill (H. R. 380) to pay to the surviving children of Revolution- 
ary soldiers the arrears of pensions between 1818 and 1832; 
The bill (H. R. 1856) granting a pension to Isaac Winans; and 
The bill (H. R. 8942) increasing the pension of Dwyer Tracy. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT TROY. 


Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7775) to increase the appropri- 
ation for the erection of a public building at Troy, N. Y.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the report hereafter to be filed, ordered to be printed. 


LETTER-CARRIERS. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, from the Committee on Labor, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2076) to extend to letter-carriers the privi- 
leges secured to other employés of the United States by section 3738 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to the hours of labor; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


APPEALS TO SUPR COURT. 


Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5577) to provide that a judgment in the cir- 
cuit court of the United States upon an interest coupon of a bond by 
a municipal corporation shall not be conclusive in a question on the 
bond when the amount gives jurisdiction to the Supreme Court on ap- 
peal; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

FURNITURE FOR GOVERNOR’S OFFICE, UTAH. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the sec- 
retary of Utah for the purchase of furniture for the office of the gov- 
ernor; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NEW PENSION BUILDING. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with inclosures, an 
estimate from the Secretary of the Interior for the construction of an 
additional floor in the new pension building; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ord to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House bills of the 
Senate of the following titles; which were referred as follows: 

The bill (S. 188) to prevent the acquisition of real property by aliens, 
and for other p to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 1991) supplementary to and amendatory of ‘‘Anact to exe- 
cute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved May 6, 
1882, as amended by an act to amend said act approved July 5, 1884— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: , 
To Mr. Hupp, indefinitely, on account of severe indisposition. 
To Mr. CLEMENTS, for. ten days. 

To Mr. LAIRD, indefinitely. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. ELY, by unanimous consent leave was given to 
withdraw from the files of the House certain papers presented with 
the application for pension for the grandchildren of General Eleazer 
Brooks, of Lincoln, Mass. 

OLEOMARGARINE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, By an agreement entered into yester- 
day evening the r order now is the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, &c. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HATCH] is ized. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, availing myself of the privilege of the 
rules, I shall occupy the hour allotted to me in further explanation of 
the provisions of this bill and of my own reasons for so earnestly sup- 
porting it. In many respects this is the most remarkable parliament- 
ary contest that has been had on this floor for many years. The very 
fact that this bill was reported from the Committee on Agriculture and 
not from the Committee on Ways and Means seems to have aroused 
antagonism at its first reading. 

How does it come that this bill is reported by the Committee on Agri- 
culture? It results from a direct vote of this House. The jurisdiction 
conferred upon that committee comes from the same power that confers 
jurisdiction upon the Committee on Ways and Means, and upon all the 
other committees of the House. The Committee on Agriculture did 
not seek the responsibility of this measure. No member of that com- 
mittee introduced any bill upon this subject until after the House had 
acted upon the bill introduced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scorr] and, bya decisive vote, had referred that bill to the Com- 
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ittee on Aei Afterward the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
V HITE] and the gentleman from Iowa for. FREDERICK], and perhaps 
other members of the committee, introduced supplemental bills which 
also were referred to the same committee. The Committee on Agri- 
culture brings this bill before the House with all the authority and all 
the jurisdiction conferred upon any committee to report a bill, and this 
measure is entitled to the same careful consideration that it would have 
received had it been reported by the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Perhaps no bill that has been under consideration in this Congress 
or in any Congress during the past ten years has received a more thor- 
ough and in many respects a more searching, instructive, and able dis- 
cussion than this. While I am glad to say that this is true in the main, 
yet it is also true that in this discussion expressions the most reckless, 
opposition as bitter as could possibly be put in words, has been hurled 
at this bill. Gentlemen opposing the bill started out with the cry of 
“fraud.” Like the cuttle-fish which attempts to darken and muddy 
the waters when it seeks to make its escape from er, like the male- 
factor who blinds his pursurers by the cry of ‘‘stop thief!” gentlemen 
have raised this cry of ‘‘fraud’’ knowing and feeling that in opposing 
this bill they stood here the advocates of the monumental fraud of the 
nineteenth century. [Applause. ] 

Where is the fraud? Read the title of the bill. Is there a single 
word in it as to the purposes of this bill that any honorable man can 
object to? It is a bill todefine butter and to place an internal-revenue 
tax upon oleomargarine, and it defines what oleomargarine is. Where 
is the fraud? The fraud isin the manufacture of the article; the fraud 
is in the sale of the article; the fraud is committed upon sixty millions 
of people who are asked to buy this article under a false and fraudu- 
lent name. The fraud exists only in the imagination of those gentle- 
men who are haunted by their own advocacy of this stupendous fraud. 

At the very outset, as was anticipated by the committee, we aremet 
by the objection that this bill is unconstitutional. Hasany gentleman 
dared to assert in terms upon this floor and to risk his reputation as a 
constitutional lawyer upon the proposition that there isin the terms of 
this bill, in any section of it or in its entirety, an unconstitutional 
feature? Notone. No gentleman has ventured to risk his reputation 
as a lawyer by asserting that this bill upon its face is amenable to the 
objection of being unconstitutional. But they say that incidentally it 
involves a constitutional objection. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a very strange fact, but it is nevertheless a true 
one—and I state it because I am justified by the past action of this 
House, because the records of the last few Congresses bear me out in 
the statement—it is a very strange fact, I say, that every single meas- 
sure that is brought before the House of Representatives of the United 
States which looks to the amelioration of the condition of the agricult- 
ural masses, which looks in the direction of clipping the wings of some 
magnificent close corporation or monopoly, always meets with a flood 
of **constitutional’’ objections. 

When measures come before this House in the interest of great cor- 
porations and corporate powers, of monopolies, either railroads, 
or manufactures, no one hears a word about the Constitution; but let 
any representative of the agricultural interests of the country raise his 
voice here in behalf of any measure seeking to relieve them of the un- 
due burdens of taxation resting upon them and he is sure to be met 
with constitutional objection. The lion of the Judiciary Committee, 
the distinguished gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER], marches out 
into the middle aisle, shakes his shaggy mane, stamps his foot, and 
erfes ‘ unconstitutional;’’ and all the constitutional lawyers of the 
House, big and little, great and small, echo ‘‘unconstitutional ?’’ 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

This is but a repetition of what we witnessed in the Forty-eighth 
Congress when the bill creating a bureau of animal industry was under 
discussion. The gentleman from Med pcr [Mr. TUCKER] in the same 
emphatic and earnest manner declared that measure to be utterly un- 
constitutional and vicious, and yet a majority of both Houses differed 
with him, passed the bill, it was signed by the President, and is now 
existing law. That gentleman comesin again and cries ‘‘conscience!’’ 
in connection with this bill; and, lo and behold, all the constitutional 
lawyers who are so ready to advocate the interests of the corporations 
and monopolies of the country cry out ‘‘conscience.’’ 

I accept the gage of battle. I place my advocacy of this bill upon 
the broadest and the grandest conscience—the conscience of each indi- 
vidual member. Whenever I am found on this floor on the side of 
corperate power and monopoly, whenever I am found on this floor ad- 
vocating like a special pleader the effort of the greatest manufacturing 
monopoly of the nineteenth century, then I want somebody to keep my 
conscience for me;- but I will not go the constitutional lawyers of the 
House. I will go to some man, if I can find him, who is linked to the 
throne above by the ties of his mission, that I may get acquittance for 
such a deed as that. 

“Unconstitutional ’’ because we levy a tax! I hope gentlemen of 
the House will remember that in this extended argument of nine days 
not one single decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, not 
one line of any t commentator upon the Constitution, not even a 
single decision of a State court has been presented to the House in sup- 
port of the position that this bill upon its face in its separate provis- 
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ions or in its entirety is unconstitutional. A great many such cita- 
tions have been read to sustain the constitutionality of the measure; 
and some things have been read against it. 

Isat 1a Fone with some trepidation on the first day of the discus- 
sion on this bill, when the distinguished gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
HANMOND] rose in his place and, with an air which was intended to 
paralyze the intellects and still the hearts of the members of this House 
until that great expounder of the Constitution could be heard from, pro- 
claimed the unconstitntionality of the bill. He had two books before 
him; and I listened with a great deal of interest to find out from whom he 
would quote to sustain his position. He did not keep uslong in wait- 
ing. He quoted first from the living statesman from Georgia—himself 
[laughter]; and for fear that he could not overwhelm the House with 
the soundness and eloquence of that quotation, he consented to supple- 
ment it by reading a short extract from the writings of the great dead 
expounder of the Constitution, Webster of Massachusetts! But you 
notice he put Webster last. [Laughter.] 

In the name of all the living admirers of Webster, I thank the gen- 
tleman for having placed that great constitutional lawyer again upon 
the records of Congress side by side with the living statesman from the 
great State of Georgia. [Laughter and applause.| And that gentle- 
man, not satisfied with having read his opinion delivered some years ago 
upon these constitutional questions, natant later in the discussion, 
with an arrogance which I say has never been equaled in this House, 
to call in question the motives and the ‘‘manhood”’ of gentlemen who 
advocate the passage of this bill, Who made him the keeper of any 
man’s manhood here? If he wants to try the manhood of some gen- 
tlemen who advocate this bill, let him not do it under the shield and 
protection of the rules of this House in a discussion here. Let him 
not use language that is susceptible of one of two constructions—either 
courteous or discourteous. Because, forsooth, the advocates and friends 
of this bill, the Committee on iculture, come in here and ask to 
amend it so as to meet the views of some gentlemen who desire that it 
shall be so amended, this can not be ‘done without that gentleman say- 
ing that the committee had not the ‘manhood’? to bring in this bill 
in such and such a way, or having brought it in here, had not the ‘‘man- 
hood ” to stand by it. He will find out before he gets through whether 
we have the manhood to stand by it or not. When he thinks that the 
Committee on Agriculture or the two hundred men who stand behind 
this bill as its advocates can be driven from its support by either the 
eloquence or the maledictions of the gentleman from Georgia he makes 
the mistake of his life. 

Mr. Speaker, gentlemen on this floor for whose opinions I have pro- 
found respect, have in this discussion made issue that the bill is a dis- 
crimination in favor of one legitimate industry of the country as against 
another. I have listened throughout this long discussion to all the ar- 
guments in support of that view; and if I could have been satisfied that 
the position was sustained, I would myself have moved to strike out 
the enacting clause of this bill. If to-day we can not convincea major- 
ity of this House that such is not the object and effect of this bill I hope 
it will be defeated. I am not here as the advocate of the protection of 
one legitimate American industry at the expense of another. My voice 
has never been raised and my votenever cast in favor of any such prop- 
osition; and any gentleman who attributes to me any such motives not 
only does me an injustice, but he does himself a greater wrong. We 
are not asking the protection of a great American industry at the ex- 
pense of any other legitimate industry of the country. Ifthe manufact- 
ure andsale of this compound known as oleomargarine is not in all its 
elements an outrageous and infamous fraud from the beginning to the 
end, then I hope this bill will be defeated. We are simply seeking to 
protect the people of the country from the imposition of a fraud in the 
hands of a great and wealthy close corporation and combination, and 
that under letters patent, which have been, and will be again, read be- 
fore the House. 

What is it that we seek to tax? Is it a legitimate industry of the 
country? Are the people at large engaged in the manufacture of this 
commodity? Not by any means, The production of this article is 
confined, so far as I have been able to get reliable statistics, to less than 
three hundred and fifty, or at the outside five hundred, manufacturers 
in the United States. Ofthis number less than one hundred manufact- 
ure seyen-eighths of the whole product. Who ever heard of this article 
a few years ago? The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] 
says that it is one of the boons and blessings of the age in which we 
live; and he makes the remarkable statement on this floor that in his 
judgment it is better than butter. ‘‘ Ephraim is joined to his idols.” 
I shall not attempt to convince that gentleman of his error. ‘‘ Where 
ignorance is bliss ’tis folly to be wise.” [Laughter.] But what is it? 

Now, I want to say in the very outset of this argument that [do not 
agree with the admissions made on the part of some of the supporters 
of this bill, that in their judgment oleomargarine can be made palata- 
ble and wholesome as human food. Without a qualification I do not 
consent to that proposition. 

I do not believe that it is within the power of chemistry, that it is 
within the power of patentees by any process, or that it is within the 
power of skilled workmen, to so combine the raw materials with the 
chemicals used in the manufacture to make the oleomargarine to be 
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used in its raw state as butter a wholesome or palatable food. I deny 
it altogetner, and I have no respect for the opinion of any chemist 
who asserts it. That selected samples of the product have been sent 
to chemists and have received their commendation, that large sums of 
money have been paid for their opinions upon them, no man who has 
studied the question doubts for a minute; but any doctor or chemist 
who tells me that I can take for three hundred and sixty-five days in 
the year and three times a day into my stomach the raw, uncooked 
product of oleomargarine, used as butter, simply writes himself down 
in my judgment as a knave or an ass. [Laughter.] I do not believe 
any such nonsense; and no man who has ever given the subject the 
slightest attention and knows what it is believes it. ` 

That oleomargarine can be used, manufactured from pure materials, 
in cooking when subjected to a high temperature—the heat of the fire— 
and recooked, may under such circumstances be a wholesome food, I 
do not pretend to deny; I have not a doubt of it; and I am perfectly 
willing to admit that the gentlemen who sent the certificates from 
Chicago, Armour & Co., Fairbanks & Co., Swift & Co., in connection 
with their mode of manufacturing oleomargarine, make the very best 
and purest that is used in the United States. I do not question that. 
Nor do I question the further fact that when the product is made, 
there is put upon it a little stamp of ‘‘oleomargarine’’ upon the top 
or the bottom of the tub simply to be erased the moment it leaves the 
manufactory, That these great houses in connection with the slaughter- 
houses of Chicago, which is exactly as the manufacture is conducted 
in France, in connection with the abattoirs, is the best product of the 
kind that can be made, no man doubts. 

But that is not the danger. The danger is in the hundred and one 
little dead animal factories on the lines of the railroads, where they 
buy broken-down, diseased, and dead animals from the railroads; 
these little rendering establishments in the out-of-the-way towns and 
villages, that simply operate by purchasing the refuse and scrapings of 
the butcher-shops, and making this oleo oil to be used in the manufact- 
ure of oleomargarine and butterine, spreading disease and destruction 
throughout the country. There isthe which is constantly going 
on; and if it is not checked it will be impossible for the citizens of the 
towns and villages, and in the cities also, to buy one pound of honest 
butter in this country. There will be no such thing as good, honest 
markets. They are attempting even now to seduce the smaller cream- 
eries, and even the farmers themselves, into using this oleo oil to be 
used in the manufacture of their butter on the farms and in the cream- 
eries. 

Why is it, Mr. Speaker, that no gentleman here in the discussion of 
this question has attempted to explain why, if this be a fair, honest, 
wholesome food product and intended for an honest market, that these 

ple are using a method of coloring and flayoring this stuff to make 
it resemble butter? Why is it? Why, any one who knows anything 
of the manufacture of oleomargarine knows that the product itself is 
whiter than this handkerchief; it is as white as chalk, entirely color- 
less and odorless, as well as tasteless, but there comes in the process of 
fraud. Then they commence to color and flavor it to look like butter 
and to taste like butter, and put it on the market to sell it as and for 
butter. That is the fraud. 

It was said by one or two wise men in the course of this debate that 
this is just what the butter-makers do; that they color the butter; and 
in the definition of butter as given in the first section of the bili this 
committee in reporting the bill sustained the fraud of coloring butter. 
These are the allegations that have been made in the discussion. Letme 
ask has your gold dollar got any alloy in it? Has your silver coin got 
any alloy it? Is it any the less a standard silver or gold coin because 
it has gota little alloyin it? But do you, because of that fact, protect 
the counterfeiter? When the counterfeiter goes to make his base coin 
the color of gold or silver in order to pass it as a counterfeit, do you go 
to his aid and protect him? Now, it is true that the manufacturers of 
butter in the creameries of the country, who buy the cream product 
from one hundred or five hundred farms, gathering their cream from a 
circuit of 10 or 15 miles, in preparing. their butter use sometimes an- 
notto or expressed carrot juice or some other coloring matter for the 

of keeping ita uniform standard in color. But there is no need 
for it. The great mass of the farmers do not use it at all. Not one in 
ten thousand puts any form of coloring matter into the butter, But 
the creameries are compelled to use it to make a uniform color of their 
Sarge because of buying their cream from so many different farms, 
ut is that a crime? So faras I am individually concerned I do not be- 
lieve itadds anything to the value of the product. So far as I am con- 
cerned, in my judgment the highest standard of butter is that which 
comes pure from the churn, withont artificial color, without adulter- 
ation, except that which nature gives, that which has come down to us 
through all the long ages, so long ago that even history itself fails to 
record the time of its earliest manufacture, 

But the creameries are compelled to use it, and that is why the com- 
mittee placed in that section the words ‘‘ with or without coloring mat- 
ter.’ An amendment to that was adopted by the Committee of the 
Whole under a misapprehension, and in my temporary absence from 
the floor, offered by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 


RIDGE], and I hope every friend of this bill will vote against it when 
it comes up before the House. f 

Mr. B RIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman does not mean 
to say, does he, that he wishes to countenance that fraud on the part 
of the creameries ? 

Mr. HATCH. I wish to say this, that after having waited nine 
days for the privilege of expressing my views on this bill, I do not 
propose to yield for any interruption. 'The gentleman from Arkansas 
and other gentlemen will bear me witness that I have not interrupted 
a single gentleman in his argument. I thank the gentleman 
West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON] for his compliment that I have behaved 
very well, and I wish it were in my power to return the compliment. 
{Laughter.] But I will say this, that with but a single exception (his 
demand for a quorum) that gentleman has behaved remarkably well. 

There can be no mistake about my position. I say it is essential and 
necessary in connection with this bill; it is an absolute necessity that 
those words should be retained in the bill. Do you want to deprive 
the creameries of the power of making a uniform color of butter and 
to give that right to the maker of a fraud? That is the position of the 
gentleman from Arkansas and of those who advocate that amendment. 
You would confer the right and privilege of fraud upon the men who 
make the imitation and fraud upon butter, but deny it to the cream- 
eries of the country upon which thousands and thousands of farmers 
rely for a home market for their cream. 

It is necessary in this connection that I give the House some little 
information about what this product is, how it is used, and how it is 
sold. I will ask the Clerk to read two phs I have marked in a 
slip taken from the American Grocer, published in the city of New 
York: 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

{From the American Grocer.] 
DISINGENUOUS, 


We notice thatthe manufacturers of oleomargarine and butterine, who are ae 
posing the of the Scott bill, which im: a national tax on butter su 
stitutes and places their manufacture under regulation of the Internal Rev- 
enue Department, are seeking to blind Congress to the main issue, which is its 
fraudulent sale at retail. The manufacturers profess to be in favor of its being 
honestly sold to the consumer, and claim that all efforts to regulate this trade 
should take that direction. Some of them may be honest in , but our expe- 
rience has led us to believe that the majority of these manufacturers do not care 
a fig whether it is sold honestly or fraudulently so long as they are able to find 
a profitable market for their product. They salve their consciences with the re- 
flection that they are not le if other people commit frauds, when, in 
reality, their tion is that of the manufacturer of counterfeit money, who sells 
it for what it is to the “ shovers of the queer.” 


‘The leading dealers in food products of the United States, Messrs. Thurber, 


Whyland & Co., who at one time were agents for the largest company mauu- 
facturing oleomai e under the Mége patents, refused more than two years 
ago to further handle the product, because it had become evident that its honest 
sale at retail could not under existing conditions be enforced. Although they 
sold it at wholesale for what it was, they were unwilling to bea Payee’ in any 
way to the marketing of a product which reached the consumer fraudulently; 
and if the present manufacturers were equally conscientious they would take 
the same course. 

The great dairy interest of the country favors this measure because it will 
compel honest com, tion. Consumers are in favor of it because it willdiminish 
their chances of being imposed upon; and honest dealers welcome it because 
the worst competition they rience is unscrupulous competition, which does 
not hesitate to misrepresent values. Arrayed against all these interests area few 
rich and shrewd manufacturers who understand the art of throwing dustto con- 
ceal their movementsand who are disingenuously advocating measures to ‘* com- 
pa its honest sale,” when they know very well that it can not and will not be 

onestly sold unless the temptation to sell it dishonestly is removed through 
taxation which will so enhance the price that there will not be such an enormous 
prons left to the retail dealer thatit is constantly leading him into temptation to 

raud., Members of Congress who may bein doubt as regards this question 
should give the public and not these manufacturers the benefit of it. 


Mr. HATCH. And also the following extract from an editorial in 
the Missouri Republican of May 30, one of the most influential and 
widely circulated journals published in the Mississippi Valley. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SOAP-GREASE AND THE CONSTITUTION. 


The gang ofudulterators and counterfeiters who manufacture bégus butter 
from soa protest thatthe Hatch bill makes martyrs of them and violates 
their constitutional rights. They have their headquarters in Chicago. In Mis- 
souri and many other States their business is a criminal one under State laws, 
but Nlinois allows them to carry it on because their frauds have been sucha 
prolific source of gain that they are a great power in the State. While these 
conditions continue it is im ible to keep their fraudulent products out of 
Missouri and other States which have passed laws against them. In fact, the 
object for which they on business is to violate law. If they had no market 
except Illinois they would go out of business. They defy and nullify the laws 
of every State that has legislated against the adulteration of butter. If their 
product was offered in market as what it is—a mixture of butterand the grease 
extracted from animal refuse—it would have no sale atall. Itdoeshave an im- 
mense sale, because, by the aid of drugs, it is made to resemble the best article 
of butter, and is sold under the odious false pretense that it is butter. 

The right of a State to use its police power to prevent frauds by adulteration 
is not questioned, It is also an unquestionable fact that no State can exclude 
the legitimate mercantile product of another. If adulterated butter is a legiti- 
mate mercantile product, the State laws against it are unconstitutional and void. 
But the courts have d the law and the fact that the product in this case is 
illegitimate and that laws against it are properand valid, These facts are not to 
be refuted, and to admit them is to destroy every argument against the principle 
of Mr. Hatcn’s bill. é 

That principle is that if bogus butter is a legitimate article of commerce, asits 
manufacturers , the States have no power to pass laws against it, but the 
United States alone under the Constitution have thewight to regulateift. Lf, on 
the other hand, its manufacture in one State is for the purpose of violating a 
valid law of another, and imposing an illegal and dangerous counterfeit on the 
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ner then the United States still have power to 
method 


4 o 
tensive enough, is to be re-enfored by the police power of the United States for 
against fraud. 


Mr. HATCH. In this connection I desire to read for the informa- 
tion of the House a few lines from the testimony of one of the manu- 
facturers of this compound, Mr. Louis Mendel, one of the firm of N. 
I. Nathan & Co., a statement made under oath before an investigating 
committee of the New York State senate, February 7, 1884: 

3 Will you give me the composition of this product—what ingredients you 


use 

A. Ihave iy itall here, 

Q. I would like to have you tell me in words what it consists of? 

A. It consists of the extract of beef fat, called *oleo;™” it consists of fat of 
what we call beef oil. 

Q. That is the fat from cattle? 

A. Yes, sir; the caul fat; then, in winter time,to prevent the cle teem d of it, 
there is some leaf lard added—deodorized leaf lard made from the fat of hogs, 

Q. In what proportion are those two products added? 
It depends on the weather. 


winter, 
one-fifth to one-sixth of leaf lard to the oil. 
and one of leaf lard? 
. Generally; sometimes a little more or less; it depends on the weather. 
What other uct? 
. Then we thesesame oil; it is made from African seed. I have not seen 
seed. It has been told me it is like seed. 
t is a vegetable oil made from an African seed? 
. Yes; comes from the coast of Africa. 
t is made here? 
t is manufactured in France. 
. Why do you use that oil? 
. To prevent the brittling of the butter and to give it a gloss. 
To prevent the brittling of the oleomargarine? 
. Yes, sir; and at the same time it gives it a gloss. 
* * P * " 
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id you e oil for th f keepin i 
brit and you hag wor e cnet ined forthe : aS A O p som being 

@ Can yoo give the reason why the lard will not do it alone? 

A. We found it was necessary to put that in; it improves it. 2 

I tried to get my friend from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] who is 
an expert on these subjects to give me some additional information as 
to the characteristics of sesame oil, but he did not seem to know much 
about it. I went to the library, and in Watts’s Dictionary of Chemis- 
try, page 239, I found something about sesame oil, and also in the 
United States Dispensatory, pages 997 and 1040. It is describéd as a 
rich, fatty oil that is taken from the seed of a plant grown in India and 
Africa that belongs to the species of the benne plant, and in a milder 
form has the delightful medicinal qualities of castor oil. [Laughter.] 
And that is added to this compound and soldas butter. And yet gen- 
tlemen who oppose the regulation by a tax of this compound say the 
bill is a fraud. No, no; the compound is the fraud, not the bill. 

In the sworn statement made by Mr. Philip D. Armour, of Chicago, 

resented by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DuNHAM] and pub- 
lished in the RECORD of May 29, he says: 

At certain seasons of the year, namely, in cold weather,a small quantity of 
salad oil made from cotton seed, is used to soften the texture of the product, but 
this is not generally used by us, 

To what extent cotton-seed oil is used in the manufacture of these 
imitation and counterfeit compounds let those most interested in the 
cotton-seed oil industry testify. 

In the letter read by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] yesterday, Mr. Wright, vice-president of the Little Rock Oil 
and Compress Company, says: 

A law unfriendly to such manufactu 


© 


re of substitutes for butter will affect the 


legislation on this question, and sustain the mun: 
tbeir State and of the South with their votes and influence in Congress against 
unfriendly legislation, 

And the following telegram from the officers of the- Cotton-Seed 
Crushers’ Association would seem to be conclusive on this point: 


The undersigned, at the request and on behalf of the Cotton-sced Crushers’ 
Association, now in convention assembled at Memphis, earnestly request your 
influence and n in defeating a bill rted from Committee on Agri- 

TCH, of Missouri, to impose a tax on manufactured butter. If 


Let me read for the benefit of the distinguished delegation from the 
State of Louisiana, who, with I believe but one exception, a very hon- 
orable and notable exception, seem to be to the of this 
bill—let me read from a review of the New Orleans butter and cheese 
market from May, 1885, to May, 1886, by C. H. Lawrence & Co., Nos. 

. 68, 70, and 72 Tchoupitoulas street: 


e 
y in 
1 pound and half-pound rolls and prints. It was the rest of the r, being 
made Irom the scrapings of the icone in Chicago and Kansas City. 
Price at wholesale ranged from §} to 11 cents per pound vered here. The 


receiver or buyer of it sold it to the retail trade on small margins, which en- 
abled him (the retailer) to sell 2 pounds for 25 cents,or 1 pound for 15 cents, 
Large quantities of this stuff was sold, but ey deteriorated as 

duced, until it become so vile that it was impossible for human gs to eat it, 
and considerable was shipped back to be worked over again. As the warm 


and less and we predict it will soon disap from the market and be resur- 
rected again only when the price of para tter is advanced n next fall. 
We can not but p sym ing with the honest dairyman who must com- 


pete with dishonest 


The steps that are now being taken in the Eastern 
and Western States 


interested parties as regards the protection of the dairy 
interests, we can not help but ppplend. We want to see the time come when 
the Government will compel a dealer to sell it for what it really is and notmake 
misrepresentations. If that law was enforced it would not be long before the 
oleomargarine interests would suffer. The fraud in selling oleo: ne 
nowadays lays exclusively with the dealer who comes in direct contact with the 
consumers. He may think it honest when he represents oleoma! e as pe 
uine butter, and asa general thing the buyer does not doubt the word of his 
family grocer but pays for his supposed butter and goes away Now, if the 
dealer would act fair and square and offer the ee Ray ego th she ponainn 
butter, he would find not one in fifty who would buy it; but it pays to be 
dishonest,and as long at he remains unpunished just so long will this state of 
affairs continue. We sincerely hope that the National Government will take 
the matter in hand and protect the great dairy interests of this country, worth 
— of dollars annually,and whereby so many people are enabled to earn 
a live 


I have here a letter, which I will print in this connection, from the 
secre of the Wisconsin Dairymen’s Association. It is addressed to 
Hon. L. B. CASWELL, M. C. As it is short, I will read it: 

Fort ATKINSON, W1s., May 29, 1886. 


Dear SIR: eben read from time to time the statements made in the papers 
by prominent butterine manufacturers of Chi about the wholesomeness of 
butterine, I am reminded of a visit which I paid to one of the large butterine 
factories of Chicago, some two or three yearsago, in company with another gen- 
tleman, and of the butterine which I saw being manufactured at that time, and 
sold in large quantities, This creamery lishment belongs to one of the 
apes manufacturers of Chicago, who makes affidavit as to the wholesomeness 
of butterine. 3 

On a long table was puea large quantities of butterine, and the workmen were 
busily engaged in putting this in l-pound prints; and it was then neatly wrapped 
in clean muslin and put in a nice clean box for shipment. The foreman says, 
“Taste of that,” and we did so, He said, “Do you taste any mule in that?” 

Mur reply was that it did not taste very 8Sweetly; and he was asked what 
of that was butter, and he said, “ Not a particle; it is the coarsest 
we can buy in the market. We manufacture it into butterine, and deliver it in 
Saint Louis at 10 cents per pound. We can not supply the demand.” This is 
the cheap wholesome butter that is manufactured for the laboring classes, who 
can not afford to buy dairy butter. Comment is unnecessary, 


Yours very truly, 
D. W. CURTIS. 
Hon. L. B. CASWELL, M. C., Washington, D. O. 

Mr. REAGAN rose. , 

Mr. HATCH. I must decline to be interrupted at present. I regret 
the position occupied by my distinguished friend from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] on this bill more than that of any other individual member, ex- 
cept perhaps one whom I will come to presently. I have known the 
distinguished gentleman so long, have admired him so much, have 
loved him so much, that I regret more than I have language to tell 
the position he is occupying here upon this great measure which is in 
the interest of ten millions of the agriculturists of this country. 

Mr. REAGAN. _I reciprocate the gentleman’s feeling. 

Mr. HATCH. I have followed the gentleman for years in his efforts 
to remove some of their burdens from the farmers. I have followed 
him in every step that he has taken since the beginning of the Forty- 
sixth Congress to lift from the shoulders of agriculture a portion of the 
tax imposed upon them by the carrying trade, but I say to the gentle- 
man now that there is more involved to the agricultural interests of 
this country in the passage of the pending bill than in all the inter- 
state-commerce bills that have ever been introduced here. [Applause.] 
I know that the gentleman has got his brain into such a condition that 
it can not entertain any other idea than interstate commerce just at 
this time. If he were waked up in the middle of the night by an angel 
from heaven who brought him straight from the throne the A fis of sal- 
vation, I believe he would unhesitatingly reject it as unconstitutional 
unless he was allowed to amend it with his interstate-commerce bill. 
[Great laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, 1 have here some statistics which I will not consume 
the time in reading, but will print in this connection to show the in- 
creasing danger and character of the competition which confronts the 
growers of the great staples, wheat and corn, in the United States, and 
which tends to make this legislation a necessity: 

THE WHEAT QUESTION. 


The average crop in India is from 10 to 11 bushels per acre, against 15 to 16 
bushels in the United States; but India is capable of an immense increase in 
jeld under careful cultivation, and where fe rs have been appliedits yield 
increased to 40 b t uction 


It was not until 1874 that the first shipment of wheat from India to Europe was 
made, and was then only 95,000 bushels; in 1875 it extended to 1,500,000 bushels; 
in 1876 it exceeded 4,500,000 bushels; in 1877 and part of 1878 over 12,000,000 bush- 
els. the famine of 1878~79 the exports fell to about 2,500,000 bushels, 

in 1880 over 15,000,000 bushels; in 1881 ey A increased to 38 500,000 
bushels; in 1882 the exact amount was 36,485,580 bushels; in 1883 the crop slightly 
and only 26,021,875 bushels were exported ; but in 1884 the crops rose once 
more to 38,502,285 bushels, while in 1835, up to November, over 42,500,000 bushels 
were exported, and for over 3,400,000 bushels freight-room had been engaged for 


Euro 
To Shiki such results the English Government has widely and erties 
distributed among the native ryots, or farmers, for the purpose of encouragi. 
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in the use of improved machinery, a number of plows, constructed with a 
design and of peculiar style to meet the requirements of their soil. In 
addition, large quantities of all kinds of plows and other implements, adapted 
with studious care to the wants of In agriculture, have been sent out by the 
English Government to be sold at a mere nominal price. 
reat care has been exercised to select seeds from foreign countries—mostly 
American—of the best varieties and suitable for the soil of India. 


PRICE OF LABOR AND LIVING CONTRASTED, 


ing-hoe, a pairo 
kle, trende it out with his bull 


OUR HEAVY LOSSES, 

The exportation of wheat from India during 18S4 and the eleven months of 
1885 amounted to over 84,400,000 bushels, representing a loss of over $80,000,000 
to our farmers and of over 3,500,000 tons of freight to our “ granger” railroads, 
and of over $17,000,000 on their earnings. 

It is needless to point out the manifold ways in which such a subtraction from 
one principal article of our export trade has made itself felt inall employments, 
and to the detriment of all branches of business. 

But this is not all. On the 22d of October last, Indian wh eat sold in Liverpool 
at 89 cents per bushel; while quality for quality compared, brought in Chicago 
on that day 88} cents, Thecost of transportation, y by water, of each bushel 
of wheat from Chicago to New York is a little over 6 cents; the present lay- 
down cost of wheat from New York to Liverpool is: 


Free on board and insurance per bushel ..... 
Freight to Live: l ae ae 
Cost of discharging’ in Liverpool without commission... 
Total per bushel .... raes — 
Add to it 6} cents from cago to New York and the of transportation, 
less commission, is just 18} cents per bushel, which added to 88} cost in Chicago 
brings our American wheat in Live: l first cost equal to $1.07 per bushel, or 
naa yal bushel more,than quality for quality Indian wheat is selling in 
verpool. 
This state of affairs is the consequence of the extremely low price for silver 


bullion which is more or less controlled in the British market. At the present 
price of silver bullion in London, 47d. on India is 1s. 6d. 


. ee 


price 
of $1,19 in Liverpool, less freight and other cae 
pool, would leave the market price of wheat in New York $1083 ae bushel, in 
paa of 90} cents, the now ruling rate; and in Chi it woul equal to $1 
n place of 85 cents bushel, as it isnow. It isevident from these figures that 
the restoration of silver to its old place by free coinage would at once enable 
the American farmer to put Indian wheat out of the European markets. 

This price of 89 cents per bushel in Liver not only prevents us from ex- 
porting our wheat, but actually regulates market value of it to the detri- 
ment of our farmers, who lose from 20 to 23 cents per bushel on their wheat in 
order to enable them to meet the now ruling low market price in Liverpool. 
These 20 to 25 cents on our present crop of 1885 of 352,000,000 bushels of wheat 
mean a loss to the American farmers of from $70,000,000 to $88,000,000. 


RAPID DECLINE IN OUR WHEAT EXPORTS. 


Let us review the rapid decline in our wheat exports for the past few years. 

In 1883 we exported 106,385,828 bushels, for which we received $19,879,341, equal 
to $1.12} per bushel. 

In 18% our exports declined over 30 cent., and we exported only 70,349,012 
bushels, for which we received $75,026, or $1.06 ii per bushel. 

Jn 1885 we exported some 84,500,000 bushels of wheat, for which we received 
only $72,933,097, or 86.32 cents per bushel, while the year previous we got over 
$75,026. 000 for only 70,349,012 bushels, a loss of over 20 cents on each bushel. 

Not obly has the American farmer been a direct loser by this reduction of the 
demand and price abroad for his wheat product, but he has indirectly suffered 
in still greater degree by the resulting depreciation of his whole crop, whether 
consumed at home or sent abroad ; and on the crop of 1885 alone, so far, he has 
submitted to a loss of over $70,400,000 as compared with last yars price, 

This one fact is therefore proved beyond cavil or dispute, and should always 
be borne in mind, that to destroy the profits of the American wh wer it is 
not necessary that India should raise a crop which will meet the whole demand 
of Europe; it has but to furnish such a portion of the amount as will prevent an 
advance in the price to a point which will repay the cost of production by our 
own farmers, 

How important a part the wheat crop of this country constitutes of the total 
of our exports is shown by the fact that since 1873 to 1583 about 24.55 per cent. of 
the whole value of our agricultural exports was made up by wheat and flour; 
ere latest official statistics for the month of December, 1885, as compared with 

884, show a decline which must create an uneasiness to all who have America’s 
welfare at heart. 
Exports of wheat and flour. 


December. 1884 
N ERINTI SAAE I TISAI LE S N AAT EA EE 8, 261, 153 
December, 1885: 
AN Oa re ores aan tA eh ka 4,211, 850 
A decline of nearly 50 per cent. 
December, 1884: 
WT wae, KO Noo si ca cosa access concen A O E AA EE 1,016, 617 
mber, 1885 
ERGY CRS TOI Gc ace ois cc chsesna tates sacs slates enon SAE SAAS SE ARAE 757, 829 


A decline of over 25 per cent., ending with December, 1885, as compared wi 
18% and 1883, as shown by the latest official custom-house returns, 
Total value of exports of breadstuffs. 
July to December, 1883 
July to December, 1884 , 
July to December, 1885. 


But the contrasts of the average yearly e: ig ‘of ‘wheat and flour exhibit still 
greater and more deplorable deficits, Aois 


Thè exports of wheat and flour from 1873 to 1883 were : 


Articles. | Exports. | Value. 
919, 073, 737 | $1, 095, 174, 727 
91,907,373 109,517, 472 
54, 001, 528 325, 308, 458 
5, 400, 152 32, 530, 845 


The accumulation of stock on hand January 16,1836,in the United States as 
compared with corresponding period of 1885, 1884,and 1883 shows the marked 
decline in our exports of wheat. 


Stock on hand or visible supply : 


Bushels. 
ataa asesi 2L, 909, LIS 
= 33, 948, 813 
January 16, 1885.. +. 42,575, 703 
January 16, 1886...., + E E lies 57, 108, 226 
While our exports are gradually decreasing our stocks on hand have rapidly 
increased from 21,909,118 els in 1883 to 57,108,226 in 1886. 


In order to comprehend more fully the rapid decline in the exports of wheat 
an this country, the official returns of the Eirean of Statistics gives the follow- 
ng res: 


Exports of wheat from all ports for December, 1834, 
Exports of wheat from all ports for December, 1885 


Decrease........ Caper sequbusnsnsacsd okapi anpued peeusaeen seoves ONE 


Twelve months ending with December 31, 1884..... 
Twelve months ending with December 31, 1885..... 


If we consider that from 1873 to 1883 inclusive we exported 919,720,637 bushels, 
Sha ,972,063 bushels on the average for each year, the grona ee ha me ro 


decline of over 57} per cent. Com with 
bushels were shipped, and in L 153,250,685 is 
bushels, as well as 104,030,584 bushels in 1883, the rapid decline is startling. 

The half-yearly returns of shipment of wheat from Sam Francisco from July 
1 to Decem 31, 1885, com with 1854, are equally as disturbing : 


July 1 to December 31, 1884. 
July 1 to December 31, 1885. 


A loss of over 50 per cent. 
The imports of wheat into Great Britain for the four months August (harvest 
time), September, October, and November, 1885, when compared with correspond- 


ing period of 1884 are equally important and exhibit the gradual supremacy In- 
diag wheat is gaining in that country : 
a from United States: Bushels. 
1885 
TOOT ORD INES AA E E PE eos (uapeunhnncdi I VAEA EI ie ater ws 7,478,281 
Wheat from India: 
18B4........000-0 foseceee’ 
SS eae 
a sor soa tri A TT T eos gehabdeey 2,034, 232 


amounted to 1,972,544 bushels, but has rapidly increased year by year, until in 
1884 it amounted to 39,202,636 bushels; our own exports have, when seer 
with corresponding period of 1879, when we exported 122,353,936 bushels, fallen 
in 1884 to 75,026,678 bushels, a decrease most appalling as well as mortifying. 

The decrease in the exportation of wheat from New Orleans exhibits the fol- 
lowing; 1890-'81, 6,523,747 bushels, while the year following it fell to 2,474,581 
bushels, gradually reaching for the fiscal year September 1, 1884-'85, down to 
784,195 bushels; while so far this fiscal year, of which five months have passed, 
notone bushel has been exported from New Orleans. 


CORN QUESTION. 


Indian corn, equal in every particular to our own of the same appellation, 
though of comparatively recent introduction, has increased in favor most rap- 
idiy,and there were raised in 1882 in India over 75,000,000 bushels. The first 
cargo of India’s corn was shipped to Eu in January, 1883, In 1883 the 
was over 120,000,000 bushels; in 1884 over 160,000,000 bushels. It would ind 
be one of the curiosities of international trade if from this small beginning in 
1882 there should grow, as in the cases of wheat,an export trade from India to 
Europe of equally as great proportions. It is a positive fact that in the central 
provinces of Indis alone enough Indian corn can be raised to supply the wants 
of Europe, to which we have shipped during the year (calendar) of 1885 62,525,- 
742 bushels, and for which we received $33,090,350, 


About twenty States of the Union have legislated upon this subject 
of the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, and have demonstrated 
their inability to properly control it. They can not prevent its intro- 
duction from other States; they can not successfully identify it in the 
hands of the retailers. The State of Missouri has alaw prohibiting its 
manufacture and sale, but it is impossible toenforce it. Pass this bill 
and all the States can easily control its manufacture and sale to con- 
sumers. 


Tax it and stamp it and compel it to sail underitsown flag. It will 


only be in the nature of supplemental legislation in aid of the States. 
Already the Canadian Parliament is perfecting measures to prohibitits 
manufacture, introduction, or sale within the Dominion of Canada. 
Good people everywhere are uniting in their determination to stop the 
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fraud. Shall we refuse or hesitate to do our duty in regard to it? I 
trust not. 

And just here I desire to enter my earnest and vigorous protest to 
the position that this legislation is inimical to the interests of the la- 
boring masses of our country; that this oleomargarine isthe poor man’s 
butter. I deny it. Asa rule the laborers and mechanics are the best 
customers for and honest butter. Their prudent housewives do 
their own eting, and buy the best food products offered for sale. 
The best customers for oleomargarine are the hotel-keepers, ing- 
house keepers, stewards of steamboats and steam-vessels, and that class 
of housekeepers who order their butter from the retail through 
the telephone. I utterly deny the statement that this counterfeit and 
fraud is purchased by the laboring classes knowingly, and repudiate the 
sentiment that they should be permitted to buy it because it is cheap, 
except under its real and true name, plainly marked and stamped, that 
there may be no deceit or cheat in it. 

I have heard the silvery and eloquent voice of my old time friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], whom I have knownand loved 
so well from his boyhood, even from that period which he has described so 
eloquently and beautifully, the period of his earlier and better days 
when he was ‘‘a barefooted boy” in the State of Kentucky. Did the 
gentlemanever know a Kentucky boy that wasnot barefooted? [Laugh- 
ter.] We all went barefooted. The gentleman has forgotten the feet 
that he’is worshiping. It was only the egotism of his later years that 
caused him, in the beautiful pastoral picture which he drew here, to 
refer so touchingly to the barefooted boy of Kentucky. The gentle- 
man has made a mistake. It is not the feet of the barefooted boy, it 
is those of the pretty little girl— 

Whose feet beneath her peoos 
Like little mice played in and out— 

that haunt the gentleman’s memory. [Laughter.] Who ever heard 
of a boy being in love with his own feet? [Laughter.] A barefooted 
boy—yes; but the misfortune is that they put shoes upon him too early 
in life to make him a farmer. [Laughter.] My friend found very 
early in his career that he had an eloquent and silvery tongue, and he 
has been wagging it ever since, instead of working with his hands upon 
the farm. He found that it paid better to plead the cause of rich cli- 
ents in the courts of Kentucky, and I rejoice in his success. 

I only regret that his eloquence, his influence at home, his powerin 
this House, should be thrown against the great farming interest of that 
grand old Commonwealth and in behalf of two or three hundred mer- 
ciless and unconscionable manufacturers of the greatest fraud of the nine- 
teenth century. [Applause.] I tell you, my friends, that the farmers 
are getting sick and tired to death of being fed upon soft and eloquent 
phrases. . The gentleman talks about what he intends to do for the farm- 
ers of Kentucky by this + tariff bill which the Committee on Ways 
and Means have re between the dome of the Pt and its 
final resins piace of either victory or defeat, the Lord only knows at 
this time whe [Great laughter.] Why not bring forward that bill, 
gentlemen? Why do you leave it hanging upon the Calendar day after 
day and week after week? Nobody doubts the sincerity or the courage 
of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. Has he lost 
confidence in his committee? 

You are all here fighting the farmers. Every single member of the 
majority of that committee is here fighting agriculture and_agricult- 
ural interests. Have youdeserted yourchairman? Ifso, and you will 
let us offer a resolution and turn over the Committee on Agriculture 
(leaving me off of it) to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, they will bring that bill before the House and fight for it to 
the end. 

Talk about what they are going todo. The Yarmers of this country 
want to see something done. Every time they come here and ask for 
bread we give them a stone—the cold stones of the past. The dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. WELLBORN] pointed to the 
tombs of Jefferson and. Madison and Monroe. I prefer to go to the 
homes of the ten million of free men of this country, engaged in the 
pursuit of agriculture, for my inspiration, [Applause.] 

I had the pleasure of hearing a week ago last Sunday night a dis- 
tinguished divine, Rey. W. A. Bartlett, preach in this city a sermon 
from the twelfth chapter and thirty-second verse of First Chronicles. 
The preceding verses contain an enumeration of the tribes and families 
of Israel that, ready armed for war, flocked to the standard of David at 
Hebron, where the kingdom of Saul was turned over to him according 
to the word of the Lord, and he was coronated king of all the mighty 
bands. Here is the text; and I wish these gentlemen from Virginia 
and Kentucky and the gentleman from Texas could have been present 
to hear that magnificent and eloquent sermon: 

And of the children of Issachar, which were men that had understanding of 
the times, to know what Israel ought to do; the heads of them were two hun- 
dred; and all their brethren were at their commandment, 

That great tribe of Issachar, theagricultural tribe of Judah—and I wish 
you could have heard that eloquent divine as he pictured the magnificence 
of that agricultural band——were those upon whom, in the time of peril, 
Israel leaned. They ‘‘had und ing of the times ’’ in which they 
lived, and knew what Israel ought todo. They coronated David king, 
and that tribe went on ‘‘ conquering and to conquer.’’ I wish to God 
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that to-day these gentlemen from Virginia who are always talking about 
what was done in the moldy and musty past “had understanding of 
the times” in which they live. Thank God, Virginia has one Repre- 
sentative who is a true son of Issachar. I refer to the member from 
the seventh district [Mr. O’FERRALL]. Eight times wounded in her 
defense, twice left upon the battlefield for dead, I honor him. All 
hail, son of Issachar, who knows what the old Commonwealth of Vir- 
ginia ought todo! [Applause.] 

Why should gentlemen rake among the dead embers of a long-forgot- 
ten age? Why, sir, if my reading in regard to Thomas Jefferson is 
correct, he was the auther of that immortal sentiment which has long 
since been forgotten in this Congress and in the United States, that 
‘t commerce is the handmaid of agriculture.” Now commerce has been 
made her mistress. Agriculture has. been dragged at the wheels of 
commerce; aud we come here in an earnest, honest spirit to try to lift up 
the hearts of the children of Issachar, and we are met by constitu- 
tional objections at every step. And the distinguished son of Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL] who, before he had served a single session in this 
House, was deemed worthy to be transplanted to the other wing of the 
Capitol, comeshere with his power of intellect and his eloquent tongue 
and tells us that when he sees the Democratic party about to be be- 
trayed into the hands of the enemy he intends to throw his body 
prostrate athwart that measure. Well, my advice to you, my friend, 
is, do not do any such thing [laughter], for if you do you will be 
crushed beneath the train of progress that bears the honors, the 
duties, and the rights of more than one-half the American people. 
Betrayed, indeed! Who is going to betray the Democratic 
into the hands of the enemy? Whenever that party is betrayed it 
will be by those upon this floor who seek to hand it over, bound 
hand and foot, tothe monopolistsand corporations of the country. [Ap- 
plause.] It will never be betrayed as long as it is in the hands of the 
sons of Issachar and their rights are protected upon this floor, It will be 
betrayed when corporate power and the greed of monopolies place their 
chains around it and rivet those chains by the votes of their friends on . 
this floor. That is the only betrayal of which the Democratic party is 
in danger. 

But every time we bring in a bill from the Committeeon Agriculture, 
every time we ask for recognition on this floor, these constitutional law- 
yers bent upon even defeating consideration of such bills, interpose 
their dilatory motions, wear out the patience of the House, throw 
themselves athwart this train of progress and attempt to stay it. My 
friends, before you get through you will find that some le in this 
country will come to the conclusion that they have been betrayed. It 
will be the constituents of the men who failed to stand up here ear- 
nestly and honestly seeking to protect the agriculturists of the country 
from this great wrong. y 

Ah! The gentleman from Kentucky says that all the farmer asks is 
simply to be allowed to make his battle in the open field of the world. 
Yes; we accept the gauge of battle. We are now raising wheat and 
selling it at 72 cents a bushel in the markets of the world in com- 
petition with the coolies of India. Weare raising corn to-day in com- 
petition with the coolies of India. We are raising all the cereals in 
competition with the world; and we ask no protection. We disdain to 
ask it. We ask only to be protected from the infamy of a counterfeit 
and a fraud at home. But, my friends, when the great battle comes—I 
welcome it, I wish it was here to-day—when it comes, let all the agri- 
culturists of this country stand shoulder to shoulder and side by side. 
Let us have no distinctions. Let the wheat-grower of the great Mis- 
sissippi valley, the wool-grower of the Pacific Slope, all the cereal-grow- 
ers of the magnificent valleys of the Mississippi and Ohio, the sugar- 
planter of Louisiana, and the rice planter of South Carolina stand 
shoulder toshoulder and upon the same plane. Along with free wheat 
and free wool, free salt and free wood, put free sugar and free rice. 
(Applause. | If that is to be the platform, let it all go together. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, indulge me a for moment in expressing 
my profound acknowledgment to the House for the courteous and kind 
attention with which they have listened tome. [Great applause. ] 

I demand the previous question on the first amendment to the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore(Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), The Clerk 
will report the first amendment to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


First section, sixth line, strike out the words “ with or;”’ soit will read: “ Made 
exclusively from milk or cream, or both, without common salt, and without ad- 
ditional coloring matter,” 


The amendment was disagreed to. 
Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question on the next amend- 


ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the next amend- 
ment. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Thirteenth line of second section add the following : 
“ Hereafter it shall not be lawful for any manufacturer "'—— 


Mr. BAYNE. Let us have order. 
Mr. HATCH. Ihavean amendment to offer before that. The House 
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will recollect Istated to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] 
I would insert in the tenth line of the second section ‘‘ when so made,” 
and in line 13 to strike out ‘‘used’’ and insert ‘“‘sold;’’ so it will 
read 


Mr. HAMMOND. Was there not an amendment to the first sec- 
tion? j 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes; that has been disposed of. 

Mr. HATCH. Read my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “or,” before the word “calculated,” insert “ when so made; ” 
and in the thirteenth line strike out “used” and insert "sold; ” so it will read: 
“ Made in imitation or semblance of butter, or when so made, calculated or in- 
tended to be sold as butter or for butter,” 

Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. Will not the gentleman submit it 
with the last words struck out—‘‘sold as butter?” 

Mr. HATCH. I can not do that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, rose. 

Mr. HATCH. I have asked the previous question. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman asked the previous question on an- 
other amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have the floor—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Missouri to demand the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But he can not take me off 
the floor. The Chair rose and started to put the question when I rose 
and took the floor. The gentleman from Missouri was not on the floor 
and did not ask for the previous question. 

Mr. HATCH. Before I offered my amendment I demanded the pre- 
vious question. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. ‘TheClerk proceeded to read the amend- 


‘ment to the second section, but before concluding the reading he was 


stopped by the gentleman from Missouri, who said in accordance witha 
previous agreement he had an amendment to offer. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes; and he offered it, but did not call the previous 
question. x 

Mr. HATCH. ButI had called the previous question on the next 
amendment. 

Mr, REAGAN. _Is it competent for the gentleman to call the previ- 
ous question on an amendment which has not been read? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman demanded the previous 
question on the next amendment, when the Clerk proceeded to read 
the amendment; but the reading was suspended, and the gentleman 
=< Missouri gave notice of another amendment which he asked to 
submit. ; 

Mr. HAMMOND. , I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Where there 
is honest difference between gentlemen as to the fact can not we have 
the record read? 

Ps SPEAKER’ pro tempore. If anybody disputes the statement of 
the Chair—— < 

Mr. HAMMOND. Not inany offensive sense, but to have the record 
read. If that can be done I desire it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The recollection of the Chair as to what transpired 
is as good as any record kept by anybody else. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to submit the Chair 
has not stated all that has oecurred. 

The SPEAKER pro t . Perhaps not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This is the observation I de- 
sire to submit: When the Clerk had proceeded to read the next amend- 
ment he was stopped by the gentleman from Missouri, who said that 
was not the amendment he desired to have voted on, because he had 


-promised the gentleman from Massachusetts to submit another amend- 


ment, I take it for granted his memory was jogged about that time. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘There was no intimation about it. As soon as the 
Clerk commenced reading the next amendment I stopped him and di- 
rected the attention of the Chair to the fact that I desired the next vote 
to be on the amendment which I had promised the gentleman from 
peers (Mr. Lone] to ia} at this place. The Chair ft un- 

erstand I am trying in good faith to carry out my a ent. - 
tlemen shall force A to demand the previous penkoa gpm the marae 
ment and third reading of the bill, very well. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is not the point. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I have no opinion about this; I simply do not 
know. But when several gentlemen differ with the Chair in what the 
Chair has said, if the record can be read I desire simply to have itread 
so we may know exactly what occurred. The gentleman from Missouri 
says he demanded the previous question. I did not hearit; other gen- 
tlemen just as honest said they did hear it; others just as honest still 
said they did not. It is in writing before the Chair; therefore I want 
to know the facts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As soon as itis prepared the Chair will 
direct it to be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. MORGAN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isit permissible, when a gentleman rises on this 
floor and states that he did make a motion, and the Chair rules that he 
did, to seek further evidence of the truth of that statement? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will direct the language to 
be read as soon as it is prepared. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is simply a matter of primary and secondary evi- 
dence. Theman who makes thestatement gives the primary evidence; 
the man who prepares the statement, takes it down, gives secondary 
evidence. Now, the primary evidence is right here. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the Chair will permit me, 
the point of order that I have been trying to make is this: The gentle- 
man from Missouri introduced that amendment for the first time after 
the demand for the previous question had been made. The otheramend- 
ment, on which he demanded the previous question, was an amendment 
which came from the Committee of the Whole, and was, therefore, a 
part of the report of the Committee of the Whole, and was on record as 
such 


Again, if the Chair will give me his attention for a moment, I will 
try to submit a point of order in which, if I am correct, it will not 
make any difference about the fact that has been stated, nor will it be 
necessary to wait for the exact language to be written out. Certain 
amendments were reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
onthe state of the Union, which are matters of record. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH ],in charge of the bill, rose and asked that the 
firstamendment to the first section be read, and upon that he demanded 
the previous question. He then asked the previous question upon the 
second amendment, which the Clerk proceded to read. The amend- 
ment on which the previous question was asked of course, the 
amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. That amendment, however, was withdrawn, and 
he introduced on his own responsibility a néw amendment upon which 
no demand for the previous question was made, and it will hardly be 
claimed that the previous question could have been called before the 
amendment was read, because the amendment was not then in exist- 
ence; it was never in existence until the gentleman from Missouri 
offeredit. When he offered it there was, of course, no possible pre- 
vious question that could affect it until somebody called it. So it 
makes no difference as to the question of order in which the demand 
was made. The point I make is that it is impossible for the pre- 
vious question to be called upon an amendment before the amendment 
is ever offered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky is sub- 
stantially correct in what he says. The Chair recognizes the fact that 
theamendment wasnot technically beforethe committee, and, therefore, 
that the previous question, if then moved, would not have applied to 
that amendment. But the Chair also recognizes the fact that the gen- 
tleman from Missouri intended to move the previous question upon the 
next amendment, he having so stated; and, therefore, following the 
precedents heretofore universally followed in all matters of this kind, 
the Chair recognized the gentleman from Missouri when his amendment 
was read to move the previous question. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One atatime. The gentleman from 
Kentuckyisonthe floor. Hasthegentlemanany further point oforder? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I want. to make a point of order upon that de- 
cision; and if I am correct in my understanding of it, I want to appeal 
from the decision. 7 : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man as soon as the gentleman from Kentucky has been heard. 

Mr. BR E, of Kent . The point I make is that 
while the Speaker might as a matter of right have recognized the gen- 
tleman from Missouri to make the unspoken but intended motion for 
the previous question, in point of fact he did not recognize him and in 
point of fact he did recognize me. Now, the point of order I make is 
that having recognized me and being in ion of the floor, it was 
not competent for the Chair to take me off the floor to recognize the 
gentleman from Missouri under the intention of the Speaker to recog- 
nize the unspoken wish of the gentleman from Missouri for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I rise to a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia rose, as 
the Chair understands, for a parliamentary inquiry. As soon as he has 
concluded the Chair will ize the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HAMMOND. My LOT ingniry is this; and I ask it 
because, if I understand the Chair correctly, I desire to appeal from the 
decision. The question is, does the Chair mean to be understood as 
ruling that although the gentleman from Missouri did not demand the 
aa question, yet the Chair will ize him to demand it now 

use the Chair knew he intended to do it, that information having 
been given privately and not publicly? Is that the decision of the 
Chair? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not here to be catechised 
by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Iam not catechising the Chair, but simply ask- 
ing information as to the decision with a view to taking an appeal. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Whenever a proper question is sub- 
mitted to the Chair the Chair will decide it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to ask if there is not now a demand for the 
previous question pending? 
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Mr. HAMMOND. Has the Chair announced his decision upon the 
point of order that I have made? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has decided [cries of ‘‘Reg- 
ular order!’’] that the demand for the previous question is pending. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand, then, that the demand of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri for the previous question upon the next amend- 
ment is now pending and has not been withdrawn? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. He withdrew the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. He could not withdraw the amendment. It was 
an amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. He withdrew that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HATCH. I think it is due to the Chair and to myself that I 
should be permitted tomakeasinglestatement. Before the Clerk com- 
menced to read the next amendment I rose and addressed the Chair, 
and said: ‘‘Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question on the next 
amendment.’’ I was then taking up the bill to t the amend- 
ment when the Clerk commenced to read. AssoonasI could I stopped 
him. I said: ‘‘That is not the amendment.” I had promised the 
House to offer this amendment in this connection, and I proceeded to 
state it. I demanded the previous question on that amendment, as I 
had a right to do. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Have you withdrawn that? 

Mr. HATCH. No,I have not withdrawn it, nor have I yielded the 


oor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman from Missouri did not withdraw 
his demand for the previous question on the amendment which he pro- 
posed to offer, or on the one re by the committee, there is now 
pending a demand for the previous question which has not been with- 
drawn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. On what is that demand for 
the previous question pending ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state what is the pend- 
ing question. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] demanded 
the previous question upon the next amendment. The Chair directed 
the Clerk to read the next amendment. Before the Chair put the ques- 
tion on the demand for the previous question the Clerk began to read an 
amendment to the thirteenth line. He was immediately arrested in his 
reading by the gentleman from Missouri, who stated he intended to move 
at that pointan amendment to section 2of the bill. That was theamend- 
ment on which the Chair understood the gentleman to move the pre- 
vious question. When the amendment was read the Chair inadvertently 
put the question upon agreeing to the amendment. He should have 
put it on the demand for the previous question. The gentleman from 
Kentucky meanwhile arose to address the Chair, The Chair did not 
know for what purpose he had risen and recognized him. Heproceeded 
to make an inquiry, to which the Chair made aresponse. The Chairis 
of opinion that this controversy has grown out of the fact that the Chair 
instead of putting the question on the motion for the previous question 
proceeded to put it on the amendment itself. On discovering this he 
recurred tofthe question pending, which was the demand of the gentle- 
man from Missouri for the previous question; and that is now the ques- 
tion before the committee. [Many cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Upon what is the demand 
for the previous question now pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the amendment which the Clerk 
will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12 of section 2, after the word “or,” where it occurs the second time, 
insert “ when so made.” Inthe thirteenth line strike out the word “used ” and 
insert the word “ sold;’’ so it will read: 


“Made in imitation or semblance of butter, or when so made, calculated or 
intended to be sold as butter or for butter.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The question I now submit 
to the Chair is whether that amendment was offered before or after the 
demand of the gentleman from Missouri for the previous question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated distinctly the cir- 
cumstances under which the previous question was demanded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Thisamendment was notread 
until after the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. HENLEY. I respectfully demand the regular order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask the Chair to rule on the 
pointof order. I desire to have his decision go on record whether a de- 
mand for the previous question made before an amendment is offered is 
in order. I therefore raise the point of order against the motion for the 

revious question that the motion for the previous question was made 
fore the amendment to which it was to be applied was introduced, 
and upon that point of order I ask the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated all the facts as 
they occurred and as the Chair understood them, and the Chair thinks 
the House understands the situation and izes the motion now 
pending to be for the previous question on the amendment just read. 


fl 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask the Chair to give a de- 
cision on the point of order, which will carry with it a right of appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is nothing from which an ap- 
peal can be taken. The Chair has a right to recognize gentlemen on 
the floor, and on the question of recognition there can be no appeal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Itisbecause—— [Loud and 
repeated cries of ‘‘Regular order!’?] Gentlemen will make nothing by 
these outeries. 

r Mr. REAGAN. Thisis a clear case of a mob attempting to rule by 
orce. - 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Itis because the Speaker has 
declined to so decide the question as to give me the right of appeal that 
I again insist upon a decision on the point of order I have raised as to 
whether the previous question can be called upon an amendment before 
it is introduced; and with great respect to the Speaker I desire him 
either to deeide the question so that the appeal can be taken, or to say 
that he refuses to decide it and let that refusal go into the RECORD. I 
insist I have the right tohave the question of order decided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decides the question as it 
is, which is that the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. HATCH] is recog- 
nized to move the previous question upon this amendment, and that 
that is the question now before the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HATCH] has not yet made that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that that is the 
motion pending. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded the floor, and I now 
again demand the previous question. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH; and there were— 
ayes 150, noes none. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pointis made that no quorum has 
voted. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Kentucky, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, and the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. PRICE. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 159, noes 5. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I demand the yeas and nays, 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were—ayes 42, noes 168. 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the whole vote) the yeas and 
nays were refused; and the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment submitted by the.gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Harem]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH. Let the next amendment be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

That hereafter it shall not be Jawful for any manufacturer, merchant, shop- 
keeper, or other person to sell or e: for sale within the District of Columbia, 
or any ofthe Territories of the United States, the produce known as ‘‘ oleomarga- 
rine,” without first branding, marking, or labeling the same ina legible manner 
and conspicuous place with? the word “oleomargarine” so as to be easily ob- 
served by persons offering to purchase, and also without first informing the 
person offering to purchase that the article is oleomargarine. 

It shall not be lawful for any proprietor, keeper, or manager of any hotel, inn, 
restaurant, lor house of public entertainment to furnish, offer, orset before, or per- 
mit to be offered, furnished, or set before his guests, in the District of Columbia 
or any of the Territories of the United States, the article known as ‘“ oleomar- 
garine,”’ without first putting his guests upon notice, by Posting in pompioorrs 
places in the dining-room and in all other rooms where the guests of such house 
are accustomed to take meals, and also in private rooms of the guests, that can 
be easily observed and read by the rans FI the following words: * This house 
uses oleomargarine ;" and also by printing said notice on their bills of fare when 
any bills of fare are used by any such house, 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 53, noes 144. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 89, nays 178, not voting 
55; as follows: - 


YEAS—89. 

Adams, J. J. Dawson, m, Snyder, 
Allen, J. M. Dibble, Lawler, St. Martin, 
Ballentine, Dockery, Lehlbach, Stone, W.J., Ky. 
Barnes, Dougherty, Lovering, Tarsne: 
Bennett, Dowdney, 3 ey, Taulbee. 
Blanchard. Ellsberry, Martin, Taylor, J. M. 
Breckinridge, C.R. Findlay, Maybury, Thompson, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Ford, MeMillin, Throckmorton, 
Burnes, Forney, McRae, Tillman, 
Cabell, Gay, Merriman, Tucker, 
Campbell, Felix Gibson, C.H. Miller, ‘Turner, 
Campbell, J Gibson, Eustace Mills. Van Eaton, 
Candler, Hammond, orrison, Ward, J. H. 
Clardy, Harris, Neal, Ward, T. B. 
Cobb, Hemphill, Norwood, Wellborn, 
Collins, Henderson, J. 8. O'Hara, Wheeler, 
Cowles, Herbert, O'Neill, J.J. Willis, 
Crain, Hewitt, Outhwaite, Wilson, 
Crisp, Hutton, Peel, Wise, 
Daniel, mts mee ht Woodburn. 
Panay ohnston eagan, 
Davidson, A. C. Jones, J. H. ers, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Jones, J.T. ner, 

NAYS—178. 
Adams, G. E. Baker, Bayne, Boutelle, 
Allen, ©. H. Barbour, Beach, Browne, T. M, 
‘Anderson, J.A. Barksdale, Bland, Brown, ©. E. 
Atkinson, Barry, Bound, Brown, W. W. 
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Brumm, Hale, McKinley, Shaw, 
Buck, Halsell, Millard, Singleton, 
Bunnell, Hatch, Millikin, Smalls, 
Barleigh, dar — Sowa, 
ws, eard, organ, pooner, 

Butterworth, Honnan, D re aes Sp 

num, enderson, T. J. uller, Springer, 
Caldwell Henley, ` urphy, necker, 
Campbell, J.M. Hepburn, eece, ie, 
Cannon, Hermann, Negley, Stephenson 
Carleton, Hiestand, D, wart, J. W. 
Caswell, Hill, ` Oates, Stone, E. F. 
Comstock, Hires, O'Donnell, Storm, 
Conger, Hiscock, O'Ferrall, Strai 
Cox, Hitt, O'Neill, Charles Struble, 
Culberson, Holman, Osborne, Swope, 

s Holmes, Parker, Taylor, E. B, 
Davenport, Hopkins, yne, Taylor, I. H. 
Dingley, Houk, Payson, Taylor, s 
Dorsey, Toward, Perkins, Thomas, J. R. 
Dunham, lackson, ers, Thomas, Q. B. 
Dunn, James, Pettibone, wnshend, 
Eldredge, Johnson, F. A. Phelps, Van Schaick, 
Ely, Johnston, J. 'F. Pidcock, Wade, 
Ermentrout, Kelley, Pindar, 4 

ans, Ketcham, Plumb, Wait, 

‘hart, King, Price, Wakefield, 
Farquhar, Kleiner, Randall, Warner, William 
Felton, La Follette, Reese, Weaver, A. J. 
a, T, py ee Sees wo J.B. 

eeger, ‘evre, ices, e! 
Foran, Lindsley, Rockwell, West, 
Frederick, Long, Romeis, White, A. O. 
Fuller, Lore, Rowell, White, Milo 
Funston, Louttit, Ryan, Whiting, 
Gallinger, Lowry, Sawyer, Wilkins, 
Geddes, aean; i 
Gilfillan, atson, Scranton, Wolford, 
lass, M Seney, Worthington. 

Green, W.J. M ns, 
Grou McKenna, Seymour, 

NOT VOTING—S. 
Aiken, Cole, Harmer, Reed, T, B. 
Anderson, C. M, Compton, Hayden, Reid, J. W. 
Arnot, Cooper, Hudd, Rice, 
Belmont, Croxton, Laffoon, Robertson, 
Bin A Cutcheon, ird, 
Bliss, Davis, Libbey, T, 
Blount, Eden, Little, Stewart, Charles 
Boyle, Glover, Markham, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Brady, Goff, MeAdoo, Swinburne, 
B f Green, R. 8. Mitchell Symes, 

Grosvenor, Morrill, Trigg, 

Campbell, T, J. Guenther, Owen, Viele, 

ngs, Hall, Pirce, Warner, A. J. 
Clements, Hanback, Ranney, 

On motion of Mr. SowDEN, the reading of the names of members 
voting was d with. 


The following-named members were announced as paired until further 
notice: 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. BOYLE with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. CUTCHEON. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, with Mr. RICE. If present, Mr. REID 
would vote against the pending bill; Mr. RICE for it. 

Mr. EDEN with Mr. MARKHAM. 

Mr. CoLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr, WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. DAyis. Mr. ARNOT, if present, would vote for 
the pending bill; Mr. DAvis against it. 

as VIELE with Mr. LAIRD. Mr. LAIRD, if present, would vote for 
the bill. 

Mr. BRAGG with Mr. NEGLEY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ohio, with Mr. OWEN, 

Mr. RoGErs with Mr. PIRCE. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. REED, of Maine. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. MITCHELL and Mr. Gorr were announced as paired on this vote. 

Mr. Hupp and Mr. HARMER were announced as paired for this day. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, and Mr. GLOVER were announced as 
paired on this bill. If present, Mr. GLOVER would vote for the bill 
and Mr. GREEN against it. 

Mr. Croxton and Mr. DORSEY were announced as paired from the 
3d until the 10th of June. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. STEWART] is absent on account of illness, 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. 
SADLER] is confined to his room by sickness. ’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WELLBORN). The Clerk will re- 
port the next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the twelfth line of section 6 insert the words ‘‘or paper” after the word 
* wooden ;”’ so as to “ wooden or paper packages.” 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question on that amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Iunderstand the committee accepts 


this amendment. 


Mr. HATCH. We do. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union was read, as follows: 
In the sixteenth line of section 6 insert the words “ or paper” after the woud 
Piana 


Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question upon this amend- 
ment. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was read, as follows: 


In line 3 of section 8 strike out “ten” and insert “ eight;” so as to read: 
“That upon oleomargarine which shall be man ured and sold, or re- 
moved for consumption or use, there shall be assessed and collected a tax of 


eight cents per pound,” Xe. 

Mr. HATCH. “Mr. Speaker, under an ent made in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the vote is first to be taken on an amendment 
which in pursuance of that agreement I now submit, and on which I 
demand the previous question—to amend the amendment reported from 
the Committee of the Whole by striking out ‘‘eight’’ and inserting 
“ three,” the effect of which would be to make the tax 3 cents a 
pona: I do not favor this amendment, but offer it in accordance with 
the ment. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. And by unanimous consent a yea- 
and-nay vote was to be taken on this proposition. 

Mr. HATCH. That is correct. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATCH) demands the previous question on this amendment. 


The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Virginia 
calls for the yeas and nays on this proposition. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. 


that the yeas and nays should be taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thatconsent was in Committee of the 
Whole; but co order the yeas and nays requires the action of the 


House. 


Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


By unanimous consent it was - 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
131, nays 139, not voting 52; as follows: 


YEAS—13L 
Adams, G. E. Daniel, Lanham, Riggs, 
A J. X Lawler, Romeis, 
Allen, C, H. Davidson, A. C. Lehlbach, Sayers, 
Allen, J. M Dawson, Libbey, Scranton, 
Ballentine, Dibble, Long, Skinner, 
Dockery, Lovering, Snyder, 

Bingham Dou; S Igman, Spooner, 
Blan Dowdney, ahoñey, St. Martin, 
Bliss, Dun $ Martin, Stone, E. F. 
Blount, Dunn, Maybury, Stone, W. J., of Ky. 
Brad ubar, McAdoo, ey, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Findlay, MeMillin, Taulbee. 
Breckinridge, WCP. Fisher, McRae, ` Taylor, J. M. 
Browne, T. M. oran, Merriman, Taylor, Zach. 
Brown, 0. E. Ford, Miller, Throckmorton, 
Brown, W. W. Forney, Mills, Tillman, 

rumm, y, Mitchell, Townshend, 
Butterworth, Gibson, Eustace Moffatt, Tucker, 
Bynum, Glass, Morrison, Turner, 
Cabell, Halsell, eal, Van Eaton, 
Caldwell, Hammond, Negley, Van Schaick, 
Campbell, Felix Harris, Oates, Wadsworth, 
Gonpo Hemphill, O'Hara, Ward, J. H. 
Candler, erbert, O'Neill, Charles Warner, William 
Cannon, Hermann, O'Neill, J.J. Weollborn, 
Catel Hewitt, Outhwaite, West, 
Cobb, Hutton, Peel, Wheeler, 
Collins, Irion, Perry, Wilkins, 
Cowles, James, Phelps, Willis, 
Crain, x phuon;a, Ao of Plum! RL ain 
Crisp, ones, J. : 
Culberson, Jones, J.T. Rice, Woodburn. 
Curtin, Kelley, Richardson, 

NAY S—139, 

Anderson, J. A. A Hires, Milliken, 
Atkinson, Ermentrout, a Morgan, 
Baker, vans, orrow, 
Barksdale, Everhart, Holman, Muller, s 
Barry, Felton, Holmes, Murphy, 
Bayne, T, Hopkins, ecce, 

; erick, Houk, Nelson, 
Bennett, Fuller, Howard, O'Donnell, 
Bland, n, Jackson, O'Ferrall, 
Bound, Gallinger, Johnson, F. A. Osborne, 
Boutelle, ides, Ketcham, Parker, 
Buchanan, Gibson, C. H, King, Payne, 
Buck, Gilfillan, Kleiner, Payson, 
Bunnell, Green, W.J. La Follette, Perkins, 
Burleigh, Grout, des, Peters, 

B WS, Hanback, Le Fevre, Pettibone, 
Campbell, J. M. i Lindsley, idcock, 
Carleton, Haynes, Little, Pindar, 
Caswell, Heard, Lore, Price, 
Clardy, Henderson, D.B. Louttit, Randall, 
Conger, Henderson, J. S. Lowry, Ranney, 
Henderson, T.J. Matson,’ Robertson, 
Davenport, Henley, M as, Rockwell, 
Dingley, - Hepburn, McKenna, Rowell, 
Dorsey, Hiestand, McKinley, Ryan, 
Eldredge, Hill, Millard, Sawyer, 


- 
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Scott, Springer, Taylor, E. B, Weaver, J.B. 
sot, seamen Pele o S o 

ns, le, > . 
Seymour, Stephenson, Thomas, 0. B. White, Milo 
ew, Stewart, J. W. Thompson, Whiting, 

on. 
Smalis, ` Strait Wakefield, Walford, 
Sowden, Struble, Ward, T. B. Worthington. 

Swope, Weaver, A.J. 
NOT VOTING—52. 
en, 7 Hall, Reed, T. B. 

Anderson, C. M. OEA. er, Reid, J. W. 
Arnot, Cutcheon, Hayden, Reese, 
Barbour, Davidson, R.H.M. Hudd, J — 
Belmont, vis, Johnston, T. D. er, 
az ze. oe 

7 J. o, 

Ty Sor Markham, Swinb e 
Campbell, cCreary, es, ` 
Clements, Green, R.S Morrill, Trigg, 
Cole, Grosvenor, Norwood, Viele, 
Compton, X Owen, Wade, 

ock, Hale, Pirce, Warner, A. J. 


So the amendment was rejected. f 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. Gorr, for the remainder of this 
day. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 

at the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

-Mr. HATCH. In accordance with the agreement made in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole that I would submit three amendments in the 
order then stated, I now move to amend the amendment reported from 
the Committee of the Whole by striking out “‘eight’’ and inserting 
“í five,” so as to make the tax 5 cents a pound. I will state that Iam 
opposed to this amendment, but offer it in pursuance of the agreement. 
Upon this amendment I call the previous question; and I shall ask the 
yeas and nays upon agreeing to the amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 
Mr. HATCH. I now demand the yeas and nays upon agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. t 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Before this question is taken the Chair 
desires to appeal to members to order so that the yote may be 
correctlyrecorded. The Chair is utterly powerless to advance the public 


business unless members will aid the Chair in the preservation of order. 
Mr. HATCH. I ask to have read, and that the Chair will enforce, 
the seventh Paragraph of Rule XTY. 
The Clerk as follows: 


ion or addressing the House no mem- 


7. While the Speaker is a 
ber shall walk out of or across the nor, when a member is speaking, pass 


shall sar Pama pane i pen len Clerk’s desk during the call of the roll or 
the coun’ of or smoke upon the floor of the House; andthe 
at-Arms Doorkeeper are charged with the strict enforcement of this 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WELLBORN in the chair). The 
Chair will endeavor to enforce the rule. 

The question recurred on Mr. Hatcn’s motion to strike out 8 and 
insert 5 cents a pound. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
153, nays 122, not voting 47; as follows: 
YEAS—153. 
Adams, G, E. Ellsberry, Little, Sayers, 
Adams, J.J. y, Long, 
Allen, C. H, — a Lo A Singleton, 
Allen, J.M. Y: Lyman, Smalls, 
Ballentine, 3 Martin, Snyder, 
Barksdale, Foran, Maybury, Spooner, 
Ford, McAd Springer, 
Barry, Forney, M = amg 
Bingham, Y, McCreary, tone, . 
Blacher: . ~ Gibson, Eustace M Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Blount, Glass, McRae, Sym 
Breckinridge, C.R. Green, W.J. Miller, Ta 
Brown, C. Hale, Mills, Taylor, J.M. 
Brown, W.W. Halsell, „Mitchell, Taylor, Zach. 
Brumm, Hammond, Moffatt, Th 
Buchanan, Harris, Morgan, š 
Butterworth, _ Haynes, Morrill, Townshend, 
Cabell, ia aa Morrison, Tucker, 
Caldwell, nJ.S. Neal, Turner, 
Cam J.E. Herbert, Negley, Van Eston, 
Candler, H Norw Van Schaick, 
Catehings, Triostan "Hara, Wars rth, 
X wo! 
Clardy, Hill, O'Neill,Charles Wai 
Cobb, Hires, O'Neill, J.J, Ward, J. H. 
Collins, Houk, Outhwaite, Ward, T. B. 
Cowles, Hutton, Peel, Warner, William 
Cox, Irion, Perkins, Wellborn, 
isp, Jackson, Perry, West, 
Culberson, James, Pettibone, Wheeler, 
Curtin, Johnston, J.T. Phelps, 
Daniel, "D. Plumb, 
Da: $ Jones, J. Reagan, Wilson, 
Davidson, A, C, Jones, J.T. Reese, 
Dibble, 4 Rice, Woodburn, 
ceo ph — Richardson, Worthington. 
Y, wier, 
Dun Faerie, 
Dunn, Libbey, Rowell, 


NAYS—122, 
Anderson, J. A. Ever! Le Fevre, Scott, 
A $ Felton, Lindsley, Sessions, 
3 Fleeger, Lore, Seymour, 
Bayne, erick, Louttit, Shaw, 
Fuller, Lowry, Skinner, 
Bennett, Funston, Mahoney, Sowden, 
Bland, Gallinger, Matson, Spriggs, 
Bliss, eddes, McKenna, Stahlnecker, 
Bound, Gibson, C. EL McKinley, le, 
u š Mil Stephenson, 
Browne, T. M. Grout, Milliken, Stewart, J. W. 
uck, Hanback, Morrow, Storm, 
Bunnell, Hatch, Muller, Strait, 
Burlei; eard, Murphy, Struble, 
Burnes, Henderson, D.B. Neece, Swope, 
Burrows, Henderson, T.J. Nelson, Taylor, E. B. 
ynum, Henley, O'Donnell, Taylor, L H. 
Campbell, Felix Hepburn, O'Ferrall, Thomas, J. R. 
pbell, J. M. k, Osborne, Thomas, 0. B. 
Carleton, Hitt, Parker, Thompson, 
ell, Holman, Payne, Waketield, 
Comstock, Holmes, Payson, Weaver, A. J. 
Conger, Hopkins, Peters, Weaver, 
Davenport, Howard, Pidcock, Weber, 
wson, Haddad, Pindar, White, A.C. 
Dingley, Johnson, F. A. Price, White, Milo 
rsey, Kelley, Randall, Whiting, 
Dougherty, Kete å Ranney, Winans, 
King, Rockwell, Wolford. 
Ermentrout, La Follette, Ryan, 
Svans, ndes, Sawyer, 
NOT VOTING—47. 
Aiken, Compton, Guenther, Robertson, 
Anderson, C. M. Cooper, 1, r3, 
ot, s Harmer, ler, 
Barbour, Croxton, Hayden, Seney, 
Belmont, Cutcheon, Laifoon, Stewart, Charles 
Boyle, Davidson, R.H. M. Laird. . Stone, W. J., Mo. 
eg Davis, Markham, Swinburne, 
gg. Eden, L s Tarsney, 
Breckinridge WCP.Glover, Owen, gg, 
Campbell, T.J. Goff, ' Pirce, Viele, 
Clements, Green, R.S. Reed, T. B. Warner, A.J. 
Cole, Grosvenor, Reid, J. W. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
MEMBER SWORN IN. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. § , I rise to a question of the highest 


privilege. Hon. Nathaniel Dick Wallace, member-elect from the second 
i erro district of Louisiana, to fill the vacancy caused by the 
death of the late Representative Michael Hahn, is present with his cre- 
dentials. I move you his credentials be read, and he be sworn in as a 
member of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Usrrep STATES or America, State of Louisiana: 


D. McEn: 


ney: 

by v 

biy of this State, entitled, “An act to amend and re-enact sections 33, 38, and 41, 
of ‘An mer bans gt for the time and manner of holding elections and making 
returns thereof,’ April 11, 1877, to provide the manner 
of transferring the lot- from the to the clerks of court 
and returning officers; to provide for the transfer of returns by the returnin. 
officer to the of state and to the clerks of court, and by the clerks o 
court to the secretary of state; to provide for the compilation of the returns of 
elections for Representatives in and for the certificate of their election, 
and to Ee penalties for a v. 
March 14, 1878, proceed to the 
seat of government of this State, 
for each candidate for Representative in Congress from the second Congressional 
district of this composed of the first, 


and se 


this State, of an 20th day 
of sey; 4s. the constitution and laws of this State pp pers on 
to the proclamation o! Sam: . McEnery, governor of the State 
of Lo dated the 17th day of March, y, are on file and of 
record in the of the of state of the State of Louisiana, and from 
hicha as sppona that the following was the result of the vote cast at said elec- 
tion in » which we do hereby officially 


parish of said 
announce and declare to beas follows: 
Second Congressional district. 


134 


seers 


Orleans, thirteenth m Š 


Orleans, fourteenth Ward.....seressseseresesssssssses 
Orleans, sixteenth ward...........+. ae a? 
Orleans, seventeenth ward... at 
Temerson.......-...-e000+ nes: é 288 442 148 
75 498 268 
Saint John the M 33 139 
nt James.... 316 339 | 505 
Total....... 5,080 1,194 


In faith whereof we do hereby affix our signatures, authenticated with the 
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reg oy State of Louisiana, at the city of Baton Rouge, this 27th day of May, 


[sear] S. D. McENERY, 
Governor of ihe State of Louisiana. 
Att 
OSCAR ARROYO, 
of State. 
I, the undersigned, secretary of state of the State of Louisiana, do hereb: 
certi: co with the third section of act No.99 of the Ganaral Ay: 


that hat in complianoo 
ved March 14, pr ET have entered on record in my 
oD o A Rea SDS the governor of this State showing the person who 


received the — number of votes actual: Aen for ea penance | in card 
Forty-ninth Perea fae of the United States to fill the Mme 4 occasioned 
death of Mi Hahn, at an ob ote held on Meine g an big day of 
A, in the Con; e State o co! ot 
the first, second, teni eens twelfth, thirteenth, fourteenth, sixteenth, and 
seventeenth wards of the city of New SS ecm ee parish of Orleans, and of the par- 
ishes of Je ferson, Saint Charles, eae ine wine at and Saint James, and 
that the paper is a duly certified cop: 
This is to that at an election’) Redon on Tiuieeday the 20th day of May. 
for one Representative to Co m the secon ‘Congressional district 
of the State of Louisiana, com of the first, second, tenth, eleven! ne 
eenth, fourteenth, a and seventeenth of the keed of New Or- 
eans, parish of Or! the parishes of Jefferson, Saint les, Saint John 
the Baptist, and Saint ies gts votes stood as follows, namely: 
N. D. H. W. 0. J. 
W: Martin. Flagg. 
eans, . 
Orleans, eleventh ward. J 
Orleans, twelfth ward.... 4,057 394 134 
Orleans, ward. 
Orleans, fourteenth ward. 
Orleans, sixteenth ward.. 
Orleans, seventeenth ward 
JEErSON,snasesseene apecces: 288 442 148 
Saint Charles............ 75 498 268 
Saint John the Baptist......... 344 33 139 
Saint James............ SIPE EN 505 
TOUR. E E O AT EEE sone 1,194 


Witness our official tures and the seal of the State of Louisiana, at the 


city of Baton Rouge, this 27th day of May, A.D. 1886. 
[SEAL] D. McENERY, 
Governor of the of ion 
Secretary of State. 


foregoi 


gressii 
United States, 
declare him to be duly elect 
Given under my si; 
Baton Rouge, this 271 
[seat] 


to said office. 
and the seal of the State of Louisiana, K 
day of May, 1836. Di 

c 


ENERY, 
Governor of hen State of Louisiana. 
OSCAR ARROYO, 
Secretary of State. 


By the governor: 


Mr. WALLACE presented himself in front of the Speaker pro tempore 
and was duly sworn as a member of the House. 


OLEOMARGARINE, 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I move to reconsider the vote last 
taken; and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, state the pending question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union as ried amended by the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr. HATCH. On that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. HATCH. I believe the next amendment in order under the 
oma is the one offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

ROWNE], upon which I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was read, as oe 


Provided, That no oleomargarin has been ascertained to be pure and 
revenge To ee so certified in ering ts rby rA duly a ted health o; rofa 
where the same is offered for sale, and which is exposed for sale 


city or 

and sold to the consumer by its true name and without fraud, and without bein, 
2 ay paper as to resemble dairy butter, shall not be subject to the tax im 

y on. 


Mr. HATCH. Iask this amendment be voted on by yeas and nays. 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. That is according to the agreement. 

The yeas and. nays were ordered. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman consent to the alter- 
rire of one word, and that is to strike out ‘‘no;’’ so it will read ‘‘that . 
which has heen ascertained to be pure,” &e. ? It is sim- 


` to perfect the language. 
ae TEAN TCH. I can not consent to change in any respect the agree- 
ment. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It does not change the sense at all. I 
set consent of the House. 

r. HATCH. So far as I am personally concerned I have no objec- 

tion i the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the- 
verbal amendment is to. 

The question was taken on the amendment as modified; and it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 118, nays 153, not voting 52: as follows: 


YEAS—11. 
Adams, G. E. Curtin, Lanham, A o 
A J.J. Daniel, Lawler, 
Allen, 0. H. Š Lehlbach, ayers 
ur, Davidson, A.C. Libbey, ner, 
es, Dawson, Long, Snyder, 
Bingham, Dibble, Lovering, Spooner, 
lan ` Dougherty, Mahoney, St. Martin, 
Bland, Dowdney, Martin, Stone, E. F. 
Blount, Donnan, Maybury, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Brady. McAdbdo, ‘Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Ei McCreary, Taulbee, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Fin lay, McMillin, Taylor, J. M. 
Browne, Fisher, cRae, ‘Throckmorton, 
Brown, 0. E. Forney, Merriman, Tillman, 
Brown, W. W. Gay, Miller, Tucker, 

N Gibson, Eustace Mills, ‘Turner, 
Burnes, a Morrison, Van Eaton, 
Butterworth, Halsell, Veal, Van Shaick, 
Cabell, Hammond, Negley, Wadsworth, 
Caldwell, Harris, Norwood, Wait, 
Campbell, Felix Hemphill, tes, 5 
Campbell, T. O'Hara, Warner, William 
Candler, Hewitt, O'Neill, Charles We m, 
Cannon, Hutton, O'Neill, J, J. W er, 
Catchings, Trion, Outhwaite, Willis, 
Cobb, James, Peel, Wilson, 
Collins, Johnston, T. D. Perry, ise, , 
Cowles, Jones, J.H. Phelps, Woodburn, 
Cox, Jones, J.T. Reagan, 

Crisp, Kelley, Rice, 
NAYS—153. 
n, J.M. Gibson, C. H. McKinley, Singleton, 
Anderson, J. A. Gilfillan, Millard, 
Atkinson, Green, W. J. ken, Sowden, 
Baker, Grout, Mitchell, Spri 
Barksdale, Hanback, 5 Springer, 
aes a Morgan, Stahin 4 
Bayne, Haynes, if Steele, 
eard, Morrow, nson, 
Bennett, Henderson,D.B. Muller; Stewart, J. W. 
Bound, Henderson, J. S. Murphy, Storm, 
Boutelle, Henderson, T. J. Neece, Strait. 
Buck, Henley, Nelson, Strubie, 
Bunnell, Hepburn, O'Donnell, Swope, 
Burleigh, Hermann, O'Ferrall, Symes, 
Burrows, Hill, Osborne, Taylor, E. B, 
Campbell, J. E. Hiscock, Parker, Taylor, I. H. 
pbell, J. Hitt, Payne, Taylor, ” 
Carleton, Holman, Pa; R Thomas, J. R. 
ell, Holmes, Perkins, ‘Thomas, 0. B. 
en a ee 
mger, ouk, ne, wns 
Culberson, Howard, Pidcock, Wade, 
Davenport, Jackson, Pindar, Waketicld, 
Dingley, Johnson, F. A. Price, ‘ard, J.H. 
rsey, - Jol „J.T. Randall, Ward, T. B. 
Eldredge, Ketcham, Ranney, Weaver, A. J. 
Tyan King, Reese, Weaver, J.B. 
Kleiner, Robertson, 5 
D La Follette, Rockwell, rest, 
vans, d Romeia, White, A. C. 
Everhart, Le Fevre, Rowell White, Milo 
Felton, Lindsley, Ryan, Whiting, 
leeger, Little, Sawyer, Wi 
Foran, Lore, Scott, Ww si 
Fulle: ok iy A Se! oe Worthington. 
T, n, ney, 
Funston, Matson, Sessions, 
Gallinger, M Seymour, 
Geddes, McKenna, w, 
: NOT VOTING—52. 
Aiken, Compton, Grosvenor, Owen, 
Anderson, C.M. Cooper, Guenther, Pirce, 
Arnot, Crain, $ Plumb, 
Ballentine, Croxton, Hall, Reed, T. 
Belmont, Cutcheon, Harmer, Reid, J. W. 
Bliss, Davidson, R. H. M. yden, 
Boyle, vis, Hiestand, 
Bi A Dockery, Hires, : Charles 
Bu A Eden, Hudd, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Bynum, Ford, loon, Swinburne, 
F Glover, à Trigg, 
Clementa, Gof, Louttit, Viele, 
Cole, Green, R. 5. Markham, Warner, A. J. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
On motion of Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the names was dispensed with. 
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The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr, CLEMENTS with Mr, HresTAND, on all questions, from now until 
further notice. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was rejected; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question upon 
the engrossment and third reading of the bill and upon all the re- 
mainder of the amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move at the proper time to 
recommit this bill with instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man for that motion when in order. 

The remainder of the amendments reported from the Committee of 
the Whole were severally agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HATCH. I now demand the previous question upon the pas- 
sage of the bill as amended. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on 

iculture with the instructions which I send to the desk. 
e Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following provisions: 

That there shall be levied and collected, as hereinafter provided, for the year 
1887, and annually thereafter, upon the gains, profits, and income of every person 
residing in the United States and of every citizen of the United States tempo- 
rarily n , derived any source whatever, whether within or 
without the United States, ex: as hereafter provided,and the gains, profits, 
and income derived from any busin: trade, or Eee carried on in the 
United States by any person residing without the United States and not a citi- 
zen thereof, or from rents of real estate within the United States owned by any 

residing without the United States and not a citizen thereof, the follow- 


tng tax, 

o and one-half per cent. on the amount of all such gains, profits, and in- 
come in excess of $4,000 up to the sum of $10,000, and 5 per cent. of the amount 
thereof over $10,000 and up to the sum of $20,000, and 10 per cent. onthe amount 


Gan e Ca penra profits, and i f there shall 
ng the gains, and income of any person 
be included all income derived from any ofp is interest received 


purchased within two years previous to the year for which income is estimated; 
the amount of sales of li 


the homestead owned and used or occupied by any pn or by his family: 
Prov 


perso: lbe exempt from said income tax,in the manner inafter pro- 
vided. Only one deduction of $4,000 shall be made from the income 
of all members of any ily com) of one or both ts and one or 


and guardians and trustees shall be allowed to make the deduction in favor of 
each ward or beneficiary, except that in case of two or more wards or benefici- 
aries comprised in one family, having joint property interest, only one deduc- 
tion shall be made in their favor. For the purpose of allowing said deduction 
from the income of any religious or social community holding all their prop- 
erty and the income therefrom jointly and in common, each five of the persons 
com eer and any panog fractional number of such persons 
less ve over su oR groups of five, shall be held to constitute a family, and 
a deduction of $4,000 be allowed for each of said families. 

In addition to the exemptions vided, above specified, there shall be de- 
ducted from the gains, profits, and income of any person, all premiums on in- 
surance of life or property, and all national, State, county, and municipal taxes 
paid by him within © year, whether such person be owner, tenant, or mort- 

; all his losses actually sustained during the year arising from fires, floods, 
shipwrecks, or incurred in trade, and debts ascertained to be worthless, but ex- 
cluding all estimated depreciation of values; the amount of interest paid during 
the year, and the amount paid for rent or labor to cultivate land, or to conduct 
any other business from which income is derived; the amount paid forthe rent 
of the house or premises ied as a residence for himself or his family, and 
the amount paid out for us and ord repairs. No deduction shall be 

for any amount paid out for new buildings, permanent improvements, or 

ents made to increase the value of any property or estate, 

The salaries of all officers, executive, judicial, and } lative, of any State of 
the Union shall also be deducted from their ins, profits, and income, and be 
exempted from said tax; and consuls of foreign governments who are not citi- 
zens of the United States shall be exempt from any income tax imposed by this 
act which may be derived from their official emoluments, or from property in 
foreign countries: Provided, That the governments which such consuls may 
represent shall extend similar exemption to consuls of the United States. 

4, That the tax hereinbefore provided shall be upon the gains, 
profits, and income for the year ending the 3ist day of December, 1888, and for 
each succeeding year, as herein provided, and shall, after assessment, be due and 
payable upon n and demand made as provi: by section 3184 of the Re- 
vised Statutes. When said tax shall have been assessed 
of Internal Reyenue, and said lists shall have been return 


the Commissioner 
to the collector, he 


shall at once proceed to collect the tax assessed in the same manner asall other 
assessed taxes are required by law to be collected; and in case of default in the 
payment of the tax as uired, or any part thereof, the penalty of 5 per cent. 
and interest at the rate of 1 per cent. per month shall also be collected in the 
manner prescribed by law in the case of other assessed taxes. If any person 
liable to pay the said tax neglects or refuses to pay the same for ten days after 
demand, the amount shall be a lien in favor of the United States from the time 
it was due until paid, with, except in case of „insane, or insolvent per- 
sons, the interest, penalties, and costs that may accrue in addition thereto, upon 
Bao real and personal property of the persons assessed within the collection 
i 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of every person of lawful age having a taxa- 
ble income during the preceding year to e and render a return on or before 
the 10th day of January, or within twenty days , to the collector of 
internal revenue of the di ict in which he resides of the gross amount of his 
income, gains, and profits as aforesaid; but not including the of minor 
children not received ; and every guardian and trustee,executor or inistrator, 
and any person actingin any other fiduciary capacity, or asaresident agent for, 
or copartner of, any citizen or non-resident alien, deriving incomes, ns, and 
profits from any business, trade, or profession carried on in the United States, or 
from rents of real estate situated therein, shall make and rendera return as 
aforesaid to the collector of the district in which he resides of the amount of in- 


V verified by the oath of the rendering it, and 
shall be made in duplicate to the collector, who will y transmit one 
copy to mer oi venue; and the returns be 


of his income, gains, and poss 1 party 

a resident of the United States, the collector may 
in like manner require a like return of any agent of such non-resident, in order 
to ascertain his taxable income, 

Sec. 6. And it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to 
prepare, and forward to the collectors of internal revenue, the needful sched- 
ules, blanks, and instructions, with such questions as he may deem n 
in order to elicit from each Eea a full, fair, and unequivocal account of 
income, gains, and profits liable to said tax. 

If any person having a taxable income shall fail or refuse, after being notified 
as aforesaid, to make such return, or shall make a false return, it shall be the 
duty of the collector, after reasonable notice to such person of the time and 
place of doing so, to proceed to make such return upon such evidence as he 
shall be able to obtain by the examination of such person under oath, or from 
any other source, and shall add, as apan , to the amount of the tax due 
thereon, 100 per cent. in all cases of w neglect or refusal to make and render 
a return, and in all cases of a false or fraudulent return having been rendered, 
The tax, and the addition thereto as penalty, shall be and collected in 
the manner j dad ver for in other cases of willful neglect or refusal to render a 
return, or of rendering a false or fraudulent return. 

Any person may appeal from the decision of the collector, in such cases, to 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. The form, time, and manner of pro- 
ceedings shall be subject to regulations to be prescr' by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, 

And in all such proceedings, any person, in his own behalf, or as such fidu- 
permitted to declare, under oath, or otherwise show, that 

or his ward, beneficiary, or principal, was not possessed of an income liable 
to be assessed according to the provisions of this act; or may declare that an 
income tax has been assessed and paid elsewhere in the same year, under au- 
thority of the United States, upon his income, gains, and profits, or those of his 
ward, beneficiary, or principal, asrequired by law; and if the collector shall be 
satisfied of the truth of the declaration, such person shall thereupon be exempt 
from income tax in the said Gistrict, 3 

Sec, 7. It shall be the duty of each collector, on or before the 15th day of Feb- 
ruary,in the year 1879,and of every succeeding year, to make triplicate lists of 
all the returns within his district, giving the name, residence, gross income, ex- 
emptions, deductions, and any other facts which, under the regulations to be 
made by the Commissioner of Internal Revere, may be required. The col- 
lector shall, immediately thereafter, transmit to the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue one of each of the returns made to the collector, with the original and 
a lists aforesaid, retaining one set of returns and the triplicate list in his 
office. Upon the receipt of said lists and returns, the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue shall, as soon as practicable, assess the tax due by each person, and 
shall thereupon transmitthe original list, with said assessments, to the collector, 
who shall gre receipts therefor as in other cases: ed, , That no 
collector shall permit to be published in any manner such income returns, or 
any pe thereof, except such general statistics, not ifying the names of in- 
dividuals or firms, as he may make public, under such rules and regulations as 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall prescribe. 

That if any person g and making the return above prescribed in regard 
to said tax shall intentionally and fraudulently sign and make a false return. 
he may be indicted and conv in any court of the United States having local 
jurisdiction, and shall, upon conviction, be subject to a fine of not less than $1,000 
nor more than $50,000, or be imprisoned not less than one nor more than ten 
years, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 8. The taxes collected under thisact shall be paid over and accounted for 
in the same manner that other internal-revenue taxes are required 


under it, and to account for all moneys received under its provisions. 

The provisions of chapter 2, title 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relative to assessments and collections of internal-revenue taxes, are, 
when not inconsistent with any of the provisions of this act, coat & made ap- 
plicable to the assessment and collection of the taxes im by this act. 

Sec. 10. That all the revenues raised by this act are hereby pledged for the 
payment of pensions, 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question"upon the motion to 
recommit. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILLIS. Idid not understand whether the gentleman from 
Missouri accepted the amendment or not. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I do not think it is necessary to reply to that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 83, nays 188, not vot- | Bynum, 
ing 52; as follows: ; ; } Caldwell 


YEAS—83. 
Adams, J. J. Dibble, Maybury, 
Barnes, Dough è McAdoo, 
Blanchard, Dunn, McMillin, 
Bland, Findlay, McRae, 
Blount, her, e 
Breckinridge, ©. R. Forney, Miller, 
reckinridge, WCP.Gibson, Eustace Mills, 
Brumm, Mitchell, 
Burnes, Hammond, Morrison, 
s Hemphill Neal, 
Campbell, T. J. Herbert, Norwood, 
Candler, Hutton; vices 
bb, Irion, O'Neill, J.J. 
Collins, Johnston, T. D, Outhwaite, 
Cowles, Jones, J. H. eel, 
Crain, gones; IT. Perry, 
Crisp, Lan z Reagan . 
Culberson, Lawler, Richardson, 
Daniel, Libbey, Sayers, 
He. (pad Lovering, Skinner, 
Davidson, A. C. z n, Snyder, 
NAYS—188, 
Ada G. E. Everhart, Landes, 
Allen, ©. H. Farquhar, Le Fevre, 
TE a A KONON, ze ae 
nderson, : eeger, ndsley, 
inson, Foran, ittle, 
er, Ford, Long, 
Ballentine, Frederick re, 
bour, Fuller, Louttit, 
Barksdale, Funston, Lowry, 
rry, Gallinger, Lyman, 
Bayne, CA Matson, 
h, eddes, McComas, 
Ben Gibson, C. H. McCreary, 
Bingham, flfillan, McKenna, 
Bound, Green, W. J., McKinley, 
Boutelle, Grout, Millard, 
Brady, Hale, Milliken, 
Browne, T, M, Halsel), Moffatt, 
rown, ©. E. Hanback, Morgan, 
Brown, W. W. Harris, Morrill, 
Buchanan, tch, Morrow, 
uck, Haynes, Muller, 
Bunnell, Heard, Murphy, 
Burleigh, Henderson, D. B, eece, 
Burrows, Henderson, J. S. Negley, 
Butterworth, Henderson, T, J. N n, 
Bynum, Henley, O'Donnell, 
Caldwell Hepburn, O'Ferrall, 
Campbell, J. E. Hermann, O'Hara, 
Campbell, J. M. Hill, O'Neill, Charles 
non, Hires, Osborne, 
Carleton, Hiscock, Parker, 
Caswell, Hitt, Payne, 
Clardy, Holman, Payson, 
Conger, Holmes, Perkins, 
Cox, Hopkins, ters, 
Davenport, Houk, Pettibone, 
wson, Howard, Phelps, 
Dingley,, Jackson, Pidcock, 
Dockery, James, Pindar, 
Dorsey, Johnson, F. A. Plumb, 
Dowdney, Johnston, J.T. Price, 
Dun A elley, 1, 
Eldredge, Ketcham, Reese, 
Ely, King, Rice, 
Ermentrout, Kleiner, Riggs, 
vans, La Follette, Rockwell, 
NOT VOTING—82. 
Aiken, Cooper, Hall, 
Anderson, C. M. Croxton, Harmer, 
rnot, Cartin, Hayden, 
Belmont, Cutcheon, Hewitt, 
Bliss, Davidson, R. H.M. Hiestand, 
Boyle, Davis, Hudd, 
B 4 Eden, Laffoon, 
Campbell, Felix Ellsberry, Laird, 
Catchi Glover, Mahoney, - 
Cements, of, k w 
le, Green, R. 8. Owen, 
Compton, Grosvenor, irce, 
Comstock, Guenther, Ranney, 


So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. 
Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas, 
with the reading of the names, 
Mr. MILLS. I object. 
The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 
The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. CURTIN with Mr. RANNEY, on this bill. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


St, Martin 
Stone, W. j + Ky. 
Tarsn 


Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, E. F. 


Wakefield, 
Ward, T. B. 
Warner, Wiliam 
Weaver, A. J. 


ele, 
Warner, A.J. 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
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s Morgan, Singleton, 
Henderson, D, B, Morrill, Smalls, 
Campbell, J. E. Henderson, T, J. orrow, Sowden, 
con pbell, J. M. Henley, Maler Spriggs, 
non, epburn urphy, pringer, 
Carleton, Hermann, eece, Stahlnecker, 
Caswell, Hill, Nelson, Steele, 
Clardy, Hires, » Donnell, Stephenson 
Comstock, H $ O’Ferrall, ewer’, J. W. 
Conger, Hitt, Osborne, Stone, E. F. 
Davenport, Holman, Outhwaite, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Dawson, Holmes, ker, Storm, 
Dingley, Hopkins, Payne, Strai 
Dockery, oward, Payso Struble, 
Dorsey, Jackson, Perkins, Swope, 
Eldredge, es, Peters, mes, 
Ells 4 Johnson, F. A Pettibone, ‘Taylor, E. B. 
Ely, Johnston, J. T. Phelps, Taylor, I. H. 
Ermentrout, Ketcham, Pidcock, 
vans, King, Pindar, Thomas, 0. B, 
Everhart Kleiner, Piumb, Thompson, 
Farquhar, La Follette, ' Price, Townshend, 
Felton, Landes, Randall, Wade, 
A Le Feyre, R ait, 
Foran, Lindsley, Rice, Wakefield 
Little, Richardson, Ward, T. B. 
Fuller, Long, Riggs, Weaver, A. J. 
Funston, Lore, Robertson, Weaver, J. 
Gallinger, Louttit, Rockwell, W: a 
ides, Lowry, Romeis, West, 
Gibson, C. H. Lyman, Rowell, White, A. C, 
Gilfillan atson, Ryan, White, Milo 
Green, W.J. $ Sawyer, Whiting, 
Grout, x tt, Wilkins, 
Hale, McKenna, Scranton, Winans, 
Halsell, McKinley, ey, Wolford, 
Hanback, Millard. ons, Worthington, 
atch, Milliken, Seymour, 
Haynes, Moffatt, Shaw, 
NAYS—101. 
Adams, J. J. ane ves Snyder, 
Barbour, u, Y, ` Spooner, 
Barnes, Dowdney Lov B, St. Martin, 
Bennett, Mahoney, Tarsney, 
Blanchard, Dunn, Martin, Taulbee, 
Blount, Fisher, Maybury, Taylor, J. M. 
Breckinridge, C. R. Ford, cAdoo, Taylor, Zach. 
Breckinridge, WOP. Forney, MeMillin, Throckmorton, 
Browne, T. M. Gay, cRae, Tillman, 
Burnes, Gibson, Eustace Merriman, Tucker, 
Cabell, Glass, iller, Turner, 
Campbell, Felix Hammond, Mills, Van Eaton, 
Campbell, T, J. Harris, Mitchell, Van Schaick, 
Candler, Hemphill, Morrison, Wadsworth, 
Catchings, Henderson, J. 8, eal, W. z 
bb, Herbert, egley, ard, J. H. 
Collins, Hewitt, Norwood, Warner, William 
Cowles, ouk, ellborn, 
Cox, Hutton, O'Hara, Wheeler, 
Crain, Irion, O'Neill, Charles Willis, 
Crisp, Johnston, T, D. O'Neill, J. J. Wilson, 
Culberson, Jones, J. H Peel, Wise, 
Curtin, Jones, J. T. rry, Woodburn. 
Daniel, Kelley, Reagan, . 
Dargen, Š Sayers, 
Davidson, A. C, Lawler, Skinner, 
NOT VOTING—45. 
Aiken, Cooper, Guenther, Ranney, 
Anderson, C. M. Croxton, 1, Reed, T. B. 
A e ining ag 
mont, n, .M. yden rs, 
Bliss, 4 Hiestand, ier, 
Boyle, n, Hudd, Btewart, Charles 
Bragg, Findlay, Laffoon, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Brumm, Glover, Laird. Swinburne, 
Clements, Gof, Markham, X} 
Cole, Green, R. S Owen, Viele, 
Compton, Grosvenor, Pirce, Warner, A. J. 
So the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, by unanimous consent the reading 


of the names of members voting was 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


with 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. LArroon, on this bill. 

Mr. FINDLAY with Mr. REED, of Maine, on this vote. Mr. FINDLAY 
would yote against the bill. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated amidst 


applause. 


Mr. HATCH. I move the adoption of the title as reported, and upon 
that, I demand the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the title of the bill was agreed to. 
Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the last two votes; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. I move that the House now take a recess until 8 
YEAS—177. r under the previous order of the House. 


The question recurred upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 177, nays 101, not 
noting 45; as follows: 


Ada G.E. Ballentine, Bland Buchanan, . WEAVER, of Iowa. Iwould like to have the Chair state what 
Allen, È, H. Barksdale, Bound, Buek, me events session is for. 

en, J. at. ITY, uteile, nell, e EAKER protempore. The Chair will state, in to the 
SVEA TA eh ' Brow, CE pareish, inquiry of the gentleman from Iowa, that the evening session to-night is 
Baker, . Bingham, Brown, W. W. Butterworth, for debate only on the Oklahoma bill. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. Syrpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the gee without amendment of the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 112) for the relief of the estate of the late James G. Wintersmith, 
late Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives. 

The motion of Mr. HATCH was to; and accordingly (at 40’clock 
and 35 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m., Mr. WELLBORN in the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER tempore. Thesession of this evening under the 
order of the House is for the purpose of debate, and debate only, on the 
bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7217) to provide for the organization of the Territory of Okla- 
homa, and for purposes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill isin Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. I move that the House now resolve itself irito 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. CuLBERSON in the chair) for de- 
bate on the bill (H. R. 7217) to provide for the organization of the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, all questions relating to the public do- 
main from the very earliest organization of society have concerned 
those who earn their bread from the soil. Some of the greatest strag- 
gles recorded in history have arisen from an unequal and unwise dis- 
tribution of land. The use made by this great Republic of its vast 
domain has been variously and severely criticised. .We are rapidly 
growing to a close of our possession of the virgin territory to which we 
have fallen heir. But it seems to me one of the anomalous features in 
the conduct of ner pone An is that — should be so vast a ter- 
ritory, so large a body o. aj ioned for so trifling a as 
is this Oklahoma possession Gin f understand from the debates I 
have heard on this floor, and from what I have read, that directly and 
indirectly this title covers between fifteen and sixteen million acres of 
land; and that under what is called a treaty that land is practically 
appropriated to the possession of some thirty-five hundred Indians. 

Í understand further that they have not more than 1,000 acres of this 
Territory under cultivation. We are met by the opposition with the 
announcement that a treaty is an inviolable obligation. Why, sir, the 
footprints of history are marked by destroyed treaties. We have lived 
to see the Russians and the allied powers make the treaty of Paris, and 
not more than ten days ago the Emperor of Russia gave practical notice 
to the world that the treaty growing out of the of Sebastopol was 
torn toatoms, and he would send his fleets into the Black Sea, ‘Treaties 
between great powers have existed only so long as those powers felt it 
was convenient to carry them out. 

The engagements between the Indians and this Government have 
been dignified by the term ‘‘treaty.”” The term is misapplied, and by 
recent court decisions I believe I am in so saying. These 
agreements with these savages have been kept or modified just in pro- 
portion to the demands of the American poops for more territory; and 
to-day with your labor movement, your bread-winners, begging for more 
means with which to supply their natural wants, are knocking at the 
door of this Government to be allowed to go upon this territory and 
make for themselves there comfortable homes to which they can carry 
their families and live in comfort and with health and all that pertains 
to home life. 

We are met by the assertion that this proposition to place these sav- 
ages off in territories by themselves is the best means to civilize them. 
Why sir, it is as impracticable to civilize an inferior race in that way 
as it would be to tame a herd of deer by placing them in an almost 
boundless park. If the Indian is ever to be civilized he is to be taught 
to work with his hands. He isnot to be made to believe as some of our 
friends seem to think that school education is the only road to civili- 
zation. Educate him in these schools which you have established and 
what do you make of him? We have beenso told in the vivid speech of 
my friend from Kansas and in the speech of my friend from Illinois, 
and I remember distinctly the experience of the Freedman’s Bureau 
when they attempted to cluster the freedmen and bring them under 
the control of officers of this Government. The iniquities of that sys- 
tem became so glaring and were so early apparent that it was very soon 
abolished. x 

The Indian simply taught to read and write is still nothing more 
thau a savage, with additional means of exercising his native cunning, 
and this education further excites his ambition to enjoy the luxuries 
of the glittering civilization which he has been permitted to look upon 
among the whites. He thinks that *‘ education ™ means that he is to 
ter than was ac- 

Savoy and Nice 


do nothing. This splendid empire—a territory 
quired by the first war of the Third Napoleon w. 


were given as his share of the plunder, greater than that which the 
Germans won in their last war against France—this vast region is at 
the disposal of these savages, the chiefs and agents of whom hdve in 
some instances and in a very large degree undertaken to Jease these 
broad acres to men who fence them around and become great ‘‘cattle 
kings.” They are but the harbingers of robbers and murderers. No 
law-abiding citizen ventures to enter upon this domain; but the man 
who will steal and murder from the impulses of his own wicked nature 
finds there a refuge to which he can escape and from which he can 
make his raids. i 

Ifmy vote could determine the question, I should at once say: Con- 
vert this region into a regularly organized Territory; put over it the 
controlling hand of the Government; give it courts and the offices per- 
taining thereto; protect them if need be, and for whatever time it may 
be necessary, with either regular or volunteer soldiers; open up this 
country to the energetic, courageous, frontiersman who is the pioneer of 
civilization; let him be followed by that industrious class of people who 
are building up to-day Washington Territory, Montana, Idaho, and all 
the other future States of this great Republic, and let the Indian and 
his colleagues take their chances with other men in the great race of 
civilization and fortune. [Applause. ] 

Mr. STRUBLE addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, the present discussion of the 
pending measure vividly recalls the unlawful invasions of Oklahoma in 
recent years and the prompt removal by the military of the intruders. 
It was asserted in defense of these attempts at forcible possession that 
the lands sought for were parts of the public domain and subject to 
settlement under the land laws of the United States. 

Proclamations were issued by President Cleveland and his predeces- 
sor defining thestatus of the Oklahoma country, and warning all persons 
not to attempt settlement. The Executive was authorized by act of 
Congress of last session to negotiate with the Creeks, Seminoles, and 
Cherokees for the opening to settlement of the unoccupied lands in the 
cessions of these tribes, and an appropriation made for this purpose. 
Nothing was done. Now it is proposed in the measure before us not 
only to provide a special commission to negotiate with these Indians, 
but at the same time to create a Territorial government which shall 
take immediate effect as to the public land strip, which is not Indian 
land, and thereafter to embrace such as shall be negotiated for here- 
after. I shall address my remarks chiefly to objections as they appear 
on the face of the bill, and in so doing to the real merits of the subject 
before us for consideration. 

The very first objection which confronts us in the pending bill is as 
to the area embraced in the proposed Territory. We have no right to 
vaguely anticipate on some future acquisition. Itis not the business- 
like course of an individual or community in ordinary transactions, 
still less thatof a great nation. Itis notstatesmanship. Policy, prec- 
edent, economy, are all against it. The first question is, What is the 
-area over which the Government now has the authority, clear and un- 
doubted, to extend a Territorial organization with all the political ma- 
chinery of laws, officers, and offices ? 

The answer to this is found in the first section of the proposed act. 
It is to include what is known as the Public Land strip and so much 
of the Indian Territory as is not oceupied by any Indian tribe to which 
title has been conveyed by patent from the United States, or which by 
treaty with any Indian tribe is not without its consent to be included 
within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State or Territory. 

Now, let us examine concerning the brief limits not excepted from 
the general boundaries, and over which it is proposed to establish a 
separate political government, with its governor, Legislative Assembly, 
Delegate in Congress, United States and county courts, precinct officers, 
and all the paraphernalia incidental to such a well-recognized status in 
our form of republican institutions. The Public Land strip contains 
5,740 square miles, or 3,673,600acres. It lies along the south boundary 
of Kansas and Colorado and north of Texas. 

A horseman in an easy day’s ride can cross it atany point from Texas 
into Kansas or Colorado. It is the panhandleto Indian Territory, and 
a narrow strip only 34} miles wide and 167 miles long. Theirregular 
conformation of the country is an objection within itself In all our 
later legislation it is the policy rather to make the exterior boundaries 
of our States and Territories symmetrical in form where it is atall prac- 
ticable to do so. ‘This land forms more properly a part of Texas, from 
which it was once acquired and to which it should again be receded. 
This respect for symmetry in our later State and Territorial boundaries 
is seen in Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, Wyoming, Arizona, Oregon, 
Dakota, Kansas, and others. 

Only recently and in this Congress we are reminded that this House 
provided for the annexation of the Panhandle of Idaho to Washington 
Territory. Large rivers—as the Mississippi, Columbia, and others—or 
great mountain ranges often require a deviation from the established 
precedents and policy. With the Public Land strip there are neither 
great rivers nor mountains to appeal for its present or future annexa- 
tion to the Indian Territory. Nor are thereany considerations, com- 
mercial orotherwise, which should arbitrarily unite the one section with 
theother. Wheninthefuture the whole western half of the Indian Ter- 
ritory may be politically organized and be regular within its parallel 
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lines, to add toitthe projecting arm 167 miles long of the narrow Public 
Land strip would be a blot on the map and an unnecessary burden to 
the new government with no corresponding benefit. 

Realizing the anomalous condition of this land the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office in his annual report for 1884 recommended its 
attachment to Kansas. The public surveys have never yet been ex- 
tended over this strip, and we have no evidence that it contains any 
bona fide settlers. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SYMES. I wish to suggest to the gentleman that it has been 
surveyed into ee se 

Mr. HERMANN. t the townships have never been subdivided. 

Mr. SYMES. The surveys have been extended over them. 

Mr, HERMANN. ‘Notcompletely. Iam speaking now with 
reference to townships being subdivided, and the facilities for obtain- 
ing title. The Commissioner reports that ‘‘the entire tract is illegally 
occupied by cattle companies, who are reported to have fenced in the 

whole of the territory.” There are no churches, villages, or 
towns—in a word, there is nothing to form even a nucleus for society; 
and neither public policy nor public necessity demands the organiza- 
tion of a political government for this strip at the present time. It is, 
however, confidently predicted that in the event of the organ- 
ization this country must soon be populated, and that we are thus au- 
thorized to infer this and to construct in advance a form of government 
for this anticipated population. Even conceding this future popula- 
tion, we submit that for some time at least all the conditions of society 
will be amply subserved by attaching this country to some judicial 
district, surveying the subdivisional lines of the townships, and 
including the entire body of land within one or more existing Jand dis- 
tricts, and making the lands subject to entry by actual settlers under 
the homestead laws, without the privilege of commutation by cash. 
Thus those seeking homes can avail themselves of this much of the 
nation’s land system, and enjoy the full protection of the laws. 

Such a law has already been enacted by the Senate, and a like meas- 
ure is now pending in this House in House bill No. 679. 

It is incorrect to assume, as has been done, that this entire body of 
land can be utilized for purposes either of agriculture or grazing. Fre- 
quent droughts exist; the soil is in most places gravelly and rocky, and 
unless irrigated the only resort of the agriculturist is the appropriation 
of land along the water courses. ‘Though settlement is not prohibited 
here as in the Cherokee or Oklahoma and other Creek and Seminole 
cessions, yet we have heard of no ‘‘ boomers ”’ i -mell or 
otherwise to themselves of any desirable lands in the Public 
Land strip, as was done in Oklahoma. We may safely assume, then, 
if these lands are as fertile as represented they would contain bona fide 
squatters, who would be reminding us by earnest petitions as to their 
desires in the matter of some organization and the extension of the 
public surveys. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. ‘The gentleman from Oregon has just said 
this country is fenced by cattle syndicates. I have information that 
settlers have attempted to go in there, and have been driven out by 
those cattle syndicates. 

Mr. HERMANN. The statement of the gentleman is purely volun- 
tary. We have nothing before the House oflicially or otherwise to show 
this; we have no statement from the Department and no petition from 
these settlers who it is alleged have been debarred the privilege of set- 

ement. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Did the gentleman not say himself that 
that country has been fenced by cattle syndicates ? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, sir; and I repeat, it is being filled up by those 
who are not there for the bona Jide purpose of making a settlement. 
They are cattlemen, not agriculturists. This class do not seek that 
country. It is unfit for agriculture. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The gentleman will not deny that I have 
information from those who have gone there and have been driven 
away. 

Mr. HERMANN. It isstrangeif that is the case that they have not 
appealed to this body which has authority to give redress. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, They have, and they have asked to have 
a government organized. 

Mr. HERMANN. Thecommiitee to whom this measure was referred 
received no such requests from any persons desiring settlement on this 
Public Land strip. This House has no knowledge of such request. 

It may be claimed that the Chickasaw and Choctaw cession being 
without restriction as to settlement and Territorial government should 
beincluded in the proposed government. Evenifthis were true, where 
do we find it? Adjoining, annexed to, or forming a compact body with 
the Public Land strip? No. Itis completely separated fromit with 
the intervening Creek cession varying from 35 to 100 miles. Is it de- 
liberately proposed, sir, that this Congress shall establish such a pre- 
posterous limit for territorial boundary? Two separate, distinct, dis- 
connected divisions many miles distant one from the other and yet 
forming a single political division! Is there any advocate of the pend- 
ing bill bold enough to venture an affirmative answer? 
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But, sir, it is hardly a question whether even this disconnected por- 
tion of the Indian Territory is not, under the isions of the i 
bill, ‘‘ excepted out of the boundaries and to constitute no part of the 
Territory of Oklahoma;’’ and more than all, isita question in view of 
good faith or in any fair interpretation of the treaties and executive orders 

i toit? This country lies west of the ninety-eighth degree of 
west longitude, and south of the Canadian and north of the Red River, 
and contains 7,713,239 acres and was originally in the cession to the 
Choctaws of all the Indian Territory south of the Creek and Seminole 

ons. 

The Choctaw treaty contains this clause: 

And that no part of the land granted them shall ever be embraced in any 
Territory or State. 

When the Chickasaw tribe united vi the Choctaws the same guar- 
antee was by treaty extended to it. uently these tribes leased 
to the United States all these lands Unc the ninety-eighth degree, 
in the following words: 

And the Choctaws and Chickasaws do hereby lease to the United States all 

n of their common country west of the ee senrt eg anin 


tbat portio: 
longitude, for the permanent settlement of the Wichita other tribes 
or bands of Indians as the Government may desire to locate therein. 


This lease was of indefinite duration, and permanent settlements 
made on the lands. By treaty of April 28, 1866, this leased district 
was formally ceded to the United States. These extensive lands were 
obtained for the special purpose of a permanent settlement of the 
Wichita and certain ches Libes of Tu: This, as in the Creek and 
Cherokee cessions, was beyond doubt the main inducement for the 


also | Indian relinquishment of his rights. 


Pursuant to this expressed purpose the United States has settled on 
these lands the Wichitas, the Kiowas, Comanches, and Apaches under 
treaty of October 21, 1867 (15 Stat., 331), and in 1869 the Cheyennes 
and Arapahoes were settled on other portions of the same lands by 
executive order. This treaty provides that said district ‘‘ shall be, and 
the same is hereby, set apart for the absolute and undisturbed use and 
occupation of the tribes herein named, and for such other friendly 
tribes or individual Indians as from time to time they may be willing 
(with the consent of the United States) to admit among them.’ 
Further on the ‘‘ United States now solemnly ” that only these 
Indians, with certain other specified persons, Te Shall ever be permitted 
to pass over, settle mere ar re or raini in the territory described.” 

Can it be successfully claimed that, in view of these strong guaran- 
tees, these lands can be included in the proposed territory of Oklahoma 
unless said tribes shall signify their assent to the President of the 
United States? Would such an act on the part of Congress be in har- 
mony with any sense of right? Would it be consistent with any rea- 
sonable treaty construction? 

The compact entered into with the Choctaws and Chickasaws as to 
the expressed use which should be made of the lands then leased 
amounted to a trust which followed the lands after the cession. The 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his communication to the Secretary 
of the Interior (October 27, 1881), says: 


The subsequent treaty with the Choctaws and Chickasaws of April 23, 1556, 
substituted a direct purchase for the lease, but did not alter or extinguish the 
trust. 


Mr. STRUBLE, Will the gentleman from Oregon yield to me fora 
moment? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STRUBLE. AsI understand the gentleman, he says that the 
trust obtains by reason of the lease made prior to the cession. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ido. I will go eyen further. I propose to say 
there is a trust not only with regard to this particular cession made to 
the Wichitas and other friendly tribes, but there is as to all the others 
in this territory. 

Mr. STRUBLE. As to the Choctaws and Chickasaws ? 

Mr. HERMANN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. STRUBLE. By virtue of the lease and not the subsequent ces- 
sion ? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, sir; by virtue of the original lease, and that 
is the decision ofthe Department. It was to the effect that the subse- 
quent cession did not alter or extinguish the trust, referring to the 
trust in the original transaction which was the original lease between 
the parties. 

The Wichitas under this trust occupy 1,463,935 acres south of the 
Canadian River, by virtue of an agreement entered into at Washington, 
October 19, 1872, as a home. With the Wichitas are also included the 
Caddoes and other affiliated bands, In consideration of this location 
and settlement and as showing its permanency ‘‘these Indians ceded and 
relinquished to the United States all their right, title, interest, or claim 
of any nature whatsoever to any lands in Texas, Louisiana, Indian Ter- 
ritory, or elsewhere within the limits of the United States.’’ This tract 
is within the Cheyenne and Arapaho reservation. Inaddition to these 

ts, the Indians themselves base their claim to this country as 
well as that as far south as the Red River, on guarantees made them 
in the council at Fort Arbuckle that they and their children would be 
permitted to remain on the particular reservations selected for them ‘‘ as 
long as the waters should run.” The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
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in his letter as late as October 9, 1883, to the Secretary of the Interior, 
in reporting on the status of these Indians, says: 


But from a thorough examination of the papers submitted and the recordsand 
correspondence on Iam convinced that the onl now resting upon 
the Government is that of confirming to these In a secure and perma- 


nent title the lands now occupied by them. To this end the agreement of Oc- 
tober 19, 1872, should be ratified by Congress, and the title confirmed by patent. 


Mr.SYMES. Whatare younowreading fromorquoting? A treaty 
or a comment upon a treaty ? 

Mr. HERMANN. Iam now reading from a construction placed on 
this treaty by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. SYMES. What Commissioner? 

Mr. HERMANN. This bears date October 9, 1883. 

Mr. SYMES. Who was Commissioner? 

Mr. HERMANN. Commissioner Price. 

Mr. SYMES. Are you not referring to the opinion or purported 
opinion of acting Commissioner Holcombe? 

Mr. HERMANN. No,cir. Iwill refer to teh ontslen in afew mo- 
ments. And as the gentlemaa from Colorado has alluded to it, I will 
do so now. In further confirmation of this position I call the atten- 
tion of the House to theopinion expressed by acting Commissioner Hol- 
combe in a communication addressed to the Secretary of the Interior, 
Mr. Kirkwood. This is the position again taken by the Government 
on this question. He says: 

The treaties by which the United States reacquired title to any of the lands in 
the Indian tory, or obtained the conditional right to control-the disposal 
of any of said lands, were the treaties with the Seminoles of March 21, 1866; with 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws of April 28,1866; with the Creeks of June 14, 
1866; and with the Cherokees of July 19, 1866, 

By the third article of the treaty with the Seminoles (14 Stat., 756), said Indians 
ceded to the United States about 2,100,000 acres of land, ‘‘ in compliance with the 


desire of the United States to locate Indians and freedmen thereon.” 
the third article of the 


S 
United States may choose to settle thereon.” 
The lands reconveyed to the United States by the foregoing treaties are there- 


fore held sul to the trust named. They can be appropriated only to the uses 
specified, and to those uses only by the United States, and then only in the man- 
ner provided for bylaw. Miscellaneous immigration eyen by the intended ben- 


eficiaries would be unauthorized and ill i 

The Choctaw and Chickasa: April 28, 1866 (14 Statutes, 760), was by 
the tenth section thereof made subject to the conditions of the compact of June 
22, 1885 (14 Statutes, 613), by the ninth article of which it was stipulated that the 


Articles 15 and 16 of the with the Cherokees (14 Stat., 803, 804) provide 
that the United States may settle any civilized Indians friendly with the Cher- 
okees and adjacent tribes within the Cherokee country, on unoccupied lands, 
on certain terms and conditions ified in the treaty. 

These provisions made the United States the agent of the Cherokees for the 
sale and disposal of unoccupied land in the Cherokee country for the benefit of 
said tribe, but restricted such sale and big soar exclusively to friendly Indians. 

In pursuance of the stipulations of the foregoing compacts, and in the exer- 
cise of the trusts assumed by the United States under the several treaties, and 
in accordance with specific provisions of law and the lawful orders of the Pres- 
ident, all the lands in tbe Indian Territory to which the United States bas title 
bave been permanently appropriated or definitely reserved for the uses and 


pu named, a 

The title of the United States to lands in the Indian Territory is, as heretofore 
shown, subj to specific trusts, and it is not within the lawful power of either 
the legislative or executive departments of the Government to annihilate such 
trusts, or to avoid the obligations arising thereunder. 

This opinion was submitted to the Secretary of the Interior April 25, 
1881, received and accepted by him, and ever since acted upon as the 
rule and law of the Department. 

Mr. SYMES. The gentleman is now reading from the opinion, or 

urported opinion, contained in a circular of Acting Commissioner 
Talecmibe: of the Interior Department, and I understand the gentleman 
is now undertaking to support as a lawyer the legal position that when 
an Indian tribe by a deed or by cession transfers a piece of property to 
the Government and that it takes it for a certain purpose, that is 
a trust within the meaning of the law. 

Mr. HERMANN. Under this treaty it is. I have given theopinion 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs as a farther comment on this con- 
struction. I shall advert to it again before I close. Under the lan, 
guage of the treaty the Government assumes an express trust, which 
attaches to its appropriation thereafter. Every instrument must be 
construed according to its own terms. 

Mr. SYMES. I only desire to know the gentleman’s position. He 
seems to dodge taking the position as a lawyer, and seeks out some aet- 
ing commissioner to back him up in a circular written by some Depart- 
ment clerk some morning. 

Iam used to extraordinary legal positions; but when you look to 
that quarter for them, the mind has never yet existed that couldimagine 
what letter may be written to-morrow, or what legal opinion may come 
forth from a clerk of some Department of the Government in the great 
hurry of business. 

Mr. BAKER. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say that I un- 
derstand the letter which the gentleman from Oregon has just read was 
expressly approved. a the Interior Department, and formed the basis 
of subsequent action by the Department. < 

Mr. SYMES. No, sir. 

Mr, HERMANN. Yes, sir. And I will state further that from that 


time down, as well as previously, the Government in all its transac- 
tions has acted upon just such a construction; and further to the gentle- 
man from Colorado let me say, that I am very much surprised that he 
should characterize the Commissioner of Indian Affairs as an “‘ itiner- 
ant subordinate.’’ Here is a decision ing from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and we may well presume that it was not put forth until after proper 
consultation with the law officers of the Department and their approval 
as to its correctness as a legal opinion. I proceed. 

Special Agent Townsend, in his re as to these Wichitas, says their 
claims ‘‘are of long standing and their rights should be defined and 
guaranteed to them by some authority from which there shall be no 
appeal. Emigration and civilization are pressing upon these people on 
allsides.’? General Hazen, once superintendent of Indian affairs for the 
southwest of Indian Territory, including these Indians, writes to the 
Secretary of the Interior as late as April 14, 1883, and appealing for a 
confirmation of their present location says: 

To one who is n! ie 
ple—lon; Guttering enero Minder wed t pene operas on ge ny ta ar 
pon p ad ved bed R per reaper dn i of our nature in their favor that can 

The remainder of these lands in the Choctaw and Chickasaw cession is 
set apart for the use of, and now occupied by, the Arapaho and Cheyenne 
Indians under Executive Order, and seems to be accepted by them in 
lieu of a former cession by treaty of lands in the Cherokee strip—the 
location on which they insist they did not understand, and never de- 
sired to occupy, Their present reservation is less in amount than that 
ceded to them of the Cherokee strip, a portion of which has since been 
appropriated for other tribes of friendly Indians. Thusit is seen that 
of the Chickasaw and Choctaw cession all is now claimed by treaty, or 
executive order, and all is occupied; and above all there still attaches 
the trust under which it was originally obtained—‘‘ the permanent set- 
tlement of the Wichita and certain other tribes or bands of Indians.’’ 

The Cheyenne and Arapahoes occupy their reservation in exchange and 
for relinquishment of their lands ceded them in the Cherokee strip with 
which they were not satisfied, and in consideration for this relinquish- 
ment and ‘‘ in lieu thereof the United States agree to set apart for the 
absolute use and undisturbed occupation and as the future home of the 
Cheyenne tribe of Indians’’ the lands at present occupied by them; and to 
the Arapahoe tribe of Indians by the same precise language the lands occu- 
piedbythem. Thesearticlesof: ent were entered intoat Washing- 
ton city November 18, 1873, signed by the by soe wp ron chief and the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. It isof these lands given these tribes for 
their ‘‘ absolute use, undisturbed occupation, and as their future home”’ 
that it is said by some the Indians hold merely by executiveorder which 
may be modified or rescinded at the pleasure of the Government! Isit 
any wonder the unlearned red man should become suspicious of all trea- 
ties, agreements, or executive ordeis, if they are to be thus construed so 
contrary to the letter as well as spirit? Are these lands to be opened 
to settlement without any treaty or assent? : ; 

The provisions of the bill and the conclusions of the majority of the 
committee are in strange contrast. The majority say: 

The te, therefore, of the lands to be opened to settlement under the 
provisions of this bill is 11,583,295 a section of country larger in area than 
the three States of Massachusetts, Rh Island,and New Jersey. 

This, then, we are informed is to be the area of the proposed territory 
under the Oklahoma organization. But what is to form this area? 
The report enumerates Oklahoma land strip of the Creek and Seminole 
cession with 1,887,800 acres; the Public Land strip south of Colorado 
and Kansas, 3,672,640 acres, and the Cherokee strip, 6,022,855 acres. 
These together form the proposed territorial area of 11,583,295 acres. 
This would seem to be an assurance positive that at least this much 
shall form the new territory over which the new government and laws 
shall extend. Buta reading of the bill invites us to a different con- 
clusion. There we find no exception made of the 7,713,239 acres in the 
Chickasaw and Choctaw cession. No assent of these Indians is required. 
This will be disputed ground. Settlers will claim it under this bill, 
and the Indians under treaties. 

Mr. HILL. Does not the gentleman from Oregon know that the bill 
provides for the appointment by the President of a commission to ob- 
tain the consent of the Indians, and provides further that ‘‘all such 
territory shall be excepted out of the boundaries, &c., until said tribes 
shall signify their assent to the President of the United States ? 

Mr. HERMANN. The bill provides just this, and nothing more: 

That nothing in this act shall be construed to impair the rights of person or 
pomy toim any patent to lands now ning to Indians in said 

'erritory under the lawsand treatiesof the United States, or to include any ter- 
ritory occupied by any Indian tribe to which title has been conveyed by patent 
from the United States, without the consent of said tribe, 

That is not the case with the Wichitas. No patent has been given 
to them yet, nor to the Cheyennes nor the Arapahoes. 

Mr. WEAVER, 6f Iowa. Read on. 

Mr. HERMANN. “Or any territory which by treaty or agreement 
with any Indian tribe is not, without the consent of said tribe, to be 
included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State or 
Territory.” 


1886. 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. That is it. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, that is just the point where these 
gentleman are mistaken, because there is no treaty or agreement with 
the Cheyennes nor the Arapahoes which would give any such protec- 
tion as here contemplated, and that is the reason why I claim that 
those Indians are left entirely out and that their assent is not required 
to be obtained. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. .The gentleman is entirely wrong. 

Mr. HERMANN. And I invite the attention of the gentlemen who 
advocate this bill to that point, for there is evidently a great oversight 
in that tyornon of the bill. I ask whether the Cheyennes are included ? 

Mr. VER, of Iowa. Certainly they are. The tribes are not 

named in the bill. It provides that the lands of no tribe shall be in- 
cluded in violation of any agreement or treaty. 
Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman is again in error. The tribes are 
named. I have just referred for the benefit of the gentleman to the 
sections which provide that the Creeks and Seminoles and Cherokees 
shall signify their assent, and that upon their doing so the unoccupied 
lands oecupied by those tribes shall be open to settlement, but there is 
nothing requiring the Cheyennes or the Arapahoes or the Wichitas, or 
any of the tribes who inhabit these 7,000,000 acres, to be consulted as 
totheirassent. The lands ofthe Choctaw and Chickasaw cession are not 
even referred to in the bill, and the treaty rights of the friendly Indians 
occupying these lands are entirely ignored. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The gentleman has just read the clause of 
the bill which contradicts his statement. 

Mr. HERMANN. Sections5 and 6 provide that the Creeks, Seminoles, 
and Cherokees shall signify their assent, and then the unoccupied lands 
ceded by these Indians shall be opened to settlement. No other tribes 
are mentioned in the bill, by name or otherwise. But assuming for 
illustration they are all included, and in the event of their refusal to 
essent,whatthen? What extentof country shall then clearly constitute 
the future Territory of Oklahoma? The Public Land strip, or pan- 
handle, is all that is left. This, then, will be the only fragment of 
the many millions of acres referred to, which the bill gravely provides 
‘tis hereby declared to be a part of the public domain of the United 
States, and shall be opened to settlement under the operation of the 
homestead laws only.” Thisis the only land which is expressly opened 
to settlement. The status of the Chickasaw and Choctaw cession is left 
in painful uncertainty. It is not surprising that the majority should 
fail to construe their own measure. 

It is claimed that all future acquisition is to depend really upon the 
negotiation with and assent of the various Indian tribes! Is it upon 
such shadowy expectations that Congress legislates governments into 
i wy still in view of the pleading remon- 
strance of the tribes affected by the bill. This isa recommendation 
for a reversal of the usual order in governmental organization. Weare 
accustomed to believe that first there should exist the territory, and 
secondly the people, and then the machinery of government. 

Even if the assent of the Indians is obtained, what evidence have 
we that there is a reasonable number of inhabitants who are citizens ? 
Sections 2147 and 2148, Revised Statutes, providethat no white person 
has a right to go into the Indian country to reside without a permit, 
and if when once ejected he returns he becomes liable to a penalty of 
$1,000. With such restrictions wecan notexpect tofind many bona fide 
inhabitants already there desirable as citizens in any American govern- 
ment, particularly where, being in limited numbers, they will necessa- 
rily be required to share more or Jess in the civic administration of af- 
fairs in the newly inaugurated system. No persons to be benefited by 
this government are asking for it. There is not a single individual in 
the entire Indian Territory now petitioning for the passage of this bill. 
hay the few who are there by various permits and relations do not 

it. 

Mr. SYMES. The gentleman says that there zre no people in the 
Indian Territory asking for the organization of this Territorial govern- 
ment. Is it not a fact that the Government has by force kept people 
from going into that Territory, and is not that the reason why there are 
no people there asking for a Territorial government? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, Iam very much surprised that the 
panenn from Colorado, as well as other gentlemen who advocate this 

ill, should so persistently emphasize the words ‘‘ force ™ and “‘forci- 
bly.” Gentlemen say that the Government has forcibly expelled or 
excluded people from this Territory. How has the Government done 
that? In what way and by whatauthority? Simply by the sameau- 
thority and the same right that either one of those gentlemen has the 
right, or I myself have the right, to ‘‘enforce’’ the absence of an in- 
dividual who is an intruder upon our private property without our con- 
sent or without authority of law. The law and the treaties provide 
against intrusion, and the lands are reserved for a specific purpose. 
The Government hassolemnly guaranteed and stipulated with thetribes, 
quiet and peaceable possession of the country, and provided for protec- 
tion against ‘intrusion from all unauthorized citizens of the United 
States who may attempt to settle on their lands or reside in their Ter- 
ritory.’’ Is this not enough? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Will there ever be any people there to ask 
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for a Territorial government as long as the cattle kings are allowed to 
fence in that Territory ? 

Mr. HERMANN. Then, Mr. Chairman, let usfirst sonore those ob- 
stacles in a just, regular, and proper way, so that after this p 
is all over we can wash our hands of itin an honorable manner, 
not lay ourselves open to be denounced in infamy as a nation of cove- 
nant-breakers. 

Mr. SYMES. That is just what we propose. 

Mr. HERMANN. I have been criticising this bill more especially 
with reference to the 7,000,000 acres now occupied by the tribes named 
on the Choctaw and Chickasaw cession, and I say this bill does not in- 
elude any provision which would require them to give their assent; and 
even if it did, I regard your proposition unwise in legislating at all in 
the direction of a Territory organization until a full, free, and final as- 
sent has been procured to the settlement of this country. This being 
done a subsequent Congress can provide for the government pro: 
in this bill if the population and needs of the country should then re- 
quire it. Another objection to your bill is that it constitutes that lit- 
tle Public Land strip a Territory of the United States without regard 
to the acquisition of any other lands. Such a miniature Territorial gov- 
ernment would be a farce. 

Until the assent of the Indians shall be obtained, this bill on its pas- 
sage can only affect the narrow Public Land strip, except for judicial 
purposes. Over this district, then, without people, it is proposed that 
an organized Territorial government shall be established. There is no 
petition before us from any people in this section asking for a Territo- 
rial government, nor have we any evidence there are any people in good 
faith residing ; and yet a governor and secretary are to be ap- 
pointed and provided for, and to be restricted in their authority by 
boundaries hardly the extent of many fair-sized counties. A governor 
of the Public Land strip! This Territory and embryo State, capable 
only of settling twenty-three thousand occupants with 160 acres each! 
A wise proviso in the bill postpones the election of a Legislative As- 
sembly and delegate to Congress until the President shall order; or, as 
might ideny have been said, until there are inhabitants to become 
voters. A Territory may be termed the foundation of the future State. 
Then Jet us construct the Territory of such dimensions as that it may 
for all time fitly serve as the solid and enduring foundation for one of 
the great States of this Union. If the areais as yet too contracted let 
us patiently defer until the limits may be extended, and that only by 
fair, honorable, open-handed negotiation. Let it not be said in some 
future year that the foundation we are asked to lay was laid by a be- 
trayal of the oft-repeated compacts and treaty assurances entered into 
with the present occupants. 

Sir, I do not argue that these lands or the larger portion of them 
should remain forever in their present status, to the future exclusion 
of the white man. I very frankly confess that the millions of acres 
occupied by these Indians are greatly in excess of their requirements 
or of any possible use by them. When the forests and prairies once 
contained abundant game and the chase supplied their exclusive wants 
these same Indians required more scope of country to follow ihe game, 
and could bear less intrusion from another people than at present. 
Now the game hasentirely disappeared. The fruits of the soil and the 
domestic stock are their only resort. 

Their very wants, which in past years required a large district, now 
can be content with much less. Asan incidentin this reversed change 
of life and condition this great excess of territory now remains useless 
to any class of people, except to cattle monopolies and other intruders. 
Those great factors of our country, the home-seekers, of whom it is 
so much the favored policy of this nation to aid, encourage, and pro- 
tect, they are admonished not to enter, but to respect the laws of 
their country, and the obligations, treaties, and orders which at pres- 
ent appertain to these lands, until a change of law and obligation is 
effected in a just and creditable negotiation. There is a right way to 
do this; then let us do it. This pending measure maps out the future 
State, names the exterior boundaries, and then excepts those divisions 
from it whose occupants decline to signify their assent. It is as if the 
house-builder were to create a design for his edifice on the basis of a 
certain plot of real estate belonging to another, or rather encumbered 
with cat trusts of another which must first be removed. If he 
should undertake to construct one corner of the building on his own 
insufficient and narrow strip adjoining, proposing to continue the build- 
ing on to the adjoining estate after the trust should be removed, by 
the voluntary and uncertain consent of the beneficiary or owner, would 
not any community bestow upon him either its severest criticism or 
its tender pity? 

The immediate effect of the pending bill then is to include only the 
narrow strip, or Panhandle, and hereafter extend its provisions over 
the adjoining Territory when the present trusts of indefinite duration 
attaching to it shall be remoyed. If like management is not good 
sense in an individual it is not statesmanship in the American Con- 
gress. If we are sincere in our purpose and desire to appropriate the 
unoccupied lands of the Indian Territory for homestead settlement, is 
it not for the settler’s own best interest and future security that every 
evidence of good faith and fair dealing should be observed? ‘This be- 
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ing first consummated through a commission or by the Indian Depart- 
ment itself and the Indian trust extinguished the land becomes legally 
and justly.opened to settlement, and there is then sufficient area to in- 
clude in an organized Territorial government. When these conditions 
eoncur it will be time enough to ize Oklahoma Territory. Be- 
lieving, sir, that it does not comport with the honor and respect of a 
great Government like ours to act hastily, and still less to act unjustly, 
I am constrained to oppose this measure and to favor the creation of a 
commission to first adjust all conflicting differences and to arrange for 
the o of the unoccupied lands to settlement. 

Not to provide for an adjustment previous to legislation for organi- 
zation is to create a pending threat and indirectly to coerce. Quoting 
from the minority: : 

passage Territorial government, h circum- 
PR rg over tte api gro sonnait people, with a condilion requiring their 
assent before the bill should become rative, would evince on the part of a 


powerful government like that of the United States sucha predetermination to 


create the vernment as would deprive these people of all freedom 
tha Se perversion of terms to call 


of volition in the matter, It would be a miserable 
an assent thus obtained free and voluntary. 

It is the iron hand in the velvet glove, 

Mr.STRUBLE. Willthe gentleman allow mea A Senay right there? 
Supposing that this commission which the gentleman contemplates 
should be appointed and after negotiation should fail positively and ut- 
terly to secure any concession from the Indians, what then? Would 
the gentleman allow them to go right along and hold these lands for 
centuries? 

Mr. HERMANN. I propose we shall goon and keepour faith. Let 
as recognize the solemn seal placed on those treaties which will remain 
there forever to remind us of our sacred duty which we owe to those 
weak and defenseless peopleand which we should fully di though 
‘t should take from now to eternity. ButIremind the gentleman from 
fowa, with all due respect, that it will not be long before there will be 
none of these people left, for they are fast fading out of existence; and 
in a short time—probably in the generation which istocome after us— 
they will largely bave passed away. Let us while they do exist treat 
them honorably and fairly; let us stand by our word of honor and the 
very letter of our compact. 

The language quoted from the minority report of the committee is 
not too in view of the past legislation as to these Indians and 
their interesting and romantic history; not less than the original and 
continued policy and purposes of the Government in the appropriation 
of the entire country known as the Indian Territory. The treatment 
of this subject stands on an entirely different basis from that of the 
other Indian tribes of the nation. . Our policy, legislation, and prece- 
dents as to the Indian tribes generally should not be cited in this Con- 
gress as a criterion for similar control over the lands, and Indians of the 
Indian Territory. We should not prove unmindful of the voluntary 
relinquishment of other lands and privileges by these Indians in accept- 
ing the voluntary invitation of the United States to make this country 
their future, t, and undisturbed home for them and their 
children. guarantee was evidenced by the solemnity of patents 
to these lands as well as various treaties and agreements dating back 
over half a century in our history. 

While many of our Indians may be summarily removed from one lo- 
cation and reservation to another with no assent on their part, yet as 
to these people in the Creek and Seminole and Choctaw cessions a higher 


respect is due. 


A GENERAL COMMISSION. 


inte tae 
and what ions may be certain tril 

affects open A removal from a cold to a 
Of the Nez 


Cheyenne paho 
the Comanche, Kiowa, and Caddoes, the Walla Walla, Umatilla, and 
Cayuse Indians, while others will not consent, or if forcibly united 
under one agency will engage in ceaseless broils and hostilities. 

This commission will be a means of mutual interchange of Indian 
sentiment as well as an ascertainment of the best and most practicable 
method of contracting the Indian limits and opening the surplus to an 
honorable settlement of the white man. 

A special commission being confined in its investigation to a limited 
territory can not reach the same intelli 
ayer gab pig one gt eget = 
ment of a great subject involving alike the integri 
com this Government, the assured rights and peace of the de- 

t Indian, and the anxious expectations of American homeseekers. 

The Holman bill is comprehensive, and provides: 

Sec, 2, That it shall be their duty in making jsuch to ascertain and 
report in detail as to the exact condition and needs of the Indians; what steps 
are necessary to be taken on behalf of the Government to improve their situa- 


benefit, of their abandoned reservations; what, if any, lands reserved by execu- 
tive orders for Indian occupation aré no } m for such purpose and 
may be restored to the public domain; what Indian lands now held in common 
should be allotted in severalty; the quantity to be allotted to beads'of families, 
unmarried adults, orphans, or others, and what, if any, Indians are not pro- 
vided with or located upon reservations or land which may be patented to then. 

It is indeed a measure proceeding from the department of the Gov- 
ernment having the daily study of the subject, acquired by immediate 
contact and supervision of the Indians. 

The President in his last message to Congress devotes much thought 
to this question, and presents it in its practical as well as humane con- 
siderations. He recommends the creation of this general commission, 
to be composed of six commissioners; ‘‘that they ascertain from such 
inspection what, if any, of the reservations may be reduced in area, and 
in such cases what part not needed for Indian occupation may be pur- 
chased by the Government from the Indians and disposed of for their 
benefit; what, if any, Indians may with their consent be removed to 
other reservations, with a view to their concentration and the sale on 
their behalf of their abandoned reservations; what Indian lands now 
held in common should be allotted in severalty; in what manner and 
to what extent the Indians upon the reservations can be placed under 
the protection of our laws and subjected to their penalties.’’ 

Let the appointment of this commission be mandatory, and not dis- 
cretionary, as left in the law passed at the last session of Congress au- 
thorizing the President to negotiate with the Indians of Indian Terri- 
tory for the same object. 

< OKLATTOMA. 

The unoccupied land known as Oklahoma (‘‘red man’s land ’’), com- 
prising 1,887,300 acres, the unlawful settlement of which was attempted 

y Payne and his followers, is a part of the Creek and Seminole cession 
(article 3), and is coupled with the trust that the lands are ‘‘ to be 
sold to and used as homes for such other civilized Indians as the United 
States may choose to settle thereon.’’ Said article 3 is as follows: 

In compliance with the desire of the United States to locate other Indiansand 
freedmen thereon, the Creeks hereby cede and convey to the United States, to be 
sold to and used as homes for such other civilized Indians as the United States 
may choose to settle thereon, the west half of their entire domain, to be divided 
by a line running north and south, * * * ardin consideration of ces- 

on of the west half of their lands, estimated to contain 3,250,560 acres, the 
United States to pay the sum of 30 cents per acre, amounting to $975,168, 
in the manner hereinafter provided, &c. 

Over two-thirds of Oklahoma is in this cession from the Creeks, and 
the remainder is from the Seminoles in their cession of March 21, 1866, 
with this language: ‘‘In compliance with the desire of the United 
States to locate other Indians and freedmen thereon, the Seminoles cede 
and convey,” &c. The price fixed was 15 cents per acre. ‘These ces- 
sions were for a specific purpose. There were inducements in the con- 
tract. No higher evidence of this can be found than in the paltry sum 
mentioned as the price. We must not forget that these tribes had an 
absolute title in fee simple to theselands. They held patents for them 
from the United States. It is well known they had an antipathy to 
the settlement of whites among them, but did not object to allowing 
‘other Indians and freedmen’’ and ‘“‘such other civilized Indians as 
the United States may choose to settle thereon.’’ The lands were ceded 
for a specific and express purpose. 

A contract is as binding in a treaty asin alaw. The purpose of the 
contract should not be changed without a concurrence of the Indians. 
They claim, however, that if the purpose is to be changed they should 
at least be allowed the minimum value the Government fixes for its 
lands when sold for settlement to white men. 

Secretary Teller, in his communication to the President (Executive 
Document 54) as to these lands, says: 

It is believed that there will be found at all times in the United States a whole- 

Government that its contracts here- 


THE CHEROKEE LANDS, 


That larger body of unoccupied lands—the Cherokee strip compris- 
ing 6,022,754 acres—is less subject to settlement than the rest, and is 
even more encumbered with treaty conditions. i 

By the sixteenth article of the treaty with the Cherokees, of July 19, 
1866 (14 Stat., 804), it is provided that— . 


agreed upon between the said parties in ini 
ent, and if they should not agree, then 


y 
TheCherokee Nation to retain the right of possession of and jurisdiction over 
all said country west of 96° of longitude until thus sold and occupied, after 
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ae their jurisdiction and right of possession to terminate forever as to each 


ots thus sold and occupied, 

f Daie this treaty the Government settled the Osages, Kaws, Paw- 
nees, Poncas, Nez Pereés, Otoes, and Missourias on a part. The Chero- 
kee iegislature passed an act authorizing a delegation to arrange foran 
adjustment, as follows: 


» * e The said korg ree raglan aa A instructed and miewemaess are 


to and receive for said lands Hipon ori which friendly Indians have already been 
Kae pe an , What will be a fair and equitabl lė price for such lands, and not less than 

Belt, eiker maciek: That on the riagoa of such sum as agreed upon by 
the said delegation and the United © treasury of the Cherokee Na- 
tion as other moneysare paid, the said delegation shall, in the name of the Cher- 
okee Nation, execute a deed of conveyance ot relinquishmen tof such tracts to 
the United ‘States in trust for the benefit of the Indians esr fo and located 
upon such lands, 


The land so settled by these friendly Indians amounted te 551,732 
acres. The Indians were never consulted as to the price, and in this 
respect the treaty was i from the outset. They declined con- 
veying these lands to the Government, and it could not convey the 
same in fee simple to these friend] as it had stipulated in 
the treaty. The Cherokees re the right of possession and juris- 
diction over the country. On July 31, 1876 (19 Stat., 120), res 
provided for a commission to appraise all the kee lands. i 
was again a flagrant violation of the letter arti as ape gs eager re 
The treaty only provided for appraising such lands as friendly Indians 
settled. They were allowed no voice in the appraisement, nor was any 
provision made for minag to a fixed price by the President in case 
the Cherokees remonstrated against the valuation. The Commissioner 
liars Affairs instructed the appraisers who were appointed, as fol- 

s: 


In determining the valuation per acre of these lands, you will take into con- 
sideration the fact that these are lands for Indian occu and settlement 
only, and, consequently, less yaluable than lands open to white settlement. 


In their report, dated August 22, 1877, they say: 


In valuing these lands, it is our impression that the chief diffieulty consists in 
determining the amount of allowance which ought to be made in view of “the 


fact that these lands are for Indian occupancy and t only, and conse- 
quently less valuable than lands open to ze settlement.” We bave devoted 
our atten! on carefully to the prone Our conclusion is 


about sar as much as ae 
ar as made our ceptor § is, in our ju 
m. 


The price fixed was 47.49 cents per acre, except the lands taken for 
the Pawnees, amounting to 230,014 acres, which they fixed at 70 cents 


per acres. 

The Cherokees complained that their best lands were now selected 
for these friendly Indians and valued no higher than their western 
lands which are far moreinferior. Theeastern portion, being more fer- 
tile and favored with much more moisture, is well for farm- 
ing, while the western portion is more arid and only fit for grazing, 
and hence may remain many years unoccupied and not paid for. The 
Ton tee s claimed $1,25 per acre for their lands so taken and occu- 
pied. 

Secretary Kirkwood, in his letter to the President, of February 28, 
1883, on this matter, says: 

I think that in this matter the Cherokees have some cause to complain that 
they have not been fairly dealt by. 

Secretary Teller, in his letter to the Senate Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, of January 31, 1883, says: 

I do not think it is fair or just forthe United States to select the most valuable 
tract of these lands and pay for them at the rate fixed by the President as the 
price per acre for the whole tract. 

On March 3, 1883, Congress provided for payment of $300,000 to the 
Cherokees on condition that conveyances be made in trust for the ben- 
efit of the Pawnees, Poncas, Otoes, and Missourias and Osages, and 
patents were made to the United States in trust for each of these tribes. 


use, these 
would be if o pn tharos depos by white 
pen to a in conformity with 


With appropriation made in 1880 of $300,000, and Ta ma 46 in 1881, 
ostensibly for the Poncas, and $300, 000 on March 1883, above re- 
ferred to, wre ie cea to the credit of 


the $689, 665.55 due from the Government (at $1. 1.25 per acre) on the 
551,732.44 acres, on which friendly Indians have been settled. 

The first $300,000 was on the unequal and illegal appraisement 
of the commission, made in 1877, the appropriation in 1880; and 
the second $300,000 being paid in March, 1883, after the recommenda- 
tions of both Secretary Kirkwood and Secretary Teller that a better 
price should be paid. It is claimed by some that the second $300,000 
was a payment on the remaining unoccupied lands of the Cherokee 
strip, and it is reasoned that therefore these lands being thus paid for 
are now subject to control by the Government for occupancy or for pur- 

of Territorial government. A sufficient answer to this would be 
that the treaty does not authorize the sale nor appraisement of any of 
the unoccupied tracts. In the letter referred to of Secretary Teller he 
says, in alluding to the proposed last $300,000, that “it is not an un- 
reasonable one, as the sums already paid to the Cherokee nation, with 


this proposed i Op riation added, are not believed to be in excess of 
the value of the upon which "friendly Indians have already been 


Mr, WEAVER, of Iowa. The gentleman understands of course that 


this bill does not propose to include the Cherokee strip within this Ter- 
ritory without the assent of the Cherokees; and even if they assent it 
bi agente them for the land at the rate of $1.25 per acre. 

Mr. HERMANN. I willsayto the gentleman that this argument is 
made in reply to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] who has 
spoken so very ably this evening of our treaty stipulations in reference 
to the Cherokee land strip, and yet arguing that the Cherokees had 
more than their right. I am endeavoring to show that these Cherokee 
lands are hedged about by these treaties and honorable stipulations 
which it is impossible to avoid without justand proper negotiation with 
the Indians. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Of course the gentleman did not understand me to 
say that the Government should disregard in the least any existing 
treaty on or rd the present status of that title. Iargued 
these equities lying at the foundation of the cession, showing that the 
Indians had more than they ought tohave. Yet we recognize by the 
bill that the commission shall treat with them as owning both the en- 
tire equity and the fee of the land. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Towa. And we propose to pay them $1.25 an 
acre. 

Mr. HERMANN. I feel satisfied that the honorable gentleman from 
ie would not be a party to anything bearing on its face a tincture of 

Onor. 

To all the unoccupied Cherokee landsthat tribe retains the absolute 
title by patent and as valid as that of any private ownership. The 
title being stillin the Cherokees it can only be divested by a compliance 
with the treaty or a voluntary agreement on their part. This has been 
definitely decided by the G tpi Court of the United Statesin Holden 
vs. Joy Saa; page 211). 

The Secretary of the Interior, in his letter to the United States Sen- 
ate January 3, 1883, says: 

brigade prem a fee-simple title to their lands, and 
mani rt the Department to interfere in the management oi! 


i should also be a sufficient answer as to our right to annul and 
prohibit the Cherokee leases. 

I think I have now clearly established that the only district which 
can at present enjoy the honors proposed by the pending bill is the un- 
inhabited Public Land strip, or, as it is more appropriately known, 
“No Man’s Land.” This becomes a Territory regardless of Indian 
assent as to remainder. All the rest must be subject to the assent of 
the Indians. Now, should this Congress deliberately establish a Ter- 
ritorial organization, with its costly machinery, its governor, and other 
officers, over a district not much larger than a county and without in- 
habitants? A governor and no one to govern! The play of Hamlet 
with Hamlet left out! No; let us rather await the two prime condi- 
tions for any Territory—the area and the people. Let us await a just 
and honorable abrogation of the treaty contract with the present occu- 


pants. 

We have beheld the Indian sullenly retreating before the car of prog- 
ress, pausing ever and anon to dispute for a resting-place. Buta short 
une since the East was driving him to the West, but now the West is 

inghim backward again. Heis between two hostile forces. For- 

aan e was encouraged by the policy of our civilization to ‘‘go 
West.” The game was abundant, the buffalo, the elk, deer, bear, and 
beaver roaming undisturbed where now exist large cities, fruitful or- 
chards, and waving fields of grain. Thetreatiesoften stipulated, asin 
that made by General Jackson with the Cherokees, tt that the United 
States shall s to all the poor warriors who may remove to the west- 
ern side of araa en River one rifle-gun and ammunition, one 
ettle, or in lieu of the brass kettle a beaver- 


do not recognize 
their affairs with 


the plow, the ax, and the hoe. Times have changed and with them 
hod inh The Indian hero of Cooper has away. Deerslayer, 
and the Last of the Mohicans all gone! Wherever 
he gazes he beholds the scriptural injunction that man should eat his 
bread in the sweatof his brow. He at last realizes that he is to be no 


exception. : 

This truth is also realized by our own Government. A different 
must soon prevail. The Indian must exist by his own ind moia 
suit. He must take his land in severalty, cultivate and improve it. He 
must become directly amenable to the law, and answer for its violation 
just as any white man does now. By our system of reservation and 
training schools and the industrial experience now offered the present 
-iieonngacte areal apenas rear aaa as 
present and enter successfully on the new era. 

We have but to be patient a brief time. With many the has 
already arrived, and in some instances reservations should be disbanded, 
in others they should be contracted and the lands restored to the public 
domain for settlement by those seeking homes. The bead and the 
blanket, the tattoo and the wigwam, annuities and inexcusable idleness 
should all disap and give place to the newer and better order of 
things. But tever we do let it be done with deliberation, with wis- 
dom, prudence, and justice. We are in this duty as the guardian is to 
the ward. Inflexible good faith is required and should he demanded. 
We are a great and powerful nation, we possess a high order of civil- 
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ization, we are a magnanimous people, and just, as well as merciful, and 
we can not suffer the reproach of a broken faith and a dishonored cove- 
nant with a dependent le, We owe it to ourselves, we owe it to 
our posterity that our nation’s honor chould be preserved inviolate with 
the weak as well as the strong. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the committee rise. 

‘The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. WELLBORN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CULBERSON reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 7217) to provide for the or- 
ganization of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr, HILL (at 10 o’clock and 30 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: ? 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Edward Schendel, late of Company B, 
Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps, for arrears of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of members of Waterbury Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Wurtsborough, N. Y., in favor of the Senate 
bill to pension disabled soldiers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Memorial of members of Hampden Grange, 
No. 270, Patrons of Husbandry, of Hampden, Me., in favor of the bill 
taxing the sale of imitation butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Fred. Linkenhoof and 49 others; of 
John Dougherty and 46 others; of Samuel Major and 65 others; of 
Thomas McAvery and 50 others; of John Roe and 25 others, and of 
Joshua Richards and 26 others, asking forthe passage of the pension 
bill as recommended by the pension committee of the Grand Army of 
the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of a number of citizens of Putnam, 
ete: praying Congress to impose a revenue tax on all forms of adult- 
erated butter of not less than 10 cents a pound—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

y Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of Joseph F. Larkin and others, 
praying for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of R. W. Wise and others, of Cincinnati, Ohio, pro- 
testing against the obstructing the navigation of the Ohio River—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Petition of T. F. Lucas, John O. Hum- 
phrey, and others, citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, asking for better legal 
protection of young girls in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of Harrison Post, No. 231, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Pennsylvania, asking the passage of Senate 
bill 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Thomas F. Leahy, for an invalid pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of F. R. Veitch, Lizzie V. Boyle, and 
others, heirs of John Veitch, of Prince George County, Maryland, ask- 
ing that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of J. N. Mitchell and 42 others, members 
of Plymouth Post, No. 431, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Ohio, for the passage of Senate bill 1886—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of citizens of Dakota, praying for the 
division of the Territory upon the seventh standard parallel—to the 
Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Papers relating to the claim of Josiah Chambers, 
of Carroll County, Georgia—to the omroittes on War 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Mary Jane Magoon, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence to support bill granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen D. Smith—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HEWITT: Petition of Charles A. Kron, late of Company I, 
Seventh United States Cavalry, for relief—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of John Donebar and 23 others, citizens 
of Story County, Iowa, praying for the passage of the bill taxing all 
imitations of butter—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAWLER: Resolution of officers of Assembly No. 3710, 
Knights of Labor, of Danville, Il., protesting against the crushing 
out of a legitimate industry of the country by the passage of the bill 
putting an internal-revenue tax upon oleomargarine—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Papers relating to the claim of Pearce Noland, 
of Shelby County, Kentucky, and of John H. McGaughey, of Warren 
County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of J. F. Coffin and others, and of 


James H. Lord and others, for a tax on oleomargarine—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of James O. Bradbury and others, that a ion be 
granted to George Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of N. M. Miller and 70 others, citizens of 
Mound Valley, Kans., and members of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, asking for the passage of Senate bill 1886, relating to pensions—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of G. E. Fletcher, for taxation of oleomar- 
garine—to the Committee on Agriculture. t 

Also, petition of E. E. B. Sawyer and others, of Camp Point, IIl., 
for pension | tion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of H. H. Wellington and others, of 
Adams and Pittsfield, Mass., praying for the immediate passage of a 
bill for the redemption of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, $ 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Petition of Louisa Loeb and others, heirs of 
Mary Heine, asking that their war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SKINNER; Papers relating to the claim of Israel S. Davis, 
of Micajah Hardesty, of Mary and Frances Morton and Martha Oglesby, 
of David W. Morton, of Joseph R. Franklin, and of Jacob Utley, of 
Carteret County; of Thomas D. Harris and of James C. Ballance, of 
Hyde County; of Josiah L. Bell, of Newport; of A. O. Dey, admin- 
istrator of J. S. Dey, of Currituck County; of Joseph J. Jordan, of 
Hertford County; of James H. Hyatt, of Perquimans County; and of 
William Parker, of Harnett County, North Carolina—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of citizens of Buffalo, T11., for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. STORM: Petition of Trades Assembly of Western Pennsyl- 
vania, against taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange, 
of Memphis, Tenn., asking for the amendment of section 5258 of the 
Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Cotton Exchange, of Memphis, Tenn., and 
the Merchants’ Exchange and citizens, in regard to the construction of 
a bridge over the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Papers relating to the claim of Rivanah Lipsey, 
of Barnwell County, South Carolina—to the Committeeon War Claims, 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of John Lawlor, asking that his war 
claim and all papers connected therewith be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Petition of members of John Foster Post, No. 
403, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, for the 
fone of Senate bill for relief of soldiers—to the Committee on Inva- 

id Pensions. 

Also, petition of soldiers of Jefferson County, Pennsylvania, for the 
passage of Senate bill 1886—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, in favor of 
arrears of pensions—to the same committee. 

The following petitions, praying Congress for the enactment of alaw 
requiring scientific temperance instruction in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia, in the Territories, and in the Military and Naval 
Academies, the Indian and colored schools supported wholly or in part 
by money from the national Treasury, were presented, and severally 
referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. HOLMES: Of citizens of Webster County, Iowa, 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 4, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petitions of Amos M. Thayer, judge 
of the circuit court of Saint Louis, Mo.; of Austin Adams, judge of 
the supreme court of Iowa; of L. E. Wales, United States judge, and 
J. C. Patterson, United States district attorney, of Delaware; of E. 
M. Bartlett, United States district attorney, and George B. Lake, late 
chief-justice of Nebraska; of M. I. Townsend, United States district 
attorney of Northern New York; of George F. Danforth, of New York; 
of R. S. Tuthill, United States attorney of Southern Illinois; of Moul- 
ton, Johnson & Ryan, and of Samuel F., Miller, a judge of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, all praying for a code of procedure. All 
these petitions are identical in form and in print, and are being circu- 
jated by somebody who evidently takes a dcep interest in the subject. 

I move that they be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agrecsl to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ialsopresent a petition of 48 citizens of Barre, Vt., 
praying for the imposition of a revenue tax on spurious butter; also a 
petition of Albert McClellan and 55 other citizens of Cambridge, Vt., 
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praying for similar legislation; also a petition of S. M. Safford and 56 the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, issued a circular in the following 


other citizens of Cambridge, Vt., praying for the same legislation. I 
move the reference of the petitions tothe Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a telegram, in the nature of a. memorial, 
and which is quite lengthy, from Nathan Bennett, president of the 
Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, of Joliet, Il., 
remonstrating against the passage of the proposed legislation in relation 
to oleo: ne. I move the reference of the memorial to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and, Forestry. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of Elizabeth B. Voorhies, M. B. 
Binninger, and 57 other citizens of New York, p for legislation 
providing better protection to young girls in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of J. R. Haskell, of New 
York city, praying for an investigation in regard to the failure tocarry 
out the clause in the fortification act of March 3, 1885, making an ap- 
propriation for the purchase or manufacture of a multicharge gan and 
ee the same, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

P REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5509) for the relief of Saint Patrick’s 
church in the city of Washington, D. C., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1882) to repeal parts of an act relating 
to tax on the business of real-estate agents in the District of Columbia, 
approved June 20, 1872, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5862) i peoriding for the establishment of certain 
light-houses, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7627) providing for the construction of a light-house supply 
steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, and for other puposes, re- 
ported it with amendments. 


INDIAN TERRITORY INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Indian Affairs were instructed on 
the 1ith of June, 1884, the 3d of December, 1884, and in February, 
1885, to pursue certain investigations recited in the resolutions of those 
dates here in Washington, and also in the Indian Territory. They 
have attended to that duty, have taken a large amount of testimony, 
and a report has been prepared covering the matters investigated at 
that time. i 

This report was prepared by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN], a member of the committee who is necessarily absent from the 
Senate. I ask unanimous consent to make the report in his name and 
toat the raport and the evidence and the accompanying documents may 

printed. 

I wish to say also that another branch of the investigation ordered 
by the Senate in Dakota and Montana Territories was pursued by a 
subcommittee, of which the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] 
was chairman, and that at a subsequent time he will make report as 
to that; but the report I now submit can be made in the name of the 
Senator from Alabama, and I should like to have it printed with the 
accompanying evidence. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Massachusetts, in 
behalf of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], makes a report, 
which will be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2597) granting a pension to 
Joseph E. Kiel; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2598) granting a pension to James 
Noyes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 2599) granting a pension to 
Emily C. Stannard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSPENSION OF PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 


Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to in- 
form the Senate whether the Commissioner of the General Land Office has, with 


words: 
“ Circular, 
“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., June 2, 1886, 
“ To registers and receivers Uniled Statcs land offices: 

“ GENTLEMEN: The repeal of the ‘pre-emption, timber-culture,’ and ‘desert- 
land’ laws being now the subject of consideration P bitrate all ao 
to enter lands under said laws are hereby suspended from and after this date un- 
til the 1st day of August, 1886,and you are hereby directed to receive no filings 
or new applications for entry under said laws during said time. 

“WM, A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 


“L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary.” 

And if such circular has been issued, to inform the Senate by what act it is 
claimed that Congress has delegated to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, or to the Secretary of the Interior, or to those officers acting jointly, the 
power to suspend by executive order the operation throughout the United 
of the pre-emption, the timber-culture, and the desert-land acts, and to deny 
to citizens of the United States their rights under said statutes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution the question is on its adoption. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to have it lie over until to-morrow morn- 


Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution liesover under the 
rule, objection being made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed. 

` ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 869, being the Chinese indemnity bill. + 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bil{S. 2225) to indemnify cer- 
tain subjects of the Chinese Empire for losses sustained by thé violence 
of a mob at Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, in September, 
1885. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon this bill the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCKRELL] has the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator from Missouri seems to be absent, 
I ask the Senator from Vermont to yield to me that I may move to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the consular and diplomatic sp ogre 
bill. I do not think it will take a great while to dispose of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that we should save a t deal of time 
in all these matters by sticking to one thing until it is done. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But we have always understood that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations when they were ready should have the right 
to go ahead, and I can not refuse it. I hope my friend will allow the 

ding bill to be laid aside informally. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that it be laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the consideration of the 
Chinese indemnity bill, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] asks that 
it be laid aside informally with a view to proceed to the consideration 
of an appropriation bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me for the pur- 

of an inquiry? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have been informed that while I was absent from 
the Senate yesterday some understanding was reached in regard to the 
Calendar, and it was understood that on Monday and Tuesday we would 
devote ourselves to the cases on the Calendar. I should be glad to be 
informed if that is true. I have been trying to get the consideration 
of a bill for a week, and we have been going on in a sort of hop, ski 
and jump style, it seems to me, of transacting the public business. 
should be very glad indeed to have some time to consider the matter 
and to get it off my hands. Therefore, I shall be glad to inquire if 
there was an ent to that effect. 

Mr. EDM S. It was stated yesterday after the doors were closed, 
after conference on both sides of the Chamber, and it was hoped every- 
body would agree (I do not say that there was unanimous consent that 
it should be done, but there was no objection), that Monday and Tues- 
day we would give to the consideration of the Calendar, under the 
principles of Rule VIII, not taking up the large subjects but going on 
with the minor affairs like the one I know my friend from South Car- 
olina wishes to get up. 

Mr. BUTLER. The bill that I wishto ask the consideration of will 
of course lead to some debate; the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] I 
believe antagonizes it; but it isa matter of very considerable conse- 
quence and I should like to have it considered. 

Mr. DAWES. Under the rule, if anybody objects the Senator can 
move to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. . The Senator will be entitled on Monday under 
that understanding to move the bill out of its order on the Calendar 
if the Senator wishes to take it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


“ Approved, 


It was understood that to-morrow 


the pension bills on the Calendar should be disposed of. 
COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
Mr. INGALLS. I move that the President of the Senate be empow- 
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ered to fill the vacancy upon the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia occasioned by the resignation of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
RMPLEBERGER]. * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none. The Chair appoints 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] to fill that vacancy. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6392) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service of the Government for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, 
and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. { 

Mr. ALLISON. Although there appears to be a great number of 
amendments to the bill, I will state to Senators that a large number of 
the amendments are mere amendments of form. The Committee on 
Appropriations thought it wise to conform the bill to the usual phrase- 
ology hitherto adopted in these bills. I therefore ask that the formal 
reading of the bill may be dispensed with, and that the amendments of 
the committee may be considered as the reading progresses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the formal 
reading will be dispensed with. The Chairhearsno objection, and that 
order will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator proposes the usual course with appro- 
priation bills. 7 

Mr. ALLISON. The usual course. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The ffrst amendment Be etery by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ appropriated,” to jnsert ‘‘ in full com- 
pensation ;’’ so as to read: EM: 

That the following sums be, and they are hereby, severally appropriated in 
full compensation for the diplomatic and consular service of the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1887, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
for the objects hereinafter expressed, namely : 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee recommend the insertion of these 
words because of a decision which was recently made by the Supreme 
Court, halding that unless the words are inserted in these bills the statu- 
tory compensation must be paid. I think there are perhaps half a dozen 
instances in the bill where the appropriation is less than the salary pro- 
vided by the Revised Statutes, and these words were inserted for that 
reason. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and, after proceed- 
ing, read lines 34 and 35, in the following words: 

Minister resident and consul-general in the Argentine Republic, $7,500. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations who has the bill in charge a question in con- 
nection with the last clause that has been read. 

I notice that there is an envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary to Turkey. I notice that there isaminister resident and con- 
sul-general to the Argentine Republic. So far as business relations are 
concerned they are as 10 to 1 on the part of this country with the 
Argentine Republic to those which we entertain with the Sultan of 
Turkey and his government. The Argentine Republic send to us an 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary. That is his title. 
We return the compliment with that great country, whose trade is of 
immense importance to us, by sending an official of inferior rank. 

I offered an amendment (what consideration it has had by the com- 
mittee I know not, but I offered it at the proper time) to send to that 
country a representative of the same rank that they send to us, not nec- 
essarily increasing the pay; but title isa good deal between governments 
and the representatives of governments. 

I know no reason why the American representative should not bear 
as high rank in the diplomatic world at the Argentine Republic as the 


ties, without a human being to write a letter or a dispatch or act as his 
clerk. We provide clerks for ourselves here, we provide clerks for our 
committees, and Senators who are not chairmen of committees during 
the session have clerks for themselves personally. I voted for it and 
I believe in it, because the more assistance we have the better work we 
can do for those who send us here. While we are doing this, I am ata 
loss to know how a Senator can justify the sending of an American rep- 
resentative to an important country, where he has important duties to 
transact, without a clerk, a secretary, a scribe, or the slightest assist- 
ance, 

I could, if I had known this bill was coming up, have furnished some 
statistics as to the trade with that country. It would be gratifying to 
me to do so. Itis gratifying to me to know the immense South Amer- 
ican trade we have, and I think that we should be building up and 
caring for the rank and importance of our missions down there in con- 
nection with the prosperity of this couutry in fostering our relations 
and the trade and commerce which naturally belong to us. 

I repeat I offered these amendments; and I do not know what be- 
came of them. I throw out these observations to be instructed rather 
than to instruct anybody. Í 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations 
considered all the amendments proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 
There were, I think, three other, certainly two other, suggestions for 
advance in the rank of diplomatic officers, but the committee did not 
believe that it was wise to increase the rank ofany of them, inasmuch as 
the rank that they now hold has been held for many years. It is true 
that last year, under peculiar circumstances, the rank of minister to 
Turkey was increased and the compensation also increased. The House 
of Representatives having considered this question, and having failed 
to increase rank, our committee did not feel authorized to increase the 
rauk of this minister, especially as if that were done it would require 
similar action with reference to two or three other missions. 

Now, as to the clerk suggested by the Senator from Indiana, I have 
no doubt that it would be a great convenience to our minister at the 
Argentine Republic to have a clerk, and it certainly would be a great 
convenience to all these officers; but if we give one of them a clerk we 
must give clerks to all, and for many years they have been enabled to 
get on without this additional service and the committee did not feel 
at this time that it could reasonably suggest a large increase, or any con- 
siderable increase in the appropriations for this p . Therefore the 
amendments, although considered carefully by the mumittee, were 
not acted upon favorably. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to state that an amendment of the kind 
referred to by the Senator from Indiana was sent to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, where properly such a matter should be considered 
as it is not a matter of appropriation. It is a matter of the dignity 
and propriety and arrangement ofall these places. And the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Kelations, I think I am justified in saying without vio- 
lating any propriety in regard to committees, thought it right before it 
took any action either way to get the judgment of the President of the 
bones States, through the Secretary of State, but practically of course 

he judgment of the State Department, as to the necessity of this and 
half a dozen other analogous things; and we have accordingly sent to 
the Secretary of State for information which has not yet been received. 

I submit to my friend from Indiana whether it would be wise and 
right to undertake to change these orderly arrangements in ct of 
grade, &c,, without having the opinions—not that we are to be bound 
by them—the views of the Executive through his Secretary of State. 
I suggest therefore to let this bill go as it is now and-on a separate 
bill, or next year we can adjust it if we do not get the information be- 
fore it is too late this year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of tho bill will pro- 
ceed. There is no amendment pending. ; 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to make a remark, though I make no mo- 
tion. I find in regard to this and some other cases these items in the 


tative of that government does here with us. ‘The trade of this | bill 


country with the Argentine Republic and other South American coun- 
tries is a t and growing one, one of vast and of in impor- 
tance to this country, and the policy which will control my mind is to 
cultivate relations with those countries. 

I used the Government of Turkey as an illustration. I do not de- 
sire, of course, to reduce the rank of the minister to Turkey, but I 
repeat the query to the Senator having charge of the bill, if it is proper 
and necessary to have an envoy extraordinary and "minister plenipo- 
tentiary to Turkey why should not the same rank be given to a mis- 
sion of much greater importance than that to Constantinople? 

I observed a moment ago that I offered an amendment giving the 
American representative there the rank which the representative of 
the Argentine Republic bears here. I think comity, national courtesy, 
propriety, fraternity require this to be done. I did not in that amend- 
ment contemplate any increase of the pay of the representative, but I 
did in that connection also offer an amendment providing that the 
American representative should have a secretary. 

It sounds extremely strange to my ears and is a peculiar fact to my 
mind that we send a representative to a government of that im 


without a clerk, a secretary, or a human being to assist him in his du- 


Minister resident and consul-general in the frond ropare Republic, $7,500. 

Ministers résident and consuls-general in Li Switzerland, Denmark, Port- 
ugal, Siam, Persia, Corea, Hayti,and Bolivia, at $5,000 each, . 

There are added in many instances to the duties of a minister the 
duties of consul-general, and he is the only consul-general in the par- 
ticular republic or government referred to. In all cases where there 
are consuls-general alone, not having the duties of ministers to perform, 
there are clerks provided for. I call the attention of the gentleman 
having charge of this bill, the Senator from Iowa, to this. I say that 
in several places where there are ministers resident and consuls-gen- 
eral, as in the Argentine Republic, Liberia, Switzerland, Denmark, 
Portugal, Siam, Persia, Corea, Hayti, and Bolivia, in addition to the 
duties of minister they are made consuls-general in those countries, 
There are consuls-general and consuls independent of ministers in many 
other places. To all consuls-general who have no duties as minister to 
perform there are clerks assigned at varying salaries. I can not under- 
stand exactly why when there are added to the duties of the minister 
resident the duties of consul-general for a whole nation, a republic or 
whatever the government may be, the latter duties being often the 
most important, there should not be a clerk at least provided for the 
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combined offices. There is no secretary, no clerk, no interpreter, noth- 
ing of the kind, where the double duties of minister and consul-gen- 
eral are imposed upon one man; and yet I find in this bill clerks are 
provided for many small consulates: : 

For allowance for clerks at consulates, $50,320, the sum to be allowed at each 
consulate not to exceed the rate herein specified, as follows: 

Consul at Liverpool, $2,000. 

Consul-general at Havana, $1,600, 

Consul-general at Seana. $1,200, 

Consuls-general at London, Paris, and Rio de Janeiro, at $1,600 each, $4,800. 


Mr. BUTLER. From what page of the bill does the Senator read ? 
Mr. CONGER. From page 23. 


Consuls-general at Berlin, Frankfort, Vienna, Montreal, and wa, and 


Kanaga 
consuls at Hamburg, Bremen, Manchester, Lyons, Hong-Kong, Havre, Crefeld, 


and Chemnitz, at $1,200 each, $15,600. 

Now, the idea that the little interior town of Chemnitz, where the 
consul heretofore has received a salary of $1,500, increased here to 
$2,000, should have a clerk to that consul with a salary of $1,200, and 

-no secretary or clerk to ministers resident and consuls-general where 
they are the only consul-general in the kingdom or republic or what- 
ever it may be, I can not understand. 


Consuls at Bradford, Birmin; „at each, $2,880. 

Consuls-general at Calcutta, Port au Prince,and Melbourne, and consuls at 
Leipsic, Sheffield, Sonneberg, Dresden, Antwerp, Nurem , Tunstall, Bor- 
deaux, Colon, Singapore, wand at each, 000. 

Consuls at Belfast, Ba: z Victoria, and the consuls-gen- 
eral at Matamoras and 480. 


at $640 cach, Si, 
rrean ES at Mexico and Berne, and consuls at Malaga, Naples, Genoa, 
Stuttgart, Florence, im— y 

Little towns away up in the mountains of Germany, far removed 
from any seaport or any particular commercial relations— 
Prague, Zurich, Beirut, and Demerara, at $430 each, $5,760. 

There must be some inconsistency in this arrangement of clerks to 
consuls. 


Mr. VOORHEES. From what page is the Senator reading? 

Mr. CONGER. I am reading now from page 24. Pages 23 and 24 
provide for consular clerks. There must be some inconsistency in al- 
lowing clerks to the consuls at these little places named in this bill at 
twelve hundred and fifteen hundred dollars when the salary of the con- 
sul is $2,000, and allowing no secretary or clerk and no provision for 
expenses to ministers resident and consuls-general where they have to 
perform the duties of consul-general in some of these nations where we 
are trying to-day, as the Senator from Indiana remarked, to introduce 
new commercial relations, and where the duties of the consul-general 
comprise a whole country. i 

I do not make any motion in regard to this matter. Heretofore there 
has been a round sum appropri to provide clerks somewhat in the 
discretion of the Secretary of State for the different consulates, without 
naming all of them. Isu the committee desired to name the 
places where clerks should be allowed and their salaries, which is very 
well, and in that ment undoubtedly did not have their aiten- 
tion called to the fact that many of the places where consular clerks are 
authorized by this bill are of very slight importance, little interior 
places in the mountains and in the valleys of Germany, some of them, 
and other places where is no seaport to make commercial relations. 

I make no criticism upon it, but I call the attention of the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill to the fact that there is some i i 
in the bill, and I think, considering the desire that all have to extend 
commercial relations especially in the South American republics, that 
where there is a minister and consul-general there should be some pro- 
vision for aid and assistance in the complicated duties which the con- 
sul-general (no matter what the duties of the minister may be) ought 
to perform in the making of reports and in gathering information. 
Here are several countries where the consul-general is also minister 

resident, having the duplicate duties to perform, and he has no clerk 

or assistant. It is very important if we desire to extend trade with 
those countries and even to have reports showing what avenues of trade 
may be opened to our People, what kind of commerce and ex 
may be established there, that these consuls-general, to say nothing of 
the ministers, should have some assistance in making the inquiries 
and in the correspondence, and in preparing reports for the benefit of 

American manufacturers and merchants and people. 

Some years I called the attention of the then Secretary of State 

- and especially the then Assistant of State, Mr. Seward, to the 
fact that I was receiving letters frequently from constituents of mine 
making inquiries in regard to the commerce, and the manufactures, and 
the chances for sale of products of different kinds raised in the State of 

Michigan, and I think the letters which I received at that time and 

the inquiries which I brought to the attention of the State Department 

had some effect, and I myself had the pleasure of joining somewhat in 
preparing that noted circular which was sent abroad to all the consuls 
of the United States to make the reports which have been made from 
that time to this and which have been very valuable to the producers 

and manufacturers of the United States in enabling them to see at a 

glance in these reports to what countries of the earth their products 
* might possibly be sent with advantage, I think no other source has 

increased so much the knowledge of our own manufacturers and pro- 
ducers in the United States as to the wants of different peoples of the 


world and the places where their particular manufacture and produc- 
tion might be sent with profit as the reports of consuls stating the de- 
mands for different productions and for different manufactures, the 
prices, the places to which they might be sent.” These reports have 
conyeyed that kind of general information which each enterprising 
business man could look over and see where he might be able in the 
particular line of industry in which he was engaged to avail himself 
of that information and enter into correspondence more definite in re- 
gard to sales and markets for his products. 

I think Iam safe in saying that in the regions of the world less known 
than those with which we have heretofore had constant commercial in- 
tercourse the amount of sales and marketing of our productions both of 
manufacture and from the soil of all kinds have been more than doubled 
within the last six or seven years by reason of the information contained 
in the consular reports which are summarized and condensed monthly 
and spread abroad from the State Department through members of Con- 
gress and through the Department itself to the people in the several 
States. I know myself of many instances in which new markets have 
been found for manufactures and productions even from my own in- 
terior State. 

I speak of these things because I think there was an evident over- 
sight by the committee in providing for ministers resident and consuls- 
general where there is no other consul-general in the country to which 
they are sent, without some means to write and correspond and travel 
perhaps by their clerks or by other assistants in some way to find out 
what markets may be opened to our people. The great object of our 
people to-day is to find where the markets of the world may be secured 
for our productions, and I venture to say that our commercial agents 
can be no better employed than in looking up such matters. I may 
say in this connection that I do not think it advisable, I do not think 
it is wise to connect a minister with diplomatic relations, where one is 
necessary, with the merely and purely commercial relations, the busi- 
ness relations of a consul-general. To some extent they are incom- 
patible; to some extent they infringe upon each other. The minister 
has to sustain peculiar diplomatic relations to the government to which 
he is sent, and it may be a delicate duty to be inquiring in regard to 
markets and productions and rivalries. It may bring him as a minis- 
ter in wrong relations with the government, while as consul-general hav- 
ing his associations and his inquiries with the manufacturing, the pro- 
ducing, and purchasing people of that country, the consul-general would 
have duties to perform very important, more important than all these 
oe relations in almost every country on the globe with our 
peopie. 

Why they are put together, why duties which are sometimes run- 
ning in contradictory lines, the diplomatic and the commercial rela- 
tions, should be united in one person, I have never been able to under- 
stand. I donot believe itisa wise t. Ieould wish that the 
committee might have examined that subject and separated the two. 
There is no reason why a minister resident residing at the seat of gov- 
erment, wherever that may be, very frequently remote from the com- 
mercial towns, the manufacturing towns, from the seaport, confined to 
the particular locality of a capital, should be charged with duties that 
require his observation and his labor, and if he is of any service to the 
people of the United States he should conduct an arduons, constant, 
uninterrupted inquiry of the condition of that country in relation to 
our commerce and our productions. Why these duties should be joined 
in fact, I do not know; one or the other is sacrificed necessarily by lo- 
ay by propinquity to the business which they have or ought to have 


in their : 

I will take this occasion to say a word more. Tomy mind, to-day the 
great demand in the condition of the American people is for agents—in- 
telligent, bright, enterprising men—in every country on this globe to see 
whatkindsof products American manufacturersand American producers 
can find a market there for. In this great teeming country of ours, with 
its industries and its wealth and its productions, while business is in a 


change | state of stagnation here at home, and while thousands of men are either 


idle or dissatisfied for want of full employment, I think the wise thing 
for this Government to do is to look over the face of the world and see 
where the productions of the industries of our people may find a market, 
so that the cry, whether true or false, of overproduction which leads to 
a lack of demand and sale of our productions may be obviated, that 
industries may be encouraged, that there may not be overproduction, 
because we can find markets all over the world for one or another of 
these productions which fill and glut our own market. 

_ Sir, I am glad of the attention which has been given to the consular 
system and its direction in the years of the recent past, and continued, 
I am happy to say, now by the present Secretary of State and that De- 
partment. ‘The tendency which has been given to consular appoint- 
ments and consular duties and consular industry in the direction to 
which. I have alluded is the most hopeful thing for the laboring man 
of the United States in the shop, in the factory, on the farm. The 
prospect which that opens for markets for our diversified industries is 
the most hopeful thing in the present somewhat gloomy state of affairs 
in our own country. The markets throughout the world, the new 
markets, the unoccupied markets for the ten thousand manufactures 
and productions of the soil and of the factory which may be found by 
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a bright, active, intelligent consular force will open new fields of enter- 
prise, new fields of industry to the mechanics and manufacturers and 
laborers in farm and field and shop and factory throughout the United 
States; and I would without parsimony give to that service all the en- 
couragement which can be given to it by a reasonable and fair appro- 
priation and by proper and earnest instruction to the consular service 
of the United States to make it what it is intended to be, the agent of 
our commerce, the watchman to look out for our industries in every 
place in the world where its members are stationed. 

I speak of this with some little feeling because my attention forsome 
years has been called to it, commencing with the preparation of the 
circulars for consular reports, which I have watched with a great deal 
of earnestness from the time they commenced untilnow. I have tried 
to follow the effect of that in the different countries as far as I have 
been able to do; but with the limited means I have had at my disposal 
I have seen the advantages to us of markets abroad secured through 
consular methods and consular efforts. I may say here that I think 
members of Congress do not appreciate and never have appreciated the 
value of the statistics gath by our consuls and published by the 
State Department in their monthly reports, and distributed twenty to 
each member for circulation in his district to those who may desire that 
class of information. Among our manufacturers, among our people, 
these reports are sought for as soon as they are brought to their knowl- 
edge, and I have watched the effect of them in creating new markets. 
Sir, I have looked with pleasure upon the shipment of wagons manu- 
factured in my State to many of the islands of the Pacific in large num- 
bers, and bringing remunerative prices, manufactured at different places 
in Michigan and, as my friend from Indiana knows, at South Bend in his 
State. I have gathered together from San Francisco and from the 
agents of the lines of steamers running to the Pacific islands the in- 
voices of the item of wagons sent from South Bend, Indiana, and from 
Jackson, Michigan, to islands of which we think only as if their people 
were cannibals, the Feejee Islands, the Society Islands, and to Australia, 
and to New Zealand, and toother places. I have seen with very great 
gratification that the products of industries going on around me in my 
own State were sent to those far islands of the sea, furnishing a mar- 
ket almost equal some years to the home market for these same pro- 
ductions. 

I have delayed the Senate in commenting on some things which have 
interested me very much, and I have only alluded to one or two of the 
things. I’could, even from memory, go on and enumerate by fifties, 
if not by hundreds, different items of manufacture and of production 
that have found a market in the distant and almost unknown islands 
of the ocean, as well as in other places on the continents, through the 
information and the knowledge gained in the first instance through the 
reports of our consuls, and caused by following clews that have led to 
the opening of the markets of these countries to my own people and to 
your people, sir. 

I make these remarks to call the attention of the committee to the 
lack of assistance to that class at least of consuls-general who are charged 
with the double duty of ministers or plomo; which is an important 
thing with the South American republics especially, and the entirely 
different and sometimes complicated duties of consuls. I am sorry to 
find that so many of them have not a clerk of any kind to assist them 
in opening these new regions to our commerce and to our productions 
and furnishing markets to our people. This fact strikes me somewhat 
with surprise, and I am very glad the Senator from Indiana has called 
attention to one of these cases. I ask the attention of the Senate to 
the many cases where consuls-general and ministers have not even an 
assistant as a clerk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the reading of the bill proceeds, ti think I 
ought to say a word in response to the suggestions made by the Senator 
from Michigan. 

The Committee on Appropriations does not have charge of the regu- 
lation of our diplomatic and consular service. It is our business to rec- 
ommend to the Senate appropriations for the public service in this re- 
gard as we find it; and if the Senator will examine the statutes on this 
subject he will find no authority for clerks at the several places named 
by him, although I admit if we thought proper to provide for clerks at 
these several missions it would be kee within our province to do so, 

There is in this bill a large number of clerks provided for for the vari- 
ous consulates throughout Europe and South America. Where clerks 
are provided for in this bill, they are estimated for by the Department; 
and in the cases named by the Senator from Michigan there is no esti- 
mate and no suggestion coming from the head of the Department of State 
asking us to make provision for clerk-hire. 

The Secretary of State appeared before the committee and made many 
suggestions to the committee. Some ofthese suggestions are incorpo- 
rated in this bill, and many others are not incorporated in the bill. He 
desired a great many things; but he did not even suggest to the com- 
mittee that at the places named by the Senator from Michigan there was 
any need of clerk-hire. If we are to enter ðn the business of providing 
clerks for all the ministers-resident and consuls-general, without regard 
tothe business done by these ministers or consuls-general, we must neces- 
sarily very largely increase the appropriations for this service. 


I agree with the Senator from Michigan that for the last few years 
our appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service have been 
rather too rigid. I think a little expansion for this service would be 
healthy for the commerce of our country as well as for its diplomatic 
service. - But we did not feel, situated as we are now as a Senate com- 
mittee, that it was our duty to en very much this consular and 
diplomatic appropriation bill in the face of the fact that in the other 
House this bill was presented by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
which is supposed to know more in detail the needs of the service than 
we possibly can. Itis presented to the Senate after full consultation 
with the Secretary of State, and in the respects wherein the bill has 
been criticised by the Senator from Michigan we had no suggestion 
whatever on the subject. 

I think I ones tosay in reference to our consuls that while in theory 
it is a beautiful idea to have our consuls actively engaged in enlarging 
and developing our intercourse, as a rule I am sorry to say that they 
are, to say the least, very lax in that regard, and as far as my observa- 
tion and experience go the consuls do very little to develop the com- 
merce of our country; bub they are under our laws necessary and we 
have made provision for consuls, I believe, wherever the Secretary of 
State has deemed it wise to make such provision, and we have provided 
them with clerical force in every instance where the Secretary of State 
has deemed it necessary to make such provision. 

So, while I agree perhaps that we might enlarge somewhat our dip- 
lomatic service by separating the consular service entirely from the 
diplomatic service, I think that at this time it is not wise for us to 
enter upon this subject, especially as only four or five years ago two or 
three suggestions were made by the then Secretary of State for the con- 
solidation of missions with the position of consul-general. ` 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the Senator from Iowa, who has 
evidently given this subject much consideration, if he can account for 
the difference which I sce all through this bill in the style or name or 
tank of the various representatives of this Government in foreign coun- 
tries? 

I think there is great force in what fell from theSenator from Mich- 
igan in regard to the duties of ministers resident and consuls-general. 
One is diplomatic and the other is commercial. I see on page 3, line 42: 

Minister resident and consul-general to Roumania, Servia, and Greece, $5,500, 

Immediately following, in line 44, is: 

Agent and consul-general at Cairo, $5,000: 

And immediately following that, line 45: 

Chargé d'affaires to Paraguay and Uruguay, $5,000. i 


I should like to be informed by the Senator from Iowa, if he can do 
so, why that distinction? Why do we have a minister resident and 
consul-general to Roumania, Servia, a chargé d’affaires to Uruguay 
and Paraguay, and an agent and consul-general at Cairo? I agree en- 
tirely with the Senator from Indiana if these governments are of suffi- 
cient importance to have a representative of the United States Govern- 
ment to them, our representative ought to go there with a rank at least 
equal to that of the representative of that Government to this. For 
instance, at P: y and Uruguay we have a chargé d’affaires. What 
is that? Is that diplomatic or consular or both? Five thousand dol- 
lars he gets, and the minister resident and consul-general to Roumania, 
Servia, and Greece gets $6,500. 

Of course I appreciate the difficulties suggested by the Senator from 
Iowa which are encountered by the Committee on Appropriations, but 
I trust that the Committee on Foreign Relations will take this matter 
into consideration and give us something like a uniform system for the 
diplomatic and consular service of this Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. Regarding the suggestion first made by the Senator 
from South Carolina as to the item ‘‘ minister resident and consul-gen- 
eral to Roumania, Servia, and Greece,’’ I will say that is a new item. 
That is to say, it is an item inserted within the last three or four years. 
We had a consul-general accredited to Roumania, Servia, and Greece, 
and two or three years ago we raised his rank to that of minister resi- 
dent, adding to the duties of consul-general diplomatic functions. A 
consul-general has no diplomatic functions. Although our relations 
with Roumania and Servia are not very intimate, we thought it wise 
tohave there a diplomatic officer to keep the State Department informed 
with reference to our diplomatic relations with that region, whatever 


they are. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that, but as was suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, the duties of the two, minister resident and con- 
sul-general, seem to be inconsistent, and sometimes run across each 
other. The minister resident is purely a diplomatic officer to conduct 
international questions between the two countries. The duties of the 
consul-general, on the other hand, are purely commercial, having noth- 
ing whatever to do with diplomatic questions, as I understand. It 
strikes me as being extremely awkward to unite the two. 

Of course, I understand very well that the Committee on Appropri- 
ations can not correct that difficulty. I merely make the suggestion 
somewhat in the line of what was said by the Senator from Michigan, . 
in order to induce either the State Department or the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of this body to take cognizance of the question, and 
give us a more symmetrical and uniform system. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from South.Carolina that 
this provision uniting consular and diplomatic functions is a new pro- 
vision inserted some five or six years ago, in fact at the urgent instance 
of the House of Representatives when they sought to economize in the 
foreign service. It was at that time first provided that a minister resi- 
dent should be a consul-general at certain points and places where it 
was supposed that one man could perform both functions. Although 
it appears to be inconsistent to have the minister resident to Roumania 
and Servia also consul-general, I think that one person exercising the 
diligence that we exercise and laboring the hours that we labor here 
could possibly perform all th) diplomatic service required there and 
also could supervise all the consuls in Roumania and Servia, especially 
as we do not have a single one there. The business of a consul-general 
is to supervise the consuls, and therefore I think that this officer in the 
instances named by the Senator can very well perform both functions. 

Now, as to the consul-general at Cairo, we have never had a diplo- 
matic officer there except as an agent. 

Mr. BUTLER, A commercial agent? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; he is denominated and has been, I think, 
for twenty years in our consular and diplomatic appropriation bills as 
an agent. That gives him diplomatic authority. He is also a consul- 
genera’, having charge of the trade relations with Egypt. He is an 
agent, 1 

Mr. BUTLER. Anagent of what? Of this Government? 

Mr. ALLISON. Agent of this Government to perform diplomatic 
functions in Cairo. e is not a commercial agent. 

Mr. CONGER. I sup Egypt being in some sort a quasi- prov- 
ince of Turkey, we could not have a separate minister resident there 
any more than we could in Canada, but we have a ministerial agent 
named in that way. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is he subordinate to the consul-general to Turkey 
or the minister to Turkey? 

Mr. CONGER. He performs whatever ministerial duties are to be 
performed at Cairo, 

Mr. ALLISON. He exercises the functions of a diplomatic agent 
there. Whenever matters concerning our diplomacy come up, he is 
the proper officer to act. 

Mr. BUTLER. How about the chargés d’affaires to Uruguay and 
Paraguay? What is a chargé d’affaires ? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That was an economical experiment by the House 
of Representatives four or tive years ago, whereby the appropriation 
was reduced from $7,500 to $5,000, and it has stood in that way from 
that time to this, The Committee on Appropriations did not see 
proper to change it. 

Mr. HALE. He was formerly minister resident, but was razeed by 
the House. 

“Mr. BUTLER. I think we had better raise it back again. 

Mr. CONGER. In my comments on this bill I had supposed that all 
these changes, at least all thejminor ones, had been made and were cus- 
tomarily made in an appropriation bill and not by a separate bill mak- 
ing legislation on these subjects. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true. 

Mr: CONGER. My remarks were in reference to the fact that the 
practice had been and would probably continue to be that the changes 
in these different officers, their des and the divisions of them, by 
custom, or at least consent, had m made in the appropriation bill 
and not in other regular legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree that the Senator is right. We may, 
if we see proper, initiate a provision here looking to the employment of 
clerks at every one of these places. 

There is a clerk allowed, I will say, to the consul-general at Berne; 
but I do not believe that there is a sufficient amount of work required 
of these several officers to create a necessity for a clerk, and I think if 
such clerk-hire was necessary the Secretary of State would have dis- 
covered it and would have put in his estimates an estimate for clerk- 
hire at these places. 

Mr. BECK. Ido not desire unnecessarily to delay the passage of 
this bill, but sometime or other during its p. it may be as well to 
say that there is a measure pending at the other end of the Capitol, a 
copy of which I have, seeking to reorganize the consular service and 
place it in something like working shape. It is not now the law, how- 
ever, though it may become so. I hope it will, as it seems to be an 
improvement on the present system in many regards. 

As this bill came to the Senate Committee on Appropriations from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the other House, which is now 
seeking to change the present diplomatic and consular system, while 
there are very many important changes which I think ought to be 
made, the Committee on Appropriations did not feel at liberty to make 
them, especially as there are no recommendations from the head of the 
Department asking us to make such radical changes as I would like to 
see. I agree that we ought to adhere to the House bill substantially, 
Doubtless the Secretary of State felt that we could not make changes 
such as he desired on an appropriation bill, and therefore withheld 
recommendations he would otherwise have made, 

The Senator from Michigan stated very justly and very strongly some 
marked advances in the work of our consuls. I was glad to hear him 


say that he felt encouraged by the efforts made in the last five or 
six years by our consuls to obtain information necessary to aid in 
extending the commerce of this country; yet there are very many 
things in the consular service, as the Senator from Michigan and the 
Committee on Commerce will find when they come to look into it, 
which need to be radically changed before it will be of much real prac- 
tical value in aiding our revenue officers. 

Our consuls are our agents in promoting our commerce and in assisting 
us in the collection of our revenue, by giving such information as will 
enable our custom-house officers in New York and elsewhere to see to 
it that we are not defrauded by false invoices and undervaluations. 
They are paid two dollars and a half, I believe, for signing their names 
to every affidavit. of the importer to the truth of the statements he 
makes in regard to each invoice. The presumption is that they act in 
good faith and with proper'caution, yet the facts do not sustain the 
presumption. 

A subcommittee of the Committee on Finance went to New York un- 
der the order of the Senate and: investigated, among other things, the 
action of our consuls. I have before me an illustration furnished by 
the testimony, which shows how little consular certificates are worth 
under the present system. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is 
the chairman of that subcommittee. Almost the first thing the com- 
mittee did was to go to the appraiser’s office and ascertain how invoices 
were verified, and this was about the first thing handed to us as we en- 
tered the office: 

I read from the printed statement: 

Tn the invoice division Mr. McMullen presented the chief of division, Mr. H. 
F. Bowers, who exhibited to the committee certain inyoices and papers which 
he ar ope ty ‘one by one, as being improperly certified, as follows: 

In this case [exhibiting a k papes] the consul at Brunswick, in Germany, certi- 
fies to an invoice at over, which is in his jurisdiction, that the goods 
came from Barmen. There are two invoices from en, and no certificate 
from the consul there; and one from Zittau, in Saxony. There is no consul 
there, but there is one at Dresden, near there. 

By Mr. BECK : : a 

Q. That is not under the jurisdiction of the consul at Brunswick ? 

A. No, sir. Here is one from Waldkirchen, in Saxony. 

By the CHAIRMAN: 


Q. Is that near Brunswick? 

A. No, sir; it is near to Leipsic. Here is one from Forbach, in Baden; here 
one from Linden, near to Hanover; here another from Barmen ; now one from 
Hanover, an invoice of 14,071 marks, being the totalamount consolidated. It is 
certified to by the consul at Brunswick, William C. Fox. 

By Mr. Beck: e 

Q- er = has no other cousular certificate upon it? 

. No, sir. 

Q. What value do bre attach to a certificate of that sort on invoices coming 
from cities outside of the consul’s jurisdiction, and where there is a consul who 
should certify, but does not? 

A. We can not attach any importance to it, because the consul who certifies 
can not know anything about it. He can not know anything about goods not 
produced in his own district.” ie x 3 

s 


Q. Now, in reference to that consolidated invoice coming from Hanover, out- 
noe the jurisdiction of the consul who certifies, whatdo you do with that in- 
voice? . 

A. It goes back again from us to the collector. 

By the CHAIRMAN: 


Q. But you pay no attention to the certification? 
A. The appraiser can not pay any attention to it. 


By Mr. BECK: 

Q Do you treat it as an invoice? 

A. Of course, the consul certifies that it is so; for which the collector is bound 
to take it, of course. 

Q. The collector is not bound to take the invoice that has no goods with it? 

A. No, sir; the only point with me is to show you of how little value they 
are; how much importance the examiner attaches to it I can not tell you, but I 
think there is no importance to be attached, because the goods are not produced 
in that consular district at all, 

And so far as the United States is concerned, it might as well have no of- 
ficial certification at all aè to have one like that? + 
A. That is the way I look atit. And here the appraisement may as well ap- 
ply the same as to goods which have no invoice at all. 

And so it was all through the history we obtained from the custom- 
house officers. No faith could be placed in consular certificates. 

I have read that portion of the testimony for the purpose of showing 
that until we have some reorganization of the consular system, some 
change whereby we can make the service of our consuls available for 
commercial purposes, we might as well, in many instances, have none. 
That was the testimony of all the leading officials in the great custom- 
houses of New York and Boston. As I have just read, ten or twelve 
different invoices were all certified by one consul, all certified by the 
consul at Brunswick, who is himself, if I recollect aright, an unsalaried 
consul who lives by fees, there being regular consuls with fixed sala- 
ries living at four or five of the places from which the goods in that 
invoice came. They were all avoided; and the certificate alone was 
presented of the consul at Brunswick, an unsalaried officer, living upon 
his fees, and who, by the way, collects $4,663.86 of fees, and is allowed 
a compensation of $2,500, $255.83 for rent and clerk-hire, and $118.10 
for contingent expenses. That man whose pay depends upon his fees 
is the man who was selected by all these shippers to fy their in- 
voices of goods, nine-tenths of which came from places outside of his 


‘consular jurisdiction. 


We were advised by well-informed men, and when our report is made 
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it will show that whenever merchants who are sending goods to New 
York on consignment to their own agents desire to value them as low 
as possible, if they find that we had a vigilant officer or consul at the 
place that officer is boycotted; he is not ized; he is not spoken 
to; he is tabooed; while some other officials, may be like the consul at 
Brunswick, who will certify to anything, is the officer who gets the 
fees and gives such certificates as the importer wants, without knowing 
or caring whether they are true or false. 

For one I do not feel like extending the present consular system. I 
will provide for itasit is, hoping that it may beremodeled. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations having had this bill sent to them that was 


specially considered by the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House, © 


which took five months to consider it, and sent it to us without any 
changes of the old condition of things, we did not think we could 
change it. Perhaps the House committee could not in this bill under 
the rales that we have jointly agreed should prevail, that no new legis- 
lation should be inserted in appropriation bills. As they have pre- 
pared another bill correcting many of these evils, and as they sent us 
this bill as it is, and as we were not advised by the State Department 
that the suggestions of increasing the rank of the ministers now being 
considered, or adding clerks to those who hold the office of minister 
resident and consul-general were approved, we simply took up other 
matters which were deemed important, and we have made quite con- 
siderable increases in other regards, as the Senate will see when we 
come to them. 

For eye aa as to the money for the secret-service fund, if you may 
call it so, whereby the Secretary of State can carry on negotiations in 
regard to the troubles we may have with Canada, Central America, or 
any other country, we had added considerably to the House bill, and 
wherever it is n to extend our commerce, in Corea, Japan, and 
elsewhere, we have felt that we ought to strengthen the hands of the 
Secretary. That we have done, and I think done properly. 

That is about all I care to say at present, because while in many re- 
gards our consular is working well in regard to reports and in- 
formation, I do not think that consular aid in the collection of revenues 
will be valuable while they are responsible only to the State Depart- 
ment. All their most important services are rendered to the Treasury 
Department, and unless we make a change in some form to improve 
that service and impose penalties for neglect of duty we will not get 
satisfactory results under divided authority of two ents and no 
real responsibility to either. I recollect when the Senator from New 
York [Mr. EVARTS] was appointed Secretary of State—I believe he 
was the first to organize and put in shape the system of consular re- 
ports—that we expected great results, and we have in the shape of 
reports obtained very useful information, and in that regard very salu- 
tary results; but in aid of our officers collecting our revenue and the 
safi against fraud we have not up to this time received anything 
like as much help as we ought. I called the attention of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce on yesterday, and I hope they will look at it, to this 
state of things, which needs revision. On page 27 of the report of the 
Fifth Auditor will be found a large number of unsalaried commercial 
agents none of whom came before the Senate for confirmation. They 
are appointed I do not know how, kept there I do not know how, with 
poy and allowances such as the Department sees fit to give them. 
Take the first one on the list, Baracoa de Cuba; the amount collected 
at that agency in fees is put down at $1,361.50, and the com tion 
of the agent is $2,500. The pay for services to vessels, &c., is $1,138.50, 
and the conti t expenses $20—$3,658.50 paid to that unsalaried 
agent in to whose appointment we have no sort of authority, 
when he only collects $1,361.50 in fees. 

If we cut classified consuls down to $2,000, $1,500, and $1,000, why 
should we havea commercial agent receiving that much money at the 
hands of the State Department and paid $2,500 salary with all sorts of 
other allowances, merely because he is called by another name, and the 
Senate has nothing to say about his fitness. 

Again, on the same page, take Elberfeld; there is a case where the 
agent collected $3,740.50 in fees, and he receives a compensation of 
$2,500. Take Mayence; there the agent collected $3,741.50 in fees, 
and $2,500 is paid him as compensation, and the fees accruing to the 
Government amounted to $646.30, and for rent and clerk-hire he was 
allowed $595.20, : 

So at Port Stanley and St. Thomas, $3,312 was received in fees, 
$2,500 paid the agent as compensation, so that $812 accrued to the 
Government from the fees. So at a number of other places. 

I may as well add that after hearing the Secretary of State and see- 
ing that perhaps we could not reach what was desired in this bill, and 
knowing that something ought to be done in regard to bringing this class 
of officers under our control, the best the committee at present thought 
they could do was to insert this provision: 

And in the estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, there shall be esti- 
mated for specifically, under classified consulates, all consulates and commercial 
agencies where the fees collected or compensation allowed for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, exceeds $1,000. : 

So that in the next Book of Estimates the Secretary may take them 
in hand, and we can see whether we can not bring them under our’ 
authority. I do notthink the Committee on Commerce are quite pre- 


pared to advise us how to do it. Ido not know that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations are, but perhaps a bill may be framed by some com- 
mittee even before we adjourn that may bea step in the right direction. 
I have not examined the House bill with sufficient care to say how far 
it goes in that direction. 

Mr. CONGER. The difficulties which have confronted the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have also frequently come to the consideration of 
the Committee on Commerce in their branch óf the subject, and I have 
no doubt havetroubled the Committee on Foreign Relations very much. 

For several years in the other House some of these evils towhich the 
Senator from Kentucky has alluded were met and discussed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce of the House, and amendments and ions 
were made in different bills to try and remedy some of the very evils 
to which the Senator from Kentucky has alluded. 

For a great many years I have been firmly of the opinion that our 
laws in regard to the transportation of goods from the port of entry to 
an interior port without examination at the port of entry and without 
appraisal and the settlement and payment of the duties there, but that 
being left to some other port to which they may under the law be taken 
on a consular certificate, have been a fruitful source of danger to the 
revenues of the country and have been a fruitful cause of the procur- 
ing of certificates away from the principal consular offices at minor 
consulates throughout the world. 

Our law here at home permits an invoice of goods coming to New 
York or Boston or Portland, intended for Chicago or intended to pass 
across the continent to San Francisco, to be entered on a consular cer- 
tificate in New York or in Boston, and there, without examination, 
without appraisement, without the payment of duties, to be forwarded 
by virtue of that consular certificate, such as the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has described and read abont, to Cincinnati or Chicago, or, if in- 
tended for New Orleans, to New Orleans, or to any other port of entry 
in the United States, there to have the goods appraised, there to have the 
goods examined and the cases opened, and unless there is something to 
indicate some opening of the packages or tampering with the packages 
in the original port of entry the custom-house officers there must send 
them right on, it may be across the continent to San Francisco or to 
Puget Sound or to Portland, or to New Orleans or to Detroit or Chicago 
or any other place. 

if there is anything to indicate that the invoices do not correspond 
with the contents of the packages, the officer at the original ports of entry 
may open them, may examine them to see whether they contain the 
goods mentioned in the invoices; but our Jaw provides and directs and 
authorizes the entry at the port of New Orleans, New York, Boston, 
Baltimore, anywhere, if the packages mentioned in an invoice appear 
to be unopened, if there is nothing to lead. to suspicion that the con- 
tents are not properly mentioned in the invoices, and the forwarding 
of the goods to the place of destination, to these other ports, interior or 
otherwise, without examination and without payment of duties. 

That being the law here, very naturally anybody who wishes to take 
any advantage of undervalnation would have a consular certificate 
from a consular agent or a consul who had neverseen the packages and 
contents, but merely certified to them, and coming here they will go 
through to interior points, to Sault de St. Marie, to any place where 
under the law they can be sent, and there an appraiser entirely un- 
familiar with the goods would fix the appraisal and arrange the 
duties. 

I have felt for years, and have publicly expressed my opinion, that 
in our own country was one of the best opportunities and most fertile 
sources of the undervaluation and loss to the Treasury of duties by 
underappraisement and undervaluation; but whatever I may have 
stated as the result of an investigation related more particularly to in- 
voices coming from Canada through the port where I live. Whatever 
I may have said or attempted in the other House (and the occasion has 
not arisen where I have had opportunity to do it in this) has been 
passed along in the general . No correction of evils, no correc- 
tion of what I believe to be the possibility and the strong probability 
of abuse of that system has been made. 

The very testimony read by the Senator from Kentucky and the re- 
marks he made before the Committee on Commerce within the last few 
days in to some of these things, will show Senators how the law 
which we have in regard to forwarding the invoices of goods from the 
port of entry, without appraisal and without the payment of duties, 
to some interior and remote port where the officials are not familiar 
with the kinds of goods, will lead men in other countries, in Europe 
or wherever, to go away from the consuls at the ports of shipment and 
to take certificates from a consular agent far removed from the markets 
and from the ability to judge and examine as to the value of the goods 
and get those certificates in that way. There is no kind of question 
that all through Europe the shippers to this country do find their offi- 
cial certificate from men remote from market for that very object and 
for that very reason. 

I had occasion in studying this subject and in following up some of 
my investigations in Canada to find that instead of having consular cer- 
titicates from Montreal, from Toronto, from Hamilton, we had consu- 
lar certificates from some point in the interior of Canada, where goods 
would be shipped by rail and there the consular certificate attached by 
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a consniar agent, not by the consul in the place from which the goods 
were originally intended to be shipped to the United States. I have 
pursued that inquiry and have gone to different places in Canada to 
make personal observation that I might while I was in the other House 
fortify myself with some information to lead to a change of the law. 
But unfortunately my efforts were not seconded, and the law remains 
the same. 

There is another trouble about this which the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evarts] in his experience in the State Department can very 
well appreciate, By a kind of necessity, perhaps, our agents abroad, 
whether or commercial, seem to have their appointment and 
their responsibility to the State Department. The State Department, 
except incidentally and collaterally, is not the special of the 
individual commercial transactions of our country abroad. It has that 
in view on the general scale, but the duties of consuls abroad are almost 
entirely connected with the Treasury Department, with our sailing, 
with our invoices, with our estimates of value. There is no responsi- 
bility of a consul abroad to the head of the Department to which his 
duties relate. There is no responsibility of a consul abroad to the 
Treasury Department, where his official certificates are to be taken by 
the Treasury ent in many of its transactions under the law as 
proof and the only proof. There seems to be an inco which I 
have no doubt the Senator from New York has felt in his experience 


of the appointment and control of mere commercial agents to perform 
duties connected more especially with the Treasury Department than 
any other, that these officials should be responsible to the Department 
of State only and have no official relation with and no official respon- 
sibility to the Treasury Department, with whom their duties are more 


not provided for in the immediate 
the formation of the other law, and while each place from which and 
to which the goods may go is specified in the law or else they can not 
be taken under that law, and where there is no proper appraisal pro- 
vided for, it is also provided for in the law. Iagree with the Senator 
as to the value of that law, but my point is an entirely different thing, 
where a consular certificate will take goods from the origina! port of 
entry through the country to any other port of entry in the United 
States. 

Mr. ALLISON. What law is that, I should liko So aa the Senator 
from Michigan? 

Mr, CONGER, I can not turn to it, but Iwill find it for the Sena- 
tor. It is.a law by which under a consular certificate goods which 
have no appearance of being tampered with may by virtue of the con- 
sular certificate itself have immediate transportation to the designated 
place in the United States mentioned in the invoice. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis under the immediate-transportation act? 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir; not at all. It was passed befote the im-_ 
mediate- ion act, and continues now. 

Mr, ALLISON. Ishould be glad to have the Senator show it to me, 


Mr. CONGER. The immediate-transportation act I assisted in form- 
ing and modifying, and I approve of it; but by the consular-certificate 
law, if in Europea man desires to consign his goods to Marquette, Grand 


Haven, Chicago, Racine, or to any place where there is a port of en- 


intimately connected and to whom as the head and as the source of | try — 


their authority they ought by the system of commercial relations and 
consular duties to have the responsibility. 

Perhaps in our system there could be no way devised by which our 
Treasury Department could have control and direction of our appointees 
in a foreign country. I can myself see the difficulties which might 
arise, and I suppose our fathers selected what seemed to them the better 
way, that they would class all the agents of the Government abroadas 
connected with our foreign relations and as of necessity coming under 
the State Department, having charge of all our foreign relations which 
could exist, and their responsibility to that tand their duty 
under the supervision of that Department must be kept up, although 
the efficiency and activity of the noose este AOAN NNER 
tirely to the 

What the remedy may be for tat Ido not know; but if a bill bei a 
troduced reorganizing and regulating the consular service, that great 
body which may be so beneficial in all our commercial relations abroad, 
I trust we shall have the benefit of the experience and observation of 
my friend from New York and of my friend the President of this body, 
onaccount of hisrelations to the Treasury Department, in so organizing 
and reorganizing the commercial service, the consular service of the 
United States, that there should be some responsibility, some direction, 
eyen'if it were to come through the State Department to the Treasury 
Department, which will make it more efficient and more valuable, and 
remove some of the evils to which the Senator from Kentucky alluded, 
and which I have seen and known of and opposed for years in the other 
House, that we may have a system more adapted to our circumstances 
and to the wants of our people. 

Mr, McMILLAN. I think this discussion will be of great benefit to 
the consular service as well as to the commercial interests of this coun- 
try, and I am very glad that it has transpired. 

Doubtless the regulation of the consular service is very necessary, 
and I think the suggestions made by the Senator from Michigan are 
very profitable ones, The fact that this service is intimately connected 
with two Departments of the Government has heretofore prevented a 
definite regulation of it. The State Department and the 
partment are the two great Departments of the Government with which 
this service is intimately connected, and I am sure the Senate will 
greatly benefit from the experience of the Senator from New York [Mr. 

EvARTS] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who have been 
in the State Department and the Treasury Department respectively, 
from their presence and advice here. 

I wish, however, to suggest a difference of opinion with the Senator 
from Michigan in regard to one point to which he alluded. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Michigan seems to be of opinion that our laws which permit 
the transportation of imported goods to the interior of our country for 
appraisement have not operated beneficially, and that they have pro- 
duced evils in respect to the appraisement of goods. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me to make 

a suggestion? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. My oh etkin is not at all to what you call the im- 
mediate transportation of goods. In the law relating to the interior 
transportation of goods Congress defines the place from which and the 
place to which all the goods shall go. It is supposed that in fixing 
places under the special provision for the immediate transportation of 


ates to interior points the proper facilities for appraisal are afforded. 
ut what I refer to is an entirely distinct and different thing, which 


Mr. ALLISON. And pass them through Canada? 

Mr. CONGER. I donot mean through Canada. He may pass them 
through the United States; he may pass them through Canada under 
the provisions of another law; if sent from New Orleans to Saint Paul, 
or what used to be the port of entry of Saint Paul. I ask the Senator 
from Minnesota to excuse me for taking his time. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Certainly, 

Mr. CONGER. You might send from New York, or New Orleans, or 
Baltimore an invoice of goods under a consular certificate without = 
praisal and without the payment of duties to what used to be the port 
of entry of Minnesota, Pembina, a place away up on our northern front- 
ier, which was a port of entry. You could send under a consular cer- 
tificate, and can now, to any port of entryin the United States, without 
examination, without appraisal, and without payment of duties, by 
virtue of the consular certificate, any packages of goods, any invoice of 
goods, unless the collector at the port where they are first landed has 
reason to suppose either the packages have been tampered with or that 
the goods do not correspond with the invoice. The duty is paid at the 
place of delivery and the appraisal is paid at theplace of delivery. The 
trouble with me is that without an appraisal such as we have at the 
interior ports of entry under the immediate-transportation act, with 
persons there who have no perfect knowledge of the class of goods, the’ 
appraisal is made and the duties settled at the remote port of entry. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am glad to know that I misunderstood the Sen- 
ator from Michigan in the remarks he submitted before I took the floor. 
I was somewhat ised at the expression as I understood it, because 
I was aware that the Senator had concurred with me always in respect 
to the importation of goods to interior ports under our existing law. 

While I am on the floor I desire to express my entire approbation of 
the existing system. Its benefits are so great that the interests of the 
country now forbid any change in this The points of distri- 
bution of goods in the interior of our country are established and they 


are essential to the interests of commerce. To say that we shall not 
be permitted to import foreign goods into the large inland cities of the 


De- | country and have the benefits of the direct shipment of goods would in- 


terfere with the commercial transactions of the country tosuch an extent 
that it would produce great derangement. 

Mr. HOAR. The experience of the seaboard ports does not show 
that such importations are free from fraud. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. No; the seaboard ports are, as I learn, the places 
where the evils exist. Allthe complaints in regard to underappraise- 
ment and to frauds of various kinds come not from interior ports but 
from the preas ports of the Atlantic coast, where the importations are 
principally Ihave heard no complaint whatever of underval- 
uation or of any frauds in the appraisement of goods or in the impor- 
tation of them to the inland cities of the country. 

Mr. DAWES. In connection with what has just been said I desire 
to state to the Senator from Minnesota and the Senator from Michigan 
that the recent action of the Executive renders it necessary for us to re- 
view this whole system and to determine whether hereafter all impor- 
tations shall be concentrated at the ports of the seaboard, or whether 
we shall be permitted to enjoy the beneficial results that certainly flow 
from transmitting the goods to the points of delivery indicated in recent 
statutes. 

I wish to take this opportunity to express my great surprise at the 
objections which have been raised to the system which has received the 
commendation of those two Senators, ov the partof the Executive, grow- 
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ing out of the fact that he or any one else should conceive that there 
was better chance for honest administration at these great seaboard 
points, where is concentrated necessarily such an immense amount and 
qnfinite variety of importation and on, that there is more safety 
there and better safeguards {unde then these woakl bein the in- 
terioratpoints where there would be small deliveries of imported goods. 
I am glad to know that in due time we shall have the co-operation not 
only of those Senators, but I am confident of the entire Sena regan 
view of the reasons given by the President for an attempt on 
to put an end to this policy. 
ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 20’clock having arrived 
the unfinished business, being Senate bill 2225, is before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before we pass from this question I desire to say 
one word upon the ion made by the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Concer]. I think he entirely misapprehends the causes which 
lead to undervaluations. I am sure that if he will examine into the 
question carefully he will see that the undervaluations do not originate 
in any sense from the fact that goods are transported from one section 
of our own country to another, nor will he find that these consular cer- 
tificates are issued by one consul rather than another or that it is in any 
way connected with our tariff system in our own country. 

The truth is that these consular certificates are made without per- 
sonal examination of the goods atany time. The consul does not make 
apersonal examination. Hesimply overhauls the invoices, and is sup- 
posed to be familiar with the character of goods manufactured in the 
locality, and from his general knowledge of the situation is supposed 
to be able to certify as to the correctness of the invoices, 

Now I want to call attention to the statement made by the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] on that subject wherein it appears that the 
consul at Brunswick certified to various invoices coming from other 
towns and cities inGermany. I believe that that whole system of cer- 
tification originates from a scramble between feed consuls as to whether 
they shall certify and the regular salaried consuls appointed to make 
verifications as to which shall do so, Take this very case of Bruns- 
wick. Here are four or five consuls in the immediate neighborhood of 
Brunswick, at least three, who are provided for in this bill, with reg- 
ular com tion, salaries; and yet the merchants instead of going to 
our consuls who have salaries fixed go to the consul at Bruns- 
wick. We have a consul at Barmen provided for in this bill. He has 
been provided for for many years at a fixed salary; and yet the Depart- 
ment of State has established a consulate at Elberfeld within 2 or 3 
miles of the consul at Barmen. In fact they are really in one manu- 
facturing town, and the consul at Elberfeld, as shown by the Fifth Audi- 
tor’s report, receives a compensation through fees of $3,740.50 and the 
consul at Barmen is provided for in this bill at $1,500 salary. Can 
anybody give me a reason why the consul at Elberfeld, 3 miles from 
the Barmen consulate, receives $3,740? It is because he is active and 
vigilant with the merchants and manufacturers in saying, ‘‘ Bring your 
invoices to me and I will certify them and receive the fees,” The con- 
sul at Barmen has a regular fixed salary. 
` The trouble about these consular certificates arises from the inatten- 
tion of our consuls and from the scramble for fees which originates at 
these feed consulates; and it is because of this that the Committee on 
Appropriations have now for the second time introduced into an appre 
priation bill a requisition on the ent of State that they 
ae the commercial agencies and feed consulates into the classifica- 

rovided for in the statute in order that there shall not be this 

raah CH at the little manufacturing towns in Germany and other coun- 

tries for the certification of invoices merely for the sake of procuring 
fees. This abuse—because it is an abuse—has going on for some 


two or sae years. 

In 1882 we made a provision for drawing in the feed consulates; and 
the then Secretary of State, Mr. Frelinghuysen, made ere 
the subject proposing an absolute revision of our entire co system, 
which, I think, would be a wise thing to do; but until that is done it 
is the duty, I think, of the Department of State to estimate specifically 
for whatever consulates they desire for the consular service in order that 
they may be putin the classified system of the consular service and turn 
over the fees they receive regularly to the Treasury, because there isa 
aie se inducement for a consul, if he can find a good location either in 

land or Germany, where the fees amount to six, seven, or eight 
thousand dollarsa year, to leave his consulate entirely out of the classi- 
fied service. It is true he ought to receive $2,500; but now he receives 
an allowance practically at own discretion for clerk-hire and rent 
and all the surroundings which he thinks necessary for the carrying on 
of the office. So it is with St. Galle, in Switzerland, where laces are 
manufactured. The consul there is a feed consul, receives some seven 
or eight thousand dollars per annum in the shape of fees, and he isnot 
drawn into the classified serviceatall. That ‘sail the committee meant 
by suggesting the amendment referred to. 

I did not rise particularly to discuss that amendment, but for the 
purpose of removing the misapprehension which seems to be in the 
mind of the Senator from Michigan that it is because of our internal 
system of transportation that these difficulties arise abroad with refer- 
ence to the classification of invoices. I do not think that has anything 
to do with the present system of certifying invoices abroad. 


Mr. CONGER. Ido not know that the Senator from Iowa exactly 
understood what I said. It was that by virtue of our laws, not the 
immediate transportation act, a consular certificate gives special au- 
thority to pass goods through the original portof entry without exam- 
ination, without appraisal, and without the settlement of the duties, 
to a remote interior port of entry, an equal port of entry in law, and 
have the examination and the appraisement and the payment of the 
duties there. I say the law does that, and takes the goods away from 
part | places where appraisers exist, for these smaller places have no apprais- 
ers, the collector himself being the appraiser. I allege that that is an 
inducement to men abroad to ship goods from Europe to these smaller 
and more remote places, perhaps not the very places they would other- 
wise have sent them. 

I do not say it is for the purposes of fraud; but I do know that ship- 
ments are made to ports far remote from the original port of entry, but 
in thegeneral direction where the goods are finally to be used, con- 
signed to a place where they are not intended to be sold, and where 
there is no market forthem. There is some object in n a consular 
certificate for that purpose to get goods there. I said merely that that 
being the object at this end of the journey, if there was no intention of 
undervaluation and of fraud in the consignor of the goods he would 
very naturally have his invoice certified to, if he had undervalued them 
at home, by somebody not familiar either with appraisals or valuations, 
as there would be in the larger towns or the place where the goods 
were made, Whatever gentlemen may say about it that fact exists, 
that from Canada and from Europe consular certificates are signed by 
men away from the very places of manufacture and where the knowl- 
edge of the value is not as great as at the places where they should 
naturally be certified from. 

The Senator says, and says very truly, that under our present Jax 
system the consul does not examine each package and its contents, but 
he certifies that hedoes. He certifies to the contents and value of pack- 
age 1 and package 2, The invoice gives the contents, the invoice gives 
the value, and the consul certifies to it, and thatis the authority through 
which and by which the goods pass from New York off to Natchez, that 
being a port of entry, the only port of entry on the Mississippi or Ohio 
Rivers, the others being ports of delivery. Natchez having been the 
southernmost point of the United States before the acquisition of Loui- 
siana, it was made our southern port of entry, and that district of 
Natchez, unique in itself, unlike every other point from New Orleans 
to Pittsburgh or Saint Paul, i is a port of entry, a customs district by 
itself, while all the other great cities on the Mississippi and Ohio, like 
Cincinnati and all those other places, are mere ports of delivery in the 
customs district of New Orleans. 

By virtue of the power and force of a consular certificate goods can 
be sent to Natchez. They can not be sent to Cincinnati by virtue of 
that, because that is a port of delivery only, and they have to be ap- 
praised at some other port before they get there. They can be sent to 
the little ports on the lakes that are ports of entry and can be sent 
across the continent to Puget Sound, to Port Townsend, or to Portland, 
or to San Francisco. I do not say that either of these things induces 
fraud. They mayall be honest, but I say if there is a disposition to 
undervalue and make a false invoice they would naturally go and get 
the certificate of a consular agent remote from the main marts of ship- 
ment in the old countries, and they do it, and evils arise in that way, 
a an investigation of this matter more full and more complete will 
show, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business will be 
laid before the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill ts R. 8087) for the relief of John J. Coughlin; and 

A bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and 
regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleo- 
mar, 

The meee also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5910) to detach the counties of 
Howard, Little River, and Sevier from the western and add them to the 
eastern district of Arkansas, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the momig rie bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tem; 

A bill (S. 183) for the ‘relief of Thomas 8. Hopkins, late of Company 
C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers;. 

"A bill (S. 200) to authorize the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge or 
o construction of abridge across tho Potomac River at or near George- 

wn, D. C.; 
sly ‘K bill oe 226) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; 
an bill (S. 973) pangs Senger pean emai to Mrs. Sarah 
ean, of Marion, Linn County, I 
we Dill (S. 1584) for the relief of Cornelia R. Schenck; and 
A bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Elizabeth 8. De Krafft 


P. Mo- 


1886. 
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TAXATION OF RAILROAD-GRANT LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT protemporeappointed Mr. PLuMB, Mr. VAN WYCK, 
and Mr. WALTHALL the conferees on the part of the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 5874) to alter and amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved July 
1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Congress approved July 
2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief of John J. Coughlin was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


INDEMNITY TO CHINESE SUBJECTS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain subjects of the Chinese 
Empire for losses sustained by the violence of a mob at Rock Springs, 
in the Territory of Wyoming, in September, 1885. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to interfere with the Senator from 
Missouri, nor will I interfere with a vote on this Chinese indemnity 
bill if it can be had in a reasonable time this afternoon. I only want 
to say that I desire to finish this appropriation bill to-day if possible. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, Senate bill 2225, reported favor- 
ably from the Committee on Foreign Relations} is entitled ‘‘A bill to 
indemnify certain subjects’’—I call attention to the language—‘‘ cer- 
tain subjects of the Chinese Empire for losses sustained by the violence 
rea mob at Rock Springs, in the Territory of Wyoming, in September, 

The bill provides— 

That the President of the United States shall ascertain the actual loss and 
damage inflicted upon the person and property of Chinese subjects by the vio- 


lence of a mob of lawless and riotous persons at and near Rock Springs, in Wy- 
oming Territory, on or about the 2d day of September, 1885. 


And it authorizes him to detail officers and have a report made, and 
these officers— 


Shall report the estimate of the deg.ages sustained by each person— 

That is, each Chinese subject— 
and the same shall be examined by the Secretary of State; end thereupon the 
President shall award to each person— > 

Each Chinese subject— 
soinjured the sum that he shall consider to be just in view of the evidence and 
report so presen’ m. 

Then the second section provides— 

That the aggregate amount so awarded by the President, not exceeding $150,- 
000, shall be paid by the Secretary of the Riga out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise ceo days to the envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary for China at Washington, in full satisfaction and discharge of 
eee injuries to person and property inflicted upon subjects of the Chinese Em- 
p 

Thi is not a bill proposing an indemnity to the Chinese Government 
for any indignity, offense, or injury committed upon it by the United 
States Government, or by any officer, civil or military, hy ip 
the United States authority. It is simply a bill to provide for the in- 
demnity of private Chinese subjects who were upon the soil of the 
United States, and who suffered injury at the hands of a mob. 

The bill proposes to take out of the Treasury, out of the funds con- 
tributed by the labor, the sweat, and the toil of the people of the United 
States, a given sum and hand it over to the representative of the Chinese 
Empire, to be paid to these Chinese subjects or citizens residing tem- 
porarily upon our soil and supposed to have been injured. 

Now what are the facts upon which this action is proposed to be 
based? In order to ascertain all the facts we must first consider the 
parties to this transaction, this mob, then second the place at which it 
occurred, then third how and why the parties were there, and then 
what caused the mob. In order to get at all the facts we must con- 
sider these various points. 

The first question then is, Who were the parties composing this mob 
and upon whom did they use mob violence? I read from Honse Exec- 
utive Document No. 102, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, ‘‘ The Chi- 
nese Question.” I read from the testimony of James H. Dickey on page 
15. He says: 


The nationality of the men was Welsh, Cornishmen, and Swedes, and from 
other foreign countries. Don’t know of any Americans being engaged in the 
trouble or attack. 


I read from the President’s message, pages 1 and 2 of the same docu- 
ment: 


And it is but just to say that they are traceable to the lawlessness of men not 
citizens of the nited States engaged in competition with Chinese laborers. 
s 


This outrage upon law and saan engagements was committed by a lawless 
mob. Noneof theaggressors, happily forthe national good fame, appear by the 
reports to have been citizens of the United States. They werealiens, engaged in 
that remote district as mining laborers, who became excited against the Chinese 
laborers, as it would seem, because of their refusal to join them in a strike to se- 
cure higher wages. 


I quote now from the Chinese consul, Frederick A. Bee, of San Fran- 
cisco, page 12 of this document: 


It may be of interest to your excellency to know that not one of these mur- 
cone was a native of this country,many of them not residents of the 
United States one „and but a small number naturalized citizens, Such were 
the facts I learned from undoubted authority. As an instance, his excellency 
Governor Warren, governor of the Territory of Wyoming, was waited =— by 
& committee of miners who,among other demands upon him, said that 
under no circumstances would they permit the Chinese to labor in the coal mines 
ofthe Territory. When asked by the governor if they made these demands as 
they — to admit that they were not citizens, and never had been 

as such, 


I now read from A. C. Beckwith, whose testimony was taken by the 
Chinese officials, on page 16 of this pamphlet: 

There are but two nationalities working aslaborersin these mines—European 
and Chinese. 


I quote further from an interview with Hon. E. P. Alexander, M. A. 
Hanna, and James W. Savage, Government directors of the Union Pa- 
cific Railway, who visited there immediately after this occurrence. On 
page 26, they were asked this question: 


Is that true that most of the attacking party of miners were aliens? 

Quite true, - We found upon inves tion that there was not an American- 
born citizen among them. Their nationalities were English, Welsh, Scotch, 
Irish, and Scandinavian, their numbers predominating in the order named. 


I quote now from Secretary Bayard’s letter as contained in this same 
document on page 63: 


On neither side, among assailants or assailed, was there sor chs fnr pa 
of the Government of China or of the United States or of the Territory of Wy- 
oming. There was, therefore, as there could be, no official insult or wrong. 

ever occurred was between private individuals wholly. devoid of official 
character. It was, moreover, absolutely without national character, The do- 
mestic clement of an ordinary civil disturbance was wanting. The assailants, 
equally with the assailed, were strangers in our land. In strict truth, the hos- 
pitality of a friendly country, no less than the rights of peaceable sojourners 
therein, may be said to have been outraged by a body of aliens, who, being 
permitted by the generosity of our laws to enter our borders and roam un- 
checked and at will throughout its jurisdiction, freely and profitably select- 
ing their places of abode and finding occupation therein, have abused the privi- 
l thus accorded to them and committed gross breaches of the public peace, 
suddenly and doubtless with the knowledge that nowhere within summons 
atoe any police organization be found in sufficient force to stay their criminal 

ands, 


Mr. President, the parties engaged in this mob were Chinese and 
Euro; foreigners; not an American citizen was engaged in it, no man 
who had sworn allegiance to this country and its institutions. Where 
at what place did the disturbance occur? I read from Secretary Bay- 
ard’s letter to the Chinese minister, on pages 62 and 63: - 


The region in which this outbreak occurred is not within the borders of any 
State of the United States, but is within the limits of Wyoming Territory. You 
make the point that this Territory is directly under the control of the Federal 
ghia re aa that the acts of the Territorial officers are in that degree those 
of the Uni States in the national capacity, not those of a distinct sovereignty. 
In this P er approximately state a broad proposition; but do not accurately give 
it specific application. By its enabling and organic law the Territory of Wyom- 
ing enjoys local peed, Mate oE with a full equipment of officials in every 
branch known to our Republican forms, who are invested with full authority to 
maintain law and order and administer justice to all inhabitants. „ This Territo- 
rial government contains the usual framework of the other republics which 
combine to form this Union. It comprises an executive, a legislative, and a ju- 
dicial branch. In the centers of population this government is as competent to 
discharge its administrative hehe see as is the government of any State, and 
is responsible in the same way. Recent occurrences at Seattle, in the Territory 
of Washington, show this. Blood has been shed there lately under the author- 
ity of Territorial officials in successful defense and assertion of the right of cer- 
tain of your countrymen to peaceable and law-observant residence. 

The scene of the lamentable occurrences at Rock Springs was, however, remote 
from any center of £ popunit and was marked by All the customary features of 
a newly and sean settled locality, It consisted of a scattered assemblage of 
se near a railway station and in the vicinity of some coal mines. The 
population was made up of men of all races, migratory in their habits; some en- 
gaged as laborers in mining, while others were employed in furnishing their 
supplies. Of formal recognized authority there were few representatives, and 
little or noattempt at organized police. It was, in short, a rude commencement 
of a community on the out of civilization, and, like all such beginnings. 
largely dependent for stability and order on the congruity of the elements oi 
which it was composed. 

To this remote and unprotected region your countrymen voluntarily resorted 
in large numbers. The attack upon them,as your note truly states, was made 
suddenly by a lawless band of about one hundred and fifty armed men, who had 
given no previous intimation of their criminal intent. These men were disecon- 
tented mining laborers, who had previously sought to induce the Chinese to 
join with them in a concerted strike for higher wages, and their overtures being 
rejected, they became angered on that account, 


The place was one where no civil authority of the United States 
practically existed, where there were no civil officers, where there was 
no police whatever. We have seen the parties and the place. Now how 
asd Wier were these parties there? How did it happen that subjects of 
the Celestial Empire and subjects of three or four European nations, com- 
ing from the East and the West, met at this isolated place in Wyoming 
Territory, Rock Springs, and became engaged in coal mining and in- 
volvedin this dispute? Iread from this same executive document, page 
15: 

' STATEMENT OF A, C. DECK WITEH. 

Iam a member of the firm of Beckwith, Quinn & Co, Our business has been 
carried on at this place, Rock Springs, for ten years. A branch of our firm is 
and has been engaged in the furnishing of miners for the Union Pacific Railroad. 


We have furnished all nationalities, including Chinese. Upto the year 1875 these 
mines had been worked exclusively by white men. 


Mark the time—‘“‘ Up to the year 1875 these mines had been worked 
exclusively by white,” or European miners— 
At that time a strike took p!ace by the miners, We— 
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_ Who are ‘‘we?’’ Their firm, the masters of these imported hire- 


lings— 
Wethen decided to em a n of the force, at least by experiment, com- 
ing ese. We about four hundred and set them to work, pay- 


a ds the same wages we paid white men, which we have adhered to up to 
time, a period of ten ETRS 

We as a firm have not brought into these mines any more Chinese the past 
year than years previous, and those who have been brought here this year were 
only to fill vacancies, 

In the year 1885 they were still importing them. 

Now, Mr. President, these parties are gathered together by a corpo- 
ration ora subordinate power of that corporation as hirelings, as slaves, 
as serfs, and they are taken there and placed in those mines, first the 
Europeans, then the Chinese to displace them, and the Chinese and 
their government knew the object for which they were going there; 
they knew the object for which they were imported to Rock Springs. 
It was to supplant and drive out the other miners; they knew the in- 
cidents of that; they knew the probable result; and yet they go there 
because they are mere hirelings, and willsell themselves for wages. 

We have ascertained the facts, the parties, the place, and how these 

ies got there. We see who they are. On the one hand they were 

peans from four or five different nations who have come here not 
to become citizens of the United States, not to become a part and parcel 
of this tcountry and people. On the other hand are Chinese brought 
from China to supplant these identical Europeans and drive them out 
of the mines. Because as laborers, hirelings, practically slaves, they 
are more docile, less resentful, more easily controllable, they were taken 
there, knowing the place to which they were going, the place almost 
outside the jurisdiction of civil or criminal authority in the United 
States. They go there, and they take all their chances and invite the 
race prejudices and animosities of the laborers they were displacing, 
and are alone personally and individually responsible for all conse- 

uences. 

$ Now, let us get at the true cause which precipitated this mob. The 
distinguished representative of the Chinese Government has under- 
taken to suppress tly or ignore the actual origin, and the dis- 
tinguished Senators from Ohio and Vermont and New York have each 
ignored the spark that caused the conflagration. They have failed to 
get at the actual cause that brought this mob into existence and this 
terrible dealing with these Chinese. Whatwasit? On page 13of this 
document I read from the testimony of Mr. O. C. Smith, postmaster at 
Rock Springs: 

About 9 o’clock in the forenoon on the day mentioned word was brought to 
me that there was trouble in No.6 pe rape white and Chinese miners. I 


immediately started to walk mile this side of No.6 mine I found 
about thirty white miners sitting on the railroad track. About half of them had 
guns in their hands. I inqui what it meant, and they said there had been a 
fight in the mine between two white men and some Chinese miners about a 
room; that the white miners and Chinese had been hurt. I advised them all 
to go back and go to work, &e. 


Now, I read from the testimony of Mr. James H. Dickey, from whom 
I have quoted before, on page 15: 
The first thing that attracted my attention on that day— 


The 2d day of September, 1885— 


was when a Chinaman named Ah Lip came out of the mine and went to Mr. 
easels base, ba being Apis bows, sad tsreeeeed him to go into the mine and 
settle some trouble . Francis asked him, “ t is the matter?” up 
en.” Mr. Francis went wi 


A pit boss, I suppose— x 
had marked off four rooms in No. 5 entry, two for Chinese miners, and Isaiah 
Whitehouse and William Jenkins went to work in two of the rooms, and the 
first day putina shotand leftit, not going back that day, but did so the next morn- 
ing, Se ber 2. On this day the Chinamen went to the rooms that had been 
pr oe eae eng eae before, and fired the shot that Whitehouse had put in 
the before. When he went to the room and found the Chinamen at work 
the difficulty took place, the Chinamen claiming assigned 


About half past 8 o’clock Isaw the white miners come out of the mine and 
to Rock Springs, about forty-five men all told. No, 6 mine is about half a mile 
from Chinatown. 


I now quote from Ralph Zwicky, pages 16 and 17: 


In the ae Raam nat 2 our clerk reported from No. 6 mine that a 
fight had taken placein mine between white and Chinese miners; that sey- 


= Chinamen been seriously hurt, and that the men were all leaving the 
mines, 
On page 17 he says: 


The immediate cause of the riot was the 
which white miners claimed had been gt 
Pit Boss Brookman. As the 
sued, in which many white minerstook part. Asthe statement of the 
nected with the affair is contradictory, and my knowledge is based upon hear- 
say, I would respectfully refer to the testimony given before the Government 
directors. My belief, however, is that there was no intention of defrauding 
white miners or of favoring Chinese, but that there was a misunderstanding of 
the orders by Evans and Brookman. 

A remoter cause of the riot was the importation of Chinese miners during the 
summer and non-employment of white men coming to town. The reason for 
this was the coal company feared a strike of white miners, aud to prevent this 
Donas cong All white miners belonging to Rock Springs had 
wor wages. 

‘The grievances of white miners adduced to have led to the riot are favoritism 
of the Chinese inst white men by pit bosses and officials of the coal com- 
pauy. Of this I have no personal knowledge, except that one boss, McBride, 


discharged from the ew nohanga the coal company, it having been proven 


ihat ho soid rooms, I would again refer to the testimony before the 
ment d rs. 

Now, Mr. President, take the press account, on page 23 of this same 
document. I will not take time to read the whole of it, but it is sub- 
stantially the same. Now take the white laborers’ grievances, found 
in the report on page 22. They say: š 


vern- 


4. They haye been robbed by false weights being used to weigh their coal, 

5. They have been discharged because they refused to vote for Mrs. Tisdel for 
school superintendent. 

6. They have been compelled to buy their goods of Beckwith, Quinn & Co., 
when they could have procured them cheaper elsewhere. 

These are some of the grievances of the foreigners there called- 
‘whites. Now, let us see what the Chinese have to say for them- 
selves... On page 32 the Chinese say—Chinese laborers now: 

1. The Chinese had been for a long time employed at the same work as the 
white men. While they knew that the white men entertained ill feelings 
toward them, the Chinese did not take any precantions to guard against this 
sudden outbreak, inasmuch as at no time in the past had there been any quarrel 
or fighting between the races. 

Mark, they say this ‘‘sudden outbreak.’? 


2. On the 2d day of September, 1885, in coal-pit No. 6, the white men attacked 
the Chinese. That place being quite a distance from Rock Springs, vey fw 
Chinese were there, As we did notthink that the trouble would extend to 
Springs, we did not warn each other to pre for flight. 

3. Most of the Chinese liying in Rock Springs worked during the daytime in 
the different coal mines, and consequently did. not hear of the fight at coal-pit 
No.6, nor did they know of the armed mob that had assembled in “ Whi 
men’stown.’’ When 12 o'clock came everybody returned home from his place 
of work to lunch. As yet the mob had not come toattack the Chinese; a great 
poigna of the latter were returning to work without any apprehension of 

anger. 
4. About 20'clock the mob suddenly— 
Mark the language—‘‘suddenly ’’— 


made their a; for the attack. ‘The Chinese thought thatthey had only 
assembled to threaten, and that some of the company’s officers would come to 
disperee them. 

What is that they thought? That some of the company’s officers 
would come to disperse them, that some of their masters would come to 
demand obedience of their co-slaves and co-serfs, There was their re- 
liance—not upon the laws and power of the United States or of the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming, but upon their Jords and masters who had imported 
them there and who doubtless if the truth were known had engaged to 
protect them. They did not go there under the authority and protec- 
tion of the United States. 

Most of the Chinese, acting upon this view of the matter, did not gather up 
their money or clothing, and when the mob fired at them they fled precipitately. 
These Chinese who were in the workshops, hearing of the riot, stopped work 


and fled in their working clothes, and did not have time enough to home 
to change their clothes or to gather up their money. What they left at 


home was either plundered or burned. 
5. None of the nese had fire-arms or any defensive weapons, nor was there 


any place that afforded an opportunity for the erection of a barricade that neo. og 
impede the rioters in their attack. The Chinese were all like a herd of fright- 
ened deer that let the huntsmen surround and kill them. 

6. All the ese on the Ist of September bought from the company a 
month’s supply of pro and the implements necessary for the mining of 
coal. This loss of property was therefore larger than it would be later in the 


There is their grievance. Now you have the cause of it. Here are 
hirelings, serfs, slaves of this corporation and its subordinate mo ly, 
brought from Europe, from China, from the East and the West, and put 
down there in an isolated, distant place beyond the power and authority 
pony. of the police and civil and criminal officers of the United 

tates, the company to take care of them. The Chinese looked to the 
company for protection, not asking for any police officers, not asking for 
any soldiers to be stationed asking no protection of the United 
States, but looking simply and solely to their masters who had em- 
ployed them for protection. They get into a quarrel, into a contention, 
in a mine, the fault of one of their subordinate bosses, a pit boss having 
assigned to Chinamen and Europeans the same rooms in mine No. 6. 
They get into a fight there. Nobody was a gomeregte any riot. No 
notice or warning was given to the Territorial authorities, no notice or 
warning of any kind was given to the United States authorities, none 
to the officials of any kind, none even to the company. The Chinese 
say they thought the company’s officers would come and disperse these 
other fellows. They got into this fight. They left the mines, anda 
mob was the result, and damage was done; and the distinguished Sen- 
ators from Ohio and Vermont and New York ask the tax-paying people 
of the United States to come up and put down the money to pay dam- 
ages that these serfs and hirelings sustained at the hands of their 
brother serfs and hirelings. 

Wehave the facts. Whereis the law that creates any liability? Upon 
what principle of international Jaw can any liability be imposed upon 
the tax-payers of the United States? Ichallenge the gifted and distin- 
guished Senator from New York in charge of the bill to quote a solitary 
writer on international law to show liability on the part of the United 
States Government for theseacts. I challenge him to quote any author- 
ity on this question. Itis notin the books; it is ndtin reason; it is not 
in common sense; it is not in honesty; it is not in Christianity. 
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What are the general principles which govern foreigners resident in the 
United States upon our soil. What are the obligations of the United 
States to any foreign citizens residing or traveling in the United States? 
I ask the distinguished Senator from New York in charge of the bill to 
show what are the obligations of the United States to fo ers travel- 
ing in this country. I say, and I ask his criticism of it, that the gen- 
eral principle is this: The Government of the United States is bound 
to extend to foreigners temporarily residing, transient, engaged in busi- 
ness inside the territorial limits of the United States the same remedies 
for the redress of wrongs and the enforcement of rights as are extended 
to our own citizens. I say there is not a writer in the whole line of 
writers upon international law who will go further than I have stated. 
If we extend to foreigners residing here and traveling in our country 
the rights, privileges, and immunities extended to our own citizens we 
have discharged every obligation of international law and comity, of 
religion and Christianity. 

Have we done that in thiscase? Has the United States Government 
extended to these Chinese every right, privilege, and immunity it would 
extend toits own citizens? Thatis the question. The burden of proof 
is upon the claimants. Where is there one particle of evidence that 
they have adduced toshow that the United States Government has not 
extended to the Chinese every right, every remedy, and every immu- 
nity that would be extended to any citizen of the United States? Let 
us examine that, for I want to be exactly correct. On page 1 of the 
President’s message the President says: 

Every effort has been made by this Government to prevent these violent out- 
breaks, and to aid the representatives of China in their investigation of these 
outrages; and it is but just to say that they are traceable to the Jawlessnessof 


men not citizens of the United States engaged in competition with Chinese la- 
borers, 


On page 2 he says: 


In the investigation of the Rock Springs outbreak and the ascertainment of 
the facts on which the Chinese minister's statements rest, the Chinese represent- 
natives were aided by theagents of the United States, and the reports su 
having been thus framed and recounting facts within the knowledge of wit- 
nesses on both sides, possess an impartial truthfulness which could not fail to 
give them great impressiveness,”’ 


On page 19 of the same executive document we find that there was 
a coroner’s jury impanéled. It made its reports. They may be crit- 
icised and burlesqued; I will deal with them in a fewmoments. Read 
Mr. Bee’s interview on pages 27 and 28, which seems to have been cop- 
ied in this document as testimony. In addition to the coroner’s jury a 
grand jury was impaneled, and I will read that first, on page 27: 

We have diligently inquired into the occurrence at Rock Springs on the 2d 
day of September last, and though we have examined a large number of wit- 


nesses, no one has been able to testify to a single criminal act committed by any 
known white person that day. s 


Now, mark it; hereis the machinery of government in full operation, 
a coroner’s jury impaneled and an inquest held. Anybody was at lib- 
erty to come and testify before that coroner’s jury and give information. 
It was the duty of the officers and persons in charge of these laborers 
to give the information. The very next month, on October 7, a grand 
jury wasimpaneled. ` They summoned before them witnesses, and they 
could not find a single witness to testify to a single criminal act com- 
mitted by any known white person on thatday. The Chinese minister 
and representatives i to criticise this. They have made 
charges which they have not offered one particle of evidence to sustain. 
Mr. Bee in this interview says, on page 28: 


To show you what sort of a grand jury that must have been, I will simply 
state that I myself have nine affidavits of railroad employés, merchants, and 
superintendents of the mine, who saw every house from first to last. 


Now, mark you, the agent and representative of the Celestial Em- 
pire himself has in his hands the sworn affidavits of competent wit- 
nesses to establish certain facts connected with this transaction. 


I told hited States District Attorney Campbell, who was especially deputized 
by the Attorney-General to investigate the massacre, that if he woul ber perry 
proper protection I would furnish him Chinese witnesses who could identify 
every white ia T in the assault, Hesaid he would attend to the matter, and 
let me know. He then went off to Evanston, and I have never séen or h 
f-om him since. There was no attempt on the part of the prosecuting officers 
to indicts they did not want any indictments returned, thanks to the pay oR 
terror. You m remember that these Chinese and white miners have n 
working together for the last eight net and are a trifle more than familiar 
with each other's countenances, All the white miners as well as the Chinese 


M. A. Hanna, of Cleveland, Ohio; E. P. Alexander, of A rea 
ki . W. Savage, of Iowa. When hepa gentlemen began the investi 


witnesses. They assured me that the Chinamen ‘ehould be j aipee whilegiv- 
their topes and I then produced the witnesses, © first Chinaman 
who testified— 


Describing him, was asked by Judge Savage— 
how he got the cut on his head. The Chinaman said he was struck on the head 
witha -handle and knocked senseless, and after he recovered consciousness 
he to run away,and was shot. Judge Sa then said: “Can you rec- 
ognize the man who struck you on the head?” and the answer was prompt and 
unhesitating : “ Oh: yes; I have known him a ong time,” “Can you ph his 
then J] MM 


name?" was and the witness then replied; “ Isaiah Whitehouse,” 


Isaiah Whitehouse, the very individual with whom the Chinaman 
had the fuss down in mine No. 6 over one of the rooms. 

“Now,” continued Colonel Bee, “ this man Whitehouse is an ignorant, big- 
oted Mormon, and a member of the Legislature.” 

We here see that the only parties who had the evidence to cause in- 
dictments to be found were the authorities of the railroad company or 
its officials, who knew these parties, and the representatives of the Chi- 
nese Government, Where was Colonel Bee when that grand jury was 
in session? Why did he not go there and present these affidavits be- 
fore that grand jury and why did he not have witnesses subpoenaed ? 
What steps have the Chinese taken under the civil and criminal laws 
of the United States to bring these murderers and robbers and. thieves 
and plunderers to justice in the courts of the Territory? Not one step. 
Oh, no; they throw themselves back upon their reserved rights, as they 
think, upon the Government of the United States. They resort to the 
purse of the tax-payers of the United States, thinking it is easier for 
them to get redress by appealing to the sentimentalism of the distin- 
guished Senator from New York and his confrères, appealing to their lib- 
erality, their generosity. No, they have not taken one solitary step. 
The courts are open to them. Every Chinaman there whose’ property 
was destroyed has an adequate remedy in the courts of that Territory, 
the same remedy he would hate were he a native-born citizen of the 
United States. The courts, with criminal jurisdiction and power to en- 


force the laws criminals, murderers, were open and are now open 
equally to the Chinese as to our own citizens. 
We have done all that could be expected of us. This mob was sud- 


den, unexpected. It was not anticipated by the Chinese, and was not 
anticipated by a solitary living individual who had any power or au- 
thority under the laws of the United States or of that Territory. ‘There 
was no warning and there could be no preventive measures taken. It 
was sudden and unexpected toeverybody. What did ourGovernment 
do? At once the army was sent there. Officers were sent there. They 
went to the Chinamen who had heen frightened from their work and 
took them back and put them to work. They immediately suppressed’ 
every possible disturbance. Peace reigned supreme from the moment, 
it was possible for the United States to rush soldiers there. There was 
no police force, there was no United States marshal, there was no sheriff 
of the county. It was a sparsely settled country. It was impossible 
for the civil authorities to get together a force tosuppress a disturbance 
of that kind. The United States immediately sent troops there, and 
did all that any government on the face of the earth would do. It did 
more than China would have done under the same circumstances. 

We have extended to these Chinese for the redress of their grievances 
and. the enforcement of their rights, every right, privilege, and immu- 
nity afforded the United States to our own citizens, What more 
can we do? What more ought we to do? The Chinese there can pur- 
sue their remedies. in the courts of the Territory for damages, for redress 
of grievances. It is the duty of every Chinaman who has any personal 
knowledge of a felony having been committed upon his own property 
or person, or upon that of any of his confréres there, his co-slaves, to give 
information to the proper officers, to have the guilty party arrested, and 
to have criminal process issued against him. It is his duty to do it. 
Living under the laws of the United States he mustobserve them. It 
is just as much his duty to do it as it is that of any American citizen. 

These remedies are open to them, and not only that, but we afford 
them a right and a privilege which is not accorded to any citizens of 
the United States or the citizens of any other favored nation. They 
seem to have been the particular objects of the love and care of the 
United States Government. They can go into the United States courts 
for the redress of their grievances and the enforcement of their rights 
in eases where the citizens of the United States themselves can not go. 

What more can the United States do than has been done in this case? 
The di ished. Senator from Vermont spoke about a year having 
elapsed and nobody having been brought to punishment. This mob 
only occurred on the 2d day of last September. 

Mr. President, you can point all over this country, a country of law 
and order, of peace and justice, of right and Christianity—you can point 
all over this country to mobs. They are almost inseparable from any 
system of governmental administration. You can point to hundreds 
of them where no guilty man was ever indicted or brought to punish- 
ment, and where no reparation was ever made for the property de- 
stroyed. The law was open, the parties injured had their remedies, 
and never thought of appealing to the United States for redress. 


The Senator from Ohio [Mr. AN] spoke about the mob at Pitts- 
burgh and the State of Pennsylvania being responsible. Suppose it had 
been Chinese who had been by that mob of American citizens, 
would they not have had the same rights and remedies against the State 


of Pennsylvania that the citizensof that State had? Certainly. These 
Chinese in Wyoming Territory have every right, privilege, and immu- 
nity that any citizen of the United States has there, and if the laws of 
Wyoming provide compensation for property destroyed by mobs they 
can secure that compensation and reparation. They have the same 
rights, and they have no more right to come here than any citizen of 
the United States who suffered from a mob would have a right to come 
here and ask for reparation. 

I will read from the admirable letter of Secretary Bayard to the Chi- 
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nese minister the portions of it which I have not read. On page 63 he 


says: 

As you are aware, in the States of the Union, and also in the organized Ter- 
ritories and in the District of Columbia, where the Government of the nation 
has its Federal seat, the conservation of the public is committed to the 
Jocal authorities, and crimes of violence involving lives and safety of the 
property of individuals are held to be in violation of the peace, and in deroga- 
tion of local lawsand jurisdiction, This violation constitutes the criminality 
which the police of the community seeks to prevent by all rationa 
and which the law is intended to punish.. 

Violent assaults and homicides in newly-settled countries are very frequent 
br in proportion as the social elements are incongruous and the organization 


lice and judi is inchoate and imperfect. 

e Government of the United States, opening its vast domain so freely to 
actual settlers, has extended the scope and power of the Constitution and laws 
over the Territories, by confiding to their local Legislatures and government the 
duty and power of maintaining order, preserving the publie peace, and punish- 
ing infractions thereof. In this respect the local authority and responsibility is 
in practice as self-contained in a Territory as in a State. 

p oeae this local authority and responsibility is applied to and affects all 
inhabitants alike. Before the lawalien and native areequal. Your note, how- 
ever, intimated rather than argues the existence of special and peculiar re- 
sponsibility in respect of the Chinese in our midst. i Ron Senora and analogy 

ou seek to show that a singular and exceptional gation rests upon the 

nited States toward Chinamen, correspondent and reciprocal to the contractual 
obligations of China in respect of citizens of the United resorting thither, 

On page 67, he says: 

The Chinese subjects now in the United States are certainly accorded all the 
rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions which pertain to the citizens and 
subjects of the most favored nation, as is provided in the second article of the 
treaty. 

* * * * . * * 


The same laws are administered by the same tribunals to Chinese subjects as 
to American citizens, save in one respect, wherein the Chinese alien is the more 
favored, since he has a t of option in selecting either a State or a Federal 
tribunal for the trial of his rights, which in many cases is denied for residential 
causes to our own citizens; and he may even at will remove his cause from a 
State to a Federal court. 


He is a highly privileged individual, possessing under our laws and 
treaty, rights and privileges not enjoyed by the noblest citizen of this 
country. 


l] precautions 


Thus, I find in the public press the announcement that Wing Hing, on behalf 
of himself and others, Chinese subjects, has lately brought suit in the United 
States circuit court to recover $132,000 from the city of Eureka, Humboldt 
County, California, for loss of property by the action of a mob in February of 
last year. A citizen of that State would have been compelled to resort to a 
State tribunal, without ap) beyond the jurisdiction of the State, whereas the 
Chinese plaintiff in question can <y his case on appeal to the Supreme Court 
at Washington, thus divesting his rights from all adverse chance of local preju- 


dice. 

I think you will thus recognize,in the same frank spirit as animates your 
no! =< none of the protection ny fry as floors law for os own citizens is 
with from your countrymen, that, on contrary, the note- 
worthy advantages in the choice of forum or the removal of | their cause, of 
which many of our citizens are deprived. À 

The provision of an organized and in some cases privileged forum excludes 
the idea of direct recourse the alien to other means of obtaining justice or 
t direct recourse to administrative or executive 

n to citizens of the United States in China, and instances are 
cited to show this, Surely, this rather proves that to the alien in China no such 
judicial forum is secured as to aliens in the United States. 

The extraterritorial tribunals established for their own citizens or subjects 
by all the powers in-treaty relations with China are,in principle and from the 
— of the thing, incompetent to adjudicate questions touching the liability 
oi na \ 


On page 69 I read: 

The doctrine of the non-liability of the United States for the acts ot individu- 
als committed in violations of its laws is clear as to acts of its own citizens, and 
a fortiori in ears of aliens who abuse the perras accorded them of resi- 
dence in our m by breaking the puhe pee ena mpi go upon the rights 
of others, and it has correctly and oritatively down by my prede- 
cessors in office, to whose declarations in that behalf your note refers. To that 
doctrine the course of this Government furnishes no exception, 

On page 70 he says: 

That the power of the National Government is promptly and efficiently exer- 
cised whenever occasion unhappily arises therefor you have justly acknowl- 
edged, and it has been abundantly shown. The conditions under which this 

wer may be applied are not a clear and are sometimes Syri difficult. 
uses growing out of the peculiar racteristics and habits of the Chinese im- 
migrants have induced them to segregate themselves from the rest of the resi- 
dents and citizens of the United States and to refuse to mingle with the mass of 
n as do the members of other nationalities. As a consequence, race 

udice has been more excited against them. 
o measures can be devised to meet the problem which do not take this state 
of things into account, nor can they be effective Pk gon do not contemplate the 


exercise of authority where it is competent to aff for these meas- 
ures have only for their object to secure to the Chinese the same ts as other 
foreigners of the most favored nation enjoy, not superior or rights. For 


ese labor is not alone repugnant to the local communities; from many 
quarters of the land comes the same cry—the conflict of different alien laborers 
and the 0j n of the weaker by the stronger. There can and should be no 
discrimination in applying punitive measures to all infractions of law. And so, 
too, with preventive measures. What will Protect a Hungarian or Italian con- 
tract laborer in Pennsylvania or a Swedish “non-union ” man in Ohio is equally 
applicable to a Chinaman on the Pacific coast, 


We have done everything in the world that could be required of us 
as a nation, and there has been no neglect on the part of any official of 


the United States or of the Territory of Wyoming which would make |" 


the United States responsible. 

Are we liable under treaty stipulations? The Senator from Ohio in- 
timated that there was a liability by reason of treaty stipulations. The 
Senator from Vermont did the same, and also the Senator from New 
York, but not quite as broadly as the Senators from Ohio and Vermont, 
who seemed to think that there was some special obligation upon the 
United States by virtue of its treaty relations with China. 


I have before me all the treaties ever made with China. - I shall not 
take time to read in full the to which I call attention. The 
first treaty was made with China in 1844; an additional treaty was made 
in 1858; an additional one in 1868; and the last one in 1880. Secre- 
tary Bayard in his letter to the Chinese minister gives an epitome of 
these treaties and the rights and privileges underthem. The President 
in his m communicating this case to says that we have 
discha our treaty obligations. What was the treaty of 1844? I 
have it before me. I have examined its provisions. I say that there 
is not in the treaty of 1844 even the mention of the right of a Chinaman 
in the United States. Why was thatomitted? Because the citizens of 
China had the same right under the liberal policy and principles of this 
great Government to come here that the citizens of any other country 

. It was not a treaty for the protection of Chinese citizens in the 
United States; it was not a treaty for the recognition of the rights of 
Chinamen. 

We had already recognized to them all the rights and privileges ac- 
corded to the citizens of any other nation. They needed no protection 
by treaty. But what was the treaty? It was togive to American cit- 
izensrightsinChina. That,andthatalone. They had no rights there; 
they werealiensand heathens—aliens from the commonwealth of China, 
heathens to her institutions, without mercy and without hope accord- 
ing to their theory. That treaty gave to citizens of the United States 
limited rights to reside at the five Chinese ports. That was about all. 
They could engage in commerce there, and we had the authority to send 
ministers and consuls there. The mode of paying the tariff duties was 
pointed out. I now read from Article XVII: 

Citizens of the United States residing or sojourning at any of the ports open 
to foreign commerce shall enjoy all proper accommodation in obtaining houses 
and places of business, or in hiring sites from the inhabitants on which to con- 
struct houses and p of business, and also hospitals, churches, and cemete- 
ries. The local authorities of the two governments shall select in concert the 
sites for the foregoing objects, having due regard to the feclings of the people 
in the location thereof. 

Here was what? Every American citizen going to China was to have 
due regard to the feelings and prejudices, the likes and dislikes of that 
race of people. They could not go and settle where they chose; they 
did not grant them any such privilege; they could only go where they 
were permitted to go. Article XIX provides that— 

All citizens of the United States in China, bly attending to theiraffairs, 
being placed on a common footing of amity and good-will with subjects of 
China, shall receive and enjoy, for themselves and everything appertaining to 
them, the special protection of the local authorities of government, who 1 
defend them from all insult or injury of any sort on the part of the Chinese. 
If their dwellings or property be threatened or attacked by mobs, incendiaries, 
or other violent or lawless persons, the local officers, on uisition of the con- 
sul, will immediately Ee PAETE a military force to d rse the rioters, and will 


ent the guilty individuals, and punish them with the utmost rigor of the 
W. 


There are various other provisions here, but I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from New York to a special provision in the twenty- 
sixth article of that treaty. Ihave tried to make a distinction between 
mob violence. committed within the territorial limits of the United 
States by the citizens of one foreign country upon citizens of another 
foreign country. - The Senator from New York, the Senator from Ohio, 
and the Senator from Vermont, have all said that it made no difference, 
that we had the same obligations imposed upon us regardless of whether 
the mob force were citizens of the United States or foreigners passing 
through the country. In other words, they have stated the doctrine to 
be, and it would practically be, that if an English lord, with a host of 
servants, twelve or fifteen in number, should go out into some part of 
the Western country and there meet a Chinese official of high rank 
with his escort of servants, and they should get into some little dispute 
over a game of cards or a bottle of whisky, or some trivial matter, 
and the Chinese should whip the English and kill them and rob them 
of their property, we are responsible to the English nation, and if the 

ishmen killed the Chinese or destroyed their property we are res- 
ponsible to the Chinese nation. 

I assert that there is no such principle in international law. I as- 
sert that there is no such ent to be found in the recorded annals 
of civilized nations, and I challenge the production of a solitary one. 
I say when we furnish to foreigners traveling in this country, not cit- 
izens of the country, not coming here for citizenship, the same rights, 
privileges, and immunities to go into our courts, redress their griev- 
ances and enforce their rights as to our own citizens, we have discharged 
every obligation that can rest upon any civilized Christian nation. I 
repudiate the doctrine asserted by these distinguished Senators that the 
tax-payers of the United States can be made responsible for the ma- 
licious, tortious, vindictive acts of bands of foreigners traveling upon 
our soil and coming in collision and doing damage to each other. 

Now, let us see what the Chinese thought of this question. I read 
the twenty-sixth article of the treaty of 1844. The Chinese are one of 
the oldest nations of people now existing. They have had experience 
in diplomacy. It has never yet been learned that any nation got the 
advantage of the Chinese in a treaty. Let us see what they provide 
in the twenty-sixth article of the treaty: 


For injuries done to the citizens or the commerce of the United States by any 
foreign power the Chinese Government will not hold itself bound to make repara- 
tion. But if the merchant vessels of the United States, while within the waters 
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over which the Chinese Government exercises jurisdjction, be plundered by rob- 
bers or pirates, then the Chinese local authorities, civil and military, on receiv- 
ing information thereof, will arrest the said robbers or pirates, and punish them 
according to law, and will cause all the pert which can be recovered to be 

ced in the hands of the nearest consul, or other officer of the United States, to 

by him restored to thetrue owner. Butif, by reason of the extent of territory 
and numerous population of China, it should, in any case, happen that the rob- 
bers can not be apprehended, or the property only in recovered, then the 
law will take its course in regard to the local authorities, but the Chinese Gov- 
ernment will not make indemnity for the goods lost. 

The Chinese were smart enough then to establish what has always 
been international law upon such a question, and to insertin that treaty 
an express provision of non-liability for acts precisely like this. 

The treaty of 1858 Ihave before me. So far as the rights of the Chi- 
nese are concerned it does not touch them. It makes no provision for 
the rights of Chinese in the United States; it is only an extension of 
the rights and privileges granted to American citizens in China. I 
refer to Articles XI, XII, XXIV, XXV, and XXIX. I come now to 
the treaty of 1868, and refer to Articles IV, V, VI, VII of that treaty. 
That is the first treaty that mentioned the right of a Chinaman in the 
United States. It is the first treaty that grants to Chinese in the 
United States any rights or privileges whatever. Why? Because they 
had all rights and privileges before, but there were special things pro- 
vided for in the treaty of 1868 for Chinese as well as for citizens of the 
United States, 

Now I come to the treaty of 1880. The treaty of 1880 was restrictive. 
The treaty of 1868 wasa partial restriction, but the next treaty, that of 
1880, was a restrictive treaty. It took from the Chinese in the United 
States the privileges and immunities which they had enjoyed with the 
citizens of all other nations up to that time. It was not a gran of 
additional privileges to them, and there is not one solitary word in that 
treaty which makes the United States liable. The only article that the 
Chinese minister quotes is Article III, which is as follows: 

14Chinese ea Pa or Chinese of any other class, now either permanently or 
temporarily residing in the territory of the United States, meet with ill-treatment 
at the hands of any other persons, the Government of the United States will ex- 
ert all its power to devise measures for their protection, and to secure to them 
the same rights, privileges, immunities, and exemptions as may be enjoyed o7: 
the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation, and to which they are enti- 
ted by treaty. 

We have extended to them the remedies, and they have the remedies 
yet. They can go there as the citizen of the most favored nation can go 
and they can bring their suits in the Territorial courts, They can go 
as citizens of the United States can not go. They can go as the citizens 
of no other nation on earth can go. They can bring their suits in the 
United States courts, and if they bring them in the Territorial courts 
then they can take them by change to the Federal courts. We have 
given them more than the treaty contemplates. 

There is no treaty obligation; there is no international obligation. 


Is there any general obligation? The President in his message states 
the position fully as to the general liability of the United States. He 
says: 

But when he— 


Referring to the Chinese minister— 

But when he goes further, and, taking as his precedent the action of the Chi- 
nese Government in past instances where the lives of American citizens and 
their property in China have been en esa real rocal obligation 
on the part of the United States to indemnify the Chinese eas who suffered 
at Roc Ba it e necessary to meet his argument and to deny most 
emphatically the conclusions he seeks to draw as to the existence of such a lia- 
bility and the right of the Chinese Government to insist upon it. 

I refer to what I have already read from the letter of Mr. Bayard on 

ge 69, in which he says that to that doctrine—the doctrine of non- 

iability of the Government—the course of this Government furnishes 
no exception. 

I not stop at the authority of the President of the United States 
and Secretary Bayard, distinguished and able as they are. There was 
a day when the distinguished Senator from Vermont would not say 
‘even this conservative administration.” There was a day in the his- 
tory of this country when that distinguished jurist and able Senator, 
Hon. WILLIAM M. EVARTS, of New York, under a Republican admin- 
istration, presided at the helm of the old ship of state and guided her 
destinies and proclaimed the principles that govern this the greatest of 
all countries. It gives me pleasure to refer to the position and exposi- 
tion of the law then by that distinguished Secretary of State. I read 
from executive document, Foreign Relations, page 319: 

[Mr. Evarts to Chen Lan Pin.] 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washinglon, December 30, 1880. 
+ =» s * s * 


You express, in your note, the desire that this Government shall extend pro- 
tection to the Chinese in Denver, and see that the guilty persons are arrested 
and punished and you add that— 


This isa quotation— , 


‘It would seem to be just that the owners of the ‘property wantonly destroyed 
shall, in some way, be compensated for their losses.” 


The identical language used in the very adroit note of the present 
minister to Secretary Bayard. i 

It affords me— 

Says Secretary Evarts— 
pleasure to assure you that not only in Denyer, but in every other part of the 
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United jag teen the n of this Government will always be, as it always 
has been, y and fully given to the.natives of China resident in the country, 
in the same manner and to the same extent as it is afforded to our own citizens, 
As to the arrest and punishment of the guilty persons who composed the mob 
at Denver I need only remind you that the powers of direct intervention on the 
part of this Government are limited by the Constitution of the United States. 

On page 320, the then Secretary of State, Hon. William M. Evarts 
says: 

It seems superfluous to recall to your attention the fact, but too well attested 
by history, that on occasions, happily infrequent, often without motive in their 
oe. pepe and always without reason in their working,lawless persons will 
band together and make up a force in the character of a mob of sufficient power 
and numerical strength to defy, for the moment, the denunciations of the law 
and the power of the local authorities. Such incidents are peculiar to no coun- 
try. Neither the United States nor China are exempt from such disasters, In 
the case now under consideration it is seen that the local authorities brought 
into requisition all the means at their command for the suppression of the mob, 
and these means proved so effective that within twenty-four hours regular 
and lawful authority was re-established, the mob completely subdued, and many 
of the ringleaders arrested, 

Under circumstances of this nature when the Government has put forth every 
legitimate effort to suppress a mob that threatens or attacks alike the safety and 
security of its own citizens and the foreign residents within its bord I know 
of no principle of national obligation, and there certainly is none ng from 
treaty stipulation, which renders it incumbent on the Government of the United 
States to make indemnity to the Chinese residents of Denver, who. in common 
with citizens of the United States, at the time residents in that city, suffered 
losses from the operations of the mob. Whatever remedies may be afforded to 
the citizens of Colorado or to the citizensof the United States from other States 
of the Union resident in Colorado for losses resulting from that occurrence, are 
equally open to the Chinese residents of Denver who may have suffered from the 
lawlessness of the mob. This isall that the principles of international law and 
the usages of national comity demand, 


Precisely what I have said. Iam gratified to know that every state- 
ment I have made in regard to international law and the comity of na- 
tions has long since been established and proclaimed and enforced by 
ne distinguished Senator from New York while he was Secretary of 

tate. 

This correspondence was not concluded under the administration of 
which the Senator from New York was the Secretary of State. Itwas 
pending when that administration went out of aore and it was pend- 
ing when the ‘“‘ plumed knight,” the distinguished statesman, the hon- 
orable James G. Blaine, of Maine, came in as Secretary of State as 
successor to the distinguished Secretary from New York. Here is an- 
other distinguished citizen of this country, representing the honor, the 
power, the dignity, and the glory of this great country as its chief ex- 
ecutive officer under the President. Let us see what he says: 

(Mr, Blaine to Chen Lan Pin.] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE; Washington, March 25, 1881. 
= . s * = ka 


* 

I note with satisfaction the expressions of appreciation of the disposition of 
this Government toward that of China, and the subjects of China resident in the 
United States, which you so frankly avow. I mustexpress my regret, however, 
that the views so clearly exp by my predecessor in regard to the question 
of liability of this Government to make pecuniary indemnity to the Chinese suf- 
ferers by the occurrences at Denver, failed to commend: themselves to your en- 
Epona judgment Concurring, as I do, in the conclusions thus reached by 

r. Evarts, and conceiving the principle upon which they rest to be in conso- 
nance with ER law and the universal practice of nations, I must insist that 
that principle is the one by which the obligations of this Government in regard 
to the incident in question are to be measured. After recounting the efforts put 
forth by the local authorities for the eee of the riots (efforts that happily 
proved successful with only the loss of one life, although the mob numbered 


thousands), my predecessor thas states the rule: 


You observe with reference to these views, “that it a you that trea- 


+ 
rs to 
ties, as well as the Constitution, are the supreme law of this land. 
He discusses that. Says Mr. Blaine farther on: 


You will perceive that neither in this article, nor in any other part of the 
same treaty, is there an. roger reciprocal with this with regard to subjects of 
China ent in the United States, and the reason for this must at once be ob- 
vious to your superior intelligence. 


That has heen the argument af the Senator from Ohio and the Sena- 
tor from Vermont, the reciprocal obligations of the United States and 
China; that because we claimed indemnity of China, therefore China 
has a right to claim indemnity of the United States. We claimed in- 
demnity of China by reason of treaty stipulations, Thereare no treaty 
stipulations with the United States in regard to Chinese citizens except 
to restrict them. There has never beena treaty agreed to that granted 
privileges to the Chinese that they did not already enjoy before. The 
treaties have been restrictive while the treaties on the part of China 
toward the United States have been to admit our citizens to rights never 
enjoyed before. Before the treaty of 1844 no American citizen could go 
to China and transact business there. Before that time any Chinaman 
could come to the United States and travel at free will and pleasure all 
over the United States, Mr. Blaine further says: 

No treaty stipulations are necessary to enable subjects of China to come to 
this country, take up their residence here, and pursue any Jawful business or 
calling in common with the citizens or subjects of every country in the world 
who may choose to make their home in this Republic, The subjects of China, 
in respect to their rights and security of person and property, are placed under 
the protection of the laws of the Unlted States in manner and measure equal to 
that extended to native citizens of this country, and that the Chinese residents 
of Denver at the time of the unfortunate occurrences now in question were in 
the enjoyment of this common protection of the law, is shown by the report of 
the Chinese consul, Mr. Bell, to you, a copy of which accompanies your note. 

There is the law laid down, and I say that there can be no question 
in the world of the non-liability of the United States upon this subject, 
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the idea of liability on the of the United States either by reason of 
international law, international comity, or treaty stipulations. What 
does he say in his speech on yesterday? He says: 

This was a violence against the Chinese who were here in the 
laws, under our Government, under our Constitution,and under t 
tions of almost the extreme of comity and concession which had been aceorded 

the Chinese Government in accommodating to our- occasions the treaty of 
in disparity from the Burlingame treaty. 


of our 


What was nea there? It was a restriction upon the Chinese 
ights in the ted States, and an extension of the rights of citizens 
of the United States in China. 


If it was a crimeof anne A and indifference on the part of authorities there, 
h ted the power of this great Government should them- 
and themselves removed from position. And thus 
in all relations that preva between nations we stand as the power responsible 
for the transaction, not in its origin, but for the transaction as it has been treated, 
or as it has proceed 


ed since it occurred. 
The distinguished Senator undertakes to evade the responsibility and 
the force of his own very clear ition of international law by say- 


ing that our responsibility was not because of the origin of this mob 
but because of subsequent events. I have stated all the facts con- 
nected with the transaction to show that nothing was done by the 
United States after the occurrence which can be charged as culpable or 
negligent—not one solitary thing. The Senator from New York said 
further on yesterday: 


I have now to say but a word about the distinction between the relations be- 

country and the Western and between thisand 

the Western powers and the Oriental, or, as 
Between G 


merely that we have the same common la of trials of fact 
and of control of judicial matters; but we have the same habits of feeling, and 
we know now far and how close may be the excesses are possible 
in the administration of justice which will occur to the of its ad 
tration in any community for a moment or 

So with the continental nations; we have the same „the same race, the 
same institutions, the same humanity, the same am: and we do not hesi- 


belo: 
tecting the safety and ee the population. 

In our dea with thi ital or non-Christian rangas Paget Turkey, 
we have never to stand upon those footings. e have never been 
willing that our citizens, w. sojourners in those countries, were to be treated 
as subject to their laws. pro of our people in providing 


lity so direct of this 
same terms that we have 
have said, “ We will claim exem) 


and extraterritorial ju 
citizens in their rights and in trials; we have refused that to etal ” and 


now putting it upon a md of superiority in our laws, in our humani a4 in 
our chitivation of all ian and all benevolent relations, we ask you to Te- 


ceive from us the cold answer of diplomacy that all 
the laws protect, and the laws punish, and the laws 

I confess profound astonishment at such utterances from the distin- 
guished Senator, a com of the Oriental and Western nations, a 
comparison of the United States with China and Turkey, a comparison 
of the United States with France, and other nations of Eu- 
rope where our citizens can travel at will and pleasure with perfect im- 
punity and perfect protection and enjoy the same rights, privileges, and 
immunities enjoyed by native citizens of the country in which they are 
traveli But when it comes to China and Turkey he says itis differ- 
ent. hy is it different? Hedoes not give the reason. It is because 
they exclude all nations from their territorial limits. Not until re- 
cently, even if now, have they come within international comity. Up 
to 1844 the Chinese nation never admitted the citizens of any foreign 
country to transact business in if, and it was not entitled to the amen- 
ities and privileges of international law. 

Every right and privilege enjoyed by the citizens of the United States 
and citizens of countries in China has been wrested from that 
empire by force and treaty. It is notso with the United States. We 
have held this out as the country of the free, the land of the brave, the 
palladium of the world’s liberties and hopes. Every man has been in- 
vited to come here and under his own vine and fig tree worship Al- 
mighty God according to the dictates of his conscience and pursue the 
avocations of life as he chose. The Chinamen came here without any 
treaty rights, simply as citizens of the world. They erécted their Joss 
temples upon Christian soil, and there with impunity they worshiped 
their wooden idols and gods. They got no permission from the United 
States to erect their temples of worship. It is not so with citizens of 
the United States. They could not go to China and build a Christian 
church and worship the ever-living God as they chose. They could not 
go to China and build a residence where they chose. They could not 
` go to China and engage in the business they chose. 

They can not go there to-day and travel through China and do busi- 
ness there, because every right that is accorded toan American citizen 
im China is by virtue of treaty, and because when they violate that 
treaty we make them vid ps compensation. ‘Then the principle is to be 
applied to the United States, and we are to be told that the United 


le are safe here all 
' 


ticle, Mr. President. 

Why, then, is this case here? If there is no obligation according to 
international law, if there is no obligation by treaty stipulation, if there 
is no 1 liability on the part of the United States, why is this case 
here at all? It has been attempted to make the impression that the 
President of the United States and the Secretary of State have recom- 
mended it. I shall read from the message of the President upon this 
question. The President distinctly disavows sany oan by inter- 
national law or treaty stipulations, I shall first read from 
Bayard and then from the President. Secretary Bayard also disavows 
any obligation of international law by treaty stipulations or by recip- 
rocal obligations, but he says on page 71: 

Yet I am frank to say that the circumstances of the case now under consider- 
ation contain features which I am to believe may induce the President 


to recommend to the Congress, not as under obligation of treaty or principle of 
international law, but solely from a sentiment of generosity and pity— 


=‘ Generosity and pity ”— 
to an innocent and unfortunate rors tirranga se erp ea? 
employed within our j m 
that in view of the and ul failure of the police authorities ab 
Springs, in W; Territory. OE a O o any oc Prat ng 
the peace, or to make proper siorts to uphold th the law, or punish the criminals, 
or compensation for the loss of p or destroyed, it may 
be a oak Ser Une eraio a ganS, ion of Congress w! r 
with the g that no ent is the: created, or liabil- 
ity for want of proper enforcement of a Territories, they 
ne eS eo relief to sufferers in the case now before 
us to the extent 


ue of the property of which they were utrageous! 
deprived, to the grave discredit of arree ener ria institu! sons. ziii 7 

The distinguished Secretary being importuned and reimportuned by 
the Chinese authorities, just as they importuned and reimportuned 
Secretary Evarts and Secretary Baine, said, ‘‘ I will see if the President 
will not submit it to the compassion and the generosity and the pity 
of oP in shah The President transmitted she cane: T. Congres and 


=, ican the attention of the Con, 
retary of State of February 13,1385 in rep 


of the note of the Sec- 


ly k = tine € inese minister's - 
f the 


obligation, whether by terms its treaties with China or the prin- 

ciples of international law, to these Chinese subjects for losses 

by such means and under the = in view of the 

pelcette and discreditable failure of the authorities of yoming Territory to 
to justice poy ope forum 

in which to seek obtain pensation for the losses which 


have incurred by lack of police 
absence of provocation or con 
tive may be pda aaa Sodin to bring the matter 


bution a ite 


peaceful strangers w 
ment ‘hon brought ytter: h upon the at peel ; with the distinct mirpo 
that such action is in no wise to be held as t, is wholly gratuitous, 
ma pis resorted to in a spiritof pure Piman ward those who are otherwise 

In other words, this case is before Congress because the President 
and the Secretary of State importuned, denied any obligation and sub- 


mitted it to Congress for its compassionate consideration. The dis- 
tinguished representative of the Celestial > has made an appeal 
which has won the heart and affection of the Senator 


from Ohio, our distinguished presiding officer. In remarks made by 
him the other day he asked me to read the wondronsly strong and 
touching appeal of that able and distinguished representative of the 
Chinese people, and he talked about his quoting the Divine command, 
“ Do unto others as you would have others do unto you.” 

Mr. President, I am willing to apply that principle. Iam willing 
to apply it in this case. If we have American citizens upon Chinese 
soil and they there meet English citizens under the same rights and 
privileges of American-citizens and those English citizens depredate 
upon American citizens and destroy their property I would never sanc- 
tion the United States asking compensation of China. The Senator 
from New York would not ask it. The Senator from Ohio, even though 
the tenderness of his heart was touched by the appeal of the Chinese 
minister, would not ask it. The persuasive eloquence of the Chinese 
minister would then be turned in a different direction. No American 
would think of asking compensation of the Chinese Empire for the ma- 
licious, vindictive, tortious acts of English citizens residing there under 
the friendly protection of the Chinese flag upon American citizens re- 
siding there likewise under the friendly protection of the Chinese flag. 

willing to extend to the Chinese in this case everything that 
international law and international comity, everything that treaty 
stipulations, everything that honor, everything that justice, that equity, 
that Christianity and our holy religion will justify; but I can not and 
will not consent that the Chinese Governmtnt shall pat its hands into 
the pockets of the tax-payers of the United States and take out $150,000 
and place it in the hands of those Chinamen who went to Rock Springs 
as slaves, and serfs, as hirelings, knowing that it was an place, 


knowing that the jurisdiction and authority of the laws of the United 
States were weak there, and knowing that they were to displace and 
drive out white laborers who were engaged in the mines, and drive 
them out of occupation. I shall not consent to pay for the depredations 
committed upon them by other hirelings of the same company not citi- 
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zens of the United States; and even if they were citizens of the United 
States the United States would not be responsible. And, as I said be- 
fore, there is no principle of international law, there is no principle of 
treaty stipulation, there is no principle of our Christianity, there is no 
principle of justice or equity that will require this burden to be im- 
posed upon the people of the United States, and therefore I am opposed 
to the passage of this bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

=~ and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when Mr. Co.qurrr’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. CoLquitr] is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CuLtom]. I do not know how he would vote if he were present. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). Iam paired 


ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
“Schedule A, salaries of ministers,” in line 48, to increase the appro- 
priation for salaries of ‘‘chargés d'affaires ad interim and diplomatic 
officers abroad” from $15,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘salaries, inter- 
preters to legations,”’ in line 88, to increase the appropriation for salary 
of “interpreter to the legation and consulate-general in Bangkok, 
Siam,” from $500 to $800. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “‘ contingent ex- 
penses, foreign missions,” in line 97, after the word “guards,” to strike 
out ‘‘and Arabic clerk at the consulate at Tangiers; ” so as to make 
the clause read: 


For the purpose of enabling the President to provide, at the public e 
all such stationery, recordando books, seals, presses, fia 


postage, furni esseñ,; 
on all questions with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Harrison]. I| clerk. pramherevbar Bee cavasses, guards, araa Es inciuding 
do not know how he would vote, and I withhold my vote. soa ig en Teak an Ben Franch re ir teeaing Ba ponesse 


Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from, Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] 
is paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. CONGER (when Mr. PALMER’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. PALMER] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANcE]. If my colleague were present, he would vote “‘yea.”’ 

Mr. VANCE (when Mr. RAnsom’s name was called). My colleague 


penses of legations, and for printing in the Department of State, $105,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “ miscellaneous 
expenses of legations,’’ after line 109, to insert: 
Pty 4 of legation buildings in Tokio, Japan, for the year ending March 15, 


[ Mr. RAwsom] is paired with the Senator from New York [Mr.M1ILLER]. | Theamendment was agreed to. . 
_ 1 do not know how he would vote. ; The next amendment was, after line 112, to insert: 
Mr. aes (when Mr, SABIN’s name was called). fer š ey s jeee bonda and grounds for legation at Seoul, Corea, and repairs 
league [Mr: SABIN ] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 3 
Kenna]. If my colleague were here, he would vote “yea.” The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out from line 131 to line 135 in- 
clusive, as follows: 


i Li ” i To meet the attendant the tion of th tralit 
colleague that, if present, he would vote “‘yea.’’ Iwill therefore vote cathe poou s Pr rT —_ aerian nd 


“yea, 291 3 y ch thereof 
Mr. VANCE (when his alae called). i asm oinei wiih tks ay shoe apa of the Revised Statutes, $15,000, or so much thereof as may 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], but as his colleague hasan-| And to insert in lieu thereof: . 

To enable the President to meet unforeseen emergencies arising in the diplo- 


nounced that he would vote ‘‘yea,’’ I will vote “yea.” . 
Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with | matic and consular service, and to extend the commercial and other interests of 
jae ard pea Aa TO DAAA are ep Wiest E TES e 


the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. no na o arean ae 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘The Secretary has read the latter clause as a substi- 
tute for the former, but it is not so regarded by the committee report- 
ing it. This is really a striking out of this clause providing for main- 
taining neutrality and substituting no provision for carryingit out. If 
the Secretary will read the next clause, perhaps that will be evident. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to suggest to the committee that under 
existing conditions of affairs all around it might be well to leave the 
clause at the foot of page 6 to stand and to add the clause at the top of 
page 7, which seems to be proposed to take its place. 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the suggestion made by the Senator 
from New York, I will say that the committee intended the paragraph 
as amended to cover both the special provision in respect to the enforee- 


Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], but I am informed by his 


The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. CULLOM. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Corquitr]. I am not informed how he would vote. If I were at 
liberty to vote, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” ` 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE], but I am advised by his eue that he would vote 
“yea” on the passage of this bill. ‘Therefore I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. MANDERSON]. Iam notadvised how he would vote if present. 
I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. CHACE. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray]. If he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 10; as follows: 


YEAS—30. ment of the neutrality acts and the additional provision which is found 
Allison, Fair, Morrill, Stanford, in the bill of last year, giving the Secretary of State a fund to meet 
Blair, Gorman, Payne, Teller, | unforeseen cies. Then we placed the whole of this provision 
ae = se Fiamh, wee under the requirements of section 291 of the Revised Statutes. If the 
Conger, Hoar, | Rikiicberger, Wilson of Iowa, Committee on Foreign Relations think it better to leave the first para- 
Da Ingalls, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md. graph stand and add the other I do not know that I should personally 
se Heeg, Setar object, though I have no authority from the Committee on Appropria- 
‘ NAYS- tions to yield to the suggestion. 
eck Coke, Harri Vest, Mr. BECK. My understanding is that the language now used is 
Berry, Eustis, Maxey, ioa oh ene that was thought by the State Department to cover every- 
ABSENT—36, : Mr. EDMUNDS. It will certainly not cover the neutrality act in 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Pike, the sense in which the clause stands at the foot of page 6, and in 
peek bars; Ae ba Kenna, Piatt, which it has always stood; and I am bound to say, with the informa- 
Butler: Gran McPherson, otn, tion I have about the state of affairs, that I should be glad to give to 
Camden, Ham n, ande k wyer, = er of ee va ~ a Lome —_ under 
5 n ’ $ neu ;y provision a e foot o: , an ve him ex- 
Colaaitt, oe Seseeoe Arkansas, See Pa, Van Wyck, actly what the Committee on A Pa has eadar En at tho 
Callom, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Walthall. top of page 7. A motion to strike out and insert is not divisible, I 


So the bill was passed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON, Imove that the Senate resume the consideration of 
the appropriation bill which was partially considered this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6392) making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, and for other@mrposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 


believe, but if there is any way of dividing the question—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may be done by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator will observe that in the law for the cur- 
rent fiscal year there is no provision as to the neutrality act, and we 
have simply added the words to make it more comprehensive. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But at the foot of page 6 there is a provision for 
expenses in enforcing the neutrality act which the committee propose 
to strike out, which I do not think, in view of all the circumstances ex- 
isting, ought to be done, while I entirely agree that the committee is 
correct in recommending what is at the top of page 7. 

Mr. ALLISON. For myself I am perfectly willing to let the para- 

ph of the House bill stand as it is, and to add the paragraph pre- 
sented by the committee. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent that that matter may be 
divided and that we take the question, first, on striking out the para- 
graph at the foot of page 6. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the amendment may be divided, 
so as to take the vote, first, on striking out the clause from line 131 to 
line 135 inclusive, at tlhe bottom of page 6. If there is no objection, 


that suggestion will be considered as to. The question then is, 
first, on the motion to strike out the words at the foot of page 6. 
The motion was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the insertion 
of the words in Italics at the top of page 7, as follows: 

To enable the President to meet unforeseen emergencies arising in the diplo- 
matic and consular service, and to extend the commercial and other interests of 
the United States, to be expended pursuant to the requirements of section 291 of 
the Revised Statutes, $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Before the question is put on that I should 
like to have read section 291 of the Revised Statutes, so that I may know 
what I am voting on when I am asked to appropriate $50,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The section of the Revised Statutes 
referred to will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec, 291, Whenever any sum of money has been or shall be issued, from the 
Treasury, for the purposes of intercourse or treaty with foreign nations, in pur- 
suance of any law, the President is authorized to cause the same to be duly set- 
tled annually with the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, by causing the 
same to be accounted for, specifically, if the expenditure may,in his judgment, 
be made public; and by making or causing the Secretary of 
tificate of the amount of such expenditure as he may think it advisable not to 
specify; and every such certificate shall be deemed a sufficient voucher for the 
sum therein expressed to have been expended. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I know that this comes from the sanctum 
sanctorum of the Committee on Appropriations: 

To enable the President to meet unforeseen emergencies arising in the diplomatic 
and consular service, and to extend the commercial and other interests of the United 
States, to be expended pursuant to the rie Sars paomee of section 291 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Now, sir, I should like to know if there be any reason why these 
italics should be put into this bill. It is easy to vote away $50,000. 
Section 291 does not provide in the way that this does. We are en- 
larging every year, doing these things year by year, seeming not to think 
of the possibility that it requires taxation to meet this kind of expendi- 
ture. Why should we say that an appropriation of $50,000 is made to 
enable the President to meet unforseen emergencies? We sometimes 
have what are called deficiency bills, and they hardly hold the De- 
partments or even the Executive in check. I can not vote for this, be- 
cause I think it is unjust to the tax-payers of this country. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of the 
following clause from lines 153 to 161: 

Contribution to the maintenance of the international bureau of weights and 
measures for the year ending June 30, 1887, in conformity with the terms of the 
conyention of May 24, 1875, the same, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
to be paid, under the direction of the Secretary of State, to said bureau on its 
certificate of apportionment, $2,270. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Senator from Iowa what the object of that 
appropriation is, ‘‘international bureau of weights and measures?” 

Mr. ALLISON. There is an international bureau of weights and 
measures which meets once a year under a convention made in 1875, 
and each nation under that treaty is under obligation to contribute a 
portion annually to the expense. 

Mr. CONGER. What is the object of that convention? 

Mr. ALLISON. The object of it is to regulate weights and measures 
from time to time. 

Mr. CONGER. Where? 3 

Mr, ALLISON. Everywhere; toestablish an international system of 
weights and measures, and to test weights and measures from time to 
time. It is a treaty obligation. 

Mr. CONGER. If I understand it, this is a bureau the main object 
of which is to introduce into this country the metrical system of weights 
and measures, and to do away, as far as they can work it along, with 
the old English measures and the measures of the common people of 
the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. So far from that being the object, itisa very greatly 
controverted question now whether the English system of weights and 
measures is not the best, and I think the weight of authority is rather 
in favor of our present system. The object is to readjust the measures 
from time to time and make them in harmony, whether the metrical 


system shall be adopted by the nations or the system in vogue in this, 


country now. 

Mr. CONGER. The result of it is to pay out the money of the peo- 
ple of the United States, so far as I understand it, to make the United 
States a party to the bureau or convention or congress represented from 
the different nations in which the French metric system has a prepon- 
derance of representatives, and to aid that insidious, persistent, and 
attacking force in the United States which enters almost every bill 
where there is an opportunity and provides for unknown weights and 
unknown measures by name as the measures and the weights of the 


te tomakea cer- - 


le of the United States. It has crept im in one form and another 
until running through our bills and our laws now, inadvertently and 
without much thought on the part of legislators I apprehend, but not 
without having caused some considerable alarm to people who desire 
the old weights, the old measures, the old inch, the foot, and the rod, 
and the rood, and all the forms which our ancestors have been accus- 
tomed to and which have become a part of the common language of 
the country, are provisions for changing over to grammes and meters 
and kilometers and all that innumerable system of outlandish and 
Frenchified and heathenish names which a certain body of people in 
the United States have been attempting from the time when John 
Quincy Adams made his celebrated report upon the propriety of pre- 
serving to an English-speaking people, as far as might be, in our laws 
the weights and the measures and the names of those weights and meas- 
ures with which our people had been familiar in the Old World for a 
thousand years and in this country since the establishment of society 
here. 

In one form or another there are continually efforts made by those 
who are insidiously attempting to ingraft upon our language and upon 
our laws some of these Frenchified names and notions with which our 
people, thank God, are as yet unfamiliar; and I venture to say that 
there are not five Senators here, with all their diversified acquirements 
and knowledge both of language and of measures, who can understand 
and explain without time to refer to the tables and to the dictionaries 
the meaning of words which are now in our laws. Somebody may 
know what a gramme is. [Laughter.] I see with what avidity some 
of my friends seize upon the word of corresponding sound which has 
reference more to the throat than to the measure. [Laughter. ] 

In bills which have been introduced during'this session in the other 
House and which have received attention here there is that sly, insid- 
ious attempt to ingraft into our laws these foreign terms, foreign to our 
language, foreign to our knowledge, foreign to the customs and habits 
of thought of our people. There have heen times when there has crept 
into the laws the authority of this Government to different Depart- 
ments of it to use entire the names of the metric weights and measures. 
I believe to-day a part of the business of this Government is carried on 
by the use of terms in weights and measures which not one out of nine 
hundred and ninety-nine of the people of the United States under- 
stand when they read the laws or read the accounts. Our medicines, 
our drugs are bought, mixed, and compounded by English-speaking 
Americans, and the accounts are made out and rendered in a language 
which without particular study no Senator would understand unless 
by the aid of an interpreter, 

Our Jaws have been thus doctored with through the assistance of a 
society instituted in this country for the purpose of fastening upon our 
people the metrical system of France, a system adopted in the days of 
the revolution, a system adopted when they made ten days a week and 
the Goddess of Reason the presiding genius over the nation in place of 
all religion and in place of all respect for the commonly received doc- 
trines of our fathers, These terms have from time to time, against the 
reports of the best men, the best statesmen, the most efficient account- 
ants, been ingrafted into the laws of the United States so as to permit 
at least a substitution for English weights and measures of the metrical 
system or the system of some other people. 

In our laws to-day, so far have our lawmakers forgotten the necessity 
and propriety of adhering to. our own methods of denomination of 
weights, of measures, of coins, of money, that our consuls abroad and 
our ministers in foreign countries are required not to send invoices of 
amounts of value, or amounts of weight, or amounts of measure in the 
language of the people of the United States to our collectors, our ap- 
praisers, and our naval officers, to those who have to look over these 
invoices and these accounts, but our law has been so tortured and man- 
gled as to compel our own officers in foreign countries sending the lists 
and the values and the amounts as to require them to send them in 
the language of the country from which the goods are sent. It per- 
mits—and I have a feeling of thankfulness for some kind friend of 
American institutions and the American langu who secured this 
much—it permits in brackets or in parentheses (which may be left out 
without obscuring the sense) the corresponding value of weight or 
measure in our own language, 

The utter absurdity of such a provision of law as that would be ap- 
parent to any one who looked at the invoices and the values coming to 
us from Japan and China and Corea and Madagascar, from the Hovans 
in the islands, from the Fiji land, from all over this great, round globe, 
a Jaw that would compel information intended for our officers at the 
ports of entry to come to us in a foreign language. That is in the 
statutes; that is in the law. There has gradually creptin the com- 
pulsory use of these foreign terms of weights and measures and money 
denominations in our own dealings. 

It is not any new question that has sprung up. The subject was re- 
ferred years ago, more than half a ER AN to the most enlightened 
and intelligent and educated statesmen of the time, to a committee to 
consider; and m@ifking the report for that committee, John Quincy Ad- 
ams reported to the Congress that the use of these foreign terms was 
not only distasteful to an English-speaking people, but that it would 


1886. 
tend and did tend to create confusion and trouble in the minds of all 
who spoke only the English lan; in trying to learn to understand 


guage 
the hundreds of strange terms which would thus be incorporated into 
our literature and into our law. 

I can not see exactly what the object of this bureau is, for I plead 
ighorance in regard to it; but I do say its existence for any pur- 
pose to the people of the United States is problematical, and I do say 
that the friends of that bureau, as I understand, have been with the 
preponderance of the nations favoring the metric system who compose 
this convention, and the course of the representatives there has been 
directly in opposition to the tastes, the habits, the interests, the con- 
venience of the American people; and I think it is time to stop such 
an appropriation, treaty or no treaty. I think it is time to stop giving 
any force to an effort which is being made, not by our own people in 
the first instance, to ingraft upon our customs and habits of thought and 
literature and law a system of weights and measures unknown to our 
people, distasteful to them, which it would take years and years of 
anxious, assiduous study by all the good people throughout this coun- 
try to teach themselves by schooling and by tuition to understand. 

I can find in the statutes of the United States words expressing the 
idea of weights and measures, which I venture to say there are not ten 
Senators in this body who would understand without referring to a 
table of weights and measures and without knowing the language from 
whence it came and without knowing the fractional equivalants in our 
own terms. This attempt has been going on for fifty years. It has 
never met with a great deal of success. Somebody in favor of that 
system has worked it up insidiously, getting into our laws for the last 
twenty-five years here and there some little use of such phrases. Some- 
body at some time has had influence enough with those who ought to 
have stood by the lan and the institutions and the weights and the 
measures of the English-speaking people of America and not have care- 
lessly permitted to be incorporated into our laws and itted to be 
used in public transactions of the Government and in the mode of 
keeping accounts. These foreign terms are used to-day—why, I do not 
know—as if the plain old Anglo-Saxon was not good enough for our 
officials. The metric system is used, as I understand, in the medical 
accounts of the Navy and of the Army to-day. How are the people to 
read these reports and read these accounts and read these prescriptions? 
Is it to secrete from them a knowledge of what these agents of theirs 
are doing? What is the object of all this rigmarole and forgetting the 
staunch, honest, plain old Anglo-Saxon language in our accounts with 
measures and with weights and with denominations as as the 
world has ever seen, and convenient because we all understand them ? 

I object to this appropriation. I want an opportunity, at least for 
myself, to vote against it, because, although the Senator reporting this 
bill says it is a treaty arrangement, although he says that of late there 
is beginning to be a kind of tendency which may possibly result inthe 
use of our own language, and in the use of our own names of weights 
and measures, and of the weights and measures themselves, I do not 
want to admit or to encourage even the possibility of any other result 
being obtained. 

One can hardly imagine the confusion, the utter confusion to the 
American people if by the result of that Congress or that bureau it 
should be decided to recommend the metrical system or any other sys- 
tem or a combination of systems to the American people, and Congress 
should adopt that report and incorporate it into the law, and by one 
sweepof legislation compel the sixty million people of the United States 
to read all these things in an unknown tongue and to spend years in 
acquiring the knowledge of the names of the every-day transactions of 
life. If that is the object, as I understand it to be, of this bureau, or 
if it had that in the beginning for its object, to come to some system 
by which English speaking people can agree to the names and peculiar- 
ities of the weights and measures of the Latin nations or of any other 
nations, or if it means in any way to invade the domain of theold Anglo 
Saxon nomenclature, then I oppose it, and then I venture to say there 
is not a Senator here voting in the face of his constituents for the Amer- 
ican goog but what will oppose such a measure as that. 

If I am mistaken in the object of this, if I am mistaken in the tend- 
ency of it, if I am mistaken in the danger that there may be that it 
will further the introduction of this system and make it more than a 
mere permission in our laws where it already stands permitted to the 
different Departments of the Government and where it is already re- 
quired that our consuls abroad and our officials abroad shall, in certi- 
fying to the invoices and to the values and to the weights and to the 
measures of goods that come here, report them in the denominations 
and currency and weights and measures of whatever country they come 
from, permitting them to inclose in brackets, for the information of 
the uneducated, what would be the equivalent in our own language, 
making that secondary, then I think every Senator should vote against 
anything that would lead to or encourage such a measure. 

The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is an Anglo-Saxon 
to some extent I believe—a mixtureof that at] thatlan- 
guage, claiming no particular affiliation with the unknown languages 
or knowledge of the unknown languages of all the various nations and 
tribes and peoples of the world. Unless he can here show that this has 
no such object, and has not had, I want to vote against this clause. 
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My learned friend from New York [Mr. EVARTS], brimming over 
with knowledge of all languages and of all tongues and endowed with 
the spirit of prophecy, sitting before me here, who, if he can not speak 
the unknown tongues, can interpret them; and if he can not prophesy 
can at least foretell—he was in position when these things were work- 
ing around in some kind of a migratory way to overthrow the good old 
Anglo-Saxon language and custom of weights and measures of the coun- 
try, and he ought to know what the object is, for he perhaps inaugu- 
rated it, perhaps he has furthered it. I feel a delicacy in asking him 
to explain anything unworthy of the American people or of our State 
Department in inaugurating or furthering such an object, but how the 
Senator from the far-off State of Iowa, a State that did not even go to 
the English language for its name, and of all things did not go to France 
for its name, but took a name aboriginal, indigenous to the country— 
how he, educated at the same alma mater where I got the little knowl- 
edge I acquired in my early days, should permit this kind of thing to 
creep in rises me. And how theother representative of that com- 
mittee, thes Benator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], although, as he has 
remarked sometimes, not native born, is yetas staunch an American as 
lives in the land, and comes here with all his old Scotch prejudices'and 
prepossessions for the language of his country, with no special partiality 
for the flummeries and attachments of the Italians and the Spanish and 
the French—how he should permit this thing to come in year after year 
in this appropriation bill I can not understand. 

Sir, there are some thingsin the mental peculiarities of my colleagues 
on this floor that permit them to pass over matters which are of great 
import, which are of vast importance to this English-speaking nation, 
to this American nation and the American race and the American lan- 

; and they pass here year after year without calling the attention 
of their fellows to them, and make appropriation after appropriation 
to destroy our language and destroy its use and to modify it and to 
change it. Why, sir, they can not i e, they do not seem to un- 
derstand if they have thought of it at all, how it is possible for them 
to permit anything of that kind when from day to day they risein their 

laces and talk of the glory of the American race, the new race founded 

ere upon a hemisphere which Providence itself had preserved from the 
earliest days of the settlement of the world by man for the especial pur- 
pose of having (with the exception of a few Indians which the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] is especially appointed to take care 
of as they pass away from the vision of mankind and disappear from 
their residence upon the earth) here the grandest race ever known in 
human history. 

How men who extol and glerify the American race as a race founded 
upon a new world, the aggregate of the best of all races, at the head of 
it the Anglo-Saxon, the old Teutonic, the Scotch, the Irish, English, 
gathered in here the best elements of all the best people, with the best 
language, with the best measures, with the best weights, with the best 
nomenclature—how they can permit and could have permitted that kind 
of thing to creep into the laws that I have alluded to I can not under- 
stand. I mean these old Senators, who were here long before I dreamed 
of ever having the honor of joining the illustrious throng. And is it 
left to me from the wilds of Michigan to come here, uneducated, un- 
sophisticated, to call the attention of these life-long statesmen to the 
inconsistencies which they have permitted to creep into our laws and 
to the appropriations of money they have made to further these incon- 
sistencies and give strength and vitality to those who are sapping the 
institutions and the 1 of our country ? 

Sir, the people of the United States expect a direct reply from the 
Senator from Iowa who has permitted these things in this law, but has 
permitted in other appropriation acts these names of unknown things 
to creep in, and I assure him in their name that a straightforward, di- 
rect, honest reply will be received by the people of the United States 
with a gratification which arises very seldom in the discharge by the 
Senator of his duty on this floor. And, sir, if I might not be consid- 
ered personal, I would venture to say that there will be an anxiety 
among a great many people of the United States when they read this 
discussion to hear what the learned and distinguished and the polyglot 
statesman from New York has to say about this measure, inaugurated, 
if I remember aright, while he was at the head of the State 
ment, while he controlled with his magnificent intellect the destinies 
of the United States in its foreign relations; and if by good fortune it 
shall be made to appear that the system was not inaugurated under his 
administration, how happy it will make his numerous friends through- 
out the country to have a prompt and explicit denial of any agency in 
this matter. 

And sir, I might, except that I am liable to be called to order for 
personal allusions, extend that invitation to the distinguished gentle- 
man who presides over this distinguished body at this moment, and ask 
him to explain whether through the recommendations of the Depart- 
ment over which he presided so long and so well there crept into the 

of customs laws and duties the very provision to which I have 
alluded which requires reports from our own officers abroad to be made 
in foreign and unknown tongues, whether he unfortunately partici- 
pated in and has a responsibility in regard to those invasions of our law? 
I do not ask a reply from the Chair, but there are many Senators who 
would occupy that seat for a few moments until the Senator from Ohio 
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himself should have an opportunity to repudiate any connection with 


or any control over such matters. 
Turning from the emen to whom I have alluded, 
I say to my fellow-Senators is floor—and I may extend the list 


before I close my remarks of those to whom I would make personal 
appeals—that in the dim, distant future which itself before the 
eye of many an ambitious man (and I apply that as well to the Sena- 
tor from Iowa as to others) there is a cloud and a veil which must be 
removed from between a candidate for the Presidency and the people 
of the United States, or he had better retire from the © before- 
hand and without a nomination. Iam notanalarmist. ughter. ] 
Ido not desire to threaten or to awake fear and excitement in the 
breast of ambitious friends of mine on this side or on the other side of 
the Chamber, for in the inserntable decreesand manifestations and de- 
signs of Providence I have lived long enough to know that when I ad- 
dress my fellow-Senators upon the subject to which Ihave alluded and 
the probabilities of the future, on the vista down which they look, see- 
ing through the openings, through the shadows, and through the obscuri- 
ties, and through the gloom, ana through the brightness, and through 
the liope, there are so many men who have vistas and who look down 
to a particular abode known in our country as the White House that 
I never know, when I am talking upon such asubject as that, whether 
I appeal to the united and universal feelings of my colleagues or only 
to ee or four or five or ten of that glorious number. [Laugh- 
ter. 

But with no such thoughts or aspirations for myself, with the kind- 
ness and benevolence and gentleness of nature which is attributed to 
me by all my fellows [laughter], EP Ener rrp ps on this occasion I 
should depart from the line of my duty if I did not throw out to all 
this generous and kindly warning on the subject of introducing into 
the body-politic and Janguageand lawsof the American the flum- 
meries and the frivolities and the idealities and the theories which have 

ed another bright, glorious, luminous e, but who are 
captivated and led away by new notions and new dı which hith- 
erto have not found a footing and foothold and home in the honest, 
sturdy, self-reliant Anglo-Saxon nature or language or laws. 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 

Mr. CONGER. I have not got through. 

Mr. ALLISON. I 

Mr. CONGER. If my word of w SS ee 
and I was wondering which of the gen emen to whom I have been 
permitted so kindly personally to refer would arise first to the denial 
iir gm wn gigia measures; the đenial has not come from the 

ere I expected it would; and I think we may gauge somewhat 
ot hopes and tions of our fellows by the zeal with which they 
rush to explain ves on this question. The Senator from Iowa 
rises hastily and I will not delay him long. 

Mr. EVARTS rose. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘The Senator from New York has risen, and he will 
have his opportunity; but Iwill not by yielding the floor to one express 
a political preference between gentlemen whom I admire alike [laugh- 
ter], except-that there is a little warmer personal friendly feeling for 
the Senator from Iowa from a long intercourse with him in the other 
House, which might perhaps mer me a little kinder to him, and as he 
rose first, although ay did not get the floor, I should be unwilling even 
to let the Senator from New York take ad of my courtesy to shut 
out the Senator from Iowa who is to be the of this great Republic 
in the future. 

Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator yield for a moment toa few re- 
marks on my E 

Mr.CONGER. Iam almost through, and then I will yield the floor, 
It might be oag too much advantage of the officer to yield 
to anybody until he can call somebody to the have a chance 
of rising himself on this interesting occasion. [Laughter a 

Kok Mr. President, I have said but little on this question, I did 
not propose to say more than a word or two, and I will confine myself 

to that I hee wished to throw out a word of warning to 

my colleagues here who to have particular relations in future to 
the American joel aoe as to the Senators at large in whose breasts 
there may a i up noble aspirations for the future, unknown to their 
fellows as yet, not to vote this money to further a cause repugnant to 
the American le which if avowed—and I will venture the Senator 
from Iowa deny that it has any such relation to the subject-matter 
I have discussed—which if avowed as a means of introducing to all the 
sixty million people of the United States these new weights and new 
measures and new nomenclature would condemn utterly beyond recov- 
ery all the dear delightful hopes and aspirations which may grow and 
swell in the breast of any citizen of these United States toward that high 
political preferment which may honestly and properly be the object of 
any Senator here. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this rg Rag prep s taatoa pan ae 
suance of a treaty agreed to by nearly all the civilized nations of the 
world in May, 1875, which established an international bureau of 
weights and measures. The objects of that bureau are fully set forth 


e sixth article ofthe treaty. I will not take the time of the Sen- 


ate to read the objects of this international bureau unless some Senator 
desires it. Iwill state, however, that none of the objects suggested by 


the Senator from Michigan are included in this treaty. This interna- 
tional bureau has no possible power to any system of weights 
and measures for any country. Its object is the verification of existing 
weights and measures, whether those measures be yard-sticks or me- 
ters, or whatever they are. 

We have since 1875, as this treaty required us todo, made an annual 
appropriation for our portion of the expense; and I do not think it is 
necessary to go into any further explanation of the subject. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, there $ undoubtedly an inconven- 
ience in speaking on known subjects in unknown terms, but there’ is 
also an inconvenience in speaking in known terms on unknown sub- 
jects; and it is I think in this view that we must criticise the observa- 
tions. of the learned, distinguished, and accomplished Senator from 

ichigan. 

The object of this assent, establishing the bureau, given by the prin- 
ps, ie having relations with one another, is to provide, among 

‘things and principally, for a verification of the measures and 
weights of the articles constituting the interchange of commerce, and 
> =< between nations who speak different tongues and have different 

ogie and measures. 

e have a relation with all the powers who have joined in this con- 
Mierea They understand their own tongues and their own weights 
and their own measures, and the Senator from Michigan holds it not 
only a birthright of every nation to foster that knowledge, but it is a 
clear duty never to suffer identity of measure and of weight and of 
language to be invaded. If, then, all of these nations thus interchang- 
ing commodities, and with tariffs and prices in commerce all of which 
are to be made between buyer and seller a common medium for their 
interchange and their payments somehow or other, there must be an 
establishment by which either each single nation shall furnish the 
standards to guide its custom-house and its merchant, or there must 
be a common agreement established between all these commercial na- 
tions. 

Now, these nations, some twelve or fourteen in number, have estab- 
lished a burean at Paris that shall have the standard or prototype as it 
is called of these weights and measures, call with witch am d thus by 
common standard to be communicated to each nation, and each is to 
know what the particular language conveys in the meaning of weight 
and measure, and in the interchange of commodities needs to be veri- 
fied for the purposes of the custom-house and for the purposes of com- 
merce, In that view this arrangement has been made. 

Incidentally, the Senator from Michigan introduces what he regards 
as really the culmination of absurdity, that we should provide in our 
laws that every trading community having intercourse through our cus- 

tom-house shall express in the invoices the weights and measures and 
the language of itsown country. Whyisthat? Because each exporter 
understands his own language, knows his own weights, and knows his 
own measures; and if he is not allowed to hide himself under a plea of 
ignorance of the language that he uses in his invoice, we can verify the 
accuracy of his statements, and we can find out whether he has under- 
valued the duties and whether he has done it with fraudulent p 
How readily if our regulations would tit, how gladly would for- 
eign exporters be allowed to convert their weights and measures into 
our weights and measures and into our language their statements, so 
that when they were brought up by the custom-house officers and the 
verifications showed an undervaluation they could protect themselves 
by saying that they had been misled by a misunderstanding of weights 
and measures and la 

Therefore instead instead of its being an absurdity in the requirements in 
the invoices to insist that each merchant should make himself responsi- 


ble for his own weights, his own measures, and his own language, it is i 


a necessary provision to protect us undervaluations. Wecould 
not get along at all without it. That is the object of what the learned 
Senator as the absurdity, and the most absurd of all. 

Now, this convention, which seems to have been ratified by ex 
of ratifications in 1878 and was then made public, will last for twelve 
years, and then it may be renounced by any one of these — sA, x 
year’s notice. Iam not aware, certainly I was not aware duri. 
time that these payments were made year by year, I had no e 
that there was any extravagance in the expenses or that the aes 
nence or usefulness of the contrivance was questioned. But there is 
an easy way out of it if it is held either to be at variance with our love 
of our mother tongue or with our own customs in weights and meas- 
ures; and that is by an announcement that at the termination of the 
twelve years, which we can make in 1888, we take the proper meas- 
ures through the announcement of this Government that we retire from 
it. Inthe mean time it seems proper that we should appropriate our 
aas of the expense of this international arrangement intended for 

equal benefit of all the nations and quite as much for ours. 

Mr CONGER. Mr. President, I will read from this convention to 
show what part the United States will have in it. 

I read the names: 

Done at Paris, May 20, 1875— 
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I read the names of the representatives: 
te. 
L.S. 
L. 8. 
L.S. 
L.8. M. BALCARCE. 
D.S. MOLTKE-HOITFELDT— 
If I fail in the pronunciation of any of these words, it is from a little 
imperfect knowledge of the language of the main body of the represent- 
atives in the conyention— 


MARQUIS DE MOLINS, 
CARLOS IBAÑEZ 


FRAN’SE DE RIVERO. 
JOSE DE SILVA MENDES [sear]. 
O'KONNEFF 

For BARO ADELSWARD (prevented). 
H. AKERMAN, 


fe Jo KERN. 
HUSSEY. 
E. ACOSTA, 

Nineteen or twenty—I have not verified the exact number—nineteen 
or twenty agreed to the league establishing this bureau, mostly min- 
isters ofthe countries which they represented. These are names of for- 
eigners, Germans, Italians, § and some unknown names here. 
I was pained by the unkind hit of the Senator from New York, brought 
up in the metropolis of the world’s greatness, with Columbia College 
in sight, and the University of New York standing but a little way off, 
with summer visits and winter visits to the collegiate institutions of 
New England, surrounded by diplomats from all the known 
the world, with every opportunity which could be granted to 
man to learn all lan to be informed upon all subjects; cares 
reply to a plain, straightforward, Anglo-Saxon appeal that I made, he 
says ‘‘prove to me that an unknown tongue arises from ignorance.” 
The Lord knows that I have tted with sorrow and with tears that 
condition of ignorance of m; all through a painful life; but, oh, if 
I had had the advantages that the Senator from New York has had it 
would not become me to say how I might have availed myself of those 
precious hi one (Laughter. ] 

ve read the names of this body to which we are to send here 
a contribution of—how sete thousand is Jit Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. ALLISON. Over $2,000. 

Mr. CONGER. Two thousand two hundred and seventy dollars, I 
believe, we areto send to mingle with these leof unknown 
and unknown countries, We are to send to join them, at an expense 
of $2,270, conan A who does not know Bea elisa language nor their meas- 
ures nor their weights. But I can not dwell upon such an unimportant 
matter as that. 

Let me call the attention of Senators to a matter which the Senator 
from Iowa unfortunately for himself—I say it in view of the dimness 
which comes over some prospects in the future—failed to mention. I 
find article 7 provides this, as to what this bureau shall do: 

It shall be its duty to discuss and initiate measures necessary for the dissemi- 
nation and improvement of the metrical system. 

Why could not the Senator sayso? I wish the Senator had told us 
this, I will read it again: 


It shall be its duty to discuss— 
That is the duty of this bureau— 


Discuss and initiate measures necessary for the dissemination and improve- 
ment of the metrical system— 
Tasked if it had any relation to that. The Senator unfortunately said 
no nL 


and to pass upon such new fundamental metrological determinations as may 
have been made during the time when it was not in session. It shall 
the report of the international committee concerning the work that has been 
aryr egea, and shall replace one-half of the international committee by se- 


Tlie voting in the general conference shall be by states; cach state shall be 
entitled to one vote, 

We send our man among the nineteen or twenty of these men, all be- 
longing to the Latin nations, all in favor of the metrical system—we send 
our man there, whosoever he may be, the illustrious Washburne, or who- 
ever, with his one vote, by asecret vote, to represent us in that system 
of Latin nations, 

I find another little ne oe here about the establishment of this com- 
mission, and its objects, &c. 


37, The international commission desires to n to the several governments 
interested the great utility of eaa an in mal bureau of weights and 
SARTO Et the ainn Aua 


* r * k 


4. The ‘establishment shall be subordinate to the international metric commis- 
sion, and be placed under the supervision of the permanent committee, whoshall 
s#ppoint the director. 


I am trying to go through this, but all over this document I have be- dc tis maion ts wastes 0k wes cant iriad tas 


fore me there are phrases and paragraphs showing the object, but Tread 
this resolution: 


convention bet 
world we cuteteniinsalt burean 


perpeluating forever system of 
: weight and remade and the distribution of authenticated copies Sens the pro- 


standards of that system, as well as forthe exact comparison of sta 
ogi deseri descriptions and the determination of their relations to those of the metric 


This is brimful, bursting out all over with the efforts that are being 
made by the bureau and by friends of the metrical system to dissemi- 
nate it, and by secret votes and otherwise give it control, and to vote 
each by states, each republic or government having one vote, and in 
all these ways to which I have alluded to disseminate and extend the 
international metric system. So, sir, what I feared from the reading 
“of that bill is verified and more than verified by the treaty and the his- 
tory of the institution. I ask fora vote. I move to strike out that 
paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
cept by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONGER. eter whine bere Rene ata 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. there be no objection the ques- 
tion will be put now, Fut mending: to the order of the Senate the bill 
was to be read through and the amendments of the Committee on Ap- 

riations to be first acted on. 

. ALLISON. If the Senator from Michigan desires a vote on this 
particular clause or paragraph at this time I will ‘not interpose objec- 
tion; but I give notice that hereafter I will object to poi amend- 
ments until the committee amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like a vote by yeas and nays, if the Senate 


is willing. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the ques- 
tion will be put on the motion of the Senator from Michigan to strike 
out the clause referred to. 
Mr. CONGER. I ask for the yeas and pays. 
the SS and nays were ordered; and the Beoreiaty proceeded to call 
e ro 


The motion is not now in order, ex- 


on all questions in to which I thought he and I should be sr 
to differ. I do not think we should be likely to differ on this question, 
and therefore I will vote. 


Mr. KENNA (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with theSen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. My Yoh ago CAMDEN] is 
= with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 

WALTHALL (when Mr. Ransom’s name was called), The Sen- 
ator ap uda North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] is paired with the Senator 
from New York [Mr. MILLER]. 

ny chet a was sper pone = PELER P 

BERRY. ONES, 0 nsas]is paired with - 
the Senator from Tetinas far. ppt 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired a) the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. GRAY] 
is with the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. CHACE]. 

. BROWN. My colleague [Mr. COLQUITT] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Ilinois [Mr. Conese] on on all political questions. I do not 
consider thisa er, and as I believe my coll 
would vote if Senator from Illinois would, I consent 
the Senator from a Tilinois may vote without consid the pair 

Mr. KENNA. 'I understand that the Senator from a (Mr. 
SABIN], with whom I am paired, would vote ‘“‘ nay” if he were here, 
and therefore I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yea 1, nays 42; as follows: 


YEA. 
Conger. 
NAYS—12. 
Aldrich, Cull Ingalls, ulsbury, 
Allison, Daaa Jones of Nevada, ran 
Beck, Edmunds, oe eh 
Berry, . Eustis, . MMil: er, 
Blair, Evarts, - Mahone, ° est, 
Bowen, Fair, Maxey, Walthall, 
Brown, George, Mitchell of Oreg., Whitthorne, 
l, Hale, Morrill, Wilson of Jowa, 
ce, Hawley, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, x Plumb, 
ke, oar, ' 
ABSENT—33. 
Blackburn, Gray, Miller, Sawyer, 
Butler, Hampton, of Pa., Sewell, 
Camden, Mo 5 Spooner, 
Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, Pike, ` Van W. 
e, yan 
Dolph, Logan. Florida, = = Taa IK, 
Gi on, MoPherson, Hidalcbérger, 
Gorman, Manderson, 
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The PRESIDENT pro . The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on A tions was, under the head of ‘‘Schedule B, 
salaries, consuls-general,’’ in line 175, to increase the appropriation for 
salary-of ‘‘consul-general at Halifax’? from $3,000 to $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 182, to insert: 

For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents, $333,500, namely, 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was to strike out from line 188 to 191, inclu- 
sive, as follows: 

Consuls at Foo-Chow, Hankow, Canton, Amoy, Tien-Tsin, snd Chin-Kiang, 
China, at $3,500 each, $21,000. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Crass IT.—At $3,500 per annum: 

China: 
Foo-Chow; Hankow; Canton; Amoy: Tien-Tsin; Chin-Kiang. 


Mr. BECK. I rise for the purpose of ing that we treat as 
one amendment all that portion of the bill from line 188 down to line 
524, as it is simply making the text correspond to existing law. 

Mr. "ALLISON . I think we can get along rapidly in that way, but 
I do not think it is possible to finish this bill to-night; and if it be agree- 
able to Senators I will now move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, June 5, 1886, at 12 
o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 4, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


STEAM OYSTER-BOAT J. P. THOMAS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting correspondence and recommendin; 
an item in the defficiency bill refunding to Thomas Thomas, master of 
the steam oyster-boat J. P. Thomas, the remitted portion of a fine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and orde 
te be printed. z 

; ARMAMENT OF FORTIFICATIONS. . 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War recommending that $50,000 of the amount appropriated 
by act of March 3, 1886, for armamentof fortifications for 1884, be re- 
appropriated and made available for construction of guns; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of al was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MAYBURY, until Monday, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BAYNE, for to-day and to-morrow, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. MURPHY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, for ten days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. HEISTAND, for the remainder of this week. 

To Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, indefinitely, on account of the sick- 
ness of a member of his family. 

To Mr. SADLER, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. MILLARD, for ten days, on account of important business. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. ; 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 226) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; 

A bill (S. 183) for the relief of Thomas 8. Hopkins, late of Company 
C, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah P. Mc- 
Kean, of Marion, Lynn County, Iowa; 

A bill (S. isea) for the relief of Cornelia R. Schenck; 

A bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. De Krafft; and 

A bill (S. 200) to authorize the purchase of the Aqueduct Bridge, or 
the 9 An of a bridge across the Potomac River at or near George- 
town, 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. EZRA. B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. Iask unanimous consent to 
concur in the Senate amendment to the bill (H. R. 5910) to detach the 


counties of Howard, Little River, and Sevier from the western and add 
them to the eastern district of Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 17, insert the following section : 

“Seo, 3, Allcrimesand offenses hereafter committed within said western dis- 
trict shall be prosecuted, tried,and determined in the same manner and with 
the same effect as if this act had not been passed.” 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The committee recommend concurrence in 
the Senate amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. $ 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment of the Senate was concurred in; and also moved that the 


motion to reeonsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
JOHN J. COUGHLIN. 


Mr. LORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. 8087) for the relief of John J. 
Coughlin and put the same upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to pay John J. Coughlin the sum of $631.13, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, said sum being difference of pay from 
laborer, at $1.25 per day, to skilled laborer at $4 per day, for two hundred and 
twenty-nine an one-half da: s,in arranging. cataloguing, and classifying bound 
volumes of newspapers in the Library of Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. LORE. I think I can make a brief statement which will ob- 
viate the necessity of reading the report. 

Mr, RANDALL. Reserving the right to object, I shall be glad to 
hear the gentleman. 

Mr. LORE, Mr. § er, John J. Coughlin was employed by the 
architect of this building at a salary of $1.25 per day, and was as- 
signed to duty under the Librarian of Congress and employed in a work 
requiring very intelligent labor and skill in cataloguing and arranging 
newspaper-files and documents published in the several States and Ter- 
ritories of the United States, and in E d, France, Spain, Portugal, 
Belgium, Switzerland, Cuba, Russia, China, and other countries—a col- 
lection of rare historic value, He was employed in arranging, prepar- 
ing, and distributing them for proper reference. There were a number 
of persons engaged in the same business, all of whom were paid, ex- 


g | cept this man, at the rate of $4 a day. It required much skill in this 


arrangement, and knowledge of language, and care, which the commit- 
tee think, in view of the services rendered, ought to be paid for. This 
man is now in the employ of the House, and is the only one of the 
whole number employed who was not paid. ; 

This only adds $2.75 a day for the time that he was employed in this 
service to his ordinary compensation, and the ite amount covered 
by the bill is $631.33 for nearly a year’s work. I repeat, it required 
great skill, considerable knowledge of languages, and carefulness in ar- 
ranging the works. 

I have here a letter from the Librarian of Congress showing the value 
of this service; and I wish to add that this is a unanimous report from 
the Committee on Claims. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LORE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. - 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to intro- 


duce a bill for reference. 
Mr. BEACH. I shall object; it will keep until Monday. 


APPROPRIATION TO JEFFERSONVILLE (IND. ) LEVEE. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I call up now for present consideration the 
report of the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service in relation to 
certain charges against employés of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish, in view of the fact that the Committee on 
Appropriations is desirous of proceeding with the legislative bill, to in- 
quire of the gentleman if he will be able to indicate how much time 
will probably be occupied with the consideration of the report to which 
he refers? 

Mr. COX. Ido not know myself, but I should not think that a very 

t deal of time will be required. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will it take an hour, two hours, or three hours ? 

Mr. COX, I think two hours will answer very well. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Assoonas this subject is disposed of I will ask the 
consent of the House to take up the legislative appropriation bill, as it 
is important that bill should be disposed of at the earliest possible date, 
that it may become a law before the 1st July. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Mr. Luthur F. Warder, first assistant door- 
keeper of the House, is charged with very grave offenses. The Commit- 
tee on Civil Service Reform have unanimously reported that he is guilty 
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of these He himself claims thatheisnotguilty. His friends 
are confident that he is not guilty. ‘I earnestly ask in his behalf that 
this session may not be closed without his havinga hearing; and I ask 
that that hearing may be accorded now. 

Mr. COX. I fully concur in the gentleman’s suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution reported by the 
Select Committee on the Civil Service Reform. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That L..F. Warder be dismissed from the service of this House. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I did not understand the gentle- 
mea to say when he proposes to call the previous question on this res- 
olution. 3 

Mr. COX. I should think two hours would be sufficient for debate. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I submit when the character of a 
man, however humble, whether an employé of this House or not, is 
involved, the matter should not be driven through this House. He 
should at least have sufficient time to defend himself. That is given 
to any man thatis charged with the smallest offense ina court. I hope 
the gentleman will not undertake to rush this case through. 

Mr. COX. We have no disposition to do that. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I think we ought to have the re- 
port if this case read. 

TheSPEAKER. Thereading of the report would be in the nature of 
debate. Any gentleman who gets the floor can have the report readas 
occupying a portion of his time. 

Mr, WARD, of Indiana. The gentleman from North Carolina yields 
to me fora moment to offer the substitute which I send to the desk for 
the resolution reported by the committee. ` 

The Clerk read the proposed substitute, as follows: 


That the evidence in this case does not sustain the charges. 

Resolved, That it is improper for any officer or employé of this House to seek 
to influence legislation either directly or indirectly, and that the action of Luther 
F. Warder (as the t of the city of Jeffersonville, Ind.,at a time when said 
Warder was an employé of this House), in procuring the services of an attorney 
for the purpose of influencing legislation, is disapproved by the House, 


Mr. COX. I ask that the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to whom was referred 
the resolution directing an ag Pd into the charges against certain officers of 
. the House of Representatives, in connection with the poe abc“ of $50,000 by 
the Forty-eighth Congress to what is known as the Jeffersonville (Ind,) levee, 
ey. leave to report as follows: 
hat your committee met on the 2d day of April, 1886,and proceeded to dis- 
charge the duties im: upon them by the House by its resolution adopted 
on the 16th of March last, which reads as follows: . 
“ Whereas there is pending in the Konp osinn Congress a bill containing, 
among other matters, an appropriation of $50,000 for a certain improvement of 
the Ohio River at or near Jeffersonville, Ind., known as the Jeffersonville levee 
appro riation; and 
W s itis charged by a reputablecitizen of Indiana tbat during the Š reared 
ency of said measure a person or persons, then officers of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, exacted, collected, and accepted from a person or persons interested 
in the success of the said appropriation a large sum of money upon the pretense 
or for the purpose of influencing Congress, or some committee thereof, or Mem- 
bers or Senators in their official action thereon; and 

“ Whereas it is also cha: thatthe n or persons so exacting, collecting, 
and accepting said sum of money for the purpose aforesaid are officers and em- 
ployés of this House: Therefore, 

“ Be it resolved, That the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service be, and is 
hereby, instructed to inquire into the truth of said charges and report the facts 
to this House; and to enable the said committee to thoroughly investigate said 
charges, it is hereby authorized to send for persons and pepeni and a sum suf- 
ficient to defray the necessary expenses of this inquiry ereby appropriated 
out of the contingent fund of the House.” 

That they have examined twenty witnesses, whose testimony is herewith sent. 
That the facts extracted from this evidence appear to be as follows: 

The city of Jeffersonville, Ind., took action on the 6th day of February, 1884, 
looking to its protection ant overflows in times of freshets in the Ohio River. 
The council passed a resolution in favor of the passage by Con: of a bill with 
this object in view, and on the 12th day of February, 1884, appointed a committee, 
consisting of Messrs. Jonas G. Howard, William H. Fogg, and A. O. Clark, to 
go to Washington city to urge upon Congress the improvement of levees at that 
city. This committee visited Washington and returned about the 3d day of 


March. 

Prior to this time the House Committee on Riversand Harbors had completed 
its work, and the visiting committee was informed by Mr. WILLIS, the chairman 
of the Committee on Rivers and rs, that they would have to make their 
effort to secure an appropriation in the Senate. 

The visiting committee then interviewed Senators VOORHEES and HARRISON, 
and these gentlemen immediately took steps to secure an appro riation, the 
former by the introduction of an amendment designed to be 0 to the river 
and harbor bill when it should come from the House, and the latter by the in- 
troduction of a resolution calling upon the Secretary of War for necessary infor- 
mation respecting the desired improvement. The action of this visiting com- 
mittee and that of Senators VOORHEES and HARRISON were the really influential 
factors in obtaining the legislation which secured the appropriation for the levee 
at Jeffersonville, 

The result of the passage of the resolution of Senator HARRISON was a report 
by the local engineer, Colonel Merrill, dated April 19, 1884, which was trans- 
mitted by the Secretary of War to the Senate on the 12th or tend May, 1884. 

On the 22d day of April, 1884, three days after the date of Colonel Merrill’s re- 
port, the council of the city of Jeffersonville a pointed a committee, consisting 
of the same persons included in the origi committee, to visit Washington, 
in the interest of an appropriation. essrs, Howardand F declined tocome 
and Mr. Simeon Gol k was substituted, and heand Mr. Clark came to Wash- 
ington the latter part of April and remained abouttwo weeks, 

his committee did but little, and in fact there was but little for them to do, 
because the matter was jn the care of Senators VOORHEES and HARRISON; but 
as it appears by the evidence introduced in behalf of Messrs. Warder and Sten- 
ley. the last visiting committee left matters in their charge, they being citizens 
o. Jeffersonville, and then and now employés of the House of resentatives, 
Upon the return of this second committee to Jeffersonville, in the early has 
of May, by the instructions of the levy committee of the city council, Mr, A. O. 
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Shuler, , wrote to Mr. L. F. Warder, asking his advice as tothe EeGpristy 
of reel mah” h eommittee to Washington. rtly thereafter Mr. Warder 
wrote to parties interested at Jeffersonville that he had secured the services 
of an attorney, influential friend, or competent n, there being a conflict of 
evidence as to which term was used, to attend to this matter,and had made a 
contract with him by which the said person was to be paid $250 cash and $1,000 
additional in the event of the success of the measure; and he stated further in 
his communications that it was utterly useless to send committees to Washing- 
pon patiba the $250 should be forwarded to Mr. O. O. Stealey, which was done 
y Mr. Shuler. 

From the time of these communications, in the early part of May, up to the 
time when the river and harbor bill had finally passed the Senate, the evidence 
fails to disclose anything that Mr. Warder did, except to vo mr eg occasion- 
ay to — OORHEES and HARRISON and frequently to Mr. Stealey about 
the approp ion. 

Mr. Warder testifies that in these conversations with Mr. Stealey he informed 
him that he purposed, and afterward had, employed a Mr. Hill asan attorney to 
look after the approprintion, He said nothing whatever, according to his own 
testimony, to either Senators VOORHEES or ERISON, to Mr. his 
Representative, who took great interest in the matter, or to any os person 
= Mr. Stealey, prior to the adjournment of Congress, of employment 
Q! 


i 
Mr. Warder claims in his testimony that he referred to Mr. Hill when he wrote 
the communication to Shuler asking for money; but,as heretofore he 
did not name him in communication. 

Mr, Warder went upon the witness-stand before your committee in his own de- 
fense, and, when asked why and how he came to employ Hill, stated: 

“ Now, I want to state here the reason, or one orero why I employed 
Mr. Hill. I had become acquainted with him around the House. I saw him 
frequently about the House there, often before Con; met, and that he was 
ae —— va ee < Con, i an ee got upa ee s 
quaintance, was on eve of a polit national con and throu 
and about it I bécame acquainted with him and found him to be best-posted 
man on the subject of levees that I had talked with in Con; or out of Con- 
gress. That was another reason that induced me to employ this man, I did 
Dn ae on a contingent fee, with the aapa diag tans Ishould pay him 
$250. the appropriation failed, that to be the end of it. If the appro eera 
was a success we obtained it, he was to have $1,000 contingent fee. To 
make the matter short, we obtained the appropriation. I paid him the $1,000. 
That ended our connection; and, gentlemen, that is, without going into specific 
Sy about my explanation of the matter.” 

‘he regoing is the voluntary statement of Mr. Warder in regard to the em- 
ployment of l. Upon cross-examination he stated: 

“Q. Did you say that Mr. Hill was a lawyer? 

“A, I understood him to be an attorney-at-law. 

“Q. Well, do you know whether he is a lawyer or not? 

. “A. Yes, sir; I might say I know he is a lawyer. 

“Q. Is he enga n any other business? 

" A. Not that I know of. The-reason I might say I know he is a lawyer is 
that he has or had a lawyer's office. He told me that he was a Washington at- 
torney, and practicing before the Supreme Court of the United States, and Ihad 
no right to doubt what he told me. 

“Q. Your acquaintance had been about how long before thisemployment? 

"A. A month or two, or three. 

"Q. By whom was he first introduced to you? 

“A, I don’t remember, Mr, Bayne, thatthere was any introduction at all, as 
far as that was concerned, 

“Q. How long bad you met him before this employment? 

“A, Oh, quite frequently. I don’t know what he was engaged in, but he 
seemed to have some bysiness here, as he came to the House quite often. 

“Q. Were your meetings with him there? 

“A, Imet him around my desk, and iri the Hall of the House, and in the corri- 
dors and lobbies. 

“Q. Had he been recommended to you by anybody? 
“A. No, sir; I don’t remember that he was recommended by anybody, 
s * s s s * 
“Q. Did you consult with anybody at all about employing him? 
“A. I consulted with Mr. Stealey. 
a m anybody else? 


. No, sir. 

“Q. What was Mr. Stealey’s advice in reference to his employment? 

“A. Mr. Stealey thought I had better employ him. 

“Q. Did Mr. Stealey know Mr. Hill? 

“A, Ido not know whether he did before that time or not. 

“Q. Did he know him at all? 

“A, I don’t know whether he did or not. 

“Q. Did you consult with anybody else in reference to it? 

“A. I did not. 

“Q. Did you mention,in any of the communications which you wrote the 
people of Jeffersonville, or to the committee who visited Washington, the name 
of Mr. Hill as the party whom you had employed? 

“A. I did not see any of the committees that visited Washington until after 
Con; adjourned. 

“Q. When did you mention the fact outside of Mr. Stealey that Mr. Hill had 
been employed? 

“A. Well, when I went home afterthe adjournment of Congress I spoke with 
several parties. 

* = + * = kd = 

“Q. Who introduced you to him? 

“A. No one that I remember. 


Now, it is in evidence that Mr. Warder was at one time mayor of the city of 
Jeffersonville; at another time be taken an active part in promoting | 
tion by the State of Indiana for the removal of the county site to Jeffersonville. 
and, in his own language, “ was in it up to my (his) ears for three years,” He 
had been an officer of the House of Representatives since the first Monday in 
December, 1883. He therefore had considerable experience in publicaffairs. In 
addition to this, he exhibited as a witness the characteristics and traits of an in- 
telligent man of the world. 

The pero: Mr. E. N, Hill, whom he alleges he employed as an attorney, has 
been d itably connected with a number of public affairs. Mr. Warder did 
not put him on the witness-stand, although advised and defended by able and 
a counsel, but the committee did 

e testified 


that he was employed by Warder; that he received $250 at one 
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; that the in his ; that he ke: 
time and $1,000 at another pled ra money ow 1 sp 


no bank account; that he 


which were produced widence ; 
declined annette 


did with the money pean meray tree 
He was asked if he was an "i he answered 
Court of the States, 


two or three. 
Your committee find, further, that the manner of Mr. Hill upon the witness- 
stand, together with the character of his evidence ne his antecedents, such 


nm an tection 
ersonville from inun- 


wn 


em: 
In the rangle facts Mr. Warder testifies that he paid Hill $250 as a re- 
tainer and $1,000 after the approval of the bill by the President, This $1,000, it 
was sent from Jeffersonville in response to the following dispatch sent 


A 
by W š 

x Wasunıxerox, D. C., July 2, 1884—9.45 a, m. 
Mr. A. O. SHULER, Jeff.: 

We expect to adjourn Saturday. Send draft to me at once, so that I will not 
be detained here. It is all right; but I will not pay Mou the bal - 


And, according to the testimony of Warder and Hill, was paid to the latter on 
the 6th of July, 1584, 
hout this in 


In this connection it is proper to state that thro: 
the part of the committee, and notwithstanding the 
Jeffersonville friendly to ‘Mr. ‘Warder, who stated that they had talked with him 
on the subject both at Jeffersonville after the ROEK 
and in Washington after they had reached here under a from the com- 
mittee, were placed on the stand and questioned closely with a view of ascer- 
taining the name of the attorney or influential pay, whe had been ere 
by Warder, the committee were unable to ascertain it, and it was not until Mr, 
arder had been called to the witness-stand by his counsel to testify 


The employmen: 

Popga payment to him of so 
minds of your committee a doubtful and im: transaction; but in any 
event the fact that Mr. sappe money should be £ i 
with the fact that he received it under the pretense of securing legislation, is y 
Sa doe suficient to justify decisive action on the part of the House of Rep- 
resen 


ves. 
Such conduct on the part of an officer of the House is uctive of scandal 
im the character and 


by the people 
to uencingany 
-eighth Congress, your committee on ig to 


in his own 


put the most em 
gress ha: 


‘vin, ym 
sideration of which is the promotion of legislation. In this view of the casethe 
conduct 
forward, deserves unqua! pproval. 
In view of all the facts in the case, your committee find that L. F. Warder, then 
and now an employé of the House of rate gmc | did receive the sum of 
$1,250 from certain persons interested in the success of the Jeffersonville (Ind.) 


levee a riation, pending in the Forty-cighth Congress, upon the ense 
of influencing Congress in connection therewith and they recommend that L. 
F. W: be from the service of this House. 


The only other em ed pore acy es Lage, rang oon bing ye way connected 
with the ag aay pa ion is Mr, O. O. S It Bute that Mr, 


bonis f was cognizant of the employment of Hill, and ed . Warder the 

sum oi pe fw mahal a0 ager IOR SON OSTOA HN by the 

citizens of Jeffersonville. Mr. Stealey did this, however, he ins his 
mection with the transaction as follows: 


con: : 
“Q. Mr. Stealey, please tell the committee what connection Parse Padanan agri 
curing this ores appropriation for Jeffersonville, when you undertook it, 
“A, Iam a citizen and tax- all my interests are there, 
and my family lives there. They had floods th in 1883 and in hi 
dest the town pretty much, and I was to 
in securin; on, which I did. I went to Senator 
and to members of 


Wi g 
HARRISON uently, and I went to tor VOORHEES, the 
House, and di all t man could do for his town in that respect, 


“Q, epera Sy said about you having paid out $250. 

“A, I loaned Mr. Warder $250. 

“Q. What was that for? 

“A, He told me at the time that he wanted to or had employed an attorney. 
I asked him who the man was, and he said it was Hill. I asked him what 
he knew about the man and was he a good man, and he said, “I think so; I 
talked to him, and he seems to have s good idea of legislation.” I then asked 
him where the money was to come from, and he answe: “Prominent tax- 
payers want this done, and I am authorized by Mr, Goldbach to employ an at- 
baci or some man to watch this bill.” 


yer of Jeffersonville; 
ere 


u tell him you could not give it much attention? y 
“A, Ito him so distinct! and y. Iwas awa: OE reune Ler} 
time; I was two weeksin , and from the latter of until the 3d 
of June I was a from W: and from the latter part of June until 
the middle of July 


was not here. And during that time no letter was written 
and I unicati 


and no dispatch sent had in any 
mi with the money or the em: of an attorney except with 
arder, and that was to let him have , Which Mr. ier neck ne 6 


tors.” a 

though in the opinion of your committee it is improper for any officer 
or employé of the House of Representatives to sf his own effortn or 
those of agents, to influence legislation in 
inquiry is concerned, your commit „0. not 
lect, or accept from any person any sum of money upon the pretense or for the 


[Resolution to accompany report.) 
ved, That L. F. Warder be dismissed from the service of the House. 

Mr. COX. It was with profound regret I saw this House require the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service to investigate the charges” 
against certain of its employés, which were preferred by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr, BROWNE]. I knew they might with more propri- 
ety be investigated by a special committee created for that purpose; 
but I had no election in the matter, neither had the committee. It is 
always disagreeable to our natural impulses to be connected with any 
investigation which may result in disclosures damaging to our fellow- 
men. It is always unpleasant to be placed in the position of a censor 
upon the transactions of our fellows. It is doubly so when the inves- 
tigation may lead to the conviction of those with whom weare brought 
in daily association. 

Mr. Warderwas an employé of the Forty-eighth and is of the Forty- 
ninth Congress, of which I haye been and am a member. In addi- 
tion to this, he was and is a member of the political family to which I 
belong. At the inception of these proceedings (as the pro- 
ceeded from the other side of the House, from one with whom I am not 
in upori affiliation), my natural bias was in favor of the accused, for 
I feared thata political element might be thecauseof their pe wees 
At all events, it would have given me the greatest pleasure after mak- 
ing the investigation to be enabled to to House that the 
charges were not sustained and were indeed without foundation. I 
am frank in admitting that such was my natural and original bias. 

I wish to call to the attention of the House in connection with this 
unanimous report of the committee, a fact which, in my opinion, is en- 
titled to great weight, in considering the verdict it has to render. That 
is as to the composition of the committee. It is composed of nine 
members of the bar, six of whom are Democrats, three Republicans, and 
the remainder are intelligent and fair-minded laymen. Every one 
knows the analytical and inquisitorial character of a lawyer’s mind. 
He is accustomed to examine witnesses and weigh their testimony 
both in his Chamber and atthe bar. He is to decide for him- 
self. His thoughts and his conclusions are his own. 

He exercises an independence of thought not easily controlled by 
others. He watches closely not only what a witness says, but his 
manner and bearing, and searches for the motive that may prompt his 
answer. Hence it is unusual to find nine members of the profession 
concurring in: any given proposition. Therefore, when the facts 
and circumstances have been of such a character as to command a 
unanimons indorsement as to the guilt of the accused, this House should 
hesitate, when debarred from the advantages we have enjoyed of investi- 

ting the truth of the accusation, to set our unanimous verdict aside. 
Especially is this true when this verdict has been strengthened and sup- 
ported by the concurrent opinion of the intelligent and impartial lay- 
men who co-operated in this investigation. : 

The committee gave to this case a full, fair, impartial, and exhaust- 
ive investigation. It was engaged in the examination of witnesses for 
over one month’s time, and from the care given to the case and the 
freedom from party spirit manifested by all, I feel warranted in saying 
it would have been the pleasure of the entire committee to have re- 
ported in favor of Mr. Warder if it could have consistently done so. 
As it eeu was given the benefit of his own statement in the report, 
in order that he and his friends and this House might see that there 
was no disposition to deal harshly with him. The committee, how- 
ever, does not claim for itself i ibility, and the fact that 
it is the duty of this House in reviewing its action to determine for it- 
self whether it is satisfied with the action of its committee. 

The committee has no feelingin the matter. It feels that it has hon- 
rong O, and faithfully discharged its duty to the House and 
to accused. That is what it aimed todo; thatis what it has done. 
It does not claim to have a higher sense of honor as to what is due to 
this House than others. If its standard has been high, it does not pro- 
pose to lower it. The danger is in the other direction. It is for you, 
gentlemen of the House, to say whether you shall entertain the same 
view of this matter that the committee does. Whatever may be your 
conclusion they will feel that you have been impelled by the same mo- 
tives that prompted them in coming to their decision. 

The substitute offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WARD] 
proposes that you shall find that the testimony does not sustain the 
charges preferred by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Browne], 
while the committee say it does. Who are the best judges of testi- 
mony? The party who has seen the witness testify, noted his hesi- 
tation, overzeal, confusion, manner, and ing, or the who 
examines the testimony only after committed to type and laid before 
him? fae alarm oni ger AN DO ay ous we a Ae 0 eri 
ness is the j An is opinion is founded on experience an 
common sense. While on this subject, I will briefly invite your atten- 
tion to an eminent authority and see what he has to say in to 


the weight of testimony. Says Mr. Starkie, in his work upon evidence: 
No definite degrees of probability can in practice be assigned to the testimony 
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The mistake of the gentlemen on the other side is, that they propose 


that you shall take the testimony as rted to this House, and witli- 
out the che adventitions aids enjoyed by the committee you shall say its 
conclusion is erroneous; whereas courts of law when reviewing law and 
Sinat always reluctant to set aside a verdict of a jury when it has 
evidence upon which to form its verdict. Not so when it has no 
ence, or is contrary to the evidence. In this case it is insisted 
that within the one hundred and twenty-six pages of testimony sub- 
mitted for your consideration, there is abundant evidence to justify 
the finding of the committee, and we are confident you will not only 
be slow but absolutely refuse to consent to the misleading substitute 
offered by my friend. 
Turning from that subject, I find laid upon the desks of members 
aah ao ip whe to me to be a very peculiar brief from the counsel on the 
edefense. It is, I say, a rather peculiar document, and, with- 
out Pat intentional offense, I will add worthy of the cause these gentlemen 
are defending. It begins as follows: 
Luther F, Warder, of Jeffersonville, Ind., is on trial before you. 


We do not differ about that; and I think that the House will concur 
that he is not only on trial but that the testimony is very damaging 
against him. It proceeds: 

sakes sly sacl be ag the Committee on Civil Service peton charge him with 

n of perjury, forgery, an ement, 


po Mr. Speaker, not even a tyro in the profession of the law 
should make the mistake of comparing the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service to a grand jury. Why is it done here? To covertly 

the committee? A grand jury is drawn, sworn, and charged 
by the court; it is then placed in charge of an officer, who conducts it 
toa room and stands as sentinel at the door; its investigations are se- 
cret; but one side of the case is heard; the defendant is not present 
either in person or by counsel, and all that is required to entitle it to 
find an indictment (which is drawn by the State’s attorney), is to es- 
tablish a prima facie case of guilt. 

In this case the committee-room doors were thrown open. The de- 
fendant appeared with his counsel, learned in the law, to cross-examine 
witnesses, to interpose objections ‘toi impro opor questions, to avail him- 
self of any defense which might be accorded in any court of justice, and 

to examine all witnesses testifying in the case. Not only this, but a 
stenographer was present to prepare the testimony for the use of the 
committee and the accused. 

Whenever mistakes occurred or corrections were desired they were 
permitted by your committee; therefore this House can readily see that 
there is not the faintest similarity between a committee of this House 

. charged with an iarann and a grand jury, to which the counsel 
compares it. So I say that at the very commencement of this defense, 
misleading comparisons dare made in order to break the force of the 
blow impending over the head of their client. Next it says: 

The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service then charged Mr. Warder with 
perjury, forgery, and embezzlement. 

The committee have done no such thing, and the counsel are again 
mistaken in this assertion. The committee find that L. F. Warder, 
then and now an employé of this House, did receive the sum of $1,250 
from certain interested in a levee appropriation pending in the 
Forty-eighth Co: upon the pretense of infi 
connection therewith, and it recommends his 
ordinary understanding can read the testimony and come to any other 
conclusion, Even Warder’s testimony itself indubitably establishes 
this fact. This wonderful brief goes on further to say: 

We further declare that as lawyers and honest men—— 


Why did it become necessary to add that latter phrase? - 
with a keen appreciation of the dignity and honor of this House, we bave 
carefully and closely read all the nee adduced in this invest: ion, and 
we do most AniS aver and declare that the charges against Mr. arder are 
not sı ed, and the resolutions ordin me a by the PEA per are wholly unwar- 
ranted and unjustly, cruelly sev: ere. 

Not content with appearing before the committee in defense of their 
client the counsel in their zeal generously propose to give this House 
the benefit of their unbiased opinion as to the law and the facts. We 
should rather suppose the House would be inclined to attach more im- 

rtance to the views of those who stand nentral in this case. Proba- 

ly the most influential and potential name attached to this wonderful 
brief is that of ex-Senator McDonald, of Indiana. I must confess to 
great surprise when I first saw his name affixed to a brief where the 
attorneys testified as to law and facts. 

Therefore when he a in W: before the Committee 
on Fo: Affairs I was gratified when he informed me he had never 
seen the brief nor authorized his name to be attached to it. I replied 
that when I saw his name thus used I was surprised, and could only 
ascribe it to that good nature which all his friends so fully appreciate. 


It is true that since that time he has written a letter to the counsel for 
the accused stating substantially what I have 

It is true that in the exercise of what I conceive to be rather an ex- 
traordinary discretion the counsel may have been justified in affixing 
his name to this brief; for having appeared with them in the defense of 
Mr. Stealey, and his name being of record as counsel for the accused, they 


may have been misled, and I therefore cheerfully accept the explana- 
tion given by them in the note of disclaimer of ex-Senator McDonald. 
While the zeal of counsel may sometimes cause them to go a little too 
far, there is no reason why those who review the case should partake 
of the ardor of the advocate. 

But I must hasten on to other matters. 

Mr. Speaker, what would be the natural course of an innocent man 
when with an offense of this kind? I ask members of the 
House to put it to themselves and inquire what they would have 
done? Would you not have hastened before the committee so soon as 
it met and proffered to disclose your whole connection with the case? 
Yes; you would havo gone before the committee, all of whom you had 
known, with all of whom you had served; you would have relied upon 
their honor to resolve every reasonabledoubt in your behalf. Youwould 
haye gone upon the witness-stand and madean honest statement of your 
connection with thetransaction. You would haverelied upon their sym- 
pathy; you would have ae my city was overflowed; it was the home 
of myself, my family, and my friends; the mistake I "made was of the 
head and not of the heart; deal with me as I am; I desire to'throw no 
im ent in the way of this investigation. 

Instead of this, the accused, with his learned counsel, sat silent day by 
day while the investigation went on. The committee were compelled 
to bring witnesses at great cost and inconvenience over 700 miles to tes- 
tify to facts in the full knowledge and possession of the accused. And not 
until fact after fact had so tightened the chain of circumstantial evidence 
around him that he felt he could not escape, did he take the stand in 
order, if possible, to extricate himself from these circum- 
stances. The testimony, bearing, and manner of Mr. Warder upon the 
stand had much influence on the committee in arriving at its conclu- 
sion. 

It furthermore saw that some of the principal witnesses summoned 
by the committee on arriving in the city were promptly taken in hand. 
Two of them, Shuler and Goldbach, staid at the same house with 
Warder. These two witnesses staid in the city fully a day before com- 
ing before the committee to be examined. They are what is known in 
the law as reluctant and eager witnesses—reluctant for the side that 
subpoenaed them, eager forthe opposition. This illustrates in part the 
advantage of meeting witnesses face to face. This committee were not 
= All they desired to do was to render a just and proper 
verdict. 

While strict party men, they their high obligation to con- 
serve the honor and reputation of House and the equally impos- 
ing duty of doing justice to the accused. Had Warder manifested 
more promptness in going upon the stand in his own defense his testi- 
mony would have had more weight. 

Extraordinary efforts have been made to arouse the sympathies of 
this House in hisfavor. Heis entitled to justice, tempered with mercy, 
but not sympathy. Who brought this case here but himself? What 
but his own acts places him on trial to-day? By this reception of 


money for the alleged purpose of afi the legislation of this House 
he affixed icion upon h § ingat its portals to guard the 
entrance lobbyists and those who would improperly secure 


legislation, he puts himself in the forefront as a lobbyist, and received 
money to be employed in accomplishing legislation. Nospecial plead- 
ing, no technicalities, no false sympathy should be extended to enable 
him to escape. 

There is another matter presented in the brief in this case to which 
I would here refer, as it isin fhe line of the whole defense. It dis- 
plays a disposition to raise misleading issues in order to escape the real 
issue presented for the consideration of the House. It is that 
this him ‘‘is the child of an appropriate liaison between 
political prejudices as sire and a deserter from the Southern armies as 
dam.’’ Suppose that is so, what has that got to do with this case? 
The only question for this House to consider is, are the charges which 
have been brought against Warder true? 

We have nothing to do with the animus that may have inspired them. 
Even informers give clews which lead to the most important revela- 
tions. Theonlyinguiry we have to determine is whether the the 
committee investigated are true. In this case the tactics of adroit and 
skillful counsel should not mislead this House. Senator HARRISON’S 
testimony discloses the fact that the idea of bringing these charges be- 
fore this House was an afterthought. He stated that, as he was closely 


connected with the passage of the appropriation for the purpose of the 
Jeffersonville levee, when he heard that money had been received from 
the people of Jeffersonville to effect legislation he thought of moving 
for an investigation in the Senate, but when he ascertained that the 
money was received by an. employé of this House he requested the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Browne] to originate the matter here. 

It is not my purpose to vindicate the gentleman from Indiana. Hoe 
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is abundantly able to take care of himself; but, asan act of justice, I 
deem it proper to say he has shown no forwardness in this whole in- 
vestigation. Thecharges, it will beseen, are general. In fact, Ithought 
too much so. In calling the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
to my objection he stated that he had conferred with a distinguished 
Democrat on this side of the House in relation to that very matter, 
and they agreed on the form of the resolution; that a lie trayels faster 
than the truth, and he did not wish to smirch the character of any 
man by naming him in the resolutions before the truth should be known. 
Therefore, instead of being amenable to the charge preferred by the 
counsel for the accused, he had shown a tender consideration for his 
reputation. 

Why refer to the witness Glass as being a confederate deserter, who 
broke his parole, unless to arouse certain sectional resentments? It 
appears from the evidence that Glass, when eighteen or nineteen years 
old, enlisted in the confederate army and served until captured in 1863. 
Then he was paroled and returned home; the cause of the South being 
desperate he came North, and made his home at Jeffersonville. Being 
a poor man he became a corn-husker, then a team-driver in the city to 
which he went, and subsequently was elected mayor for two successive 


The first time he moved in this matter was when the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Wiis], the Democratic chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, hfe | seen in a newspaper that certain 
employ¢s of this House had received money for the purpose of effect- 
ing legislation, naturally felt indignant and wrote to Mr. Glass, who 
was the mayor, on the subject. 

That desire which prompted the gentleman from Kentucky to inves- 
tigate a matter which was calculated to reflect upon the integrity and 
the usefulness of this House is such as I trust and believe will inspire 
the action of its members to-day. The gentleman from Kentucky did 
not know the name of any of the parties concerned in the transaction; 
he believed it was a black-mailing operation, and the result has shown 
that it was a disgraceful transaction. Thus it appears how groundless 
is the charge in the brief of the counsel for Warder. 

The accused isa man of no ordinary intelligence; he is shrewd, quick, 
and accustomed to deal with men. He saw, no doubt, the weakness of 
the points in the brief of his counsel and he supplements it with one 
of his own, in which he appeals to the sympathy of the members of 
this House. While isa hep a position on this floor he has placed 
document after document on the desks of its members for.the purpose 
of affecting their judgment, and it is needless to refer to his personal 
importunities. 

wish to call attention to another matter. While the committee 
were carefully endeavoring to ascertain who was the alleged attorney 
to whom Mr. Warder said he paid this money, they were unable for 
some time to do so. Something ‘was to be concealed; there was no 
openness, no frankness, no candor. Even the men who came here and 
with whom Mr. Warder associated were asked, as they went upon the 
stand one after another, to name the attorney to whom this money 
had been paid, and no one was able to give the name. 

But when Mr. Warder was driven to the stand—I use that word with 
all its import, because he hesitated to go upon the stand even when 
the testimony was about to close; the committee at one time thought 
they would have to force him upon the stand—when at last he was 
driven upon the stand, then for the first time do we hear the name of 
this attorney who was alleged to have received the $1,250 which was 
sent from Jeffersonville, Ind. It then turns out that he is one E. N. 
Hill. Ido not blame Mr. Warder for wishing to conceal the name of 
the man. The committee could not believe that an intelligent man 
like Mr. Warder, who had been engaged for three years before the In- 
diana Legislature in regard to public matters, who for eight years was 
mayor of the town of Jeffersonville, and who upon the stand exhibited 

intelligence and shrewdness, should not have known more about 

ill than he professed. 

So far as Hill is concerned, we find the man was so notorious in his 
character that you have merely to examine him a short time to dis- 
credit everything he says. He is a man, according to his own state- 
ment and that of others, who has betrayed every man with whom he 
has been associated. He acted as agent for Stephen W. Dorsey, and he 
betrayed him. Hewas connected with the Pan-Electric Telephone, and 
he betrayed Hon. Casey Young. He was connected with various un- 
savory transactions. 

And this is the man to whom an employé of the House said he paid 
$1,250 for the purpose of securing the passage of a bill through this 
House! Why, sir, this is hard to believe. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. í 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Is there any proof showing that Mr. Warder 
knew at the time the character of this man Hill? 

Mr. COX. There is no proof of that fact, but he did not ask any 
man in this city who Hill was nor tell any one of his employment, and 
why not? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Did you know anything of Mr. Hill? 


Mr. COX. No, sir; but I never would have paid him $1,250 until 
I had inquired of somebody about what manner of man he was. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Would you [Mr. ROBERTSON ] have paid a fee to a 
man of whom you knew nothing? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Ido not know what I would have done. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman would not have employed a man, as Mr. 
Warder alleges he did, with his opportunities of knowing, and paid him 
$1,250 without knowing something of his character. It was easy to in- 
quire about him and to know exactly who he was. I inquired about 
him after he was on the stand, and I learned he was a man who would 
borrow 25 cents. There was no difficulty in getting such information. 

Mr. MORRISON. Would he pay it back? [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. No, I do not think he would, for according to the testi- 
mony he received $5 and never paid it back. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Asa fee? 

Mr. COX. Asa fee; and he never paid it back. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say the singular part was, we find Mr. Warder 
makes it appear that he was of great service to him. He made the 
suggestion to him they should not strive for the purpose of ee 
alevee, but to protect United States property. That appears to be al 
he ever did. Yetif you will mark the sequence: Senator HARRISON 
had referred to the War Department on the 1st of March an inquiry 
in regard to that very subject, and Mr. Stockslager, the Representative 
of that district, on the 4th of April introduced a bill embodying that 
very idea. Yet Hill was not employed till the 13th of May, and Mr. 
Warder says his suggestion was most valuable, Is not that dodging? 
Is not that a misrepresentation of the true facts in this case? 

From the facts before us we can see the great, deep, abiding interest 
he had in explaining this matter, and therefore we must make due al- 
lowance for his evidence—take it with a grain of salt. But you may 
leave out Hill, and yet I say the facts found by the committee would 
justify such a finding as we make, because Warder himself said he 
received $1,250 and received it for the purpose of influencing legis- 
lation. That is what we have found. I say he contributed to the 
erroneous but too general belief outside of Congress, that it is necessary 
to use money to influence legislation in this House. 

It is for you to say to-day whether you will give the lie to this false 
impression, or whether in the face of the restrictions thrown around us 
in regard to lobbyists so that even an ex-member of Congress is not al- 
lowed to enter here without stating on his honor he is not engaged in 
the passage of any bill, and with the fact that the United States Statutes 
provide a penalty of $5,000 or one year’s imprisonment for any em- 
ployé using money for that purpose—I say it is for you by your action 
here to-day to say whether you wish to publish to the world that an 
employé of this House who received $1,250 for the purpose of influ- 
encing legislation, is worthy to further occupy the position which, in 
the opinion of the committee and the country, he has dishonored.’ If 
such is your verdict, throw open your doors, invite all the lobbyists 
throughout the country to come to this council chamber and pay money 
for the purpose of securing legislation. n 

Mr. LONG. Do you care to consider the question which will arise 
whether Stealey and Warder are not both entitled to the same criticism? 

Mr. COX. ow, in regard to Mr. Stealey, he never received one cent 
of money. Mr. Warder received it all, and Mr. Warder says so him- 
self. Mr. Stealey did not employ a counsel. He knew of the employ- 
ment of counsel, loaned Warder $250 to employ counsel, and in that 
way agreed to it after it had been done. 

The money that Mr, Stealey received from Jeffersonville was but 
money paid back to him for the purpose of refunding the amount he 
had loaned to Warder. He got back simply what he had loaned, and 
nothing in addition to it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. of Indiana. May I ask the gentleman from North 
Carolina a question? 

= COX. My time is nearly out, but I will yield for a question 
only. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, . I shall occupy but a moment if the 
gentleman will permit a question. 

Mr. COX. Very well. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Was Mr. Stealey an employé of the 
House at this time? 

Mr. COX. He was. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Did he furnish to Warder the $250 
that was advanced ? 

Mr. COX. He did, sir. 

‘Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 
do with it? 

Mr. COX, He did, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Now, then, you acquit Stealey, as I 
understand ? 

Mr. COX. We say, further than using his influence for purposes of 
affecting legislation he is ‘‘not guilty.” The facts do not make him 
guilty under the resolutions. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Now, if he loaned the money to War- 
der to be used for that purpose, knowing the purpose for which it was 
to be used, is he not just as bad as the man who used it? 


Did he know what he was going to 
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Mr. COX. We think not; sir. He did not, after it was apparent to 


every one else that the success of the measure was assured the 
influence of Senators VOORHEES and HARRISON, dupe his fellow-cit- 
izens of Jeffersonville to send on $1,250 for a needless purpose, as did 
Warder. We have been fair and even merciful in our recommenda- 
tions, according to my conception. 

The committee find that— 


L. F. Warder, then and now an employé of the House of Representatives, did 
receive the sum of $1,250 from certain persons interested in the success of the 
Jeffersonville, Ind., levee appropriation, pending in the Forty-eighth Congress, 
upon the pretense of influencing Congress in connection therewith, and they 
recommend that L, F, Warder be dismissed from the service of this H 


ouse, 
As to Stealey, the committee find that— 


Though it is improper for any officer or employé of the House of Representa- 
tives to undertake by his own efforts or those of his agents to influence legisla- 
tion in Congress, yet, so far as the peodoot inquiry is concerned, the committee 
find that Stealey did not exact, collect, or accept from any person any sum of 
money upon the gesiene or for the purpose of influencing Con, and with 
the exception of the impropriety of an employé being concerned in attempts to 
secure such an appropriation he was not connected therewith, 


I reserve the remainder of my time. 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Mr. Speak 
estly request the attention of the House while I speak in behalf of 
Luther F. Warder. He has commissioned me to lead in his defense 
upon this floor. 

I painfully realize, Mr. Speaker, the responsibility of my position, 
and I can say, without affectation of any modesty whatever, that I wish 
the defense, the main defense, so far as the control and direction of the 

ment is concerned, had fallen into other hands; that it had de- 
volved upon some one more experienced in legislation than I am. 

Mr. Warder is charged with very grave offenses, and let me say at 
once that if upon the evidence adduced in this case the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service could properly come to the conclusion at 
which they have arrived, they must have found him guilty not only 
of the charges embraced in the resolution by which the matter was re- 
ferred to that committee, but they must have also found him guilty of 
the offense of embezzlement, guilty of the offense of perjury, and 
guilty of the offense of subornation of perjury—crimes for which, if 
he has committed any one of them, he deserves a greater punishment 
than this House has jurisdiction to inflict. Sir, I not only believe him 
guiltless of any of these crimes and guiltless of any of the offenses with 
which he is charged, but I declare, upon my word us a member of this 
honorable body, that I believe him to be a gentleman of the highest 
integrity. of character. . 

Now, sir, I am not here for the purpose of indulging in harsh criti- 
cism upon the action of the committee who have conducted this inves- 
tigation. I recognize every gentleman upon the committee as my peer 
on this floor. I know itis composed of honorable gentlemen, and many 
of them are able and learned lawyers, and I mean to speak of them 
with the utmost respect; but I say here, weighing my words well, 
having read this evidence with care, and having arrived at my conclu- 
sion upon my conscience, that if this man had been tried by any court 
in this country and the jury had returned, upon the evidence adduced 
in this case, the verdict which the committee has returned, there is not 
a court of appeals in the land or in any civilized land in this world 
that would not have promptly set aside that verdict as contrary to the 
evidence, 

I say with emphasis that there is not from the beginning to the end 
of the evidence in this case a line or letter, a word or a syllable, that 
would justify in the remotest degree the finding of the committee; and 
I do not mean to say this in any dogmatic spirit. Iam not setting up 
my judgment as a man or as a lawyer against that of any gentleman 
upon the committee, or against the committee itself; but feeling ear- 
nestly on this qoron, I have, as a lawyer, tried carefully to read the 
evidence, and if I could know that every member of the House had 
read the evidence with the same earnest care and attention which I 
have conscientiously endeavored to bestow upon it, I should esteem it 
a work of supererogation for any friend of Mr. Warder to utter a single 
word in his behalf upon this occasion. But the record is so voluminous 
that it was not to be expected any considerable number of gentlemen 
would find time to thoroughly acquaint themselves with its contents. 

Mr. Speaker, if I urge this defense with some degree of earnestness 
I do so not simply from the fact that I have weighed the evidence care- 
fully, but also for the reason that I have known the defendant, Mr. 
Warder, long, well, and most intimately. He is from my own State, 
and I say here in the presence of the House that in my judgment there 
is not a member here to-day who is more incapable of prostituting his 
position for Peony. gain or of betraying his official trust by corruptly 
seeking to influence legislation than is Mr. Warder. 

I say this upon my knowledge of the man. What is proposed to be 
done here? If the committee in their wisdom and upon their con- 
sciences had contented themselves with finding and saying in their con- 
clusions that Mr. Warder had done wrong in receiving and expending 
money while an employé of the House in engaging the services of an 


er, I respectfully but most earn- 


attorney for the purpose of influencing legislation he would have been 
content, I would have been content, and his friends would have been 
content, But they go further, and I ask you to consider Wiar ab 

I ask you, each one of you, to put yo ves 


posed to be done here. 


in the place of Mr. Warder. And I ask youif you propose to send 
him forth a branded perjurer to disgrace and to dishonor? If you do, 
I say again you do it upon evidence that can not possibly satisfy any 
disinterested and impartial mind. 

What are the charges? Allow me to read them. Let us see what 
is the resolution that was sent to the committee. Let us see what was 
the issue the committee had to try: 

Whereas there was pending in the Forty-eighth Congress a bill containing, 


among other matters, an fe aaah of $50,000 for a certain improvement of 
the Ohio River at or near Jeffersonville, Ind., known as the Jeffersonville leyee 


appr on; and 
hereas it is charged by a reputable citizen of Indiana— 


I will have something to say about that ‘‘reputable citizen” before 
I get through— 
that during the pendency of said measure a person or omrer then officers of 
the House of Representatives, exacted, coll , and accepted from a person or 
persons interested in the success of the said appropriation a large sum of money 
upon the pretense or for the purpose of influencing Congress, or some commit- 
tee thereof, or Members or Senators in their official action thereon; and 

Whereas it is also charged that the person or persons so exacting, collecting, 
and accepting said sum of money for the purpose aforesaid are officers and em- 
ployés of this House: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service be, and is 
hereby, instructed to inquire into the truth of said charges and report the facts 
to this House, &c, 

That amounts to this: that some partani who were employés of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, and are employés of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
collected money from some person or persons, and paid it over to some 
member of this House or members of this House, Senator or Senators, 
for the corrupt purpose of influencing legislation. That is the charge. 
And I now respectfully ask the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Cox] to put his hand upon one letter, upon one word that was uttered 
by any witness on the stand which sustains that charge. Who was the 
witness? He is not to be found. He was not to be found. There is 
no such testimony. 

What are the facts, Mr. Speaker? Let me briefly allude to them as 
they are disclosed by the evidence. Who is Luther F. Warder? Who 
he is. and what he tos been is fully shown by the evidence. Heisa 
citizen of Jeffersonville, Ind. He has held the position of councilman 
for eight years in that city; he was mayor of that city for four years; 
he was a captain of a company in the Union Army in the late war, 
He is a gentleman who has held high positions before he came here. 
In the Forty-eighth Congress and in this Congress he has held the re- 
sponsible position of first assistant doorkeeper of the House. Who has 
testified against Mr. Warder? What is there in the evidence in this 
case that reflects upon his character? Every witness who gave testi- 
mony in this case, so far as he alluded to the subject at all, testified that 
Mr. Warder had hitherto sustained a good reputation. And right in 
that connection, Mr. Speaker, I wish toread a short extract from a letter 
recently received by Mr. Warder from one of the leading citizens of 
Clark County—the county in which he resides—who is not only a lead- 
ing citizen but is the leading Republican of that county. And Mr. 
Warder is known to all of you asa Democrat. Here is what Mr. James 
G. Merryweather says—a gentleman of high character, bitterly opposed 
to Mr. Warderin politics. I wish to read a portion of this letter as tend- 
ing to show you the esteem in which Mr. Warder is held. 

Mr. COX. Is that in evidence? - 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Itisnot. Iam notconfined to the evidence. 
This, as I have said, is a letter recently received from this distinguished 


citizen, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. DoI understand letters of that character 
are to be admitted on both sides? : 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Iam not sitting as a court and I can not 
say what documents are to be admitted, but I propose to read this letter 
unless somebody prevents me from doing so. The extracts which I read 
are as follows: 

JEFFERSONVILLE, May 15, 1886, 

FRIEND WARDER: I sec your committee has reported. That report is won- 
derful to me. From a Jeffersonville standpoint, it is amazing, To justify it, 
there must be things which we have never known, and matters about which we 
never had the least icion, All of the matters connected with your case have 
been freely canvassed here,and excepting a very few of your enemies, political 
and personal, there has been but one expression, namely, that you as de- 
si by the citizens, and in no way benetited yourself pronnan: ‘That isthe 
almost universal expression of opinion, and the sympathies of the people are ac- 
cordingly with you. We think you sought to befriend us and resent any other 
construction or meaning of youraction, We know the committee has done you 
t wrong, and was not fully enlightened as to your true position and objects. 
“our-fifths of the people of Jeffersonville would gladly aid you, and if any way 

were indicated their expression would at once beforthcoming. * * * In 
things, the good of Jeffersonville, you have been the friend of the peo- 
ple, and while, as did occur, we often differed as to the best policy, land those with 
whom I always gave you credit for being upright, unselfish, and faithfully 
regardful of what you believed to be the best interests ofthe people. Isay nothing 
of the committ oubtless it has done what it thought right and best, giving 
due to the rules of the House and “ civil-service reform,” &e. But Iam 
sure “ civil-service reform” has given too much zeal to its functions, and has led 
it into a most grave and grievous error in your case. When the evidence is 
roperly weighed, I pase and believe it will see its error,and you yet receive 
ae Let that be as it may, our faith in your integrity is not in the least im- 

pa 4 
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. 
Your friend, 
J. B. MERIWEATHER. 
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in this man’s county. That is the esteem, I undertake to say, in which 
Mr. Warder is held at his home, by his fellow-citizens in 


I have stated what is charged against this gentleman in the resolu- 
tion referred by the House to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. Let us see from the evidence what are the facts of the case. 
In 1883 the winds came and the rains descended and beat upon the town 
of Jeffersonville and flooded it almost out of existence. 1884 there 
was another flood, greater in magnitude than the flood of 1883. Luther 
F. Warder, in both those years, 
ville. All the little he owns in this world is situated in that town. 

During the flood of 1884 he was here occupying the position that he 
occupies now. His city, as I have said, was flooded. Mr. Warder’s 
property was in danger; the water had come up to the second story of 

house. The pro of his friends was in danger; there was im- 
minent danger that the city of Jeffersonville would be ruined as a place 
of commercial and man ing importance. The common council 
of that municipality (of which Mr. Warder had previously been mayor, 
having also served several terms as common councilman), knowing 
that he was here, sent on a committee to advise with him as to what 
was best to be done for their interests. They wanted to get a levee 
constructed at Jeffersonville to prevent the recurrence of such damage 
should another flood come. They sent a committee here with full au- 
thority to confer with Mr. Stealey and Mr. Warder, empowering them 
to do whatever seemed wisest and best in their judgment. Two com- 
mittees of that kind came on to Washington. On the last of those com- 
mittees was a wealthy and prominent citizen of the town by the name 
of Goldbach. He called upon Mr. Warder and told him he had full au- 
thority to do what he thought best, to employ an attorney or to do any- 
thing that would be in the interest of the town. That was the start- 
ing point of this case. That is who Warder was. That is what his 
ak irsi to the city of Jeffersonville was. That is what he was author- 
ized to do by the citizens of Jeffersonville acting through their common 
council and through their committees. 

Now, what was done? i 

The important evidence in this case is embraced in the testimony of 
the witnesses G Shuler, a member of the common council of Jef- 
fersonville; Schwaninger, Burlingame, the clerk of the council; Prather, 
the treasurer; HOWARD, now an honored member of this House; Gold- 
bach, Stealey, Warder, and Hill. These, I say, are the witnesses who 
give pertinent testimony in this case, and I again ask the gentlemen of 
the Committee on Civil Service Reform, with great respect, to tell me 
which one of these-witnesses has sworn to anything that justifies these 
charges. Name the witness. Cite me to the testimony he has given. 
The testimony is not contradictory; it is uniform in its tendency 
throughout, and it establishes nofact which I do not cheerfully concede 
in this case. Gentlemen, when a man intends to commit a crime or 
undertakes to do a fraudulent act he does not proclaim his intention to 
the world. What was the conduct of Mr. Warder throughout this 
transaction ? 

First, I say, and the evidence fully sustains the assertion that from 
the beginning of this transaction to the end of it he acted openly, boldly, 
and above board. There was no secrecy or concealment in anything 
that he did. Everything was published to the world, so that all the 
world might have known it, and the people of Jeffersonville did know 
it. Does this look like the conduct of a man who was attempting to 
commit a crime or an offense of any kind? Is there evidence in the 
conduct of Mr. Warder that he was in the business of seeking 
to improperly or corruptly influence legislation in this House? The 
committee have found that there came into Mr. Warder’s hands $1,250. 
They do not find that the money was used by him for the purpose of 
corruptly influencing legislation. In fact find—they could not 
find anything else and justify their verdict—that, although Mr. Warder 
paid this money over to the man Hill, yet it was done fraudulently and 
with a secret understanding between him and Hill that the money, or 
a considerable part of it, was to be paid back to Warder. 

Now, I wish to know where the evidence of that is? Take the evi- 
dence just as it stands in the record and tell me who is the witness 
that swears to an of that kind? Mr. Goldbach swears that 
Warder informed him fully of what he had done in employing Hill as 
an attorney. Warder informed Shuler of the same fact, he informed 
Foutz of the same fact, and when he returned to Jeffersonville he ex- 
hibited to the people there the receipts which were given to him by 
this man Hill and which have been put in evidence here. 

Mr. CALDWELL. What are the dates of those receipts? 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Iwill give youthedates. Theone for$250 
is dated May 13, 1884, and the one for $1,000 is dated July 7, 1884. Mr. 
Warder came here in January, 1883. The first he had to do with this 
matter was along in February or March of that year. Now whatdoes he 
testi'y to himself? and his testimony is corroborated by other witnesses. 
He was here in the House, here acting in the ition which he now 
occupies. He becameacquainted with this man Hill. He had frequent 
conversations with him before this matter came up. Hill frequented 
thesc lobbies; Warder made his acquaintance and talked with him about 
many things, among others about levees. Hill told him that he knew 
all about levees, that he had ‘‘been raised behind a levee’ himself, 


was a citizen of the town of Jefferson- ` 


and he exhibited, Warder says, more intelligence upon the subject of 
levees and legislation concerning them than any man with whom he had 
everconversed. Mr. Hill isa plausible man, a smart man, an able man, 
and these gentlemen of the committee say he isalso a rascal. Ido not 
know ph nei about that, but for the purpose of this ment I am 
perfectly willing to concede that he is, or was, a disreputable attorney. 
In fact, I think the evidence tends to show that; but, gentlemen, tell 
me if you can where is the evidence that Mr. Warder at the time he 
employed Hill knew his character? The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina says that Warder had made Hill’s acquaintance two or three 
months before and he ought to have known he wasarascal. Why, sir, 
there are gentlemen on this floor who have been here fifteen or twenty 
years, but I venture to say there is not one man out of ten here to- 
day who ever heard of Hill until this investigation was entered upon. 
Mr. Warder, meeting this man, believing him to be intelligent and 
able in the matter in which he was interested, employed him. What 
did he employ him to do? He employed him to act as the attorney of 
the people of Jeffersonville in getting this appropriation through Con- 
gress. Hill gave him advice. What advice did he give? The Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors of this House had made or were about 
to make their report. Mr. Hill told Mr. Warder that in his judgment 
it would be useless to try to get anything through this House, but that 
an effort should be made to get the appropriation put on in the Senate; 
and that it must be tacked on there upon the ground that such an ap- 
a ees was necessary to protect Government property at Jeferson- 
è. 


Mr, BLANCHARD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Did not Mr, Stockslager, then the representative from Jeffersonville, 
embody just that idea of the protection of Government property at 
Jeffersonville in a bill which he introduced one month before the em- 
ployment of Hill? 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Yes, sir; hedid. Butwhatof that? It 
only shows that Mr. Stockslager was an intelligent man also. He put 
the matter upon the right ground. 

But before Mr. Hill was employed by Mr. Warder the latter did not 
know what advice he was going to get from Hill. In fact, Hill told 
him he would not give him any advice until he had been paid a re- 


taining fee of $250; and after that fee had been paid, he gave him this - 


advice. $ 
But it is said by this committee that Hill never did anything else; 
that there is no evidence that Hill ever went to the committee or to 
any member of Congress, or ever did anything except advise Warder 
from time to time; and that his services, if worth anything, were mani- 
festly worth less than what Warder paid him. Suppose we concede 
that proposition; and I do concede it for the purpose of the argument. 
Mr. Warder, under the contract which both Hill and Warder swore was 
made, agreed to pay Hill a retaining fee of $250, and $1,000 more. Upon 
what condition? Not if he performed valuable services, but if the ap- 
en gasp passed, That was the contract; and Hill, if he had sued 
im for this money would not have sued for the value of the services 
rendered, but upon the contract. Because Hill did not render services 
equal in value to the amount which was paid him, it does not follow 
that Mr. Warder was corrupt in employing him to perform those serv- 
ices. He is not the first client who has paid his attorney more than 
the services of his attorney were worth. 
Mr. MORGAN, Is the of the committce that Mr, Warder 
shared the money with Hill, or is it charged that the contract between 
them was immoral or illegal? 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana. My inference from the finding of the com- 


mittee is that they believe Warder shared in this money. 

Mr. MORGAN. Do the committee believe there was anything im- 
moral or illegal in the contract, as you have stated it. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I do not know that the committee charge 
there was anything immoralin the contract. I do not think there was 
anything immoral in it. I conclude from the finding that the commit- 
tee believe that although Warder paid over the money to Hill, Hill 
paid back some part of it to Warder; that Warder was the recipient of 
the greater part of the money. In view of their finding, they must 
have believed that. 

But I say here to-day that, in my judgment, the committee have 
found Warder guilty upon mere suspicion; nothing else. They find 
him guilty upon the sole ground that he employed a disreputable man. 
I say respectfully—for I mean to be respectful all the time—but I say 
with entire confidence, that there can not be found in the evidence any- 
thing which warrants the conclusion to which the committee have 
come; and we are remitted simply to suspicion, based on the fact that 
Mr. Warder employed a disreputable attorney. 

Now, it may be that Hill was a rascal. I do not know whether he 
was or not. I never heard of the man until this transaction came up. 
But I say again there is no proof that Warder knew his character. And 
I say that Hill, being a manof ability, as must be conceded, a plausible 
man in conversation and manner, he was just the man of all men to 
impose upon Mr. Warder, who was a newcomer here, who was himself 
a frank, outspoken man, That is what I believe. 

Now, I want to see who this man Hillis. It is said that he has no 
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standing as an attorney. If it were said merely that he isa rascal, per- 
haps I might assent, although I do not know anything about him; but I 
want to see whether he is so insignificant a person as we should be led 
to conclude from the report of the committee. I find from the evidence 
that Hill was paid $2,500 for his services in the case of Mill, formerly 
United States marshal, of Arkansas. Thatis one fee which he received. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Who says he received it? 

A ER. He says it himself. 

Mr. WARD, ofIndiana. Well, I will give you the testimony of some- 
body else whose credibility you will not impeach. He was assistant 
counsel for the Louisiana returning board before the Potter investigat- 
ing committee, having been employed by Judge Edmunds, secretary of 
the national Republican committee, and he was paid $500 for his serv- 
ices in that case. 

A MEMBER. That is enough to condemn him. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Well, I am only speaking of the question of 
his ability and character as a lawyer, not his characterasa man. He 
must bea man of some ability or he could not have got such employment 
as he did in these cases. Again, he is now engaged in an important case 
before the Court of Claims, involving $67,000. He is the leading coun- 
sel in that case. One of the members of the committee, the honorable 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE], testifies that he knows the 
fact that Hill is aii as the leading counsel in that case to-day. 
So he is not an insignificant man. Heis a manof considerable ability. 
I suppose his ability extends, perhaps, to his rascality. I do not know 
about that, and I do not care. But I take it that it can not be a just 
conclusion, that because Mr. Warder happened, o to circumstances 
by which any man might be deceived, to employ this di ble man, 
therefore it follows Mr. Warder was acting corruptly and knew of the 
bad character of Mr. Hill. There is nothing, sir, in the testimony of 
my witness to warrant such a conclusion. 

wish, Mr. Speaker, to call attention to another matter. Hill did 
give him further advice. There wasa time in the progress of this trans- 
action, while this appropriation bill was being cofisidered by the Senate, 
when Senator HARRISON, and he testifies to it himself, advised Mr. 
Stealey to get the citizens of Jeffersonville to raise the sum of $25,000 
themselves and then to petition Congress for an appropriation of $25,000 
more, and, if this should be done, Senator HARRISON thought an ap- 
propriation of $25,000 might be voted by Congress. Mr. Stealey went 
to Hill and communicated to him the counsel of Senator HARRISON. 
Hill immediately said to him not to act upon that advice, that if they 
could get $25,000 they could just as easily get an appropriation of $50,- 
000. t advice of Hill’s was followed, and no doubt Jeffersonville 
obtained $25,000 more than she otherwise would have received, and I 
am glad of it, for Jeffersonville is one of the enterprising and promis- 
ing cities of my State, and I rejoice in any proper measure which may 
at any time be adopted tending to promote her and prosperity. 

Mr. CRAIN. Thirteen hundred dollars was a small fee for that 


purpose. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Very small. There is no lawyer in In- 
diana or anywhere else who would render the same service for that 
amount of money. 

I wish to say a word in this connection, as my friend from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cox] has alluded to it, and I do not wish the House to 
be misinformed in the matter. The honorable gentleman from North 
Carolina has attacked, with some asperity, the counsel of Mr. Warder 
in this case. He has indulged in severe criticism of the brief which 
they have filed. Now I am not here to defend Mr. Warder’s counsel. 
They are abundantly able to take care of themselves. I am not stand- 
ing here as Mr. Warder’s advocate either, except as I deem it my duty 
as a member of the House and one of his triers. 

It is asserted these gentleman, who by the way were both honorable 
members of the Forty-eighth and several preceding Congresses, Mr. El- 
lis of Lonisiana and Mr. Thompson of Kentucky, attempted to palm 
a fraud on this House by attaching the name of Hon. Joseph 
Donald, of Indiana, to the brief filed in behalf of Mr. Warder. It is, 
perhaps, but simple justice for me to say that Senator McDonald at- 
tended the sittings of this committee for a time, at least, and that Mr. 
Ellis and Mr. Thompson naturally thought he was counsel in this case, 
and so thinking, learning he was out of the city when the brief was filed, 
they deemed it but an act of courtesy to him that his name should be 
appended to the brief. I wish to haveread by the Clerk the letter which 
Mr. McDonald has written on this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Riccs Hovse, WASHINGTON, D. C., May 22, 1886. 


My DEAR Sir: On yesterday my attention was called to a brief in the Stealey- 
Warder matter, which had under investigation by the Civil-Service Com- 
mittee of the House, purporting of the counsel in the 


to akes goo by me as one 
cause, I am sure my name was pi to it under a misapprehension of the 
facts. I was not at any time attorney in the cause. 

At the instance of Mr. Stealey I took an interest in the investigation asa friend 
of the accused, and consulted byt fas as one of the counsel in the cause, from 
which fact, I have no doubt, you inferred I also was of counsel. 

I attended two sessions of the committee, and heard the yanyana the chief 


witnesses Jeffersonville, but I heard no other part of y, nor 
have I read it. 

I had to be called as a witness, as Mr, Stealey informed me that he 
might my testimony, but it was not found necessary, 


tend tocriminate either of the 
ly exonerated Mr, Stealey. 
acquaintance with Mr. Warder, which is of some years’ standing, would 


The evidence I heard did not, in my j 
and I understand the committee 


M 
not me to believe that he would embezzie funds placed in his hands, 


vi 
eZ: ae J. E. McDONALD, 
Hon, E. Jons ELLIS. 


Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I do not regard this matter as one of 
importance, and I would not have alluded to it but for the fact that 
unless I misapprehended the remarks of my honorable friend from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cox] there was an attempt made to have it appear that 
something in the way of fraud had been attempted to be practiced on 
the House in the defense of this case. I respectfully call the attention 
of the honorable gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] further to 
what appears upon the record of the committee as published in this 
case. I read from the proceedings of the case—— 

A MEMBER. What page? 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. The first page of the record. 


CONMITTEE ON REFOEM IN THE CIVIL SERVICE, 
Friday, April 2, 1886. 
The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to whom was referred the res- 
olution introduced by Mr. T. M. BROwWXNE, of Indiana, on the 18th of March last, 


relative to the a on for the Jeffersonville, Ind., levee, met this morning 
for the nae investigating the matter as instructed therein, Mr, Cox, chair- 
man, presidin 


on. J. E. ‘SfcDonala of Indiana, Hon. Philip B. Thompson of Kentucky, 
and Hon. E. J, Ellis of Washington, D, C., appeared as counsel for the parties 
against whom the charges were e. : 

Isuppose Mr. Ellis and Mr. Thompson very naturally concluded that 
Mr. McDonald was counsel in the case when they found his name pub- 
lished in the record itself. It would have been an act of the extremest 
discourtesy to him if they had left his name off that brief. I call the 
attention of the House to another fact, that although Mr. McDonald 
disclaims being an attorney in the case at all he bears testimony to the 
high character of Mr. Warder in the letter which has just been read. 

Now, sir, because Iam desirous that other gentlemen who are the 
friends of Mr. Warder, some personally and some because they have 
read the evidence in the case—because I am desirous that they shall be 
heard, I do not propose to extend my remarks, but I appeal to the 
House before they pass final judgment in this case to understand—to 
consider and ponder well, the evidence upon which they are called to 
act. I say again, and repeat it with earnestness and emphasis, and I 
appeal to any lawyer in the House to support me if he has read the 
evidence, that the findings of this committee are wholly inconsistent 
with the evidence and are absolutely unsustained by it. And yet itis 
proposed to send this man forth a branded criminal upon a state of facts 
on which any jury of his peers, in any court of the land, would promptly 
acquit him. 

I ask any man upon this floor if he would like to be so treated, so 
tried, or if he could patiently submit to being found guilty upon such 
an array of testimony? Ido feel most earnestly in this matter, because 
I believe, I repeat, in the man, from my own acquaintance with him, 
from my own personal knowledge of his character, and from my knowl- 
edge of the general reputation he bears in the State where he lives; and 
knowing him as I do I believe him to be an upright man, and I have 
as implicit confidence in his integrity and high character as in those of 
any gentleman upon this floor. 

Mr. Speaker, the vicissitudes of life bring varied and varying fortunes; 
the distribution of Heaven's good gifts to the sons of men is not made 
in equal measure. To some comes the pride of descent from a noble 
ancestry; to some come great riches; and to some high position and 
honor; but the ambition which is born of divine inspiration is to trans- 
mit to our ity the legacy of a good name. 

For this it is which shall survive when all else shall perish. It is 
for the House to say whether the children of Luther F. Warder shall 
be robbed of this legacy, which surely would have been theirs if they 
had become fatherless before the report of the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service was made. I appeal to you, gentlemen, to try this 
man upon the rules of law and of evidence. 

There can be no appeal from your high verdict. There is no court 
which can reverse your finding. Either this man goes hence vindi- 
cated fally from what those who know him best believe to be a vile and 
wicked calumny, or he spends the remainder of his life under the shadow 
of a cloud which can never be lifted. ; 

I do not believe that you will suffer this; my faith rather is that you 
will send him forth clothed with the badge of innocence—so shall he 
walk in the golden sunshine which illumines the path of all honest and 
upright men. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time. j 

The SP. R protempore. The gentleman hassixteen minutes of 
his time remaining. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some indication on 
the part of gentlemen as to what time they should like this debate to 
continue? 

Mr. MATSON. Several gentlemen desire to be heard, I know. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I reserve the remainder of my time, and 

the House will allow a reasonable length of time for the friends 


of Mr, Warder to be heard in this case. 
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Mr. COX. I am simply trying to agree upon some time when 
the debate shall close. me members have informed me that they 
were under the impression the debate would be closed in two hours, 
and I do not wish to antagonize measures of puntie importance which 
gentlemen desire to call up, nor do I wish to impose upon the patience 
of the House any longer than is absolutely necessary. I hope there- 
fore that gentlemen will indicate a reasonable time within which the 
debate shall run. Would three hours answer for the gentlemen ? 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Itseems that two hours on a side would 
not be an unreasonable time. Thereare grave and serious € I 
do not know, of course, how many gentlemen may desire to discuss 
the question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Does the gentleman mean two hours addi- 
tional? 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. No; two hours altogether on each side, 
making four hours in all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is reasonable. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we have had debate enough, and the 
House is ready to vote. 

Mr. COX. Does the gentleman mean to indicate that he is willing 
that the previous question shall be considered as ordered at the end of 
four hours? > 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I think that would be satisfactory. 

Mr. COX. Then I ask unanimous consent that the debate shall be 
closed in two hours from this time. 

Mr. WISE. How long has the matter been under consideration? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The debate began at thirty minutes past 
11 o’clock. The gentleman from North Carolina now asks unanimous 
consent that at the expiration of four hours from that time the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered upon the resolution reported by 
the committee and the substitute of the gentleman from Indiana. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I object. 

Mr. COX. I will call the previous question at that time. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I hope the gentleman from Indiana will consent 
to limit this debate to three hours in all. The House will be just as 
competent after three hours to vote upon it as they will after four hours. 
The facts are few and simple, and so far as I am individually concerned 
I am ready to vote now. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. On consultation with gentlemen around me I 
withdraw the objection. 7 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. ` Is there further objection to the request 
of the gentleman from North Carolina? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr.WARD, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I possibly misapprehend the 
statement of the gentleman from North Carolina. I only consented 
that the entire debate should be limited to four hours, under the sup- 
position that we could not get any more. My friends around me, or 
rather the friends of Mr. Warder, are anxious that more time should 
be given, and I ask the gentleman from North Carolina now to consent 
that the previous question be called at the end of five hours from the 
beginning of the debate; which will give two hoursand a half on each 
side. 

Mr. COX. I can not consent to that. 

Mr. WISE. I object to that proposition. 

Mr. COX. I propose to call the previous question at the end of four 
hours. 

Mr. WARD. Then I agree to the proposition that the previous ques- 
tion shall be considered as ordered at the end of four hours of debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair again submits the proposi- 
tion that the previous question be ordered at half past 3 o’clock. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
Will the chairman of the Committee on Civil-Service Reform be recog- 
nized by the Chair to dispense one-half of the remaining time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North Carolina 
has ten minutes of his hour remaining, and the gentleman from In- 
diana has sixteen minutes of his hour remaining. If there be no ob- 
jection the gentleman from North Carolina will be recognized to appor- 
tion the hour and ten minutes remaining on his side, and the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. WARD] will be recognized to apportion the hour 
and sixteen minutes on his side. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Rhode Island 
[Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam sure it has been no part of my purpose, and 
Iam equally sure it has been no part of the purpose of the Committee 
on Civil Service Reform, which had this disagreeable matter under in- 
quiry, to do injustice to any officer of this House coming within their 
scrutiny in the performance of the duty which was d ted to them. 
The Committee on Civil Service Reform is composed of eight Demo- 
cratic and five Republican members. Its report upon this matter is a 
unanimous report, arrived at after a careful hearing of the testimony 
and a consideration of the case and the EREET involved, occupying 
a periodof more than a month, during w. I believe they gave earn- 


est, faithful, and honest investigation to this subject, and arrived at 
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the one conclusion which the facts which came to their knowledge war- 
ranted. Evidence, I suppose I need hardly suggest to a House com- 
posed so largriy as this House is of gentlemen of the legal profession, 
is that which convinces. 

No man reading this testimony as it is presented in the pages of this 
report can arrive at the fair and intelligent conclusion concerning the 
questions involved that a committee can which, competent for the task, 
has listened to the testimony as it came from the lips of the witnesses, 
has seen the bearing of the witnesses upon the stand, has scrutinized 
their manner of testifying, and carefully digesting the facts, has put 
them in their proper relationship with one another. 

I can not doubt that the House in its consideration of this matter 
has the same desire which the committee had to arrive at a just con- 
clusion. If I could be satisfied that I was wrong in the conclusion 
which I have reached, no one more readily than I would concede the 
fact, for I would be among the last of those who would undertake di- 
rectly or indirectly to blacken the fair fame of any man or attempt to’ 
punish him improperly. 

But, Mr. Speaker, under the oath of office which I have taken here 
and in the performance of my duty upon the committee to which this 
matter was assigned, not by the committee’s request but by the order 
of the House, I can only do that which, in the light of the testimony 
and under the responsibility of my position here and upon that com- 
mittee, seems to my conscience just and proper. Imust lend my voice 
and my vote, now and whenever circumstances require, to maintain 
the dignity and integrity of this House and its proceedings; and when- 
ever it becomes my duty, as it evidently has upon this occasion, I shall 
not hesitate to express my judgment concerning any matter relating 
thereto which may be committed to my consideration. 

The time which I have is very limited, and F can not attempt there- 
fore to go into the extended consideration of this testimony which its 
character and importance properly demands. I must content myself 
with referring briefly, as it necessarily must be, to those salient points 
in this testimony and “this case which have largely compelled me to 
arrive at the judgment which I have formed. 

No one who knows Mr. Warder can question that he is a shrewd, 
intelligent man of the world. He has had large experience. He has 
been mayor of the city of Jeffersonville. He has been in public and 
official life. He has mingled with men. He shows and exhibited to 
the committee those traits of intelligence and ability which justify the 
committee in measuring his acts by the standard they would apply to 
those of any man possessing those characteristics in si circum- 
stances. s 

Now, Mr. Warder admits that this money was received by him. He 
admits that while an officer of this House he received it for the purpose 
of influencing legislation concerning the appropriation for the Jeffer- 
sonville levee. When he is asked what he did with this $1,250 he tells 
the committee, as a in his testimony here, that he employed one 
E. N. Hill and paid him this amount of money. 

If Mr. Warder had employed a reputable attorney and paid him this 
$1,250 which came to his Iam not by any means prepared to 
say he would be excusable for his connection with this matter; but he cer- 
tainly would stand in a very differentattitude in my apprehension from 
that which he now occupies; for he would at least have a reputable 
witness to verify his now doubtfal orincredible and unsupported story. 
I can notstop to tell the House who and what this man Hill is; a man 
without character; a man who has been in the most question- 
able transactions; a man who has been a pirate in politics and a mer- 
cenary everywhere; a man who is irresponsible for a five-dollar loan; 
who could have been employed, if his employment was desired in any 
matter, for a very trifling com tion; the last selection of any hon- 
reel intelligent man for legitimate service in forwarding Congressional 

ation. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish the Chairman would give me a few minutes 
more. 

Mr. COX. ‘The gentleman can have three minutes more. 

Mr. SPOONER, Then, Mr. Speaker, I must hurryon. Whatever 
the employment that “Hill is alleged to have been secured for, he did 
nothing. He was first employed, as he and Warder testify, on the 13th 
of May, 1884. Theonly thing that Warder pretends that Hill ever did 
in this case, the only thing that Hill himself pretends he did in this 
connection, was to advise that this appropriation should be urged upon 
the ground that it was for the protection of the Government property 
at Jeffersonville, 

Now, bear in mind that it was not till the 13th of May that Hill was 
first employed. It is also a fact that on the 4th of April, nearly a 
month preceding Hill’s employment, Mr. Stockslager, then a member 
of this House, had introduced here a bill for the protection of that same 
Government property at Jeffersonville, Ind., by the construction of 
levees, the identical project that Mr. Warder and Mr. Hill claim that 
Hill originated. It is also a matter of fact that on the Ist of March 
preceding, nearly two months and a half before the employment of 
Hill, Senator HARRISON had introduced in the Senate a resolution of 
inquiry addressed to the Sécretary of War, asking for information on 
this same subject as a basis for appropriation; and the report of the 
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Chief of Engineers in response to that i 
of those Government works by levees, i 
1884, nearly a month prior to the time when Warder and Hill woul 


iry, concerning the protection 
is dated on the 19th of A 


have us believe that the project of 
there by levees was originated by . Hilla before no com- 


mittee, conferred with no member or Senator, and did nothing and could 
eats done nothing to forward that legislation, as Warder must have 


rotecting the Government works 


wn. 

All that was done in connection with this project in either House of 
Congress was done by the Senators from Indiana and the Representative 
of the district upon this floor, Mr. § ; and there is no evi- 
` dence and no pretense that Hill knew anything about what they were 
doing or what they did, or performed any professional service in the 
matter. 

It is a larger draft.on my credulity than I can conscientiously honor 
to ask me to believe, upon Warder’s statement, indorsed by Hill, that 
a man of intelligence and experience would have paid so considerable a 
sum as $1,250 insuch circumstances for such utterly worthless and en- 
tirely unnecessary services. š 

Mr. WARD. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, under ordi circumstances no 
man in this House would hesitate longer than m: to antagonize the 
report of a committee; but, sir, I have done in this case what I believe 
very few members of the House have done—I have read every single 
word of the evidence, and I have come to the conclusion, after mature 
deliberation, that the resolution reported by the Committee on Civil 
Service Reform ought not to be adopted by this House. 

The chairman of the committee asks this question: ‘‘ Are the 
against Mr. Warder true?’’ Now, sir, I want the committee itself to 
answer the question thus propounded by its chairman. ‘The charge 
against Mr. Warder I find to be this: 


Whereas there is pending in the chase nem Congress a bill containing, 
among other matters, an appropriation of $50,000 for a certain improvement of 
the Ohio River at or near Jeffersonville, Ind., known as the Jeffersonville levee 
pee bog ny and 

reas it is charged by a reputable citizen of Indiana that during the d- 
ency of said measure a person or persons, then officers of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, exacted, collected, and j Febearan from a person or persons interested 
in the success of the said appropriation a large sum of money upon the pretense 
or for the purpose of influencing Congress, or some committee thereof, or Mem- 
bers or Senators in their official action thereon; and, 

That, sir, is the charge“upon which Mr. Warder was tried, and now, 
as I have said, I propose to let the committee answer the question of 
its chairman. They say in their report that the testimony establishes 
the fact that no part of the $1,250 paid by the people of Jeffersonville 
was pr a attempted to be used, in corruptly influencing any mem- 
ber of either branch of the Forty-eighth Congress. Therefore I say that 
the committee have themselves answered the question of the chairman 
whether or not the charge has been sustained, and have said to this 
House that the allegation upon which Mr. Warder was tried is not sus- 
tained by the evidence. 

Mr. 8 er, we have testimony in this case that is worth our while 
to ex e. In the first place, two members of the last Congress, Mr. 
Ellis, of Louisiana, and Mr. Thompson, of Kentucky, say that, ‘‘ As 
lawyers and honest men, and with a keen appreciation of the dignity 
and honor of this House, we have carefully and closely read all the ev- 
idence adduced in this investigation, and we do mostsolemnly aver and 
declare that the charges against Mr. Warder are not susta and that 
the resolutions reported by the committee are unwarranted, unjust, 
cruel, and severe.’ Ex-Senator McDonald, who has been called into 
this controversy, has given his testimony, and he says, ‘‘ The evidence 
I heard did not, in my judgment, tend to criminate either of the par- 
ties, and I understand the committee fully exonerate Mt. Stealey.’’ 

We havea gentleman in this House who stands as high, I —— 
as any member of this body, Hon. Jonas G. HOWARD, of Indiana. 
He was a member of the committee that came on here to Washington 
to press this appropriation for the works of Jéffersonville, and he on 
the witness stand gave this testimony: 

Q. You helped to raise that repent the $1,000 or the $1,250? 

A. I advised them to raise it, and thought it was necessary to doso. After- 
wards a note was presented to me and I either signed it as a surety or as a prin- 
cipal; I do not remember which. I had the impression that some one or other 
of the signers brought it to me, and that I occupied the of surety on it; 
but I was willing to pay my proportion of it, and advised that the money be 
sent; and if I had not Siriaas È the money would not have been sent. It was 
sent here for the purpose all in the letter, that they wanted it to employ a 
man here to assist in getting it through. 

Q. Were they counsel, lawyers, or what? 

A. I do not know; I thought some lawyer, to give an opinion upon what 
was thought best to do in the matter, or some men who were not lawyers, who 
knew how to a scheme of that kind. That would be my judgment, 
without ever having been here or had any legislative experience. 

Q. What was that money to be used for—any illegal or unlawful purpose? 

A. Of course not, 

Q. Was it open and notoriously known there? 

A. I was attending to my own business, but it was understand by me that 
it was no secret, and my advice always was to sentl the money. 

Q. And at that time you were a candidate for Congress? 

A, Yes, we were in the fight. I was nominated on the 15th of May. 

Q. Then it was after you were nomi that the money was 


sent? 
A. Yes, sir; this committee that Goldbach was on was here before I put my 
name on the note. 
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Q. You raised the money after you were a candidate? 
A. I think the money was not raised until some time in July. 
Now, Mr. Howanxp, you came here first to Washington in the capacity ofa 
committee? A 
& Did yon experience h to advise th loyment of 
your ence here cause you v. e employment of coun- 
sel in this matter who would give it aia attention? 

A. Well, sir, I should do that now after my experience here, I would want 
somebody to look after it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the allegation in this case involved not only Mr. 
Warder, but Mr. Stealey also, and let us see how the case stands as to 
Mr. Stealey. The committee say: 

The only other employé of the House of Representatives in any way connected 
with the alak investigation is Mr. O. O, Stealey, It rs that Mr. 
Stealey was cognizantofthe SoTa of Hill, and loaned Mr. Warder the sum 
of $250 for that alleged purpose, which sum was repaid Mr. Stealey by the citizens 
of Jeffersonville. 

Now let us hear Mr. Stealey’s own testimony on the subject: 


Q. Mr. Stealey, please tell the committee what connection you had with pro- 
curing this levee appropriation for Jeffersonville; when you first undertook it, 


and all about it. r 
A. Iam a citizen and tax-payer of Jeffersonville; all my interests are there, 
Tb and in 1884 which 


and my family lives there. ey had floods there in 1 
destroyed the town pretty much, and I was asked by friends to assist here in 
Washington in securing this appropriation, which I did. I went to Senator 
Harrison een and I went to Senator Voorhees, and to members of the 
House, and did all that man could do for his town in that respect, 


Q. Something was said about you having paid out $250, £ 

A. IJoaned Mr. Warder $250. 

Q. What was that for? 

A. He told me at the time that he wanted to or had employed an attorney. 
I asked him who the man was, and he said it was Hill. I then asked him what 
he knew about the man and was he a good man, and he said: “I think so; I 
talked to him, and he seems to have a good idea of legislation.’’ I then asked 
him where the money was to come from, and he answered: “ Prominent tax- 
payers want this done, and I am authorized by Mr. Goldbach to employ an at- 
torney, or some man to watch this bill,” y 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that upon the testimony given by Mr. Stealey 
himself, which I have just read, it is a mostex circumstance 
that this committee should find Mr. Warder guilty and yet find Mr. 
Stealey innocent of this Why, sir, Mr. Stealey knew that War- 
der had employed Hill; Stealey took the money outof his own pocket 
and handed it to Warder for that purpose, which money the citizens of 
Jeffersonville subsequently repaid to Stealey. Yet the committee say 
that Stealey is innocent while Warder is guilty. If I buy a pistol and 
hand it tomy neighbor toshoot a man down, I ask this House if I am 
not equally guilty with the man who commits the murder? And I ask 
the House this further question: If this man Stealey, who took this 
money from his own et, knowing what it was wanted for, and 
thereby enabled Warder to use the money for that purpose—if he is in- 
nocent, how can Warder be guilty? i 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I protest against this discrimination. I protest 
against this committee striking down one man and allowing another 
man who is equally guilty go free. I protest against this committee 
or this House striking down a brave Union soldier because a man who 
was a deserter from the confederate army and a personal enemy to the 
accused has come forward to prefer charges against him, as is the case 
here. L[amnot going to detain the House. I have read this testimony— 
every word of it. Iam not alawyer, but I undertake under all circum- 
stances to do justice as between man and man. I say it might beright 
for this House to censure both these men. Very likely they were both 
guilty of an indiscretion. But when this committee undertakes to de- 
clare this one man guilty of an offense deserving expulsion, and the 
other man guilty of no offense whatever, it is making a discrimination 
which the intelligent judgment, the good sense, and honesty, and integ- 
rity of the Hovse will not, in my opinion, sustain by its vote. Sir, my 
vote will be given against the committee’s report. I shall be neither 
principal nor accessory to a wrong which I think is unprecedented in 
this House, and if done to-day will not, I think, be repeated in the future. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I look upon 
the functions of a committee of investigation as somewhat similar to 
those of a master or commissioner in chancery, whose duty it is to take 
testimony and report it to the court with such recommendations as he 
may think proper within the terms of theorder. I look upon the mem- 
bers of the House in this matter as standing in the attitude of judges 
to take that testimony and conscientiously examine it so that their 
votes may really be judgments based upon the evidence. Of course, 
Mr. era fa in such a proceeding a judge in equity or a member of 
Congress is always at some disadvantage, because he reads the testi- 
mony as it appears on the printed page and has not the benefit of the 
impression that is necessarily made upon those who hear the wit- 
nesses depose and who mark their demeanor under cross-examination. 
But the best we can do is to take this testimony and try to find what 
is established by it. ° 

Having read the testimony in this case from beginning to end with 
such care as the practice of my profession has taught me to exercise, I 
have, in spite of a prejudice which I could not entirely remove, come 
to the conclusion that the judgment reached by the committee is not 
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warranted by the testimony reported to the House. I have no criti- 


cism to make upon the committee. It is solely in discharge of the duty 
required of me to vote on this question that I have attempted to under- 
stand the testimony so that I might vote intelligently. 

The facts as shown by the testimony—the uncontradicted facts, facts 
which, so far as the testimony that I hold in my hand nd goes, are with- 
out contradictory evidence—are that Mr. Warder, a citizen of Jefferson- 
ville, Ind., having been its mayor and then an employé and officer of 
this House, was requested by an official act of the council of Jefferson- 
ville to aid in the obtaining of an ee of $50,000 to prevent 
the recurrence of an overflow of the Ohio River and the consequent dam- 
age therefrom. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Do I understand my friend to say he finds from 
the evidence that Mr. Warder was employed by the city council of Jef- 
fersonville? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, sir; I did not say em- 
ployed; or, if I did, I will now say ‘‘requested.’’ 

Mr. FINDLAY. In what way? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. a committee of which 
Mr. Shuler was the secretary, of which Mn onas Howard and others 
were members, which committee had been requested to come here and 
see about this matter. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Now, I desire to say to my friend from Kentucky, 
with all deference to him, that I do not think he has read the evidence 
with that care with which I know he usually reads the testimony in 
cases with which he is professionally connected. If he will allow me 
to say—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I am perfectly willing to 
yield to the gentleman, if it does not come out of the few minutes al- 
lowed me. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Of course this is an important point, and ought 
to be corrected right here. There weretwocommittees. If my friend 
will look at the testimony—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, there were two commit- 
tees that came here at different times. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Thefirst Lengirgr -atayeectennigg committee, The 
socond committee was com} three persons, Mr. Jonas Howard, 
Mr. Clark, and Mr. Goldbach. Mr. Clark was the only member of the 
committee who had any authority from the city council to come here. 
Mr. Howard did notcome. Mr. Goldbach was substituted in Mr. How- 
ard’s place by Mr. Howard. + 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir, that is true. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Well, I do not think you can make a ‘‘ request’ 
out of that. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Authority was delegated to him to employ 
an attorney. ; 

Mr. FINDLAY. igari from Howard to Goldbach. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The fact is, then, as I stated, 
that Mr. =a agen by a committee to aid in obtaining this 
appropriation. As the gentleman from Maryland says, Mr. Howard 
was originally a member of the committee. Mr. Howard could not 
come, and Mr. Goldbach came in his place. That committeerepresented 
the town of J effersonville, and that committee requested Mr. Warder 
toact. Itis a mere ‘ in the bark ??——. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Not at 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is a mere ‘‘sticking in the 
bark” to say because one of the three members of the committee staid 
at home and nominated another citizen as his proxy, who did come, 
that the request made by this second committee was not an authorized 
wos, PE 

Mr. Speaker, if seems to me that is too narrow a ground to put the 
disgrace of a man upon. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Pitis if true, but unfortunately it is not true. Mr. 
Goldbach was the man when he came to Washington who says he gave 
this authority to Mr. Warder. There is no proof in this case that Mr. 
Clark, the second marn on the committee, ever united in the request. 
Mr. Clark comes here as a substitute; but does not show how he be- 
came a substitute. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The fact isshown by the testi- 
mony, and it is making a mountain out of a mole hill and an elephant | a 
track out of a mouse track to attempt to build up an argument upon 
the absence of the authority of Mr. Goldbach, represen as a mem- 
ber of the committee from Jeffersonville his. right to ask of this citi- 
zev, an ex-mayor of Jeffersonville, the duty of helping that town to 
have an appropriation to prevent the recurrence of a disastrous flood 
is clear. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I oe want to set you right. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think, sir, the statement I 
made, and which I repeat under the full knowledge I think of the tes- 
timony, is that Mr. Warder was FAET a committee from Jeffer- 
sonville to see if this appropriation could not be made, Mr. er, 
whether requested or not, he was a citizen of the town of J m- 
ville; his family living there; had been one of its citizens; was now 
upon the ground; the thing asked by the town was a thing the 


citizens of Jeffersonville were greatly interested in, and was not an im- 
proper thing to do. 


Passing from that, Mr. Speaker, whether properly or not does not affect 
the argument, I desire to submit he came to the conclusion and decided. 
he would not be of any efficient service, that it was better to retain a 
man skilled as an attorney, and he says he employed, and I am not com- 
menting upon the verity of the testimony, about which, of course, I can 
only j by the testimony itself—but speaking from. the testimony of 
the committee as reported itself, that testimony, not the suspicion, ce 
the conjectures, not the guesses of anybody, not,the beliefs of anybody, 
but the testimony is that he employed a man by the name of Hill, that 
he employed him with a bargain that he was to have $250 down and 
$1,000 after the act was passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp in the chair). The time 
of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman from 
Indiana to give me five minutes more. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I will yield to the gentleman for that 
time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I donot desire to take upso 
much of the time of the House, but it was because of the colloquy with 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY], and I will now - 
ceed. He paid that $250, and he paid the other $1,000 after the bill 
was passed, as both Warder and Hill testified, and there is not a single 
word of contradiction but some of corroboration, 

Now, the committee report one important fact as the conclusion to 
which they come, and as to which there is no contrariety, so that we 
get rid of one phase in the case which might require severe punish- 
ment. It is that the testimony shows no portion of the $1,250 paid by 
the people of Jeffersonville was used or attempted to be used in cor- 
ruptly influencing any member of either House of Congress. There- 
fore the only act Mr. Warder was guilty of was that he acted as the 
conduit through which $1,250 of the money of the people of Jefferson- 
ville passed into the pockets of Mr, Hill for the purpose of having the 
appropriation made. 

Say it was wrong that he did employ an attorney for this p x 
he himself being at the time an employé of this House; admit, if you 
please, that it was improper for him as an employé of this House to in- 
terest himself in an appropriation for his own town, still is it conceiy- 
able that that easly aie AA Po tenane as such a crime by this 
House as to warrant his being di in disgrace? 

Mr. Speaker, the objection I have to the report of the committee is 
that it obliterates the distinction between e and impropriety. It 
is no such crime—a citizen of a town interesting himself in an appro- 
priation for his town, being himself an employé at the time of the 
House which makes the appropriation, empl oying a lawyer and paying 
a fee for that service—as it is to receive money for a corrupt purpose, 
for the purpose of effecting or influencing legislation and using that 
money for such corrupt purposes. There is a broad distinction between 
the two; and yet we, if this report is adopted, inflict upon this man all 
of the punishment, the extremest punishment that could possibly be 
inflicted upon him even if this money had been used for corrupt pur- 
poses. We go back to the old days when the man who stole a shilling 
was hung as well as he who murdered by poison. 

We obliterate all discrimination between crime and impropriety. 
Sir, I have tried, from the testimony, to come to a just conclusion. I 
have no other feeling init. The fact that Mr. Warder was a citizen of 
Kentucky at one time, that he served in a most gallant regiment under 
z most gallant and meritorious. officer of the Federal Army, only 

ens my desire to do him justice under the testimony. 

* But the point I desire to make is, that the committee itself do not 
report corruption. They report that the story about the payment is 
suspicious, but not that he is guilty of that perjury which must be 
necessary and of which he would be guilty if he did not pay the money; 
nor do Sy find him guilty of the embezzlement necessary if he had 
pocketed it. They simply report that the story is suspicious and they 
do not believe it; and that report leayes the matter just in this condi- 
tion: that a man ' did have $1, sage into his hands, out of which he 
paid a lawyer $250 at one time $1,000 thereafter; that he did not 
corruptly influence or try to influence anybody; that he approached 
nobod x yd or used any improper means with anybody to do 

i Bb the sole question for the House to determine is, whether 
es such circumstances punishment such as is here recommended 
shall be inflicted. I do not believe it just. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me, and I say it with all respect to the com- 
mittee and with all respect to its members, that those who read the 
testimony will come to a conclusion opposite to that which the com- 
mittee has reached, It seems to me that this aah pee engi is not 
at all proportionate to the offense as established by the testimony; and 
thus believing, when the friends of this man asked me my opinion and 
I had given it to them, I thought it was no more than proper that I 
should express openly and fully on the floor of the House the same 
opinion I had given to them on an examination of the testimony. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I now yield five minntes to the gentleman 
from Virginia "Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Speaker, two things are involved in this investi- 
gation: In the first place the dignity, the purity, and the integrity of 
the proceedings of this House; in the second place the character of one 
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who has been a reputable citizen. Like the committee who report 
this resolution, and like every gentleman here who values his own good 
name, I have’endeavored to take care that the dignity of this House 
shall be duly and most scrupulously defended. On the other hand, not 
for the sake of our own personal character, nor for the sake of the char- 
acter of this House, nor for the sake of the character of anybody, 
should any gentleman who sits here clothed with the power and dig- 
nity of a judge venture to trespass in any degree upon the character 
even of the humblest citizen of the land. For my part, sir, I do not 
take into account, and small would be the man indeed who should, in 
my humble judgment, the fact that this man has or might have worn 
the blue or the gray or whether he is here as a Republican or a Demo- 
crat or neither. Heisan officer of the House, and we are the represent- 
atives of the people, and that is all our relation. 

Now, sir, the facts of this case when summed up and boiled down 
are simply these: That an officer of this House received from a gentle- 
man in the community where he lived, in no secret manner, a very 
reputable citizen so far as we know and so far as the record shows of 
that community, a certain sum of money to be paid to an attorney, 
which attorney was to exercise his skill in some way, whether by argu- 
ment before the committee or not, or whether in legitimate ways or not, 
does not appear, and there is a blank asto that. There can be no pre- 
sumption against an estimable citizen of criminality unless the circum- 
stances fairly prove it. Now, sir, in my humble opinion that any offi- 
cer of this House should lay hold of matters of legislation which are to 
be dealt with, and should have to do with them, is an impropriety. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Is there any evidence anywhere to show that 
even this man Hill, after having been employed as an attorney, ever 
approached any member of the House? 

Mr. COBB. The testimony is just the other way. 

Mr. DANIEL. There is no testimony that a dollar of the money was 
corruptly used; and nothing but inferential and conjectural testimony, 
which is a mere matter of suspicion, according to the varying minds of 
men who may devote their attention to the matter, that any money was 
intended to be used corruptly. . 

But there is this about it: The very nature of the contract made, 

with a contingent fee dependent upon the passage of a bill in this 
House, was against publie policy, and that fee could not be recovered 
in a court of law if it had been sued for. It was a grossly improper 
transaction, but it was not a transaction which by any court has ever 
been held to partake of criminality or to require the visitation of severe 
judgments. 
- Now, sir, it seems to me that standing in this attitude, having to 
deal with our own characters and with the dignity of the House of 
Representatives, and having to deal with the character of a reputable 
citizen with an equitable and just judgment, not straining the mind 
to take hold of suspicions and inferences and conjectures, which are in- 
volved in fog and uncertainty; nor on the other hand yiel to that 
looseness of legislation and that looseness of morals which per! has 
been gone too far with in many transactions—that we should deal with 
this matter just as it is proved to be—‘‘ no extenuating, nor setting 
down aught in malice,” and that this officer should be censured for an 
i n; whereas a just and equitably-minded man, re- 
viewing all the and partaking of just indignation against 
any impropriety in legislative concerns, would say that judgment was 
too harsh and too severe which degraded a citizen so far as to dismiss 
him from the public employment. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COX. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to be very brief and very pointed in the 
few remarks I may make as a member of the committee, not merely in 
vindication of the findings of the committee, but to look at one or two 
points brought out in the testimony, and that have led in all likelihood 
to the findings of the committee in their report. ? 

First of all, Mr. Speaker, I wish}to say as a member of this House 
and as a citizen, that this whole Jeffersonville investigation, from be- 
ginning to end, is so besmirched with circumstances brought out in the 
evidence, and that have led to the findings of the eommittee, that I 
almost feel glad that it has come to this House to be turned over to it 
to be ultimately settled; but I hope that no other investigation of this 
kind may ever again come before a committee of which I am a member. 

From the first day that a delegation was sent from Jeffersonville 
until the last dollar of money was turned over by Mr. Warder to this 
so-called briefless barrister, there is a history of circumlocution with 
men’s characters, and men’s actions, and men’s motives thoro! 
involved; and in the midst of all of it there was a good deal of politics 
and political trickery. 

During the investigation I took occasion to ask Mr. Warder on the 
witness-stand why it was that he did not consult with the Representa- 
tive on this floor of that district, Mr. Stockslager, who certainly knew 
more about the matter than he could, and had more interest in it than 
he had. I asked him why he was not the man to consult, and to go to 
Senator VooRHEES and Senator HARRISON when this passed out 


y | the offensé, if it be an offense, would have been the same 


of the House without this designation of $50,000 of appropriation—why 
the ive of the people in this House was not the man to be 
consulted about it? I shall give the House Mr. Warder’s answer. 
Here is his explanation of the whole transaction. It is the explanation 
why Mr. Stockslager got left. 


By Mr, FARQUHAR: 


Q. The receipt for $250 is dated May 13. How long before that date did you 
hire this man ? 
A, I think a day or two previous to that. 


Q. Now, inall this time int between the hiring of Hill until the pas- 
sage of this designation of appropriation, can you give this committee a reason 
why pes never told Mr. Si r that you hired this man? 

A. Is I can, sir. 

Q. That is just it. 


A. If that is just it I think I can satisfy you. I want to be very particular, be- 
cause there is some little delicacy aboutit. I think I will makea statement that 
will be reasonable, and if it does not convince you, I am thoroughly convinced : 
In the first place Mr. Stockslager was a candidate for re-election, and my county 
and my ng Ag my people were friendly to Mr. Stockslager up to the time that 
Mr. Jonas G. Ho , a citizen of our city, was induced to become a candidate. 
I had received an appointment as assistant doorkeeper in the House of gos A 
sentatives under the Doorkeeper, and I was credited to Mr, Stockslager, while 
in reality and in truth Mr, ‘Stockslager had nothing to do with my appoint- 
ment. But still I was willing that it should be so, and I was friendly to him at 
the time. Naturally, I suppose, Mr. Stocks or Loughtto support him 
in his candidacy. Mr. Howard was my neighbor and my friend, and of course 


I could not support Mr. rie: ee I went to him and told him so. I told 
hin T atono bo: MIDONS Mr. ‘oward and to do all I could for him. That 


caused a little estrangement between Mr. Stockslager and myself, and I never 
consulted with Mr. Stockslager about this thing in my life. 


_The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask the chairman of the committee to-yield 
me just another minute. 

Mr. COX. LI yield the gentleman another minute. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Now, as a member of the committee I base my 
whole action on this. An officer of this House by his own volition, 
of his own will and act, exacted from citizens of Jeffersonville $1,250 
for the influencing of legislation. Hesought his own way to influence 
it. It was through a briefless barrister, a nobody, who stands before 
a committee of this House perjured. He swore before the Hot Springs 
investigation committee that he had lied on the witness-stand. And 
when I asked Mr. Warder “did you not pay too dear for your whistle,” 
he answered they had. . 

Now, with all the circumstances of the case, with no animus against 
this gentleman, because in my view he has done his duty in this House 
diligently and well, I can not with the restof the committee rest under 
the stigma that any feeling has entered into their report. And letme 
say not a line of brief was written by Hill, not a consultation was had 
by him; Hill was a man of no repute and was a poor man to hire at an 
awfully big figure. 

` [Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WADSWORTH]. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I have found time to read the 
entire testimony in this case, the report of the committee, and the brief 
of counsel, not only because I wished to know the facts before passing 
upon the question of the expulsion of an officer of this House, but also 
because of my long acquaintance with the gentleman principally con- 
cerned, Mr. Warder. He was born and raised in my district and my 
neighborhood, and many of his kinfolk reside there to-day, people of 
most eminent bility and worth. Mr. Warder volunteered in 
the county of Fleming in the fall of 1861 as a private soldier in a com- 
pany of the Sixteenth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, one of the finest 
regiments that ever served under our flag, a regiment raised in my own 
county and the adjoining counties of my district by Col. Charles A. 
Marshall, one of. the worthiest citizens of the State. 

It is no small praise to say that in such a regiment Mr. Warder rap- 
idly rose to the rank of captain. 
interest in the case which led me to make a thorough investigation of 
it by reading the testimony, the report of the committee, and the brief 
of counsel, and I confess that I was agreeably disappointed upon read- 
ing that testimony after the report of the committee had been filed. 
The effect of that reading was to entirely change my impression of the 
ease. About the facts as shown by this testimony there is no room for 
adifferenceofopinion. Thecrimeor theimpropriety, whichever gentle- 
men choose to call it, consistsin the factthat Mr. Warder, by the author- 
ity of his fellow-citizens of Jeffersonville, employed a lawyer to counsel 
him in relation to the question of an appropriation pending before Con- 
gress, in which his neighbors were deeply interested. The fact that 
the lawyer employed was a man of poor reputation is, in my judgment, 
a and unim t circumstance in the case. My opinion is that 
the lawyer 
had been a man of high standing, because there is no evidence to show 
that Mr. Warder, new as he was to the men and business of this city, 
had any notice that Mr. Hill was not a lawyer in good standing. 

The case is simply the case of an officer of this House employing 
counsel to advise him as far "roni ke a Bre in the me 
of an appropriation pending re benefit 
townin which he lived. It seems to me that the motives of the gentle- 
man in making this employment are in question and nothing else, and 


Under these circumstances I took an - 
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I think our friend from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] concedes that 
when he says that even if thé lawyer had been reputable, still he is 
not quiteclearin his own mind that Mr. Warder would have been blame- 
less. 


Mr. SPOONER. I simply meant to say that he would then have had 
a reputable man to corroborate him. ? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Itis perfectly clear, Mr. Speaker, that if this 
lawyer had been among the members of the bar in high standing this 
case would have been whistled down the wind, and this blow is aimed 
at Luth Warder simply because shortly after hiscoming to Wasbington 
he employed a man who upon cross-examination seems to have been 
employed theretofore in performing questionable exploits. Now, the 
motiveof Mr. Warder in making the employment was honest or it was 
corrupt. If it was honest, this report can not be justified. The em- 
ployment of counsel for and on behalf of his townsmen is all that, he 
is responsible for. The testimony is absolute that the money was raised 
publicly in the town of Jeffersonville, where Mr. Warder lives, and 
that the most reputable citizens there knew all about it. It was not 
done in a corner. ; Í 

It was no secret. It was not fraud trying to cover up its steps; it 
was the open manifestation of the anxiety of the citizens of Jefferson- 
ville to procure some assistance from the national Treasury. At the 
request of these people, Mr. Warder made this employment, not to in- 
fluence legislation corruptly, not to buy any committeeman or Con- 
gressman. No committeeman, no legislator was approached. There 
was no secret proceeding of any kind. The money was raised by the 
people of the town, and part of it was paid to My. Stealey, who had ad- 
vanced $250, and, after the passage of the bill, $1,000 was sent to-Mr. 
Warder, and he paid it to Hill. If he is to blame, he is to blame for 
having employed this man at the solicitation or request of his fellow- 
citizens while he was an officer of this House. Novy, if that wasa mis- 
take it was a mistake that any gentleman might have made, and prob- 
ably would have made under the same circumstances, and docs not 
imply any corrupt motive. 

If it was criminal Mr. Stealey is just as criminal as Mr. Warder. 
He knew that Hill was to be employed. He furnished the money to 
employ him, and the committee show that they are not sure of their 
ground when they leave Mr, Stealey out.. If they had felt certain that 
the employment of Hill under these circumstances was a criminal act 
which should be visited by expulsion, they certainly never could have 
exonerated Mr. Stealey. Why, it is in proof that he sent a friend to 
su the investigation and offered to pay the money back, and he 
is the man that advanced the money to employ Hill and interested 
himself to secure the appropriation. 

We are asked to brand an officer of this House as criminal simply 
because, at the solicitation of his fellow-citizens, he employed a law- 
yer to advise in a matter pending before Congress. Now, the commit- 
tee do not mean that. The chairman of the committee says that we 
have not seen the men testify, that we have not had an opportunity 
to see the manner of the witnesses. Thecommittee are of opinion that 
there is something not disclosed by the evidence. 

But, Mr, Speaker, I protest against condemning an officer of this House 
upon any such ground as that. The evidence isall we have. The testi- 
mony is absolutely clear and convincing that the people of Jefferson- 
ville raised this money openly and above-board; that they wanted this 
lawyer employed, that they requested their fellow-citizen to employ 
him, and that they paid him. ‘That is all clear from the proof in the 
case, and I protest against going behind the proof and inferring some- 
thing merely because the testimony may show that the man employed 
was not a reputable lawyer. To condemn an officer of this House upon 
any mere inference of that kind is to do an act of injustice and can not 
in any way promote the dignity or maintain the character of the House, 
which seems to be the end in view. 

- Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I havealready yielded to three gentlemen 
om eerie and I now ask that the other side dispose of a part of 
e. 

The SPEAKER pro Mr. Crisp). Does the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Cox] d to yield to anybody ? 

Mr. COX. Not at this moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that at half past 
3 o’clock the vote must be taken, and any delay in occupying the floor 
reduces of course the time allowed for debate. If there is no desire to 
continue the debate further the Chair will put the question. 

Mr. COX. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. BROWNE]. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention 
of the House I propose to talk about this ease. I have no feeling what- 
ever as to its result. I have long believed that truth, when it has a 
fair opportunity, will vindicate itself. It wasone of the earliest things 
I learned that you might fortify a falschood—attempt to make it appear 
a truth—but the time would come in God’s providence when the 
light would shine through it and show its real character. With your 
ind Mr. Speaker, I will t this case as it seems to me to 
be disclosed by the testimony. I will begin by saying that the original 

fact of the receipt of $1,250 by Mr. Warder is not denied byhim. Itis 
an admitted fact in the case, Here I wish to say that an attack has 


been made upon John M. Glass, who seems to have furnished the 
statement upon which the charge was made. 

I do not deem it necessary to say a word in vindication of Mr. Glass, 
It is enough to say that he does not testify to a single fact which is not 
admitted to be true even by the defense. I challenge any gentleman 
to refer to a single fact in this case testified to by John M. Glass that is 
not conceded to be true. Why then assail him ? 

Now, $1,250 having been received by Warder, for what was 
it received? My distinguished friend from Kentucky [Mr. WADS- 
WORTH] says it was raised by citizens of Jeffersonville for the purpose 
of having a lawyer employed to secure this appropriation of $50,000. 
Where in the record does that appear? It seems that after two com- 
mittees had come from Jeffersonville for the purpose of influencing 
Congress or some committee to consider favorably this contemplated ap- 
propriation, a dispatch was sent by a gentleman of Jeffersonyille to 
know whether it would be better to send a third committee. Why, 
sir, the second one, according to the testimony of Mr, Goldbach, did 
nothing for two mortal weeks but eat and drink and look at Congress- 
men and draw their pay! But a telegram was sent to Mr. Warder in- 
quiring whether it would not be better to send another committee; and 
he telegraphed in reply, I do not undertake to repeat his language, for 
I do not remember it, but substantially he replied that they might as 
well throw their money awayas to send a committechere, Hethought 
it best to employ some one here. 

Now, that advice came from Mr. Warder himself. Mr. Jonas G. 
HOWARD, the distinguished gentleman who now represents that dis- 
trict, was thought to possess no sufficient influence to be of value if he 
should return; nor was it conceived that any other distinguished citi- 
zen of Jeffersonville could render any service by coming here. War- 
der and Hill seemed to be the men who Warder thought should figure 
in the case, ; 

But I pass hurriedly on; for I have but fifteen minutes. Mr. Warder 
suggests that he had employed or would employ—my recollection is that 
he states he had employed—whom? One of the witnesses who is not 
impeached says ‘‘an influential friend;’’ another states ‘‘a competent 
person;’’ and a third, swearing in regard to. Mr. Warder’s statement, 
says ‘‘anattorney.’? Mr. Warder had employed either ‘‘an influential 
fricnd,’’ ‘ta competent persgn,’’ or ‘‘an attorney.’ Before I pass from 
this point I want to say that notwithstanding the fact that this matter 
was discussed in the newspapers of Jeffersonville and Louisville for 
two years, becoming,:I may say, a matter of notoriety, a public scan- 
dal, yet I dare any gentleman to point to the place in the record where 
the name of this attorney was ever “isclosed until it was disclosed to 
the committee during the investigation. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, rose. : 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Lassert that the record in this case shows 
that this matter entered into local politics, became a matter of local 
controversy through the newspapers; men ran for office on the platform 
of reimbursing or not reimbursing these men who raised the money. 
Yet for the first time the name of the attorney is disclosed during the 
committee’s investigation. Itistrue that Mr. Goldbach says that some 
time after the transaction was over he saw a letter in which the name 
of an attorney was given, and it was a short name, but he does not re- 
member what it was. But it is a little singular that when this matter 
became one of public controversy some explanation was not made to the 
people. Further than this, when this money was reimbursed by the 
city council and the bill was presented it was for expenses incurred in 
procuring the appropriation, but neither the name of Hill nor the name 
of any other attorney is mentioned, nor is the receipt of any attorney 
filed in connection with the matter. Nor did the bill mention an at- 
torney’s fee at all—— 

Mr. BYNUM. Will my colleague permit a question? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiána. Not now. 

Mr. BYNUM. My colleague asked to be shown where in the record 
this name is mentioned. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes; I know what the record is. 

Mr. BYNUM. If the gentleman will yield, I can point out where 
the name is mentioned. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. You will have an upportunity. 

Mr. ROBERTSON (holding up a copy of the evidence). Here, it is 
right here. ° 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Read it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. You can read it yourself, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not know what the gentleman re- 
fers to. Thereis in this case an intimation from some witness, perhaps 
more than one, that in some conversation in the city of Jeffersonville a 
name was mentioned; but I say if it was mentioned it was kept in the 
breasts of these men, and the public who were concerned in the matter 
were never informed in reference to it. After this thing had gone 
through the newspapers the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors [Mr. WILLIS] noticed the controversy and informed Mr. John 
M. Glass thatif the citizens of Jeffersonville or its council had paid any 
money for this purpose they had been ‘‘ taken in” by some Washing- 
ton ‘‘ shark,” as there was no necessity for the payment of the money 
or any part of it. 

But I must pass on. It is admitted that this money was paid, that 
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it was received by Mr. Warder. It was received either that he might 
thereby influence legislation or that he might procure somebody else 
to do it. Now the inquiry comes, what became of it? 

That is the questiov. Let us discuss it fairly. What became of it? 
Says my distinguished friend from Kentucky [Mr. WADSWORTH], he 
employed an attorney. Who? Let us talk about it as sensible’ men. 
Suppose you, or some of you, become trustees of your neighbors to use 
$1,250 in the employment of an attorney, do you not want to know 
who the attorney is, to know something of his standing in the profes- 
sion; to know something about his character asa man? Do you not 
want to be introduced to him by somebody, not want to know him? 
No, it is not insisted on here that Warder knew of Hill’s standing, but 
it is admitted he was never introduced as an attorney or anything else. 
But Warder finds a man wandering about these corridors and picks up 
a little passing acquaintance with him. He discovers in conversation 
with him that he ‘‘ knew more about levees than any man he ever 
struck.” And one day afterward, in conversation with Hill, he told 
him he had a levee matter on hand, and wanted to know how to pro- 
ceed. I give the substance of his testimony and the testimony of Hill. 
“Iam a man of business,” said Hill, “and generally get something for 
my service. Give me $250 down, and I will begin to talk to you.” 
The inquiry was: Where is your office, and when will you be there? 
Without another word the bargain was made. The same evening, or 
the evening of the next day, he goes to Hill’s office and shells ont $250, 
and agrees he will pay him a thousand more when the bill becomes a 
law. Up to this time he does not ask any one about Hill. Up to this 
time he has not made inquiry of anybody about Hill. Up to this time 
he has conferred with no one about Hill’s employment. He did not 
ask Mr. Stealey about him, as has been asserted. Mr. Stealey asked 
Warder, when he was informed Hill had been employed: What do you 
know about this man? Is hea good man? He said: ‘I do not know 
anything about him. I casually met him here, and he seems to know 
all about levees.” That was after Hill was employed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON rose. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, Now, would you, my friend, would any 
of the gentlemen here employ a man and pay him $250 down and promise 
him a thousand dollars more in addition without knowing anything at 
all about him ? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. And would you convict a man merely on sus- 


picion? 

be i BROWNE, of Indiana. I will talk to you about that after a 
while. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. And that is what you do when you vote to con- 
vict him, for there is not one line of proof in this record to show he is 
guilty of anything. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. My friend is—— 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Notatall. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If I could only apply a sedative tomy 
friend and qiiet him he would not talk so much. 

“Mr. ROBERTSON. I can talk. There is the gentleman’s misfort- 
une, Ihave the facts and I can show that there is not a particle of 
proof against him. [Laughter. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I protest against these interruptions. 

Now, sir, having employed a mar nobody told him anything about, 
a man to whom he was never introduced, a man nobody ever knew, he 
pet him an enormous fee todo what? Iask again, todo what? What 

uties were enjoined upon him? Who was to confer with him? With 
whom was Hill to work, andhow? Did he ever for a moment go before 
the committee having this appropriation in charge? Oh, no. Did he 
ever see any member of Congress? No. Did he make any argument 
or prepare any brief? But he conferred with Warder. What did he 
tell Warder? If you want to get this appropriation you must abandon 
the idea of getting it for protecting Jeffersonville or for the improve- 
ment of the river; you must get it for the protection of the Govern- 
ment property in Jeffersonville. It was, they say, on that advice they 
proceeded and subsequently obtained the appropriation. ? 

Was this advice mee ven or acted on? No. 

Let me say a word about that. In the first place, before I pass, it 
is admitted that that advice is all Hill did that was of any consequence, 
This lawyer who received $1,250 never spoke to any member of the 
committee. Thatistrue. And it is true this money was not used to 
influence any member or any committee, corruptly or otherwise, be- 
cause the emphatic proof is that Hill never spoke to any member or to 
any committre. He did not speak to any member of the House or of 
the Senate. Oh, yes, he earned this money very easily. But did the 
measure begin or proceed on his suggestion ? 

Now, I want to put down dates, and I do not want to be confused. 
Hill was tes on the 13th of May. Mind you it must have been 
subsequent to the 13th of May he gave this important counsel to aban- 
don the idea of Securing the levee to protect Jeffersonville, but to pro- 
ceed on the theory that it was to protect the property of the Govern- 
ment there. 

Bear distinctly in mind now he was employed on the 13th day of May, 
and, mind you, it was subsequent to the 13th day of May he gave this 


important counsel. Bear in mind that fact. Now, before h1 
there was a meeting of Senator HARRISON, Senator VOORHEES, Mr. 


WILLIS, the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
Mr. Stockslager, who represented that district, and these gentlemen 
there agreed upon this plan of procenio, and they had never heard 
of Hill and had never heard of his employment. This was ten weeks 
before Hill’s pretended employment. 

My colleague, Judge HOLMAN, the record says, was present, and at 
this meeting, I repeat, held before the 1st of March, it was agreed that 
if this appropriation were proper at all it must be made and presented 
upon the assumption that it was n to protect the Government 
property in Jeffersonville. On the 1st of March Senator HARRISON 
introduced a resolution into the Senate asking the Secretary of War 
for information on this subject; and on the 19th day of April the engi- 
neer reported, and on the 12th day of May the Secretary of War re- 
ported—all in favor of the project, and all before Hill had been em- 
ployed and got his $1,250 for doing nothing. Mr. § , the 
gentleman who was not to be communicated with at all in this matter, 
had, on the 14th day of April, introduced a bill into this House pro- 
posing to secure this appropriation upon that express ground. 

Ah! gentleman, look at it now. Here is a man employed by War- 
der that he did not know, that he had had no introduction to, that he 
had never heard of, who had been recommended by nobody, who was 
not a lawyer at allin any sense of the word, but he employs this 
man and pays him $1,250 and requires him to do nothing. e did not 
communicate Hill’s employment, and only pretends now the lawyer had 
given him this counsel. All this had been anticipated, and long before 
had been anticipated and was a matter of record. Now let us come to 
the close of it. Unfortunately, in this case, the man who secured and 
accepted the money, the man who appears and swears that he received 
the money, the man who puts the $1,250 in his pocket without render- 
ing any service, is, by all, conceded to be a most disreputable man, 
wholly unworthy of credit. Is itsurprising that the committee discred- 
ited this story ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina has thirty-two 
minutes of his time remaining and the gentleman from Indiana has 
twenty-seven minutes. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. 
league [ Mr. Howanrp). 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I regret exceedingly that so impor- 
tant a matter as this, a question of investigation that has taken one 
month to get through with, and comprising one hundred and twenty- 
five pages of evidence—that it should be crowded into the short space of 
four hours’ debate on this floor. I think that this House by limiting 
the time to so short a period has done a great injustice to the defendant 
as the party arraigned before its bar. 

There is more in this case than dollars and cents, Mr. Speaker. There 
is involved in it the integrity and honor of a citizen; and every member 
of this House has to pass in judgment upon that citizen. They are 
called upon not-to recall the judgment of the committee; that is not the 
question; but each must be responsible for the verdict he gives to-day. 
He can not shirk the responsibility. This rests upon each and every 
man, and each and every man must bear it. It is a question that we 
can not weigh in comparison with money. It is more far-reaching in 
its consequences than that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the time is so limited that I scarcely know how 
to take hold of the case in order to discuss it properly; but there seems 
to be two prominent points to which I ask attention, and which the 
advocates of the report of the committee make in this case: One isthat 
the attorney employed was a reputans man; another prominent 
point is that they went and employed an attorney and ignored the Rep- 
resentative of the people from that district, Mr. Stockslager, and these 
two points, together with another point—that the parties upon the wit- 
ness-stand, Hill and Warder, did not in their manner of testifying suit 
the members of the committee—are all they rest upon. Noneof them 
appear to be worried about the evidence or the facts submitted; they do - 
not pretend that the evidence sustains the verdict they rendered; no- 
where do they dare say that the man could be found guilty on the 
strength of the evidence adduced against him, nor would it be sustained 
by any court in this country. But upon what principle do they find 
him guilty? Do you find him guilty because the man he employed was 
not the man that he ought to have employed? If you heldevery man 
responsible for the character of the lawyer he employsI ask how it 
would fare with many litigants in this country? What would be the 
end of it? Itis not the first time that true and good men have been 
deceived by the*men they employed as attorneys. But it does not ap- 
pear that Mr. Warder was the only man who employed this attorney, 
for it is shown that greater and wiser men than Warder have been de- 
ceived in the employment of this same man. 

We find him employed in the Potter committee by the gentlemen 
who are here. We find him employed in various important cases. 
And although the services might not have been exactly in accordance 
with what men may regard as reputable, you should not be asked be- 
cause of this to condemn this man Warder as a felon, as a criminal, 
and send him out of this House in disgrace upon mere inference. I 
submit that inferences are always in favor of innocence and not of guilt, 

But gentlemen of the committee say we are not bound by the ordi- 


I yield ten minutes of my time to my col- 
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nary rules of evidence that govern the courts of justice. Why should 
not the ordinary rules of ence prevail in this House? When Con- 
gress with all its power occupies one end of the scale and a humble 
individual is in the other, because Congress has unlimited power we 
should for that very reason be very circumspect and examine every 
point with eare. I again ask why it is the ordinary rules of evidence 
should not govern in a case like this? Is it zotas important as a ques- 
tion of dollars and cents? A man’s honor and integrity are as impor- 
tant to him asbis lifeitself—nay, more so. Thesamerules that prevent 
him from being incarcerated in a penitentiary should be applied when 
his honor is at stake. 

Now, let us apply these rules, and where does the case stand? The 
committee ask us to judge the law and the evidence. They bring 
prominently before the House the attitude of Mr. Stockslager. For 
one solid month Mr, Stockslager was in my Congressional district. He 
came four times and spent one month there. My people were against 
him; I was against him. Mr. Warder and Mr. Stealey were against 
him. On the 1st May he was in Indiana at the convention that nomi- 
nated me. And when these parties came here, knowing my town was 
against him, knowing that the appropriation was to be in favor of my 
town, my advice was to- keep away from Mr. Stockslager. His posi- 
tion was such that no prudent man would trust him in that transac- 
tion. Why? we were all against him. All the town was 
2 EE him. Those that were seeking the appropriation were against 
him. And I say no prudent man would commit his case to that kind 
of a man under such circumstances. I advised them not to do so. 
Mr. Stockslager, as I am informed, did not even know that that appro- 
priation was before a committee of conference. And it was for the rea- 
son that he might be friendly to it, yet he might on the other hand 
stab it if he had a mind to; and no prudent man would have com- 
mitted the charge of the matter to him under such circumstances. 

And yet this committee have used that as a circumstance to bolster 
up their report. I do not say Mr. Stockslager would not have acted 
honestly. I say, while he might have supported the appropriation, it 
was dangerous to have him interfere with it, and no prudent man who 
understands business transactions and human nature as we do would 
trust such a man under the circumstances. And for that reason we 
felt we were without any assistance in Congress from the Representa- 
tive of that district. 7 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. COX. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. BLAN In the outset of my remarks I desire to state 
that I take no part in the criticism which in the course of this debate 
has been passed upon two of the gentlemen who represented the de- 
fendant in this investigation as counsel. I refer to charge that by 
one of those gentlemen the name of.ex-Senator McDonald was improp- 
erly signed to the brief. It from the record which I hold in 
my hand that Mr. McDonald did appear before the committee in the 
capacity, as was thought, of counsel for Warder and Stealey, and, being 
absent when the brief was prepared, I do not think it was improper or 
unprofessional for one of his colleagues to sign his name along with 
theirs to the brief which was prepared on behalf of the accused. 

With this statement I will proceed to present the case from the stand- 
point of the committee. 

Mr. Speaker, to me it is somewhat singular that so much opposition 
to this report should have been developed upon this floor considering 
the fact that your committee, composed of a majority of Democrats 
and a minority of Republicans, investigating this case-for weeks and 
devoting to it a great deal of care and attention, and after the investi- 
gation had ceased going into executive session and discussing it among 
themselves at length, came to the unanimous conclusion that the ver- 
EEE atona GOUD TE E ee ee ae ee ee 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. ill the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I can not yield. “A majority of the committee 
making this investigation were and are the political friends of Mr. 
Warder; and I speak for the whole committee, I believe, when I say 
that in conducting the investigation every man of us felt it as much 
our duty to acquit him if the facts warranted it, as we did to convict 
him if the facts justified that verdict. 

Now I say, considering these facts, with no animosity on the part of 
any man on the committee toward either of the accused, it is some- 
what remarkable that when a unanimous report of the committee in a 
case like this is presented to the House it should encounter so much 
hostility. It shows that much of importunity of mémbers has been 
indulged in on the part of the accused or his friends since this report 
was first submitted. 

The facts of this case, Mr. Speaker, ‘are simply these: The city of 
Jeffersonville was subject to inundation. Twice within recent years 
had the floods swept over it causing much damage to property. It was 
quite natural those people should desire protection against overflows, 
and believing they were not themselves able to build the necessary 
levees for that protection they sought it here through their Senators 
and Representatives. 

There were at the other end of this vg pte two gentlemen represent- 
ing the State of Indiana in the Senate, and the testimony before the com- 


mittee (both those gentlemen were on the stand) showed that they were 
wide awake to the situation and giving heed to the cry that came up 
from the people of Jeffersonville for relief. The Representative from 
Jeffersonville on this floor, Mr. Stockslager, was also alive to the situ- 
ation. More than five weeks before the time when this Hill is said to 
have been employed Mr. S introduced a bill which embsdied 
the proposition that Jeffersonville should seek this appropriation, not 
upon the ground of protecting the town, but upon the ground of pro- 
tecting the Government property there. Yet the making of this sug- 
gestion by Hillis paraded here as part of the service which itis claimed 
he rendered to Mr. Warder. | 

‘Two committees came on here from Jeffersonville for the purpose of 
urging the appropriation. They saw not only their member in the 
House but the Senators from their State, and the matter was being 
worked tip, especially in the Senate, where Senator HARRISON intro- 
duced a resolution, which went to the War Department, asking for es- 
timates of what it would cost to build the proposed levec. Now under 
all these circumstances, with a Representative here looking after the in- 
terests of the town, with two Senators at the other end of the Capitol 
alive to its necessities, we find Mr. Warder, one of the accused, writing 
a letter to a gentleman in Jeffersonville, a member of the city council, 
telling him that in his (Warder’s) opinion it is necessary to use money 
here for the purpose of securing this legislation, and at the same time 
stating that he had employed an attorney, had given him a retainer of 
$250, and had promised him a thousand dollars more after the bill 
should have become a law. ‘ 

‘There had been no resolution of the city council of Jeffersonville in 
relation to the employment of an attorney before that time, and in point 
of fact there never was any such action. In June, 1885, nearly a year 
after the bill had become a Jaw, and not until then, did the city council 
take any action whatever in relation to the matter, and that was simply 
to authorize the payment of $1,329, which was the $1,250 said to have 
been paid to Hill, with the addition of interest. It seems from the 
testimony that one person, a Mr. Goldbach, came on here and author- 
ized Mr. Warder to employ counsel. It does not appear that his col- 
leagues on the committee concurred in that action, or that the city 
council of Jeffersonville had requested or authorized it. It is true that 
an informal meeting of the council was called after Warder had in- 
formed one of them of the employment of a party here, but it was so 
informal that the mayor did not preside and no record of it was kept 
by the clerk of the council. The gentlemen composing the city coun- 
cil simpy met and talked the matter over among themselves. 

Mr. Warder’s letter to one of them, Mr. Shuler, was read, and they 
agreed that the money should be sent on, and that the gentlemen who 
composed the council would, if it became necessary, vote at the proper 


time to pay it. But, as I have said, there was no meeting of the city’ 


council. This meeting was not called inany regular way, and thereis 

no pretense that it was a meeting of the council. Si 

neam merely a meeting of certain gentlemen upon their own responsi- 
ility. x 

After the committees from Jeffersonville had come here, after the 
employment or alleged employment of Hill, after the bill had become 
a law (it became a law on the 3d or 4th of July, 1884), on the 15th of 
the same month, one of these committees reported to the city council 
that they had secured an appropriation of $50,000 for the Jefferson- 
ville levee without cost to the city save the expense of one of the com- 
mittees, some $300. That report was made, I say, on the 15th of July, 
after Mr. Hill had been paid this $1,000, and after the bill had become 
alaw. From that time, July 15, 1884, to June, 1885, no action was 
taken hy the city council of Jeffersonville with reference to this mat- 
ter. On June 9, 1885, nearly one year after the $1,000 was paid Hill, 
the council allowed an account reading about as follows: ‘‘ ‘To expense 
relating to Jeffersonville levec, $1,329;’’ being the præ cipal and inter- 
est of the amounts all to have been paid Hill. So that while the 
oy council of Jeffersonville never authorized this expenditute, they 
did ratify it by paying the money a year afterward. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there was no necessity whatever for the employ- 
ment of counsel. Senator VooRHEES and Senator HARRISON both tes- 
tify to that. They did not even know of the employment of counsel. 
Mr. Stockslager, then a member of the House from the Jeffersonville 
district, did not know of the employment of counsel. If this counsel 
was employed, what did he do? Weare asked to believe that Mr. 
Hill, a person whose record is shown to be disreputable, was employed 
and paid $1,250 simply for giving advice, to whom? Not to any com- 
mittee of the citizens of Jeffersonville, not to any committee of either 
House of Congress, not for writing any brief or making any argument, 
but for giving advice to Mr. Warder himself, which could not have oc- 
cupied him at the outside more than twenty minutes or half an hour. 

Mr. HENLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ican not now. I have not the time: 

Mr. HENLEY. It is veryimportant. It may determine my vote. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. Speaker, we are asked to believe all this 
and to be governed in our action on this case by the consideration that 
“Mr. Warder was a citizen of Jeffersonville and therefore had an interest 
in securing an appropriation for this levee. 

It is true that Mr. Warder was a citizen of Jeffersonville; but, sir, I 
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hold and announce here asa deep-seated conviction on my part that an 
officer of a legislative body like this, no matter whether he comes from 
the city interested in the proposed legislation or not, is guilty of official 
misconduct if he receives or acts as disbursing agent for money to be 
used in influencing legislation before the body of which he is an official. 
I say this House can not do otherwise than stand upon that doctrine. 
It will not do to try to shield or excuse Mr. Warder upon the fact that 
he was a citizen of Jeffersonville. He was an officer of this House. His 
first duty was in that capacity. As an official he should stand aloof 
from all considerations of money; he should not act as where 
money is to be disbursed to influence legislation before the body of 
which he is an officer. Icare not whether this money was so used or 
not. That does not influence my judgment in this case. I find—and 
it can not be disputed—that Mr. Warder received $1,250. For what? 
He received it, if we put the most charitable construction upon the case, 
as disbursing agent of a fund raised for the purpose of influencing leg- 
islation before this House. I say that is enough for me; I do not need 
to go any further. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. 
from Kansas [ Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr, Speaker, thisisan information against Mr. Warder 
charging him with having exacted, collected, and accepted from some 
person or persons in Jeffersonville, Ind., a certain sum of money with 
which to influence the official action of Members or Senators. The evi- 
dence has been presented to us by the committee. I have, afteracare- 
ful examination of the evidence, made a dozen findings of fact; and I 
think those findings of fact completely coverthe case. The firstis that 
in 1883 Jeffersonville had a flood which destroyed considerable property. 
Second, that the people of that city determined to apply to Congress 
for an appropriation. Third, that Mr. Warder came to Washington in 
January, 1884, and that he had never been in W: n city prior to 
that time. Fourth, that at the request of citizens of Jeffersonville he 
agreed to look after the interests of Jeffersonville here in Washington 
inconnection with that appropriation and in connection with theaffairs 
of this House. Fifth, that in May, 1884, he employed one E. N. Hill 
as an attorney to take care of and look after the interests of Jefferson- 
ville. Sixth, that he agreed to pay Hill $1,250—$250 as a retainer, 
$1,000 as a contingent fee—and that he borrowed $250 and paid to Hill 
that re fee. Seventh, that Hill made no appearance before the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and did nothing in the case except 
to make suggestions to Mr. Warder. Eighth, that Hill was an attorney 
somewhat disreputable, but had received fees for acting as attorney 
in certain cases. Ninth, that the $50,000 appropriation was secured. 
Tenth, that the citizens of Jeffersonville had raised the $1,250 and placed 
it in bank subject to an order. Eleventh, that the $1,000 remaining 
was paid upon order of Mr. Warder. And twelfth, that the $1,000 was 
paid to Mr. Hill. 

This covers the entire evidence in the case. If the evidence from 
which these findings of fact were drawn be true, then Mr. Warder can 
in no case be guilty. For, sir, this is in the nature of criminal prose- 
cution. Mr. Warder is on trial before this House. While the resolu- 
tion only provides he shall be dismissed the service of the House, yet 
the natural implication of the adoption of such a resolution is he was 
guilty of a violation of the law. 

Why do they say he should be dismissed? Not because any of these 
findings of fact are true, but because they are suspicious some of the 
evidence supporting these findings of fact is false. And why false? 
Because, in the first place, of the bad character of the man he employed. 
That has been adverted to, and I will not take up time of the com- 
mittee by arguing it farther. 

Secondly. Because the name of the attorney was not mentioned to 
the people of Jeffersonville. Was it necessary? Was thereany reason 
why he should state to the people of Jeffersonville the name of the at- 
torney he employed? But even suppose he kept a secret, was it evi- 
dence of guilt on his part? No one will come to any such conclusion. 

Third. Hill did nothing. It is alleged Warder never paid the money 
to Hill because Hill did nothing, and yet it isshown Warder had never 
been in Washington before he came here to take this position, that be- 
fore that time he had no experience here. Now, how many members 
come here with the idea that a powerful lobby surrounds this House, 
and that it is necessary, in order to obtain legislation here, to secure the 
services of lobbyists? 

But is there anything wrong about the employment of attorneys? 
Have they not appeared before every committee of Congress? We 
have had before the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, of 
which I am a member, at this session such distingui attorneys of 
this city as Judge Shellabarger, men of the very highest character. Do 
you think they appeared before the committees of this House and 
argued questions affecting the legislation of Congress without receiving 
fees for their services? During the last Congress I was on the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and during the pendency of the interstate-com- 
merce discussion attorney after attorney appeared before that commit- 
tee in the interest of the railroads, and attorneys, although very few in 
number, I am sorry to say, appeared there in the interest of the pub- 
lic. They appeared before that committee and argued in favor of the 


I yield seven minutes to the gentleman 


propositions involved in the interstate-commerce bill. Now, were the 
members of the House, who requested these attorneys to come here 
and present these matters to the Committee on Commerce, guilty of 
any crime? Were they guilty of any impropriety ? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, in the last House my seat was contested and I em- 

loyed an attorney to go before the Committee on Elections and speak 
br me, although I regarded the contest as a frivolous one. Am I tobe 
accused of improper conduct because I employed an attorney to go be- 
fore the Committee on Elections to plead my case? Then shall we 
Mr. Warder with crime for doing what I did and what other 
of the House have done? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
. Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I yield for five minutes to my colleague. 

Mr. LOWRY. Mr. Speaker, the high regard I personally entertain 
for the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Civil ice Re- 
form and for the members of the committee known to me when they 
made this report created a serious apprehension in my mind as to 
whether or not a citizen of Indiana was not doomed to have adminis- 
tered to him the discipline of this House. I felt much concerned in 
reference to the matter, and it was not until I received an appeal from 
that citizen, addressed, as appears, to each member of the House, simply 
to read the testimony in his case, indicating that degree of confidence in 
his innocence and a sense of exemption from reprehension in reference 
to this matter, that I felt there was a hope the position of the committee 
could not be sustained. I naturally considered how it could happen a 
committee of this character should come to this conclusion without 
there being sufficient evidence tosustainit. I could not but reflect how 
natural, when our honor is at stake—for such is not only the case with 
this body in the aggregate but with each member of this House—when 
a charge is made against one of its own servants, we should not only 
feel sensitive, but we should be particularly guarded. We should not 
fail to administer the discipline called for when there is any infraction 
of the rules of the House, 

But, sir, at the same time I recall the fact that when such interests are 
involved we are not in a condition to judge with entire impartiality on 
any such question; and I am apprehensive that while this committee has 
been duly sensitive of the honor of the House and of its members while 
deliberating upon the testimony before them, they have been too hasty. 
I would feel apprehensive, sir, in view of the character of this report and 
the unanimity with which the committee agree with reference to it, of 
the result here, were we not admonished by circumstances. which have 
transpired in the past that it is well to consider carefully the facts of 
the case and the testimony before we come to a conclusion or act under 
the impulse of the moment. Sir, we remember that in this very city 
a distinguished soldier was tried, adjudged guilty, and sentenced to be 
dismissed in disgrace from the Army; and for a couple of decades the 
heart of this soldier has been agonized in co: uence of that disgrace, 
untilat length the House and the Senate of the United States have de- 
termined that he was wrongfully adjudged to be guilty of the offense 
charged against him. We remember the case of the execution of Mrs. 
Surratt, when, in obedience to a morbid sentiment on the. part of the 
people, our humanity was shocked by the sacrifice upon the gallows of 
the life of that unfortunate woman; and who is there now within the 
sound of my voice, if he had the power, would not recall that unforta- 
nate execution ? 

In this case, sir, the chairman of the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service has stated to us that it was a rule of evidence that the 
manner of a witness when on the stand and his conduct under exami- 
nation should be considered in determining his credibility. 

We are told by this report that the witnesses in this case did not 
commend themselves favorably to the committee because of the man- 
ner of their testimony, and hence this report. What is the result? 
Why, they report against the accused. This is not sufficient evidence 
to sustain their finding. The charge is that money was procured for 
the purpose of corruptly influencing legislation’ here. t charge 
is not proved. 

Now let us examine that point. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. I now give five minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN]. 

Mr. LOWRY. Thope my colleague will give me half athinute longer. 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, I regret that I have not the time at my 


mı 


disposal. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, since my presence in this House I have 
scarcely ever known an appropriation for local p: that some one 
did not appear before some committee of some kind who was authorized 
and empowered to aid if possible in procuring its passage. It is a mat- 
ter of every-day occurrence. 

Now, sir, there is no evidence that any part of this money was offered 
to any member of that committee or to any member of this House; 
and if there was money expended for an attorney why the settlement 
is between the gentlemen who received it and the people who placed it 
in his hands. have never in all my life been in favor of persecuting 


any man without just cause. I do not know the man who is accused 
here; nor do I know anything of the man who is said to have been em- 
ployed; nor do I shrink from my duty because the slime of the serpent 
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sought to be interwoven against the man now accused before the 
ouse. 

At ihe request of my friend from Indiana I have examined the testi- 
mony in this case as well as the briefs of the lawyers, and my mind 
was carried back io a period of my life when I practiced in criminal 
courts; and I now allege in the presence of this House that this man 
could not be convicted before any jury of any criminal court of this 
country properly organized upon such testimony. ‘True, they paid the 
money out there; and if gentlemen in this House can remember any 
instance in which they were authorized to procure an iation for 
a court-house or a custom-house or a public building or a levee to pro- 
tect commerce or to clear out a river when there were not employed 
men here to advocate its passage and properly go before the commit- 
tees, they can recall more than Ido, This man seems to have got the 
money for a similar purpose. He did not retain one cent of it. He 
was here in the employment of the House, and they sent the money to 
him to disburseit. They say the Representative from that district was 
not spoken to or the Senators in the Chamber at the other end of the 
Capitol. Why should they’be spoken to? The people of that town 
desired a protection to their commerce and trade, and this man, being 
here, was intrusted with the disbursement of their funds. He fell into 
the hands of the lobbyists in Washington and gave them the money, 
every cent of it, and not one cent is chargeable tohim. I do not know 
him now. I never saw him. 

They say he was a gallant soldier, and other things being equal I am 
always for the soldier. [Applause.] He is shown to be a man repu- 
table in the community where he lives—mayor of the city, chargeable 
with high responsibilities to his neighbors. He is not accused of ever 
having violated the trusts in him at any time. Heis here be- 
fore this august tribunal which has resolved itself into a court of quar- 
ter sessions, and the committee which makes the report is the grand 
jury of the court of quarter sessions, That report is before the House 
as an indictment. We are the jury sitting upon the reputation and 
the future and the happiness of a fellow-man and of his family. We 
are to decide on the testimony before us that notone cent of that money 
can be traced to his pocket; and if the money was not properly appro- 
priated he has to contend with the people who sent it to him, as he 
was here, if he gave it to the wrong man. ‘That is a question between 
them. Who has not been so deceived? If the $1,250 received by him 
would debauch this House, then, Mr. Speaker, we are very cheap. 
[Laughter and applause. } . 

[Here the hammer fell. ] i 

The SPEAKER. The time of thegentleman from Pennsylvania has 
expired. 

Mr. CURTIN. What, strike me again? [Applause and laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. I yield now the remainder of the time to the gentleman 
from Maryland [ Mr. FINDLAY]. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I desire to say in the outset that I have no feelin; 
whatever in this case; that this Mr. Warder is a stranger to me, an 
that until after the investigation had closed I did not even know him 
by sight. Itso happened that my duties called me elsewhere, and I 
never attended a single session of the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service while this investigation was in progress. 

I have done, therefore, what Mr. Warder requests members of this 
House to do in his circular, and that is, to take up the testimony, to 
take up the record, and come to a dispassionate conclusion upon the 
record. And the opinion I have formed in this case is founded upon 
the record and the facts disclosed in the record and has nothing to do 
with the demeanor or the manner of the witnesses while they were 
upon the stand. I wish I could have reached another conclusion than 
that which was reached unanimously by the committee. I would much 
rather have found this man guiltless than have found him guilty; not 
only for his own sake, but for the sake of the family for whom he a 

; for the sake of the innocent who, by the inexplicable laws of the 
Almighty, seem in this wondrous economy of ours to be mixed up with 
the guilty without any fault of theirown. But I feel I would have 
been untrue to myself, untrue to my country, and untrue to this House 
if I did not pronounce Mr. Warder guilty upon the record as it stands. 

What is the charge against him? The charge is that he received or 
accepted money under pretense of influencing the legislation of this 


body. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Will you please point to the place in the testi- 
mony which shows that? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Ido not wish to he interrupted. The charge is 
that he accepted money under the pretense of influencing legislation. 
That was the matter which was submitted to us forinquiry. That was 
the matter which we were instructed to investigate, and it is upon that 
matter that we have reported. And we have said that we find him 
guilty of accepting yet nae the pretense of influencing legislation. 
Did he or did he not? tdid he get the money for? What was 
the money sent for? Is it not a concessum in this case from the begin- 
ning to the end that the money was sent here for e ac ae of pro- 
curing an appropriation for the benefit of the city of Jeffersonville? If 
it was sent here for that purpose, it was sent here for the purpose of in- 
fluencing legislation. I do not care how, or through what medium, or 


by what means, it was sent here under that pretense. 


Now, sir, that would have been sufficient in my judgment to author- 
ize his expulsion from this House if it had stood alone. But in addi- 
tion to that we go a step further, and we say he got that money under 
a false pretense. Why false? It was sent here for the purpose of pro- 
curing legislation upon the assumption that it was necessary to procure 
the legislation. Wasitnecessary? No,sir. Itisaconcessum through- 
out this whole case that the appropriation would have been made 
whether the money was sent or not. It is a fact proven in this case 
from the begi to the end of it that that appropriation was already 
in the bill in the form of an amendment in the Senate, with every pros- 
pect and probability of going through the House before the money was 
sent. 


What is the case then? The case so far is that he got the money 
under-the pretense of influencing legislation. Secondly, he got the 
money under a false pretense, pretending that he had infiuenced legis- 
lation by the use of that money when in point of fact he had not. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I deny every word of that. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I do not yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. FINDLAY. We have got that far. We have traced the money 
in his hands for an illegal p , OF a purpose, as was well said by 
the gentleman from Virginia, that if this had been an action in court, 
if this had been a suit at law for the recovery of this money it could 
tie police been recovered, because the contract was void as against pub- 

ic policy. i 

Just let me read a brief extract from a decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in Marshall vs, Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany, 16 Howard: 

A contract is void as against public policy, and can have no standing in court 
by which one party stipulates to employ a number of secret agents in order to 
obtain the passage of a particular law, and the other party promises to pay a 
large sum of money in case the law should pass, 

Was not the agent secret here? Whowastheagent? This Mr. Hill. 
Who knew of Mr. Hill’s employment? While this appropriation was 
in the different stages of its did he appear before any commit- 
tee? No, sir. Did he file any brief? No, sir. Did he make any ar- 
gument toanybody? No, sir. He was unknown in the transaction. 
This employment was of a nature which comes directly within the terms 
of that decision. 

He was employed as a secret agent for the purpose of influencing the 
legislation upon this floor; and upon that the Supreme Court of the 
United States has set the seal, the emphatic seal, of its disapproval. 

We have traced this money into his hands for an illegal purpose. 

Mr. HENLEY. Does the gentleman decline to yield? 

Mr. FINDLAY. I prefer not to yield. 

Mr. HENLEY. I would like to know where the element of secrecy 
is in this case. 

Mr. FINDLAY. IfI hadthetimeto take up this testimony, running 
through this record of one hundred and twenty-six pages, and to dis- 
sect it and analyze it as I have done in the quiet of my room, I think 
I could demonstrate to the gentleman where the secrecy is. ButI have 
not the time. I must simply seize such salient points as I can and pass 
on without discussing matters of detail. 

We have traced this money into his hands for an unlawful purpose. 
Who is to explain how he gotrid of themoney? Isit for us to account 
for how he got rid of it? Are we to come in and show what disposition 
he made of it, whether it was lawful or unlawful? No, sir. The onus 
is upon him. He must explain what he did with it. ` 

Now what is his explanation? He says that making a casual ac- 
quaintance, as one dog makes the acquaintance of another dog, of this 
Hill on the floor of the House, having no introduction to him whatever, 
never having seen him before, knowing nothing under heaven about 
him, he meets him and they get to talking—about what? About levees. 
And it seems that Mr. Hill was particularly posted in levees, because 
he had been raised behind a levee. He gives that as a reason for it; 
and there is also evidence in the case to show that has been his business 
in life, levying on one thing or another ever since he was born. Making 
his acquaintance in that casual kind of way what does he do? He 
says, ‘'I will give you $250 asa retainer in this case, and then you shall 
receive a thousand more contingent on the success of the appropria- 
tion,” and the $250 is paid; and then, on Sunday, the 6thday of July, 
a telegraphic order is sent on here from Jeffersonville, and that $1,000 
in the original package as taken from the bank Warder says he went 
into the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms and there handed over to Mr. 
Hill—every dollar of that money—which Hill himself says he did not 
count, and he did not know whether there was $1,000 in it or not. 
But he said Hill accepted it for $1,000. 

And these gentlemen, having such reverence for the law, minutely 
careful that it should not be infracted in any particular, did not draw 
the receipt and date it as of Sunday, which was the 6th of July, but 
with a vigilance and careful respect for the law which does them credit 
they date the so-called receipt on Monday, the 7th of July. 

How did that money get here? It got here ona dispatch from Warder 
to persons in Jeffersonville to send on the money at once; that he did 
not wish to be detained here; that the appropriation had been passed; 
that he would see to it that the money was not paid to the lawyer 
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(whose name had not been disclosed); he would see to it that the 

money was not paid to this undisclosed and unnamed as well as brief- 

less attorney until the President had signed the bill. Mr. Warder is 

in a hurry to get the money here; and it comes on here in this way; 

and then, according to his statement, he pays it over in the original 
ckage, without counting it, to this man Hill. 

Hill admits that he did nothing. Warder says that Hill did nothing 
except to give him a piece of advice; and what was that advice? It 
was a fraud in itself. ‘‘Do not come in and ask for the appropriation 
upon the real ground, but ask for it undera false pretense; do not come 
in and say you want it for the city of Jeffersonville, but come in and 
say you need it for the protection of the Government property located 
at Jeffersonville.”? 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana, rose. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Wait onemoment. ` On that advice he says he paid 
Mr. Hill. Well, there is not a word of truth in that, for the simple 
reason that Mr. Stockslager had introduced a bill here early in the ses- 
sion based upon the same idea and for the same p Senator HAR- 
RISON, of Indiana, at the other end of the Capitol, was working upon 
the same line; and he says that he acted upon his own suggestion, and 
not upon any hint from Mr. Hill, Mr. Warder, or anybody else. 

Mr. MATSON. cp! I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. FINDLAY. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. MATSON. I only wanted to ask whether you meant to say that 
Senator HARRISON was guilty of ‘‘ false pretenses,” 

Mr. FINDLAY. No, sir. 

Mr. MATSON. You said Warder was guilty of “false pretenses.” 

Mr. FINDLAY.: Idid not say he was nace ep false pretenses. What 
I said was—and _I repeat it—that the appropriation which went through 
this House and the other House did not go through on its merits, did 
not go through as an appropriation for the benefit of the city of Jeffer- 
sonville, but it went through as an appropriation for the purpose of 
protecting the Government property at eftersonville. That is what I 
say, and thatis whatIstandby. I accuse nobody in the other Chamber 
or in this of a false pretense. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The hour fixed by the House for the close of this 
debate has arrived. By order of the House the previous question now 
takes effect. t 

Mr. WARD, of Indiana. Iask leave to withdraw the substitute I 
have offered, and allow the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] to 
offer in its stead one which meets my approval. 

Several MEMBERS. Read it. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the proposition which the 
gentleman from Alabama desires consent to offer as a substitute for the 
resolution proposed by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the conduct of Luther F. Warder, he being at the time an em- 
ployé of the House, in receiving money from the city of Jeffersonville, Ind., to 
employ counsel to influence legislation in Congress, was a impropriety, 
and that this House hereby expresses its emphatic condemnation thereof; but 
the evidence adduced, in the opinion of this House, does not require his expul- 
sion from the office he holds. 

The SPEAKER. Isthereobjection to permitting this substitute to be 
offered in lieu of that heretofore submitted by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. WARD]? The Chair hears none. The question is first 
upon the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] for the resolution reported by the committee. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Let us have the yeas and nays on the substitute. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is not 
this substitute susceptible of division? May not that part of it which 
closes with the statement that the conduct of Mr. Warder was a ‘‘ gross 
impropriety ” be separated from the other part? 

The SPEAKER (after examining the substitute). The Chair thinks 
the resolution offered as a substitute contains two distinct propositions, 
and is divisible. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I call for a division of the question. 

TheSPEAKER. The first question is on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is an amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, before the yote is taken I desire to ask 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] be excused from at- 
tendance to-day on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it wes so ordered. 

WARDER CASE. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on that partof the substitute 
which will now be read. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the conduct of Luther F. Warder, he being at the time an em- 

loyé of the House, in receiving money from the city of Jeffersonville, Ind., to 


nfluence legislation of Congress, was a impropriety, and this House hereby 
expresses its emphatic condemnation thereof. i 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, is thatin lieu of the original reso- 
lution? 


The SPEAKER. This is offered as a substitute for the resolution 
reported by the committee, and the question is upon agreeing to the 
part of the substitute which has just been read. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. If this be adopted, then it does away with the 
resolution reported by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. If it is adopted, then the vote will be on agreeing 
to the resolution as amended; but there will be still another vote to be 
taken upon the remajning part of the substitute, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Gen- 
tlemen all around me desire to know what will be the effect of the adop- 
tion of this portion of the substitute? 

TheSPEAKER. Whether this first part of the substitute be adopted 
or not, a vote must be taken upon the second part of the substitute, and 
if either of them be agreed to by the House, then the question will be 
upon agreeing to the resolution as amended. t 
Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Suppose the first part of the proposition is 
approved by the House, does not that first part thereupon become a sub- 
stitute for the original resolution? Ought not the division of the ques- 
tion to come after the substitution of the substitute for the original prop- 
osition? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it could not be done then. \ 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
If we should adopt the first part of the substitute, and then should de- 
sire to adopt the resolution reported by the Committee as the conclu- 
sion thereof, could that be done? . f 

The SPEAKER. It could not; because then the question would be 
upon agreeing to that resolution as amended by this. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my applica- 
for a division of the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for a division of the question is with- 
drawn. The question then is upon agreeing to the substitute proposed 
by the gentleman from Alabama PMr. OATES] for the resolution reported 
by the committee. : 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the substitute be again read. 

The substitute was again read in full. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the substitute; and there 
were—yeas 136, nays 67, not voting 120; as follows: 


YEAS—136. 
Baker, ai Ketcham, > 
Ballentine, Davidson, R.H.M. King, Sawyer, 
Barbour, Dawson, Kleiner, Sayers, 
Barnes, Dibble, Laffoon, Seney, 

é Dockery, Lanham, * Shaw, 
Bennett, , Dougherty, Lawler, Singleton, 
Bingham, Dowdney, Libbey. Sowden, 
Bland, Ely, Lindsley, Stahinecker, 
Bliss, Foran, Louttit, St. Martin. 
Blount, - Ford, Lowry, Stone, W.J. , Ky. 
Bound, Funston, Mahoney, Symes, 
Brady. Gallinger, Ve Matson, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, C. R. Gay, McCreary, Taulbee, 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gibson, C. H. . Me: $ Taylor, Zach, 
Brown, C. E. Gibson, Eustace Mo 2 ilman, 
Brown, W. W. Green, R.S. Morrill, Townshend, 
Brumm, Hale, Muller, a 
Burnes, Halsell, Neal, Turner, 
Bynum, Hanback, Oates, Van Schaick, 
Cabell, Haynes, O'Donnell, Wade, 
Caldwell, eard, O’Ferrall, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, Felix Hemphill, O'Neill, J.J. Wallace, 
Campbell, J. E. Henderson, J.S. Owen, Ward, J. H. 
Campbell, T. J Menderson, T. J. Peel, Ward, T. B. 
Carleton, Henley, Perry, Warner, William 
Catchings, Hermann, Peters, x 
Clardy, Hewitt, Pettibone, White, A. C, 
Cobb, Hill, Pideock, Wilk 
Compton, Ilires, Pindar, Willis, 
Comstock, Howard, Reid, J, W. Winans, 
Crain, Hutton, Reese, ise, © 
Culberson, Irion, Richardson, Wolford 
Curtin, Johnston, J. T. zes Woodburn, 
Daniel, Jones, J.H. Robertson, Worthington, 

NAY3—67. 

Allen, C. M. Eldredge, La Follette, Randall, 
Allen, J. M. Everhart, æ Fevre, Reagan, 
Beach, uhar, Lehlbach, Rice, 
Blanchard, Findlay, Long, Scranton, 
Boutelle, ‘orney, Lyman, on fence 
Browne, T. M. Fuller, Martin, er, 
Buchanan, Geddes, MeComas, Spooner, 
Buck, Gilfillan, McKinley, Springer, 
Burrows, Glass, McMillin, Stone, E. F. 
Butterworth Gof, McRae, Struble, 
Campbell, J.M. Hammond, Milliken, Thomas, J. R. 
Candler, Hayden, Mitchell, Wait, 
Cannon, Hepburn. Moffatt, Weaver, A. J. 
Cowles, Herbert, Mo n, Weaver, J. B. 
Cox, Holmes, Nelson, Wellborn, 
see, Hopkins, Outhwaite, Wilson, 
Davidson, A.C. Johnston, T. D. Payne, 

NOT VOTING—12. 
Adams, G. E. Bayne, Cole, Dingley, 
Adams, J.J. Belmont, Collins, Dorsey, 
Aiken, Boyle, Conger, Dunham, 
Anderson, C. M, Bragg, Cooper, Dunn, 
Anderson, J. A. Bunnell Croxton, Eden, 
Arnot, Burleigh, Cutcheon, Ellsberry, 
Atkinson, Caswell, Davenport, Ermentront, 
Barksdale, Clements- vis. 
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Felton, Johnson, F, A Osborne, Stewart, Charles 
Kitek; ga J. Parker, ia ft 

ecger, ey, Payson, Ston s Fa MO, 
ne pag ro sie eae 

lover, , 
Green, W.J. Little, Pires Swinburne, 
yao a pee Plumb, 8S =n 
Grout, vering, Price, Taylor, E. 
Guenther, Markham, Ranney, Taylor, Ike H. 
Hall, Maybury, Reed, T. B, Taylor, J.M. 
Harmer, ipie Rockwell, Thomas, O. B. 
Harris, enna, Rogers, Thom 
Hatch, Millard, Romeis, revar mepe A 
Henderson, D.D. Miller, Rowell, Tucker, 
Hiestand, ilis, Sadler, Van Eaton, 

orrow, Scott, Viele, 

Hitt, Murphy, k Wakefield, 
Holman, Neece, Smalls, Warner, A. J. 
Houk, Negley,' Snyder, | eber, 
Huda, Norwood, Spriggs, West, 
Jackson, it Stee! White, Milo 
James, O'Neill, Charles Stephenson, Whiting. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire toannounce that my colleague, Mr. STEWART, 
is confined to his bed by si 


sickness. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylyania. Mr. Speaker, I happened to be out 
in the hall when my name was called, but I would like to record my 
vote. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the gentleman’s re- 
quest under thecircumstances. The gentleman can state how he would 
have voted. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If I had been present, I would 
have voted ay. 

On motion of Mr. RANDALL, the reading of names of members voting 


was with. 
The Wwing-named members were announced as ae until fur- 
ther Baani 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. CUTCHEON. 

. ARNOT with Mr. DAVIS. 

. VIELE with Mr. LAIRD. , 

. COLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

. BOYLE with Mr. GUENTHER. 

. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. REED, of Maine. 

. NEGLEY with Mr. BRAGG, on political questions, 
. CLEMENTS with Mr. HresTAND. 

. EDEN with Mr. MARKHAM. 

. ROGERS with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr, BURLEIGH. 

. FREDERICK with Mr. DUNHAM. 

. Croxton with Mr. DORSEY. 

. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. TUCKER. 

. Minas with Mr. Hiscock. 

. MILLARD with Mr. SPRIGGS. 

. GLOVER with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, and Mr. JACKSON were announced as paired 


until Monday next. 
Mr. Hupp and Mr. BAYNE were announced as paired until J une 7. 
The following were as paired for this day: 


Mr. DinGLey with Mr. DUNN. 

Mr. VAN EATON with Mr. Payson. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr, LITTLE. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. ROCKWELL, 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. HARRIS with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. FELTON. If present, Mr. MCKENNA would 
vote no and Mr. FELTON ay. 

Mr. J. M. TAYLOR with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

Mr. NEECE with Mr. FISHER. 

Mr. Houk with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. WHITE, of ea rig rg with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. ELLSBERRY with Mr. STRAIT. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr, PIRCE. 

Mr. LAIRD, with Mr. OSBORN. If present, Mr. LAIRD would vote 
against the report of the committee, Mr. OSBORN in its favor. 

Mr. BRAGG with Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Braaa@ would vote against 
the report of the committee, Mr. CASWELL for it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. ConGER with Mr. PLUMB. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 

‘The question recurred on the adoption of the resolution as amended. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 43. 

So the resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move private business be cea with for the 
balance of the day. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 44. 
Mr. PETTIBONE. No quorum. 
_ The SPEAKER appointed Mr. PETTIBONE and Mr. HOLMAN as tell- 


èrs. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Ido not further insist on my demand. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 56. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to dispense for to-day with the morning 
hour for the call of committees for reports. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a vote of two-thirds. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 13. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

~ Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 
112) for the relief of the estate of the late James G. Wintersmith, late 
vies ge of the House of Representatives, when the Speaker signed 

e same, . 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. . 


Mr. HOLMAN moved that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House ly resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Tein Mr. BLOUNT 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee takes up for consideration a bill 
(H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the first reading of the bill for infor- 
mation be dispensed with. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to reserve all points of order, so there 
may be no misunderstanding on that matter hereafter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That has already been done, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, before proceeding further with the considera- 
tion of this bill I would like to ascertain whether or not by unani- 
mous consent some arrangement can not be come to by which the time 
to be consumed on both sides in the general debate on this bill may be 
limited? I will suggest it be limited to three or four hours. If agree- 
able to members, say three hours of general debate on this legislative, 
&c., appropriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON, It seems to me we had better allow it to run on 
without limit in the first instance. When we come out of committee 
into the House gentlemen may move to limit the debate. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I suggest, then, the debate be limited to four hours. 

Mr. CANNON. I think you had better let it run for a time, and 
you can tell whenever you wish to close the debate what is the temper 
of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman name the time which would be 
agreeable to members on the other side? 

Mr. CANNON. A number of gentlemen about me say in the first 
instance they would prefer the debate should run withoutlimit. When- 
ever we come out of committee gentlemen can indicate the time to which 
to limit the debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Say four or five hours, 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is not sufficient. time for so important a 
measure as this. 

Mr. CANNON. Let it ran until the rh rips rises. 

Mr. RYAN. There is no purpose to delay unnecessarily action on 
the bill, and we had better let the debate run for to-day at least. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That then will have to be the understanding for 
the present. Unless some gentleman desires to address the committee 
this evening I will move the committee rise. 

Mr. REAGAN. Why not go on with the debate? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave stated if any gentleman wishes to address 
the committee I will yield to him. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iwill say to the gentleman from Indiana 
no members on thisside have arranged to address the committee, as it 
was generally supposed the resolution which has been debated during 
the morning would consume the day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With a view toa recess, then, I move the commit- 
tee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 8975) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

PAYMENT OF FEES FOR RETURNING EVIDENCE. 


On motion of Mr. RANDALL, the Committee on Appropriations was 
discharged from the further consideration of the Attorney-General’s let- 
ter relating tothe payment of fees for returning evidence; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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UNITED STATES PENITENTIARY, BOISE CITY, IDAHO. 


On motion of Mr. RANDALL, the Committee on Appropriations was 
also discharged from the further consideration of letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury relating to the United States penitentiary at Boise 
City, Idaho; and the same was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT GRAY’S HARBOR, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


On motion of Mr. RANDALL, the Committee on Appropriations was 
also di from the further consideration of letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury relating to light-house at Gray’s Harbor, Washington 
Territory; and the same was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
FEES OF WITNESSES AND JURORS. 


On motion of Mr. RANDALL, the Committee on Appropriations was 
also discharged from the further consideration of letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury relating to fees of witnesses and jurors; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


SALE OF DISTRICT PROPERTY. 


Mr. HEARD. At the request of the commissioners of the District 
I ask to introduce a bill so it may be considered next Monday when 
the District business will be called up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 9125) to authorize the sale of 
certain property for the benefit of public schools of the District of.Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed, 

HOUR OF MEETING FRIDAY EVENING SESSIONS. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, Task unanimous consent that during 
the balance of this session the recess to be taken on Friday evenings 
be hereafter from 5 to 8 o’clock instead of to half past 7. e tried it 
last Friday evening and found it to work more satisfactorily. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

DUTY ON FISH. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
9126) to amend Title XX XIII of the Revised Statutes, relating to the 
duty on fish; which was read a first and second time, refi to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. W of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Private Calendar the bill (H. R. 6265) for the relief 
of John Montgomery and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read at length. 
at Is there objection to the present consideration of 

is bill? 

Mr. MORRISON. 
of it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is private bill day, and we have half an hour 
left before the time for taking the recess, so we might dispose of some 
bills to which there is no objection. I would like to have the report 
read in this case, however, before waiving the right to object. 

The report was read at length. 

Seater Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. LIobject. Thisis an ordinary war claim, and there 
are thousands of them in the committee-rooms and on the Calendars, 
and I shall object to it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. S er, I desire to call 
up if I can by unanimous consent the bill (S. 30) for the relief of 
J. Todd, keeper of the penitentiary of Kentucky, which bill simply 
gives him the right to appeal to the Court of Claims. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will reserve the objection until I can hear the 
report read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think I can state it in a 
much shorter time than the report can be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much is the amount involved ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not know the amount. 
The facts are these, and it is a question of this sort: Harry J. Todd was 
keeper of the Kentucky penitentiary and was charged under the in- 
come-tax law a percentage upon the amount received by him as such 
keeper. The Supreme Court afterward decided that it was unconsti- 
tutional; that oflicers receiving salaries from the States—State officers— 
could not be taxed upon their salaries. This is simply a bill allowing 
him to go before the Court of Claims and adjudicate his claim for a re- 
fund of the tax—— 

Mr. LONG. The amount involved then is probably inconsiderable? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It'may be more than you 
think, because he was paid by a percentage on the amount resulting 
from the expenditure for prisoners in the penitentiary, 


I object, unless we can have some explanation 


Mr, SPRINGER. I think I would prefer to hear the report read 
before consenting. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe the gentleman him- 
self made the report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I donot know how that may be; but still I think 
it had better be read. - 

The rt was read at length. 

Rte EAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

the bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will have to object to this, although I dislike to 
do it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I movethat the Housetakea recess until 80’clock 
this evening for the consideration of bills under the special order. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 52, noes 
11 


So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 37 
minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
At 80’clock the House was called to order by the Clerk, whodirected 
the reading of the following communication from the Speaker: 
K BPEAKER’S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., June 4, 1886. 


Sır: I hereby designate Hon. Benron MCMILLIN to preside as Speaker pro 
tempore at the session of the House this evening, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker, 
Hon, Jonny B. CLARK, Jr., 
Clerk House of ‘Representatives. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order under 
which the House assembles. 

The ial order was read. 

Mr. ANS. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House for consideration of bills on the Private Cal- 
endar under the special order. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. ADAMS, of Ilinois, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
consideration of bills on the Private Calendar under the special order. 

The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the first pension bill on the Private Cal- 
endar, as follows: 

A bill (H. R.4097) for the relief of William J. Owings. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask that that bill be passed over without prej- 
udice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the next pension bill on the Private Cal- 
endar, as follows: 

en lef ged yo 
ve A somos ed persons w Ve se! avy 


Mr. MORRILL. ‘That isa general bill and does not come under the 
6rder for this evening. 
The bill was passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


PHŒBE H. MEECH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1649) 
granting a pension to Phosbe H. Meech: reported by the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


frre eet New York Volun- 
Mexican war, and to pay to her, from and after the of this 
act, ieee at the rate of $15 per month, in lieu of the pension she A now re- 
ceiy: . 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. When this bill was up for consideration 
before I opposed it, because I was not satisfied that the officer, the 
husband of the claimant, had ever been mustered as a second lienten- 
ant. Since that time I have seen a certificate from the proper officers 
in Albany, N. Y., from which State he went into the Mexican war, 
showing that his commission as second lieutenant was issued to him 
some six months before he was discharged from the Army. I have 
reason to believe, from other evidence, that his commission was re- 
semen gd his superior officers. I withdraw any further opposition to 
the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask that the report may be read. . 

The report (by Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania) was read, as follows: 


eervins SANY and faithfully. By the records of the adjutant- 
ral’s office at Albany, N. Y., he isshown to have been commissioned second 
First Regiment Volunteers on the 19th day of February, L 
that date. Also, the same fact is shown by quite a number 
witnesses. Whether he was mustered or served as a second lieutenant is not 
clear. He was honorably Sivchargen cr the 28th day of June, 1848. He applied 
for a pension, but died in 1551, before receiving the same. applicant was 


in 1875, but only from that date and only at the rate of $$ per month, 
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From all the facts in the case your committee are of the opinion that she is 
entitled to receive pension as a widow of a second lieutenant. They therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. . I ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
whether this officer was duly commissioned second lieutenant? Asno 
gentleman answers my question I ask is anybody responsible for this 
bill? It to increase the pension of this lady on the ground 
that she is the widow of a second lieutenant. 

Mr. BRADY. I understand from the report he was commissioned 
second lieutenant. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Was there any evidence of that before the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. BRADY. I do not recollect distinctly the evidence in this case, 
but I presume there was such evidence or the committee would not 
have made the report, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ZACH. 
TAYLOR], whom I do not now see in his seat, remarked a few moments 
ago that he had opposed the bill on a previous evening because he did 
not understand that this lieutenant had been mustered. He remarked 
he had since ascertained that the lieutenant’s commission was issued, 
but through some neglect the commission did not reach him. The 
commission was signed and issued in good faith. The gentleman was 
perfectly satisfied the case was a meritorious one, and he withdrew the 
objection he had made to the bill the other evening. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

PETER ADAMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7163) 
granting a pension to Peter Adams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it aae , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

Kredar and faras r to place on the Booth ate won ject tothe brovoi Pie 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter Adams, late of Company D, 
One hundred and sixty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

Mr. WINANS. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


Garzh serge a pension to Peter Adams, submit the following report: 


1 medical treatment of Peter 
Adams for nineteen years, The letter and the afidavit are flatly contradictory, 
and your committee deem both as unworthy of credence, and conclude that the 

tto be decided upon other evidence submitted. 

Capt. J. H. Plank, the captain of the company, testifies that he has known 
claimant since 1854; that he served with him nine months in the service, and 
knows that he was a sound man before he enlisted; that on or about the — day 
of May, 1863, at Windsor, Va., I found him incapacitated for duty while then 
18 miles from camp, and ordered him to return in the ambulance. He was 
wholly unable to do any duty. His sickness seemed to be serious. . He was » 
good and faithful soldier. 

John Strambough testifies to prior soundness and gives reasons for knowing 
which are perfectly satisfactory to your committee. He also states that the 
claimant was injured at rinse that the rupture was about the size of a 
turkey’s egg, that claimant described the manner of receiving it, which cor- 

mds with his statements in the declaration. 

enry J. Lawrence testifies that while marching at night claimant accident- 
ally fell and seriously and permanently injured his left testicle; that he saw 
him just before the accident, when he was well, and saw him again the morn- 
ing r it happened, when he was disabled and was taken away in the ambu- 
Jance. The evidence of continuande seems to be unquestioned. It is proven by 
evidence of one physician and five or six neighbors. The examining at 


that the disability was received in the service and has continued ever since. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to ask whether this 
case has ever been presented to the Pension Bureau? 

Mr. BRADY. Yes,sir. The report shows that it has been before 
the Pension Bureau, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I was not present during the 
reading of the entire report. On what grounds was the application re- 
jected? y 

Mr. ROWELL. The report states that the application was rejected 
because there was no hospital record of the disability. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What evidence have we of 
that whith was not in possession of the Pension Bureau? 

Mr. ROWELL. There is the evidence of four or five witnesses set 
forth in the declaration. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman from Arkansas will allow me, I 
will state that this application was rejected by the Pension Bureau be- 
cause a Dr. Stern wrote a letter in which he stated the disability ex- 
isted in 1860. Afterward he made an affidavit that he learned of the 
disability in 1863, and that he then treated the man for it. - The ap- 
plication was rejected on that contradictory evidence, and because there 
was no hospital record. The captain of the company testifies positively 


as to the time when the soldier received the injury. The evidence of 
prior soundness given by comrades was very strong. ` 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Have we any stronger evi- 
dence than the Pension Bureau had? 
Mr. MORRILL. If we are only to pass pension cases which the 
Pension Office might properly pass, there would be no further occasion 
for the Committee on Invalid Pensions reporting. But this was an ex- 


tremely strong case. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. As I conceive the course we 


should pursue, we ought not to pass any ion case that comes within 
the power of the Pension Bureau and which they have considered as 
not established. I think they, with their trained force, and certainly 
their friendly disposition toward pensioners, are better able to judge 
within the limits prescribed to them than we are. 

Cases frequently come up that are very meritorious, but which are 
not covered by the general powers given to the Pension Bureau. They 
are cases that the Pension Bureau can not pass whatever may be the 
merits, and they may properly come up for the action of Congress. But 
if this is a case that has attached to it at this time only the evidence 
that it possessed before the Pension Bureau, and is one that the Pen- 
sion Bureau has falk power to act apon but refrained from action be- 
cause they consid it not established, I should only give my consent 
to it upon the most conclusive proof that the Pension Bureau has acted 
in an unjust manner toward the claimant. 

Mr. MORRILL. In reply to the gentleman from Arkansas I will 
say that it seemed to me after an examination of the case that it ought 
to be allowed. The only knowledge I have of it is derived from a care- 
ful examination of all the papers. The bill was introduced by a gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, and by special request was referred to me 
forexamination. I gave itspecial care upon that ground and it seemed 
to me the proof was absolute as to the injury. e conflicting testi- 
pany in the case was that of Dr. Stern, who flatly contradicted him- 
self. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Was he the regimental surgeon who treated 
this soldier ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Notatall. He was a physician living in the place 
where this man resided; and he wrote this letter that in 1860 this ap- 
plicant consulted him about this disability. Afterward he made an 
affidavit that this occurred in 1863. 

A MEMBER. When did the injury occur? 

Mr. MORRILL, I think in 1862. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Suppose the Pension Bureau 
came.to the same conclusion that you have come to, that the case was 
probably a meritorious one, that that part of the evidence which was 
unfavorable was not as weighty as that which was favorable, and that 
the man ought to have a pension, would not the bureau at this time 
have the power to grant him a ion ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I suppose they would have the power now. The 
case was rejected some years ago. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But that does not interfere 
with the right of review. j 

Mr. MORRILL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will say in answer to the 
gentleman’s question that the Pension Office requires clear, positive 
proof of the incurrence of the disability in the service, and that wher- 
ever there is a doubt, oftentimes a very unreasonable doubt, the office 
rejects the case. For that reason it has been the custom of Congress to 
pass favorably upon cases in which they thought the Pension Office had 
decided unjustly. 

Mr. RANDALL. Or upon technicalities. 

Mr. MORRILL. Or upon technicalities. 

Mr. BRADY. I will say to the gentleman from Arkansas that it has 
been almost the invariable practice of the Pension Bureau to reject cases 
upon mere technicalities. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is there any technicality in 
this case? 

Mr. BRADY. Certainly. R 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What is it? 

Mr. BRADY. It has been stated by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
MORRILL]. I speak from experience when I say that the rule of the 
awe has been to reject many meritorious cases on technical 
groun 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] whether his committee has reversed the 
decision of the Pension Bureau upon the same evidence that was before 
the bureau, or whether the report of the committee is based upon ad- 
ditional evidence ? z 

Mr. MORRILL. In answerto the gentleman from Louisiana I will 
say, that upon evidence no stronger than the evidence in this case he, 
as a lawyer, could undoubtedly go before any intelligent jury in the 
country and convict a man of murder; yet the Pension Office rej 
the case. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have, ina large majority 
of casescoming before them, reviewed the evidence submitted to the Pen- 
sion Office, and where they have thought the rulings unjust or unrea- 
sonable they have recommended the allowance of the pension, 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. MORRILL. With pleasure. 
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Mr. GROUT. Isuppose that in your report you present a summary 
of the evidence? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; and it is an extremely strong case. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly the evidence as recited in the report does 
present a strong case in favor of the claim. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Iwas not present, Mr. Chair- 
man, during the.reading of the first part of the report. I will simply 
say this. As the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] is so firm in 
his belief in the merits of the case, and as I know he is honest in that 
belief (as I am sure he is in all the opinions he expresses here), and as 
I have not heard the whole of the report read, I will make no objection 
to this case; but I think that the evidence should be just as clear and 
strong as I have no doubt the gentleman believes it to be here before 
we should take up a case that can be acted upon by the Pension Bureau, 
cs) y a case in which the bureau tells us the claimant is not en- 
titled to a pension. 

Mr. HAYNES. Mr. Chairman, I would say to the gentleman from 
eee (Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] that if he had had as much experience 

s Romanos up ’’ cases in the Pension Office as some other members 
heré he would lose his faith in the infallibility of the office. Those 
members who have many pension cases to handle are well aware from 
experience that in many cases which have been rejected in the Pension 
Office it is not unusual, by going there and having the evidence re- 
viewed, to get a reversal of the adverse judgment without introduc- 
ing a single word of new evidence. On niy within a few days past my 
colleague who sits by me, a physician [Mr. GALLINGER], came to me 
with a case which had been rejected upon the opinion of the medical 
experts of the Pension Office. He came to consult with me about in- 
troducing a ne for the ses of the claimant. x He was so firm in his 
belief that the medical judgment was wrong that I suggested to him 
that he had better go down frst and see the medical reviewer. He did 
call at the office, and, upon looking at the case again, the reviewer, 
without any argument being submitted, reversed his former decision. 
I simply mention this case to illustrate the point that the Pension Of- 
fice is not infallible in its judgments, and that our judgment is just 
as liable to be good in certain cases as that of any clerk or any employé 
of the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I have nodoubt 
that what the gentleman says about decisions being in many instances 
reversed upon re-examination is true, and I think it is to the credit of 
the bureau that when they find they have made a mistake they are 
willing to correct that mistake. Nevertheless, that is the machinery 
which we have supplied for the purpose of deciding upon these pension 


cases. 

If it is not good we should make it good. We should not seek to 
convert Congress, with far more business of other classes than it can 
attend to properly, into a pension bureau. Congress ought not to take 
up any ion cases except those in which it can be clearly shown that 
the bureau, though having the power, is yet undoubtedly at fault, and 
those meritorious cases which do not come within the general scope of 
the power granted to the bureau. Exceptions of this sort must always 
come to Congress, and I think such cases ought to be received here ina 
very liberal spirit. While we should require clear evidence to support 
them, yet upon such evidence we ought very cheerfully to vote infavor 
of menn I heed all that the gentleman says; and this is the opinion I 
en’ 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, at the very o of this evening 
session an objection is raised which would reject Parnas out of every 
one hundred pension bills—no, probably not quite that many. 

A MEMBER. About seventy-five out of a hundred. 


Mr. ROWELL. Seventy-five out of every one hundred pension bills 
passed by Congress are passed upon the judgment of the id pret 
committee that the the Pension Bureau has not properly weighed the evi- 


dence, has improperly rejected the claim upon the evidence; that the 
Pension Bureau has rejected the claim, not because of technical objec- 
tions, but because it has misjudged the case upon the evidence. And 
it is proper right here to consider whether we ought to pass bills of that 
character. 

Now, everybody knows thata chiéf of division, not the Commissioner 
of Pensions, first reviews the case. The Commissioner does not exam- 
ine mally one casein athousand. Some chief of division may con- 
clude that the case has been proved. He sends it to a reviewing officer 
and the reviewing officer rejects it. I recollect examining a case within 
the last two weeks where two special examiners in the field had exam- 
amined and cross-examjped the witnesses and reported very strongly in 


favor of the allowance of the application; yet the reviewing officer in‘ 


the Pension Bureau rejected the claim on the express ground that there 
was no proof that the. disability had been incurred in the Army, not- 
withstanding the fact that the Ta ie surgeon had positively sworn, not 
only in an affidavit which was filed, but before the special examiner, 
that the man was in the ambulance corps, and that this disability was 
incurred while he was a member of the ambulance corps; that the sur- 
geon knew him intimately and treated him for the disability, Not- 
withstanding the fact that there was on file the strongest kind of evi- 
dence of the character and credit of this m, showing that he was 
so careful in filing affidavits that the members of his regiment found 
fault with him, yet the reviewing officer rejected the case on the ground 


that there was no evidence of the incurrence of the disability in the 


Army. 

I recollect another case—a case that has gone through this Congress— 
which was rejected by throwing out the testimony of a man who was 
in the battle where the applicant for a pension had been wounded; and 
this testimony was thrown out on the ground that the record showed 
that the man who gave the testimony was in the regimental hospital 
at the time of the battle, though this same witness was pensioned for ` 
a wound received in that very battle. 

Such is the character of the cases rejected sometimes at thé Pension 
Office when they happen to get into the hands of an unskillful re- 
viewer. Among a thousand employés you may have five hundred or 
six hundred or seven hundred good ones, and you may have others who 
are not so good. It is to correct errors of this kind that we meet here 
every Friday evening; and I insist it is not a proper objection—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
When a pension case is reviewed in the Pensio#f Office, and the reviewer 
passes upon it, either allowing it or rejecting it, is that the end of it, 


or does it ss before some other officer for further examination? 

Mr. RO That is in general the end of it. In the very case 
of which I or when the attention of the reviewing officer was called 
to the fact that he had falsely stated there was no evidence in the rec- 


ords of the incurrence of disability in the Army, he said he would take 
the matter under advice; and a week afterward he writes an opinion 
reaffirming his former decision. The only way to secure justicein such 
cases is to bring them before Con 3 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Another question. If the reviewing officer re- 
jects the case, then, as I understand the gentleman, it goes to no other 
reviewing officer in the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. ROWELL. It may go to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I was about to ask whether an appeal was not 
allowed to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. ROWELL. Oh, yes, such an appeal can be taken in any case; 
a year or two years will be occupied in reaching it; and the chances are 
ten to one that the decision will be reaffirmed unless there is somebody 
right there to argue and protest. In other words, there is pro forma 
affirmance of the judgment below. In other words, that judgment, 
prayed a delay of a year or more, is in general affirmed without exam- 


ate ie. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If it does not trespass upon 
the courtesy of my friend from Illinois—— 

Mr. ROWELL. Not at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will say, without wishing 
to detain the committee, that I have listened with interest to what the 
gentleman hassaid. I donot think, however, that his remarks impeach 
the soundness of the view I have expressed that we should exercise 
ticularity and care in acting on these pension cases. That is about the 
sum and substance of my position. 

Mr. ROWELL. That is all right. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. TFurthermore,.if there arein- 
competent reviewers in the Pension Bureau the chief remedy for that 
trouble is not to be in flooding thousands of cases before Congress. 

Mr. ROWELL. Allow me to answer that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Wait until I completeit. The 
proper remedy is to get well-attested cases and haye the reviewers re- 
moved. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Who is going to attend to that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That we must attend to ina 
more general way than to crowd a thousand cases here. I do not think 
there could be a more careless review than by our committee as a 
eral thing. I do not mean to cast any reflection on the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, because I think it is an honest and competent com- 


mittee. 

Mr. ROWELL, It has been my experience in the employment of 
men and women that where there are large numbers employed it is 
impossible to have all of them first class men or women. You get the 
average. You find all to be equally competent men. One has a tech- 
nical mind and is always hunting for technical objections. Another 
has a broad and liberal mind, Both of them are honest, and both de- 
sire to do what is right. One reviews the case and itis passed. If it 
fell into the other reyiewer’s hands it would be rejected. That is part 
of our poor humanity. It is not possible to get a body of reviewers 
each one of whom will come to the same conclusion any more than it 
is possible in every case to get a supreme court to be united in opinion 
in all causes. 

Now, every private bill which comes before Congress, if itis passed it is 
because in the judgment of Congress justice: will not be done in the De- 
partment or has not been done. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Frequently there is no juris- 
diction in the De: ent. 

Mr. ROWELL, But frequently there is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam only speaking of cases 
where there is jurisdiction. We are slow to grant any claim that has 
a remedy before any court. 

Mr. ROWELL. We have been in the habit for many years of grant- 
ing these ion claims. ais 

Mr. B CHARD. One more question. 
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Mr. ROWELL. One more only, then, as I want these pension cases 


passed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Itis the most expeditious way of passing them. 

Mr. ROWELL. Iwill hear the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman speaks of the reviewer in the 
coe Bureau sitting on pension cases. Now, is it not a board of re- 

ewers ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Nominally it is a board of reviewers, but you will 
find only one reviewer reviews each case. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Of how many persons is the board of reviewers 
composed ? 

Mr. ROWELL. I think there are about forty. .- 

Mr. BLANCHARD. How many did the gentleman say—three? 

Mr. ROWELL. No; forty. In the board of review one man takes 
one case and another another. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. How many takea case? 

Mr. ROWELL. Only%®ne. In the board of review one man takes 
one case and another another. You will find where a case has been 
sent by the chief of division properly approved it will be returned 
signed by only one reviewer. One single reviewer passes the case and 
returns A It is not looked at by any other. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Does the gentleman say of all those composing 
the board of review each case is examined by only one reviewer. 

Mr. ROWELL. Isay under the present régime I have not yet been 
able to Bi the Commissioner or the deputy commissioner to examine 
nae at after it has been returned on the part of the reviewer. 

CMILLIN. But is it not a fact that the board passes upon 
hens ? a 
Mr. ROWELL. No; only one reviewer passes on each case. 
. MCMILLIN. Isay when the Department approves? 
. ROWELL. That is in the case of an appeal. 
. GALLINGER. That is in the case of a rereview. 
. ROWELL. There is a board of medical reviewers. 
. McMILLIN. They do not pass upon the facts. 
. ROWELL. They are medical examiners. 
. McMILLIN. I knew there was one department there where 
more than one man was in such work. 

Mr. ROWELL. But even that is done by one man. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the’ House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HARRIET WELCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1383) grant- 
ing a pension to Harriet Welch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

d&c., That the Secretary of Ee O mae ey terse 0 au- 
to place on the pension-roll the e of Harriet Welch, 
of Cyraneous We late a private in Company C, y Ü, Thirty-cighth Regi: 

ment Wisconsin Volunteers, at the rate of $8 per month, and $2 per month for 

each of her children under the age of sixteen years, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws. 


The Secure (by Mr. Wax Ans) was read, as follows: 


‘The committee age the Senate report, as follows: 

Harriet Welch is the widow of Syraneous Arosi] 
-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infan: 
t wound of his left | — pret eee a 


cause of incrensing ility in | 


strate, Serene a; Thir- 
was oned for 

y service and in the line o his 

three-quarters be- 


of Sear ke we he was di 
board of su convened pa Green Bay, aasa ag from Green Bay, 
Wis., he fell e cated AEEA T 


John Hammer z filed affidavit May 22; 1884, 
that pe could not ans Copan Up upon it and that it gave way many and caused 
him to fall.” his belief that in attempting to pass from one car to 
another while returning from Green Bay iy ae + gave Reiland caused him to fall 
between the cars, when he was 

In view of all the facts, the committee believe it to be their heal to report in 
favor of this bill, and recommend its passage, with the followi ent: 

out in the seventh, eighth, and ninth lines the words eg peng 
eight dollars per month, and tw two dollars per month for each of her children 
roer = age To sixteen years” and insert “ Pand her minor children” in lieu 
thereo: 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LYDIA 0. HUTCHINGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1382) 
-for the relief of Lydia O. Hutchings. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the peace Lydia O. ae ped (| mother of George T, 
Pomeroy, late a private in Company C, One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the —— laws. 


The~ “(by Mr. WINANS) was read, as follows: 


Lydia itchings is the dependent mother of G T. Pomeroy, late a 
private in t. siny who was ©; ons pen ande Gapa y-sixth ent New York Vol- 
unteer iare Oa in the line of his duty April 2, 1865. That 
at the time of his cath Lydia O. Hutchings, the 


me evaa „for her 
the son's) house at the date of his enlistmen: by 
h ; and after his death thatshe lived with the widow ofsoldier 
eee cae wine emai soldier died,on or about August 31,1869; that said sol- 
no 


¥ soldier's leg was so crippled 


ildren. 
The fact of the widow Hannah Pomeroy’s death is supported by affidavit of 


Lydia O. Hutchings, filed December 5, 


filed December 5, 1882; also, 
The claim that the widow, E 
affidavit of E. C. 
vit of Lydia O. Hutchings. 
The soldier's widow was pensioned by certificate No. 67038. 
ing into consideration all the circumstances of this case, the committee be- 
lieve it to be their duty to report in favor of this bill, and recommend its passage. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with eas recom- 


mendation that it.do pass. 
MARRILLA PARSONS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 342) 
granting a pension to Marrilla Parsons, of Detroit, Mich. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Marrilla Parsons, of it, Mich., 
copa stepmother of Daniel P. Parsons, late captain of Company D, Eley- 
enth uri Cavalry. 

The report (by Mr. WINANS) was read, as follows: 


The facts in this case show that Marrilla Parsons is the widow of the late ex- 
Governor Andrew Parsons, of the State of Michigan. and the stepmother of the 
late Daniel P. Parsons, who enlisted in Company B, ‘Thirteenth Regiment of Illi- 
February, 1365 for promotion as captain of Company D, Eleventh Regiment of 

m n oil n e' 
Missou Cavalry, and ml that that from « fae sens incident to his service he was taken 
sick and died of consumption at Sterling. Ill., on the 13th of Au 1364, leaving 
titled to" hi mother's pen ion, being Ta sap E a SeT but nee mt 
in the case show or aans e a sapina Epi until Daniel Pariona the 
deceased, left home she exercised the same care over him as a mother would 
have done, and that after the death of her husband and his father, in 1854, the 
said Daniel Parsons contributed from his wages to her support as if he had been 
her own son, and continued to do so up to the time of his death. She received 
Hire p fate “Roesdi same treatment and affection that would have been given if he 

The papers also show that Mrs. Parsons, for whom a pension is asked, was de- 
pendent upon the su: ven her pra said Daniel Parsons, and that since his 
death she she ban bow nag ta vib ote upon other friends, having no property ae 

Your 2a an peon ADONAN the passage of the bill for the reason that 
rilla Parsons is as much entitled toa pension as if she had been the ubifal 
mother of the late Daniel P. Parsons. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This is a case, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, 
entirely outside the law. It is not a case of a pension being granted to 
the mother of a deceased soldier, but the case of granting a pension to 
a stepmother, not provided by the m laws at all. 

age Why should she not be pensioned where she has raised 
the child? 

Mr. GROUT. That is just the reason why this bill is introduced, 
for the purpose of making her case a special exception because she does 
not come within the provisions of the law. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. If she isa good stepmother she 
ought to have a ion. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I can well understand, Mr. Chairman, that 
where reviewers of the Pension Office reject a case because of the in- 
sufficiency of testimony, or on some technical ground, we are asked to 
make exceptions to the general law and grant such party a pension 
where the testimony warrants it; but here is a case that does not come 
under any provision of the law whatever. There is no evidence in this 
case that the reviewers of the Pension Office rejected this claim on 
any technicality or any insnfficiency of testimony. I ‘question, in- 
deed, whether it is a case that has ever been presented at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will my friend from Lonisi- 
ana pardon me for interrupting him a moment? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Amacai as I understand it, is a 
case over which the Pension Bureau has no control whatever. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. None at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The law does not provide for 
pensioning stepmothers. Now, I think this is a very meritorious case. 
I would draw the line at mothers-in-law, but I would not draw it at 
stepmothers [laughter], especially such as this. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPB . Especially if she is a good one. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And I have nodoubt that she 
was a good one. She seems to have taken good care of this child and 
supported it with the warmest affection; and he seems to have recog- 
nized what men do not always recognize, that there is an equal claim 
upon him for reciprocal affection and honor toward the relict of his 
father, and to discharge toward this stepmother the duties which he 
would properly owe to his own mother—this stepmother who had ex- 


by aida of E. C. Draper, fi! 


‘hibited and sustained such affection toward him. She is now entirely 


dependent upon the Government since her majmed pensioned son has 
been removed by death. I think, therefore, my friend from Louisiana 
1s mistaken in citing the jurisdiction of the bureau as against this case. 
He draws the line just a little too much inside. It is well to cut off 
the mothers-in-law, but not always the stepmothers. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It was not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, when 
I rose to oppose this bill to the extent of a quorum upon it, but 
simply to call the attention of the House and the country to the ex- 
tent which we are going in this: pension legislation. I confess since I 
have been a member of this House I have not been regularly 
these Friday night sessions, and I do not know whether or not there 
has been any case similar to this passed upon by the House. 
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Mr. GROUT. ` Plenty of them. 

Mr. WINANS. Iwill say, with the consent of the gentleman from 
Louisiana, that this is one of those cases that necessarily come before 
Congress. It can not be allowed by the Pension Department, because 
the law does not provide for it, she not being the natural mother of the 
soldier; and yet her relations sustained toward the son were of the 
most tender character, as shown by the report, and would entitle her to 
a pension as much as the natural mother. She reared this young man 
from a tender age, toward him all the relations of a mother 
up to the time of his death. It could not under the circumstances be 
considered by the Pension Office, and it is properly a case to come be- 
fore this body. And it could not be dllowed in the Pension Office, and 
therefore this is a legitimate case to come here. I willsay to the gen- 
tleman there have been a great many such cases, and this is the p 
to which to bring them for relief. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Many cases like this allowing pensions to step- 
mothers? 

Mr. WINANS. Very many of them. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then, if that be so, I do not see why the line 
should be drawn on this particular stepmother. But I for one am 
here to protest against the allowance of pensions in any such cases as 
this, not to the extent of calling a quorum on this case, but simply to 
express my ition to it. 

Mr. GL. I think probably this case had better go over and wait 
the action of a full House. 

Mr. WINANS. I hope my friend will not insist upon that. This is 
one of the clearest cases that could be brought before the House for 
relief by Congress. This woman has no property, and no means of 
support. She was clearly dependent upon this stepson, who supported 
her. Her husband is dead. The son is now dead, She was as much 
dependent on this son as if she had been his natural mother. It is a 
clear case for relief, and there should be no objection toit. There have 
been many such cases passed without objection, and itseems to me just 
as deserving case as though this woman had been the natural mother 
of this dead soldier. 

Mr. GLASS. I will not press the objection. 
could be passed to meet all this class of cases. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported tothe House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask consent that members present be allowed to call 
up bills out of their order on the Calendar. 

Mr. BRADY. I object. 

WILLIAM H. BECK. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 6. 1400) 
granting a pension to William H. Beck. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and _ is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
gg eae of the n laws, the name of William . Beck, late of Company 

K, Eighth Iowa Veteran Volunteer Infan 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to Shoh was referred the bill (S. 1400) 
cresting a ge en to William H. Beck, submit the following re 

The of the Senate Pension is full and 


Committee in this case, w. 
com aag piepe 
iam H. Beck enlisted asa private 


and reads as follows : 

hat the records in this case show that 

in Oorepaniy K, Eigh! reo en IE ne — ibs unteers, on keya 21, Sec mrt 

was aration for pension fil 

that dipchar end Aji une 15, 1363, claimant incurred ep vidos sagen it time or 

leptic oe come on from one to ten days apart; claim rejected on the ground 

“that there is no record of the alleged spiopiy, and claimant has declared his 

inability to furnish testimony of command: officer as to origin, of regimental 
n showing treatment in service, or ical testimony showing existence 


e Claimant testifies that on or about ye Boose een er he ous from duty and 
went to sleep in a trench in the hot sun, c piece of vy artillery 
was being fired almost constantly, and the next thine, A maas realized he was 
being carried to a temporary hospital in rear of the trenches, where he remained 
a few days, and then returned to duty, and that ever since that time the epi- 
leptie fits have become more frequent and severe. 

‘t Ciaimant’s testimony is corroborated by affidavits of comrades Corporal M. 
Ryan and Private L. M. Kensey, who found him in the trench, as stated, and 
that at each discharge of the artillery it brought on another ñt, 

“Also the roger age Sr Samuel B. Davidson, who was present at thattime, and 
who had been with claimant from ‘September 21, 1361, antil that time, and knew 
he was sound and healthy. 

“Testimony of Sorta is further corroborated by affidavits of neighbors and 
friends and the family phy ysician as to claimant being sound and free from epi- 
lepsy or other diseases before enlistment,and the testimony of neighbors as to 
the occurrence of the epileptic fits since ee discharge. 

“To all this testimony there is to be added the certificate of the examining 
surgeon under the direction a of the Pension Office, signed L. A. Perce, M. D., to 
the effect that he contracted this disease in the service and that he is‘ entitled 
to one-half total pension for Bigeviapas. or ši 

“We can see no reason why this pension should not have been allowed by the 
Pension Office,” 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


I think a general law 


ROBERT HOLSEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1288) 
granting a pension to Robert Holsey. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and . 
eng of the pension laws, the name of Robert Holsey,late of Company 
H, Ninth Regiment Kansas Cavalry Volunteers: - 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


Pitan! aparea on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred = bill (8S. 1238) 


pension to Robert Holsey, submit the following repo: 
Leper Senate Committee, which is herewith wc a e part ofthis re- 
Aoire Aarena tegnar ei of this case : 
petitioner was a private in Conipany, H, Ninth Kansas Cavalry, and 
rece petitioner w consequence of lities contracted in the line of his 
aawa The report of the Surgeon-General shows that he was in the general hos- 
ital from September 14,1863, to January 1, 1864; also that he was treated in_ 
rrena and August, 1863, Three comrades testify to his sound condition 
w ¥ 


“Lieutenant Cram, who was in command of the company, gives evidence of 

jn suffe: mare of the soldier, and in consequence put on lightduty. 
e same w: 

“"‘Thaton the 20th of of April, 1853, the claimant was sent with others from Leay- 
enworth to Levy, Kans., as burial escort; that they were ex to storm and 
night travel, aher which the claimant was sick in camp and hospital, and that 
he was in feeble when mus out,’ 

“ Comrade Crotts gives similar testimony, and adds that he was with claim- 
ant from December 20, to March 6, L861 and was at his bedside every day. 

“ His neighbor, John G. Chase, was acquainted with him soon after muster- 
gue and knew he was ill and totally unable to labor during the space of 


ats ag H. D. Hill testifies, in affidavit dated November 9, 1882— 

“That he has known the petitioner during the past ten years, and that he 
has always aj to be in feeble health, and that on examination he found 
him greatly reduced by a complication of diseases, including affection of lungs, 
liver, and ere. 

ee. Sag Ba a large amount of testimony from comrades and neighbors, all of 

a, to be reliable and disinterested witnesses, which fay ors the peti- 
and there is noevidence of an adverse description, 
im was rejected by the Pension Office on the alleged insufficiency of 
the areata proof, 


"ihe rei oes 


“We find a report of an examining board, dated November 1882, which 
states that the d Toit is permanent; that there is evidence of kidney trou- 
ble, which is rated at half total. 


“A subsequent examination the same board reports that the claimant has 
Bright’s disease, and rates the ie deat as total.” 
our committee report the bill favorably, with a recommendation that it do 


pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MRS. MARGARET SMITH. 
The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1467) ting a pension to Mrs, Margaret Smith. 
The bill ill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of M; ret a wi rnin of oe comes 


Smith, late a sergeant of Company H, Fourth United States Infan Compan 
H, h United States Infantry, and panty B, Tenth Regiment Vou 
unteers. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Let the report be read. 

The Clerk commenced to read the report, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I suggest that in reading the reports hereafter 
the formal part be omitted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let the whole of the report be read. r 

The Clerk resumed, and concluded the reading of the report (by Mr. 
MORRILL), as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1467) 
granting a to Margaret Smith, submit the following repo 
“Tho report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth the facts in this 


case very rene and is as follo 
“That the claimant is the widow of Sergt. Joseph Smith, late of Company 
United States Infantry, road 


Company B, Tenth Regiment Volunteers. eo as ee to the 
mmissioner of Pensions, but the claim was rejected on pair gS that the 
soldier's death was not a result of any, disease contracted bry the United States 


t Smith was pensioned October 9, 1850, for injuries of veins of rightleg, 
carton and continuous marches during the war with Mexico. Durie the 
rebellion he served from July 26,1861, to August 8, 1863, when he was discharged 
for disability. Was restored to the pension-rolis February 18, 1867, to date from 
his disch: from the volunteer service Au 9, 1863, and was a pensioner at 
date of his death, which occurred August 10, 1881, the cause of death being stated 
as ‘ old age and chronic disease of liver.” 

Joseph Smith served in the armies of the United States, volunteer and regu 
lar, a period of thirty-two years. He participated in the Florida war, (he oni war 
with Mexico, and in the war of the rebellion. During his last illness, covering 
a period of two years and eleven months, he was confined to his bed, and at 
times not able to move without assistance. The claimant attended him con- 
stantly, and asa result is completely broken in health, „and unable to earn 
a living. Her home had to be sold at a great loss to enab! her to purchase 
medicine, and medical attendance for the soldier. 

“A number of leading citizens of the city of Leavenworth asin to the re- 

Samu of the claimant, and petition Congress to ssi her a pension, be- 

eving that the soldier’s death was indirectly caused his long and faithful 
service in the armies of the United States.” 

Your committee, feeling that this case is one of unusual merit, recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


STEPHEN R. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1466) 
granting an increase of pension to Stephen R. Smith. 

ee etc ee 
&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, Feng Reaping 


intines to place on the pension-roll, subject to 


5264 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 4, 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen R. Smith, late a private in 
omen, C, Thirty-first Regiment Iowa Infantry, at the rate of $30 per month, 
a lieu of the pension he is now receiving, to commence from the passage of this 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Letthe report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1466) 
granting an increase of pension to Stephen R. Smith, having examined the same, 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

The claimant was a private in Company C, Thirty-first Regiment Iowa In- 
fan Volunteers, and was di arged on surgeon's certificate of disability for 
gunshot wound of right lung received at the battle of Kenesaw Mountain, Geor- 

June 27,1864, He was pensioned in 1867 for gunshot wound of right lung, 
and has received various rates, ranging from $8 to $24 per month, since June 12, 
1865, the date of his discharge, and the latter is the nt rate of allowance, 
a been advanced to that sum under the provisions of the act of March 3, 


He ee nay arakat made application for increase, and on June 17,1884, was ex- 
amined by the board of perme ey viene yar at Washington, D. C., whoreported 
adversely to his application for increase, solely because he was receiving the 
maximum rate allowed by the pension law, and conclude their report as fol- 
lows: “His bigeye equivalent to the loss of a hand or foot.” 

The medical examinations held in this case have uniformly found “that the 
disability is anent; that the ball still remains in his body; that he suffers 
much froni psia and pain of right lung; that he can not perform any labor 
requiring the active use of his arms; that the wound yet remains open and dis- 

pus freely; that the wound is still an open suppurating ulcer; every 


symptom of consumption; the rightarm partially paralyzed; generally debility 


exists. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 

PATRICK MURPHY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. It. 6087) 
granting a pension to Patrick Murphy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit oper &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu” 

irected to 


thorized and place on the pension-roll Soren to the provisions and 
limitations of the panna law, the name of Patrick urphy, late a seaman in 
the United States Navy. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. LovERING) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 6087, 
submit the following report: 

Patrick Murphy enlisted in the United States Navy August 20,1864, and was 
son ale’ pF ores 8, 1865. He filed an application for pension January 11, 
1881, ng that— 

“On or about Jenaney: 1865, while going from the fire-room to the deck, after 
coming off watoh, he slip on the iron st leading from the fire-room tothe 
deck, strikin; ypon the right'side of his y and head, which resulted in dis- 
oe the eyes, and ultimately in loss of right eye and impairment of vision 

His claim was rejected— 

“ Because there was no record evidence inthe Navy Department of the all 
disability, and claimant's inability to furnish satisfactory evidence connecting 
said disability with service and line of duty.” 

‘The evidence in the case is as follows: 

Robert T. Stackhouse and John Murray testify that they personally knew 
claimant before he enlisted in the service; that he was in good health and free 
from any apparent disability. 


J. Knox Foster, late assistant engineer, United States Navy, testifies: 
“ Claimant was a coal ron U.S. 8, when lying at Key West in 
the winter of 1864 and 1865. Affiant was assistant engineer on same vessel, aud 


Mar; hy was on his watch. In passing from fire-room to main deck he slipped 
and Fel back from the ladder to the floor of the fire-room, injuring his head and 
eye. He was placed on the sick-list, and eventually lost his right eye by reason 
of the injury. This accident occurred in line of roe That he was sent to ma- 
rine pcm as at Key West, and never again rejoined the ship, Before the acci- 


dent nt was to all appearances a sound and thyman, Itwasaffiant’s 
duty to inspect the men weekly, and if there had been any bodily infirmity 
affiant would have discovered it,” 


Edward Early, of South Weymouth, Mass., shipmate of claimant, testifies that 
he was an eye-witness to. the accident, and that claimant complained of his 
head and sye : 

John C. Foster, of Gloucester, Mass., testifies : 

“I was an acting master’s mate on the U, S. S. Mahaska ; that claimant fell 
in coming from the fire-room to the main deck, receiving severe injuries to his 
head and eye, with certain internal injuria; that pae the accident claimant 
was in Soda; sound bodily health, with the use of both his eyes.” 

George Quackenbush, seaman, also testifies substantially as his other ship- 
mates,and further says “it was conceded at the time of the accident and be- 
lieved that he had lost his right eye.” 

William F. Coleman, M. D., September 7, 1881, testifies : f 

ye t has been under a care on account of sympathetic disease of eyes, 
Rhema sekon) sight so mu cÈ impaired 

an ng except large objects, 
| Br. R Perey Oowasball testifies : 
been a patient of 
Brunswick, receivin; 
yy a fall upon the head.” 
| Botsford, M. D., marine hospital, Saint John's, New Brunswick, testifies: 
by ant was an inmate of this hospital from December 27, 1878, till March 


18,1879. He suffered from inflammation of right eye.” 
G W. Galvin. 


as to render him incapable of secing 


meral public hospital Saint John’s, New 
treatment for debility and nervous symptoms consequent 


, M. D., testifies : 
t was examined at the Massachusetts Charitable Eye and Ear In- 
er. in May, 1880, for disease of eye.” > 
The n-General, in reply to office inquiry, replies that the records of the 
U Goer F. Minin surgeon's steward, U. S. 8 Mahaska, testifies tl 
i i n's . 8.8.2 estifies that— 
j Claimant Eai pranan dbeli eaa to his head by fall from a ladder while on 4 
est, ; he on the sick-list; remained some two weeks, 
think, and not roving to be fit for duty, the engen in charge had him sent 
est, and that he never again rejoined the vessel,” 
case shows conclusively that claimant entered the serv- 
, healthy man; that he met with a painful accident to his head and 


and transferred to hos- 
on shore, that after the 


the 
accident he never did service, and that ever 
since his discharge he has suffered with his eyes until at present he has lost the 


sight of one and the other is impaired, as shown by the report of the medical 
examining board at Washington, D. O., April, 1881, as follows: 

“Total loss of right eye and slight amblyopia of lett eye, about seven-eighths 
normal vision in t eye.” 

In view of all the facts in this case your committee are of opinion that the 
fact, “No record evidence at the Navy Department,” should not deprive him 
of his right to pension. They therefore report back the accompanying bill, 
and recommend its passage. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does this pension come out 
of the foes pension fund, or is there a separate provision made? 

Mr. BRADY. It comes out of the naval pension fand, as I under- 
stand. It is not necessary to specify in the act from which fund it 
comes? : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, You are satisfied that the bill 
is right in that particular? 

Mr. BRADY. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. ‘That is all I desire to know. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ABEL COMSTOCK. 


The nexé: business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1016) 
granting an increase of pension to Abel Comstock, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the namo of Abel Comstock, late a private in 
Company C, Twenty-first Regiment Ohio Veteran Infantry Volunteers, at the 
rate of per month, in lieu of whathe is now receiving. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk commenced to read the report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY). 

Mr. GOFF (interrupting the reading). I ask that the further read- 
ing of the report be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The reading of the report was asked for by the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. GOFF. I do not understand that a gentleman can call for the 
reading of the report as a matter of right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that at these Friday even- 
ing sessions whenever the reading of a report is called for it is read in 
the time of the gentleman who calls for the reading. 

Mr. GOFF. I do not understand that a gentleman can call for the 
reading of a reportand can then resume his seat while it is being read. 
~ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the impression that any gen- 
tleman can call for the reading of the #eport in his own time. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the remarks of the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Gorr]-are directed toward myself—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It was I who called for the 
reading of the report. I would suggest to the gentleman from West 
Virginia that the report is the basis upon which we are asked to grant 
the pension. All the information relating to the case, in the absence 
of a statement from the gentleman who has charge of the bill, is con- 
tained, I pone, in the report. Now, it can hardly be assumed that 
we should grant applications for pensions without any information, and 
unless some gentleman is p to make a plain statement of the 
facts I think the most expeditious way of prosecuting this business is 
to let the report be read. It was in that spirit that I called for the 
reading of the report, and I am quite sure that the gentleman from 
West Virginia does not wish to retard the progress of business or to 
er 2 the House out of any information in the premises. 

r. GOFF. Ifa member desires to have the report read asa part of 
his remarks it may be presumed that he will follow the reading with 
his opinion on the report in the particular case. I understand that to 
be the meaning and ney of the rule, and I do not understand that 
this is a privilege of which any member may avail himself for the pur- 
pose, I may say, of consuming time and preventing the progress of 
these cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is perfectly aware that the report 
must be read in the time of some gentleman who is assumed to be ad- 
dressing the House. The Chair is Fee by what he understands to 
be the custom of the House. The Chair assumes that the gentleman 
who calls for the reading of the report must be considered as having 
risen to discuss the case, and the ir can not go into the motives 
with which any gentleman either discusses a case or calls for the read- 
ing of a report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels bound to At ‘abet at this point 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] for any purpose for 
which he claims the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I would state 
to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr, Gorr] that it would be as 
improper in me to assume that he wishes to deny to the House any in- 
formation in the premises as—and I say it with all t—it is per- 
haps a little uncharitable in him, and certainly entirely incorrect, to 
assume that I have called for the reading of the report as a means of 
needlessly consuming time. 

The report gives me and gives him information in the i If 
the report in any given case be satisfactory, or if when I have called 
for the reading of a report the first part of it proves satisfactory as to 
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the merits of the case, I certainly shall not supplement it by any un- 
necessary remarks. The absence of remark is evidence that the report 
is satisfactory, and in several instances where I have called for the 
reading of a report and have found from the first part of it that the 
proof was conclusive, or satisfactory, I have stopped the reading as a 
needless consumption of time. 

Mr. GOFF. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman sees that 
that is so in this case. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, If this should proveto besuch 
a case, I shall take that course. 

Mr. GOFF, I think the gentleman has heard enough of this report 
to be satisfied that this is such a case. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I havenot. I will call for the 
rereading of the few lines that have been read, and, as they are gone 
over again, I may catch something that escaped me inthe former read- 


ing. 
"The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] is entitled to the floor and calls for the ucts of the report. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I question the right of a member—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] is entitled tothe floor. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman instructed the Clerk to go on with the 
reading of the report. Then I addressed the Chair and was recognized. 
Now, is the gentleman from Arkansas still entitled to the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. He is entitled to the floor for the reading of the 
report. The Chair i the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
PRICE] in order to ask the purpose for which he rose. 

Mr. PRICE. I rise for the p of reading a few lines from Jef; 
ferson’s Manual (page 147) with reference to the point of order. I 
read: ; 


When the reagan of a paper is called for and objected to, it shall be deter- 
mined by a vote of the Senate without debate. 


This is not the Senate, but that is parliamentary law as laid down 
by Jefferson; it applies to the proceedings of this House, and I think it 
is clearly to the point here. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘ Regular order!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S, 1016) hav- 
ing examined the same, concur in the Senate printed report hereunto attached, 
and recommend the passage of the bill. 

The claimant, Abel Comstock, late private of Company C, Twenty-first Ohio 
Volunteers, was pensioned from November 4, 1881, at $12 per month, This was 
reduced to $8 September 4, 1883, and afterward increased to $12 from September 
29,1884. He now asks that this amount be raised to $30 per month by special 
act of Congress, In support of his application he presents the affidavit of four 
reputable physicians, w. have been filed by Senator SHERMAN, one of which 
we copy, as follows: 


THE STATE oF OnI0, Wood County, ss: 
On this Ist day of January, A. D. 1886, before me, clerk of the common pleas 
court within and for the county and State aforesaid, ly came Dr. Jose: 
C. Lincoln, aged forty-two years, a resident of, and whose ice address 
Bowling Green, Wood County, Ohio, and who, being by me first duly sworn 
rdin, w, makes a solemn „and says as fi viz: Iama 
a regular physician br profession, and para paS in p 


his physical condition and proper treatment; 
aforesaid I have found him to be suffering pi disease 
of liver and spleen, gtin gasie troubles, varicose veins of both legs and feet, 
with swellings of the ankles and limbs, and discharging varicose ul also 

ting sympathetic disease of the heart, caused by disease of liyer and spleen, 
portal circulation, and gastric troubles; ever since 1876 the claim- 
ant has been incapacitated for the pecore any manual labor by reason of 
the disabilities above described, the heart-beat averaging about one hundred per 
minute while at rest; that the extent of his disability, by reason of his co: on 
as above described, is equal to or greater than that resulting from the loss of a 
leg above the knee; that I have no interest in this claim, direct or indirect. 

JOSEPH C. LINCOLN, M. D. 

THE STATE of OHIO, Wood County, ss: 

Sworn to before me and signed in my presence, in duplicate, by the above- 
named affiant, this Ist day of January, A. D.1886,and I hereby certify that the 
pu and contents of the above affidavit were fully made known and ex- 
pl tothe affiant before swearing; that the affiant is well known to me, and 

a reputable n, and in good standing in his profession, and that I have 
no interest in claim or its prosecution, 

[SEAL] R. M. DONNELLY, County Clerk. 

The other three professional affidavits are to the same effect,and are corrob- 
orated by the other evidence in the case, 

It appears to be a case of extreme and rompata disability, which does not 
appear to be reached by the general pension laws, and your committee believe 
that relief should be ished by al legislation. The disability would 
seem to be really greater than that which is in many cases alloweda far higher 
rating,and where the disability is far less serious in its nature. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill allowing a pension at the 
rate of $30 a month, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to ask some member of the committee whether the bureau has not the 
power in a case where the disability from general causes but 
equals a certain fixed degree of disability, such as that occasioned by 
the loss of a leg or an arm, to increase the pension accordingly ? 

Mr. ROWELL. It may increase the pension to $24 where the disa- 
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bility is equivalent to the loss of a leg below the knee or an arm below 
the elbow. 
Mr. MORRILL. But the increased disability has to be connected 


with the original disability. Where a man is pensioned for a particu- 
lar disabflity, the Pension Office will allow only the rate.of pension 
which that disability indicates. In this case, as the gentleman will 
perceive from the report, there seems to be a complication of troubles, 
all arising probably from the same original cause. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ean, of course, understand 
that these troubles may all arise from the same original cause and yet 


not be distinctly traceable to it. 
Mr. MORRILL. . The man was ioned at a certain rate, and his 
other disabilities are not recognized by the office. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I observed an apparent gap in 
the testimony; but the explanation is entirely satisfactory to me. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
Honse with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ALFRED DENNY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1192) 
granting a pension to Denny. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beitenacted, £c., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Alfred Denny, late a 
captain and assistant quartermaster, subject to the limitations and provisions of 
the pension laws. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. ELLSBERRY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1192) 
granting a pension to Alfred Denny, having examined the same, concur in the 
Senate report hereunto attached, and recommend the of the bill. 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the b et 1192) granting 
a pension to Denny, beg leave to report back the same with recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


assistant quartermaster of volunteers on the 12th day of June, 1863, and was hon- 
His declaration for original 


‘while in the service and in the line of his duty at Chambers! , in the State 
of Pennsylvania, on or about the 25th day of Au, 1864, he was, by the sudden 
movement of his horse, thrown upon the horn of his saddle and received an in- 
jury, causing a rupture or hernia;’ that ‘being a post quartermaster he could 
not be treated by a regimental surgeon, but, upon the contrary, was treated by 
a private physician.’ e 

* The statement of the examini. 


from some cause produced most excruciating 
r ysicians had to be called in the case, his life being 

espaired of for the time.’ The examining surgeon further states that he was 
Mr. Denny’s physician ‘before he went into the service,’ and has been ‘since 
he came out;’ and he asserts that ‘I know that he has ‘been wholly inca - 
tated for manual labor ever since he came out of the Army, by reason of the 
continual suffering from these ruptures and consequent troubles,’ ” 

The Commissioner of Pensions uired Mr. Denny to furnish evidence of “a 
commissioned officer or member of the company” to which he belonged, which 
it was manifestly impossible for him to do, as he belon: to no company or 
regiment, being a in and assistant quartermaster; for the same reason he 
a to furn: evidence from the “regimental surgeon” as to treat- 
men » è 

Under all of the circumstances the committee are of opinion that Mr. Denny 
is entitléd to a pension, and recommend that the bill be amended by strikin; 
out of lines 5 and 6 the words ‘“‘at the rate of twenty dollars per month” an 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “ subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension laws.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LUCINDA SAWYER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. KR. 8333) 
granting a pension to Lucinda Sawyer. 
The bill was read, as follows: $ r 


Be tt &c., That‘the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Lucinda Sawyer, 
stepmother of John Sawyer, late a private in Company C, Third Regiment 
Maine Volunteers, subject to the limitations and provisions of the laws govern- 
ing pensions to dependent parents. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I call for the reading of the 


report. 
The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Lu- 
cinda Sawyer, having considered the same and accompanying papers, submit 
the following report: 

This petitioner is the stepmother of John Sawyer,a private of Compas C, 

ird ent Maine Volunteers, who died from wound received in the first 

ll Run, The mother of soldier died while he wasan infant. His 

the petitioner when John was about three years old, and she 

filleda E open in every particular from that time till the time of his death; 

in fact, she had care of him almost from the time of his mother’s death. She 

reared him as her own child, nursed, clothed, and worked hard for him, for the 
family seem to have been poor. 

Leason rege td was pensioned as dependent father of thesoldier. He diedin 


su having no mo: or property from which she derives any in: e. 
Tie in the line of AUNAREN arolaia and this committee think it Rabin 
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weaned him and sent him forth to die in the service of his country, is entitled to 
the same consideration she would receive as his natural mother. 
We therefore report the accompanying bill and recommend that it do pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. ` . 


CHARLES N. SEBASTIAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 686) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles N. Sebastian. 
Mia bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorised and directed to donde on the pension-roll, tae: to the provisions and 
limitations of the "pension laws, the name of Chari Bebastion, late of Com- 
pany A, Second New Hampshire Volunteers, 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows: 


The ages acy on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5.638) 
granting a to Charles N. Sebastian, submit the following report 
ae a tTn rt aces the Senate report, and recommend the passage of the 

1 

The Senate report is as follows : 

The applicant, Charles N. Sebastian, late a areas in Com: herr, won fg H, Twenty- 
usetts Volunteers, enlisted under the name of 


the certificate of the Adjutant-General. 
seunittes whe ac my tits bill faUly-oxptatus. tne SECURA of the 
pera t who upon ye 
apoa Son desertion, Ar patan mitad eer in r pae p peera his 
servio as a soldier from April o y 31, 1865, one 
year of of whioh was was confederate 


spentin prisons. 
recommend the passage of the bill. 
Exutatr A. 


Your committee 


` Troy, N. H., asook koar 


y 
fully I am obl: b reon eS 
Charles seats 


old school-mates h pan, Massach’ 

Volunteer Infantry. They wanted me to go with , 80 Lenlisted in Company 
. Twenty-third usetts Volunteer Infantry, under assumed name 

of Charles N. Derby, so that red edalea genahe 


then and did not 
still of knowing that T served my country as a soldier from April 2 
31, 1865, eren my Popeater ne had no motive for enlisting 
in Ay freda ty-third Massachusetts, other than haut ee hey et oa 
mates. Elmer Ea eag James Dickinson, George Reynolds, and Alfred 
Stone are their names; two of them are 
I contracted and itis while in prison and in the service, and 
have never been a well man since I was discharged. It seems, if I can get a 
transfer from Company A, Second New Hampshire Volunteers, to Company H, 
Korent yana Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, with my right name, Charles 
aa bastian, put on Company H, iat gaan Bey usetts, pers, it would 
me to to get a pension soon, perhaps; oO! from + eng Pe A, Sec- 
ates Sl Hampshire; but arias, the anI would be of the most benefit to 


me, if Tron get it. 
If you will lease help me to get this all right, I shall, indeed, be ever so thank- 
a lways be very grateful also. 


s to you. My wife and little children w 
hanking you very much for what you have done, 
I a og your obedient servant, 
CHAS. N. SEBASTIAN. 


Hon. H. W. BLAIR, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I have lis- 
tened with care to the reading of the report, but I have not heard any 
evidence of disability except the testimony of the claimant himself. 

«Mr. HAYNES. The statement in the first part of the Senate report, 
as I remember it, is that the only bar to the allowance of the claim in 
the Pension Office—for it appears by the report that this man applied 
there—is this charge of desertion which stands against him. I think 
that is stated in specific terms. I do not know that the evidence is 
cited in the report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I remember that last Friday 


night we had up a question similar to this as to the action of the bu- | j 


reau. It was then stated that in the case then under consideration a 
pension had been refused by the bureau upon certain grounds, and it 
= claimed that in the absence of that technical objection, as it was, 
and perhaps justly, denominated, the bureau would have granted the 
pension. Ithen asked whether the bureau had indicated a willingness 
_ to grant the pension if the bar based upon this so-called technical ob- 
jection were removed. 

The statement was then made by some gentleman of the committee 
that the bureau never goes further than to state the fact on which it 
grants a pension, or the naked fact on which the pension isrefused; that 
it never goes into the problematical part of a case. If that be true, it 
is altogether an assumption on our part to say that the Pension Bureau 
would have given this man a pension had it not been for this technical 
objection. In the case of which I speak the evidence which has been 


before the bureau was adduced in the report; and upon that evidence 


we granted the claimant a pension. In this case, so faras I have heard 


the no such evidence is adduced, but there is simply 7 bosay: 
son teat np eget of this technical objection the bureau wo 
ve 


Mr. SBROWN. or Penmajivante: Perhaps the case may have been so 
clear as to induce that conclusion. 

Mr. HAYNES. The report as drawn may not be so full in its state- 
mentsasitshould be. In fact, I have observed that the Senate reports 
do not state the evidence with the same fullness as do the House reports. 
In fact, as to some Senate cases in which I have taken pains to examine 
the papers, not being satisfied upon the face of the Senate report, which, 
in fact, appeared to show a case in which I would not OT fa- 
vorable action, I have found on examination of the papers that the con- 
clusion of the Senate committee was correct, and Thie made a favor- 
able report on such cases. 

Now, taking the Senate report as we have heard it read, there is no 
question that we have to accept on faith the conclusion there stated 
that the chargeof desertion is the only bar which exists to the allowance 
of this man’s claim. The facts in the case are not stated as fully per- 
haps as they should be. If we choose to assume that the statement of 
the Senate report as to the charge of desertion being the only bar to the 
allowance of the claim is incorrect, undoubtedly that gives a different 
aspect to the case. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The Senate report seems to 
give the conclusion of the Senate committee without any data upon 
which that conclusion is based. 

-Mr. HAYNES. It certainly does; there is no question about that. 

Mr. NEECE. I wish to call attention to the fact that this bill pro- 
pan to place the man on the pension-roll subject to the provisions and 

tations of the pension laws. If the bill , he will have to go 
to the Pension Office to get his rating; and i there is no disability, he 
can get nothing. He will have to go 'pefore the board of surgeons for 


goes there for examination, it will be 
upon the ific disabilities on which he applied for a pension at the 
Pension Office. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to ask gentlemen here, 
who are more familiar with the business than I am, this ques- 
tion: If we should pass this bill and the fact should be Iaat that 
there is no disability, could the man get a pension ? 

Mr. HAYNES. He could get no pension. As I understand, upon 
the passage of this bill he will be ordered before the board of surgeons 
for examination upon the specific disabilities on which he applied to 
the Pension Office. If no disability exists, he will receive no rating, 
and consequently no pension, 

Mr. BRADY. If a man is alréady on the pension-roll and his disa- 
bilty ceases, his pension ceases; he is dropped. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then Esu isone other ques- 
tion I would like to have answered.. Sup pass this bill and heis 
found in a state of disability, will the Pension B Barea have power to 
inquire whether that disability arose in the line of service? 

Mr. BRADY. I think not. 

Wig HAYNES. This establishes the presumption that it did so 


Mr BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And we would be establish- 
ing that presumption without a line of evidence. And we would be 
establishing that presumption when on last Friday night we distinctly 
took the position wé could not presume the Pension Bureau in deny- 
ing an applicant a pension for a technical reason meant to disparage the 
merits of his case, while here we are seeking to assume in denying it 
for a technical reason they mean to admit the merits of his case. 

There is one other pointin this claimant’s case which should be made 
plain to the House. If he his branch of service in the way he 
did as a kind of college-boy’s freak it of course is entirely satisfactory 
to me, and I presume it would be to every gentleman. We overlook 
that; but if ought to be clearly shown to us, to whom he is a stranger, 
this did not involve any of the bounty-jumping business which was 
common at that time. 

Mr. HAYNES. The fact that he served to the end of the war in 
1865 would indicate he was not a bounty-jumper. We know bounty- 
umpers were in thé service, of course. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. They jumped more than once, 
They jumped every fence they came to. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. HAYNES. His first service was in my regiment, but I know 
nothing about the man. He was taken a prisoner at the first battle of 
Bull Run. Those prisoners were kept, if I remember correctly, some 
ten months before they were sent back and paroled. Itappears in this 
case he was sent back immediately, but that on his way back he enlisted 
in a Massachusetts regiment and served in that regiment till the end of 
the war in eat 1865, which would indicate to my mind he was nota. 
bounty-jumper, but rendered good service in the Army. 

Mr. B KINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The man seems to have ren- 
dered service in the Army, and I suppose we will be able to get over 
the question of bounty-jumping or any suspicion we may have on that 
score very readily. 

Mr. HAYNES. I will call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
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at the time this man first enlisted these large bounties were not being 


paid. 

Mr. GROUT. And as the claimant himself states he left his own 
regiment and went into another regiment, in which he served till the 
close of the war, merely for the purpose of being with his college as- 
sociates and with no other motive whatever. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, that is his statement; 
and, if corroborated, it will be evidence of that fact. 

But, sir, to bring the matter to a conclusion I will say I donot think 
it is proper for us to grant pensions without having laid before us a 
summary on the part of the committee of the evidence of the case. I 
am not willing to admit the Pension Bureau in rejecting for a given 
reason means to credit or discredit that evidence upon which they have 
not passed judgment. So far as we see that is an assumption on the 
part of the Senate, and it clearly is if the position we took is a correct 
one. 

Mr. BRADY. That is the opinion of the Senate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes; the Senate is a solemn 
body; but, sir, we have to pass on the merits in these cases upon our 
own judgment of the evidence presented. 

Mr. BRADY. That is true. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Without meaning to express 
any unfayorable opinion on this case, because I can not do that from 
the absolute ignorance we are in about its merits, I ask the case be sent 
back to the committee, in order that it may submit to us a summary of 
the evidence, which we do not now have. 

Mr. HAYNES. Very well, I will move at the proper time that the 
case be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BRADY. No, that is not necessary. 

Mr. HAYNES. Or let it be understood that the committee hereafter 
is to submit such a statement of evidence to be presented when this 
bill is again called up. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the bill retain its place, 
and the committee can look the matter up. 

Mr. HAYNES. Allright. I withdraw my motion to recommit. 

TheCHAIRMAN. That motion would not now be in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask, Mr. Chairman, by unanimous consent that 
the bill be passed over informally for the present and to retain its place 
on the Calendar. = 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the Calendar in the regular way be ded, and that gentle- 
ee print may have an op) ity of ca up bills. It is now 
wi fifteen minutes of 10 o'clock, and it will shortly be time for 
the committee to rise. 

Mr. BRADY. I object. 

Mr. BINGHAM. As the gentleman from Virginia has objected to 
the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and in order that 
gentlemen present, who have come here for the purpose of-reaching 
certain bills upon the Calendar, may have an opportunity of securing 
their consideration, I will ask unanimous consent that the bills upon 
the Calendar be taken up in their regular order and read by their 
titles, and if the demand is not made by some member present for the 
reading of the report that the bill be passed over informally without 
detriment to its place upon the Calendar, and so continue until a bill 
is reached in which some member present is interested, who will call 
for the reading of the report, and thus bring the bill before the com- 
mittee for ite rene wn S 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think that is a very good 
suggestion. 

Mr. LONG. That will not necessitate the reading of the reports un- 
less the bill is to be acted upon. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; nor the reading of the bill, either. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, right on this subject, if you will per- 
mit me to call the attention of the Chair for a few moments, I wish to 
be heard. Evidently the gentleman from Pennsylvania in making his 
request is proceeding upon the theory that any member of the House 
has a right to demand the reading of any reportin any case. I called 
the attention of the Chair to this a few moments ago, and now I desire 
permission to be heard still further in the same direction for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining whether that is not a mistaken opinion, and if the 
Chair does not agree in reference to the point I shall make, I will be 
satisfied with the ruling and make no further objection. 

I call attention now for a moment to twoclauses in this Digest; one 
is the common Jaw, and the other the statute law; thatis to say, one is 
the general parliamentary law, and the other a rule of the House. 


SECTION XXVill—READING PAPERS. 


There is, indeed, so manifest a propriety of permitting every member to have 
as much information as ble on every question on which he is to vote, that 
when he desires the ing, if it be seen that it is really for information and 
not for delay, the Speaker directs it to be read without putting a question, if no 
one objects; but if objected to, a question must be put. 3 


That is the common law. 


Now, Rule XXXI of the House provides: 
READING OF PAPERS, 
fa r u which the House is called 
airepean aiet ga Pr aara 

And the report is not such a paper— 
and the same is objected to by any member, it shall be determined without de- 
bate by a vote of House. 

Now, in the light of this law I do not see how any gentleman can 
demand as a matter of right the reading of a report, nor how it can be 
read at all except by consent. That is the point to which I wish to 
direct the attention of the Chair. 

oi BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The presumption is all are read 
outside. : 

Mr. PRICE. That is the object of sending the reports out. They 
are laid upon our tables, or sent to us every day, and there is no need 
for taking up the time of the committee now by reading them. I there- 
fore present the question in order to obtain a ruling upon it at the 
proper time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Do I understand my friend from Wisconsin to ob- 
ject to the reading of the reports? 

Mr; PRICE. Iam raising the point as to the right of a member to 
have the reports read when objection is made. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then you deny the validity of the rulings of the 
Chair all the evening, that they can be read? 

Mr. PRICE. Itis for the very purpose of obtaining a ruling from 
the Chair that I make the point now. 

The CHAIRMAN. - That point of order is not before the committee 
at this time. 

Mr. PRICE. No; but I call the attention of the Chair to it so that 
when the time does come it shall be properly before the Chair for a 
rulin; 

‘The CHAIRMAN. ‘The only question now is whether unanimous 
consent is given that the Clerk shall read the bills by their titles in 
their order on the Calendar, so that when a bill is thus reached 
and read by its title, if no: gentleman addresses the Chair asking for 
the reading of the report, the bill shall be considered as passed over 
informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. ; 

Mr. TAULBEE. How long is that rule intended to operate? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only to-night, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will it intérfere with debate? 3 

The CHAIRMAN. No; gentlemen have the right to debate any 
questions before the committee for consideration. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I have no objection. 


MARY J. NOTTAGE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2005) 
granting a ion to Mary J. Nottage, 

Mr. HAYNES. LI ask for the reading of that bill. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. No! . widow of Thomas 
Nottage, late a sergeant of Company F, Third New Hampshire Volunteers. 

Mr. HAYNES. I ask that the report be read as a part of my re- 
marks. 

Mr. PRICE. I object to the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampsh' 
nized to discuss the bill, oll as 
a part of his remarks. 

Mr. PRICE. AndImake the objection to which I have just alluded, 
relying upon the law which I have cited, and if the Chair shall over- 
rule the point of order I will yield gracefully to the decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin objects to the 
reading of the report, basing his right to object on the language of 
Rule XXXI, which is as follows: 


READING OF PAPERS. 

- When the of a paper other than one upon which the House is called 
to give a final vote isdemanded, and the same is objected to by any member, it 
shall be determined without debate by a vote of the House. 

The Chair understands that this rule relates to the reading of any 
paper not in the time of any gentleman addressing the committee or 
House, but when such paper is introducéd at any time to be read on 
request of a member or as a matter of privilege; and doubtless the 
rule will apply to a case such as the Chair has mentioned. 

But it has been the universal custom of the committee, so far as the 
present occupant of the chair is aware, that any gentleman rising to 
address the committee and ized for that purpose is entitled to 
have anything read that is respectful in its language or otherwise un- 
objectionable at the Clerk’s desk as a part of his remarks. The Chair 
rules that the reading of a report in the time of the gentleman who is 
occupying the floor is not the reading of a paper such as is referred to 
in Rule XX XT; and it so happens that in the present case the member 
addressing the Chair asks to have read the report on the bill now under 
consideration, although the ruling would be precisely the same if an ar- 
ticle in a newspaper or any other document were asked to be read. 


ire is 
has called for the reading of the report as 
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The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, te whom was referred the bill (8. 2005) 
granting a pension to saar? d J. Nottage, submit the following report: 


The committee poy em e statement of the case made in the report of the 
Lae Sepa on Pensions, hereto appended, and recommend the passage 
of the bill. 


The claimant, Mary J. Nottage, is the widow of Thomas Nottage, late ser- 
geantof Company F, Third New Hampshire Volunteers, No, 270607. She made 
application at the Pension Office, but it-was rejected on the ground that the 
cause of the death of the soldier was not a result of his military service. 

It appears that the soldier enlisted August 15, 1861, and served until discharged, 
oe 17, 1862. He died January 8, 1879, and the widow applied June 24, 


The record in the Adjutant-General's Office states that he was “ discharged for 
disability,” and his certificate of discharge for disability is on file, showing in 
detail his condition at that time, The certificate of his attending physician, that 
he died of “ consumption,” is also on file, $ 

E. P. Emerson, general agent of the New England Life Insurance Company, 
testifies that an examination was made July, 1860, by Dr. James B. Greely, who 
reported that the soldier was of good constitution, and vital organs normal, 
He was insured in their company. 

Dr. Josiah G. Graves testifies he was soldier's family physician for many 
years before his enlistment; attended him in 1853 for lung fever, and his books 
show he made fourteen Reg gag visits to him; has no knowledge of any 
other sickness up to the time of his enlistment, and ‘his relations were such that 
if he had had any disease or disability he would have known it. So far as affi- 
ant knows, the soldier was a sound man when he enlisted, and had been since 
his illness in 1853. 

The evidence of several comrades is on file, showing that he was sick in the 
service with malaria and kidney trouble, and became thin, pale, and weak. 

Several witnesses testify to his condition since that time, as having worked 
with him and seen him constantly, and that he was durin; the whole e unfit 
for any hard manual labor, and remained so until he died; that during all those 
years he suffered a great deal; that he frequently kept about his business, al- 
though suffering with remittent fever and general debility; that he had piles, 
and e very weak and feeble, and a cough ever after he came out of 
the service on the slightest exposure to cold. 

Without detailing all the evidence, your committee state that believe 
that it fairly esta! the fact that the soldier died from the results of his serv- 
ice, His system seems to have been shat! and never to have recovered; 

d it seems but fair to presume that the “consumption,” which is stated to 
have been the final stage of his disease, was a legitimate result of the condition 
in which he left the service and afterward continued, If there could be any 
doubt we feel disposed to give this widow the benefitof it, and therefore recom- 


mend the passage of the bill, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What was the date of the 
death of the claimant’s husband? 
Mr. HAYNES. January, 1879. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
nendation that it do pass. 
JAMES BUTLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2025) 

ting a pension to James Butler. 

Mr. HAYNES. I call for the reading of the bill and also for the read- 
ing of the report in my time. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Butler, late a private in Com- 
pany F, First New Hampshire Heavy Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. HAYNES) was read, as follows: 


“The records show that he was discharged September 12, 1864, by reason of 


rejection on o gen 
per General Order No. 243, War partment A. G.O,, 1 
minuted fracture of lower third right femur since muster into service. It also 
a that he was treated in the talat Concord. Thetestimony of Capt. 

. J. Flanders is to substantially the same effect, and further states that he was 
rejected on organization of the yee ree after his muster-in, and that he received 
the injury while in the service and in the line of duty, There is other corrob- 
oratin, 3 s 

The claim was rejected by the Department on the ground that disability was 
not contracted in the line of duty. Without arguing this point at length, this 
committee indorses the decision of the Senate committee, and recommend the 
passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
CHRISTOPHER. C. WHITE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4407) 
granting a pension to Christopher C. White. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. `I call for the reading of the bill, and also of the 
report, in my time. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: z 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the n laws, the name of pher C. White, late of Com- 
pany A, ent Tennessee Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. TAYLBEE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid nb egy Utrsegean was referred the bill (H. R. 4407) 
granting a pension to Christopher C. ite, submit the followin; rt: 
Christopher C. White enlisted asa private in Company A, First Regiment Ten- 


ony. 


nessce Mounted Infan ischarged 
TANGAT ee Filed for penon December 17,1875, based'on injury to 
chest, ulder, and leg, caused by his horse falling upon him. His claim was re- 


Volunteers, December 18, 1863, and was d 


The evidence shows that claimant and nine others of his comrades, under 
command of Lieut. M. C. Crary, were on a scouting expedition, and while on 
said scouting ex tion claimant’s horse fell on him, and, rolling over him, in- 
jured his chest, shoulder, and leg, and the said lieutenant testifies that he sent 
claimant to his (claimant's) father's residence to be treated for said injuries, 


claimant's father being a physician and residing in the neighborhood where 
the injury was receiv: After claimant partially recovered he returned 1 au 
e 


command and remained with his command until he was ra age Pig 
shown to have been badly injured and a continual sufferer from said injuries. 
The medical evidence shows him to be suffering from a painful condition of 
the spine, obstruction of the liver (hepatitis), and general debility. Your com- 
mittee have no doubt of the fact that soldier's present disabilities are the result 
of the injury received as aforesaid in the service and line of duty. 
They recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, ; 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill H. R. 7221, 
granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh. 


THOMAS B. WALSH. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I call for the reading of the bill and report. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Thomas B. Walsh, late of Company 
D, Tenth Tennessee Cavalry, upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pfo i aws. 


Mr. WHEELER. I call for the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. That has already been called for by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR]. 

The report (by Mr. O'HARA) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (M. R. 
7221) granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and submit the following report: 

Claimant enlisted as a private in Company D, Tenth Regiment Tennessce 
Cavalry, January 1, 1864, and was discharged A s . Claims a pension 
for disability caused by rheumatism contra while in the service of the 
United States and in the line of duty. Claim rejected on the ground that there 
is no record of alleged disability, and claimant is unable to pore by reliable 
testimony that it was contracted in the service and in line of duty. Claimant 
states that he was treated for rheumatism, in camp, by Dr. Leonard, assistant 
surgeon of his terion at Johnsonville, Tenn., for about two anda half months, 
until sent to Nashville for discharge. 

After his discharge he was treated by Drs. Abel, Slack, May, and Parkerson; 
that he has not been treated by any physician for the last several years, but 
has used a medicine recommended by Dr. Parkerson, which always afforded 


tempo! relief. Has performed manual labor about one-fourth of his time 
sinoed ; thathe can not find a commissioned officer of tto give 
further testimony than that now on file; that he has written to Dr, neer J. 


Freeman, formerly of his regiment, but fails to get any reply. Dr. Alexander 
is dead. Dr, John A. Parkerson, Isaac M. Bigham, and Capt. John A. Davis all 
testify as to adap soundness of soldier,and that at date of enlistment he was 
a sound, healthy man, having no disease whatever. 

Capt. John A. Davis further testifies that soldier complained of rheumatism, 
located in both hips; saw him placing his hands on his hips as if in pain; that 
soldier often reported to the su m for treatment for said disease, and to make 
his lot easier he was detailed ut the adjutant’s tent, where he staid until 
mustered out. Knows above from poraa o! on, 

Comrades John G. Williams and Wiliam H. Wingo testify to the same state 


of 

First Lieut. Lorenzo D. McJunkins testifies that claimant, while in the line of 
duty at Johnsonville, Tenn., about July, 1865, was affected by rheumatism, and 
that he relieved him from duty on that account, and he did no more active duty 
until discha: ; that soldier, with his company and regiment, was transferred 
from New Orleans to Nashville, Tenn., on a steamer, They were eleven days 
on the pesao saree to the fogs and mist from the waters, This, with ex- 
posure to camp life, brought on rheumatism. 

Dr. Abraham Slack testified that he treated soldier sp hpi and rheuma- 
tism shortly after his discharge and again in 1868 and 1870. 

Dr. A. G. Clapton also treated soldier for rheumatism. 

Dr, J. P, Rowe testifies as to the continuance of rheumatism, and rates soldier 
as two-thirds disabled, There is an abundance of testimony showing continu- 
ance of disability from date of discharge. 

Dr. A. J. Paine, examining surgeon, givessoldier a three-fourths rating for dis- 
ability for rheumatism. 

Your committee are of the opinion that soldier contracted the disease from 
which he now suffers while in the service of the United States and in the line 
of duty. He is clearly entitled to a pension,and we therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the bill will be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. CRAIN. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. The questionis, Shall the bill be laid aside to be 
reported with a favorable recommendation? 


The question was decided in the affirmative, and the order was made, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee rise and report to the 
House the bills on which action has been taken. 

Mr. LAWLER. Pending that motion, I desire to make a brief state- 
ment. There is a case on the Calendar of a lady from Chicago who has 
been here for five weeks. She has at home an aged mother, eighty-one 
years old, a cripple, andin bed. This ge Bax remained here in hopes 
of getting action on this bill to-night, e Senators from the State of 
Illinois [Mr. CULLOM and Mr. LOGAN ] have been over requesting attion 
y the committee. I ask unanimous consent to allow that case to be 
taken up. 
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Mr. MATSON. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is a case of great hardship. I happen to 
know something about it. 

Mr. MATSON, I expect I know as much about it as others do. I 
know there area great many cases of suffering and hardship. The com- 
mittee to-night has seen fit to take up these cases in order, and I know 
of no reason why this case should be taken up out of its order. 

Mr. LAWLER. This lady has been here for five long weeks, and has 
remained in order to see if any action would be taken this evening. 

Mr.MATSON. Weagreed last Friday night that General WHEELER 
should havean opportunity tospeak this evening. Itisnow 100’clock, 
and in view of that arrangement it is time the committee should rise. 

Mr. WHEELER. I wish to state I would not allow any pension 
case to be interfered with by any remarks which I desire to submit. 
My wish is that after the committee has got entirely through with its 
business I may have unanimous consent to submit those remarks. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’?] 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Alabama does not object to 
the request which has been made for the consideration of the Lanigan 
bill? i 

Mr. WHEELER. Notatall. Iam in favor of it. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman from Indiana objects. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on his 
objection ? : 

Mr. MATSON. Ido. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 22, noes 15. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole House, having had under con- 
sideration the Private Calendar under the special order, had directed him 
to report sundry bills to the House with favorable recommendations. 


BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, were severally ordered to be en and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third 
time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 1649) granting a pension to Phasbe H. Meech; 

A bill R. 7163) granting a pension to Peter Adams; 

A bill R. 6087) granting a pension to Patrick Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 8333) granting a pension to Lucinda Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. 4407) grantinga pension to Christopher C. White; and 

A bill (H. R. 7221) granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with favorable recommendations, were severally or- 
dered to a third reading, and were accordingly read the third time, and 


H. 
H. 


A bill (S. 1382) for the relief of Lydia O. Hutchings; 

Ta bill (S. 342) granting a pension to Marrilla Parsons, of Detroit, 
A bill (S. 1400) granting a pension to William H. Beck; 

A bill fs 1288) granting a pension to Robert Holsey; 


passed: 
A bill È 1383) granting a pension to Harriet Welch; 


A bill (S. 1467) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Smith; 

A bill (S. 1466) granting an increase of pension to Stephen R. Smith; 
A bill (8. ATH granting an increase of pension to Abel Comstock; 
A bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Alfred Denny; 

A bill (s 3028) granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage; and 

A bill (S. 2025) granting a pension to James Butler. 

Mr. WINANS moved to reconsider the yotes by which the bills were 
are and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of Senate bill 2349, being an act granting a pension to Cath- 
arine Lanigan, and that the same be now considered in the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, would assent to 
that permit a statement to be made ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A statement may be made by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. WINANS. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I should like to hear a brief 
statement of the merits of the case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
WINANS] objects. 

Mr. WINANS moved that the House adjourn, but immediately 
withdrew his motion.’ 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I was unwilling to occupy the time 
of the House while pension bills were being passed, butas that business 
is entirely finished for the evening, and assome gentlemen have kindly 
consented to hear what I have to say, I shall now, with the permission 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Alabama that no remarks are in order now except by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro Nothing is in order at this evening ses- 
sion but the consideration of pension bills, and although there may 
have been a tacit understanding to the contrary last Friday evening, 
the Chair holds that that understanding can not be permitted to con- 
travene the order under which the House assembles, The Chair there- 
fore holds that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] can ob- 
tain or retain the floor only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HERMAN. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the understanding will 
be carried out. 

_ Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. -The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. As an agreement had been arrived at 
by unanimous consent upon last Friday evening and also this evening, 
in Committee of the Whole, that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] should have an opportunity to deliver his speech, does not 
that agreement render unnecessary unanimous consent at this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is having the record exam- 
ined and will answer the gentleman’s inquiry when report is made 
upon the record of last Friday night. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. I sincerely trust that the gentleman 
from Alabama will be heard. : 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I withdraw my objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The objection is withdrawn. Unless 
further objection is made, the gentleman from Alabama will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, it is unnecessary for me to say that 
Tam and always have been unwilling to occupy a single moment of the 
time of the House which could be made available for the consideration 
of pensions or other laws, and all the gentlemen present must have 
observed that both by vote and word I insisted upon the completion of 
all our work; and since all the business of the House for this evening 
has been finished, and as the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WINANS], 
who moved that the House adjourn, has withdrawn his motion, I desire 
first to thank the House for extending to me their unanimous consent 
to proceed with my remarks in reply to the unjust reflection which 
emanated from the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Pending the consideration of the bill to appropriate the means neces- 
sary to support the Army for the year ending June 30, 1887, the RECORD 


Clerk read as follows: 
“Subsistence Department: 

“For one brigadier-general, two colonels, three lieutenant-colonels, eight 
majors, aapne boaon); and additional pay for one hundred and forty 
acting co: ies, $7 5 

“Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend by striking out the paragraph just read; 
and I give notice that at the e spe? time I shall move to strike ont the para- 
a ad beginning respectively on line 100, line 113, line T16, line 120, and line 


Carrying out this intention, the gentleman made four additional 
motions to strike out the other paragraphs as they were successively 
reached, devoting the usual time to discussing the various amend- 
ments. 

The chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, General BRAGG, 
explained to him and to the House, that all these appropriations were 
for the pay of officers who held their positions under existing laws, and 
that our failure to appropriate would not lessen the liability of the 
Government to the officers referred to. 

The gentleman from Iowa had been very prominent in his attacks 
npon the bill to provide for improving our rivers and harbors. He had 
used his best efforts to destroy many of the essential features of that 
measure, and to do this he had offered numerous amendments in quick 
succession, and the RECORD shows that he made twenty different 
speeches in his continued and repeated assaults upon the bill; and when 
this amendment to the Army bill was coupled with his assertion that 
the next five paragraphs would be attacked by him, were we not justi- 
fied in our belief that the gentleman intended an assault upon every 
feature of the bill then being considered, the only effect of which, if suc- 
cessful, would have been to embarrass and block the machinery of the 
Government? 

INDISCRIMINATE ATTACKS AVERTED. 

If nothing else was accomplished by my reference to the Judge-Ad- 
vocate-General’s Department, it was advantageous to the House and to 
the country in so far that it appears to have had the effect of stopping 
the eesti indiscriminate and unreasonable attacks upon the 
Army bill. 

Although less than one-fourth of the bill had been considered, and 
although up to that time he had not proposed all the amendments which 
he had indicated a purpose of introducing, he allowed the business of 
the House to proceed without further objection or comment. This has 
prohably saved the House fivefold the time I shall oceupy in the ex- 
planation which the gentleman’s language and course have made nec- 


of the “House, proceed in continuation of my remarks which I began | essary. 


last Friday evening. 


After the gentleman had offered five amendments, the effect of each 
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being to abolish and destroy a department of the Army, and after the 
fifth amendment had been discussed and advocated by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], I ventured tocall attention to the origin 
of the department last referred to, and to the fact that the abuses of 
which he complained arose and existed under Republican administra- 
tions, and I referred to an episode which I think has been accepted as 
unquestioned 7 

I stated that Mr. Stanton sought to eK, to drag down officers who 
did not conform to his views or sustain his line of policy. In my desire 
to repel with merited scorn the unjustifiable and totally unwarranted 
imputation made by the gentleman from Iowa that I had assailed the 
memory of President Lincoln, T, in the warmth of my indignation, used 
words which roused the sensibilities of some members of this House. 

I had no wish or intention to reflect upon Mr. Stanton, and notwith- 
standing the language used by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] I endeavored to obtain the floor with the intention of asking 
permission to withdraw the expression referred to before replying to the 
attack upon myself. The next morning when the matter was brought 
up I rose with the same intention, and notwithstanding my continued 

orts this is my first opportunity to reply to the gentleman’s attack, 
and I will also add that it is the first time Ihave ever asked the indul- 
gence of the House regarding a matter which involved a question of per- 
sonal explanation. 

Although a very old member of this House had, by his example, more 
than justified the language I employed by alluding to a President of the 
Republicasan ‘‘arch criminal,” [had no desire to follow suchalead. I 
regretted using the words, and would gladly have omitted them. Ihave 
alwaysendeavored to abstain from any harsh, extreme, or unkind expres- 
sions, and have always felt that members of Congress were here for a 
higher and better p . Actuated by these fi Tavailed myselt 
of the rules of the House and asked to have the word most objected to 
omitted from the Recorp. But as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


insisted that the word should appear, I now feel called upon to explain f 


the facts which caused and seemed to justify the expression, and in 
doing this I shall endeavor to use no improper I shall not 
for one moment forget the courtesy due this House nor the usages of 
parliamentary decorum; and I shall most certainly abstain from the 
use of such words and phrases as were indulged in by the gentleman 
from Iowa, which I do not wish and shall not aiempi to characterize, 
as to do so appropriately would necessitate the use of language neither 
parliamentary nor decorous. 

Iam aware that a few have in times past contended that Southern 
men should silently endure all taunts and jeers, whether leveled at 
themselves or their constituencies; but this sentiment is an insult to 
the manhood of the just, honorable, and brave of every Northern State 
from Maine to California. At the time I was under the influence of 
mingled feelings—my innate love of justice, my abhorrence of injus- 
tice, and sympathy with the wronged and oppressed. 


CONTROLLING INFLUENCES, 


T had in my mind the statement of President Lincoln regarding the 
influences which controlled his action in the case of a court-martial 
which affected the honor of a distinguished general. 

I also recalled the arbitrary dismissal of many devoted officers, and 
the arrest, imprisonment, and attempted ruin of General Stone. Many 
of these cases have been appealed to this body, and the facts connected 
with these arbitrary dismissals have developed such gross injustice 
that in almost every instance Congress has been constrained to reverse 
the action of Mr. Stanton. i 

I hadin my mind theassertions of the longs, os R enr i Sew- 
ard, Mr. Sumner, Mr. Wilson, Mr. Dawes, and Mr. Howard—that the 
very first act of Mr. Stanton as a member of Mr. Buchanan’s Cabinet 
was to instigate, aid, and abet a design to procure the arrest and disgrace 
of his colleague, Mr. Toncey. 

I had in my mind the sad execution of an innocent woman, not in 
time of war, but in time of peace, and like the crushing and irresisti- 
ble force of a tornado, these episodes in our history were thrust upon 
me, together with the attending circumstances, which show that Mr. 
Stanton was a leading actor, and in most cases the instigator, of the arbi- 
trary acts by which so many had suffered. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. WHEELER. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to inquire who suggested that you said 
that Mr. Stanton sought to conspire to break down the character of 
officers? 

Mr. WHEELER. That is substantially what I saidin my remarks 
in reply to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is that what you said or is that what you made 
the RECORD say afterward ? 

Mr. WHEELER. That is substantially what I said, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand that you said, and that the notes of 
the reporter show you said, that Mr. Stanton was the ‘‘ arch-conspira- 
tor” and had 

Mr. B E, of Arkansas, Oh, there is no material dif- 
ference there. 


Mr. WHEELER. I can not see that there is any material differ- 
ence. Ican not see that any such technicality as that can have any 
weight in this discussion. 

It has not been denied that I used the word ‘‘arch,’’ but the gentleman 
knows that I have used every effort in my power to withdraw it, and 
its appearance in the RECORD is solely due to the friends of the gentle- 
men, who have forced me into this controve The very point made 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN | illustrates the question 
at issue, that he and his friends have sought to force into the RECORD 
expressions made in the heat of debate and which they consider unjust 
to Mr. Stanton, while my endeavor has been to prevent their further 
publicity. 

I do not think the gentleman quotes the exact words, but he is sub- 
stantially correct. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think I can see a great difference. ` 

Mr. WHEELER. Ialso recalled that his most extreme and arbi- 
trary acts and his matchless craft were the features of his character 
which had sometimes been eulogized above the greater qualities ex- 
hibited by his undoubted mental and physical energies, some of his 
eulogists—at least by implication—having indicated that in their opin- 
ion the omission of the characteristics first mentioned was unjust to 
him. It was like the play of Hamlet with Hamlet left out, or like 
Samson after he was shorn of his locks. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] opposed the sup- 
pression of the words which seemed to grate upon the sensibilities of 
the gentleman from New York and the gentleman from Iowa. 

Whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania agreed with those who 
would contend that the words described characteristics which they ad- 
mired, or whether the purpose was to place me in what they hoped 
would be a more vulnerable position for their attack is immaterial to 
the question. 

THE CONTROVERSY RELUCTANTLY ACCEPTED, 

At the risk of inviting another sneer from the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. HEPBURN] for repeating what I have already said, I wish, Mr. 
Speaker, to emphasize my regret at being forced into this controversy. 

My indisposition to use any unkind or unfavorable expressions in 
reference to Mr. Stanton has been clearly demonstrated by my efforts 
to withdraw the words, uttered in the warmth of debate, which the 
friends of Mr. Stanton thought objectionable, and to omit them from 
the RECORD. 

Nay, further, with the exception of the single ap whee which cer- 
tain gentlemen on the other side of the House have determined to make 
so prominent, I have never uttered one word which was other than com- 
plimentary to Mr. Stanton. 

I have spoken of him as a man of unquestioned ability and legal ac- 
complishments, with a trained intellect backed by untiring energy and 
indomitable will. And I still insist that he possessed qualities which 
enabled him to achieve much good, but at the same time gave him un- 
limited power for evil. 

My accidental and unpremeditated assertion that these talents had 
been sometimes used to disparage, and even to destroy, those who did 
not conform to his views is the extent of my offending. 

I might have expressed m in different language; had I been 
given a moment’s reflection no doubt I would have used less rugged 
words. But I believe that Mr. Stanton would rather have his history 
written by a man who would boldly present the strong qualities which 
made his reputation than intrust it to the cant and h isy of those 
who would hide these qualities by an attempt to enrobe him in the 
garb of a saint., 

GREAT MEN DISDAIN FLATTERY. 

It has been a trait of all men of decided character—all men whose 
abilities raised them to eminence and enabled them to leave the im- 
press of their opinions and actions upon the time in which they lived— 
to desire that posterity should know them as they weré. 

Macaulay tells us that when Sir Peter Lely proposed to leave out of 
his portrait of Oliver Cromwell the warts and moles which he thought 
a blemish, the great Roundhead leader protested against the ignoble 
flattery, and insisted that his portrait should show him to future gen- 
erations as he was. 

Would not the same feelings that controlled Cromwell in the matter - 
of his portrait have been potent with Mr. Stanton respecting his career? 
When his life ebbed away, had his biographer been by his side, would 
not his last words have been: ‘‘ Write of meas I was. Donot, I insist, 
omit a paragraph ora word. The worst enemies of the great men of 
past time are those who seek to suppress acts and qualities which they 
do not understand and therefore can not appreciate. All of a great 
man’s life is essential to itsrotundity. Leave out the prominent acts, 
even though they are not good acts, and you destroy all—the symmetry 
is gone, and the strength is gone. What the people of one school of 
morals and of one age execrate the people of another may extol. 
There will always be those who must applaud my craft, my skill, my 
determined will, and my audacity.’’ 

If Mr. Stanton were here would he not say, ‘‘ Yes, I did the work 
described by Mr. Seward, Mr. Sumner, Mr. Dawes, and Mr. Wilson, 
and I did it with consummate skill. I made everything succumb to 
my will. it is my pride and glory that I did what no one else could 
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accomplish. I played a part in the drama no one else could play. 
Confound to confusion the hypocrites who would strip me of this part 
of my history and attempt to make me appear like a country parson, 
a county-court lawyer, or an underclerk in a Department of the Gov- 
ernment. Paint me as Stanton or wipe me from the page of history.” 

Bat Mr. Stanton was not the kind of man to wish to be wiped from 
history. He had played a prominent and important in public 
affairs; he had been part of and had helped to make the history of a most 
momentous epoch. It is an insult to such a man to seek either to en- 
tomb his memory or to suppress the plain and truthful recital of what 
he did by substituting for it glittering generalities or high-sounding 
platitudes. 

For these reasons no true friend of Mr, Stanton can object to a plain, 
impartial consideration of some of the prominent events in which he 
was an actor. ` 

THEIR EMPHATIC CHALLENGE. 


But as my effort to suppress the objectionable language was most 
strenuously opposed, and as the words to which exception was taken 
have since their utterance been repeatedly used by a gentleman on the 
Republican side of the House—and used in the most offensive manner 
which the rules of the House would allow—and as the gentlemen who 
insist upon this controversy have by various other means manifested 
their desire to force a consideration of Mr. Stanton’s merits upon this 
House, and as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] has within the 
last few days seemed to assume a very martial mien, and during that 
time has NEUV IINE ao secs 0 DO A PTE NS 0a ues bead 
takable air of self-conscious importance before the Speaker’s desk, Iam 
constrained to construe their words and actions as a personal challenge 
to me to substantiate my assertion respecting Mr. Stanton, or confess 
that it was unfounded, if not wanton. 

And this gains additional emphasis by the gentleman’s re- 
cent repeated exhibitions of indecorum and impropriety. First, in his 
reiterated and groundless insinuations that a highly honored member 
of this House was capable of taking an oath in the morning and break- 
ing it before night. Second, his use of the word ‘‘blackguard,’’ in 
speaking of a Northern Democrat, whose cultured and whose 
conduct in every respect the gentleman from Iowa might well emulate. 
Certainly, the conduct of the leader of the ‘‘Iron Brigade’? from the 
Wilderness in May, 1864, to Appomattox in April, 1865, was well 
worthy of any man’s emulation. Third, his assertion on the floor of the 
House that Lanta the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] was at 
that time a member of the Republican party in good ing it would 
justify or excuse him [Mr. HEPBURN] for denouncing the Republican 
party as being ‘‘so rotten that the Goddess of Liberty had to hold her 
nose when she passed over the Capitol.” 

Having by this means, in the judgment of some, established himself 
before the House of Representatives as a polished tleman and re- 
fined debater, he seems to seek further opportunity for an exhibition of 
his iar characteristies, and his colleague [Mr. STRUBLE] standing 
beside him, cries out: 

I understand my coll e [Mr. HEPBURN] does n i 
have a discussion with repent adi fom hee wen ee Pan han do 

I regret very much to be so publicly informed that I have been se- 
lected as the especial target for the gentleman’s insinuations and epi- 
thets, but since such a determination has been announced on the floor 
of the House I shall endeavor to und the infliction, fully realiz- 
ing the weight and power of the combined oratorical talent which, 
under the gentleman’s leadership, has arrayed itself against me. 

I protest, Mr. Speaker, thatI am sincere when I say I am reluct- 
antly forced either to pursue this matter, or to admit that I have used 
words which do injustice to an official whom some gentlemen on this 
floor regard with admiration. 

The words I used and which these gentlemen challenge me to defend 
only conveyed the idea that Mr. Stanton had sometimes exercised very 
arbitrary and cruel power, and on other occasions had been wanting 
in fidelity to associates for whom he had professed friendship, and that 
information gained in the confidence of such sacred relations had been 
used by him to their injury; that in doing these acts he had joined 
and aided others, or had been aided by others in efforts to accomplish 
his object. ; J 

QUESTIONABLE PRACTICES, 

I admi @here are those who regard such practices merely as sharp 
tricks, as indicative of talent, as traits to be admired, as characteristics 
worthy of commendation, but by the class of gentlemen with whom it 
has been my good fortune to associate such methods are condemned. 

Such purposes are seldom attempted by one man alone, as the nature 
of the undertaking opoe parn be action, and this concert of two 
or more persons is generally des conspiracy. 

I admit that the gentlemen have displayed great sagacity in forcing 
this issue upon one who was identified with the cause opposed to the 
one which gave employment to Mr. Stanton, because they well judged 
the hesitation and embarrassment one so circumstanced must feel in 
being driven into such a controversy. 

As these gentlemen will not permit me to be silent, I will now pro- 
ceed to present some of the voluminous proof bearing upon this matter, 


the testimony being that of witnesses whom my opponents must ac- 
cept as absolutely unimpeachable. 

Though well known to many as anardent 
Stanton first became prominent in public 
member of Mr. Buchanan’s Cabinet. 

Lest it may be claimed that I have no warrant for asserting Mr. Stan- 
ton to have been a pro-slavery Democrat, I desire to call attention to 
his own utterances on the Sickles trial, April 14, 1859, in which cause 
he was one of the counsel for the defendant. The quotation I make is 
found on page 51 of the printed report of that celebrated case. I read 
now from that report : 

As the relations of counsel-to slavery had been referred to, he would state that 
he had the blood of slaye-holding parents in his veins; his father had been a 
North Carolinian and his mother a Virginian. 

This by way of parenthesis, 

I shall begin with his appointment as Attorney-General in Mr. Bu- 
chanan’s Cabinet, and in this review I shall not utter one word of dis- 
paragement to Mr. Stanton which can possibly be avoided, nor quote a 
single expression froni any of his opponents or enemies. I shall meas- 
ure him by the standard selecte by his friends, and shall use no ex- 
pressions or evidence except the encomiums of his eulogists and pan- 


egyrists. 

The issue then is distinctly joined. I am challenged to produce evi- 
dence justifi ing or warranting the assertion that Mr. Stanton at any 
time ‘ t to conspire to drag down oflicers,’’ &c. 

That evidence I shall now introduce, and the first witness is Henry 
Wilson, of Massachusetts, during his life a prominent Republican, a 
Senator and Vice-President of the United States. 


BUCHANAN’S ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 


In the Atlantic Monthly for February, 1870, Hon. Henry Wilson, in 
an intended panegyric upon Mr. Stanton, asserts that, while occupying 
the confidential position of Attorney-General in Mr. Buchanan’s Cabi- 
net, he habitually and systematically pursued a course which I think 
all will admit violated the plainest and simplest obligations of official 
propriety by disclosing to others what occurred in Cabinet meetings. 

e asserts further that he entered into an arrangement with the Re- 
publican members of a special committee of the House of Representa- 
tives which had been appointed upon his suggestion to procure the ar- 
rest of his associate in the Cabinet, Hon. Isaac Toucey, the Secretary 
of the Navy. i : 

This witness asserts further that while occupying the aforesaid con- 
fidential tion in President Buchanan’s Cabinet Mr. Stanton con- 
ferred and consulted with ‘‘a committee of vigilance,” composed of the 
more active Republican members of Congress, and the statements of 
Mr. Wilson, when taken together with those of Mr. Seward and Mr. 
Howard and Mr. Sumner, clearly show that this was done “almost 
daily,” for the purpose of keeping them (the ‘‘ committee of vigilance ” } 
informed of the utterances and actions of the President and his consti- 
tutional advisers; and the witness says that— 


He [Mr. Stanton] put himself in communication with the Republicans in Con- 
gress and kept them well informed of what was going on in councils of the 
administration, 


very Democrat, Mr. 
irs when he was made a 


This witness further alleges that Mr. Stanton held a midnight con- 
ference with Senator Sumner to disclose to that prominent Republican 
leader some special and information which I think the evi- 
dence clearly shows come to his (Stanton’s) saps lif and 
through his aforesaid position of unlimited trust and co: , and 
that Mr. Stanton himself appointed the midnight rendezvous because 
‘the [Stanton] did not dare to hold conversation with him [Sumner] 
there’? (in Stanton’s office). 

Mr. Wilson says: 

He a) led Mr. Sumner from his office and told him he did not dare to 
hold con’ with him there, and made an appointment to call upon him 
at 1 o'clock in the morning. ‘At thas hour he mace the mised call and ex- 
any eed ne yg condition of the country, and suggested plans of ac- 
such 


Of course intense riotism, less vigilance,and tireless activity 
brought him in conflict with disloyal men both in the Cabinet and in Congress. 


Mr. Sumner’s evidence fixes this interview as occurring in January, 


and at a od when the Cabinet was composed of men who remained 
ee March 4, and these are the men who are alluded to as dis- 
oyal. 


This witness further alleges that ‘‘nearly thirty years’’ before the 
date on which his testimony is given (February, 1870) Mr. Stanton ap- 
proached Mr. Chase on the streets of Columbus, Ohio, and declared 
that he was in ‘‘entire agreement with the anti-slavery sentiments just 
put forth by the latter” (Mr. Chase), ‘‘and hoped he [Stanton] should 
soon be able to take his place by his [Chase’s] side,” but that he never 
did so, and continued to act with the Democratic party. 

This witness also alleges, finally, that after the accession of Mr. 
Johnson to the Presidency Mr. Stanton retained his confidential posi- 
tion asa member of the Cabinet; and the of the witness clearly 
indicates that the action of Mr. Stanton was governed by the intention 
to Potro Heremphere jercg E RT 

to that end ‘‘did all he could to secure, in the elections, the sue- 
cess” of those opposed to the President and his policy. 
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The witness also says upon this point: 

To break with the President before he had fully revealed his purposes would, 
he Geom pa place the Republicans in a false ition before the people and in- 
ure solely to the advantage of Mr, Johnson. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Do you in every instance give the 
source from which you take the extract? 

Mr. WHEELER. I specify the sources. 

Mı. BUCHANAN. Do they show that those acts were committed 

- near the close of President Buchanan’s term? - 

Mr. WHEELER. Theyshow that they were committed in January 
and February preceding the close of President Buchanan’s term. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Extracts-touching what points? 

Mr. WHEELER. ‘Touching these points that I have just been dis- 
cussing. . 

Mr. GALLINGER, Extracts from the speeches of the gentlemen 
you have referred to? 

Mr. WHEELER. Extracts from their speeches, or rather from their 
articles published in different magazines. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does your statement have reference to 
the Committee on the Conduct of the War? $ 

Mr. WHEELER. No, sir; that committee was not formed at that 
time. 

Mr. GROUT. Those transactions took place, I believe, at a time 
when troops were being raised and organized throughout the South? 

Mr. WHEELER. I presume so, to a limited extent. We all know 
the history of the country in 1860-’61. 

I was not in the South at the time. Iwas in the far West, hoping, 
and, I will say, hoping with confidence, that Mr. Buchanan’s efforts 
to preserve the Union and to preserve peace would be successful. I 
was one of those who never believed that this Union could be disrupted 
and that Americans could be arrayed against each other, and no one 

tted more than myself when the inevitable burst upon us. 

But, it may be objected, the evidence of a single witness, however 
credible and unimpeachable, will not suffice, unsupported, to convict 
any man of the offenses recited by Mr. Wilson. Unfortunately for the 
defenders of Mr. Stanton the case against him does not rest upon Mr. 
Wilson’s unsupported testimony. 

AN ALLY OF MR. SEWARD. 

There are a number of witnesses by whom every material allegation 
of Mr, Wilson is corroborated, some of whom I shall now introduce, 
the first one being Hon. William H. Seward. 

In the Atlantic Monthly for October, 1870, there is quoted a letter of 
Secretary Seward’s, the date given being June 6, from which I read: 

Ifmy memory serves me, I did not personally know Edwin M. Stanton until 
after he was appointed Attorne l in place of Hon. Jeremiah 8. Black, 
who became tary of State on the resi of General Cass, 

Mr. Peter H. Watson, who during Mr, Lincoln's administration became avery 
devoted and efficient assistant Secretary of War, was an intimate personal 
friend of Mr. Stanton, as wellas ofmyself. Immediately after Mr, Stanton took 
office he put himself into indirect communication with me at my house, employ- 
ing Mr. Watson for that purpose. Every day thereafter, until the inauguration 
had panos, I conferred either in the morning or in the evening, or both, with 
Mr. nton through the sameagency. * * * Mr, Watson often brought with 
him suggestions in writing from Mr. Stanton and returned to Mr. Stanton with 
Ona day, as T was riding through F street from the Capitol, I met Mr. Stan- 
ton on foot. We recognized each other,and a h explanation concerning 
our relations, as they were being conducted through the agency of Mr. Watson 


lace. We separated quickly, from the motive on my part, and I supposed 


took 
on his, of avoiding lic observation. This was the only occasion, as I re- 


member, on which I met Mr. Stanton until after the expiration of Mr. Buchan- 
an's Presidential term. 

Bear in mind that Mr. Seward was the very embodiment, the incar- 
nation, of the most active and rancorous hostility to President Buch- 
anan’s administration; that, as he himself says in this letter: ‘** * * 
It early became understood that I was to be appointed Secretary of 
State by Mr. Lincoln. In this manner it happened that I came to be 
regarded somewhat extensively as a person representing the incoming 
administration and the Republican party. And yet Mr. Stanton, 
while holding office under a Democratic administration, professing, 
necessarily, to be in thorough accord with his Democratic associates 
upon all questions of party policy, and implicitly trusted by them, 
could consent to accept and retain a strictly confidential position in 
Buchanan’s Cabinet, and “immediately upon taking office,” as Mr. 
Seward says, put himself into communication with the bitterest and 
most virulent enemy of the Democratic party whom he could reach. 
It is positively stated by Mr. Wilson and clearly indicated by Mr. 
Seward that this was done for the purpose of disclosing to him and 
other Republicans what transpired in Cabinet counci In other 
words, Mr. Stanton deliberately revealed the deliberations of his party 
associates to their most active opponent. What could have been the 
motive of these revelations ? 

Could it have been any other than to injure, to ‘‘drag down,” and 
possibly to ruin, those whose trust he should have held sacred ? 

And who were the gentlemen whom Mr. Stanton thus ‘‘ sought to 
conspire to drag down?’ In answering this question we must remem- 
ber that Mr. Seward testifies that this secret and indirect communica- 
tion, which I presume all will admit was a systematic violation of trust, 
was persisted in during every day of the-two months (January and 
February, 1861) Mr. Stanton was in Buchanan’s Cabinet. Mr. Sew- 


ard says it began immediately after Mr. Stanton took office and con- 
tinued until Mr. Lincoln was inaugurated. 

Isay this occurred in January and February, 1861. All the proof 
shows this to be so, but as conclusive on this point Mr. Wilson asserts 
that Mr. Stanton was engaged in an important trial in Pittsburgh 
until the last days of December, 1860. P 

WHO WERE TO BE DRAGGED DOWN? 

I repeat the question, Who were the proposed victims it was sought 
to thus ‘ down” and ruin? They were James Buchanan, Jere- 
miah S. Black, John A. Dix, Joseph Holt, Isaac Toucey, and Horatio 
King. These gentlemen were devoted and true to the country, de- 
voted and true to the Union, and were earnest and untiring in their 
efforts to preserve the Union in its integrity, in peace, unity, and con- 
cord. Noone can point toan act by any of these gentlemen that showed 
aught but devotion to the Union—not even Edwin M. Stanton himself. 

The witness now on the stand, Hon. William H. Seward, testifies 
that upon one occasion at least, even while he was seeking to ‘‘drag 
them down,’’ Mr. Stanton expressed ‘‘entire confidence in the loyalty 
of the President and of the heads of the Departments who remained in 
association with him until the close of that administration.” 

Mr. Seward’s evidence needs no corroboration; but nevertheless I will 
introduce another witness, the Hon. Gideon Welles, Mr. Lincoln’s 
Secretary of the Navy. I read from his work, ‘‘ Lincoln and Seward,” 
page 201, where, referring to this very matter, he says: 

“It is well known that Mr. Stanton, at that time a member of Mr. Buchanan's 
Cabinet, * * * secretly confided to Mr. Seward the consultations and pur- 
poses of that administration. 

This incontrovertible evidence of Mr. Wilson, Mr. Seward, and Mr, 
Welles certainly exhibits Mr. Stanton asa most astounding and remark- 
able character. Is it not in keeping with General Sherman’s inference 
‘that Mr. Stanton was notoriously vindictive in his prejudices,” as well 
as with the declaration of General Grant that ‘‘he (Stanton) cared noth- 
ing for the feelings of others? In fact it seemed pleasanter to him to 
disappoint than to gratify.” 

Does not the evidence I have glready submitted justify any one in 
the assertion that Mr. Stanton ‘‘sought to conspire to drag down,” &c.? 

I feel confident it does, and that I might safely rest my case here; 
but I have still farther evidence, and the next witness I shall call is 
Mr. William A. Howard, of Michigan. This witness was chairman of 


the special committee of the House of Representatives, referred to by 
Mr. Wilson in his evidence as having been appointed at the suggestion 
of Mr, Stanton to procure the arrest of Secretary Toucey. The wit- 


ness therefore enjoyed special and peculiar advantages of knowing all 
about the organization, methods, and purposes of that committee. 


EFFORT TO ARREST MR, ‘TOUCEY, 


In the Atlantic Monthly for October, 1870, I find a lengthy quota- 
tion from a letter of Mr, Howard to ex-Attorney-General Hoar, under 
date of February 7, 1870, from which I read: : 


If you will refer to the resolutions of the House early in January, 1861, under 
which the special committee of which I was chairman was appointed, you will 
see that the committee was clothed with very ample powers,- That committee 
was raised at the request of loyal members of the inet. The resolutions 
came from them, and were placed in my hands with a request that I would offer 
them, and thus become, if they should pass, chairman of the committee. -At 
first I refused to assume so fearful a responsibility, 

$ * s * s * * 

I do not know that Mr. Stanton wrote the resolutions creating the committee. 
I did not see him write them. I never heard him say he wrote them. It would 
be easier, however, to persuade me that Mr. Jefferson did not write the Declara- 
tion of Ind dence than that Mr, Stanton did not write those resolutions. 

+ * è Ido not think I saw Mr. Stanton at any time between the Ist of Jan- 
uary and the 4th of March, 1861, but I think I heard from him more times than 
there were days in those two months. 

* 2 e * * s è 

We were more than once told it would probably be necessary to arrest a cer- 
tain member of the Cabinet for treason. Once we were told it would probably 
have to be within an hour, but to wait until we could hear a second time. Word 
came to hold on. Those messages certainly came from some member of the 
Cabinet. * * * Forobvious reasons personal interviews with Cabinet min- 
isters were avoided during the labors of the committee; but I do know I many 
times sent inquiries, and always received answers with great promptness, con- 
veying information of great importance. But these communications were in- 
direct and anonymous, 


To appreciate the full significance of this evidence it is necessary to 
recall the history of the yesolutions referred to by the witness, On the 
8th of January, 1861, President Buchanan sent a special message to 
Congress relative to the condition of the country, and u it to de- 
vote itself exclusively to devising the means whereby the Union might 
be preserved in . This message was discussed and theimportant 
question it dealt with considered in all its bearings by the Cabinet, re- 
ceiving the cordial approbation of every one of the President’s advisers. 

Among these advisers was Mr. Stanton. Observe, the message was 
sent January 8; the resolutions appointing the committee were intro- 
duced by Hr. Howard, the witness, on January 9, and he testifies pos- 
itively that they (the resolutions) were sent to him from the Cabinet, 
and that— 

It would be easier to persuade him that Mr. Jefferson did not write the Dec- 
laration of Independence than that Mr. Stanton did not write those resolutions, 

The resolutions followed the message so closely we are forced to con- 
clude that Mr. Stanton hurried from the confidential conference of the 
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President with his trusted counselors to the privacy of his own office, 
and with all convenient speed devoted his unrivaled ingenuity and dis- 
tinguished ability in draughting a series of resolutions investing the po- 
litical enemies of the President and his Cabinet with formidable powers 
which he knew would be unsparingly exercised. Nor was this all. 
With a skill and cunning almost superhuman the very solicitude of the 
administration for the preservation of the Union was made to furnish 
the means of attacking it for treasonable designs and to supply the pre- 
text for the arrest of one of its members, 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I say it was to his credit on account 
of the peculiar state of affairs in the country at the time. He wasa 
patriot, and it was his duty to ferret out the conspiracy against his 
country. 

Mr. EELER. Mr. Buchanan was a patriot; Mr. Horatio King 
was a patriot; Jeremiah S. Black was a patriot; General John A. Dix 
was a patriot; Isaac Toucey was a patriot; and has one man so much 
patriotism that he must cause the arrest of another patriot? 

A MEMBER. It depends upon what the other “‘patriot’’ was doing. 

Mr. WHEELER. ‘That other patriot was doing all he could to pre- 
serve the unity of his country. There were no men at that time in the 
Cabinet of Mr. Buchanan except men who, as Mr. Stanton said in his 
letter to Mr. Buchanan and also in his letter to Mr. Sumner, had his 
fullest confidence as loyal and devoted to the country. 

Mr. BRADY. Isit not a fact that Mr. Thompson was in the Cabi- 
net at that time? J 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Thompson had left the Cabinet. Every one 
of the Southern men had left the Cabinet. Judge Holt was the only 
member of the Cabinet, except those I have named. All this I will 
show as I go on. 

Mr. BRADY. I was under the impression that Mr. Thompson was 
in the Cabinet at that time. 

Mr. WHEELER. No; he was not. Mr. Cobb and Mr. Floyd re- 
signed in December, 1860. Mr. Thompson resigned early in January, 
his resignation being accepted on January 8, and it was after this date 
that Mr. Howard introduced the resolutions in Congress, which his evi- 
dence shows were written by Mr. Stanton, and the evident purpose of 
which was the arrest of Mr. Toucey. 


MATCHLESS DEXTERITY. 


Gentlemen will search history in vain for an instance of superior 
dexterity in outwitting and ensnaring political opponents. Compared 
with theartificer of this matchless device Fouché, Talleyrand, Mazarin, 
tag and Machiavel were tyros and bunglers. Those they over- 
threw fell victims to their own weaknesses, follies or vices, but the 
excellence of this contrivance was that the virtue of the proposed vic- 
tims was to be punished as vice—they were to suffer as traitors because 
they had given unmistakable evidence of unfaltering patriotism. 

The copious vocabulary of panegyric of the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HEPBURN} or of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] might 
exhaust itself upon the phenomenal mental powers of invention, com- 
bination, suggestion, arrangement, and direction displayed in this mas- 
terpiece of craft without doing justice to their superlative merits, but 
the merely moral aspects of the entire transaction may safely be leit 
to the verdict of any one possessing intelligence and conscience enough 
to know right from wrong—to distinguish good from evil. 

To corroborate the evidence of Mr. Wilson as to the design and pur- 
pose of Mr. Stanton to procure the arrest of Secretary Toucey, I desire 
now to call Hon. HENRY L, DAWES, Senator from Massachusetts, and 
associated with Mr. Howard on the special committee to which reference 
has been made by former witnesses. 

In the periodical from which I last quoted I find it asserted: 

In an article written immediately after the death of Mr. Stanton * * è he 
[Mr. Dawes] stated that some of the most important and secret plans of the 


couspirators became known and were thwarted by means of communications 
from Mr. Stanton to the committee. 


A PERPLEXING INQUIRY, 


I trust I will be pardoned for arresting the witness at this point for 
a moment while I call attention to the extraordinary import of a por- 
tion of his evidence. He says ‘‘important and secret plans of the con- 
spirators’? were made known by Mr. Stanton. Who were these ‘‘con- 
spirators’’ with whom Mr. Stanton was so intimate and by whom he 
was so fully trusted as to enable him to learn their ‘‘most important 
and secret plans?” The world knows that Mr. Stanton held confi- 
dential and secret relations with President Buchanan’s Cabinet, of 
which he was a member, and simultaneously held similar relations with 
the most active and virulent political enemies of that Cabinet, with 
whom he held secret and midnight interviews, and with whom he con- 
stantly communicated through chosen agents. Were the “ ira- 
tors” referred to by this witness to be found in either of these bodies? 
Clearly they could not have been in the Cabinet, for before thé appoint- 
ment of the committee to which the witness says this information was 
given the Cabinet had been reconstituted, and atthe time fixed by the 
witness was com: of the same membersof whom Mr. Seward testifies 
that Mr. Stanton assured him he (Stanton) had entire confidence in their 
loyalty. These ‘‘conspirators’’ could not have been found in the other 


body of gentlemen by whom Mr. Stanton was so implicitly trusted, 


for it is at once their justification and their glory that they were ‘‘con- 
spiring” to baffle conspiracy. 

Can it be possible, then, that Mr. Stanton maintained secret and con- 
fidential relations with a third body of men, whose secrets he sys- 
tematically disclosed? If so, could this third body have consisted of 
secessionists, pure and simple, and their sympathizers? It seems well- 
nigh incredible, and yet that conclusion seems to be unavoidable. 

But irresistible as this conclusion appears to be, I reject it utterly. 
I had rather be thought illogical than so simply credulous as to per- 
mit even the most potent reasons to convince my judgment of so arrant 
an absurdity as that Mr. Stanton ever established or ever held—for 
even the briefest period—confidential relations with the secessionists. 
I almost dare be sworn that he never was so associated. It is not 
merely an absurdity—it is an impossibility. So firm is my faith on 
this point that fire could not burn it out of me. 

SOUTHERN MEN CONCEALED NOTHING, 


A moment’s reflection will enable any one to recall the fact that noth- 
ing could have been more open than the action of the Southern le 
during all this period. In Congress and in the public press their pur- 
poses and plans were boldly and unreservedly announced. Senators 
and Representatives, Army and Navy officers, resigned and made their 
adieus to their old friends and associates, The course PRÀ pursued 
was sanctioned by the best authority and the highest offi 

Mr. Greeley’s historical expression, ‘‘ Erring sisters, go in peace.” 

General Scott’s repeated utterance: ‘‘ Wayward sisters, depart in 
peace ;’? and Mr, Chase’s opinion, ‘‘The South is not worth fighting for, 
let italone,’’ were published and republished in every paper in the land. 
From the day Mr. Lincoln's election was announced, Mr. Greeley, in 
the New York Tribune, asserted that the South had a perfect right to 
secede. I read from his paper of November 9, 1860: 

If the cotton States shall become satisfied that they can do better out of the 
Union than in it, we insist on letting them go in peace. 
In the issue of November 16 I find: 


If the fifteen slave States, or even the eight cotton States alone, shall quietly, 
decisively say to the rest, ‘* We prefer to be henceforth separated from you,” we 
shall insist that they be permitted to go in peace. 

On November 19 the Tribune said: 


Whenever the slave States, or the cotton States only, shall unitedly and coolly 
say to the rest, * We want to get out of the Union,” we shall urge that their re- 
quest be acceded to, - 

The same idea was repeated on November 30: 


But if the cotton States generally unite with her [South Carolina] in seceding, 
we insist that they can not bs prevented, and that the attempt must not be 
made. 

At a later date, and while the South Carolina convention was in ses- 
sion, Mr. Greeley said: 

If it (the Declaration of ar po eg ustified the secession from the British 
Empire of three million of colonists in 1776, we do not see why it would not 
justify the secession of five million of Southrons from the Federal Union in 1861, 

Even after the formation of the confederate government Mr. Greeley 
declared: 


We have re: ly said, and we once more insist, that the great principle 
embodied by Jefferson in the Declaration of Independence that governments 
derive their just powers from the consent of the governed is sound and just, and 
that if the slave States, the cotton States, or the Gulf States only, choose toform 
an independent nation, they have a clear and moral right to do so. 

All this shows that there was no necessity for any secrecy on the part 
of Southern men, and the history of the time shows that there was noth- 
ing of that character. I will, therefore, say that no power on earth, | 
no argument, no proof, can satisfy me that Mr. Stanton ever maintained 
confidential relations except with the two bodies I have named. His 
most intimate and most trusted confederates, Mr. Seward, Mr. Wilson, 
Mr. Sumner, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. Howard have taken the world into 
their confidence, and they have told all about the important revelations 
made by Mr. Stanton, but the most rigid scrutiny of their utterances 
will fail to discover any revelations whatever touching the purposes 
or the designs of the secessionists, 

If they trusted him, where are the revelations? Until some one is 
able to produce revelations affecting the secessionists I refuse to believe 
that he was ever in intimate and confidential relations with them. 

This impossible hypothesis disposed of, I again ask who were these 
“‘eonspirators?’? Mr. Dawescould enlighten the world on this point. 

“A CABINET OFFICER DENOUNCED.” 

Apologizing for the interruption, I will now allow the witness, Mr. 
DAWES, to resume his testimony. He says: 

Once a member of that committee read by the light of the street lamps these 
words: * Secretary is a traitor, depend upon it. * * * Arrest him in- 
stantly, or all will be lost.” The paper went back to its hiding-place, but the Sec- 
retary, though he walked the streets unmolested, was watched from that hour. 

Who can question the truthfulness of this testimony? Who can 
doubt the fact that, Mr. Stanton, in the extraordinary emergencies of 
that dark winter, did put himself in communication with Republican 
members of Congress? f 

Now, who was this “Secretary,” this ‘‘member of the Cabinet,’’ 
who, according to the evidence of Mr. Wilson, Mr. Howard, and Mr. 
DAWEs, Mr. Stantonsought to have arrested? Ifthe testimony of these 
witnesses is to be accepted it was Hon. Isaac Toucey, the Secretary of 
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not have been Judge Black, nor General Dix, nor 
Judge Holt, nor Mr. King, and certainly Mr. Stanton did not enter 
into a clandestinearrangement with ‘‘the committee’ to effect the ar- 
rest of the Attorney-General. There wasno possibility of its being any 
other than Mr. Toucey. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ‘would like to ask the gentleman from Alabama 
whether these gentlemen whom he has just named were those he had 
in his mind when he spoke the other day of Mr. Stanton as an ‘‘arch 
pet ge Y 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; I had themall inmy mind—those and many 
others; there was an immense number in my mind. 

Mr. HEPBURN. ‘Then it was not McClellan and it was not—— 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, it was McClellan; it was Fitz-John Porter; 
it was General Stone. I could spend the night i in giving a list of them, 
but I must hasten on in my justification, as my time is limited. 

Now what were the grounds upon which Mr. Stanton denounced his 
personal friend and politicalassociateintheCabinet? Willit becredited 
that this committee, prepared to believe the worst by the prejudicial 
representations of their secret ally in the Cabinet, and clothed by Con- 
gress with ‘‘ ample powers,” instituted a searching inquiry into 
Mr. Toucey’s tion of the Navy Department, and that the 
report of that investigation, submitted by paara, Hon. HENRY L. 
DAWES, summed up all the offenses which could be charged against 
Mr. Toucey in a resolution which declares that he has ‘‘committed a 
grave error.’ This was the conclusion of the Secretary’s 7 reg oe 
mies; but the minority re: declares that the investigation has 
veloped ‘nothing to detract from the high reputation always ee 
by the present gaits Gocsbuaeps 74 fc ty and patriotism.” 

“But e utter gro these aspersions upon Secretary Tou- 
cey’s patriotism is attested by a witness whom my opponents in this con- 
troversy dare not challenge, and this witness I introduce in the person 
of Edwin M. Stanton, the ‘‘loyal’”? member of the Cabinet who de- 
nounced Mr. Toucey to the witnesses Howard and DAWEs. 


MR. STANTON AS A WITNESS, 


In the Life of Buchanan, by George Ticknor Curtis, volume 2, page 
529, I find a letter dated 10, 1861, from Mr. Stanton to his former 
chief. In this letter Mr, Stanton comments upon the ‘‘errors in respect 
to material facts’? which had attracted his attention in ‘‘some remark- 
able comments’? of General Scott upon Mr. Holt’s report in relation 
to Major Anderson and Fort Sumter. From these comments I read: 

These errors relate, first, to the sending of the Star of the West. This is at- 
tributed to Mr. Toucey’s being unwilling to furnish the Brooklyn for that expe- 
dition. My understan: was that Mr, Toucey wanted to send the pecbacois be 
and that General Scott an Mr Holt preferred the other mode, and o ed 
Mr, Toucey. 

Elsewhere in the same letter, referring to the ‘‘comments of General 
Scott,” Mr. Stanton says: 

The second point was that on subsequent consultations General Scott u: 
the sending of a military and naval force to relieve S Major Anico, bitia but that 
Mr. Toucey made such difficulty about Ltr gas Bored 
doned. My understanding was that General Scott never urged the weaning o of 
any force te Sumter, but only to be ready to do so if necessary. 

The full significance of this evidence can not be appreciated unless 
we bear in mind the dates of several occurrences. The special message 
to Congress which afforded Mr. Stanton the opportunity to write the 
resolutions under which the Howard and Dawes special committee was 
organized was sent on January 8; the resolutions were introduced on 
January 9; and it must have been subsequent to that date that, as Mr. 
DAWES testifies, ‘a member of that committee [the Howard special 
Geareiiiee) meat by the light of the street lamps” a denunciation of a 
member of the Cabinet, which all the evidence, I think, certainly shows 
came from Mr. Stanton. 

But the Star of the West sailed from New York on January 5. 

A com of these dates develops the asto; fact that Mr, 
Stanton denounced Mr. Toucey as ‘‘a traitor” after he been a wit- 
ness of his loyal anxiety to send the Brooklyn to relieve Fort Sumter. 

We have the evidence of his own letter to Mr. Buchanan that he 
must have known this prior to the sailing of the Star of the West on 
January 5, and we have the testimony of Mr. Seward that he (Stanton) 
vouched for the steadfast loyalty and devotion to the Union of Mr. 
Toucey and all his associatesin the Cabinet. Yetit is in evidence that 
at the very time he gave this voucher he was engaged in a clandestine 
arrangement to procure the arrest and ruin of Mr. Toucey for treason. 

I ask, does not this show that Mr. Stanton ‘‘sought to conspire to 
drag down officers,” &c. ? 


Mr. GROUT. Was not that remote? 

Mr. WHEELER. No; it was March 10, 1861. 

a E He sought to arrest him and yet Mr. Stanton said he 
was lo 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. He might have been loyal one day 
and a traitor the next. 


Mr. WHEELER. He said he was always loyal. But I must pro- 


be | ceed. 


The next witness I shall introduce is Hon. Charles Sumner, whom I 
call to corroborate Mr. Henry Wilson’s evidence as to Mr. Stanton’s 
midnight interviews with the political enemies of Mr. Buchanan’s Cab- 
inet, Mr. Stanton being a member of that Cabinet at the time. 
A MIDNIGHT CONFERENCE. 


In the Atlantic Monthly for October, 1870, I find a letter from Mr. 
Sumner, from which I read 


EN In the month of January, 1s 1861, * * $ ferrarai yee ne Stanton) 
at the Attorne eral’s office 2 for information and co counsel. 

He was in the innerroom, where he received me kindly. * bd Seekiie uses 
and seeing Sparing tah in the room,he whispered that we nia be alone, and 
then passed into the ante-room, where was also somebody, and then into the 
next room,and then into the next, when, finding somebody in room, he 
opened the door into the corridor, where he began an earnest conversation, say- 
ing that he must see me alone, * * * and he concluded by proposing to call 


on me at my lodgings atl o'clock that ht, when he would tat me of fear- 
ful condition of as he saw them, | saidin reply that I would expect him 
at the time named by him. 


He came at 1 o'clock that night and was alone with me for gn hour. * è * 


There is no evidence given that Mr. Stanton told Mr. Sumner any 
details other than were daily reported in the public press. But this 
evidence of Mr. Sumner is important, because it shows that while he 
was secretly associating with other prominent Republicans, and was 
secretly preparing the resolutions by which it was designed to accom- 
plish the ruin of Mr. Toucey, Mr. Stanton sought and obtained a mid- 
night interview with Mr. Sumner, who was no less than Mr. Seward 
identified with the bitterest foes of the administration of which Mr. 
Stanton was a member, and by which he was implicitly trusted. 

Did not all these acts of Mr. Stanton tend to sustain the position 
which I have been challenged to maintain? 

Mr. HEPBURN. .Does the gentleman understand that the Presi- 
dent and his Cabinet at that time were engaged in efforts to preserve 
the Union? 

Mr. WHEELER. I do, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Were not these gentlemen with whom you say 
Mr. Stanton conferred engaged in efforts to preserve the Union? 

Mr. WHEELER. That isa question which history must determine. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not yon opinion? 

Mr. WHEELER. Though it is undoubtedly true that the masses of 
the people of both parties anxiously desired the preservation of the 
Union, yet it must be admitted that some of the prominent Republican 
leaders were vastly opposed to the pacific measures by which Mr. Buch- 
anan and his advisers hoped to avert its threatened disruption. 

Mr. Buchanan, and I think a majority of the Northern people, felt 
that in the alarmed and excited condition of the country the Southern 
States should be eagerly pena in their constitutional rights under 
the administration of Lincoln. And the gentleman will admit 
that these Republican leaders declined giving these conciliatory views 
any consideration. The difference was this: Mr. Buchanan sought to 
save the Union by constitutional measures and by conciliation, while 
many Republican leaders openly advocated the attainment of this end 
by the force of arms. 

Either method would have succeeded; the latter was finally adopted. 
I will show you that Mr. Stanton sa himself that Mr. Bu was 
doing all he could to preserve the Union; and he applauds every act 
of Mr. Buchanan. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isit not true that the efforts of these other gen- 
tlemen did result in preserving the Union? 

Mr. WHEELER. That is a question we have not time to discuss 
to-night. The combined efforts of the people of the North restored the 
Union, but they were aided by a large number of soldiers from the 
South. The number of soldiers in the Federal Army from the South- 
ern Sates was about equal to the entire strength of the confederate 


army. 

Mr.. HEPBURN. If that is true, why do you say Mr. Stanton was 
conferring with the enemies of the administration ? 

3 use the political enemies of the Democratic 
party were the —— party; the political enemies of the Repub- 
Democratic 3 

Mr. HEPBURN. Were not all engaged in the same purpose—work- 
ing for the same end? 

Mr. WHEELER. Both parties in all times are engaged in doing all 
they can for the greatness and glory of their country, but they pursue 
different methods. Mr. Buchanan and the Democratic party sought to 
preserve the Unionin one way, asI have shown, and Republican leaders 
determined to pursue another policy. 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sites i aan that time wan not the bulk of the Democratic 

into rebellion 
we WHEELER. No, sir. ‘The Democratic party of the North 
ned the rebellion. After the war was precipitated they were as 
ee ene the Union by that means as they had 
been to it by pacific measures. 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman allow me one other question? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. GROUT. Did Mr. Stanton ever testify to the loyalty of Secre- 


ay Toucey ? 
r. WHEELER. Yes, sir; I will show you that he did. 

T GROUT. Was that before or after he dispersed the war vessels 
of the United States into distant seas upon one manner of empty errand 
— another? 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam coming to all that. I will show you that 
Mr. Stanton certifies that Secretary Toucey did not do that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. WHEELER. With pleasure. 

Er Semen You testify to Mr. Buchanan’s fidelity to the 
nion 

NE WREELER: Yes, sir. Will any man in the United States ques- 
tion it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Isit not a fact that a committee of Congress, of 
which Mr. Tappan, of my own State, was a member, waited upon Mr, 
Buchanan during the incipiency of the rebellion, requ: him to take 
immediate action to suppress the rebellion, and that Mr. Buchanan re- 
plied he knew of no power under the Constitution that would warrant 
him in undertaking to coerce a sovereign State? Is not that a matter 
of history ? 

Mr. WHEELER. I will say in reply that the history of that time 
shows that some of Mr. Buchanan’s advisers contended for that posi- 
tion; but I will show that Mr. Stanton says that those advisers while 
80 advising were opposed by Mr. Bahi, and that Mr. Buchanan 
insisted on taking action and did take action. I will come to all that 
in a short time. 

Mr. Tappan was a member of the committee of thirty-three. Some 
fifty resolutions were proposed by members of that committee of a 
conciliatory character. Mr. Tappan and Mr, Washburn were the only 
members as I recall it who offered resolutions which opposed guaran- 
tees, compro or concessions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is it nota matter of history that Mr. Buchanan 
made that reply to that Congressional committee? Does not the gen- 
tleman know the fact as a matter of history? s 

Mr. WHEELER. It is a matter of history that at that time many 
of the leading people of the country regarded the use of coercive meas- 
ures as a very questionable policy, and they all contended that every 
effort of conciliation should be first exha ; and Mr. Stanton’s letters 
to Mr. Buchanan show that he concurred in those views, and that such 
a policy controlled the first forty days of Mr. Lincoln’s administration. 

I will read some extracts from Mr. Bachanan’s message to Congress 
. of December 3, 1860: 


$ e * That the election of any one of our fellow-citizens to the office of 
ao does not, of itself, afford just cause for dissolving the Union; and 


In order to justify a resort to revolutionary resistance, the Federal Govern- 
ment must be guilty of a deliberate, palpable, and dangerous exercise of powers 
not granted by the Constitution. 


He denied that ‘‘secession’’ could be justified as a constitutional 
remedy, and asserted that— 


Such a principle is wholly inconsistent with the history as well as the charac- 
ter of the Federal Constitution. 


It is true he said thatthe duty of the Executive was to execute laws, 
not to enact them; but he appealed to Congress for the necessary legis- 
- lation, and said: 


Congress can contribute much to avert it by proposing and recommending to 
the Tokiais ofthe several States the remedy for existing evils which the 
Constitution has itself provided for its own ion. Thishas been tried at 
different critical peri of our history, and always with eminent success. 


In his message to Congress of January 8, 1861, Mr. Buchanan said: 


At the opening of your present session I called your attention to the dangers 
which threatened the existence of the Union, I expressed my voyuer freely 
concerning the original causes of th Nee dry mers hc d recommended such meas- 
ures as I ‘believed would have the effect of tranquillizin ag the country and saving 
it from the peril in which it had been needlessly and most unfortunately in- 


volved. 
ht existed and 


means. I most earnestly aaa that you g yourselves exclusivel 
the question how this can be accomplishedin peace. All other SERIES w 
compared with this, sink into insignificance, 

The present is no time for anse arh Sh action, verg olay pe nads action, is 


Ad in Congress to prescribe or to Peston 


position for ounelltation may drive miter a point from ern it will be alm t 
aema gy recede. E vey 


I think these citations from Mr. Buchanan’s message sean: indicate 
his attitude upon this question. 
CABINET CONFIDENCES INVIOLABLE, 
I think I may say there never was a man so lost to proper sentiments 
as not to feel the extent of the impropriety of sitting in Pn Cabinet council 


as the | sensibilities could have been? 


during the day, advising with his chief and colleagues, and profess- 
ingto aid them in'their plans and policy, and then sitting in midnight 
conclave with the chiefs of the o , and by various agencies 
secretly informing them of the Cabinet confidences na thereby aiding 
them in efforts to thwart the plans which he and his chief and his Cab- 
inet had perfected during the day. 

Mr. GROUT. tdo you radios “opposing parties,” when you 
have said both parties were trying to save the Union, the Republican 
party and the Democratic 

Mr. WHEELER. Isay Mr. aaah was trying to save the Union. 

Mr. GROUT. What do you mean? 

Mr. WHEELER. And Mr. Stanton was trying to thwart his plans, 
and thus to neutralize his efforts. 

Mr. GROUT. You donot claim the Republicans were trying to over- 
throw the Union when the Republicans were trying to save the Union? 

Mr. WHEELER, I made nosuchintimation. Ispoke of the Dem- 
ocratic party as one party and the Republican party as the other party. 

The Republicans sought to maintain the Union by force of arms; the 
Democratic theory was to obtain the same result by guarantees and con- 
cessions. 

Mr. Buchanan’s opinion as to the binding force of the obligation rest- 
ing upon those occupying these confidential relations is very forcibly 
expressed in a private letter which appears in the Life of the ex-Presi- 
dent, by George Ticknor Curtis, yolume 2, page 581, from which I 
read: 


Since the origin of the Government there has been no case of violating Cab- 
inet confidence except one, and the great man who was betrayed into it by vio- 
lent prejudice was destroyed. It is moral perjury, and no Cabinet could exist 
if the consultations were girs held sacred, 

And upon page 588 of the same work I find another letter in which 
the same subject is referred to. I read: 


In all free Sarepan fidelity to the head of the [ors tech yrs on the partof the 
members of his whilet be peep sere to his political family, has ever been 
considered both a oe stot honorand uty, and has rarely, if ever, been violated, 
While at liberty to contract new political engagements, if they should betray 
to their new friends or the public what had transpired in the old cabinet, with- 
out the consent of its head, they would be held justly infamous. 


The dates of these letters—the first one being dated February 10, 1862, 
and the second May 17 of the same year—show that Mr. Buchanan 
could not have known positively that any member or members of his 
own political family had been guilty of the violation of Cabinet confi- 
dences which he so vigorously condemns, for the truth regarding. the 
relations of his Attorney-General, Mr. Stanton, with the Republican 
leaders was not made pie until a long time afterward. We learn 
that about this time (January 16, 1862), in referring to Mr. Stanton, 
Mr. Buchanan wrote: 


He [Stanton] was always on my side, and flattered me ad nauseam. 


And Mr. Buchanan was not singular in this opinion of Cabinet con- 
fidences. 
MRE. STANTON’S SENSITIVE DELICACY, 


I have a letter, dated March 10, 1861, written to Mr. Buchanan by 
one of his Cabinet officers, who it seems desired to place on record his 
utter detestation, loathing, and abhorrence of such impropriety (I will 
not use the word . This letter would indicate that the writer 
appreciated that what transpired in a Cabinet meeting was sacred and 
that no one member could or should refer to it aide of that meeting 
for fear he might unwittingly say so: that would reflect upon 
or do his brother Cabinet officers injustice, the writer seems to take 
the high ground that even though it might be for the good of an im- 
pen country for him to give information to President Lincoln, yet 
or the reason I have mentioned he would feel it his duty to refuse to 
say an. regarding Mr. Buchanan’s Cabinet councils unless all his 
brother Cabinet officers were present. 

The delicate and refined sensibilities expressed by the writer indi- 
cate that he, for one, wished his late chief to understand that all that 
had transpired in the Cabinet while he was a member was regarded by 
him as = and Aone PP ae ee 

Mr. Speaker, who wow ou suppose this man of su cate 
; Which one of Mr. Buchanan’s min- 
isters do you suppose wrote and signed this letter, and thus, as shown 
by Mr. Dawes, Mr. Sumner, Mr. Seward, and Mr. Howard, admin- 
istered such an overwhelming rebuke to the man who while he was a 
Cabinet officer did violate propriety and trust to an infinitely greater 
degree than could have been involved in a compliance with the request 
made by Mr. Seward ma Mr. son T ARA Fh 

Really, many very high-min: gentlemen wo to see the im- 
propriety of a prompt and unhesitating compliance with their request. 

It seems that Mr. Seward, the Secretary of State, and President Lin- 
coln sought to obtain information regarding what was called an ‘‘in- 
formal truce,” which Mr. Stanton said had been indorsed, or favored, 
or at least concurred in, by General Scott and the Secretary of War, 
Judge Holt. 

This information was important to them, as affording them official in- 
formation regarding the existing status of the relations between the 
confederate and Federal authorities. 

I believe there are few men who have been Cabinet officers who 
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would have hesitated a moment, but I cite this letter to show the 
sacred regard with which some men maintain the sanctity of Cabinet 


councils, and their unwillingness to trust themselves, in the absence 
of their associates, to.even refer to anything which transpired in Cab- 
inet meetings, 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, who do you suppose expressed these delicate 
sentiments? Who do you suppose wrote this letter? 

I will exhibit the record. 

I will send it to the Clerk’s desk. I will ask him to read the sig- 
nature. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. WHEELER. Very well; 
ton. ” 

Mr. GROUT. Read the letter now. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have read a part of it. 

I have read the first paragraph which refers to the Star of the West, 
and the second paragraph which states that General Scott never urged 
the sending of any force to Sumter. I will now read what follows. 

Third. A third point relates to what General Scott calls an informal truce en- 
eau into by you with certain persons from ing States, under which the 

Teont a tof Sumter and Fort Pickens wassuspended, My recollection in 
deg erie that transaction pier wey ns Holt and General Scott concurred with you 
arrangem: hen proposed in Cabinet was opposed (approved ?) 

by Judge Black i and. myself. 

In his conversation with me Mr. Seward mentioned that Mr. Lincoln and his 
Cabinet, when this subject came up, would desire me to be present, and also 
Mr. Holt. I told him that ¢ all of è late Cabinet were requested to be present 
I would have no objection, but I did not think it proper unless all were present. 
He said that of course the invitation would be extended fo all, AsIneverheard 
anything more on the subject, I su in that they have found it only necessary 
to consult Mr, Holt, who contin acting as Secretary of War. 

I desire to call particular attention to the word ‘‘opposed,’’ which I 
think is a hical error, and should be ‘‘approved.’’ 

I will state my reasons for this opinion: 

First, Judge Black is known to have ‘‘ approved ’’ Mr. Buchanan’s 
policy—certainly he did not oppose it. 

Second. In a letter from Mr. Stanton to Mr. Buchanan, dated March 
16, 1861, Mr. Stanton says: 


I do not think there will be any serious effort to assail your administration in 
respect to Fort Sumter, That would imply a coercive sod on their part, and 
hostility to your pacific measures, The tendency of eral Scott’s remarks 
was rather to impute blame to Mr. Touce na than to any one else. And as Mr. 
Holt and the general concurred in everything done or written, their concur- 
rence will defend you. 


Third. In Curtis’s Life of Buchanan, (volume 2, page 583) I find 
a letter from Mr. Buchanan to Mr. Stanton, dated February 25, 1862, 
in which, evidently referring to Mr. Stanton’s letter from which I have 
quoted, he says: 

Your particular attention must have been drawn to this subject a few days 
after the 4th of March, 1861, heey agg ts! our letter to me of the Mth of that month, 
you state your recollection to Mr. Holt and General Scott concurred 
with me in that ment, whieh ye ‘ou say, “ when proposed in Cabinet was 
approved by Judge B Imyself” 

It is contended by some that ei isa maeri in which I have no in- 
te and which I can not with propriety discuss. } 

Temphatieally deny this afi ek 

BUCHANAN'S POLICY COMMENDED, 

At that time (January and February, 1861) we had peace in every 
corner of our Jand, and I was interested in, and desired the maintenance 
of, that peace as much as any other citizen. And it was my belief, as 
well as the belief of the majority of the best citizens of the United 
States, that adherence to the pacific measures of Mr. Buchanan would 
have preserved peace and secured the integrity and perpetuity of the 
Union. ‘This was the opinion of Mr. Buchanan and of his Cabinet, and 
it seemed to be also the prevailing sentiment with Mr. Lincoln and his 
Cabinet when the new administration first came into power. 

Judging from his letters to Mr. Buchanan, written during the early 
part of Mr. Lincoln’s administration, this appears to have been the 
opinion of Mr. Stanton also. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? I 
made an engagement to leave in the train, and can not stay much 
longer, otherwise I would not interrupt him at this point. The gen- 
tleman in starting out in his remarks referred to my calling attention 
to the Recorp. The question I wish to ask is, whether the gentleman 
from Alabama in correcting the RECORD simply claims he struck out 
the word ‘‘arch,’’ or that he corrected it in other respects beside that 
one instance ? 

Mr. WHEELER. I may have changed the grammar, and likely did 
so, but I did not change the sense. ee is the privilege all persons 
in this House take. It is the universal rule. 

Mr. BRUMM. My pointis this. We want to getat the facts i in the 
‘case, and that is the reason why I made the point. It is, whether the 
gentleman did not change the sense and essence of his remarks outside 
of striking out the word ‘‘arch?’? Did he not do that in this respect: 
In his original remarks he said Stanton said and did conspire, and in 
changing his remarks he said that Stanton sought to conspire. 

Now, inasmuch as a conspiracy always involves two or more, the very 
point of the controversy, when you say ‘‘Stanton and others,” is not 
that a changeof the sentence? Because if he sought to conspire, that 


Read it yourself. 
the letter is signed “Edwin M. Stan- 


he might haye done alone, but if he did conspire, then others with 
whom he was in connection were as guilty as himself. > 

Mr. WHEELER. Whatever there may be in that technicality my 
change showed the impression I wished to make. 

Mr. BRUMM. You say you did change it so as to say he sought to 
conspire and not that he did conspire? 

Mr. WHEELER. We always do make changes, as the gentleman 
knows, so as to express our meaning. 

Mr. BRUMM. The fact is the notes of the reporter show you did 
change to that extent. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to sce them, but there is nothing 
material in the correction referred to. 

Mr. BRUMM. TI have the original, and will have them read if nec- 


essary. 
Mr, WHEELER, I must resume my argument; I must press on. 
I will read now from the same letter of Mr. Stanton to Mr. Buchanan: 
I am perfectly satisfied that Major Anderson will be withdrawn. Scottagrees 
with Anderson as to the force required to relieve Sumter, and evidently favors 
withdrawal of the troops. The same thing will no doubt be done in respect to 
Fort Pickens. The Montgoméry commissioners have not yet applied for an au- 


dience. V: conjectures are made in respect to whether they will be received. 
i am preg convinced by the general tone prevailing here that there is not the 


goer any coercive measure. A sa pepa nce Te policy to 
avoida me es will be the course of the present administratio: 

From another letter of Mr. Stanton to the LEAR dated Wash- 
ington, March 16, 1861, I read: 


The embarrassments that surrounded you they now feel,and whatever may 
be said against you must recoil as an | Sree against them. And in piyay 
reasons ~ their action, they must exhibit the facts that controlled you in re- 
spect to Sumter, 

Under date of April 3 the same correspondent writes his former 
chief: 

The first month of the administration seems to have furnished an ample vindi- 
am of your policy and to have rendered all occasion of other defense need- 

ess. 


In a letter dated May 16, 1861, Mr. Stanton gives Mr. Buchanan a 
glimpse of the interior workings of the new Cabinet. I read: 

The negotiations carrried on by Mr. Seward with the confederate commis- 
sioners through Judge Campbell and Judge Nelson will, some day haps, be 
brought to light, and, if they were as has been nted tome, Mr, week and 


the Lincoln administration will not be in a position to make sneering observa- 
tions respecting any negotiations during your administration. 


DIRECT METHODS THE BEST. 


Thegentlemen justify these acts of Mr. Stanton because they say they 
were done to aid the cause which they say was God’s cause. 

Let me tell them that God never required any agencies which were 
not pure and honorable in accomplishing his pu 

Even imperfect and frail human beings prefer direct and open meth- 
ods, and scorn success attained by unworthy means. Lincoln would 
have abhorred a man who proposed to destroy a friend to achieve a 


purpose. 

Grant, Sherman, Sheridan, Thomas, Rosecrans, McClellan, Buell, or 
Canby might have employed and used a spy to enter their opponents’ 
camps, but they would have loathed his presence and distrusted him. 
No cause in the history of the world was ever benefited by such 
methods. 

In morals and politics, as in law, insincerity or fraud injures, if it 
does not destroy, whatever it touches, and Holy Writ itself instructs us ` 
that we are not permitted to do evil that good may come. 

It is an insult to the cause supported by Mr. Lincoln and General 
Grant to even suggest that it required such aid as was secured by Mr, 
Stanton’s professing confidence and friendship for his associates and 
colleagues with his lips while his heart and head were engaged in efforts 
to accomplish their disgrace and ruin. ` 

That the cause of the Union survived such questionable, unmanly, 
and unchivalric practices is the strongest evidence of the skill, courage, 
and devotion of the officers, soldiers, and statesmen who gave to its 
service only that which was true and noble. 

Mr. PERKINS.. If it will not interrupt the gentleman I would like 
to ask why, if that was his judgment, the Southern members should 
have left the Cabinet at that time? 

Mr. WHEELER. Because they thought it right to do so. 

Mr. PERKINS. I know, but why did they leave? 

Mr. WHEELER. Because the country expected and every South- 
ern man regarded it as his duty to leave. 

Mr. GROUT. Did they feel it necessary to organize and equip 
troops, as was being done? 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not knowabout that; I was not there at the 
time. 

Mr. GROUT. But you know it was being done. 

Mr. WHEELER. Oh, yes; I recollect the last thing F saw in the 
New York Herald was that an attempt was made to enlist troops, and 
that they succeeded, after four weeks, in getting one private, while 
they had a applications for four thousand offices. 

Mr. GROUT. They were more successfal in South Carolina. 

WHY WAS THERE NO CLEMENCY? . 

Mr. WHEELER. The circumstances attending the execution of 

Mrs. Surratt recurred tomy memory, I recalled the assertion of Presi- 
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dent Johnson that the recommendation for mercy and executive clem- 
ency was not presented to him, and that he did not know that the court 
had signed a recommendation for mercy until after the execution. 

I had before me the statute which authorized the appointment of a 
Judge-Advocate-General, pursuant to which Judge Holt wasappointed, 
and which contains the words: F 

And no sentence of death or imprisonment in the penitentiary shall be carried 
into execution until the same shall have been approved by the President. 

The recommendation by the court for executive clemency was the 
most important paper in the case. This paper was, at least should 
have been, in the custody of the Judge-Advocate and Secretary of War, 

“and the law made it the imperative duty of the Secretary to place it 
before the President. 

This duty President Johnson says was not performed, and a woman 
since proven to have been absolutely innocent of the charges brought 
against her was executed. 

I have had no time to investigate, but must trust to memory for 
most of these events. I recall Mr. Merrick’s speech on the John 
Surratt trial. Mr. Merrick repeatedly charged that this recommenda- 
tion to mercy was never placed before Mr. Johnson. This e was 
made, and the district attorney was challenged to bring a refutation of 
thé charge, and during all of this discussion, lasting nearly two weeks, 
the charge was never refuted. If this charge had not been true, its 
falsity would certainly have been established during that trial. 

President Johnson was within astone’s throw, and if the charge was 
not true its refutation by his evidence could easily have been secured. 

Mr. Merrick asked: f 


Who stood between her and the seat of mercy? Has conscience lashed tho 
— of the Bureau of Military Justice? Does memory haunt the Secretary 
of War? 


I will refer now to the case of Fitz-John Porter. 
MR, LINCOLN DECEIVED, 

In court-martial proceedings which require the approval of the Ex- 
ecutive the law makes it imperative that the evidence be placed before 
the President, and if an abbreviated summary of the evidence is sub- 
stituted it should be truthful, not garbled or false, and as this state- 
ment is transmitted to the President by the Secretary of War it becomes 
his duty to see that it is such a presentation of the evidence as will 
insure justice to the accused as well as to the Government. 

Governor Newell, of New Jersey, a personal and political friend of 
Mr. Lincoln, referring to Mr. Lincoln’s action in the case of General 
Porter, testified in these words: 

Mr, Lincoln stated that he had not been able to give that Derbyan attention 
to the cause which its merits required; that he had accepted the opinion of the 
Judge-Advocate-General and of the War Department as the basis of his action ; 
that ifany evidence exculpatory of General Porter could be introduced he woul 
be very glad to give him an opportunity to have it presented; that he hada high 

for General Porter personally and asa soldier, and that he hoped he 
would be able to vindicate himself in that Way. 

Here we have the statement of Mr. Lincoln himself that these two 
men acting together had caused him to accept their view and opinion 
as the basis of his (Mr. Lincoln’s) action. 

It will be observed that Mr. Lincoln acted upon the opinion of Mr. 
Stanton and Judge Holt. Mr. Stanton wasa Cabinet officer and almost 
constantly had the ear of the President. What verbal opinion he ex- 
pressed*to Mr. Lincoln we can not know, but Congress called for and 
obtained the written opinion which was transmitted by the War De- 
partment to Mr. Lincoln, 

This paper from the War Department and Judge-Advocate-General 
is now before the country, and it was this paper, together with such 
verbal opinions as Mr. Stanton expressed to the President, which Mr. 
Lincoln said he accepted as the basis of his action; and I felt that this 
written opinion alone, even without the probably more damaging and 
extravagant verbal opinion, fully justified my statement that Mr. Stan- 
ton conspired with Judge Holt to drag down an officer. 

Mr. PRICE. I wish to make a suggestion to the gentleman from 
Alabama with his consent. We all want to read this carefully and the 
reply, and we can not listen to this to-night without overworking our- 
selves. Would it not be entirely proper to print the balance? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope the gentleman will be allowed 
to proceed to-night. 

Mr. PRICE. I understand the gentleman is not using the exact lan- 
guage he intends to print, but only extracts from it; and we want to 
read it carefully, so as to know how to reply. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Let him proceed now. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman may rest assured that all I say 
will appear in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin that the proceeding is by unanimous consent. The 

ntleman can only proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. After he gets the floor by unanimous 
consent he can then proceed. 

Mr. PRICE. I beg pardon; he can not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not decide that ques- 
tion in advance, but has an opinion upon the subject. 

Mr. WHEELER. The facts in this case have been so recently and 
so fully presented to the House and are too familiar to all to render it 
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necessary to recapitulate them atlength. It has been clearly demon- 
strated that General Porter was unjustly condemned, and wishing to re- 
pair, so far as possible, thisgrievous wrong to agallantofficer, the Forty- 
eighth Cofigress passed a billrestoring himtohisrankinthe Army. The 
bill was vetoed by President Arthur upon the ground that its paren 
ology was such as to give it the effect of an interference with the pre- 
rogatives of the Executive. 

All the circumstances attending the appointment of Judge Holt to 
the position of Judge-Advocate-General, the first important duty he 
performed in his new office, the manner in which he conducted the trial 
of General Porter, the continuous and habitual disregard of his duty in 
putting leading questions to witnesses, all tend irresistibly to produce the 
impression that the object of the trial was not the punishment of 


‘an offender, but the disgrace of an officer ‘‘who did not conform to his 


views or sustain the line of policy he had inaugurated.” 
THE TRIUMPH OF DECEPTION. 

And the means by which effect was given to the sentence of the court- , 
martial still farther confirms the presumption of prearranged determi- 
nation to work the ruin of this officer at all hazards. 

It was, as we have seen, the duty of the Judge-Advocate-General to 
submit, with the finding of the court, the evidence, or a full, fair, and 
impartial summary of the evidence, upon which that finding was based. 
The record of the proceedings and this summary were transmitted to 
the President by the Secretary of War. 

This was the first court-martial of real importance held during the 
war. Whether it was organized to protect and maintain the effi- 
ciency of the Army, or whether, as has been charged, its object was 
merely the degradation of the accused, the Secretary of War was too 
deeply interested in the case to permit us to believe that he failed to 
read the evidence from day to day as the trial progressed. The sum- 
mary of the evidence prepared by the Judge-Advocate-General would 
necessarily exert a potent influence on the President’s action in the 
ease, and the Secretary of War was too anxious to be assured that his 
subordinate had discharged his duty efficiently tohave possibly allowed 
the summary to pass through his hands unread. 

Now, let us see how this summary of the evidence, prepared by the 
Judge Advocate-General, read by the Secretary of War, and by him 
transmitted to the President, mangled the case of the accused. 


TRUT AND MISREPRESENTATION,. 

Referring to the 4.30 p. m. order (the one important order in the 
case) and the time of its delivery to the accused, the summary of the 
evidence led the President to believe that it had been clearly proved 
the accused could not have had less than two hours of daylight in 
which to make the attack, when in fact the order was not delivered 
until sunset. 

To arrive at this misleading conclusion the compilers of the paper 
appear to have rejected the positive testimony of five officers, namely: 
General Sykes, Lieutenant-Colonel Locke, Captain Monteith, Lieuten- 
ant Weld, and Lieutenant Ingham, ‘‘ who deposed that the order was 
not received until about sundown,” and accept the opinion of an or- 
derly, who, six months after the occurrences, testifies as to what he 
‘thinks,’ and the evidence of General Pope’s brother, whose cross- 
examination showed that his evidence was based upon mere surmise 
and opinion. 

Mr. GROUT. Is not the time when that order was received fixed 
by the note from Warren to Sykes as having been previous to 5.40 p.m. ? 

Mr. WHEELER. No, sir; there is no such evidence. 

Mr. GROUT. ‘There is positive proof of that fact in the note from 
Warren to Sykes, which speaks of the orders passing between Morrell 
and Pope in front and the movements in response to the 4.30 order. 

Mr. WHEELER. I shall not go into that subject now, but— 

Mr. GROUT. The note from Warren to Sykes, of which I speak, 
appeared in the ‘‘ Rebellion Records,” and shows the order from Pope 
was received by Porter long before 4.45 p. m., whereas the sun did not 
set that day till 6.36. 

Mr. WHEELER, I will inform the gentleman that Warren was 
not a witness on Porter’s trial, and that General Sykes’s testimony is 
on page 177 of the court-martial record, and he swears that the order 
arrived ‘‘as near sunset as he could remember,’’ and there is nothing 
in General Morrell’s testimony to contradict this; on the contrary, he 
confirms it, 

Mr. GROUT. No; we have had enough of the Porter business 
already. It has all been gone over. 

Mr. WHEELER. I shall not go into that now. 

Again, from the statements of the summary the President could not 
escape the conclusion that on the 29th of August a furious battle was 
raging within hearing of the accused, and that he stood idly by and list- 
ened to the sounds of the conflict for the five or six hours preceding 
half past 5 o’clock in the afternoon, when in fact there was no general 
battle on the 29th of August, but only a series of sharp and obstinate 
engagements by small fractions of the Army, and even these did not 
begin until late in the afternoon. 

To illustrate: This sent from the War Department to the 


paper, 
President, and upon which he relied, said: 
The accused had, for between five and six hours, been listening to the sounds 
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of iha baitis raning iomedikiaiy bo his right. Its dust and smoke were before 
his eyes, and the reverberation of its t was in his ears. 

This statement was laid before President Lincoln by Mr. Stanton and 
Judge Holt when the evidence of Major-General John F. Reynolds, 
which showed its utter falsity, was staring them in the face. I will 
I from General Reynolds’s testimony (court-martial record, page 

Q. On the 29th, before 4 o'clock p. m., what was the character of the battle— 
say ees orinfantry? 


3 artillery. 

Q. Aboat whet time did the infantry fire commence in force and volume? 

A. As near as I can recollect it must have been between 4 and 5 o'clock, prob- 
ably 5 o’clock ; that is, I refer to the part near me, There may have been in- 
fantry firing on the t which I could not hear. 

General Reynolds’s troops were nearer to General Porter than any 
other portion of General Pope’s line of battle, and he was 3 miles 
to General Porter’s right, and he says if there was infantry firing it 
was so far to his right that he could not hearit. Now, if there had 
been firing on the right Porter was 3 miles farther from it than 
Reynolds. 

Generals Schofield, Terry, and Getty, in referring to the 29th of Au- 
gust, say: 

That battle consisted of a number of sharp and gallant combats between small 
portions of the opposing forces. These combats were of short duration and 
were by Jong intervals of simple skirmishing and artillery duels. 
Until after 6 o'clock onlyasmall part of the troops on ¢ither side were engaged 
at any time during the afternoon, Then, about sunset, one additional division 
on each side was engaged near Groveton. 

_ And with regard to the events of that day General Grant says: 


Until 1881, when I re-examined for myself, my belief was that on the 29th of 
A , 1861, a battle was fought. * * * Now, ona full investigation 
of facts, I find that the battle was fought on the 30th of August; that your (Por- 
ter’s) ain Seen directly by you (Porter) in person, lost a greater per- 

. centage any other corps engaged. , 

But to completely the falsity of this deceptive paper upon this 
point, all of Pope’s o and his correspondence with his corps com- 
manders were before the court, and none of these letters or orders speak 
of a battle prior to half past 4 o'clock, or of the army as doing anything 
else than either marching or preparing to fight. 

Again: From this summary the President was positively informed 
that the command of the accused numbered thirteen thousand men, 
when in fact he had but about nine thousand, and it also stated that 
only a small force of the enemy was in his front, when in fact he was 
confronted by nearly if not quite three times his own numbers. 

The Stanton and Holt paper says: 

There is some contrariety And, the evidence asto the force of the enemy by which 


the accused was opposed. w tof the testimony is that it was small—de- 


cidedly so in the early part of the afternoon. 
$ $ $ s * * 


$ 

It is believed that at no time on the 29th could the accused have been con- 
fronted by a rebel force exceeding seyen thousand—a little more than half the 
strength of his own corps. The strong probability is that the force was not so 


The fact is, the evidence showed that Longstreet’s corps and Stu- 
art’s cavalry were directly in Porter’sfront. It was positively known 
further that these bodies of the enemy were estimated at from twenty- 
five thousand to thirty-five thousand men. Col. E. J. Marshall, of 
Porter’s corps, who was engaged with the enemy at one point, testifies 
regarding them (page 268 court record): 

It was avery large —_ and they were drawn up in line of battle as they 


came down. * * * position was a very strong one, and they were cer- 
tainly in force at that time twice as large as our own force—all of Porter's corps, 


These are only specimen bricks of this adroit aud skillful misrepre- 
sentation of material and essential facts in the case. The whole paper 
is not merely misleading, it is instinct with deception throughout, and 
it is not surprising that it imposed upon an honest, unsuspicious trust- 
fal man like Mr. Lincoln. 

So good a lawyer as the Secretary of War, familiar with the evidence 
as he must have been, could not possibly have bestowed the least crit- 
ical examination on Such a paper without detecting its manifest par- 
tiality, its glaring injustice to the accused, and yet it was solely upon 
the representations of this paper, coupled with any verbal opinions the 
Secretary may have advanced, that Mr. Lincoln approved sentence 
of the court. 

I wish now, Mr. Speaker, to call attention to other authorities, and 
I will read from Montgomery Blair. 

Mr. GROUT. Who is Montgomery Blair? 

Mr. WHEELER. He was Postmaster-General under that adminis- 
tration. This is a letter written by Mr. Blair to General Porter, which 
we find in the Porter case, page 531: 


He tried to en the whole Cabinet in it. He tried to get them all to sign a 
r drawn by to compel Mr. Lincoln’s consent. But Mr, Lin mo thonan 
im to re- 


icClellan only could rally the nyana he went to him and ask: 
sume command. That puta on the business until McClellan was 
finally removed; Gantt Sites Slim SEACA wore worked up against you, 

T will also read a paragraph from Hon. Gideon Welles’s work, entitled 
‘t Lincoln and Seward,’ page 193, which refers to the paper mentioned 
by Mr. Blair: 

I declined to sign the paper, which was in the handwriting of Stanton, not 


, but because the com- 


that I did not disapprove of the course of the 
dent, who had selected his 
against him, 


bination was improper and disrespectful to the 
Cabinet to consult arid advise with, not to conspire 


ue ede; to acho ay Sentien or Aare expression of Secretary of the 
avy, Welles, where he speaks o: . Stanton as conspiring against Mr. 
Lincoln while a member of his Cabinet, and also gives as his (Welles’s) 
reason for not signing the paper that it was ‘ use the combina- 
tion was improper i to the President.” 

If Mr. Stanton’s colleague in Mr. Lincoln’s Cabinet boldly charges 
Mr. Stanton with conspiring against his chief, Mr. Lincoln, may not 
the gentlemen pardon me for my inadvertent expression? 


A MASTERPIECE OF CRAFT. 


But as bad as all this is, worse remains behind. If I am correct in 
my surmise the primary object of the Secretary of War and his Judge- 
Advocate-General was accomplished when the President had been im- 
posed upon and deceived into approving the sentence of the court. But 
after this it became necessary tosatisfy the country that noinjustice had 
been done, that the condemned officer had been most leniently dealt 
with. To do this it had to be shown that General Porter did in fact 
stand aloof from his comrades during the whole continuance of a great 
battle in progress in his immediate vicinity, But the evidence before 
the court-martial would not show anything of the kind. On the con- 
trary, it would have shown that General Porter was a victim, not a cul- 
prit. 

Here was apparently a most perplexing dilemma for the Secretary 
and his Judge-Advocate-General. But ifthey werenot equal to the exi- 
gency, some sympathizing friend, of great ingenuity and singular fer- 
tility of resource, was equal to it for them. ; 

A copy of Stonewall Jackson’s official report of a battle in which 
he was long and obstinately engaged with a most determined enemy 
was procured and published to the world as the confederate account of 
the great battle to which General Porter listened unmoved and so un- 
concerned that he made no attempt to participate in it. This settled 
the matter. It drove the nail home into the popular belief and clinched 
it. The published report of the confederate general was read every- 
where, its authenticity and accuracy were doubted by none, and Gen- 
eral Porter became the object of almost universal detestation as a traitor 
who a been undeservedly fortunate in escaping the death he sorichly 
merited. 

Now, can it be believed that the brunt of the battle which the con- 
federate general reported as having been so stubbornly and bloodily 
contested, and for non-participation in which Porter had been so gen- 
erally execrated, was actually borne by General Porter’s own com- 
mand, under his personal and immediate leadership and direction; that 
by another piece of marvelous dexterity and sublime yet simple au- 
dacity in ing Jackson’s report of the battle of August 30 read as 
the account of a battle fought on August 29, public opinion was made 
to condemn General Porter as a traitor for not taking in his own 
fight? And this extraordinary result was achieved by merely changing 
the dates in a rebel general’s report. 

I wish it to be distinctly understood that I do not charge Mr. Stan- 
ton with being personally the author of this more than questionable 
piece of finesse, but as it has been admitted under oath that it was the 
work of an officer whose relations with Mr. Stanton had been yery in- 
timate, I cite it as establishing the admitted necessity of using craft in 
the efforts to convince the country that no imposition had been practiced 
upon Mr. Lincoln. 

Still Mr. Stanton undeniably possessed qualities of a pronounced 
order, and by some they were regarded as soldierly characteristics and 
as an evidence of military talent. General James B. Fry, who was 
Provost-Marshal-General of the United States during 1863, 1864, and 
1865, whose position gave him exceptionally advantageous opportuni- 
ties of becoming intimately acquainted with Mr. Stanton’s peculiari- 
ties, in a recent work gives this candid opinion of the moral and men- 
tal constitution of the *‘ great war Secretary:’’ 


While he was strictly honest, before him justice was powerless and personal 
rights were trifles. The cause was eve! ing, and his will was the cause. 
odifying Richelieu’s maxim, “first use all means to conciliate, then all to 
;” he tried to conciliate only when he thought he could not crush. * * * 
It has been said that “law is the most narrowing and aeriene, Nath os prona 
epends, 

gifts.. If it was verified in Stanton corti} 
Impressed by the importance of despotic sway.in war, he overestimated the 
Tane of Terrot and sometimes hastily dispatched the accused for the sake of 

the example, 


ly it 


AN ELASTIC CODE OF MORALA, 

It may be that some gentlemen may be able to find in the circum- 
stancesof the troubled times mid which they were placed a perfect and 
satisfactory justification for the course of the Secretary of War and his 
Judge-Advocate-General in this whole proceeding against General 


Porter. They may contend that Mr. Stanton foresaw—or honestly 
thought he foresaw—that the success of the Union cause was imperiled 
by the devotion of the principal army of the country to its com- 
mander; that the paramount consideration with him was the preserva- 
tion of the Union, and that such minor questions as personal rights and 
justice to individuals should have been, and very properly were, re- 
garded as subordinate. 
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This idea is very forcibly 
New York [Mr. WEBER] in 
from which I read: 

Who knows but that the military necessities of the situation required just 
such an arbitrary act, to sacrifice one for the good of the many. Only those who 
served in the Peninsula cam can ize or com that intense Moe- 
Clellanism which pervaded a t Army of the Potomac in 1802. : 


; = 
That feeling, that spirit of McClellanism, capable of being used to such great 
advantage, wo gad dameaten tt oo ined. ote DATADA = gene COANA 
army with another commander to lead it, and that spirit 
needed extinction, even if by arbitrary acts aninnocent man should suffer. It 
is acruel theory, but as Sherman has pithily expressed it, “ war is a cruelty and 
can not be refined.” 

But, Mr. Speaker, even if we accept this elastic code of moral obli- 
gation, I maintain that such acceptance does not affect the fact. 

It may have been necessary to ‘‘sacrifice one for the good of the 
many,” but ifthe sacrifice was effected by indirect methods; if it was 
accomplished by and through collusion between the Secretary of War 
and his Judge-Advocate-General designed to impose upon their confid- 
ingand unsuspicious chief, General Porter was the victim of a conspiracy. 
For a conspiracy is the combination of two or more persons to accom- 
plish an unlawful purpose by: concerted. action. 

All the proof shows that General Porter was such a victim. 

A DUTY PERFORMED, 


I have done with this branch of the subject, Mr. Speaker. A most 
unwelcome and painful task has been forced upon me as a duty, a duty 
to myself, a duty to the people with whom I have ever been and always 
shall be identified in feeling and sentiment, and a duty to the truth of 


ted by my Republican friend from 
is speech on the Fitz-John Porter bill, 


ry: x 

That duty is now performed. I have shown from the record that an 
innocent woman was executed despite a recommendation to executive 
clemency, that recommendation being studiously kept from the Ex- 
ecutive. I have shown that officers were dismissed the service so un- 
justly that Congress has felt constrained to use its power to repair the 
wrongs inflicted upon them by the Secretary of War. I have shown 
from the testimony of his own friends that Mr. Stanton systematically 
violated the confidence and trust reposed in him by President Buchanan 
and his Cabinet. And, finally, I feel that I have shown that he sovight 
to destroy General Porter by practices and methods which have been 
in effect condemned by Generals Grant, Schofield, Terry, and Getty, 
and which Mr. Lincoln would also have condemned had his life been 

red. 
mi maintain, therefore, that it is incontestably established that I was 
justified in saying that Mr. Stanton “sought to conspire to drag down 
officers who did not conform to his views or sustain the line of policy 
that he had inaugurated.” 

This uncongenial and unpleasant duty has been thrast upon me. 
Sincerely—I had almost said laboriously—I endeavored to escape it. 
But I was not permitted to evade it, and though it was unwillingly 
undertaken, I trust the gentlemen who forced it upon me are satisfied 
with the manner in which it has been discharged. 

Mr. Stanton may have been a great man, may have rendered great 
services to the Republican party, and the country may be largely in- 
debted to his undoubted ability. Butcan the proof be questioned which 
shows that he professed fealty and devotion to one set of party friends, 
while at the same moment he was secretly conferring with and aiding 
their enemies; can they question the proofs which show that he was 
insatiable in engrossing power and arbitrary and ruthless in exercising 
it; that he sought to accomplish the disgrace and ruin of one officer of 
the Government by acts which I doubt if many members of this House 
will approve, and secured the dismissal of another by devices equally 
reprehensible ? 

In a desire to be even extreme in punctiliousness ing the use of 

I had chosen to ask a withdrawal of the objectionable words, 
although words much more extreme are almost constantly and without 
comment used upon this floor; and if it can beshown that I, in defend- 
ing myself from the imputation that I had been without warrant in my 
unpremeditated assertion that Mr. Stanton sought to drag down offi- 
cers, &c., I will gladly give it the most emphatic retraction; but before 
this is demanded at least some of the evidence I have cited must be dis- 

roved. 

“4 It must be shown that Mr. Stanton, while a member of Mr. Buchan- 
an's Cabinet, did not keep Republican members of Congress informed 
of what was going on in the councils of Mr. Buchanan’s administration, 
and that Mr. Stanton had no part in the proceeding, one purpose of 
which was a serious reflection upon Mr. Toucey, and that he did not 
cause either the arrest or dismissal of officers whose innocence and faith- 
fulness have since been so abundantly proven as to cause their restora- 
tion to duty or their exoneration by Congress. 

And thestatement of Hon. Gideon Welles, Lincoln’s Secretary of the 
Navy, must also be disproved where he charges Mr. Stanton with con- 

iring against the President in his efforts to dismiss and therefore 
“drag down” Major-General McClellan, the commander of the Army 
of the Potomac. , Will any one attempt to show that Mr. Lincoln did 
not inform Governor Newell that he accepted the opinion, and there- 
fore relied upon the Secretary of War to guide him in his action re- 
garding General Porter ? 


Will any one attempt to disprove the statements of Mr. Wilson, Mr. 
Seward, Mr, Sumner, Mr. Dawes, Mr. Welles, and Mr. Howard, or try 
to impeach the statements of Andrew Johnson? Unless all this can 
be done, it must be admitted that I was neither wanton nor without 
warrant. 

ORGANIZED VICTORIES. 

But it is claimed that I have also offended the gentlemen by intro- 
ducing the name of an official who seems to be their ideal of a great 
and most successful general. 

I have never made any comment upon Mr. Stanton’s military capac- 
ity, and should not do so now did I not feel that by allowing their 
challenge on this point to pass unanswered I should become a party to 
an injustice to the living and the dead. I should have preferred that 
the duty ofshowing that Grant, Sherman, Sheridan, Thomas, Rosecrans, 
Buell, Schofield, and Canby owe no particle of their military fame to, 
the guidance and control of any civilian had fallen into abler hands. 
But as the worshipers and panegyrists of Mr. Stanton have challenged 
me directly to the proof, and as the task is easily within the range of 
even my feeble powers, and as there is very strong evidence that Mr. 
Stanton did not desire that character of reputation, I unhesitatingly 
accept the issue forced upon me, trusting that the unaided potency of 
facts and the unvarnished truth of history may suffice to convince this 
House that my challengers’ party idol was no such demi-god as they 
would have the world believe. 

Mr. Stanton would not thank the gentlemen for their attempt to 
ascribe to him the possession of great military genius. He not only 
made no pretensions to soldierly capacity, but those most intimate with 
him assert that he estimated such talent as indicating a different and 
lower order of ability than that upon which he prided himself and for 
which he wished to be remembered. As confirmatory of this I quote 
from a recent military work by Maj. Gen. James B. Fry, United States 
Army, note, on page 199: 

A young lawyer, who served in Stanton’s own office while he was Secretary 
of War, writes: “I revere Stanton, but I shut my eyes to no man’s defects. 


For a man of his transcendent ability he was narrow-minded; he overrated his 
own profession of the law, and he contemned the military profession.” 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] says Mr. Stanton 
“organized victory.” 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN ] says: 


He was the man who directed as no other living man could all the manou- 
vers and operations of the Federal Army. 


Do the gentlemen mean to say, do they wish the country to believe, 
that Generals Grant and Sherman and McClellan and Sheridañ and 
Rosecrans and Buell did not lead or direct their armies? Did they go 
to Mr. Stanton’s feet to learn how to manage their armies? 

McClellan says this of Mr. Stanton: 

So iong as Mr. Cameron was Secretary of War I received the cordial suppor? 
of that Department, but when he resigned the whole state of affairs changed. 
I had never met Mr. Stanton before reaching Washington in 1861. 
sought me and professed the utmost pe affection, the expression of which 
was exceeded only by the bitterness of his denunciation of the Government and 
its policy. The more serious difficulties of my position began with Mr. Stanton's 
accession to the War Office. 


Did General Sherman go to Stanton to learn the art of war, to bs 
taught by this man, who, the gentleman from Iowa says, directed’ ar- 
mies as no other living man could ? 

Regarding some orders sent tohim by Mr. Stanton, which purported 
to come from the President, General Sherman says: 


The publication of this bulletin by authority wasan outrage on me. * * * I 
regarded this bulletin of Mr. Stanton asa personal and official insult, which I 
afterward publicly resented. * * * I found that General Halleck had ordered 
General Davis’s corps (the mierne eg review by himself. This I forbade. 
All the Army knew of the insult that had been e me by Secretary of War 
and Genera Halleck, and watched me closely to see if I would tamely submit, 


The next day I met General Grant and President Johnson. The latter was 
Paate, cara to me, and knowing that I was chafing under the censures of 
the War Department, apoios of the two war bulletins of Mr. Stanton, he vol- 
unteered to say that he knew of neither of them till seen in the newspa 
that Mr. Stanton had shown neither to him nor to any of his associates in the 

rs of the Cabinet made 


eclined General Grant's friendly of- 
resolved to resent what I consid- 


He at once 


pers, and 


ened by the inte 
thereby. * © + 

I inferred that Mr. Stanton, who was notoriously vindictive in his prejudices, 
would not consent to the employment of these high officers. 


GENERAL GRANT HAD NO ADVISER. 


Certainly he did not organize any victories for General Grant. 

That great general says to us in his recent work, volume 2, page 123: 
a, did not communicate my plan to the President, nor did I to the Secretary of 

ar. 

General Badeau, in the May Century, says General Grant’s deter- 
mination and plans were all his own, and General Horace Porter and 
General J. H. Wilson, in their articles in the October Century, declare 
that if President Lincoln had any opinions regarding the seem, es he 
studiously kept them to himself so far as Grant was concerned, and 
that the Presidentcarefully abstained from any interference in military 
affairs. And history abundantly proves that President Lincoln not 
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only abstained from interference himself, but was careful to see that no 
one else annoyed General Grant in this way. 

It is stated in a recent publication that on one occasion, when Mr. 
Stanton attempted to interfere with his Army, General Grant went to 
the President, who sent for Mr. Stanton and said: 

Mr, Stanton, we had better let General Grant manage his own affairs. 


So far from conferring with or asking advice or accepting suggestions 
from Mr. Stanton, we see that General Grant was sometimes put to 
t inconvenience and lost valuable time in his many precautions to 
avoid the ill effects and annoyances of Mr. Stanton’s efforts to interfere 
with his plans and, as the gentleman from New York would say, ‘‘ or- 
ganize victories.” I read from page 327 of General Grant’s Personal 
Memoirs: : 

On the 15th of September I started to visit General Sheridan in the Shenan- 
doah Valley. My purpose was to have him attack Early or drive him out of 
the valley, and destioy that source of nopeliee for Lee’sarmy. I knew it was 
impossible for me to get orders through Washington to Sheridan to make a 
move, because they would be stop; there, and such orders as Halleck’s caution 
(and that of the Secretary of War) would suggest would be given instead, and 
would, no doubt, be contradictory to mine. I therefore, w ut stopping at 

ashington, went directly through to Charlestown, some 10 miles above 
per’s Ferry, and waited there to see General Sher! K 

Now, I hope the gentleman from New York will admit that General 
Grant conquered victories, and this great man says that he knew if Mr. 
Stanton had an opportunity to do so he would change the order, and 
he says no doubt that the order Stanton would have given would be 
contradictory to his. 

‘This conclusion regarding Mr. Stanton must have been reached from 
his association after he reached Washington, as General Grant was too 
busy to have given much study to the victories Mr. Stanton organ- 
ized for Frémont, Banks, Shields, Milroy, McDowell, and Pope in the 
spring and summer of 1862, 

General Grant also says, on page 5370f his Memoirs: 

The Secretary was very timid, and it was impossible for him to avoid inter- 
fering with the armies covering the capital when it was sought to defend it by 
an offensive movement against the army ng the confederate capital. 

He could see our weakness, but he could not see that the enemy was in dan- 
ger The enemy would not have been in danger if Mr. Stanton had been in the 
a GUARDING AGAINST POSSIBLE INJUSTICE. 

But let me not do Mr. Stanton injustice. There was one period dur- 
ing the war when he had entire control. From March 11 to July 11, 
1862, a period of four months, there was no general in chief, and, as Mr. 
Lincoln says, he (Mr. Lincoln) did not interfere with the armies much, 
Mr. Stanton must be accorded all the credit for the operations dur- 
ing that period. I can not say all, because I find from the records that 
he sent but few orders to General Halleck while in the West, but that he 
confined his efforts at organizing victories for the troops in Virginia and 
Kentucky. General Mi was commanding the Department of the 
Rappahannock; General Frémont, the Mountain De ent; General 
Banks commanding the Department of the Shenandoah, and Generals 
Shields and Milroy each had separate commands. 

The correspondence between Mr. Stanton and these generals during 
that period was immense, I have seen as many as two hundred and 
forty such letters and orders, many of them giving specific and minute 
details regarding marches, strategy, tactics, &c., &c. They were no 
doubt intended to ‘‘ organize victories.” 

The first fruit was the battle of Kernstown, March 23. The second 
the battle at McDowell, May 8. This was followed in quick succes- 
sion by the battles of Front Royal, May 23; Winchester, May, 25 Cross 
Keys, June 8; and Port Republic, June9. Mr. Lincoln failed to appre- 
ciate these organized victories of Mr, Stanton’s, and hastened to order 
General Halleck and General Pope to the scene of action. 


HALLECK’S ATTITUDE AS COMMANDER, t 
They reached Waring but the subordinate position occupied by 
General Halleck is clearly stated by himself in a letter from which I 
read: 
I am simply a military adviser of the Secretary of War and the President, and 


must obey and carry out what they decide upon, whether I concur in their de- 
cisions or not. 


From this it appears that Mr. Stanton still retained his power and 
authority, and we find that most frequent and minutely detailed in- 
structions were sent from Washington to direct the campaign which 
resulted in the numerous battles beginning with that at Cedar Run, 
August fod ant ending with Second Manassas, August 30, and Chantilly, 
Septem $ 

This closed the campaign, and Mr. Stanton yielded unrestricted con- 
trol of the Army to General McClellan. 

It must be admitted that during the preceding six months Mr. Stan- 
ton had directed most of the movements of this eventful period, and 
the gentleman from Iowa, speaking of Mr. Stanton, says: 


He was the man who directed, as no other man could, all the movements and 
operations of the Federal Army. 


I do not propose to controvert this statement of the gentleman, but 
I think General Grant would have less delicacy on the subject, as he 
says in his book, page 537: 
gan enemy would not haye been in danger if Mr. Stanton had been in the 
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While McClellan was conducting the Antietam campaign Mr. Stan- 
ton was enabled to turn all his attention to General Buell, which the 
records show was most lavishly done, and the statements of General 
James B. Fry and others go far to justify the conclusion that the 
course pursued by the War Department regarding that army materially 
influenced its movements and rendered it responsible for the results. 

The removal of General McClellan after the victory of Antietam gave 
Mr. Stanton another Spperiniiy to exercise on the Army of Virginia 
the p ity to which General Grant on more than one occasion re- 
fers in his memoirs, and it would be unfair to deprive him of his fall 
share of the credit attaching to the military- results achieved at Fred- 
ericksburg and Chancellorsville. 

THE SOLDIER WHO FOUGHT. 

It takes all kinds of characters to make a world and all kinds of 
men to make a con 4 

General Willard Warner, a gallant soldier, who fought under Gen- 
eral Sherman, and who was once a Senator of the United States, ad- 
dressed the Society of the Army of the Cumberland on September 14, 
1880. I hold the book containing his speech, a paragraph from which 
I will read: J 

General Garfield said right when he said that if the soldiers had all these dif- 
ficult questions to settle they would have been settled happily long ago. I have 
lived here in the South, 

There are men here who know me as a radical Republican of the worst kind. 
I have lived here for sixteen years of the prime of my life, and I say it here, 
with pride and thankfulness, that I have yet to receive the first word or the 
first act of unkindness from a confederate soldier, and I never expect to as long 
as I may live here. ; 

Will any brave soldier in this .Hall who remained until the end in 
the front rank of the armies led by Grant, Sherman, or Sheridan say 
that the men whom they met in battle have ever hesitated toaccord to 
them the knightly qualities which made their achievements possible 
and brought final victory to the Union arms, despite the utmost efforts 
of those who fought under the Southern banner? Has any utterance 
ever come from the Southern soldier which malevolence itself could 
construe as an effort to take one sprig from the laurel wreath of victory 
which Federal soldiers won and which they have so modestly and 
worthily worn? 

But does this unequivocal recognition of their skill and gallantry 
and devotion to their idea of duty oblige me or any other Southern man 
to admit that the same qualities were wanting inour comrades? Will 
any one here or anywhere in this broad land maintain that because we 
acknowledge and take pride in the courage and endurance of the Fed- 
eral soldier who fought from the first to the close, we are deterred from 
repelling a taunt, a thinly-disguised sneer leveled at the soldiers whose 
perils we shared and in whose final overthrow we suffered? Especially 
as that taunt or sneer always comes from those who were either never 
in the field or left it when battles were most frequent and most obsti- 
nately contested. 

I can not believe that there is one of them who would not scorn such 
ignoble and unmanly adulation. I am certain that none of the heroes 
of the Northern armies would willingly surrender the proud conscious- 
ness that their triumphs were won from worthy foes; that would ex- 
change this glorious satisfaction for the degrading thought that for four 
years they were held in check by enemies who lacked manliness and 


self-respect. 
A QUESTION OF OBLIGATION. 


God forbid that I should utter one word or do one act to keep alive the 
enmities and dissensions of past differences or contentions, but may 
He also forbid that I should ever be brought so low as to dumbly ac- 
quiesce in untruthful charges or groundless imputations. 

Whether as a humble participant in the struggle to which the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr, HEPBURN] so sneeringly alludes, or as a Rep- 
resentative inthe American Congress, nothing in my past career or pres- + 
ent position requires that I should surrender that manhood which is 
the birthright of every gentleman. 

Our misfortunes, t as they have been, have not robbed us of our 
rights as citizens or lessened our dignity as gentlemen, and we shall de- 


‘fend our honor no matter where or by whom it be assailed. 


We cherish no animosities. Loyally have we accepted the stern ar- 
bitramentof war. Unrepiningly have we submitted to every exaction. 
But the Anglo-Saxon spirit which has pres us through every 
disaster is ours still, and forbids us to be silent when it is assailed or 
a 9p 

had credited, and still credit, the great mass of the Northern peo- 
ple with the same spirit which had animated their soldiers; had sup- 
posed that the magnanimity and generoys forbearance which forbade 
exultation by the soldiers in the hour of triumph might be relied upon 
to restrain any and all manifestations of a feeling of petty and paltry 
superiority on the part of those benefited by the result achieved by 
such valor and skill. 

I had supposed—and until I have better evidence than the taunts of 
the gentlemen from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] and New York [Mr. His- 
cock], I shall not admit that I was mistaken in my estimate—that the’ 
people of the North would be no less generous to fellow-Americans 
than Englishmen and Frenchmen had shown themselves to those who 
had once contended with them in battle’s stern array. 
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$ BEARING OF TRUE SOLDIERS, 

Only yesterday I read of the loud hurrahs and enthusiastic honors 
with which an English crowd—the Duke of Wellington being one prom- 
inent figure in the t—received Marshal Soult when he visited 
London on the occasion of Queen Victoria’s coronation. 

Recently I read the letter of Napoleon III recounting his participa- 
tion in the ceremony of decorating and beautifying the graves of En- 
glish soldiers who had fallen and were buried at Toulon. 

In English history I find that Oliver Cromwell is honored equally 
with the greatest of Britain’s kings, and we see England the 

fume of won by the heroes of her ‘‘ wars of the roses,” regard- 
Toor whe er it come from the white rose of York or the red rose of 
Lancaster. I see the picture of the great Napoleon lying in state with 
Lonis XVI and the monarchs who preceded him on one side, and the 
rulers who ascended the throne after Napoleon was sent to St. Helena 
lying upon the other. 

T learn from the record that— 

After the surrender of Lee they [the Union Army] began, without orders, to 
salute him [General Grant] with cannon, but hedirected the firing to cease, lest 
it should wound the feelings of the prisoners, who, he said, were once again our 
countrymen.—General Bi u in Century, May, 1885. 

‘The same writer tells us that General Grant refused to have a picture 
of the surrender of Lee placed-in the rotunda, because ‘‘he should 
never consent, so far as he was concerned, to any picture being 
in the Capitol to commemorate a victory in which our own countrymen 
were the losers.” k 

I hear Abraham Lincoln’s immortal: words, ‘‘ With malice toward 
none, but with charity for all,” and I see him on the field of Gettys- 
burg, where, after eul the men who held the heights, he looked 
down on the graves of those who charged tha} hill-side, and I 
hear him, with voice thrilling with the emotion which filled his great 
heart, exclaim: . 

Those men will live in history also, and I shall always be proud to remember 
that they were my countrymen. 

These two expressions can never die so long as the English tongue 
survives on garth: and it was the traits of Mr. Lincoln’s character from 
which emanated such expressions as these which have endeared him to 
all Americans and won for him the admiration of the world. 

Here there was nothought orsuggestion of one man’s sovereign grace; 
no talk of the hangman’s noose. That was reserved for a later day, 
and, I regret to say, for a widely different character. 

No words of mine can give aay added emphasis to the contrast be- 
tween these two characters; but I venture to ask the members of this 
House which one they regard as the most admirable or most to be 
envied ? 

THE STRONGER ARM PREVAILED, s 


One gentleman speaks of the strong arm of Stanton, and another says 
we live to-day Stanton, among others, was willing that we 
might live. I will inform the gentlemen that my reading of history 
leads me to believe that the strong arm of Stanton, backed by those 
who thought like him, would have arrested, imprisoned, and tried 
those who surrendered at Appomattox and Greensborough, had not 
that strong arm been staid ‘by the stronger arm of Generals Grant and 
Sherman. thera: Rosecrans, Thomas, field, Hancock, and Canby, 
and the brave officers and soldiers who fought with them. 

Has the gentleman forgotten that an order was issued for the arrest 
of General Lee? And has he forgotten (I read from General Badeau 
in the Century Magazine for May, 1886) that— 

General Grant declared he would resign his position in the Army unless the 
terms granted at Appomattox Court House were respected. 

a he forgotten that General Grant said (I read from the same au- 
thor): 

In my opinion the officers and men bce at Appomattox Court House and 
since, upon the same terms given to eral Lee,can not be tried for treason 
so long as they observe the terms of their parole, 

Has the gentleman forgotten that even before all the troops of the 
confederacy had been disbanded General Grant wrote, upon the ap- 
plication of General Robert E. Lee, the words: _ 

R tfully forwarded through the Secretary of War to the President, with 
the earnest recommendation that the application of Robert E. Lee for amnesty 
and pardon may be granted him? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me ask the gentleman a question 
in this connection. 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Discussing character, as the gentle- 
men now is doing, and recognizing the gentle character of Mr. Lincoln, 
would it not be as appropriate to have due regard for the men who, 
like Stanton, had to deal blows where blows were needed ? 

Mr. WHEELER. I think I have given Mr. Stanton his due in all 
that I have said. That is just what I have done. I have taken par- 
ticular pains to speak of Mr. Stanton’s strong qualities, and have done 
so in a most complimentary manner. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I mean, at this time, gent hey rec- 

y, isit 


ognize the character of Mr. Lincoln as being gentle and ki 
XVII——331 


not also proper that you should give Mr. Stanton his due, who was 


ready to give blows for hiscountry when blows were necessary? I was 
not present when my colleague addressed the House upon this ques- 
tion, but my understanding is that he took that position. 


HOLMEDON AND APPOMATTOX. 


Mr. WHEELER. The feelings and sentiments which animated the 
brave men whose courage and skill were crowned by the triumph at 
Appomattox must have been widely different from those which the gen- 
tleman from Iowa appears to have cherished for twenty-one years and 
has finally unpacked in his recent utterances on this floor. 

The great general who had so successfully commanded these gallant 
soldiers undoubtedly voiced the sentiment of the whole army when, 
in the preliminary negotiations for General Lee’s surrender, he wrote, 
“Seriously hoping that all our difficulties may be settled without the 
loss of another life.” z 

Does the gentleman think that he is better entitled to speak for the 
fighting men of the Union armies than General Grant, or that the lat- 
ter did not express the real opinione and sentiments of those who won 
the victories of which others t, when- he wrote to General Lee— 

* * * there is but one condition I would insist upon, namely: That the men 


and officers surrendered shall be disqualified for taking up arms against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States until properly exchanged, 


Or would he have us believe that the true soldiers of the Union armies 
at any time desired, in April, 1865, or in May, 1886, a disregard or 
violation of their faith as pledged to their former antagonists in the 
distinct and positive agreement— 


+ * * Each officer and man will be allowed to return to his home, not to be 
disturbed by United States authority so long as they observe their paroles and 
the Jaws in force where they may reside. 


Those familiar with the methods adopted by soldiers to manifest 
their detestation of any and every thing unmanly and revengeful can 
readily imagine the reception which Grant’s army would have accorded 
to an implacable and ferocious civilian who, after resting quietly in his 
comfortable hothe during that last year of continuous and desperate 
fighting, should have visited their camp and talked about hanging the 
men and officers who were under the protection of General Grant’s 
parole. Why, sir, the carefully polished boots, the ‘‘biled’’ shirt, 
‘store clothes,” and glossy beaver in which the sanguinary-minded 
man of peace been careful to array himself, as indicating his vast 
superiority to mere fighting soldiers, would only have tended to in- 
crease the derision and scorn with which his proposition would have 
been received, and if he escaped a coat of tar and feathers he might 
have considered himself undeservedly and exceptionally fortunate. 

Man’scircumstances and surroundings may change, but human nature 
is the same in all ages and under all conditions, and the t master 
delineator of the workings of the human heart, has, in Hotspur’s ac- 
count of the bearing ‘and language of the courtier who demanded the 
prisoners he had taken on Holmedon field, so very accurately po: 
thgscorn with which the soldiers of Grant’s army would have received 
such an emissary as I have imagined that I can not forbear quoting the 
passage: 


I remember, when the fight was done, 
When I was dry with rage, and extreme toil, 
Breathless and faint, leaning upon my sword, 
Came there a certain lord, neat, trimly R 
Fresh as a bridegroom ; and his chin, new reaped, 
Showed like a stubble-land at harvest time. 
He was perfumed like a milliner ; 


© * è —and still he smiled and talked; 

And, as the soldiers bore dead bodies by, 

He called them untaught knaves, unmannerly, 

To bring a slovenly, unhandsome corse 

Betwixt the wind and his nobility. 

I then, all smarting, with my wounds being cold, 

To be so pestered with a popinjay, 

Out of my grief and my impatience, 

Answered Spey aprons A I know not what; 

He should, or he shor id not ;—for he made me mad, 

‘To see him shine so brisk, and smell so sweet, 

And talk so like a waiting gentlewoman, 

of guns, and drums, and wounds (God save the mark !) 
And telling me the sovereign’st thing on earth 

Was parmaceti for an inward bruise; 

And that it was great pity, so it was, 

That villainous saltpeter should be e digged 
Out of the bowels of the harmless i 
Which many a good, tall fellow had destroyed 
So cowardly; and but for these vile guns, 

He would himself have been a soldier. 


WHO CHERISIL ANIMOSITIES. 


General WARNER, the friend and the associate of Lincoln and Gar- 
field, emphasized his view regarding soldiers in these words: 
The harsh words and language and insults come from those 

langoy, professional politicians * * * who talk now but who 

fight when fighting men were in sharp demand. And now I say, confusion to 
them. Confounded confusion to them—to the men who now, E Tea 
after we fighting soldiers have laid down our arms, would wave their flag 
in the face of this sorrowing nation, 'Their time has gone by, and the soldiers 
should everywhere be heard, as they are being h to-day, 


I will not use as seyere words as those uttered by this distinguished 


a 


ntlemen, 
ked in the 


` 
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Federal general oat United States Senator, but I will go so far as to | rors in a bloody aaas for political opinions were ever remembered ex- 


say that none of those who were Sapiera eoliana have dering Sse 
twenty-one years since 1865 ever received aught but kindness, respec 

and courtesy from the brave men of the Federal Army who for fou se 
years stood in the front rank of battle. 

All the taunts, all the insults, all the unkindness, all the sneers, all 
the op; the efforts and talks about hanging have come from 
men who were in their homes while their countrymen were bivouack- 
ing under the y of heaven or bravely leading in the front of bat- 
tle. We may take Taa oa inguin <i ETN ind EAS se 
who talk about hanging Americans went to the front they accepted 
positions as judge-advocates or quartermasters, or at least a portion of 
their service was of that ohara: and it is such men who form a little 
coterie (scarce more than a trio) who in Congress, on occasions, express 
sentiments which seem to betray regret that Southern men were not 
hanged; and some of them ae after the lapse of twenty-one years, 
iid N DAE BEERE E A EA certainly indicates that this regret 
still rankles in their hearts. 

I recognize fully the fact that many of our best, purest, and wor- 
thiest citizens—men of dauntless.courage, devoted patriotism, sterling 
character, and ability—both North and South, were 
prevented by circumstances from any active part in the war. 
But men of this character never indulge in tirades such as I have re- 
ferred to. Inoffensively cherishing their convictions and quietly pur- 
suing their peaceful avocations while the clash of panne armies 
resounded through the land, they were not transformed into fierce, 
implacable warriors by the return of peace. 

I wish now to say how sy I a aprcs the kindness and 


chivalrous courtesy whi been extended to me b aR A 
every member of this House and to on record my regret - 
respect as a man and or my dignity as a Representative 
have necessitated my t which could wound the “‘self-ador- 


ing pride” of this small coterie of patriots whose devotion to their coun- 
try became most manifest when it was least needed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. What does the gentleman think of the recent 
a of Jefferson Davis? 

. WHEELER. I donot know anymore than that he was invited 
to Montgomery for the purpose of drawing a crowd and raising money 
to put up a monument. 

But the gentleman from Iowa says we live to-day because Stanton, 
among others, was willing that we might live, &c. 

Let me ask the gentleman when EGE, such an idea grew in his 
mind and aci the emotions of his heart? And let me ask him 
when it was that he acquired this taste for talking about hanging gen- 
tlemen who are now his fellow-members of ? And let meask 
him further if this desire has festered in his heart for twenty-one years? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you ask an answer to that? 

Mr. A 


. WHEELER. I do, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did I say anything of that kind? 
Mr. WHEELER. You said that I owed my life and that—I have 
forgotten the exact ion—but that I had won a halter. ® 

Mr. HEPBURN. Hadn’t you won it? 

Mr. WHEELER. No, sir; I never won a halter; I fought honora- 
bly and fairly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How do you define treason? 

Mr. WHEELER. No brave soldier whoever met me in battle has 


Not one of them has ever whispered ‘* 
the brave officers and men of his army never spoke of ‘‘treason’’ to 
General Lee or his men. Sherman and his brave officers never 
talked of ‘‘ treason ’’ to the armies they finally overcame. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask you how do you define treason ? 

Mr. WHEELER. I deny that any man in this Congress was ever 
guilty of treason. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not levying war against the United States and 
adhering to its enemies a proper definition of treason? 

Mr. WHEELER, There is no use of discussing constitutional ques- 
tions now. The terms upon which the confederate army surrendered 
settled all that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not that the definition of treason? Had you 
not levied war against the United States? Had you not adhered to its 
enemies? Did you not nave them aid and comfort? 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman is honorable, and all honorable 
men s the truth, and certainly he has noé made this statement 
— Mr. Stanton without good grounds for believing it to be the 
tru’ 

Let me ask him, then, was he one of those who conferred with Mr. 
Stanton about putting halters around the necks of gentlemen who are 
now his colleagues on this floor? Ifnot, will he kindly give his author- 
ity for his most remarkable assertion? 

Let me tell him that whether he desired to enact the rôle of hang- 
man himself, or only desired to see it enacted, or, onl, 
sired to talk about others enacting this rôle, he 
those who have been employed to hang their fellow-countrymen for 
opinion’s sake or for political offenses, nor their coadjutors, 
applauders are glorified in history; that neither the judge nor the ju- 


Who w was the first p prominent Southern soldier that General Grant’s 
strong arm shielded? It was General Lee. But a few weeks after 
General Lee was paroled by General Grant he was indicted by Judge 
Underwood’s court, and Grant immediately demanded that it T should 
be quashed, stating that already this indictment haddone much harm. 

What a difference between the views of General Grant in the spring 
of 1865 and the views of the gentleman from Iowa in 1886. If Gen- 
eral Grant would not tolerate even talking about arresi confederate 
generals in the spring of 1865, what would he have thought of a mem- 
ber of about hanging them in 1886? 

Who would not rather be remembered as Nathan Hale, Robert Em- 
mett, Marie Antoinette, or Madam Roland than as their executioners? 

Pas history ofall armed contests shows that when, after their close, 

on oe of hate and revenge could only be appeased by blood, none 
but the basest of mankind would consent to serve as the instruments 
of butchery; and history also holds up to even deeper scorn, execra- 
tion, and loathing the miscreants who lacked the courage to be butch- 
ers themselves, but sought to induce others to serve as the ministers of 
their cowardly animosity. 
` Is it surprising that the gentleman who became so excited because 
the majority of this House opposed his efforts to destroy four ribet 
departments of the Army should find vent for his outraged feelings by 
talking about hanging men who differed with him upon constitutional 
questions and political opinions a quarter of a century ago ? 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that the country should be congratulated on 
the fact that in all this broad land there has been found only one man 
who was willing to put it upon record in the American that 
in his opinion half a million of American citizens could properly have 
been executed because as far back as before some members of this House 
were born they had entertained views of duty different from those held 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 

I now desire to renew my thanks to the gentlemen of this House for 
their courteous attention and for so kindly according me this oppor- 
tunity for personal vindication. « 

Daring the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR. I ask unanimous consent that the time of 
the yentleman from Alabama be extended for ten minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER then resumed and concluded his remarks as above, 

Mr. WINANS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Iowa rise? 

Mr. HEPBURN. For the purpose of asking unanimous consent to 
paei in the RECORD some remarks which I desire to make in reply to 

the gentleman from Alabama. . 

A MEMBER. Speak them now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Iowa, as was stated by the Chair to the gentleman from Alabama, 
that no recognition could be had except by unanimous consent on any 
matter not coming within the special order. The Chair, however, will 
put the request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. WHEELER. I hope it will be granted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Towa asks unan- 
imous consent to place in the RECORD some remarks in reply to those 
which have been made by the gentleman from Alabama. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PRICE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at ito’ clock and 25 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the ERN of Edwin C. Fitz- 
hugh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Memorial of the Board of "Trade of Atlantic 
City, N. J., for a post-office building at that place—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of members of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Gobleville, Van Buren County, Michigan, asking for the 
passage of Senate bill 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIEL: Petition of Charlotte Smith, president of Wo- 
man’s National Industrial e—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Noah P. Garst, of Elias Brubaker, and of John B. 
Furguson, of Roanoke County; and of J. G. Bryant, son of J. L. Bry- 
ant, deceased, of Bedford County, Virginia, asking that thir war claims 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Petition of Margaret Wakerfer, praying that the 
war claim of Charles S. Wakerfer, deceased, late of Charleston, S. ©., 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Daniel B. Miller and William 
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Bethon, hospital stewards, United States Army, oing Sr bhe pumao 
of Senate bill 1119—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Civil Service Reform Association, against cer- 
tain provisions of the legislative appropriation bill before the House— 
to the Committee on A: ions. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of L. C. Powell and 372 citizensof West Vir- 
ginia, for an appropriation to erect fish-ladders on the dams in the Mo- 

ela River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolutions of Gordon Granger Post, 
No. 64, Grand Army of the Republic, of Grinnell, Iowa, favoring the 
passage of Senate pension bill 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, paper from F. P. Anderson, of Iowa, opposing the proposed 
abolition of paleontological work by the Government—to the Select 
Committee on Signal Service, Geological Surveys, Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, and the Hydrographic Office of the Navy ent. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Henry Hull, administrator, of Jefferson 
County, Tennessee, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. F. A. JOHNSON: Petition of William S. Barber and 26 oth- 
ers, of Post Randall, No. 460, Grand Army of the Republic, of Bolton, 
N. Y., for the passage of Senate bill 1886, for the relief of soldiers and 
sailors of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Shackelford and Throck- 
morton Counties, Texas, for the removal of the Federal court from Gra- 
ham to Cisco, Tex.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: Petition of 34 farmers and dairymen to have a 
tax placed npon the manufacture of oleomargarine butter—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Margaret South, of John Shifler, of Elizabeth El- 
liot, of Ezra and Jonas E. Beachly, executors of David South, of 
Washington County, Maryland, asking that their war claims be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of George Hering, of Alleghany County, Maryland, for 
payment of war claim—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Resolutions of the Mahoning Valley Wool- 
Growers’ Association, in fayor of the tariff act of 1867—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, joint resolution of the Ohio Legislature, relative to building a 
memorial structure at Marietta, Ohio—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of the Indian Rights’ Association of 
Middletown, Conn., in favor of Senate bill 54—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of C. O. Loomis Post, No. 2, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Quincy, Mich., for the passage of Senate bill 
. 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Andrew Cornwell and of Mrs, M. 
E. Weston, widow of Charles E. Weston, deceased, of Warren County; | * 
of Noah C. Wenger, and of N. W. Allen and Eliza F. Elam, adminis- 
trators of Sarah Allen, deceased, of m County; and "of Amelia 
A. Griffith, widow of John Griffith, deceased, of Page County, Vir- 
ginia, asking that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. J, O'NEILL: Petitions of employés of the navy-yard at 
New York, and at Norfolk, Va., in favor of Senate bill 2268—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of A. M. Ledman and 125 others, citi- 
zens of Elk City and Montgomery County, Kansas, asking for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill 1886, relating to pensions—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of R. E. Rudolph and E. R. Wilfong, 
for the passage of bill embodying recommendations of the national pen- 
sion committee of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of A. J. Jones and others, of Athensville, 
IlL., for the passage of pension bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: Papers relating to the claim of Mary Heinn, 
of Orleans Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Trades Assembly of Western Penn- 
sylvania against the oleomargarine taxation—to the Committee on Ag- 


riculture., 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Eel River band of Miami Indians, by 
Jesse T. Hutchins, asking that the principal sum be paid to them at 
once—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN SCHAICK: Memorial of the Waterloo (Wis.) G: 
Patrons of Husbandry, on the subject of interstate co: Preto. 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Solomon G. Grimmett, adminis- 
trator of Valentine Cage, deceased, and of W. P. James, asking that 
their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 
ran Mr. NARE Eiane a John Gilluly Post, STADI 

Republic, of Fowlervil a mo: 
by the United States for a homs for indigent ex-rebel sldiens—ta ‘the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr, WORTHINGTON: Petition of the Women’s Silk-Culture 
eee Oe terme praying for relief—to the Committes on Agri- 


SENATE. 
; SATURDAY, June 5, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of State to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations as to amendments to the diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill. As that bill is now pending, the Chair 
will ask that the letter be printed, with the accompanying papers, in the 
RECORD, and be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. ‘That 
order will be made, there being no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June 4, 1836. 


Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of yesterday's 
behalf of the Committ ns, the views of 


or an “envoy extraordinary and 
aLa legation" in, the ae Re- 


been of the opinion that the mpare of the United 
States in the family of Am nations makes it fitting that they should be 
ted at every American actin os tempeh icky the plenipotentiary grade. 

ve, however, refrained from proposing, in the departmental estimates, an 
ose —— rank for the missions to the A: tine Republic, Bolivia, Hayti, Santo 
Domingo, Paraguay and Uruguay, and Venezuela, amas the consulate-general in 
Ecuador, because it seemed inexpedient to recommend enlargement of the re- 
sponsibilities and functions of those offices without a corresponding increase of 
salary, which I was unprepared to suggest. The recent elevations ans the resi- 
dent missions in Central America, Colombia, and Turkey to the plen gea d 
grade were attended by an increase of the respective salaries to $10,000, whi 
the statute, section 1675, Revised Statutes, — as the minimum, 

The proposed amendment contemplates making the Argentine legation a plen- 
ey mission, without increase of salary over the present rate of $7,500. 
1 also omits the additional title of consul-gen: eral, thus abandoning the anomaly 
of uniting diplomatic and consular remeg irise and prerogatives in one office. 
Thisisa properchange, since ote s ides, lines 199-200, fora consulat Buenos 
Ayres, thus obviating any Peter a fi ra consul-general at the sam: ther he Un- 
der all the circumstances I favorthe Heep RCC and would be pleased. 
to see the aane prnpuan applied w 


I also favor second amendment, which popoare 2 ‘secretary of legation at 
Buenos Ayres. The advantage of having a q officer on the spot to con- 
tinue diplomatic in the event of a vacancy is obvious. A secretary 


on Ealah a Sa and proper adjunct to every plenipotentiary mission. 
Shen em as suggested by the third amendment, of a clerk to the le- 
he legai rig rg and aiiai he is in its present form open to some objection. 


egation is not asecretary, and the clerk, pot eg ee 
nearly equal to that wa stances commissioned ser: ould have 
no dip! atic’ stand aeter and could not act as chargé "Yaffalres in case of 


a secretary 
Neen ote labors of ag office make eriitionat clerical aid donee without 
occasion, however, for attaching diplomatic privilege to the employment. 
ur relations with Sweden and Norway are important, and that government 
maintains a plenipotentiary mission pose ashington. Ifitbed to increase 


the working force at Stockhoim, I suggest raising insu teston tothe leni- 
poe n at a al U E E and Enin a NTO C leah: 
tion at a 5 
missions at Buenos Ayres and on erga ook the plenipoten- 

tiary gradi a convenient principle = t be established in 500 as 
the imum salary of an envoy, might be well to the advisa- 
arr oP proce, i je also i ogrisa ze kea hahe sor 
attached um, Bares Nether and Venezuela. ea- 
tion of ee the salary of such offices would not conflict with on 1675, 


Revised Statutes, ifthe Sater were so Serpe as che Peete 
be “a different com: prescribed by the recent case 
of Mr. ov lately maya resident at Hayti, the ya St of the Court of 
Claims in his favor rested, noton that provision, but on the unrepealed and con- 

—- section 1683, Revised Statutes, which fixed the salary at that 
particu! 


I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Thomas F. 
Luers, John O. Humphrey, and 21 other citizens, of Cleveland, Ohio, 
g for the better legal protection of young girls in the District of 
om n which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Philadelphia, officially signed, representing three hun- 
dred members, praying for the better legal protection of young girls in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CELULO jaaten the memorialof John W. Smith, president 


T. F. BAYARD. 


of the Trades Labor Assembly of Springfield, Ill. renionstrating 
against the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which was refefred to the 
Committee on and Fo: 


on Agriculture restry. 
Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of A. W. Loy 


of the ura E aien of Voxvign Missions to toe C in Cali- 
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okas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on ms. 

Mr. DAWES (by requést) introduced a bill (S. 2603) for the relief of 
the owners and crews of the American whaling vessels Midas, Progress, 

Daniel Webster, and Europa; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (8. 2604) granting a pension to Will- 
iam P, Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. y 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2605) granting a pension t0 Margaret 
J. Cash; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Peńsions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to Frederick 
Robertson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2607) granting a pension to Caroline M. 
Norton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2608) for the relief of the estate 
of Daniel Lake, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

EMILY C, STANNARD. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I present the memorial of myself, 
as a citizen of Vermont, praying Con to pass a bill granting a pen- 
sion of $100 a month to Mrs. Emily C. Stannard, the widow of the'late 
General George J. Stannard, a brevet major-general and full brigadier- 
general of volunteers, whose conspicuous strategy and gallantry at 
Gettysburg turned the fortunes of war at that time, and who afterward 
at Harrison’s Landing, on the Potomac, in the operations before or 
toward Richmond, lost an arm at the shoulder from a cannon-shot of 
the enemy, and who, after he came home, drew a pension at the rate of 
$i8a month. He was entirely broken up by his war service, and his 
widow and two grown-up daughters are left in very necessitous circum- 
stances, the widow having been for many years a helpless invalid. 

I ask the Committee on Pensions therefore to give this matter very 
early consideration, for I think that among the volunteer soldiers of the 
war or among any soldiers of the war there was no man who did more 
for his country than General Stannard did, and notably on this occasion 
at Gettysburg, where I think, anda great many other people think, and 
nobody denies it, that his skill and readiness and quickness and ability 
and comprehension of the situation turned the tide of war when Pick- 
étt’s division, I believe it was, charged upon the center and key of our 
position. 

I myself knew this gentleman personally and intimately for twenty- 
five years, and therefore, testifying as a layman, I can say to the commit- 
tee and to the Senate that I know that his health was broken down by 
his service and by the loss of his arm at or near the shoulder, and that 
his death, which finally resulted here in a humble position in the House 
of Representatives which his poverty compelled him to accept on the 
soldiers’ roll of doorkeepers, although it resulted immediately from pneu- 
monia from taking a cold within the week last past, terminated fatally 
only because of his weakened and enfeebled constitution occasioned by 
his military service. ` But whether it did or not, I think this is one of 
the cases where Congress may gratefully and gladly for such conspic- 
uous service as he rendered provide for the comfort during the remain- 
ing years of her life of his helpless and invalid widow, I ask that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I ask leave to introduce a bill in accordance 
with the memorial. : 

The bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to Emily C. Stannard, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Arnold A. Rand and Albert Ordway be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


fornia, and several other gentlemen engaged in like missionary work, 
praying for the enactment of a law to enforce the rights of the Chinese 
under the treaties with the United States. I move the reference of the 
petition to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 3 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Elizabeth M. Dresher, Sarah 
B. Brotherton, and 93 other citizens of Philadelphia, praying for the 
better legal protectionof young girls in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Woodson County, Kansas, 
praying for certain pension legislation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of H. B. Edmonson 
and other wool-growers of Pittsburg, Iowa, and five other petitions of 
citizens of the same place, praying for the restoration of the duty on 
wool as fixed by the tariff of 1876; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a memorial of Knights of Labor of Bridge- 
port, Conn., recommending liberal appropriations for works of inter- 
nal improvement and especially for the Hennepin Canal; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a resolution sapan by citizens of Idaho Ter- 
ritory at a mass meeting held at Pierre , Shoshone County, favor- 
ing the annexation of North Idaho to Washington Territory; which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Idaho County, Idaho Ter- 
ritory, praying the annexation of North Idaho to Washington Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a memorial of the Commercial Exchange of 
Chicago protesting against the imposition of a tax on oleomargarine 
and butterine; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a letter signed by a number of business firms of 
Chicago protesting against the passage of the bill imposing a tax on 
oleomargarine and butterine; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a protest of William Smith, president of the Trade 
and Labor Assembly of Springfield, Ill., and a resolution of the Amal- 
gamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers of Joliet, Ill., against 
the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PA R presented the petition of the Women’s Christian Union 
of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for legislation for the protection of 
young girls in the District of Columbia and Territories governed hy the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of M. E. Jordan, Mary A. Milli- 
ken, and 66 other citizens of Saco, Me., asking for the better legal pro- 
tection of young ‘girls in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAIIONE, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7481) making an appropriation for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and 
for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, making an appropriation of $106,100 for the inauguration of 
the statue of ‘‘ Liberty ightening the World;’” which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. s 

Mr.BLAIR. By direction of the Committee on Education and Labor 
I report an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill ‘‘to aid in the establishment of a school in the Terri- 
tory of Utah, to be under the direction of the Industrial Christian Home 
Association of Utah, and to- provide employment and means of self- | ”° ®4verse report having been made thereon. . 
support for the dependent classes in that Territory, with a view to aid in DMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
the suppression of polygamy therein,’’ accompanied by certain docu- x N and Mr. CALL submitted amendments intended to be 
ments and a report; which I ask may be printed and the whole referred | proposed Jy them respectively to the river and harbor appropriation 
to the Committee on Appropriations. bill; whfch were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
reports an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, which, with the accompanying documents, will be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2600) to authorize the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to make police regulations for the 
government of the District; which was read twice by its tiffe, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2601) for the relief of George 
Hill, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittes on Claims, : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2602) for the relief of Beaufort Lee and 


SUSPENSION OF PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 


he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 

resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- 

GALLS], which comes over under objection, and which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to in- 
form the Senate whether the Commissioner of the General Land Office has, with 
Oe cperewn of the Secretary of the Interior, issued a circular in the following 
words: 


“ Circular. 
“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. 0., June 2, 1886, 
tt To registers and receivers United Slates land offices: 
H GENTLEMEN : The -repeal of the ‘ pre-emption, timber-culture,’ and ‘desert- 
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land’ laws being now the subject of consideration by Congress, all oe 
to enter lands under said laws are hereby suspended from and after date un- 
til the Ist day of August, 1886, and you are hereby directed to receive no filings 
or new applications for entry under said laws during said time. 

“WM. A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 


“L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary.” 

And if such circular has been issued, to inform the Senate by what act it is 
claimed that Congress has delegated tothe Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, or to the of the Interior, or to those officers acting jointly, the 
power tosuspend by executive order the operation throughout the United States 
of the pre-emption, the timber-culture, and the desert-land acts,and to deny to 
citizens of the United States their rights under said statutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. BECK. Yesterday when that resolution came up, asthe RECORD 
shows, I rose and said, ‘‘I should like to have it lie over until to-mor- 
row.” I did not make that request because I desired to oppose the 
resolution or because I desired to smother any investigation that might 
be called for. On the contrary I desire that it be made as full as pos- 
sible, and I think that is the feeling of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Yesterday morning early, at 9 o’clock, I happened to meet the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and he said to me that on reflection he thought 
the order was a mistake and that he would withdraw the assent he had 
given toit. I supposed that was done by 12 o’clock yesterday, but I 
was not sure at tlie time the resolution was offered, and therefore asked 
that it go over. . I ascertained afterward that yesterday morning some 
time the Secretary did withdraw his assent from that order, and I un- 
derstand that it was rescinded very promptly yesterday so far as the Sec- 
retary could rescind it. 

I only desire to say now that the reason why I requested that the 
resolution lie over was because I was advised by the Secretary himself 
quite early yesterday morning that that would be the fact. I want the 
fullest investigation. I want to look into the matter, and to have the 
resolution pass. I only rose now to explain why I asked that the res- 
olution should go over yesterday morning. 

Mr. WALT: L. The order referred to in the resolution sub- 
mitted by the honorable Senator from Kansas yesterday was revoked, 
and I hold in my hand a copy of the order of revocation. 

I chance to know that very soon after the issuance of that order the 
Secretary of the Interior came seriously to doubt the legal authority 
of the order and determined to revoke it. Yesterday, some hours be- 
fore the meeting of the Senate, I saw and read the original draught of 
the order of revocation. When the honorable Senator from Kansas 
submitted the resolution yesterday I was not absolutely certain that 
the order of revocation had been promulgated. If I had been, I should 
have called attention to that fact at the time, though I supposed it 
had.. 

Immediately after the resolution was introduced I communicated 
with the Secretary of the Interior and asked him to send mea copy of 
the order of revocation which I had seen some hours before. Soon af- 
terward in response I received a copy of the order of revocation, which 
I will ask the Chief Clerk to read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFI 
Washington, D.C., June 4, 1886. 
To registers and receivers United States land offices: 

GENTLEMEN: Based upon satisfactory evidence that an unusual number of 
entries under the pre-emption, timber-culture, and desert-land laws are at this 
time being made anticipating the action of Con; repealing said la and 
dae d numerous precedents of this office and Department deemed to be in 
substantial harmony therewith, the following order, approved by the Secretary, 
was on the 2d instant issued to you : 

“The repeal of the ‘ pre-emption, timber-culture,’ and ‘ desert-land’ laws being 
now the subject of consideration by Congress, all applications to enter lands 
under said laws are hereby suspended from and after this date until the Ist da: 
of August, 1886, and s are hereby directed to receive no filings or new apol 
cations for entry under said laws during said time,” 

Now, in view of serious question as to the existence of sufficient absolute legal 
authority therefor, the same is hereby revoked. 

WM. A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 


L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 


Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the complaint is not that thisorder 
has been revoked, but that it was in the first place issued and then re- 
voked, issued by the Commissioner of the General Land Office and re- 
voked after approval by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The order of revocation is an avowed justification of the original or- 
der issued on the 2d day of June. It declares that it followed ‘‘nu- 
merous precedents’’ of the office, and that the Department deemed 
those precedents ‘‘to bein substantial harmony therewith,’’ and closes 
by stating in mild phrase that, ‘‘in view of serious question as to the 
existence of sufficient absolute legal authority therefor, the same is 
hereby revoked.” 

I affirm that in the Department of the Interior there is not and never 
has been any precedent in substantial harmony with the order of the 
2d day of June issued by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
If the Secretary of the Interior had contented himself with withdraw- 
ing his approval of the order of the 2d of June, that would have been 
enough; but when he bases his withdrawal upon a statement that seems 
to justify the original order I feel called upon to say that his reasons 
for the revocation are not satisfactory. 


“ Approved, 


Approved. 


The Constitution of the United States makes it the duty of the Pres- 
ident of the United States to ‘‘ take care that the laws be faithfully 
executed.” The President of the United States is responsible for the 
acts of his subordinate executive officers. While I do not assume that 
President Cleveland on the 2d day of June, or at any day since the 2d 
day of June, has been in a condition either to approve or disapprove of 
the act of this subordinate, and while I exonerate the Secretary of the 
Interior from any active intervention in this matter, the radical diffi- 
culty lies in the fact that the Executive has placed vast national inter- 
ests in the hands of subordinate officers who assume, not to see that the 
laws are faithfully executed, but that valid and subsisting laws of the 
United States are suspended over a vast area of the public domain, and 
that many thousands of the citizens of this country are denied their 
rights under statutes of the United States. 

The advent of the Commissioner of the General Land Office into his 
position was signalized by the immediate s ion of one hundred 
and twenty-six thousand entries of public lands on the domain of the 
United States. He assumed that every one of those claimants under 
the homestead, pre-emption, timber-culture, and desert-land acts was 

in a fraudulent attempt to rob and plunder the United States. 
He suspended those entries in mass and directed that patents should 
not issue, and thereafter sent out a vast horde of inquisitors and spies 
instructed to find evidence to support his suspicions that frauds were 
being ted. 

Up to this time that same policy has been pursued, and so great has 
been the injustice, the hardship, and the oppression, that the Secretary 
of the Interior has already been called upon to revoke several prior or- 
ders of the Commissioner of the General Land Office upon the ground 
that they were not consonant with precedent nor warranted by the evi- 
dence presented. 

The Commissioner has lately made a report in response to a resolu- 
tion offered by my colleague [Mr. PLUME] on the 16th day of February, 
“requesting information as to the number of special agents employed 
by the ment,” from which I read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What document are you reading from, please ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I read from a letter addressed by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office to the Secretary of the Interior on the 6th 
day of May, 1886. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the document stated to be on the out- 
side? 

Mr. BECK. What is the number? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the number of the document? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not read from the print of an executive doc- 
ument. Iam reading the report that the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office made to the Secretary of the Interior in response to a Sen- 
ate resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know whether it is a private 
paper or a paper published by the authority of the Senate. If itisa 
report it is a report of such a number, and so if it is an executive docu- 
ment or a Senate document. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator denies the authenticity of the doc- 
ument from which I read, or suspects that in any way whatever I shall 
tamper with the text of the Commissioner’s letter, let him send to the 
document-room and obtain the report, which is already in print, and 
verify my reading. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. TELLER (handing a document to Mr. INGALLS). Here is the 
Senate print of the document. 

Mr. INGALLS. Itis Executive Document No. 134, Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, first session. 

The Commissioner states: 

There were, on February 16, 1886, 31,583 final entries requiring examination 
by the board of review. Of this number about 8,000 were final homestead en- 
tries. The operations of the board have heretofore been confined principally to 
final homesteads, and of this class it has been found necessary to direct the in- 
vestigation by special agents of about 37 per cent, of the cases examined. 

He proceeds: 

There are now in the service 31 agents of this class, and at the rate of exam- 
ination stated above, namely, 9 per month for each agent, the 18,000 entries could 
hardly be examined by them in less than 5 years. 

Therefore uponasuspicion that all these entries are fraudulent, upon 
a surmise that all homestead settlers on the public domain of the United 
States are engaged in a combined effort to plunder and depredate, the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office has suspended them en masse, 
and proceeds to send out acorps of inquisitors to verify his suspicions, 
and declares that before he can get through with the cases that are now 
upon the list, to say nothing about those that are to be entered here- 
after, five years at least will have expired. 

Mr. President, my mails come to me burdened with complaints and 
lamentations of an afflicted people. I had this mo two letters 
from homestead settlers in one of the northwestern countiesin my own 
State. One of them, as , said to me that he had taken a home- 
stead upon the public lands in the Oberlin land district; that he had 
made permanent, lasting,and valuable improvements thereon; that his 
family were living there; that he had broken thesod for planting corn 
and grain; and being without money to support his family while his 
crop was growing he went away from the homestead every Monday 
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morning to an adjoining town, and there he worked as an artisan at 
day wages until Saturday night, when he returned to his family upon 
his homestead; and that claim has been reported for cancellation for a 
violation of the public-land lawsof the United States upon the report 
made by these hired agents of the Interior Department sent out to 
verify the suspicions of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
that this settler is attempting to perpetrate a fraud upon the homestead 
system of the United States because he has not continuously resided 
thereon for the period required by law. 

I had another letter not long since from a clergyman, a classmate of 
mine in college thirty years ago, a humble, God-fearing man, who for 
that. long interval has been engaged in p) ing the gospel as a minis- 
ter in the Methodist Church. He went into Dakota to locate a home- 
stead. He left his family there upon his acres. He built a home for 
them. His whole family was there. He had made the necessary im- 
provement upon the land that he occupied, and day by day and week 
by week he went off into the neighboring towns and villages for the 
purpose of preaching the gospel; but one of these paid agents of the In- 
terior Department, because this man had not lived continuously on his 
homestead every day and every week and every month of the year, re- 
ported his entry for cancellation. « 

I am notcomplaining of the President of the United States; I am not 
complaining of the Secretary of the Interior, who I doubt not has been 
imposed upon, whose action was improvident, whose instincts are just, 
whose sympathies can not be with this man who prefers indictments 
against entire communities. My complaint, sir, is with the 
that is administering this system in opposition to the interests of a great 
many thousand of my constituents and a great many thousand other 
honest and industrious people who are endeavoring to build communi- 
ties and States upon the plains of the West —men who have conquered 
the frontier and obliterated the desert, who are our friends, our rela- 
tives, our kinsmen, who are not aliens nor enemies, and who are as 
incapable of committing fraud or depredation upon the public domain 
as any of those who now hear me. 

In their name I feel called upon to say that no greater invasion of 
public right, of constitutional law, of the prerogatives of freemen was 
ever committed in any age orin any time than this order of the 2d day 
of June, 1886, suspending the operation of valid and subsisting laws of 
the United States. It is an offense which, had it been committed by 
the Secretary of the Interior and sanctioned by the President of the 
United States, would have justified their impeachment and removal 
from office. 

Tam very glad, indeed, that the Secretary of the Interior has seen fit 
early and promptly to disavow it, and I regret that his disavowal has 
been accom by an apparent justification which is not warranted 
by the facts, and which was intended, I fear, as an aspersion upon the 
administration of that Department by his predecessor. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to the bill re by the Committee on Public Lands, and 

by the Senate at the last Congress, ‘‘to repeal all laws provid- 
ing for the pre-emption of the public lands and the laws allowing en- 
tries for timber culture.’’ On the motion of the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. IncA.ts], I think, there was inserted in that bill a proviso that 
the repeal of the pre-emption law should not ‘‘affect any valid rights 
heretofore accrued or accruing under said laws, but all bona fide claims 
lawfully initiated before the Ist day of July, 1885, may be perfected, 
upon due compliance with the law.’ The same provision in substance 
was inserted in the section repealing the timber-culture act. 

The same proposition is contained in the bill which was reported by 
the Senate Committee on Public Lands at the present session to repeal 
those acts. The 1st day of July, 1886, is fixed as the date at which the 
repeal of these laws is to take effect. If the idea is carried out, as we 
are now approaching that date so nearly, it will be necessary to still 
further extend the time. But so far as the Senate is concerned there 
has been no proposition to cut off pre-emption settlers by the repeal of 
the law without giving an opportunity to do so to those who are mak- 
ing tions to take up land. 

Mr. BECK. I stated a few minutes ago that the Secretary of the 

Interior, observing no doubt that I had made objection to the considera- 
tion of the resolution, has advised me that he not only did not desire 
that I should oppose it, but in substance he has said—and I received 
this in the last minute—that he desired every facility to be given to 
the of the resolution and desired the fallest inquiry possible 
in to the subject, so that the causes which led to the order and 
the object in view should all be fully explained. 
. I only rose to say that in addition to the action of the Secretary of 
the Interior in rescinding the order promptly yesterday he now advises 
me that he desires that we shall pass promptly the resolution and then 
whatever of precedents there may be of course will be given in his 
answer. 

I believe that the order issued on the 2d day of June was without 
authority of law, and I am very y glad that the Secretary of the Interior 
rescinded it as promptly as he did; but now, since the resolution will 
be passed, I hope by unanimous consent, as it certainly sets forth the 
facts so as to obtain whatever may have been the practice of the office, 
perhaps it would be as well then to see whether some action ought not 


to be taken to prevent a repetition of an assumption of authority if it 
has grown into a practice. Until the answer comes in, however, I shall 
not say anything further in regard to the matter. 

Mr. TELLER. Itis very certain that there can be no precedent for 
this order. I will venture to make the assertion now that no precedent 
can be found in the history of this Government for the order of June 
2, 1886. 

I have no disposition myself to criticise any official. I know some- 
thing of the duties of the Secretary of the Interior. I know some- 
thing of the temper and disposition of the present Secretary, for whom 
I have the highest possible regard. I know very well how the Secre- 
tary of the Interior could be induced to spom such an order as this, 
without any observation or thought upon the subject. With the mul- 
tiplicity of duties placed upon the Secretary of the Interior, it is phys- 
ically impossible thathe should investigate and study every order that 
he signs. It is a fact that if the Secretary of the Interior would seat 
himself at his table at 9 o’clock in the morning he could not at 5 
o’clock in the evening have read all the papers that are presented for 
his signature. . 

So it is physically impossible, I say, that he should study all these 
matters and knew of them. He must rely upon his subordinate offi- 
cers. He must rely upon the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
for land matters, he must rely upon the Commissioner of Patents for 
patents, and he is justified in supposing that a man who is competent 
to fill such a position knows what he presents for his signature. Ina 
majority of cases the signature is given without reading or without 
thought, and sometimes even without having the purpose stated. 

I have not any idea that the present Secretary of the Interior would 
for a moment assume that the right existed in any public officer, big 
or little, no matter how commanding his position might be, to suspen 
a statute unless there was a positiye statutory permission to do so. 

I have no criticism to make upon the Secretary of the Interior, and 
do not intend to make any. [I think he did well in promptly rescind- 
ing theorder. I only regret that, probably for the purpose of relieving 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, he should allow his ap- 
proval to a statement that is calculated to mislead the public and seri- 
ously to reflect not simply upon that Department of the Government 
but to reflect seriously upon the administration of government in the 
United States, by an assertion that it can be supposed to be a serious 
question whether it is within the power of any living man to suspend 
a statute unless he can find the clear and positive direction of law. 

Mr, President, this is a country of law. This is a country where 
every official has his duties defined to him, and the distinction between 
the legislative department of the Government and the executive and 
the judicial departments is so clearly marked and so distinct that there 
ought to be no possible danger of misunderstanding. Ifthis can be done 
in this case, every other statute may be nullified. , 

I venture to say that the Secretary of the Interior will not contend 
that there are precedents, nor will he contend that there ought to be 
authority of that kind. There is not in that Department—and I only 

as to that—anything which can possibly be tortured into an ex- 
cuse for the order of June 2, 1886. There is nothing that is analogous 
to it, and nothing will come here from the Department to show that 
any officer of that Department at any time has ever undertaken hith- 
erto to suspend a statute, to deny to the citizen a right given to him by 
the very plain and explicit terms of the law, a privilege that forty-eight 
thousand of the citizens exercised last year under one statute alone—the 
right to file their pre-emptions. Under existing law the settler is re- 
quired first to make his settlement. Having made his settlement, he 
is then required within a given time—in some cases thirty days, and 
in some ninety—to go to the land office and file. Otherwise the land 
is open to the next occupant, the next taker. He isrequired also within 
three months to prove up the actual residence upon the land, Other- 
wise it is open to the next taker. ° 

If the Commissioner of the General Land Office can suspend a statute 
for two months, he may for twelve; if he can for twelve he may for 
twenty-four; and he may thus put it out of the power of the settler to 
initiate his claim as the law requires he should, or to complete his 
claim as the law requires that he should, and thus he would be de- 
prived of his property rights by an order of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. 

Mr. President, there may be frauds, there are frauds being committed 
in this office as we know from the reports of the Commissioner for the 
last five years; but it would be better that all the frauds which have 
been practiced should be duplicated and doubled than that the settler 
who has gone out on the public lands should be deprived of the privilege 
of making his title as the law requires that he should, for the law re- 
quires that he shall if he expects to make his title—itis not a privilege 
given to him—go and file; he must file if he is to make his title. 

Now, sir, I have no intention to reflect upon anybody, and I think 
if it had not been for the words in this order saying that it was deemed 
to be in harmony with the precedents of the Department I should 


have said nothing. I know that it is delicate to interfere with an 
Executive Department by this body, and I am not very much in love 
with resolutions calling upon the different Departments for information 
except in clear cases; but I did think that such an order as this actu- 
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ally suspending three statutes for two months was such an extraordi- 
ont Si raelate that it would not do for the legislative department to 
overlook it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I would thank the President to 
have the resolution read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resol EDAK ay pat tp OADE LINEE Oa A e pon 4 directed to in- 


form the te whether the Co: Land Office has, with 
Penei rtea dea Pe SAT mate py pa San EO TAO 


wo! 
“Circular, 
“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. GENERAL LAND OFFI 
“ Washington, D. C., June Zi 1886. 
“ To registers and receivers United States land offices : 

"i GENTLEMEN : The repeal of the ‘ pre-emption, timber-cul ’ and 'desert- 
Jand' laws being now the subject of consideration by ee, Reap pge ee 
to enter lands under said laws are hereby suspended from and after this date 
until the Ist day of August, 1886, and you are pareng GNOSE fo to receive no filings 
or new applications for entry under said Jaws during said 

“WM. A. J. SPARES, Commissioner. 

“ Approved. 


"L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary.” 
And if such circular has been issued to inform the eee oe act it is 
the Comm: the General Land 


claimed that Congress has de! to issioner of 

Office, or to the Secretary of the Interior, or to those officers jointly, the 

power to suspend by executive the throughout the United States 
f the pre-emption, the , and the desert-land acts, and to deny to 


Mr. COCKRELL. That resolution has never passed as yet, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not yet passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is up for consideration and action? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is pending now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A resolution asking for information whether cer- 
tain things have been done, and, if so, why they have been done. I 
was not here when the resolution was introduced y, and I was 
not here when it was called up this morning, but I have heard that 
there was a circular presented by the Senator from reer Fa 
eiaei ae which was read. I-would thank the Secretary to 
that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the cir- 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, ironed LAND OFFICE, 
we D.C., June ti 1886. 
Registers and receivers United Slates land offices: 


time being made, antici, sine Che EA of Congress, repealing said la cot 
me bein: ani 
followin, rs Pair anret brna piah in 
substan harmon aamini pram ened following order, approved by the Secretary, 


was on the 2d instant leven aN f i 
The repeal of the eee and ‘desert-land’ laws 


timber-culture, 
being now the subject of m by Congress, all applications to enter 
antec d laws are hereby te trem and after this date until the 


lst day of A) 1886, and yo wins bare directed to receive no filings or new 
applications for entry eater aia inten Werle sone Siena 
Jed a nd gens rope aac a Yea E ie nn mse hose 


authority therefor, the same is Se ee 
A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 


Approved. 

L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has that been communicated formally to the Sen- 
ate by the Secretary of the Interior? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been. 

Mr. WALTHALL. It has not been otherwise than than through me. I 
do not know that the Secretary, until the resolution passes, is in any 
position to communicate officially with the Senate on the subject. I 
can state that the order has been promulgated, and was yesterday tele- 
em hed to the various land offices. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want simply to get at the situation. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The circular was ted by me. I stated 
while the Senator was out that I happened to know that very soon after 
the order complained of and referred to in the resolution of the Senator 
from Kansas had been issued the Secretary of the Interior came to 
doubt seriously as to the legal authority for that order without refer- 
ence to the matter of precedents, and that he had determined to revoke 
it; and that yesterday, some hour or more before the Senate met, two 
or three hours before the resolution was introduced, I saw and read the 
original draught of the order revoking it, and had a conversation with 
the Secretary on the subject. I learned from him that there was very 
great doubt as to the legality of it, and he had determined to revoke it, 
whatever the precedents might be. Yesterday, when the resolution 
was introduced, I was unable to say that that dine which I had seen an 
hour or two before had been promulgated, and I sent to the Secretary of 
the Interior, after the resolution was introduced, a copy of the resolu- 
tion arid asked him to send me the order which I had seen in his posses- 
sion an hour or two before, and this which has just been read came to me 
in response to that request. 

While I am up, if the Senator from Missouri will allow me, I would 
0 to add a word which perhaps had better be said pending this in- 
quiry. 

Mr, COCKRELL, I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr, WALTHALL. I agree with the conclusion reached by the Sec- 


retary that there is very grave doubt, to say no more, as to the legal 
authority for the issuance of the order recited in the resolution; but 
as it has been stated very broadly and very unqualifiedly that there 
are no precedents for the issuance of such an order, I desire to say that 
in failing to take issue with that statement at this time I do not wish 
to be understood as agreeing to the correctness of that statement. It 
is ‘probable that precedents in cases somewhat analogous in the 
history of that may be produced; and the fact that it is 
not done at this time I do snot doaire tn be Dii ox evidence of the fact 
that we concede the correctness of the statement that there are no such 
precedents in the Department. 

I make no reference to the precedents at this time for thesimple rea- 
son that we are all anxious that the resolution should pass, as the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] has already said he has been re- 
quested by the Secretary of the Interior to facilitate its passage, and I 
sup) as it calls for a report, when the report comes in those preee- 
dents will be referred to at that time and that that will be the proper 
time to discuss them. I make no reference to the precedents now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When I came out of the committee-room on Ap- 
propriations this morning into the Senate Chamber I found the Sena- 
tor from Kansas discussing some resolutions, I walked to the Secre- 
tary’s desk and discovered that resolution and did not know of any 
explanation that had been made by the Senator from Mississippi and did 
not know that there had been any response tothe resolution. -I inquired 

y if the resolution had been passed, and I saw it was only a 
resolution of inquiry, and when the Senator from Kansas commenced 
reading from a document which I supposed was a public document 
necessarily, I asked a question as to what the document was, because I 
had seen no report. If the Secretary had made a report in response to 
the resolution, as a matter of course I desired to see it. 

Now, Mr. President, it is a very strange speech that the Senator from 
Kansas should have made upon a simple resolution asking for informa- 
tion. It is unusual that a Senator shall introduce a resolution calling 
upon a Department for information and to know if a certain act has 
Dorn done why the act has been done, and then make a speech denounce- 

ng the act and proclaiming that there can be no reason for it, 

oe great deal has been said in regard to these land entries. That ques- 
tion is not now before the Senate upon this resolution. The question 
whether the Commissioner of the General Land Office or the Secretary 
of the Interior has followed the law or not is not before the Senate 
upon this resolution. The question on this resolution is whether the 
Senate will call upon the inara inform this body whether that 
order was issued, and, if so, why. That isthe question. Itisa legiti- 
mate question, and I am heartily in favor of it; but why an attack 

have been made upon the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and upon the Secretary of the Interior is more than I can con- 
ceive. It may have been inspired by that gallant, chivalrous, invin- 
cible character and disposition of the di ed war chief from Kan- 
sas. It may have been prompted by the same feeling that i the 
attack upon the crippled, disabled, er limp soldier at the head of the 
Pension Office—— 

‘Mr. INGALLS. Totally disabled, mentally and physically. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When he was not here in the Senate Chamber and 
‘yar ahabte so bomen I ean only attribute to that same fearless and 
dauntless spirit of the war chief from Kansas this attack upon Commis- 
sioner Sparks. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, as one member of the Senate I wish to 
say that I think there is no warrant for this attack upon the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. It may be that this action may 
have been taken without the intent of suspending a statute of the 
United States. The statute gives the right to the citizen to make pre- 
emption and timber-culture entries, but the means by which it is to be 
done and the regulation of the matter is within the Interior Depart- 
ment, and very often entries are suspended for cause. Congress ses- 
sion after session under the recommendation of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, in considering questions of fraudulent entries, especially in 
timber-culture cases which have been reported and urged upon the 
Senate, time and again suspends action. Whether there was a suffi- 
cient cause for suspending these applications remains to be seen. The 
suspension is not of the right to enter, but of the immediate consider- 
ation of the cases, which is a very different thing from suspending the 
operation of a statute. 

Again, there is no reason to impeach the honesty or the zeal in the 
public service of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. There 
has been no fact stated by the Senator from Kansas which can be the 
foundation of such an impeachment as that. 

I wish for one to say that, while there may be many things in which 
my judgment would differ from that of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, I think the country recognizes that in the endeavor 
to prevent fraudulent entries to the detriment of the people of the 
United States who wish to obtain homes upon the publie lands he has 
discharged his duty and earned the commendation of the people to a 
large extent. I know in my own State the people who desire to have 
homes upon the public Jand have been injured by the lax administra- 
tion of that Department; andavhile I do justice to the distinguished 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and to his zeal in the publie 
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service while he was Secretary of the Interior, I have reason to know 
that there were frauds committed in the administration of that Depart- 
ment which did require of the present Commissioner and would have 
required of the former Secretary if he had remained in office the dili- 
gent and zealous exercise of the powers intrusted to him in the interest 
o ee people who ought to have the right to have homes upon the pub- 

clan 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida says that 
he knows there have been frauds perpetrated in the past. I suppose he 
will not deny that they are being perpetrated at this time. Itis be- 
ca as I understand this explanation, frauds are being now perpe- 
trated that the Commissioner got up this circular. 

The honorable Senator says perhaps nobody will apply. The Com- 
sae igi says the people are applying in unusual numbers to enter 


Mr. CALL. No, I did not say that. 

Mr. TELLER. The Commissioner says that. 

Mr. CALL. I did not say it was because no one was applying. I 
say you may suspend an application without suspending the statute; 
and I say i has been the custom of the Department always for cause 
to suspen lications. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Florida is not able to distinguish 
between the suspension of a claim that is already initiated for the pur- 
oo of enabling the Department to determine whether it was properly 

tiated and whether it has been properly proceeded with after it was 
initiated, and an order which declines to allow a settler to initiate his 
claim at all, it will be impossible for me or anybody else to enlighten 
him upon that subject. Surely such a question as that needs not to be 
discussed in the American Senate. The suspension of a claim and the 
reservation of the land from settlement are entirely different things 
from denying to the settler the provision given him by the plain words 
of the statute. 

I did not speak unadvisedly when I said that there will be no prec- 
edent produced here, and it will be to the credit of the Democratic 
party if they stand up and admit that if there had been a precedens of 
that kind it would be no justification for this order. If there were a 
thousand precedents they would be no justification for it. It is for- 
bidding the settler to go before the Department and initiate his claim 
in the way that the statute declares he must within 9 certain time or 
forfeit his right to the lands. 

I am making no attack upon anybody. Iam making no attack upon 
the Secretary; and none has been made upon him this morning tbat I 
know of. Iam making no attack upon the Commissioner. I do not 
doubt his zeal in the interest of the public service. I doubt his judg- 
ment. It does seem to me thatan order of that kind for the credit of 
the nation ought never to have found its way to the files of any admin- 
istration of any Department of the Government. It may seem to the 
Senator from Florida that the declaration by the executive department 
of the Government of a right to nullify statutes is a matter of no great 
concern. ‘There has been a time when an assertion of that kind in this 
country would have made a revolution. There has been a time when 
nobody on this floor would have been found to excuse it upon the ground 
of precedent or anything else. And it would be tothe credit of the 
Interior Department to-day to say that it was an inadvertence; that it 
escaped the observation of the proper officers of the Government; and 
that is what I have no doubt was the actual fact. 

I am not claiming—it is not possible that the head of that Department 
would seriously contemplate that he or anybody had the right to nul- 
lify a statute. Isaid when I spoke before that I had not any doubt 
that his attention was not called to this order before its issuance. From 
what I regard good authority I understand that the minute his atten- 
tion was called to the effect of the order he determined in his own mind 
that it was improperly made and that it ought to be revoked, and pro- 
ceeded as hastily as he could to revoke it on the following day. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Colorado will allow mea word. I 
said a while ago that I desired the passage of this resolution and hoped 
it would be unanimously ted. While I did not have in my hands 
any precedent to warrant this character of action when I spoke, I tel- 
ephoned at once at 120’clock and have just received a r containing 
what purports to be quite a number of precedents. I do not say that 
they are correct, but they are here, and while I do not want to go into 
them now, I would like that just one of importance be read. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. I am not going to quote any of them but one: 

In addition to the foregoing, withdrawal of indemnity lands where no with- 
drawals were authorized by Jaw have been made from time to time as the 
several roads were located, in anticipation of losses within granted limits. With- 
drawals of this character, covering many millions of acres, have been made for 
about seventy roads. The largest withdrawals of this class are those for the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, which were made at various between 
1871 and 1884, and arestill maintained. Said withdrawals were from sale, loca- 
tion, entry, and claim of any kind, and embraced at least ten or twelve millions 


of acres, including unsurveyed as well as surveyed lands. In the Territory of 
Dakota alone abouttwo million four hundred thousand acres of indemnity lands 


are withdrawn, while the records of the General Land Office show that the losses 
within the granted limits in said Territory do notexceed thirty thousand acres, 


Then a number of others are taken up which I do not propose to pre- 
sent now. I have received this hurriedly prepared statement. 


_Mr. TELLER. There is not the slightest analogy between the ac- 
tion of the Department in withdrawing lands from the operation of the 
pre-emption laws and the present action of the Department of June 2, 
1886. The right of the executive department to withdraw land from 
settlement is a right recognized by the Supreme Court many years 
ago, but it must be for a specific purpose and not generally. The Su- 
preme Court settled it years ago, and I have a case in my desk which 
if it was worth while to go into it this morning I could cite. That is 
one of the rights which the President exercises independent of any 
statute except inferentially. The Supreme Court refers to the fact that 
in 1830 the first pre-emption law provided that all landsshould be sub- 
ject to pre-emption except such as were reserved by the President, and 
the act of 1841 contains a similar provision not quite so plain and so 
explicit; and under those laws the Supreme Court of the United States 
has held that the President might withdraw lands from the operation 
of the law, but they must bespecifically designated and the withdrawal 
must be for a specific purpose. 

Here is a direction to public officers, the register and receiver, to de- 
cline to execute a duty which is imposed upon them by law. Itis a 
direction to them to decline to execute the lw which they are sworn 
to execute, and it is an inhibition upon the settler from making his 
gj remy or proving it up after he has made the application. 

knew that what just been read would be substantially what 
would come here if anything came at all in the way of defense in the 
shape of precedent; and that is the nearest they can get to it, that land 
has been withdrawn from the operation of the settlement laws for the 
p of enabling a railroad company to take the lands granted to 
it, land which the Attorney-General declared it took in presenti in the 
first instance if it was within the grant, and in the next it took by selec- 
tion if it was within the indemnity limits. 

Mr. President, allusion has been made to the fact that a large area 
of country was withdrawn for railroads. I did not intend to go into 
ay general discussion, but I should like to say just a word on that 
subject. : 

In the very early history of legislative grants, which commenced in 
1839, or indeed in 1827, when grants were made for railroads, 
and other purposes, the Department invariably withdrew the land at 
once without waiting for the definite line of location. That was done 
for many years. When Mr. Hendricks was Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office the records will show that he withdrew from the op- 
eration of the settlement laws lands that had not yet been granted to 
any railroad company, in view of the fact that a bill was pending mak- 
ing the grant, and in another case on the same day that the act passed, 
without any definite location. But that right of reservation is an en- 
tirely different right from the one sought to be exercised in this order 
of June 2, and there is no analogy between the two. I shall be ready 
to meet any alleged precedent when it comes here. I repeat, not only 
for the administration that I was connected with, but for all time, even 
under Democratic administrations that ed the war, none of them 
ever attempted to do this thing, and I do not believe now that the head 
of the Department will sit down seriously and send us anything justi- 
fying him in an attempt to nullify a statute. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss this question 
at all, nor did I intend to make any imputation u any one in ref- 
erence to the discharge of his duties connected with the public lands, 
but simply as one member of the Senate I rose to say a word in defense 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office against what I conceive 
to be an‘improper imputation upon him without any facts which would 
justify such a charge as has been made, 

Now the Senator from Colorado says it is possible to make a dis- 
tinction. I wish to say that is no argument, that is no method of reason- 
ing. It gives no dignity or force to a man to assail another one, but, as 
the logicians state, it is an evidence of weakness to engage in a reflec- 
tion upon another. The Senator from Colorado may feel sure that he 
is correct, and yet he may be mistaken in his p ition. He may de- 
clare to the Senate as often as he will, but I will not make an impu- 
tation on him that he is deficient in intellectual capacity or intelli- 
gence. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator certainly misunderstood what I said. 
I said if the Senator himself could not draw the distinction between the 
cases I could not say anything that would enable him to do so. That is 
all I did say. I did not say the Senator could not do it. 

Mr. CALL. Very well; the imputation rests; and all I wish to say 
is that it adds nothing to the force of the argument. 

The instance cited by the Senator from Kentucky involves the prin- 
ciple of a control over the provisions of an act of Congress to some ex- 
tent, not to deny but to suspend operations under it for the moment. 
Thecause why, the justification of it, isanother anda different question. 
The act of Congress confers rights, but it leaves the machinery, the mode 
by which those rights are to be attained, within the power of the In- 
terior Department; and that general proposition is one which may not 
be denied, for I have the act here, andi it simply confers the naked right 
and does not provide the method by which that right shall be exerted, 
and that method has been uniformly left to be exercised by the rules 
and methods of proceeding in the Department within the control of the 
Department. Time and again cases have been suspended, even in the 
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initiation, as was done in the withholding of railroad because every 
such reservation is the withholding of land from the right of pre-emp- 
tion and of homestead positively guaranteed under the law to every cit- 
izen. Therefore I say there is no question here of a claim of power in 
the Executive Department to suspend a statute, and the question is not 
in any way affected by the statute. 

Mr. WALTHALL,. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
a question for my own information, knowing that he is entirely familiar 
with everything connected with the Department of the Interior. Did I 
understand the Senator to say that there was no precedent in that De- 
partment for the withdrawal of lands to prevent them from being en- 
tered pending a bill making a disposition of those lands but before the 
passage of that bill? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no, Mr. President, I did not say that. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. TELLER. I said that there was a precedent for the withdrawal 
of lands. Iinstanced the fact that Mr. Hendricks, when Commissioner 
of the General Land Office did not wait until the act became a law, 
but he withdrew the land before. He withdrew it by telegraph in one 
instance. That is a very different thing, He designated what Jands 
should be withdrawn. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Still he withdrew the lands pending the passage 
of the bill and before the bill had become a law. 

Mr. TELLER. He did that. That never has been done since 1861. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Had it not been repeatedly done before? 

Mr. TELLER, It had been done several times before. 

Mr. WALTHALL. That is what I wanted to know, because those 
recedents, if we wished to go into the discussion of that subject now 
which seems to me to be premature), bear on the matter. 

Mr. TELLER. When the time comes I shall be p to go into 
that matter. Iam quite ready to discuss it at any time with the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Colorado a question 
also for my information and for the information of the country. I have 
heard, and I want to know whether my information is correct, that 
under the timber-culture act and pre-emption act so many frauds are 
being perpetrated on the Government and upon those laws that the 
Department of the Interior and the General Land Office for some years 
have been in favor of repealing those laws. Is that the fact or not? 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that the records of the Government show 
that at least for the last five years the Commissioner has, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary, recommended the repeal of the pre-emption and 
timber-culture laws. 

Mr. GEORGE. Upon the ground that they were being abused and 
that fraudulent entries were being made under them ? 

Mr. TELLER. Partially for that reason. So far.as I may be al- 
lowed to speak for myself, I would say that I have had for many years 
an idea that no lands ought to be parted with by the Government ex- 
cept the desert lands, which stand upon a different footing—that no lands 
upon which a pre-emption claim can be initiated ought to be parted 
with except under the homstead law; and very early after my advent 
into this body I introduced a bill to that effect. When the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office complained to me as Secretary that 
great frauds were being perpetrated, that together with the fact that I 
had been for several years hostile to the law, believing that it was fre- 
quently abused, not always, I recommended the repeal, as I think, 
though I am not quite certain, that my predecessor had before me. 

Mr. GEORGE. In administration circles, especially in the Interior 
Department, is it not a fact well recognized and well understood that 
these two laws, the timber-culture law and the pre-emption law, are so 
frequently perverted by fraudulent means from the purposes for which 
the acts were passed that it has been the opinion and judgment of that 
Department for five years that they ought to be repealed. I would 
like the Senator to answer that question. 

Mr. TELLER. I think I have answered that question. 

Mr. INGALLS. May I make a suggestion? I understand it is the 
opinion in the Cabinet and in administration circles that the contin- 
ued coinage of the silver dollar is a fraud on the finances of this coun- 
try and is hostile to its best interests. Would that justify the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in directing the suspension of the coinage of the 
silver dollar? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, one thing at a time. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. We are on this question now, and I should like to 
have an answer to the inquiry I have propounded to the Senator from 
Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator is not satisfied with my answer I will 
repeat it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; if you are satisfied with it I am. That 
is all. 3 

Mr. TELLER. The Commissioner of „the General Land Office sev- 
eral times recommended, and I believe in each instance with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary, the repeal of the pre-emption law. Whether it 
was wholly and entirely because of frauds I am not quite prepared to 
say, but that great frands have been ted underit nobody doubts. 
The files of the Senate are full of the reports sent here by the late Sec- 


retary of the Interior calling the attention of the Senate to the neces- 
sity of either a repeal or a modification of the pre-emption and timber- 
culture laws; but the Department never entertained an opinion at any 
time that it had the power to suspend the execution of those laws, hos- 
tile as the Secretary was to them, hostile as he had been for years on 
the record while he was in the Senate as a member of it, and every- 
where else. He never supposed for a moment that he had the right to 
say toaman, ‘‘ Youcannotinitiate your claim, you ean not start in under 
this law, whether you are a bona fide ora dishonest ptor.” The 
right to file was one given by statute, and it could not be denied as long 
as the land was in the category of land open tosettlement; it could not 
be denied by any Department of the Government; and the files will 
show that the Secretary said repeatedly we are unable to cure these 
frauds and prevent them, and we are unable to detect all the fraudu- 
lent entries; there is no machinery under the law to do it; and there- 
fore the law itself ought to be repealed. There was no attempt at nulli- 
fication. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, then ‘‘the head and front’’ of the 
“offending” of the Commissioner of the General Land Office is this, as 
I understand, that he may have committed a technical violation of law, 
and this violation, if it be a violation, was in favor ooperiga the 
rights of the Government and, the people of the United States to the 
public domain against fraudulent entries. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, 1 wish simply to correct the Senator from Colo- 
rado in regard to the withdrawal of lands. He said that none were 
withdrawn after 1860. I think he will find that withdrawals were 
made beginning in 1854 and continuing up to 1866 in regard to land 

nts. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution has ipamo, 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator misunderstood me. I did notsay with- 
drawals were not made, but they were not made until the statutes 


Mr. COCKRELL. They were in anticipation of the passage of the 


acts. 
Mr. TELLER. Ithink not. 
HOUSE PENSION BILLS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the following bills; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the te: 

A bill (H. R. 1649) granting a pension to Pocebe H. Meech; 

A bill (H. R. 4407) granting a pension to Christopher C. White; 

A bill (H. R. 6087) granting a pension to Patrick Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 7163) granting a pension to Peter Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 7221) granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh;and 

A bill (H. R. 8333) granting a pension to Lucinda Sawyer. 

The above six pension bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BUTTER AND OLEOMARGARINE. 


. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives. ú 

The bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and 
regulating the manufacture, sale; importation, and exportation of oleo- 

rine, was read twice by its title. : 

Mr. MORRILL. In the absence of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. MILLER], who takes a deep interest in this bill, I move that it 
lie on the table for the present. = 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, I move that the Senate now proceed to the considera- 
tion of special pension bills favorably reported and not objected to. 
> Mr. BECK. Before that is done, I rise, if I may be allowed, to a 
parliamentary inquiry. The bill known as the oleo ine bill 
came from the House of Representatives and went to the table. I be- 
lieve it is there now. There will be a contest as to the committee to 
which it shall go. - I for oné insist that it shall go to the Committee 
on Finance. I understand others desire that it shall go to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. I would like some notice to be given so that 
gentlemen on both sides can be here; that it will not be taken from 
the table and referred pro forma to either committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand the Senator from New York [Mr. 
MILLER] will not be back until next week, and I think it would be 
unfair to have any action upon it until his return. Therefore I moved 
to have it remain on the table. 

Mr. BECK. I desire that some previous notice shall be given before 
the time when it is to be referred, so that the chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture as well as the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
will be advised as to when it is to come up. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the following bills: 


A bill (S. 342) granting a pension to Marrilla Parsons, of Detroit, 
Mich. ; 
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A bill S. 1016) granting an increase of pension to’ Abel Comstock; 


bill (S. 1192 granting a to Alfred Denny; 
S. 1288) granting a to Robert Holsey; 
S. 1382) for the relief of Lydia 0. Hutchings; 
S. 1383) granting a pension to Harriet Welch; 
S. 1400) granting a pension to William H. Beck; 
S. 1466) granting an increase of pension to S hen R. Smith; 
S. 1467) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Smith; 
A bill (8. pe granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage; and 

A bill (S. 2025) granting a pension to James Butler. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills, with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

fe: 

A bill (S. 206) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Zanesville, Ohio; and 
{ A bill (8. 763) for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, 

owa. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The m further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 112) for the relief of the 
estate of the late James G. Wintersmith, late Doorkeeper of the House 
of Representatives; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I renew my motion to proceed to the consideration of 

special bills favorably reported and not objected to. 

Phe RESIDENT pro The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate M proceed te the consideration of special pension 
bills favorably reported from the Committee on Pensions in their order. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears no objection, and that order will 
be made. The first pension bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from New Hampshire proceeds, 


I desire to say to the Senate that on Monday morning, immediately after 
the morning business, I shall ask the Senate to resume the considera- 
tion of the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; and in the mean 
time I ask leave now to present to the Senate certain comparative tables 
respecting the appropriations of last year as compared with the esti- 
mates of the present year, that they may be printed in the RECORD. I 
also ask leave to submit a letter of the Secretary of State, addressed to 
me as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, dated the 29th of 
May, and the accompanying memoranda g the consular and 
diplomatic bill, and ask that they may be printed in the RECORD. I 
will say to Senators that the accompanyi memoranda as to page and 
line refer to the bill as printed as it came from the House and not the 
bill as printed with the amendments of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the papers 
referred to will be Drinted:i in the Recorp. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 


The papers are as follows: 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICE. 

Amount of estimates for 1887... $1, 604, 961. 60 
Amount of House bill...............-ssreerseseeesewnrsverves enseeices s.. 1,299, 665 00 
Increase made to House bill by the Senate committee.............,.... b700 00 
Amount as: FEPOTted esits tsion densvesanoescesdessespedensereseees cow «eee 1,349, 365 00 
O 

Amount of act for fiscal year 1886................ 1, 242, 925 00 
The bill as reported is less than the estimate. ag 255, 596 60 
The bill as reported exceeds the act for 1886........cssseresceseaceeeeeeneseecee 106, 440 00 


A items of increase made by the Senate seni are as follows: 


fig at ipdan arnee oe a TE ERAAN $5,000 00 
reter at Bangkok. SUAS POLI 300 00 
For Poe gnu at buildings at Seoul, Corea.. 5,000 00 
For rent of legation compos, pe! Tokio, Japan.. 3, 400 00 
For emergencies arisin, e the diplomatic and 35,000 00 
Salary of co; aapatopes peenhane - 500 00 
Salary of Sonal at Seite IAAI ISBOT KAA SRR AA EA 500 00 
TOGRL DOT ORO ENE PAIE ASAE S ETENE PELIEN N E E EIA 49,700 00 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICE. 
Comparative statement showing the appropriations for 1886, the estimates for 1887, the amounts of House bill, and the amounts recommended by the Sennie Committee on 


ppropriations for 1887. 
rs : Rabin: 
g 8 5 d. 
= ar ox EEN 
Obječt. 23 3 3 8 
2" E 8 23 
a 3 5 S 
< Fe = ae 
SALARIES OF MINISTERS. | 
Great Britain, France; Germany, and Russia, at $17,500 Cach.........s.0rccssersssccsssenssserserescsssessnesensercoeesesesese res] — $70,000 00 $70, 000 00 $70, 000 00 $80, 000 00 
Ja China, Spain, Austria, Italy, Brazil, and Mexico, at $12,000 cach... . 84,000 00 84,000 00 84, 000 00 84, 000 00 
Chili and Peru, at $10,000 each .. 20, 000 00 20,000 00 20,000 00 20, 000 00 
Guatemala, Costa Rica, Honduras, WN 10,000 00 10,000 09 10,000 00 10, 000 00 
Laan 10, 000 00 10,000 00 10, 000 00 10,000 00 
Sintes of Colombia 7,500 00 7,500 00 7,500 00 7,500 00 
45,000 00 45, 000 00 45,000 00 45,000 00 
45, 000-00 | 45,000 00 45, 000 00 45,000 00 
Servia, 6,500 00 6,500 00 6,500 00 6,500 00 
Cairo, agent and consul-general.... 5,000 CO 5,000 00 5,000 00 5,000 00 
Congp presaren P inara and consul-general .. 5,000 00 |.:.. TE tucisthocisessonesve 
os Amore E sehn A REEE DOIIE E EATE AN reid E AEE 
cay, chargé dai Soa eens insula 5,000 00 5,000 00 5, 000 00 5,000 00 
Chargé pS Bra Brith py APA diplomatic officers abroad . 12,000 00 20,000 00 15,000 00 20,000 00 
PR OR LT tee ATEN es ONY Bee AEP PAA E Aly faa Pel esi gtr RENAL DA A E | 330,000.00 | 328,000 00 | 323,000 00 | 328,000 00 
\ ———————— 
SALARIES OF SECRETARIES TO LEGATIONS, ETC, 
erm Paris, Berlin, and e ier eeh secretaries, at mara 10,500 00 -10,500 00 10,500 00 10,500 00 
and J; each.. oF. 5, 50 00 5, 250 00 5, 250 00 5, 250 00 
10, 800 00 10,800 00 10, 800 00 10, 800 00 
at 2,000 00 3,000 00 3,000 00 3,000 00 
ta antl te aparaate secretaries, at $2,000 each. 6,000 00 6, 000 00 6,000 00 | 6,000 00 
second secretaries, at $1,800 each 3,600 00 3,600 00 3,600 00 3,600 00 
Sam clerk to legation............ RANE 1,200 00 1, 200 00 1, 200 00 1,200 00 
ta, secretary to legation and consul-general 2,000 00 2,000 00 2,000 00 2,000 00 
Central American States, secretary of legation a 2,000 00 2,000 00 2,000 00 2,000 00 
Four rp hopes ite os RERAN 7,200 00 ERRAR 
Traveling and other expenses of same.... Š x: 2,000 00 |... 
PES: A A T OTR AEEA ESNE NA A EN Be ON Pre 44,350 00 53,500 00 
3,000 00 
5,000 00 
1,000 00 
1,000 00 
800 00 
) 10, 800 00 
pee os es Poa 
CONTINGENT AND MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES, DIPLOMATIC SERVICE. 
Contin; t Pesce haga: misoo i naii odode ecssecbeeden soesoesb ponte ceebbeneh tosenanebnhessdhadansase bees} 75, 000 00 | 150, 000 00 
Loss b; by ueubonge, OOND SOFVICC....ccscsscessereee osen -se ccesssedee cere eostn os 2,000 00 3,000 00 
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DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICE, 
Comparative statement showing the approprigtions for 1886, the estimates for 1837, dc.—Continued. 


= : = T 
E 5 8 a. 
3 m os BR 
cs g g 
Object. Fi = a2 s“ 
£ E 3 së 
& 3 fd 
& 
< Š i a 
Hire of steam-launch for l ion at Constanti eee EOU Aort kaseroe tasson $1,000 $1,000 00 $1, 800 00 §1,800 00 
Rent of buildings, &c., for ion at ies eon eos a 3,100, 3,100 00 3,100 00 3,100 00 
Repair ation buildings at EE 00 | ...scvssevoseevsoree : STS 
eeceecsen sos oecoeee| 5,000 5,000 00 
A I OE: OOF Eeter apademencemetetisee 
A cca 3,400 00 
Pat ai 3,000.00. [...po.csopes.ce cocoes! covaceserenrses soosoo 
325 00 325 325 00 
5,000 00 5,000 000 00 
5,000 00 5,000 000 00 
4,500 00 4,500 000 00 
ord Eastport snedunpeces) 25,000 
25,000 00 50, 000 
5,000 00 5,000 
reo, 10,000 00 10,000 
Tateumete bureau Py weights and MeASUFES............000ecs0e0+s 2,270 00 2,270 
International boundary survey between the United States and Mexico... a 100, 000 
Payment of balance under award by Frenchand American Claims Commissio b 15, 639 
Expenses of Haytian Arbitration Commission... 4,077 
Total, miscellaneous and contingent, diplomatic service.. 140, 695 00 416,911 60 158,995 00 | 202,395 00 
Brat! ees M 
SALARIES OF CONSULS-GENERAL. 
London, Paris, Havana, and Rio de Janeiro, at att ener 24,00000 24,000 00 24,000 00 24,000 00 
Calcutta and irecerndestteabes-a 10, 000 00 10,000 00 10, 000 00 10, 000 00 
Melbourne.. 4,500 00 4,500 00 4,500.00 | 4,500 00 
Kanagawa 4,000 00 5,000 00 4,000 00 | 4,000 00 
Panama A 4,000 00 5,000 00 4,000 00 | 4,000 00 
Berlin, A Montreal, and Honolulu, at $, 000 each, . a poccen fventsasogn veneesusises sensusccesss 12,000 00 12,000 00 12,000 00 | 12,000 00 
Halifax 3,000 00 4,000 00 3,000 00 3,500 00 
St, Petersburg, Frankfort, Vienna,  eeseeceperrpcen Rome, and in Ecuador, at $3,000 « each. 18, 000 00 18, 000 00 18, 000.00 18, 000 00 
Mexico 2,500 00 2,500 00 2,500 00 2,500 00 
00000} 85,00000  82,00000| 82,500 00 
CONSULAR SERVICE, ETC. 
Consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents............ c++ 330,000 00 342,500 00 333,000 00 333,500 00 
Thirteen consular clerks....... nicdesenenterseceyeedenanh 14, 600 00 14, 400 00 14, 400 00 14,400 00 
Clerks at consulates specified.......... REP PR AS: 48, 880 00 51,700.00 50,320 00 50,320 00 
Clerks at consulates not otherwise provided for. 10,000 00 10,000 00 10,000 00 | 10, 000 00 
Consular officers not citizens of the United States. 6,000 00 6,000 00 6,000.00 6,000 00 
ae reters to consulates in China and Japan 12,000 00 15,000 00 12,000 00 12,000 00 
als for consular courts in Japan, China, ai 7,000 00 8,000 00 8, 000,00 8,000 00 
DAT nnd DOAIA crew TOE aoe of SL os 500 00 500 00 500 00 500 00 
sesbbecbseseebbeose 500 00 500 00 500 00 
4,000 00 5,000 00 4,000 00 4,000 00 
3,000 00 4,000 00 4,000 00 | 4,000 00 
EA 1,000 00 1,000 00 1,000 00 1,000 %0 
1,550 00 1,550 00 1,550 00 1,550 00 
1,550 00 1,550 00 1,550 00 1,550 00 
9,000 00 9,000 00 9,000 00 9,000 00 
1,000 00 | 1,500 Q0 | 1,500 00 1,500 00 
Relief and protection of American seamen. 50,000 00 | 50,000 00 50,000.00 50,000 00 
Contribution to foreign crap we at Panama.. 200 00 500 00 500 00 500 00 
Expenses of consular and commercial reports... 20,000 00 20, 00 00 | 20,000 00 20,000 00 
Expenses of search of Fre: 5,000 00 jo... cesses. 
Í 


veling expenses oi WB. sene 
Continens expenses, consular service... j 
Total, consular service... n.s sssssssssnessssrsansrinssrnenres sadgiond satin rinnan aAA soe Audasa nas asasin hapave | 635,380 00 | 710,700 00 |- 680,820 00 [> 681,320 00 
Total, diplomatic and consular S€rvice ..........6. sesine ccccceseseeesneeessecessnneeeene nesesnse aaenenstace Uiepesodes piam ccvovendopes | 1, 242, 925 00 | 1,604, 961 60 | 1,299,665 00 — 1,349,365 00 
a The sum of $100,000, for international boundary survey between the United States and Mexico, was appropriated in the sundry civil act for 1836. 
b The sum of $594,288. 04, for payment of final award of h and American Claims Commission, was appropriated in the sundry civil act for 1886, 
CONTINGENT EXPEN@ES—FOREIGN MISSIONS. . CONTINGENT EXPENSES, UNITED STATES CONSULATES. 
Statement showing the estimates, the amownts recommended by the House mp at Statement showing the estimates, the amounts recommended = the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Senate, and the amounts appropriated for the jollowtaa See ee eee On Reale wed the amounts appropriated for the following fiscal 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 29, 1886, 


My Dear Str: Thanking your committee for the o; y given me yes- 
nsular ropriation bill (H. R. I pende cy a 
on am, no 
rg the bill as 


bs f i ikhas an th egg pnb ie 

oi it e House, in es- 
‘onset the amendments ferences in the margin 
to each amendment. 


eem wise, and numerical refi 


The bill is accompanied ba copy of a letter I addressed to the chairman of 

the House committee by w bill was reported, and whose printed 

you have already, and which can y be reviewed by you in connection 

pig pt: prarepa al San ny ; independent judgments 
on o em: ons upon your ndent ju en! 

but I believe your committee will agree wil taa no Stal pia is effected 


by 
subsequent d 
Indeed I public service is promoted by the ability to pay, for 
and that 


e end 


interests in the hitherto unknown regions 
and South Pacific, where they encounter the rival enterprise of Eu- 
ropean powers; questions still awaiting ent settlement in the long con- 
terminous boundaries on our northern and southern frontiers—all join in cou 
ing wise provisions for expenses proportionate to the importance of the subj 
to which they relate. 

I believe the letter to which I have just referred, and of which a copy is sent 
you, will reasonably account for my recommen ons, 

All of which I submit with high respect, andam, 

Very truly, yours, 


Hon, W. B. ALLISON, ‘U. S. Senate, 


Memorandum of amendments requested by the Secretary of Stale. 


No.1.—Line 11, page 1, “and China.” (See page 13 of letter to chairman of 
Committee on Foreign Affairs.) A 

No. 2.—Line 14, page 2, strike out “ China.” 

No. 3.—Line 17, page 2, insert "“ Be’ gium.” (See letter from Mr. Tree.) 

No. 4.—Line 28, page 2, strike out * Belgium.” 

No.5.—Line 46, page 3,insert *' $20,000” instead of “$15,000.” (See “letter, 


&c.,” pagel 
insert “ Belgium.” 
ouse committee would not consider it un- 


eet 
No.7.—Line 86, page 4, insert “ eight” i of “five.” (See “letter, &c.,” 


2. 
AS ey Ty 99, page 5, insert “ $150,000" instead of ‘' $105,000." (See “letter, 
‘e.,”* page 3. é 
No. b-eLine 102, page 5, insert ‘$3,000 ” instead of “$2,500.” (See “letter, 


de 4. 
No. 10- Line 126, page 6, insert ‘ $25,000" instead of ‘“‘$15,000.” (See "letter, 


&e.,” 6. 

No. ll After line 127, page 6, insert, “To enable the President to meet un- 
foreseen emergencies arising in the diplomatic and consular service, and to ex- 
= the, Lory an and other interests of the United States, $25,000." (See 
“letter, 

No, 12.—Line oh page 7, insert “four” instead of “three,” . 

(Mr. Bayard stated reasons for the increase to committee; having no diplo- 
ae Ben ne ope in Canada, we require at Halifax a consul of more t 
usu ty. 


PaT A i 175, page 8, insert “consul at Antwerp, Belgium, $3,500.” 
“letter,” page 7. 3 
No. 14.—Line 207, page 9, strike out “and Antwerp, at,” and, in line 208, “each, 


No. 15.—After line 254, I, insert “‘ Friendly and Navigator's Islands: Con- 
sul at Apia, $2,000." (See “letter,” page 8. 

No. 16.—Lines 303 and 304, page 13, e out “Friendly and Navigator's 
Islands: Consul at Apia, $1,500.” 


No. 17.—Line 392, page 17, insert "$15,000 ” instead of “ $12,000," (See “‘letter,”’ 
10, 

No. tS tine 403, page 17, insert ‘* $5,000" instead of * $4,000." (See “letter,” 
11 


No. 20.—Line 454, page 19, insert "' traveling expenses of consular clerks.” 
This merely includes an enumerated charge, 
o. 21.—Line 457, page 19, insert: “And no expense charge shall be allowed 

_ hereafter in the accounts of any consular officer except upon a certificate of 

approval of the Secre of State, which certificate shall conclusive u 
the accounting officers of the Treasury, and be deemed by them a sufficient 
voucher for the expenditure it covers.” 

The Passes eng y of a yA mw Aaen tion p soraa ta duties are coe 

The impossi' of even name the m aneous expenses of a 
Department eat the equal impossibility of defining the amount made 
necessary for each such expense; and as the total expenditure is carefully esti- 
mated and limited by Congress and the accounts in detail are bey beer d recorded 
and audited in the State Department under orders of the President, it is unnec- 
essary to have such essential Executive discretion submitted to the revision of 
the accounting o the Treasury, who can not the knowledge 
requisite for performance of the business of another ent of the Goy- 
ernment. = 


I therefore consider the guards upon allowance or expense are fully furnished 
in the amendment I have submitted, and that much useless friction can be saved 
by its adoption. r 


T. F. BAYARD. 


ADDITIONAL NOTES, 


No. 19.—Lines 448 and 49: “Expense of revising the Consular Regulations 
by the Department of State, $3,000." 
Reasons for the necessity of vising and re-editing the Consular Regula- 


and apparent, 
Gof “letter, &c.,” for reasons for placing the appropriations for (1) 
French claims, (3) Mexican boundary, (3) Hay tian arbitration, on this bill, - Itis 
obvivus that this is the proper bill to contain these items. 


Mr. CONGER, I understood unanimous consent was given yester- 


day that Monday and Tuesday next should be devoted entirely to the 
Calendar. ¿The Bator himself understood that, but whether he wishes 
to take up that time in an appropriation bill was notstated. I should 
like to know about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Michigan that so far 
as I am concerned personally I am quite willing that whatever time 
on Monday is devoted to the consideration of the consular and diplo- 
matic a riation bill shall be carried over on Wednesday and devoted 
to the ideration of the Calendar; but I think it is important that 
as rapidly as the appropriation bills are ready they should be passed 
and sent to the House for concurrence in our amendments. 

Mr. CONGER. I called attention to it so that it might be under- 
stood that the unanimous consent given in the Senate assigning two 
days next week to the Calendar should not be interfered with without 
giving the equivalent time on the next day asthe Senator has suggested. 

Mr. AL N. I will say to the Senator that I had hoped to finish 
the consular and diplomatic bill last night; but a very interesting de- 
bate arose on the bill, so that it was impossible to conclude the bill then. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senate to take from the table the 
bill providing for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, Iowa, 
which has been returned from the House of Representatives with an 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the bill (S. 736) for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, 
Iowa, returned from the House of Representatives with an amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move concurrence in the amendment of 
the House, which I ask may be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I must object to anything that will take time. . 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It will not take time. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 9, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ the House 
of Representatives inserted: 

Nor shall any site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building 
which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business,and which shall not exceed in cost the ce of 
limited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been 

by the Secretary of the Treasury, and no hase of site nor plan for 


approved by urel 
said building shall be approved by the the Treasury involving an 
expenditure exceeding the said sum of $100,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ZANESVILLE, OHIO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair also lays before the Sen- 
ate the bill (S. 206) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of esville, Ohio, returned from the House of Representa- 
tives with amendments. The amendments will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives are, in line 10 to strike out ‘‘ and fifty,” and in line 13 to strike 
out “‘ and fifty; ’’ so as to read: 


The site, and the building thereon, when ep according to plans and 
by the Secretary of the Treas- 
rehased shall leave the 


of at least 50 fect, pee epee and alleys; and for 


mury. 
The amendments were concurred in. 


ANDREW T. REYNOLDS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The first pension bill on the Calen- 
dar will be stated. 

The bill (S. 2217) for the relief of Andrew T. McReynolds was an- 
nounced as first in order. 

E COCKRELL. Ithink there was some motion pending on that 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to recommit. Does the 
Senator ask for a vote on the question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unless that bill is recommitted to the committee 
for further examination I must object to its consideration. I prefer 
having it recommitted and let the attention of the committee be 
called to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not think the committee would take different ac- > 
tion. Suppose it be passed over informally for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course will be taken unless 
there be objection. 

Mr. CONGER. That is a bill in which I feel an interest for a con- 
stituentofmine. Are these billsto be passed over by an objection only ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are taken up in their order, 
open to amendment, and subject to vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill may as well be disposed of, if the Senator from 
Michigan desires, I have-no objection to its being disposed of now, 
It can be discussed on its merits now. 

Mr. CONGER. The report is favorable. 


sum herein - 


1886. 


Mr. BLAIR. Yes; but the Senator from Missouri has made a motion 
to recommit, and that is the pending motion. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there any object in recommitting? 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no object in recommitting. The committee 
examined the case and reported it upon its merits, and the Senate may 
as well dispose of it on its merits now as at any time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Weare acting, asI understand, under Rule VIII. 
* The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject to five minutes’ debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Subject to five minutes’ debate and subject to ob- 
jection. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to understand whether that statement 
of the Senator is the understanding of the Chair and of the Senate. 

Mr, COCKRELL. The Chair so announced it. 

Mr, CONGER. If that is so, I do not insist upon taking the bill up 
now because there is objection. I do not want any misunderstanding 
about it. If there is any reason why the bill should go over, or any 
objection under Rule VIII, I do not move to take it up now, because I 
think we should go through with the unobjected cases; but whenever 
the proper time comes I desire to say a word myself in behalf of this 
Colona, McReynolds, or if the bill goes over without prejudice I have 
no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that by unan- 
imous consent these cases are taken up under Rule VIII, but without 
limitation as to the hour of 2 o’clock. They will continue on during 
the whole of this day, but are considered under Rule VIII, so that a 
single objection will a bill over. : 

Mr. CONGER. Then I ask that it may keep its place on the Calen- 
dar without prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CONGER. And on some other opportunity when there is a less 
number of these cases to be considered we will take it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


PATRICK M’KEAN,. 


The bill (H. R. 7329) granting a pension to Patrick McKean was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Patrick McKean, formerly of Company K, 
Eighth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES E. GOTT. 


The bill (S. 2258) to increase the pension of James E. Gott was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James E. Gott, Jate a private in Company A, 
Fourteenth Maine Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of 
the present pension he now receives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 10, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2258) to in- 
crease the pension of James E. Gott, have examined the same, and report: 

The claimant, James E. Gott, was a private of Company A, Fourteenth Maine 
Volunteers. He was pensioned under the provisions of the general laws at the 
Tate Epe month from May 4, 1863; was increased to $12 from aoe 16, 
1873; n increased to $18 from December 28, 1876; in increased to $24 from 
March 3, 1883, for anchylosis of lower jaw. He applied for a further increase on 
the ground of abscess of left maxillary bone, result of scurvy, &c.; but this ap- 
plication was rejected November 10,1885, Upon his e: on September 2, 
1885, he was rated by the board of surgeons as of second grade, ** unable to per- 
form any manual labor.” 

A memorial is presented to us, the truth of which is averred by a large num- 
ber of res able signers, and from other sources, as the basis of the present 
claim for per month. It represents that in consequence of the flesh of the 
inside of claimant's mouth adhering or oe to the jaw, he is unable to open 
his mouth, rendering it impossible for him to take into his mouth any solid food 
of any description, and that he is in consequence a great sufferer and unable to 


labor, 

The following affidavit of the claimant also shows his present condition: 

DEER Istx, MAINE, April 21, 1896. 

I, James E. Gott, was enrolled on the 7th day of December, 1861, in Company 
A, Fourteenth Maine Volunteers, and was discharged from the service of the 
United States the 4th day of March, 1863, by reason of surgeon's certificate of 
disability, at the marine hospital at New Orleans, La. Iwas taken sick at Camp 
Williams, near New Orleans; we were on and our tent was full of pris- 
oners, and we had to lie on the ground and got wet and cold, and the next day 
I was taken sick; that was the last of October, 1862, and I was taken to the hos- 
pital the Ist day of November, 1862, and have not seen a well day since. Ihave 
pain in my face most all of the time; it is so hard for me to eat it keeps my face 
sore all of the time; I can not open my mouth any, and all I can eat is what I 
suck through my month, and all I have to live on is my pension and what my 
friends help me. I could get extracts of different kinds of food if I had the 
means to get them, and the most of my teeth is affected, and I can not have 
them taken out because I can not open my mouth. I have not doneany work 
foralongtime. I can not get any wages because I can not stand it, so I can not 
earn anything. 


Very respectfully, 
JAMES E. GOTT. 
X evaded appeared James E. Gott and acknowledged the above instrument 
o rue, 

Sworn to before me this 22d day of April, 1886. 

[SEAL.] ` 5. B. THURLOW, Notary Public. 

No. pension 81065, $24 per month. 

In view of all the facts in this case your committee feel justified in recom- 
mending the increase asked for in this bill, and therefore report it back with a 
recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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CHARLES F. WARD. 


The bill (H. R. 5643) granting an increase of pension to Charles Fe 


Ward was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

pay to Charles F. Ward, formerly of the ship Vermont, United States 

PaT, a pension of $24 a month, in lieu of the pension now received by 
m. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NOAH B. BROOKSHIRE. 


The bill (H. R. 4644) granting a pension to Noah B. Brookshire was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Noah B. Brookshire, late a private in Com- 
pany B, Third Regiment of North Carolina Mounted Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRIETTA FISHER. 


The bill (H. R. 3954) granting a pension to Henrietta Fisher wascon- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.. It proposes to put the name of 
Henrietta Fisher, widow of Thaddeus S. Fisher, deceased, late of Com- 
pany B, Fourth United States Colored Troops, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and pAssed. 


SAMUEL F. GARRETT. 


The bill (H. R. 1840) granting a pension to Samuel F. Garrett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Samuel F.. Garrett, late a private in Company I, Thirty-ninth Ohio 
Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SewELL 
May 11, 1886: ` 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1840) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel F. Garrett, have examined the same, and report as fol- 

ows: 

This soldier entered the service July 4,1861, and was honorably discharged 
July 9,1865. Through exposure and hard service he claims to have contracted 
chronic diarrhea and inflammatory sore eyes, while in the line of duty, and in 
November, 1879, applied for pension, This claim was rejected in January, 1 
upon the ground “that there has been no pensionable disability from all 
causes since d on 

An examination of the papers in the case, however, discloses the evidence to 
be abundant that the claimant was, and is, greatly disabled. His father’s fam- 
ily physician testifies to his robust health and entire freedom from disease prior 
to his enlistment, and the War Department records show that he was treated 
for the disabilities alleged in the Government h tals, 

The following brief extracts from the report of the House Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions set forth other and undisputed testimony to the same effect, while 
oe garb ara examiner, R, G. Charles, gives his recommendation for allow- 

ng the claim: 

“His officers and comrades testify to his having chronic diarrhea in Novem- 
ber, 1861, and sore eyes in 1863, and that he never recovered from either disabil- 
ity during his service. His neighbors, who have known him from boyhood, 
testify to the continuance of the diseases from the time of à „in 1865, up 
to the present. Drs. Grinnell, Graham, Stephenson, and Connell, skillful and 

ae physicians, bear positive testimony to his disabled condition from the 
causes 


“ Notwi nding the rejection of this claim by the Department, the Depart- 
Ten examiner, R. G. Charles, recommended its allowance in the following 
wo! : 

“* From my examination of all the evidence in this case, I am of the opinion 
that the claim should be admitted for chronie diarrhea and in: ion of 
eyes, I think that claimant has been disabled nel orrn manual labor dur- 
ing the years from 1863 to 1882, in degree one-half.’ > 

“All of the witnesses testifying in support of the claim are of the highest char- 
acter and best standing, and all of them have lived in the same community with 
the claimant since his birth.” 

This committee think the facts and evidence sufficient to warrant the claim, 
and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. COCKRELL. This claim for increase was rejected in January, 
1884, and it does not seem that there has been any application for a re- 
consideration of it, and it appears to have been rejected on the ground 
that there has been no pensionable disability from the alleged cause 
since Manage The application for pension was not made until 1879, 
while the soldier wasdi in 1865, andin 1884 the Commissioner 
of Pensions rejected the claim on the ground that thereis no pension- 
able disability; that is, that there is no disability for manual labor ina 
pensionable degree; the injury or the disease produced no disability 
practically for manual labor. It is two years and a half nearly since 
this claim was rejected; andif the disability has increased the Pension 
Office can readily reopen the case and pass upon any additional evidence 
and determine whether the disability is now in a pensionable degree. 
It does seem to me that in cases where so much time has elapsed since 
the rejection the applicant ought to be required to pursue his remedy 
pes the proper office according to law. I think the bill had better 

ie over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cuttomin the chair). The Sen- 
ator objects to the consideration of the bill. : 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator be willing to let it go over inform- 
ally? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, without prejudice. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], who re- 
ported it, is not present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is why I would not object to its considera- 
tion. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will retain its place on the 
Calendar. 
JAMES CARROLL. 
The bill (H. R. 4642) granting a pension to James Carroll was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 


pension-roll the name of James Carroll, late a private in Company B,’ 


Third Regiment of North Carolina Mounted Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROBERT M’ ALEXANDER. 


The bill (H. R. 464)'granting a pension to Robert McAlexander was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to put the name 
of Robert McAlexander on the pension-roll, he being a soldier in the 
Union Army in the late war, and member of Company F, Eighty-seventh 
Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. CATHERINE M’CARTY. 


The bill (H, R. 5603) granting a ion to Mrs. Catherine McCarty 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pensign-roll the name of Catherine McCarty, widow of John Mce- 
Carty, late a private in Company B, First Regiment Missouri State 
Militia Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY 8. COHN. 

The bill (H. R. 5881) for the relief of Henry 8, Cohn was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Henry 8. Cohn as second lieutenant of Company C, One 
hundred and sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, according to the degree of 
his disabilities, in lieu of the pension he now receives as sergeant of 
Company G, One hundred and sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH ANN MURPHY. 


The bill (H. R. 5882) grantin; spor to Sarah Ann Murphy was 
considered as in Committee of ole. It proposes to place on the 
poskan the name of Sarah Ann Murphy, widow of James Murphy, 
te a private in Company K, Twentieth Kentucky Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALLIE ANN BRADLEY., 


The bill (H. R. 5394) granting a pension to Sallie Ann Bradley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the 
m-roll the name of Sallie Ann Bradley, widow of Thomas J. Brad- 


ley, late a private'in Company D, Twenty-fourth Ohio Volunteers. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to hear the report in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SeEwELL 
May 11, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5394) grant- 
mea a pension to Sally Ann Bradley, have examined the same, and report as fol- 


Teta, they find a report was made ighth Congress Se aoas Commies oc. 
nvalid Pensions during the Forty-e' Congress, an: e granti 
the claimant a pension was passed by e House, but did not reach the Senate 
in time for action. The committee aea present said report and adopt it as 
partof their on. as gtr! nd 

“Sally Ann eaei Ao the widow: of Thomas J. Bradley, who served asa pri- 
vate in Company D, hat aar Ohio Volunteers, from June 13, 1861, | to Oc- 
tober 9,1865. He was pensi on account of shell wound of back received 
spread myo sree 72, 1863, and died October 21. 1882. His death is 
chargeable to his military service, and consequently his widow has 


fore the Pension 
by nearly three hundred ofthe best citizens of the county 
uae oes oe have known her and her deceased hus- 
years before the late war, sets forth that she is seventy years of 
asan infant,and left without means of support, or friends 


= Herme been left destitute by the death of her husband, who served faith- 
for more than four years in the defense of his warmers Ai and who, whilein 
contracted a disability which aano A impaired his ability to 
bed algae comfortable s n their declining 
Sy. of opinion that she should not now be abandoned ed 
the charity of the worl: Segre be, in a measure ‘a least, provided for in her old 
days, and therefore favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass,” 

An examination of in the case verifies the foregoing statements, and 
the claim is strengthened, in the o inion of the commi; by the fact that four 
of the claimant's sons followed their father in the war for the ‘Onion, two dyi 
web epena battle, and the other two returning home cripples for life thavagh 
wW 

The ooa believing this to be a very worlhy case, recommend the pas- 
sage o 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANNA WRIGHT. 


The bill (S, 2210) granting a pension to Anna Wright was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. jhe etd aS Rinora of 
Anna Wright, dependent mother of Silas Wright, late a private in 
Company A, Twenty-third New Jersey Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MES. MARGARET DUNLAP. 

The bill (S. 2167) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Dunlap was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Margaret Dunlap, mother of James F. 
Dunlap, late a private in Company H, Seventh Missouri Cavalry. + 

The bill was reported to the Senate ' without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


i ISAAC HARTER. 
The bill (S. 1802) for the relief of Isaac Harter was considered as in 


Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the 
name of Isaac Harter, of Herkimer, N. Y., late of ence C, New. 
York Heavy Artillery 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Let the report be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the following rt, submitted by Mr. SAw- 
YER May 11, 1886: eer ” 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was ipornelogaber herp bill & 1802) Rppating 
a ion to Isaac Harter, have examined the same, and 
he petitioner in this case is Isaac Serle Nha onata en l Angust 1862, as a 


ivate in Company C, Tenth New York Hea 
Tis claim for a pension is Bena serena Phoumatiem, and nd the Pension 


une 23,1865. His 
Office rejects him on the ground of “no disability.” 
In his declaration the claimant alleges the incurrence of the disease while on 


picket duty in a severe storm,on which he served forty-eight continuous hours 
without relief; that he has suffered from it more or less ever since, and that he 
is at times disabled from doing any manual labor; that he was not treated in 
hospital, but by the ental surgeon, 

T e report of the Adjutant-General says 

“The records of this office do not show t tine disability alleged.” 

Bes seldom do, and if the soldiers depended y on record proof there 
be few pensions granted. The evidence procured by the Pension Be eae 
dry its examining surgeons sustains its decision of “no disability ; "” which is 
conclusive, but, in the opinion of the committee, too sweeping. Dr, Cyrus Kay 
r., of Herkimer, N.Y., says he has known claimant ten ears, and he knows that 
e has been and is a great sufferer from rheumatism, a! ominal and muscular. 
Isaac Doxtator, a citizen of Herkimer, makes affidavit in these words: 

“ Have acquainted with Isaac Harter for about forty-seven rs. He 
came to live with me when about ten years old, and up to the time of his enlist- 
ment he was not troubled with rheumatism ; but since he came out of the Army 
he has had it a greatdeal. I remember one time in particular I was at his house 
visio and he had it so bad I was y vhecn han him most all night.” 

Aue Gate ie. the cat fect a can Il d they migh 
The n case are nob a8 well dev as might 
have been; but, with the proof at hand, the committee find that this man auved 
ios h his term of enlistment, with a good record as to ier qani of or serv- 
t he was sound when he entered upon the hard duty of 
Kelis far otherwise now. His own statement, made under oath, 
is a man well vouched for as to his integrity,should have some mente it 
seems to committee that fro: Scout bie ren tater AFIO oo ere eure he 
may very readily have incurred a permanent and pensionable disa The 
committee can not undertake to account for the con eA ie 
Pension Office examiners and that of the attending physi Such contra- 
dictions are common; but in this case the evidence given by the doctor who 
has for many years attended tho man is corroborated by one who has known 
him from boyhood. 
This bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. COCKRELL. According to that report there is no disability in 
a pensionable d existing in this case, and I must therefore object 
to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator objects to its considera- 
tion, It will go over without losing its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR, The Senator has his right to object, but I think he 
makes his statement altogether too sweepingly. The finding of the 
committee, like that of a jury on a question of fact, is to the contrary 
of the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

JOHN PARKINSON. 


The bill (S. 2326) granting a pension to John Parkinson was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John Parkinson, late a private in Company G, 
Third United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NANCY MASON. 

The bill (S. 2325) to grant a pension to Nancy Mason was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the penaoa 
roll the name of Nancy Mason, widow of William A, Mason, ly 
a private in Company K, Third Wisconsin Cavalry. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHANNA SOFIA ENLIND. 

The bill (S. 2061) granting a pension to Johanna Sofia Enlind was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to the name 


of Johanna Sofia Enlind, mother of Alexander Enlind, deceased, late a 
private in Company I, Thirteenth Connecticut Volunteers, on the pen- 


sion-roll. . 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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RHODA WILLIAMS. 


The bill (S. 2181) grantinga pension to Rhoda Williams was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Rhoda Williams, widow of John M. Williams, late 
of the First Iowa Battery Light Artillery Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER TRIMBLE. 


The bill (S. 1897) granting a pension to Alexander Trimble was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Alexander Trimble, late a member of Company 
H, Seventeenth Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want the report read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Saw- 
YER May 11, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1897) granting 
a on to Alexander Trimble, have examined the same, roaa : 

e claimant was a private in Company H, Seventeenth Iowa ni He 
enlisted in 1852, and was discha in 1865. He claims disability, 
and acute, from chronic dyspe There is no record testimon: 
been sick in the service, he says the kiniten who treated him is dead, a: 
he finds it impossible to procure the testimony required. The Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s report, however, does show that he was several months a prisoner in the 
South, which is very strong circumstantial evidence that he may have ineurred 
not only chronic dyspepsia, but almost any other disease to which the soldier is 
liable. His record as a soldicr from the nning to the end of his service is ex- 
oleae his ee as a man is of. beat His neighbors, quite a num- 

m, certify to his physical depreciation, and to his ility to do 
manual labor more than a small portion of the i ties The examining surgeon 
testifies that he is ill from the vege wigan ; that he is reduced in 
strength; that his heart is affected, and weal rags at times difficult; and he 
wae that he has personal as well as professional knowledge of his disabled con- 

ion. 

The committee are of opinion that the claimant is entitled to the relief he 
claims and needs, notwithstanding his inability to furnish the full amount of tes- 
timony required. The bill is therefore reported favorably, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY M. SWIFT. 


Thebill (S. 2203) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Swift, of Dex- 
ter, Mich. ,was considered as in Committee of the Whole. - It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Emily M. Swift, of Dexter, 
Mich., dependent mother of James C. Swift, late a lieutenant of Com- 
pany B, First Regiment Alabama Union Cavalry. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 11, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2203) granting 

a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Swift, have examined the same, and rt: 

‘The petitioner applies for a pension as dependent mother of James C. Swift, 
first lieutenant of Company B, First Alabama Cavalry, and who died at Glen- 
dale, Miss., November 3, 1863, of wounds ryote in battle. The soldier's iden- 


tity, ‘service, and death are not questioned, and ay ene ample to show that 
he was the only son of theclaimant. The pension is denied sw ag the ia erage Office 
on the dofn mee at the time of hisdeath. The facts are that 


the m: r was living with her second husband, William Stephens, in “the vil- 
lage of arg Washtenaw County, Michi , when her son which 
was also the home of the latter. It isin evidence that the relations between the 
husband and wife were not pleasant; that ess son gave his mother his bounty- 
money and afterward sent her portions of his , thus zing het de- 
pendence upon him independent of the faet that mother had a hi nd who 
was under obligations to support her. It is also in evidence that the husband 
a woan did not maintain her, but that he converted to hisown use all the per- 
pooni, propera she had; that he treated her with cruelty; that he pesnered 
estate of the soldier's father money that belonged to eee pee 
ies to his own use, and that the mother had no benefit from it. Also that 
titioner has been granted a divorce from her said husband, William Stephens, 
and that she is now sixty-seven years of age,in poor health, and 
yo aer relatives for support; and that she has resumed the name Emily 
wi 
In the opinion of the committee this is privy enepar AN KOE aS TAO that may prop- 
aiy edocs: The bill is therefore reported favorably tion 
t t 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALLEN P. JACOBS. 


The bill (H. R. 5622) granting a pension to Allen P. Jacobs was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Allen P. Jacobs, a soldier of the war of 1812, on the pension-roll at 
the rate of $25 a month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case to show why 
this old soldier has not received a pension before. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 11, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


5622) grant- 
ing a pension to Allen P. Jacobs, have examined the same, and adopt the zeuor 
=a the House of Representatives, and report with recommendation that the bi 


o pass. 

That Allen P, Jacobs, of Owen County, Kentucky, before he wassixteen years 

of age settee) by his agate attend his sick peber, Elijah —. Jacóbs, who 

was a soldier n Captain illiams’s com Colonel Whistler’ in 
A m, Ohio, ee ee the Ueki 


Mop oris nostra he, the said Allen Jacobs, 

had sickness, joined R. M. Johnson's rrgs 

suit of the indians and the eon , and that on the 5th day of , 1813, this 
ith the enemy at the battle of the River ; that 


comman 
young Allon P BJ Jaco! Aske conspicuous for his bravery in said battle, in which 


he was severely sroundod bT a biljek shot Scored the thigh, about said 
tween the hip joint and the knee; It does not appear from th 
ent that he was regularly mustered into the service of the United 
hisy Gad theretore tho Det OMos KATS OE MESS ITOR s rey gees 
pension pat takaa SOF bART fafa ee in the ooo yy tp shod 
nited States Army, or above mater 


verely 
pac Aa OR a 


ae the 

committee. 
veteran is now nearly eighty-nine ze pao ; he is almost helpless 
and still a great rom wound wooed in his country’s service 
seventy-three ago, and now in his old age he is compelled to live-on the 


hari7 and kindness of friends. 
Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS T. SMITHERS. 


The bill (H. R. 427) for the relief of Thomas T. Smithers was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Thomas T. Smithers, late a private in Company 
D, Twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERTINE COCKRUM. 


The bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of Albertine Cockrum was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. Itp to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Albertine Cockrum, widow of E. B. Cockrum, late a cap- 
tain in the Missouri Home Guards. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH CASTEEL, 


The bill (H. R. 6795) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Casteel was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. - It proposes to place the name 
of Mrs. Sarah Casteel, widow of Abram C. Casteel, late a private in 
Company F, Twelfth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, on the 
pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL W. BOWLING. 


The bill (H. R. 6797) to place the name of Samuel W. Bowling on 
the p -roll was considered as in Committeeof the Whole. It pro- 
the name of Samuel W. Bowling, late a private in Com- 
pany D of the Eleventh Regiment of Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, on the 
pension-roll. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHARINE WHITESELL. 


The bilt (H. R. 6590) granting a pension to Catharine Whitesell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
roll the name of Catharine Whitesell, widow of Dr. George L. 
itesell, as if Dr. George L. Whitesell had been mustered into the mili- 
tary service of the United States during the war of the rebellion, and 
to have her paid the pension of the widow of an assistant surgeon. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
in charge of that bill to the language of it. It reads: 
As if thesaid Dr. George L. Whitesell had been mustered into the service of the 
United States during the war of the rebellion. 
Might not that language carry with it arrears ? 
Mr. BLAIR. I think the bill itself says that the pension is to be 
paid her on and after the passage of this act. 
Mr. COCKRELL. No. 
Mr. BLAIR. I move to insert that. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Would it not be better to strike ont the words I 
have named, so as to read: 
The name of Catharine Whitesell, widow of Dr. George L. Whitesell, and pay 
her the pension of the widow of an assistant surgeon. 
That is all that is necessary, striking out the other words. 
Mr. BLAIR. The form of the bill is not before me. 
Mr. COCKRELL, I move to strike out all of lines 7 and 8 and line 
9 down to and including the word “‘ rebellion,’’ as follows: 
As if the said Dr. L. Whitesell had been mustered into the military 
service of the United States during the war of the rebellion. 
Mr. BLAIR. That leaves the lady properly described. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read as amended. 
‘The CHIEF CLERK, Asproposed to be amended the bill would read: 
&c. Interior and he au- 
pony or E E E E ie erene 


thorized 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharin widow of Dr. 
pane L. Whitesell, and pay her the pension of the widow of an assistant sur- 


see BLAIR. Add: 
From and after the passage of this act. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. æ 
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Mr. BLAIR. Doesthe bill as now amended contain a description of 
the organization in which the service was rendered? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itisnotnecessary. He wasan assistant surgeon. 

Mr. BLAIR. But as it is a question of identity, the woman should 
be described as the widow of one who rendered service in some partic- 
ular organization. It-should retain the words descriptive of her as the 
widow of the man who was in the organization. Let the bill be passed 
over for the present until it be amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over without 
losing its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. It can be called up at another time. 


BRIDGET M. CULLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 6183) for the relief Bridget M. Cullen was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Bridget M. Cullen, widow of Patrick Cullen, late a 
private in Company B, Nineteenth New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. ~ 


ROBERT If. STAPLETON, 


The bill (H. R. 4797) granting a pension to Robert H. Stapleton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
panenn the name of Robert H. Stapleton, late colonel of the Third 

Regiment New Mexico Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. SHANNON. 


The bill (H. R. 1766) granting a ion to Mary A. Shannon was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
n-roll the nameof Mary A. Shannon, widow of Criner C. Shannon, 

ate a A sie in Company G, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment 


Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. ‘ 
‘The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 

May 11, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1766) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. nnon, have carefully examined the same, an 
adopt the report of the House and report in STOR Sh ENO DRONES OF Mhe bill. 

The claim of this widow was rejected in the Pension Office on the ground that 
her husband died of a disease which originated after discharge. 

The committee concede that the las which caused the soldier's death 
did not originate in the service, but we think it is clearly shown that the ery- 

poas did result from d eyes contracted while in the seryice and for 

ich he was receiving a pension at the time of his death. 
In support of this view of the case we quote the evidence of Dr. Watson, who 
testifies that he attended the soldier in his last for about one week prior 
to his death; that the immediate and remote cause of soldier's death was in- 
flammation of the eyes, during the of which erysipelas set in, and re- 
sulted in his death; that the disease of eyes was the immediate cause of the 
inflammation. In a subsequent affidavit Dr. Watson states that the inflamma- 
tion in the eyes took an acute form, probably from exposure, and was so great 
as to cause much redness of the eyes, and while in this condition rupea set 
in and spread all over the face and reached the throat, causing his death in about 
six days after erysipelas commenced. 

The only mate: question involved in this case is, did erysipelas result from 
agi eyes? Your committee think it did, and recommend the passage of 

e bill, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS, M. A. LEWIS. 

The bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Lewis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
poran the name of Mrs. M. A. Lewis, mother of Thomas Lewis, 

te of onpi L, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, as 
dependent i 


si 
w 


tive. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LENFORD ROSE. 


The bill (H. R. 2976) granting a pension to Lenford Rose was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
nsion-roll the name of Lenford Rose, son of George W. Rose, late a 
Raatenadt of Company I, Fifth Michigan Infantry, and to pay to his 
legally constituted guardian, for his benefit, a pension of $15 a month, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 11, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2976) grant- 
ing a pension to Lenford Rose, have carefully examined the same,and adopt 
me — of the House of Representatives, and report in favor of the passage 

That Lenford Rose is the son of George W. Rose, who enlisted as a private. 
Company I, Fifth Regiment Michigan Infantry, August 27,1861, was promoted 
to second lieutenant May 28, 1862, and to first lieutenant July 22, 1562, and captain 
June 23,1863; died Ma: 34, 1864, of wounds received in action at the battle of the 
Wilderness, y ay5, 1864. He lefttwo children, Lenford and Benjamin 
F. Rose. in F. is + not worth a dollar; supports himselfand ily 
by day’s labor. Lenford is now So years of ; is deaf and dumb, and 
was so from birth. - He has no use of his left arm and hand, it being withered 
and drawn out of shape by contraction of the muscles. George W. leftno 
property whatever at the time of his death, and the pension given thechildren 
till they were sixteen was usedyp in their support, Lenford Rose, on account 


of his infirmity, is entirely unable to earn his support, and is living on the char- 


ity of friends and neighbors, having no relatives able to give him a home. 

o soldier has a better military history than George W. Rose. Had he lived, 
his unfortunate son would not now bea homeless waif. He gave his life to his 
ai! fase this unfortunate orphan should be that country’s ward. 

We think this is a legitimate case for Congressional relief, and recommend 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without »mendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SOLOMON MESSER. 


The bill (H. R. 3166) pringe pension to Solomon Messer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Solomon Messer, late of Nathaniel Kelsey’s company, North Caro- 
lina troops, in removing the Cherokee Indians, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL M’GRAYEL. 


The bill (H. R. 5975) granting a pension to. Michael McGrayel was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Michael McGrayel, late of Company B, Ninety-eighth INi- 
Dae Volunteers, to $36 per month, in lieu of the pension now received 

y him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARIA KILE. 


The bill (H. R. 4145) granting a pension to Maria Kile was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the’ name of Maria Kile, mother of Nathaniel Kile, late a 
member in Company K, Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
Muy 11, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 4145) grant- 
ing a ion to Maria Kile, have carefully examined the same, and adopt the 
re of the Ho! and report in favor of the passage of the bill. 

Nathaniel Kile enlisted as a private in Company K, Fifty-sixth Regiment New 
York Volunteers, on the 23d day of October, Tsoi and died while in the service 
Ponana 25, 1862, leaving no widow or child surviving. 

Tis mother, Maria Kile, filed her claim for a pension, and it was rejected April 
17, 1883, on the ground that she was not dependent upon the soldier for her sup- 
port at the time of his death, 

The evidence on file in the Pension Bureau gives rise to a serious doubt as to 
the correctness of th the soldier's 


(1862) 
in the wilds of Sullivan County, New York. It was Nada EPA and 
poor enough. He did not own it. He it. The Hon. H. R. Low, at pres- 
ent a senator of the State of New York, testifies that he was the owner of the 
land in question and leased it to Kile; that Kile could not and did not pay the 
rent, small as it was, 

On this so-called farm he had a half dozen cows, a few sheep, and a team of 
horses, But even these were mie ye to one Cyrus Gray, who testifies that 
the chattel more was given in 1862, and after four annual renewals he was, 
to foreclose and sell out the property. 

The evidence plainly shows that the son. ore he went to the war, was in 
farm, and when employed elsewhere 

his earnings home, It also ap a 

er 


Your commi 
and therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
t WILLIAM H, NEVIL. i- i 

The bill (H. R. 3623) granting a pension to William H. Nevil was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William H. Nevil, late of Company A, One 
hundred and ninety-cighth Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ERDMUTHE KIRCHNER. 


The bill (H. R. 5931) granting a ion to Erdmuthe Kirchner was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 
peonon ol the name of Erdmuthe Kirchner, dependent mother of Carl 

rehner, late a private in Company G, Twenty-fourth Regiment Nli- 
nois Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES WOLFE. 

The. bill (H. R. 1768) granting a pension to James Wolfe was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James Wolfe, late a private in Company F, Sec- 
ond Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. BARBARA FUCHS. 

The bill (H. R. 6489) granting a pension to Mrs. Barbara Fuchs was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
poson mon thenameof Mrs. Barbara Fuchs, mother of John Fuchs, 

ate of Company H, Sixth Regimentof W: Infantry Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar in the chair). The report 
will be read. 

‘The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 11, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6489) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. ra Fnchs, have carefully examined the same, and 
adopt ee on the House of Representatives, and report in favor of the 
passage of the bill. 

The claimant filed her application for pension as the dependent stepmother of 
John Fuchs, late private of Company H, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Infant: 
Volunteers, and who was killed in action June 19, 1864, at Petersburg, Va. Sol- 
dier was never married. Claim was rejected on the ground that there is no title 
in claim, she not being the natural mother of soldier. 

M. Feelder and Jacob Blum testify that they knew claimant as the stepmother 
of soldier; that soldier at the time of his father’s (Sebastian Fuchs) marriage 
with said claimant was a child of about three years of age. 

John G. Steiger and Philip Eder testify that claimant's husband, at soldier's 
death, was feeble and unable to pe ade er. 

Michael Feelder and Jacob Blum further testify that claimant has not remar- 
ried since the death of soldier’s father April 5, 1867. He wasa laboring man, 
sickly and unable to support his family. e used to mend shoes and had no in- 
come from his real estate. Since his death claimant has supported herself by 
selling the real estate she owned. They owned some real estate in Fountain 
City, Wis., worth about $2,000, and she has sold the most of it to = rt herself, 
Soldier worked for his parents prior to his enlistment, and gave al earnings 
to them, and did this for three years before his enlistment. 

In soldier's letter to parents bearing date February, 1864, at Camp Washburn, 
he sends for their support $60 out of his bounty of $75; he also sent them his cir- 
tificate of muster, to enable them to draw the bounty given by the town, with 
instructions to use it for their support. 

The applicant atthe death of her husband (soldier's father) was left with four 
girls to support, the oldest being seventeen and the youngest two and one-half 
years of age. The soldier's letter written but afew months before his death, 
and his sending a large portion of his earnings to the support of bis parents, 
strengthened with other testimony showing that prior to and at the time of his 
enlistment he felt it his duty to contribute to the supportof his father’s family, 
evidence the fact that had he lived he would have cared for her who cared for 
him in his infancy in her now poorand helpless condition. 

. Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I think the bill had better be passed over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


ELIZA A. WEEKS. 

The bill (H. R. 2975) granting a pension to Eliza A. Weeks was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Eliza A. Weeks, widow of David P. Weeks, 
late a private in Captain Crosby’s company, Second United States Dra- 
goons. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET MADDEN. 


The bill (H. R. 4143) for the relief of Margaret Madden was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Margaret Madden, of Long Island City, N. Y., 
widow of Christopher Madden, late a private in Company B of the 
Eighty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. HEADY. 


The bill (H. R. 5635) granting of perda to William J. Heady was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place the 
name of William J. Heady, as captain, on the pension-roll for gallant 
and meritorious services in the Mexican war. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 11, 1886: , 

The Committee on Pensions to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5635) grant- 
ing s pension to William J, Heady, have examined the same, and report: 

‘hat an examination of the proofs in this case has satisfied the committee that 
the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representatives 
is correct. Itis iad yr and is as follows: 

“That William J. eady, of Kentucky, wasa captain in the Army of the United 
States during the war with Mexico. That just previous to the battle of Buena 
Vista he was sent with a small detachment on a dangerous reconnaissance, and 
was captured and carried to the City of Mexico, and kept a prisoner until that 
city, was captured by General Scott. 

“He was a brave, prompt, intelligent, and efficient officer. He is now very 
old, poor, and in very bad health, and in some measure resulting from hard usage 
as a prisoner, being now wholly unable to doany kind of work, and has been an 
inmate of a public hospital. 

“Your committee recommend the passage of the bill.” 

The bill is herewith reported to the Senate with a recommendation that it do 


pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LARKIN G, MEAD. 

The bill (H. R. 5283) granting a pension to Larkin G. Mead was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Larkin G. Mead, late assistant surgeon of the 

. Eighteenth Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LOUISA C. BEEZELY. 

The bill (H. R. 576) for the relief of Louisa C. Beezely was consid- 

ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
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sion-roll the name of Louisa C. Beezely, widow of Nathaniel Beezely, 
deceased, formerly a member of Company B, Second Indiana Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELANDER M. MOONEYHAN. 


The bill (H. R. 6801) granting a pension to Elander M. Mooneyhan 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Elander M. Mooneyhan, widow of Thomas 
J. Mooneyhan, of Company I, Twenty-fourth Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unteers. - 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAw- 
YER May J1, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6801) grant- 
ing a pension to Elander M. Mooneyhan, have examined the same, and report : 

That an examination of the in this case has satisfied the committee that 
the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representa- 
tives is correct. It is adopted, and is as follows: 

“The evidence in this case establishes ‘ond question the following facts : 
Claimant's husband enlisted in Company I, nty-fourth Missouri Volunteers 
August 11,1881, On the 20th of August, 1861, he was elected first lieutenant of 
that company, and ionda took command, drilling them until October 10, 
1861, when he was taken sick with typhoid fever, and died October 23,1861. On 
the next day the company was 34 mustered into service. The widow’s 
claim was rejected on the ground that the soldier had not been mustered into 
service, That he served two months and incurred the disease from which he 
died is clearly proven. The rule of thiscommittee has been torate pensions ac- 
cording to rank from time of muster under a commission. As this soldier at 
time of death held no commission, your committee recommend that the bill be 


The bill is herewith reported to the Senate with a recommendation that it do 


pass, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DELILAH VANDEVENDER. 


The bill (S. 2196) granting a pension to Dillian Vandeventer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 6, to strike out the name ‘‘Dillian Vandeventer” and 
insert ‘‘ Delilah Vandevender;’’ and in line 7, to strike out ‘‘ Vande- 
venter” and insert “‘ Vandevender;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the visions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Delilah Vandeven er, dependent 
father of Jacob Vandevender, late of Company D, One hundred and forty-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

Mr. HARRISON. ‘There is some confusion in the names. The 
amendment proposed by the committee to strike out ‘‘ Dillian ” and 
insert ‘‘ Delilah” should be agreed to; but the name ‘‘ Vandeventer’? 
is correct, and therefore the amendment to strike out ‘‘ Vandeventer’? 
and insert ‘‘ Vandevender’’ should be rejected. I move to amend the 
amendment of the committee by striking outthe word ‘‘ Vandevender,’’ 
as proposed by them, and restoring ‘‘ Vandeventer;’’ so as to read 
“ Delilah Vandeventer.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. HARRISON. The committee have failed to make a correction. 
They changed the name, as will be seen, to the mother instead of the 
father, but left the word ‘‘father’’ standing. In line 7, I move to 
strike out the word ‘‘father’’ and insert ‘‘ mother;’’ so as to read ‘‘ de- 
pendent mother of Jacob Vandeventer.” 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for å third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to 
Delilah Vandeventer.” 

DANIEL H, ROSS. 

The bill (S. 524) granting a pension to Daniel H. Ross was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ion- 
roll the name of Daniel H. Ross, late a private in Company B, First 
Regiment Mississippi Marine Brigade. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the second section of the 
bill, in the following words: 

Sec. 2, That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed.’ 

WILLIAM L. M’CALL. 
The bill (H. R. 4632) granting a pension to William L. McCall was 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of William L. McCall, late a private in Company D, Ninth Ten- 
nessee Cavalry, on the pension-roll. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. - 
ELEANOE FOUST. 


The bill (H. R. 5100) gran 
sidered as in Committee of the le. ramet to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Eleanor Foust, widow of James Foust, de- 
ceased, late a private in Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee 
Volunteer Cavalry. ` 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. WHIT- 
THORNE May 11, 1886: 


pension to Eleanor Foust was con- 


No. 
T said report as herein set forth as a part 


reof: 
a Foust enlisted as — in Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Ten- 
nessee 


er, 1575, and ded D coe tee eer Reman y discharged on the5th day 
fie comme and died December 4, 1875. 
are prak hipe: widow, filed claim for pension March 25, 1880, which was 


und pas isabilities of which the soldier died were not in- 


t's husband was sound and free from disease 
that he was at time of discharge afflicted with disease 
eee: from which he afterward died. 


which 
of the Soy ey of the fatal Eperra in line of duty. On this point the proof 
shows that the first symptoms of the disease were when soldier re- 
turned to his Cos from a trip home on furlo , and that he attributed 
the disease at that time to overexertion in attem to evade capture by a 
band of confederate soldiers which he encounfered while returning to his com- 


ical pros- 
structures 
e> ri his } ill th f Kais mere 
Soa chyeiciane erage ast illness agree was the cause of his death, and ti 
pats 4 disease would naturally result from overexertion. 

‘soldier served fifteen months after the first development of disease, and 
in grapes nei r and battles until said disease developed tosuch an ex- 
tent as to render him unable to perform hard service. ` He returned from the 
Army a physical wreck, and was never able to perform any kind of manual 
Jabor therea z 


“Soldier and this claimant were married to each other March 9, 1854. 
“Your committee recommend the passage of the bill,” 
And accordingly reccommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES B. RUSSELL. 


The bill (H. R. 5692) for the relief of James B. Russell was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of James B. Russell, late first lieutenant of Company 
H, Second Regiment East Tennessee Cavalry. 

‘Mr. COCKRELL. Imustask that thatbill shall lie over. Theclaim- 
ant resides in my State, and I have information that the disabilities were 
not incurred in the line of service or in the line of duty, but long since 
the war. This information comes from a Union soldier. I have com- 
municated it to the Commissioner of Pensions and have requested that 
he send a special examiner to make a thorough examination into the 
case and make a report. Until that reportis received I desire that the 
case shall remain upon the Calendar and not be acted upon. I want 
equal and exact justice done. If the claimant is fairly and properly 
entitled to a pension he should have it and I shall favor it, and if he is 
not he ought not to have it. 

Mr. ITTHORNE. Speaking for myself, Iam perfectly willing 
that that shall be done, but from an examination of the record as pre- 
sented to the committee I was thoroughly satisfied myself that it is a 
meritorious case. However, upon an allegation of the kind now made, 
it is just alike to the claimant and the Government that a further ex- 
amination should be made. 

Mr. BLAIR. I call attention to the fact that this is a case where it 
would seem that if there is conflicting evidence the soldier might well 
be entitled to the benefit of the doubt. The report says: 

The evidence shows him to have been intensely loyal to the Government and 
ben active in its support. 

He is now seventy-two years of age, poor, and unable to do anything for his 
support. 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question of present disability and present 
pecu condition are also controverted. 

Mr. BLAIR. The question is really whether it is a case of fraud or 
not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I furnished the Commissioner of Pensions a copy 
of the report and all the information, I do not know any of the par- 
ties, and I do not know the gentleman who gave me the information, 
except that he is considered a reliable tleman. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill is to go over informally, I understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. ifthe Pension Office is to make an examina- 
tion, itis ae that the bill be over. 

The PR 


IDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, 


which he erent in 1876, and that 
Edward Russel 


JOHN D, ernest 


The bill UH. R. 6519) granting a ee John D. Krehbiel was 
considered as in Committee of the W. poses to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John D. Krehbiel, ie ore of Company 
I, Forty-first Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN ARTHUR. 


The bill (H. R. 5058) granting a pension to John Arthur was con- 
sidered as in Committee of of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John Arthur, late of Company K, One hun- 
dred and sixtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. WILSON. 


The bill (H. R. 7108) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wilson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Andrew J. Wilson, late a private in Company 
F, Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHARINE KENNEDY, 


The bill (H. R. 6639) granting a pension to Catharine Kennedy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 
ion-roll thename of Catharine Kennedy, mother of John Moriarty, 
deceased, late of Company K, One hundred and fifty-eighth New York 
Volunteers, 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. : 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted- by Mr. BLAIR 
May 11, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6639) grant- 
ing a pension to Catharine Kennedy, have examined the same, and report: 

Your committee have examined the facts of this case, and adopt the state- 
ment thereof in the report hereto annexed of the Committee on siare Pen- 
sions of the popa aa Representatives (House Report No. 1200), and recommend 


the 
That Catharine Kennedy is the mother of John Moriarty, late of Company 
K, One hundred and fifty-eighth New York Volunteers; at soldier enlisted 
Augant 17: 18 1862, and was killed while on picket duty at Hatcher's Run, Va., 
Father of feoldier died in 184, and mother remarried in 1847,to Thomas Ken- 
nedy, but he had his hip broken in 1850, from which he has been disabled 
since and unable to do a full day’s work, In consequence, both Mrs. Kennedy 
and her husband have had a constant strife to earn ogan support. Mother's 


claim for pension was rejectedon the ground was not dependent on 
soldier for su 
‘Thomas W; less, auditor of jose County, Iowa, March 28, 1881, testifies that 


Thomas Kennedy owns a house and Jot in Daven Iowa, assessed at $b, 
he owns no property. 

, postmaster at Davenport, Iowa, on wich oan g 12, 1881, certifies 
that Mra. Catherine Kennedy is quite poor; she was wholly dependent upon 
her =e hee Moriarty, for support; her husband is sixty years of age and is in 
poor hea! 

Thomas Mahony testifies that he has known claimant for forty-nine years; 
that he knew her son, John Moriarty; that before he entered the service he 
worked in a brush factory and gave his earnings to his mother and his step- 
father until he’ enlisted; that he knew he sent them money from the Army. 

The Second Auditor ot the Treasury certifies that arrears of pay and bounty 
were paid to mother of the soldier. 

It is also in proof that soldier was never married, and that although past 
majority when he enlisted, yet he acknowledged his duty and desire to Lect ie 
the support of his mother by making contributions both before and after his 
entering the service, She has struggled along through the years without aid. 
but now she is old and i = need, a is entitled to some relief from a Goyernment 
to which in the hour oi ril she gave the life of her first-born. 

Your committee bss re recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. HUDSON. 


The bill (H. R. 4850) for the relief of William J. Hudson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of William J. Hudson. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LURENA WAGES. 


The bill (H. R. 6668) granting a oe a ponen to Lurena Wages was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Lurena Wages, widow of Jackson Wages, late a 
private in Company E, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 11, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6668) grant- 
ing a pension to Lurena Wages, bave examined the same, and report: 

Your committee have examined the facts in this case, and concurin the report 
hereto annexed of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Repre- 
sentatives (House Report No, 1861), and report back the bill with a recommen- 
dation that it do pass. 

The claimant was a toone es prior to 1845. They lived to- 
nee a sient time and separated, y both filed petitions for divorce from 

each other in the circuit court ot Ge. Sonik Kentu „in the year 1845. 
Claimant at the time resided a considerable distance from county seat, and 
did not attend the trial of the cause. 
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from each other. 
The said James Jackson testifies that he and claimant were A Daryoni 


haem ere claimant lived, in the to 
son Wages, also of the same ne: rhood, in the year 1848. The said Jackson 
Wages enlisted as a private in 
unteers, on the Lith da: 
of March, 1865, and died J 1881, of 
while in the service afo: Than ioe cone baie R. filed applica- 
tion for pension January 25, 1882, which was ber 5, 1884, on the 
nd that claimant was not the lawful widow of the soldier, she having a 
Fusbana liv from whom she was not legally divorced at the time of her mar- 
to so 


ier. 

clerk of the circuit court of Clay a Kentucky, certifies to the ex- 
istence of record in his office of the pleadings and papers in the suit fordivorce 
as aforesaid, but does not find a ee eee in said case of record, and 
gives it as his opinion that the ions and grounds for divorce wereamply 
sufficient to justify a decree disso the contract, and attributes 
the absence of the record of the divorce to the carelessness of the officers of 
the court. The deposition of divers citizens of the n in which 
claimant and the soldier lived together as AA and wife for more than 
thirty years shows that the fact of Aramata being divoreed from her former 
husband was never eee ension Ofc, any one to their knowledge until the ——_ 

tion was hich said witnesses are certified in 


record as 
Your committee haye erewigans i called upon by the citizens of Clay County, beers 
A 


tuoky, = consider in connection with this case Seen numerously 
the leading citizens and representative men of the locality in which 
has sot om | a more than forty yea aoe forth the ped me moral alirane 
claimant and the uni piranas the legality of ner renga ore 
the said and the fact of their living tinnously 

and wife in — faith for more than thirty years. ‘The character of tl these peti 
tioners and their standing in society entitled them tothe very highest 


ation. 
While your committee think that there may have been some legal impairment 


to tahaone marriage with said soldier, yet Shey do not for a moment believe 
that any legal barrier to the marriage was known to or either 
elaimant or the said soldier. They therefore 


the passage of the bill 
herewith reported. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH hated 


The bill (H. R. 7109) granting a to Joseph Tuttle was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the W It to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Joseph Tuttle, father of Charles Tuttle, de- 
ceased, late a private in Company F, Second Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. WALTERS. 

The bill (H. H. 3860) granting a pension to John H. Walters was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John H. Walters, late a private in Company A, 
First Regiment Kentucky Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

f THOMAS J. SLAYTON. 

The bill (H. R. 5169) to increase soc? ponia or Tha E Slayton 
was considered as in Committee of the It proposes to increase 
thepensiofi of Thomas J. Slayton, late a private in Company H, Thir- 
teenth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, from $4 to $15 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM FIELD. 

The bill (H. R, 4808) granting a pension to William Field was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. . It proposes to place on the Lol 
sion-roll the name of William Field, late a private in Compan 
Thirty-ninth Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers, at the rate wa fja 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. __ 

JOSTAH FOCHT. 

The bill (1T. R. 5408) granting a pension to Josiah Focht was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Josiah Focht, latea private in Company D, Thirty- 
seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EUPHEMIA R. SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 6150) for the relief of Euphemia R. Smith was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Euphemia R. Smith, widow of Garrett Smith, late 
of Company A, One hundred and ninth Regiment Pennsylvania. Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOUIS. WHOREEY. 
The bill (H. R. 2963) granting a pension to Louis Whorley was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

sion-roll the name of Louis Whorley, late of 
ment United States Artillery. 
eo DIE Wai ds rd ayaa pce gear ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and 
. ROBERT E. STEPHENS. 
The bill (H. R. 5525) granting increase of pension to Robert E. 
Stephens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Robert E. Stephens, late of 
Company K, Seventy-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers (afterward 
Sixth Indiana Cavalry), at the rate of $28 per month, in lieu of $24 per 
month heretofore allowed him. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD M. HARRINGTON. 
The bill (H. R. 6648) for the relief of Edward M. Harrington waa 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, to strike out ‘‘New Jersey ’’ and insert ‘‘ New 
Yor ;?? so as to make the bill read: 


„Ze ii enacied, £6 That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
and directed to place on the pension-roll, A a 


to place on the pen- 
mpany F, Fifth Regi- 


onnaa an ngh the DORAMA i. the name of Edward M. ee ee formerly 
a member of Company —, Regiment New York Cavalry 
The amendment was oe to. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to insert ‘‘C,’’ in line 7, after the word 
‘*Company;’ so as to read “‘Company C.’ There ought to be some 
company named in the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the report show that he was in Com mpensict 

Mr. COCKRELL. “Edward M. Harrington enlisted in pany C, 
Ninth New York Ca 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator cpl Missouri. 

‘The amendment was 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

‘he amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. . 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH M’KAY. 


The bill (H. R. 4782) granting a pension to Elizabeth MeKay was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, to strike out ‘‘Rawley”’ and insert ‘‘ Rowley;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

s, That the a at a Fabesion Be. and he is hereby, au- 


-roll thename of Elizabeth McKay, 
widow of mettrai ts 8. M y, deceased, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension la 

The Ana was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WALTER A. DONALDSON. 


The bill (S. 1459) granting a pension to Walter A. Donaldson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out “‘fifty’’ and 
insert — >? so as to make the bill read: 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 11, 1986: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1459) grantin an: 
argi of pension to Walter "A. Donaldson, have examined the same, an 


ie claimant, Walter A. Donaldson, enlisted June 21, 1561, as captain of co 
pany F, Seventy-first New York Volunteers, and served until discharged, N 
vember 4,1963. He applied fora pension November 12, 1863, which was Apari . 
at the rate of $5 per month. This was based on a cut on left leg by his horse 
falling on him at second Bull Run, August 29, 1862; gunshot wound of neck at 
battle of Chancellorsville, May 3, 1863; gunshot pasties of right thigh at battle 
of Gettysburg, July 2, 1863; and bleeding 1 iles from hard marching, 

This amount was increased to $10 from May 4, 1870. Another application for 
increase was ed December 5, 1873. His application for arrears was also 
rejected, but another application for increase was allowed at $15 from September 
21,1877. This was increased to 20 from November = 1881. Itdoes not appear 
tliat any davit of © has been made since for further inerease, 

Ke e vit of Charles F. Russell, M. D., dated pE 16, 1886, is presented, 
the present condition of this soldier, and shows that he 
Si oom peat to perform any manual labor whatever, and the letter of claimant 
and other papers are also filed. 


Your committee, after a careta consideration of this case, think that the evi- 
the pension, and therefore report back the bill 


dence warrants an increase of 
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with the recommendation that it do A rere with an amendment: Strike out the 
word “fifty” and insert the words “thirty-five,” in the eighth line. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JOHN A. ORNDORFF. 


The bill (H. R. 4685) for the relief of John A. Orendorff was consid- 
cred as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, to strike out ‘‘Orendorff’’ and insert ‘‘ Orn- 
dorff;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enucted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 

d directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. Orndorff, late of Company 
I, Two hundred and fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was ‘concurred in. x 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: 
A. Orndorff.” 


ʻA bill for the relief of John 


PHILIP RAIGER. 


The bill (H. R. 5406) granting a pension to P. E. Raiger was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment: In line 6, before ‘‘Raiger,’’ to strike out ‘‘P. E.” and insert 
‘*Philip;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip Raiger, late of Company F, 
Fourth Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to 
Philip Raiger.’’ 

DR. WILLIAM H. SHEFFIELD. 

The bill (H. R. 4163) granting a pension to Dr. William H. Shef- 
field was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to 
place on the pension-roll the name of William H. Sheffield, late volun- 
teer acting assistant surgeon of the One hundred and seventh Regiment 
New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM B. JACOBS, 

The bill (H. R. 4199) granting a pension to William B. Jacobs was 
considered asin Committeeofthe Whole. 1t proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William B. Jacobs, late a memberof the Fifty- 
ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLOTTE BUCK. 

The bill (H. R. 3614) granting a pension to Charlotte Buck was con- 
sidered-as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Charlotte Buck, dependent stepmother of James 
Buck, deceased, late of Company A, Sixteenth United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WASHINGTON T. OTEY. 


The bill (H. R. 4882) granting apap to Washington T. Otey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Washington T. Otey, late a lidntenant of Company F of the Sixty- 
second Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll at the 
rate of $8 per month. 

* The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment; ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FERDINAND KOEHLER. 

The bill (H, R. 6770) granting a pension to Ferdinand Koehler was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ferdinand Koehler, late of Company C, Sec- 
ond Regiment Missouri Artillery. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 12, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 6770) grant- 
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ing a pension to Ferdinand Koehler, have carefully examined the same, and 
opt the report of the House of Representatives, and report in favor of the 
passage of the bill. 

It appears from the files in this case that claimant enlisted in onpas O, 
Second Missouri Cavalry, November 22,1861, and was discharged March 16, 1863, 
upon surgeon's certificate of disability, In March, 1879, he applied for a pen- 
sion, alleging internal bleeding hemorrhoids, This application was rejected 
on ground of no record and no medical treatment in service. He claims that 
he was treated in regimental hospital, and no records of that regiment are on 
file. The certificate upon which he was discharged says he was unfit for duty 
six months before discharged. 

Dr. Edward Mayer and several neighbors testify that claimant was an unusu- 
ally sound man when he enlisted. The former testifies that claimant was 
very sick while the regiment was stationed at Saint Louis. 

Sergeant Pousch, of the same company, testifies to his sickness in service, and 
that at the time of his d he was suffering from his back and spells of 
bleeding at his bowels, and that he testifies to this from personal knowledge, 
Christian Ott, a comrade, corroborates this. 

Dr. Mayer testifies that he became his family physician when he returned from 
the Army, and that from the time of his discharge to the present claimant has 
been a diseased and disabled.man. 

B. Warsenger, Wilson Mills, and Andrew Frasier testify as to continuance. 
Dr. L. Dyer testifies as to treatment for hemorrhoids in 1865. The examining 
board Of surgeons report him Apes Bien arp with hemorrhoids and asthma, 
His inability to procure medical evidence i 
charge seems to have been the cause of rej x 
entering the service an poop rate Sager and came out com 
down. The existence of the disease in the service soon after 
since seems to be established. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
H. L. KYLER. 
The bill (H. R. 1818) granting a pension to H. L. Kyler was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the pen- 
sion-roll the name of H. L. Kyler. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 3 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 12, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1818) grant- 
ing a pension to H. L. Kyler, have carefully examined the same, and adopt the 
sepon the House of Representatives, and report in favor of the passage of 

e bill, 

H. L. Kyler was a private in Company A, One hundred and sixty-seventh Ohio 


Volunteers, and was ar ge for neuralgia aftecting the ey ht incurably. 


His pension was revoked in 1882 on the ground that the disability existed prior 


to enlistment. 
pon a ] examination by the agent of the Pension Bureau, it was de- 

veloped that Dr, J. M. Saund of Oxford, Ohio, had complained to the Depart- 
ment and requested Mr. Kyler’s pension to be revoked. Dr, Saunders is re- 
ported by the special examiner to be a personal enemy to Kyler, and to evi- 
dently be animated by ill-will and hatred. The examiner also reports Kyler to 
be a man of the highest standing and integrity. The truth is that Kyler is 
marshal of Oxford, and had incurred the enmity of Dr. Saunders while dis- 
charging his official duty ina matter wherein Dr. Saunders was culpable. Under 
these circumstances Dr. Saunder’s testimony is entitled to no consideration. On 
the other hand, eles en witnesses, one of them assistant surgeon of the regiment, 
aidar to Kyler’s soundness and exemption from affection of the eyes at enlist- 
men 

We are utterly unable to concur with the Pension Bureau in its suspension of 
Kyler’s certificate. We therefore recommend passage of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM P. CARLETON. 

The bill (H. R. 7074) granting a pension to William P. Carleton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William P. Carleton, late of Company B, Sec- 
ond Regiment Illinois Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY MANES. 

The bill (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to Mary Manes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Manes, mother of William Manes, late 
a member of Company D, Fourth Regiment of Wisconsin Cavalry Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

; ELIZABETH A. ROBBINS. 


The bill (H. R. 426) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Robbins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
on-roll the name of Elizabeth A. Robbins, mother of William 
enry Robbins, deceased, late a private in Company E, Seventh Regi- 
ment Iowa Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARTIN J. REYNOLDS. 

The bill (H. R. 6453) granting a pension to Martin J. Reynolds was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Martin J. Reynolds, late a private in Company 
K, Third Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRUNO SCHULTZ. 
The bill (H. R. 6774) granting a pension to Bruno Schultz was con- 
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sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Bruno Schultz, late of Company F, Twenty- 
second Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 12, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6774) grant- 
ay pension to Bruno Schultz, have examined the same, and report: 

exam on of the proofs in case has satisfied the committee that the 

report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representatives is 
correct. It is adopted, and is as follows: 

“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6774) granting a pension to Bruno Schultz, submit the following report: 

pà mant was a private in Company F, Twenty-second Illinois Volunteers, 
having enlisted on June 25, 1861, and was di July 7, 1864. He alleges 
in his declaration for pension that he was ruptu in right side, caused by fall- 
ing over a stump at night about January 17 or 18, 1864, while on the retreat from 
omnes ie to Loudon, Tenn. His claim was re because there was no 
record of his disability in the service. Claimant is shown to have been astout, 
healthy young man prior to enlistment, a cooper by trade. The circumstances 
of his injury as alleged are shown by the testimony of Lieutenant Scheur- 
mann and comrades John Kimich Conrad Steffman; and three persons, 
among them his employer, testify to his showing his rupture within eight days 
after return from the service. The report of the medical board of exam- 
iners in 1876shows “ right scrotal hernia of large size and difficult of retention,” 
and that the disability is permanent. The last evidence, filed in July, 1854, 
shows claimant disabled for work at least one-half the time. 

* It would seem from this evidence that the injury was incurred in the service 
and line of duty, and therefore recommend the ge of the bill.” 

The bill is herewith reported to the Senate with a recommendation that it do 


pass, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES D. COTTON. 


The bill (H. R. 6117) granting a pension to James D. Cotton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James D. Cotton, father of Thomas J. Cotton, 
deceased, late a private in Company H, Twenty-first Missouri Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 12, 1886: ; 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6117) grant- 
ings pension to James D. Cotton, have examined the same, andreport: 

examination of the proofs in this case has satisfied the committee that the 
report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representatives 
is correct, It is adopted, and is as follows: 

“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
ba granting a pension to James D. Cotton, submit the following report: 

“ The claimant is the father of Thomas J. Cotton, late a private in Company 
H, Twenty-first Missouri Volunteers, who was killed in battle April 6, 1862, at 
Pittsburg Landing,Tenn. There is some evidence to show that the soldier, 
who was eighteen years old when killed, had prior to enlistment worked for 
his father, who was a blacksmith of small means. The assessment rolls show 
that he was taxed on a valuation of $200. In 1868 he bought (and now owns) 
a small farm, which is assessed at $350. He is now sixty-five years of age, and 
unable to perform manual labor. The soldier's mother died afew days after 
his birth. The Pension Department, in investigating the case, ascertained that 
the son did not contribute to his father’s support at the time of his death, and 
could not therefore allow the claim, 

“ Your committee recommend the passage of the bill.” 

3 The bill is herewith reported to the Senate with a recommendation that it 

o pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. s 

NANCY R. BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 1997) granting apension to Nancy R. Brown was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Nancy R. Brown, widow, mother of Robert M. 
Brown, late a lieutenant of Company K, One hundred and forty-fifth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN T. PENNINGTON. 


The bill (H. R. 2940) granting a pension to John T. Pennington was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John T. Pennington, late a private in Com- 
pany B, Fiftieth Regiment East Missouri Militia Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. - 

NANCY FRANKLIN. 


The bill (H. R. 7365) for the relief of Nancy Franklin was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Nancy Franklin, of Madison County, North Car- 
olina, dependent mother of Balis Norton and James Norton, late of the 
Second Regiment North Carolina Volunteers, United States Army, and 
Josiah Norton, late of the Third North Carolina Regiment, United States 
Volunteers, all of whom were killed in fight on Laurel, North Caro- 
lina, September, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. A 

LEWIS W. SCANLAND. 
The bill (H. R. 3043) granting a pension to Lewis W. Scanland was 
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considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 4 to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lewis W. Scanland, late of Col. John Thomas’s 
regiment, Captain Barnsback’s company, of Illinois volunteers in the 
Black Hawk war. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 3 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAw- 
YER May 13, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3043) grant- 
inga pension to Lewis W. Scanland, have examined the same, and report: 

That an examination of the proofs in this case has satisfied the committee 
that the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be eceveat: It is adopted, and is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3043) for 
the relief of Lewis W.Scanlgnd, submit the following report: 

“It appears that petitioner enlisted April 18, 1832, for service in the Biack 
Hawk war; that he served about thirty-eight days, and was honorably dis- 
charged with his comrades May 28, 1832. On Ma 14, 1834, positioner filed his 
application for pension, alleging the incurrence of chronic diarrhea during the 
service above mentioned. 


disability we have the affidavit of his comrade, S. W. Gaskell, who has known 
claimant since he was ten years old; enlisted with him, served and been dis- 
charged with him; knew that he was attacked with chronic diarrhea while in 
the aforesaid service; that he suffered severely with it after discharge, and upon 
the route home, and that he red with it continually up to 1872, when af- 
fiant moved from the vicinity of claimant. Said Gaskell is the only member of 
his company whom claimant knows to be now living. 

“We also find the evidence of Col. John Thomas, of Belleview, IN., who 
says that from the best of his remembrance claimant was with diarrhea 
while in said service, and that a great many in that service were similarly at- 
tacked. Colonel Thomas also testifies to his belief in the truthfulness and up- 
rightness of claimant. ; 

“ Claimant testifies that the physician who treated him immediately upon his 
return home died many years ago. Other medical treatment of claimant is 
testified to by the follo ny parasia: Henry L. Strong, who was his family 
doctor for ten years after September 9, 1848, and he knows him to have been 
troubled with chronie weakness of bowels both before and after September, 
1848, Samuel Willard, who, for a few years about 1856, was claimant's family 
doctor, testifies: 

“* Claimant was subject to chronic diarrhea. He had several severe attacks, 
in which I was obli to be up all night with him.’ 

“J. L. R. Wadsworth, who treated claimant in 1871 and 1872, testifies that he 
was subject to chronic diarrhea, 

“ Also, affidavit of True Blake, who asa near neighbor of claimant from 1872 
to 1883 and knew that he was subject to chronic diarrhea. 

“ James Purviance also makes affidavit that he has known claimant for sixty 
years; was his neighbor before and after his service in Black Hawk war,and 
from the time of his discharge up to 1872, when claimant moved from his vi- 
cinity, it was common that he was suffering from chrortic diarrhea. 

“ Claimant is unable to produce evidence of any one except Gaskell and Pur- 
viance as to his condition at discharge,and All his old neighbors are dead or 
moved to parts unknown. 

“ We recommend the passage of the bill.” ° 

The bill is herewith reported to the Senate with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN MALONE. 


The bill H. R. 6670) granting a pension to Susan Malone was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Susan Malone, widow of William Malone, late a 
sergeant inCompany H, One hundred and tenth Regiment United States 
Colored Troops, who died during the war of 1861 to 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD HORRIGAN. 


The bill (H. R. 6120) for Regent of Richard Horrigan was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Richard Horrigan, at the rate per month which 
the medical examination entitles him to, by reason of rupture received 
while a member of Company A, Sixty-third Regiment New York Vol- 
unteers; and this pension is to be in addition to the one he is now re- 
ceiving for another disability. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMANTHA A. SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 6452) granting a pension to Samantha A Smith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Samantha A. Smith, widow of Lewis Y. 
Smith, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Infantry Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. STARR. 

The bill (H. R. 6718) granting a pension to William H. Starr was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of William H. Starr, late a private in Company D, Eighth Mi- 
nois Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JAMES W. SANFORD. 


The bill (H. R. 6135) granting a pension to James W. Sanford was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of James W. Sanford, late of Company G, 
Second Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HEZEKIAH TILLMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 7614) granting an increase of pension to Hezekiah 
Tillman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to grant an increase of pension to Hezekiah Tillman, late of Company 
B, Sixth Indiana Infantry Volunteers, to $20 per month. 

The bill was reportéd to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY S. WOODSON. 


The bill (H. R. 7073) granting a pension to Mary S. Woodson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary S. Woodson, widow of Henry B. Wood- 
son, late a private in Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to ‘the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORSON W. SEARS. 


The bill (H. R. 7075) granting a pension to Orson W. Sears was con- 
sidered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Orson W. Sears, of Macon County, Missouri, late 
a private in Company B, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CALLIE WEST. 

The bill (H. R. 7222) granting a pension to Callie West was consid- 
eredas inCommittee of the Whole. Itp to place the name of Cal- 
lie West, widow of Burris C. West, late of prea G, Sixty-sixth 
Regiment Illinois Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY MURPHY. 


The bill (H. R. 4730) for the relief of sects Murphy was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It toplace the name of Mary 
Murphy, widow of Thomas Murphy, late private of marines, on the 

ion-roll . 
P The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD R. SHUBRICK. : 

The bill (S. 2355) granting a pension to Edward R. Shubrick was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Edward R. Shubrick, late a mi in 
the United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENEY BROOKS. 


The bill (H. R. 5472) to increase the pension of Henry Brooks was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Henry Brooks, late of ap E, Fifth Vermont Volun- 
teers, to $18 per month. 

The bill was to the Senate Yee amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SYLVESTER ROOT. 


The bill (H. R. 3054) granting a pension to Sylvester Root was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. -Ib proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sylvester Root, late of Company E, Twenty- 
seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE STURTZ. i 

The bill (H. R: 4023) granting a pension to Caroline § widow 
of Jacob Sturtz, late of Company G, Twentieth land 
Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of. the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension-roll the name of Caroline Sturtz, widow 
of Tasot Sturtz, deceased, late of Company G, Twentieth Maryland 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIAS SHEADS. 

The bill (H. R. 5438) for the relief of Elias Sheads was considered asin 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the roll the 
name of Elias dependent father of four sons, all of whom were 
killed in battle or di 


from wounds or disease contracted in line of duty. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DANIEL B. RANDALL. 

The bill (H. R. 4501) granting a 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
penso ge the name of Daniel B. Randall, late of Company A, One 

ae and second Illinois Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the main report, submitted by Mr. CAM- 
DEN May 18, 1886: 


ut ODE 15, 15 
proofof co: becanse those 
were with him were strangers, and the surgeon who trea! 
informed) soon after the war, Proof of soundness at date of enlistment 
lished The cubeaed neni of his a phyeician and several of his 

ts captain testifies t “claimant was away at hospital, rm re- 
ieh between September 26 and November 15, and n his return the 
accident was reported. He further states that he knew noth. z about the case 

claimant suffered from frequent fits of epilepsy from that time until 


The claim rejected upo Sogou that there is no evidence that alleged 
disability (iagany iA to side pary resulting epilepsy) was received in line of duty. 
The claimant's reason for not producing this evidence is found in the fact that 
the men under his charge at the time were strangers to him. Evidence of the 
pra ern of the disease from date of discharge to the present time is con- 
elusive. 

Your committee recommend that the bill pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CITARLES T. REBER, 


The bill (H. R. 3831) granting a pension to Charles T. Reber was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Charles T. Reber, late surgeon of the Forty-eighth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES DUNBAR. 


The bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to James Dunbar was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James Dunbar, late a private in Company I, Sec- 
ond Regiment of Delaware Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. WILSON, 
of Maryland, May 18, 1886: 


pim Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3836) grant- 
aà pension to James Dunbar, have carefully examined the same, and report: 
the soldier enlisted in Company I,Second Regiment Delaware Volon- 
teers, on the Sth day of October, in the year 1861, and was 
ice July 14, 1862, his certificate of d stating that it was based 
ground of “‘ deafness, under which he labored before he was mustered into the 
service.” He again enlisted on the 19th of September, 1864, in Company ©, 
Eighth ent Delaware Volunteers. He avers that during the riod of 
his first istment,in the winter of 1861,at Camp Wharton,in Mary: and 
in the line of his duty, his ears were frozen, and he contracted a severe s 
which first ca a loss g- He also declares that when he the secon 
time enlisted, as above stated, he made known to the offloers the fact of his fen. 
ness, but was ‘told by them it would make no difference in his case, as he would 
be employed in cooking; that during such second service, in the winter of 1864, 
at City pag? Va., his deafness in Teetcatm b at Heap, W then epi the 
service, and he was taken first to Harew ashington, an 
then to Tilton General last of which he was dis-_ 


|, Delaware, from 
bay a May INA 1865. 
a Office this soldier's application for a be a pinson upon the 
disability of deafness existed p) his enlistment. 


ground that ae there is no roots in the case except ther ser Be of the surgeon's 
certificate, upon which the discharge was granted. The claimant is a very 
rant man, incapable of writing his name, and unless the certificate of dis- 
was read to him he could not have known what facts were stated in it. 

it is not fair even to presume his es in the truth of such facts from 
the possession by him of sach te, taking it for granted that a copy of 
Di the S by his k f the ti f the i of deaf- 
ow magoo os came by now of the time o neurrence - 

In viewof th aea enh 


ness is not stated. e accum evidence to contrary, derived 
from the affidavits of some witnesses, neieghbors, an who 
knew the claimant just before his enlistment, we conclude that bong allegation 


of disability peior to enlistment was a mere inference drawn by the surgeo: 
ers repeal was atthe time of enlistment, judging from what it 
was at the time of d 


its origin, From that 
affliction. The ca 


a measure, for sup) 
It measure for support. the original ee wan filed January 
BAR tyre ws meen O E VA mya ape very poor. 

Your committee therefore report favo: y upon this bill, and recommend the _ 
passage of the same. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
phe go. read the third time, and passed. 
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SARAH M. SHEARER. 


The bill (H. R. 1061) for the relief of Sarah M. Shearer was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Sarah M. Shearer, widow of Cranford W. 
, late lieutenant-colonel of the — Maryland Volunteers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is.a blank in the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the clerks see if there is anything in the report to 
indicate with what it should be filled. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not see the name of the organization men- 
tioned anywhere. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the widow of a lieutenant-Colonel. The 
pension would be $30 a month. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the organization is not shown. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is nothing in the papers to show the or- 

tion in which he served. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be passed over, without losing its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: I understand that the Senator 
from Mayis [Mr. Witsox] has the name of the regiment in the 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. Yes, it was the Third Maryland Regi- 
ment. As the bill came from the House the name of the regiment was 
omitted. The bill will have to be amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Inline Tinsertthe word ‘‘third;’’ so as to read, 
‘*Jate lieutenant-colonel of the Third Maryland Volunteers,” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the Senator from Maryland to say 
that that is a correct description. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. That is the correct name of the regi- 
ment. 7 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, ae the amendment 
was concurred in 

The amendment was ordered tobe engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


LEVI M. STARNE. 


The bill (H. R. 6020) granting a pension to Levi M. Starne was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Tt proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Levi M. Starne, Iate a private in Company B, 
ail prema N inthe rA itho endment, ordered 
e was to without am to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MES. CLARISSA TAFT. 


The bill (H. R. 5351) granting A eena to Mrs. Clarissa Taft was 
considered as in Committee of the It js anaa place on the 
pension-roll the name of Clarissa Taft, widow of Taft, jr., late 
i Senor C, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment of New York 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY A. MYKINS. 


The bill (S. 158) ie en ee = Mykins was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported from the 
Committee on Pensions with amendments, in line 7, to strike out the 
words ‘‘second lieutenant’? and insert ‘‘ captain; pr in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘company,’’ to strike out “A” and insert “ E;” and, 
re eee. eee out *‘ one hundred and seventy- 
ee insert ‘tone hundred and seventieth;’’ so as to make the 
bill read: 


Be it &c., That thi 
Rorer perg Tae eh to place on 
J, Mykins, ‘ef the pension laws the nas rng and seventiath Raghoans 
ot New York Volunteers, and ara age a pension from and after the passage of 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL.- Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. ALDRICH 
May 18, 1886: 


Phe Committee on Pensions, to whous was referred the bill (5, 158) granting a 


e rape of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
'to the visions and 
A w of Daniel 


pension to A. Mykins, ees the same, and report: 
That Dayid J. Mykins enlisted as Compan Tone hundred and 
seven un on the 23th August, 1862. He 


tieth ey oom of New York” Vo 
was promo’ SET Se WSEAS gralia at the time of his he 
barr eoa oe pemes enant-colonel. He was wounded at 
egret ow in the forehead, the froni 


Reed him for manual iria causing intense pna re oon oe deafness, he 


and ares 
or and 


in the mannér indicated. 
The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were con in. 


~ lhl i alae E E ee 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MARY M’MAHON. 

The bill (S. 2372) for the relief of Mary McMahon was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. _ It to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Mary McMahon, widow of Peter McMahon, late a private 
in Company E, Second Regiment Rhode Island Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPHINE D. WHITTED. 


The bill (S. 2341) granting a pension to Josephine D. Whitted was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Josephine D. Whitted, widow of George W. 
Whitted, late of Company G, Seventy-seventh Indiana Volunteers, or 
Fourth Indiana Cay: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM BARDEN. 

The bill (S. 2353) a pension to William Barden was con- 
sidered op a tes Whole. <P te place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Barden, father of Henry D. Barden, 
a ae of Company E, First Regiment of Wisconsin Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, maak to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HIRAM MORRIS. 

The bill (S. 2310) granti pension to Hiram Morris was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the e. EN proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Hiram Morris, formerly of Company B, Twenty- 
third oo Missouri Volunteers. 

oe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT C. KELLEY. 

The bill (S. 2286) for the relief of Albert C. Kelley was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 7, after the word “‘cavalry,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘at 
the rate of $50 per month;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
pe geek ays onthe roll, ject to the limitiationsand 


provisions the name of Albert . Kelley, late a private in 
mpany a inh Paginent ofhiichigan 


Cavalry. £ 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. S 
The bill was ordered to he engrossed for a third reading, read the third 

time, and passed, 
ANNA M. MARSHALL. 

Sarr per E SOT some. bah “Meni D ER was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was te the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, to strike out the words ‘‘twenty dollars per month, the 
pension allowed the widow of a captain in the military service,” and to 
insert ‘twelve dollars a month;*” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it en te. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au 
thorized and eens oe Marshall, widow of Capt. 
Patterson S. Marshall, on the pension-roll as a pensioner, at the rate of s 
month, subject to the se erin and limitations of the pension laws, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
ANTHON EITAPENCE. 


The bill (S. 2330) for the relief of Adam Eitapence was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the name ‘‘ Eitapence,’’ to strike out 
“Adam” and insert ‘‘Anthon;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


ao eof Dompany E of the One hundred and forty- 
sixth Regiment New ork Volunteers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
The bill ~ for a third reading, read the 

was ordered to be engrossed for a 

third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 

A bill for the relief of Anthon Eitapence. 

HENRY LAFNER. 

The bill (S. 2308) gran a pension to Henry Lafner was considered 
as in Committee fre Whale, 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
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ment, in line 6, to strike out ‘‘Lafuer’’ and insert ‘‘Lafner;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary ôf the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed toplace on the pension-roll, sub; to the provisions and 
limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Hen ner, formerly a private 
ie Company A, One hundred and eighty-first ent Ohio Infantry Volun- 

eers. 
to 


The amendment was 4 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 18, 1886: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2308) granting 
a pemon to Henry Lafner, haye examined the same, and report: 
he petitioner was a private in bpp nets Aona hundred and eighty-first 
blin the result of exposure in the was rejec! 
pep z 3 
n 


aan of gran 


Ohio, 

Fred. McDonough, who also was in command of the company, testifies that 
the soldier was thoro! y examined; that he passed a good examination ; that 
he was a faithful, active soldier, and that the command experienced great 
ships and exposures during the winter of 1864-6 and the herds be sip followin 

Son ine soltior anye thas his ponnliot eulia disability y aenaran Aee gede 
tition the soldier says t preven! m prose- 
iy his claim with any hope of success in ng such testimony as is re- 
quiron to complete his case, and he appeals to Con for the relief which he 
can not hope to obtain but by the passage of a special Dill. The committee re- 
gard this as a very hard case, in which there is no appearance of fraud and in 
reference to which the witnesses are evidently convinced of more than they can 
certify underoath. There is evidence toshow that the inflammation commenced 
before he was discharged. No proof has been offered d ng his reputa- 
tion or questioning his claim. It is a case of sad riria A to which relief can 
only be extended by Congress, which, in the opinion of the committee, may 
properly be done. e bill is reported with an amendment the name 
‘Lafuer” to “ Lafner’’ wherever it occurs, with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting a pension to 
Henry Lafner.’’ 


RACHEL ANN PIERPONT. 


. ‘The bill (S: 2452) granting a pension to Rachel Ann Pierpont was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Rachel Ann Pierpont, dependent mother of 
‘Thomas W. Bailey, late a private in Company C, Twenty-second Ken- 
tucky Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. PEAVEY. 


The bill (S. 2453) gran a pension to George W.. Peavey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of George W. Peavey, late first lieutenant of Com- 
pany D, Fifty-seventh United States Colored Infantry, and a sergeant 
of Company B, First New York Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES S. FURNISS. 


The bill (S. 2454) granting a pension to James S. Furniss was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James 8. Furniss, late a Bade in Company E, 
Seventy-fourth New York Volunteers, who enlisted May 5, 1862, and 
was discharged May 30, 1865. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 18, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred esc granting a pension 


to James S. Furniss, have examined the same, and report: 
The claimant enlisted in the Seventy-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers, 


July 25, 1861; was honorably discharged April 10, 1862; re-en’ September 5, 
1862, and was honorably discharged in May, 1865. His application is for disabil- 
ities that include chronic diarrhea, disease of symp] bed and from id fever, 
hemorrhage of right lung; and his rejection is on ground of failure to 


rove “ origin.” 

p The aeons makes a connected statement covering the time from his enter- 
ing the service until his discharge, giving the dates of his admission to hospital 
and his transfer from one to another. The Surgeon-General's report corrobo- 
rates his ae and names typhoid fever as one of the diseases for which 
he was treated. 

The report of the Adjutant-General verifies his service and his sick-furloughs, 
but adds, “Nature of sickness not stated; ental hospital records not on 
file;” and the report of the Su: -General closes with the remark that “the 
records of the general and field hospital, Third Army Co’ are not on file bear- 
ing on this case.” The absence of a conn history treatment from the 
record is one of the discouragements encountered by nearly every suitor fora 
pension, While itshould be the reliable source of information as to the origin 
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of disease, it furnishes little that is satisfactory, so that the soldier is thrown upon 
his own resources for such evidence as is exacted by the Pension Bureau. 

In this case the files contain the best quality of evidence as to the soldier's 
soundness and as to his exemplary character prior to enlistment. 

Two of his neighbors, who knew him before and after his service, who lived 
near, and were intimate with him—and one of whom is vouched for as entirely 
reliable—testify to his broken-down condition immediately after his return; to 
his kidney disease, chronic diarrhea, and hemorrhages of lung; to his continued 
suffering and almost total incapacity to perform light labor. Dr, Cramton, of 
Colchester, Vt., testifies that he commenced treating claimantin 1871; found him 
in a debilitated condition, suffering with pain and soreness over ion of kid- 
neys and liver, torpid condition of liver, and irritation of kidneys; that he is 
not able to do half the work of an able-bodied man. x 

he medical board before whom the claimant was ordered to appear by the 
Commissioner of Pensions report affection of right lung, severe cough, respira- 
tion hurried, diarrhea troublesome, At the date of the examination, April 5, 
1882, they say, “ He is now entirely in vitated for manual labor. The dineaea 
has been of ual progress, and may have originated from typhoid fever.” 

The question as to “origin” of disease must be settled on this testimony, 
which is partly circumstantial. He can not obtain that of comrades, as the Pen- 
sion Office requires, because, as he says, his regiment was composed of different 
nationalities, who Supeo to various localities. Furthermore, he wasa mu~ 
sician, by reason of which, and his frequent illness, he was separated from inti- 
mate association with members of his regiment, It would seem that, inasm 
as he went in the service in a peg oona; was for months sick and under 
treatment in hospital, returned to his home in a broken-down condition, 
has traced the progress of his disabilities toa k parioa when he is apparently 
very near the end of his mortal career, the “origin” of his illness must haye 


connection with his service. 
So convinced are the commi of this fact that the accompanying bill is re- 


ported for his relief, with a recommendation that it do pass, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD D. PATCHIN. 


The bill (S. 2455) granting a pension to Edward D. Patchin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pomoni the name of Edward D. Patchin, son of Bernard Patchin, 
ate a private in Company B, Forty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must ask that that bill be passed over. The 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] who reported it is not here, 
and the report is not at all satisfactory. It is the introduction of a 
new class of pensions. I ask that the bill may retain its place on the 
Calendar and be passed over, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under objec- 
tion. 

MARGARET S. DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 5656) granting a pension to Margaret S. Davis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Margaret S. Davis, widow of Dr. J. E. Davis, 
late assistant surgeon of the Twenty-seventh Regiment of Michigan Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to ` 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

: JOHN H, DOWNING. 

The bill (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to John H. Downing was 

considered as in Comimittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of John H. Downing, late of Company I, First 
ennsylvania Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET PEAK. 


The bill (H. R. 2968) granting a pension to Harriet Peak was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Harriet Peak, widow of Urias Peak, d , late of 
Company E, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW G. HILLBERG. 


The bill (H. R. 7066) for the relief of Andrew G. Hillberg was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Andrew G. Hillberg, late a private in Company 
A, Sixth Regiment Minnesota State Volunteers, and to grant him a 

ion for varicose veins in addition to the pension he is now receiving 

T ial deafness. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN M. MATTINGLY. 

The bill (H. R. 5951) granting a pension to John M. Mattingly was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John M. Mattingly, late a private in Company 
A, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REBECCA ALLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 5645) granting a ion to Rebecca Allen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro; to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the nameof Rebecca Allen, widow of John E. Allen, deceased, 
late a landsman on the United States steamer Atlanta. j 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


1886. 


JAMES STOBAUGH. 


The bill (H. R. 7660) granting a pension to James Stobaugh was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of James Stobaugh, late of Company B, Third 
DGasimont Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers. 
Mr. COCKRELL, Let the report be read in that case. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 18, 1886: ; 


ag, A grenpe to James Stobaugh, have examined the same, and report: 
A an examination of the proofs in this case satisfies the commi! 


Arkansas Cayalry, September 23, 


ked 
urg, Ark., while there recruiting, and he was wounded in the right bens 


by the testimony of several comrades who were present, - 

“His claim was rejected because the date of receiving wound is alleged by 
- claimant and comrades three days before the date of his enrollment as shown 
by the records in the War Department. 

“The records in the War Department give date of enrollment as mber 
23,1863, and date of muster October 29, 1803. It does not seem pi e that 
claimant would have been accepted and eurolled three days after receiving the 
wound; and as claimant and comrades fix the date about the 20th, it is not 
a violent presupption to assume that it was after the enrollment, since this 
soldier would haye been very likely to have enrolled his own name before re- 
cruiting others, But even if bis wound was received three days before his en- 
rollment it is proven satisfactorily that he wason aniy, and his six months’ pre- 
vious and nearly two years’ subsequent service clearly entitle him to the relief 


sought. 

The official examination finds a present disability from the wound. So,in 
view of all the facts, your committee recommend that the bill do pass.” 

The bill is herewith reported to the Senate with a recommendation that it pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY N. HUGGINS. 


The bill (H. R. 1678) for the relief of Henry N. agosa consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to the name of 
Henry N. Huggins, dependent father of Andrew P. Hu leceased, 
late a private in Company K, Twenty-fourth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FANNIE E. EVANS. 


The bill (H. R. 4426) granting a pension to Fannie E. Evans was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Fannie E. Evans, widow of George 8. Evans, late 
colonel of the Second Regiment California Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS DEMING. 

The bill (H. R. 2971) granting a pension to Francis Deming was con- 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Francis Deming, late of Company F, Ninth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY KARSTETTER. 


The bill (H. R. 2043) to place Mary Karstetter on the pension-roll 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let thereport beread. That isa bill of remark- 
able phraseology. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 18, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensiong, to whom was referred the bill (A. R. 2043) to 
place Mary Karstetter on the pension-roll, haye examined the same, and re- 


rt: 
P That an examination of the proofs in this case satisfies the committee that the 
Jouse report is correct. It is adopted, and is as follows: 

"Jacob Karstetter, husband of claimant, was in receipt of a pension previous 
to and at the time of his death of $18 per month for gunshot wound of left hand, 
received in action. He died August 21, 1874, of gastritis, to be the conse- 
eee of broken constitution, the result of exposure and uries received in 

e service. His widow’s claim for pension was rejected ‘because death re- 
sulted from gastritis and congestion of kidneys, due to unknown causes no 
medically established.’ 

“The evidence all shows that the soldier was over 6 feet in height, and en- 

in farming in the mountains of Pennsylvania at the time of his enlist- 
ment; that his health was of the most alori charasters that he returned home 
wounded and broken down if health; that he never recovered, and that he 
finally died from some disease, which, as is claimed by the Pension Department, 
could not be medically established. 

“ James F, Berry, neighbor, testifies: 

“t When he came home he was broken down and not able todo manual labor, 
He complained a good deal after he came home, and was frequently sick and 
etry Saw him often in his last sickness; he was much worn down and very 

feeble. 


he always complained of a weakness in 


posure 
trouble was in the left side and jong > 
the service, Affiant thinks a horse ran 


this lung, from someinjury receiv 
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him and leaving an enlargement 
been the starting point of his 


against him in the Seven Days 
or tumor in the left side, whi 
lun trouble,’ 


ht, injuri 
no doubt 


J from December, 1871, to date of his death. Do not 
ything about his dition before enlistment. He never was under 
affiant’s treatment except during his last illness, which lasted about four weeks, 
His illness was caused by gastritis and congestion of kidneys. Death was caused 
by gastritis. Although soldier never consulted affiant before his last illn 
aitisnt frequently heard him say he was not the same man physically he 
been before he was in the service. He did very little hard labor during the time 
affiant knew him.’ 

“ From the evidence of these pysicians, who attended soldier during his last 
and a previous severe illness, itis apparent that his broken-down constitution, 
the result of exposure and service in the Army, predisposed him to several at- 
tacks of sickness, the last of waa andes fatal. 

“ Your committee are clearly of the opinion that death can be traced in this 
case to soldier’s service in the Army with very nearly the same —— of cer- 
tainty (notwithstanding the fact that it cannot be medically established) as if it 
had been the direct result of a ot wound. They therefore report favor- 
ably. and recommend that the bill do pass.” 

The bill is herewith reported to the Senate with a recommendation that it 
pass. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The bill reads as follows: 
nee eats sae ter, witey of rege loarieg Ka ey pecan in the olante 
ef anA as the widow of s PANE: ea eiis ana i i 

I think there ought to be some company and regiment stated there, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So there ought. That is very loose indeed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

JESSE B. SCUDDER. ~ 


The bill (H. R. 421) granting a peoien to Jesse B. Scudder was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Jesse B. Scudder, of Industry, Il., of Com- 
pany I, Seventy-eighth Illinois Regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GILBERT A, PHILIPS, 

The bill (H. R: 918) granting a pension to Gilbert A. Philips was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Gilbert A. Philips, of Louisyille, Ky., who 
was appointed a quartermaster in the Army in 1861 by order of Gen- 
eral William Nelson. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOUISA WEITZEL. 

The bill (H. R. 3601) to increase the pension of Louisa Weitzel, 
widow of Godfrey Weitzel, late a major-general of United States vol- 
unteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase to $50 per month the pension of Louisa Weitzel, widow of God- 
frey Weitzel, late a lieutenant-colonel in the Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, and a major-general of United States volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NELSON MONROE. 

The bill (H. R. 6088) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
Monroe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Nelson Monroe to $40 per month, in lieu of the 
pension now received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL SHULER. 

The bill (H. R. 6237) for the relief of Samuel Shuler was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of 
Samuel Shuler, late a private in Company E, Sixty-first Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, to $10 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARIAH E. A, B. NOWELL. 


The bill (H. R. 1148) granting a ion to Mariah E. A. B. Nowell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mariah E. A. B. Nowell, and to pay her a 
pension during herlife of $12 a month, for her important services to the 
country during the late civil war. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS TEGAN, 


The bill (H. R. 3047) granting a pension to Thomas Tegan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Thomas Tegan, late a private in Company I, 
Thirty-seventh New York Volunteer Infantry. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNIE BAGLEY. 
The bill (H. R. 1627) granting a ion to Annie Bagley was con: 


pensi 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
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sion-roll the name of Annie Bagley, widow of Robert F. Bagley, latea 

tof Company F, Fifty-first New York Volunteers, as egan, re he 
husband had contracted the disability of which he died in the mili 
service of the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot see the necessity of having in the bill 
the “ag her said husband had contracted the disabili 
of which he diedin the military service of the United States.” 
not think they are necessary, and I move to strike them out. They 
might bring up some question of intricacy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 


The bill (H. R. 807) granting a pension to the soldiersand sailors of 
the Mexican war was announced as the next pension bill in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. That Fogle conrghicc which I should be glad to see 

passed, but I it proper to press if now. 

RESIDENT p ro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


MARGARET J, REIGHTER. 


The bill (H. R. 5761) granting a ion to t J. Reighter was 
considered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to on the 
I SENSEY the name of Margaret J. Reighter, widow of Andrew J. 

eighter, late of Company H, First Regiment vania Reserve 

olunteers,. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH ANN WILLIAMS. 
The bill (H. R. 6919) granting a 
considered as in Committee of the 
peron the name of Sarah Ann 


Williams, t mother of 
nd Badger, ins w aet of! Ouman, Ie euch Vermont bers 


Volunteers. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES A. CHASE. 

Ana E ett ag te A a A A es ie 
as in Committee on 
e a A Onlan of PE a eet DoT 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

R ALICE KELLEY. 

The bill (S. 2382) gran panoga ppan to Alice Kelley was considered 
as in Committee of the It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Alice Kelley, a volunteer nurse during the late war, 
tn apdr ae 

was 
he engranat Mre skint reading | neat thai Sted as, gat pane. 
MARY ANDERSON. 

The bill (H. R. 7436) to grant a ion to Mary Anderson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the It Propost So pitoe on ahu the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Anderson, widow of 
son, late a private in Company I, Seventeenth Regiment ‘Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY I. CARTIN. 


. 


The bill (H. R. 6566) a to I. Cartin was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the It to place on the pen- 
the name of H p erim hyn A rrp oranan i 


JOSEPH GUY. 


The bill (H. R. 7253) for the relief of Joseph Guy was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on thé pénsion- 
roll the name of J Guy, formerly a member of Company C, One 

Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 
to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third ators read the third time, and passed. _ 
MAYBERRY VANCE. 


The bill (H. R. 6247) granti a oge Barren berry Vance was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the penoas to pison onana 
sion-roll the name of Vea E Banville, Pa, late i private 
in the marine service of the United States. 


ae bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ABNER MOREHEAD. 

The bill (H. R. 3304) to restore the name of Abner Morehead to the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ran A Tete 
poses to restore to the roll the name of Abner Mı 
of Company K, Choe E arene paare ekar p ie Sag anr 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. - 

Oa sme ipa pens following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 


May 19, 1886: 
The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill R, 3304) to re~ 
store Abner Morehead to the pension-roll, have examined same, and re 


port: 
That an examination of the proofs in this case satisfies the committee that the 
House sears is correct. It is adopted, aan is as follows: 


xr mant as a private K, One hundred and fifteenth 
Indiana Volunteers, August 13, 1863, and was March 27,1864, and filed 
= nae ion alleging the incurrence of 


polis, Ind.” 
A he was a stout, nee. Fate 


pean ted a 
1s, 1807, a the rato of $8 La getty se PAAS SST 
fai a a cn A a AIh 
Barnes. His 


special examiner, disability prior to enlistment, 

“Claimant made application for restoration February 17, 1882; the Depart- 

ment of special examiner, as above stated. 
and com; examination of the 
very voluminous papers now on file with Pension , and believing this 
case to be a just and meritorious one, submit the following strong array of evi- 
dencein Ea claimant’s bill: 

“ Ca Beauchamp, of claimant’s company and regiment, testifies 
that while in the li line of yon Patois x Greeneville, Tenn., about November 1, 1863, 
sane oe m — recovering took cold more Ringe which 

eyes, ceration e eyes an ur; 

a mm Samni hace pe enezad Da Norl, 


t Osgood, Dr. en, Rev. ilton 
Hays, testify that had t for years prior to the time of en- 
t, and that his was good, 

“John Smith, James Thomas Beran great and John P. Brown, all mem- 

of the same compan ey enlisted same time, 

and know claimant was peg Soper pe Eat riley Any meee p hupia 

“William Kelley, George C. Massey, C. Baker, his TS, 
testify that they worked vith claimant in a pork house for a orm 

to his eni e Army, and that was free from said disability at the 

time of his pepper and that he is = totally bl 


ur committee, in vidence in claimant's 
favor and his extreme aes poly old age, report the bill favorably, with 
recommendation that 
Ee bill ie herewith rerorted te the Serialo WA a resncarmeniition that itdo 
pass, 
The bill was reported to the Senate borne amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNA KESSINGER. 

US rah gobo lyse, bl neg T AO EA T O 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. widow of Dan 
ees iets in Conan peee widow of 
late a 
tated resoa read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES T. IRWIN. 

The bill (H. R. 3640) granting a pension to James T, Irwin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the le. Itp to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James T. Irwin, late of Company K, Eleventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. BARKER. 
The bill (H. R. 1177) granting a pension to William J. Barker was 
as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William J. Barker, lateof Company A, Eleventh 
Volunteers. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. DARLING. 

The bill (H. R. 7257) granting Wg Gomera Darling was 

as in Committee of the Whole. Tt poe o pines place on the 
on rihi tha DNE UL TENA H. Leading, fete a pany G, Seventy- 
third Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REBECCA REESE M'KEE. 

The bill (H. R. 6323) granting a pension to Rebecca Reese McKee 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the roll the name of Rebecca Reese McKee, the widow of Capt. 


_ McKee, a soldier of the war of 1812, at the rate of $25 per month. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. pawn pianin 


1886. 
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The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 


May 19, 1886: 
i Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6323) grant- 
mpa pension to Rebecca Reese McKee, have ane the same, and 
arnt raps ae nh report in favor of the bill 


lina, war of 1812, but the application was rejected on the ground that there was 
no record or other evidoune of the service of said soldier. There has been sub- 
mitted to your committee a printed copy of the— 

“ Muster-rolls of the soldiers of the war of 1812 detached from the militia of 
North Carolina in 1812 and 1814, published in pursuance of the resolution of the 

ral Assembly of January 28, 1851, and a resolution of the General Assembly 

of February 25, 1873, under the direction of the beng, Tac E 

The adjutant-general of Ni Carolina, under date of March 
these rolls to be a true copy of the records of his office, and they 
McKee was captain of the Iredell County company of the Sixth om ey of the 
Detached Militia of North Vast er commanded by Lieut. Col. Ri Allison, 
Satisfactory evidence has been filed with the committee showing that John Mc- 
Kee, the husband of the claimant, is the same person who was captain of said 
Iredell County Ses my 

Tocorrect a e in the names of the claimant and her husband your com- 
mittee recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It is far from any purpose of mine to op- 
pose the pension. I simply want to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that we are oning soldiers, or the widows of soldiers, and 
now we are getting down to the widows of soldiers of the war of 1812 
married many years after the close of that war. I only call attention 
to it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ALICE E. TRAVERS. 


The bill (H. R. 6753) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice E. Travers 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Alice E. Travers, widow of John 
Travers, late of the Third Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARIA CUNNINGHAM. 

The bill (H. R. 5414) granting a pension to Maria Cunningham was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Maria i widow of William H. 
Cunningham, deceased, late of Company K, One hundred and twelfth 
Regi ment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CUMMINS PORTER. _ 

The bill (H. R. 8086) granting a pension to Cummins Porter was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 
pension-roll the name of Cummins Porter, late a private in Company 
F, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY HAWHE. ` 

The bill (H. R. 5232) for the relief of Mary Hawhe, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Mary Hawhe, widow of Arthur J. Hawhe, late lieutenant- 
colonel of the Forty-ninth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA NEWMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 5492) granti e ae m to Eliza Newman, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Eliza Newman, widow of Lazarus Newman, late 
a private in the One hundred and forty-ninth New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ` 

MRS, M. AUGUSTA BARNES. 

The bill (S. 1932) granting a ion to Mrs. M. A Barnes was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. taisia 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 8, after 
the words ‘‘rate of,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty ”’ and insert ‘‘forty;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rdll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the on laws, the name of Mrs. M. A: es, widow of 
sr apa Norman S, Barnes, late of the Twenty-seventh New York Volunteers, 
at the rate of $40 per month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
CECELIA C. M’KENNA. 
The bill (H. R. 7509) granting a pension to Cecelia C, McKenna was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Cecelia C. McKenna, mother of John H. Mc- 
Kenna, late a private in the United States Marine Corps, at the rate of 
$25 per month, in lien of the pension now received by her. 
The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AMOS C. WERTZ. 


The bill (H. R. 5434) granting a pension to Amos O. Wertz was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 
pension-roll the name of Amos C. Wertz, late a sergeant of Company 
L, Second Regiment United States Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL J. BINGMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 3501) granting a pension to Daniel J. Bingman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Daniel J. Bingman, late of Company H, Fifth 
Regiment P. lyania Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET MAYHAM. 


The bill (H, R. 6176) granting a pension to Margaret Mayham was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
preggo the name of Margaret Mayham, widow of William May- 

, late lieutenant of Company A, One hundred and forty-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES FOREMAN, 


The bill (H. R.6193) granting a pension to Charles Foreman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Charles Foreman, late a private in Company G, Thirty-sixth United 
States Colored Troops, on the pension-roll, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

JOHN F. CHASE. 


The bill (H. R. 4382) granting a agg se to John F. Chase was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pen- 
sion of John F. Chase, late of the Fifth Maine Battery, to $46 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN BUTLER. 


The bill (H. R. 5411) ny pension to John Butler was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John Butler, late of Company E, Fourteenth Rea. 
iment Pennsylvania Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . 


SOPHRONIA WITHAM. 


The bill (H. R. 7641) granting a pension to Sophronia Witham was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 
pension-roll the name of Sophronia Witham, widow of Ro McGill, 
late a private in Company A, Twelfth Regiment Maine Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 19, 1886: 

The on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7641) grant- 
mes pension to Sophronia Witham, have examined the same, and s 
our committee concur in the raport of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


of the House of Representatives use Report No. 1530) hereto annexed, and 
rt back the bill with a recommendation that it do pee 


unless her pension is renewed, must go to the pono: 

thers, as well as her first hus- 
e€ m a paralytic shock and 
in several instances granted relief under 


PETITION OF SOPHRONIA WITHAM, 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
States in Congress assembled : 
The undersigned, a resident of the town of Lebanon, in the county of York 


and State of Maine, ly represents that her husband, Robert McGill, 
was a soldier in the service of the United States d the late war, and was 
killed while in the service; that at the time of his d she had three da 


ters who were dependent upon her for support; that a was granted to 
her, and with that she was unable to support herself and daughters; that on 
the nay of May, 1870, she was married to one Aaron Witham, of Acton, Me. 
halit on a good farm and represented to her that he was the owner 

an a 


aged t 
died on the 5th of A 
tute and notable to 


was 
|, A. D. 1882, les no , and I am desti- 
Ena AT v palferre erea 
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and must become chargeable as a pauper unless I can have my pension restored. 
Tna wip, Pa aore hody Me e of an act of Congress re- 
storing me -list, and that I may be paid my pension from May 2, 
1870. Iam now fifty-two years of age. b 
er . 
SOPHRONIA -++ WITHAM. 
mark. 


LEBANON, December, 1883, 
Witness: 
WILLIAM Emery. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JEREMIAH M. FITGER. 

The bill (H. R. 1945) granting a pension to Jeremiah M, Fitger was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Jeremiah M. Fitger. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHILIP ARNER. 

The bill (H. R. 6266) ting a pension to Philip Arner was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It oe to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Philip Arner, late first lieutenant of Company E, 
Sixty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK MARION. 


The bill (H. R. 6147) granting a pension to Frederick Marion was 
considered as in the Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Frederick Marion, late of Company K, 
Thirty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . 


SAMUEL KITZMILLER. 


The bill (H. R. 4226) for the relief of Samuel Kitzmiller was con- 
sidered asin Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Samuel Kitzmiller, father of John Kitzmiller, 
deceased, late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID L. M’DERMQTT. 


The bill (H. R. 5435) grantinga penan David L. McDermott was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
paan the name of David L. McDermott, late a private in Company 

, One hundred and seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
May 19, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5435) grant- 
ing a pension to David L. McDermott, have examined the same, and report : 

Sour committee have considered the facts in this case, which are stated in 
the annexed report (House Report 1583), and recommend the passage of the bill, 

[House Report No. 1583, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.) 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (M. R. 
5435) granting a pension to David L. McDermott, respectfully report: 

David L. McDermott was enrolled on the 23d day of February, 1862, in Com- 
pany K of the One hundred and seventh Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, 


and was discharged on the 7th day of June, 1862. 


He claims a pension on the nowina pams: While a member of. the organi- 
sald, eline 


zation afore: in the service, and in of his duty, at Washington, D. C., 
on or about the 4th day of , 1862, he was in the act of harnessing a mule 
and was kicked on the left leg above the ankle, causing a fractute of the said 


limb. That since he received the said injury several bones have come out of the 
leg, and it is now open and become a chronic sore, depriving him of the use ot 
it, and haying to use two crutches, 

The Pension Office has notified claimant that his claim can not be further con- 
sidered until certain evidence is furnished. As claimant can not possibly at 
this late day comply with the requirements of the Department, the claim stands 
almost a rejected one; hence his appeal to Congress. 

The board of examining surgeons of Harrisburg, Pa., in report dated Septem- 
ber 21, 1881, state : 

“In our opinion the said applicant is total two grade incapacitated for obtain- 
ing his subsistence = man labor from fracture of left leg caused by kick of 
mule. Itis our opinion that the said disability did originate in the service in 
the line of duty, and the ey ee At present the leg is one mass 
of disease, due to carious bone, The whole tibia seems to be involved, as the 
fistulous openings extend from knee to ankle-joint.” 

The assistant surgeon-general, United Stes Army, states ‘' there are no rec- 
ords of the ment named within on file in this office,” in reply to the usual 
letter of inqui rY, from the Commissioner of Pensions, 

As to the soldier having incurred the soro leg in the Army service, Adam 
Bloom, comrade, testifies: . 

“That he has been personally acquainted with claimant for about thirty-five 

ears, That he enlisted with him in Company K,One hundred and seventh 

ment Pennsylvania Volunteers; that me company with claimant, was 
detailed to post duty at Washington, D. C.,in the capacity of driver or teamster; 
that on the morning of March 4, 1862, deponent and claimant, in the line of duty. 
were driving Government teams through the said city of Washington, D. C., and 
somewhere along Twenty-second street claimant was in the act of hitching up 
or harnessing a mule, to be substituted for one that was disabled in his team 
and the mule becoming refractory and unmanageable kicked and knocked 
claimant down and trampled him in a frightfulmanner. Deponent, assisted by 
others, carried claimant back to his tent, and upon examination found his left leg 
badly bruised from the ankle to the knee. Two w he saw claimant 
again in the hospital,in bed, unable to stir or walk, - In Jpn, 


ent 
took soldier from ital and hauled him home; he was still 


ously disabled 


and totally unable to walk. He has frequently been with claimant since dis- 
charge, and knows that he (claimant) was always unable to do any hard phys- 


ical r by reason of his sore leg.” 


from the caries of the bone, portions of which are m e to time, 
and eventually its amputation may become necessary. ° case was delayed 
in the Pension Bureau for lack of evidence as to the incurrence of the injury as 


claimed. The claim was pomy neglected by reason of want of diligence on 
the part of the person baving itin ve otherwise it is clear that the soldier 
would have long since been in receipt oi the pension to which it is the opinion 
of Pye committee he is justly entitled. The lacking evidence bas been furnished 
this committee, duly certified to, as quoted above. 

Fitton rE deeming this to be a meritorious case, recommend the passage 
of the bill, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAI BROOKS. 


. The bill (H. R. 3645) granting a pension to Sarah Brooks was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah Brooks, mother of William Brooks, jr., de- 
ceased, late a private in Company D, Sixty-first Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY BOLLMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 3366) granting a pension to Henry Bollman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Henry Bollman, late of Company L, Fourteenth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Cavalry, and now a resident of Harwood, Wayne County, Iowa, 
on the ponn 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET LUCAS. 


The bill (H. R. 6812) granting a pension to Margaret Lucas was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Margaret Lucas, widow of Samuel Lucas, late 
a private in Company M, Second Regiment New York Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time; and passed. 


GEORGE W. CRAMBLETT. 


The bill (H. R. 6000) granting a pension to George W. Cramblett 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of George W. Cramblett, dependent father 
of John C. Cramblett, late of Company G, Ninety-seventh Ohio Vol- 
unteers. : 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is an adverse report. I wish to state 
that since it was made I have received information of the death of Mr. 
Cramblett, for whose relief the bill was introduced, and in justice to 
this aged man I wish to read the concluding paragraph of the report of 
the House committee, which is as follows: 4 


Affidavit after affidavit has been filed from county officers and citizens of 
highest character, showing conclusively that the claimant was very poor at date 
of soldier's death,and has been so continually since; has been an object of 
charity much of the time; is now an inmate of the almshouse; is seventy-five 

ears old. Itis further clearly shown that he has always been a man of so- 

riety, of good habits and character, In view of all which, and the further fact 
that first born, upon whom he had a right to expect to lean in his old age, 
was shot down while battling for his mag et fod oan and preservation, your 
committee believe that the country should pi him on its pension-roll asa 
dependent father, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill, 

Inasmuch as this old gentleman has passed beyond the relief pro- 
posed by this bill, I now move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Was he in the Army? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The son was in the Army, and this bill is 
a bill for the relief of the dependent father. $ 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

ELIZA M. FERRIS. 


The bill (S. 2427) for the relief of the legal representatives of Eliza 
M. Ferris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay to Reuben D. Smart, administrator of Eliza M. Ferris, d P 
the sum of money to which she would have been entitled by pension- 
certificate 220860, which was not issued until four days after her death. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET A. POLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 5154) granting a pension to Margaret A. Poland was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out “eight” and 
insert ‘‘twelve,’’ and after the word ‘‘month,’’ in the same line, to 
strike out the following words: 


and continue during the term of her natural life, and Alexander Poland hav- 
ing been killed by armed soldiers of the late Confederate es Government 
on that date, for feeding Union soldiers, furnishing supplies to the United States 


1886. 


Army, and because of his devotion to the Union, which on shall be paid 
quarterly at the pension agency nearest to Washington, D. C., the arrears to be 
paid the date of the first quarterly payment of United States pensioners oc- 
curring after the passage of this act. 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Margaret A. Po- 
Jand, widow of Alexander Poland, late of Leesburg, Loudoun County, State of 
Virginia, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


LOUIS A. WOLLENWEBER. 

The bill (H. R. 6248) granting a pension to Louis A. Wollenweber 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Louis A. Wollenweber, father of Louis A. 
Wollenweber, deceased, late a private in Company K, Ninetieth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEVI L. TONGUE, 


The bill (H. R. 7437) to increase the pension of Levi L. Tongue was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Levi L. Tongue, late a private in Company I of the Sixth 
Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, to $20 per month, in lieu 
of the pension he now receives, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SPENCER W. TRYON. 


The bill (H. R. 7249) to pension Spencer W. Tryon was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Spencer W. Tryon, late a private in Company E, Four- 
teenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CYRUS DUBBS. 

The bill (H. R. 7407) granting a pension to Cyrus Dubbs was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, at the rate of $12 per month, the name of Cyrus Dubbs, the 

r, blind brother of Hiram N. Dubbs, late of Company F, Fourth 
ennsylvania Cavalry. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILHELM NOLTE. 

The bill (H. R. 7688) granting a pension to Wilhelm Nolte was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Wilhelm Nolte, late a private in ey a Twenty-second Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers, on the pension ro 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. à 

EDWIN R. PARKS. 

The bill (H. R. 7843) granting a pension to Edwin R. Parks was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Edwin R. Parks, late a sergeant of the Thir- 
teenth Regiment of United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GREEN CHAMBERS. 

The bill (H. R, 7299) for the relief of Green Chambers was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Green Chambers, late a private in Company H, 
One hundred and fifteenth United States Colored Troops. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL MILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 7401) granting a pension to Samuel Miller was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Samuel Miller, late a private in Company C, 
Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves. 

The bill was-reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH HARBAUGH. ‘ 

The bill (H. R. 6895) granting a pension to Sarah Harbaugh was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion.roll the name of Sarah Harbaugh, widow of George F. Harbaugh, 
late a private in Company C, Sixty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 


The bill (H. R. 2060) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand was 
announced as next in order. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLoM in the chair). The Chair 
calls attention to the fact that this hill has been passed already by both 
Houses as a Senate bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the Sen- 
ate bill has been passed by the House—a bill similar to this. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill ought then to be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is a House bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey | Mr. SEWELL] notified the Clerk of the Senate 
that the Senate bill had been passed by the House, and that this bill 
should be indefinitely postponed when reached. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let it be indefinitely postponed. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 


WILLIAM DERMODY, 


The bill (H. R. 1505) granting a pension to William Dermody was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Dermody, late a private in Company 
E, Fifth Regiment New Jersey Infantry, and in Company H, Seventh 
Regiment New Jersey Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, Srdered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD L. HILL. 


The bill (H. R. 5333) granting a pension to Edward L. Hill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Edward L, Hill, late of Company G, Fifteenth 
Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


\ ROXANA V. ROWLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5306) granting a pension to Roxana V. Rowley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Roxana V. Rowley, of Winona, Minn., widow 
of the late Franklin Rowley, first lieutenant of Company D, One hun- 
dred and ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JULIA CONNELLY. $ 


Thebit (H. R. 6257) for the relief of Julia Connelly was considered 


asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Julia Connelly, widow of Thomas Connelly, late a private 
in Company G, Seventy-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cay- 
al : 


ry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES L. M’CLARRAN. 


The bill (H. R. 1943) grantin ag rovers James L. McClarran was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James L. McClarran, late of Company H, 
‘Twenty-third Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the'third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH PROST. 

The bill (H. R. 5307) granting a pension to Lieut. Joseph Prost was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Joseph Prost, late a lieutenant of Company E, 
Fifty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY ANIN. 

The bill (H. R. 5334) granting a pension to Henry Anin was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Henry Anin, late a private in the Forty-first 
Regiment United States Colored Troops. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACKSON STEWARD. 


The bill (H. R. 7979) granting a pension to Jackson Steward was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-ro]l the name of Jackson Steward, late a member of Companies 
Cand E of the Sixth Kansas Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARGARET A. JACOBY. 


The bill (H. R. 5021) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 


od LO 
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the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby, widow of Sand- 
ford Jacoby, late of Company F, Seventieth New York Volunteers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That does not show the rank the soldier held. 
It says “‘late of Company F.” Was hean officer ora private? I think 
the report had better be read to let us see whether that is correct in 
point of form. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
on the 25th of May, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to: whom was referred the bill (H. R.5021) grant- 
art RON ORNS AS HRT: , have examined the same, and re- 


phat an examination ofthe proofs in this case satisfies the committe thatthe 
House is correct. adopted, and isas follows 
yoann i as husband of the claimant, enlisted April 
nANAW ee TONT ARR ADA NaS 
July 1, ion was submitted for admission 
cember Liisi and approved for 
him a pension for $5 per month, 
ber 7,1875, date of soldier’s disappearance, 
July 17, 1885, and rejected by the ena aray idei n the groun 
that fact, date, and cause of soldier’s death not shown, and inabili ty of pa vise 


to furnish the necessary proof. 
“The basis of the elaita is that while the soldier was en herr eld 


wass from chronic diarrhea and deafness while in the serv- 
ice; that while ap mle a aT AIT New York, 
on or about the 7th e An gma 1875, he left and hasnever been heard from 
since; that she made diligent search = for him, and thatshe has been 
unable to ascertain or so sayi and that she verily believes he 
is now deceased; that he ru prea a 3k before he left and had done 
no.work; that he was are pater y Sect repera ees 
seem to be in his right d; that he was not then able to support deponent, 
and that she has not received any from him since. 

“Dr, Charles M. Lawrence, of Port Jervis, N. Y., testifies that he treated sol- 
diér upon his and return from the Army for chronic diarrhea and 
deafness, and has treated him at frequent intervals for said disabilities up to 
1873, when he removed to Greene, Chenango County, New York, and that said 


diseases were ov n rove fatal, 
“ Dr, Marcus M. Chenango County, New York, testifies that 
he chronic diarrhea at intervals from 


s cates that when her husband returned from the Army in 1864he 


ng 
ch probably have proven fatal before this date (A 
doubt $ his complaints were caused by exposure w) 


been 

continuous since her except for six or seven maA jera she lived at 
Greene, Che a fon York, during which time she was deserted by 
her husband, a since that time her sister has resided at Port Jervis, N. Y. 

“Adela Cunningham, Murates Eireag raa eS in int and Lucius P. Clark ali 
— fy Poesy the said Sanford Jacoby d in 1875, and have never seen 

m si 
oes rear pee the Secretary of the Interiar, regarding the presumption of 

> hag nad egg rire wpa ry ate, poro Doat ORIBE sok 
dior’s death, but the ot hisdeath from causes connected with the 
service is so strong as to on ge Fog allowance of a claim for pension made on 
bers pepe his widow, chil „or titers Seema 

$ pd = a 

a The eee of common law is that a who has been absent and 
not been heard from for seven seus is dead. The prumpa may propery 
be accepted under the law, and if, when last h m, soldier was 
r injury pod cme in the line of dut; 

occurred 


suffering from seri: 
from such cause f 


circumstances to rebut presumption. 
“Your com: are of the belief the with the fact that the sol- 
peas has not been paid his pension since his disa; 


disease contract a tat ibe pidi indent, aed d that his Santis the oaths 
ora, contracted while inservice in the ‘line of duty, and scat that the 

The oie herewith reported to, the Senate with a A E that it do 
pass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ought not the bill to state that he was a private? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will not hurt it, but it is not very material. 

Mr. BLAIR. He is described y by his company. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But there may be a technical ty very pos- 
sibly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He will be taken to be a private unless specified 
as an officer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the statement of the Senator from Missouri 
that that is the law, of course I have no observation to make. It is 
rather a loose way of doing the thing, I think. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The rank of a soldier is determined by the 
papers on file in the Pension Office. Of course those will be examined 
by the Commissioner of Pensions in di what pension to grant. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, But in all those bills, rightly, as I suppose, it is 
stated, except in this one, what rank the person held. Here is one that 
does not state what rank he held. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Idonot believe there is any doubt about the law. 
Unless the papers show to the contrary he will be taken to be a private 
or a non-commissioned officer. 

= EDMUNDS. Repo be happsnet- io Dre AMn 

Mr. COCKRELL. papers will have to show that in the 
office before he wili got the pension. 

Mr. WILSON, of The discharge or muster-out will show 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course the papers would shéw; but then that 


would go to prove that all these provisions in the special laws which 
describe the status of the person are entirely unnecessary and we might 
in those bills merely say, “‘ You are to put this person,” of such a regi- 
ment, in order to identify who he was, “on the pension-roll.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. This is not an unusual form, however. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is from my listening here during the day. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘‘Subject to the limitations of the pension laws” is 
all that is necessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then there is a good deal that is unnecessary in 
describing what the person was in all these bills. 

Mr. TELLER. That is for the purpose of identity only; there can 
be no other purpose. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Yielding to the Senators who know so much more 
about it, I make no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUCY G. DUTCHER. 


The bill (H. R. 6430) granting a pension to Lucy G. Dutcher was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lucy G. Dutcher, widow of Nathaniel Dutcher, 


by | late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ADALINE P, LOY. 


The bill (S. 2479) granting a pension to Mrs. Adaline P. Loy was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mrs. Adaline P. Loy, widow of Joseph F. Loy, 
late captain of Company H, Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to ‘the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA WILKINS. 


The bill (S. 349) grantinga pension to Eliza Wilkins was.considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes a ag the pension- 
roll the name of Eliza Wilkins, widow of Orrin Wilkins, late a private 
in Company A, First Regiment of Iowa Cavalry. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SIDNEY DENTON. 


The bill (S. 2420) granting a pension to Sidney Denton was cousid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sidney Denton, late a private in Company F, 
Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed. for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN G. WARREN. 


The bill (S. 2391) granting a egy to John G. Warren was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John G. Warren, late a private in the Eighth 
Regiment Wisconsin Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALONZO RAYMOND. 

The bill (S. 2388) granting a pension to Alonzo Raymond was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Alonzo Raymond, fatherof Platt Green Raymond, 
late a private in Company E, Fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, at 
$12 per month. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH GARAGHTY. 

The bill (S. 2366) granting a pension to Elizabeth Garaghty was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Elizabeth hty, widow wen Michael Garaghty, 
late of Company A, Forty-fourth Wisconsin Volun 

The bill was reported to the Senate without pagar ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARCEL GAGNON. 
a pension to Marcel Gagnon was consid- 
It proposes to place on the pen- 
igi ad ERARA Hatch’s bat- 


The bill (S. 2363) granti 
ered as in Committee of the 
sion-roll the name of Marcel Gagnon, 


talion Minnesota cavalry, at REER A rate of $10 per month, in lieu of the 


sion he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH C. WRIGHT. 

The bill (S. 1614) granting a pension to Sarah C. o—* was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen 
sion-roll the name of Sarah C. Wright, widow of John W. Wright, Tate 
of Company D, atone Adio Regiment Enrolled Militia of Missouri, 

pensioned b y special act of Congress approved January 


1886. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without yrsa ordered to Se en reported to the Senate with a recommendation that it do 


be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES F. HILDRETH. 


The bill (H. R. 4124) granting a pension x Charles F. Hildreth was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. e propose o p to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Charles F. Hildreth, late surgeon of the For- 
tieth Massachusetts nt. 
The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARIA A. BIRNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 7156) to increase the pension of Antionette Birney, 
widow of Maj. Gen. David B. Birney, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported to amend the bill, in line 4, by 

out the name ‘‘Antionette’’ and inserting “Maria A.;” soas 
to make the bill read: 
nd he is hereb 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Maria A. Bimey, widow Maj. 
Gen, David B. Birney, from $30 to a month, subject to ie PEOVER 


limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘*A bill to increase the pension 
of Maria A. Birney, widow of Maj. Gen. David B. Birney.” 


JOHN WINES. 


The bill (S. 2478) granting a pension to John Wines was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the pension-roll 
the name of John Wines, father of Rufus H. Wines, late a private in 
Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment Michigan Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA M'ILWAIN. 


The bill (H. R. 7162) granting a pension to Martha Mcliwain was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Mattha McIlwain, widow of Robert J. Mc- 
Tenin late a sergeant of Company K, Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Reserves. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I woyld like the Senator from New Hampshire to 
state what the term ‘‘ Pennsylvania Reserves’’ means. Does it seem 
to imply necessarily that these people were in the war ? I dare say they 
were in fact; but for the benefit of the record I should like to have the 
Senator state about that. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Pennsylvania Reserves were among the best drilled 
and bravest and most efficient of the troops on the Union side in the late 
war. They participated with great distinction in the battle of Gettys- 


burg. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Were they United States troops, or only State 
troops? x 

Mr. BLAIR. They went by that name, but they were in the service 
of the United States. I do not know but they may properly be said to 
have been the crack troops of Pennsylvania. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS A. ROWLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 6250) to increase the of Thomas A. Rowley 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. Itprovides that Thomas 
A. Rowley, late a brigadier-general of volunteers, shall be entitled to 
receive an increase of pension of $10 per month in addition to the al- 
lowance heretofore paid to him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much was the previous allowance? Letus 
hear the report. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 26, 1886: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6250) 
ue a pension to Thomas A. Rowley, have examined the same, and re- 


P That an examination of the proofs in this case satisfies the committee that the 

report of the House is correct. It is adopted, and is as follows: 
“Thomas A. Rowley was colonel of the One hundred and second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; promoted to be bri eral. He is now in re- 
inj of Fair Oaks, Va., which 


disa! 
“There 6 a cicatrix 1 inch to = left of crest foe ete. over inferior 
gof periosteum. 


from site of 
of hemicrania. We think the t rating too ANATS coe ait 
ia. e resen: s 
General isabilitie 


y para- 
considering the serious nature of the wound received inthe 


mittee, co 
pee helpless condition at present time, which is clear? nay AOR, Someene 
with his extreme ageand poverty, recommend the passage o 


or. EDMUNDS. Is that a House bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REBECCA ROBERTS. 

The bill (H. R. 8111 Res ee ee eee 
aldo ns bs Gommition te the Whe to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Rebecca Roberts, pe wn of Clark Roberts, who 
was lately surgeon of the One hundred and first Regiment Ilinois Vol- 
unteers, at the rate provided by the pension Jaws for widows of sur- 
geons in volunteer regiments. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


K. G. BILLINGS, 


The bill (H. R. 2242) restoring to the pension-roll the name of K. 
G. Billings was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of K. G. Billings, of Lancaster 
County, South Carolina, formerly a soldier in the Mexican war. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. What is the troubleabout 
that Mexican veteran? 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no trouble about it. 
putting him on the roll again. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Kohoni like to haat tbe epee 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 26, 1886: 


We are storing him, 


‘omm: to the petition of Fay, 
mit the i eee to be restored to the edora iapa back pension, sul- 
mit t win: 

“The comameitaes after examination. find that at the outbreak of the war with 
Mexico Kennedy G. Billings enlisted as a lieutenant in Captain Cantey's com- 
pany ofthe regiment of South Carolina ig share and served with distinetion 
during that entire war, as is shown by the affidavit of T. J. Mackey, filed 
in this case, he fought with great bravery, doing honor to himself and his coun- 
try, and at the time w: his com beeame reduced, by casualties in battle, 
from one pare and fifteen to but nine or ten gen fit for Fay „he voluntarily 

the en of Chapultepec and 


of January, 1854, a pension a ited said Billings 
said war,at the rate i $17 Kopae manh pay- 
the Chartes- 


grani paoa wg np to the 4th 
S aim anyin 1860, when, without snig any reason, the agent declined 
no payment on aceount of said 


Taarak 


date. 

nion that said Billings should be restored to 
the pension-rolls at the rate of $17 per month, and to that end report the accom- 
sai rea bill, with recommendation that it do pass.” 


The crag is herewith reported to the Senate with a recommendation 
that it do J 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that bill read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be again read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would that bill as it stands give this person an 
allowance for the twenty-five years or over that have passed since he 
got his pay? And Laat’ the acting chairman of the committee can 
tell us what this person ed about during the four years from 
1861 to 1865. Weought to to deal fairly with ali these cases and all alike 
upon some fair principle. Ifthe present state of the law is as I suppose— 
I do not at this moment remember, though I think it is—that those who 
were on the pension-roll and went into the rebellion lost their right to 
a pension, to take out this particular would beinvidious. Ido 
not say whether I would not vote to restore all, beginning from now, 
for their old services; but that is quite another question. To take out 
this person and put him on the pension-roll and leave every- 
body else off would seem to require some explanation. I would like 
to hear from my friend from New Hampshire on this point. ’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that that case be passed over informally. I am 
anxious to get through with the rest of the pension bills to-day. The 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAwYER] reported the ease, and is more 
familiar with it than I am. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

LYDIA HADLOCK. 


The bill (H. R. 1142) granting a pension to Lydia Hadlock was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to paa on the 
pension-roll the name of Lydia Hadlock, of Lexington, Mass., widow 
of Colburn Hadlock, who served three months in the war of 1812. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out, inning in line 5, the 
words ‘‘act of approved March 9, 1878 (twentieth Statutes at 
Large, page 27),”’ and then, after the words ‘‘ widow of Colburn Had- 
lock,” to strike out the words ‘‘ who served three months in the war of 
FEE say, ‘‘widow of Colburn Hadlock, late a soldier of the war 
o f 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that point I should like to hear the report. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rt will be read. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. [I ask to have the bill read again. ’ 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read, and the report. 


The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me ask the Senator from Missouri what is his ob- 
jection to the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We never pass a bill referring to any special act 
which is the law. This says, according to a certain act. There is no 
necessity for that, for the act named is a general pension law. Then 
it says ‘“‘ who served three months in the war of 1812.” This man 
never was an enlisted soldier, but was a teamster, and the record shows 
that. Let the rt be read. 

Mr. EDMUN I asked to have the report read. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The report also shows that he discharged 
the duties of a soldier in the artillery. 

Mr. HOAR. Iknowthis oldlady very well. She livesin Lexington, 
Mass., now, and lived formerly in the town where I was born, Concord. 
I was not aware of this application; it has come through somebody else 
sapi ae; but I know very well that Mr. Hadlock received a bounty as 
a soldier, 

Mr. COCKRELL. A Jand-warrant? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; a land-warrant. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
May 26, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. a grant- 
ing a pension to Lydia Hadlock, have examined the ears and report 
an examination of the proofs in this case satisfies the committee that the 
House report is correct. It is adopted, and is as follows: 
“ Lydia Hadlock, ninety-two years of age, is the widow of Colburn Hadlock, 
Niaradke sage in the war o 1812, and whose pin ater hegr on the rolls as a 
teamster. He served less than a year, but during his time of service was at- 

tached to the artillery, and performed h. his duties as other soldiers did to the 
close of the war. He received a land-warrant, as appears from the records of 
the Interior Sy anlage mi 

“In view Bey canton these fac 
mend the oseege o of the Sbil. vd 

The bill th renee to the Senate with a recommendation that it do 
pass, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. This isa House bill; and while its recitals 
may be somewhat unusual, yet it seems to me they are not sufficiently 
so to jus an amendment and sending the bill to the House. 

Mr. COC. LL. I withdraw my motion to amend. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The lady can get a pension under this bill 
as well as under any other form. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am inclined to think on looking at the act re- 
ferred to in the House bill that it is wise and necessary to have it in, 
because it is by force of that act and not the general pension laws that 
this pension can be defined. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a general pension Jaw. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is possibly, but I think the House were rather 
wise in putting it in. 

The PR ING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without prema ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNA A. PROBERT. 


The bill (H. R. 7703) granting a pension to Anna A. Probert was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Anna A. Probert, widow of George C. Probert, 

te a first lieutenant in the Third Ohio Cavalry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLARK BOON. 

Tho bill (H. R. 7931) increasing the pension of Clark Boon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposa to increase the 
pension of Clark Boon, late a member of Company H, Thirty-third 

Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, to $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID M. RENNOE. 

The bill (H. R. 7914) to increase the pension of David M. Rennoe 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of David M. Rennoe, late a private in Company H of the 
Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, to $30 per month, in lieu 
of the pension now received. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, an 

STEPHEN D. MEAD. 

The bill (S. 2460) granting a pension to Stephen D. Mead was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Stephen D. Mead, late a private in Company 
b, Seventh Regiment Michigan Cavalry. 

"The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCES MOSHER. 


The bill (H. R. 7965) for the relief of Frances Mosher was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 


ts of actual service as a soldier your committee recom- 


roll the name of Frances Mosher, widow of Hiram A. Mosher, late a 
private in Company F, Tenth Minnesota Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ARLANTA T. TAYLOR. 


The bill (H. R. 7310) granting a on to Mrs. Arlanta T. Taylor 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole.- It pro: poses to place on 
the pension-roll the nameof Arlanta T. Taylor, widow of John T. Taylor, 
who was a private in Company B, First Engineers Missouri Volunteers. 
TEn COCKRELL. I must ask that that bill be passed over infor- 

y- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will bo laid aside, rotaining 
its place on the Calendar. 

JOHN Il. HUNTER. 


The bill (H. R. 5324) granting a pension to John H. Hunter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John H. Hunter, late a private in Company B, 
One hundred and forty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY F. BLAKE. 


The bill (H. R. 1520) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Blake 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Mary F. Blake, widow of the late Commodore Homer 
Crane Blake, United States Navy, from $30 to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA 8, JOHNSON, 


` ‘The bill (H. R. 8078) for the relief of Lydia S. Johnson was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Lydia S. Johnson, of Yates, Orleans County, Saw 
York, a nurse in the Army during the late civil war, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC FOSSETT. 


The bill (H. R. 5261) granting a pension to Isaac Fossett was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro’ to place the name 
of Isaac Fossett, late a private in Company t Minnesota Cavalry, 
on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


C. K. HUGHES. . 


The bill (H. R. 2144) granting a pension to C. K. Hughes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of C. K. Hughes, Jate major of the One hundred 
and forty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN CORCORAN. 


The bill (H. R. 1815) granting a pension to Ellen Corcoran was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Ellen Corcoran, sister of Eugene Corcoran, late chap of the Fif- 
tieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll, at $20 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY SULLIVAN. 


The bill (H. R. 308) ipa, a penalo to Mary Sullivan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro’ to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary Sullivan, widow of Michael Sullivan, late 
a private in Company K, Ninety-third Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN H. WESTERHOUSE. 


The bill (H. R. 6721) granting a pension to John H. Westerhouse, 
late of Company F, First Regiment Potomac Home Brigade (Thir- 
teenth) Maryland Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of John H. 
Westerhouse, late of Company F, First Regiment Potomac Home 
Brigade (Thirteenth) Maryland Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALFRED M. OWEN’S CHILDREN. 
The bill (H. R. 4689) for the relief of the children of the late Sur- 
n Alfred M. Owen and to increase their pensions was considered as in 

Conn ittee of the Whole. It proposes to allow to Alfred C. Owen, 
Christine Q. Owen, Kathleen D. B. Owen, and Albert T. Owen, minor 
children of the late Surgeon Alfred M. Owen, United States Navy, a 
pension of $15 each per month, to continue until each child shall re- 
spectively attain the age of sixteen years, in lieu of the pension now 
paid them. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
June 1, 1886: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the porn ye R. 4689) for the 
relief of the children of the late Surgeon Alfred M. Owen, and to increase their 
pensions, have examined the same and report: 

Your committee have carefully considered the facts of this aetna concur 
in the annexed report of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions (House 
pr ss No. 934) and recommend the pasaga of the bill, 

‘The naval career of the deceased officer, which began in May, 1869, was one of 
exceptional it, and was made conspicuous by an unus y wide range of 
duties by sea and land. From his entry into the service until his death he was 
constantly employed, exercising professional attainments of a very high order. 
and that he dignified every duty assigned him by the zeal, co’ fidelity, an 
intelligence displayed in its execution is the testimony of all who knew him. 

He was al ways conscientious, earnest, skillful, kind, and courteous, command- 
ing thereby the affection and confidence of the sick,and the and admi- 

In February, 1882 he rted for duty at the yard, P la, and af 

n February ere for duty navy- , Pensacola, and afew 
months later was it e the much-dreaded patlier fever. By his judicious 
sanitary provisions and personal force and courage he established a cordon of 
environment which preserved the naval station from the plague which devas- 
tated the yalghhcring city. At the height of the epidemic, when the physicians 
of Pensacola had been cut off by the fell disease, he bravely volunteered to go 
into the city to attend the afflicted. 

In the following summer (1883) he was without medical assistance, performin; 
the quadruple duty of surgeon of the navy-yard, su of the naval hospital, 
surgeon of the reservation, and quarantine officer-of the lower bay. 

A return of the fever was looked for. Every officer who could , spared was 
permitted to leave, and this brave officer could have been detached upon appli- 
cation, but he scorned the thought. 

August 14,1883, the fever reappeared. Overexertion and exposure to the sun 
had caused Surgeon Owen a partial sunstroke in July, and while yet suffering 
from this, he was, on coy rege 16, himself seized with the fever. For two da 
there was no one on land to treat the hero, and on the 22d he died. His faithful 
wife was untiring in her efforts at his bedside, and within a day or so after his 
death she was stricken with the same disease; at midnight of the 29th she was 
buried by his side, 

They left behind them four children, between the ages of three months and 
eight years, each of whom and their nurse also had the fever. 

he committee therefore recommend that the amounts named in the bill be 
allowed to the four children of the deceased, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 5 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senate has passed a bill allowing $100 instead of 
$60. This is the House bill. The Senate bill has held in the 
House committee, and I now move that the House be requested to re- 
turn the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered unless objec- 
tion be made. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does not this bill mean that if a man 
served in the Army and did not die and did not get killed and did not 
get wounded, and if after the war he died of yellow fever we will 
pension his family? Does not the bill mean just that and nothing else ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no bill before the Senate. 


The Secretary will read the next bill. 
“MARY A. VAN ETTEN. 


The bill (H. R. 6170) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Etten was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary A. Van Etten, widow of James F. Van 
Etten, late of Company A, Thirteenth Regiment of New York Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ‘ 

SUSAN SMITH, 


The bill (H. R. 4552) for the relief of Susan Smith was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Susan Smith, widow of Michael Smith, late first lieuten- 
ant of Company I, One hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


H. D. HOBBS. 


The bill (S. 2463) ting a pension to H. D. Hobbs was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of H. D. Hobbs, late a private in Company G, Second 
Regiment District of Columbia Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOUISE PAUL. 

The bill (S. 2502) granting a pension to Lonise Paul was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Louise Paul, widow of Brig. Gen. Gabriel R. Paul, de- 
ceased, late of the United States Army, at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUCY E, ANDERSON. 

The bill (S. 2301) granting a pagon to Lucy E. Anderson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the committee with an amendment, which 
was, in line 7, after the word ‘‘Anderson,’’ to insert: 

Late first lieutenant and adjutant Twentieth Indiana Volunteers, afterward 
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captain and-appointed major of volunteers by brevet for gallant and meritori- 
ous servioss te the cam: FP 


paign terminating in the capture of Petersburg and the 
irginia. 


surrender of the insurgent army of Northern V; 
So that the bill as amended will read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitation of the pen- 
sion ody heap name of Lucy E. Anderson, widow of . William A. Ander- 
son, late first lieutenant and adjutant Twentieth Indiana Volunteers, afterward 
capiain, and ay pees major of volunteers by brevet for gallant and meritori- 
ous in the campaign terminating in the capture of urg and the 
su of the insurgent army of Northern Virginia, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $25 per month from and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. ; 1 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
HORACE W. BROWNELL., 


The bill (S. 2570) granting a pension to Horace W. Brownell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Horace W. Brownell, late a second lieutenant 
in the Sixth Vermont Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY HOWARD FARQUHAR. 


The bill (H. R. 1201) for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar was 
considered as in committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
on-roll the name of Mary Howard Farquhar, widow of the late 
Maj. and Bvt. Lieut. Col. Francis V. Farquhar, Corps of Engineers, 
United States Army, and daughter of the late Maj. Gen. Alpheus S. 
Williams, United States volunteers, at the rate of $40 per month, in 
lieu of the pension which she now receives. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM F. CLARK. 


The bill (H. R. 4386) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
lace on the pension-roll the name of William F. Clark, formerly of the 
First Connecticut Cavalry, at the rate of $45 per month, in lien of the 
pension now received by him. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET LUCY. 


The bill (H. R. 7511) granting a ear to Margaret Lucy was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Margaret Lucy, dependent mother of George W. 
Lucy, late a private in Company G, Nineteenth Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELVIRA BLISS SHELDON. 


The bill (S. 2029) grantingan increase of pension to Elvira Bliss Shel- 
don was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out the word “forty”? 
and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place-on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws,the name of Elvira Bliss Sheldon,an ex-Army nurse and widow of 
Joel S. Sheldon, late a commissary and lieutenant of volunteers,and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension now Sanebyed WY her, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This concludes the pension bills, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I respectfully move that the Senate do now ad- 

ourn. ? 

. The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 52 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 7, 1886, at 12 o’clock m. 


: . 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 5, 1886. i 
The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. : 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ADDITIONAL CLERK IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the dis- 
bursing clerk of the Department recommending that provision be made 
in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill for an addi- 
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tional clerk in his office for the next fiscal year; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leaye of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. JoHN M. Tay or, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BURLEIGH, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. FLEEGER, for five days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. FREDERICK, for ten days, on account of important business, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ZANESVILLE, OHIO. 


Mr. WILKINS. Task by unanimous consent to move that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be from 
the further consideration of the bill (S. 206) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Zanesville, Ohio, and that the same 
be now considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &e,, a the Sec: u au- 

rany of the Treas prz oa, and he hereby is, 


thorized and directed provide a suitable site, and cause 
pe erected thereon at the ity of Zan peer es ber ers yr Ohio, ‘a substan- 


according to plana, ere = previously ma 
n; and 

the Sere of the Treasury, shall not Ans I the cost 
Patties by an oj 
for the purposes inted, 

out of any racy rii the oe not otherwise app Ssspende 
under the directi Secretary of the Treasury : Provided, That no part of 
said sum shall be ex shaded until a valid title to the said site shall ~ vested in 
the United States, the State of Ohio shall cede to the United States exclusive 
jurisdiction over thesame, during the percents the United States shall be or remain 
the owner thereof, for all the administration of the criminal 
laws of said State and the Patan seis pr Shana vil process therein. 

She as arg Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. MORRISON, Iwish to ask the gentleman from Ohio a ques- 
tion. Is it usual to put the appropriation in bills of this kind? 

Mr. WILKINS. It has been done on very many occasions, and on 
most of the bills that have this House. Iam quite willing the 
nicely emer should be stricken out if the gentleman from Illinois de- 
sires i 

Mr. “HOLMAN. Is the whole appropriation made? 

Mr. WILKINS. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that I 

pose to strike out $50,000, and limit the amount to $100,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding that it will not be here- 
after increased ? 

Mr. WILKINS. Certainly. That clause is in the bill. 

ie geese Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. WILKINS. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘$150,000" i 


wherever it occurs and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘ $100,000.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pes and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I ask by unanimous consent that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 763), and that the same be now 
considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, 
a suitable pana with paoar vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 


United States and cireuit ree internal-revenue office, and 

other Nahe pete anes 8 at the of Sioux ee Iowa. The 

t and a 
ete bie ree ee em 


of $100, That the site shall leave the buildi be gat S0 me 
from fire cH acent baling by: an open space of not ‘ies that 40 feet, inelod 
ing streets alleys; and no money A; for this purpose shall 


y 

be available until a valid title to the site for g 
United States, nor until the State of Iowa shall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the bacon the United States shall be 
or remain the owners thereof, for all purposes e: the administration of the 
parce nee ph of said State and the service of pra l process therein, For the 
is act the sum of poh per began na? is hereb: lain out of any money 


a oe y appro) 
Inthe rea of Wie penarikan 


same to be expended under 
Secretary ofthe Treasury: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommended the 
following amendment: 


Insert in the twelfth line, after the word “dollars,” the following: 

“ Nor shall any site be purchased until estimates oa the areth of a build- 
ing which will furnish t accommodations for the transaction of the public 
business, and whisk ahalbaos EURAS tn noes tee DAING of tne DAAN toe lim- 

‘or 
said ‘ing, shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury svolving an 
exceeding the said sum of $100,000, ' 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STRUBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. [I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER. Theregularorderisdemanded. The regular order 
yeh nro gg feo aok Onee 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] will withdraw the call for the regular order for a moment to en- 
able me to call up a bill. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
House Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 9116) to pro- 
vide for holding terms of the United States courts at Texarkana, Ark., 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is the call for the regular order withdrawn? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] aska 
unanimous consent to take from the House Calendar for present con- 
sideration the bill indicated by him. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. BEACH. I demand the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular omer is demanded, and the Chair will 
proceed to call the standing and select committees. * 


BRIDGE NEAR CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 8880) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn. ; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

SECTION 4887 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Patents, reported, as a 
subs:itute for H. R. 3656, a bill (H. R. 9128) to amend section 4887 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time. referred 
to the reaps Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be 
Pes orig original bill (H. R. 3656) was laid on the table. 


SAMUEL SAWYER. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, rted 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4028) granting a pension to Samuel Saw- 
yer; which was refi to the Committee of the Whole House on tho 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
: REBECCA WISWELL. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 9129) granting a pension to Rebecca Wiswell; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JANE D. MUMFORD. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported batk favorably the bill (S. 1184) granting a to Jane D. 
Mumford; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House’ 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

GRACE F. EDES. 
Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
back adversely the bill (S. 2144) granting an increase of pension 
to Grace F. Edes; which, on motion of Mr. RANDALL, was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE BLISS. 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (S. 1783) granting an increase of pension 
to George Bliss; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

SARAH O'BRIEN. 


Mr. PINDAR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a 
bill (H. R. 9130) ) granting a to Sarah O’Brien; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. PINDAR, the Committee on Invalid Pensions wag 
discharged from the farther consideration of the bill (H. R. 8838) grant- 
ing a pension to Louise Paul; and also of the bill (S. 1112) granting a 
pension to Pheebe H. Meech; ’ and the same were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

WILLIAM If. RANDLE. 

Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Claims, 
the bill (H. R. 5111) for the relief of William H. 


back favorably 
e; which was re- 
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ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
DE. JOHN B. READ. 
Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Claims, repo 
tute for H. Res. 7, a joint resolution (H. Res, 179) in relation to the 
claim made by Dr. John B. Read against the United States for the al- 


rted, as. a substi- 


a of projectiles claimed as the invention of said Read, and by 

alleged to have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement 
rr between him and the War Department, and for which no compen- 
sation has been made; also, in relation to the claim of William E. Wood- 
bridge, based upon the plea of alleged priority in this line of invention; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
se ordered to be printed. 

e original joint resolution (H. Res. 7) was laid on sich table. 


DAVIDSON DICKSON AND OTHERS.” 


Mr. SMALLS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 290) for the relief of Davidson Dickson and others; $ 
which was. referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vaté Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The call of standing and select committees was concluded, no fur- 
ther reports being presented. 


SEMON BACHE & CO, 


Mr. RANDALL. Task consent to make a report from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations touching an item in the Book of Estimates, of 
which the committee desire some other of the standing committees 
should have jurisdiction by authority of the House. I desire to sub- 
mit by instructions of the Committee on Appropriations the proposition 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolred, That the Commit some TS 
sideration of an item in the Book of | Staten foe 156 1887, aa eee 

“To refund the duty paid by Semon Bache & Co., oP Wew York, upon glass 
from imported stock furnished to the National Museum and the New Orleans, 
Louisville, and Cincinnati lary gre for exhibition cases, $3,562. 

And that the same be referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. RANDALL. I am not clear whether this might not properly 
go to the Committee on Ways and Means—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, except by unanimous con- 
sent. It appears to bea claimagainst the United States; and although 
it may have arisen out of the administration of the revenue laws, yet 
under the amended rules of the House all claims of every character, 
unless unanimous consent be given for some other reference, must go 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RANDALL. That was the judgment of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2225) to indemnify certain subjects of the Chinese Empire 
for losses sustained by the violence of a mob at Rock Springs, in the 
ete of Wyoming, in September, 1885. 

EAREN i also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 5874) to alter and amend the act entitled ‘‘An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and line from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, mili 

July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Congress approved 
July 2, 1864, in amendmentof said first-named act; asked a conference 
with the House upon the amendments to said bill; and had appointed 
as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. PLUMB, Mr. VAN WYCK, 
and Mr. WALTHALL. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. > 


Mr. HOLMAN. Imovethatthe House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 

appropriation bills. 

Mr. COBB. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that motion for a mo- 
ment. On behalf of the Committee on Public I desire to ask 
the House to consider a Senate bill reported from that committee and 
now on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the motion for the t. 

Mr. COBB. I ask unanimous consent to have kexts and put on 
its passage at this time the bill (S. 149) forfeiting a part of certain lands 
Stas sitet of railroadsin 

t State, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. STRAIT and others called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill is not before the House. - 

Mr. STRUBLE. Hasnotthe Committee on Public Lands the right 
of way, and may it not call up that bill at the time? 

The SPEAKER. 


That right would not operate until after the hour 
for the consideration of bills. 


hardly feel justified in 


tary, and other purposes,’’ approved | the 


Mr. HOLMAN. I now renew my motion. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, By order of the House the business of the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads is made a order for to-day. I. 
wish to say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who has 
just proposed to bring up the legislative dey pemegproy bill at this time, 
that there is a very important bill repo: m the Committee on Pa- 
cific Railroads which we would like to have considered to-day; and I 
think we can get through with it in an hour or two. Indeed, I think 
we can get through to-day with all the bills reported from our com- 
mittee. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will consent to give way 
for the consideration of this business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is necessary, as the gentleman knows, that the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill should become a 
law before the Ist of J uly; and the Committee on Appropriations would. 
ing the responsibility of further delay in the 
consideration of that bill. Otherwise, of course, I would not hesitate 
a moment to accede to the suggestion of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I would like to make a suggestion to the 
gentleman from Indiana. Would not the gentleman be satisfied to 
allow us an hour or an hour and a half for the consideration of our busi- 

if we consent to yield the remainder of the day ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the appropriation bill will necessarily give 
rise to some general debate; and it would be impossible for me, as a 
representative of the Committee on Appropriations, to enter into any 
engagement of that character. I would be very glad to do soif I could, 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Then I will inquire of the Chair whether 
it is not in order for us to antagonize the consideration of the legislative 
bill. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state to the gentleman from Texas 
that if the House should refuse to agree to the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana it will be in order, after an hoar has been occupied i in 
the consideration of bills reported from committees, to consider special 
orders, butnot until aaen Thespecial order which the gentleman from 
Texas desires to bring up and the special order in which the gentleman 
from Missouri O ON EILL] is LENTOA are both operative only after 
the hous for the consideration of bills. 

Mr. CANNON. . If the gentleman- from Indiana [Mr.. HOLMAN ] will 
indulge me fora moment, I desire to say to gentlemen sitting about me 
who may not have heard the discussion upon the other that this 
matter of the consideration of the législative bill was refe: toin the 
Committee on Ap tions to-day; and I believe, from the expres- 
sion there made, s Ha aapea ing in that committee that 
the application for the consideration of that bill to-day should be merely 
to throw upon the House the responsibility of determining what busi- 
ness it would consider, the committee or most of its members I think 
feeling that this day is perhaps the only day that the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads will have, and recognizing the fact that the bill which 
the gentleman from Texas desires to bring up, whatever its merits, of 
which I express no opinion at this time, may involve to the Govern- 
ment over $100,000, 000. 

And they felt that perhaps this should be submitted to the House, 
so that it could use its own determination touching the matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only wish to say that I am not permitted, of 
course, to state what ired in the Committee on Appropriations, 
but I have no doubt my friend from Illinois has expressed in some de- 
gree the views of the various members, 

Every gentleman can see for himself the propriety of the passage of 
this bill before the 1st of July, since if not passed before that time, and 
the fiscal year then expiring, it becomes necessary to extend into the 
next year a law of the same character; and all gentleman understand 
objections and inconvenience of that arrangement, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Regular order. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, Concerning the understanding of the 
Committee on \ Appropriations or some members of that committee, and 
the members of Committee on the Pacific Railroads, I desire to 
state if the House does not take up the appropriation bill, that under 
the order of May 17, giving the Committee on Labor the 3d of June 
and all days’ until the business of that committee is disposed 
of, I will endeavor to call up the reports from that committee, as I be- 
lieve it is a order to the order for the Pacific railroads business. 

Mr. ALL. The order provides that this shall be a 
order, whereas the business of the Committee on the Pacific Railroads 
‘is confined to this day only, as I recollect it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. No; the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads has a continuing order until two days shall have been consumed. 
Sa order provides¢hat it shall continue until all our bills are disposed 

Mr. CRISP: If the House will indulge me a moment, the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, if they do not succeed in getting up their bill 
to-day, can do soon the next legislative day. To vote down the prop- 
osition to go into Pare ie of the Whole involves to them the loss of 


the 
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would say to the House that by the terms of the order for the consid- 
eration of his business it is not to interfere with orders. The 
gentleman conceives that the priority there refi to means priority 
of assignment, I ly submit to him that it means priority in 
the time of obtaining the order. For instance, when the gentleman 
obtained his order ours had been already obtained; and when he, by 
the terms of his order, said we will not interfere with prior orders, it 
was exactly the same asif he had said in terms he would not interfere 
or seek to interfere with the order granted by the House to our com- 
mittee. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I am perfectly willing to leave the de- 
termination of that question to the Speaker of the House. 

Mr. CRISP. I therefore ask that this day be devoted to the consid- 
eration of business of the Pacific Railroads Committee, so that the House 
may act promptly upon this important question which they present. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. This question is not debatable except by unani- 
mous consent, and the regular order has been demanded. A 

Mr. RANDALL. So much time is lost in debate on the order of 
business that we will save time by coming to a vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwish to know if it would be in order for thechair- 
man of the Committee on Pacific Railroads to move to postpone to a 
given day the consideration of bills to be called up by that committee? 

The SPEAKER. That can be done bya vote of the majority when- 
ever the bills are taken up and are under consideration before the 
House. It can only be done by unanimous consent at any other time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask if this is not a continuing order? 

The SPEAKER. The Calendar shows that both are continuing or- 
ders, one until all of the bills are disposed of and the other until two 
days have been occupied. 

. SPRINGER. I respectfully submit to the House that this Pa- 
cific Railroad matter is one covering a period of seventy years, and 
there is no necessity for such extraordi haste in its consideration, 
whereas the legislative bill must be passed by both Houses within 
twenty-six days from this time. [Cries of ‘“‘ Regular order!’’] 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HOLMAN, there were 
on a division—ayes 51, noes 67. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. THROCKMORTON were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 61, noes 99. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the point that no quorum has voted. 

So (no further count being demanded,) the motion of Mr. HoLMAN 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the hour for the consideration 
of bills reported from committees, which begins at five minutes to 12 
o’clock. The call rests with the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CRISP. I rise to a question of order. By the terms of the 
order assigning to-day for the Committee on Pacific Railroads the sec- 
ond hour was expressly excluded. The question was raised, if the 
Chair will recollect, at the time as to what was meant by the word 
“hours” as used in the ‘resolution. The resolution used the term 
“ hours ” instead of hour. It expressly declared, and reference to the 
RECORD will show it, that the second hour was excluded altogether, 


.and this business was to be taken up immediately after the expiration 


of the morning hour. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Georgia is correct in the 
statement he has just made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair remembers something occurred about 
the use of the word ‘‘hour,’’ and will cause the RECORD to be ex- 
amined. 

Mr. STEELE. As some members of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs are absent on public business, I shall ask that the hour for the 
consideration of bills be not used to-day. i 

-The SPEAKER. On examination of the engrossed copy of the or- 
er itap that the letter ‘‘ s” was stricken out of the word ‘‘ hours,’’ 
so that the meaning of the resolution is that this day, after the morn- 
ing hour, is set apart for consideration of measures reported from the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. CRISP. I call up the special order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I rise for a question of information. 
Under the special order adopted May 17 it was 

Resolved, That Thursday, the 3d day of June, 1886, after the hour for the con- 
sideration of bills, be set apart for the consideration of such business as may be 
presented by the Committee on Labor ; this order not to interfere with general 
appropriation.or revenue bills, bills repectat from the Committee on Public 
Lands, or prior orders; and whether so interfered with on that day or not, shall 
be a continuing order as above until the bills presented by said committee shall 
be disposed of, 

I ask if that does not constitute a prior order for the Committee on 
Labor aver the Committee on Pacific Railroads? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state in response to the gentleman 
from Missouri that it is notn now for the Chair to decide which 
of these orders shall have priority over the other. -In case they 
had both fixed for consideration after the hour for consideration of 


bills that question would have arisen. But with the amendment made 
by the House to the resolution offered by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] setting apart this day, immediately after the morning hour, 
forthe consideration of measures reported from the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads that order takes effect before the hour for the consideration 
of bills reported by the committee, whereas the order made on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri in any state of the case could only 
take effect after the hour for the consideration of bills, and that hour 
has not yet been used. Thegentleman from Georgia calls up, as he has 
aright to do under the amended order, at this time the measures re- 
ported from the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I ask the attention of the Chair to the special 
order, which is a continuing order, not to interfere with revenue or gen- 
eral appropriation bills, setting apart the 6th of May, 1886, for the con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 9, to provide for and regulate the electoral 
count. I want to know if that order has not priority; if it is not a 
prior order to that’ setting apart to-day for business of the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads. Have I the right to call up that order now? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the order to which the gentle- 
man from Tennessee alludes would have priority over certain other 
special orders. But this day, the 5th of June, is specifically set apart 
in terms by order of the House for the consideration of certain business 
reported by the Committee on Pacific Railroads: Besides, the order 
alluded to by the gentleman from Tennessee does not take effect until 
after the hour forthe consideration of bills. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Crisp} calls for consideration under the special order-—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Is it in order to raise the question of 
consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. It is always in the power of the House to raise the 
question of consideration against each bill as it is called. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I raise the question of consideration, my 
purpose being to call up measures reported by the Committee on Labor. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill called 
up by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The Cleark read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8318) to amend an act entitled “An act to aid in the construction 
of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean 
and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, mili A and 
other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 
1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both inamendment of said first-men- 
tioned act; and to provide for a settlement of the claims growing out of the issue 
of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to secure to 
the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of the companies 
therein mentioned. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri raises the question 
of consideration against this bill. Is the reading of the bill demanded 
before the question is put on consideration? If not, the question is, 
Will the House now proceed to the consideration of the bill the title 
of which has just been read? 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the “ayes” seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 31. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will ap- 
point as tellers the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] and the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HENLEY. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] 
will take his place as a teller. 
` The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 122, noes 41. 

So the House determined to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the payment of the respective indebtedness of the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company, the Kansas Pacific Railroad Company, the 
Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad Company, the Sioux City and Pacific 
Railroad Company, the Central Pacific Railroa pon pe on cg 29 the Western 
Pacific Railroad Com y. to which companies the subsidy bonds of the United + 
States were advan in aid of the Pacific railroads and branches, be author- 
ized and required upon the terms and conditions and in the manner herein- 
after provided, so that the average date of maturity of the installments in 
which said debts shall be arranged to be paid shall be October 1, 1921; and the 
payments to be made by said companies, ctively, shall be computed and 
ascertained as follows by the Secretary of the ee - 

First. To the sums ef the principal of said subsidy bonds attributable to 
each of said companies shall be added the interest paid or to be paid by the 
United States upon the same (so as to ascertain the total amounts that would 
have been due the United States for principal and interest paid onthe bonds is- 
sued to each of said companies, at their maturity, if no payments or reimburse- 
ments had been made thereon by the companies). 

Second. From said amounts so ascertained shall be deducted any payments 
or reimbursements made by any of said companies upon their indebtedness at 
any time before the Ist day of October, 1886; and also the amounts in the sink- 
ing fund properly applicable to the respective companies (computing the value 
of any bonds sinking fund at their market value, ata day to be agreed 

n by the presidents of the companies interested therein and the Secretary 
of the ury), and simple interest at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum upon 
said amounts in the sinking fund, from such day agreed upon until the average 


date of the maturity of the subsidy bonds. 


Third. Upon the remainder thus found shall be computed simple interest at 
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3} per cent. per annum from the average date of maturity of the subsidy bonds 
until the Ist day of October, A. D. 1921, which interest shall be added to said re- 
preneran aod the nina sa tes ne shall Rr dog aod yet’ re san 

forty equal parts, one of w. 1 eq parts ue and payable rill, 
1887, and an additional one at the end of each six months thereafter until the 
whole one hundred and forty shall have been paid, That is to say, the Central 
Pacific Railroad peeke dyes its successors, shall pay into the of 
the United States, when the same shall become due and payable as aforesaid, 
these installments of the indebtedness of itself and the Western Pacific Rail- 
road Company; the Union Pacific Railway Company (successor to the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company and the Kansas Pacific Railway Company) and its 
successors, shall pay ti of the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Kan- 
sas and Pacific road Company; the Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad 
Company, and its successors, shall pay those of itself; and the Sioux City and 
Pacific Railroad Company, and its successors, those of itself. 

Sec. 2, That the statutory lien and security created and subsisting under and 
by virtue of the act of Congress approved July 1, 1862, and the act of July 2, 
1864, and the act of May 7, 1878, to secure the repayment of said subsidy bonds 
and the interest thereon, as set forth in said acts, and upon all the property 
therein subjected to said statutory lien and security, shall be and remain as 
security for the payment of the said installments of said indebtedness; and in 
addition thereto, and as a further security for the prompt payment of all sums 
required to be paid into the Treasury of the United States under this act, u 
the acceptance of this act as hereinafter provided, by any of said compan’ 
all the installments of the indebtedness of said company are hereby dockaron 
to become and be a lien on any stocks, bonds, or securities of ev kind or de- 
scription, and on all railroads now owned or hereafter constru or acquired 
by such compeny, wherever the same may be situated, and all their franchises, 
telegraph lines, their rolling-stock, fixtures, and property of every kind and de- 
scription, as well as that which it,its successors or assigns, may hereafter ac- 
quire, subject to any bona fide lawfully prior and paramount lien, claim, or mort- 
gage upon any railroads now owned by such company,or upon any rail 
which such company may acquire. But this section shall not be construed to 
prevent said companies, respectively, from using and disposing of ony of their 

rty or ascets in the ordinary, proper, and lawful course of their current 
|? ness, in good faith and for uable consideration, and not in violation or 
diminution of the security and lien of the Government: That every 
such opposa of any stocks, bonds, or other securities owned by either of said 
companies, whether by sale, pledge, or otherwise, shall be reported to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury by the company making the same, within thirty nars 
after such disposition has been made: And provided further, That any of said 
companies shall be permitted to extend the payment of or refund any balance 
of its indebtedness authorized by the tenth section of the act approved July 2, 
1864, which it may be unable to pay when the same shall become due accord- 
ing to the terms of said section, at a lower rate of interest than it now bears (not 
to exceed 4 per cent, per annum, payable semi-annually); and the lien of the 
United States shall continue to be subordinate to that of the extended pay- 
ments or refunding bonds of any or either of said companies which shall so ex- 
tend or refund, on that property ae of said company upon which the original 
lien was permitted se fess on of said act. Any or either of said companies 
so entitled to extend or refund such balance of said indebtedness may issue 
their new first-mortgage bonds on the original pripa only, and shall estab- 
lish, and sustain by semi-annual deposits therein, a inki fund amply sufi- 
cient to pay off and di said new first-mortgage bonds at their maturity, 
and shal m’ pay the interest upon such new first-mortgage bonds, 

Sec. 3. That to said several companies, or any of them, accepting this act, 
or any of their successors or assigns, no money shall thereafter be paid from the 
United States Treasury for or on account of services rendered to the United 
States, or = Department of the Government thereof, over or upon the said 
railroad and telegraph line so aided by the advances of subsidy bonds, or upon 
any railroads or tel ph lines owned, leased, or operated by said company, 
until the installment next maturin r such services are rendered shall be 


fully paid as herein vided; but the obligation to pay said installments so to 
be to the Uni States by said companies, and the obligation of the United 
States to for services, shall be deemed otherwise independent: Provided. 


‘That no dividends shall be paid by any of said companies unless the same shall 
have been actually earned, nor unless said company shall have paid to the 
United States the amount of all matured indebtedness then due and payable 
under this act, and shall also have paid all debts and interest which have 
viously matured, which are secu: by a lien paramount to that of the United 
States, ex in so far as said debt shall have been extended or refunded ac- 
cording to the second section of this act. 

Src. 4. That so long as cach and every of said companies, their successors and 
assigns, shall keep their said railroads and telegraph lines in proper repair and 
use, and shall at all times transmit dispatches over said telegraph lines, and 
transport mails, troops, munitions of war, aes of public stores, and Goy- 
ernment property upon said railroads, for the Government, or any Department 
thereof, whenever requ to do so (at fair and reasonable rates of compensa- 
tion, not to exceed the lowest rates paid by any private party forthe same kind 
of service, and subject to and bound by the provisions of any act of Congress, 
and the authority exercised thereunder, relating to postal, military, or any other 
Government tra rtation, applicable alike to other railway or railroad com- 
panies), and shall give the Government preference in the use of the same for all 
the pu aforesaid, as mentioned in the sixth section of the act of July 1, 
1862, and all acts amendatory of said act, and shall make punctual payment of 
the said installments of their indebtedn and of any debtand interest secured 
by a lien paramount to that of the United States, no other or furthersums shall 
be demanded or os feo of the company, its successors or assigns, so perform- 
ing said service and complying with this act. Each of said companies, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, shall also in each year expend whatever sumsare necessary 
to maintain its railroad, rolling-stock, equipments, and operating property of 
evcry description in as good condition as the same now are, and in all respects 
in proper condition to do its business. 

‘dec. 5. That a failure for six months to it Bed of said installments, as the 


fore provided, shall be deemed, 
taken, and held to make all the said installments due and payable; and all the 
rights and securities of the United States shall be thereupon enforced. 
sec. 6. That this act shall take effect, as to the said companies and their 
branches, respectively,as hereinbefore described, upon its acce; ce by their 
boards of directors and under their corporate seals, signed by their presidents 
and countersigned by their secretaries, respectively, being filed or deposited with 
the Secretary of the Treasury within three months from the of this act; 
but if such acceptance be not so filed, said com ies shall take no benefitthere- 
from. Upon said ry dep oe being filed, and the settlementin this act provided 
for being com pies e peer ot the ie f is authorized and directed to 
sell any securities held in the sinking fund for said companies; any excess re- 
alized from such sale above the value of said securities, as estimated under the 
first section of this act, to be credited tothe company to whose sinking fund said 
securities belonged, as a payment upon its next maturing installment, and any 
deficiency below such value to be paid by said company upon demand made by 
the Secretary of the Treasury after suchsale; and said settlement shall becom- 


same shall become due and payable, as herein 


pleted on or before the Ist day of April, A. D. 1887. And at the time of said ac- 
ceptance, and as a part thereof, ea of said companies shall also file with the 
Secretary of the Treasury a full and-complete list and description of all the rail- 


roads and berg too of all stocks, bonds, and securities of every kind, and 
of all popoy w er to become and be subject to the lien of the United 
States hereinbefore provided for. Said lists and descriptions shall be given by 
their boards of directors and under their corporate oan, signed by their presi- 

rsigned by their secretaries. But such lists and descriptions 
shall not be held to be conclusive against the United States as to any matter or 
thing omitted therefrom which et me to be included therein. 

SEC. 7, That the acceptance of this act shall be deemed and held to be an ac- 
ceptance of the act approves May 7, 1878, entitled “An act to alter and amend 
the act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
rome a p ugire gong to the Paape Saa; r to secure to the garantas 

e use e same for postal, military, and other purposes,’ approv uly 1, 
1862, and also to alter and amend the act of omarion Foal i uly 2, 1864, in 
amendment of said first-mentioned act.” 


the time in this act provides, there shall be charged and co 
rig ete Aad cm, Aar es, their successors and assigns, so 
the y of July, 1886, 40 per cent. of their annual net 
tained as provided in ion lof the act of May 7,1878,in lieu of the 25 per 
cent. provided for in said act; and tothat end said act of May 7, 1878, commonly 
called the “sinking-fund act,” and any and all amendments or modifications 
thereof, be, and the same are hereby, extended to the Kansas Pacific Railway 
Company, to the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company, and to the Central 
Branch Union Pacific Railroad Company; and said act, and all amendments or 
modifications thereof, shall henceforth apply to said corporations equally as to 
those’ fically named in said act. 

Sec. 9. That in the event of the ponaevereee of the provisions of this act 
by said companies, or in the event of the failure to complete the settlement 
hereinbefore pro for in this act, it is further provided that section 3 of said 
act of May 7, 1878, be, and the same hereby is, so amended as to allow the Sec- 
retary of the ry to invest the sinking funds of said companies in the first- 
Porgy oi bonds of said companies, or any bonds or securities of the United 
States, in his discretion; or he may, with the assent of the companies, apply 
the same to the extinguishment of the interest of the subsidy bonds, 

Src. 10. That whenever, in the opinion of the President of the United States, 
it shall be deemed necessary to the protection of the interests and the preserva- 
tion of the security of the United States in respect of its lien, m , or other 
interest in any of the property of the several ee named in the first sec- 
tion of this upon which a lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance paramount 
to the right, title, or interest of the United States for the same property, or any 
part of the same, may exist and be then Jawfully liable to be enforced, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall, under the direction of the President, redeem or 
otherwise clear off such paramount lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance by 

ving the sums lawfully due in respect thereof out of the Treas: ; and the 
Jnited States shall thereupon become and be to all rights and se- 
curities theretofore pertaining to the debt, mortgage, lien, or other incumbrance 
in respect of which such payment shall have been made: Provided, That when- 
ever it shall so become necessary for the United States to pay off any part of any 
such paramount incumbrance as aforesaid, the Secretary of the Treasury may 
Se ary the payment of all money paid for such purpose, with expenses, 
and interest; and upon the failure of the company for whom such payment 
shall have been made to make such repayment, with all costs, expenses, and in- 
terest thereon, within twelve months after being notified so tọ do, the whole in- 
debtedness of said company to the United States shall, at the discretion and 
option of the President of the United States, become due and payable at any 
oy Sen and all the rights of the United States shall thereupon be en- 
forced, 

Sec. 11. That nothing in this act contained shall operate to discharge, ex- 
tinguish, diminish, or affect the rights of the Uni States in the propert; 
now belonging to or hereafter to be acquired by any of said compan on thei 
successors or assigns, as against any person or corporation who may have ac- 

uired or shall hereafter acquire rig ts in the same subsequent and subject to 
the rights of the United States, or in any way diminish or affect Ae piers if 
any,of such person or corporation to redeem such property, or be su tuted 
thereto on paying the debt due to the United States; nor shall anything in this 
act be construed or taken in any wise to affect or impair the right of Con, 


earnings, to be ascer- 


at any time hereafter, further to alter, amend, or repeal the said acts hereinbe- 
fore mentioned; and this act shall be subject to alteration, amendment, or re- 
ublic welfare may uire; 


peal, as in the opinion of De per ‘pee or the 
and nothing herein contained shall be held to deny, exclude, or impair any 
right or remedy in the premises now existing in favor of the United States, 

Sec. 12, That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General to cause the pro- 
visions of this act to be enforced, and he shall take all steps needful to that end, 
and shall make report to the President each year or oftener thereon, which re- 
port shall be laid before Con ; and until the settlementin this act provided 
for shall be completed, all existing provisions of law relating to said com ies, 
respectively, shall remain in force; and on and after the said 1st day of April,. 
pecs —— 8 and 9 of this act shall, if said settlement fail to be completed, 

"BEC, 13. That this act, and each and every provision thereof, shall severally 
and respectively be deemed, taken, and held asin alteration and amendment 
of said act of 1862, and of said act of 1864, and of said act of 1878, respectively, 
and of all of said acts. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. How much time does the gentleman from 
California [Mr, HENLEY] desire? 2 

Mr. HENLEY. In reply to the query of the gentleman from Texas 
I will state that I may have something to say in respect to this meas- 
ure before we get through, and I certainly shall ask leave to print some 
remarks upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. THROCKMORTON ] at what time he desires to have 
the previous question ordered on this bill. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Just as early as possible. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has the bill been reported unanimously by the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. It has. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then no member of that committee desires to be 
heard in opposition to it. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. No, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire before the previous question is moved to 
be permitted to make some remarks on this bill, and I would like to 
know how much time those in favor of the bill desire to occupy. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I think those in favor of the bill will not 
occupy more than two hours anda half, or two hours and three-quarters, 

Mr. HENLEY. I do not know that Ishall want to occupy an hour, 
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but I shall probably want to express some views upon the bill, and may 
occupy that time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is a bill of great im and I believe 
that those who favor it are desirous that it should be ly dis- 
cussed before the vote is taken. I confess that I am not tly 
advised now as to its merits to say what course I shall take pgs 
to the bill. I desire to be enlightened; I am here for that purpose, and 
I desire to reserve the right to be heard as this discussion progresses. 
The bill is so important that it certainly ought not to pass until after 
an exhaustive discussion. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I think the members of the committee 
ee ne Would three hours as the limit of de- 

ey ee e gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]? 

vate SP. GER. The gentleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] 

has expressed a desire to reserve at least an hour, and I suggest that 
the time be four hours. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Then, Mr. Speaker, under the circum- 
stances I will ask that the previous question shall be considered as or- 
dered on the bill and the pending amendments at 4 o’clock to-day, 
unless we get through the discussion sooner. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, is this ‘pill in Committee of the 
Whole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; it is in the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Was not this bill referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union? 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair that the 
bill was referred to the House Calendar, and that it was considered in 
the House on a previous day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. THROCKMORTON ] if it is understood that I can 
control an hour of the time. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Si ponsas porni EOE 708 and the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] together ? 

Mr. Ppt pr The gentleman from California must speak for 
himself. 


Name of railway. 


This table is from the DADUS Gee sia tament Sint, report oF Na 
toniet: oK EAN gry Page pe 
It was stated in the House but a short time ago that this indebted- 


ness was $102,834,794; that is, after to the companies all the 

moneys in the si fund, which by law are not strictly entitled to 

be credited to them, but by this bill are sought to be taken for the pur- 

of a creditora present payment. This indebtedness, it was shown, 

has been been increasing at the rate of over $1,600,000 per annum. It isin- 

creasing daily; it is increasing monthly; it is increasing yearly; and 

the time time is rapidly drawing near when these companies should be called 
upon to pay the Government. 

Now why is it that this arrearage has grown? Why is it that the 
companies have failed to keep up with what would seem to be proper 
business ts in a case like this? It must be borne in mind 
that the Sorana ppa Pe peor in which e pay- 
ments should be made, provided that interest great 
indebtedness should not be due until the time when the boai them- 
selvesare due. That is a provision in the charter which has been sus- 
tained by the Supreme Court of the United States; and it is a provis- 
ion which can not be changed, can not be affected in any manner, except 
with the consent of the companies interested therein. 

Provisions have been made to secure a sinking fund tending not only 
to care for this debt, but to care for a debt of equal amount which was 
permitted by the Government by the act of July 2, 1864—that debt for 
which the first mortgage of the companies was given and that debt 
which must be paid off before the debt of the Government can be col- 
lected by virtue of law. 

Now with this indebtedness increasing there comes to the people of 
this country these questions: Shall you risk this debt to go on increas- 

until the end of the thirty years and the ility of the companies | against 
being able to pay you at that time? Will this Government be in any 
better position if it permits this debt to go on increasing and places it- 
self in very great danger of having to redeem the underlying or enis 
mortgages to the same amount? 
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The SPEAKER protempore. Does the Chair understand the gentie- 
man from Texas as now asking unanimous consent that the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered at 4 o’clock to-day ? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Yes; orsooner, if we get oigh sooner. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
THROCKMORTON | aoe unanimous consent that the previous question 
be considered as ordered upon this bill and the pending amendments 
at 4 o'clock to-day, unless the discussion be com: at an earlier 
hour; one-half the time to be controlled by those advocating the bill, 
and the other half by those opposing it. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection and it was so ordered. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Mr. Speaker, I now yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OvTHWAITE] who reported this bill. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is what it is described 
to be in the last clause of the title. It is a bill to secure to the United 
States the payment of the indebtedness of certain railroad companies 
therein mentioned. This House and preceding Houses of Congress have 
considered so frequently the debt due the Government from the Pacific 
railroads, the manner in which it originated, the laws which author- 
ized it, and the condition into which it has fallen, that it is scarcely 
necessary for me at this time to ear ee facts. I will 
direct my remarks to these questions: 

(1) y is it necessary that Congress should take some action at 
this time? 

(2) What plan has this committee offered to subserve the best in- 
terests of the Government in this particular? 

It is evident that some are necessary because of the simple fact 
that a debt which at the time of its inception was but $64,000,000 has 
gradually increased until it now reaches the enormous sum of $109,- 
a 527.62, due from all these companies. 

The following table will exhibit the status of each, June 30, 1835, 
which is sufficiently near to show the necessity of some action being 
taken by to secure repayment to the Government of the large 
and increasing debts from these roads, if repayment is desired or ex- 
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1,998, 705.38 | 65, 038, 209 


Will this Government provide a way by which these companies can 
enter upon a course of fixed annual payments sufficient to pay off the 
debt in a given length of time, or will it push these companies into im- 

mediate bankruptcy? Will the Government decide that these debtors 
that have become embarrassed, it may be, through some fault of their 
own, but chiefly through the regulations which were made by Congress 
as to what payments should be made, shall be pushed into bankrupcy 
and that the Government shall take of the roads? For that 


mt Heel to be fe dampen ha Ae nn AE UA 
mit ii to in ving to possession ese 
roads at the maturity of the debt? In order todo this this the Goverament 
must pay the e of the first-mortgage debt, not the interest, be- 


cause the companies have kept paid up the interest on that indebted- 
ness, but the principal amounting to $64,623,512. For if no extension 
be given, the probabilities are that the foreclosure of the first-mo 
bonds would extingnish the debt of the Government, unless it is pre- 
pe a Ae Seed the Central Branch Union Pacific $1,600,000; for the 

c, including the Kansas Pacific, $33,532, 000; for the Sioux 
City and Pacific, +1 D D. and for the Central Pacific $27,741,000, 
to cover the debt with interest of the mortgage which has priority over 
the Government. 

Let us consider some of the things which may have affected unfavor- 
ably the results of those provisions of the law made for securing the re- 
payment by the companies of at least a portion of the interest paid by 
the Government on the subsidy bonds. They were based upon per- 
centages of net earnings, described in a manner. Now, itis 
a fact that the net earnings of these roads have considerably diminished 
since 1881, and that the net earnings of these several roads were not 
nearly so large last year as they were in previous years. It is charged 

ANLA AOOO PETALS AR net earnings of the subsidized por- 
tions of the have diminished the of certain branch lines 


belonging to or under the control of the systems have increased. 
This is true; and whether it has resulted from the manner in which 
these railroads have kept their accounts or whether it has been because 


1886. 
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of the growth of thecountry being greater in the vicinity of the branch 
lines than on the long stretch of the main line, or whether it hasresulted 
from some evil method of book-keeping, matters little to us. Thereis, 
however, one good reason why this has occurred; and that is that since 
these roads were constructed, partly through the aid of the Government 
giving large grants of land to other lines, which may be strictly termed 
opposition or competing lines, there have been built to the c three 
other through lines which compete with these roads. Besides these, 
other lines have pushed out with numerous branches into the adjacent 
country, one óf which has been extended almost across. 

The Canada Pacific must also hereafter interfere to some extent with 
their transcontinental traffic. ‘There is here in the hall a map of these 
roads, showing their branch lines and showing the subsidized portions 
of the main lines; this map will enable any gentleman who will take 
the opportunity to study it for a few moments to see that these rea- 
sons may-have entered without any evil on the part of the companies 
into this diminution of their earnings. The rates upon freight and 
passengers have been continually falling. 

How far has the sinking fund proved a failure—the sinking fund 
which was provided for in the act which was termed the Thurman act ? 
I wish to call the attention of the House to what was expected of that 
act byitsauthor at the time it was introduced. He in brief, 
that this amount which was required would be sufficient at compound 
interest to provide for the payment of the indebtedness of the com- 
panies at maturity. At the time the bill was under consideration in 
the Senate in 1878 he said: 


Twenty-three years from now they will have to pay the accumulated 6 per 
cent, interest; but there are no rests. If any one will make a computation he 
will find that money at 5 per cent. com: led semi-annually, as it is here pro- 
vided that it shall be compounded, will produce in the time we have to er 


a 

qi novices thet Go TET ancoetion on thie suaking Mad, Gone tate: 
terest upon it, ought to be sufficient to meet the interest which the companies 
will have to pay for the same period of time on the Government loan. 

Now, the causes I have enumerated have tended to diminish the 
amount expected to be realized from the companies for the sinking 
fund. But the failure to have it increase at the rate expected has been 
chiefly due to this fact: the sinking-fand provision required these funds 
to be invested in Government 5 per cent, bonds, or in other United 
States bonds at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. g 

No one foresaw at that time the remarkable course of financial events 
in this country, which has reduced the ruling rates of interest from 5 
and 6 per cent. down to 3 percent. In making the investment for that 
fund the Secretary of the Treasury has been compelled to pay out pre- 
miums in some instances as high as 35 per cent. So the investments 
have resulted in ng as a return for the benefit of the companies 
and for the increase of that fund not as much as has been paid out in 
premiums alone on this sinking fund. 

Virtually, it has not grownatall. There have remained in the Treas- 
ury at different times large sums; and I hayehere a table which shows 
the amount uninvested in the sinking fund on account of high premiums 
which would have to be paid by the Secretary of the A 

At different times the Commissioner of Railroads has rẹ that 
because of the high premium upon the bonds there rema in the 
Treasury belonging to this sinking fund uninvested— 
Union Pa- 

aad 


Central Pa- Both com- 


cific, 


1, 089,159 75 


`| 2 020; 900 13 | 220, 


It shows from an uninvyested sum of $139,057 on June 30, 1881, it 
had increased on June*30, 1885, to $2,241,348.81, or that there had re- 
mained in the sinking fund an average of over $1,420,000 which has 
been uninvested because of the high rate of premium. . 

- Now, then, I wish to call the attention of the House to the plan which 
has been adopted and presented in this bill. And I wish to say this 
bill is unlike in its plan any other proposition or any other project ever 
offered here in Congress or to the public for procuring the adjustment 
and settlement of this indebtedness. 

It starts out by fixing an average state of maturity of the indebted- 
ness October 1, 1921; taking a point thirty-five years hence. Then the 
plan requires that the Secretary of the Treasury shall find out not the 
present worth of the indebtedness, not any amount which is the re- 
sult of discounting, but find out fhe total amount which the Govern- 
ment shall have advanced to or for. the benefit of the specific railway. 
This new principal is the principal of the bonds and the interest upon 
those bonds for thirty years at 6 per cent. 

In the report of the committee, on page 7, will be found simply an 
example illustrating how this computation will result. This example, 
which is found on page 7, is notincorporatedin the law. It is simply 
an illustration of the working of the requirements of the bill, which 
will prove it is different from any other plan projected, and a plan 
which will result in the payment of all the indebtedness and the pay- 
ment of all the interest on all the indebtedness. 


After having found this principal sum which becomes due upon an 
average at some date in 1897, certain credits are made, as I will show 
ina few moments, It may be well here to state why an average date 
must be selected, that is, the average date when the bonds of any one 
of these companiesshall become due. As you areall aware, these bonds - 
were delivered to the companies for their use and benefit during the 
period of three and four years as the construction of the roads went on. 
Therefore it is but fair to take notice of this fact to reach a just calcula- 
tion and make a computation to the average period of maturity of all 
the bonds issued for each company. Having found the total amount, 
principal and interest, that shall have been paid for each one of the com- 
panies by the United States, from that amount are to be deducted the 
proper credits that they are entitled to. These credits consist of reim- 
bursements or repayments heretofore made according to the require- 
ments of law, some in cash, some compensation for services rendered the 
Government, and these credits are given without any computation or 
consideration of interest. 

There is anether necessary credit to that sum at that date. Bear in 
mind we are at a future date, a date at which we commence to compute 
interest to another fixed date, October 1, 1921. Weare considering the 
indebtedness of the companies as it will be at the ayerage date of the 
maturity of the subsidy bonds in 1897, and we should give them credit 
for their sinking funds. As that sinking fund ought to produce at least 
3 per cent. simple interest, we compute 3 per cent. on the sinking fund 
from the 1st of Octoberof this year. Add that to the sinking fund and 
this amount constitutes another credit. Certainly the railroads can not 
complain of any injustice or unfairness in that respect. They can not 
complain that the sinking fund does not make thema larger credit than 
that, because, as invested heretofore, it has not given them as much on 
the average as that rate of 3 per cent.. 

We compute interest on the remainder of the debt and interest, after 
making these deductions, at the rate of 3} per cent. per annum until 
October 1, 1921, such a date as will be the average date of one hun- 
dred and forty equal semi-annual payments. Add this interest to the 
remainder of the debt and interest aforesaid, and divide the sum so 
found into one hundred and forty equal parts, each company to pay the 
first of these equal installments on the 1st of April, 1587, and another 
even payment every six months thereafter until the whole one hun- 
dred and forty shall have been paid. 

If it were possible for these companies to commence now and pay 
such a sum as would pay their debt in twenty-two years, it would be 
divisible into forty-four payments. Thuscommencing eleven years be- 
fore it became due, any one will concede that the debtor should have 
eleven years after. 

It would not be Luacerie too much to say that you shall commence 
at the end of six months and pay one twenty-second of the amount, 
and so on continually every six months until the whole amount is liq- 
uidated. But upon an examination of the affairs of the various com- 

2 Sticke nash 


respects, 

it would be utterly fruitless to make such a requirement, and very un- 
wise to expect that such demand could be complied with by the com- 
panies. We saw that in order to have safety and certainty of regular 
payments very much longer time must be given, and finally decided 
that the companies could bear such semi-annual payments as would 
entirely obliterate these debts by giving them upon the average the 
still further period of time, to October 1, 1921, and computing the in- 
terest at 3} per cent. to that date. We do not want any member of 
this House to imagine that we claim the Government will get the whole 
amount of 3} per cent. 

That rate of 3} per cent. is chosen for this purpose. You will ob- 
serve in this provision that we will require the whole of this 6 per cent., 
which will be paid out by the Government for the benefit of these 
companies from this time on until the maturity of the principal, and 
that we then compute 3} per cent. upon the amount of the principal 
and this interest combined. The committee desired to collect from 
each company such a fixed installment every six months as would pay 
interest at 3 percent. on the present value of their debt and make such 
reductions of the principal of that present value as would entirely pay 
it off in the time given them. It was necessary to adopt 3} per cent. 
to attain this object. A careful observation of certain plans proposed 
will show the reason. ~ 

For instance, a plan which was proj and urged upon the com- 
mittee as one that would be acceptable was that eighty years should be 
taken as the time within which this indebtedness should be liquidated, 
and that the present worth of the indebtedness should be taken at Oc- 
tober 1 of this year, upon which further computation should be based 
and the amount of the debt ascertained for that period. Interest for 
the average period upon that present worth of the indebtedness, to wit, 
forty years and six months, should be computed at 3 per cent. and this 
interest added to the principal, the whole then divided into one hun- 
dred and sixty annual payments, and one of these parts be paid at the 
<= every six months continually until the whole should be liqui- 


This calculation, Mr. Speaker, will show the remarkable fact that 
by such manipulation of tigures the whole of the principal of the in- 
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debtedness is averaged out of existence. That would result, if it were 
accepted, in the Government making an appropriation to these rail- 
roads of the whole of their debt and part of the interest thereon by per- 
mitting them to pay their indebtedness in eighty years by paying less 
than 3 per cent semi-annually upon the present worth of the debt. 

It would not provide for the ascites Of a single cent of the princi- 
pal of that indebtedness, That was the plansu and it has been 
represented on this floor as the plan of this bill. By no member of 
this committee has it been urged as being an appropriate plan of ad- 
justment. ‘There was another feature of this recon method to which 
I wish to call the attention of the House, because the plan we propose 
has no such weakness or objectionable features, 

I refer to a provision which was made in that plan, that, after the 
companies had issued their bonds to comply with the calculation made, 
as I have before stated, they should be permitted to take up and dis- 
count their own bonds, taking them up at an abatement of 3 per cent. 
interest. That provision, if strictly carried out, and the Government 
should be compelled to make good all of the abatement of interest 
upon the indebtedness so provided, would require a payment to the 
companies upon final settlement of an amount equal to nearly one-third 
of the whole indebtedness, There is no such weakness as that in the 
plan su by this committee. 

Now, as to the features of this plan which should commend itself to 
the House as a very strong requirement in favor of the Government, I 
wish to call attention very briefly. The first feature to which I wish 
to call attention is this, as you will see by reference to page 7 of the 
report of the committee. There is embodied the result of a division 
of the whole payments required into one hundred and forty install- 
ments (referring now to the Union Pacific Railway Company), which 
requires a payment of $903,617.03 at the end of each six months; and 
for the convenience of any gentleman who might wish to make the 
computation for himself the present worth of that indebtedness is also 
given a few lines above as $52,897,885. 55. 

If you take the interest on that present worth for six months you 
will see that this payment which is required amounts to a sum suffi- 


` cient to pay that interest upon the present worth and $110,000 toward 


liquidating the principal. The very firstpayment has thateffect. The 
first payment makes that provision, and of course when the $110,000 is 
applied toward the principal of the debt the next computation upon the 
principal remaining will uce less interest, and the amount which 
will go to reducing the principal is greater. That will continue until 
by the end of one hundred and forty of these payments the total in- 
debtednessis obliterated. Now, this calculation is correct, and I do not 
ask the House to take it upon my statement only, for it has been made 
by other members of the committee, who have worked it out by the 
rules of partial payments. 

A like computation has been made by two accountants in the office 
of the Railroad Commissioner, and is corroborated and sustained by a 
statement of the actuary of the Treasury, Mr. Elliott, who in making 
his computation worked it out, not by partial payments, but’ by a 
mathematical process well known to such skilled mathematicians as 
he; and he arrives at the conclusion that this fixed sum will provide 
for the payment of the interest semi-annually upon the present worth 
and given in the example at the rate of 3 per cent. within one hundredth 
of 1 per cent, and such an increasing payment upon the principal each 
year as will obliterate it inthe seventy years. It may be a little more 
or a little less, but will not vary much either way, depending altogether 
upon the accuracy of the calculation which is authorized to be made 
by this bill. 

Another provision which this committee have been careful to place 
in this bill is that which preserves the lien of the Government and all 
the rights that the Government now has upon all the lines that were 
subsidized by the Government in the outset. It goes still further, and 
extends the lien of the Government to all the branch lines, all of the 
operated lines, all of the leased lines of these railway companies, their 
telegraph lines, franchises, rolling-stock, and property of every descrip- 
tion. 

I call attention to this map again which is before you, which will 
show the great extent of these branch lines and of the lines which are 
operated or leased by the companies. And there is in the report of 
the committee, on page 9, a statement of those companies whose securi- 
ties the Union Pacific now holds—a statement of the relationship of 
those companies to the Union Pacific. I know it has been questioned 
that the Union Pacific has the control that is represented by these 
companies, I know it has been questioned that the Union Pacific pos- 
sesses this property as herein stated. I Have to say, in reply to that, 
that these statements are made in the public reports of the company 
which are sent abroad to its stockholders and sent abroad to the pub- 
lic, and accepted by the stockholders and by the public as being true. 
And I have still further to say that the United States Government has 
recognized the control of the Union Pacific with regard to at least thir- 
teen of these roads in having made within recent years settlements 
with the Union Pacific by which the earnings for compensation of these 
roads were paid over to the United States Government in adjustment 


of a debt of the Union Pacific. ‘The Union Pacific had the control of 
the compensation that was coming to these several roads, and the Union 
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Pacific, acting upon that ownership, offered it to the United States 
Government in settlement, and the United States has accepted it. 

On pages 9 and 10 is a brief statement of the relationship of these 
roads and other properties which are owned by the Union Pacific, and 
which are to become an additional security for the payment of this 
indebtedness. The total amount of these investments is something 
over $79,269,000, as shown by that table, and the cost of them tothese 
companies is something over $45,753,000. 


Statement in relation to the amount of stock of lines operated by the Union 
Pacific Railway Company. 


Owned by 
Road. Miles. (Stock issued., Union Pa-| Afloat, 
| cific. 
Omaha and Republican Valley...) 258, 42 $990, 500 
Omaha, Niobrara and Black 
MENG Sass; cacopreccestyend Sodai] 114. 97 977,000 
Colorado Central.......sessssesossssssee 327.17 6, 360, 300 
Denver, South Park and Pacific.) 322.25 6, 142, 800 
Greeley, Salt Lake = roe ga el 53. 89 808, 500 
Echo and Park City... AEN 31.78 480, 000 
Utah and Northern... 466.18 5,543, 000 
Oregon Short Line... 610. 14, 080, 000 
Salt Lake and Western. 57.60 1, 080, 000 
Lawrence and are we 31.00 465, 000 
Junction City and 87. 60 977,100 
Solomon 57.04 1, 108, 850 
Salina and Southwestern 35.43 288, 400 
Denyer and Boulder Valley.. 27.00 700, 000 
Golden, Boulder and Cari 5.09 60,000 
Kansas sents Shale paid PANA AIE AS 166. 14 1, H8, 000 
8.47 (t) 
9.00 60, 000 
CD ES N 4 13.51 (t) 
Denver and Middle Park............ 3.92 H) 
Totals, February 26,1886 ... | 2,697.08 | 41, 499, 450 


*In the Kansas Pacific consolidated mortgage trusi 
ane recently completed, Securities not yet hoe by the Union Pacific 
'oMpany. 


Statement in relation to the —— of bonds of lines operated by the Union Pacific 


ilway Company. 
Owned 
Roads. Miles. | Bonds is- | Union Pa-| Afloat. 
sued. cific, 


Omaha and Republican Valley... | 
Daas; Niobrara and Black 


k 977,000 

Colorado Central... „| 327.17 | 4,788,000 
Denver, South Park c.| 322.25 | 4,617,000 
Greeley, Salt Lake and SER 53, 89 808, 000 
Echo and Park City.. 31.78 480, 000 
hiken and Northern. 466.18 | 5,543,000 

regon Short Line. 610. 62 | 14, 901, 000 
Saleh Lake and Wes 57.60 | 1,080,000 | 
Lawrence and Emporia .. a 31.00 465, 000 
Junction City and ort Kearny... 87. 60 970, 000 
Solomon.. 57.04 575, 000 
Salina and Southwestern.. 35.43 540, 000 
Denver and Boulder Valle 27.00 550, 000 
Golden, Boulder and Caribou.. 5.09 60, 000 
Kansas Central........cccceseere teres 166.14 | 1,348,000 
Georgetown, B | 

Leadville at 8.47 |.. 

Montana .. 9.00 
Laramie, North Park and Pacific 13.51 
Denver and Middle Park............ 3.92 |.. 


Total, February 26, 1886...... | 2, 687.08 | 39, 683, 000 | 23, 135, 000 | 16,548, 000 


*$ t ,051,000 in 6 per cent. collateral trust; $692,000 in 5 per cent. collateral trust, 
$2,133,000 in 6 per cent, collateral trust; $1,415,000 in 5 per cent. collateral trust. 

$1,821,000 in 5 per cent. collateral trust. 

A $2419, 000 in 6 per cent. collateral trust; $2,258,000 in 5 per cent. collateral trust. . 

ÍIn the Kansas Pacific consolidated mortgage trust. 


It will be seen from the foregoing statements that— 


red 


On these 2,687.08 miles of road there have been issued in stock... aes 469, 450 00 
Of which said COMPANY OWNS. .........sssceesserscercceserersnsenscconeeerenoneres 33, 421, 600 00 
On the same mileage bonds haye been issued to the amount Of 39, 683, 000 00 
Of which said COMPANY OWMNS......cccessserserrseseseessoneerseesensess senesenseneee 23, 135,000 00 
In addition to these that company owns other securities— 

BUteCOTANGOUG BOGS, ....00e; soesee gu eesbovcnseosnen phonspseconsey seoed cotes caspencnspen $6, 221, 500 00 
Miscellaneous stocks....... wee 11,089,475 00 
Miscellaneous investments. 604, 631 25 
Investment accounts....... 4, 347, 784 68 
TROPA] co cccncs ssuausdtncocuduohagesthnvtonesevesusse tovese casskrgd boban co) Veoscopacd 79, 269,990 93 

The cost of these securities, as shown by the books of the com- 
PADDY, 5 WEB peoicnsaseccennsasnct: topceahnnnnn bnsoes bansopssdpeaseppisconsGasanahpecubsenseboceee 45,753, 297 75 


In addition to that security and in addition to that means of paying 
the debt which the companies ought to furnish, and which this bill re- 
quires they shall furnish if they accept the provisions of the act, it 
is well to observe the additional number of miles on which the com- 
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pensation for services rendered the Government will be retained to se- 
sure the payment of these installments. 

I will submit a table of the mileage of the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company system and another of the Central Pacific system: 


Miles. 
Road covered by lien of the United States... Sk serssesvonee 1,423.12 
Road owned by Union Pacific not coyered by Government lien... 407.33 


Road controlled by Union Pacific not covered by Government lien... 2, 687.10 


Total number of miles not covered by the Government lien....... 
Total number of miles Union Pacific proper..............:sesersseneeeeee n 


Total number of miles embraced in the system..............000:sesee" 
MILEAGE OF CENTRAL PACIFIC SYSTEM. 

Road covered by licn of the United States............ccsccccssscessseseessenessneens 

Road owned by Central Pacific not covered by the Government lien... 


Road controlled by the Central Pacific not covered by Government 
Hen, operated under leases. 2... .......-.cccicsnescnnascosersnvechscsnesseseosedenens isre 


Total number of miles not covered by the Government lien....... 


Total number of miles Central Pacific proper 
Total number of miles embraced in system..............:cccccessesee enanseseceese 
This figures are valuable for this purpose: They show the number of 
miles of road that these companies own orcontrol or operate and of which 
these companies are entitled to the earnings, the compensation paid by 
the Government for transportation of troops, for transportation of pao 
for ion of all kinds of stores that may be sent over the lines 
- by the Government or any Department thereof, and as an additional 
security for the payment of its indebtedness, as an additional guarantee 
that the companies will comply with this proposition if accepted by 
them. We show this number of miles upon which, as I said a while 
, the earnings in many instances are increasing. The earnings shall 
be submitted to the Government; they shall draw none of the compen- 
sation. You might say, then why does not the Government withhold 
the compensation from these lines now and apply it to the payment of 
the debt? The Government has tried to do that and the matter has 
been taken to the Supreme Court of the United States, and it has been 
decided the Government is not authorized to do so under the law as 
itnow exists, and therefore this feature is necessary, at least in order 
to command the control of the earnings of these roads to be applied to 
the payment of the indebtedness of the United States Government. 
Then, in addition to that, these companies have unsold lands avail- 
able to a very slight extent as a security. The Union Pacific has 7,- 
446,585 acres of land of the estimated value of somewhere from cleven 
to thirteen millions of dollars. I have said that is only available as a 
security to a slight extent. That is to say, there are mortgages upon 
these lands. But in the case of the Union Pacific Railway Company, 
_there are already funds, cash in hand, securities, land contracts, 
sufficient to obliterate that indebtedness, and the Government.of the 
United States will be entitled, however, to the equity that remains in 
the company when the mortgages are paid. 

As to the Central Pacific, it has 2,271,872 acres of land patented, 
which, estimated at $2.50 peracre, would produce about five and a half 
million dollars. That is in about the same condition as the land of the 
Union Pacific. This company has in addition lands and water-front in 
San Francisco, Oakland, and Sacramento, valued at $7,750,000, which 
also would become in like manner subject to this lien. These are the 
unsold lands of these companies, and they are the lands which the re- 
port says are to some extent gwailable. ‘Therefore if this demand that 
we make, especially the demand upon the Central Pacific, isa little heavy 
to be borne, if it is even greater than the net earnings of the company 
will justify, still they have assets, they have means out of which and 


through which they ought to be able to make these payments as re-' 


uired. 
i The net earnings under the Thurman law of the Union Pacific Com- 
pany last year amounted to about three and a half million dollars upon 
that portion of their system which is subject to the lien of the United 
States, and the net earnings of the Central Pacific upon its subsidized 
portion was about one and one-fourth millions; so that the Government 
requirement would be more than the net earnings. But the compen- 
cation which was paid to those two companies by the Government last 
year, and which may be taken as a proper average of what it may have 
to pay them in years to come, is sufficient in the case of the Union Pa- 
cific to pay about two-thirds of the annual requirement of the Govern- 
ment, and in the case of the Central Pacific is sufficient to pay $100,000 

more than one-half of the annual requirement. If, then, these require- 
ments are made of these companies, they have to some extent the cer- 
tainty of being able to pay them, even if the demands amount to more 
than half of the net earnings in one instance and to all the net earnings 
in the other. 

It is the intention of the committee to suggest at the proper time an 
amendment to one of the sections of this bill with regard to permis- 
sion to extend or refund the companies’ own debt. As members are 
aware, that large debt becomes due at the same time that the debt to 
the Government becomesdue. In order to permit the refunding of that 
debt before it becomes due, and at a lower rate of interest, some legis- 
lation is necessary. With their bonds so near maturity the companies 


ought to be able to replace this debt by a bonded indebtedness at a rate 
of interest at least as low as 4 percent. If they do that, then the 2 per 
cent. saved becomes so much security for the payment of the Govern- 
ment indebtedness, for it will be inso much reduction of the annual 
fixed charges that come in before anything is to be paid to the Govern- 
ment. Therefore the bill provides that the companies shall have the 
privilege of refunding, but it also carefully provides that in this per- 
mission to extend or refund that indebtedness no right or privilege is 
included which will invalidate or weaken in the least degree the security 
‘of the Government. 

The lien of the refunded debt is continued only on the property that 
was originally subject toit, and is not permitted to extend toany other 
property of thecompany. Another provision in this bill is that nodivi- 
dend shall be paid by any of these companies until the installment next 
coming due to the Government shall have been first paid. That is in 
addition to the other provision, that the money to be applied to the 
dividend shall first be earned. 

There is also in’ this bill a provision which will prevent some of the 
questions of differente that have heretofore arisen between the Govern- 
ment and the companies, the provision that the companies shall carry 
all the Government mails, munitions of war, stores, &c., at the lowest 
rates paid by any private parties for the same kind of service, ‘‘ subject 
to and bound by the provisions of any act of Congress and the authority 
exercised thereunder relating to postal, military, or other Government 
transportation applicable alike to other railway or railroad companies.’? 
The necessity for this provision is that the companies have heretofore 
insisted that under their charter they were not subject to the general 
laws in relation to the transportation of mail matter, but were at‘lib- 
erty to charge express rates for such service. This provision is put in 
to prevent any such claim being made hereafter, and leaving no oppor- 
tunity for question or dispute. 

Farther, the companies are required to keep their roads in good con- 
dition; and let me say that the investigation of the Railroad Commis- 
sioner shows that they are keeping up their roads in such condition 
that they will be well prepared to do the business of the Government 
and of the country through which they run. 

I wish particularly that the attention of the House shall be directed 
to section 5 of this bill, which in itself seems to be a sufficient guar- 
antee that these railroad companies, if they shall accept the provisions 
of the act, will comply with them. Section 5 of the bill reads: $ 

That a failure for six months to pay any of said installments as the same shall 
become dne and payable, as hereinbefore provided, shall be deemed, taken, and 


held to make all the said installments due and payable; and all the rights and 
securities of the United States shall be thereupon enforced. 


__ This bill provides, further, that the companies, in order to avail them- 
selves of the provision that they may have further time in which to pay 
their indebtedness, must yield to lien of the Government 

they have, all their stocks, all their bonds, all their securities, all their 
branch lines, all the lines in which they have an interest or which 
control to that extent. They must submit to the withholding of all 
the compensation that the Government would pay them for transpor- 
tation; such compensation so withheld to go toward paying the next 
maturing installment of this indebtedness. They are required to place 
themselves in the position that if they fail for six montis to comply 
with the terms of the bill then all their indebtedness becomes due. | 
These provisions require, as I have said, about $3,757,496 annually, mek 
under the present law we get about one-half of this amount. 

This feature is worthy of notice, that by the requirements of this pill. 
these companies, commencing to pay eleven years before the indebted- 
ness is due and paying the amount herein provided during those eleven ' 
years, will have paid, before the indcbtedness becomes due, over $41,- 
000,000. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? , 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. The gentleman says, as I understand, that if 
the companies, after accepting the provisions of this bill, do not com- | 
ply with those provisions, the Government can then step in and con- 
sider all their indebtedness at once due. In that case what will be- 
come of the prior liens? i 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Of course that procecding can not affect the 
prior liens; and there is a provision in the bill that the Government 
may take up the prior liens. i 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Is it not a fact that the prior liens on the 
main lines and its branches, which the companies propose to give as 
security to the Government, would, if enforced, amount to as much as 
the road and branches are now worth? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have no doubt of this. 
railroad company you never get what it is worth. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Then the Government would be paying for the 
property twice. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. When you have all there is you have as much 
as can be ted. 


When you wreck a 


expec 
Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I believe it was stated by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] that it was worth more. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Itis undoubtedly worth more; itis undoubt- 
edly worth twice as much as the first-mortgage indebtedness, 
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Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The gentleman did not understand me. 
I meant that the mortgage lien is now more than the value of the en- 
tire of the road. 

Mr. MILLS. Land grant and all? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Land grant and all. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Idonot think that isso. The prior lien is for 
$64,000,000. The value represented by the cost of construction and 
by the bonds and other securities which are now held by these compa- 
nies would amount to four or five times that, 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Is it not a fact that all these branches which 
the companies now propose to offer to the Government as additional 
security are already m: to their full value? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is not a fact, and yet it isa fact. They 
are mortgaged to their full value; but the Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany owns 2 very large proportion of those bonds and stock, as is shown 
by the table given in the report. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Allow me a suggestion showing the value of these 
auxiliary lines. The income of the Union Pacific Railway system is 
about $5,000,000, and the net income about $3,500,000, which goes into 
the system, sho the value of the roads over and above the incum- 
brances which may be upon them, 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Now, let me understand the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWATTE]; I know we both want to be understood. 
Do I understand the gentleman to say that the cash value to-day of the 
property on which the Government has a second-mortgage lien is double, 
or is greater by any amount than, the amount of the first-mortgage lien ? 
Does the gentleman mean to say that the cash value of the property on 
whieh the Government has a lien to-day is greater than the amount of 
the first- lien? 

Mr, OU’ AITE. I believe it is. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. If that is so, why would it not be a good 
plan for the Government to pay off the first-mortgage lien? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And take the road ? 

Mr, WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Simply because the most injurious thing which 
could happen to this Government would be for it to go into the rail- 
road business. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. That is a different proposition. Some of 
us may differ with the gentleman on that. 

Mr. MILLS. How much of the lands heretofore granted do the com- 
panies still retain? 

Mr. HENLEY. Will the gentleman from Texas amend his question 
so as to include this in : Whether or not the land-grant bonds 
and the land grant-itself are under this bill to be turned over by the 
railroad companies to the Government as security? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In reply to the first question I will say, as I 
stated afew moments ago, that F ONER 7,446,585 acres of unsold lands 
of the Union Pacifice Railroad Company, the estimated value of which 
is from $11,000,000 to $13,000,000. The Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany has 2,271,872 acres of land undisposed of, and has large claims for 
lands which are in question beteen it and the Government, the lands 
not having been patented to the company. 

Mr. LONG. Amounting in value to how much? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The amount has not been estimated, because 
it is impossible to determine it. Now, as to whether all the bonds 
which are in the ion of any of these companies are to become 
subject to the lien of the United States Government for the payment 
of this indebtedness, I will say that all of them are to become subject 


to this lien. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does that statement include the bonds repre- 
sented by the mortgages upon these branch roads? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It doesinclude all those bonds (a table of which 
is given in the report) and such stock of the companies. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But in the mean time, between now and the time 
when the lien of the Government is to be asserted, may not the rail- 
road companies dispose of any of these bonds in the ordinary course of 
business ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Isuppose that might be done if the railroad 
companies desired to place themselves in the position of openly and 
boldly attempting to perpetrate a fraud upon the Govertiment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Isit not provided in the bill that they may dis- 
pose of any of these securities ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is provided they may do so in`the ordi 
course of business; and that has been the provision of the law from the 
beginning, as it isthe law now. But thereis an express provision that 
these securities shall not be disposed of in any way to the injury or 
diminution of the security of the Government. The companies may 
dispose of the securities in the ordinary course of business; but a dis- 

ition of them in such a way that the companies would not receive 
k value which would then be subject to this lien would not be dis- 
position in the ordinary course of business. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Who is to judge of that fact ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘The Secretary of the Treasury. I suppose at 
least their dis is to be reported to that officer. 

Mr, SPRINGER. But the railroad companies in the first instance 
would be the judge of the propriety of these transactions. 

Several MEMBERS. Of course. 


Mr. SPRINGER. ‘Then the only way toreach the companies, if the 
securities were disposed of improperly, would be to bring suit against 
them for the violation of their obligations under the law. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEBER. I desire to say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
authority on the part of these companies to dispose of these securities 
in the ordinary, lawful course of their business now exists; and the 
provision inserted in this bill by the committee requires that this shall 
not be done in violation of the rights of the Government or in diminu- 
tion of its security; and requires, furthermore, that report be made to 
the Secretary of the Treasury of such disposition within thirty days. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from Ohioallow me another 
question? I understood the gentleman to say a while ago that the 
greater portion of the bonds secured by mortgage upon these branch 
lines, upon which the Government has now no security, are owned by 


these parent Tee 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then if the companies are so anxious to secure 
the Government against loss, what prevents them from making over 
to the Government now, in payment of this indebtedness, those bonds 
and obligations ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘There is nothing that prevents their doing s0; 
and unless this bill be accepted there is no law that provides for it. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. The debt is not due for twelve years, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And the companies are entitled to stand upon 
their right based upon the fact that the debt is not due until twelve 
years hence. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. LIunderstandthat. My question is, isthereany- 
thing which prevents the companies from paying them if they are anx- 
ious to do so, or to their being received by the United States Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Who is authorized to do so? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is there anything which prevents the company 
from paying them to the United States Government? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But who is authorized to receive them? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No one is authorized to receive them; neither 
the Secretary of the Treasury nor the Secretary of the Interior nor any 
other officer of the Government of the United States is authorized to 
receive those bonds. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Did the committee consider whether it would 
be better to have the Government take possession of those bonds than 
to take possession of the net earnings ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The commitee have not been under the neces- 
sity of considering that, because they propose in this bill to take pos- 
session of both of them—not all of the net earnings, but that portion. 
which they might receive or be entitled to for any services rendered to 
the Government of the United States over the main linesor the branch 
lines. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And also these bonds? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And also these bonds. They are to havea 
lien on these bonds and hold them in payment of this indebtedness. 

Mr. PAYSON, Will the gentleman permit me to make one further 
suggestion right here? 

rt. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is not this the precise point, that in consideration 
of the company giving this additional security they get extension of 
the time of payment? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Youhavestated ig well and strongly, as I would 
like to have done in the first instance. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. : Is the security any more than is sufficient 
to pay the lien? Why do they ask for an extension? They can fore- 
close the m and take the property. 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman will allow me a moment—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. My friend from Iowa entirely misconceives my state- 
ment. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I wish to hear the gentleman state it 
then. 

Mr. CRISP. I wish to state, if the gentleman yields to me, in reply 
to the question which has been st 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia with 
pleasure. 

Mr. CRISP. I gave it as my opinion—and it is only my opinion— 
that the value of the subsidized portion of these railroads was not more 
than enough to pay the first-mortgage bonds. It has no reference what- 
eyer to the unsubsidized railroads, which, according to the proposition 
of this bill, ought to be held subject to the lien of the Government. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But this does not give you a lien. 

Mr. CRISP. With the consent of the company. - 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But you can not legislate a lien. 

Mr. CRISP. The Government is not asked to legislate a lien. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will come to order and the 
Chair will inquire of the gentleman from Ohio whether he yields to 
these interruptions ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Everybody seems to be talking at the same 
time, and nobody seems to be asking me to yield to him, but all have 
taken possession of the floor. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
and will proceed with his remarks without interruption. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I want to find out whatever objections there 
may be to the plan suggested in this bill, and Iam perfectly willing to 
yield to any inquiry in to this matter which any gentleman may 
ek to propose. I will now the inquiry of the gentleman from 

owa. 


The gentleman is entitled to the floor, 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I am not making any inquiry now. I 
simply asked a question of the gentleman from Georgia in the colloquy 
which was taking place at the time. t 

Mr. OUTHW. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this proposition 
provides for a semi-annual payment, a fixed payment, a payment not 
depending upon the net earnings, not depending on any other consider- 
ation, but a payment large enough in amount to pay 3 per cent. semi- 
annually upon the present value of the indebtedness, and also to make 
a payment upon the principal in the case of the Union Pacific of $220,- 
269.34, and in the case of the Central Pacific of $212,157.80 the first 
year. And to such an extent do these partial payments go that they 
will entirely obliterate the indebtedness in the number of years given 
in this bill. 

These payments will make over $41,000,000 that will be paid by 
these roads before their indebtedness becomes due. In connection with 


the credits the com es will be properly entitled to have, there will 
be paid by this bill, if it shall be placed upon the statute-book, some 
$76,000,000 in the te, or nearly $12,000,000 more than the total 


By indebtedness of these companies. 

erefore, if these companies shall be willing to place as security all 
they have, all they control, all they can command in any manner what- 
ever, and will consent if at any time they shall fail for six months to 
pay any one of these installments of indebtedness as they shall become 
due that all of them shall become due at once; and if they will refund 
their other underlying or first-mo debt at a lower rate of inter- 
est and consent that if they make default of payment therein, so that 
the Government must step in and pay off that portion upon which de- 
fault shall be made, and they fail to repay the same to the Government 
on demand and py interest, costs, and all expenses thereon within 
twelve mônths thereafter, then all the installments of indebtedness 
shall become due and payable, I submit we shall have taken about as 
close a hold upon these companies as the Government possibly can take 
at this time. 

If they do not accept the terms there is a provision in this bill that 
the Government shall collect from them 40 per cent. of their net earn- 
ings hereafter. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Will you permit another question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Iwishto ask now thisquestion: You undertake 
by this bill, of course with the acceptance of its provisions by the com- 
panies, to extend the time in which the money is to be paid seventy 
years; is that the figure? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Seventy years from this date. Let me state 
again that this is not an extension of seventy years, for they begin 
paying eleven years before it is due, and should be entitled to eleven 
years at the end, or twenty-two years in all, and taking twenty-two 
years from seventy leaves forty-eight, and averaging that gives, if they 
anticipate their indebtedness, only an average extension of twenty-four 


years. 
Mr. McKENNA. And that is all the Government surrenders. 
Aa! r. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir; and it gathers in everything it possi- 
b 


y can. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Now, during this extension of time, these com- 
panies making these partial payments, suppose while they make them 
upon the debt to the Government they should default upon the inter- 
est and principal of this prior lien, and the Government having agreed 
to extend the time to this period, will it not give these prior bondhold- 
ers an opportunity to come in and gobble up the whole property to the 
exclusion of the indebtedness to the Government altogether? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ican not conceive it ible that such a re- 
sult could be achieved under this bill. It is neither reasonable nor, in 
my jodenen’ ible under its provisions. 

Mr. PAYSON. What is the Government to do now if that condition 
of oa should happen. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, that is true; the Government can do noth- 
ing whatever now. 

In answer further to the gentleman from Florida let me state there 
is also an express provision embodied in the bill that does not exist 
in the- present law; that the Government in case of default may come 
in and pay off the lien and then demand repayment; and all of the 
rights of the United States may be enforced, for the whole indebted- 
ness becomes due if such repayment is not made within twelve months. 

Now, I can not see how any legislation that can possibly be made 
would be more in the interest of the Government in the event of a de- 
fault than this. : 

Mr. CANNON. If I understood the gentleman from Iowa aright a 
moment ago he claimed that the railway companies wonld not avail 
themselves of the provisions of this act. 

Mr, WEAVER, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 


Mr. CANNON. IfI understand the gentleman from Ohio in reply, 
and I ask the question in good faith for information, he’ said that if 
the railway companies refused to avail themselves of that act we will 
have 40 per cent of their net earnings instead of 25 per cent. as under 
the t law? 

ere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Iwill yield additional time to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatwas my statement; and I will make fur- 
ther statement by way of explanation of this provision of the bill: 
This bill requires the acceptance by the companies within ninety days 
after its passage. The House will be in session shortly thereafter. If 
then these companies fail to avail themselves of this plain business 
proposition they will admit to the House and to the country that their 
intentions are evil; and Pry ae mage mange ee ve emai 
to the present measure, esame House, wi to prepare 
make some legislation which will enable the Government of the United 
States to foreclose, if necessary and possible, or perfect any other plan 
that to its wisdom shall seem necessary. 

Mr. LONG. The companies will be required also to pay 15 per cent. 
more than they now pay out of their net earnings? ‘ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir; that will be the effect. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. May I ask my colleague a question? I 
have not had sg spies rd ERIA Se CT ENa the 
provisions of this bill, but I wish to make one or two inquiries. My 
colleague may have explained them before, but I did not hear it. This 
bill, as I understand it, makes no provision whatever for the first-mort- 
gage indebtedness of the road. It does not deal with that, in other 
words, except in certain contingencies? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It permits the roads to refund at a lower rate 
of interest, not to exceed 4 per cent.; and if they should default, the 
President of the United States may direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
to take up the default and require payment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will my colleague state the amount of the 
first-mo: lien ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Sixty-four millions of dollars. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is the first mortgage or prior lien? 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is the amount also of the Govern- 
ment bonds which are secured by the second mortgage ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. There is interest, of course, to be 
added on the Government bonds. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The total indebtedness is about $109,000,000, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. When does this second mortgage mature ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. At the same time the subsidy bonds mature— 
in about eleven years. 

Mr. W. of Ohio. That was my understanding. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The average is eleven years and a few months. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then this amounts to an extension ora 
continuance of the first-mortgage indebtedness into the future ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The Government retaining simply the sec- 
ond-m lien and extending the first mortgage indefinitely. 

Mr. . Not indefinitely. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘This requires the companies to keepa sinking 
fund and put into ita certain fund, and to keep it up in such asum as 
will be sufficient to pay the debt at its maturity. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, For my I should much rather the 
Government would do what any individual owner of asecond m: 
would do where the property was encumbered by aprior lien. Hewould 
take up that mo himself. The Government should take up the 
prior lien itself. e Government should pay off those bonds and take 
a first mortgage covering the whole amount. 

Mr. LONG. A business man would very rarely do that under cir- 
cumstanges like these. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. He would certainly do it in this case; es- 
pecially as the Government has funds, and this would provide a sink- 
ing fund, or a fund that might be utilized as a sinking fund by the 
Government. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think in reply to the gentleman from Ohio I 
may say that this bill is directly in the line that he as far as 
it is possible to be unless it made an express provision for the Govern- 
ment taking up all the indebtedness. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Why not make that express provision ? 

Mr. LONG. There is in this billa provision for this very thing, for 
taking up the prior lien in the discretion of the President. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, In the discretion of the President. But we 
were not disposed to say that it was advisable for the United States 
Government to put sixty-four millions of dollars more in those roads 
at this time. The Thurman act, which provided for the payment of 
25per cent., extended only to four of these roads, while this act, in case 
it is refused, extends the provisions of the Thurman act amended toall 
the Pacific roads that received aid from the Government. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Iwill yield now to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. HENLEY], the genan from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], 
or the gentleman from Iowa [Mr WEAVER]. 
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Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I shall want some time hereafter, but not | in the affirmative, those voting in the negative, and those not voting at 


` just now. 


Mr. HENLEY addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are ten minutes of the hour re- 
maining, and ng minutes afterward before the previous question 


will to 

Mr. of. Iowa. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was understood, I believe, that I was to control 
sat hour; and, if so, I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 

owa. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Supposing I would have some time in my 
own right, I promised to yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. At the time consent was given that the previous 
question be considered as ordered at 4-0’clock, I stated that I consented 
only on the understanding that I should be entitled to control an honr. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. We have only thirty-eight minutes left 
of the time on our side; and we do not propose to divide that with 
fom io on the other side. We concede the right of the gentleman 

rom Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to divide his own time as he may see 


pro 
Par. SPRINGER. Then we have on this side one hour and five min- 


ie WEAVER, of Iowa. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to yield 
a pane to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] after I am 

ug 

Mr. SPRINGER. Vary well. I now yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention 
of the House I will state as briefly as possible my views on this bill. 
I confess very frankly I have not had time to examine it very thor- 
ba a eat and hence I am necessarily somewhat in the position of aseeker 


This Mila alata to one of the most remarkable business transactions 
in the history of modern times. The original act of July 1, 1862, 
granted to these Pacific an immense subsidy of lands and 6 

cent. bonds—more than sufficient to construct and equip the roads. 

y the terms of this act the Government was to have a prior lien to se- 
a the payment of the bonds, principal and interest. Waiving all 
consideration as to the propriety of the original act, I come to the act 
of July 2, 1864. Concerning this last act the committee, in their re- 
port accompanying this bill, say: 

‘The grant in lands and bonds was doubled by the act of July 2, 1864, and many 
other began ari grat panies, among which was to place a first mo: 

langpanne to the subsidy in bonds given by 
Government t, and prior ry lien to the lien heretofore held by the Gorecnment. 
ae section te act of 1864.) 

e, granted powes of consolidation, and were compelled by the 
twoith sati section to Semen all the roads and branches, as far as transportation 
was concerned, as a continuous route. 

The theory upon which the bonds were first issued and the lands 
granted to these various companies was that the bonds would be amply 
secured, and that competition would be provided, and that the rates of 
traflic and ger transportation would be regulated by such com- 
petition. But the act of July 2, 1864, struck down all these consid- 
erations and cast them to the winds, It made the Government lien a 
second-mort; lien; it struck down competition by expressly author- 
izing combination. 

act of 1864 was a terrible betrayal of the interests and rights of 
the American people. I have referred to the Journal of the 
which records the vote on the of this act. Turning te page 
895 of the House Journal, first session Thirty-eighth Congress, I find 
the fact recorded that the bill passed in this House by a vote of 71 yeas 
to-37 nays, 74 members not voting. It was passed by 21 votes Pi 
than was required to constitute a quorum of the aves. A vote like 
this, sir, placed this Government in the position of a ENRERE E 
lien-holder and in such a position that terms can be dictated to it by a 
corporation of its own creation. 

Of course it is scarcely germane so far as the present billis concerned 
to refer to these things, because this bill is presented to us as a busi- 
ness proposition in view of present surroundings. And I concede that 
some features of this bill are plausible, ButI shall not support the 
measure; first, for the reason that I have been substantially instructed 
by the Legislature of my State to vote against it. It is true that the 
joint resolution by the Iowa Legislature refers to the Senate bill 
not the House bill, but it refers substantially to the whole proposition; 
and hence, following my own best judgment as well as my instructions, 
I must vote against this measure. 

But I think the people of this country ought to know who are re- 
sponsible for the passage of the act which places us in this situation. 
The very first name that I find recorded in favor of that measure is 
that of Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, of my own State; I find also the 
name of Hon. JAMES F. WILSON, another Representative from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you find any of your present political allies 
voting for it?- 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I will refer to the whole list, and I intend 
to print it with my remarks. I shall give the names of those voting 


all. . I do not intend to shield anybody, nor do I intend to assail any- 
body’s motives. I shall simply give the facts. 

I simply regard it as a remarkable fact in the parliamentary history 
of this country that an act of this kind could be passed by 71 votes in 
a House numbering one hundred and eighty-two members. 

I find among the affirmative vote upon this bill the names also of 
many other distinguished men, some of whom have passed away and 
some of whom are now li I find Hon. James G. Blaine riL 
as voting for the bill. Ifind on the same side my good friend Hon. 


WILLIAM R. MORRISON, now a member of this House. 
Here is the vote on the passage of this act July 2, 1864: 


Those who'voted in the afirmative were— 


es 
William G. Brown, 
Ambrose W. Clar! k, 
Alexander H. Coffroth, 
Cornelius Cole, 

John A. J. Creswell, 


James E. English, 
Reuben E. Fenton, 
James A. Garfield, 


John A. eee 
James T. 

William Higby, 
Samuel Hoo 


v Hubbard, 


Taman ae 
eo! u n 
bfleisch 


Kal 
Orlando Kellogg, 
uel Knox, 
De Witt C. Littlejohn, 
njamin F. Loan, 
John W. V. Longyear, 
James M. Marvin, 
John R. McBride, 
Joseph W. McClurg, 
James K. Moorhead, 
Justin S. Morrill, 
William R. Morrison, 
Amos Myers, 
Warren P. Noble, 
Moses F. Odell, 


Those who voted in the negative were— 


Sydenham E. Ancona, 
a Baily, 


Charles Denison, 
John R, Eden, 


Willam S. Holman, 
Philip Johnson, 
Francis Kernan, 
Anthony at Knapp, 
John Law, 
Francis 


John F, McKinney,’ 
John O'Neill, 
Godlove 8. Orth, 
William Radford, 


Those not voting were— 


James C. Allen, 


Isaac N. Arnold, 


Gene O'Neill, 

James W. Patterson, 
— Perham, 

ne M. Pomeroy, 

Bian Pri ice, 
John H. Rice. 
James $. Rollins, 
Lewis W. Ross, 
Robert ©. Schenck, 
Thomas B. Shannon, 


William Winder), 
Benjamin Wood, 


ree tes C. Robinson, 


wJ. none 
Sawant H, Rollins, 
Glenni W, Scofield, 
John D. Stiles, 
Francis Thomas, 
Elihu B, ‘Washburne, 
William B, Weshbars; 
Chilton A. White. 
Joseph W. Whi 
Fernando Wood. 


John M. Broomall, 


William J. Allen, John D. Baldwin, James 8. wn, 
Jobn B. Alley, Portus Baxter, Freeman Clarke, 
Lucien Anderson, Augustus Brandegee, Brutus J. Clay, 
Amasa Cobb, John A. Kasson, William H. Randall, 
ous peal William D. Kelley, Alexander H. Rice, 
Francis W. Kellogg, John G. Scott, 
Sos Davis, Austin A. King, Green Sard Smith, 
Joh Jesse Lazear, Rufus P. Spalding, 
Ebenezer Deas, Alexander Long John F. Starr, 
hraim R. Eckley, Archibald MeAllister, Henry G. Stebbins, 
les A. Eldridge, Walter D. McIndoe, Myer ya 2 oa 

John F, Farnsworth, George Middleton, S W. Tra 
William E. ra, Samuel F. Miller, R. B. Van Valkenburgh, 
Augustus Frank William H. Miller, Daniel W. Voorhees, 
John Ganson, Daniel yee William H. Wadsworth, 
Daniel W, Gooch, James R. Morris, Elijah Ward, 
Josiah B, Grinnell. Leonard My Kellian V. ey, 
William A. Halli, Homer A elson, Ezra Wheeler, 
Charles Jesse O. Norton Thomas Williams, 
Anson Herrick, George H. Pendleton, A. Carter Wilder, 
Wells A. Hutchins, SON am Charles H. Winfield, 
Giles W. Hotchkiss, Prederick A. e, Fred'k E. Woodbridge, 
Ebon C. en, Jota V. L. Pruyn, George H. Yeaman, 
William Jo’ . Samuel J. Randall, 


This record shows, Mr. ker, how loosely the legislation of this 
country was conducted in that period. Congress seems to have gone 
wild and to have supposed that to this generation the whole continent 
belonged, and that nothing whatever was due to posterity. All con- 
ceptions of duty seem to have been lost for the time and everybody ran 
riot. The whole continent was parceled óut among speculators and 
the people were forgotten. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMES. Did my colleague take exception or raise his voice 
against the of that act in 1864? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I wasin the Army up to about the time 
the act of July, 1864, was passed. I was not in Congress at the time. 
I was in the Republican party, it is true, for many years, and at that 
time, when this matter was called to the attention of the public, it was 
condemned, and I condemned it both when I was a member of the Re- 
publican party and since. 

Mr. HOLMES. Did the gentleman ever raise his voice against it at 
the time ? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I knew but little about it at the time, if, 
indeed, anything at all. Nor did the people. I never uttered when 
I was a member of the Republican party, nor since I have been out of 
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the Republican party, one word in favor of the act of 1864. Not one 
word, sir. It was the principal business of the Republican speakers 
up to the time that I left the party, and since that time, to call atten- 
tion to the condition of things down South and to wave the bloody 
shirt, as the geritleman well knows, instead of to such matters as we 
are now considering. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I do. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will the gentleman state where he ever did de- 
nounce this act or the passage of this act? Where did he ever denounce 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I can not tell the particular place, but 


everywhere when I was a member of the Republican , and for 
years before I left it, the gentleman knows, and the leaders of the Re- 
publican party of Iowa know, that I was so strong an anti-monopolist 
and an anti-bank man that my views were well understood in the Re- 
publican party long before I left it, so much so that I was criticised in 
co mence of it. 

Let me allude to some other facts in connection with this remarkable 
transaction. How much interest has been paid by the Government of 
the United States for these various railroads? The following table 


it? If he ever did, let him tell us where it was. will answer: 
% 33 Hi ; È Interest repaid by compa- 33 
SES aa nies to credit of bond and pS 
Ben = interest account. za 
y žo e ag as ae 
Wame of railway. 2 “322 22 = oe oh 
a y cas 
E BE52 £2 ogg Fe expe, ear percent.of gs z 
£ Sens se a net earn- EEF 
E 2 an0 2 }. ings. g D 
Lam m 
885,120 | $776,553 $25, 782, 216 $648,271 96 | $19,999,758 80 
970, 560 59,116 1,845,599 34 | 9,367 00 |......ssssssssessesss 1,836, 232 34 
236,512 | 817, 095 27, 409, 136 283,162 99 | 16,478,394 14 
ansas Pacific .. 6, 303, 000 189, 090 6, 696,603 09 | 3, 284, 294 23 f.n.. sneons sonesesoe 3,412, 308 86 
Central Branch Union Pacific .............cs0rseasess sssesevevareseooes sesceeseseesepnovores óvin 4, 600, 000 48, 000 1, 693, 808 6,926 91 1, 467 134 87 
PUK CHG BI PRAIA co ran ccsdavsssnlboorveccateoppicstitacvecesasduroscedsealosantccantssdbessuia 1, 628, 320 48, 849 1,610, 846-29 | 178,659 68 | 00.0... ececceneeees 1, 432, 186 61 
a occc ote vedheds axdssbanpessy¥ cities tien a sod somaseinas N G4, 623,512 | 1, 938, 705 65, 038, 209 06 | 938, 361 86 44, 626, 015 62 


Take the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad, in my own State. That 
branch is built from Sioux City in the direction of Council Bluffs along 
the Missouri: Valley and about 100 miles in length. I know all about 
that railroad and every mile of it. It is built on the dead level of the 
Missouri Valley. The fall is no more than the natural curvature of the 
earth, about one foot to the mile. It is practically upon a dead level, 
and could be constructed by the plow and scraper so far as the grade is 
concerned. Yet, sir, the Government paid to that railroad company 
in subsidy bonds $1,628,320.00, and upon those bonds interest to the 
amount of $1,610,846.29, of which there is a balance remaining due to 
the United States of $1,432,186.61. 

What excuse, in the name of common sense, can there be for such a 
transaction? $ 

Mr. Speaker, I can not support this bill. I much prefer that the 
Government shall buy in the first-mortgage lien at the end of eleven 
years from now, and then compel the company to pay the whole claim 
or sell out the road. This is infinitely better than to extend this in- 
debtedness for seventy years. We know whatourrights are under the 
present law, but who can foresee what advantages will be taken of the 
present bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much of the forty-five minutes remains? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa occupied 
seventeen minutes. Twenty-eight minutes remain. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, Mr. Speaker, the Pacific railroads are now 
indebted to the United States Government to the amount of something 
over $100,000,000, which is secured by a second-mortgage lien upon the 
property of these companies. There exists also a first mortgage secur- 
ing the $64,000,000 of first-mortgage bonds. It is proposed in this bill 
to extend the time of paying the debt to the Government seventy 


years. 

Mr. DUNN. Oh, no. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes; one hundred and forty semi-annual 
payments would extend to seventy years. The second-mo: lien 
is to continue and extend to branch roads, how fully Soret now, 
I do not know. It is proposed also to extend the first-mortgage lien for 
seventy years—— 

Mr. DUNN. No, the gentleman is mistaken in that. The lien ex- 


* pires in seventy years—— 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The mortgage remains, and it is practically 
an extension for seventy years. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘There is no such provision in this bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It authorizes the company to renew its first- 
mortgage bonds without stating for how long, and I assume that it is 
at least to be coextensive with the second-mortgage bonds, which are 
to run seventy years. 

Now, as a financial or business operation for the Government, that 
does not commend itself to me as being a wise arrangement. Ido not 
think it is what an individual owner of a second mortgage would do 
where the property which was his security was subject to a prior lien. 
The first mortgage would certainly be a better security than the second 
mor . If I owned such a second mortgage and had more money 
whi wished to invest, and I was asked to extend my second mort- 
gage seventy years, and also to permit the extension of the first mort- 
gage, I would likely say; oh no, I will take the first mortgage myself, 


and thus improve my whole security. I will extend the debt, provided 
Iam sure of my interest and an annual erent as asinking fund. In 
other words, I would say let the whole debt be consolidated that I may 
centrol it all. Any business man, I say, being able to buy up prior 
liens would undoubtedly do so instead of permitting a first mortgage to 
be extended and put beyond his control. Now that, I think, is what 
the Government should do in this case. It should become the owner 
of the first-mortgage lien by paying the first-mortgage bonds when 
they become due, letting the railroad companies become indebted to 
the Government for the entire amount of both mo 

I have no objection to letting the property remain in the hands of 
the present companies, to be operated and managed by them, provided 
the stipulated interest is paid to the Government and a sinking fund 
is provided or other means for final payment of the entire debt. But 
I have another reason for wanting the Government to pay off the first- 
mortgage bonds and thereby become the sole mortgage creditor, the 
debt being consolidated under one mortgage to the Government. 

We have now but one hundred and fifty-four millions of Govern- 
ment bonds payable at the option of the Government, and there is more 
on money enough in the Mesu to pay them, and they ought to 

paid. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will yield for a question, but my time is 
very limited. ; 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman think it is any more probable 
that there will be a payment on any of these railroad bonds than there 
is of the present administration paying off the Government bonds? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This $150,000,000 must be paid. The 
sinking fund requires a payment of about fifty millions a year. In - 
1891 two hundred and fifty millions more—the four and a halfs—be- 
come payable, and no other bonds are payable until 1907, so that be- 
tween 1895, when the bonds of the Pacific roads become payable, and 
1907 there will be no bonds subject to call. Now, the Government can 
just as well as not, and better than not, pay the first bonds upon the 
railroads, and thus consolidate the whole debt and become the sole 
mortgagee of theserailroads. These first-mortgage bondscould be made 
a part of the sinking fund, or otherwise be made to constitute a cumu- 
lative fund ready to be applied to the bonds maturing in 1907. 

That is in my judgment, Mr. Speaker, what ought to be done, and 
if that be done I will support the bill; but to allow the first-mortgage 
lien tobe extended indefinitely, or for seventy years, the Government 
holding all the time only a second mortgage I think is objectionable, 
and I feel bound to vote against the bill as presented. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, HENLEY. Iyield my twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the question before the House is 
whether or not this arrangement proposed will be beneficial to the Gov- 
ernment? It is assumed by gentlemen that the only assurance we have 
of the ultimate payment of this great debt, and that the Government 
shall sustain no serious loss, will be by this extension of time. And I 
take it for granted, on account of the earnestness with which gentle- 
men have the importance of extending the time for the pay- 
ment of this debt and securing the Government, gentlemen feel that to 
carry this bonded debt for near three generations and keep up our re- 


lations to these great corporations for that great length of time is nota 
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proper to he done; that only a and imperative necessity on 
the part of the Government j it. 
New, what is the actual condition of these co 
two of them alone, the two great corporations, i 
the Central Pacific. I have no time to refer to others. What is their 
condition? Whatsecurity have we now forultimate payment? Basing 
the answer on the report made to this Congress by the Commissioner of 
the only authority to which we can refer with confidence and 
safety at this time with which I am acquainted, I ask the question, 
What are the assets of these corporations according to the reportof the 
Commissioner last December, when his last report was made to Con- 
° 


T answer from the report of the Commissioner, which I have before 
me, beginning on page 589, Executive Document 1, part 5, first session 
Forty-ninth Congress: 

Assets of the Union Pacific, $252,041,633; assets of Central Pacific, 
$177,655,098; making the entire assets of these two tions—the 
Union Pacific, of course em! ing the Kansas branch, and the Central 
Pacific embracing what was formerly known as the Western Pacific—the 
entire assets of those two companies amount to ya, 696,731. The as- 
sets of those two corporations then is $429,696,731 

And gentleman must bear in mind that that amount of $429,696,731 


are the ible- assets of these tions. Now, what are the lia- 
bilities.of these two corporations (I speak of them as two, although, in 
fact, four), as shown by this report? 


The lial vilities of the Union Pacific were $164, 686,247, of the Central 
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Surplus, excluding land sales .....,.......ccccesssceecseseesessensesseeenenccene oes $ 9,827, 444 81 


CENTRAL PACIFIC, 
The indebtedness of the Central Pacific Railroad Company (includ- 
ing the Western Pacific) to the United States, June 30, 1885, is as 
follows: 


Principal... s... $27, 855, 680 
Accrued interest ap 28, 463, 485 Si 
a N E E E OO E EE CEEE EET EEEE OG, S80; 388 Sh 


Financial condition. 
Financial condition of the Central Pacific Railroad Company June 30, 1885: 


Pacifie $120,547,718; in all $285,233,965; including every dollar of the Taataa Anaea dohe eorla but not due pena = 
indebtedness of these two corporations to the Government, principal and wale dy ec ety mages TOT s 
interest, on the subsidy bonds, in December last when that report was oteo Saek Ste spe lars bpa b or ew one Poros =n 
made. Eran aieea Matavones <u ee = 
A MEMBER. Not stock? saraaa Mae 
Mr. HOLMAN. Weare not taking that into account upon a ques- Accounts payable. hee 1, Me Or à 
tion whether the Government should get back the money it advanced to | Coupon interest unpaid 19,575 00 
create this corporate wealth. I trust the question of stock is not to bé 190.647 718 a 
involved in this contro 59,275,500 00 
Now, sir, what is the result? That there is a balance of assets, ac- 
carding to the report of your Commissioner of Railroads only last De- Total stock and debt... csesscacseesseeneeressceseenenane seretenere 179, 823,218 29 
cember, taking every element of assets, every element of indebtedness ete 
into account over the indebtedness of the two corporations, of $144,- pee ore (including Or Oregon exten} renmnt ners vie a ae 73 
462,766—one hundred and forty-four millions—all the indebtedness of | feos) ete Ben ee NEREDEN 3, 285. 308 82 
Tae corporations upon their first-mo bonds, upon their second- Miscellaneous in AN VERtMONE E EE ETRE 1,743, 026 76 
‘gage bonds, the interest paid by Government, and all else of United States transportation and sinking-fund accounts... 9,059, 810 18 
Cash due from United States for transportation withheld 
indetectiies’ takeh into soutint - Hare yo heve sets to tho aimonnt | On as dora Unikod nse for Sennepertation: witbhe 620, 229 41 
of more than one hundred and forty-four millions as a guarantee of | Fucl, material, and stores on hand.. 806, 446 15 
regi eh E tre eee enn YS paw oe o 
tions’ first o ts to the ac- | Sinking indas of the cor 7,225001 17 
count. Yes, sir; $144,462,766 of surplus wealth to meet your great | Trustees of land mortgage for redemption of bonds 1,029, 605 83 
claim when it becomes due ten or eleven years hence. regres SS U TE See ae . 
Those liabilities embrace your bonded debt and the interest you | Due from Southern Pacific Company, interest on Central Pacific 
have paid for these corporations. And what, sir, is the amountof that | Railroad Company's bonds from April 1 to June 30, 1885............ 877,109 72 


debt as against these two corporations. The Union Pacific, at the time 
the report was made, owed you on the subsidy bonds, $48,914,056; the 
Central. Pacific. $47, 488 887 in in all, $96,402,933, a sum less, mark you, 
gentlemen, by more than $48,000,000 than the sum of the assets of 
these rations over all indebtedness, as showu by the report. 
The following tables from the report show the facts: 
UNION PACIFIC. 


The indebtedness of the Union Pacific Railway Capang (including the Kan- 
ORARET to the United States, June 30, 1885, is as follows 


Total..,....... 


Cash payments to 
Interest on sinking-fund 
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Balance in favorof the United States, but not due bar pnih aa 
of principal, 1895-99... 48, 914, 056 62 


Financial condition of the Union Pacifie Railway Channa Fae 30, 1885. 
LIABILITIES, 


From these tables it appears ‘that the ‘assets of these. corporati 
ceed their liabilities, all elements considered, the sam I have named— 
$144,462,766. Of course the stock is not taken into the account. 

mae’ if under the ee, ces an db be aray ii ind pon for 
us to take a security from corpo! run a 
of seventy years, and during all that time È keep up our AA ath 
two great and powerful corporations growing more powerful every suc- 
cessive year, I am notable to see it. I am astonished at such a propo- 
sition. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the loteen yield to me? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRISP. Had we not better take a lien on that $144,000,000 to 
peara ne debt than enable the company between now and 1898 to dis- 

o 

Mr. HOLMAN. We do not get security by this bill on any more of 
that one hundred and forty-four millions than we have now. Itis the 
substantial pry of these corporations—the roads and the rolling 
stock and a their possessions—they are the assets of the two cor- 
porations. 

Mr. CRISP. Ofthe Pacific Railway Company, not the Pacific Rail- 
road Company. ‘The gentleman does not appear to see the distinction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The debt is secure enough nowif the report of the 
Commissioner is true. It is proposed to extend the time seventy years 
and to have by way of additional security certain branch roads, all of 
which are under heavy, MORON TAS us see how this case stands, no 

pressed upon us by eminent capi- 

talists of our oe cities. 


pees it happen that in addition to your mortgage the Union 


Pacific road, it is said, carries a mortgage subject to yours amounting 
to $14,483,000, at a Ta Sik bonds? Do you the ca italista 
of this coun try, ever Vigilant, would take bonds at time subject to 


both mortgages? 
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Mr. CRISP. Does not the gentleman know that is on the unsub- 
sidized parts of the road? 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the Union Pacific? 

Mr. CRISP. The unsubsidized portion of the road. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend is correct, I am mistaken. I am not 
80 informed. : 

Mr. CRISP. You are. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I am assuming that my data are as rahe 
as those of my friend from Georgia. Take the Kansas branch—. 

Mr. DUNN. Do you arao coke you do not want to collect the debt 
because it is safe? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, I want to collect it; that is what I am aim- 
ing at; but I am not in favor of extending the time to seventy years or 
to any ’ other period. Iam claiming that the debt shall be closed up 
when it is due. Take the Kansas Pacific. There is a mortgage on 
that road, it is said, of $14,000,000, subject to your mortgage and the 

ing one, and ing until 1902. Is it likely that capitalists 
would run that kind of risk if there is uncertainty in the security? 

But, again, let us see for a moment how these corporations have been 
repaying you for the enormous sums you have paid as interest on the 

mds ps issued in their behalf by their transportation services. Let 

see how they have so far repaid you, even in the comparatively small 
sums they have paid you. Of course I take the account as shown by 
the Commissioner. e the Union Pacific: ‘‘ Transportation applied 
to bond and interest account, $13,931,873.59. In other words, of the 
$19,737,380.32 that you collected, $13,931,873—nearly fourten mill- 
ions—is what. you have paid for the transportation of your supplies, 
and over that single road. 

Take the Central Pacific as furnishing some data on this subject-——— 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Was the rate of freightcharges paid 


by the Government any higher? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Greatly above; sir. Take the Central Pacific. 
Their aggregate is $8,830,288.13, while your transportation account is 
$5,143, 552.31. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inamoment. The meaning of all this is simply 

- that after furnishing these corporations an empire of land—37,000,000 
of acres—out of whieh together with bonuses in the form of dividends 
and otherwise, the shareholders of the Union Pacific alone have realized 
already $121,000, 000 of wealth—after all this, you are paying these enor- 
mous sums of money to these companies for transportation and greatly 

above the rates you have paid to other railroad companies, and at the 
same time this debt of yours is to be seventy years, perhaps 
indefinitely, to the end that, by the enormous which will be 
made against you for transportation, exceeding those paid to the other 
railroad companies, these Railroad corporations may be enabled 
to pay off this debt without any embarrassment to their s olders, 
without im the value of their stock, and on a basis which will 
bear heavily upon you and your posterity on account of their exactions, 
their charges being, as is shown by the decisions of the somone eo 
greatly inexcessof what you would have paid if those corporations had 
not been enriched by your bounty and their roads built on ye credit 
by your bonds. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is not the gentleman mistaken as to the 
amount which he hasstated being for transportation alone? Ihavein 
my hands the last report of the Commissioner of Railroads, which 
reads: ‘‘ Transportation performed and money paid into the Treasury, 
$13,931,873.59.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; I am not mistaken. It reads: ‘“Trans- 
portation performed and money paid into the Treasury: Transportation 
applied to bonds and interest account, $13,931,873.59.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But I have reference to the larger sum which 
the gentleman mentioned—the thirteen millions. Does not the report 
of the Commissioner show that that was for transportation and moneys ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend will please remember that this is my 
time. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But I want to know whether or not you are 
mistaken on that point? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not mistaken. I will read the statement 
again: ‘* Transportation performed and money paid into the Treasury 
Transportation applied to bonds and interest a $13,931, 373.59." ” 
Now who is seared Now itis time for my friend to explain his 
mistake. [Langhter. | 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Who is mistaken about that any way, the 
gentleman from Ohio or the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My friend has got it 

Mr. HOLMAN. The statement shows “Transportation applied to 
bond and interest account, $13,931,873,” as I have stated. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Buta large proportion of that is money paid. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend require me to read this whole state- 
ment? Here it is: 


Transportation rmed and money into the Treasur; 

nepati performed s to bond ia interest account... ide $13, 931, 873 59 
Cash payments a) et ee interest account... > a Ba 1s 2 | in 
Cash payments to sinkin meee seen 5i 1,421,714 46 
arenan on sinking-fund inyestments........ sssenabene 226, 965 20 
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Transportation applied to sinking fund’'—ah, another item, it is 
greater than I thought—$3,863,608. So, instead of the total paid by 
“transportation”? being thirteen millions, it is over sixteen millions, 
nearly seventeen millions of dollars. That is the amount of the ex- 
orbitant charges made by this one corporation against you. Almostall 
of their credits seem to be created by charges against you at exorbitant 
rates for transportation. 

So it is proposed to make this imperial estate of railroads almost a 
direct gift to a few of your citizens. It seemed to be assuming that 
shape in former years, but now you are making it much more definite 
and effective by this pro legislation. Yon are saying to this cor- 
poration, “‘ Notwithstanding the enormous sums you have already real- 
ized—unexampled eatates—you shall have such an extension of time 
as that the transportation of the supplies for the Government, for which 
you will charge, according to former precedents, at a higher rate than 
other railways demand, you will in these seventy years more than extin- 


the enormous debt which you owe to the United States.” The 
debt that created your wealth will be no burden to you. Now, 
Mr. § er, let us, look for a moment at the profits of these companies. 


One of these corporations—the Union Pacific—mark you, gentlemen, 
last year, as shown in the Commissioner's report, made net earnings to 
the amount of $8,738, 407.05, and of that sum if you had only taken 50 
per cent. it would have gone far to meet the claims of the Government. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is not that the net earnings of the whole 

tem? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir. I am talking about one road at a time. 
I do not intend to confuse things. I am now speaking of the Union 
Pacific. Fifty per cent. of the net earnings, as stated in this report, is 
more than $4,350,000. Is it not an easy thing for us to see that on the 
basis of even 50 per cent. if you require these corporations to pay on 
their net earnings you will realize at the end of the next twelve Suey 
a larger sum of money than you can realize under the system proposed. 
by this bill, and with the large amount of property on which the Gow 
ernment has a just claim, amounting to more than $144,000,000 above 
all liabilities, ean any gentleman be apprehensive that this great debt 
will be lost, unless these corporations exercise the same control over us 
that they did when the act of 1864 was passed, the passage of which I 
very well remember. 

Take this other corporation, the Central Pacific. The net earnings 
of this company last year—of course they are now somewhat less— 
were $7,820,371.41, as stated in the 

Mr. CRISP. That is for the whole system, is it not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I speak of the Central Pacificroad. If theable gen- 
tleman at the head of the Bureau of Railroads has confounded branch 
roads (with which we hayenothing todo) with the Central Pacific, I am 
not toblame. Iamsimply read 
$7,820,371.41—and if you shoul cent. it would be 
but just, if you should take the whole to meet the debt due the Goy- 
ernment no fair-minded man could complain; but even at 50 per cent. 
the arrangement would be far better than what is pro by this bill, 
without reference to the misfortune of extending this enormous debt 
and the connection of the Government with these corporations during 
this longer period of seventy years. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then I understand the gentleman to main- 
tain that the committee are mistaken both in their facts and in their 
conclusions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All I have said is based on this public record of 
your Commissioner of Railroads. I have taken my figures from his re- 


port, 

Por Here the hammer fell. ] 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has now twenty-two 
minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I regret that this matter must be 
passed upon after so brief a discussion as has been permitted. The 
Committee on Pacific Railroads has already reported to fo this House for 
its favorable consideration a joint resolution introduced by the gentle- 


man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to appoint a commission of ree competent persons, whose 
investigation of the 


duty it shall be to make a kets and 
affairs of the Pacific Railroads. The salary of each member of this 
commission is fixed at $3,000 per annum for the time during which the 
commission may be occupied, which would lead us to infer that it would 
take some time for this commission eRe. ies the arduous labors 
which this joint resolution is designed to im them. The com- 
mittee in their report to the House upon this sche ution use the follow- 
ing language: 

The committee are of opinion that an examination should be made into the 
workings and financial management of the Pacific railroads that have received 
aid from the Government in bonds or lands, to ascertain whether they have ob- 
served all the obligations imposed upon them by the laws under which they 
received such aid, or which have been since in reference thereto, 

In view of the vast interest the Government has in these 


It-is important py É atai a 
of the earnings ori said are roads to less productive unaided branches, orany 
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„and ifso, to whatextent; and also whether 


other wrongful orimproper 
wa hand diria ms in rates in favor of unaided as nst 


or not there ha’ 

ee ered by them. Further, it is be- 

that pı of the trust funds or lands loaned or granted them have 

been diverted from their lawful use. owas 
evils an: 


To the end that an investigation may be had covering these all 
irregularities, your committee are of opinion that the + Brome nung the Interior 
should be clothed with power and have the necessary funds provided him with 
which to make such examination. 


The resolution providing for this commission appropriates, I believe, 
$30,000 for the purpose of paying the expenses of the commission. Now, 
I ask this committee and this House—I do not desire an answer now, 
but in the time of the gentlemen on the other side—of what avail is 
this investigation, what p is to be accomplished by it, unless it 
is to enlighten this House and the Senate upon just such a subject as 
that which we have now before us? 

x Mr. DUNN. We desire to pass that resolution to-day as well as this 
ill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want the resolution passed; I am in favor of its 
passage; ‘but are we going to pass the present bill, putting this question 
out of our hands for seventy years, and afterward institute this investi- 
gation into the affairs of these companies to ascertain whether they have 
complied with the law? 

Mr. DUNN rose. f 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no time to yield. Let gentlemen answer 
in their own time. I want some gentleman to state why an investiga- 
tion of this sort should be instituted after you have permanently dis- 

of this question by legislation. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. What assurance has the 
the Senate will this bill if the House it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iassume that itwill. Itnever fails to pass a good 
thing for the railroad companies. 

; Mr. Speaker, we are told that this bill is to be of great advantage to 

e Government. In the reportsubmitted by the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OurHWAITE] it is shown that under this bill the rail- 
road companies embraced within its provisions will pay to the Govern- 
ment $3,757,496 a year for seventy years, at the end of which time the 
principal and interest of the indebtedness due by the railroad compa- 
nies to the United States will be liquidated. Now, is this a good ar- 
rangement for the Government? Thatis the question before this House 
to-day. What is the present condition of things? The railroad com- 
panies covered by this bill owe the Government to-day $109,000,000. 
Are they able to pay it? Will they be able in the future to pay this 
sum? Does the Government need to go about looking for new securi- 
ties in order to make this indebtedness worth its par value? 

Mr. Speaker, what will be the condition of this country seventy years 
hence? What will it be at the end of eleven years when it is provided 
the first payment shall be made? A 

Mr. DUNN. The first payment is to be made next year. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam speaking of payments under the law with- 
out any further legislation. I maintain, sir, this is a good investment 
for the Government. In eleven years from now the population of this 
country will have increased many millions, and that largely increased 
population will be settled principally upon the lines of these several 
railroads. Seventy years from this time there will be perhaps 200,- 
000,000 of le within the limits of the United States; and the vast 
plains of the West, which are now little better in most places than a 
“howling wilderness, ’’ will abound in wealth and be seats of empire 
composed of many prosperous communities. i 

The Government, therefore, to my mind, has a good investment in 
these roads, and ought to hold on to it. I desire to recur fora moment 
to the time when in 1864 we held the first mortgage on'these roads, 
and when Congress surrendered that first mo; believing in so do- 
ing it was accomplishing a good thing in then helping these roads out 
of difficulty, thereby securing their rapid completion. We gave them 
that great advantage then, but I hope gentlemen will pause before giving 
them now an advantage even greater than they had at that time. 

As I said before, Mr. Speaker, the present indebtedness of the Pacific 
railroads to the United States amounts to $109,000,000. This indebt- 
edness consists of bonds issued to the Pacific railroads drawing 6 per 
cent, ini amounting to $64,623,512, and the balance of interest 
paid by the United States over and above the interest paid by the com- 
panies to the credit of the bonds and interest account. I hold that the 
railroad companies are able to pay this intebtedness and that the Gov- 
ernment has a good security for it. It is worth its face in bonds draw- 
ing 3 per cent. interest. If so funded into bonds drawing 3 per cent. 
interest, the interest account would amount to $3,270,000 a year; and 
in seventy 7an the companies would pay in interest at this rate an 
aggregate o $228,900, 000. 

cipal of $109,000,000 would ‘still remain due and unpaid. 

Under the provisions of the pending bill, according to the report sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OurHWAITE], if the bill is 
the railroad companies would pay to the United States the sum 

of $3,757,496 annually for seventy years, at which time the whole amount 
of ipal and interest would be liquidated. The te payments 
at this rate, under the bill, in seventy years would amount to $263,- 


gentleman that 


024,720. Subtracting from this sam the $228,900,000 which the Gov- 
ernment would receive as interest upon the present indebtedness at 3 
per cent., would leave a difference of $34,000,000; in other words, un- 
der the present bill the companies would pay but $34,000,000 more in 
seventy years in interest than they would if their present indebtedness 
was funded at 3 per cent. 

But at the end of seventy years, under the present bill, the entire 
principal and interest would be extinguished. But by funding the pres- 
ent indebtedness at 3 per cent. the excess of interest would amount to 
but $34,000,000, while the whole amount of principal would still re- 
main unpaid. Therefore, deducting the $34,000,000 of excess of inter- 
est from the principal of $109, 000,000, we would have left $75,000,000 
of principal of the debt remaining unpaid and due the United States. 
Hence the advantage to the railroad companies in paying this indebt- 
edness in the manner provided in the pending bill amounts in round 
numbers to $75,000,000 as compared with the payment of their present 
indebtedness in the same length of time funded into bonds bearing 3 
per cent. interest. 

In 1864, when the first lien of the Government was made a second 
lien, a great advantage was obtained by the railroad company. The 
action of Con at that time has been severely condemned by the 
people of this country. Butif this bill even a much greater 
advantage than ever attained heretofore will be obtained by the rail- 
road companies. If we consider their indebtedness as worth its face 
and 3 per cent. interest, the advantage in the seventy years covered by 
this bill amounts, as I have already said, to $75,000,000. . The repre- 
sentatives of the people should consider well what they are doing. 
There is no necessity for this haste. Let us postpone consideration of 
this bill until December next, and in the mean time secure the investi- 
gation of the affairs of the railroad companies, which is provided for in 
the resolution to which I have already referred. Are we prepared to 
say, by an act of Congress, that the Pacific roads are entitled to a fur- 
ther bounty of $75,000,000 from the Government ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is $109,000,000 at a period not yet com- 


enced. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the interest is accruing at the rate of 6 per 
cent. per annum on the $64,000,000 of bonds, and the railroad com- 
panies must pay it all back tous some time or other. I maintain they 
are able to do so, and the future will show they can pay thisindebtedness. 

Now, what are these lines of railroads which owe this large indebted- 
ness to the United States? They are among the greatest of modern 
undertakings. That they are to be useless in the future is to deny the 
truth of all history and to close our eyes to all past ience. We 
must not forget the character of the country through which these roads 
run, or the fact that population increases in our country at the rate of 
more than a million of inhabitants every year. 

If we are to suppose these railroads in the future are to be profitable 
to those who own them, then rather than pass this bill let things re- 
main as they now are, or amend the Thurman act and secure our just 
and legalrights. Ifin eleven years these companies can not make profit- 
able arrangements with us, let us enforce the liens which we hold upon 
them by paying the prior liens, and we will own the entire property, 
unless they can meet both liens. But by this bill you put it out of the 
power of the Government to deal with the subject for seventy years. 
You place it out of the control of Congress to interfere with these com- 
panies, if they pay this sum annually, for seventy long years. I am 
not particular what will be the condition of things seventy years hence; 
I do not think I will be here; but, sir, when that time shall have come, 
I hope those who will then be in existence will turn back to the files of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and see what good reason was given for 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has my friend considered the fact that the Central 
Pacific Railroad has been transferred by a long lease for ninety-nine 
years? 

Mr. HENLEY. For ninety-nine years, to a Kentucky corporation, 
taking it out of the jurisdiction of the courts of the different States 
through which it passes, and the of this act would haye the 
effect by Congress to relieve that company by that extraordinary trans- 
action. 

Mr. DUNN. No; the lien carries with it all the obligations the 
Central owes the Government. It is expressly so stipulated. 

Mr. HENLEY. It is the monetary obligations, not the govern- 
mental obligations. The object of that transfer was to get rid of the 
legal jurisdiction of the courts there. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman from California say they 
can make a transfer of their property which would deprive the United 
States of any of its rights ? 

Mr. HENLEY. I do not say that, I do not know; but that is the 
claim of the company. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not know what the company claims, but 
I know what the facts are. 

ted by the gentle- 


m 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iam aware of the facts 
men from Indiana and California; and I know in addition that this 
bill would simply give the Government an additional lien or m a 
upon the property. It simply takes possession of other property which 
is already heavily mortgaged. 


` that we shall not now allow ano 
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ernment now only having security on the trunk lines. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not dispute the fact we get this additional 
security, for I have just stated it; but we take the branch lines, with 
all of their liabilities and debts, and the great sums of money which the 
gentleman has cited here as coming into our possession are not assets 
atall, but debts and obligations of these companies; and in such a trans- 
action as this we are simply taking additional security subject to the 
liabilities and indebtedness which the companies have already assumed 
on these roads. We takea lien subject to an indebtedness equal to the 
bonded debt and capital of the roads. 

Mr. DUNN. But the Union and Central now own these bonds. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; but they are debts, not assets; we are to get 
their debts and hold them as additional security for the debts they owe, 
and that is all there is of it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, before we deliberately pass a measure of this im- 
ain stretching over a vast period of time, we should stop at least 

ong enough to investigate the facts and understand what we are about 
todo. I would prefer, for my own part, the postponement of this bill 
until the first Monday in December next, and in the mean time this 
commission could go on as proposed by the resolution to which I have 
referred, make their investigation, and come in and submit their report 
to Congress, showing whether the t security is or not, and 
whether we need additional branch lines and other bonded indebted- 
ness to make us secure. 

If they make their report, as I believe they will, that this is one of 
the richest properties in the world, then there will be no necessity for 
such legislation, because we will secure the debt we have against the 
company. They may report that the value of the property is in excess 
of the amount of the indebtedness of the roads, and that even if the 
Government debt is a second mortgage it is well secured and will bring 
its full value in all the markets of the world. If that be the report, 
then to-day we are guilty of a great breach of trust as the representa- 
tives of the people in giving the railroad companies the privileges and 
advantages which this bill would secure to them. It. will give them 
an additional pecuniary advantage amounting to at least $75,000,000 
and not render any more secure the claim of the Government. 

Therefore, in the interest of the people of this country who have been 
once before betrayed in the house of their friends in the allowance of 
a first mortgage to be puton this property as against their own, I plead 
r act to be which will put 
this great out of our control for a period of seventy years. 
Let us gather all of the facts, and then in December, when we meet 
again and the report is Jaid before us, we may all be willing to agree 
that this bill should pass; but if, on the contrary, the facts submitted 
be such as I anticipate they will be, then we can intelligently say it 
ought not to pass. 

There is no necessity for such haste about it. It is eleven years be- 
fore this indebtedness is due, and consequently there is no need of 

the matter through the House in such hot haste. Let us wait 
and get a little more light. Let us get the results of this investiga- 
tion. Let us understand if we are really én ertremis, as we are led to 
believe by the arguments which we have heard here to-day. For my- 
self, Mr. 8 er, I do not believe that the Government of the United 
States this all additional security. I believe all the pro- 
visions of this bill will inure not to the benefit of the Government, 
but to the benefit of the railroad companies; and it certainly will be 
so under this act. 

This vast and valuable property is subject to our lien. If it is not 
worth the lien then it is worthless to us, for we have to take it for bet- 
ter or worse, with all of its indebtedness, under this arrangement. If 
the indebtedness is secured and the railroad companies can pay it, then 
we do not need this, the alleged advantages of this’bill. If our indebt- 
edness on the other hand is not secured, if the roads are worthless, we 
can not get our money under any circumstances, The individual stock- 
holders are not coming forward as a mere matter of charity to help the 
Government out of its dilemma. 

They are going to run it as long as it proves to be profitable to them; 
when apos to be unprofitable to them they will give it up. Sọif 
it is worthless and if this bill is passed, we will get it without the pas- 
sage of this bill, and we do not need the passage of the bill to enable us 
to do so. On the other hand, if it is valuable, as I believe it to be, then 
we have no reason to anticipate that our claims will not be paid in full. 
They may not be able to pay to-day. 

This bill is not dealing with to-day. It is spreading itself over two 
or three generations, and therefore there is no necessity for haste; but, 
on the contrary, we should go slowly, and take great care not to make 
any mistake on this important subject. Let us investigate first and 
legislate afterward, and not legislate first and then proceed to investi- 
gate the railroads to ascertain their condition, their ability to pay, and 
the value of the Government’s lien. A few months’ delay can not pos- 
sibly embarrass the Government or hazard any of our present advan- 
tages.. But hasty action may prove to be detrimental to the interests 
of the Government and bring upon us the just condemnation of the 


people, 
Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 
XVII——334 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield the remainder of the time to my colleague 
[Mr. Morrison]. 

Mr. MORRISON. The Union Pacific Railroad, or system of rail- 
roads, owes the United States more than a hundred millions of dollars, 
counting in the sixty-four millions of bonds teed, which to all 
appearances we shall be compelled to pay.. After one attempt by the 
Thurman act to compel the road to keep its contract and save the Gov- 
ernment harmless, the amount of indebtedness to the Government con- 
tinues to increase. In fact we have a hard bargain with the railroad 
company, one in which the company or companies fall further short of 
their en; ments each succeeding year. 

This bill isintended to fund, extend the time of payment, and increase 
the security for the Soe er of the debt guaranteed by the Goy- 
ernment. Were I assured the bill would accomplish its purpose I would 
vote for it, and it may be my own fault that I do not have that assurance, 
for I have confidence in both the intelligence and the purpose of the 
committee from which the bill comes. 

The corporation, or men composing it, availed themselves of what 
turned out to be an enormous grant, built the road, squeezed all there 
was in it into their own pockets, in fact left it something of a wreck in 
the hands of men for the most part in no way respohsible for the mon- 
strous frauds practiced by their predecessors on the Government and 
the people. Our duty is now to make the most we can out of what is 
left—to deal rightly with the situation as we find it. 

In the discussion much has been said of the bad bargain and alleged 
bad faith of the legislation of 1864 on this subject. Well, sir, viewed 
from this standpoint, it was a bad or hard bargain. If my colleague 
(Mr. SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] had 
been here then and as wise as they are now, twenty-two years later, the 

robably would not have been parties to its ratification. [Laughter]. 
talk as if they believed we had given away a first-mortgage lien 
upon a railroad. Why, sir, in 1862 a grant had been made to certain 
parties; yes, to any parties or anybody who would build a railroad to 
California and tie it fast onto the Union. Nobody under that legisla- 
fion put a spade in the ground or built any road. Two years afterward, 
and after we had tried in vain to obtain the building of the road under 
the first grant, it became apparent to all that the capital of the coun- 
try would not take the risk of the enterprise. It substantially declared 
the capital of the country will not second; if you, the representa- 
tives of the people, want the railroad built the Government must take 
the second place and the first risk. 

I remember, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] does, 
some of the occurrences of the occasion. The gentlemen charged with 
legislation then (the majority) were on the other side of the Hall. 
They were ially with or took to themselves the control of 
legislation affecting the conductof the war. They said from the other 
side, this grant has been made and offered to the capital of the coun- 
try and is yet unaccepted. Nobody will under this offer build a road 
to the Pacific Ocean. Is my time out, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I hope his time will be extergled. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I will give the gentleman three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not a of the fact that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetis has any time a give. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Can notthe time be extended 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois be permitted to proceed five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORRISON. Ithink if any one will take the trouble to inspect 
the House Journal it will be found that many members were in doubt 
as to their votes and more declined to vote than voted for the law now 
criticised. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] voted no; I 
voted ay. I was just out of the Army,a Union man, and he professed 
to be hter], and I believe was. Then, as now, in Californiathere * 
was a bright, intelligent people, largely Southern men, with big brains 
and big hearts, whose sympathies and aspirations were with the South, 
and they desired to cast their fortunes with the South also. Men of 
the North wanted to tie them on to the North. Half way between us, 
and California were a people alien to us in religion and in everything 
unfriendly. The question was presented, or believed to be presented, 
here, will we tie the people of California on with iron bands and bring 
them near to us, or take the risk, by refusing to do so, of allowing them 
to unite with the South, as many of their leading men desired to do? 

I agreed with those who wanted to bring them near to us by enabling 
us to get near to them, and as I remember, after some effort to get it 
amended, voted for it, and, as I always do, assume whatever responsi- 
bility belongs tome. [Applause.] At the time it appeared to me to 
be the right thing to do, and none of the wise critics of to-day know 
that it was not the right thing todo. Nearly all, I thinkall, my anti- 
war colleagues voted against the bill or did not vote at all. And at 
that time, while I believed I was tying on California (for the Pa- 
cific road was then a war measure), many of those who now regard 
that legislation as a betrayal of the people’s interests were beating about 
the bush and very uncertain on every public question of that time, 
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Rony elise par yrs from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] had been here he | pired: 


might have as I did; perhaps not. Some of the best men in the 
country voted against it, and some did not vote at all. The two dis- 

gentlemen from Pennsylvania [Messrs. KELLEY and RAN- 
DALL] were members at the time, but did not vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Julianand Mr. English voted forit. 

Mr. MORRISON. Several of my colleagues: from Illinois did not 
vote, but I did. 

Mr: OUTHWAITE. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My questionis, whether it is not the fact that for 
years preceding that date the Government had been paying $7,200,000 
for transportation from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
whether that has not been: reduced more than one-half by the g 
of this road ? 

Mr. MORRISON.’ The gentleman is most likely correct, but I do 
not know the facts. In fact, I did not then count things by dollars 
[laughter] so much as in later years. 

Mr. HO V. Ifthe time has not expired I wish to ask my friend 


a 

ine SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has one 
minute left. 

Mr. HOLMAN.. At the time the acts passed in 1864, had there not 
been a careful made of the route over which the road was to run 
from the Pacific Ocean to the issippi River? Had not the charac- 
ter of the country become to be better and was it not under- 
stood that the undertaking would not be so ex i or perilous 
as in former years it had been tobe? And did not these facts 
which I have here mentioned come to light soon after the passage of 


the act? 

Mr. MORRISON. Possibly, but that did. not afford us any light 
when the act was passed and when nothing was known here of any 
survey. The question was ‘* Gentlemen will you build this 

pacific? Will you take the risk, or will you leave it 
unbuilt?’’ That was all the light we had. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The corporation had been: formed? 

Mr. MORRISON. Yes; corporators were in the act of 1862, and 
there was, I think, an organization, a paper organization; no road; and 
rop ga pay a rae orgen oa aa iaga survey was made was not by 


the sides dk mar iTo alairat DEANE Sodi 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I should be content but for the state- 
ments of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the gentle- 


man from Minois [Mr. SPRINGER] to. leave this wholly to 
others; but I propose to assume Ee nme ay Bie tier pas 
have taken in this matter, and I propose that those two gentlemen shall 
assume before the country thee proper repouslity for ei a ER 


tions they have madehere. The 

[Mr. HOLMAN] read from of the aeolian of the} Interior, 
He is in the habit of examining figures, and the statement he made was 
calculated to mislead this House. I have before me the identical docn- 
ment used by him. Onit I find marks that refer to the figures to which 
he called attention. 

In the book, in connection with the figures, in connection with the 
identical statements from which the gentleman read, are clear and dis- 
tinct refutations of what he has said here. He stated to you that the 
assets of the Union Pacific Railway Company were two hundred and: 
fifty million and odd dollars, when there was included in that state- 
ment the unsubsidized lines, to which we have no claim and on which 
we have no lien. There are Se ree of line of that sort. 

The gentleman stated that the net earnings of the Union Pacific 
Railway were $8,738,407.55, when the very same hook, in the very 
same connection—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. What 

- Mr. CRISP. Page 507.) Phe very next page after that from whieh 
the gentleman read shows that the net earnings of that company; 
within the meaning of the Thurman. act, were $4,540,880. 62. 

a r. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is not marked, is it? [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. CRISP. That is not marked; but I am marki 
benefit of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN: Will the gentleman point'to the page that he re- 
fers to? 

Mr. CRISP. It is page 597, the Acasa at that from which the 


distinguished gentleman from Indiana 


it now for the 


Mr. HOLMAN. Willthe gentleman present in his speech the whole 
of that table? 

Mr. CRISP. I present here a refutation of the statement of the 
gentleman from Indiana. And mark; I called the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to it at the time, and so did the gentleman fronr OI Ohio [Mr. Ourx- 
WAITE]. We told him that the figures he was giving were not the net 
earnings within the meaning of the Thurman act. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the gentleman know that this table reads 
as follows—— 

Mr. CRISP. Ido not yield, Mr. Speaker. Ihave but five minutes. 
t. | Ifthe House will give me Ave minutes more I will yield to the gentle- 
man. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Georgia has.ex- 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that, the time of the gentle- 
man be extended for five minutes, and that the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] also have five minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Georgia be allowed ten minutes more. 

Mr. HENLEY. There will be no unanimous consent unless the 
eet privilege is given to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] asks 
unanimous consent that five minutes’ additional time be allowed to the 

ee [Mr. CRISP] and five. minutes: to the gentle- 
Mr. HOLMAN]. Is there objection? 
a. +E, of Arkansas. I move to amend by making 
i 


Mr. THROCKMORTON. Mr. rcp I rise to a point of order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ag. yeaa will state it. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Under order of the House the previ- 
ous question is ordered upon this bill at 4 o’clock to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro. tempore. The Chair arse yaari A ETI ATN 
tension of time, if granted, will extend the time under the order; Is 
there objection to the request of the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr, DOUGHERTY. [I object. 

Several MEMBERS. “Withdraw the objection!” 

The SPEAKER. Does: the gentleman item Florida [Mr. Douan- 
ERTY ] object? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understand the objection is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. HENLEY. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated the request.. The 

gentleman from Iowa [Mr: HENDERSON | has asked unanimous consent 
that five minutes’ additional time be amt to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia and five minutes to the pe ern Indiana. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I sought to amend that propo- 
sition soas.to allow ten minutes to each gentleman. 

‘Mr. HENLEY. Five minutes are enough; I have no objection to 
five minutes: on each:side: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman: from Arkansas asks unanimous 
consent: that ten minutes—— 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, [I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I withdraw the proposi- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, five minutes will be al- 
lowed to each of the gentlemen: named, and the time for taking the 
vote will be extended accordingly. The Chair hears:no objection: 

Mr. HOLMAN (to Mr: Crisp). Now go ahead and occupy your 
time. 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman. from Indiana desires now to: make 
his ex I would be glad to have him do so. 

Mr: HOLMAN. I have five minutes, and will answer the ‘gentle- 
man when he is through. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa (to Mr. Crisp). 
or three minutes of your time: 

eee CRISP: hp e E for «reply, if neces- 


a ir Speaker, the which Dhan quoted in the hearing of the 
House are in the They were and they are before the gentle- 
man from Indiana, and while there is a- statement in this report that 
the net earnings were as- he says $8,738, 407.55, the: same: statement 
shows further on that the net earnings within the meaning of the Thur- 
man act, so far as this Government has anything to do with the ques- 
tion, wereabout halfofthatsum. Nowwhy did the gentleman: make 
that statement? 

As to the Central Patific Railroad Company, the gentleman from In- 
diana said the net earnings were $7,820,371.41. That is marked in 
the book, but when it comes to the net earnings within the meaning 
of the Thurman act—the earnings of the subsidized lines, not those 
vast lines designated on the map by red lines, but the subsidized lines 
indicated by the black lines—when it comes to the net earnings within 
the meaning of the Thurman act the amount is $1,212, 526.45. 

And thisis the distinguished gentleman thatis posing in this House as 
the friend of the people, when he is seeking by statements of that kind 
to keep this House from endeavoring to collect the just debts due tlie 
Government! I say to him, sir, and I say to the distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that they may not, with my-con- 
sent, pose here as the friends-of the Treasury, when by resorting to 
such means as that they are endeavoring to prevent those who are hon- 
estly the friends of the Government from: collecting what is justly its 
due. Those gentlemen can not, by seeking to excite prejudices in ref- 
erence to the past acts of these corporations, blind the eyes of business 
men to the present facts. 


You can reserve two 
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T reserve the minute and a half that I have remaining until the gen- 


Financial condition of the Union Pacifice Railway Company June 30, 1835. 


tleman from Indiana gets through. pear iee 
; Fund on pbevenense ps eooaaseuses posenancenonpesenesepesmpencnaascarsnaseseeese 484, 285 Ot 
By virtue of the leave granted me by the House I a the fol- irren A Tia accrued, not due... vege = 782, 326 30 
lowing tables, taken from the report of issioner of em- | United States subsidy bOnds...........cesessereveesees nesese 33, 539, 512 00 
braced in the report of the of th\ Interior made November | Interest on United States subsidy bonds, accru aox a a 
1, 1885, showing the'net earnings of the Unin and Cental Pacific Rail- | Xis payable... 1,516, 833 80 
roads on the idized and unsubsidized lies together and also on | Pay-rolls an 2, 242,076 83 
the subsidized lines alone, under the rule established by the Thurman incomes lege LSS on = 
‘act of 1878; the first on page 594 of report of Secretary of | Galled bonds. 96. 000 00 
Interior and ending on 597, the second beginning on page 604 and CASA Poppe Tee 
; A > ‘ota’ joan snereneee cece g 
je De page SOT ok eee Depart: dine the Kane | CaPital stocks. 60, 868, 500 00 
e inde’ ness of the Union Pacific Railway Com including the Kan- See ee 
sas Pacific) to the United States, June 30, 1385, is pf ieee ( £ Total stock: and E s A PR EEEN srevesers 220, 504,747 33 
Principal ....... . $33,539,512 00 2 
Accrued interest. 35, 111, 924 M Cost of road and fixtures..... $159, 092, 996 62 
eee wine Feel meee OADOUR seamen ee 
r E AN AANA s $68,651, Cash on ect aS Pier aoe os 
CREDIT. 135, 6M 89 
3,548, 396 07 
Transportation performed and money paid into the Treasury: 40, 956, 237 24 
Transportation applied to bond and interest ac- Miscellaneous investments ........ PEE, 5 604, 63L 25 
CONTE. a<ssentonnsoescs earerrsrvenrestiaionns panssepaseoonttaterceveess s A S a AS. OP Interest ro the United States for rtation . wom 8 941,817 37 
Cash payments applied to bond and interest ac- Due from the United States for transportation...... eese 7,502, 205 35 
DORN ASE SR E: SALTE ERES EN + 283, 162 99 Land contracts and land casht......,..........+ s 16,059, 441 46 
Transportation applied to sinking fund... 3,873,664 08 Advances pa: in bondsand stocks... 5, 205, 803 16 
Cash payments to Sir te 2 fand........ sesos 1,421,714 46 in United States Treasury. 3,760, 100 00 
Interest on sinking-fund investmMments..,.sssesssssrssse 226, 965 KERPEN 
pe PANSES 252, 041, 633 65 
Total Weequacsetens: dooson sosces soespapeenses 737, 380 32 TEE 
RETE pem ts Surplus, including land sales. 26, 486,886 27 
J of the United Stat t not due until ma Erg: SUTTER 
of principal, 1895-90... RERS OR VEDIA ODs R, 48,914,056 62 | Surplus, excluding land sales.....ssssssesnssssrnsrnsssssnressnrsrneeresarasssass cee 9,827,444 8L 
Comparative statement of the earnings and expenses of the: Union Pacific Railway Company. 
Difference. 
sa | Sats Pai 
ee x saath * | Increase or Amount. ioe 
975, 078 64 $4, 448,517 76 | Decrease..... 439 12 | 10.64 
001, 597 34 12,568, 348 27 | Decrease..... 750 93 4.51 
665,419 90 677, 334 412| 1.62 
598, 887 78 693,78 13 | Decrease..... | 13.67 
595,747 82 630,526 5.51 
836,731 484| 19, 018, 507 | oa 
: = -== 
Conducting transportation.....ssscsssssssinuecssseossssscoesnneesensesceenasnes | 2,738,458-97| 2, 849,029.50 | Decrease..... | 3.89 
Maintenance of wage: | 1, 944, 373 58 2, 023, 203 33 78, 829 3.39 
Motive power.......... | 2, 633,159 39 3, 603, 637 07 | Decrease..... 970, 477 68 | 26. 93 
Maintenance of cars.......... 657,215 23 857 93 221,642 70 | 25. 
General expenses and taxes .... | 1,125, 16 76 236 74 | ý 
AEYN EERENS E COA conn ARDE P PEA EE AE AA a E a ORAN Pere 9,098, 323 93 | 283 92 
E 
E NOTING EER EEE REENE OSI E EAE ninbhonrrapecheve PEN, i 8,738, 407 55 | 
Average miles operated. .........ese000 weet 5 al 1, 832.18 | 
Earnin mile. $9,735 25 
Scouse: per mile 4,965 85 
Net earnings per mile 4,769 40 
Percentage of expenses to earnings...........-:0+6 padetcee latusntended dadvenmaanee one sesenethadabed ennk ben uussed 51.01 | 
Union Pacific Railroad. 
he he “i hm 5 
Passengers. Res Freight. | ae F . 
{F b: g EFA 5 
3 os 2 8 
Number. ag jarras iana $ 2 inten cho ey Gross recip gs a 5 5 
Cenis. | | Cents. Miles,| Miles. 
1,038. 68 142, 623 74,917,335 | $3,818,627 55 5.10 71,779,106 | $3,058,514 7L 4.26 52 |. Sis 
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1, 038, 68 202,648 | 128,032, 924 4, 207, 602 00 3.36 629, 292, 002, 076 7, 304,123 00 2,50 632 461 
1,038. 68 185,691 | 107,883, 371 3,599, 756 00 3.34 716,112 | 334,644, 870 7,597, 681 00 2.27 581 467 
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1,088, 68 207,020 | 100,151,148 3, 207, 910 00 3.20 992, 436, 054, 149 8, 692, 414 00 1.99 484) 439 
1,816, 73 839,374 | 161,890, 901 5, 405, 125 00 BBE Ircadensixeshave +| 660,472,084 | 13,617,024 67 2.06 A ERF 
1,820. 90 807,141 | 153,570, 005 5,131,571 39 3.34 | 2,065,030 | 783,331,034 | 15,559,528 00 1.99 166 379 
1,820.90 981,420 | 157,527,336 5,197,769 96 8.30 | 2,101,635 | 782,791,054 | 13, 905,489 63 1.89 | ~ 161 39 
1,839.27 | 1,135,983} 148,953,839 | 4,659,116 16 | 3.13| 2,826,07L | 705,781,630 | 14,268,291 3L | 2.02 131 250 
1,830.27 | 1,265,299 | 142,692,631 | 4,212,597 12 | 2.95 | 2,970,311 | 749,020,218 | 11,630,310 63| 1.56 3 252 
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UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY, UNION DIVISION, Twenty-five per cent... 
Deduct amount of trans: 
Statement aH oo "Sera: Nee hereon nin Demeter et under the act of May 
the year ending December 31, 1884. Remainder, cash, or additional payment required by law... 369, 660 51 
EARNINGS. Ba MSAK 
United States: APPLICATION, 
$94,479 24 One-half transportation services on aided line 
rt 81 Cash payment, 5 per cent, of net earnings.... 
P 381 44 Total to credit of bond and interest account... 
1,718 OL Cash payme transportation services on aided line... . 
$765, 559 65 city ing that portion of $850,000 named in 
f ped nek 4of act of May 7, is, earna into the 
942, 747 96 sinking fund... eo cereensees oenssengneesvesesenqoorepe: | DER 616.48 
582, 640 83 — 
S s Total to credit of sinking-fund ACCOUNt..s.ssesss.sessessrsrenen v.e 525,596 31 
Š sa aa T Twenty-five per cent. of net caraningS,.....essserrsssssesseeeseese 1, 135. 220 16 
. 461,177 94 Cash, or additional payment required by law......... cc.ceeceessesseeeree 350,660 5L r 
— 11, 809, 533 79 4 == 
The indebtedness of the Central Pacific Railroad Com ny (including the 
Gross carnings.........0.. TINSEN E ASTAR r B., Ri 48 Western Pacific) tothe United States, June 30, 1835, is as: i paras A 
PITAL 5c E R TE a9 se $27, 855, 680 00 
Conducting transportation. . 1,982,917 M ‘Accrued interest. ps 28, 463,485 SL 
Maintenance of way 832,552 15 —— 


CREDIT. 
Erene porada E aa P formed and money paid into the apaes 


Total operating ASS and taxe « ed to bond and interest account.. $5, 143, 552 
Interest paid on first-mortgage bonds, ha over Cash payment peice to bond and interest account, 648, 271 f 
those of the United States........... pipsomsueeaed save . 1,631,010 00 | Transportation applied to sinking fand.. 2,193,912 55 
New construction (see statemen: $106, 784 02 Cash payments to sinking fund 633, 
New equipment (sce statement). . 267,762 44 aii sak ds Interest on sinking-fund investme: 210,558 83 
3 — TO EN EDS puesense P NRR AEA ENIE ENDS OENE 8, 830, 288 13 
Total expenses under act of May 7, 1878......,..... PETE E s.» 8,034,212 82 -—— — 
= | Balance in favor of the ae Binter ot not ae until maturity 
Net carnings so ascertained....... patbueieshatioepsbveenesd videasassnesctessensotensconnee $; 540, 880 62 of principal, 1995-'99.......... cabbies BYR FOU IO ROT HS 47, 488, 877 68 
==> SSS 
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| | Difference, 


Sas A E tee Pa 
une ‘i une 1854. 
i a a E a | Ee 
EARNINGS, 
$6, 853, 798 74 $7, 649,715 80 | Decrease... $795,917 06 10, 41 
12, 618, 307 53 14, 059, 395 66 a 1, 441, 088 13 10.25 
548, 399 16 575,785 83 | Decrease | 27,386 67! 4.76 
308,074 10 810,630 11 | Decrease.. 2,556 01 | > 0.82 
710,885 54 1, 043, 688 41 | 332,802 87 | 31.88 
21,039, 465 07 | 23,639,215 81 | Decrease......| 599,750 74) 10.99 
—e — = n 
I 
Conducting transportation. ..ssessssssessssseseses 2, 620, 760 13 2, 782, Decrease ... 162,029 05 5. 82 
Maintenance of way. 1,844, 790 61 2,712, Decrease .... 867,436 50 31.99 
Motive power......... sein 3,684, 464 61 3, 837, Decrease ... 153,003 66 3.99 
Maintenance of Cars.......serrsee Renon 631, 873 20 TA, Decrease .... 102,977 28 14.01 
General expenses and taxes ... SIR 4,437,205 11 5,770,770 Decrease ... 1,333,565 50 23.10 
Total...... 13, 219, 093 66 | 15, 838, 205 65 | Decrease 2,619,111 96 16,53 
ens = 
Net earnings....... $ ET 7,820,371 41 | 19,361 25} 0.25 
pm a S SS Oo 
Average miles operated.. 2, 856 07 | ) z 147 61 4.91 
EESE S S S 
Earnings per mile.... 7,366 57 503 51 | 6.40 
Expenses per mile... 4,628 42 G4 51) 12.23 
Net earnings per mile.......... RAAE SELASA EAA EAV an a 2,738 15 | M100) 5.43 
——————— TS  ———————— 
Percentage of expenses to CArMings......cccccseessserseeessssneserereeectsenessnens EE P E beats panies ! 62 83 | 416 | 6.22 
Central Pacifice Railroad. 
T i b h p p 
Passengers. Re f- 
> Number of i. g 
SAE miles. Carried one k Carried on f: A w| 2 
Number. iia Gross receipts. hears ile © Gross receipts ne 8 Ë | 5 
i è a 
Cents. | Miles. | Miles. 
992. 07 $3,581, 506 18 442, $3, 232, 479 25 
1, 054. H 3, 486, 239 29 |, qecedesaopes 4,653, 811 75 ib 
1,176.41 |. 4,065,210 00 948,1 3 6, 967, 441 58 209 
1,254.48 |. 4,418,417 42} 3.06 941,000 | 248,793,000 | 7,462,804 92 | 3.60 264 
1, 265. 97 |. 4,723, 866 94 8.52 | 1,029,000 | 280,395,000 7, 986, 894 92 2.85 272 
1,349.28 |. 68, 5,509, 369. 32 3.27 | 1,096,000 | 316,593, 000 9, 988, 303 58 3.14 230 
1,423. 94 72, 639, 5,589,304 43 3.24 | 1,284,000 | 363,460,000 | 10,773,618 34 2.96 283 
1,905.95 | 6,275,979 | 181,715,000 5, 483,704 35 3.02 | 1,415,000 | 363,542,000 | 10,095,319 87 2.78 257 
2,118.74 | 6,978,188 | 178,773, 5,204, 913 07 2.96 | 1,787,786 | 392,281,710 | 10,802,276 40 2.75 219 
2,325.25 | 6,803,479 | 180,779,711 4,919, 254 63 2.72 | 1,864,335 | 392,950,000 | 10,934,573 39 2.78 2il 
2,492.26 | 6,707,345 | 191,415, 5, 819, 794 23 83.04 | 2,140,879 | 565,063,768 | 13,245,857 79 2.34 264 
2,707.00 } 7,032,366 | 218,117,760 6, 692, 828 27 3.07 | 2,757,193 | 733,285,889 | 15, 842,139 OL 2.14 266 
3,111L.8L | 7,688,514 n S24, 7,474, 216 12 2.92 | 3,109,697 | 902,981,209 | 16,302,882 72 1.8L | 290 
2,996.33 | 8,542,583 | 291, 109,508 |- 7,945,826 07 2.73 | 2,883,941 | 775,976,492 | 14,932,969 94 1.92 | 269 
2,796.83 | 8,773, 853 275, 034, 110 7, 226,570 94 2.63 | 2,868,410 | 664,507,819 | 13,043,034 27 1.96 } 232 
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Statement of 2 per cent, of the net carnings, as ascertained under the act of May 7, 1878, for the year ending December 31, 1884. 
CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


EARNINGS, 


$478,225 20 General expenses and taxes... 


T ding: epee ea er = having velo * 4,416, 624 22 
UB gow paid on first-mo. m vini ority . 
of lien over those of the United ed States.. eS 


SESE | BEE 
Rese | ase 


6, 822, 555 47 Total expenses under act of May 7, 1878 6,088, 254 22 
GOSS CALTINGS.......0sccereesseseeeeeee P E E EE E TEN $7, 300,780 67 Net earnings so ascertained... eese 1,212,526 45 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let us see now who is correct. Let this public docu- pore of the Union Pacific Railway Company’’—the Union Pacific 
House. 


ment speak the truth, and let us see whether gentlemen who oe 
roper to applaud a discourteous statement did an honorable 

f have this record from which I read before me— the a ph ine Comparative statement of carnings and expenses of the Union Pacific Rail- 

Commissioner of Railroads. There is first the statement paga 592) 592) | way Company, 

that the Union Pacific road is composed of the Union Pacific, Kansas | Every word and figure of this table shall go into my remarks unless 

Pacific, and the Denver Pacific Railway and Telegraph Company. | objection is made. 

Gentlemen are aware that these are portions of the Union Pacific sys- | _ Here is the table (page 595, Executive Document 1, part 5, first ses- 

tem. Then there is a ‘‘ a comparative statement of earnings and ex- ! sion Forty-ninth Congress): 


Comparative statement of the earnings and expenses of the Union Pacific Railway Company. 


way Company. Let us see now who should apologize to the 


Difference. 
fied rer i Sees Erd 
une 30,1885. une 
Increase or Amount Per 
M ents 
$3, 975, 078 64 $4, 448,517 $473,439 12 | 10.64 
12,001, 597 34 348 566,750 93 4,51 
665,419 90 334 11, 964 12 1,62 
598, 887 78 731 94, 843 35 13. 67 
595, 747 82 526 34,778 67 5.51 
VT ronan ese SSR PS OPT i S EEV TE D N AEE E Seetbard E Ny nay 17, 836, 731 48 | 507 1,181,77619| 6.21 * 

=—— 
Conductin transportatio1 458 97 029 110,570 03 3.89 
Maluienaten Of we s T A S78 38 203 731839 75 3.89 
2, 633, 159 39 637 970,477 63 | 26.98 
657,215 23 857 221,642 70 25.22 
1,125,116 76 880 186, 236 74 | 19. 83 


9,098, 323 93 | 
ee 


— pa te ttl E E ese 
8,738, 407 55 | Aog peg ie = 13,507 73| 0,15 
SSS eee MM 
Average miles operated. 1, 832 18 | 1,824 26 | Increase...... | 7 92 0.43 
EA E S 
Earnings per mile... $9,735 25 | $10,425 32 | Decrease..... $690 07 6,66 
Expenses per mile ... á 4,965 ! 5,642 62 | Decrease..... 676 77 11.99 
SOA ORG Peek MING AE ER N A TIRAS EI er SOARS 4,769 40 4,782 70 | Decrease.....| 133| 0.27 
Ån Ia I amI aM 
Percentage of expenses to eArnings .........sccecsceesesneceneenses EENS A D D 51.01 A 54.12 | Decrease..... | 3.11 5.74 
Comparative statement of earnings and expenses of the Central Pacific Railroad Company. 
Diference, 
Jaai | Jaai | 
une 30, 1885. une 30, > Increase or Per 
decrease. Amount, beak 
EARNINGS, | 
$6, 853,798 74 $7,649,715 80 | Decrease.... 
12, 618, 307 53 14, 059, 395 66 | Decrease.... 
548, 399 16 575, 785 Decrease. 
308,074 10 310,630 11 | Decrease. 
710, 885 54 1, 043, 688 41 | Decrease. 
21,089,465 07 | 23,639,215 S81 | Decrease. 
= = 
` EXPENSES, 
Conducting Sronsporiation 2,620,760 13 2,782,789 18 | Decrease 
Maintenance of way ........ 1, 844, 790 GL 7,712,327 11 | Decrease. 
Motive power.......... 684, 464 61 468 27 ease. 
Maintenance of cars 
General expenses and taxes . 
$ n 
FR CCIOREN ITEM OOT IA EERE S SAONE E A N Sonal waar EE C E E SS 7,820,371 41 | 
Average miles operated. | 8856.07. 
Earnings per mile... 7,366 57 
Expenses per mile ., 4,628 42 


REE Meier LINER: HSIN DEREN IS OR AOA VISIT E r EA A TO HFRS ER 2,738 15 | 2,597 15 | Increase... 
Percentage of expenses to earnings............. fy eee ES ere eS esveseesnateony see a 62, 83 66.99 | Decrease... 
Í 
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Then follows a statement of “net earnings, average per mile; ” 
tt earnings per mile;” ‘‘expenses per mile;’’ “net earnings per mile; ”? 
“percentage of and ings.” 

Mr. DUNN. t includes all the unsubsidized lines—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. It embraces what I have read. 

Mr. DUNN. Over 3,000 miles. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It embraces what I have read—‘‘ comparative state- 
ment of earnings and expenses of the Union Pacific Railway Com- 
pany;’’ and it gives rg oars S I haye read them. No gentleman 
who has this document before him can fail to see that this display of 
passion was not the result apparently of a fair controversy over aques- 
tion of what a public record states. : 

ing further, here is a comparative statement of the earnings of 
the Central Pacific Railroad and the Western Pacific, both subsidized 
roads under the name of the Central Pacific, net earnings $7,820, 371.41; 
“earnings mile;’’ ‘‘expenses per mile;’’ ‘‘percentage of expenses 
of earnings.” There are the tables, gentlemen. i? 

There are the tables; and if the gentleman tan point out an error in 
the statement made by your public officers let him do it. 

I publish the whole of the tables, and the country will sce what the 
truth is. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman may publish it. I ask nothing better 
than an appeal to the country on a question of this sort. I tell you, 
Mr. Speaker, in a business body like this, so far as I am concerned, in 
every judgment I make I seek to be guided by business principles. 

The SP. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Thirty minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask to put in both of the tables. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask to put in both of the tables. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I ask by unanimous consent that leave be 

ted to all gentlemen on either side of the House who may wish to 
o so to print remarks in the RECORD on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. It seems to me they are undertaking to dis- 

of a important measure. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. THROCKMORTON ] 
has yielded the floor to the gentleman from New York [Mr. WEBER]. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I move the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has the floor. 

Mr. WEBER. Mr. 8) , the relations of the Pacific railroads 
with the Government of the United States come down to us as legis- 


lative legacies of former out of which have grown burdens 
and li ties increasing in weight with time, until now some addi- 
tional tion seems absolutely n to prevent the probability 
of a total wreck of the interests of the le therein involved. 


In the consideration of such legislative measures present conditions 
and future relief are subjects more table for discussion and will be 
more fruitful of results than denunciations of these oe areia for past 
transgressions, richly deserving of such denunciations though they areas 
I believe. The experience of the past, however, should be drawn upon 
for present guidance, and in view of such additional aid our action now 
will not receive the charitable consideration that was invoked and ac- 
corded to our predecessors, who grappled with an enterprise looked upon 
by many as visionary and impracticable. 

HISTORY OF PACIFIC RAILROAD LEGISLATION, 

For a brief history of Pacific railroad legislation I quote from the re- 

port of the committee as follows: 


On the Ist day of Jul , 1862, Con, pueg “An act to aid in the construction 
of a railroad pad < line Tom e Missouri River to the ro rome 
> m „an 


vernment the use of the same for 
and to certain railroads 


shall said 
ons ered for ti 


United States, wholly or in part, in the same or other bonds, 
ouhet evidences of debt the United States, to be allowed at par; and 


after said road is complet: 
eent.of the net earnings of shall also annually be applied to the pay- 
ment 


The grant in lands and bonds was doubled bythe act of July 2, 1864, and many 
other powers given the companies, among w was to place a mortgage 
upon their roads equal in amount to the subsidy in bonds given by the Gov- 
ernment, and prior in lien to the lien heretofore held by the Government. (See 
section 10, act of 1864.) 

* e è è Q s 

It is evident that when the bonds were given to aid the roads the intention 

ent of the interest asit 


then bei out for transportation of mails and Government supplies, all of 
which wom gead carried by the roads, along the routes pene, Wan Taos: double 


ments, leaving the 5 per cent. of net earnings to liquidate*the principal and 
cay interest loft unsettled. So by the fifth ar of the nek Of 3404 1b wad oes: 
v “that only of the compensa! for services rendered for the 
t by said companies shall be uired to be kienes? phar re] 

of the bonds issued by the Government in of the construction of said roads,” 
words in the act of 1862 to which all com m was to be applied were 


The in pensatio: 
“bonds and interest;" the term here used is simply “bonds,” nothing being 


said about interest; from which we might reasonably conclude that there was 
fixed determination to have the interest paid from time to time, if it took all 

the compensation to do it, but a willingness to remit one-half, so far as the bonds 

themselves were concerned, leaving the Sper cent, to take care of them. 


After the bonds were received by the roads, and transportation commenced, 
the officers of the Treasury gave such a construction to the act of 1864 that they 
only retained one-half the compensation for any purpose, the 5 per cent. of 
netearnings. It was found that thissum was wholly inadequate to repay the 
interest which the Government had to pay outsemi-annually for the roads, and 
by an act of March 3, , afterwards carried into section of the Revised 
Statutes, Congress n directed that the peace! À of the Treasury withhold 
“all payments to any railroad com y,and its gns, on account of freights 
or transportation over their annari rea roads of any k to the amount of pay- 
ments made by the United States for interest npon bonds of the United States 
issued toany such company, and which shall not have been reimbursed, together 
with the 5 pe cent. of net earnings due and unapplied as provided by law,” and 
then provided for suit to be brought by any company for transportation, which 
is practically a declaration by Congress that the whole should be retained and 
applied, if it can legally be done, to the Dagen of interest. After the passage 
of this act the officers of the Treasury withheld all payments from the roads on 
the accounts mentioned and applied them to the payment of interest until May 
7, 1878, when Congress passed what is known as the “Thurman fund 
act.” We regret to say this act,in financial results, bas not fully met the ex- 
ae of its authors, for it was not then foreseen that the 6,5, and 4 percent. 

ment bonds might be called in and extended at a lower rate, t it es- 
tablished one most important point—the control of the Government over these 
companies, 
GOVERNMENT GRANTS, 


By this we find that the grants under the first act, which by reason 
of the wonderful developments about through the agencies 
created by governmental grants, raised them to that princely degree we 
know them to be now, but not realized then, yet were insufficient to 
induce capital to invest in the undertaking, and the enterprise lan- 
guished until the passage of the amendatory acts of 1864 doubling the 
land grants, reducing the application ofcompensation for governmental 
transportation to one-half, and permitting a mortgage of equal amount 
to the subsidy of the Government to be placed ahead of it as the first 
lien upon fhe road. 

GOVERNMENT TRANSPORTATION COMPENSATION, 


As is stated in the report of the committee, it was believed that one- 
half of the charges for the transportation of the mails and Government 
supplies, which, according to the report of the Secretary of War made 
in March, 1862, averaged ior the five years previous, for the pase a 
tion of mails, troops, and munitions of war between the Atlantic and 
Pacific coasts and intermediate points, $7,309,341 annually, would be 
sufficient to repay the interest on the subsidy bonds, and the 5 per cent. 
would wipe out the principal before maturity; but the building of the 
roads immediately CERA the cost of transportation to insignificant 
figures in comparison with previous cost. 5 

LITIGATION BETWEEN THE COMPANIES AND THE GOVERNMENT. 

Various questions have arisen resulting in litigation between the cor- 
porations and the United States, the most important of which, as to 
whether the companies were obliged to pay the interest upon the bonds 
until the maturity of the principal, was decided by the Supreme Court 
in favor of the railroads and against the Government. 


THURMAN ACT OF 1878, 


Following this came the Thurman act, from which so much was ex- 
pected, and which in financial results, as stated in the report, has not 
yielded according to the expectation of its authors. Underits provisions 
the Union Pacific Company paid to the Government for the year end- 
ing December 31, 1885, the sum of $1,184,053.05, while the amount 
actually paid by the Government for this company for that period was 
$2,012, 370.72, showing a deficiency in the interest account of $828,317.67 
for one year. 

Brief extracts from the report of the committee will enable us to 
reach an understanding of the situation as it now confronts us: 


The act of May 7, 1878, was expected to keep down the indebtedness of tho 
roads, but it has failed todo so. The unpaid interest accounts have continued 
to increase from year to year, and will continue to do so until the maturity of 
the subsidy bonds. The total debt amounts now to $109,249,527.62. This is an 
enormous debt, increasing more 500,000 a year, and will mature in about 
twelve years, for the ent of whioh no provision peers made by the com- 
panies voluntarily. Phere seems to be a fear, 
that they are discriminating in through freights 4 
The receipts nee this portion of the large roads upon which the lien exists are 
declining, while upon several of the branch roads not subject to the lien the 
earnings are increasing. Whether this is at the expense of the former is an un- 
settled question. 

“ How far it may be to the interest of the owners and controllers of the Union 
and Central c to build erin roads, surround and cut off the trade legiti- 
mately belonging to the subsidized roads as population increases in the West 
and States wow up, and thereby render these lines useful only to theirsystems 
and profitable only to them, can only be determined by their present conduct. 
If they are strangling them now, it is not without a papos and we may expect 
a continuation of this policy. The tendency of this isto endanger the final pay- 
ment of the debt which will soon be due the Government.” 

> > 


s$ s s = e = 
The Canada Pacific must interfere to some extent with their transcontinental 


hereafter, 

The Northern Pacific has withdrawn from these lines a large proportion of 
the trade of Oregon, Washington, and Montana, The Atlantic and Pacific, asa 
central line, compátas directly for the trade of San Francisco, Central California, 

ng 


and the interven ry. 
The Southern ific competes directly for the trade of Southern 
and thus is withdrawn to sustain these 


great competing lines a pro- 
portion of the traffic upon which the earnings of the Centrale and Sete She 
companies d. Apart from all questions of traffic y diverted from 
the and non-subsidized roads, ifany there be, the necessary and nat- 
ural competition between these same roads seriously impairs the earnings of 
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both and renders the soc homme OEN yer pops trie me a ear, and the perpen gr resents is not far distant. The uncertain attitude 
system which de eon tts a percen et earnings. Y | Za tonentions presoari Roy calculated to impair the credit of the 
een committee has a come Ah oes ny hapa that the best — company and not hamper it in efforts to secure pnk pap and future busi- 
ee nea for Desvenerrger the ness on a safe pee eel even, in case of a ms financial crisis, to 
sands of whom have pur: cock hae the cone ana of ee: grave present disaster. 
munities through which the roads run, uires that some method be This is so clear and so pal rege af the company, and haa power to 
whereby the E pae eo be secured the certain payment of asarini 4 The Satyr gre is eer ereditor of the company, and has power to 
it has advanced tothe Pacific Railroads, and that the immediate it ould it choose to exercise it. To let matters 


commencement 
of payment thereon in fixed semi-annual amounts be arranged for. © * + 

The present board of Government directors, all of whom were ap- 
pointed during the year of 1885, in their report of January 30, 1886, 
among other things say: 

RELATIONS OF THE RAILWAY COMPANY TO THE GOVERNMENT. 

The salient feature in the relations of the Union Pacific to the Government is 
that the road is adebtor to the Government to a very amount, the debt 
being secured only by a second mortgage upon a Bhi eye the property of or 

company. Under these circumstances there grown up an un 
the part of Congress lest the debt to the United States tes might I be finally lost, snr 
1 tion has orkid with a view to prevent that resul 
ut the legislation had so far seems admitted u; mall sides to have failed of 
= s object an which calls for early ac- 


“For meen years e Secretary of the Treasury, every Commissioner of Rail- 

and every of Government directors, feta he Congress that 

the toe haem act, under conditions rape ce since its ite passage, yearly locking 

up in comparative idleness large sums of money, to the mutual Joss and injury 
o debtor and credito tor. 3 


+ 
p ible now ant the debt of the road is pend ng ee from year to 


to have brought about a state of 


Name of railway. 


Kansas ESS LTS EDN BEE RE ORT ERE OE EE 
Central Branch Union 
Sioux City and Pacific...... 


WHAT IS BEST NOW TO DO? 


And this brings us to the consideration of what is best now to do. 
The present amount of the debt is over $109,000,000, which, under ex- 
isting conditions, is increasing about $1,600,000 yearly; and yet the 
companies are seemingly acting in compliance with the law. The ques- 
tion suggests itself, why do not the yields under the Thurman act cor- 
respond in increase to the increase of percentage of the net earnings as 

required by that act? And I know of no better answer than that any 
system which is based upon a percentage of earnings of a business in 
Which the accounts are kept by one of the partners (and this in effect 
is the relationship under existing law between the Government and 
these corporations), in which freight tariffs between the main lines and 
branches over which there is no governmental lien “are arranged and 
adjusted by the different managers who yet have a common interest, 
the inevitable result must be to place the largest benefits to the credit 
of the represented interests at the expense of the unrepresented interest, 
which in these ents means the Government of the United States. 

And upon this point the Government directors in their last report 
say: 

PAYMENTS BASED ON NET EARNINGS, 

Under the existing laws the anm 
Government are made to d end tupon the net earnings o ingeot A E The 
pein gene ‘net earnings” ite and vague that versely in- 

terested rarely y agree upon P T popa Men, the of a courtupon 


disputed points, and ne ints are liable to arise year by year. For this rea- 
son alone it is most d e that in any new legislation theamount of the an- 
nual payments should be a iy fixed sum, to be paid absolutely, without 


to mg yeni ay ay ge earnings, oF any contingency ee ant 8 


pea one of the main features kept in view iris committee in the 
bill presented was to abolish the relation between the Gov- 
ie or the companies and establish that of debtor and creditor 
ity of payments, irrespective of ea: exhibits, book: 
rhea dioh perairan preda senp roy heagan 
enters the ability of the companies to make the payments and meet the 
oa EAA te A Thia claimed by the OPERA that the bur 
dens imposed by this bill are heavier than their present circumstances 
and prospects will bear, but the official returns and reports induce the 


committee to believe that the amounts required can be met without 


oprertoes epee end the power, for eè suas Å year that a settlement is 


the n of the co: upay is weak 
The course of the Government jpe Poo that which any practical business 
man would pursue with a private a similar situation. 


piihi ree cies of the debtor's business, and de- 

de whether it was such that it could reasonably be expected to pay off the 
erai extended and mađe to fall due in installments. 

If satisfied that it could, the creditor, while maintaining his lien upon the 


property, would promptly. make whatever announcements and arrangements 
might be necessary to establish the general credit of the debtor in his busi- 
oe and enable him to extend it, and put it upon the firmest foundation pos- 
sible, 

And in what extension of time could be given, and what install- 
ments io aia be paid, a prudent business man would peel some for 
possible SPAT pee DONE AAWL ARO campy Woy E rt for the debtor, 
to assure a faithful and competent ent of the ess. 


vig for Congress to apply these principles to the case of the Union Pacific 
roa 


The following table will exhibit the status of the account with each 
of these roads June 30, 1885, taken from the public-debt statement and 
report of the oatha a of Railroads for 1885. 


E Soe 3 Interest repaid by com-| #7 
g sh 2 z panies to credit of bond EE 
a Senn 33 and interest accoun =D 
=), oh & 
Se | 2285 4a Se 
25 scgon 20 By cash. J 
a 5 g Dy 

Se $P SZ ilde 5 per cent, 2.8 
Z HPE sp of net 833 
E z 2y E services. earnings. T ng 


2RSERS 


65,088,200 54 [19,473,882 06 | S38, BAL 65 | 41,628,015 02 


endangering their to make and continue the payments of interest 
and finally extinguish the principal of the indebtedness. 

The question may arise: Can not we safely insist upon larger pay- 
ments? Can we not amend the Thurman act ee ee 
mab Gr Ob et cer TE oman. ate IOA ike ite dies 25 
eent.? The objection to this has already 
increase from 5 to 25 per cent. has failed 
to satisfactorily swell the results. 

THE EXISTING PLAN IS DEFECTIVE. 

Spay ampere the system is at fault, and the financial results 
area the figures prove. be sure, this same feature or plan 
sir tp esti ys more stringent form by making the percentage 

40 instead of as now 25 per cent., if the companies refuse to accept the 
provisions of this bill, dit become law. But as their acceptance 
is necessary to the this seems to be the only policy, ST hove 

it be, that can be pursued. It is an alternative which T 

will not be forced upon mirer y e ee aan a E E SA 
ject for which we are striving, namely, the payment of current interest 
and ultimate extinction of the debt, will not be materially advanced. 

keds Brey Daren ohn e akO pA Tho Seen HAL DRT 
committee’s bill, that of extension, but reduce the time so that the 
payments will be larger and the end be sooner reached ? 

QUESTION OF THE TIME OF EXTENSION. 

In the matter of time there are several features to consider. It 
will perhaps be admitted that wisdom dictates that the 
demands should not be crowded to the extreme of the present 
ability of these roads. As stated in the the competition of the 
Northern Pacific, the Atlantic and Pacific, and the Southern Pacific 
has already seriously impaired the earning capacity of the subsidized 
pols | nn wae Sba Canadian Pacific will undoubtedly soon interfere with 

their transcontinental traftic, 
STOCKHOLDERS’ INTERESTS. 

But back of all this are the interests of the stockholders, which we 
are bound to consider, from selfish motives if no other. The question 
arises, what concern ‘have we in the stockholders? Their rights and 
interests are behind those of the Government. For the stockholders 
per se we need have no care. The cry that the stock has been largely 
transferred to innocent and honest holders, who have invested their 
moneys in good faith, sinee the dishonest manipulators have unloaded 
at-enormous and ill-gotten profits, need not move us a particle, nor need 
the widows-and-orphans dodge appeal to our thies. Thatisa 
bulwark behind which many a merciless, plundering cor- 
poration has sought shelter and protection from outraged public senti- 
ment. Business investments recognize no such distinctions. Speculat- 
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ive enterprises distribute the burdens and the hazard according to the 
amounts involved, irrespective of sexorage. But this fact remains, that 
the management of these corporations continues in the handsof directors 
chosen by the stockholders. Reduce the returns to the stockholders to 
nothing and their interest in the management of the roads will keep 
Impose burdens which will prevent dividends or destroy the ex- 
tion of dividends for half a century and the price of such stock will 
butnominal. It will become the prey of stock-jobbers and the foot- 
ball of Wall street. Its value will consist chiefly in the control of its 
management, The money that there will be in such ent will 
be the measure and criterion of the worth ofitsstock. The result would 
be reckless and corrupt management under a skinning process, inability 
to meet governmental requirements, and the ultimate transfer of owner- 
ship to the United States, which I assume is a result above all others 
to be deplored and avoided. 

Hence the interests of the stockholders, good, bad, and indifferent, 
so far as they impair or advance the interests of the Government, are 
properly objects of our solicitude and no further. 

And in this view we are ably sustained by Senator Thurman, who 
stated, when reporting his act— 
that the committee had recognized the fact that it is for the interest not only of 
the companies but of the country that the public and the stockholders should 


receive some reasonable dividends, because where roads pay dividends they are 
always better than where they pay none. 


EXTENSION OF TIME. 


The extension of the time for the money payments already made and 
hereafter required to be made by the United States in accordance with 
existing obligations, with the methods of into effect the plan 
upon which such extension is based, are set out in detail in the report 
of the committee. 

In substance it amounts to this: The present actual indebtediiess is 
first ascertained. Into this calculation enters all of the moneys paid 
and to be paid by the United States. This includes the difference be- 
tween the 6 per cent. rate of interest until maturity of the bonds for 
which the Government is holden and the 3 per cent, interest which 
the companies will be required to pay hereafter. From this is deducted 
the sums already paid by the companies. This present indebtedness 
so arrived at is divided into one hundred and forty semi-annual parts. 
To each part is added the interest on the sums remaining unpaid from 
half-year to half-year until the final extinguishment of debt. 

This is the practical outcome of the transaction and its substantial 
effect, although the details of the arrangement are changed so as to 
distribute the strain upon the companies equally over the term and 
within their probable earning abilities. By making the payments uni- 
form throughout the term the first half will not reach the figures of 
equal installments of principal and interest on unpaid sums added, 
while the latter half will exceed in the same proportion, and thus 
produce equality and fairness between the Government and the com- 
panies. To illustrate this without going through the entire mass of 

I take the case of the Union Pacific company and the present 
worth of its indebtedness, as shown in the report, which I assume to 
be correct: 

The goros of present indebtedness are $52,897 ,885.55, divided into one hundred 


OEE GS OTONI PALID sosse soisssotssssseiss doiseccoovsesasceosetiaiveteconetosanceese $377, 842 00 
Add 3 per cent, interest, six months, on principal........scssrserercereee 798, 468 28 


Total payment first six months 1,171,310 28 
Payment required by the proposed plan... . 908,617 03 


This would show, a deficiency Of....s.ssssssssensensnssssnesessneosesesssserer 267,693 25 


Which deficiency each six months would grow less, and finally develop 
into a surplus, growing each half-year, and y counterbalance the 
deficiencies of the early payments, the last payment, for instance, fur- 
nishing an excess of $514,439.77. The fixed payment of $903,617.03 
semi-annually ra se to be the product of an exact equalization of 
the payments, upon one hundred and forty semi-annual install- 
ments, one of which, with interest on the sums remaining from time to 
time unpaid, paid each half-year. These results of. figures have 
been demonstrated, and furnished to the committee by expert official 
accountants, and I assume that they are correct. 

ADDITIONAL SECURITY. 

Section 2 of the proposed act provides that the statutory lien and se- 
curity now existing shall remain, and in addition be extended to cover 
all stocks, bonds, or securities of every kind or description, and all 
railroads now owned or hereafter constructed or acquired, and all fran- 
chises, telegraph lines, rolling-stock, fixtures, and property of every 
kindand description. Itwouldseemas if this was comprehensive enough 
to reach everything, and if anything has been omitted I am sure the 
committee would be glad to include it. Now, as it has been claimed 
that this additional security amounts to nothing, let us examine the 
facts and see if that beso. On page 139 of the last report of the Union 
Pacific Company the following statement shows: 


Number of miles of Union Pacific Railroad Company. 
Number of miles of its branch lines... cosi 


for the Union 
Same for the branch lines 


The debt of the Union Pacific Railroad Company ahead of the Gov- 
ernment per mile is more than twice that of the branch lines. 

The branch lines have grown in mileage until they are nearly double 
that of the trunk or main line. The limbs have outgrown the body, 
and over the limbs we have now no controlling power. It may become 
financially cheaper for the Union Pacific Company to form a new com- 
pany, build another main line, and abandon the old one to the tender 
mercies of the first-mor bondholders and the Government of the 
United States. Those wo liens are in the neighborhood of $40,000 per 
mile, and this statement, with the possible outcome of a failure on the 
part of the Government to fasten its grasp on the entire system, to my 
mind gives to the additional security its chief value. 

The opinions of the Government directors on the value of the branch 
lines is interesting: 

BRANCH LINES, 
The directors can not emphasize too strongly the value to the Union Pacific of 
its auxil: or branch-line system as a et iA Some of the lines, itis true, are 


injudiciously located and in themselves are only operated ata loss. But asfeed- 
ers to the main line all have a value which does not appear on their own bal- 


eects, 
In fact, without them the main line would to-day be a bankrupt property. 
OTHER FEATURES. 

The same section gives to the companies the right to use and dispose 
of their property or assets in the ordinary, proper, and lawful course of 
their current business. 

With regard to this privilege, I desire to say for myself, inasmuch 
as it is realized that the settlement of these vast financial transactions 
extending so far into the future will be adjudged wise or unwise b 
those who come after us according to the degree of success attained, 
there seems to be attached to this permission a defect, which the com- 
mittee, in the general features of its plan, have sought to avoid—that 
is, the uncertainties or contingencies depending upon the correctness of 
company books or statements, and the necessity of governmental super- 
vision of their transactions, which at best must be comparatively su- 
perficial. But there seems to be no way to avoid the objections without 
paralyzing the ability of the corporations upon which depends the pay- 
ment of the indebtedness to the Government. We might tighten the 
grip, and in so doing strangle the subject, which, should it ever fall 
into the possession of the Government, I venture to ct, will prove 
to be a blasted trunk, furnishing rich pickings for official favorites in 
the endeavor to keep the surplus of the Treasury circulating as life- 
blood in a decaying corpse. 

But this privilege we find they now enjoy under existing law, and the 
committee have added that it shall not be exercised in violation or dim- 
inution of the security and lien of the Government, requiring also re- 
ports of such transactions to be made within thirty days to the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Then, again, they are permitted to extend the payment of or refund 
the indebtedness now prior to thatof the Government. This privilege 
I apprehend now exists underand by virtue of the act of March, 1873, 
but the committee limits the rate of interest to 4 per cent. per annum 
instead of 6 per cent. as now being paid. This limitation would pre- 
vent the managers, if so disposed, from extending these bonds on long 
time ata high rate of interest and disposing of them to favored par- 
ties. This also reduces the amount of interest on bonds paramount to 
those of the Government, and which must first be paid, and in such 
protection of its own interests the Government necessarily protects to 
that degree the interests of the stockholders. 

Other sections provide that nothing is to be paid by the Government 
for or on account of transportation services until the installment next 
maturing shall have been paid, as well as matured debts and interest 
secured by a paramount lien. 

Failure for six months to meet the payments as required makes the 
whole indebtedness due and payable, and all the rights and securities 
of the United States shall be thereupon enforced. 


ADDITIONAL PROTECTION TO THE INTERESTS OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


Section 10 embraces the last of the important features of the bill and 
deserves careful consideration. It seeks to provide a remedy for the 
protection of the interests of the Government which does not now exist, 
and which interests might be cutoff. —- 

Under existing law, if foreclosure of the mortgage prior to the lien 
of the Government is brought about by intentional or unavoidable de- 
fault in interest payments the Government has not the power of an or- 
Sny mena mortgagee to bid in or force up the bidding on the prop- 
erty, the authority to do so does not now exist. This pro- 
vision in the bill vests such power in the Presidentof the United States 
whenever in his opinion it shall be deemed necessary to use it in the 
protection of the interests and the preservation of the security of the 
United States in respect of its lien, mortgage, or other interest in any 
of theproperty of these companies upon which there exists liens or in- 
cumbrances paramount to those of the Government. It enables the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay off such prior incambrance and col- 
lect repayment from the companies within twelve months, or upon fail- 
ure of the companies to make such repayment their whole indebted- 
ness to the United States shall become due and payable, and all its 
rights shall thereupon be enforced. The exercise of this power rests 
entirely upon the opinion and discretion of the President. 
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The provision adds no new liability to the Government, but creates 
an additional safeguard to prevent total loss in consequence of the fore- 
closure of the prior liens. _ 

RECAPITULATION. 

This, in substance, comprises the salient features of the bill. The 
future may not approve of it as the wisest measure to have adopted, 
but with the collective wisdom of this House to perfect its details and 
the experience of the past to guide us, it would seem as if some legis- 
lation might be effected which will justify the committee in their as- 
sertion of the claim that this bill presents the basis of a plan that 
promises the collection of the people’s money by a simple, sensible, 
and practical business-like method. In its substantial points it is in 
harmony, I believe, with the views of the Railroad Commissioner, the 
Government directors, the Secretary of the Interior, and of a unani- 
mous committee. It largely increases the existing requirements of 
annual payments into the United States Treasury; requires the pay- 
ment of over $40,000,000 before the debt and interest are due and pay- 
able according to the Supreme Court decision; enables us to foreclose 
at any time after a six months’ default, instead of being compelled to 
wait until 1898, according to the existing law; avoids the necessity of 
supervision of the bookkeeping system of the companies, at which I 
have no doubt the Government has been and would hereafter be beaten; 
wipes out a partnership relation between the Government and the 
corporations, where the profits seem to have gone to the companies and 
the losses to the Government; and brings down our business transac- 
tions with them to the simpler basis of debtor and creditor, adding no 
new liability to the Government, releasing no security now in hand, 
extending our lien over everything the railroads own, and which, 
whether much or little be added, embraces everything they have. 

CONCLUSION. 

If the desire be to chastise these corporations for past ring, Heart pi 
I might be favorably inclined to any plan tending in that direction 
the execution of which will not punish the Government the more. If 
the desire be to secure the repayment of advances made and to be made 
out of the public Treasury, then we must adopt a plan other than that 
based upon existing laws, for that has been tried and found wanting. 
If, however, the desire be to secure governmental control and owner- 
ship of these roads, then indeed it is entirely consistent to oppose this 
bill, oppose all legislation involving changes; but the cost of such a 
step should be well considered and not buried in an avalanche of de- 
nunciation for past misdeeds, and which will likely result in a total 
governmental expenditure of nearly $200,000,000. I object to the 
cost and am opposed to the policy of governmental ownership and man- 
agement of railroads. 

In conclusion, I trust that in this bill the legal meshes have been 
drawn close enough to prevent the corporations from slipping through, 
but the responsibility for this I leave upon others of the committee— 
all being lawyers, except one, besides myself. 

I know this of law, that it is good to let alone, and that litigation is 
a luxury the poor can not afford and the rich do not enjoy, even so 
wealthy a client as the Government of the United States. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, Iyield to my colleague [Mr. OUTHWAITE] 
for the purpose of enabling him to offer an amendment which he has 
been instructed by the committee to present. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to offer an amendment to the second 
section, authorized by the committee, and which provides that instead 
of the companies having authority to refund or extend their debt when 
it becomes due, they may refand or.extend it before it becomes due, 
so that the sooner it can be refunded at a low rate of interest, 4 per 
cent., the sooner the Government security will be extended, and so that 
the company will be able to take advantage of any favorable turn in 
the money market before the debt becomes due. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Amend by striking out the word “ balance,” in section 2, line 37; the words 
“which it may be unable to when the same shall become due according to 
the terms of said section,” ee Tines 39, 40, and 41; and the words "such = 
ance of,” inline 49. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, by unanimous consent the previous ques- 
tion was ordered upon this bill at 4 o’clock to day. 

TheSPEAKER. The time was extended by unanimous consent for 
fifteen minutes longer. 

Mr. CRISP. That time having arrived, I ask that the vote be now 
taken; or I am willing, and I think the committee are willing, that the 
Ts shall be postponed until Monday, when we shall have a fuller 

ouse. ; : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit an amendment be- 
fore the question is taken. 

Mr. CRISP. The previous question has been ordered by the unani- 
mous action of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to amend section 8, line 7, by striking out 
“forty” and inserting ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make it read: ‘‘ Fifty per cent. 
of their annual net earnings.” 

The SPEAKER, The present occupant of the chair was absent at 
the moment when the order of the House was made, and does not know 
exactly what were its terms. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I have no authority from the committee, 
but speaking for myself, I have no objection at all to making the pro- 
portion 50 per cent., none inthe world. But, Mr. Speaker, it was agreed 
thatthe previous question should beconsidered as ordered upon the pas- 
sage of this bill at 4 o’clock to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Not uponits passage; upon ordering the bill to be 

and read a third time. 

Mr. CRISP. Very well. Now, for myself, I am perfectly willing 
to have a vote upon the amendment which the gentleman from Indiana 


[Mr. HOLMAN 
The eeAREE. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 8, line 7, by striking out the word “forty” and inserting the 
word “ fifty; ” making the read “so failing, from and after the Ist day of 
July, 1886, 50 per cent. of their annual net earnings,” &c. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, is it in order now to move to post- 
pone the further consideration of this bill until the first Monday in 
December next ? s 

The SPEAKER. As soon as the operation of the previous question 
has been exhausted that motion will be in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I give notice that I shall make that motion, 

Mr. CRISP. And I give notice, Mr. Speaker, -that I shall ask the 
House to order the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Even then a motion to recommit will be in order. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; but not a motion to postpone. 

The amendment offered by Mr. HOLMAN was a to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on ordering this bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. - 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, called for a division, but withdrew the call, 
saying, ‘‘I will take it on the final passage of the bill.” 

Several members renewed the call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 40. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Florida, Mr. DOUGHERTY, 
and the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Crisp, to act as tellers. 

Mr. HENLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that motion for 
a moment. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘ order!” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to make a proposition which I think will 
facilitate business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted upon. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then we will have an adjournment. 

Mr. CRISP. I hope the House will hear the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in the control of the Chair when gen- 
tlemen demand the regular order. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and there were— 
ayes 58, noes 79. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, if the House will allow me I will say in 
behalf of the committee that we know the time from now until 5 o’clock 
can be consumed, and therefore we do not propose to engage in any 
contest about it. Wemake no objection to the House adjourning now, 
but give notice that on next Tuesday, under the special order which we 
already have, we shall ask the House to vote on this-bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois insist upon the 
demand for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I insist upon my demand unless gentlemen will 
agree to let this bill rest and take up the resolution providing for an 
investigation. Let us take that up and pass it; I am sure we can pass 
it without objection. 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. Is the motion to adjourn withdrawn? 

Mr. HENLEY. No, sir; I do not withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. Is the demand for the yeas and nays insisted 
upon ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the demand. * 

The SPEAKER. Upon this motion the ayes are 58 and the noes 
are 79; so the House refuses to adjourn. : 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that the gentleman will withdraw that 
motion in order that we may take up and consider the resolution or- 
dering an investigation. 

Mr. CRISP. If there is no objection to the consideration of the reso- 
lution at this time I will yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. If the bill now under consideration be laid aside, 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], under the order of the House, 
has a right to call up the resolution. 

Mr. CRISP. I call up that resolution. 

Mr. HENLEY. I insist upon the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion has been lost; the Chair has already 
announced that it was lost. 
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Mr, HENLEY. I demand the 


eas and nays upon the motion. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair 


asked whether the demand 
upon, and the | from Mi- 
that it was not in- 


vag noes 79, and declared the motion lost. 

The gentleman from Georgia now calls up for consideration—— 

Mr. CRISP. On consultation with the committee I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I make the point of order that the House has 
just voted down that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida makes the point of 
order that, no interv: business having transpired, the motion to ad- 
journ is not in order. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. What is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has called upa reso- 
lution which the Clerk read. 

Mr. CRISP. On further consultation with the committee I decline 
to call up the resolution at this time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Irise to apr raan Sage quiry. If the House ad- 
journs without final disposition of the matter now under consideration, 
will it come up as a special order on Tuesday ? 

The SPEAKER. It will come up as a special order on any day that 
the committee desire to call it up not otherwise i butof course 
the question of consideration can be raised 

Mr. PAYSON. Under the rules, is the posse sy of order just pro- 
pounded such intervening business as authorizes the motion to adjourn 
to be now made? 

The SPEAKER. That is not business of the House; it is simply a 
question addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the House take a recess until 100’clock 
and 59 minutes a, m. Monday next. 

Mr. REAGAN. Has the previous question been ordered? 

The SPEAKER. It has ordered upon the en, and 
third reading of the bill; not upon its passage. That is the present 
status of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does that give the bill any other status than as 
unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. Itb will remain as unfinished business unless called 
up some other time under the special order assigning two days to this 
` committee. 

The gentleman from Indiana now moves that the House take a re- 
cess until Monday next at 10 o’clock and 59 minutes a. m. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 46 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of Elizabeth Covington, of Archibald 
S. McNeill, and of Mrs. C. M. Banks, of Richmond County, of H. K. 
Ruark, t for heirs of William Grissom, of Smithville; and of Arthur 
J Hill, jr., of New Hanover County, North Carolina, that their 
war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of C. 8. W. Hance and other sol- 
diers of the National Home, in fayor of Senate bill 1886—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of John H and of N. Brewer, of 

Anne Arundel , Maryland, praying that their war claims be re- 
ferred to the Court 0 Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Cadre erin COMSTOCK: Petition of Mrs. P. B. Whitfield and others, 

200 members of the Ladies’ pastor ap a o 
Gand R Bap Mich., asking for 1 m to p poteet young gos 
seduction in the District of Columbia and other 1 A Foppe aaraa 
under the jurisdiction of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Petition of Martin Caulfield; of Philip Fogarty, 
administrator of John Slattery; of John Baker, and of Mrs. Alice Brady, 
administratrix of Patrick Brady, deceased, of Charleston, S. C., ask- 
ing that their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to the claims of Martin Caulfield, of Patrick 
Brady, = of John Baker, of Charleston, 8. C. —to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNN: Papers relating tothe claim of Caroline, Richard D., 
and Ira M. Lamb, of Phillips County, and of Pleasant Bumpus, of Pu- 
ee age! Arkansas—to the same committee. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of H. Wilkendorf and others, hos- 
pital stewards, United States Arm; Trane ra the passage of Senate 


ill 1119—to the Committee on itary Afairs. 
Also, petition of H. Winkelmann an pe e hospital stewards, ask- 
ing for the same—to the same committee. 
By Mr. HILL: Petition of Peter West and other citizens, of George 


Hutchinson and others, and of several hundred soldiers and citizens of 
Hand County, Dakota, asking for division of that Territory—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of hospital stewards, in reference to increase 
of pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Judson Cloud, of Waldo, Ark., asking 
that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOFFATT: Remonstrance of citizens of Baraga County, 
Michigan, the passage of bill to forfeit the land grant of the 
Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon Railroad—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of ex-soldiers, in favor of Senate bill 1886— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Papers relating to the claimof Andrew Corn- 
well, of Clarke County; of Sarah Allen and N. C. Wenger, of Rocking- 
ham’ County; and of Jo hn Griffith, of Virginia; and of Charles T. Wes- 
wet of Luzerne County, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on War 

s. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of H. M. Ford and 75 others, citizens of 
Crawford County, Kansas, asking for the passage of Senate bill 1886, 
doing partial justice to the Union soldiers of the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Memorial of Local Assembly No. 2357, 
of Labor, of Bridgeport, Conn., favoring the construction of the 
nepin Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of William McClintic, of Greenbrier 
County, West Virginia, praying that his war claim be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of Josiah W. Seabury and 263 others, 
citizens of Providence County, Rhode Island, for the passage. of bill 
embodying the recommendations of the national ion committee of 
xe Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Delia Clark Hurd, daughter of Rob- 
ert M. Clark, and of Jesse Corgyle, asking that their war claims be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. WHITE: Petition of G. W. Dempsey and others, for 
the passage of Senate bill 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition from Dan Brown Post, No. 380, Grand 
Army of the Republic, for the passage of Senate bill 1886—to the same 
committee, 


ights 
en- 


SENATE. 


MONDAY, June 7, 1886. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
a Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
pro 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. HARRISON presented a petition of J. H. Cissell and 168 other 


citizens of Indiana and Ilinois, praying for the of Senate bill 
No. 1579, for the a ion of the traffic in intoxicating liquors in 
the District of Columbia, and Senate bili No. 1405, in tion to the 


study of the effects of stimulants and narcotics on the human system; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the State board of agriculture of 
Maine, praying for the passage of a bill preventing the illegal sale of 
imitation dairy potan; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Robert iy ten Mrs. J. 
Haines, and othtr citizens of Philadel Pa., oe ds for the better 
legal protection of young girls in the lumbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present resolutions adopted by the board of di- 
rectors of the Chicago Board of Trade, favoring the adoption by Con- 
gress at its present session of such measures as may be deemed most 
effectual to repress attempts that may be made by threats, intimida- 
tion, or violence to disturb the peaceful flow of commerce among the 
States, and to protect the rights and provide for the security of all 
citizens lawfully engaged in such traffic. I move that the resolutions 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Amos Romine, of Holliday, 
Fayette County, Illinois, praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


Mr. MILLER presented a petition of the Farmers’ Club, of Columbia 
County, New York, and a petition of 76 citizens of T. , N. Y., pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill taxing all imitations of utter; which 


were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented resolutions of the Freight Bureau 
Association, praying the of the bill (S. 1877) relating to trade 
from foreign countries; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Committee on Public Lands, to whom were 
lls, reported adversely thereon; and they were 


‘ the api loving mee 
eye 
A (S. to extend the act of June 15, 1880, to all homestead 
entries; 


i rca in relation to homestead entries 
A bill (S. 1415) to promote the reclamation of the desert lands of the 
United States; 

A bill (S. 1913) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
sale of desert lands in certain States and Territories; ” and 

A bill (S. 2241) provi ding in certain cases for the forfeiture of wagon- 
road grants in the State o 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2428) to grant certain seal rocks to the city and 
county of San Francisco, State of California, in trust for the people of 
the United States, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. CHACE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2438) to authorize the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to allow com tion to railroad companies in certain cases for 
apartment service heretofore furnished pursuant to agreement, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1232) granting an increase of pension to John 8. 
Hale, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2610) to secure a larger circulation 
of United States notes of the denominations of $1 and $2; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2611) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Saint Louis River at the most accessible 
point between the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2612) making an 
appropriation for the purchase of Fairbanks & Co.’s ible Ameri- 
can pewter and silver coin scale and counterfeit-coin detector for use in the 

hout the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, Fae can eraa te ite Couanitane on Paos<ition and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2613) granting badges to the officers 
of the Greely relief ; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2614) 
hadepeenes coving ta which was read twice by its ti 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

oe CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2615) to authorize the payment 
of certain expenses of the Territory of Utah, and to secure the payment 
of the indebtedness of said Territory to the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 2616) for the relief 
of M. W. Locke, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMDEN introduced a bill (S. 2617) for the relief of the sure- 
ties of Dennis Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, MAHONE and Mr. SPOONER submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the sundry civil a ion 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Public s and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN TRADERSHIPS. 


Mr. HARRIS. Some daysago I was appointed upon the select com- 
mittee raised for the purpose of investigating the administration ef the 
Indian Office in respect to Indian traders. In view of the fact that the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs has been from his boyhood among 
most intimate and fastest friends, while I would flatter myself 
with the hope of being able to impartially perform the duties of such 
committeeman, I hardly think it proper for me to undertake their dis- 
charge. In view of that intimate relation which has so long existed, 
I ask the Senate to excuse me from service on that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that he be excused from service on the select committee in respect to 
Indian traderships. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee whether un- 
der all the circumstances he would not feel justified in moving to lay 
that resolution upon the table. It would be for the Senator, I think, 
from his position and his relations to the Commissioner, if anybody, to 
make that motion. There is evidently a disposition on the part of the 
Senate to decline to pursue that investigation. 

PES cok gp OE A E g aap age bee Ai vacate E bya 

feeling of deserved confidence in the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and if that is the opinion of the Senate itself it is hardly worth while 
to the in i If some Senator standing in the relation 


ting a pension to 
and, with the ac- 


does would feel it and due to him to make the motion, I sug- 
oa that a motion be made to lay that resolution upon the table. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no question before the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust that this matter will pass over for the pres- 
ent until my colleague [Mr. WILSON, of Iowa], whointroduced the res- 
olution, comes in and his attention can be called to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Iowa will indulge me asin- 
gle moment to say that the reason I have already stated, my very in- 
timate and close friendship to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, would 
certainly prevent me from making any such motion orany such sugges- 
tion as the one made by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Being perfectly satistied that the administration of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs of the office over which he presides can stand the test 
of any scrutiny or any examination which can be made, I could not as 
his friend seem to shrink, but on the contrary I court the fallest.meas- 
ure of investigation and the most rigid investigation; and he, I know, 
feels exactly the same way. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is no question before the Sen- 


ate. 

Mr. DAWES. I made the suggestion, if the President of the Sen- 
ate will allow me, as the Senator from Tennessée must be aware, be- 
cause I thought that no one else could afford to make it if the Senator 
from Tennessee could not. If the Senator from Tennessee in his re- 
lations to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs does,not feel that it 
ought to be made, certainly I do not make the suggestion. I spoke 
because of a feeling I have that no good would result from the investi- 
gation. 

? BUTTER AND OLEOMARGARINE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 


House bill for reference. 
The Cuter CLERK. “A bill (H. R. 8328) defining butter, also im- 


posing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, 


and rtation of oleomargarine.’’ 

Mr, LER. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry, 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from New York moves 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
The question is on that motion. 


Mr. MORRILL. Before the motion is put I desire to say that I rec- 
ognize the fact that all the petitions and papers in relation to the oleo- 
margarine and butterine question have been referred to and considered 
by tha Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. The bill now before 
the Senate on the question of reference was considered in the other 
House by the Committee on Agriculture and reported favorably. At 
the same time this bill as it comes to us from the House to con- 
tain a tax. Ifit is to be considered as a tax bill certainly the Commit- 
tee on Finance should have jurisdiction of it. If itis to be considered 
as a question in relation to agriculture, then it ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

I will merely say that while I have no disposition to arrogate for the 
Committee on Finance any undue advan in relation to this matter, 
if the motion of the Senator from New York should not prevail I shall 
then feel bound to make a motion to have the bill referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

Mr. VEST. Lhopethe bill wiles tothe Committee on Finance. My 
vote in regard to the measure will be determined by the simple ques- 
tion as to whether the Government needs the revenue to be raised un- 
der this taxation or not. 

I have examined the bill as it came from the House of Representa- 
tives. It isa revenue bill or it is nothing. I do not undertake to say 
what is the position of Senator except myself upon this matter. 


my’| For one, I believe that the question whether oleomargarine or butterine 


is a fraudulent compound and deleterious to health is not to be deter- 

mined by the Senate of the United States; but that under the Consti- 

ce that question has been delegated to the States, and to the States 
e 

It therefore depends with me, as to my action upon the bill, whether 
the revenue it propor to raise, which is estimated to be from twelve 
to twenty million dollars, is necessary for the purposes of the Govern- 
ment or not. I believe in taxing for revenue and for revenue alone, 
and so believing I want to hear from the Committee on Finance whether 

| the Government needs this amount of money in order that it shall be 
| properly carried on. 

I hope that the bill will go to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK. Did I understand the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance to move to strike out ‘‘the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry” and insert ‘‘the Committee on Finance?” 

Mr. VEST. No; he did not. 

Mr. BECK. Then I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is not in order. The 
question must be taken on motions to refer in the order in which 


pursue vestigation. 
to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that the Senator from Tennessee | motions are presented, under the rule. 
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Mr, BECK. Is not a motion to refer amendable? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 
ar. T 3 fy it was, z 
e pro tempore. the rule it is y provided 
that it shall not be amendable. re Chair will poh river fg to the 
rule. It will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Rute XXVI. 

1, When motions are made for reference of a subject to a select committee, or 
to a standing committee, the question of reference to a standing committee shall 
be put first; and a motion simply to refer shall not be open to amendment, ex- 
cept to add instructions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to amend can only be 
to instruct the committee; butif the motion to refer to the Committee 
on Agriculture is voted down, then it will be in order to move to refer 
the bill to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK. Then in view of the ruling of the President of theSen- 
ate, I only desire to say that if the pending motion is voted down I 
shall move to refer the bill to the Committee on Finance. 
` I think if Senators will look at the bill they will readily understand 
that if the bill as it came from the House does not go to the Finance 
Committee, it is hard to imagine any bill that ought to go to that com- 
mittee. A tariff bill might as well go to’ the Committee on Agricult- 
ure, for that has to dé with farmers, with their shoes and stockings, 
their sugar, their salt, and everything else. If this is to go to that 
committee because it deals with butter, they had better take charge of 
all the matters pertaining to the thousand things that the Committee on 
aonane ie supposed to have to deal with, whisky, tobacco, and every- 


ng else. : 
That this bill is a bill purporting to raise revenue and dealing with 
revenue matters I suppose is too plain for argument. Take section 3 
of the bill, which reads: ; 
That special taxes are imposed as follows: 


Manufacturers of oleo ne shall pay $600. Every person who manu- 
ee oleomargarine for sale shall be deemed a manufacturer of oleomarga- 


ine. 
Wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall pay $480, 


It is provided that retail dealers shall pay so much. Then there shall 
be a tax of 5 centsa pound. Originally it was 10 cents, but the tax 
was reduced to 5 centsin the other House, Every item of it deals with 
taxation and with licenses, and with those particular questions of which 
the Committee on Finance have had charge always. I think it isa 
question too plain for argument, and I shall not delay the Senate. 

Mr. M. I do not desire to enter into any discussion of the 

merits of this measure at thistime. The bill comes to us from the other 
House, having been perfected there in the Committee on Agriculture, 
having passed the House entirely under the charge of that committee, 
as the RECORD will show, never having been referred to the Ways and 
Means Committee, which corresponds to the Finance Committee of this 
body. 
By the common consent of the Senate thus far a vast number of pe- 
titions upon this subject, amounting to many thousands, have been re- 
ferred to the Agricultural Committee at this session. Several bills have 
been introduced in the Senate ing the manufacture and sale of 
imitation butter, which have been referred to that committee. The 
Committee on Agriculture has already considered the matter at several 
meetings. It has given two or three public hearings on this question, 
very important hearings, and it proposes, of course, if the bill shall be 
referred to it to give other public hearings, to the opponents as well as 
to the friends of the measure. 

What will be the condition of the bill when it shall reappear from 
that committee, ifreferred there, I can not tell—whether there will be 
anything of a tax init or not. I know nothing whatever about the 
views of theindividual members of that committee. Ihave not thought 
it wise or proper that I should in any way interrogate the members of 
the committee as to their views upon it. 

I simply desire to say that if anything can properly be referred to 
the Agricultural Committee it is certainly this whole subject, and as 
the committee has been considering it for several weeks it certainly 
would advance the interests of the public business in this body if the 
bill should go there, and should be acted upon finally by that commit- 
tee, and then reported back to the Senate, If then it should come here 
in such a shape as the Senate thought it wise and proper that it should 
be referred to some other committee for consideration upon any of its 
provisions, certainly the Senate would have it within its power to 
do it. 

But I believe it to be unwise and unjust to the great agricultural in- 
terests of this country that this measure, which has thus far been con- 
sidered by a committee appointed for considering questions of this kind, 
should be taken from that committee and given to another committee 
which in the nature of the business that comes before it has neither made 
this subject or any other subject pertaining to the agriculture of the 
country a particular study, Isubmit, however, to the judgment of 
the Senate as to the committee to which the bill shall go, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not conceive how any bill can be properly re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance if another committee is entitled to 


the jurisdiction of this bill. It is a tax bill and nothing else, and re- 
fers in every one of its provisions to the taxation of an article of mer- 
chandise and the regulation of its sale by the Internal Revenue Bureau 
of the Treasury Department. 

„The Senator from New York says that this subject has been consid- 
ered by the Committee on Agriculture. How has it been considered by 
that committee? Not by any express direction of the Senate. The 
Senator himself, orsome other Senator, introduced a bill and had it re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture without discussion and without 
objection. That committee in this way, and in this way alone, obtained 
jurisdiction of this question, and have been considering it. 

The Senator from New York says that the bill affects the agricultural 
interests of the country. Does not the tax upon whisky affect the ag- 
ricultural interests of the country? Has not the tax upon tobacco some- 
thing to do with the agricultural interests of the country? If we are 
to send every tax bill that relates to, or interests, or affects the agri- 
cultural interests of the country to the Committee on Agriculture they 
would usurp all the functions of the Committee on Finance and all 
other committees of the Senate. 

A motion to refer this question of taxation to another committee than 
the Committee on Finance is equivalent to a vote of want of confidence 
on the part of the Senate in the committee to which by its own rules 
and by universal precedents such questions have hitherto been sent. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. AsI look at the case, the question is simply 
this: Is it a revenue bill or isit not? Ifit is a revenue bill it clearly 
belongs to the Committee on Finance. Is the Senator from New York 
ready to say that it is not a revenue bill? 

Mr, MILLER. As I said before, I do not care to go into a discussion 
of the bill, but I certainly hope under this bill, or any other that we may 
pass, no revenue will be derived at all, for I hope the legislation passed 
here will forever make such a fraudulent manufacture as the imitation 
of butter impossible in this country. I will state that frankly. 

Mr. McP ON. It is not an answer to the question to say that 
the tax should be so high that it would tax one industry ont of exist- 
ence for the sake of protecting another. That certainly does not an- 
swer the question I put to the Senator from New York. 

The simple fact that petitions have been referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture tomy mind means nothing, because perhaps when those 
petitions came to the Senate nol tion was constructed and the peti- 
tions referred to legislation which might be made touching the question. 

Mr. MILLER. The Senator will permit me to state that perhaps he 
has not noticed the wording of the petitions. The wording of nearly 
every petition which has been presented here has been directly in favor 
of a tax upon the manufacture of oleomargarine, and with that under- 
standing they were sent to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It would be very difficult to devise a bill by 
which the object sought to be attained in this matter could be reached 
except by a tax. That is very evident to everybody. 

As to the petitions which are in possession of the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, I presume the Committee on Finance could examine those 
petitions and could pass upon them perhaps fairly and equitably; and 
as it is a very important question, which touches to my mind rather a 
new system of taxation in this country, and one that requires careful 
consideration, it would seem to me to be unwise to send the bill to any 
other committee than the one which has jurisdiction of those matters. 
I think no Senator should contend for a moment that the bill ought 
to go anywhere else but to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR. As has been stated by the chairman of the committee, 
all along, by general consent, it has been understood in the Senate that 
this subject-matter belonged to the Committee on Agriculture. Vari- 
ous bills have been before it and are there now; hearings have been 
had and petitions have been considered by the Committee on Agricult- 
ure touching this subject. It has never until very lately been sug- 
gested that this movement for legislation upon the subject of oleomar- 
garine was connected with the revenue subject incidentally. _The 
main pi of it is to afford some remedy for an attack which has 
been made under false pretenses, as I allege, upon the great dairy in- 
terests of the country, one of the principal divisions of the agricultural 
interests of the American people, in which more than twenty-five mill- 
ion American people are engaged to-day. 

The matter of a tax has never been understood to be anything more 
than an incidental one and as affording the necessary revenue by which 
the necessary expenses of an inspection should be derived, so that there 
might not be by reason of this legislation and the attempted remedy of 
this great evil any additional burdens upon the finances of the country. 
It is only by considering an incident that the Committee on Finance can 
claim jurisdiction of this subject-matter. 

As has been well suggested, if after a primary consideration of the 
main question, which is that of some method of affording a remedy for 
this great evil of substituting a fraudulent manufacture for the genuine 
article to be purchased in the market as an article of food, if after the 
general question has been considered, the matter of tax should still be 
retained in the bill and it should come from the Committee on Agri- 
culture as a bill involving taxation to some extent, then there could be 
no impropriety in referring it to the Committee on Finance; but in the 
first instance it seems to me that the bill ought to go where everybody 
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has understood the main question to belong, to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the bill is to be regarded as a bill in the interest 
of the public health, then it is untenable in my judgment, because the 
police powers are exclusively in the States. They were so before the 
adoption of the Constitution, were not parted with in that instrument, 
and are intact in the States as much so to-day as they were before the 
adoption of the Constitution, and so the Supreme Court have said. 

Even if it be rded as a bill in the interest of public health the 
Committee on Agriculture has nothing to do withit. Ifit be regarded, 
as it must be regarded, as a revenue measure, then it necessarily belongs 
to the Committee on Finance and can not belong otherwise. For that 
reason it seems to me that it is conclusive that in any event the bil 
ought to go to the Committee on Finance. - 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, only one word more. That thisis a tax 
bill, as I said, is too obvious for argument. Whatever petitions or bills 
may have been sent to the Committee on Agriculture, or whatever con- 
clusions they may have arrived at in regard to the matters sent before 
them, they have reported nothing. Weare now dealing with the House 
bill independent altogether of what may have been sent to the Senate 
Committee on Agriculture, either in the form of bills or petitions, and 
independent altogether of their action, for they have not acted. 

We are to determine whether the bill sent from the House of Repre- 
sentatives is a tax bill or not. ‘That itis, no man will deny. That it 
can be made the basis of amendment in the Senate to attach to it free 
tobacco, free whisky, free salt, free coal, free anything, no man will 
deny. Being a bill of that character, I say it would not be fair in the 
Senate—I do not use the term in any impropersense—to deprive of the 
consideration of the bill the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
the ex-Secretary of the Treasury, and other gentlemen who have been 
selected and placed on the Finance Committee for the purpose of look- 
ing into all questions of taxation, both as to the necessity of the tax 
imposed in the bill and as to the necessity of increasing the machinery 
of the internal revenue with which they are supposed to be familiar, in 
the way of licenses for wholesale and retail dealers and every other char- 
acter of business. 

The chairman of the Committce on Agriculture is himself a member 
of the Committee on Finance, and he will have an ample opportanity 
of guarding all the interests of farmers when the bill comes before the 
committee of which he is a distinguished member. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] a 
member of the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] is a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Finance with full opportunity to present every- 
thing that his Committee on Agriculture may see fit to present. It 
would be an anomaly in the history of American politics for amend- 
ments that can be properly offered to this bill and may be considered, 
to put tobacco upon the free-list, to take up the wine-culture of Cali- 
fornia, which is being pressed upon us, and free brandy that they seek 
to fortify their wines with, or free salt, or free sugar, or free anything, 
or to rearrange our whole tariff system upon a bill before the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

When the last tariff act was passed it passed the Senate first and 
never was passed by the other House until we sent it there. Why? 

. Because they had sent us an internal-revenue tax bill upon which we 
based the whole tariff taxation. When I was a member of the other 
House if I recollect aright, a question involving free salt alone came to 
the Senate, and a whole tariff bill was based upon that and sent back 
to the House as an amendment. 

. The House bill which I hold in my hand can be amended; and the 
committee, selected because of their familiarity with questions of that 

sort, whose sole business it has been to see whether more revenue was 
needed, what guards should be placed over it, whatamendmentsit would 
recommend or reject, are to be deprived of a bill like’ this covering all 
these consequences, when there can be no possible detriment to any 
farming interest or any detriment to any gentleman who may desire to 
offer amendments to it in that committee, of which, as I said, the Sen- 
ator from New York is himself a distinguished member. By every 
reason and for every reason the bill ought to go to the Committee on 
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Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, a single word and I shall not trouble 
the Senate again on this question at present. 

Every argument which the Senator from Kentucky has presented in 
favor of the reference of this bill to the Finance Committee could have 
been made with equal force in the House of Representatives for sending 
it to the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it in order to refer to what has been donc in the 
other branch of Congress? 

Mr. MILLER. If the gentleman will not trouble himself too much 
about this I will not infringe on parliamentary rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
raise a question of order? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York will 
par SEn The Senator from Rhode Island will state his question of 
order. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That itis notin order to discuss what has been 
done in another branch of the Government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatis hardly considered in the nat- 
ure of a question of order, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call the attention of the Chair to it. g 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Parliamentary rules forbid such ref- 
erence; but it is hardly a question of order. 

Mr. MILLER. We all know that this bill has passed the other 
House. The message which was delivered to the Senate when the bill 
was sent here stated the fact that it had passed the House of pa 
sentatives. It is no more an improper reference to say that the bi 
went through the Committee on Agriculture of the House than to say 
that it went through the House itself. 

The Senator from Kentucky says it would be no reflection on the 
agricultural interests of this country or no detriment to them to have 
the bill sent to the other committee. I do not undertake to say how 
either one of these committees would act upon this matter; but when 
the House of Representatives has considered the bill in one committee 
and has upon the report of that committee acted upon it and sent it to 
this body, I say it would be a direct reflection upon the agricultural in- 
terests of the country, and it would be understood by them to be inim- 
ical to their interests if it should be sent to any other committee of the 
Senate. > 

Now, Mr. President, I happen to know that a number of the leading 
oleomargarine manufacturers of this country have been writing letters 
to Senators in this body asking them to prevent the reference of this 
bill to the Agricultural Committee and to vote to sendit to the Finance 
Committee. Senators here have shown me those letters, and I state 
what I know to bea fact. This isa contest which comes up at the 
very beginning, and we are to decide here and now whether the agri- 
cultural interests of this country can have a fair hearing in this body or 
not. That is all I have to say about it. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from New York before he 
takes his seat what feature of this bill requires the consideration of the 
Agricultural Committee? 

Mr. MILLER. The whole subject has been considered by the Com- 
mittee on iculture for the last six weeks or more in allits eric 

Mr. BUTLER. What feature in this bill is there that the Agricult- 
ural Committee can consider on the face of the measure? 

Mr. MILLER. It is properly a bill which the Agricultural Commit- 
tee can consider and has been considering. cs 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course the Agricultural Committee can consider 
it, but I can not see that the Agricultural Committee have jurisdiction 
of thesubject. It is one purely of taxation, as I understand, and simply 
because somewhere else a committee on agriculture may have consid- 
ered it furnishes no reason why we should send it to that committee. 

Mr. MILLER. It is not simply a bill of taxation and of revenue. 
It is a bill to regulate and control what is claimed to be a fraudulent 
industry in this country. It reaches much further and away beyond 
the question of revenue. The question of revenue is the least impor- 
tant question in the whole measure. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the bill is a fraud upon its face if it is not in- 
tended for the purpose of raising revenue. 

Mr. MILLER. It is not a fraud on its face, for it is a bill to regu- 
late the sale and manufacture of imitation butter. 

Mr. BUTLER. It comes in here under false pretenses. If it is not 
for the purpose of raising revenue it has no business in this body or 
any other legislative body. If this Senate is to take jurisdiction of 
every fraudulent industry in this country, we should do very little else. 
I trust the bill will be referred to the Committee on Finance, where it 
properly belongs, for if it is not intended to raise revenue for this Gov- 
ernment it comes to the Senate under false pretenses. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like toask the Senator from New York 
if I understood him correctly as saying that certain letters were in the 
possession of Senators this morning requesting the reference of this bill 
to the Committee on Finance? I find that he omitted to state the fact 
that certain Senators were also in possession of letters asking to have 
it sent to the Committee on Agriculture. I donot know which are the 
more numerous. In my mail this morning I found several letters ask- 
ing me to vote to send the bill to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. MILLER. Iwill say to the Senator that if he has not received 
any letter from any oleomargarine manufacturer asking him to vote to 
send this bill to the Finance Committee he is different from many ot 
his colleagues. If he has received numerous petitions signed by thou- 
sands of his fellow-citizens of New Jersey asking that the measure shall 
be passed, and if he has to-day received letters from a large number of 


‘the representatives of the agricultural interests of this country to the 


effect stated, I hope he will be influenced by their voice and by their 
wish, and that he will carry out that wish by voting to send this bill 
to the Agricultural Committee. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I take it, sir, that the Senate at least thinks 
that either the Committee on Agriculture or the Committee on Finance 
will deal with this question fairly and properly, and I can not under- 
stand why a part of the public outside are so much interested in having 
the matter referred to the Committee on Agriculture. I can not under- 
stand what information, if any, they may have touching the probable 
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action of the Finance Committee which leads them to: that 
its action may be unfriendly. There is about this that. Ido 
not understand. This appears to be clearly a tax bill- As I suppose 
the Senate of the United States is evidently able to manage such busi- 
ness as is referred to it, and it being a matter relating entirely to finance 
and one with which the Finance Committee is accustomed .to deal, and 
that is the committee to whieh all such matters are I can see 
no good reason why it should be referred to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The inquiry of the Senator from emgan 
one be very properly extended to Senators who persist upon chang- 
d direction of this subject-matter. Why the necessity? This 

ps here has already been referred tothe Committee on Agriculture and 
for weeks been considered by that committee. Now, will the Senator 
emphasize his inquiry by asking why Senators at this timeseek to take 
this subject-matter from the hands of the Committee on Agriculture 
and refér it to another committee ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will speak for myself. As to a matter in- 
volving taxation on any subject, it matters net whether this subject or 
or any other, I insist upon it that it is to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Finance and very improper to refer it elsewhere. 

Mr, VAN WYCK. But the leading feature in this bill is not taxa- 
tion. That is a mere incident. Now, I take it there is no expression 
of opinion by any Senator here as to the merits of this bill or as to the 
propriety of taxation. Itakeitnot. But thesubject-matter itself has 
been referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and the taxation is a 
mere incident; Suppose, fo any other subject, the adulteration 
of food, if you please, of flour and of medicines, no matter what, was 
reférred to a proper committee of this body—that is not a matter of 
taxation, it is not a matter of revenue—but suppose in determining that 
question the proper committee should determine on a license tax, would 
that then justify on the report of the committee that it should be im- 
mediately transferred to the revenue committee, the Committee on Fi- 
nance? trhat Tunderstand is substantially the case here. TDA MeN 
question agitating the people at this ua who are interested in this 
question, the oleomargarine manufacturers and the butter-makers, is 
not the question of taxation, but shall there be anything done = A ae 
teet the people or the manufacturers of butter? That is the po 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the Senator to state that the ol Keel of 
the bill is not taxation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No, sir; not taxation. The object of those in- 
troducing the measure in this body and in the other House was not 

yore ety the raising of revenue. 

LER. Then I shonld like to ask the Senator to point out 
under what authority the Senate acts, and aow Congress gets jurisdic- 
tion of the question except by its taxing pow 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In In the first Sane th the first feature of the bill 
mentioned in the title is ‘‘defining butter.” 

Mr. BUTLER. What else? 

Mr: VAN WYCK. You ask, where does Congress get jurisdiction 
to define butter? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; I do. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Here it Pr on Sey oe ee it. The House has 

it, and that is the main foundation matter. 

Mr. BUTLER. AO APNEA EO EnS the man- 
ufacture, sale, im oe ion, and exportation of 

Mr. VAN WY Precisely. ita the Henater sens a racy fat 
words he reads in this bill show that it properly goes to the Committee 
on Agriculture—‘‘ defining butter.” What does the Committee on Fi- 
nance know abont-butter? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Whatdoesthe Committee on Agriculture know about 
butter? [Laughter.] 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Everything aboutit. [Laughter.] The Senator 
has taken away his own foundation from under himself. The first clause 
of this bill shows that it has no place where he seeks to putit. Thatis 
all the object there is, jerk else. In seeking that, there are several 

positions proposed, and among them this proposition of the House. 

t docs not follow that the Senate Committee on léure will ado; $ 
hae ok by see eens This is a mere incident to the end. In 
first place we desire pure butter, as we might desire purity in any other 
article that was being adulterated. Is not thata proper matter for the 

iculfural Committee? 
. BUTLER. Ido not think it is. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then some say oleoi is made pure, 
Other people say no, it is not pure; it is also adulterated with vile com- 
pounds, and therefore it is unhealthy. Is not that a proper matter for 
the Agricultural Committee ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I think not. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Why not? What other committee possibly has 
to do with it? 

Mr. BUTLER. None. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Verywell. TheSenatorgoestoofar. Hewould 
throw the whole thing out of Congress entirely. 


Mr. BUTLER. I would. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Very well. Itis proper tomake that statement 


if he believes it. Others believe it is a proper subject for legislation 


by the Congress of the United States; and if it be, is not that the suit- 
able committee to consider it? The Senator will concede that, I take it. 

Mr. MAXEY. Su Sppe Aa AN EET fai the tax clause 
of the bill, which the says is the incident and not the principal 
object, what is there left? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Everything left. TheCommittee on Agriculture. 
Vaan’ A T EA S tenis thon secure what they 
want.. [Laughter.] Itis funny to gentlemen on the other 
side. tis there left? The that was offered in the first place 
provided for no tax. Ido not remember the exact nature of the bill, 
but no matter now. They may inflict pains and penalties in place of a 
tax. They may provide that ol ine, if made, shall be made ac- 
cording to law, and make violation of law subject to pains and penalties 
instead of a tax. We may say this shall be a misdemeanor. There is 
no trouble about substituting that in place of atax. To define acrime 
and then provide a penalty for it is not unusual. 

Mr. MAXEY. I now ask the Senator where it is that he gets the 
authority in Congress to impose pains and penalties on the manufacture 
in the States of the Union of an article on the ground that it is un- 
wholesome to manufacture it? Iam not speaking of the District of 
Columbia or the Territories. This bill goes far beyond them, and en- 
ters the States. Whatauthority is there inthe Constitution for you to 
ron pare and penalties on the manufacture or sale of any article pro- 
d within the States on the ground that it is unwholesome? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now the Senator from Texas occupies the same 
ground as the Senator from South Carolina, that we have no business 
to touch itatall. That isa question not proper to discuss at this time. 
The. question is as to the reference of this bill, not as to the power ok 
Congress to legislate on this subject. That is not it; but the Sens 
demonstrate their idea of the merits of the bill and want to carryit into 
the question of reference. - Congress has exercised the power to prevent 
and punish adulterated and deteriorated drugs, medicines, and medic- 
inal preparations, also adding any ingredient or substance to distilled 
spirits. 

Mr. BUTLER. Would the Senator consent to strike out of this bill 
the taxing feature of it? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. When the bill is under consideration by the Sen- 
ate they will determine what they will strike out or putin. Iam not 

my notions about this matter now. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould be very glad to have the Senator’s notions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If my friend will excuse me, I will give them 
cheerfully and frankly at the propertime. This is not the proper time. 
We are not discussing the merits of the bill. I want to say that these 
gentlemen who are so very anxious abont the question of reference do 
not want anything done, They are opposed to anything being done. 

Mr. MAXEY. This bill, as we who oppose its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture contend, has no reference whatever and nothing 
in it. has any reference whatever to the duties of the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. If it has any merit at all, it is as a revenue measure, and 
only as a revenue measure. If it be a revenue measure then necessa- 
rily it must go to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Thatis the idea I was endeavoring to antago- 
nize. It is not necessarily a revenue measure, was not introduced asa 
revenue measure, and the object was not to. add to the revenues in the 
Treasury. That was not the object: It was not as the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] stated in reference to the case of to- 
bacco. tion on tobacco is merely for the purpose of revenue. 
It is not to provide for its production or for any adulteration connected 
with it, but purely as a measure to increase the revenue, This bill is 
not for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER. How would it be if the question of imposing a tax 
on the issues of State banks were presented for the first time in the 
Senate? To what committee would the Senator refer a proposition to 
impose a tax of 10 per cent. on the issues of State banks? ‘Would that 
go to the Committee on Commerce, to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
or the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If we were framing a law in regard to the issue 
of bank bills in any way and if we were legali the issue of bank 
bills or were endeavoring to prevent the issue of counterfeit bills as 
some persons are now endeavoring to prevent counterfeit butter and 
other persons were issuing counterf®it bank bills, I suppose if Congress 
did not want to legalize it they would not place a tax on them but would 
provide a penalty, and the man who would issue counterfeits they would 
subject to a fine in dollars and cents, or to imprisonment in the peni- 
tentiary, or both. Congress could prohibit by fines and penalties, or 
if it legalized, could do so on conditions of paying tax, lieense, or other 
conditions. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was not the question I pnt to the Senator. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska one 
question. This bill comes from the House, It is reférred no matter 
where. Isitnotin order to amend and send to any committee asa legiti- 
mate amendment to this bill propositions providing that sugar shall be 
placed on the free-list, and that tobacco and salt and coal or anything 
else shall be made free? May not our tariff taxation be modified as a 

itimate amendment to this bill? 
r. VAN WYCK. They have tried the experiment of propounding 
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some strange amendments. in: the House to this bill and which the 
movers claimed to be legitimate without sending it to the House Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means or Finance, and I suppose the same experi- 
ments will be indulged in here. 

Mr. McPHERSON. While Ladmit.thatit is unparliamentary under 
our rules to refer to the action of the House, I understand the Senator 
to say this is not a revenue bill. I should like to ask the Senator as to 
the action taken elsewhere if it did not receive precedence elsewhere, in 
the House if you please, it was a revenue measure, and if it 
had not been claimed to bea revenue measure it would not have re- 
ceived consideration at all? 

Mr. VAN WYCK.. If it was a revenue measure in the House, why 
did it not come from the revenue committee of the House? 

Mı. MCPHERSON. I do not. know. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. They were antagonizing this bill and fought it 
week after week. Why was it not sent there if it was a revenue bill? 

Mr. BECK. I can not state what took place in the House according 
to the rules, but the Senator from. Nebraska will be much astonished 
perhaps to find that.it never could have been considered in the House 
except that it was put before them as a revenue measure. ; 

Let me ask one more question and I have done. This bill I under- 
stand will raise $8,000,000 or $10,000,0000f revenue. We haveasurplus 
of $25,000,000 or $30,000,000 now. Will it not be necessary, if $10,- 
000,000 are added to the revenne by this bill, to devise ways and means 
whereby $10,000,000 should be taken off from something else; and is 
not thata subject that the Committee on Finance ought to have referred 
to it? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. We will not. be embarrassed in using the money 
raised by this bill, even though we neglect to. deduct the amount from 
other sources of revenue. It seems a strange ition that this was 
considered as a revenue measure in the other House when it was not 
so considered there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Irise to a question of order. 
interrupt my friend from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT protempore.. The Senator from Vermont will state 
his question of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. IL object most decidedly, and for public reasons 
that we all understand, to any reference being made to the proceedings 
of the House of Representatives to influence our action in one way or 
another. ‘That isa fundamental rule of parliamentary law, and I ask 
the Chair to enforce it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The attention of the Chair was called 
to the rule by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] a few 
moments ago. It is a parliamentary rule laid down in Jefferson’s 
Manual that no reference shall be eto the proceedings of the other 
House. The Chair has not usually regarded it, nor has the Senate re- 
garded it, as a question of order, bub rather a question of propriety or 
impropriety on the part of Senators; and the Chair does not feel at lib- 
erty: to call a Senator toorder for that alone unless there be some breach 
of the positive rules of the Senate which would. justify the Chair in 
calling a Senator to order. Still if it is the desire of the Senate the 
Chair will interrupt whenever a reference of this kind is made; but it 
is so frequently made, sometimes in. an innocent way, that the Chair 
would feel very much disinclined to enforce such a rule unless made a 
mandatory rule of the Senate. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I su we can get along in discussing this. 
question without alluding directly to what the House of Representa- 
tives did, and yet the very bill here shows what the House did. This 
very bill prints what the action of the House is on this matter; and we 
must make no allusion toit? Whereisthe line to be drawn? Weare 
acting upon a House bill? Now TI will read it; and will gentlemen say 
we must not read it because itisa House bill? If I read something 
from a newspaper, will that be out of order, or from that interesting 
sheet the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, will that be out of order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tenipore. In order to have it distinctly under- 
stood, the Chair will read what is said in Jefferson’s Manual on this 
subject: 

It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has bfen said on the same sub- 
ject in the other House, or the particular votes or jorities on it there; because 
the opinion of each House should be left to its own independency, not to be in- 


fluenced by the proceedingsof the other; and thequoting them might beget re- 
flections leading to a misunderstanding between the two Houses. (8 Grey, 22.) 


That is undoubtedly the rule of parliamentary law. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. [I ask the Chair to enforce it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. What was said in the other House, not what was 
done there. Z 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is criticising upon words. It is perfectly 
well understood in every parliamentary body under constitution that 
organizes its legislature into two independent bodies that noinfluence 
is to be brought to bear upon the members of one body by what.the 
gentlemen in the other House think or do in respect of a matter; and 
the only exception—and that is not really an exception to the rule—is 
the report of a conference committee. ‘Then the Senate conferees and 
the House conferees have the right to state what the representatives 
of the other side have said and insisted upon to them. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It will be well incidentally that the- Committee 
on Rules should give this matter incidentally serious consideration at 


I de not want to 


some time, because it seems a reflection upon Senators that.they are not 
able to trust themselves ta know what has been done or said in the 
other House. The point of the rule seems that it may affect, control, 
or influence.. I take it from what the Senator from New York said that 
the butterine mannfacturers outside by a letter would do more con- 
trolling than any reference to what may have been said or done in the 
other House on this matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senator alludes to me as haying raised the 
question of order I wish to tell him that I am just as much and prob- 
ably more in favor of the substance, and for all I know the form, of this 
bill than he is; but I think it right to have the bill go to the commit- 
tee where only it can stand as a constitutional bill, and that is the tax 
committee of this body. Ido not want to have the Supreme Court of 
the United States told by and by, when that question is raised, that the 
Senate ized and determined that this was a mere evasion and de- 
vice. I want it to stand on its honest ground as atax bill, where alone 
it can stand, guided by the policy of the Government. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I hope the terrors of the Supreme Court will not 
be thrown at us now, as well as what has been said in the House of 
Representatives. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I hope not, because you would be more afraid 
of the court than you. would of the House. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes; I think there is more danger when honest 
legislation is concerned. I suppose it is in order for me to read this bill. 
Let me leave out a few words in the title, if you please, and then see 
if anybody will object: ‘‘A bill defining butter and regulating the man- 
ufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of ol ine.” Will 

object to that bill as it is read to him “defining butter,” 


any 
lea out only the words ‘also imposing a. tax upou,”’ “‘and regulating 
the man sale, importation, and exportation of ol ine?” 


facture, 
Would there be any dangerof the Supreme Courtonthatmuch? Would 
there be any objection. to ing that. bill to the Committee on Agri- 
culture if such was the title? If that was the title of the bill, *‘A 
regulating the manufaeture, sale, importatiou, 
ine,’’ would the Senator from Kentucky 
think it ought. to go. to the Finance Committee then? 

Mr. BECK. I donot efre what the title might be. The provisions. 
of the bill as they are would decide that. I have examined the char- 
acter of the bill and I find that it isa tax bill all through in every 
feature of it. Therefore I do not care to answer what might happen 
inanysu case. Evenif the title were wrong, it could beamended 
and it would be amended to correspond with what is in the bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The object of this bill is evident from what E 
have read in the title, and the bedy of the bill corresponds with tho 
same, ‘‘A bill defining butter and regulating the manufacture, sale, im- 
portation, and exportation of oleomargarine.’’? Suppose that was the 
only point for consideration by Congress and by the American people; 
suppose there was no other. Now that matter is presented in this bill, 
and the House referred it tothe proper committee and they considered the 
proposed question, defining, first, butter, and then regulating the manu- 
facture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine. Now, 
what is the proper question for the Agricultural Committee, where prop- 
erly itbelongs? Itseems the bill as presented from the House—it comes 
from the House, I suppose, as it has ‘‘H. R.,’’ House of Representa- 
tives, on it—the bill in effecting those objects, to secure those matters, 
among other things provides for the imposition of a tax, which is not 
the leading i which is not the main thing to be done, but 
the main thing is in the words whieh I have read. In endeavoring to 
secure. that object they deem it the best way to impose a tax on the 
manufacture. Whether that is right ornot is a matter to be considered 
by this body when the question comes before it for consideration and 
action. = - 

That is all there is about the matter. Theonly question is as to the 
protection of a farming industry. The oleomargarine is claimed also 
to be a industry, it is said, by those who manufacture it; and 
they claim it is a farming interest by the fact that it may be made 
from the fat of cattle and hogs in the manufacture of imitation butter. 

Ts not that, above all other questions, one which should properly go 
to the Agricultural Committee? Why take it away from there except 
for one purpose? As the House would protect butter, as the House 
provides how to te ol ine and imitation butter and the 
exportation and importation of it, that is a matter that would fairly 
and properly go to that committee. As I said, whether a tax is the 
best way, I do not know; what the action of the Senate may be on that 
point, I do not know, and the committee themselves do not know. 

There must be an object and a purpose in this. Why, when it has 
been with this committee for six weeks, should it now be taken away 
unless it is to place it in the hands of a committee already overworked 
and already trying to do too much? That is probably the reason why 
it is to go to that committee, which will not find it convenient to report 
it so that it may be acted on by the Senate this session. They may not 
find it convenient because it is impossible for them to attend to it. 

It is a new question for them. They have not considered it, and the 
Committee on Agriculture have been considering it for six weeks. It 
is a question that has been discussed and in a measure acted upon by 
that committee. Now tell the country, will you, who are so anxious 


5344 


to take this bill away from where it properly belongs, from that com- 
mittee which is made to protect the j aiea industry of this country, 
let them explain some time to the great agricultural interest of this 
country which is interested in this why at this time there should be a 
necessity to take this question away from a committee which under- 
stands it in-all its bearings as well or better than the Committee on 
Finance will after they shall have devoted six weeks to its study and 
examination. Why take it away except for one purpose, and t is 
to prevent any legislation on this question? There can be no other. 
If legislation is desired, the subject is before the proper committee; 
and if you desire no legislation, gentlemen particularly who believe 
this is no place for the consideration of this question, as the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER] think, can very easily justify themselves in sending it toa 
committee which can not have the time to examine it thoroughly and 
will find it impossible to make any report. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iwish to ask a question. The Constitution declares 
in terms that ‘‘each House may determine the rules of its proceed- 
pol Therefore if the Senate regard this as a tax bill, as it undoubt- 

y must be, the course which has been pursued toward the bill else- 
where has not the slightest thing on the face of the earth to do with 
the action of the Senate, which is an independent body, to determine the 
rules of its own proceedings. The proper proceeding in this case is to 
refer it to that committee which has been organized for the purpose of 
looking into revenue measures. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, it is very obvious, as has been sug- 
gested by the very title of this bill, that it embraces several subjects, 
and those subjects should unas rd be sent to one or the other of 
several committees. It is a bill ‘‘defining butter, also imposing a tax 
upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exporta- 
tion of oleomargarine.’’ 

Various prominent considerations, whose relative importance it is 
not now proper to discriminate, might carry this bill to the Agricult- 
ural Committee, to the Commerce Committee, or to the tax committee. 
It is not incompetent for this body to take up these various topics of 
consideration to be submitted to this or to that committee in such or- 
der as it deems fit. Now, the main interest of this bill, it will be seen 
by reading the text of it as well as by looking at the title, does em- 
brace a very extensive subject that belongs to commerce, also a very 
important question that regards finance or revenue, and very 
pa Ye questions, as may occur to the Senate in future debates, that 
may involve topics which are proper for consideration by the Judiciary 
Committee. 

The substance of this legislation deals with two agricultural prod- 
ucts, two food products, two products of the farm, for in whatever 
way these two food products, these two farm products may be dealt 
with in the manufacture and sale, the whole question is of dealing 
with these two products—the dairy products and the oleaginous prod- 
ucts from the farm. 

I shall vote for a reference of this bill to the Agricultural Committee 
for the reason that the great interest shown in this matter upon one 
side and the other is in the nature of the subject as a food product, and 
the question of the tax is one thereafter to be raised, after the commit- 
tee having charge of this subject shall have explored and presented it 
in the aspect that their deliberations and their examinations shall lead 
them to presentittous, Ican notsuppose that if this bill should come 
in from the Committee on Agriculture it would pass the Senate prob- 
ably without being considered by the Committee on Finance, and possi- 
bly not without being considered by the Committee on Commerce. 
Certainly a large portion of the dealing with these great interests thus 
presented here has to do strictly with commerce, both domestic com- 
merce and foreign commerce; but at the bottom of both questions of 
dealing with it in commerce and of dealing with it in revenue, the 
nature and character of the interest promoting the bill and the oppos- 
ing interests are of matters that have to do with farm products, and it is 
so regarded by the people of this country.- 

Mr. BECK. I wish to ask the Senator from New York whether he 
does not regard wool and tobacco as equally farm products, and if the 
question of taxation in regard to them came up would he not send them 
to the Committee on Finance? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to re- 
fer the bill to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Sat eae and nays were ordered; andthe Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] on this question. 

Mr, CHACE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY.] Ido not know how he would vote 
if he were here. I should vote *‘ nay’’ if he were here. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT.] Not knowing how he would 
vote, I withhold my vote. 


Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE'S name was called). My col- 


league [Mr. GEoRGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. PIKE]. . 
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Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

‘Mr. HEARST (when his name was called). 
colleague [Mr. STANFORD]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when the name of Mr. INGALLS was called). My 

league [Mr. INGALLS] is paired with the Senator from Colorado 


[Mr. Bowery]. 
Mr. LOGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
I am paired gen- 


Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). 
erally with my colleague [Mr. SEWELL]. I do not know how he 
would vote on this motion. If he were here, I would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). Iam paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. SABIN’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Kenna]. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAuLsBuRY]. If he were here, I should 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired on political 
questions with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. Not re- 
garding this as such, I vote ‘‘yea.’’ > 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). Iwas paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. My colleague [Mr. Ransom] 
is absent, and I will transfer that pair tomy colleague. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to announce that the Senator from Nebraska 
has MANDERSON ] isat West Point, charged with a duty by the Senate. 


e is paired. 

Mr. HALE. My colleague [Mr. FRYE] is absent, paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. LOGAN. I was paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Ransom] when I left last week, but I understand the Senator 
from New York [Mr. MILLER] is now paired with him, and has trans- 
ferred it to the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. That being 
the case, I vote “‘ yea.” $ 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague [Mr. PALMER] is paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina Prr. VANCE]. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmpron]. I withdraw 
my vote. A 

Mr. CONGER. I stated that my colleague [ Mr. PALMER] was paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. The pair has 
been transferred to the Senator’s colleague [Mr. RANSOM]. 

Mr, CAMDEN. I announced a pair with the Senator from Nebraska 
| Mr. MANDERSON]. I have transferred the pair to the Senator from 

ecticut [Mr. PLATT]. I observe he is not here. I withdraw the 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska and announce my pair with the 
Senator from Connecticut. Not knowing how he would vote, I with- 
hold my vote. = 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired generally with the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. He is absent under order of the Senate. 
If he were here, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. KENNA. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
SABIN], but understanding that he would if present vote as I do, I vote 


I am paired with my 


e E 
yea. 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 21; as follows: 
YEAS—22, 
Allison Evarts, MeMillan Teller, 
Blair, y Hal Mahone, i Van Wyck, 
Cameron, piren EN Miller, Whitthorne, 
Conger, Hoar, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Kenna, Sherman, 
Dolph, Logan, Spooner, . 
NAYS—21, 
Aldrich, Coke, Maxey, Vv 
k, Edm Morrill, Walthall, 
A Eustis, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
Brown, Harris, Pugh, 
utler, Hawley, Riddleberger, 
Call, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
ABSENT—33. 
Blackburn, George, McPherson, Sabin, 
Bowen, Gibson, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Gorman, Mitchell of Pa., Sawyer, 
Chace, Gray, Morgan, Sewell, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Palmer, Stanford, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Pike, Voorhecs. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Platt, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Frye, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 


So the motion to refer the bill to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK subsequently said: Lask leave to offer an amendment to 
House bill 8328, known as the ‘‘oleomargarine bill,” not committing 
myself to all its provisions. The amendment is the House bill in ic- 


gard to tariff and taxation. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amevd- 


1886. - - 


ment will be printed and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 


and Forestry, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CONGER. _Is the morning business through ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The morning business isclosed. The 
consular and ee appropriation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. CONG I ask the gentleman in of the appropriation 
bill, if we can not reach the Calendar to-day, to allow me to call up—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Michigan that I 
think the consular and diplomatic bill will not take an hour of the 
time of the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. It may take more. I desire to say that there are 
two bills—one for the establishment of light-honses, on which some 
bills of the Senate Committee on Commerce have been placed as amend- 
ments, providing for all the light-houses recommended by the Light- 
House Board and by the Committee on Commerce; and another for light- 
ships. I am very anxious to have those bills passed, that a committee 
of conference may be appointed, and that they may be passed in some 
form, so that appropriations for them can be placed in the sundry civil 
bill. I ask this because after to-day I expect to be gone for the re- 
mainder of the week. Having had charge of these bills, I desire very 
much to have them this morning. 

Mr. DOLPH. With the permission of the Senator from Iowa I de- 
sire to state that on Thursday last, when the morning hour was given 
up to other business, it was agreed that the bill reported by myself 
from the Committee on Public Lands to forfeit certain lands granted 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company should come up immediately 
after the morning business to-day. Of course I do not propose to an- 
tagonize the appopriation bill. I am also informed that during my 
absence it was agreed that to-day and to-morrow should be devoted to 
unobjected cases on the Calendar. I will not undertake to antagonize 
that order; but I give notice that on Wednesday, immediately after 
the morning business, I shall make a motion to take up-again for con- 
sideration the bill referred to. 

Mr. BECK. I intended Saturday morning to call, up the bill (S. 
2578) to prohibit members of Congress from acting as attorneys or em- 
ployés for railroad companies holding charters or having received grant 
of lands or pecuniary aid from the United States. I do not propose to 
antagonize what is going on to-day or to-morrow as to the Calendar or 
to call it up on Wednesday, but on Thursday after the close of the 
morning business I shall endeavor to call up that bill and ask a vote 
on it, 

Mr. BUTLER. Is it understood that after the conclusion of the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill we shall go on with the Cal- 
endar? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands, that after 
the conclusion of the present bill, the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation billy the Calendar will be taken up under the eighth rule. 
The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 


LIGHT-HOUSE SUPPLY STEAMERS. 


Mr. CONGER. I believe the Senator from Iowa will yield to allow 
me to have the light-house and light-ship bills taken up, I ask it 
simply because I have to leave to be gone the remainder of the week. 
Task the courtesy of the Senate to take up these light-house and light- 
ship bills now. There is no objection to them, I think. They are No. 
1460 and No. 1461 in the Order of Business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7627) 
providing for the construction of a light-house supply steamer for the 
Atlantic and Gulf coasts. 

The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 

revail. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not know when there has been a refusal to a 
gentleman under such circumstances when he was going away. 

The question being again put, the motion was agreed to—ayes 25, 
noes not counted. 

The bill (H. R. '7627) providing for the construction of a light-house 
supply steamer for the Atlantie and Gulf coasts was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in line 8, after the word “made,” to strike 
out the words “‘for that purpose;’’ so as to read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and, he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to construct a suitable steamer for use in supplying the light-houses on 
the Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the United States, the sum required for con- 
struction of the same to be paid from an appropriation hereaftcr to be made, the 
cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $147,500, 

The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was to add: 

Also to cause to be constructed an iron screw-steamer for use as a light-house 
tender in the fourth light-house district,the cost of which shall not exceed the 
sum of Provided, That the contract for the construction of such steamers 


300 : 
shall be let to the lowest responsible bidder after advertisem d th ch 
steamers shall be built in American ship-yarce. posses oe 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to insert as a new section: 

Sec, 2, That the Light-House Board is authorized and required to establish 
and maintain light-ships at the following-named places: One at or near the 

end Island Shoal, Na: Bay, Rhode Island ; one at or 
near the south end of Ram Island Reef, Fisher’s Island Sound, Long Island, New 
York; aa ari cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $40,000, to be stationed 
off Grosse Point, Lake Saint Clair, Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and $ 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill providing for the con- 
struction of a light-house supply steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf 

and for other pu’ pi 

Mr. CONGER: I now ask that a committee of conference be asked 
for on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and by unanimous consent the President 

ro tempore was authorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the 
mate, and Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. DOLPH, and Mr. GORMAN were ap- 
pointed. 
NEW LIGHT-HOUSES. 

Mr. CONGER. Now, I move to take up House bill No. 5862. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 5862) providing for 
the establishment of a light-house and fog-signal at San Luis Obispo, 
Cal., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, which was to add to the bill: 

Also that there be established at or near Point Sur, on the seacoast of Cali- 
fornia, a light-house and fog-signal station, the entire cost of which shall not 
exceed the sum of $100,000; also that a light-house and fog-signal be established 
on Castle Hill, Rhode Island, at the entrance to Newport Harbor, under the di- 
rection of the Light-House Board: Provided, That a suitable site for the light- 
house can be obtained without expense to the Government, upon terms and con- 
ditions to be agreed apon a kars board with the owner of the land at Castle 
Hill, the entire cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $10,000; also that there 
shall be established above Pulpit Point, Whitehall Narrows, New York, a light 
to guide vessels through said narrows, the cost of which shall not exceed the 
sum of $200; also that a light be established on the bridge between New Bedford 
and Fairhaven, Massachusetts, the entire cost of which shall not exceed the sum 
of $200; also that a light-house and fog-signal be established on one of the Gull 
Rocks, 0; te the Bnitea States Naval Training School, in upper Newport 
Harbor, Rhode Island, the entire cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $10,- 
000; also that there be established and erected alight-house on Crabtree's Leaga 
(socalled), between Bean Island and the mainland of Crabtree’s Neck, in Fren 
man’s Bay, Hancock County, Maine, the cost of which shall not exceed the sum 
of $10,000; also that there be established a light-house and fog-signal at or near 
Deer Island, in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts, the cost of which shall not exceed 
the sum of $35,000; also that there be established a light-house at or near Lubee 
Narrows, Maine, the cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $40,000; also that 
there be 9 a eae out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, $2,000 for the purchase of a right of way from Cape Orford Light-Station 
to the town of Cape Orford, Oregon; also that there be established a light-house 
at Two Harbors, Minnesota, the cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $10,000; 
also that there be established a light-house on Gould Island, Narragansett Bay, 
State of Rhode Island, the cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $10,000; 
also that there be established a light-station at or near North Point, to take the 
place of the old one near Milwaukee, on Milwaukee Bay, Lake Michigan, Wis- 
consin, the cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $15,000; also for the pur- 
chase ofa site and (he construction ofa first-order coast light-house at Cape Meares, 
Tillamook Bay, Oregon, the cost of which shall not exceed the sum of $60,000; 
also that the appropriation of $15,000 made by theact of Congressapproved July , 
7, 1884, “for removing the Croatan Light-House to a point where it will be of 
more valne to navigators,” be made available for the erection of a new light- 
house at the proposed point. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan if 
all these proposed lights and stations have received the approval of the _ 
Light-House Board? . 3 

Mr. CONGER. They have, all of them, as being among the most 
necessary lights. Some others have been recommended, but they did 
not have the recommendation of the board as among those most neces- 
sary to be established. The committee have grouped together in this 
one bill those that seemed’ most important. : 

Mr. BECK. Icould not quite hear the Senator from Michigan. 
Does he say that the Committee on Commerce were unanimous in this 


report? 

Mr. CONGER. I understand so, and the Light House Board sent a 
special recommendation in each case. I will say that several of these 
items were passed by the House in separate bills, and the Committee 
on Commerce cf the Senate thought it proper to put them all together 
in one bill. 

Mr, HALE. In one of these cases, which is within my knowledge, 
I know that su uent investigations have shown that the appropria- 
tion for thecostof the structure provided for here ought to be increased. 
I ry in the case of Crabtree’s Ledge light to increase the limitation 
to $25,000. j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. ` 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 33 it is proposed to strike out the word 
‘*ten’? and to insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ so as to read: ~ 


Also that there be established and erected a light-house on Crabtree’s Led; 
(so called), between Bean Island and the mainland of Crabtree’s Neck, in Fren 
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Mr. CONGER. Ihave no objection to that. I remember that there 
wasa second report. Wetook 
House Board first, but this was a 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 


A bill providing for the establishment of certain light-houses and fog-signals, 
purposes, 


and for other 

Mr. CONGER. I move that a conference be asked on the amend- 
ments to this bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and by unanimous consent the President 

tempore was authorized to int the conferees on the part of the 
lors a Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. DOLPH, and Mr. GORMAN were ap- 
t : 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6392) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service of the Government for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Tne PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from: Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck] Spei eather cone moved that a large number of the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on A riations be considered as 
one amendment. If there be no objection that order will be taken in 


regard to these formal amendments, ‘They will all be stated as one | Pot $500, 


r. There is no ection, at one particular 
ME ay i shail out io tenpan ogane hee 5 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The text proposed to be'stricken out 
will not be read. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will call attention to the amendment I wantacted 
on separately as it is reached. 
The Chief Clerk read from line 192 to line 365 of the bill as proposed 
to be amended by the Committee on Appropriations, as follows: 
Crass IL—At $3,500 per annum: 


CHINA, 
Foo Chow; Hankow; Canton; Amoy; ‘Tien-Tsin; Chin-Kiang. 
R PERU. 
Callao, 
Crass IT.—At $3,000 per annum: 
GREAT BRITAIN. 7 

Manchester; Glasgow; Bradford; Belfast; Demerara; Ottawa; Singapore. 

CHINA. 
Ningpo. 

FRANCE, 
Havre. 

SPANISH DOMINIONS, 

Matanzas (Cuba), 

MEXICO. 
Vera Cruz. 

UNITED STATES OF COLOMBIA, 

Colon (Aspinwall). 

JAPAN. 
Nagasaki; Osaka and Hiogo. 
Valparaiso, 
Crass IV,—At $2,500 per annum: 

GREAT BRITAIN, 


‘unstall; Bi Sheffield; Dundee; Leith; N Victoria 
(se fie ottingham; 
FRENCH DOMINIONS, 


Marseilles; Bordeaux; Lyons. 


BELGIUM. 
Brussels; Antwerp. 
DANISH DOMINIONS, 
St. Thomas. : 
TURKISH DOMINIONS, 
Smyrna, 
GREECE. 
Athens. 


Crass V.—At $2,000 per annum: 
GREAT BRITAIN, 


Cork; Dublin; Leeds; Cardiff; Toronto; Ha ee ed ree ee 
Brunswick); Kingston’ (Jamaica! a): N Nasau (New Providence); Port Louis 
Mauritius); Sydney (New South 

aana PNO 

Maracaibo. 

TURKISH DOMINIONS. 

Beirut; Jerusalem. 


SPANISH DOMINIONS. 
San Juan (Porto Rico); "Bagua la Grande (Cuba). 
BARRARY STATES, 


Tangier. 


NETHERLANDS, 
Rotterdam. 
RUSSIA, 
Odessa. 
GERMANY. 
Sonneberg; Nuremberg; Barmen; Cologne ; Chemnitz; Liepsic; Crefeld. 
AUSTETA-HUNGAERY. 
Trieste; Prague. 
SWITZERLAND, 
Basle ; Zurich. 
"ITALY. 
Palermo. 
MEXICO. 
Acapulco; Matamoras, 
BRAZIL. 
Pernambuco. 
MADAGASCAR. 
Tamatave, 
URUGUAY, 
Montevideo. 
HONDURAS. 
Tegucigalpa. 
COSTA RICA, 
San Jose. 
NICARAGUA, 
Managua; San Juan del Norte. 
SAN SALVADOR, 
San Salvador, 
PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 
Manila. 
FRIENDLY AND NAVIGATOR'S ISLANDS, 
Apia, 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call attention at this point to the fact 
that the Committee on Appropriations carry the item for the consul at 
ee on eee 6 to class 5, increasing the pay of the consul at this 
bringing it within the $2,000 class instead of the $1,500. 
It is stricken ont of class 6, and by lines 364 and 365 it is brought over 
to class 5. It is struck out of the provision on page 20, lines 455 and 
456. I merely wished to explain it. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the words 
proposed to be inserted in lien of the original bill between lines 188 
and 519, as follows: 

Crass VI.—At $1,500 per annum: 

GREAT BRITAIN, 


Bristol; Cli : Newcastle; Auckland ; Gibraltar; Town; 
St. Helena; wn (Prince Edward island); Port Stanley ( Isi- 
ands); Pictou; Winni oi sen meg iea Port Sarnia ; Quebec ; St. 
John's (Canada); ; Bermu Erie; Goderich (Canada West): 

West): Windsor (Canada West); Ceylon; Antigua; St. 
Stephen's; 


Fayal (Azores); Funchal (Madeira). 
BELG 


IUM. 
Verviers and Liege, 
GERMAXY. 
Munich; Stuttgart; Mannheim; Aix la Chapelle. 
NETHERLANDS, 
Amsterdam. 
DENMARK, 
Copenhagen. 
SWITZERLAND, 
Geneva. 
ITALY. 
Genoa; Nigies; Milan; Leghorn; Florence; Messina. 
MEXICO. 
Tampico; El Paso del Norte. 
VEXEZUELA, 
Laguayra; Puerto Cabello. 
PARAGUAY. 
Asuncion, 
BRAZIL, 
Bahia; Para. 
SAN DOMINGO. 
San Domingo. 
TURKISH DOMINIONS. 
Sivas. 


GREAT BRITAIN. 
Gaspe Basin; Windsor (NovaScotia); Bombay; Sierra Leone; Turk’s Island. 
CHILI. 


Talcahuano, 
GERMANY, 
Stettin. 
BELGIUM, 
Ghent. 
FRANCE, 
Nantes; Algiers. 
ITALY. 
Venice. 
HAYT. 
Cape Haytien. 
NETHERLANDS, 
Batavia. 
BRAZIL. 
Rio Grande do Sul. 


HONDURAS. 
Ruatan and Truxillo (to reside at Urilla). 


EASTERN AFRICA, 
Mozambique. 
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MEXICO, 
Guaymas; Nuevo Laredo; Piedras Negras. 
MUSCAT. 


Zanzibar. 
PORTUGUESE DOMINIONS, 
Santiago (Cape Verde Isiands). 
. SOCIETY ISLANDS. 
Tahiti. 


SWEDEN AND NORWAY, 
Christiania. 


COMMERCIAL AGENCIES, 
Kap amandmani WA areol bo ; 
e next amendment of the Committee on A tions was, after 
line 523, to insert: ppropria 
SCHEDULE C. 


per th ee bean ig ag r ending J 1888, thero shall be 
in the r une es- 
epee r all paideia bi and commer- 


for the 
timated for specifically, under classified 
cial agencies where the fees col allowed for the fiscal year 


ending June 39, 1886, exceeds $1,000, 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, to 
strike out line 542, as follows: |. 

For allowance for clerks at consulates, as follows. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For allowance for clerks at consulates, $50, 
consulate not to exceed the rate herein s; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the ing of line 577, before the 
words “‘ for clerks,” to strike out a een. and insert ‘for an ad- 
ditional allowance;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For an additional allowance oe i agiata mr tia at co! to be pa] oe 
the direction of the for in 
respect to clerk-hire, no great greater portion of tis summ than $0 t Pieatowel 
any one consulate in any one Provided, That the total sum expended 
in one year shall not exceed amount Tapproprtased: $10,000: a 
That out of the amount hereby appropriated the ‘Secretary may make 
buch allowance as may to him seem proper to any apet E for clerical serv- 
ices, in addition to his pay as interpreter, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, un- 
der the head of ‘Contingent Expenses, United States Connlasen'T Jn 
line 654, after the word ‘‘ messen; ,’? to insert ‘‘ traveling ex- 
penses of consular clerks; ;’ so as to make the clause read: 


Phan goed of Seek dene tet ak all such repay e) blanks, record and other books, 


oanig? and domestic, alin PPRA E mpana eric traveling ot 
penses of consul ok clerks, and such other miscellaneous expenses as the 
dent may think necessary for the several consulates and commercial agencies 
in the transaction of their business, $150,000, 

‘The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. EVARTS. Inthememorandum thatis printed under the author- 
ity of the committee having in charge this a tion there is 
a clause suggested by the Bonrobare of State which would properly come 
jn as an AE N following the last line of the bill: 

And no expense charge shall be allowed hereafter in the accounts of any 
consular officer exce hen pred of of tbe Secretary of State, 
which certificate shall be conclusive upon the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury, and be deemed by them asufficient voucher for the expenditure it covers. 

The Secretary proceeds to say: 
rrassments of a divided discretion in executive duties are obvious. 

miscellaneous 


defining name 
Deparduens proves the equal impossi nies defining 
for on such expense; and as 


pene 


, the sum to be allowed at each 
as follows. 


essary 
he accoun officers of the oN par cant who can not 
ae aie a performance of business of another Bot possess the iow! edge 
bi ges 
I therefore considerthe guards u wance 
in the amendment I have altai and that named fan ingk n kipiga 
by its adoption. 

ĮI can not but concur with the Secretary of State in thinking that 
many embarrassments do arise in the conduct by officers abroad of their 
duties in petty matters of expenditures that are recognized by the State 
Department, and yet they find themselves obstructed in the passing of 
their accounts when they come to the officers. Whether or 
not at any time an ent should more completely assign to the 

Department a supervision of the consular system, it seems to 
me entirely incongruous that so long as the a cam rene and responsi- 
bility in regard to these officers is in the State Department—of course, 
under the President, the Secre having no authority of his own— 
there should be a discord which in my own experience and in matters 
which have been brought to my attention since have arisen. 

Sitting here and discussing these matters we probably do not feel or 
appreciate the difficulties in which our officers abroad, where they are 
both discreet and frugal, may find themselves in following the direc- 
tions of the State Department under its system of expenditure and sup- 
posing themselves covered thereby, when the accounts reach the Treas- 
ent where, without any imputation either of integrity or 


ury 
of intelligence of the officers abroad, they are considered under the mere 


accounting officers. That often 
into a very uncomfortable position. They are not 
much means, and they have not very ample emoluments from the office; 


interest and duty of 


and frequently in deficiency bills, after a delay of years so 
these matters that aresmall really but important to Siclicnketeonh 
are finally settled and of. 

Now, Mr. President, [donot know whether a suggestion of this amend- 
ment would encounter the ground of being in the nature of new legis- 
lation. My own impression is that it would not be so, but I am en- 
tirely in favor of the general proposition that appropriation bills should 
exclude new tion. I should hardly think that a clause of this 
kind, if it should approve itself to she Zad kada Ob the Senate, could 
be discarded upon a suggestion that it was in the nature of new legis- 

Mr. ALLISON. In to the last suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator from New York, I think it would be new legislation. Whether it 
is such new legislation in the bill, limiting and controlling as it does 
the contingent expenses, I do not seek to say. Indeed, I think it very 
likely, if it was necessary, we could place the limitation proposed by 
the Senator from New York on this appropriation; but the Committee 

on Appropriations considered this amendment with a great deal of care, 
because the Secretary of State very much desired it. He stated to us, 
as he does in his letter, that there were great inconveniences arising 
from the fact that these contingent-expense accounts are overhauled by 
the accounting officers of the Treasury. That is no doubt true, not 
only with these contingent but with the contingent expenses 
of every A p oeo. and the committee believed that if they were to 
this system of regulation, whereby the certificate of one head of 
Department should be conclusive upon the accounting officers of the 
Treasury, it would be but a little while until, with this class of ex- 
at least, we should have no accounting officers. I do not know 
ut that would be a wise thing; Iam not so clear about it, but cer- 
fainly it is a radical change and a that has never been proposed 
to my knowledge before. Certainly, since the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, the accounting officers of the Treasury have revised every ex- 
penditure of the Government, of every department of the Government, 
of every officer of the Government, except in the single instance wherein 
by special legislation that power has been reserved to the President for 
small sums of money respecting our foreign relations. If there is any _ 
reservation now in the case of any head of Department, such as is pro- 
posed here, I am not aware ofit. I appreciate these little annoyances 
affecting the accounts of the Secretary of State, and the honorable Sen- 
ator from New York has had the like experience; but it seems to me it 
is rather a dangerous provision to insert at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the amend- 
ment is clearly excluded by the rules. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iwas going to say that I would not insist on the 
amendment, but ps in some reorganization, which is now thought 
s and spoken of at the last sitting, tħis may appear as a proper reg- 

tion. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: “‘A bill making ap- 
p for the diplomatic and consular service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 13, 1887, and for other purposes.” 


JUDICIAL CIRCUITS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS İn the chair). The Sec- 
retary will state the first case on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 
The bill (S. 1286) to amend section 604 of the Revised Statutes, and 


pe for other purposes, was announced as first in order. 


Mr. BECK. That stands on a motion to reconsider, I think, does it 
not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does. 

Mr. BECK. Perhaps we had better go on with unobjected cases 
to-day first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill goes over. 


EXECUTIVE SESSIONS WITH OPEN DOORS, 

The next business on the Calendar was the resolution submitted by 
Mr. PLATT, and reported adversely from the Committee on Rules by 
Mr. INGALLS, declaring that executive nominations shall hereafter be 
considered in open 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the resolution goes 
over. 
ELON A. MARSH AND MINARD LAFEVER. 


The bill (S. 500) for the relief of Elon A. Marsh and Minard Lafever 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 


The bill was from the Committee on Patents with an amend- 
ree strike out all after the enacting clause and insert a subsitute 
therefor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Read the preamble there referred to that we may 
hear what it is. . 

The Chief Clerk read the preamble. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I object to that, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] not being present. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being ojec to, the bill goes over. 
Does the Senator ask that it hold its p on the Calendar ? 
‘ann ALLISON. Iam willing it shall retain its place on the Calen- 

r. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thenit goes over without prejudice, 
retaining its place on the Calendar. 


STEPHEN N. SMITH. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the same objection to the next case, the bill 
(S. 708) for the relief of Stephen N. Smith. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


WILLIAM C. DODGE, 

The bill (S. 301) for the relief of William C. Dodge was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - 

The bill was read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 


rt read in that case. 
bill will first be read at length. 


CALIFORNIA LAND SALES, 


The bill (S. 994) granting to the State of California 5 per cent. of the 
joie om of the sales of lands in said State was announced as next 

order. 

Mr. PLUMB, I think that had better go over. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that it retain its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the bill will 


be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


RESTORATION OF NAVAL CADETS, 


The bill (S. 371) limiting a portion of an act entitled ‘‘An act mak- 
ing fo aap for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1883, and for other purposes,” was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill being objected to, 
Is it desired that the objection shall carry it over to the Calen 
Rule IX, or does it hold its place? 

Mr. HALE. Thatobjection can be made atany time hereafter. The 
bill now holds its place, of course. The Senator who has charge of it 
is not here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over, retaining its 
place. 


over. 
under 


JAMES S. CLARK & CO, 


The bill (S. 41) for the relief of James 8. Clark & Co. was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. That was up for consideration before. I now move 
to substitute for that Order of Business 1312, being Senate bill 2474, 
and will state that this is a claim for the proceeds of cotton. The facts 
were found in favor of the claimants by the Court of Claims, but the 
case was decided adversely to them by a divided court on the statute 
of limitations. The substitute is simply to send them back to the 
Court of Claims for a retrial. I think there will be no objection to that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Waiving the statute of limitations? 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘Towaive thestatute. The courtitself wasdivided in 

to the effect of the statute. 
. McMILLAN. Why waive it? 

Mr. DOLPH. Because this seems to be a meritorious case. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the bill re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Oregon will be considered as in Committee 
of the Whole in lieu of the one just announced. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the report be read. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator let me make a statement? The re- 
port is very long. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will first be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. 2474) for the relief of James S. 
Clark & Co., and the Senate as in Committee of the Whole proceeded 
to consider it. i : 

The bill proposes to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to re- 
hear and determine de novo the claim of James S. Clark & Co. for the 

roceeds of 900 bales of cotton taken from their possession by the United 
States Treasury agent at Mobile, Ala., in the month of August, 1865, 
and to determine the suit on the merits, without regard to any statute 
of limitations or adverse decision of the court or of the Supreme Court 
on the former i 

Mr. DOLPH. If it is desired now I ask that the Secretary may 
read the portions of the report which I have marked, and I think they 
will be satisfactory to the Senator from Iowa, the rest being a legal 
argument. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read such por- 
tions of the report as are indicated by the Senator from Oregon. 


The Chief Clerk read the following passages from the report, sub- 
mitted by Mr. DoLPH, from the Committee on Claims, April 23, 1884: 


The facts in this case, which have been “judicially ascertained ” by the Court 


of Claims, are as follows: 

First. Thatin July and Au 1865, the claimants, James S, Clark and Ed- 
ward Fulton, together with Joseph C, Palmer, were the owners, Pan of 900 
bales of cotton, which was peT Saara them to GA. supervising spe- 
cial agent of the United States ury Department, at Mobile, in the State of 


y 
Alabama, in the last part òf said July or the 


rst part of said August, 
‘Second, That the said cotton was £o consigned to said Treasury — by the 
claimants because the Government at that time had of the railroads and 


other means of transportation to Mobile; and the use of such means of trans- 
ane was necessary in order to facilitate the arrival of said cotton at Mo- 
ile, and re its arrival there was claimed of him by the claimants. 
sone in August, 1865, the said T); agent, having received orders 


'reasury 
from the Treasury Department to ship all cotton received by him, a the 
said 900 bales of cotton to Simeon Draper, United States cotton agent in New 
York, where it arrived and was sold by the United States, and the net proceeds 
Le heir tom to the sum of $127,350, were paid into the Treasury of the 

n es, 

Fourth. Sa doriug ine late rebellion the claimants resided in the city of New 
Orleans, State of Lou a. 

In addition to the above facts your committee find, as a fact established by the 
evidence taken in said cause, that the claimants did not, nor did either of 
give any aid or comfort to the late rebellion. ‘ 

The claimants instituted their suit in the Court of Claims on the 27th day of 
March, 1872, and the defense there interposed, aside from a contest in AN to 
the facts, was the statute of limitations. There were two pleas of the statute of 
a hee interposed by the United States to the claimants’ right to recover, as 
follows: 

First, That the claimants did not prefer their claim to the proceeds of said 
cotton within two years after the suppression of the rebellion. This plea was 
based upon the third section of the act of March 12, 1863 (12 Statutes at Large, 


820). 
gey That the claimants did not file their petition in the Court of Claims 
within six years after the claim accrued. 

This plea was founded on the tenth section of the act of Congress for the re- 
organization of the Court of Claims, approved March 3, 1863 (12 Statutes at 
Laran; 765). The case was twice argued in the Court of Claims before four 
oft » Judges of said court, and at cach of the said trials the court was equally 
in regard to the sufficiency of said pleas as a défense to said action. 

In the Supreme Court the case was argued before seven judges, and the judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims, adverse to the claimants, was there affirmed, with 
Justices Field, Miller, and Bradley dissenting. 

Your committee can not doubt that the conversion of the claimants’ cotton to 
the use of the United States, under the orders of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
was an unlawful act, and that the retention by the United States of the brat E 
resulting from the sale of the claimants’ cotton is also illegal, unjustifiable, un- 


warranted, and without right, 
s s = . > * 


A 

Your committee agree with the snid committee in the conclusions reached by 
it in said report, that the Jawful title of the claimant to the cotton in question 
has not been divested by any proceedings under the authority of the Govern- 
ment; and that the net proceeds of such cotton having gone into the Treasury 
of the United States through the illegal acts of its agents, it ought not to shield 
rues from the payment of the same to the claimants by the statute of limita- 
tions, 

The committee, therefore, report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What disposition does the Senator 
from Oregon propose to make of Senate bill 41 of the same title? 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARY F. POTTS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider tho 
bill (S. 244) for the relief of Mary F. Potts. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Patents with an amend- 
ment in line 22, after the word ‘“‘extended ” to insert: 


Provided, however, That no extension of said patents, or either of them, allowed 
by the Commissioner, shall operate to give the patentee any rights not secured 
to her by said patents as originally granted, 


So as to make the bill read: 


patent 
re 


as 
issued January 6, 1880, and also for the extension of the gk pre granted 


newin, 
admin 


vention or discovery a pro 
bestowed upon their int 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT TAX SALES, 

The bill (S. 634) relating to sales for taxes in the District of Colum- 
bia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] in charge of 
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that and the next bill being absent, I think it had better remain on th 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 


DISTRICT LIQUOR SALES. 
The bill (S. 1380) relating to the sale of distilled and fermented 
liquors in the District of Columbia was announced as next in order. 
Mr. CULLOM. Let the same order be made in relation to that bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will remain on the Calendar, 
holding its place. 
LOUISE HOME PROPERTY. 


The bill (S. 1129) to exempt from taxation all property held by the 
trustees of the Louise Home, and for other purposes, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

< Mr. CULLOM. Isee that this bill is reported by the Senator occu- 
pying the chair [Mr. HARRIS]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was just sending for a 
brother Senator to take the chair. 
= Mr. CULLOM. I arose for the purpose of giving the Chair time to 

o that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am very glad the Senator from Illinois did. I 
did not mean to cut off the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Iowa, Mr. President, to allow 
the report in these two cases, Orders of Business 233 and 234, to be read. 
They involve exactly the same principle, and if the bill in its t 
shape as reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia shall 
not be satisfactory to the Senator from Iowa or to the Senate, I hope we 
shall be able to put the bills in such shape as will be satisfactory, for 
I think it is important that in some form they should be passed. I hope 
therefore the objection will be withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MCMILLAN in the chair). Isthe 
objection withdrawn ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Long enough to hear the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. HARRIS 
February 19, 1886: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia,to which was referred the bill 


8. 1129) to exempt from taxation all rty held by the trustees of the Louise |" 
BaN th ynsidered 


ome, and for other pi has co: the same, and reports: 
y of 


being— 
ashington * * * an institu- 
tion for the support and maintenance of a limited number of gentlewomen, 
who have been reduced by misfortune, so as, in the opinion of the trustees and 
directresses, to bo props persons to receive such ce.” 

That the groun us conveyed make about 53,000 square feet, fronting 381 
feet on Massachusetts avenue, which, with the buildings and improvements 
placed them, are esti at at least „000. 

In addition to the buildings and grounds, Mr. Corcoran endowed the home 
with a fund of $325,000, well invested in stocks and bonds, for its permanent 


rt. 

Phe home was opened for occupation on the 17th day of April, 1871. 

“Sixty-four ladies have enjoyed the benefits of the home, and the family 
now consists of forty-two, in the full enjoyment of all the comforts and home 
pleasures that can be obtained,” 

The trustees of the home were incorporated by act approved March 3, 1875; 
the second section of which act provides as follows: k 

“Sec.2. That the buildings and grounds connected therewith, and all prop- 
erty held by said trustees for the purposesof said trust, on the square numbered 
196, shall be free from all taxes and assessment the munici authorities, or 
by the United States, so long as the same shall held and used for the pur- 
poses of the said trust.” . 


And the act approved February 24, 1879, provides as follows: 
* Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress , That the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia be authorized and uired to release the property held by the trustees of 
the Louise Home under deed of trust from William W. Corcoran to the said 


trustees dated November 21, 1869, from all taxes levied u 
an institution was opened for reception of inmates, an: 
Pihis act releases all taxes upon the property conve by the deed of Novem- 
ber, 1869, but the endowment fund was not descri! in said deed, 

In a letter from Mr, Corcoran to the committee, amongst other thingy he 


says: 

Tn addition to the unds and buildings of the home proper, the trustees 
held six houses on which they had loaned a considerable portion of the funds 
of the institution, and which they were compelled to buy in under the several 
deeds of trust. Three of these have been sold at a loss of $13,000, which loss will 
probably be increased by the sale of the three that remain, netting a small in- 
terest while so held, and will be sold as.” 


n it since the date 
now remaining un- 


“The grounds and property known as the Louise Home comprise an 
gate frontage of 700 linen feet on Massachusetts avenue, Fifteenth street. Bix. 


penao in this work as would be properly chargeable to the 
jes in the improvement of the several 
“After the 


streets. 
orough completion of all the work of grading and paving side- 


street and 
front and heavy filling of the Sixteenth street front. 

“In addition to the first work done by the trustees on the streets, the garden 
and grounds of the home within the inclosure were made to conform to the es- 


tablished grade, properly graded and filled, shrubbery planted, and the grounds 


laid out and beautified at great expense. 
“The arbitrary change of grade made by the board of public works after the 


garpinning the brick-fence wall, the setting of extra stone steps, lowering gas 
and water and sewer connections, the underpinning and raising of the house on 


E AA improved roperty on Massachusetts avenue, between 
Fourteenth and Fifteenth > ie á 


were made by the board of public works, and paid out of t 
no charge made against the parties. 

“In the case of the Louise Home these connections of gas, water, and sewer 
mere all made by the trustees at their own expense and no allowance made for 
i 

“In one case a house was entirely removed from Massachusetts avenue to N 

ct government, 
inned at a cost to the District of $1,735.68, 
and the owner received in addition an award of $2,000 from the of audit. 

“The frame house owned by the Louise Home on Sixteenth street had to be 
underpinned and re at a considerable cost, and for this an allowance of 
only was made by the board of audit, which is the only award made tothe 
trustees for all the damage to the property and for the cost of materials and 
labor expended on the streets. 

“ The following is a synopsis of the expenditures of money made by the trust- 
ees of the Louise Home inthe improvements as above enumerated ; 


Grading and paving footway, brick-wall fence, grading gardensand 
grounds, fi Sy atone street lot, workmen at en, materials, 

&e., the sum of......... PATRIS aseesseeees $S, 105 
Fence and painting.. 
Raising house on Six 
Tron posts and chai: 
Surveying............. 
Setting five extra 


DORR Naaiers ioien 


“ Notwithstanding the large outlay b; 
commissioners of the District of Colum 


Square 196 of lot 10, Sixteenth street, November 15, 1872...... 
Square 196 of lot 11, Sixteenth street, November 15, 1872... 

Square 196 of lot 11, Massachusetts avenue, November 6, 1873. 
Square 196 of lot 12, Massachusetts avenue, November 6, 1773. 
Square 196 of lot 13, Massachusetts avenue, November 6, 1873. 
Square 196 of lot 14, Massachusetts avenue, November 6, 1873. 
Square 196 of lot 15, Massachusetts avenue, November 6, 1573. 
Square 196 of lot 16, Massachusetts avenue, November 6, 1 
Square 196 of lot 4, M street, December 11, 1376 


agegaaeal 
EERSSSS8e 


woes 4,207 62 
with interest at 10 pat cent, from the date of the assessments, making an aggre- 
gate of over $10,000." 

From which it spears that these so-called improvements not only cost Mr, 
Corcoran over $. 
or held 
which, 0,000. 
The committee is of opinion that the progeny held by a public charity, such 

e endowment fund as well as the 


roper. 

While the committee does not think it good policy to allow corporations of 
this character to invest in real estate, except so far as necessary for their own 
immediate purposes, yet inasmuch as the trustees of this charity were compelled 
to purchase certain houses to save the endowment fund from serious | the 
committee recommends that such of said houses and lots as are still hel 
said trustees shall be exempt from taxation while so held, provided they 
not be so held for more than five years from the pemens of this bill. 

Your committee reports the bill back with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, and the recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. MORRILL. This is a noble and most disinterested charity, and 
I hope that no objection will be made to the passage of the bill. Iam 
sure it will meet with the approval of every Senator present. We have 


iS other property within the District with far less merit than 
is. 


I ask in line 4 that the name ‘‘ Louisa” be changed 
to ‘‘Louise,’’ inserting ‘‘e”’ instead of ‘‘a.”? It is a misprint. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. The 
bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAWES. Did not the Senator from Iowa object to the consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr: HARRIS. He withdrew the objection. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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from the Committee on the District of Colum- | nois [Mr. CuLLom] be substituted in the place of the Senator from Con- 
Pim pein, ota [ J 


The PRESIDENT pro t If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Connecticut will be relieved from service, and the ner from 


The bill was 
to strike ont all after the enacting clause and | necticut [Mr. PLATT]. 
insert: 
Thatall held as end d 
in the AEE Waek dairy Gn for the pr by the trustees of the Louise Home, 


of revenue to support said in- 
stitution, shall be, and the same is hereby, d from 
assessments 


im: 

of the property of oaid trenton ou! sabseqient to-the Slat Gay of November; 1869, 
whether real, personal, or mixed, be, and the same are he , released = Pro- 
vided, That real real estate heretofore purchased by said trastees in 

of the endowment fund shall be exempt from taxation only while so 
not to exceed five years from the passage of this act. 


ent 
d, and 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CORCORAN GALLERY OF ART. 

HARILD ADO) toeren tiem taxation all pro; 
trustees of th ery of Art, and for ot 
considered as in renane of the Whole. 


held by the 
purposes, was 


The bill was from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an t, to strike. ont all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


-That all property held. as endowment fund by the trustees of the Sean 
Gallery of Art, in the city of Washi POA oe MIS eres Sarees 
support said institution, I be, and the esr hereby, deciared exem: exempt from 
all taxation and assessments by the m pal suthorities or by the d 
ori posed impinge tal bo ao bald; and alit coe tothe 10th da 
orim eeir e of sa su ueni e y 
personal, or mixed, be, and the same 


< ola nace eg or are hereby, re- 
E That real estate tor suid tnosteas io the 


heretofore 
pragat ttai of endowment fund shall be exempt from taxation only whi? 
management of the endowment fn sal Pe asinan of this exh act, Peper 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The billwas reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


was concurred in. j 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

FORECLOSURE OF MORTGAGES. 

The bill (8. 984) to te'the foreclosure of mortgages and deeds 
of trust in the District of Columbia was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN subsequently moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed, and the motion was entered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had direeted him to return to the 
Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill (S. 1204) for the relief 
of the children. of the late Surgeon Alfred M. Owen, and to increase 
their pensions. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 5910) to detach the counties of Howard, Little 
River, and Sevier from the western and add them to the eastern district 
of Arkansas; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

ELLEN CORCORAN. 

Mr. SAWYER. There was an error in a bill passed by the Senate 

the other day, and I ask for the adoption of the following order: 
Ordered, That the Secretary request the Sine peng “boy mearohenee to return to 
the Senate the bill (H. R. 1315) ek pee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be agreed to, if there 
be no objection. 

AMENDMENT TO AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN TRADERSHIPS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed as the Select Committee on 
Indian traderships Mr. PLATT, Mr. CuLLomM, Mr. JONES of Nevada, 
Mr. Coxe, and Mr. Wiisow of Maryland. 


INSURANCE COMPANTES IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. HARRISON. I -wasrequested by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mir. Parr], who is necessarily absent this week, to ask the Senate to 
excuse him from service upon the conference committee appointed on 
the bill (H. R. 5888) to legalize and validate the general laws of the 
Territory of Dakota for the incorporation of insurance companies, and 
for other purposes, and to authorize and empower the Legislative As- 
sembly of said Territory to = such general laws, and toask that‘some 
one be substituted in his plaee. I suggest that the Senator from Tli- 


Illinois [Mr, CuLLom] will take his place. 


HEIRS OF PETER DELLA TERRE. 


The bill (S. 492) for the relief of Frank Della Terre and Susan F, 
Della Terre, heirs of Peter Della Terre, deceased, was announced as next 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let that go over. R 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). Being 6b- 
jected to, the bill goes over. Does the Senator propose that it go pver 
to the Calendar under Rule IX, or to have it remain under Rule 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let it remain without prejudice. 

Pi ee PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will hold its place 
endar. 


the 


ACCOUNTS WITH RAILWAY COMPANIES. 


The bill (S. 511) to provide for the settlement of accounts with cer- 
tain railway companies was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. HARRISON. Is there a report in connection with that bill? 

Mr. BROWN. There is a report. 

Mr. HARRISON, Ithink the bill had better go over under the other 
Calendar. Itseems to be a very important measure, remitting some 
dues to the Government. I do not know the extent of it. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask the Senator from Indiana to withdraw the ob- 
jection and permit me to makeashort statement. I think he will not 
object then to the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Indiana with- 
draw his objection ? 

Mr. N. 
course; 

Mr. BROWN. Thisisa bill similar to three different acts which have 
been already making a return of a portion of the that was 

agreed to be paid by Southern railroad companies at the end of the war 
for rolling-stock. The rolling-stock of the different railroads in the 
South was ina great measure destroyed during the war. The gauge 
there was a 5-foot gauge, while the Northern gauge was 4 feet 84 inches. 
There was a large quantity of rolling-stock on hand when the war ter- 
minated, and the Southern roads needed the rolling-stock .very much, 
as they liad not enough rolling-stock to do the ordinary business of trans- 
portation. ‘he Northern people desired commeree and communication 
opened as rapidly as possible, and the Government proposed to sell its 
rolling-stock, which had been gotten up for war purposes and was really 
manufactured in a great hurry, a great deal of it very inferior, to the 
Southern railroads and take bonds or obligations for it. 

A commission was appointed to value the rolling-stock, and, as the 
report shows, there were a great many instances where the valuation 
by the commission, in the then inflated condition of the currency, was 
more than it cost the Government to construct the rolling-stock when 
it was new, although it had been used, some of it a good while. 

Although the valuation was largely over the real value of the rolling- 
stock, the companies were compelled to take the rolling-stock at any 
price ‘that might be charged. In the Quartermaster’s tat 
the time the trade was made it was stated to them that very probably 
Congress would relieve them entirely; if not, that the amount would 
be likely to be reduced. 

After the bonds had been given, however, and it was discovered that 
there was a very great excess in the valuation of the property, an act-was 
passed retieving a number of roads in Tennessee that had given bonds, 
which act was signed by the President on the 3d of March, 1871. Under 
that act a 25 per cent. reduction was made. Then in 1875 another act 
was passed eee ing cone portion of the roads, tnd 25 per cent. re- 
duction was made there on the valuation. Then there was alater act, 
passed in 1877, relieving the Western and Atlantic Railroad, of Georgia, 
which had already paid every cent of the amount, and refunding to the 
road 25 per cent. of the amount, so as to do the same equity to them 
as had been done to the others. 

There has been more than six-sevenths of the whole amount adjusted. 
Now, it is only asked to settle with the rest of the companies upon 
the same basis of equity that the settlement was made with the first 
companies, and to allow them the same reduction. In the case of the 
Mobile and Ohio road they had not paid up the full amount, but they 
had paid more than 75 per cent. Theamendment is intended to cover 
their case also, that the excess may be refunded if they have paid more 
than 75 per cent., so- as to reduce it to 75 per cent. of the valuation. 

That is substantially the case, and we only ask for the other compa- 
nies the same equity that has been done to five-sixths of the compa- 
nies, that the same reduction be made as was made in those cases. 

I hope in that view of it thatthe Senator from Indiana will withdraw 
his objection. It is only a simple act of justice to these companies who 
gave an obligation for a great deal more, as everybody admits, than 
the rolling-stock was worth; but they were, under pressure, obliged to 
take it at any price they could get it for at the time; and as five-sixths 
have been relieved I think the others should be. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have the honor of serving upon the Committee 


I withdraw the objection for that purpose, of 
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on Railroads, and I think I remember something about the considera- 
tion of this bill. The report as it appears here was never before that 
committee, and in its present language could never have been adopted 
by the committee. 

Mr. BROWN. The report was adopted by the committee at this 
session of Congress, not at a former session. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iknow. The bill was before the committee, I re- 
member that very well, but the report itself was drawn up after the 
committee authorized the reporting of the bill. The language of the 
report never in the world passed a committee on which there were a 
majority of Republicans. It begins thus: 

That during the late unfortunate war, when the armies of the United States 
inyaded the territory of Southern States, &e. 

Lan that has been a little out of fashion since we found out 
which side whipped. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not want to interpose in a case of this kind 
without reason, but it does seem to me the whole sum and substance 
of the statement of the Senator from Georgia is that these roads, having 
contracted with the Government to buy certain rolling-stock at a cer- 
tain appraised figure, afterward found by a deterioration in that sort of 
property the price they contracted to pay was somewhat too high. I 
think under the circumstances the Senator had better let the bill go 
over until we can have a little wider margin of discussion of it than un- 
der the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BROWN. There have been four or five different reports of com- 
mittees in favor of the measure from time to time, and never one against 
it. Every committee that the bill has been before has recognized the 
justice of the claim, If the bill goes over to the General Calendar, as 
the Senator very well knows, there is not any probability of reaching it 
at this session. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will consent then for the present that it be passed 
over and retain its place on the Calendar until I can look into it a little. 

Mr. BROWN. We did that once before, at a former sitting, a few 
days ago. 

Mr. HARRISON. Not at my instance. $ 

Mr. BROWN. It was a week or ten days ago, the last time the Cal- 
endar was called, when the bill went over to hold its place. We had 
better dispose of it in some way now. I think the Senator onght to 
withdraw the objection he has made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana object 
to the consideration of the bill? 

Uo ge . I consent that the bill may retain its place on the 
endar, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana objects to 
the consideration of the bill, 

Mr. BROWN. I move that it be taken up for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana objecting 
to the present consideration of the bill, the Senator from Georgia moves 
that the bill be considered notwithstanding the objection. ‘The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion. 

Mr. BROWN. Iask for the yeas and nays. We have been pretty 
liberal on this side in voting to pay all just Northern claims. The 
justice of this claim has been i by three acts of Co: in 
similar cases and by halfa dozen reports of committees, and I think 
our Northern friends ought to meet us in the same spirit in which we 
have met them in reference to similar matters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are demanded on 
the motion to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must notify the Senator 
from Kentucky that the question is not debatable unless it be by unan- 
imous consent, 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say that while I wanted to consider 
this case as well as any other on the Calendar, there are so many of this 
class that we should perhaps destroy the two days that we are going to 
devote to the Calendar, in which we might pass a great many bills. 
Would it not be better to let the bill retain its place on the Calendar 
and get through with the unohjected cases and then come back to it? 

Mr. BROWN. It is not likely that there will be any discussion 
over it. $ 

Mr. HARRISON. If time is to be consumed in this way in getting 
the bill up I withdraw the objection, with the consent of the Senate, 
and let it come on for debate now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection is withdrawn. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 511) to provide for the settlement of accounts with certain rail- 
way companies, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Railroads with an 
amendment, in section 1, line 9, after the word ‘‘same,’’ to insert: 

And in case any company las paid more 75 per cent. of the amount due 
under the original obligation, but has not paid the whole, then the equities shall 
be adjusted on the same basis as other cases, allowing said Seige sor) te same 


p cent. of reduction which is allowed to other companies having like equita- 
le claim to a reduction. 


So as to read: 


That the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed, jointly, to adjust and finally settle the accounts of the 


United States with such railway companies as received Roney the 
States in the years 1865 and 1866 and ee panan for the same; 
in case any com y has paid more than 75 per cen 

the original ob) m, but has not paid the whole, &c. 


Mr. BROWN. I simply want to say that the object of the amend- 
ment is to cover the case of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, 
which has paid more than 75 per eent. of the amount of the bond as 
originally given, but has not paid the whole of it, There was an act 

which authorized the Secretary of War and the Attorney-Gen- 

eral to adjust the claims of that company, as well as others, and allow 

such reduction as theythought proper. Theyreported that they ought 

to have a reduction of 25 per cent., but as the act did not make provis- 

ion for any appropriation to pay back the amount which they paid 

ower the 75 per cent. nothing could be done, and the case came back to 
ngress. 

This amendment simply proposes in a case of that character, if the 
Secretary of War and the Attorney-General should be satisfied that 
there ought to be a reduction of 25 per cent. made in behalf of the com- 
pany, as in the case of other companies, and a number of them, the 

tary of War and the Attorney-General may adjust the matter, and 
the Secretary of War shall draw his warrant for the balance that may 
be due the company over the 75 per cent, that has been made asa pay- 
ment upon the amount. If, for instance, 90 per cent. has been paid, 
the difference between 75 per cent. and 90 per cent. would be refunded. 
That is the object of the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to emphasize what I said before. As the 
Senator from ia has had an opportunity and has made no sort of 
explanation, I desire to say that I consider the language of the re- 
port a gross to the committee, not warranted by anything 
that was ever said or done in the committee, obviously to any man of 
judgment not reflecting the opinion of the committee, language that 
he must have known the committee never would have used in the world. 
While I su the committee sanctioned the bill—indeed I think my 
recollection is to that effect, that it authorized the Senator from Georgia 
to make a favorable report upon it—the Senator must have known that 
he never could have received a vote for a report which characterized the 
defense of the National Union as an invasion of the Southern States. 
He knows the committee would have disapproved it and would bave 
directed the alteration of the report. He. has had an opportunity to 
apologize here, and has not made any apology. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I suggest to strike out the language. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know whether a report is amendable or 
not. 

Mr. BROWN. My recollection is that the report was not written 
and read before the committee, yet I went over the grounds, the basis 
of the report, and stated at the time what the report would be, and it 
was approved by the committee. 

As to the language the Senator refers to, I do not understand that 
the committee is bound by that. Probably it was an inadvertence on 
my part to use it under the circumstances. It was so common, how- 
ever, during the war to say that the invading army had reached a cer- 
tain point that the language was used in that sense, and not with any 
other meaning. If itis at all offensive, I am willing for my part, so 
far as I can, to withdraw that part of it, and simply to say that when 
the Union Army had recovered possession of the State, or any language 
that is agreeable tothe Senator. I certainly had no motive to use any 
expression that would be offensive to any one in writing out the re- 
port, and I desire to state that here at this time. 

Mr. HARRISON. This report goes into the records of the Senate as 
the report of the Committee on Railroads of the Senate. Ido not think 
it is proper that it should stand as the report of the committee. The 
expression used is not simply the one referred to by the Senator from 
Connecticut, but in the following sentence it is said: 

It frequently became the policy of the commander-in-chief of the invading 
army— 
to do so and so. I move, if it is in order, that the bill be recommitted 
to the Committee on Railroads with instructions to strike out these ex- 
pressions from the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana moves that 
the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Railroads. Is the Senate 
ready for the question? : 

Mr. HOAR. With instructions, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved that the bill be recom- 
mitted with the instructions indicated by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HARRISON. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator from Indiana to indicate 
the words he wishes to have stricken out. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me for a mo- 
ment? , 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Certainly, sir. 


Mr. BROWN. I ask to be permitted to withdraw the report, and I 
disclaim intending anything offensive inthe language therein used. I 
ask the leave of the Senate to withdraw the report. 

Mr. HARRISON. I make no objection to that. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Georgia asks unan- 
imous consent for leave to withdraw the report. Is there objection? 
‘The Chair hears none, and leave is granted, and the is with- 
Gano: The bill is in the Senate, the amendment having been con- 
eu in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

RESTORATION OF NAVAL CADETS. 


Mr. BUTLER. While I was temporarily out of the Chamber the 
bill (S. 371) limiting a portion of an act entitled ‘‘An act making ap- 

priations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1883, and for other ”) was over, retaining its place on 
the Calendar. Iask that that bill be now taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘TheSenator from South Carolina asks 
that the bill indicated by him be taken up for consideration. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BUTLER. LI ask that the amendment proposed by me as a sub- 
stitute be read. 

Mr. HALE. This is a very important bill, and when taken up will 
consume at least the day in its discussion. Therefore I must object to 
its being considered under the eighth rule. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I move the Senate proceed to the considera- 
an of the bill notwithstanding the objection of the Senator from 

aine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine objects to 
the consideration of the bill, and the Senator from South lina 
moves to proceed to its consideration notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not wish to take any time. I Na that Senators 
interested in the Calendar will understand that if this bill is taken up, 
which is a very important matter, involving some millions of dollars to 
the Treasury, it will occupy at least the whole day and perhaps to-mor- 


row. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Maine explain in a word 
the provisions of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must state that the ques- 
tion is not debatable. The bill being objected to, the Senator from 
South Carolina moves to proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from South Carolina asked permission to 
go back to the bill, but I was not aware that leave was granted. I 
thought when we passed it over in his absence without losing its place 
on the Calendar we would proceed regularly under the arrangement 
for two days with cases unobjected to, and then if the bill had not lost its 
place on the Calendar it would come up afterward. : 

Mr. BUTLER. I have been seeking an opportunity to have the bill 
considered by the Senate now for a week or ten days, and I have given 
way again and again. It is a matter, as the Senator from Maine says, 
of some consequence, but I think, with all deference to his objection, it 
will not require over an hour’s discussion certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is debate in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis not. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was simply proceeding to say that I do not think 
it will require over an hour’s diseussion to dispose of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I propose to occupy more time than that myself, per- 
haps double the time. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is mistaken in saying that it involves 
millions of dollars. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must remind Senators that 

_ the question is not debatable except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. Itisa very important bill, and will take all of the time 
to-day and perhaps to-morrow. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the bill be proceeded with. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that the bill be read for information. 

Mr. BECK. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, and that is whether 
the Senate has ever given consent to go back to this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understood, and an- 
nounced the bill as being before the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. If the request was made for unanimous consent, I did 
not hear it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request was made, and the Chair 
announced it, and understood the Senate as assenting. The bill will 
be read at length for the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from South Carolina to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
notwithstanding the objection. [Putting the question.] The noes 
appear to have it. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Take a division first. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us take a division. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays; we may as well have 
them now. ’ 

The and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll, 
Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he were present, I should vote 
nay. i 
Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE’s name was called). My col- 

rapes GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 

T. PIKE]. - : 

Mr. GO. (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERsON]. I do not know how he would vote. If he were 
here I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). I cast my vote 
not thinking at the moment that I am with the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. CoLquirr]. Not knowing how he would vote, I with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Grsson], but only upon political questions. Unless this is to be con- 
sidered a political question I shall vote. 

Several SENATORS. Vote! 

Mr. TELLER. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 11; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—28, 
Beck, Edmunds, Maxey. Teller, 
Brown, Eustis, Mitchell of Oreg., ‘ance, 
Butler, Evarts, Payne, Van Wyck, 
Call, Harris, Pugh, Vest, 
Cameron, Harrison Riddleberger, Walthall, 
Coke, Hawley, Saulsbury, Whitthorne, 
Dawes, Hoar, Spooner, Wilson of Md, 
ei NAYS—11. 
Allison, Conger, Jones of Arkansas, Morrill, 
Berry, Dolph, MeMillan, Wilson of Iowa, 
Blair, Male, McPherson, 
ABSENT —37. 
Aldrich, George, L A Ransom, 
Blackburn, Gibson, + Mahone, Sabin, 
wen Gorman, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Camden, Gray, - Miller, Sewell, 
Hampton, Mitchell of Pa., Sherman, 
Cockrell, Hearst, Morgan, Stanford, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, ` Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Frye, Kenna, Plumb, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 371) limiting a portion of an 
act entitled “An act making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the amendment I offered, intended to be 
proposed by me, be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
South Carolina will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and to insert: 

That that part of the act of Congress approved mas, Bye 1882, limiting the 


number of graduates of the Naval Academy to be retained in the service each 
year shall not apply to those cadets who had entered the Naval Academy prior 
to the of said act; and those cadets who have been honorably dis- 
charged under the provisions of the aforesaid act may, upon making applica- 
tion to the Secretary of the Navy within sixty days after the passage of this act, 
be restored to the service and take their places on the Naval Rogister in the 
same manner as if said act had not been passed: Provided, That nothing herein 
contained shall be construed to make any change in the assignments made 
under the provisions of the act approved A t 5,1882, of graduates of the 
Naval ‘hondamny to the line and to the staff and Marine Corps: And provided 
Surther, That this act shall not apply to those cadets who failed to pass the phys- 
ical examination at the time of graduation. 

Sec. 2. That officers restored under the provisions of this act shall not be en- 
titled to receive pay for the period intervening between the date of their dis- 
charge under the act of August 5, 1882, and their restoration as herein provided 
for, but in all- other they shall be considered as having been continu- 
ously in the naval service. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. HALE. ‘There are careful reports covering this subject. It is 
a very important subject and quite likely one that Senators have not 
thoroughly investigated, because it pertains to a particular field of in- 
quiry, and it is very probable that Senators outside of the membership 
of the Naval Committee have not thoroughly probed it to the bottom. 
Therefore I ask for the reading of the reports. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the reports, 

The Secretary read the views submitted by Mr. HALE, from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, February 15, 1886, as follows: 


This bill, by its provisions, will largely nullify the legislation contained in the 
act of August 5, 1882, which, after discussion, was adopted as the first step in a 
wise policy intended to remedy a definite and admitted evil. 

This evil consisted in introducing from the Naval Academy into the naval 
service a number of officers greatly disproportionate to the wants of the service. 
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Two things had resulted from this evil which were intolerable to the country 
and to the service itself; First, the naval list had been indefinitely swollen and 
the expenses thereby to the borne precy shay increased; secondly, as 
‘was no limit to the lowest grade, while all the es above were limited, it cre- 
ated an immense reservoir of goung officers who were pouring in at the foot of 
the list, which list remained choked for years, with no sufficient outlet. 

This condition delayed promotion and forced the younger officers of the Navy 
to remain in the lowest es until middle life overtook them. Without the 
incentive which reasonable promotion offers, ambition and ente: were dy- 
ing out, and the morale of the service had become seriously impaired. 

n the line of the Navy the number of graduates entering the unlimited grade 
of midshipmen was from 40 to 50 a year; it had once been as high as 70; while 
the number promoted by ordinary vacancies was less than 20. The head of 
each e was thus kept back by the lower man in the grade above, and it was 
seen that unless the evil was removed naval graduates would still be midship- 
men at thirty-three or even thirty-five years of age, remaining ten to twelve 
years in that grade. 

Already, in July, 1882, the number of midshipmen had reached 91, with enough 
more of those whose promotion had been temporarily delayed, to make 111 in 
all. Every e above was full. The next class coming up for final graduation 
in 1883 numbered 70,so that the list of midshipmen in August, 1883, making a 
fair allowance for casualties, would have been at least 175. 

The next four classes numbered 37, 38, 32, and 40 members, respectively, in all 
147, which, making every allowance for casualties, would bring the number of 
eee of midshipmen, within five years from the passage of the act, up to 


This would have been suffocation. It would have removed nearly all induce- 
ment to the naval cadets to graduate and enter the service,as the best part of 
their middle life would be in the lowest grade in the service. 

The overcrowded condition referred to was not confined to line officers. The 
Engin@r Corps also was receiving large additions from the academy, the grad- 
uates numbering 25 a year, probably three times the number necessary to sup- 
ply the ordinary waste of the corps. 

e act of 1882 reduced the three grades of chief engineer, passed assistant en- 
ae and assistant engineer to a total of 170—61 less than thefigures shown by 

e July Register of that year. Very little of this reduction has yet been ac- 
comp. 5 

The remedy was simple and obvious, and was pnt in force by the act of 1882. 
It consisted in making the number of admissions to the Navy dependent on the 
number of vacancies at the foot of the list, with the reservation that the ten best 

uates of the year should always be taken. In fact it has been found that 
the needs of the service require from fifteen to twenty each year, and, under the 
present law, as many are taken. 

The act of 1882 reduced the number of officers to be allowed in the grades above 
midshipmen, This made immediate action below doubly necessary. Under 
the act the upper grades were not only fall but they had a surplus of 115, which 
could only be worked off with the lapse of time, causing still further delays in 
the advancement of junior officers, 

In the line the maximum in these grades, fixed by the act of 1882, has only just 
been reached by the reductions under that law, and under its wise provisions a 
endet in the Naval Academy who, by good conduct and a studious course, added 
to natural abilities, succeeds in graduating into the lower rank of the active 
Navy, now that of ensign, may have a reasonable expectation of such a promo- 
tion into the upper grades as will justify his remaining in the service. 

This bill proposes to change all this, and to unload into the lower grade of the 
Navy 145 young officers, more than one-half of whom have already n separ- 
ated from the Academy and from the naval service, and have lost the benefit of 
continuous study, or of the training which the service affords. 

Under the claim of suy to the young men who have Jeft the service under 
the provisions of the act of August, 1882, it inflicts upon all the classes that have 
entered since an additional service of six years in the lower grade, 

It punishes every bright cadet who has entered the academy in the last three 
years, or will enter for the next three years, and takes away from him the stim- 
ulus needed to kcep him up to fair proficiency in the course of study. 

It is difficult to exaggerate the evil effect resulting to the naval service from 
the passage of the pending bill. It would restore the deplorable condition in 
which the naval list was found:in 1882. It proposes to realize all the pet: 
ive evils which the act was designed to avert, and which it actually did avert. 

Into this overcrowded lower list these one hundred and forty-five young men 
will be thrown, a large number of whom, having been out of the service for 
nbout three years, have become engaged in other occupations and estranged 
from naval d ipline. Indeed, the effect would be to restore those of the least 
merit, for the brightest and most enterprising will be found to have already se- 
cured oe ent in other vocations. To restore them now would be a 
injustice to those who, although entering the gna & afterward, have shown 
a zeal and attention to duty which have secured for them the prize of a naval 
commissionsand who by restoration of inferior men could be kept back for 
years from deserved promotion, Sloth and inefficiency are the sure results of 
such a course, 

Asa matter of public policy the proposed measure has nothing in its favor 
and everything to condemn it, It can only be discussed in its bearings on the 
claims of 7 private individuals. It is claimed that the act of 1882 has done an in- 
eas to those young men who were excluded under its operation from the 

Navy. 

This claim proceeds upon the assumption that the Government, by appointing 
them pupils at the Naval Academy, had thereby contracted an obligation to com- 
mission them as officers in its service. A careful consideration of the conditions 
under which their connection with the Navy was formed and maintained shows 
that, so far from the Government's resting under any obligation to them, it has 
laid them under heavy obligations to itself. 

They were received into the Academy as beneficiaries. They were not pen- 
sioners, receiving a reward for previous service, but novices, apprentices, pupils, 
whom the Government was willing to educate solely for reasons of public pol- 
icy. The fact that they received a gratuitous education for no merits or serv- 
ices of their own does not give them any claims upon the Government, which 
has already granted to them benefits incalculably in excess of those which itis 
able to give to the sons of citizens generally. They had no claim at the outset, 
and they could derive none from being merely the recipients of favor. Besides, 
they not only received their education, but, during the yearsof »_pupilage, while 
rendering no service, they were granted a liberal allowance in the shape of pay 
to the amount of $600 a year. 

There are few young men in the country that would not eagerly avail them- 
selves of such advantages for their intrinsic worth, and deem themselves highly 
benefited by receiving them, without any question of ulterior prospects. Inad- 
dition to this, each cadet discha: received from the Government the sum of 

. Moreover, no Secretary of the Navy can find any use for this i 
number of officers. Atthe time of the passage of the act of 1882 there were 1,817 
naval officers on the active list. Theirannual pay amountedto,and they were 
querives , $3,825,400, while the Government only had thirty-one naval vessels 
n co: 
men, 

The number of effective ships has not been increased since that date, and the 
desired and hoped-for addition of new ships which may be made to the Navy 
during the next five years is not likely to more than take the place of wooden 


on, being fifty-nine officers for each ship, or one officer to every five 
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ships which must be dropped from the service. Even with the reductions made 
under the act of 1882, should no change be in the policy then established, 
the United States Navy yet remains top-heavy, and this bill to 

vate that evil, and, at the expense of Government, to do away with a 

part of the saving which resylted from that act. 

The act of 1882 did nothing more than the French and German Governments 
have done, which, after the co-Prussian war, adopted the policy of educat- 
ing a large number of young men, and, at the end of their course, ing 
them, so that in case of emergency they might be drawn upon in increasing the 
Sh Conan Segt rE lof th iderati a the pr $ 

ou ngress ‘ul of these considerations and pass the presen’ 
bill, we recommend certain amendments which will become n fa order 
to prevent tliis undue increase of officers of the naval establishment, If this bill 
is foreed through, then something must be done to prevent further graduations 
from the Naval Academy—for instance, shutting up that institution for several 
ears. A provision should also be made ada ting the Ae pe? es of the sery- 
ce to the condition of the lower grade estab! by bill. 

The committee will present amendments covering these points, and, as a part 

of this report, the committee appends to this the accompanying communication 


and rs, 
aie 3 EUGENE HALE. 
J.R. MCPHERSON. 
JO, 0.8, BLACKBURN, 
H. H. RIDDLEBERGER, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISON in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Maine desire to have the views of the minority read? 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the other report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The views of the minority will be 


"read. 


The Secretary read the views submitted by Mr. BUTLER, from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, February 15, 1886, as follows: 


The undersigned, members of Committee on Naval Affairs, to which was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 371) to prevent the retroactive operation of that ponon of the 
naval appropriation act of. August 5, 1882, limiting the number of graduates of 
the United States Naval Cerar fa be retained in the service each year (printed 
on 285 of volume 22 of the United States Statutes at Large). ving care- 
fully considered the same, beg leave to submit the following as their views: 

That upon examination we find that a number of the graduates of the United 
States Naval Academy, at Annapolis, Md., who have successfully completed the 
four years’ course at cademy and the two years’ service at sea, have 
honorably pepe a m the service under the provisions of said act. 

We are of the opinion thatsaid law is retroactive in its operation, and worked 
great injustice to the cadets who have been already discharged, and will work 
great injustice to all those who had entered the Academy prior to August 5, 
1882, for the following reasons, to wit: 

That all the cadets, at the time of their entering said academy, were required 
to sign articles agreeing to serve the Government for eight years. This wasan 
express contract and it has been broken by the Government, for many of them 
have been discharged at the end of six years, without cause, and without fault 
on the part of those so disc! .. There was also an implied contract on the 
part of the Government to render their position a permanent one, in considera- 
tion of their devoting their lives and labors to their profession, and giving up all 
ideas and opportunities of making a livelihood by any other means. . T! 
young gentlemen also faithfully peneana their part of this implied contract, 
and were rewarded for so doing by being discharged from the service. If the 
Government can break its contracts, it is difficult to perceive how its citizens 
pene Sree to give it that support and confidence so essential and desirable 

for it to have. 

‘The idea that a cadet who graduated at Annapolis was secured a 
life, or during good vior, was universally accepted and is sustained by the 
fact that it was so held by the most prominent and distinguished men con- 
nected with the an aay branches of the public service. 

The Jaw under which these young gentlemen entered the service entitled them 
to Eon on the completion of the six years’ course, according to section 
1521, United States Revised Statutes, which reads as follows: “When cadet 
midshipmen shall have successfully passed the nating examination at the 
Academy they shall receive appointments as midshipmen, and shall take rank 
according to the order of their merit at duation.”’ We find that all these 
young gentlemen complied with the provisions of said section, but instead of 
wea ge “appointments as midshipmen" they were discharged from the 
service. 

We further submit that in 1878 a similar act, in relation to the cadets of the 
Military Academy at West Point, was passed by the House, but was amended 
in the Senate June 8, 1878, so as not to affect those cadets who had entered the 
asc Academy prior to the passage of said act, which amendment was con- 
curred in by the House. In view of this precedent we sec no reason why the 
actof August 5, 1882, should not be similarly modified, as herein recommended. 

In this connection we also submit that in the Forty-seventh Congress the bill 
herein proposed was introduced in the Senate an that body unani- 
mously, and we believe that it only failed to pass the House from lack of time, 
At the last session of Congress it was again reported favorably, and almost unan- 
imously, by the House Nayal Committee, but in failed to be acted on in the 
press of legislation. These facts are alone suflicient to demonstrate the merits 
of the bill herein proposed. 

We further submit that the annual Board of Visitors to the United States 
Naval Academy in June, 1883, made the following recommendation in their 
official report to the Secretary of the Navy, to wit: 

“We recommend that the act of August 5, 1882, be amended, asa similar act 
in relation to cadets at West Point has been,so as not to include those cadets 
who had entered the service before the passage of said act. 

t “JOHN G. HOWELL, 

“ Rear-Admiral, United States Navy. 
“E, G. LAPHAM, 
`t United States Scnate, 
“SAMUEL H. GREEN, 
** Massachusetts, 
“GEORGE A, RITCHIE, 
“ Pen vania, 


“EDWARD V. KINGSLEY, 
“ New 


ew York, 
“JOHN W. DRUMMOND, 
* Minois, 
“THOMAS UPDEGRAFF, 
“ Towa (member of House), 
“ANSON G. McCOOK, 
* New York (member of House). 
“R, Q. MILLS, 
* Texas (member of House). 
“IRVIN McDOWELL, 
“ Major-General, United States Army.” 
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The last Board of Visitors to the United States Naval LAng in June, 15 56 

renewed the above recommendation in the following 
“The attention of the board havi boon called te ika fact that the Board of 
Visitors in June, 1883, reeommended that the act ee 1882, be amended, 

asa similar act in relation to cadets at West Point has 
the cadets who had entered the service before the of said act: Resolved, 
‘That we concur in this reeommendation, and respectfully renew the same for 
ee 5 Pern aaa 
“ORLANDO M at. POPE, “INO. N. A. GRISWOLD 

“New York, N. F. 


“JNO. R. THOMAS. “WM. REED, 
“House y tatires, “Baltimore, Md. 
S TSOR a INE, “JAS. G. GRINNELL, = 
“House o; resentatives. “Greenfield, Mass. 
“W.G. UMUNER “A. M: CRAIG, 
“New Haren, Conn. E “Galesburg, IU,” 


We further submit that this recommendation, as a by two se 
Boards of Visitors to the Naval Academy, composed of members both 
branches of Congress and eminent representatives of the Army, the Navy, the 
judiciary, and the a peopi and a mf eae for the very purpose of investigating 
and ro hg o the the Navy the needs of the service and the Na- 
val A sry ey should be of sufficient weight and importance to secure the pas- 
sage of this bill at the earliest epookin 

We further submit that, by t separate, recent, and unanimous decisions 
of the Court of Claims, through a mere technicality in the law, cadet-midship- 
men are to be a e entered at the same time 
are to be retained. 


of then their dip 
their studies for the same eirs of time, and finally rording of t ae Bosas shee 


graduation together; then, through a difference of word auses in- 
tended to convey the same idea, cadet-midshipmen are praa naeh d while cadet- 
engincers are retained. Late Secretary of Navy Chandler says: `“ Equita- 


B it the cadet-engineers have any claim, the cadet-midshipmen have the 


ve further submit that it Mea’ been said, in opposition to this measure, and to 
distinguish it from the act to the cadets at West Point, that the course of 
studies at Annapolis pri fits one for civil life than thatat West Point. There- 
verse of this, however, is the case, as a com of the curriculum at the Mil- 
bri di Academy with that of the Naval Aca ywill show. The last two years 
course at the Naval agns are given entirely to technical studies, and 

the additional two years of the course at sea are given solely to the practical 
application of the technical studies, thus aa unfitting the graduates forcivil 
life. On the other hand, the cademy is at least an ac- 
complished civil engineer, and, as 
At the end of their six years’ course these - : ist 
subjects: Practica! Bay unon ee eviation, theory and ce 
seamanship, and naval tactics, ott pt pera, prom 


neering. And 
ofu esstatenes ta 
to Wo further find that nil of the canes of 1881 APA 1882 wer in actual service 


uation, but they Se at sp ae a iy 
er toe business or thie amy r 
aimones fron the United madeira almost im) to secure a position, 


possible 
and, even if they could have done so, the cost of returning to the United States 
would have been so great that they were forced to piae A in the service until 
the completion of the two years at sea. The law was not operative when they 
entered the Academy, and ili serge ny Aid pl nae bata thus 
ar and in an ex pet Inet) o RA 
greene orn Fayen agains DENTO ESRA we ee ee AS ete: 

1882, but maintain that, as a matter wag ea an ice, there 
have been incorporated therewith a proviso tha auiey a ould not affect any 
one who was in the service at that time. 

We therefore recommend a. of the bill amended as Seren pcpoes. 

We submit herewith, as a part of this statement. ee of nited 


soy pe od ar SA e TO ar peng pay mor De 
ve, an n tes, a) vs. n ins. 
spisami J. D. CAMERON. 
H. L. DAWES. 


LELAND STANFORD. 
M. 0. BUTLER. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this bill comes before the Senate with 
æ great underlying influence which makes itself felt in a thousand 
ways. Here are one hundred and forty-five young men who have been 
supported by the Government for six yan; ve received $600 a year 
besides, who are not wanted in an overburdened Navy, whose intrusion 
into the Navy against all its needs will create asuffocation atthe lower 
end of the ranks. Yet these men are scattered all over the 
United States with relatives and friendsand powerful intercessors, and 
early and late their solicitations and entreaties for the Government to 
take them back and give them more than it has given, although it does 
not need them, have never There is no member of the Senate 
who has not been importuned by these young gentlemen and their 
friends who are so desirous of coming into the service, and knowing 
the good nature of Senators, and having been importuned and solicited 
myself, I realize the disadvantage that any Senator has who stands 
here and opposes the bill in the interest of the public service. 

Many Senators do not recall until it is brought to their mind the 
legislation which gave rise to this bill. In 1882 Congress was con- 
fronted with this condition: There were in the American Navy a little 
more than thirty ships that could be used to any advantage floated on 
the waters of the globe. They were rapi(ily decaying, and no steps 
had then been taken to substitute new and better and modern con- 
structed ships. It was a poor, small, dwindling navy, and had been 
growing less and less from year to year, use the old style of naval 
construction comprehended wooden ships that with the best of care 
will only last for a little while. As the years went by, after the war 
fad ceased, the establishment so far as its ships were concerned kept 
running down smaller and smaller. 

But while that was true, the establishment so far as officers were con- 


cerned kept growing larger and larger; and in 1882, at the time of the 
passage of the act which took the naval establishment in charge and 
tried to reform abuses in it, we were confronted with the fact that there 
were in the Navy thirty-one naval ships in commission and one thou- 
sand efght hundred and seventeen officers upon the active-list.to man 
that small Navy. How many officers do Senators suppose were then 
found for every vessel we had in the service? Fifty-nine officers for 
every vessel, and one officer to every five men. 

There was not a sincere friend of the American Navy at that time 
who did not realize that the establishment was top-heavy; that it needed 
more ships and less officers, and that reform was needed. 

So the Congress then in session and in life proceeded to do two things: 
first, to provide for building up the naval establishment so far as 
ships-‘went. So it passed the act of 1882 providing and making plans 
and giving directions for the building of new ships. When that was 
done, under the act of August, 1882, Congress proceeded to deal with 
the other evil, and that was the top-heavy condition as to. officers, 
There was a superfluity of rear-admirals, captains, commodores, com- 
manders, lieutenant-commanders, lieutenants, and ensigns, but, above 
all, the evil which was found then that was making it impossible to 
correct this troublein the N avy of being over officered, the great trouble, 
was that there was pouring in at the bottom of the Navy, from the 
graduating classes at Annapolis, such a number of men that they could 
not be takencare of. There was no room for them; there was nô duty 
for them; there was nothing for them to do, 

Already i in the July previous to the passage of the act the number of 
midshipmen had reached ninety-one, with enough more of those whose 
promotion had been temporarily delayed to make it one hundred and 
eleven. ery grade above was full. The next class coming up for 
final graduation numbered seventy. So the listof midshipmen in Au- 
gust, 1883, making a fair allowance for casualties, would have been 
one hundred and seventy-five naval officers in the lowest rank. The 
next four years would have carried it up, if Congress had not intervened, 
so that in the lowest grade, that of midshipmen, there would have been 
two hundred and forty-eight officers. 

What would have been the result? The result would have been no 
kindness to these young men. With that grade so full and promotions 
only occurring as they did by vacancies above, through death or retire- 
ment or resignations, which of course were rare, these young men would 
have remained in that grade for fifteen or twenty years with no service 
to perform. 

The question considered then by Congress was how should this trouble 
be met? What was a fair remedy? How should we deal with the 
question of the Navy being overstocked, as it was admitted by every- 
body that it was, with officers? There was an indulgence felt, and a 
kindly feeling exhibited by Congress for the officers of the Navy who 
had spent years in its service, who had performed arduous service in 
the war, many of them having distinguished themselves by gallant ex- 
ploits. It was not felt that they ought to be taken rudely and dismissed 
from the Navy. A commodore who had spent thirty years in theserv- 
ice and was too old to turn to other vocations, it was not considered fit- 
ting to turn out. So the plan was adopted of beginning at the lower 
end, and Congress passed the legislation which is found in the act of 
August 5, 1882. 

What was a fair way of dealing with this great current that was pour- 
ing from Annapolis into the Navy and suffocating the lower ranks and 
preventing promotion, which is the only thing which ought to justify 
a young man in seeking the Navy? What was the fair way to do?” 
There were several projects. One was to shut up the Annapolis Acad- 
emy for five or six years, until this overplus and surfeit had been re- 
moved. That was deliberated upon; and considering what the Gov- 
ernment had established there, considering how much money had been 
expended by the Government, considering that here was a most com- 
plete school, that its course is thorough and efficient, that its instructors 
were able and distinguished, and that everything was going on prop- 
erly so far as the course was concerned in educating these young men, 
it was concluded that it would be a rude measure to shut up the acad- 
emy. 

Then what was the nextthing which should be done? That was the 
scheme which Congress fell upon and provided for, and that was that as 
the classes graduated, not including the graduates of that year but for 
the years to come, the real needs of the service should be considered. 
How much room will there be in the lower rank, midshipmen or ensigns, 
whichever you call it, by vacancies occurring through promotions above 
for these great classes that come out? Congress declared that the num- 
bers needed, that the promotions made vacant from year to year in the 
lower class, never to be reduced below ten, should be taken—where 
from ?—from the brightest and best spirits in the different classes, 

There is always an effort and a struggle to getintothe Navy. Every 
Senator who has served in the other House knows that when he has 
had an appointment to make, or a vacancy at the school at Annapolis 
or West Point to fill, there are dozens of bright young men who are 

to go into the service for the education that it gives, and for the 
opportunity, if they choose, of remainingin the naval or military serv- 
ice. There is nothingto hinderresignation. It has been going on con- 


tinually. When the war broke out in 1861 some of the ablest and 
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brightest of the graduates of our military institution ab West Point, 
having received the benefit of the Government's education, had left the 
service and had gone into private life. Nobody complained. There is 
no obligation that prevents it. When the graduate from Annapolis or 
West Point has received the benefactions of the Government, has gotten 
an education that tens of thousands of bright youths in this country 
would lie awake nights striving to find methods and ways of obtaining— 
after he has obtained that education there is nothing to prevent his re- 
signing and going into private life. It has been done repeatedly, and 
will always be done, and no disgrace attaches to that. There is no ob- 
ligation to remain, and therefore there is no obligation on the part of 
the Government to keep up a useless establishment. 

Congress said these young men are crowding into the service. They 
desire the education. It is said in this condition of the Navy, crowded 
as it is, suffocated as it is, top-heavy as it is, fifty-nine officers to every 
vessel, one officer for every five men, not reckoning the retired-list, 
Congress will take each year the ten brightest of the youths who have 
passed through the course and who have come out and graduated at 
the end of their six years. It has been found that the regular promo- 
tions and vacancies absorb about seventeen or eighteen a year; but the 
best of the class are to be taken, at least ten. 


goes thereand gets the knowledge ofmathematics, of engineering, of liter- 
ature, of constitutional law, of French and German thereimparted, if he 
has got anythingin him that entitles him toenter with any advantage in 
the race that young menin this country make with their fellows, he has an 
education that equips him for any field of endeavor that lies open before 

- the young man of the United States of America. Congress realizing 
that, said that after we have taken out the brightest and the best—I 
mean those who rank the highest; it does not always follow that they 
are the best in the struggle of life, butit is the only test you can make— 
after we have taken these young men who stand the highest in their 
class and are certified and are needed in this Navy of ours, the other 
boys whom we have carefully trained and reared and given their educa- 
tion and given $600 a year, we will give an honorable certificate of dis- 
charge to and the sum in money of each. 

Iask Senators to consider the hardship upon these yo: men, each 
one of whom had sought to enter into this establishment of the Govern- 
ment, each one of whom had been benefited by an education that ninety- 
nine out of a hundred bright American boys are never able to compass. 
Each one of these young men had been trained in mathematics, in en- 
gineering, in Spanish, in French, in the beauties that dwell in English 
literature, and in the other parts of the course that are a foundation 
for use in every-day life. In addition to this they had received $600 
per year, and when it was found that the Government did not need their 
services they were given a certificate of honorable discharge of their 
graduation and proficiency and $950 in apes 

The whole basis of the vociferous clamor that is set up here now to 
take these youths back into a navy that does not need them is the hard- 
ship that there was in the legislation of Congress. I am not ashamed 
of the part I had in thatlegislation. I am not ashamed of having re- 
alized, as all other Senators who served with me then, that we were con- 
fronted with a navy that was dying of dry-rot at the top, and that 
Congress had the nerve and the sense and the wisdom to seize this ques- 
tion right by the throat and deal with it not only in a wise way but in 
a humane and a generous way. I deny that there is anything in the 
claim that there was a hardship to these cadets who had been se edu- 
cated by the Government. I deny that there is anything in the claim 
that the Government was bound in obligation, having invited these 
young men there, to keep them in the Navy when it had no need for 
their services. 

‘There is neither sense nor law in that proposition. Does anybody 
claim because we have got an army to-day of thirty-odd regiments that 
if the needs of the country were only found to require twenty we could 
not reduce the Army and turn out men who are alreadyinit? But 
that was not done by theact. It was nosuch actas that. It only went 
to the bottom and provided for those who had not entered the service 
as but were being instructed at Government expense, and paid 
them a liberal bonus besides. There was no obligation to keep these 
men any longer, and every cadet clamoring as he does to enter service, 
earnest and ing as he is at the door of his member of Congress, 
and asking to have the chance to compete for a nomination to Annap- 
olis or West Point, goes in subject to two conditions, that either he can 
go out after his- graduation, if he chooses, and no man shall say him 
nay, or if the Government does not need him in the service it may at 
any time so declare, and he is simply left as a citizen, with the benefit 
of the education that he gets. 

I deny she pepe e which is heard early and late as the founda- 
tion of this bi + the Government had invited these young men in 
there and was bound to keep them. I have shown what would have 
happened if that rule had been carried out. You would have had in 
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three years as midshipmen two hundred and seventy-odd young men 
at the bottom, in the lower rank, and they would have staid there 
until they were forty years old before any of them would have got out of 
it. The natural promotions that would have taken pe! by vacancies 
or by deaths and retirements in the upper ranks would haye kept these 
young men there. - Nonaval establishment in any civilized enlightened 
country on the globe ever conducted its affairs in such a way as that. 
It was for this reason that Congress interfered and passed the act of 1882, 
and every young man had notice. 

Now, what took place after that? Just what ought to have taken 
place. In every class a new stimulus was infused into the minds of 
the cadets. It was not simply that by touch-and-go he might be able 
toget and gointothe Navy and be commissioned and be taken 
eare of for the remainder of his life, but he had upon him the stimulus 
that applies in other institutions where the topmost rank is a deside- 
ratum which he may be striving for constantly. Every cadet knew 
after the passage of that act thatif he lagged in his studies, if he failed 
in deportment, if he was indolent, or vicious, or slothful, he would be 
consigned to the obscurity of the bottom of the class and would never 
enter the service; but thestudious boy, the earnest boy, the sober boy, 
the ambitious boy, whose mind was bent upon service in the Navy and 
upon ornamenting and illustrating its annals as he might hope to do 

, had upon him the incitement and the spur that if he studied 
and behayed well he would be one of the ten or fifteen or twenty who 
were to be selected. 

From that time the boys who have so studied, who have so attained 
these uppermost ranks, and who have graduated since high in the class, 
have been taken into service, have received their commissions as mid- 
shipmen or ensigns, and have started-on their field of promotion. 

I call the attention of Senators to one thing that happens from this 
bill, and it is a thing that Senators ought not to forget. If a class of 
bright boys in 1884 graduated and fifteen were received into the Navy 
because they had studied best and made best proficiency and took high- 
est rank and received their commissions as ensigns, every one of those fif- 
teen bright boys, if the bill passes, is graded down and razeed and put be- 
low boys who will be put back into the Navy and be placed above them. 
Does anybody want to see that done? Has any Senator here a young 
friend who under the law has gone on and obtained his rank and got 
his Fale and been appointed afterward into the Navy, who wants to 
see his promotion delayed by taking men who have been out of the 
service for two years, and who have been looking about for other busi- 
ness, and who have finally come here to the doors of Congress as sup- 
pliants, put into the Navy over arid above those? 

Mr.WHITTHORNE. Right there, will the Senator allow me to-in- 
terrupt him ? 

Mr. HALE, Yes, and I know what the Senator is going to say. 

Mr.WHITTHORNE. Idoubtit. Allow metoask him, if under the 
amendment proposed, the meaning and effect of this legislation, if it 


passes—— 
Mr. HALE. In line 13? 
Mr. WHITTHORNE. In lines 11, 12, and 13, which read: 


Be restored to the service and take their places on the Naval Register in the 
same manner as if said act had not been passed. 


Premising that the graduates are those who passed their four years 
ending in 1883, 1884, 1885, and 1886-—— 

Mr. HALE. Not four years but six years. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. They through four yearsat the academy. 
Under the law, as I remember it, they are then compelled to undergo 
two years of service at sea. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is an old student and authority in naval 
matters. I know he has not fallen into the error which is common to 
men who have not given special study to this branch of the service by 
supposing that in law there is any difference between the last two years 
of a cadet’s term and the first four. It isa term of six years. In the 
last two years the service of the cadet is at sea, or rather his duty and 
his studies; but he never completes his course until the end of the six 
years. There is no course of four years. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I was going to ask the Senator a practical 
question. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. After having passed four years at the acad- 
emy the cadet is then, under the act of 1882, discharged from the sery- 
ice, I understand. $ 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no! 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Not until the six years? 

Mr. HALE. Not until the six years. I will read the law if the 
Senator would like to have me do so. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state for the information of the Senator from 
Tennessee that at the expiration of four years each cadet does receive 
a certificate, not a diploma of graduation, but a certificate that he has 
completed his academic course. At the end of six years he receives 
his diploma of uation, the last two years having been spentat sea. 

Mr. WHI ORNE. Asa matter of fact, then, since the passage 
of the act of 1882 the graduates passed and got their certificate or di- 
ploma of four years, and we have-each class of 1883, 1884, 1885, and 
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1886 who went into the service of the Navy upon the sea. Is that 
true as a matter of fact? 

Mr. HALE. No; they do not go into the service. 

Mr. BUTLER. They go to sea. 

Mr. HALE. They go into a course of instruction; but they do not 
go into the service until after six years. They no commission; 
they do not become officers of the Navy. I ought to know something 
about it, because I drew the provision when a member of the other 
House, if I may be allowed to allude to it, and had charge of the bill. 
It was found then that there was an overplus of the lower rank, too 
many graduates, and we increased the service to six years instead of 
four years, so that no member of could get from his district a 
new cadet oftener than once in six years, and we provided that part of 
the course should be upon the sea. But the whole course is entire and 
complete as a six years’ course. In the act of 1882 we provided that 
e cadet at the end of six years who was not in the Navy 
for its service or because there were vacancies should receive his cer- 
tificateand his $950, Then we also provided that any cadet who chose, 
not that the law sent him out, but that any cadet who had served for 
four years, a special clause— 

rice may, upon his own appilestion, be honorably Giadbarged ab tse end of 
serv) may, U own e end o 
four pcb yt a at the Naval pieg with Prii certificate of graduation, 

But that was the act of the cadet. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. There is a class who did avail themselves of 
that 1 tion. 

Mr. A very small class. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Whatever number it is, if they should be ex- 
empted under this proposed legislation—in other words the four years’ 
man who got his diploma and then went out of the service should not 
stand in the same tion with the six years’ man. i 

Mr. HALE. I do not think he ought. 

Mr. BUTLER. He does not. 

Mr. HALE. So faras the Senator from Tennessee goes he is correct, 
but he does not go far enough. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Now, will my friend from Maine indulge me 
for a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I desire to say at the roper moment, and I 
take that to be now, that familiaras I was with the legislation of 1882, 
and with the Senator in almost everything he has said in re- 
gard to the top-heaviness of the Navy and the absolute necessity and 
duty upon the part of Congress to relieve that top-heaviness, concur- 
ring in that motive and object as I did in 1882, yet the result of the 
legislation which was had wasto place these young men out of the serv- 
ice, who, whatever may have been the nature of their contract or agree- 
ment with the Government, felt, if not from any other consideration, 
from pride, that having devoted their services to the Government of the 
United States it was a mortification ensuing from the 1 tion that put 
them out of the service; and this rep commenced with them then 
lasts with them now. I believed it was then unjust, I believe it is now 
unjust; and no matter how top-heavy the Navy may he, there is a con- 
sideration, and that consideration is of justice to these young men, which 
demands legislation like this. ` 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator might have waited until I got 
through with my speech before he made a speech on the other side. 
Still, Stas a matter of taste he preferred to come in now, I do not ob- 
ject to it. Iam very glad of one thing. I am very glad the Senator 
is not so anxious for economy and for reform in the Navy as he has been 
in the years past. He says he does not care how top-heavy the Navy 
is, he does not care how little these young men are needed, he does not 
care how overcrowded the service may be, he does not care what were 
the considerations that applied at the time, in which hesays weagreed— 
he cares for nothing of that kind, but he does think that these young 
men ought to be taken back into the Navy. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. My friend indulges in his usual shrewdness 
in placing an argument of that kind in my mouth. 

Mr. HALE. Iam stating not the language, for that I am incapable 
of reaching, but I am certainly stating the conclusion the Senator from 
Tennessee arrived at. I understood him to announce his ro, bare 
and his position at last was that these young men ought to be taken 
back notwithstanding these other considerations. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE rose. $ 

Mr. HALE. There will be ample opportunity when I get through, 
unless the Senator desires to say something specially now. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. No; I was simply going to say that the Sena- 
tor will find me always the advocate of reform, but always at the same 
time the advocate of justice. 

Mr. HALE. When interrupted by the Senator from Tennessee I 
was talking about what is a manifest injustice in the mind of every 
Senator here if he realizes it. Let me again state the proposition. 
Under the legislation of 1882, in the year 1883 there came around a 

ating class which the Secretary of the Navy said numbered seventy. 
nder the old law, that is if it had not been touched, they would all 


have been put in. Under the act of 1882, which itis sought now to 
undermine and destroy, instead of seventy graduates being put in the 


Navy the fifteen or sixteen highest were taken into the Navy.. Did 
the Government incur any obligation to these young men?» Is the Gov- 
ernment under any obligation to protect the fifteen or sixteen young 
men who went into theservice in 1883 at the head of their class? Is the 
Government under any obligation to the young men that when they 
have been so selected under the law they shall be allowed to go on and 
receive due promotion as vacancies occur? But if you pass this bill 
you will now take the remainder of that class who went out under 
that legislation, who have been divorced from the Navy, who have been 
outside of its uses, its sympathies, and its purposes, and dump them 
in back over the heads of men who graduated before. You disturb the 
arrangement, because it is provided in the bill that it shall he wittogpe | 
as though they had continued and remained in the Naval Academy and 
in the service. 

Mr. PLUMB. As to pay and all? 

Mr. HALE. There is a provision that cuts off back pay; but as to 
rank and status and everything else they are put back as if they had 
not been out. The Secretary of the Navy in a letter he has written 
here declares how these young men will go back. Let us see how it 
will work. When Senators talk about the obligations of the Govern- 
ment to these young men, I beg them to bear in mind the obligation 
the Government is under to the graduates of the academy for the six 
years beginning with 1883 who go to the top of their class and are put 
in and start out on the race of promotion which invites young men into 
the Navy. I invite Senators to the consideration of the obligation that 
the Government is under to the bright men of these classes and not the 
men who are dropped because they are not at the head. Does it fol- 
low that a young man who can not get the foremost position in his 
class, who is turned out under the law, shall come in afterward and 
be put above the bright men of the next class who graduate? Thatis 
the operation of the bill. 

Here is the disposition that will be made of these one hundred and 
forty-five men who, if the bill passes, will be dumped on the Navy ° 
that does not need them: 5 

Of the former, thirty-nine would come between Ensigns Gilbert Wilkes and 
Spencer S. Wood. 

Is there any reason why Spencer 8. Wood, who has formed his 
duties well, who has followed the course of his class well, who has got 
up'in the upper fifteen and been’ put into the service and is maki 
way for the next rank above him, should now be detained six or eight 
years in his promotion by these men being put back over him? The 
oat of the Navy makes 2 statement here in a letter which I wish 

o i : 

Mr. CAMERON. What Secretary? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Harmony, acting Secretary of the Navy. I have 
just read the assignment these young men will receive if they are taken 
back into the Navy. 

Thirty-nine would come between Ensigns Gilbert Wilkes and Spencer 8, 
Wood, eight between Ensigns John M., Poyer and 8, Dana Greene. 

I do not know of any reason why this young officer of the Navy, Mr. 
S. Dana Greene, of a family long distinguished in naval pursuits, naval 
exploits, and naval warfare, who has devoted his life to the Navy and 
who has been able to keep at the head of his class, should be delayed 
in his promotion six long years by men who have gone out under law 
coming back and being put over him. I thinkif the Government has 
any obligation it is to the men who determine to stick to the service 
and who go on and show themselves the first of their fellows. 

Twenty-one after Ensign Harry A. Field. 

a then he goes on to say—and I want Senators to bear this in 
mind— 

At the rate of promotion since Juno, 1833, should these officers be restored to 
the service, it would retard the advancement of the officers affected about six 
years. 

Pass the bill, and an ensign who has graduated since 1882, or will 
graduate up to 1887, inclusive, will have six years of service in the lowest 

de in the Navy added to his time, and he will be forty years old be- 
‘ore he will be able to emerge from that lower rank into the rank of a 
junior lieutenant. It is restoring the very condition that was sought to 
be removed and cured by the act of 1882; and can any Senator who is 
pushing and urging this bill without regard to the needs and wants of 
the naval service tell me what can be done with these boys? What can 
the present Secretary of the Navy or any Secretary of the Navy do with 
these youths that come back here after having been dismissed under 
law, passed off from naval service and naval surroundings and the naval 
atmosphere? What is he going to do with the one hundred and forty- 
five young men, for that is what the Navy Department says will be 
brought into the service? 

When the committee was investigating the subject it directed an in- 
quiry to be made of the Secretary of the Navy. I send to the desk and 
desire to have read his reply, dated Washington, February 3, 1886. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 3, 1886. 

Sı: In answer to the inquiry contained in your communication of January 
22, inquiring whether the needs of the service at the present time are such that 
there is any call that a large number of young Pr, paa should be suddenly 


brought into the service, as contemplated by Senate bill No. 371, I would reply 
that Congress has already fixed the requirements of the service as to the num- 
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ber of officers by statute, in which I acguiesce, At the present time I see no 


need for a greater number. If this large number is to be added to the list, I 
think it should be accompanied by a change in the law, making permanent in- 
crease in the number of officers in the different grades; otherwise excess 
above the statutory limit will be so large in the grades of ensign and assistant 
engineer at the present time as to make promotion from the lowest grades so 
slow that the service would hardly offer temptations to ambitious men. 

It can be readily seen that a present graduate entering the service would re- 
main, under the present law (with this addition of sixty-eight to the list before 
him), a very long time in the grade of ensign before the promotions would have 
brought the number down to the legal limit, and cleared off those above him, 
so as to enable him to get promotion. 

Very ully, 
Ww. Cc. bat ed 
ry © vary, 
Hon, EGGENE HALE, 
Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 


Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator proceeds, I wish to ask him whether 
that point which he has just made, and which is confirmed by this let- 
ter, would be well taken if the Navy were enlarged and reformed, as 
he himself thinks it should be? 

Mr. HALE. I was coming to that, and I may as well answer it now, 
because it will be said that as top-heavy as the Navy is and overoffi- 
cered, if we build it up then there will beneed for these officers. That 
is not a new subject tome. I have had something to do with the at- 
tempted increase of the Navy and with the efforts which have been 
made to that end. There are already four new ships either launched 
or in process of completion and ready to be launched to be added to the 
Navy; but in the term of any Senator here all the additions that are 
made to the United States Navy will not more than take the place of 
ships that go out by rot and destruction. In six years from now, even 
if we go on at a much hastier pace than Congress is going in construct- 
ing new ships, we shall have no more need for officers, young officers or 
old officers, than we had when this act was passed in 1882. 

We had then thirty-one ships, requiring officers to command them, 

, and it will be long years before we get thirty-one new ships needing of- 
ficers toman them. And so the additions will only take the place of 
the ships that go out, and we shall not need any more officers six years 
from now, and probably ten years from now, than we needed in 1882. 
But with a list of eighteen hundred and odd commissioned officers on 
the active-list of the Navy to man sixty sail of steamships, there will 
not bea man of us serving in this Chamber, I venture to say, when 
the American Navy will reach the point of needing that number of 
officers. 

That is a complete answer tothe allegations that the additions to the 
Navy will require these young men. ‘hey will not. The additions 
to the Navy, even as I want them and as other Senators want them 
who have urged that course and voted forit in the years past, never 
will reach the number of officers that are in the Navy ten I thank 
the Senator from Massachusetts forhaving su ted this point, because 
it was one of the things on my memorandum that I was to touch upon. 

The Secretary of the Navy has pictured the evils, and certainly he 
is impartial; he has got no traditions to bind him; he has had no as- 
sociation with legislation that commits him to one side or the other; 
he is an arbiter; he is presumed to know what the service needs; he 
comes into the Department from outside without any prejudices; and 
when he is called upon with an inquiry as to the needs of the service 
and what he would do with these young men, that is his answer, and 
he was dealing only with about half the number because he only reck- 
‘oned upon those who had already gone out in the three past years. 
He did not reckon the other classes that make up the six years’ time 
from 1882 that are comprehended in this bill, because this bill applies 
to all of the classes, to every man who entered the Annapolis Academy 
before the act of 1882, and therefore runs six years ahead, and the Sec- 
retary was only dealing with two-thirds of those when he wrote this 
letter. He struck the whole here when he said: : 

Otherwise the excess— 


He says you have to enlarge the list of officers, you must give us 
some more commodores, some more rear- i some more captains. 
Why, Senators, we have got rear-admirals, commodores, captains, lieu- 
tenants, ensigns, enough to man a fleet four times as large as there is 
to-day in the American Navy. The Secretary says: 

If this large number is to be added to the list, I think it should be accom- 
panied by a change in the law, making permanent increase in the number of offi- 
cers in the different grades; otherwise the excess above the statutory limit will 
be so large in the grades of ensign and assistant engineer— 

Corresponding to it— : 
at the present time as to make promotion from the lowest grade so slow that 
the service would hardly offer temptations to ambitious men. 


That is the whole theory of this bill. It is sinking every good of 
the service in the future; it is dwarfing and dwindling and killing am- 
bition for the sake of putting these young men back and over-suffocat- 
ing an already too large lower grade, and destroying the spirit that 
ought to animate cadets and ensigns and every lower grade in the 
Navy. - It is wanton and wicked and cruel beyond comparison to the 
young men who are in the service. Thatis the underlying fault of the 

ill; that is the wrong principle on which it is graded; and the Secre- 
tary found it when he first began to investigate it. It kills ambition. 
Who wants a Navy without ambition? Who wants a Navy with the 


young men who are not first, but who are last in their classes, coming 
in delaying the promotion of the men who are first? 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam very glad I did not interrupt the burst of elo- 
quence the Senator was delivering, but I should like now to ask him 
what the Secretary of the Navy is doing with the thirty-four engineers 
who were restored by the Supreme Court in that suffocated condition 
of the Navy? : 

Mr. HALE. That is one of the memoranda I have here, and I thank 
the Senator for having referred to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to have that explained. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary of the Navy is to-day embarrassed by the 
decision of the Supreme Court with reference to engineers. It does not 
touch this question; it has nothing to do with it whatever. It was 
decided on a side issue, that is, that the cadet-engineers were not like 
the cadet-midshipmen, but were graduates when the act of 1882 passed, 
had already gone out at a four years’ course, and could not be reached 
by the law. The Supreme Court has decided that those engineers are 
back, but the Secretary says he knows no more what to do with them 
than he would if so many wild men of the woods came here. He has 
no place to put them, and moreover he says as a matter of law—and it 
is a grave question whether he is not correct; I think he is—that Con- 

having fixed the numbers of the grade of assistant engineers, and 
he having filled those places by regular appointments under commis- 
sion of the President confirmed by the Senate, and every number of 
the grade being full, these men are gone notwithstanding the decision 
of the Supreme Court. And if there is anything in the decision which 
was rendered years ago, which has been the law of both the military 
establishments since, that where a vacancy is filled it puts the other 
man out, then there is no place for these assistant engineers; every place 
in the grade has been filled; it is to-day with full ranks, and there is no 


room. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator will remember that the Supreme 
Court has decided that there were no vacancies, and consequently there 
was nothing to be filled. That was the suggestion I wished to make. 

Mr. HALE. I did not put it in that form. There are no vacancies, 
and the court has so decided. So this situation in the Engineer Corps 
is an illustration of the evils of this bill. You may pass an act here, 
you may put these men on the Secretary, but if any man can tell what 
he will do, he has got a brighter vision and clearer ken than I have. 
‘These assistant engineers are by no means in the service as commis- 
sioned officers by the decision of the court. The court simply say that 
the act of 1882, which declared that it should not apply to any officers 
then in the Navy, did not apply to these men because they were grad- 
nates and had already passed their course, but it does not put themin 
commission—— 

Mr. BUTLER. They draw the pay all the same. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know whether they do or not. 

Mr. BUTLER. I know. 3 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Maine 
what embarrassmentit is to the Secretary of the Navy if they are neither 
in the service nor drawing their pay ? 

Mr. HALE. It is the same embarrassment to the Secretary of the 
Navy that it has been to the Senator from Massachusetts when his door 
has been besieged early and late by these young men who want to get 
backintotheNavy. Iam saying nothing against them, nothing against 
their character, nothing against them in any way, except that there 
has been no end to the importunities of them and their friends; and 
that is embarrassing; it has embarrassed me, but it did not embarrass 
me enough to lead me to go, out of sympathy, for a bill that will put 
the American Navy back for years in its efficiency. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator answer another question? If the 
Navy has so many more officers in it than it can find employment for, 
why would it not be a good plan to suspend the supply for a while ? 

Mr. HALE. Shut up the academy at Annapolis? 

Mr. DAWES. Suspend the supply at Annapolis. . Why do we con- 
tinue to educate the same number every year, and come here and say 
that we have got a great many more than we knew what to do with 
every year? Is it not the part of wisdow to suspend their operation 
until the equilibrium between supply and demand is restored? 

Mr. HALE. I havean answer tothat. That was considered by the 
members of the committee who have joined me in this report, and we 
determined that ifthis bill was pushed through and urged through by 
sympathy and appeals, it was the duty of Congress to close the school 
at Annapolis, and we report an amendment that from and after the 
close of the academic year 18—, the Naval Academy shall be closed for 
six years. That is one of the contingencies, one of the emergencies 
that this bill puts us in. 

Mr. DAWES. Then it is proposed to say that if you pass this bill 
you suspend Annapolis. Ifthere is any propriety in suspending An- 
napolis to lessen the supply of officers, is it not just as proper whether 
this bill passes or not? 

Mr. HALE. Our act of 1882 is the thing that takes care of that 
question if it is not interfered with, and that is that no men are re- 
ceived into the Navy who are not wanted by promotion to fill vacan- 
cies. We have settled all that if they will only let the act alone. 

Mr. DAWES. It takes care of it in this way: It educates seventy 
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or eighty each year and takes ten of them into the Navy and turns the 
rest out upon the world with an education furnished at the expense of 
the United States. That is the method by which the act to 
shorten the supply hereafter. The more sensible way, it seems to me, 
is to it until the time may come when the demand for officers 
in the Navy will require the edi of more men. 

Mr. HALE. Now, will the Senator vote under any condition to close 
the school at is for six years? 


Mr. HALE. ‘That has been done more than once. 

Mr. DAWES. _ That is the same thing precisely. 

Mr. HALE. Keep up your academy. 

Now, does the Senator from Massachusetts know that these schemes 
are not as new as they _— tobe? Does the Senator know that great 


schools, do as France and Germany have done since their great war, 
keep up their i provide a liberal education, and only re- 
ceive into the service such young officers as are at the head of their class 
and are needed to fill the ranks. I havevery great doubt whether that 
is not the wiser way. I do not look upon the money as lost that is 
spent in the education of these young men. They are found in every 
State; they have been imbued with the knowl with the atmos- 
phere, with everything thatis gained at the academy. They have the 
studies, the spirit, the patriotism, the interest in the flag, and they go 
out equipped for every-day life; and it is not lost. But above all, it 
does not lie in the mouths of the young men who have had this given to 
them (which the Senator from Massachusetts would rather take away 
and close up the school than to give) to come here and seek to be ob- 
truded into a crowded Navy on the ground that they have been treated 
harshly and and imposed upon by false obligations. If there 
is any complaint it is the complaint that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts indicates here, that we have done too much and spent too much 
money for them. 

Now, how much money will this cost? I have endeavored to pro- 
ceed in the investigation of this matter with care, because I felt from 
the begi the earnestness of the effort that was being made to push 
this bill to a passage in the Senate. I knew it was no light task to 
enter into the opposition to it, and I endeavored in every step to get 
See eS a ee and im sources. Now 
what will this cost? I have the estimate of Navy Department. 
Taking the basis that with only a portion of those who have already 
gone out coming into the service, as the Secretary says sixty-eight, it 
would increase the time of service six years, then the intrusion of this 
force into these lower ranks would add six years’ service to begin with 
to that number more than we arepaying for now. The Secretary has 
-estimated that. It is easy enough to estimate it. 

Cost of maintaining six for six 

Goat of maintaining thre dter ancletant engineers Gor six rence, $948,800. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator surely does not put that last in as one 
engineers, That whole ques- 


. Therefore, that $346,800 is not a proper estimate. 
r. HALE. Then, in addition to that, the reckons the 
cost of the ensigns to be received from the classes of 1886 and 1887, 


$306,000, in all as the actual expense in the next six years 
$1,142,400. then he goes on: 
Ifthe of these one hundred and forty-five officers which the bill s 


ntroduce into the Navy should be carried out, th all the of 
the service until their withdra retirement, or death, ing aver- 
of service in the Navy, it would involve an expenditure to the Government 
more than $6,000,000. 


One of the things sought by the legislation of 1882 was not only to 
make the naval service more efficient, but to make it less expensive; 
and the legislation incorporated into the statute by the act of 1882 in 
the volume before me in the long years to come saves to the Govern- 
ment millions of dollars. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask the Senator from Maine if there was any stat- 
ute in existence at the time these young men entered the Naval Acad- 
emy which would lead them to suppose or believe that they were not 
to receive their commissions if they graduated? 

Mr. HALE. I have said already that there is nothing whatever in 
the law that ob the Government to keep these young officers in 
the service a day its needs. There was no statute that needed 
to be when the act of 1882 was adopted. The law was clear 
and plain, and left it en‘ in the discretion of the Government, as 
it dees in any military t. 


. 


Mr. MAXEY. I ask the Senator if it is not a fact that there was a 
tacit understanding, and had been from the foundation of the Military 
Academy and the Naval Academy, that those who graduated should 
receive appointments; and did not that understanding exist up to the 
passage of the act of 1882, which cut off a certain portion from appoint- 
ments? 

Mr. HALE. The history of the military establishments shows that 
young officers at any time have left the service voluntarily, taking the 
advantage and benefit of all they had gained from the Government. 
So the Government heretofore has interfered with the naval establish- 
ment; it has done what it would in its own sweet will; it has closed 
the academy, has changed from one field to another; limited grades; 
it has reduced and cut down, as it has a right to do. The Senator, 
from his knowledge of the law and the principles that guide the other 
military establishment of the Government, knows that the Congress 
to-day, without violating any statute or any obligation, could reduce 
the number of brigadiers-general and retire one-half of them from 
Prop service if it chose to do so, if it found there was no need of 

em, 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Maine and the Senator from 
Texas will permit me, I can perhaps give this statement: 

In 1878 a similar act, in relation tothe cadets of the Military Academy at West 
Point, was eget the House, but was amended in the Senate June 8, 1878, 80 
as not to affect those cadets who had entered the Military Academy prior to the 
passage of said act, which amendment was concurred in by the House, 

Mr. MAXEY. The exact point I wanted to make. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator know why that was donc? 

Mr. BUTLER. To prevent being retroactive. 

Mr. HALE. But does the Senator know why Congress declared that 
it should so apply only to those who had notentered? For the reason 
that the condition of the Army never in any degree was parallel to that 
of the Navy. Up to the present year the graduating classes at West 
Point have not been enough to fill the Army vacancies, and the Presi- 
dent has been going off every year making appointments from civil life 
to second lieutenancies in the Army. So there was no need of any pro- 
vision that should cut off graduates of West Point from commissions, 
but in the Navy it was entirely different. 

Mr. BUTLER. It hasnot infrequently happened, as I remember, that 
there were a number of cadets of West Point as additional second-lieu- 
tenants attached to companies awaiting assignment under their regular 
promotion. This very Congress has passed an actrelieving the present 
graduàting class at West Point of the operation of the act of 1878. 

Mr. HALE. Because*the class is extraordinarily large. Nobody 
knows why it isso. Does the Senator deny that up to the present year 
the graduates from West Point have been less than the vacancies in the 
ADAT ADR that the deficit has becn made up by appointments from 
civil life? 

Mr. BUTLER. It would not have been so if the present class had 
been taken up by assignments in the Army, because this class is about 
seventy. 

Mr. HALE. It is a very large class. 

Daa BUTLER. Therefore there would not have been places for them 

Mr. HALE. The present class is so large that it creates a condition 
entirely different from anything that we have witnessed before; but I 
repeat that heretofore the classes have been too small, the vacancies 
have been too many. In the Navy just the reverse is true. The va- 
cancies have been but few, the classes have been inordinately large; 
and we had to consider the condition as we found it. 

Mr. MAXEY. ThepointI endeavored ad prosen to the Senator from 
Maine I do not think I have accurately mitted. The Committee 
on Military Affairs, in view of what they regarded as the equity of the 
case, reported to the Senate a bill the object of which was not to apply 
the provision of law that would cut off those who had entered the 
academy prior to the of that law. That act was in full force 
and effect when this act of 1882 passed and when these young men en- 
tered the academy. Would they not reasonably, in view of that gen- 
eral policy which is known to all the world, have a right to conclude 
that the Congress of the United States did not intend, in justice and 
equity and fair dealing, to make the act retroactive—in ather words, to 
apply it to those who had entered prior to the passage Df the act? ` 

fr. HALE. I do not admit that this act is retroactive. It doesnot 
apply to a single officer in the Navy. ‘These young men at the acad- 
emy are not officers; they are not pensioners; they are young men who 
have gone there at their own insistence, been accepted by the Govern- 
ment, not as officers, but in order to be educated; and there is no re- 
troactive effect upon them. On thecontrary, it provides that they may 
go on after 1882 and complete their studies, receive their $600 a year, 
get their certificate of graduation, and then get their $950, and there 
is no retroaction in it. It carefully in terms declares that it shall not 
interfere with a single officer of the Navy. Can I tell whether a young 
boy fifteen years old entering the academy thinks that the Government 
is going to keep him all his life? Quite likely he does think that; but 
he would go in just as quickly and there would be just as many appli- 
cations for this great boon that the Government confers on these youths 
if he understood the law as lawyers understand itand as Senators ought 
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to understand it. There would be no difficulty in getting applications 
for admission. 

Mr. ALLISON. Evidently this bili cannot be finished to-night, and 
if the Senator from Maine will yield for a motion to go into executive 
‘session I will make that motion. 

Mr. HALE. There are some considerations touching this very mat- 
ter of expense and other things that I desire to before I close, 
but I find it rather difficult for me to go on now; and I yield to the 


Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
to the consid- 


of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 

eration of executive business. After one hour and five minutes spent 

in executive session the doors were 


OHIO SENATORIAL ELECTION. 


Mr. Rian: submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections,to whom were re- 
ferred sundry memorials from the State of Ohio in regard to the recent <= 


of n Senator in that State, be authorized to employ a stenographer, to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. : 
Or: motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, and by unanimous consent, it was 


Ordered, That after the disposition of Senate bill No.371,the rest of to-mor- 
row and next day be devoted to the Calendar under the five-minutes’ limitation 
for debate and subject to objection, which objection shall operate only ‘to 
over the caso, retaining its place on the Calendar; and that no motion 
made to proceed to to the consideration of any bill where objection is made to the 
consitleration of the samc. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was a: to; and (at 5 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 8, 1886, at 12 
o'clock m. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 18, 1886. 


Horatio S. Tryon, te be postmaster at Weedsport, Cayuga County, 
New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 7, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by Rev. 8. W. HADDA- 
WAY, of Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness in his family. 

To Mr. BARKSDALE, for to-day, on account of indisposition. 

To Mr. WILKINS, indefinitely. 

To Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, until the 20th of this month, on account 
of important business. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title; 
when the er the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5910) to detach the counties of Howard, Little River, 
and Sevier from the western and add them to the eastern district of 
Arkansas. $ 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of privilege—— 
‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. KELLEY. A question concerning the business, and in my judg- 
ment the character, of the House, which I will state as briefly as I can. 
On the 15th day of January the House adopted this resolution: 
Resolved, That on each Friday the House shall take a recess from 5 o'clotk p. 
m. until 7.30 p. m., "at which aeoo da mer sessions private bills granting pensions re- 
asaya Pom gaat ors ede reaper Pensions and — snot petted ae 
abilities eeii Dy te rene z3 
On last Friday the House met under that order, and I find in the 
RECORD of yesterday a twenty-five-column on Edwin M. Stan- 
ton, by the Representative from the eighth district of Alabama, made 
when avowedly no ion business was before the committee avd no 
bill for removing disabilities; and I desire to bring to the attention of 
the House the fact that sessions granted in order to promote meritori- 
ous business are being perverted to the basest of ends, the slander of 
the illustrious dead who died from devoted service to their country. 
Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call the attention of the 
tleman from Pennsylvania to the fact that the gentleman from Ala- 
ma, is not in his seat. 
Mr. PAYSON. He ought to bo. 


| WHEELER] is present. I know 


Mr. BEACH. And I would state further that the speech he deliv- 
ered was not delivered upon any Friday evening session as I understand 
it. [Cries of ‘It was!’’] > 

Mr. THOMPSON. It was delivered on Friday evening. 


The 
rose to a. question of privilege, but the Chair thinks that up to the pres- 
ent time the gentleman has not presented a question of that character. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ts aetla aE SO it seems to me, to avail 
himself of an opportunity to make such a statement in the absence of 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. KELLEY. I propose at the proper time to move that these re- 
marks which were not within the scope of the order authorizing those 
FF RSP not on the absent merely but on the 

Mr. REAGAN, Imake the point of order that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is not stating a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes if any rule or order of the 
House has been abused by a member, and a motion is made to correct 
the abuse or to censure the member, that would involve a question of 
privilege in the first instance which the Chair must entertain, But it 
is not within the province of the Chair to pass upon the question as to 
whether or not the rules and orders of the House have actually been 
abused. That is for the House to determine, and to take such action 
as it may deem proper. Upto the present moment the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has made no motion which presents a question for the 
consideration of the House. The gentleman, the Chair understood, was 

ing to state he was about to make a motion. 

Mr. REAGAN. I propose to insist on the objection till the gentle- 
man makes a motion. 

Mr. KELLEY. I shailthen makethe motion that these remarks—— 

Mr. HERBERT. Willthe gentleman from Pennsylvania permit me 
to make a suggestion? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERBERT. If the gentleman proposes to make a motion per- 
sonal in its character, I suggest to him it would be eminently proper 
for him to wait till the gentleman from Alabama who made the speech 
shall be in the House, instead of proceeding to arraign him in his ab- 
sence. If the gentleman from Alabama were not to be present any 
more during the session it might be proper for the tleman from 
Pennsylvania to proceed now. But {think it would be only fair to that 
gentleman, terraie aapna tosay in his own behalf, to post- 
pone this matter until he is 

Mr. KELLEY. he falaren AREE cil enim Siow Some 
when the gentleman from Alabama is present? 

Mr. BEACH. Itisa privileged matter. 

Mr. HERBERT. I can give the gentleman no assurance of that 
kind. If this is a question of privilege now it will be then, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will certainly lose none of his rights. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make his motion and let it 
stand, if he desires, to be called up at some other time. 

Mr. KELLEY. That will be agreeable to me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion, the Chair understands, 
is to expunge these remarks from the RECORD. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; I propose to move that they be expunged 
from the permanent RECORD, and te prohibit the printing of further 
copies by the Public Printer. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I rise to a matter of privilege. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to have the RECORD corrected. 
In the RECORD of yesterday ae A tion of an interlocutory dis- 
cussion between the [Mr. WHEELER] and 
count E EEA don toon sos it occurred and is inserted at 
a subsequent part of his speech where no conversation or discussion 
took place between him and me. 

Mr. HERBERT. I willsubmit also to the gentleman from Iowa that 
he his till the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 

Soning Stoas IOON DE pas 
to the gentleman’ssense of fairness that that would be the course. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman from Alabama 
state whether his colleague is in the city? 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand he is. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understand if a correction of the 
Recorp is to be made it must be done within three days. 

A MEMBER. Four days. 

Mr. HERBERT. I know nothing of the gentleman having left the 
ai He has been here all winter, and I presume is here now. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will not ask, then, to make the cor- 
rection at this time, but I will make it within the period falling within 
the rule if the gentleman should not be in his seat before that period 


ex 

iis KELLEY. That the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
may have notice of my purpose, I announce that Iwill ask 

to recognize me to-morrow morning after the reading of the Journal 
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upon my statement that I have a privileged motion or a question of 
privilege for discussion, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. CRISP. On Saturday last, during a debate in this House upon 
a proposition pasting before it, I was betrayed into a warmth of ex- 
ression which I regret. The distinguished gentleman from Indiana 
fate. HOLMAN], whose long service to his country and whose years en- 
title him to the respect of the public, was and is in full possession of 
mine. The ion used by that gentleman or that I understood 
him to use excited a feeling that prompted that warmth of expression 
which I now say I regret. I have had no communication with that 
gentleman on this subject, and I make this statement to the House 
here and now because I feel—I really feel—that I regret those expres- 
sions, and I know of no more manly thing to do than to give panne 
expression to what my feeling is inthat regard. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say that the gentleman from Georgia in in- 
oe my original remarksas having any reference to himself labored 
under an entire misapprehension. I presume that arose from the dif- 
ferent standpoints from which we were discussing the same subject. I 
was discussing it from one standpoint and he from another. I accept 
very cheerfully and sincerely the expressions which have fallen from 
his lips, and I wish to recall any words which I may have uttered in 
the heat of debate which may have been regarded as unkind to him or 
unjust to the House. [Applause.] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the first business in order is 
the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and reso- 
lutions for printing and reference without debate, on which call joint 
and concurrent resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legis- 
latures may be presented and appropiate referred, and resolutions of 
inquiry directed to the heads of the Executive Departments are also in 
order for reference to appropriate committees. 


HENRY W. LONG. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 9131) 
for the relief of Henry W. Long; which was read a first and second 
time (the first reading being in full upon demand of Mr. BLAND), re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF SHIPWRECKED SEAMEN. 


Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 9132) to credit the revenue- 
cutter service for the transportation home by United States revenue 
sy of shipwrecked seamen from the arctic regions or from the Ter- 

OET AEA which was read a first and second time (the first read- 


seat gin full upon demand of Mr. BLAND). 
B move that this bill be referred to the Committee on 


Tho “The SPEAKER (having put the question) said: The noes seem to 
ve it. 
Mr. BLAND. I call for a division. 
The question being again taken, there were—ayes 7, noes 42. 
Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 
; and Mr. BLAND and Mr. Morrow were ap- 
pointed. 


‘The House again divided; but before the result of the vote was an- 
nounced Mr. BLAND withdrew the point of order. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. , 


SETTLEMENT OF TERRITORIES. 


Mr. MORROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 9133) to promote the 
settlement of the Territories of the United States and to protect the 
rights of homestead and pre-emption claimants; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on "the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN D. STEVENSON. 

Mr. FELTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9134) for the re- 
lief of Jonathan D. Stevenson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY POST, DENVER. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 9135) making an appropriation 
for the establishment and erection of a military post near the city of 
Denver, in the State of Colorado; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LORENZO D. COOMBS. 


Mr. SYMES also introduced bill (H. R. 9136) granting a pension to 
Lorenzo D. Coombs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Fensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC DAVISSON. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 9137) granting a pension to 
Isaac Davisson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MAGGIE A. AUTER. 

Mr. SYMES also introduced a.bill (H. R. 9138) granting a pension to 
Maggie A. Auter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. BENHAM. 
an MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 9139) for the relief of J. 
H. Benham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
ELEANOR F. RUDD. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 9140) ting a pension to 
Eleanor F. Rudd, widow of Albert Rudd; whicn wen read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HENRY E. DART. 

Mr, WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 9141) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Henry E. Dart; which was read a first and second 
time, pene to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
print 

JAMES M. GARRISON, 

Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 9142) for the relief of James 
M. Garrison; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

< SABIN STOCKING. 

Mr. SEYMOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 9143) granting a pension 
to Dr. Sabin Stocking; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 9144) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of an additional superintendent of the railway mail service; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTRACTS FOR STATIONERY, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS, 

Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 180) further 
explanatory of the resolution adopted June 31, 1868, limiting contracts 
for stationery and other supplies to one year; which was read a first 
‘and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. z 

GRADUATED INCOME TAX. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (H. R. 9145) to impose a graduated 
income tax; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Waysand Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, GEORGIA. 

Mr. BARNES introduced a bill (H. R. 9146) to transfer certain coun- 
ties from the southern judicial district to the northern district in the 
State of Georgia, and to divide the northern district of said State into 
two, to be known as the western and eastern divisions of said district, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM Ê. RICH. 

Mr. LANDES (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9147) 
pension to William R. Rich; which was read a first and secon ime Aa 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. REED. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 9148) granting a pension 
to William F. Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. DENNING. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 9149) PERR 
pension to John D. Denning; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 

TAX ON SALT. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 9150) to amend 
section 3022 of the Revised Statutes, so as to place the tax on salt used 
in curing pork, beef, and other provisions on the same basis with salt 
used in curing fish; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MOUNT VERNON, ILL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 9151) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Mount Vernon, IN. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

F. M. RYON. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (H. R. 9152) for the relief of F. M. 
Ryon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES S. ROBERTS. 
Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 9153) granting a pension to 
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James S. Roberts; which was read a first and second. time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EVAN S. SULLIVAN, 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 9154) for the relief of Evan 
8. Sullivan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES HAYMAKER. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 9155) for the relief of 
Frances Haymaker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be it: 
CAROLINE PARISH. 
Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 9156) granting : a pension 
to Caroline Parish; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GRANT E. Q. LATHERMON. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 9157) granting a pension 
to Grant E. Q. Lathermon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES F. FEE. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 9158) granting a pension 
to James F. Fee; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed 

SILAS B. DECKER. 


Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 9159) granting a pension to 
Silas B. Decker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


JOHN W. BUSSABARGAR. 
Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 9160) granting a pension 
to John W. Bussabargar; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS FOR WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R, 9161) extending the pro- 
visions of the act of March, 1878, ting pensions to the soldiers and 
sailors of the war of 1812 and their widows; which was read a first and 
somo, time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
p 3 

JOSHUA WALLACE. 

Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 9162) granting a pension to 
Joshua Wallace; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY HARTMAN. 

Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to 
Henry Hartman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Cominittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. f 

PETER ZIMMER. 


Mr. OWEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9161) correcting the mili- 
tary record of Peter Zimmer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Afairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MERRICK Y. BUCK. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 9165) grant- 
ing a pension to Merrick Y. Buck; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed, 

JAMES BANNON, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9166) grant- 
ing @ pension to James Bannon; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee « on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOSEPH F. KIRKHART. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (H. R. 9167) granting a pension to 
Joseph F. Kirkhart; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUKE HALL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 9168) grant- 
ing a pension to Luke Hall; which was read a first and second time, 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


UNION PACIFIC AND KANSAS PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads: 


Whereas the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Kansas Pacific Rail- 
pre renee! were corporations incorporated by the Congress of the United 
‘Whereas it has been currently reported and is now generally believed that 
certain directors in one or both of said one have been unfaithful to 
their trust in various ways, and particularly in buying the stock of the Kansas 
Railroad Company at a nominal or small sum and transferring it to the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company, and then selling the same at a great profit, b by 
which and similar transactions said directors’ made great personal gains, 
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ing to many millions of dollars, and have neglected, omitted, and failed to ac- 
—— for be moe to the Union Pacific Railroad Company: Therefore, 
louse of Representatives, That the Indiclacy Committee of this 
House be, ats ere is poset directed to inquire into all the transactions of the di- 
each of said companies since their organization and with the capital 
ome of either or both of them; and if said committee shall find that said direct- 
ors or any of them have made gains for which they owe or should account to 
either or of said corporations, then said committee are hereby further di- 
to bring in a bill or pgp art Ye directing the Department of Justice to 
commence proper proceedings in the courts of the United States to compel said 
directors to render a true account to said corporation or to either of them,and 
pert the net proceeds of such account or accounts into the sinking fund estab- 
Congress to pay the debts of said corporations or either of them to the 
United States. 
Resolved, 


That no final adjustment or settlement of the accounts of either of 


- | said corporations with the Government should be determined on until said 


committee reports its conclusions. 
Resolved, committee haye power to do all things necessary to carry 
this resolution into effect, 


LAND GRANTS IN KANSAS. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, offered the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

Resolved, That the the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, req uested to 
furnish to the House a copy of the report of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office recently transmitted to the Senate showing the sep pea justment of grants 
of land to aid in the construction of railroads in the State of 

CHARLES T. WORNOM. 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9169) to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Charles T. Wornom, late of Company F, Twelfth Illi- 
nois Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GREEN FIELDS. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9170) for the relief of Green 
Fields, late of the Fourth Indiana Cavalry Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM MACKEY. 

Mr. FUNSTON introduced a bill (H. R. 9171) for the relief of Will- 
iam Mackey; which was read a first and second time, reférred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTIAN A. MEUGER. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 9172) for the relief of 
Christian A. Meuger, Company B, Ninth Kansas Cavalry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. . 

JOHN BOATWRIGHT. 

Mr. FUNSTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 9173) for the relief of 
John Boatwright; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Caminittes on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RESURVEY IN KANSAS. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 9174) to resurvey township 18 
south, range 9 west of the sixth principal meridian, Kansas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

EPHRAIM NYE. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 9175) granting a pension 
to Ephraim Nye; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE G. HAMILTON, 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill {H. R. 9176) granting a pension 
to Jesse G. Hamilton: which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILFORD WHITE. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9177) granting a pension to Wil- 
ford White; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI J. YAMGHEIM. 

Mr, RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9178) granting a pension to 
Eli J. Yamgheim; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN NICODEMAS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9179) granting an increase 
of pension to John Nicodemas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 2133 REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. RYAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9180) to amend 
section 2133 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA PLATT. 
Mr, PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 9181) granting a pension to 


Anna Platt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


_ SAMUEL PETERS, 
Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 9182) granting a pension to 
time, 


Samuel Peters; which was read a first and second referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES E. MARRS. 

Mr. McCREARY also introduced a bill (H. R. 9183) for the benefit 

of James R. Marrs; which was read a firstand second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC OFFICES. 


Mr. TAULBEE offered the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service: 


itions within the classified public service were ct of Co- 
umbia when the Lag “pesmi due to said District of Columbia was less than three, 
for the year ending January 16,1886. 


EMPLOYMENT OF SUBSTITUTES BY PUBLIC OFFICIALS. 
Mr. TAULBEE also offered the ing resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service: 


Resol: That the Secretary of the be,and he is hereby, directed to 
inform House whether any employés in the service of the Treasury - 
ment, in any custom-house of this country, in the p- r service, 
or Sear ner ears T gaoia to employ substitutes for the performance of the du- 
ties assigned to A employée without s sufficient excuse on account of sickness 
or otherwise. 


FURLOUGHS IN THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. TAULBEE also offered the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service: 


the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
me nf ie doch yee fur- 


loughs or leaves of with „for a length of time than thirty 
days in any given twelve months; if so, by what authority of law and to what 
extent such custom is had. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. TAULBEE also offered the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service: 


Treasury in 
servi d who have been ted to such position since J 16, 1883, 
orth hava on pae En prarain pragen ensinar Belay aas United 


If so, the number and grade of such appointees, with the date of the appoint- 
ments and the authority by which such appointments were made, = 


CHARLES L. DAWSON. 


Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 9184) for the benefit of 
Charles L. Dawson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILEY B. HILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 9185) for the relief 
of Wiley B. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMANDA F. Woop. 


Mr. WADSWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 9186) granting a 
pension to Amanda F. Wood; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMMISSIONERS OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 9187) to authorize 
the President to appoint three ioners of claims; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 9188) to authorize the 
Louisiana North and South Railroad Company to maintain a bri 
across the Red River in Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 
INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. ST. MARTIN introduced resolutions of the General Assembly 
of the State of Louisiana, asking the passage of an act of Congress to 
donate to the city of New Orleans the grounds and buildings of the 
United States marine hospital in that city for the establishment of an 
industrial school; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA. 


Mr. ST. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9189) to confirm the of 


land claim of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana; which was read a 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
NEW ORLEANS GASLIGHT COMPANY. 


Mr. ST. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R, 9190) for the relief 
of the New Orleans Gaslight Company; which was read a first and sec- 
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bee chr es] referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 
PUBLIC LANDS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. GAY introduced a bill (H. R. 9191) to restore to the public 
domain and to regulate the sale and disposition of certain lands east of 
the Mississippi River, in the State of Louisiana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 9192) to cancel certain reserva- 
tions on account of live-oak west of the Mississippi River, in the State 
of Louisiana, and to regulate the disposition thereof; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. E. W. F, CHEYVIS. 

Mr. IRION introduced a bill (H. R. 9193) for the relief of Mrs. E. W. 
F. Chevis, of Saint Landry Parish, Louisiana; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. ; 

MRS. LUCY J. BOYLE. 

Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 9194) for the relief of Mrs. 
Lucy J. Boyle, of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FANNY B. RANDOLPH AND DORA L. STARK. 


Mr. IRION also introduced a bill (H. R. 9195) for the relief of Fanny 
B. Randolph and Dora L. Stark, who were minors and the only children 
of William M. Lambeth, of Louisiana, who died in 1853; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. ROLLINS. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 9196) to correct the military 
record of Jolin H. Rollins; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CYRUS T. WARDWELL. 
Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 9197) to increase the 
pension of Cyrus T. Wardwell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
HIRAM F. WORDWELL. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 9198) for the relief of Hiram 
F. Wordwell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE HENDERSON. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9199) granting a pen- 
sion to George Henderson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
f JOHN G. BRADFORD. 

Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 9200) for the relief of John 
G. Bradford; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, > 

WILLIAM E. TUCKEY. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 9201) for the relief of 
William E. Tuckey; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS 8. REID. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 9202) for the relief of 
Thomas 8. Reid; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY ANN FURLONG AND HATTIE M. CRANFORD. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 9203) for the relief of 
Mary Ann Furlong and Hattie M. Cranford; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

_ COLUMBUS E. ROBEY. a 

Mr. COMPTON introduced a bill (H. R. 9204) for the payment of the 
claim of Columbus E. Robey, of Charles County, Maryland; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MINNIE LYLES. 


Mr. COMPTON also submitted the following resolution; which was ` 
read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That there be paid to Minnie Lyles, widow of Alfred Lyles, the sum 

$370 for services rendered under the Doorkeeper of the House from March 1, 
1877, to January 15, 1878; also that there be paid to Minnie Lyles, widow of Al- 
fred Lyles, late an employé of this House,a sum equal to his pay for three 
neral expenses. 


THORNTON GANOE. 
Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 9205) for the relief of Thorn- 


ton Ganoe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


months and the proper 


1886. 


PAYMENT FOR AN ALLEY, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. STON, of Anya, introduced a bill (H. R. egaa to or 
propriate the sum of money originally appropriated for the payment o 
a parcel of ground condemned for an nk or the city of Washington 
and covered back into the Treasury; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 5165 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 9207) to amend section 5365 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES BOTTLERS’ PROTECTIVE ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 9208) to it the en- 
try, free of duty, of foreign goods for exhibition at the fourth biennial 
exhibition of the United States Bottlers’ Protective Association; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered fo be printed. 


WINIFRED B. COFFIN. 
Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 9209) for the relief of Winifred 
B. Coffin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FREEDOM OF COMMERCIAL INTERCOURSE. . 

Mr. DAVIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 9210) to protect the free- 
dom of commercial intercourse; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS D. ELDER. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 9211) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Thomas D. Elder; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN If. H. WILSON. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 9212) granting a pen- 
sion to John H. H. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY CORBETT. 
Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 9213) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Corbett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


A. E. GLADDEN. 

Mr. WHITING introduced a bill (H. R. 9214) granting a pension to 
A. E. Gladden, dependent mother of Henry E. Gladden; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. GOODRICH. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 9215) grantinga pension to George 
W. Goodrich; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN WHALING VESSELS. 

Mr. LONG (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9216) for the 
relief of the owners and crews of the American whaling vessels Midas, 
Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and Europa; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed, 

JOHN C. FAILING, 

Mr. O'DONNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 9217) granting an increase 
of pension to John C. Failing; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. O’DONNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 9218) providing for 
the settlement of the claims of the Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan 
and Indiana, including the Pottawatomies of Huron, in Calhoun County, 
Michigan, as per treaty stipulations existing with said bands; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. CHAVILEER. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (H. R. 9219) for the relief of John 
F. Chavileer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COASTWISE VESSELS. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 9220) to amend section 
4446 of the Revised Statutes, referring to vessels engaged wholly or in 
part in the coastwise service; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH MILLER. 

Mr. BURROWS also introduced a bill (H. R. 9221) increasing the 

msion of Joseph Miller; which was read a first and second time, re- 

erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H, R, 9222) granting an allow- 
ance of pension to widows and t relatives who lost their lives 
in the performance of their duties in the Life-Saving Service, socalled, 
of the Government; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEMAN M’INTIRE. 

Mr. of Minnesota (by Mr. GILFILLAN), introduced a bill 
(H. R. 9223) granting a pension to Freeman McIntire; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE TOWNSEND. 

‘Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota (by Mr. GIL¥ILLAN), also introduced a 
bill (H. R. 9224) granting a pension to George Townsend; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN CHEAIRS. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9225) for the relief of Calvin 
Cheairs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


: RICHARD H. PARHAM. 

Mr. MORGAN ie request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9226) for the 
relief of Richard H. Parham, administrator of George Gorman, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT S. M’DONALD. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9227) for the relief of 
Robert S. McDonald; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. E. G. TOMLINSON, 

Mr. MORGAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9228) for 
the relief of Mrs. E. G. Tomlinson, executrix of William E. Tomlinson, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN KREBS. : 

Mr. VAN EATON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9229) for the 
relief of John Krebs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY O'BRIEN. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 9230) for the relief 
of Mrs. Mary O’Brien; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY 0. COOPER. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9231) for the 
relief of Mary O. Cooper; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF ALIENS UNDER CONTRACT. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also-introduced a bill (H. R. 9232) to 
amend an act to prohibit the importation and immigration of foreigners 
and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the United 
States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia, and to provide for 
the enforcement thereof; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. - 

JOHN BLOCK. 

Mr. BURNES introduced a bill (H. R. 9233) granting a pension to 
John Block; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENINA HUNT. . 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 9234) granting a pension 
to Penina Hunt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

T. J. GEORGE, 

Mr. DAWSON introduced a bill (H. R. 9235) for the relief of T. J. 
George; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. 9236) to repeal all laws imposing 
a tax on leaf-tobacco; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

EZRA 8. HARENS. 


Mr. HALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9237) for the relief of Ezra 
8. Harens; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER WILKIE. 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 9238) for the relief of Alex- 
ander Wilkie; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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ALEXANDER M’KELVIE. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9239) for the 
relief of Alexander McKelvie; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. WOLF. 

Mr. PIDCOCK (by Mr. McAnoo) introduced a bill (H. R. 9240) 
granting a pension to John B. Wolf; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed 
MARY K. TAYLOR. : 


Mr. PIDCOCK (by Mr. McApoo) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9241) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary K. Taylor; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
_ WILLIAM F. RANDOLPH. 

Mr. PIDCOCK (by Mr. McAnoo) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9242) 
granting a pension to William F. Randolph; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

NOAH S. CRAMER. 

Mr. PIDCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9243) granting a pension 
to Noah S. Cramer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM M. AVIS. 

Mr. HIRES introduced a bill (H. R. 9244) granting a pension to Will- 
jam M. Avis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY REED. 


Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9245) for the relief of 
Mary Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CONVICT LABOR. 


Mr. MAHONEY introduced a bill (H. R. 9246) to prevent the em- 
ploymentof convict labor upon public buildings and other publie works, 
and convict labor in the preparation or manufacture of materials for 
prs buildings or other public works, and aliens in the service of the 

nited States, and to regulate the manner of letting contracts therefor; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY GRIMES. 


Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (H. R. 9247) gran a pension to 
Mary Grimes; which was read a first and second mapa r to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD FOREMAN. 


Mr. SAWYER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9248) to increase the pen- 
sion of Richard Foreman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MONUMENT TO VICTIMS OF PRISON SHIPS. 
Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 9249) for the erec- 
_ tion and completion of 2 monument to the memory of the victims of 
prison-ships, at Fort Green, Brooklyn; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
PROGRESS OF THE PANAMA CANAL. 
Mr. JAMES offered the following resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Commit- 
tee on Printing be directed to cause to be printed for distribution by the Senate 
and members of the House, jn the usual proportion, 5,000 copies of “Speci 
Intelligence Report, by Lieutenant Kimball and Naval Cadet Copp, United es 
Navy, upon the progress of the Panama Canal during the year 1885; which re- 
es was transmitted to the House by the honorable Secretary of the Navy on 
‘ay 20, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


WILLIAM B. BARNES. - 


Mr. WEBER introduced a bill (H. R. 9250) for the relief of William 
B. Barnes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


; THOMAS F. READ. 

Mr. WEBER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9251) for the relief of 
Thomas F. Read; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NEHEMIAH OSBORN. 


Mr. BAKER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9252) for the re- 
lief of Nehemiah Osborn; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
SCALES FOR USE OF THE DEPARTMENTS. 
Mr. BAKER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9253) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the purchase of scales for the use of the De- 
partments and post-offices of the Government; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


NEWTON A. CALKINS. 


Mr. LINDSLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 9254) for the relief of New- 
ton A. Calkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HUGH DONNELLY. 


Mr. DOWDNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 9255) granting an addi- 
tional pension to Hugh Donnelly, late captain Thirty-seventh Massa- 
chusetts Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PHBE A. PICKERT, 


Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 9256) granting a pension to 
Phebe A. Pickert; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHESTER L. POSSON. 

Mr. PINDAR introduced a bill (H. R. 9257) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Chester L. Posson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOME-RULE IN IRELAND. 
Mr. MAHONEY introduced the following resolation: 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives earnestly sympathizes with $ 
Hon. William E. Gladstone and his associates in their efforts to secure n 
parliament for the people of Ireland, and congratulate the people of that hith- 
erto unhappy country upon the prospect of an early and termination 
of their long and seg noe struggle for the right of local self-government. 

Resol: That the Speaker of the House is directed to communicate a copy 
of this resolution to Mr, Gh 


Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. MAHONEY. Iask unanimous consent that it be referred to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, and Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Ar- 
kansas. I object. 

Mr. MAHONEY. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Labor. 

The question was taken on referring the resolution to the Committee 
on Labor; and there were—ayes 31, noes 77. 

Mr. MAHONEY. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quuiam has voted, 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from New York, Mr. MAHONEY, 
and the gentleman from New York, Mr. BELMONT, to act as tellers. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Would it be in order to move to refer this resolution to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, with instructions to report it back to-morrow morn- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order under this call, because 
this is simply a call of the States and Territories for the introduction 
and reference of bills and resolutions. The Chair will appoint as tellers 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. MAHONEY, and the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. BELMONT. 

The House again divided. 

During the count, 

Mr. HISCOCK said: I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Did I under- 
stand the Chair to say that after the decision of this motion it would 
be in order to move a reference of the resolution with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair upon reflection decided that it would 
not be in order, because this resolution is introduced under the call of 
States and Territories, and the rule provides that resolutions introduced 
under this call shall be simply referred to the appropriate committees, 

The count having been completed, the tellers reported—ayes 30, 
noes 133. 

So the motion of Mr. MAHONEY was not agreed to. 

The resolution was then referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 


ne, 


That should go to the Committee 


J. M. BIVINS. 

Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. 9258) for the relief of J. M. 
Bivins, postmaster at Albemarle, N. C.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE B. HANNA. 

Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 9259) for the relief of 
George B. Hanna, late melter United States assay office, Charlotte, 
N. C.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

C. J. COWLES. 

Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 9260) for the relief of 
C. J. Cowles, late assayer in charge of the United States assay office 
at Charlotte, N. C.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. M. ANDERSON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. COWLES introduced a bill (H. R. 9261) for the relief of A. M, 
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Anderson and others; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HENRY MEYER. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 9262) granting a pension to Henry 
Meyer, of Henry County, Ohio, late a private in the United States 
Marine Corps; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. GRAY. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 9263) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas J. Gray; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

- printed. 
BIG JOHN BROOKS. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R; 9264) for the relief of Bi 
John Brooks, of Spalding County, Georgia; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on’ War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ELECTRICAL RECORDING OF YEAS AND NAYS. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed to examine into the merits, 
Jeahatiog “enrersine anredalty A tn vediece ths tase mea in: onion 

iit 
the roll a making A record o: cach individual vote to within three minntes, 
HEIRS OF WILLIAM NESSLE, 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 9265) for the relief of the 
heirs of William Nessle; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. PHILIP KAME. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 9266) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Philip Kame; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

D. W. HILL. 

Mr. MCKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 9267) for the relief of 
D. W. Hill, late private Nineteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. , ‘ 

` JAMES YANT. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 9268) granting a pen- 
sion to James Yant; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. CAROLINE F. SPEIGEL. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 9269) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Caroline F. Speigel; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JACOB LONG. 
Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 9270) granting a pen- 


sion to Jacob Long; which was read a first and second time, referred |" 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. _ 
ELIZABETH WARD. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 9271) granting a pen- 
sion of $100 a month to Elizabeth Ward, widow of the late General 
Durbin Ward, of Ohio; which was a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION OF PASSENGERS AND MAILS. 3 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9272) 

to promote safer and quicker transportation of passengers and mails; 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 

Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE W. ROGER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH also introduced a bill (H. R. 9273) granting a 

ion to George W. Roger, late of the Seventy-third Ohio Volunteer 

fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL PENSION FUND. 

Mr. BROWN, of Ohio (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 9274) 
directing the transfer of certain amounts from the nayal pension fund; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Nayal Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL WEISSINGER, 

Mr. LITTLE introduced a bill (H. R. 9275) for the relief of Daniel 
Weissinger; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ERCILDON BOOTH. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 9276) granting a pension to 
Ercildon Booth; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE SMITH. 


Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 9277) granting a pension to 
George Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. MARTIN. 


Mr. HERMANN introduced a bill (H. R. 9278) for the relief of Will- 
iam J. Martin and payment to him of $7,500 for beef-cattle furnished 
the United States for use of Army, and for reference of said claim to the 
Court of Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE ENGLE. 


Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9279) for the payment 
to George Engle, of the State of Oregon, the sum of $2,067, for property 
destroyed in said State in June, 1878, by the depredations of the Pi-Ute 
and Bannock Indians; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. This bill proposes to pay this money out of the 
public Treasury, and will go to the Committee on Claims, and not to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let it go as the Chair decides. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. s 

J. R. FRIERSON. 

Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9280) for the relief of 
J. R. Frierson, of Oregon, and payment to him for certain services ren- 
dered in the military service of the United States in the late war; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. C. MEIN. 


Mr. HERMANN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9281) granting a pen- 
sion to J. C. Mein, of the State of Oregon, late second lieutenant in 
Company C, One hurfdred and forty-fourth New York Volunteers, late 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS BEEZELEY. 


Mr. HERMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9282) to pension Silas 
Beezeley, of the State of Oregon, for services rendered in the Black Hawk 
war, in Capt. Jesse B. Brown’s company of Ilinois Rangers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. . 


DISCHARGE CERTIFICATES, ETC. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 9283) to 
amend section 224 of the Revised Statutes relating to the discharge 
certificates allowed in case of loss or destruction of the original dis- 
charge of non-commissioned officers and private soldiers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETER D, BANKE. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 9284) for the relief of 
Peter D. Ranke, late captain of Company C, Fourteenth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JEROME J. VAN NAME, 


Mr. FLEEGER introduced a bill (H. R. 9285) granting a pension to 
Jerome J. Van Name; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY BARNETT. 


Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 9286) granting a pension to 
Mary Barnett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSION , DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. NEGLEY submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules: 


The Union armies were disbanded twenty-one years ago, nevertheless there 
are now pending tens of thousands of meritorious pension claims which have 
been under examination the greater portion of this time. A considerable num- 
ber of these cases are accompanied by sufficient proofs to secure a favorable 
award from a competent jury in any court in Christendom. They will, in all 
probability, remain undetermined until the claimant appears before the supreme 
tribunal of justice, where there are no special pension detectives and boards of 
review. 

Every sppiiceni for a pension, and every witness to the hopeless despair of the 
disabled soldier, who, r years of fruitless effort to comply with the arbitrary 
and technical requirements of an “examiner,” and who dies in poverty, is per- 
suaded that the entire system is defective, and that the rules and regulations of 
the Department are uncertain as to the interpretation of the letter and intent of 
the pension laws. 

The presentation of thirty-nine hundred and forty-eight pension bills durin 
the present Congress, with a favorable action on seven hundred and thirty o 
these cases, is the most impressive and suggestive commentary upon the ad- 
ministration of the laws in the Pension Department: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a special committee, consisting of five members of this 
House, be appointed and directed to make inquiry into the administration of 
the affairs of the Pension Depirtment; more particularlyas to the method and 


practice of conducting the investigation of claims, the admission of evidence, 


x 
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and the propriety of continuing the excessive expenditure of money to carry 
system, a racticabl 


on the present ee oe ae > tha cemals of 
said recommendation as shall arise 


with 
commi! be the right to send for persons and papers, to sit 
in session during the ns of the House or after its adjournment; emplo 
stenographer, and to all reasonable and necessary expenditures wh i 


may of such investigation; such expendi- 
tures to be paid oat of the contingent funds of the House. ti 


SUSAN MAJOR. 

Mr. OSBORNE introduced a bill (H. R. 9287) granting a pension to 
Susan Major, mother of James A. Major, d , late a private in Com- 
pany C, Twenty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
gions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLOTTE CHURCH. 

Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 9288) granting a pension to 
Charlotte Church; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID ABBOTT. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9289) granting a pension 
to David Abbott; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY RICHEY. 


Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9290) granting a pension 
to Mary Richey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF REVISION. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of “ee tn a Mr. Speaker, I ask to have read 
the resolutions I send to the desk. 
The Clerk proceeded to read, as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS FOURTEENTH WAED Union REPUBLICAN CLun—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). The Chair will ask the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania what the paper is he sends to the desk. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. It is a resolution of instruction di- 


recting the tatives from Pennsylvania, and m; especially, 
how to vote u tariff bills, that association beli that a high 
protective is to the best interests of the workingmen of the coun- 


by, and tat the Morrison tari il ia a bad bil o dheir interest 
Mr. WILLIS. I make the point of order that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania does not need instructions. [Laughter. 

Mr. NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I may not need instructions, but I 
desire the House to know the feeling of the people of Philadelphia on 
the subject. 

a SPEAKER pro tempore. The paper is not in pocan under this 
ca 

ALLEN SPENCER. 

Mr. SMALLS introduced a bill (H. R. 9291) increasing the pension 
of Allen Spencer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FEES OF COMMISSIONERS UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by 
amend section 847 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON AND WESTERN MARYLAND RAILROAD. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9293) to 
incorporate the W: and Western Maryland Railroad Company; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

; LITTLETON 0. GOOCH. 


Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 9294) for the relief of Littleton 
O. Gooch; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on ’ Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BURK. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9295) granting a pension to 
William Burk; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS DUNCAN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9296) for the relief of 
Thomas Duncan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LEWIS. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced gh mre R. 9297) bre the relief of Will- 


jam Lewis; which was read a and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


OBSTRUCTION OF INTERSTATE RAILROAD BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9298)_prohibiting the ob- 
struction of interstate railroad ; Which was read a first and 


business 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9292) to 


ELIZA M'INTYRE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9299) for the relief of Eliza 
McIntyre; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

B. R. HACKNEY. ’ 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9300) for the relief of B. 
R. Hackney; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH JONES. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9301) granting a pension to 
Joseph Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS T. CRAWFORD. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9302) for the relief of Thomas 
T. Crawford; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN TALLENT. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9303) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Tallent; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SILVEY. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9304) for the relief of Will- 
iam Silvey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Copsniliten on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY H. HAGGARD. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H, R. 9305) for the relief of Henry 
H. Haggard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT W. MILLS. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9306) granting a to 
Robert W. Mills; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

ISAAC F. BURKETT. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9307) for the relief of Isaac 
F. Burkett, of Martin, Tenn.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Wàr Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS, CATHARINE ODLAM. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9308) for the relief of Mrs. . 
Catharine Odlam; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN E. CRESSWELL, 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 9309) granting a pension fo 
John E. Cresswell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD J. BUDDINGTON. 


Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. 9310) to increase the pescaare! at 
sion of Edward J. Buddington; which was read a first and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALFRED F. BROWN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9311) for the relief 
of Alfred F. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

F. L. MORAT. 


Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 9312) for the relief of 
F. L. Morat, of Shelby County, Tennessee; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred tothe Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. SARAH L. M’LEMORE. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 9313) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Sarah L. McLemore, administratrix of John E. McLemore, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH E. MILLER. 

Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 9314) for the re- 
lief of Joseph E. Miller, administrator of U. H. Miller, deceased, of 
Memphis, Tenn.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. ‘ 

Mr. SYMES (by Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR) introduced a bill (H. R. 9315) 
authorizing the removal of Southern Ute Indians from the State of 
Colorado k the Territory of Utah; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. MILLER (by Mr. iggy introduced a bill (H. R. 

9316) to aid in the support of common sehools; which was read a first 


1886. 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered 
to be printed. 
HEIRS OF ALEXANDER M’COPPIN. 

Mr. CRAIN (by Mr. Sayers) introduced a bill (H. R. 9317) for the 
relief of the heirs of Alexander McCoppin; which was read a first and 
ee _ referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 

printed. 


. 


ASA A. GOODWIN. 
Mr. GROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 9318) granting a pension to Asa 
A. Goodwin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF ADULTERATED FOOD. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9319) to prevent 
the sale of adulterated food in the District of Columbia the Terri- 
tories of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
seeme tothe Committee on the Districtof Columbia, and ordered to be 
print 

CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES IN DISTRICT. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9320) to 
create a board of audit to adjust all claims for special to real 
estate by reason of public improvements in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, andordered to be printed. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9321) to 
amend the act giving the approval and sanction of to the route 
and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA KEARNEY. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9322) for 
the relief of Louisa Kearney; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. NOWLAND. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 9323) for the relief of 
George A. Nowland, administrator of James B. Beaver; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. Š 

SUBMARINE CABLES. 

Mr, DANIEL introduced a bill (H. R. 9324) to carry into effect the 
international convention of 14th of March, 1884, for the protection of 
submarine cables; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM A. WALTON. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 9325) grant- 
ing a pension to William A. Walton; which was read a first and second 
ume pl to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE B. WARNER. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9326) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the record of George B. Warner; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MES. AMERICA T. SPROUSE. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9327) 
granting a pension to Mrs. America T. Sprouse; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL WHITE. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West es also introduced a bill (H. R. 9328) 
granting a pension to Daniel White; which was reada first and second 
coe a a A eee es Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, ¢ 

JOHN M. WEAKS. 
a eames ee Vay ae nat oo 2 

increase the pension o 5i i 
Cavalry; which e has pi iee oneal ed 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: JAMES EVANS. 

Mr, GIBSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9330) 
to remove the charge of desertion from James Evans, of Company F, 
Fourteenth Indiana Volunteers; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT ON NEW RIVER, ETC. 


Mr. SNYDER introduced a resolution directing the 
to inquire into the nature of damages alleged to 


of War 
ve been done to pri- 


vate property on the New River and Kanawha River, in the State of | of 


West Virginia, by the improvement of such streams by the United 
` States Government, and to report a plan or plans to prevent the con- 


Te a E et Oa ke ae eR TSS ES Lt E 


tinuance of the same, together with the probable cost thereof; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


CHRISTINE PRIEBE. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced‘a bill (H. R. 9331) granting a pension 
to Christine Priebe; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER MITCHELL. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9332) for the relief 
of Peter Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADIN CORNISH. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9333) granting a pen- 
sion to Adin Cornish; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN DICKSON. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 9334) granting a pension to 
Stephen Dickson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSES SHAFFER. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9335) granting a pension to 
Moses Shaffer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

s HENRY CARBINO. 
Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 9336) granting an increase 
ot pennon to Henry Carbino; which was read a first and second time, 
apes to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
p k 
JOHN ADAMS. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 9337) to grant 
a pension to John Adams, late a private of Company C, Forty-eighth 
Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSIAH F. ALLEN. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 9338) to 
grant a pension to Josiah F. Allen, late a private of Company I, One 
hundred and twelfth New York Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS FORT WHIPPLE RESERVATION. 

Mr. BEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9339) granting the right of way 
to the Prescott and Arizona Railway Company across the Fort Whipple 
military reservation in Arizona; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe itteeon Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN PAGE, 

Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to 
Ellen Page; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL, PIERRE, DAK. 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 9341) for the establish- 
ment of an Indian industrial school at Pi Dak.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 2288 REVISED STATUTES. - 

Mr. GIFFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 9342) to amend section 
2288 of chapter 4 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF MANUEL LUCERO. 

Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 9343) for the relief of the 
heirs of Manuel Lucero, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSÉ A, MONTOYA, 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 9344) for the relief ot 
José A. Montoya; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICARDO PINO. 

Mr. JOSEPH also introduced a bill (H. R. 9345) for the relief of 
Ricardo Pino; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FEES OF UNITED STATES OFFICIALS IN UTAH. 


Mr. CAINE offered the following resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasw Rie reep oy wrens Lape oe 


of the amounts behalf of the Territory of Utah, 
a wig ee f E ethene: of commune ys, of 
o ol rne; 
arre o eeaeee srren ke nite 


clerks of courts, and of 


ly amount received by the district attorney and 

the period covered by these expenditures for 

e f the Utah penitentiary, 

and the amounts, if any, that haye been paid into the United States by 

oa, attorneys, assistant attorneys, in excessof the compensation allowed 
y law. ‘ 


CLALLAM COUNTY, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 9346) to enable Clallam 
County, in Washington Territory, to avail itself of the benefits of sec- 
tion 2286 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to pre- 
emptions for the establishment of seats of justice; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DAM ACROSS BUDD’S INLET, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (H. R. 9347) to authorize and 
aid in the construction of a dam across Budd’s Inlet, in Washington 
Territory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES H. COWAN 

Mr. VOORHEES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9348) to 
place James H. Cowan on the rolls of the Arkansas volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

5 M. MILLSAPS, : 

Mr. VOORHEES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9349) for 
the relief of M. Millsaps, late a private in Company C, First Regiment 
Arkansas Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

E. M. LEE. 

Mr. PEEL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9350) for the relief 
of R. M. Lee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

J. B. ASH. . 

Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 9351) for the relief of J. D. Ash; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

i ELIZABETH GREGORY. 

Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 9352) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Gregory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

` MARGARET DODDS. 


Mr. HOWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 9353) for the relief of | Pensi 


Margaret Dodds; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS. 
Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 9354) to restore pensions in 
certain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 9355) to prevent the obstruc- 
tion of interstate commerce; which was read a first and second time, 
referred, by unanimous consent, to the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB PINDLE. 

Mr. OATES (by request) also introduced a resolution to pay Jacob 
Pindle $30 per month during the sessions of the Forty-ninth Congress; 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

GEORGE P. TURNER. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (H. R. 9356) for the relief of 
George P. Turner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

: J. GEORGE RUCKSTURL. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 9357) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of J. George Ruckstuhl, late lieu- 
tenant Ninety-seventh Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CATHERINE BUSEY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 9358) granting a pension 
to Catherine Busey; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SEBASTIAN GANZ, 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 9359) granting a pension 
to Sebastian Ganz; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MAX VON EIK. 

Mr. WILLISalso introduced a bill (H. R. 9360) to remove the charge 

of desertion from the mili record of Max Von Eik, se py y 


Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers; which was read a 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
JAMES L, KELLY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 9361) granting a pension 
to James L. Kelly; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY BUCKLEY. ý 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 9362) pating a pension 
to Mary Buckley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH HARPER. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 9363) granting a pension to 
Sarah Harper; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HANNAH B. RITCHIE. 

Mr, HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 9364) granting a pension to 
Hannah B. Ritchie, of Allerton, Iowa; which was read a first and second 
aa Bey ng to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TENTS FOR SOLDIERS’ REUNION. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 181) au- 
thorizing and directing the Secretary of War to loan tents to the South- 
western Iowa and Northwestern Missouri Veteran Soldiers’ Association 
for reunion purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ILLINOIS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 9365) to amend section 
536 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the divis- 
ion of the State of Illinois into judicial districts, and to provide for 
holding terms of court of the southern district at Mount Vernon; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. : 

MINNEAPOLIS INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION. 

Mr. GILFILLAN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 182) author- 
izing the several Executive Departments of the Government to loan to 
the Minneapolis Industrial Exposition certain articles forexhibit; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH WARD. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 9366) granting a 
ion to Elizabeth Ward; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INSULATING SUBMARINE CABLES. 


Mr. LEHLBACH presented the views of the minority on the bill (H. 
R. 4402) to provide for the extension of letters patent for the improve- 
ment in insulating submarine cables; which were ordered to be printed 
to accompany the majority report. 

JOHN COLTER. 


Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 9367) for the relief of John 
Colter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NICHOLAS EVANS. 


Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 9368) granting a pen- 
sion to Nicholas Evans; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


B. N. SAMPSON. 


Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (H. R. 9369) granting a pension 
to B. N. Sampson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, re- 
quested the return to the Senate of the bill (S. 1204) for the relief of 
the children of the late Surgeon Alfred M. Owen and to increase their 
pensions. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to bills of the following titles: ! 

A bill (S. 206) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Zanesville, Ohio; and 

A bill (S. 763) for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, 
Towa. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 524) granting a pension to Daniel H. Ross; 

A bill (H. R. 1061) for the relief of Sarah M. Shearer; 

A bill (H. R. 1627) granting a pension to Annie Bagley; 

A bill (H. R. 4685) for the relief of John A. Orndorff; 

A bill (H. R. 4782) granting a pension to Elizabeth McKay; 

A R a 5154) granting a pension to Margaret A. Poland; 
A A 


ill R. 
ill R. 5406) granting a pension to P. E. Raiger; 
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A bill i R. 6648) for the relief of Edward M. Harrington; and A bill (H. R. 5232) for the relief of Mary Hawhe; 
A bill (H. R. 7156) to increase the pension of Antionette Birney, A bill ie R: 5261) granting a pension to Isaac Fossett; 
widow of Maj. Gen. David B. Birney. A bil (E ‘R. 5283) granting a pension to Larkin G. Mead; 
A 
A ( 
A 


The message further announced that the Senate had passed without bill (H. R. 5306) granting a pension to Roxana V. Rowley; 
amendment House bills of the following titles: bill (H. R. 5307) granting a pension to Lieut. Joseph Prost; 
A bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of Albertine Cockrum; e bill (H. R. 5324) granting a pension to John-H. Hunter; 
A bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to Mary Sullivan; A bill (H. R. 5333) granting a pension to Edward L. Hill; 
A bill (H. R. 421 granting a pension to Jesse B. Scudder; A bill (H. R. 5334) granting a pension to Henry Anin; 
A bill i R. 426) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Robbins; A bill (H. R. 5351) granting a pension-to Mrs, Clarissa Taft; 
A bill (H. R. 427) for the relief of Thomas J. Smithers; A bill (H. R. 5394) granting a pension to Sally Ann Bradley; 
A bill (H. R. 464) granting a pension to Robert McAlexander; A bill (H. R. 5408) granting a pension to Josiah Focht; 
A bill (H. R. 504) granting a pension to Anna Kessinger; A bill (H. R. 6411) granting a pension to John Butler; 
A bill (H. R. 576) for the relief of Louisa C. Beezeley; A bill (H. R. 5414) granting a pension to Maria Cunningham; 
A bill (H. R. 918) granting a pension to Gilbert A. Philips; A bill (H. R. 5434) granting a pension to Amos C. Wertz; 
A bill (H. R. 1142) granting a pension to Lydia Hadlock; A bill (H. R. 5435) granting a pension to David L. McDermott; 
A bill (H. R. 1148) granting a pension to Mariah E. A. B. Nowell; A bill (H. R. 5438) for the relief of Elias Sheads; 
A bil (H. R. 1177) granting a pension to William J. Barker; A bill (H. R. 5472) to increase the pension of Henry Brooks; 
A bill (H. R. 1201) for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar; A bill (H. R. 5492) granting a pension to Eliza Newman; 
A bill (H. R. 1505) granting a pension to William Dermody; A bill (H. R. 5525) granting an increase of pension to’ Robert E. 
A bill (H. R. 1520) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Blake; | Stephens; 
A bill (H. R. 1678) for the relief of Henry N. Huggins; A bill (H. R. 5603) granting a pension to Mrs, Catherine McCarty; 
A bill (H. R. 1766) granting a pension to Mary A. Shannon; A bill (H. R. 5622) granting a pension to Allen P. Jacobs; 
A bill (H. R. 1768) granting a pension to James Wolfe; A bill (H.-R. 5635) granting a pension to William J. Heady; 
A bill (H. R. 1815) granting a pension to Ellen Corcoran; A bill (H. R. 5643) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
A bill (H. R. 1818) granting a pension to H. L. Kyler; Ward; 
A bill (H, R. rans granting a pension to James L. McClarran; A bill (H. R. Hon granting a pension to Rebecca Allen; 
A bill (H. R. 1945) granting a pension to Jeremiah M. Fitger; A bill (H. R. 5656) granting a pension to Margaret. S. Davis; 
A bill (H. R. nah granting a pension to Nancy R. Brown; A bill (H. R. 5761) granting a pension to Margaret J. Reighter; 
A bill (H. R. 2144) granting a pension to C. K. Hughes; A bill (H. R. 5831) for the relief of Henry §. Cohn; 
A bill (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to Mary Manes; A bill (H. R. 5882) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Murphy; 
A bill (H. R. 2040) granting a pension to John T. Pennington; A bill (H. R. 5931) granting a pension to Erdmuthe Kirchner; 
A bill (H. R. 2963 granting a pension to Louis Whorley; A bill (H. R. 5951) granting a pension to John M. Mattingly; 
A bill (H. R. 2968) granting a pension to Harriet Peak; A bill (H. R. 5975) to increase the pension of Michael MeGrayel; 
A bill te R. 2971) granting a pension to Francis Deming; A bill (H. R. 6020) granting a pension to Levi M, Starne; 
A bill (H. R. 2975) granting a pension to Eliza A. Wecks; A bill (H. R. 6088) granting an increase of pension to Nelson Monroe; 
A bill (H. R. 2976) granting a pension to Lenford Rose; A bill (H. R. 6117) granting a pension to James D. Cotton; 
A bill (H. R- ey granting a pension to Lewis W. Scanland; A bill (H. R. 6120) for the relief of Richard Horrigan; 
A bill (H. R. 3047) granting a pension to Thomas Tegan; A bill (H. R. 6135) granting a pension to James W. Sanford; 
A bill ta R. 3054) granting a pension to Sylvester Root; A bill (H. R. 6147) granting a pension to Frederick Marion; 
A bill (H. R. 3166) granting a pension to Solomon Messer; A bill (H. R. 6150) for the relief of Euphemia. R. Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 3304) to restore the name of Abner Morehead to the A bill (H. R. 6170) granting a pension to Mary A. Van Etten; 
pension-roll; A bill (H. R. etd granting a pension to Margaret Mayham; 
A bill (H. R. 3366) granting a pension to Henry Bollman; A bill or R. 6183) for the relief of Bridget M, Cullen; 
A bill (H. R. 3501) granting a pension to Daniel J. Bingman; A bill (H. R. 6193) granting a pension to Charles Foreman; 
A bill (H. R. 3601) to increase the pension of Louisa Weitzel, widow A bill (H H. R. 6237) for the relief of Samuel Shuler; 
of Godfrey Weitzel, late a major-general of the United States volun- A bill UE R. 6247) granting a pension to Mayberry "Vance; 
teers. A bill (H. R. 6248) granting a pension to Louis A. Wollenweber; 
A bill ed R. 3614) granting a pension to Charlotte Buck; A bill (H. R. 6250) to increase the pension of Thomas A. Rowley; 
A bill (H. R. 3623) granting a pension to William H. Nevil; A bill if R. 6257) for the relief of Julia Connelly; 
A bill (H. R. 3640) granting a pension to James T. Irwin; A bill (H. R. 6266) granting a pension to Philip Arner; 
A bill (H. R. 3645) granting a pension to Sarah Brooks; A bill (H. R. 6323) granting a pension to Rebecea Reese McKee; 
A bill (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to John H. Downing; A bill (H. R. 6372 to pension Charles A. Chase; 
A bill NT. R. 3831) granting a pension to Charles T. Reber; A bill (H. R. 6430) granting a pension to Lucy G. Dutcher; 
A bill (H. R. 3836) granting a pension to James Dunbar; A bill (H. R. 6452) granting a pension to Samantha A. Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 3860) granting a pension to John Hr Walters; A bill (H. R. 6453) granting a pension to Martin J. Reynolds; 
A bill (H. R. 3954) granting a pension to Henrietta Fisher; A bill (H. R. 6519) granting a pension to John D. Krehbiel; 
A bill (H. R. 4023) granting a pension to Caroline Sturtz, widow of | A bill (H. R. psi granting a pension to Henry J. Cartin; 
Jacob Sturtz, deceased, late of Company G, Twentieth Maryland Vol- A bill (H. R. 6639) granting a pension to Catherine Kennedy; 
unteers; A bill (H. R. 6668) granting a pension to Lurena Wages; 
A bill iF R. 4124) granting a pension to Charles F. Hildredth; „A bill (H. R. 6670) granting a pension to Susan Malone; 
A bill (H. R. 4143) for the relief of Margaret Madden; * A bill (H. R. 6718) granting a pension to William H, Starr; 
A bill UE R. 4145) granting a pension to Maria Kile; A bill (H. R. 6721) granting a pension to John H. Westerhouse, lato 
A bill (H. R. 4163) granting a pension to Dr. William H; Sheffield; | of Company F, First Regiment Potomac Home Brigade (Thirteenth) 
A bill (H. R. re granting a pension to William B. Jacobs; Maryland Volunteers; 
A bill ea R. 4226) for the relief of Samuel Kitzmiller; A bill (H. R: 6763) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice R. Travers; 
A bill (H. R. 4382) to increase the pension of John F. Chase; A bill (H. R. 6770) granting a pension to Ferdinand Koehler; 
A bill (H. R. 4386) granting an increase of pension to William F, A bill (H. R. 6774) granting a pension to Bruno Schultz; 
Clark; A bill (H. R. 6795) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Casteel; 
A bill ne R. 4426) granting a pension to Fannie E. Evans; A bill (H. R. 6797) to place the name of Samuel W. Bowling on the 
A bill (H. R. 4501) granting a pension to Daniel B. Randall; pension-roll ; 
A bill (H. R. 4552 brt the relief of Susan Smith; A bill (H. R. 6801) granting a pension to Elander M. Mooueyhan; 5 
A bill UE R. 4632) granting a pension to William L. McCall; A bill (H. R. ell granting a pension to Margaret Lucas; 
A bill (H. R. 4642) granting a pension to James Carroll; A bill (i R. 6895) granting a pension to Sarah Harbaugh; 
A bill te R. 4644) granting a pension to Noah B. Brookshire; A bill (H. R. 6919) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Williams; 
A bill (H. R. 4689) for the relief of the children of the late Surgeon A bill (H. R. 7066 fo or the relief of Andrew G. Helberg; 
Alfred M. Owen, and to increase their pensions; A bill (H. R. 7073) granting a pension to Mary S. Woodson; 
A bill (H. R. 4730) for the relief of Mary Murphy; A bill (H. R. 7074) granting a pension to William P, Carleton; 
A bill (H. R. 4797) granting a pension to Robert H. Stapleton; i A bill (H. R. 7075) granting a pension to Orson W. Sears; 
A bill (H. R. 4808) granting a pension to William Field; A bill (H. R. 7108) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 4850) for the relief of William J. Hudson; A bill (H. R. 7109) granting a pension to Joseph Tuttle; 
A bill (H. R. 4882) granting a pension to Washington T. Otey; A bill (H. R. 7162) granting a pension to Martha MceIlwain; 
A bill (H. R. 5021) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby; A bill (H. R. 7222) granting a pension to Callie West; 
A bill (H. R. 5058) granting a pension to John Arthur; A bill (H. R. 7249) to pension Spencer W. Tryon; 
A bill (H. R. 5100) granting a pension to Eleanor Foust; R bill (H. R. 7253) for the relief of Joseph Guy; 
A bill (H. R. 5169) to increase the pension of Thomas Ey Slayton; A bill (H. R. 7257) granting a pension to James H. Darling; 
A bill (H. R. 5174) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A. Lewis; A bill (H. R. Sosa for the relief of Green Chambers; 
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' A bill (H. R. 7329 i 
A bill eh ee McK 
A binl (Ta the relief of Nancy Franklin y will consent to let 

~ A bill (HL. R. 7407 granting a pension to Samuel Mill often we ha us have the regular order to-day. It i 

granting a er; vea day. Itseems we . It is not ve 
A bill (H. R. pension to Cyrus Mr. HOLMAN. ought to have the ey 
A bill H E 7609 the pension of Levi L. j t tio bill through before tho expiration othe we barely time to 
£ MI QE R ai granting a pension to Cecilia C L. Tongné;. | Me HOLMAN. oe auctions AA oy aa 
i : pension mmi responsibili 
, R. 7614) granting ani to Margaret Lacy: AA E AO A Piha ty shall not rest on the 
‘A bill (H. R. 7641 pension to Hezekiah Till- The SPEAKER. i and there were—ay ee, 
A bill (H. granting a pension to Mr. HISCOCK More than one-fifth 7 the 
-A bill E E cee aE a Eai se Tones DAO Tae other side were ERANA and then last vote. 
A bill (H. R. 7703 iat ska Haaa OTTON poe So the ethene parca sry and there were—noes 86. ` 
A bill (H. R. 7843 ting a pension to Anna A. Probert present voting in fav ya: yero peanae; more than one-fifth of 
A bill (H. R. 7914) to ting a pension to Edwin R. Parks; Tho question recurred mgr those 
i oor tert een eee en ee Mik gh T ET OP EREINA S Boa a 
A bill a E eens oe eag E Oe r oe; solv isl into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of tho 
A bill (H. R. 7965 preies a pan to Jackson Steward: tion bill. eration of the legislative, &c. of the 
A bill (H. R. 8078 pene ae ee ee The question was taken; and it = ha te 
A bi 8086 o hnson; na; : it was 
A bill (E. R eee Denies ts DATA orter; ys 150, not voting 100; as follows: niigi the negative—yeas 73 
The Sana Secreta uas to Rebecca Frew, and | Allen, J. M YEAS—73 
the following titles; i SEN that the Senate had k Anderson, C. M. Aetra Mahoney 

quested: es; in which the concurrence of the pa bills of | Beach, o Dunn, SR i Steele” 

rs ba 8S. 158) granting a pension to 3) pie Ae Blanchard, Elbe? MeMillin, Stona, W.J., Ky. 
+ & 4450) granting aa penton to Mary A. My kine Bliss, Fisher, iaf Taulbee, 
pension ts Walter A. Blount, rd Morriso ‘Tillman, 
we il (S. is Don- | Breckinridge, 0. R. Glan” or iat Townshend 
X bill S. err a a pension to Sarah . DETO Green on Orie, 
A bill 1897) granting a pension to praise De! Cabell, CP Green, W. J. oe meas Turner, 
er ae 2 aiina a saali to Mie ME AS Caldwell Hammond, Perry Ward, 3. H. 
Jn ) granting an increase of Dae; Campbell, J E Hen: a 1, WAGED 
pala pension to Elvira Bliss Shel- | Ganon, ee wad Ryan, Winans, 
. g r Sadler. O) 
A bill (È ste 2167 a pension to Johanna Sofia Enlind; irria ma Holman, eae: Woodburn, 
ae [e EA AE Sa 
ri en (S 2196 granting a : to Rhoda bela rw 2 : Long, S 3 , 
Mich.; a pension to Mrs, Emil mata iua Ge Wades NAYS—150. 
A bill (S. 2210 iin yM. Swift, of Dexter, | Hen, O.H.. . Lindsley, 
Abi gran) a pension to Anna : gz. Geddes, Rockwell,” 
A D ae) eater PbS oi aN Spr, Sane fees 1 Bee 
ill (S. 2301 granting Cc. Kelley; ? Be > G e wry, Sayers . 
A bi a pension to 3 Glover, . 
oh eet a a == 
tunae arts E to a Me Boyle, Hale Me — Snyder, 
A bill (S. aaa grnitog Aeey John Parkinson arnesi ie, T. M, oe a mer, 
A bill (S. 2341) granting a ” Anthon Brown, W. W. on cio Moffatt, Struble, 
A bill (S. 2353 pension to Ji D. Whi Bu ynes, Morrill Symes. 
‘A bill (S. 2355 granting a pension to William Bari tted; urnes, eria. ' Tarancy. 
A bi gran) a pension to Ed ; Burrows, enderson, T. J. wens Taylor, L. H. 
bill (S. 2363 à oe ward R. Shubrick; Cam: J.M Heonani Negley Taylor, Zach. 
A bill S. 2372 granting a pension to Elizabeth Garagh Caswell, crema at Thomas, 0.5 
A bill (S. 2382 granting a pension to Mary McMahon ty; Clard 8s, O'Hara, Thom t 
TRIS DER ONE E PEA arr Gobb, ° Houk, Outh Van Eaton," 
‘A bill (S. granting a pension to Alonzo Collins, : bom Van Schaick 
A bill (S. 2391) granting a pension to John G. Warres Compton, ak, Fuster, Wade 
A bill (S. 2420 granting a pension to Anna M. Marshall Crisp, ` ames, a. br ache 
A bill is ce ee esis Denes! : Johnson, F. A. Pekia Wi 

Ferris: d r the relief of the legal resen Daniel, p ar aaea J.T. Peters, ’ Warner, William 
A bill (S. representatives of Eliza M. | Dingley Jones: on FD.” Eeltitone, Weaver, A.J 
A bill born granting a pension to Rachel Ann Pi Dorsey, san Ehelps, W a B 
Sth ie i oE E a E hans gt ay, cane Price, Wellborn, 

AM E A EEE E pa ee Sy Sree Tic. tame ney, Wheeler 
A bill (S. 2460 granting a pension to Eliza Wilkins Findlay, eS TB. White, A.C. 
‘A bill (S. granting vb exer toS D. Mend Foran, Lanham am J.W. Whiting. 
A bill (S. granting a pension to H. D. Hob ; : 
A bill (S. pas granting a pension to John BS rie 4 Adams, J.J. Der NOT VOTING—100. 
A bill (S. 2479) granting a pension to Mrs. Adaline P feat Davidson, R.H.M. Hed.” Richardson 
A bill (8. 2570) Srantings pension to Louise Paul; E Eey Atkinson, Davia H.M. Hudd, Richardson, 
pension to Horace W. Brownell. arbour, Dowdney, ` King, Shaw, 
O NSN ORDER OF BUSINESS. Barksdale, anyep Lawler, Singlelon 
; MAN. I move that the Hi AE Bragg, 5 Lehthàch, Stah 

mite of the Whole House onthe state ofthe Union rth omsider, E o Se A 

action on the n One bills, the object to Ca E Bunnell, hie roa eE pr reg Stewart, J. W 

of 2e current fiscal tes appropriation bill before the expiratio: prompt Meriva sat 4b Funston, > McAdoo, Stone, E. F. 

r. COBB. I mik the Bynum z Y, Miller, Stone, W. J., M 
7887 gentleman , Goff, Sto: ‚Mo, 
Teta tas bon EONI AAE eee S low anto EO UE Campbell, T.J. Green, R.S aoai Swinburne 
E aws allowing entries for the pre-emption of the ig | Cole, or a Muller, Talyor, E. B. 
eea a Eee, Ee ae 

the floor on can not yield unless the gentl D © Ba Aai O Forrai! Viele, ` 

M a motion to suspend the rul gentleman is entitled to Croxton, H J.S. O'Neill, Charles Wakefield, 
a COBB. I think I will be. es. Curtin, rh Pidoocic, Warner. A.J. 
Ir. HISCOCK. I th ; Cutcheon, Pindar, it ite, Milo 
hope the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN Davenport, Hrena . Pirce, Wakiss, 
s AN] So the motion was not ag d to. Wise. : 
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Mr. me My colleague, Mr, STEWART, is still sick and confined | certain 


to his roo: RIA ta wer buh ik nitinted 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. I ask to dispense with the reading of the before oh ae eeerean of this ary Tone tos DATATA, upon due Sonaphiaciee ela: law, 
names. in the same manner, upon the same terms and conditions, and subject to the 
Mr. MORRISON. I object. same a forfeitures, ee eee oe if this act had rong tase og ` 
o ol 
The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. at blie tube me pa E amkan r repoz Me 
a o) lo announced ‘urther otice: ected tracts authorized 50: seotion 2455 
following pairs were mas i ofthe Revised Statu! s, and mineral and other lands the salcof which at public 


Mr. Prpcock with Mr. FLEEGER. 
Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. BuNNELL. 
Mr. op of Missouri, with Mr. Prrce. 
Mr. WILKINS with Mr. STONE, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. HEARD with Mr. HANBACK. 
Mr. Kine with Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. 
Mr. Arnot with Mr. DAVIS. 
Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. Evans. 
Mr. HALL with Mr. CUTCHEON. 
Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. COOPER. 
Mr. BRAGG with Mr. NEGLEY. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. COLE with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, 
Mr. VIELE with Mr. HOWARD. 5 
Mr. HARMER with Mr. LORE. 
Mr. MILLARD with Mr. SPRIGGS. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. TUCKER. 
Mr. Croxton with Mr. DORSEY. 
Mr. FREDERICK with Mr. DUNHAM. 
Mr. Jones, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 
Mr. ROGERS with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 
Mr. EDEN with Mr. MARKHAM, until June 7. 
Mr. CURTIN with Mr. ATKINSON, for Monday and Tuesday. 
Mr. Wiser with Mr. DAVENPORT, until Wednesday next. 
Mr, Hewirr with Mr. Gorr, until Wednesday next. 
Mr. MAyBury with Mr. Jackson, for this day. 
Mr. Witson with Mr. O'NEILL, of B, for to-day. 
Mr. MULLER with Mr. VAN SCHAICK, for this day. 
Mr. DAvIDsoN, of Florida, with Mr. FARQUHAR, for to-day. 
Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. LIBBEY, for this day. 
Mr. LAWLER with Mr. Norwoob, for this day. ~ 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Me WAKEFIELD, for this 


Mr. HEARD. I am announced as being paired with the gentleman 
from Kansas, Mr. HANBACK. That pair relates to political questions; 
but not considering this as a question of that character, I have voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

, RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause a communication from the 
Senate to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In THE PEATS OF THE lange STATES, June 5, 1886. 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to req e House of Beerens 
nee A totu Sonate the bill EL i. 1204) 4 sony Beg Telief of the ch dren 
the late Surgeon Albert M. Owen, and to increase their pension, 

The bill was ordered to be returned to the Senate. 


REPEAL OF PRE-EMPTION LAWS. 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, Imove tosuspend the rules, take the | TOPs neereneseersessenenseneensnnmennsnenssnancanecessnsernvensseensecangnen sesnets 
House Calendar, and pass the bill (H. R. 7887) to zepon allame provid- 
ing for the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws allowing. entries 
for timber-culture, the laws authorizing the sale of desert lands, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. N. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. After the bill is read. 


Be it enacted, &c., That chapter 4 of title 
2286, and 2288, and section 2299 mE rm 


Pe . 6, That section 2288 o 
follows: 

“Sec, 2288, Any person who has alread, peng on the public lands, either by 
pre-emption or by virtue of the ho: law, or any amendments thereto, and 
any who shall hereafier settle on that have lands by virtue of the home- 
pel goesa or any amendments thereto, shall have the right to transfer, by war- 
ranty against his own acts, any portion of h wed gr ion or homestead for 


Sasa Gad toe EE pooh ae disap aaen Pry in nb way vitiate the right 
to complete and perfect the title to their pre-emptions or homesteads.” 

Mr. PERKINS, Mr. HENLEY, and others demanded a second. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. PERKINS and Mr, COBE as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 109, noes 48. 

So (no further count being demanded) a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER.” Under the rule fifteen minutes on each side are 
allowed for debate. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Cops] in support of the motion and the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] to control the time in opposition. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, this bill is substantially the bill that passed 

the House during the last Congress. I regard it as by far the most im- 
pona opal hy reference to our public-land system, that has been 
pending in during the last ten years. It provides virtu- 
ally for the yee of the pes oppid n, timber-culture, and desert-land 
Jaws. It amends the homestead law to the extent of requiring that the 
homesteader shall make his before che receives his patent, six 
months before the patent l issue. As now he may do so at once 
and get his patent when the proof is filed. 
» Under our present laws with regard to pre-emption, timber-culture 
and desert-lands, in view of the passage of this bill, within the last 
two months the increase of filings under these laws has been enormous. 
I have a statement in my hand from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office showing the increase of entries at the land office at Denver, 
Colo., which I incorporate in my remarks, which is a sample of what 
is being done at the other land offices in the West. 


Comparative statement of pre-emption and timber-culture applications and 
cash entries in the Denver land office. 


PRE-EMPTION APPLICATIONS, 


PRAY G TEN EEE LEER NTE EE O R EAE RERE 
Fi eae 


4 prem , That 

t of the emotion law, and nay per has failed, from. ep paan e 
sale or sis rao to perfect title to a tract of land heretofore 
eee by hi under the, ha e ho: sestced laws, may make a second homestead en- 

n lieu o pre-eny iv 
“Bno. 2 i of the pre-emption privilege hereby repealed: °° y e, g to en- 
urage the growth of timber on the Western prairies,” a nog tigre yah 

be, vane ine danke a eatery repealed : however, 
not affect ect any valid rights heretofore accrued or accruing caer aaa lyon 
all bona fide claims lawfully initiated before the passage of this act ma: orep ngns per- 
fected, upon due compliance with law, in the same manner, upon same 
terms and ee and subject to the same limitation, forfeitures, and con- 
tests as if this act not been passed. 
Soret That section 2301 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as 
follows : 

“Seo, 2301. Nothing Tota a Snail ba 2o construed as to prevent any 
person who has availed himself of the benefits of section 2239 from the 
minimum price for the A eager fe! land so a at any time the ex- 
piration of thirty calendar months from the date of such entry, and obtaining 
CE aenea nose fs of actual settlement and cultivation thereof to be 

at least six months prior to the application for the 
and to same el tier earn 


given as follows: In January, 1885, it was 120; in 1886, 118, or 2 less. 
In February, 1885, 157; February, 1886, 173. In March, when they 

ascertained the fact that the probability was the bill would pass, the 
crite EAEE were ae while in March, rye the ap - 
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1885, but 141 were presented. I refer now to the filings under the pre- | Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In the form in which this bill is brought 


emption law. This shows therefore an enormous increase under that 
system. 

Now let us look at the timber-culture act. In January, 1885, there 
were 57 filings; in 1886, thesame month, 106. In February, 1885, 79, 
and in February, 1886, 135; in March, when they began to start, there 
were 95 in the year 1885, and there were 288 in the same month for 
1886. In April, 1885, there were 77, and the same month of the next 
year they roseto 416. In May, 1885, there were 126, and from the Ist of 
May to the 19th of May, 1886, there were 301, which will carry it up 
near 700 in that month. 

Mr. HOLMAN. At one land office? 

Mr. COBB. At one land office. And with reference to nearly all of 
them, as I am informed, the increase is wonderful. The public lands 
are being taken up by speculators and not by homesteaders, the men 
who go on the public lands to make homes for themselves and their 
families. 

The evidence before the Interior Department is that these men that 
file these entries are doing it for speculative purposes under all of these 
three laws; and we believe it is n in order to preserve the pub- 
lic domain for future actual settlers that these laws should be repealed 
and thereby these frauds. 

I know it will be insisted that the desert-land law ought not to be 
repealed; that, if changed at all, it‘ought to be amended merely. It 
is admitted by all, I believe, that that law is unfortunate in its pro- 
visions, and gives to speculators and those who go upon our public lands 
to plunder them the right to do soat their will. Bnt they say that the 
desert lands are such that unless they can be held in greater quantities 
than 160 acres, as provided for by the homestead laws, entries will not 
be made, because a man can not live on that quantity of desert land. 
That may be true, but your Committee on Public Lands believed that 
the best thing to do to preserve our public lands was to repeal these 
laws, and to take our of passing others which will hold the 
public lands for actual settlers. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops] has oc- 
cupied five minutes of his time. 

. COBB. I reserve the balance of my time after yielding five 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops] be- 
fore he yields the floor answer a question ? 

Mr. COBB. I can not in the time I have. 

Mr. PAYSON. I reserve my time until the other side is heard. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentlemen from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. HENLEY]. $ 

- Mr. HENLEY. I shall confine myself, Mr. Speaker, simply to a pro- 
test against the provisions of section 4 of this bill. I have some mis- 
givings about the wisdom ofa total repeal of the pre-emptionlaw. From 
various sources, not from speculators, but from people in my State, I 
have had many protests against entire abrogation of thatlaw. Amend- 
ments to prevent fraud are what isneeded. Ihave no doubt that frauds 
have been practiced under the operation of that law, and I join in what 
the gentleman from Indiana has said in regardto them. But as to the 
repeal of the law out and out, its total obliteration, without reserva- 
tion, I have some very serious doubts as to the wisdom of that policy. 

I know this country has progressed in a most wonderful degree, chal- 
lenging the admiration of the world, under the present land system; 
but I on the whole shall have tosupport this bill and am in favor of the 
pre-emption law. 

The fourth section provides for the repeal of the desert-land law, which 
is in operation in California, Oregon, Wyoming, and other outlying re- 
gions in the western portion of this continent. The Committee on the 
Public Lands has now on the Calendar a bill providing for the amend- 
ment of the desert-land law, for the repeal of which this section pro- 
vides; and I think the situation is somewhat anomalous. In my judg- 
ment the more logical and sensible way to do would be to amend this 
bill, striking out the section repealing the desert-land act, and then pass 
the bill now on the Calendar under a favorable report amending the 
latter act. ` 

I simply rise for the purpose of placing upon record my protest 
against the repeal of the present desert-land law. I know it ought to be 
amended, but it ought not to he repealed without something being sub- 
stituted in its place. I should like to have time to explain what are 
the provisions of the bill now on the Calendar, with a favorable report 
from the Public Lands Committee, amending the desert-land law. 
The question of irrigation of desert Jands is one which now convyulses 
the State of California from center to circumference, and in its pres- 
ence every other question is dwarfed and belittled. It is of transcend- 
ent importance to our State to pass the law I have spoken of. Iam 
opposed to the unconditional repeal of the law. As itis, its operation 
has been subject to frauds and abuses; but my effort before the Public 
Lands Committee was to have it amended, not repealed outright. As 


* 


to the bill itself, I shall be constrained with some reluctance, owing to 
section 4, to support it; but I do so, for the reasons stated, under pro- 
test, and I give notice that at as early a day as possible I shal 

a vote my bill amending the desert-land act. 


1 press to 


up it can not be amended in any way. 

Mr. HENLEY. I know that. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. There are provisions of this bill which 
I can support and others which I can not. It is alleged frauds are com- 
mitted under these land laws. That istrue. Iam not only opposed to 
those frauds, but I am in favor of so amending these laws as to prevent 
them. It would have been as easy for the committee to have proposed 
remedial legislation as to have proposed this absolute and peremptory 
repeal. What would be the effect of it? That no one can obtain land 
exeept by homesteading; and the day this bill becomes a law every acre 
of land held by railroads will bedoubledin price, Thatis the first effect 
ofthe bill to which I call attention. Therailroad companiesalone would 
have public lands to put in the market. They would be the only mer- 
chants in the market, and you must buy from them or not at all. 

The second objection I have is that from the very nature of things in 
the far West men can not homestead large areas of land. Where land 
can be used only for cattle purposes you can not homestead 160 acres, 
or rather you will not, for thë reason that one can not support himself 
by raising cattle on 160 acres, So that this legislation simply puts a 
bar against all settlement of those lands by the people along about the 
Colorado line. ’ 

As I have said, I would be in favor of amending these several laws so 
as absolutely to prevent fraud; but I will not vote for this bill without 
a possibility of offering amendments, seeing its effects as I do. There 
are many reasons which could be given against it, and which in the 
limited time that I have I shall not enter upon now. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, if it is permissible under the rules, 
I would like to reserve my time until five minutes more of the time 
in support of the bill is consumed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman can do so. 

Mr. COBB. Imnow yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ilinois 
[Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I am aware that it is not unusual for 
gentlemen having bills in charge when presenting them for considera- 
tion here to emphasize their importance; but I hazard nothing in say- 
ing, Mr. Speaker, that there has been no bill presented to the House 
for its action at this session of greater moment than the one now being 
considered. 

For several years past the necessity for reform in our public-land sys- 
tem has been painfully apparent to every one who has had occasion to 
examine existing conditions and notice the administration of the laws 
as they stand, and to study the effect of present action upon the future 
condition of the country. 

It is a matter of common remark, in a general way all are cognizant 
of the fact, that the vast empire of our public domain is being rapidly 
diminished. An area of public lands which was a few years only ago 

ed as practically inexhaustible, which could Ak would afford 
comfortable, cheap homes for the adventurous pioneer, on soil of great 
fertility, has been so reduced by prodigal donations and grants for dif- 
ferent purposes—mainly educational and for transportation—and by 
lax administration of imperfect laws and fraudulent evasions of their 
provisions, which rendered possible the acquisition of great areas of 
lands by individuals in fraud of the spirit as well as the letter of these 
enactments; this area, I say, sir, has been so greatly reduced and di- 
minished that it is a serious question to-day to the honest toiler in the 
more thickly settled portion of the Union, desiring to take sapere 
of the homestead law, where he shall find an available tract of fertile 
land suitable for agriculture. 

‘his generation has lived to see this vast amount of land substantially 
disposed of, and should the existing laws be allowed to remain on the 
statute-book, I am confident that there are those now taking part in 
the action on the bill who will see every acre of arable land belong- 
ing to the nation disposed of, as well as that which by irrigation may 
be made productive. $ 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that if there is any sentiment prevailing 
among the people of this Union about which there is almost absolute 
unanimity, and which embraces every opportunity to give to itself ex- 
pression, it is that a stop shall be put to these methods of disposition 
òf the public lands, and that the residue now controlled by Congress 
shall be held for the benefit of Americans alone, who shall be actual 
settlers in homesteads only in small allotments not exceeding 160 acres, 
and which shall be given them without cost, except the usual small fees 
to the local land officers. 

This same public sentiment also demands that the great areas of 
lands offered as bounties by the Government to railroad and wagon- 
road corporations, and which have been by the Interior Department 
withdrawn from the operation of the general land laws of the United 
States, so that settlement upon them was impossible by the citizen, 
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although unearned—that these lands, to which the corporations inter- 
ested were not entitled by the terms of the laws making the ts, or at 
least by an equivalent equity, should be restored to the public domain 
for the benefit of actual settlers only, as I have before stated. 

To that end, sir, have the labors of the Committee on the Public 
Lands been directed, especially during this and the last Congress, 
These labors have resulted in the presentation to the House of the va- 
rious forfeiture bills which have passed, those now on the Calendar, as 
well as the bill now being considered, the object of these bills being to 
repeal all such measures now on the statute-books as render possible 
the improper acquisition of great bodies of the public lands by individ- 
uals or corporations, and to reclaim and preserve all public lands for 
the purposes stated. 

ese laws, which the committee think should be repealed, are the 
pre-emption, the timber-culture, and.the desert-land acts. These the 
committee earnestly insist should be wiped from the statutes, and in 
that way the door be shut against the continuance of the frauds to 
which somewhat in detail I shall presently call the attention of the 
House and, I hope, the country. 

I know there are many gentlemen about me, possibly a large propor- 
tion of the House, who have a very vague idea of the details of our 
public-land system, and hence of the necessity of this action. The lo- 
calities from which they come are not affected by the existing laws; 
nor have they had occasion to examine the matter in connection with 
the performance of these public duties. 

I trust I may be pardoned if I take a few minutes in giving such an 
abstract of the legislation as will make the present situation intelligi- 
ble, 

In earlier days the practice of disposing of the public lands was 
this: When they should besurveyed they were, by proclamation of the 
President, offered for sale, at public auction, to the highest bidder for 
cash, a minimum price of $1.25 per acre being demanded. 


Practically, at such sales very little land was sold, and that remain- 


ing unsold was technically known as ‘‘offered land,” and was there- 
after subject to what was called “private entry;’’ that is, the right of 
purchase by any one at the local land office, in any quantity, at $1.25 


per acre, 

The policy was, as is apparent, to sell the public lands as rapidly as 
possible for the purpose of obtaining as much revenue as possible there- 
from, and this policy ofadministering the affairs connected with i SA 
lic domain continued for many years; and indeed areas of ‘‘ offered 
lands’” still are held on the books at the Land Office, located especially 
in the South, and which are now being rapidly taken up by capitalists 
in large bodies, 

Under this practice, and especially beginning about 1838 to 1840, a 
very large proportion of the ‘‘surveyed lands” thus ‘‘offered ” were 
secured and held in large bodies for speculative purposes, and the set- 
tler was asked a largely increased price for them. This drove the set- 
tler beyond the limits of the ‘surveyed lands,” and settlements were 
made upon not only ‘‘ surveyed ” but unsold lands, but on unsurveyed 
lands as well, 

This led to the passage of the pre-emption (or prior right of pur- 
chase) law of 1841, which gave the actual occupant the first right to 
purchase, but this act restricted the operation and privilege to *‘ sur- 
veyed’? lands, and this right was extended by the act of 1853 to un- 
surveyed lands. 

The pre-emption law was the first general law of the United States 
for the disposition of the public lands in the interest of actual settlers, 
and under it, to a great degree, has been the marvelous growth and de- 
velopment of the great West and Northwest. But it must be kept in 
mind that the pre-emption law was a settlement law, and no one was 
entitled to the benefit of its provisions except an actual occupant of 
the land itself, and upon payment of $1.25 per acre. 

In 1862 the homestead law was which, in substance, gave the 
land, not exceeding 160 acres, to the settler on five years’ residence. 

But this act contained the provision of a right on the part of the set- 
tler to ‘‘commute’’ his homestead—that is, the right to buy the land 
at $1.25 per acre—after a limited period, so that the homestead act, with 
its commutation feature, was essentially the pre-emption law. And 
we have had since that two systems of settlement laws for the disposal 
of the public lands with the only result, after keeping up the two sys- 
tems, of permitting acquisition under each of a farm of 320 acres to each 
settler. 

For many years, as the area was so vast, but little thought was given 
to ultimate results under the practice of ‘‘private entries’? in unlim- 
ited quantities and of double entries by “homestead” and “ pre-emp- 
tion.” With the diminished area of agricultural public lands there 
have been no general proclamation for sale of such lands by the Presi- 
dent for many years, and by the withdrawal of much land from private 
entry by executive order opportunity for speculation in the purchase 
of lands direct from the Government has been correspondingly reduced; 
and owing to greater demand for lands in late years for obvious rea- 
sons, such as the rapid increase in population, increase in value in farm 
Jands in older sections of the Union, the discontinuance of public sales, 
&c., the ingenuity of bey pg ee and speculators has been exercised to 
evade the plain spirit of the law and to acquire lands evading the “‘ set- 
tlement’’ provisions. 
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As I shall presently show, this ingenuity has resulted in frauds of 
the most alarming character, and which lead me to say that this bill 
is of so much consequence. 

Later on, yielding to a sentiment that a liberal policy as to the plant- 
ing of forest trees would encourage that practice in the great prairie 
regions of the Northwest, the timber-culture act of 1873 was passed. 

t act provided that ‘‘ any person’’ might make an entry of 160 
acres ‘for the cultivation of timber thereon,” requiring at least 40 
acres of timber, &c., final proof after ten and within thirteen years 
from entry. $ 

Various amendments have been made, so that now in substance the 
law requires that only one quarter-section in a section shall be so en- 
tered, that 5 acres shall be ‘' broken” the first year, and 5 the secon 
and the 10 acres set to trees within the first four years, and that 
proofmay be made after eight and within thirteen years from entry. 

As I think I shall fully show, Mr. Speaker, whatever the hopes were 
which inspired this legislation, they have wholly failed, and the act 
has been used as a basis of frauds similar in character to those under the 
pre-emption law, beside the further fact that the law is a failure by 
reason of its inherent defects. 

This all results in the conclusion that the law should be repealed. 
The only other law of general application in force is the desert-land 
law. 

As is well known, there are vast areas of Jand in the western, north- 
western, and southwestern portions of the Union which, owing to the 
lack of rainfall, are unproductive of crops except when irrigated by arti- 
ficial contrivances. The purpose of this act was to secure the reclama- 
tion of these lands thus barren and unproductive, and as the process of 
irrigation was necessarily expensive, it was urged that inducements of 
larger areas of land must be held out to secure attempts, So by the 
act land not exceeding 640 acres in compact form may be purchased 
at $1.25 per acre, 25 cents when the ‘‘filing’’ is made and $1 when the 
final proofs are made, if ever, and with this proof of conducting water 
upon the land in sufficient quantity to reclaim the tract. The abuses 
of this act will be noticed later. These, sir, are the laws of general 
application as to disposition of the public lands, and for reasons to be 
stated we recommend the repeal of all except the homestead law by this 
bill. 

Mr. Spéaker, this bill in substance passed both Houses of Congress 
in the Forty-eighth Congress; it has been recommended by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office for four successive years, and two 
Secretaries of the Interior, the present one and his predecessor, have 
favored its passage. 

Mr. McRAE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PAYSON, No, sir; unless I misstate something, I shall then 
be glad to be corrected. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think you do misstate when you say that this bill 

both Houses. I ask whether section 5 ever passed either House ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I say that this bill in substance passed both Houses, 
and the.only reason it did not become a law was because in the Senate 
a bill of a private nature affirming some private entries in Michi 
was attached to it on the motion of a Senator from that State, and that 
amendment defeated the bill. But the principle of this bill has been 
recommended for four years yo by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, and also by the last Secretary of the Interior and by the 
present one. 

Mr. MCRAE. Iassert that no such provision as is contained in sec- 
tion 5 ever passed either the House or the Senate or has ever been 
recommended by the Commissioner. 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, the necessity for the passage of 
this bill is found in the reports of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. For the last three years all the frauds with which the 
public land system have been tainted, and which have grown to such 
an extent as to have become a stench in the nostrils of every man who 
has undertaken to examine the subject, have arisen out of the existence 
of these laws upon our statute-book. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me one 
question ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does this bill in any way affect the 
right of a soldier in making a land entry to have credit for his length 
of service? 

Mr. PAYSON. I thank the gentleman for asking that question. It 
does not affect the soldier directly or indirectly. The provision of law 
which gives the soldier the right to be credited with his length of serv- 
ice is found in the homestead law in section 2305 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, which is as follows: 

Sec. 2305. The time which the homestead settler has served in the Army, 
Navy, or Marine Corps shall be deducted from the time heretofore uired to 
perfect title, or if d on account of wounds received or disability in- 
curred in the line of duty, then the term of enlistment shall be deducted from, 
the time heretofore required to perfect title, without reference to the length of 
time he may have served; but no patent shall issue to any homestead settler 
who has not resided upon, improved, and cultivated his homestead for a period 
of at least one year after he shall have commenced his improvements, 

That provision is part of the chapter of the statutes on ‘‘ homesteads,” 
with which the bill does not interfere, except to extend the commuta- 


tion feature to thirty months, and which I will explain hereafter. 
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The bill proposes the repeal of the ption law, the timber-cult- 
ak ab cies Mem Saad de hak oes not touch the homestead law 
except to extend the commutation provision from six months, as it is 
now, to thirty months. It does not touch the soldier question at all 
one way or the other. I am glad the gentleman asked the question, 
because I understood my colleague, the chairman of the committee, to 
say in answer to a question by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
NEGLEY] that it did, but that is a mistake. If he so replied he doubt- 
less misunderstood the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Iam now ad- 
vised that he did not hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PETERS, Will the gentleman state what proportion of the pub- 
lic domain is now remaining that can be taken up under the homestead 
law? 


Mr. PAYSON. Probably not exceeding 20,000,000 of acres. Take 
the reports of the Commissioner of the General Land Office for the last 
four years, and you can hardly find a page that is not bristling with ac- 
counts of fraudulent and fictitious entries, sometimes amounting to 
30,000, 40,000, or even as high as half a million acres in inclosures 
based on these frandulent entries, Ihave papers in my desk covering 
cases where at least a half million acres have been taken under ficti- 
tious entries. I have a communication from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, saying that in Estes Park, in Colorado, 6,000 acres 
were taken at one time in behalf of mythical claimants, but really for 
a man who is a nobleman in England, the Earl of Dunraven. 


This is the paper: 

LARAMIE Crry, Wyo., April 18, 1881, 

Sır: Referring to your letter “A,” of February H, I have the honor to inform 
you that I went to Denver, Colo., on the 3d instant, and after conferring with the 
United States district attorney at that place, I found it would be necessary 
to Estes Park in order to get the information required to make a full and com- 

lete investigation of the alleged fraudulent entries of lands referred to in your 

etter, 

I accordingly left Denver on the 5th instant and reached Estes Park the same 
evening, having traveled 35 miles with baal team. On reaching the park I 
found A. Q. Macgregor and others who have lived in the park and been con- 
nected with its settlement from the commencement. After obta' all the in- 
formation that was within reach in the park, I went to Fort Collins (the county 
seat of Laramie api ti for = pee of making an examination of the 
county records with rence to the transfer of any of the lands embraced in 
the list alleged to have been fraudulently entered, P 

For convenience I have made a tabulated statement, and inclose it herewith, 
of ali the lands that have passed into the hands of Theodore Whyte, who has 


been the eral agent of the Estes Park Company. This statement is marked 
Exhibit A, and shows in whose name the lands were patented, the date of the 
entry, the register and receiver's number, the date of the deeds transferring the 


same to Theodore Whyte, and the date of recording in the county of 
Larimer County, 

From A. Q. ey oo and others of Estes Park I learn that the first-named 
thirty persons in Exhibit A have never lived in Estes Park, never made any 
settlement on the land, and, in short, never haye ee with or attempted to 
comply with the law for the settlement on the public lands; and, in fact, these 
thirty names are believed to be fictitious, having no existence in fact. 

As to the other eight names on the exhibit some of them have been in the Park 


an have lived there, and —_— of them have made 
showi settlement, but none have complied the law by living on and 
improving the land. They evidently started out to take the and transfer it 
to ore Whyte or the Estes Park Company, by prior agreement to that ef- 


The witnesses to the foregoing facts, and by whom they can be proven, are A. 
r, Henry Farran, Lyman A. ite, W. L. W: and Charles 
; Lewis Rowe, of Fort Collins; David r, of Loug- 
of Central Gulch, Boulder County; Hugh McDermot, 
’s Cañon; Dexter Smith, of Evans’s Ranch, Saint Vrain's 
J. Evans, of Saint Vrain’s Cafion. 
parties were witnesses before the Liban | who 
rties first named on the exhibit some years ago, and who 
then to material facts I have mentioned. 

If further testimony is needed the names of other witnesses can be obtained 
by referring to the old indictment in the Denver court. By the examination of 
the records at Fort Collins I find that all the lands embraced in Exhibit A 
cept those marked “not transferred”) were conveyed by warranty d to 
Theodore Whyte by persons representing the names on it A. The ac- 
knowledgments were made before either Albert B. Jones, George M. Howe, or 
Inon Brooks, notaries public. 

On the Ist of March, there was recorded a power of attorney from 
Theodore Wh: of Windia Thomas Hari of Dunraven. orb Svea es tere 
authorizing said earl to sell or d of Whyte's one-third interest in all per- 

in Estes k. Said power of attorney is in 


eg rarega var was recorded a deed (without war- 

ranty) from Theodore yte to Frederick G. Cornish for all the land embraced 

in Exhibit A, the consideration og teed 

On the 5th day of 1876, eo G. poek ae a deed of trust 
consideration 


g $5, the considera- 

of the trust to hold said lands in trust for the Estes Park Company. or to 

of the same in whole or in part,or to be the wishes of 

Windham Thomas, Earl of Dunraven. This deed was 14 
1876, in Book I 28 On the áth day of , 1879, David H. 
Joona T and re Whyte deeded by qui Park Com- 
pany the lands described Whyte's to Cornish (without any other 
descri of the land); considera’ $1. This deed is recorded in kL 


Pd far as the county records show, the title now rests in the Estes Park Com- 
pany to all the lands described in Exhibit A. 


This corporation (Estes Park Company) is organized under the laws of Great 

Britain and doing business = Colorade A P 2 
Theodore au agent and general 

the company. ay is known and commonly called the English Com = 

agii G. Cornish, to whom Whyte deeded the land, is a personal friend of 

to whom the deed of trust is made (in ) by Cornish, is 

ident of the National Bank, of Denver,and I am the Estes 

business with Moffitt’s bank, 


eer Sok Oe eee. 
From all the facts and information that I haye been able to collect, I am forced 
to the conclusion that none of these lands have passed through the hands of in- 


connected 
and fer of the same, and, as I am informed, one of the prin- 
about or inducing the fraudulent entry of the lands, 
the stock of the Estes 


parties 
in the way of setting aside the patents, and in 
this opinion the United States attorney fully concurs. 
In conclusion I will add that I am forced to believe from all the ci 


been a deliberate and ic 
lands in Estes Park by d and perjury. 

The other cases mentioned in your letter of February 24 will be reported as 
soon as I can make them up. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
. JNO. M, JONES, Special Agent. 
Hon. J. A. WILLIAMSON, 
Commissi 


issioner General Land Office, Washington, D. C. 


Appended is a list of the lands, aggregating nearly 7,000 acres, and the 
names of the assumed entrymen, mythical and personal, under which 
these frauds were perpetrated. 

Here let me insert some of the official reports bearing on this ques- 
tion, premising them with the statement that these are only typical of 
the situation. They could be extended, Mr. Speaker, almost ad in- 
finitum: ‘ 

{From A. R. Greene, inspector, November 3, 1884] 


of them. 

Our land officers partake of this feeling in many instance, and if ra do not 
-corruptly connive at fraudulent entries, modify their instructions exceed 
their discretionary powers in examinations of final proof. This is especially 
the case with entries under the timber-culture Jaw. 

Atthe very best, this law wasa doubtful experiment at the start. The greater 
portion of the lands upon which artificial groves could be grown without irri- 
gation had passed from the Government before it was enacted, I have never 
seen any instances of its success except in the eastern portion of Nebraska and 
Southeastern Dakota. I do not sa: re are no other, 

The prime cause of failure lies of any fault of the entryman, although 
his remissness makes the failure more complete. Natural causes and neglect 
together have rendered success impossible. 

It is not a question of encouraging a climate and soil favorable to forest 
growth to Sema siren mp dr pee PST one bares aaan against the embarrass- 
ments of an uncongenial soil blighting winds. 

The nt a) success about as nearly as an effort to 
make water flow uphill, I doubt if the trees Foran on any timber-cultare 
entry west of the one hundredth meridian would retard a zephyr. 

The hopelessness of the attempt was apparent to every one who was familiar 
with the soil and climate of the region proposed to be reclaimed atthe outset, 
but the opportunity for getting a quarter-section of land for a trifle induces men 
to go through the merest form of compliance with the law and make up the 
rest by perjury. vd erect irga poly wena, mga tye E ion of 
cases no pretense of complying with the law has been made, but jeve such 
to be the case. I have traveled over hundreds of miles of Jand in Western Kan- 
sas, Nebraska, and Central Dakota, nearly one-fourth of which had been taken 
under the “‘timber-culture act,” without seeing an grove even in in- 
eipiency, and can scarcely recall an instance in any one day's travel where the 

nd had been more than scratched with the plow for the purpose of plant- 

g trees. 

I have seen small patches of land (possibly 5 acres) where the prairie sod had 
been “listed” in furrows 6 or 8 feet apart each way, and occasionally a sick! 
cotton wood sprout, 2 or 3 feet in height, of the thickness of a man’s thumb, stand- 
ing thereon. In other cases the land had evidently been honestly plowed at 
some time, but through neglect had grown up again to grass and the trees (?) 
were holdin: their any cattle-browsed, fire-burnt branches in mute protest 
against the absu: ity of the “timber-culture act.” 

As to the proportion of land entered under the timber-culture act that is not 
improved as required by that act, I give itas my opinion that in Kansas, Ne- 
braska, and Dakota the proportion is 90 per cent. to 10 per cent. of bona fide and 
possibly successful cultivation. 

The methods by which fraudulent timber-culture entrics are made consists, 
first, of a failure by careless entrymen to comply with the law. A large class of 
homesteaders take up adjoining quarter-sections under this act, and intend after 
the lands have to patent to appropriate the whole of a wheat field or stock 
farm. They “don’t want to be bothered with brush,” and argue that the act 
was made to be evaded, 

They ge to the officer before whom final proof is to be made, and their neigh- 
who are similarly situated and entertain like opinions of the land laws, 


m by the witnesses, who expect a like favor of the entryman in 
their own finthefuture. The officersometimes volunteers a few questions 
to further convince himself that the law has been respected, and for want of any 
evidence to the contrary the proof is accepted and the final certificate issues, 

The above — ts the better class of timber-culture entries that may justly 

mt, 

vicious system of fraudulent entries has been successfully practiced 
by and in the interest of cattle-men and stock rations. If the law had 
been enacted soey for their benefit it could scarcely have been more successful, 

woos been ge Ae nd rooming Viet «tnd in this brew ws Fo we frauds — 
make a pretense of plowing or planting trees, or complying in an reg 
with the law. My own observation confirms this statement, and I Be ieve it to 
be true. This is ly the case in Colorado, Dakota, Montana, Nebraska, and 
New Mexico, where stock ranches have been established and all the 
valuable grass land and water have been secured, This system also obtains tono 
inconsiderale extent in Kansas, I believe. 

The method is simple, effective, and infamous. 

I have had occasion to inquire into its details somewhat inthe examination of 
land offices in connection with charges of collusion on the part of the officers. 


A “cattle king ” employs a number of men as herders; ‘‘ cowboys” is the pop- 
ular designation for them. The herd is located on a favorable portion 


the 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5375 


public p-ar n panna Rabash h grass, ee and aerate 


ey 
distant part of the State, who Pp pirg id e 
filed on until it was furnished by the man i in whose interests 
wed strong pre who furnished the ee the entry fees. 
land officers was raised in this case, 
of evidence being that these fraudulent en’ were given 
ihe bronne over cthars Pho appited to MALS Donk Ide ai 
It is unnecessary to multiply cases. Tho methods are similar—methods in 
which brute force is the Seakan and ARNE of law nud Geseney tn 


brazen boast. The deg aan i rey 

Our land officers are largely to blame for abuses of the land laws i in general, 
and the homestead law is no exception. 

It seems to me there should be some way to Ah DTA a BS aI 
of a few furrows plowed around a quarter-section and a corn-field—some 

determine whether a description ofa house by 16" perir to aR vss Sort 
square; whether the floor was bored or board, aon wee Oe “shingle roof” 
meant more than two shingles, One on cach sid 

nes ak have been yot the staten aber A dag sony 

ple evasions very y employed in acqui 

stead entries in Dakota and elsewhere. 

I haye found one land office where the rules were so lax thai a house 6 by 8 
feet, built of unbattened boards, was accepted asa ‘‘ comfortable residence * 


latitude 46° north. 
A settler once im: rtuned me to advise the Jand officers to allow him to make 


eg respectable citizen, but his moral perceptibilities were 
came to consider land laws, 
i en ee convinced me that entries of timber lands are made very 
largely in the interest of mill-men and lumber companies, their employés being 
used to perpetrate the frauds, very much as the herders of the cattle companies 
are in the case of timber-culture entries. 
fer nea 


a erge sored 
mt a special state deeg erg 
na an investigation. This wasdone, with what results I never learned, 
As regards the unlawful fencing of publi lands, the evidence is of the most 
To and convincing character. It is notorious that extensive inclosures of 
his kind have been made in Nebraska in the vicinity of North Platte, and south 
rpe at inconsiderable intervals all the way toand into the a ond 
Hoana large areas of the States of Nebraska, Colo: .and Kansas. 
s pay ia re other similar unlawful inclosures, but Ispeak of those with which 
am fam: 

These inclosures occasionally included settlements, and the stock <a 
have in some instances bought the settlers’ improvements and amicably ind 
them to leave. In aaae, m erante have been originated, of which ee 
could be but one result, and that against law and justice. 

The of such domination upon immigration and settlements js the worst 
that can be imagined. 

The best lands, and practically all the waters, are controlled by men who pene 
no interest in the development of the country, evade and in man: 
owe no allegiance to our laws and Government. They have abundant 
power always at hand to enforce their schemes of spoliation and set 
authorities and people at defiance. 

Settlers PrN localities as they would districts stricken with a 
and the tide of immigration turns back to publish and magnify the evil. 


{From Special Agent Webster Eaton, Duluth, Minn., October 28, 1881] 


The territory ted in by me is in the northern portion of the State of Min- 
nesota and is anaes in D 


In reference to the Duluth land district I will make a few figures og the pur- 
pose of more thoroughly convincing you that my calculations and estimates 
are about correct. There are in this district 412 townships (some ae them frac- 
tional). Of this number 305 have been surveyed returned to the 
local office, and 107 are yet unsurveyed. Two hundred and seventeen of the 
surveyed to have been offered at public sale and $8 are unoffered. 

There have been 2,361 homestead entries. made in this district. Of pares 887 


1,000 others 
months. Oniy 273 have been proven up on as act 


(ory eke a residence on the land but a short time. 


300 
and entries at public sale ; and I know that there are less than 100 actual set- 
tlers living upon any of these lands in this land district who mas a rade y Sed 
farming, or who are trying to make a living in that Ars and al 
made diligent inquiry during my stay of over one year in this meg ai J have So 
to find one esha o is making a farm or trying to make a farm upon shan 
emption claim. Therefore I think I am fully warranted im saying yearn leas 
one-thirtieth of the claims taken in the Duluth United States land 
taken for actual settlement. 


mine 

Less than one-tenth of the land entered in this way is now in the hands of the 
original claimants, and most of it is considered worth less than 10 cents an acre 
for agricultural ny fe erage the timber is taken off the land is looked 
upon as worthless, and men are not plenty who will pay the a this land 
for it. Nearly all of the land taken in this e been taken forextensive 
lumber firms in different paris of the State. 


Mr. Speaker, 
hundred entries were carefully examined, all settlement, 
occupancy, and cultivation, and yet less than one hundred actual set- 
tlers who are farmers and not one farmer on a pre-emption claim ! 


[From Thomas W. Jaycox, special agent, Aberdeen, Dak., October 25, 1834.] 
aod og! Oa scar miner yg aeta meer A eer pooner ra 
under the provisions of the jon and homestead laws is pees poem p 
tual settlers. The practice y prevails of immediately abandoning the 
land when cash entry is made ae {he Sapri Pind 75 per Sa the Eae 
made under provisions of laws are made oe paoul ve 
and not for a ae an The claimants 


pu for cultivation. rigage 
r claims for as large a loan as they 


I call especial attention to thisreport. Over forty-three 


ae the land, po cheaply zo 9 
homestead filing, move in town, return to t wherethay came from when 
entered the , or offer the same for sale, when it 


one Ane is purchased by non- 
t speculators. Ths N te DS cane te is the same—the land is left an- 


ied, 
Iam of the opinion that 90 per cent. of the entries that are made under the 
of the timber-culture act are made pares and cays for specula- 
tafe ser gr cneriges heap Sage tends to relinquish the land at 
relinquishment will be worth 
few timber-culture entries will 


nto pre-em 
lators as soon as it 
[From Special Agent William Y. Drew, Wichita, Kansas, Norner 3. 1334.} 


Bet work has been performed almost entirely upon the Osage and Kansas trust 
anddim reserve lands, which lands 


unin 
where, cost the willtal o or mistaken re ara of Ke 
ws relative i what is required in settling on hens => on oe pub- 


= apy pre-emption law, the entryman a a not pec ia with 
been led to believe that, by putting up a sod inclosure 3 or 4 feet high and 


throwing some over it for a roof, two or three ee go- 
ing to make their and having from 2 to 10 acres plowed, they would 
ve to do would be to claim itas their home. even if they never ate or slept on 
it would bea tial fulfilling of the law's requirements. Others 

have the idea that by goin g on the land about once every month, sometimes 
eating and upon it at those times and sometimes not, that they have 
fully aie yok with the law. They will have probably a small shanty or sod 


, and a few acres of breaking. 
make other i improvements on Tine land and 
jispose of the land very soon atter proving 
had no intention of doing so at the time of making 
dand I have had ny at 
“intentional” frauds 
ng 
a smali amount for 


In somo cases stock-raisers have had their Gpeg hrk tts up on lands on 
which their stock was ranging, and as fast as one would get throngh 
another batch would be EASi and in that way quite a large amount of the 
public land would be gobbled up, In some cases that have come under my ob- 
servation the parties who it is claimed proved up on the land were never known 
or beard of in the ns an 


but p Par Sader aag onr peee the land have been 
afterward ol oh rered ada a ral = 


tava i tn Meee nantes of the pitits lois EN which a 
water-conrse is flowing, and by themselves and their employés have proved up 
the land the flores, he claim not to interfere with settlers 


gates closed and 
longing fo the ston eer kerk. 
that two men (father and son) were ki County by herd- 


As to the timber-culture act, Mr. Secretary Teller, ia his last anareat 
report, recommended the repeal of this law in the following forcible 
language: 


In my last annual report I called attention to the abuses flowing from the op- 
erations of this act. Continued experience has demonstrated that these abuses 
are Kariah an the Jaw,and beyond the reach of Soperin methods for 
their correct: 


orm- 
ance of any act of cultivation. The meager act of Eio 5 acres, w. can 
holds = land for 


as the land may EAEN ) 

My information leads me to the conclusion thata majority of entries under 
the timber-culture act are made for speculative purposes and not for the culti- 
vation of timber. Compliance with the law in these cases is a mere pretense 
and oes not result in the prodaction of timber. On the contrary,as one entry 


in asection exhauststhe erage right in that section, it follows that every 
fraudulent ee ee pal and one on any portion of the section within 
which the fraud: part Ys My information is that no trees are to be 


ears over cee ocean of country where timber-culture entries have been most 


payers a under the operation of the pre-emption, homestead, and timber-culture 
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laws any one person may enter 160 acres in each class of entry, making a total 
of 480 acres which may be taken by one person. 


[From J, L. Prichard, special agent, Gunnison, Colo., November 29, 1884.] 


The principal frauds are perpetrated on what I have designated as the hay or 

ng lands, and are in proportion to bona fide entries as perhaps 1 to 10. A 

portion of them are made by collusion between the cattlemen and their 

pay Neco "The method is well understood by the Department, and I may say 

a po ate ome that these are the most cult cases a special agen: has to 
with, 


[From A. F, Ely, special agent, Pueblo, Colo., October 25, 1884.] 

In Western or Southwestern Kansas, in the territory embraced in the Larned 
and Garden City land districts, a large number of fraudulent entries have been 
made in the interest of parties seeking to control la of land for stock 
ranges. The m used were to hire a number of young men ostensibly to 
assist in taking care of stock, but really to pre-empt a tract of land forthe party 
or parties desiring to obtain stock ranges, the agreement usually being that the 
employé, in addition to his other duties, should file on some tract of land to be 
Geakgnated by his employer, claim that as his home for six months, and then 
make final proof and convey the land to his employer, the papon to pay all 
the expenses incident to the same. Since the institution of investigations of 
this class of entries the fraudulent entryman, instead of conveying the land by 

in many cases his employer a mortgage on the land. Eight-tenths 
of the fraudulent entries are pre-emptions. 

The largest p rtion of fraudulent entries is on the Osage lands in Kansas. 
Up to December, 1883, I think three-fourths of all the entries made on these lands 
west of range 16 W. were fraudulent, and were made in the interest of stock- 
men. Not one-twentieth of the lands entered on the Osage strip were occupied 
by actual settlers up to December, 1883. Outside of this tract about one-tenth 
of the land entered by P inka magi in the land districts before named is actually 
occupied by settlers. About one-half of the land homesteaded in the same ter- 
ritory is oceupied by actual settlers, 

s to the land entered in the Pueblo land district of Colorado, I have not suf- 
ficient spoue or information to enable me to give any correct information, 
J can state that in the survey of the Arkansas Land and Cattle Company’s in- 
closure we found no inhabitants inside of itexcept one or two near Granada and 
three or four near Holly Station, and this inclosure contains over 600,000 acres of 
Jand, es as I am informed, all of the water privileges -in it have been pre- 
empted, 


[From W. H. Goucher, special agent, San Francisco, Cal., November 17, 1884.) 


I would estimate that but 5 per cent. of the entries made under the timber- 
culture and desert-land laws are in faith and with the intent of accomplish- 
ing the purposes contemplated in acts, Ninety per cent. of all the entries 
under laws made in this district were filed within the past two years. As 

to the object 
can be made as to 


estimate of 5 cent. on the number of entries that are 
tone of the settlers from conversations, &c. 
Asa rule, it is safe to assume that the entries made under the desert-land law 


[From Receiver, Boisé City, Idaho, October 14, 1834.] 


I believe it would be for the best interests of settlers if the desert act were re- 
pealed. Large bodies of land are under this act segregated from the public do- 
main for a term of years by stockmen and speculators, who can afford to pay 
the 25 cents an acre for the use of the land for three years and the hope of sell- 
ing out to actual settlers. So far as this district is concerned the desert act has 
been a drawback rather than a help or advantage. I would advise thatit bere- 
pealed at the earliest moment. 

The Idaho and Oregon Land Improvement Com y have acquired title and 
control of large bodies of land in several localities in this district and the Hailey 
district for speculative and town-site purposes contrary to law, as I understand 
eS AnaS the Hailey district only for the reason that it was formerly partof 
this district. 


Fron: Special Agent T. H. Cavenaugh, Olympia, Wash., November 8, 1884.] 


Tam convinced, from examination and investigation, that 90 per cent. of the 
homestead and pre-emption entries made within the territory named herein are 
made solely for the timber growing thereon, and because such lands are ready 
sale. By making use of the i eega and homestead laws the entrymen 
save in purchase of tract the difference between $2.50 and $1.25 per acre, which 
swells the profits when sold, 


‘These, sir, are from the records at the General Land Office, and were 
all made under the last administration and to Mr. Commissioner Mac- 
Farland. ‘They are only a few of the vast number of reports made by 
the special agents in the field and are typical of the rest. 

I state to you, sir, and to the House that I have examined scores of 
these reports and they are all of the same tenor; there have been no 
exceptions in the last few years. _ 

I have said these reports to which I call special attention were made 
to the last administration, and I have selected them for that reason. 

I know that many attacks have been made upon the present Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
by some of the newspapers for their zeal in the matter of land re- 
form. 

From an intimate personal acquaintance with both those officers, and 
frequent association and consultation with them upon matters con- 
nected with the public lands, I know and take this occasion to say 
that both those gentlemen are heartily in accord with the public senti- 
ment of to-day on this question. 

The reports which come to them day after day from the special 
agents now in the field are practically like those given by me here, 
but I do not cite them in detail, contenting myself with referring to 
the fact and ci earlier ones to demonstrate that these abuses have 


been of long standing and that it is no recent discovery. 
The opinion of Mr. Commissioner McFarland is best shown by an 


| to a patent from the Government, and assi 


interview with him in 1884, published in one of the leading papers in 
the West, which I call especial attention to: 

“ How isthe mof ial agents working?” asked a Tribune correspond- 
ent of Commissioner McFarland, of the General Land Office. 

*" Satisfactorily. The agents have been in the field about six months 
and reports from some of them are reccived every day. I have examined and 
acted upon about eight hundred illegal and fraudulent entries reported by them. 


These entries covered about 128,000 acres, of which the Government would have” 


been deprived except for the new service.” 
" Have any of the persons who held such entries appealed from the finding 


of the mts?” 

“Yes; in eighty cases only out of the eight hundred exaimed under this ma 
tem have objections been offered to the proposed cancellation of the entries. 
This fact is significant of the correctness of the agents’ reports and of the wholly 
indefensible character of the impeached entries. The reports are in all cases 
based upon a personal examination by the nt of each tract of land, and the 
entry is held for cancellation except upon positive evidence. Itis further found 
that in few, if any, of the eighty cases have the objections come from the persons 
in whose names the entries were made. They usuall soper to be from per- 
sons who furnished the money for the entries or bo t them afterward.” 

“What kinds of lands did these fraudulent entries cover?” 


consists of timber lands in California, be aa re ly oa 
rticular 


“ The persons concerned, directly or indirectly, embrace English rs, East- 
ern capitalists, adventurous spirits who emigrate to the booming ‘Terri to 
grow up with the country, and enterprising land-agents and attorneys. 
emption, commuted-homestead, and timber-culture entries are the favorite in- 
strumentalities of fraud in this a SY No sooner is a township of land sur- 
veyed than it is plastered over with entries and filings, more or less bo but 
genérally more, and the actual settler who goes to stay, the who is to 
hr the subsistence of the nation, must buy off these pretended claims at 

igh rates before he can obtain the privilege of making an honest entry of the 
land. The timber-culture laws have proved es; ly advantageous to the 
fraudulent control of public lands. The principal sphere of operations under 
these laws is at present Minnesota, Dakota, Kansas, and Nebraska, 

™ The failure of the timber-culture Jaw to produce the results contemplated 
and its success in promoting fraudulent land entries are paralleled by the des- 
ert-land act, the frauds under which are committed mainly in the Pacific States 
and Territories. But the frauds do not stop there. The Government price for 
coal lands is from $10 to $20 anacre. Fraudulent entries of coallands are made 
under the pre-emption and other cultural laws, The reports of the special 
agents cover heavy transactions of this sort in Colorado and other States in 
which coal abounds, the fraudulent entries proving to bethe property of mining 


companies. 

3 But by far the most extensive frauds are found in the grazing country, where 
the cattle-kings have fenced in the country by whole counties, and the investi- 

tions by agents show that the land within these inclosures is being covered 
By bogus entries made by employés of the stockmen, the former supplying the 
needed affidavits of settlement and the latter paying the land office fees and 
ponees the title. Many entries of this class have been canceled or held for 
cancellation, 

“The practice in such old Territoriesas New Mexico and Arizona is found to be 
that the cowboys are brought up in squads to the district land office to swearin 
mellifluous ish names to affidavits that they have resided on the land ten, 
twelve, or twenty years, when in fact they may have not been in the Terri- 
tory as many months or days; but they swear all the same, and each serves as 
the tion witness for the other. The cost of 160acresto the stock be 
is by this process about $18, a trifle over 10 cents an acre. In the newer Peed 
tories, where long nubiana is not so ref proven, the operation is like that 
of Democrats repeating in New York city elections. A of ‘ pre-emptors’ 
is fitted out, who make all the entries uired by their employers by merely 
adopting a sufficient number of names and repeating the process of swearing as 
principals and witnesses alternately.” 


Knowing this condition of affairs, the Secretaries of the Interior under 
the last and this administration, as well as the Commissioners of the 
General Land Office for several years have recommended the repeal of 
these laws. 

Mr. MacFarland, in his last annual report, speaking of this law, says: 

In my last annual kepe I renewed the recommendation frequently made by 
e 


my predecessors that re-emption law be repealed. Continued experience 
demonstrates the advisability and necessity of such repeal. The objection that 


much good has heretofore resulted from the pre-emption „and that it 
should not be discontinued because abused, ap to us without good founda- 
tion under the changed conditions created by homestead laws. 


Our committee said to the last Congress, and I emphasize it now and 
here: 


Whole townships of the public domain have been acquired under this ldw 
by capitalists who do not reside within hundreds of miles of the land, and never 
dia. AA have secured them through paid yan in their employ, who receive 
so much for their services when they make the proof n to entitle them 
their claims to their employers, 
This is done, of course, through perjury and subornation of perjury, for each 
one of these agents or claimants is required to make settlement on the pre- 
emption claim under the law, and he must make oath before the register or re- 
ceiver of the land district in which the lands are situate, on which he claims to 
have settled for the purpose of pro anpiipg and that he has never had the ben- 
efit of any right of pre-emption; that he not settled upon and improved 
such land to sell the same on speculation, but in good faith to appropriate it to 
his own exclusive use, and that he has not directly or indirectly made any 

ement or contract in any way or manner with any person whatsoever by 
which the title which he might acquire from the Government of the United 
States should inure, in whole or in part, to the benefit of any person except him- 
self, And yet itis well known that this oath is daily taken we who make 
it under contracts such as we have indicated above. They with the register 
of the proper land district their declaration, make their prot affidavit, and 
payment required by the law, and receive their title and ransfer the same to 
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the parties with whom they made the contract before they attempted to make 
the pre-emption. 


The present Commissioner of the General Land Office, in his annual 
report, renews the recommendations of his predecessors for the repeal 
of the pre-emption system and the timber-culture law. Concerning 
the first he says: 

‘The pre-emption system no lon: secures settlements re-emptors. If it 
‘did oe sooi be amended to do com would be useless to nd peer eenst be- 
cause supplanted by the more effective homestead law, if a home is the real ob- 
ject designed to be secured. If a home is not the obj the sooner the facility 
for obtaining land without making a home upon it, which is offered by this sys- 
tem, is removed from the statutes the better for the settlement interests of the 
country and the future of its institutions. 


And again he says: 
The tion system serves the speculative interest, the timber interest, the 
cattle Interese the coal-mining interest, and the water-controlling interest, all at 


the cost or to the exclusion of actual settlers, according as the purpose of its 
usefulness is speculation or monopoly, 

I quote the following from his report, referring to the repeal of the 
timber-culture act: 

The failure of the timber-culture law to accomplish the purpose for which it 
was intended (encouragementof the wth of timber on Western prairies), and 
some ofthe abuses that have resulted from its practical operation, are fully set 
forth in the accompanying bal srg E 

The records of this oftice ibit successions of entries, relinquishments, con- 
tests, and re-entries of the same tracts in farming districts, showing that specu- 
Jation in the land and not cultivation of timber is the foundation of the massof 
claims under this act. The uirements to be complied with during the first 

y slight. The ground is to be prepared and seeds 
p this period (the infancy of the entry) its speculative object is 
achieved. This is asale of the entryman’s relinquishment. One claimant gives 
place to another fora consideration; the land remains uninhabited, unimproved 
and uncultivated, except that a little breaking is done for a pretext, to used 
as evidence of * faith ” to defeat a contest before ent, until 
finally some seeker of a home u the soil is found to pay the price demanded 
by the last holder of the “tree m,” when, upon a bona fide homestead being 
established, the citizen or immigrant who has bought his way to an bonest en- 
try of public land may commence the work of paeo out trees for his own 
benefit. The act thus results in a double imposition—an imposition on the Gov- 
ernment and an imposition on actual settlers, 


a a s Ld * = . 

The reports herewith submitted show the impracticability of the act and its 
inutility for other than evasive and fraudulent purposes. The proportion of 
totally frandulent entries under this act is estimated at 90 per cent, I therefore 
most earnestly recommend its repeal. 

Mr. Speaker, gentlemen about me ask how the law can be so easily 
evaded by relinquishments by those making “‘ filings’? and I take 
pleasure in stating. 

The pre-emption law provides that all assignments and transfers of 
the pre-emption right ‘‘ prior to the issuing of the patent shall be null 
and void.” The homestead laws require proof that the party has not 
sold the land. Now, as soon as a filing is made on a tract of public 
land the books show it, and while the ‘‘filing’’ stands of record no 
other filing can be made. The speculator then prepares a ‘‘ relinquish- 
ment” of his right and it is ready to sell to the settler seeking land, to 
be filed with the local land officer. Theland is thus ‘‘ released’? anda 
new filing made by the settler upon the land. . 

This species of traffic is most common now. The curious may see at 
the General Land Office hundreds—yes, sir, hundreds of advertisements 
and business cards of enterprising real estate agents through the West 
containing as the most prominently advertised branch of their business 
‘*Relinquishments for sale. ”’ 

I was told by many gentlemen in Dakota last summer that in local- 
ities there you could travel for miles and not see a sign of habitation or 
improvement, and yet all the land held under ‘‘filings’’ presupposi 
settlement; and the only way in which a settler could get foot- 
hold would be to purchase a ‘“‘relinquishment’’ and then make his 
“filing,” all held and controlled by speculators, to be paid by the 
bona settler when he should come. A system which makes this 
practice possible can not be too speedily repealed. 

The general Jaw, then, as it will stand if this bill shall pass, will per- 
mit lands to be taken only under the homestead law and free of cost 
to the settler, except fees. 

Under the present homestead act, allowing a commutation or right 
_to purchase at the end of six months, the frauds are the same in char- 
acter, but possibly greater in degree than under the pre-emption law. 

The Commissioner in his last report says: 

The principle of commuted homesteads is the same as the pre-emption, and 
its uses are the same, The difference between the two is that commuted home- 
steadsare the more universally fraudulent, this form of entry being more ad- 
vantageous to corporations and large operators in coal, timber, and water entries 
than ogo ey because the homestead entry is esteemed a segregation of the 
Jand, and is held to work its absolute reservation, Noother entry can be made 
under existing rules while one is on record, and there is therefore a degree of 
security against adverse claims in operating under it that is not enjoyed under 
the pre-emption system, Commuted homestead entries, as a cl are made 
immediately after the beat menage of six months from date of original entry, or 
just as soon as the law allows, and are justas invariably conveyed by deed or 
power of sale mortgage, usually executed on the day of entry. I think it has 
ecldom or neyer been eis upon examination that an original settler has 
been found living on a six months’ commuted homestead claim. The propor- 
tion of fraudulent entries of this kind can be more nearly estimated at the 

te number of such entries than in any other manner, If public lands are 


to be kept for actual inhabitancy, the commutation feature of the homestead 
law should be abolished. 


The bona fide settler on a ‘‘homestead”’ does not go there to buy it 
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at the end of six months; he can have it asa gift by remaining upon it, 
as he intends to do; and we therefore extend the commutation feature 
to thirty months; that is, if the settler desires to buy his land he may 
do so’ thirty months. This insures his residence upon the land 
for at least three crop years, and this we think a tee that he is 
there bona fide for a home, and will absolutely guard against speculative 
entries. 

Mr. Speaker, I have given a great deal of time, as have others on our 
committee, to the examination of this phase of the land question. 

I have had information from unofficial sources, but equally conclusive 
to me, of the extended operations of these frauds, one of which, carried 
on by several persons residing in Streator, a city near my own home, 
where many thousands of acres of land were recently in Ne- 
braska in fraud of the law and by the most barefaced of perjury, either 
in the securing of the lands or the exposé in relation to it, showing a 
portable house used as a dwelling on one tract long enough to sleep and 
cook in, followed by an affidavit, and then moved to an adjoining quar- 
ter-section and made to do duty there as a permanent residence—for a 
day and a night—and then again repeated. These papers I will try and 
print if these remarks are not too extended, but they are on file in the 
Post-Office Department and subject to inspection by any one curious to 
see how close companions perjury and truth sometimes are. 

Therefore, sir, I speak earnestly on this subject, and I say, confidently, 
you can not find, nor will any gentleman who opposes the bill under- 
take to cite an instance, a single instance, where a special agent of the 
Department, who has been sent out either by this or the last adminis- 
tration, has failed to condemn the operation of the pre-emption law and 
commutation feature of the homestead law as they stand to-day, as the 
instruments by which these frauds are perpetrated. 

Mr. PERKINS. Have not the fraudulent entries of which the gen- 
tleman ks been canceled ? 

Mr. PAYSON. They have not been canceled. And I am very glad 
to tell the gentleman why they have not. 

First, these frauds can only be detected by personal inspection on the 
part of the special agent sent out to examine the actual condition. 

The area of the country which the public land system covers em- 
braces almost one-half the area of the Union; the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office has only twenty-three ial agents to detail for this 
work, and hence it is a matter of physical impossibility, with the force 
at his command, to detect these frauds to any great extent. 

But the official reports from which I quote here, the correctness of 
which I have never heard questioned, and I think will not be in this 
debate, show that over 90 per cent. of the entries made under these 
laws during the last few years are fraudulent. 

This bill proposes simply to render impossible the perpetration of 
these frauds as against the General Government, and to reserve the land 
for actual settlers in quantities not exceeding 160 acres, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. When the gentleman speaks of 90 per 
cent. of the entries being fraudulent, I presume he means entries un- 
der the three classes of acts. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir; 90 per cent. of the entries under the tim- 
ber-culture act, the desert-land act, and the pre-emption law. 

But we hear it said, sir, that this legislation is in the interest of rail- 
road companies having large grants of land to dispose of, and the gen- 
tleman from Kansas fur ANDERSON], with his accustomed energy, 
asserts that ‘‘the day this bill becomes a law every acre of land held 
by railroads will be doubled in price. The railroad companies alone 


g | would have public lands to put upon the market.” 


How easily this is answered. The gentleman from Kansas knows 
that the land grants are made in alternate sections; that wherever there 
is a railroad section of land—640 acres—immediately adjoining is a 
Government section of the same area, 

This bill does not diminish the area, or change cither the locality or 
quality of an acre of public land. The Government has precisely the 
same amount of land and precisely the same in character and location 


to di of after this bill has passed that it had before, only the man- 
ner of disposal is changed. 

We that the first tee from the Government shall be the 
occupant instead of the tor, that isall; and as a gift to him from 


a generous Nation rather than as a sale to one who shall sell to him and 

make the usual profit in the transaction. . 
All the public land remains but to be held for settlers as a donation 

rather Shan for sale. How then is the price of railroad land to be in- 


Now the price of Government land in railroad limits, as the gentle- 
man knows, is $2.50 per acre, and as I have said if this bill shall pass 
this land will be free to the settlers; and does the gentleman think, will 
he argue on a moment’s reflection which he should take, but does not 
seem to have taken before debating this bill, that if the Government 
offers a farm of 160 acres as a gift to the citizen, instead of demanding 
$400 in cash for it, the citizen will be less apt to take it? Or that the 
railroad land adjoining which now retains its value of $2.50 per acre 
because the Government land is held at the same price will be worth 
$5 per acre to the settler as soon as the Government will donate its land? 

No, sir; the opposite effect will be produced, and the lands of the 


of ihe center of Kansas and Nebraska—lands. there were then 
‘t desert,” and Anp as yaen for the purposes of agriculture; as 
the Colorado desert is to-day. So far east as the district 

by the gentleman from Ni behind me [Mr. LATED], the land 
was regarded only a few years ago as of that character. I have seen 
it then, and in recent years, and canvassed the change in condition. 
with that gentleman. Then a worthless desert wild; now, by the 
changes wrought by civilization, cultivation, tree-planting, sowing of 
grass, and covering the earth with verdure; possibly (many will say 
surely), by providential direction, an increased annual rainfall has, in 
less than the span of one generation, changed the order and condition. 
of that country, until now, as the traveler passes over it, on the right 
hand and on the left are seen evidences of thrift and prosperity, hap- 
piness and contentment, the delight of the lover of his fellow and his 
country. I have seen the same thing in Kansas. Last summer I saw 
corn growing in Western Kansas on lands only a few years ago regarded 
as desert, rivaling in luxuriant growth that which I had just left in my 
own great State. 

Mr. Speaker, the line of arid landsis slowly but surely working west- 
wardly, and I hazard nothing in the iction that gentlemen are 
now acting upon this bill who will live to see the whole region up to 
the foothills of the pants Sor Mountains dotted with the happy homes of 
frugal, industrious, patriotic people, whose condition may be Jnrgely 
attributed to the JAIRE à of to-day which reserved these broad 
acres for their use cheaply. 

I confess, sir, that the prodigal, yes, Fare the public 
lands fills me with alarm Aay ie tatu of thks Republic. The safety 
and security of the nation rest, as I believe, very largely in the dis- 
tribution of the lands and permanent homes among the largest ae 
number of our citizens. 


in small parcels here and therein more advantageous 

homes, the great body remaining for similar utilization to meet the 
growing, increasing demands of anoverflowing population, crowded out 
of our cities and more densely populated portions of the Union in the 
not distant future. 

This has been the judgment of the officers of the Interior Department 
in, recent years, and is to-day of most of those who have studied the 
situation in the light of past experience and present knowledge. 

We recommend the suspension of the practice of selling any of the 
public lands at private entry, by section 5 of the bill. 

The policy of disposing of public lands as a means of raising revenue 
has long since been rejected by views of public economy. 
The policy of applying publiclandsso as to increase the number of farms 
and homesteads, diffusing instead of aggregating land titles, and pro- 
moting general p a eee EB OOE aes: 
in place of creating nial estates and reducing producers to depend- 
ence, has long been declared to hasie a founded 
upon the good of the greatest number, inspired by patriotic impulses 
looking to the on of republican i institutions, and enforced by 

the teachings of history and the lewons of revolutions. The public opin- 
ion of the country that the public domain shall be preserved for actual 
settlement has crystallized into an im: demand that no moreland 
shall be sold out of the reach of the people and into the hands of spec- 
ulators or the grasp of monopoly, 

The baleful shadow of monopoly i is felt and feared in every portion 
of the Union; it is the o wing curse under which this people 
seem to rest. 

Every comfort and all the conveniences of civilized life seem to be, 
to-day, paying tribute in one form or another to it, "and I believe, Mr. 
Speaker, that the feeling of unrest and discontent, resulting in disorders 
and riots in different parts of the Union se pA ene in 
this Congress, grows out of the apprehension, rather, indeed, the ap- 
preciation, that the prosperity of the people, the accumulations of labor, 
from which all material prosperity arises, is. passing, through either 
the operation of improper legislation or the absence of proper restrict- 
ive rules, into the hands of the few, to the discomfort if not actual 
danger of the rights of the masses. 

The carving out and accumulation of imperial fortunes by a few men 
inschemesof railroad and telegraph en franchises quasi 
public in their character, secured in the way of privilege by legislative 
enactment from representatives of the people, only to be used to. oppress 
to the verge of enduranee, is not calculated to the greatest con- 
fidence in the Government on the part of the laboring citizen, and it 
is no wonder thatremedial legislation is demanded. And to this ques- 
tion before us, the accumulation of vast estates in lands pose 
tion of defective laws, such as we see all over the W: of 
acres in compact form in single holdings—nteans, Mr. Speaker, corre- 
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tenant holdings by the actual cultivator and corresponding 
pean Tepuutante and wretchedness. 

To call a halt on this species of monopoly, ent further steps in 
the direction of land itd monopoly out of the public lands and preserve the 
balance for occupation as I have stated has been my aim and the.aim 
of the Committee on the Public Lands in this and the last Congress, 
and we have indulged the hope and have now the belief that the vote 
on this bill will be respensive to the public demand that the public 
lands of the Nation shall hereafter be held asa trust for the securing of 
free homes for free men. 

I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HAMMOND in the chair). Is there 
objection? 

Mr. HENLEY. Iobject, unless the same leave be extended to others. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iask unanimous consent that any gen- 
tleman may extend or publish remarks on this question in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: Unanimous consent is asked that all 
members desiring to do so may publish remarks on this question. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I will vote for this bill 
for the following reasons: 

First. Because it is in the interest of the masses of the people, who 
want homes to live on, 

Second. Because our public domain is rapidly becoming exhausted, 
and wise legislation should aim at holding what lands remain for the 
actual settler—for the poor man who wants a reasonable quantity of 
land for himself and his family. 

Third. Because 90 per cent. of the entries made under the timber- 
culture, pre-emption, and desert-land Jaws have been found to be frandu- 
lent, and these laws are thus made the media for defeating the citizen 
entitled to the benefits of said laws from procuring homes upon the 
public lands. 

Fourth. Because under these laws the speculators, cattle companies 
(in many cases), foreign capitalists, and rings of swindlers with plenty of 
cash and no character are seizing upon public lands. that should go to 
the man seeking in good faith a home. 

Fifth. Because the passage of this bill will make the homestead laws 
more potential and effective for securing to each citizen a sufficient 
quantity of land for the p -purposes of a home. 

I regret that the bill ght up for consideration under a sus- 
pension of the rules, which cut off all amendments and limits debate 
to a few minutes when hours should be devoted thereto. But believ- 
ing that this law will protect the man against the combination of men, 
the poor man against the rich man, the settler against the speculator, 
and save the public domain for its most sacred use, a home, I will vote 
for it, relying upon the greater deliberations of the Senate to correct any 
minor defects that may be found in the bill. 

It should not be forgotten that all rights now vested and all the 
rights of the soldier under the homestead laws are sacredly protected, 
so that whoever has taken any lawful steps under any of the Jaws re- 
repealed by this bill will not be disturbed, but can go forward under the 
laws and secure any right to which he is now entitled. 

Mr. COBB. I now yield tothe gentleman from Iowa for one minute. 

Mr, WEAVER, of iowa. Mr. Speaker, I support this bill. The 
idea of giving to the homeless citizen a homestead is a humane one; 
but our public-land policy ought. to be confined to that, and no one 
should be allowed to speculate in the common inheritance of all. This 
bill, as I understand, simply cuts out of our public-land system the 
idea of speculation; and thatis right. The present law is the law of 
the speculator and not of the honest home-seeker. There are some ex- 
ceptions to this rule, but in the main there can be no doubt about the 
correctness of mystatement. The policy of this bill should have been 
adopted at the very cradle of the Republie, and not one-quarter section 
of the public lands should ever have been dispesed of to corporations 
or speculators. It should have been sacredly held for homesteads. If 
this policy had obtained labor troubles would now be unknown and the 
scandalous legislation of the last few years would have been avoided. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to reserve the residue of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas | Mr. PER- 
KINS] is now recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I regret.that we have not more time 
for the discussion of this bill. Justice can not be done to this subject 
in the limited time allowed for this debate. Ido not desire to impute 
any wrong purpose to the chairman of the Committee on the Public 
Lands or to those who. favor this contemplated legislation; but in my 
judgment it is erroneous and wrong. If this proposed legislation 
should become law it will in my view operate in the interest of the 
railroad companies and the great cattle organizations of this country. 
There is not a land-grant railroad company in the West that is not 
in favor of this measure, for this reason—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. How do you show that? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam about to show it. Those companies. under 
their land grants have lands which they are in a position tosell to any 
man who desires to establish a home or who wishes to purchase for 
speculation orinvestment. If you repeal w, the tim- 
ber-culture act, and the desert-land act, the only in this entire na- 
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companies and that which may be open to settlement under the home- 
stead Jaw. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, This bill does not propose to repeal | 


the homestead law. 
Mr. PERKINS. I say the only land which will remain will be that 


owned by the railroad companies and that open to settlement under ' 


the homestead law; and to acquire land under the homestead law re- 
quires five years’ settlement upon the land, unless the settler has been 
in the military service of the country. There is in the western portion 
of my State, in Colorado, and in every Western State and Territory a 
great domain which can not be settled under the homestead law. No 
man would be willing to tive five years on that arid land in order to 
acquire title te 160 acres. The effect of this legislation is to keep that 
great area open—a waste, to be occupied by the cattle companies, their 
servants, and employés. 

And it enhances the value of the railroad lands for that reason, be- 
cause they have lands they can sell. k - 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the point is suggested in support of this legis- 
lation that frauds are perpetrated under the pre-emption and timber- 
culture laws, and that hence they should berepealed. Ah, Mr. Speaker, 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office himself admits that under 
the homestead law more than 40 per cent. of the entries are fraudulent. 
And hence why not that law. 

Mr. PAYSON. does he not put it upon the ground the com- 
mutation homestead law may be rendered inoperative at the end of six 
months ? 3 

Mr. PERKINS. No, sir; heshowsthatunder the commutation home- 
stead law more frauds are pe ted than under any other law, and 
yet this bill provides for keeping this commutation homestead law in 
existence but amends it somewhat; that is, the act under which the 
greatest frauds are perpetrated is toremain if this proposed legislation 
is enacted into law. 

Mr. PAYSON. Of course the gentleman desires to be accurate? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly I do. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me ask a question, then. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Do yousay the commutation homestead law is more 
advantageous than the pre-emption law when amended as provided in 
the pending bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; Idonot. But I dosay thatthe commutation 
homestead law is still left upon the statute-book with an amendment 
if this bill passes. rinkas oe tegen ee pra 
greatest frands are being perpetrated, why is it they can e 
pre-emption law? Why can not they amend the timber-culture law so 
as to prevent frands which are now perpetrated under it? 

If we can amend the commutation homestead law so as to prevent 
fraud, we can also amend these other statutes ining to our public 
domain so as to prevent frauds from being perpetrated under them. For, 
according to the report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
more and greater frauds are being ted under the commutation 
homestead law than underany otherstatute. And he says further in his 
report, that the corporations and great companies take advantage of 
the commutation homestead Iaw to secure for themselves enormous 
tracts of the public domain. Yet, I repeat, it is proposed by this bill 
that statnte shall remain upon thestatute-book, while all else is stricken 
down. ie : 

In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, the people of the West regard this 
legislation as wrong. ‘There are no settlers here asking for the passage 
of any such measure. On the contrary, they are against it. No peti- 
tion has been presented here from them asking for any such legislation. 
Men seeking homes upon the public domain are not asking for the pas- 
sage of this bill. Itis under the beneficent provisions of the pre-emption 
Jaw that our Western States and Territories have had their wonderful 
growth and development. If frauds are practiced, let us amend and 
perfect our statutes so as to prevent them; but do not let us in our zeal 
strike down the legislation under which the waste places of the plains 
are being reclaimed and converted into happy and productive homes, 
and the great prairies of the West occupied and converted into the grow- 
ing, teeming communities to be found in every State and Territory west 
of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that any member upon this floor wants 
to retard the growth or deyelopment of our country or desires to protect 
those who are fraudulently acquiring our public domain, and hence do 
not let us join the land-grant railroad companies and the great cattle 
syndicates in their prayers for the repeal of all legislation affecting our 
public domain except the homestead law. I would not, Mr. Speaker, 
deprive any man of the excellent provisions of the homestead law, but 
let us give to the pioneers who break the prairies and reclaim the arid 
plains the choice of these wholesome statutes, which, if properly 
amended and properly executed, will preserve every acre of our remain- 
ing public lands to the honest settler and pioneer, that homes may be 
made and industry find employment where now al is waste or unau- 
ape occu ate : he 

. HEND. of Iowa. It does notaffect the settlers, because 
their rights are vested under this bill. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a rainbow of hope to the 
idle workmen of the country, who, when crowded from the ranks of 
industry by labor-saving machinery and the exigencies of trade, in- 
stinctively turn to the country, where honest toil can at least produce 
the necessaries of life. 

To prevent the further theft of the public domain by fraudulent pre- 
pk ea gnc EEE desert claims, as this bill proposes to do, 

es it, in my judgment, the best bill this Congress can pass for the 
benefit of labor. 

Let no member be swerved from his duty by the alleged technical 
errors in the bill; pass it, and let the errors be rectified hereafter. It 
is an absolute repeal of those laws which have permitted the theft of 
millions of acres, and unless repealed, within a few years the remaining 
public land will be in the hands of syndicates and alien lords. 

Save the land for the actual settler and redeem your pledges to the 
people, 

[Hero the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COBB. _ I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New Jerscy 
[Mr. McApoo]. : 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, the pressure of population will settle 
the public lands without the additional incentive of these acts which 
it is proposed to repeal. The day is approaching, in my judgment, 
when people will rise up and call the man blessed who will raise his 
voice to save the public damain from still further diminution. 

It has been stated in the public prints that the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office had made exaggerated statements. Now, sir, ihe 
statements of the Commissioner of the General Land Office as to this 
matter were based upon of special inspectors returned to that 
office long before he came into the Interior Department as chief of the 
General Land Office. And before going further I desire to read from 
those inspectors’ reports a brief extract: 

As to the proportion of land entered under the timber-culture act that is not 
improyed as required by that act, I give it as my opinion that in Kansas, Ne- 
braska, and Dakota the proportion is 90 per cent. to 10 per cent. of bona fideand 
possibly successful cultivation. 

Let Congress repeal these laws, for while they are on the statute-book, 
however bad they may be, they are the supreme law of this land and 
beyond the legitimate control of any executive officer. Let us remove 
the evil, and so give no incentive to Department-made laws. Half the 
trouble with our revenue and other Jaws comes from false and absurd 
constructions and explanations and rulings of Executive Departments. 
The Congress of the United States is the sole law-making power in Fed- 
eral matters. The time has come to stop the wholesale stealing of the 
land of the people. The hired minions of foreign noblemen are prob- 
ably this very day grabbing tracts of the public domain under color of 
these laws. The land-grabber, alien or domestic, must go. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COBB. I yield for one minute to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER]. à 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allotted to me it 
is of course impossible to explain the provisions of this bill. But, in 
short, it repeals all the land laws of the United States except those 
which provide for taking the public domain under homestead provisions 
by actual settlement. In order to pera frauds which have been per- 
petrated upon the Government whereby the public Jands have been 
taken up in bodies this bill has been recommended by the Land 
Office and by the Interior nt. 

It has been shown during the last four years the public domain has 
been rapidly disappearing, and thatsoon there will be none left for actual 
settlement. Great corporations, many of them foreign in their origin 
and ownership, are represented as holding large tracts. My colleague 
[Mr. PAyson] referred to the fact that the Earl of Dunraven had se- 
cured under the pre-emption laws about 6,000 acres in Estes Park, Col- 
orado. Thereport of Commissioner Sparks, of the General Land Office, 
exhaustively treats of this subject, and urgently recommends the repeal 
of all land Jaws except the homestead law. Under the operation of 
that law actual settlers can secure homes; but those who make pre- 
emption locations as the employés of rich corporations will be deprived 
of their ions. The greatest abuses, frauds, and land piracies 
have been perpetrated under the operation of the pre-emption, timber- 
culture, and desert-land acts. ‘Their total repeal is demanded by every 
consideration of the public good. Let this bill pass, and the public 
lands will hereafter be held solely as homes for the people. 

[Here the hammer fell: ] 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, as I was about saying at the outset of my 
remarks u this bill, it is one of the most important, in my judg- 
ment and in the judgment of the majority of the Committee on the 
Public Lands, of any of the bills that have been pending before that 
committee or the House with reference to our public land system. 
There is no doubt of the fact that our public lands are being squandered 
daily by thousands and hundreds of thousands of acres. 3 

They are being taken up by speculators under these various laws; 
that is to say, the three laws which we now poe to repeal by the 
passage. of this act. Under the timber-culture Jaw you can go now 
into the States of Kansas and Nebraska, and gentlemen from those 
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States know the fact, for I have seen it with my own eyes and know 
what I speak of, and find thousands of acres of land which haye been 
taken up under the timber-culture act upon which there is not ‘one 
shrub, although they claim to have title to them. 

So it is also with reference to the desert-land act. Under that act 
you will find thousands of acres taken up which are the very finest 
character of agricultural lands.. The reports from the Land Office show 
that they are taken up by fraud and perjury, as everybody must know. 

I have the proof before me showing that sixty-three men were taken 
Bip Columbia River on a steamboat under the direction of guides 
who had first examined the quality of the lands, and these men were 
placed on a different 160-acre tract of the best timber-land, and they 
remained there overnight, and made the proof of entry by committing 
perjury and assigned their claims to a certain lumber company, for 
which they were paid a small sum cash by said company, and the com- 
pany now claims the land. 

Mr. PETERS. Have not those entries been suspended ? 

Mr. COBB. No, sir; not in all cases. . 

Mr. PETERS. Why have they not been? 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘They will be if this bill passes, 

Mr. COBB. That is one of the objects of passing this bill, to secure 
the suspension of just such fraudulent entries. 

The SPEAKER, The time allowed for debate has expired. 

The question is upon the motion of the gentleman from Indiana to 
suspend the rules and the bill. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. On account of the importance of this bill I ask the 
yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. PETERS and others also demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCKENNA. If this motion should be voted down, will the bill 
be referred back to the committee and retain its place on the Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It will retain its place where it now is upon the 
Calendar. 

The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr: Cons, there were— 
yeas 184, nays 42, not voting 97; as follows: 


YEAS—184. 

A J. J. Davis, Kelley, Reese, 
Allen, J. M; Dawson, Ketcham, R ž 
Anderson, C. M Dibble, Laffoon, Rol n, 
Baker, Dockery, La Follette, Romeis, 
Ballentine, Dunn, Landes, Sadler, 
Pa es, OS, page ere fotti , 

ITY, isberry, evre, yers, 
Bayne, Ermentrout, Lehibach, Scranton, 

h, Everbart, Lindsley, Seymour, 
Belmont; nd aeng Long, Shaw, 
Bennett, Findlay, Lovering, Singleton, 
Bingham, Foran, Lowry, Skinner, 
Blanchard, ‘ord, Mahoney, Snyder, 
Bland, Forney, Martin Sowde 
Bliss, Fuller, Matson, Springer, 
Blount, Gallinger, McAdoo, Steele, 
Boyle, Gay, M St. 
Breckinridge,C.R. Geddes, McCreary, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Breckinridge, WCP.Gibson, C. H. McKinley, ` Swope, 
Browne, T. M Gibson, Eustace McMillin Tarsney, 
Brown, W. W. lass, McRae, Taulbee, 
Buchanan Glover, Merriman, Taylor, Zach. 
Buck, Green, W. J. Miller, Thomas, J. R. 
Burnes, Guenther, Mills, Throckmorton, 
Burrows, Ialsell, Mitchell, Townshend, 
Bynum, Hammond, Morgan, A 

1, Harris, Morrison, Turner, 
Campbell, Felix Hatch, Neal, Van Eaton, 
Campbell, J. M. Hayden, Neece, Van Schaick, 
Campbell, J. E. Heard, ‘Negley, t 
Cannon, Henderson, D. B. Oates, Wadsworth, 
Carleton, Henley, O'Neill, J. J. ait, 
Catchings, Hepburn, Os! Wallace, 
Clardy, erbe Outhwaite, Ward, T, B 
Cobb, Parker, Warner, A. J. 
Collins, Hill, Payne, Weaver, A. J. 
Compton, Hires, Payson, Weaver, 
Coms! A Hiscock, Peel, 

Conger, Holman, Pettibone, Wellborn, 
Cowles, Hopkins, Phelps, est, 
Cox, Ho Fi Plumb, Wheeler, 

: Hutton. Randall, White, 4. C. 
Culberson, Trion, Ranney, illis, 
Daniel, James, 7 Winans, 
eos ped Johnston, T, D. es A Wolford, 
Davidson, A.C, Jones, J. H. Reid, J. W. Worthington 
> NAYS—42. 

Adams, G. E. Hitt, Nelson, Strait, 

Allen, C, H. Holmes, O'Donnell, Struble, 
Anderson, J. A Houk, "Hara, Swinburne, 
Bound, Kleiner, Perkins, Symes, 
Brady, Little, ‘erry, ‘Thomas, O. B. 
Caswell, Louttit, Peters, Thompson, 
Dorsey, Lyman, Price, ‘Tillman, 
Grow MeKenna, Rice, Warner, William 
Hemphill, Moffatt, Ryan, Whiting. 
Henderson, T. J. Morrill, Smalls, 

Hermann, Morrow, Spooner, 

7 NOT VOTING—97. 

Aiken Atkinson, Barksdale, Bragg, 
Arnot, Barbour, utelle, Brown, C. E. 
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Brumm, s Felton, Lawler, Spriggs, 
Bunnell, isher, Libbey, Stáhinecker, 
Burleigh, Fleeger, Lore, Stephenson, 
Butterworth, Frederick, Markham, Stewart, Charles 
Caldwell, Funston, . Maybury, . Ste J. W. 
Campbell, T. J. Gilfillan, Millard, Stone, É, F. 
Candler, off, Milliken, Stone, W. J., Mo, 
Clements, Green, R. 8. uller, Storm, 
Cole, Grosvenor, Murphy, Taylor, E. B 
peng a. Hale, Norwood, :. - Taylor, I. H 

n, Hal, O'Ferrall, Taylor, J. M. 
Croxton, Hanback, O'Neill, Charles Tucker, 
Curtin, Harmer, Owen, Viele, 
Cutcheon, Haynes, ideock, Wakefield 
Davenport, Henderson, J.S. Pindar, Ward, J. H. 
Davidson, R. IT. M.- Hewitt, iree, White, Milo 
Dingley, Hudd, Richardson, Wilkins, 
Dougherty, Jackson, Rockwell, Wilson, 
Dowdney, Johnson, F., A Rogers, Wise, 
Dunham, Johnston, J. T. Rowell, Woodburn, 
Eden, Jones, J. T. Scott, 
Ely, King, Seney, 
Evans, Laird, Sessions, 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the bill was 8 r 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names of those voting. 

Mr. MORRISON. Lobject. We have plenty of time to-day for that. 

The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I voted upon this bill, although I am paired 
with my colleague [Mr. GROSVENOR]. I assume that if he were pres- 
ent he would vote the same way. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired on all political questions with Mr. ARNOT. 
I do not regard this as a question of that character, and do not know 
how he would vote; but I have voted for the bill. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. HANBACK with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. Hupp with Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. 

Mr, CALDWELL with Mr. STEPHENSON, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. PINDAR with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. ELY. 

Mr. WEST. Mr. Speaker, I agreed to pair with Mr. CAMPBELL, 
my colleague from New York. Not knowing how he would vote, 
though I presume he would have voted for the bill, I have voted for it 
and | desire my vote to stand. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD, MO. 


Mr.WADE. Mr. Speaker, I move tosuspend the rules and discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1391) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Springfield, Mo., and pass the bill with the 
amendments suggested by the committee. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a suitable site, and cause 
to be erected thereon, at the city of seg et in the State of Missouri, a sub- 
stantial and commodious public building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and 
accommodation of the post-office, inte revenue office, pension office, and for ' 
other Government uses, The site,and the building thereon, when completed 
according to plans and specifications to be previously made and approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shal! not exceed the cost of $100,000; ai. the site 
ae shall leave the building unex to danger from fire in adjacent 

uildings by an open space of at least 50 feet, including streets and alleys; and 
for the purpose herein mentioned the sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated. 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That no part 
of said sum shall be expended until a valid title to the said site shall be vested 
in the United States; and the State of Missouri shall cede to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 
orremain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the 
criminal Jaws of said State and the service of any civil process therein. 


The committee recommend theadoption of the following amendments: 

In lines 13 and 17, strike out the words “one hundred,” where they occur in 

place, and insert the word “seventy-five; so that it will read *' $75,000 is 
hereby appropriated,’’ &c. 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand a second. 

Mr. Morrison and Mr. WADE were appointed tellers. : 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 150, noes not 
counted. 

So (no further count being demanded) a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
WADE, to control the time in support of, and the gentleman from Nli- 
nois, Mr. MORRISON, in opposition to the motion. 

Mr. WADE. Ireserye my time. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘“‘Vote!’?] 

Mr. MORRISON. Let us have the report read. 

The report by (Mr. WADE) was read, as follows: 


The cities of Springfield and North Springfield are located on the Saint Louis 
and San Francisco Railroad and the Kansas City, Springfield and Memphis Rail- 
road, 240 miles from Saint Louis and 200 miles from Kansas City, 300 from Mem- 
phis, Tenn., 150 from Indian Territory, and over 150from Fort Smith, Ark. ; have 
a population of 20,000, and are increasing in population, wealth, and manufact- 
ures, and if the rate of increase for the last two years is maintained will in 1890 
have a population of 40,000. 


The country tributary to Springfield is unsurpassed in cultural, mineral, 


stock-raising, and timber resources. ‘The wholesale trade of Springfield extends 
over Southwest Missouri, Indian Territory, and ‘Northwest Arkansas, and 
amounted in the year of 1885 to more than 


000,000, 
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Springfield has five banks, two national and three private, with a capital stock 
of $500,000, 


The amount expended in the erection of buildings and improvements in two 
cities in the year of 1885 was $1,800,000. The cities have several lines óf street 
railroad, water-works, gas-works, and electric-light plant; have the very best 
school system, employing fifty teachers; have a college (Drury) employing 
seven professors and a number of teachers in the primary department, an = 
emy (Lorretta) with a full corps of teachers. The educational facilities of these 
cities are unsurpassed. 

There are in operation in these cities three foundries and machine-shops, 
which man ure steam-engines, agricultural cr ence water-works sup- 
plies, &c., six large flouring mills, four planing mills, one large cotton-mill, an 
extensive woolen-mill, tobacco factories, cigar manufactories, and many other 
manufacturing establishments, among which is an extensive wagon-factory 
employing several hundred men. 

The shops of both the Saint Louis and San Francisco and the Kansas City and 
Springfield and Memphis Rail are located there. The formershops employ 
fi n hundred men; the latter shops are in process of erection, and when com- 

lete will be the most extensive in the State and will employ two thousand men. 

Saint Louis and San Francisco Railroad extends from Saint Louis, Mo., to 
San Francisco, Cal., connecting at Fort Smith with the Southern system of rail- 
roads, and at Vinita, Ind. T., with the Texas system. The Kansas City, Spring- 
field and Memphis Railroad extends from Kansas City, Mo., to Memphis, Tenn., 
connecting at latter place with roads leading to all rn and Southern sea- 


cities, There are practically eight centering in Spr: ld. 
The land office has been loeated here for many years, and con many val- 
uable records. These records are now kept in rooms in the third story of a 


pinding ver much exposed to fire, and in the event of the building taking fire 
wo ost. 

The mails that are received here necessitate a large force to receive and dis- 
tribute same, and require a large and properly arranged building to accommo- 
date both the mail in transit and the local mail. The number of employés in 
both offices is eight, and the rent of buildings that would properly accommo- 
date the people of both cities would be $2,000. 

This bill isto consolidate the two offices of Springfield and North Springfield, 
thus saving the Government $2,500 and giving better facilities for both towns. 

The total expense of the two offices for the year 1835 was $6,757.50 and the net 
revenue to the Government upon expenses $14,000.70. 

œ The committee recommend thatthe bill be amended as follows: Strike outin 
lines 16 and 17 “one hundred” and substitute “seventy-five,” and that when 
s0 amended the bill shall be passed. 


The SPEAKER. If no gentleman desires to address the House the 
uestion is upon the motion made by thé gentleman from Missouri 
iar. WADE]. 

Mr. WADE. LI yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER]. [Cries of “Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’?] 

Mr. SPRINGER. _ As the House seems desirous of passing the bill, 
I shall not occupy any time in advocating it. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 121, noes 8. 

Mr. COWLES. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair appoints 
as tellers the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. CowLes, and the 
gentleman from Missouri, Mr. WADE. 

The vests cs divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 164, noes 5. 
* So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the bill was passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS STATEN ISLAND SOUND. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move thatthe rules be ed and that 
the bill (S. 121) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, and to establish the same 
as a post-road, be taken from the House Calendar and passed. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


ot 5 

Sec, 2. That said bridge shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, with a 
draw over the main channel of the sound at an accessible and nav: le point, 
and with spans of not less than 200 feet in length in the clearon side of the 
eentral or pivot pier of the draw; and said spans shall not be less than 32 feet 
above mean low-water mark, measuring to the lowest member of the brid 
superstructure: And provided also, That said draw shall be opened romptly, 
upon reasonable signal, except when trains are passing over the said bridge, 
for the passage of the boats w construction shall not be such as to admit of 
Taere passago under the draw of sgid bridge when closed: butin no case shall 
unn delay occur in opening the said draw after the passage of trains ; 
and kyse said compan AE poao shall EESTE its PWA Sapeaae: from 
sunset to sunrise, su ights or other signals on sai ri as t-House 
Board shall prescribe ipi ;i 


p 8 

Sec. 3, That any bridge constructed under this act and according to its limit- 
ations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a 
post-route, upon which also no her charge shall be made for the transmis- 
sion over the same of the mails, the and the munitions of war of the 
United States than the rate per mile paid for their transportation over the rail- 
roads or public highways leading to said bridge; and the United States shall 
have the right of way for tal telegraph parposos across said bridge. 

Sxc.4. That the plan and location of said bridge, with a detailed map of the 
sound at the proposed site of the age and near thereto, exhibiting the depths 
and currents, shall be submitted to the Secretary of War for his a proval, and 
until he approve the plan and location of said bridge it shall not built; but 


upon the approval of said plan by the Secretary of War the said companies, oF 
Siero bem. ane probat 36 the erection of said bridge in conformity with 


: change be made in the plan of said iago 
during the poopius of the work thereon, such change shall be subject lik: 

to the approval of the Secretary of War. If the Secretary of W: 

time deem any change rele ner aa rere, Goma Rg the 
same shall not obstruct navigation, or if he shall think the removal of the whole 
structure 


the alteration so required or the removal of the whole 


necessary, 
struct made at expense of the es owning said bridge; an 
if eaid bı Pride shall moh poir niert eed Son ateei p Woe tie passage of this 
act, the rights and privileges hereby granted determine cease, 
Sec.5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 

Mr. SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MORRISON. I demand a second? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that a second may 
be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty minutes are allowed for debate—fifteen 
minutes on each side. The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. TOWNSHEND, 
will control the time in favor of the proposition, and the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. MORRISON, will control the time against it. [Cries 
of “Vote!” ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no desire to make a speech, but gen- 
tlemen have insisted something should be said. 

Mr. MORRISON. I want to know all about this matter. 

‘Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thenas the object of the billis generally well 
known I will consume but a few minutes in its explanation. 

This bill makes it lawful for the Staten Island Rapid Transit Railroad 
Company and the Baltimore and New York Railroad Company, corpora- 
tions existing under the States of New York and New Jersey, respect- 
ively, to construct a railway bridge across the Staten Island Sound, 
knownas Arthur Kill, ator near Elizabeth, N. J., and the town of North- 
field, upon Staten Island, New York. It provides that the bridge shall 
be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, with a draw over the main channel 
of the sound at an accessibleand navigable pointand with spans of not 
less than 200 feet in the clear on each side of the central or pivot pier of 
the draw, and that these spans shall not be less than 32 feet above low- 
water mark measuring to the lowest member of the bridge su: ct- 
ure. The bill further provides that the plan and location of the bridge 
shall be submitted to the Secretary of War and receive his approval be- 
fore it can be constructed. 

The bill, Mr. Speaker, was reported favorably by unanimous vote by 
the Senate committee. It has passed the Senate nearly unanimously, 
there being but five votes against it. It has been reported by the 
House Committee on Commerce unanimously, and is now here for final 
action. This is the identical bill which has passed the Senate without 
any amendment whatever. I will also say that it was before Congress 
during the last term, and was reported favorably by the House com- 
mittee, but no action was then reached upon it. It is not probable 
any action can be had upon it during this session except by the motion 
I have made. 

I am impelled in making this motion by a belief that itis in the in- 
terest of the general commerce of the country, and especially in thein- 
terest of the people of the Mississippi Valley and the Southern States. 
The present terminal facilities on the New Jersey shore fronting New 
York Bay do not exceed 2} miles, which is now entirely occupied by a 
few rai private corporations, and business houses, who demand 
such enormous sums for any portion of these facilities as practically ren- 
der it impossible for any competing railroad to afford the purchase of a 
sufficient entrance there. 

If this bill be passed it will result in a bridge being thrown across 
the Arthur Kill or Staten Island Sound ofabout 600 yards in length, and 
thereby give access to some 10 miles of deep water on the north and east 
coast of Staten Island. Theinadequacy of terminal facilities for receiv- 
ing, storing, and shipping at New York enable those havinga monopoly of 
the present facilities to impose a heavy tax on the commerce of the 
West and South. This bill will open the gateway of commerce at New 
York to competition, and will utilize the much-needed and excellent 
harbor on Staten Island for railway connection with foreign and domes- 
tic shipping in New York Bay. 

If this bridge be constructed a new competitive line will be found in 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, which controls 3,000 miles 
of railroad, extending to Cincinnati, Chicago, and Saint Louis, and con- 
necting with the Southern and Western systems of railroads. Other 
railroad companies desiring to use the bridge will be entitled to equal 
rights and privileges in the passage over the same on just and equitable 
terms. 


It is, therefore, a bill which will result in the reduction of terminal 
charges by wholesome competition. It is well known the cost of trans- 
portation of agricultural products comesoff the producer, and when you 
can reduce that cost you increase the value of the product in the hands 
of producers. Imports for the South and West will also by this means 
find cheaper rates of transportation. 

The harbor of New York is the common property of thenation. New 
York is the great market, depot, and shipping point both for the ex- 
ports and imports of the whole country. ‘‘The harbor of New York 
is in the fullest sense the harbor of the whole country.’? ‘‘Here,”’ as 
has been said, ‘‘all the nerves and arteries of the body-politic converge. 
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Here are the vital pulsations of commerce and national energy.” There- 
fore the facilities at that point which will promote ample, free, rapid, 
and cheap transportation are of the greatest importance to all sections 
and classes in this country. , 

The construction of this bridge will extend the present limited wharf 
and harbor facilities of the city of New York by making them five 


times ter. The deep-water frontage on Staten Island will enable 
cars loaded with the of the West, the cotton of the South, and 
the other products of the country to discharge their freight immediately 


into the vessels which convey them.to foreign countries, and the im- 
ports which are brought to the port of New York may be loaded from 
the vessels that bring them upon the trains which will distribute them 
through the country, thereby avoiding the payment of the present enor- 
mous and at times extortionate charges for lighterage, ferriage, and 
other terminal charges. It is unnecessary for me to dwell longer upon 
the immense value of the construction of a bridge across this narrow 
stream to the general commerce of the country. 

The report of Major Gillespie, of the Engineer Corps, shows that the 
construction of the bridgein the manner proposed will not seriously in- 
terfere with the navigation of the Arthur Kill. In the construction of 
any bridge across a stream on which there is much commerce some in- 
terference will occur, but any such interference in this instance is ut- 
terly insignificant in comparison with the immense advantages that will 
result to the commerce of the whole country. 

I have nothing more to say, except that I am convinced, as was the 
Senate committee and as was the House committee, that this bill is in 
the interest of the general commerce not only of the West and South, 
but of the entire country. I think, therefore, the bill ought to pass, 

I ask that the report of the Senate committee may be read. 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 121) to au- 
thorize the co’ ofa bridge across the Staten Island Sound, known as 
Arthur Kill, and to establish the same as a post-road, beg leave to report as fol- 


Aa baia bridge across the Staten Island So 


as a pivot draw-bridge, witha 
pa i e and navigable point 
and with spans of not less than 200 feet in the clear on each side of the central 
or pivot pier of the draw, and that these spans shall not be less than 32 feet above 
low-water mark measuring to the lowest member of the bridge superstructure, 
‘The bill further provides the plan and location of the bridge shall be sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of War and receive his approval before it can be con- 


st R 

eyi woh otha = against rd She Oe yn 1] as ki 6d 
eir arguments vor of or an er carefully considering 

the same, now state their conclusions as follows: 

(1) Staten Island Sound, or Arthur Kill, is a tidal water way separating New 
Jersey from Staten New York. The bill does not locate the site of the 
bridge, but leaves the same to be determined yi gon of War. It was 
conceded, meyers in the arguments before committee that the point at 
which the road companies desired to construct the bridge, if the site chosen 
by them should be roved by the Secretary of War, was near the southern 
border of the town of Elizabeth, where the sound does not exceed 600 feet in 


tho ey 
panies. 
tion of the brid; 


power to locate the nepa and approve the plans thereof, and no sufficient rea- 
son has been presented to 
form usage. 

(2) Staten Island Sound is an important water way connecting Newark Bay 
and Kill von Kull with Raritan Bay, and along this sound there is carried an 
extensive commerce. The shores on either side in the main are low, flat salt 
meadows. 

The chief commerce of the sound that is to be affected by the construction of 
this bridge is that coming from South Amboy, Perth Amboy, and the Raritan 
River, At South Amboy the Pennsylvania Railroad pe ag ose have constructed 
their extensive coal wharves, and at Perth Amboy are found the large piers of 
the Lehigh Valley Railroad Company. The tonnage from South Amboy, as 
shown by the ropes of Major Gillespie, for the year ending June 30, 1834, was 
2,308,961 (Aaja being chiefly coal (see page 754); from Perth Amboy, from the same 
report 754), the tonnage was 2,293,620 tons; this also was chiefly coal, 
From the Raritan River came, first, the tonnage passing through the Delaware 
and Raritan Canal, connecting the Delaware and Raritan Rivers, amounting, as 
shown by that re (page , tol tons; and also the tonnage coming 
from man and other establ ents upon the river and tributaries, 
and which was carried in small sail-boats or small steamers, and shown in the 

What proportion of this entire ¢ tlirough the Raritan Bay and 

ion oi entire tonnage passes n Bay an 
takes what la known, as the outer channel the Narrows to New York 
and what qavpoation of the same passes through the outer channel and 
panar Hook and up the coast, the committee have no accurate means of de- 


all parties, that the 
and the ware and Raritan Canal, and which passed up the sound to New 
York Harbor and to ports situated on or near Long Island Sound, was carried 
almost exclusively in canal-boats and barges, Theseboatsand barges are placed 
in large tows, sometimes containing, as stated to the committee, 8000 tons of 


coal, and drawn by tugs. The boats or barges coming from the Delaware 
and Raritan are brought down the Raritan River in large tows and 
through the draw-bridge ofthe Central Railroad of New Jersey at the mouth of 
the Raritan River. The draw of this gives a clear water way of feet. 
The o ts of the bill claim that the construction of the bridge would offer 
serious ol ction to this ~ and barge traffic the width 
of the channel to two clear water ways of 200 feet each; the ee, how- 
ever, are of the opinion that the difficulties anticipated by the ents of the 
bill will not arise in actual practice. It must be remembered canal- 


boats and ba: will readily pass under the bridge constructed 30 feet above 
low-water mark without the draw thereof being open, and it was shown to this 
committee thata proportion of the were provided with smoke-stacks 
of sucira height that they could readily under the bi without the open- 
ing of the draw. Moreover, it is a well-known fact that the smoke-stacks of 
these tugs can be so constructed that they can be lowered while passing under 
a bridge, and that this form of construction is quite common, if not almost uni- 
versal, upon the Western rivers, where the boats are frequently required to lower 
their stacks while passing under bridges constructed without a draw. 

The committee call attention to the fact that the bill does not fix the exact 
benio sew hion the bridge is to be constructed above low-water mark, but pre- 
seri that it shal! be constructed not less than 30 feet above the same, leaving 
to the Secretary of War to determine whether, under all the roigpaasctnas Te gran 
bridge shall be constructed a few feet higher the maintains pesan by 
the bill. The committee call attention to the fact that very mi of this com- 
merce that will pass through this b: has not only come through the Dela- 
ware and Raritan Canal, but has come in tows through the 200-foot draw at the 
mouth of the Raritan River. The committee are not aware that a draw of 
greater leugth than that prescribed by the bill has ever been required by Con- 
pinne enactment, The New York and Greenbush Railroad Company's 
bridge is constructed across the Hudson River, near Albany, with a draw of 170 
fvet and above this draware made up the large tows of canal-boats coming from 
the Erie Canal and destined to New York, and through it also pass all the large 
steamers plying between New York and Albany. 

The lake commerce of the city of Chicago is acoommodated upon the Chicago 
River, and at least 99 per cent. of the same passes through one draw-bridge and 
90 per cent. passes through five draw- . Over the Ch River there are 
some thirty-three bridges with draws therein,and none of them, we believe, 
are of greater width than that paver. by the bill. Under the act of Con: 
approved the 3d day of March, 1883, the co: on of a bridge of the New 
York, Boston and Providence Railroad Company saree the Thames River, at 
or near New London, Conn., waa authori ; the location and plans thereof 
were to be approved by a of Army and Navy officers designated by the 
Secretaries of War and Navy. After full discussion this board has approved a 

lan of a bridge with a draw of substantially the same length as that provided 

n the biil, and through this draw paa the sound steamers of the Norwich line, 
and large ocean eraft, and the United States war vessels destined to the naval 
station which is situated some distance above the bridge. Across the Hariem 
River in New Yorls bridges have recently constructed and approved by 
the engincers of the roe 8 with draws of considerably less width than the one 
proj by this bill; and under these bridges and through these draws passes 
an immense commerce, as well as the large car floats and tows of the New 
York Central and Hudson River Railroad to the High Bridge terminus of that 


line. 

It is a fact well known that there is scarcely a navigable water way in New 
Jersey which has not been bridged under the authority of the Legislature of 
that State. The large commerce of the city of Newark, with a population of 
150,000 inhabitants, and of its Arg Ganson towns pores orong the draws of 
the numerous bridges across the Newark and the Passaic River, and none 
of these draws havea width greater than 80 feet, and the extent and value of 
ie rennet a> been of veia paming paga re pegs by 
the above-mentioned report o: jor lespie (page 5 ese bridges 
across the Newark Bay and the Passaic River are so low that the draws are re- 
quired to be opened even for the smallest craft, 

The committee are therefore persuaded that the commerce of Arthur Kill 
can readily pass through a 200-foot draw. Jt was shown to the committee 
there was a limited commerce of small oyster-boats and craft of that kind, but 


of course these would have no difficulty in 1 through this draw-bridge. 
Very few sea-going vessels through the Arthur Kill, and only when in tow, 
and it was not seriously c that vessels of this character would be affected 


by the construction of this bridge. 

The committee refer to the fact that a bill similar to this received the unani- 
mous approval of the Senate Committee on Commerce at the last session, and 
they also refer to and make a part of this report the report of the Secretary of 
Warand the communications of the War Department in to the previous 
bill, which contained provisions substantially the same as the one now in ques- 
tion. They call special attention to the following language of Major Gillespie, 
of the Engineers: 

“The proposed clear width of 200 feet on either side of the pivot will be ample 
to prevent interference with security and convenience of navigation of 
Arthur Kill, It is a comprehensive enterprise, which, if successfully carried 
out, will add greatly to the commercial character of the island and the adja- 
cent shores, and the bridges may be safely authorized to be built under the re- 
strictions of the bill without any detriment to commerce, present or pros- 

ve. z 
In the report of Major Gillespie the Chief of Engineers concurred, and the 
same was approved by the POR of War. 

3) The two corporations which by the bill are authorized to constract this 
bridge are now controlled by the Baltimoreand Ohio Railroad Company, which 
seeks for its traffic an independent outlet upon New York Harbor. This com- 
pany is one of the 1 trunk lines, so called, controlling some 3,000 miles of 
railway, cutending, to Cincinnati, Louisyille, and Saint Louis on the southwest, 
and Pittsburgh, Cleveland, Sandusky, and Chicago in the north and northwest. 

This company desires to use the northern and eastern shore of Staten Island 
for its terminus; upon these shores there is ample depth of water for the ac- 
commodation of the largest sea-going vessels. These vessels can come direct to 
the piers constructed upon these Staten Island shores and unload their cargoes 
direct into warehouses, whence the same can be loaded directly into cars for 
shipment to their places of distribution. Terminal charges for lighterage from 
the vessel to the warehouse and again from the warehouse to the railroad will 
thus be saved. The average cost of lighterage in New York Harbor wasstated 
to your committee at 60 cents a ton. The rail company also 

their nger traffic in fast steamers directly from the northern 
the Laad their depot near the Battery in New York city, and wh: 
speeeeny: connected with the station of the four elevated railroad lines in New 
Yor! 

The construction of the bridge will therefore serve a very important public 
purpose and accommodate a very large amount of interstate and foreign trafic, 
and will give to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad an independent terminus at 
New York, and will bring into use for commercial purposes the deep-watered 
shore of Staten Island, which forms the southern portion of the New York 
Harbor. 


(4) The committee are of opinion that the commerce which passesacross such 
a stream as Staten Island Sound is to be accommodated as well as that which 
passes along it,and,in the language of the Supreme Court in the case of Es- 
canaba Company vs. Chicago (107 U.S. Reports, page 680), The object of wiso 
legislation is to give facilities to both with the least obstruction to cither.”’ 
This we think is accomplished by the provisions of the bill. Commerce of the 
rai can pass across the sound,commerce of the sound can pass through 
the draws which are ample for every pu and the large proportion of the 
sound traffic can pass under the bridge without even the necessity of opening 
the draw and without being obstructed in any substantial degree. 

The committee therefore report Senate bill No. 121 with amendments, and rec- 
ommend ils as amended 


- Since this report was prepared the attention of your committee has been called 


1886. 
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to resolutions passed by the Legislature of New Jersey, touching the authority 
of Congress in these premises, and in fact a e thatauthority. They there- 
fore submit their views as to this question. They also annex communications 
from the Sapone $ of War. 

The committee does not deem it necessary to enter into an extended discus- 
sion of the powerof Congress to pass acts authorizing the construction of bridges 
over interstate water ways. This power exercised too frequently to 
be now the subject of serious denial. To cite a single instance among the 
statutes enacted by the Forty-seventh Congress, there are twenty-four acts in 
ee can same terms as the present bill authorizing railroad companies 
to build over navigable rivers within and between States; hardly a ses- 
sion of Congress passes without similar authority being conferred upon a rail- 
road or bri company to bridge some navigable stream. 

In 1876 the State of South Carolina filed a bill in the Supreme Court of the 
United States against the State of Georgia and the Secretary of War to prevent 
the United States engineers from building a crib across one channel of the Sa- 
vannah River in order to deepen the others. The court dismissed the bill, and 
in doing so used the following language : 

“They (the States before the adoption of the Federal Constitution) had ple- 
nary authority to make improvements in the bed of a river, to divert the water 
from one channel to another, and to plant obstructions in it at their will, but 
the power to regulate commerce conferred by the Constitution is that which 
previously existed in the States. The power to ate commerce confers the 
control for that pu to the extent necessary of all the pavian ele rivers of 
ie Saran gt Rega which ae eee ee a State base ng AOSTA in badges 
they lie; for this purpose they are the public property of the Un States, su 
ject to al me e, (South Carolina vs. Georgia, 


) 
the court said: 

“ Every structure erected in the bed of a river, whether in the channel or not, 
would be an obstruction. It might be a light-house erected on a submerged 
sand-bank, or a jetty pushed out into the stream to narrow the water way, or a 
pier of a bridge standing where vessels now pass.’' 

It is true that the States retain the power to authorize the construction of 
bridges across navigable streams as long as the subject is notregulated by Con- 

ress, but the moment that Congress, in pursuance of the power delegated to it 

ry the Constitution, exercises its right to authorize the construction of bridges, 
State enactments contrary thereto become null and void. This is a doctrine 
settled by numerous decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
upon which Congress has uniformly acted. In the case of Gillman vs. Phila- 
delphia (3 Wallace, 713) the court, referring to the construction of bridges, uses 
the following language: ; 

“The States lave always exercised this power, and, from the nature and ob- 
jects of the two systems of government, they must always continue to exercise 
it, subject, however, in all cases to the paramount authority of Co: when- 
ever the power of the State shall be exerted within the sphere of the commer- 
cial power which belongs to the nation." 


n: 

n ly, Congress may interpose, whenever it shall be deemed necessary; by 
general or cial laws it may late all bridges over navigable waters, re- 
move offending bridges,and punish those who shall thereafter erect them. 
Within the sphere of their authority both the legislative and judicial power of 
the United States are supreme, A different doctrine finds no warrant in the 
Constitution and is abnormal and revolutionary.” 

In a case concerning a license to construct a boom in the Mississippi, the court 
said, in 1878: ‘‘ Moreover, the United States, having paramount control over the 
river, may grant such license if the State should refuseone.”” (98 U. Bapao a; 
Patterson vs. Boom RER OA DA In 1882 the same court said, in the case relating 
to the bridge over the Ohio River, authorized by both State and the United States, 
that the act of Congress was “the paramount license for the erectionand mainte- 
nance of the bridge.” (105 U. S. page 479, Bridge Company ts. United States.) 
The authority to construct the bridge across the Missouri River from Council 
Bluffs to Omaha is derived from the act of Congress of February 24, 1871, without 
any legislation of the State of Iowa authorizing its construction, and the con- 
struction of the bridge under this act has been declared legal by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

The act of Congress of July 14, 1862 (11 Stat. L 570), authorized a railroad com- 
I to construct the bridge over the Ohio River near Steubenville, and makes 
void all visions of the acts of Ohio or Virginia in conflict therewith. This 
is a notable instance of where Congress authorized a railroad company to con- 
struct its bridge over the Ohio River, although the express legislation of nia 
provided that it should not construct that bridge until certain other bridges 
should be constructed elsewhere. The act of Congressstrikes down this restric- 
tion of the State Legislature, and gives express authority to the railroad com- 
pony te construct its bridge in spite of the same. 

The committee do not deem it ni to cite more instances of Congres- 
sional action in authorizing bridges, nor to refer at greater le to the numer- 
ous decisions of the Supreme Court and circuit courts of the United States,in 
which this power is recognized as unquestioned. x 

War Department, Washington City, January 27, 1836. 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a letter, dated the Sth 
instant, from the Committee on Commerce, by its clerk, inclosing Senate bill No. 
121, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, “to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, and to establish the 
same as a post-road,” and requesting that the committee be furnished with such 
suggestions as may be deemed proper touching the merits of the bill and the 
prop! y of its passage. _ 

In reply I beg to invi our attention to the inclosed letter, dated the 2ist 
Sora rom the Chief of eers, who embodies a report in this matter b; 
Major omy a Corps of Engineers, concurring in his views, and recommend- 
ing that the “pp in the clear between the bi and the water be measured 
from the level of mean low water, and be made 82 feet, if practicable. 

The vc oat aay of Major Gillespie and of the Chief of Engineers are 
concurred in. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. R, MCMILLAN, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, U. 8, Senate. 


OFFICE or THe CHIEF or Excixeers, U. S, ARMY, 
Washington, D. O., January 21, 1836. 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the reference to this office for report of 
Jetter from the Senate Committee on Commerce, by its clerk, Mr. J. B., McMillan, 
dated the 8th instant, inclosing Senate bill 121, Forty-ninth Co: , first ses- 
sion, “to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Staten d Sound, 
known as Arthur Kill, and establish the same as a road,” and to state 
that it was referred to Maj. G. L. Gillespie, Corps of Engineers, who has returned 
it with a report, of which the following copy is i apo ta submitted. 

Major Gillespie’s views are concutred in by this office, and in addition it is 
recommended that the height in the clear between the br: structure and the 
Sda pe oseanen from the level of mean low water, be made 32 feet, if 
practicable. 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, New York, January 16, 1836. 

GENERAL: Ihavethe honor to submit the following report in compliance with 
first indorsement, Office Chief of United States Army, January 14, 
1886, on letter from Committee on merce, United States Senate, January 8, 
1886, referring to Senate bill 121, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, “ Toauthor- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Staten Island Sound, known as Ar- 
thur Kill, and to establish the same as a post-road.” 

This is essentially the same as Senate bill 1447, via nee Congress, first 
session, upon which reports were submitted from this o: under dates of Feb- 
ruary 28 and April 15,1884, to which references are ctfully made. 

Arthur Kill is about 12 miles long, and isa retired and sheltered water con- 
nection, through Kill von Kul), between the Upper Bay of New York and the 
mouth of the tan River. At the proj site of the bridge the width from 
bank to bank, between high-water lines, is 625 feet, approximately, and between 
the 12-foot curves 500 feet, ys gg rere ds the depth in the center of the chan- 
nel being 15 to 19 feet M. L. W. In the northern half of the kill the navigable 
depth is 13 feet, low stage,and in the south half 15 to 15 feet, low singe; these 
are the minimum depths arising from small shoals, the maximum depth near 
Perth Amboy being in excess of 35 feet. By a slight improvement the naviga- 
ble depth may readily be increased throughout to 20 feet, low stage. 

Senate bill 121, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, provides for the enns!ruc- 
tion of a pivot draw-bridge, which shall have a width of span of not less than 200 
feet in the clear on either side of the pivot pier, and a height of not less than 30 
fect from lower chord tolow-water level. These provisions, in my opinion. mect 
all the demands of the present or future commerce of the kill, and the restric- 
tions contained in section 4 of the bill are ample to secure a location aud con- 
struction for the pivot pier such as will canse least interference with the exist- 
Ar pom abe cig nel and at the same time will be least obstructive to the 


currents, £ 
The construction of se propad bridge under the provisions of the bill will 
not injuriously affect any interests over which the Government has control, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
G. L. GILLESPIE, 
Major of Engineers, But. Lieut. Col., Uniled States Army. 
Brig. Gen. Jons NEWTON 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, Washington, D. C. 
The letter from the Senate Committee on Commerce is herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
"JOHN NEWTON. 


Chief of Engineers, Brig. and Bri. Maj. Gexcrct. 
Hon, W. C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, March 7, 1884. 


post-roads,”" which was 

from the Senate Committee on Commerce for the views of this Depart- 
ment thereon, I have the honor to inclose herewith a report of the Chief of En- 
giueeta dated the áth instant, reap isna f a copy of a report upon the subject of 
— bill by Maj. G. L. Gillespie, Corps of Engineers, New York, dated the 23th 
imo, > 


The views presented by Major Gillespie, in which the Chief of Engineers ex- 
mens his araar N on are — in by this Department. 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
2 ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 


Secretary of War. 
Hon. S. J. R. MCMILLAXN, 
Chairman Commitice on Commerce, United Stales Senate. 
OFFICE OF CHIEF or ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 

Washington, D. C., March 4, 1884. 
Sır: I have the honor to return herewith (S. 1447) “A bill to authorize the 
construction of certain bridges across the Staten Island Sound known as Ar- 
thur Kill, and to establish the same as post-roads,”’ referred to the War Depart- 
ment for its views and ions from the Committee on Commerce of the 
Senate of the United States, and thence to this officc, and to invite attention to 
the following copy of the report thereon of Maj. G. L. Gillespie, Corps of En- 


gineers. 

It will be observed that jor Gillespie sees no objection to the construction 
of draw-bridges as provided for, but makes Lay ances to spanning the highway 
in aes by a bridge with unbroken spans haying the elevation edin 


the bill. 
[Second indorsement.] 
UNITED States ENGINEER OFFICE, New York, February 23, 1854. 

Respectfully returned to the Chief of Engineers, United States Army. That 
there may be no mistake as to the water way mentioned as “Staten Island 
Sound,” I take occasion to say in the beginning that the navigable channel 
known by that name is limited exclusively to the narrow and tortuous water 
course usually called Arthur Kill, which separates Staten Island on the west 
rasan oe the New Jersey shore, and extends from Elizabethport to Perth Am- 

F, N. J. 

The name Kill von Kull is reserved solely forthe connecting passage between 
Upper New York Bay and Newark Bay, separating Bergen Neck on the north 
from Staten Island on the south. 

The bridges mentioned in Senate bill 1447, Forty-eighth Congress, first session, 
are proposed to be erected over Arthur Kill, one at or below Elizabethport, N. 
J. and the other at or above Perth Amboy, N.J. 

Arthur Kill is the grand highway for all the local commerce of the several 
ports and streams on the west side of Staten Island, as well as for the interstate 
commerce passing south and west through the Delaware and Raritan Canal, 
which connects the Raritan River at New Brunswick, N, J., with the Delaware 
River at Trenton, N. J. This canal is one of the cipal links of the chain of 
internal navigation of the*Atlantic seaboard. It a minimum depth of 8 feet 
throughout, and its annual tonnage is 2,000,000 tons, sporoxinnately: less of late 
pacers than formerly, owing to railroad competition, though its importance as a 
water way is no’ F 

The draws which are described in the bill are sufficiently wide to meet all 
ee eee of commerce along the route over which the bridges are to be 

uilt, 

I do not approve the nning of any important navigable highway adjacent 
to the sea, which is eros may hereafter be utilized by sea-going vessels, by a 
bridge with continuous spans, even if the bottom chords should be piaca so 
high as 100 feet above high-water mark, except in the rare case of two pa er pa 
populous cities, where the intereommunication between them over a brid, 
goua be greatly interfered with by frequent and prolonged openings of the 

raw. 

No such condition exists on Arthur Kill, and while the existing depth of water 
is not sufficient for ing vessels of the first class, yet the stream is ca 
of improvement, and will be improved whenever commerce demandsit. For 

the brid should be provided with draws. 


this reason ges The proj clear 
width of 200 feet on eitherside of the pivot will be ample to preventinterference 
with the security and convenience of navigation of Arthur Kill. 
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On the approach to Newark, N. J., from Kill von Kull, the Central Railroad of 


New Jersey, which crosses Newark "Ba: g of 80 
feet on either side of pivot; the New York and Newark Railroad, at the mouth 
ofthe Passaic River, one of 65 feet, and the Pennsylvania Railroad, in the 
city of Newark, has one of 75 feet. 
he Central Railroad of New Jersey, whose tracks cross Raritan River near 
roach to the canal, after a lengthy controversy with the 
tan at any aopa and builtadraw opening of 200 


, has a draw with a clear o; 


ing 
wharves to be built, it is said, by the coal 


-carrying on deep water on the 
east side of the island, 
It is a comprehensive enterprise, which, if successfully carried out, will add 
tly to the commercial character of the island and the adjacent sh 


t shores, and 
may be safely authorized to be built under the restrictions of the bill 
without any detriment to commerce, present or prospective. 
The papers are herewith returned. 
G. L. GILLESPI 


Major of Engineers, Bri. Lieut. Col., U, 8. A. 
I began in enian Sitch REN 
ery respectfully, your ol servant, 
H. G. WRIGHT, 
Chief of Engineers, Brig, and Bvt. Maj, Gen. 
Hon. RoBERT T, LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War. 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ESGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
$ Washington, D. C., April 17, 1884, 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the reference to this office on the llth 
instant of the letter of Hon. W. P. FRYE, of the Committee on Commerce of the 
United States Senate, inclosing S. 1447, “to authorize the construction of certain 
bridges across the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill or Kill von Kull, 
and to establish the same as post-roads,” and certain pres relating thereto, 
and to state that it was referred to Maj. G. L. Gillespie, Corps of Engineers, who 
has returned it with the report of which the following is a copy. 

Major Gillespie's views appear to be just and proper, and are concurred in. 

Unrrep STATES ENGINEER'S OFFICE, New York, April 15, 1884. 

Respectfully returned to the Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 

The intent of the as I understand it, is to authorize at this time the con- 
struction of a railroad bridge over the navigable waters of Arthur Kill, the Sec- 

of War having the reserved right, in the interest of commerce, to dictate 
the c rand arrangement of the bridge in all its parts, 

The pon submitted with Mr. Bonnett’s paper has been carefully consid- 
ered. e east bank of Arthur Kill, on the northern side of Staten nd, ex- 
tending south to Fresh Kills, is a wide marsh land, with but little variation in 
its elevation for adistance back from the shore line of over2 miles. Ifthe lower 
chord ofthe bridge proposed to be built near smaa ody placed at 135 feet 
above high water the oo scorned to the bridge would be over leng and high 
trestle-work, which would have so steep a grade as to make the railroad pro! 
ably unfitted for giving rapid transit to the towns on the 
west bank, or for convenient connection with existing railroads. 

The 135-foot contour of the island along the pores railroad line on the north 
shore does not extend westward of Factoryville. At the southwestern point of 
the island the gns is higher than on the north shore; on the ridge above 
Tottenville the 100-footcontour appenin os a popie rise, but this is an exception; 
all the rest of the ground in the vicinity is much lower. 

The low character of the land adjacent to Arthur Kill therefore compels, with 
rapid transit in view, the construction of Jow bridges; and that they may not 
obstruct navigation, draws must be poan, the exact width and arrangement 
of which can be definitely stated only after a careful survey of the water course 
has been made, including the determination of the strength and directions of the 
current, A clear width of not less than 200 feet in the channel way, through the 
ha provided for in the act, is, with my present knowledge, deemed sufficient 
for the requirement of the commerce of Arthur Kill, and projected brid; 
may, it is thought, be built without iuning injuriously with the flow of the 
tide, or without increasing the dangers to navigation due to ice which forms in 
the kill or which is driven there by winds and currents. 

The relation of the to the tides, ice floes, and other matters involving 
the rights of commerce will en; the attention of the examining officers des- 
yana by the Secretary of War r the bridge company shall have presented 

rawings and specifications of the plans proposed, 

The examination will inclade not only the bridges proper and the Aiea A 
width of draws, but their sites and the sites and arrangements of the piers wit 
reference to the navigation of Arthur Kill in all its bearings. 

The papers are herewith returned, 

G. L. GILLESPIE, 


Major of Engineers, Bet. Lieut. Col., U. S. A 
The letter of Hon, Mr. FRYE is herewith returned, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


d and on the 


' JOHN NEWTON, 
_ Chief of Engiacers, Brig. and Bet. Maj. Gen. 
Jon. ROBERT T., LINCOLN, 

Secretary of War. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, April 19, 1884, 


Sir: Referring to your letter of the 10th instant, inclosing bill S. 1447, Forty- 
eighth Congress, first session, a bill ‘to authorize the construction of certain 
bridges across the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill or Kill von Kull, 
and to establish the same as » together with a petition from Mr. P. 
Bonnett and other shore-owners, and also returning for consideration in con- 
nection with the petition referred to a report, dated the 4th ultimo, from the 
Chief of Engineers, embodying a report on this bill from Maj. G. L. Gillespie, 
Corps of Engineers,.I have the honor to invite your attention to the incl 
report of April 17, 1884, from the Chief of Engineers. 


embodying a A,” Paraan 
report, dated the 15th nt, from Maj. G. L. Gillespie, rpa eers, 
whose views as expressed therein are concurred in by the Chief of Engineers. 


The neies esika yon sete arte! neigh seemed: 
very y, your ent servan 
; ROBERT T. LINCOLN, Secretary of War. 
Hon. WILLIAM P, FRYE, 
Chairman of subcommitice of Committee on Commerce, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. MORRISON. I would like to have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. Crisp) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 121) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur 
Kill, and to establish the same as a post-road, have had the same under consid- 

and report as follows: 

The bill contains all the restrictions necessary for the protection of the navi- 


ion of the Arthur Kill, is recommended the War pate ply nea and we 
ink esr be passed. We therefore report the bill back with a favorable rec- 
ommendation. s 


Mr. MORRISON. Hereisa paper from an anginas which gives some 
light on this subject. I send it to the desk to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In regard to the proposed building of a railroad bridge across Arthur Kill 
between Staten Island and New Jersey, this railroad bridge is to be 


hport, runs between Staten 
Island and New Jersey, and empties into Raritan Ba: 

The bill introduced is for a bridge rt to Staten Isl- 
ee hea pier 500 feet long, parallel with the channel, having a draw 

eet wide. 

To build such a bridge at this point, at least 300 feet of the water inclosed | 
between these shores will be obstructed by the piling or the piers which will 
have to be driven or built to support the Aico x 

Arthur Kill is very narrow, only 600 feet wide; is one of the most important 
aes for commerce in the vicinity of New York Harbor. 

‘he channel is used by all the vessels which transport the commerce originat- 
ing at Elizabethport, and also by all vessels, steamers, boats, berger ae tows 
which go to and come from the many rivers tributary to Arthur Kill, or which 
— from New York Harbor southward, through the Delaware and Raritan 
al, which, with the Raritan River, is the connecting link of interstate com- 
merce between States south of New Jersey and those east. The annual ton- 
nage of the canal alone, at one time, amounted to 5,500,000 tons; it is now 
iminished to 1,800,000 tons on account of shoals in the Raritan River, and the 
unfortunate delay at the mouth of this river compelling the tows to wait for 
certain stages of the tide before attempting to pu through the draw of the 
Long Branch Railroad Company’s bridge; then they experience great difficulty 
in getting safely through. 

In 1874 the General Government proposed to improve the channel by dredging 
achannel 400 feet wide, 13 feet deep, mean low water, extending from Shootec 
Island, leading past the wharves at scvegirang ahs with deflecting dikes on both 
sides of the channel. The opposition to the dikes was so influential that April 
26, 1875, a gencral order was issued constituting a board of United States engi- 
neer officers to examine and report a plan for a channel between Staten Island 
and New Jersey, which board reported November 30, 1875, and in this report is 
the following paragraph : 

“It has been urged that the projected route by reason of the abrupt termina- 
tion of direction at the eastern end of the dikes will inconvenience the to 
companies, while the advantage of a wider, deeper,and shorter channel, only 
abouta mile long, between dikes, more than compensates for the inconveniences 
of this change of direction to the larger class of vessels, It is naie probable that 
large tows would by preference take the present channel if suitably improved,” 

Any proposition to dike in the present channel would doubtless prove a fail- 
ure, as the meeting of Arthur Kill and Kill von Kull currents would form a 
shoal somewhere between the dikes or at their entrance, and thus defeat the 
purpose of their construction. This board place their decision not to recom- 
mend the dikesystem of improvement already commenced solely on this ground, 
that whatever may have been the prospective requirements of commerce on 
this route three years ago, ita present needs do not,in their opinion, call fora 
14-foot channel at mean low water to be attained by the construction of dikes 
at lage cost. On the contrary, they believe that the existing channel can be 
sufficiently improved to accommodate present commercial interests by dredging 
to a depth of 10 to 11 feet at mean low water, by diminishing its curvature at the 
corner stakes light, and by giving it such width as to permit the passage of large 
tows and the largest class of sailing vessels in use on these waters without risk 
of colliding or grounding. We therefore recommend that this deepening and 
hp of the channel be effected in accordance with the plans which we now 
submit: 

As the channel in its western and difficult apts was produced by the 
transit of large tows drawn by steamers and the larger class of propellers, it is 
presumed that when deepened the same causes will help to maintain that depth 
and diminish the expenditures that will be required from time to time for dredg- 


ing. 

It will be noticed that the board of engineers decided that shoals will form 
somewhere between the dikes or at their entrance. These dikes were to be 
built parallel with the channel, sothat the water could flow past them. Now, if 
shoals form around such dikes, which com tively do not obstruct the flow 
of water, is itnot demonstrated that if piles are driven directly across or hori- 
zontal to the flow of water of the channel, or large piers built with narrow out- 
lets, that they act as a dam, stopping the flow of water in a great measure, and 
in consequence shoals will more readily form, and in a short time the channel 
will dwindle down to a narrow, intricate one, caused by shoals forming around 
the piers of the railroad bridge, causing t inconvenience to the commercial 
interests of the many tribu rivers which rely on this kill as the means of a 
near, direct,and economical delivery of their merchandise, and on which the 
General Government has expended ,000 improving. 

The maintenance of deep water and open channel at this point is a matter of 
more than local importance, as it not only concerns the ago ig Hn of New 
Jersey, but also a considerable part of that of Pennsylvania, Delaware, and 
Maryland, being a great outlet for easy and economical delivery to the manu- 
factories of the New England States. The number of veasels which pass through 
this channel amounts to 98,000 annually, carrying a total tonnage of 16,500, 
tons, with an estimated value of $61,592,000. 

Any bridge across this kill would greatly obstruct the navigation ofthis channel, 
‘as the distance from Staten Island to New Jersey is only 600 feet, and at least 
300 feet of that would be occupied by the piers to re til the bridge. 

A bridge can be built a little farther down Staten Island Sound which would 
have its center pier entirely out of water, resting on Buckwheat Island, a draw 
on the New Jersey side of the island and aspan ape rong Sala Buckwheat Island 
to Staten Island. Such a bridge should have an elevation of at least 70 feet from 
mean high water, and would not be an obstruction to the navigation of this high- 
way. 

For verification of commercial statistics I refer to the report of Col. G. L. Gil- 
lespie, United States Engineer Corps United States Army. (Appendix G, pages 


741, 742. 
S A.B. BURR, Chief Enginecr. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This being a motion to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, is an amendment to the bill in order ? 

The SPEAKER. Not unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then Iaskunanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment which will obviate the objection of the engineer in charge of the 
harbor at that point—an amendment drawn precisely in accordance 
with his su; ions. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can not accept any amendment, but I will 


1886. 
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state that accompanying the Senate rt are the opinions of engineers 
showing that the bridge will be no serious obstruction to commerce. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This amendment is in accordance with the sug- 
gestions of the engineer in charge of the harbor. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I object.. 

Me MORRISON. Has the paper that I sent to the desk been read 
in full? 

The SPEAKER. The reading has been completed. 

Mr. MORRISON. This bill seems to have merit in it. I make no 
further objection to its passage. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask to have the Senate report printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not think that is necessary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think it is very necessary, in order that all 
the facts may be known. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?’ 

Mr. MILLS. I object. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Unless the objection to my amendment is with- 
drawn there will be objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I mustask that that report be read, be- 
cause it embodies the objections that have been made and the answers 


It can be read in the gentleman’s time. 
the reading of the report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. 8 er, I will trust to the generosity of 
the House hereafter to allow the report to be printed in the RECORD, 
and will not insist upon its reading at this time. 

The question was taken on the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill; and there were—ayes 139, noes 3. 

So (more than two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the rules 
were suspended and the bill was š 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
gentlemen be permitted to print remarks upon this bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of New York. Mr. Speaker, in my humble judg- 
ment the measure now under consideration is one of very great impor- 
tance to the business interests, and so to the general welfare of the en- 
tire country. It is a question of the completion of another trunk line 
connecting the great West and our chief commercial center, a trunk 
line owning and controlling 3,000 miles of railroad and seeking proper 
terminal facilities at the seaboard. Shall Congress authorize the build- 
ingof a bridge across Staten Island Sound connecting the States of New 
York and New Jersey—a draw-bridge, at least 32 feet above low water 
mark and with a channel of 200 feet clear on each side of the pivot pier 
of the draw, the plans and location of which are to be subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of War, the bridge not to be built till such 
approval is given? After careful consideration in committee, favorable 
reports were made by the Committee on Commerce of both the Senate 
and House of Representatives, and the measure has recently passed the 
Senate by a large majority. The sentiment so far as expressed by the 
commercial bodies of New York is unanimous in favor of the bill. 
The New York Legislature adopted unanimously resolutions requesting 
their Senators and Representatives in Congress to use “‘ all honorable 
means to procure the of the bill authorizing the eonstruction 
of the Arthur Kill bridge as a public improvement leading to largely 
increasing terminal facilities, without cost to the State or General Gov- 
ernment.” The opposition thus far has come from the State of New 
Jersey. For reasons satisfactory to themselves, her Senators and Rep- 
resentatives have and will oppose the bill, and that too with the zeal 
and ability characteristic of the representatives of that State; but for 
one I have heard no arguments in opposition which should stand for a 
moment as against those that can be presented in favor of the measure. 
I trust the bill may be promptly passed, believing that the results will 
prove such legislation to have been in the line of desirable and legiti- 
mate commercial competition and tending to the best interests of all 


concerned. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, as Richmond County, orStaten Island, 
is part of the constituency I have the honor to represent, I will avail my- 
self of the leave granted by the House to present the reasons for my- 
support.of the bill now before the House ‘‘ to authorize the construction 
of a bridge acfoss the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, and 
to establish thesame as a post-road.’? The bill was introduced by my- 
self at the outset of this session. It asks nothing of the United States 
buta right of way in the interests of interstate commerce over anavigable 
channel, and surrounds the granting of that right with every proper pre- 
caution against undue interference with navigation, which, I assume, is 
the only point this House will feel called upon to guard. Noquestion 
of theright of Co to pass the bill can be seriously raised and main- 
tained, except, perhaps, for dilatory purposes, and then notin the public 
interest. The authority of Congress over all navigable streams within 
our own borders has been settled by a long line of decisions of the Su- 
preme Court, and especially and absolutely so where the tide ebbs and 

flows, as in this case. The only question is one of expediency, and 
on that point I think the proofs are overwhelming. 

The bill authorizes the Staten Island Rapid Transit Railroad Com- 
pany, œ corporation existing under the laws of the State of New York, 


and the Baltimore and New York Railroad Company, a corporation 
existing under the laws of New Jersey, to construct, for the passage of 
railroad trains, across that part of Staten Island Sound known as Arthur 
Kill, from New Jersey to Richmond County (Staten Island), New York, 
a pivotal draw-bridge, with a span of not less than 200 feet on each 
side of the central pier, and of a height not less than 32 feet from the 
lowest part of the structure to mean low-water mark. The use of the 
bridge is not restricted to the two railroads named. Any railroad, by 
paying a reasonable compensation to the owners, can traverse the bridge; 
and it is further provided that if the Secretary of War shall at any 
time deem a change of construction necessary to prevent obstruction to 
navigation, or if he shall even deem the removal of the whole struct- 
ure for this purpose, he shall have power to direct it to be 
done at the cost of the owners of the bridge. In this and every other 
respect ample precautions have been taken to protect the navigation of 
this most important water way. 

It may, perhaps, be necessary to explain to gentlemen not familiar 
with the topography of New York Harbor that Arthur Kill is a narrow 
arm of the sea separating the west side of Staten Island from the New 
Jersey shore and connecting Raritan Bay with the Kill von Kull, the 
latter a channel which debouches into Upper New York Bay and divides 
Bergen Neck, New Jersey, on the north from Staten Island on the south. 
Arthur Kill has a length of 12 miles and a width varying from 3,600 
fect at its widest to 600 feet at its narrowest point and a current rang- 
ing, according to the estimates of different engineers, from one and a 
quarter to two and a half miles an hour. ‘ 

The bill as originally framed provided that the proposed bridge should 
be constructed at the narrowest point; but as it now comes before the 
House this question is left absolutely to the discretion of the Secretary 
of War, the bill enacting that a detailed map of the sound, showing 
the depths and currents at the proposed site of the bridge, shall be first 
submitted to him, and that without his approval of plan and location 
the bridge shall not be built. > 

This is not a new question before Congress or the country. A bill 
of similar purport (H. R. 4830) was introduced by myself in the first 
session of the Forty-cighth Congress. It was very carefully considered 
by the Committee on Commerce who reported a substitute (H. R. 7165) 
embracing most of the main features of the original bill. Pending ac- 
tion by a co-ordinate branch, the engineers of the War Department 
were called upon to investigate the matter. Major Gillespie, the offi- 
cer selected for this purpose, made a careful and able repari fully rec- 
ognizing the importance of the water way proposed to bridged, in 
respect to which he said: 

Arthur Kill is the grand highway for all the local commerce of the several 
ports and streams on the west side of Staten Island, as well as for the interstate 
commerce passing south and west through the Delaware and Raritan Canal, 
which connects the Raritan River at New Brunswick, N. J., with the Delaware 
River at Trenton, N.J. This canal is one of the principal links of the chain of 
internal navigation of the Atlantic seaboard, 

He added: 


The draws which are described in the bill are sufficiently wide to meet all the 
e wa gage of the commerce along the route over which the bridges are to 

(There were two bridges proposed in the bill as originally intro- 
duced; in the present bill one only is provided for.) And in closing his 
report he said: 

The main objects to be gained by the construction of these bridges are to give 
rapid transit around the nd to points on the New Jersey shore, to increase 
the facilities for reaching New York, and to provide means for reaching coal 
wharves to be built, it is said, by the coal-carrying roads on deep water on the 
east side of the island. 

It is a comprehensive enterprise, which, if successfully carried out, will add 
greatly to the commercial character of the island and the adjacent shores, and 
the bridges may be safely authorized to be built under the restrictions of the bill 
without any detriment to commerce, present or prospective. 

This report was concurred in by Major-General Wright, Chief of En- 
gineers, and Maj. Gen. John Newton, Chief of Engineers, and was ap- 
proved by Secretary Lincoln. On the 8th of January last the matter 
was rereferred to the War Department. It was re-examined, and the 
bridge over the Arthur Kill was again recommended with only one sug-- 
gested change, namely, that the height in the clear between the brid, 
structure and the water be measured from mean low water and be AJS 
32 feet (instead of 30 feet). This recommendation was transmitted to 
Congress with the Sa SA a of Secretary Endicott, and the suggested 
change from 30 to 32 feet is embodied in the pending bill. 
` The value of the railroad transportation estimated to pass over the 
bridge is $200,000,000 perannum; the outside annual value of the com- 
merce which will pass under the bridge is estimated by engineers op- 
posed to the measure at some $68,000,000, The chief trade through 
the Arthur Kill consists of the towage of barges laden with coal, pot- 
tery, brick clays, fertilizers, ores, and the coarser kinds of chemicals— 
coal largely predominating. The Pennsylvania Railroad has a termi- 
nal depot for its heavy freights at South Amboy, and the Lehigh Val- 
ley Railroad has a similar terminal depot at Perth Amboy, both near 
the suggested site of the bridge, on the south side of it; and the Jer- 
sey Central Railroad has a terminal coal depot at Elizabeth, to thenorth 
of it—all three of these terminal depots being on the west shore of the 
Arthur Kill. In fact, to use the language of one of the prominent 


opponents of the bill, this channel, so long as it remains unbridged, 
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“isthe end of rail commerce between the West and the East,” and 
therefore he wishes it to remain so, because ‘‘ here commences a great 
system for the distribution of that commerce” by boats to the New 
England ports and elsewhere. 

The construction of this bridge will extend to the people of the West 
and South increased facilities for the marketing of their products, and 
will reduce by competition the cost of transportation of coal and other 
heavy freight to them as well as to the Eastern States. It will greatly 
diminish the terminal charges and add 10 or 12 miles of deep-water 
wharlage to the harbor facilities of the port of New York, and will bring 
about a wholesome competition in passenger rates. 

The bill should pass. 

The Senate report above referred to is as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 121) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Staten Island Sound, knownas Arthur 
Kill, nnd to establish the same as a post-road, leave to report as follows: 

This bill makes it lawful for the Staten Island Rapid Transit Railroad Com- 
pany and the Baltimore and New York Railroad Company, corporations exist- 

under the States of New York and New Jersey, respectively, to construct a 
railway bridge across the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, atornear 
Elizabeth, N. J., and the town of Northfield, upon Staten Island, New York. 
It provides that the bridge shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, with a 
draw over the main channel of the Sound at an accessible and navi le point 
and with spans of not less than 200 feet in the clear on each side of the central 
or pivot pier of the draw, and that these spans shall not be less than 32 feetabove 
low-water mark measuring to the lowest member of the superstructure, 
The bill further provides the plan and location of the bridge shall be sub- 
pena hs to the Secretary of War and receive his approval before it can be con- 

cted. 

The committec gave ample opportunity to all parties interested to 
their arguments in favor of or nst the bill, and, after carefully co: 
the same, now state their conclusions as follows: 

(1) Staten Island Sound, or Arthur Kill, is a tidal water way separating New 
Jersey from Staten Island, New York. The bill does not locate the site of the 
bridgo, but leaves the same to be determined by the Secretary of War. It was 
conceded, however,in the arguments before the committee that the point at 
which the railroad companies desired to construct the bridge, if the site chosen 
by them should be spores by the Secretary of War, was near the southern 
border of t® town of Elizabeth, and where the Sound does not exceed 600 feet 
in width. Some of the opponents of the bill did not object to the construction 
of the bridge across the sound, but to the location as chosen by the railroad 
companies. The committee, however, are of SH that the question of the lo- 
cation of the bridge should be left, as it is left y the bill, to the determination 
of the Secretary of War, who will doubtless be governed in his action by the 
report of engineer officers thoroughly familiar with the sound, and who are cm- 
inent ly q fied to determine what is property a question of engineering. 

In almost all the acts of Congress aut! zing the construction of bridges over 
navigable streams we find that the Secretary of War has been invested with the 
power to locate the bridge and approve the plan thereof, and no sufficient rea- 
rae has been presented to the committee warranting a departure from this uni- 

form usage. 

(2) Staten Island Sound is an important water way connecting Newark Bay 
and Kill von Kull with Raritan Bay, and along this sound there is carried an 
eee commerce. The shores on either side in the main are low, flat salt 
meadows. 

The chief commerce of the sound that is to be affected by the construction of 
this bridge is that coming from South Amboy, Perth Amboy, and the Raritan 
River, At South Amboy Cee d Men iroad Company have constructed 
their extensive coal wharves, and at Perth Amboy are found the large piers of 
the Lehigh Valley Railroad bea sea The tonnage from South Amboy, as 
shown by the report of Major Gillespie, for the year ending June 30,1834, was 
2,308,961 tons, being chiefly coal (see 754); from Perth Amboy, from the same 
report ( Wet) tha thaneas wk 620 tons; thisalso waschiefly coal. From 
the Raritan River came, first, the tonnage passing through the Delaware and Rar- 
“tan Canal connecting the Delaware and Raritan Rivers, amounting, as shown 
by that report (page 756), to 1,272,386 tons; and also the tonnage coming from 
manufacturing and other establishments upon the river and tributaries, and 
which were carried in small sail-hoats or small steamers, and shown in the same 
Frans yiroponions cf Thig entice ta through the Raritan Bay and 

TO entire tonnage passes u yan 
takes w. ieinown as the outer channel thro the Narrows to New York, 
and what proportion of the same passes through the outer channel and past 
Sandy Hook and up the coast, the committee have no accurate means of deter- 
mining; it was, however, conclusively shown to the committee, and indeed ad- 
= by all parties, that th: n £ 
the Delaware and Raritan Canal and which passed oo Airs sound to New York 


resent 
dering 


the draw-bri 


itan River. The draw of this bridge gives a clear water way of 200 feet. 
The opponents of the bill claim that the construction of the bridge would offer 
serious o! uction to this canal-boat and barge traffic by contracting the width 


ofthe channel totwo clear water ways of 200 feet each. committee, however, 
are ofthe opinion that the difficulties anticipated by the opponents of the bill 
will not arise in actual practice. It must be remembered that these canal-boats 
and barges will readily pass under the bridge constructed 30 feet above low- 
water mark without the draw thereof being open, and it wasshown to this com- 
mittee that a pron) okt psi eee tugs were provided with smoke-stacks of 
such a height that they cou! 
of the draw. Moreover, it is a well known 
ti can be so constructed that they can be lowered while passing under a 
bridge, and that this form of construction is quite common if not almost uni- 
versal upon the Western rivers, where the boats are frequently required to lower 
their stacks while passing under bridges constructed without a draw, 
The committee call attention to the fact that the bill does not fix the exact 
height at which the bridge is to be constructed above low-water mark, but pro- 
bes that it shall be constructed not less than 30 feet above the same, leaving 


smoke-stacks of these 


higher than the pienine sar geist by 
. The committee call attention to the fact that very m 
merce that will pass through this bri has not only come through the Dela- 
ware and Raritan Canal, but has come in tows 200-foot draw at the 
mouth of the Raritan River. The committee are not aware that a draw of 
greater length than that prescribed by the bill has ever been required by Con- 
gressional enactment. 
The New York and Greenbush Railroad Company's bridge is constructed 
across the Hudson River, near Albany, with a draw of 170 feet, and above this 
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ld readily pass under the bridge without the opening. 
fact that the 
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draw are made up the large tows of canal-boats py S from the Erie Canal and 
destined to New York, and through it also pass all the large steamers plying 
between New York Albany. . 

The lake commeree of the city of Chicago is accommodated upon the Chicago 
River, and at least 99 per cent. of the same through one draw-bridgeand 
90 per cent. passes through five draw-bridges. Over the Chi River there are 
some thirty-three bridges with draws therein, and none of m, we believe, 
are of greater width than that provided by the bill. Under the act of Congress 
approved the 3d day of March, 1883, the construction of a bridge of the New 
York, Boston, and Providence Railroad Company across the Thames River, at 
or near New London, Conn., was parrari pan the location and plans thereof 
were to be pisara yon board of Army and Navy officers designated by the 
Secretaries of War and Navy. 

After full discussion this board has approved a plan of a bridge with a draw 
of substantially the same length as that pro in the bill, and through this 
draw pass the sound steamers of the Norwich line, and large ocean , and 
the United States war vessels destined to the naval station which is situated 
some distance above the bridge. Across the Harlem River in New York bridges 
have recently been constructed and approved by the engineers of the Army 
with draws of considerably less width than the one porn by this bill; and 
under these bridges and through these draws passes an immense commerce as 
well as the large car floats and towsof the New York Centraland Hudson River 
Railroad to the High Bri terminus of that line. 

It isa fact well known t there is scarcely a navigable water way in New 
Jersey which has not been bridged under the authority of the ol 
State. The large commerce of the city of Newark, with a pop m of 150,000 
inhabitants, and of its neighboring towns passes through draws of the 
merous bridges across the Newark Bay and the Passaic River, and none of these 
draws have a width greater than 80 feet, and the extent and value of the com- 
merce and the number of vessels ng through the same is shown by tho 
above-mentioned report of Major Gillespie page (742). All of these bridges across 
the Newark Bayand the Passaic River are so low that the draws are required to 
be opened even for the smallest craft. 

The committee are therefore persuaded that the commerce of Arthur Kill can 
readily through a 200-feet draw. It was shown to the committee that there 
was a limited commerce of small o boats, and craft of that kind, but of 
course these would have no difficulty in passing ugh thisdraw-bridge. Very 
few sea-going vessels pass through the Arthur Kill and only when in tow, and 
it was not seriously claimed that vessels of this r would be affected by 
the construction of this bridge. . 

‘The committee refer to the fact that a bill similar to this received the unani- 
mous approval of the Senate Committee on 


they also refer to and 


proposed clear width of 200 feet on either side of the pivot will beample 
to prevent interference with the security and convenience of navigation of Ar- 
thur Kill. Itis a comprehensive en rise, which, if successfully carried out, 
will add greatly to the commercial character of the island and the adjacent 
shores, and the bridges may be safely authorized to be built under the restric- 
tions of the bill without any detriment to commerce, present or prospective.” 

In the report of Major Gillespie the Chief of Engineers concurred, and the 
same was approved by the Secretary of War. 

(3) The two corporations which by the bill are authorized to construct this 
bridge are now controlled by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, which 
seeks for its traffic an independent outlet upon New York Harbor. This com- 
pany is one of the large trunk lines, so called, controlling some 3,000 miles of 
railway, extending to Cincinnati, Louisville, and Saint Louis on the south- 
west, and Pittsburgh, Cleveland, Sandusky, and Chicago in the north and north- 


west. 

This company desires to use the northern and eastern shore of Staten Island 
for its terminus; upon these shores there is ample depth of water for the accom- 
modation of the largest sea-going vessels. These vessels can come direct tothe 
piers constructed upon these Staten Island shores and unload their ae) na di- 
rect into warehouses, whence the same can be loaded directly into cars for ship- 
ment to their places of distribution. Terminal charges for p Éa wtar from the 
vessel to the warchouse and in from the warehouse to the railroad willthus 
= saved, aha Aani cost o! sag nr in the New York Harbor was stated 

o your committee as 60 cents a ton. road com y also propose to carry 
their r traffic in fast steamers directly from teen 
island to their depot near the Battery in New York city, and which is immedi- 
pe A connected with the station of the four elevated railroad lines in New 
ork. 

The construction of the bridge will therefore serve n very imporlant public 
purpose and accommodate a very large amount of interstate and foreign rano; 
and will give to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad an independent terminus 
New York, and will pen fas use for commercial 9 eric: the Seer rere 
ae of Staten Island, which forms the southern portion of the New York Har- 

T. 

(4) The committee are of opinion that the commerce which passesacross such 
a stream as Staten Island Sound is to be accommodated as well as that which 
passes along it, and, in the of the Supreme Court in the case of Esca- 
naba Company vs. Chicago (107 U.S, Re; page 680), The object of wise leg- 
islation is to give facilities to both with the least obstruction to cither.” Th 
we think is accomplished by the provision of the bill. Commerce of the rail- 
road can pass across the sound, commerce of the sound can pass through the 
draws which are ample for every purpose, and the levee SRopoon of the 
sound trafficcan pass under the bridge without even the n ty of opening 
the draw and without being obstructed in any substantial degree. 

. The committee therefore report Senate bill No.121 with amendments, and 
recommend its passage as amended. 

Since this report was p the attention of your committee has been 
called to resolutions y the Legislature of New Jersey, touching the au- 
thority of Congress in these premises, and in fact denying that authority. 
‘They therefore submit their views as to this question. y also annex com- 
munications from the Secretary of War. - 

The committee does not deem it necessary to enter into an extended discus- 
sion of the power of Congress to pass acts authorizing the construction of 
bridges over interstate water ways. This power has been exercised too fre- 

uently to be now the subject of serious denial. To citeasingle instance among 
the statutes enacted by the Forty-seventh Congress, there are twenty-four acts 
in substantially the same terms as the present bill authorizing railroad com- 
panies to build bridges over navigable rivers within and between States; hardly 
a session of Congress passes without similar authority being conferred upon a 
railroad or bridge company to bridge some navigable stream, 


he Secretary of War, to prevent 
nel of the Sa- 


in so doing used the following lan; z 
“They tthe States before the SAOD of the Federal Constitution) had ple- 
nary a improvements in the bed of a river, to divert the water 
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from one channel to another, and to plant obstructions in itat their will, but the 

power to regulate commerce conferred by the Constitution is that which peo: 

izol, for that purpose, ass foie axis ead ia p eenaa apende ofthe 
or e extent necessary, of a ne vers e 

United States w ch are aoceesib le from & inasnan a ag EE pa ee 

lie; for this pu are the public property of the United States, 

S all aye requis ite Tegisiation by Congress.” (South Carolina vs. Georgia, c 


er of a bri 
Piro feet 


ge, but the moment that Congress, in 
STID Constitution, exercises its rig construction of ie 
enactments contrary thereto become null and void. This isa 
settled by numerous decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
n which Congress has uniformly acted. In the case of Gillman vs. Philadel- 
phia (3 Wallace, 713) the court, referring to the construction of bridges, uses the 
o! 


lowing language: 
tes have aways exercised this power, and, from the nature and ob- 
of the two systems of government, they must always ee to exercise 


it, subject, however, in all cases to the paramount 
ever the power of the State shall be exerted within the 
a power which belongs to the nation.” 


Sor homer: Sasa 


Lastly, Com Con: rn’ g interpose whenever it shall pers nea chr vy i by 
eral or laws it ma: over na e ve 
general or spec dges, and punish th those who r erect them, Within 
the rok aoe er ae ve and judicial say snay see United 


so eat a 
States are supreme. A different d e finds no warrant in the Constitution 
and is abnormal and revolutionary.” 

In a case concerning a license he eyed eg a ioe: in the ialenieel, thecourt 


said, in 1878: “ Moreover, the U. sey een Headed ount con’ over the 

river, may grant such license if “he State one.” (98 U. S., a 

Patterson rs. Boom Co. Tn thts the Gnas coor anid ts tee cane the 

bridge over the aes ws apertures É State and the Sree sa rn tare 

the act oe Conse Sir T P agair a rer rnea license for the Cae 

nance e dges ( <S., p a pig tag vs. United States. 

rags mend to construct jar ca the totes raeg Ao from Bluffs 
maha is derived from ine ox of Congress of 24, 1871, without any 

ion of the State of Iowa authorizing its construction, and the 
tion of the bridge under this act has been legal by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, 


The act of Congress July 14, 1862 (11 Stat. L., 570), authorized a railroad com- 
pan to construct the bridge over the Ohio River, near Steubenville, and makes 
all provisions of the acts of Ohio or Virginia in: conflict therewith. This 


Sy a notable instance of where Congress aui railroad company to con- 
struct its bri over the Ohio River, alth pees express | n of Vir- 
ginia provided that it should not construct that bridge until. other bridges 
should be ee syne 5 Snecigartn Co: this restric- 


ngress strikes down 
gor phe Rae gives express authority to the railroad com- 
pany to petra its tits beige ta spite of the same. 
The committee do not it necessary to cite more a of Congres- 
sional action in authorizing brid nor to refer at greater length to the nu- 
merous decisions of the rinan rt and circuit courts of the United Statesin 
which this power is recognized as A AIORA: 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington Cily, January 27, 1896. 
Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the Her of a letter dated the 8th in- 
stant from the Committee on Commerce, by its clerk, inclosing Senate bill No. 
121, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, ** toauthorize construction of a bridge 
across Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, and to establish the same as 
a post-road,”’ and requesting that the committee be furnished with such sugges- 
tions as may be deemed proper touching the merits of the bill and the propriety 


of its cpg ge 

In reply I beg to invite your attention to the inclosed vir dated the 2ist in- 
stant, from the Chief of Engineers, who embodies a rt in this matter b 
Major Gilles) i. Corps of Engincers, con oni ia his views and ee 
ight in the clear between the plang ge 


ing that malesa water be meas; 
from the levolo mean low water and be made (plang? rioan gan 

The Ra aot gir of Major Gillespie and of the Chief of Engineers are 
concurred in 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
si 7a WM. O. yer aan d t 
Secretary ar. 
Hon. Samvrs J. R. MCMILLAN, 
Chairman Commitiee on Commerce, United Stales Senate. 


OFFICE or THE — or aa ETE U.S. Army, 
Washington, D. C. ., January 21, 1896, 
Sin: I bave the honor to acknowledge the reference this office for report 
of letter from the Senate Committee on Commerce, by its clerk, Mr. J. B: Mo- 
Millan, dated the 8th instant, inclosing Senate bill 121, ted a Congress, 
first session, “to authorize the construction yis bridge across the Staten Island 
Sound known as Arthur Kill, and establish the same as a post-road,” and to 
ror alin peters tery slowing copy is respectfully subm sido 
return with a report, of w. ollo’ copy is 
n by this office, and in addition it is 


Major pupe s views are concurred i 
recommended that the height in the clear between the bri structure and the 
inga Be aeneared from the level of mean low water,and be made 32 feet, if 
practicable. 4 


UNITED States ENGINEER OFFICE, 
New York, January 16, 1886. 

GExERAL: I havo the honor to submit the following report in compliance 

with first indorsement, Office Chief of Engineers, United States Army, January 

= 1886, on letter from Committee on Commerce, United States Senate, January 

referring to Senate bill 121, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, “to at- 

tes the construction of a bridge across the Staten Island Sound, known as 
_— Kill, and to establish the same asa rong a.” 

This is essential} 


eines Kill von Kull, between the Upper of New York and the 
oG of the Raritan River. At the proposed site of the bridge the width from 
bank to bank between high-water Mines is 625 aye bans ang eye tl and be- 
tween the 12-foot curves 500 feet, SDDSOSIDEBIALY, POS th YET in the center of the 
channel being 18 to 19 feet M. L. W. In thenorthern half of the kill thenavigable 
depth is 13 fec w stage, ese are 
the minimum A raea near Perth 


ane in the south half 15 to 15 feet, low i th 
arising from small shoals, themaximum 


SOT DAAN IA ere ER dh p 
creased throu, 


be in 


ite bill 121, Forty-ninth A Congress Arst 


a slight yg a race the navigable 
mat to 20 feet, low stage. 
session, Sige fase for the construc- 
tion of a pivot draw. have a wid of not less than 
are in the clear on either side of the pivot pier, and ah t of not less than 
30 feet “pe lower chord to low-water level. These provisions, in my opinion, 
meet all the demands of the present or future commerce of the kill, and the re- 
ed in section 4 of the bill are ample to secure a | on and 
ivot pier, such as will cause least interference with the 
nel, and at the same time will be least obstructive to 


The construction of the proposa bridge under the provisions of the bill will 


not Dariny, eee ene. piane, over klager the Government has control, 
respectfully, your obedient servan: 
rat ve, G. L. GILLESPIE, 


Major of Engineers, Bvt. Lieut. Col., U.S. Army. 
Brig. Gen. Joun NEWTON, 
Chief of Engineers, U. S. Army, Washington, D. C. 


Da rate from a inane em ror on Commerce is herewith returned. 
our obedient servant, 
methane wines OHN NEWTON, 


J 
Ohief of Engineers, Brig. and Brt. Maj. General. 
Hon, W. C. Exprcorr, 
Secretary of War. 


con! 
construction for the 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, March 7, 18%. 
Sin: In returning herewiththe Sostine ¢ of bill S. 1447, “A bill to authorize thecon- 
struction of certain bri: e Staten Island Sound, ds rh a Arthur 
w was re- 


Committ fe one 
ment thereon, Me mice ohare honor to inclose herewith a report of the Chief En- 


embodyin; y of a report upon the Aahas of 
faid bil by M by Miah GL L Gillespie, Corps of Rosteeers, New York, dated the 28th 
oe. views presented ig 


r Gillespie, in which the Chief of Engincers ex- 
presas his concurrence, are also concurred et by this Department. 
ery respectfully, yout o ent servan! 
zez ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War, 
Hon. 8. J. R. MCMILLAN, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 


OFFICE or THE CHIEF 47 ENGINEERS, U, 8. 


‘ashington, D. C., March 4 re iss4. 
Hon. ROBERT T. LISCOLYN, 

Secretary of War. 
Sır: I havethe honor toreturn herewith (S. 1447) “A bill to authorize the con, 
ial the same a the Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill- 


the report thereon of Maj. G. a Gillespie, Corps of Engincers. 


t will be observed that or Gil sees no objection to the construction 
of draw-bridgesas provided for, but es objection to apanage thehighway in 
question by a bridge with unbroken spans having the elevation specified in the 


[Second indorsement.] 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
New York, February 23, 1834. 

Respectfully returned to the Chief of Engineers, United States Army. That 
there may be no mistake as to the water way mentioned as “Staten Island 
Sound,” I take occasion to say in the nning that the navigable channel 
known by that name is limited exclusively to the narrow and tortuous water 
course usually called Arthur Kill, which separates Staten Island on the west 
so. at the New Jersey shore,and extends from Elizabethport to Perth Am- 

name Kill von Kull is reserved solely for the Ea rra between 

Upper New York Bay and Newark Bay, separating Bergen k on the north 
from Staten Island on south. 

The bridges pg pe in Senate bill 1447, Forty-cighth Co 
son, _ be erected over Arth ur Kil 1, eet ce below 
the ears at or above Perth yee 
Kill is the grand highway for all ne Beal commerce of the several 
paese and streams on the west side of Staten Island, as well as for the interstate 


ress, first ses- 
izabethport, 


rincipal links of the chain of 
aminimum depth of 8 fect 
throughout, and itsannual aerer d ea cone reste, approximately; less of late 
years than formerly, oving. to ad competition, ough its mportance as 
a water way is not impaired. 
The draws which are described in the bill are sufficiently wide to meet all the 
arcadia of commerce along the route over which the bridges are to be 


I do not approve the spanning of any important navigable highway, aliscat 
to sea, wh hick is is now or may hereafter be utilized by sea-going vessels, b; 
bridge with continuous spans, even if the bottom chords should be pl. so 
high as a ~_ above high-water mark, except in the rare case of two tal 
populous where the intercommunication between them over a brid 


— liero ts interfered with by frequent and prolonged openings of th 
No such condition existson Arthur Kill, and JAEN the existing depthof water 


is not suficient for sea-going yesss of the first class, yet the stream ís capable 
of improyement, and will be i ved tinea commerce demands it. it.” For 
this reason the clear 


bridges shoot poean with draws. The pro; 
width of 200 feet on cither side of the pivot will be ample to protoni interfer- 
ence with the security and convenience of navigation of Arthur Kill. 

On the approach to Newark, N. J., from Kill von Kull, the Central Railroad of 
New Jersey, which crosses Newark Bay, has a draw with a clear opening of 80 
fect on either side of pivot; the New York and Newark Railroad, at the mouth of 
the River, has one of 65 feet, and the Pennsylvania Railroad, in the city 
of Newark, has one of 75 fect. 

The Central Railroad of New Jersey, whose tracks cross Raritan River near 
its mouth, on the approach to the canal, after a lengthy, controversy with the 
Delaware and Raritan Canal Company, adopted and builta draw opening of 200 
feet, the same as proposed in this bill. 

The main objects to be gained by the construction of these bridges are to give 
rapid transit around the island to points on the New Jersey shore, to increase 


the facilities for reaching New York, and to prore means for reaching coal 
wharves to ione nle it roig by the coal-carryi ng roads on deep water on the 
east side of the island. 
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Itis a comprehensive enterprise, which, if 
to the commercial character of the 
dges ROE DA SONY eee to be built under the restrictions of the 


e 
bill without an: tocommerce, present or prospective. 
The papers oe herewith returned. 5 
G. L. GILLESPIE, 


Major of Engineers, Bvt. Lieut, Ool., U. 8. A. 
I concur in these views. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


H. G. WRIGHT, 
Chief of Engineers, Brig. and Brt. Maj. Gen. 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., April 17, 1834. 
Hon. Rozert T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War: 
Sır: I have the honor to acknowled, 
instant of the letter of the Hon. W. P. 


the reference to this office on the llth 
YE, of the Committee on Commerce of 


the United States Senate, incl 8.1447, “To authorize the construction of 
certain bridges across the Staten d Soun Inora e NC EOE 


von Kull, and to establish the same as post- “and papers 
thereto, and to state that it was referred to Maj. G. L. Gillespie, Corps of 
neers, who has returned it with the report of which the following is a copy. 
Major Gillespie’s views appear to be just and proper, ana are cmeurred in, 
‘ UNITED STATES ENGINEER’s OFFICE, New York, April 15,1884. 
Respectfully returned to the Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 
The intent of the act,as I understand it, is to authorize at this time the con- 
Cas leering t iga ddera wight tae i rane te me Nipaa 
of War eini commerce. 
Raap deale ben aapa kakaen tae in all its parts. , 
with Mr. Bonnett’s 


chord of the bridge proposed to be built near ee be placed at 135 feet 
above high water the approaches to the bri would be over long and high 
trestle-work, which would have so steep a e as to make the railroad proba- 
bly unfitted for giving rapid transit to the towns on the island and on the west 
bank, or for convenient connection with railroads. 


gro ; on the ridge above Tot- 
tenville the 100-foot contour appears on a single rise, but this is an exception; 


rapid transit in vie 
obstruct na’ 


rojected 
the fow 


ms of the plans pro: k 
The on will include not only the bridges proper and the aseni i 
width of draws, but their sites and the sites and arrangements of the piers wit: 
reference to the navigation of Arthur Kill in all its bearings. 


The papers are herewith returned. 
i GILLESPIE, 


G. L. 
Major of Engineers, Brt. Lieut. Col, U. 8. A. 
Ko nee of Hon, ag FRYE oat nereyi ren a 
ery respectfully, your ol nt servan l 
id wie JOHN NEWTON, 
Chief of Engineers, Brig. and Bot. Maj. Gen. 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington Cily, April 19, 1834. 
on aes to your letter of the 10th instant, inclosing bill S. 1447, Forty- 


ion wi 


port, dated the 15th 
views as rein are con 
The Leneonared to Jour letter are ae werent 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
2i ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 


Chairman of subcommitlee af Committee on Commerce, 
United States Senate. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, READING, PA. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Speaker,- I move to suspend the rules and 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House from the further consider- 
ation of House bill 1983 with the amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and put the same upon its 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 
The bill as amended was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the 
erection of a public building by the United States Government at Reading, Pa., 
be, an same is hereby, to $180,000, and that sum is hereby fixed 
as the limit of cost for the erection of said building. 

Sec. 2. That the officers of the United States Government having charge of 
the erection of public buildi are authorized and required to be governed by 
ie entation. reby prescri in making contracts for the erection of said 

g. 


Mr. MORRISON. I demand a second. 
The question being on seconding the motion to suspend the rules, 


= Speaker appointed Mr. Morrison and Mr. ERMENTROUT to act as 
ers. 


Before the count was completed, 

x OUT. Mr. Speaker, I believe that a quorum has 
not yet voted, but in consideration of an t to have a vote by 
yeas and nays on the passage of this bill the point will not be made. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 128 and the noes 8, 
so there isa second. Under the rule thirty minutes are allowed for 
debate, fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT addressed the committee. . [See Appendix. ] 

ar MORRISON. I ask for the reading of the report of the com- 
mittee. 

The report of the committee (by Mr. DIBBLE) was read, as follows: 


‘The census 

forty-first in the United States. Owing to its remarkable roepa since then, 

na at = e official record 
ws 


ing December 31, 1583, were $372,140.50; in 1885, were $405,863.96, 
Readin, is situate on the river Schuylkill, 54 mileseast of pradin asd miles 
heart of 


The rongan Railroad Company, under the name of the Pennsylvania 
and Schuylkill Valley Railroad, has completed a line of railroad, almost parallel 
with that of the Philadelphia and Reading, to the city of Reading,and from 
thence to burg, from which point the road will be pushed to an early com- 
pletion to Pottsville and the anthracite regi of the uylkill. Itis ex 
that their lines will, at an early period, be extended up the Lebanon Valley, to 
connect with their main line to the West. 
ing Oomnpany are VANSA MCS te peo roll of this soutpany aloes being NDOO 
mpany are loca: ere; the pay-roll o; com: y¥ alone 000 
monthly. There are also located here } piegare se med cetabtlatneenta’ ie: 
cluding foundries, forges, machine and boiler works, anthracite cotton 


and woolen mills, hat factories, tanneries, pipe and sheet mills, stove-works, nut- 
works, hardware-works, tobacco factories and warehouses, ills, paint- 
works, zinc-works, planing-mills, carriage factories, breweries,&c., giving steady 


employment to thousands of operatives. 

It has six national banks, with aggregate capital stock of $1,300,000; fifty build- 
ingand loan associations, whose income and loans, from the savingsof the work- 
ing classes mainly, reach at least $125,000 monthly. Two street railway com- 
panies traverse the city, from east to west and from north to south. 

Among its s public buildings ars laye ge re of poet off a two 
large opera houses, Mzennerchoir „an large market houses, in as man 
sections of the city. It has also three parks. d 

The total financial transactions of the Reading post-office for the year 1885 
amounted to the sum of $247,063.35, of which the al money-order business 
amounted to nearly $103,000. The gross income of th: ena pe up to Decem- 
ber 31, 1883, was $42,937.46, the net income $21,857.84; and notwithstanding the 
reduction in rate of postage the gross income for the year 1885 amounted to $41,- 
936.81, and the net income to $19,361.53. 

The receipts from internal revenue are about $300,000. There are two deputy 
collectors and seven gers in the county of which Reading is the county seat. 

The sources of Reading's prosperity are of an enduring and permanent char- 
acter, insuring for it a continuing and rapid growth. It is destined to become 
one of the great cities of the East in point of trade and population, 

The Government now depends for its post-office accommodations, and forthe 
accommodation of the United States revenue officers, examining surgeons, and 
commissioner located there, upon rental of buildings never constructed for any 
such and in which, from time to time, alterations, repairs, and exten- 
sions have been required to meet its pomine wan subject to the risks of re- 
moval. 
officials, 


These quarters are insufficient for the public need, inconvenient for 
A bill authorizing the poorotary of the T: 
e Ho 


and afford no security robbery or fire. 
reasury to select a site for a publie 
building at Reading poe th use during the Forty-second eh Greta and 
a bill was reported favorably from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds d the Forty-seventh Congress, and also during the Forty-eighth 


mgress. 
The bill reported to the Forty-eighth Congress became a law, but the sum ap- 
propriated, $80,000, was entirely too small. The commission appointed the 

Department failed to find a suitable site at such a price as would jus- 
tify the commencement of the buil „and so reported to the Department. 
Upon inquiry made as to the price at which a substantial building commensu- 


rate with the business and future wth of Reading could be erected, the De- 
partment suggests that the limit fixed by the present bill, $250,000, would be a 
proper appropriation, 


Your committee are of the opinion that the amount heretofore fixed as limit 
of cost for the erection of a public building at Reading is too small, and 
therefore recommend that House bill 1983 be amended by hay out the wo 
“two hundred and fifty thousand,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words “one hundred and eighty thousand,” and that as thus amended the 
same do pass, 


Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. McMILLIN. Was therenot an agreement 
we should have the yeas and nays on this bill. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Yes; that was the agreement, and I will call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. It was agreed if the call for a quorum was with- 
drawn the yeas and nays should be taken on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Yes; that is so. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. But that does not bind the House. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 69. 


1886. 
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So the yeas and nays were ordered, one fifth of those present voting | quested the return to that body of the bill (H. R. 1815) granting a pen- 


therefor. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


155, nays 34, not voting 134; as follows: - 


YEAS—155. 
Adams, J.J. Everhart, Mahoney, Scranton, 
Anderson, C. M. Farquhar, Martin, Seney 
Anderson, J. A. Felton, McAdoo, Sessions, 
er, ‘ord, McKenna, Shaw, 
Barbour, Forney, . McRae, Smalls, 
Barnes, Gay, Miller, Snyder, 
Bayne, Gibson, C. H. ills, Sowden 
Beach, Gibson, Eustace Mitchel), Spooner, 
Belmont, Gilfillan, Morgan, Springer, 
Bennett, Grout, Morrill, Steele, "x 
Bingham, Guenther, Morrison, St. in, “ 
Blanchard, Hatch, Morrow, Stone, W. J., Ky. 
Bliss, Haynes, Neal, Strait, 
Blonnt Heard, Neece, Swinburne, 
Bonn: Hemphill, Negley, Swope, 
Boutelle, Henderson, T. J Nelson Symes, 
Boyle, Henley, O'Donnell, Tarsney, 
Brown, O. E. Hepburn, O'Hara, Taulbee, 
Brown, W. W. Hiestand O'Neill, J. J. Taylor, I. H. 
Buck, Hill, Osborne, Thompson, 
Burnes, Hires, Outhwaite, Throckmorton, 
Bynum, Hiscock, Owen, Tillman, 
Campbell, Felix Holman, Parker, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. M. Hopkins, Payson, T 4 
sagen J.E. Houk, Perkins, Van Eaton, 
Catchings, Hutton, Perry, Wade, 
Cobb, Irion, Pettibone, Wadsworth, 
Compton, James, Plamb, Wait, 
Conger, Johnson, F.A. Randall, Warner, William 
Crisp, Johnston, T. D. Ranney, Weaver, J. B. 
Culberson, Jones, J. H. n, : Weber, 
D, Kleiner, Reid, J. W. Wellborn, 
Dawson, foon, Reese, West, 
Dibble, Lanham, Rice, Wheeler, 
en a A Le Fevre, Robertson, White, A.C. 
Dockery, Lindsley, Rock well, Winans, 
Dunn, Louttit, Romeis, Woodburn, 
Ely, Lovering, Sawyer, Worthington. 
Ermentrout, Lyman, Sayers, 
NAYS—34. 
Allen, J. M. Davidson, A.C. Harris, Reed, T. B. 
Blan Eldredge, Herbert, Riggs, 
Breckinridge, C.R. Fuller, Johnston, J.T. Seymour, 
Cabell, Geddes, La Follette, Skinner, 
Candler, x Matson Taylor, 4 
Comstock, Green, W. J. MeMillin, Thomas, O. B, 
Cowles, ale, Oates, Turner, 
Cox, Halsel), Peel, 
Daniel, Hammond, Price, 
NOT VOTING—1M, 
Adams, G, E, Davis, Ketcham, Ryan, 
Aiken, Dorsey, King, Sadler, 
Allen, C.H Dougherty, Laird, S s 
Arnot, Dowdney, Landes, Singleton, 
Atkinson, Dunham, Lawler, Spri 
Ballentine, Eden, Lehlbach, Stahlinecker, 
Barksdale, Ellsberry, Libbey, Stephenson, 
Barry, Evans, Little, Stewart, Charles 
Brady, Findlay, Long, Stewart, J. W. 
Bragg, Fisher, re, Stone, E. F. 
baited” gt Redes Fleeger, Lowry, Stone, W. J., Mo. 
Browne, T. M.. Foran, Markham, Storm, 
Brumm, Frederick, Maybury, Struble, 
Buchanan, Funston, McComas, Taylor, E. B. 
Bunnell, Gallinger, MCreary, Taylor, J. M. 
Burleigh, Glover, McKinley, Thomas, J. R. 
Burrows, Goff, Merriman, Tucker, 
Butterworth, Green, R.S. Millard, Van Schaick, 
Caldwell, Grosvenor, Milliken, Viele, 
Campbell, T, J. Hall, Moffat, Wakefield, 
Cannon, Hanback, Maller, Wallace, 
Carleton, Ilarmer, Murphy, Ward, J 
Caswell, Hayden, Norwood, Ward, T. B. 
Clardy, Henderson, D.B. O'Ferrall, Warner, A. J. 
Clements, Ilenderson, J. S. O'Neill, Charles Weaver, A. J. 
Cole, Hermann, ‘ayne, White, Milo 
Collins, Hewitt, Peters, Whiting, 
Cooper, Hitt, Phelps, Wilkins, 
Crain, Holmes, Pidcock, Willis, 
Croxton, Howard, Pindar, Wilson, 
Curtin, _ Hudd, Pirce, Wise, 
Cutcheon, Jackson, Richardson, Wolford, 
Davenport, Jones, J.T. Rogers, 
Davidson, R.H.M. Kelley, Rowell, 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the bill was passed. 


During the roll-call, on motion of Mr. SowpEN, by unanimous con- 
sent, the reading of the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. CARLETON, on this vote. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, with Mr. MCKINLEY, on this vote. 

Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, with Mr. BRUMM, for this day. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. BRADY; for the remainder of this day. 

Mr. MCADOO. My colleague, Mr. GREEN, of New Jersey, if pres- 
ent, would have voted in the affirmative on the bill (H. R. 7887) to re- 
peal all laws providing for the pre-emption of the public lands, the laws 
allowing entries for timber-culture, the laws authorizing the sale of 
desert lands, and for other purposes. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


RETURN OF A BILL. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its Clerks, re- 


sion to Ellen Corcoran. 
And then (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. G. E. ADAMS: Petition of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
Iil.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ARNOT: Petition for the relief of Edward Sidney, to accom- 
pany House bill 5049—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of members of Sydney Post, No..41, Grand Army of the 
Republic, praying that a pension be granted to Sophronia E. Bucklin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of J. G. and J. V. John- 
son, sons of J. J. Johnson, deceased, of De Witt; of Eveline T. Bear- 
ley, widow of John P. Bearley; and of Samuel H. Fitzhugh, of Monroe 
County; of Kate Whitmore, heir of Charles W. Belknoff; and of James 
Yurlong, of Arkansas County, Arkansas, asking that their war claims 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition for an act granting a pension to Charlotte 
Chureh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Four petitions asking that a pension be granted 
Mrs. Mary Reed, widow of A. A. Reed—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of 179 soldiers and sailors and citizens 
of Decatur, Mich., for the passage of Senate bill 1886—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition of M. E. Collester, 8. E. Bur- 
rows, and others, citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, asking for better legal pro- 
tection of young girls in the District of Columbia—to the Committeg 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio, for the passage of Senate 
bill 779—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, report of the committee of the Chamber of Commerce of Cin- 
cinnati, favoring the bill to create a customs court, &c.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways.and Means. 

By Mr. CABELL: Petition of Lurena Lamb, of Carroll County, Vir- 


ginia, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 


on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of 2,122 citizens of sundry districts of Utah 
Territory, earnestly protosting’against the enactment of any legislation 
which will deprive them of all voice in the government of said Terri: 
tory, by disfranchising them through test-oaths on aecount of their re- 
ligious beliefs, ax proposed by the minority party of said Territory; 
also against the p of any law which would abolish the la- 
ture of Utah and createa legislative commission therefor—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Memorial of 208 citizens of Rhode Island, asking 
for an amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. : 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of Local Assembly, Knights of Labor, of 
Stuart, Iowa, urging the passage of laws prohibiting aliens from own- 
ing lands in the United States—to the same committee. 

y Mr. CRATN: Petition of citizens of Brownsville, Tex., favoring 
the passage of House bill 1513—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers in the case of Mrs. Catharine Allen—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of John S. Emery & Co. and others, in 
favor of establishing telephonic communication between the life-saving 
station on Cape Cod, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Ellen S. Braden, Kinsman Atkinson, 
and 59 others, citizens of Saco, Me., asking for the better legal protec- 
tion of young girls in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. ` : 

Also, petition of John H. Rollins, late a private in Company F, First 
District of Columbia Cavalry, for correction of his military record—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Emil Wagner and others, hos- 
pital stewards, asking for the passage of Senate bill 1119—to the same 
committee, 2 

Also, memorial of MacKellar, Smith & Jordan, of Philadelphia, ask- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill 1813 and House bill 8323—to the Com-- 
mittee on Patents, 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of the Moral Education Society of 
Philadelphia, officially signed, asking for better legal protection of 
young girls in the District of Columbia, &c.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. } 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of J, D. Dooley and 57 others, citizens 
of Fayette County, Iowa, asking for the passage of Senate bill 1886, for 
the relief of soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of William Mackey, to be restored. to 
the pension-roll—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of Ellen Page, for special-act pensiou—- 
to the same committee, 
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By Mr. GROUT: Affidavit of Abram G. Bliss, in support of House 
bill granting an increase of pension to James C. Doggett—to the same 
committee. 

Also, testimony in support of House bill granting a pension to Alex- 
ander R. Goodwin—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of R. K. Dick, for a pension—to the 
same committee. 

Also, petition of William M. Smith and others, for equalization of 
bounties, &c,—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Peter Lynch, of Fulton County; of 
Elizabeth Walker, of Asa Broswell, and of Zadock C. Baker, of De 
Kalb County; of H. S. Campbell, of Allen J. Veal, of William God- 
dard, and James E. Elam, of De Kalb County; of Thomas Dye, John 
M. Nace, and John Fickem, of Atlanta; and of Mattie A. D. Vaughan, 
widow of M. B. D. Vaughan, of Jonesborough, Ga., asking that their 
war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Papers and letters in relation to claim 
for pension of Luke Hall, dependent father of Amos E. Hall, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Hannah B. Ritchie, asking for a 
pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of members of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public of Bee Height, Dak., praying for the division of said Territory 
on the seventh standard parallel—to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition and papers of John Colter, for repay- 
ment of money expended by him in raising volunteers for the Union 
Army in the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of N. H. Blair, executor, of Sevier County, 
and of S. S. McCuistion, of Jefferson County, Tennessee, asking that 
their war claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition of William L. Vance, surviving partner of Lopp & 
Vance—to the same committee. 

Also, two petitions of hospital stewards, relative to increase of pay— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of Merrick Y. Buck and of 
James Bannon, asking for the of bills granting them pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition and evidence of Leletta Lawrence, asking that the 
same accompany bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Joshua 
Wallace—to the same committee. : 

By Mr. LAFFOON: Petition of Jesse A. Radcliff and many others, 
citizens of Christian County, Kentucky, asking for the passage of Sen- 
ate bill 1886—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Memorial of citizens of Massachusetts, asking 
that the navy-yard at Boston be put upon a footing todo such work as 
may be required on the repair, fitting out, and construction of vessels 
of war as shall substantially add to our Navy for the protection of com- 
merce and the country—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of James M. Garrison, for removal of the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of John M, Peters and others, asking 
for the passage of the general pension bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MATSON; Petition of Richard A. Fulk and 58 others, citi- 
zens of Monroe County, Indiana, for a pension by special act to Evan 
L. Sullivan, late of Company G, One hundred and forty-ninth Indiana 
Volunteers—to the same committee, 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of William 8. Bunch, of Caldwell County, 
Texas, asking that his war claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of George Henderson, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Josiah Woodwell, to remove mark of desertion of 
Hiram F. Woodwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs, ` 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Remonstrance of citizens of Middleton, Conn., 
against the removal of the custom-house from Middleton to Hartford, 
Conn.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial from citizens of the United States and 
residents of the Territory of Utah, praying for legislation to promote 
settlement of the Territories of the United States and to protect the 

rights of homestead and pre-emption claimants—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 

By Mr. NELSON: Memorial of the Duluth Board of Trade, relative 
to and in opposition to the consolidation of the Duluth customs dis- 
trict with the Minneapolis district, and making Saint Paul the sole 
port of entry—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. 0’ HARA: Petition of the Teachers’ Association of Northamp- 
ton County, North Carolina, asking for the passage of an educational 
bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of A. Sidney Lyman, A. Y. Olmstead, 
and 92 others, citizens of Coudersport, Pa., asking for the passage of 

Senate bill 1886, for the relief of soldiers of the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Godfrey Weitzel Post, No. 467, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Westbury, N. Y., for general pension legis- 
kation—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of J. P. Roberson, of Perryville, Ala., for 
payment of supplies and stores taken by the United States troops dur- 
ing the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of Lincoln Camp, No. 60, Division 
of Kansas, of Sons of Veterans, asking for the passage of Senate bill 
1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of Robert W. Millard, of George W. 
Dixon, of William H. Litter, of Benajah Coffield, of George Fichfield, 
of James A. Underwood, of George F. McCleland, of Robert H. McEl- 
wain, of John L. Dickson, of James A. Underwood, of William J. 
Millard, and of James J. Godfrey, for relief—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Harper County, Kansas, protesting against 
entries and patents to public lands—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of W. H. Gilliam for heirs of James H. Egner, deceased, 
of Barber County, Kansas, asking that his war claim be referred:to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Hon. J. C. Strong and 80 others, citizens of Pawnee 
County, Kansas, praying for the passage of the Logan bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Jesse G. Hamilton, for an invalid pension—to the 
same committee. 

Also, petition of Commissioner of General Land Office, in relation 
to survey asked by House resolution—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Testimony in the matter of Alfred F. Brown, 
of Washington County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PINDAR: Petition of C. W. Hamlin and 15 others, soldiers 
of the late war, asking the passage of Senate bill 1886—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. RIGGS; Petition of E. O. Stanard and others, of Saint Lonis, 
praying for the improvement of Hamburg Bay, Calhoun County, Mti- 
nois—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of McLane Post, No. 97, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Beardstown, Il., in favor of Senate bill No. 1886—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of Mary K. Lewis, administratrix of 
Joseph C. Lewis, deceased, of the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of Edward P. Bartlett, M. D., and 
others; and of John Howell and others, in favor of Senate bill 347, for 
the relief of ex-Union soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the board of directors of the Board of Trade of 
Chicago, in favor of amending section 5253 Revised Statutes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of the Grand Army of the Republic ask- 
ing favorable action on the bill for the relief of Capt. Alexander Mo- 
Creary—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Statementof the collectorof customsof Saint Paul, 
Minn., showing the dutiable value of and amount of duty collected. at 
the port of Saint Paul for the fiscal years 1885 and 1886; also the 
expense of collecting the same, and the value of free goods—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SWOPE: Petition of George Hess, for pay for sixteen months’ 
service as private in Company F, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, E. B. TAYLOR: Resolutions of Hall Post, No. 426; of Hall 
Relief Corps, No. 104, of Farmington; of John B. Richards and others, 
and of W. H. Johnson and others, of Mentor, Ohio, in favor of Senate 
bill 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois: Resolutions of the board of directors 
of the Chicago Board of Trade, asking the amendment of section 5258 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of citizens of Jefferson County, 
Illinois, praying for the erection of a public building at Mount Vernon, 
IL, for the use of the Federal court, internal-revenue office, and post- 
office—to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of H. J. Young and 63 others, 
citizens of Noble County, Ohio, for the passage of Senate bill 1886— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Thomas J. Mitchell and of Albert 
Dolberry, asking that their war claims be referred to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Minter P. Key, inventor of an improved fort, 
praying for a bill to be passed making an appropriation to build one 
at Sandy Hook, New Jersey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Ganz Sebastian, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to be filed with bill for the relief of James L. Kelley— 
to the same committee. 

Also, papers to be filed with bill for relief of Mary Buckley, mother 
of Martin Sullivan—to the same committee. 
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Prayer by Rey. Joun Swartz, D. D., of Gett; 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers of Warren 
County, Illinois, praying that all ex-Union soldiers be placed on the 
pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a paper addressed to myself and my col- 
league, but evidently in the nature and intended as a memorial to Con- 
gress, against the passage of what is known as the oleomargarine bill. 
It is signed by Cooper & Co. and 20 other business firms in the city of 
Memphis, Tenn. I ask that the paper be received and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The memorial will be so referred. 

Mr. HARRISON presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
Union Soldiers and Sailors’ Rights Association of Indiana, favoring the 
enactment of an amendatory clause to section 1754 of the Revised 
Statutes, prescribing a punishment for non-conipliance with its provis- 
ions, &c.; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL presented a memorial of citizens of Pensacola, Fa., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the oleomargarine bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculiure and Forestry. 

Mr. CALL. I present a memorial of the Board of Trade of the city 
of Fernandina, Fla., stating— 

That the port of Fernandina issituated at the entrance of Cumberland Sound, 
being the mouth of the-Saint Mary’s River. 

That the port affords the deepest water for the entrance of vessels on the 
whole coast of Florida, Pensacola alone excepted. 

That it isthe mouth of the Saint Mary's, a ayes and important river, and is 

connected with the whole coast of G Savannah on the one hand and 
the Saint John’s River on the other, peg veer fatand passage. 

That it is the designated terminus of the ship-canal between the Gulf of Mex- 
ico and the Atlantic. 

That itis the only port on thie eastern coast of Florida admitting vessels en- 
ga: in European and South American commerce, 

hat it is the only pasty on the eastern coast of Florida admitting vessels 
over 12 feet oi 

That it has a considerable and increasing commerce, both foreign and do- 
mestic. The tonnage of vesselsarriving and departing annually is over 300,000 


tons. 
That it is the railway terminus of the Florida Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany’s system, comprising nearly 600 miles of road in Florida. 

That it has a bonded warehouse and greater egean for foreign commerce 
now than mr port on the Atlantic coast of Florida, and that “ with a bar chan- 
nel deepened (says General Gillmore in his report of July 1, 1885), oe port will 
become at once far more val en ve for maritime and naval pur- 
poses,” and it will then have as grean depth of water as any harbor on the 
Atlantic coast. 

new lines of en now building will connect this port with the 
great granaries of the West. 

Thats DACON tne of large steamships is now running between Fernan- 
dina and New York, and English mommnben are in the trade between this port 


and Great Britain. 
rcial port, it is of superior importance to that of the Saint 


That, as a comme 
John’s aria ms ille}. 

That the low-water depth at the entrance of Saint John’s River, according to 
the report of the Chief of Engineers, is 6 feet, with a high-water depth of 11 feat. 

That the low-water epee at the Fernandina bar, according to the same re- 
port, is 12 feet, and the high-water depth 16 feet. 

That the average tonnage per vessel of foreign vessels arriving in the Saint 
John’s, from 1880 to 1885, was 71} tons, and during the same period at Fernandina 


was 4425), tons. 
That the yalue of rts per sea from the Saint John’s, 1880 to 1885, was $315,- 


exports pe 
018.29, and from Fernandina $1,417,840. 
That the amount of duties collected at rere 1880 to 1855, was $5,245, 
ang ak haste torme during Bape panon $59,385, Hog 
n view these facts, the of trade protests agains © proposed re- 
moval, or abolition, of the custom-house from this po: 


I move the reference of the memorial tothe Committeeon Commerce. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I present a resolution adopted by the Jacksonville 
(Fla.) Board of Trade, favoring legislation making liberal appropria- 
tions for sustaining the Signal Service of the Government on the At- 
lantic coast of Florida. I move the reference of the resolution to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

‘The motion was 

Mr. CAMERON essai the petition of William H. Williams and 
48 other citizens and soldiers of the thirteenth Congressional district 
of Pennsylvania; the petition of John Birkelbach and 20 other citizens 
and soldiers of the thirteenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania; 
the petition of James Fox and 27 other citizens and soldiers of the thir- 
teenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania; and the petition of Lewis 
Hopkins and 64 other citizens and soldiers of the thirteenth Congres- 
APERI district of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of pension bills 
as recommended by the committee on pensions of the Grand Army of 
the Republic; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present a resolution adopted by the Iowa 
State Traveling Men’s Association favoring the enactment of the bill 
now pending before Congress to remove the fees and licenses now being 
levied on commercial travelers for goods sold by them by sample in the 
several States and Territories. I move the reference of the resolution 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Pa. 
approved. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the memorial of Mrs. A. F. Newman, 
of Utah, on the subject of female suffrage in that Territery. I have 
read it, and as it contains so ini an account of the ions ot 
the female suffrage Mormon law there, I ask that it may be printed as 
adocument. As the subject has now been acted upon here, I ask that 
the memorial lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Vermont asks that 
the memorial presented by him be printed as a document. If thére be 
has that order will be made. The memorial will lie on the 
table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1982) for the relief of John Fraser, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6692) for the relief of Ferdinand Plocher, 
to report it back adversely. There isa general law now authorizing all 
that is provided to be done by the bill and I move that it be postponed 
indefinitely. 

The motion was 

Mr. TELLER, from ti Canalina on Patents, to whom was referred 
the petition of Hiram Berdan, agent of the Berdan Fire-Arms Manufact- 
uring Company of- New York, claiming compensation for infringement 
of the Berdan patents in the manufacture of the Springfield breech- 
loading rifles at the national armory at Springfield, Mass., submitted 
areport thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2619) authorizinga settlement 
of the claim of Hiram Berdan, assignee of the Berdan Fire-Arms Man- 
ufacturing Company; which was read twice by its title. . 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1775) for the relief of Eliza Ellen Ehle, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit from the joint commission to consider the 

tion of the Signal Service, Geological Survey, &c., a report on 
that subject, and two bills which I ask may go on the Calendar; and 
at the request of the minority, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoR- 
GAN], who is absent, I also present with the majority report the views 
of the minority. 

re following bills were severally read twice by their titles: 

A bill (S. 2620) to so much of the act of June 20, 1878, as 
provides for the appointment of second lieutenants in Signal Corps; 
and : 


A bill (S. 2621) to limit the printing and engraving for the Geolog- 
ical Survey, the Coast and Geodetic seg hed tos the Hydrographic Office of 
the Navy Torarin and the Signal Service. 

The views of the minority were ordered to be printed with the re- 


rte! 2 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- | 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendmant, 
and submitted thereon: i 

A bill (S. 2482) to restore 


pensions in certain cases 
A bill 


S, 2418) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boulter; 

A bill (S. 2002) granting a pension to Betsey A. Smith; and 

A bill (H. R. 6311) granting arrearsof pension to Mrs. Maria Walker. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2435) granting a pension to Henrietta M. Drum Hunt; 
and 

A bill (S. 2176) granting a pension to Joanna W. Turner. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of James B. Royce, of Washington, D. C., late cor- 
poral of Company I, Seventh Vermont Volunteers, praying foran increase 
of pension, submitted a report thereon, Lap nana bya bill (S. 2622) 
Ane bet peon to James B. Royce; which was read twice by its 


Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8332) increasing the pension of James I. Miller, 
ss shay it without amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them each without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 921) granting a pension to Clara L. Preuss; and 

A bill (H. R. 4816) granting a pension to Mrs. Letitia J. Garrard. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. original bill erkers Sreda ninie cage tC 
a Aiea tional Assistant Secretary o 
which is known to all Sena- 
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Treasury was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

anand adro reps Digan Sa Assistant Secretary of the Treasury shall 

e tecaees by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 

eerie cenit esame go peee rd ac them and shall 
be subject to all provisions of law w provided for the present Assist- 
ant Secretaries of the Treasury. This nel act yer the office hereby created shall 
continue in force one year only. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOAR. I think that should stand over one day, as it is a very 
important bill, although I have great deference to the judgment of that 
committee. The Senate is not full. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will | for 


be placed on the Calendar. 
Mr. HARRIS. Let it be printed. 
Mr. MORRILL. I ask to have it printed. 
piste PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed, as a matter of 


xr. HOAR. I should like to call the attention of the Senator from 
Vermont who reported the bill to a 
[Mr. DAWEs] as to the phraseology of 
office shall be held for one year. Is it the intention of the committee 
to have a successive officer appointed for one year, or one officer? 

Mr. MORRILL, No, sir; it is intended only as a temporary act. 

Mr. HOAR. Then the bill ought to be amended by saying that the 
act shall only continue in force for one year. O! it would be 
the duty of the President to appoint another officer at the end of the 
year and then another. I hope my friend will look at that question 
which my coll e has raised. 

Mr. MORRIL Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent, as the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] has now withdrawn his ob- 
jection, that the bill in relation to an additional Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may be considered, and that an amendment which has been sug- 
gested by that Senator be agreed to. 

Deegan cue ae “The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent to 


On eaniderntion of the DIR (B: 3818) 
creating an additional Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. TELLER. I object to the consideration of the bill. . 
Mr. MORRILL. Very well; let it go over. 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Cigestion. akg tae the A afl 
be placed on the Calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. eee a EEN Be ee M. Ryon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

> He also introduced a bill (S. 2624) to provide for the location and 
erection of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers west of the 
Rocky Mountains; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2625) to establish a national art 
commission; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bred Baron 2626) to limit the creation of 
debts by the Territories of the U; and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and pao act to the Committee on 
Territories, 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. LOGAN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of F. M. Ryon be taken from the files of 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, there 
being no adverse report. 

AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. BROWN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
` him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 


BONDED EXPORT WHISKY. 
1 Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Whereas on the 6th day of January, 1885, the Secretary of the Treasury issued 
an order extending the Line for the t: transportation or exportation of whisky 
then in bond, upon which the tax of 90 cents per lon was due, or soon to be- 
come due an po fora „ Which on the 30th day of June, 1885, amounted to 7,750,- 
696 ons, all o; which had been stam: for export, and upon which, under 
pon’ w, the tax amounting to $6,975,626.40 had become due to the United States ; 


es under said order the bonded period was extended, giving the own- 
ers of said whisky the term of seven months in which they were to export said 

whisky out of ae Umen States, giving notice of their intention and entering 
into bonds so to do; 

Wares on n Dis HU ay ae d te 1886, an order wras rast the poena 

rted under order of January 

Priatna Y 18 the United Sta s rye with thout the payment of hak ay, rovided 
under the existing customs laws of the United States as provid ‚W, per- 


the same whisky exported under the order of Jan 0 lag: to be re- 
tu to the asennenae ae which it was cugiey typie bonded for export: 
Rett That the of the Treasury be directed to furnish to the 


Senate the authority upon which the above-named orders saeara pro 
with all Geclsions of the Attorney-General of the United States, opinions of the 


Commissioner of Internal Revenue, correspondence, and all other papers relat- 
ing to the before-mentioned orders of January 6, 1885, and March 27, 1586, now 


on file in the United States Treasury Department, and to inform the Senate 
what quantity of wh has been exported out of the United States under the 
order of Jan oe J antt what quantity, if any, the tax was permitted to 
be paid upon m of the time prov ded by law, instead of its 


being stamped for mss rt, erry pry what quantity, if any, has been returned to 
the United States under the order of March 27, 1886, at what ports of entry it was 
admitted and received, and where it is now stored in bond. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to have it adopted, if there be no objec- 
tion 


Mr, EDMUNDS, That is the best way. Itis merely a rcsolution 
information. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution without the recital be read 


Mr. DAWES. It is only calling for information; that is all. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first part of ‘the resolution will 


be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 
The PRESIDENT pro re. Ifthere beno objection to ~ ne 


consideration of the resolution, we question is on agreeing’ to 
The resolution was agreed to 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1391) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
Springfield, Mo, ; 

A bill (H. R. 1983) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
the public building at Reading, Pa.; pat ae 

A bill (H. R. 7887) to repeal all Jaws providing for the pre-emption 
of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber-culture, the 
laws authorizing the sale of desert Jands, and for other purposes. 

‘The message also announced that the Howse had passed the following 
bills: 

A bill (S. 121) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Staten Island Sound, known as Arthur Kill, and to cstablish the same as 
a post-road; and 

A bill (S. 2053) for the relief of Chester A. Arthur and William H. 

= PET ae of the district of shetty of 
New Yor 


amendments of the Senate te the hills: 

A bill (Hf. R. 1061) for the relief M. Shearer; 

A bill (H. R. 1 granting a to Annie Bagley; 

A bill R. 4685) for the relief of John A. Orndorff; 

A bill (H.R. 4782 granting a pension to Elizabeth McKay; 

A bill R. 5154 ee A. Poland; ~ 

A bill (H. R. 5406 to P. E. Raiger; 

A bill (H. R. 6848 the selicf of Edward M. Harrington: and 

A bill (H. R. 7156) to increase the pension of Antionctte Birney, 
widow of Maj. Gen. David B. 

The message also returned to the Senate in compliance with its re- 


quest the bill (H. R. 1815) granting a pension to Ellen Corcoran, 
TARIFF AMENDMENTS TO OLEOMARGARINE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pra tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 
ai praami ik resolutions?” the morning business is closed and the Calendar 

Mr. DAWES. Yesterday the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] 
submitted and asked to have printed and referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry an amendment to the oleomargarine bill. I 
desire to offer an amendment to that amendment, and ask that it may 
be printed and referred to the same committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the amendment to the amendment be 


read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment tothe amendment 


will be read. 
It is proposed to strike out all of the amend- 
ment of Mr. BECK and in lieu thereof to insert: 

Sec, —, That on and after the date of the passage of this act, for all purposes 
relating to customs duties and Hen portalon * woolen cloths” shall beheld and 
construed to include worsted clo 

Sec, —. That, for the purposes above named, the concluding proviso of section 
365 of said act relating to women’s and children’s dress Pia Aiit be heldand 
construed to apply to the whole of said section. 

SEC, —. That for the purposes above named the term “ knit goods,” in section 
367 of the said act, relating to Se Imans, &c., shall be held and construed 
to apply only to garments shaped wholly by knitting. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the amendment to the amendment be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
The motion was agreed to. 
CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. s 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask the Chief Clerk 
to read the order adopted yesterday which governs the proceedings of 
ipa fee to-morrow, and which the Chair will endeavor to enforce as 
far as he can. 


1886. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That after the disposition of Senate bill No. 371, the rest of to-mor- 
row and next day be devoted to the Calendar under the five-minutes’ limitation 
for debate and subject to objection, which objection shall operate only eed pass 
over the case, retaining its place ou the Calendar; and that no motion l be 
made to proceed to the consideration of any bill where objection is made to the 
consideration of the same, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill referred to in the order of 
the Senate will now be proceeded with. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5874) to alter and amend the act entitled 
“An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Congress 
approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act; that it 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the said bill and the 
amendments thereto, and had appointed Mr, Crisp, Mr. RICHARDSON, 
and Mr. HANBACK managers at the conference on its part. 


RESTORATION OF NAVAL CADETS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 371) limiting a portion of an act entitled “An act 
. making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1883, and for other purposes,” the pending question being on 
the amendment pro by Mr. BuTLER as a substitute for the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
has the floor on the pending question, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, when the Senate went into executive 
session yesterday I was referring to the claim which is made by that 
portion of the Committee on Naval Affairs represented by the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] that the act of 1882 was retroactive, 
and therefore grievous and not to be borne. I find in the report signed 
by that portion of the committee, the one-half who favor the bill, these 
words, referring to the act of 1882: y 

The law was not operative when they (the cadets) entered the academy, and 
five years later was made to affect them, and is thus retroactive and in effect an 
ex post facto law, 

I wish at no great length to enforce the view which I endeavored to 
present yesterday, that this claim is without foundation. ‘There is 
nothing whatever in the act of 1882 that is retroactive upon the naval 
establishment. The committee which considered and matured that 
statute and presented it to Congress, where it was accepted and passed, 
considered that subject very fully, and it was on the basis that it was 
not a retroactive act that it was accepted and adopted by Congress. 

The Court of Claims and the Supreme Court, which have since con- 
sidered the force of that act, have taken into consideration this very 
subject. In the opinions of the Supreme Court cited in the report, 
and making a part of it, presented by the Senator from South Carolina, 
the court in two places refer to this very subject. The Supreme Court, 
upon appeal from the Court of Claims in the case of the United States, 
appellant, vs. De Witt C. Redgrave, the engineer who brought the suit, 
and whom the court decided the law of 1882 did not apply to because he 
was already a graduate, go further than this, and in discussing the pro- 
visions of the act of 1882 base their decisionson the simple fact that the 
cadet-engineer who had served four years and graduated was out of his 
course of studies and in the Navy, and therefore the act did not apply 
tohim, I call the attention of the Senator from South Carolina to this 
decision upon the point of which he is inclined tomakesomuch. The 
court say, referring to this statute: 

The provision in the act of Au 5, 1882, for the discharge of surplus naval 
graduates is prospective only and does not apply to the classes of 1881 and 1882, 

There the court have considered this very subject and have decided, 
in accordance with the intention of Congress when the act was passed, 
that it is not a retroactive act. So also Mr. Justice Matthews, in the 
opinion upon the case that came before the court, after a full discus- 
sion of this legislation, referring to the language of the act and to what 
it embodied as its purpose, says: 

And to this end the whole scheme of reform embodied in the legislation was 
made prospective. 

With what force it can be argued here that the operation of the act 
of 1882 was retroactive I fail to perceive. I know it was not the in- 
tent of the committee framing the act; I know it was not the under- 
standing of Congress. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. May I ask the Senator if that is not the 
decision of the court? 

Mr. HALE. I have just read from the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Skipping a little bit. I ask if it is not 
really the decision of the court that it is a retroactive act? 

Mr. HALE. On the other hand, the decision of the court is that it 
isnot. The decision of the court, if the Senator will understand it, 
is simply upon the point that the engineers, unlike the cadets, had 
completed their course at the academy in four years, and were out of 
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their studies and in the Navy, and therefore that the act did not apply 
to them. The court do not go into the question of obligation in the 
least, but declare in terms that the statute is prospective and not re- 
troactive. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will ask the Senator, inasmuch’ as my 
name is signed to that report, whether it is not a fact that the court de- 
cided that there was a certain class of students, or whatever you may 
choose to call them, who made a contract, or that the Government con- 
tracted with under what the Senator calls the four-year theory and 
another class of six years? ; 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; the court decide nothing whatever on that 
point and lay no stress whatever upon the question of contract. They 
simply declare that the engineers, unlike the cadets, had graduated at 
the end of four years, and that under the provisions of the act declar- 
ing that it should not apply to officers of the Navy, it did not apply to 
them. Then they go on further than that and declare that as to all 
the others the act is not retroactive but is prospective. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. As I 
read the language of the court, they do not say that the act is pre: 
ive so far as it relates to the engineers, upon the ground that the Sen- 
ator has just stated, that they were officers of the Navy, that they had 
graduated, and therefore could not be discharged in that summary 
way. That was the idea as I understood by reading the decision. 

Mr. HALE. ‘The court go further than that, examine into the act 
and discuss its ponor roos and its leading purpose in a quite long and 
full opinion, and then at the end in the opinion of Mr. Justice Matthews— 
and I shall read it again showing that it does not simply apply to the 
engineers—he says: 

And to this end the whole scheme of reform embodied in the legislation was 
made prospective. ; 

I repeat that on this very point, of which so much is sought to be 
made, there was originally the purpose of the committee which framed 
the act that it should not be retroactive; there was the act of Congress 
adopting it with that purpose, and here is the decision of the Supreme 
Court upon the very subject-matter, declaring that it is not a retroact- 
ive act. 3 

Let us see one reason why the committee and Congress were so care- 
ful. The youths who were then in the academy pursuing their studies” 
were not in the service of the Navy of the United States. They were 
not a part of the Navy, and the act specifically and carefully and with 
the greatest scrutiny and care provided that nothing in it should apply 
to any officer in the Navy, because it was deemed to be of importance 
that the man who was in the Navy as an officer should not be troubled 
or sent out. 

These cadets had beenadmitted as students by the Government, were 
being educated by the Government, were having their course of instruc- 
tion supplied to them and receiving $600 a year in addition. The act 
was not only not retroactive as to them, not shutting them off, but de- 
clared that they might go on and complete their course at the expense 
of the Government. Every boy who was in there at that time has his 
right asa student and as a cadet very jealously guarded, and he is al- 
lowed to go on and complete his course; and if at the end of four years 
he chooses to take a certificate of what he has completed he may leave 
the service and go into civil life without any money, or he may continue 
and complete his six years’ course and then go ontand receive his $950. 
Nobody at that time thought of raising the point that the right of the 
boy at Annapolis was not jealously and scrupulously guarded, He was 
not 2 part of the naval establishment; butSenators are inclined to look, 
and the committee reporting the bill sustaining it by itsreport evidently 
look, upon those boys as part of the Navy. 

The last examining academic board, the last board whose view upon 
this subject (not upon what I am speaking of, but upon the meaning 
to be given to the words I quoted), took up this very point for consid- 
eration. Let me read on this point one of the things that led to the 
provision of the act of 1882 as touching these boys. The academic 
board of visitors on June 6, 1885, the same board that is referred to in 
the report of the Senator from South Carolina, say this—I ask the at- 
tention of Senators to it: 

There is, perhaps, another matter upon which it seems proper that something 
should be said. The cadets in the Military Academy at West Point are by an 
act of Congress designated as a part of the Army, but this board are aware of 
= bg “hag directly provides that cadets in the Naval Academy are a part 

And that is so. The cadet at Annapolis does not stand as a part of 
the Navy of the United States and in its service as an officer, as the 
cadet at West Point does in regard to the Army; and this whole propo- 
sition went upon the theory that the rights of these boysas students, as 
cadets who were studying, should be jealously guarded; and so they 
were. 

This proposition embodied in the act of 1882 that so carefully looked 
out for these cadets and gave them the privilege of completing their 
studies and jealously excluded the retroactive feature, would not be 
subject to objection one half as much as the proposition that the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts sustains; that is, shutting up the academy. 
You shut up the academy to-day or next year and you interfere with 
the course of study of every boy who has entered that academy. He 
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might have some reason to say that the Government was expected to 
complete his course there. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave never been able to make the Senator under- 
stand the proposition I made. The Senator from Maine argued yester- 
day—and that is the burden of his portion of the report made to the 
Senate—that the course of instruction at Annapolis had resulted in pro- 
ducing a great many more officers for the Navy than there was any use 
for, and he has addressed himself for several years (and the bill under 
consideration is the result of that report of his) to relieving the coun- 
try from the difficulties which that policy has involved usin. I sug- 

whether, instead of addressing himself to measures to relieve us 
from the results of the policy, he had not better modify the policy and 
reduce thesupply; and he inquired of me if I would shut up the acad- 
emy at Annapolis, and I said if it was necessary to reduce the supply to 
the needs and demands of the Navy, it would be better to shut it up 
than to go on overrunning the Navy with officers and then proceeding 
to devise measures by which we could throw the officers out after we 
had educated them. That was my suggestion. If the Senator sup- 
posed that I would be a party to inducing young men to embark in this 
education, and after having spent one, two, or three years there to shut 
the academy down on them, as you would a lid on a box, I have never 
made any such suggestion as that. 

Mr. HALE. I asked the Senator yesterday if he would vote to shut 
up the academy at Annapolis, and he said in terms that he would. 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly, and I say it now; but I would shut it up 
in some way in conformity with justice. The Senator seems to think 
that to relieve the country of the results of the unwise policy adopted 
it is necessary to di all the undertakings of the Government 
thus far instead of correcting the policy itself. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, if there has been any foree what- 
ever in what I have said, it is upon that very point; I here and 
now utterly repudiate the idea that this legislation is based on the 
Government going back upon any of its undertakings. On the other 
hand, I have endeavored to show that the act of 1882 most jealously 

the rights of everybody, of every officer in the Navy that he 
shall not be turned out, and of every student’ who was pursuing his 
studies that his studies should not be interfered with; and I do here 
‘declare that it is an assumption on the part of Senators who favor this 
bill that they are seeking to do what will put the Government right 
in kopog its contracts. On the other hand, the Government has 
scrupulousiy guarded and sensitively guarded its duties in this respect; 
and there is nothing in the legislation which shows that the Govern- 
ment has been lacking in the least. 

Yesterday I asked the Senator in terms: 

Now— 

Not hereafter, but ‘‘ now ’’— 

Now, will the Senator vote under any condition to close the school at Annapo- 
lis for six years? 

To which he responded: 

Mr. Dawes. Most certainly. I will do so rather than educate nine-tenths of 
all that graduate there at the expense of the Government without the slightest 
idea of ever utilizing that education in the Navy. 

So that the Senator put in contradistinction one against the other, 
either the educating men and turning them out and receiving only what 
the Navy wants, or shutting up the academy for six years. I would 
rather pursue the course that the act of 1882 intends and lays out so 
clearly, than to rudely shut up that academy for six years. I differ 
with the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator did not understand me as imputing to 
him an intefition to violate any of the contracts or engagements of the 
Government. ‘The only assertion that I intended to make was that 
that was the effect of the proposition. 

Mr. HALE. That I deny. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator did not ask me whether I would ruth- 
lessly shut up the academy at Annapolis. He asked me if I would do 
it under any condition, and I repeat it I would do it under certain con- 
ditions. 5 

Mr. HALE. The Senator made no conditions yesterday. Hean- 
swered my categorical question clearly in the affirmative. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator be kind enough to read the question 
again? 

Mr. HALE. I asked: 

Now, will the Senator vote underany condition to close the school at Annapolis 
for six years? 

Mr. DAWES. And I said that under certain conditions I would. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator replied: 

Most certainly. 

And then he went on to say that he would do so rather than do what 
the act of 1882 did. I differ with him. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator says I meant by that that I would ruth- 
lessly shut up the academy without any condition whatever, 

Mr. HALE. I will accept the Senator’s proposition that he would 
shut it up, without applying the word ‘‘ruthlessly,’’ because that per- 
haps is a strong term to app’ 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator must accept my answer as I gaveit, that 
I would shut it up under certain conditions. 


= 


Mr. HALE. Well, it is not very essential. 

Mr. DAWES. No, it is not worth anything; but it is worth going 
into the RECORD just as it was, if at all. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me, if I am capable of making anything 
clear, that I must have made it clear that this act is not retroactive, 
that Congress carefully saw to it that it should not be, and that the 
court has so passed upon and declared it as a matter of law, and that 
as a matter of right to these young men everything was done for them 
that could be done. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine a 
question. I concur very fully with him that we ought not to provide 
a larger force for the Navy than may be n for the work of the 
defense of the country. I understand his position to be this: While 
these young men went to the Naval Academy there was no contract 
express or implied on the part of the Government that they would after 
completing their education enter into the naval service of the country. 
I can not take that view exactly. My impression is that when the 
young gentlemen were invited to become students at the Naval Acad- 
emy the idea was present to their minds that after the completion of 
their studies they should be admitted into the naval service and have 
employment in that profession. If that is the case, it occurs to me 
that injustice was done by the act of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Let meask the Senator even supposing that his assump- 
tion is correct, and it may be, that these young boys sixteen years of 
age supposed when they went there that they would be instructed and 
would be received into the naval service, does he hold because of that, 
because a boy so expected, that every rule of law and of policy and of 
the needs of the Government shall be overridden? Does the Senator 
forget what the Government was doing for these boys, and how much 
better a condition of life they were in than nine hundred and ninety- 
nine boys out of a thousand, how eager would have been so many boys 
to have taken their place, and that even to them in their tender years 
should be applied the rnles which apply to men, that no man shall be 
taken as assuming what is contrary to the Jaw and the needs and the 
good of the Government? Does the Senator set up the fact that the boy 
of sixteen supposed the Government would take him in as overriding 
everything else? When a judge is appointed to a court and it is de- 
clared that he shall not be removed until the expiration of his term, he 
expects that he will serve that term out, and yet the Senator knows and 
I know of case after case where the legislative power has intervened and 
abolished the court, and the judge has to take the result as the needs 
of the State or the General Government require and accept the legisla- 
tion; and there is no hardship in that. It may have been a disappoint- 
ment to the boy, I grant; undoubtedly it was a keen disappointment 
to of these lads, 

How it is that Senators who early and late upon all other things are 
in favor of economy and in favor of the Government exerting its rights 
and caring for itself have been o uaded in this matter as a ques- 
tion of sympathy I am unable to understand. I feel sympathy myself 
for these boys; I have had their case stated to me in most eloquent 
fashion; I have known and seen the expression of disappointment, and 
almost crushing -prace sprang on the faces of different cadets when 
they were not allowed to go on; but I can not let that interfere with 
what seems to me to be the need of the Government. When the com- 
mittee and when Congress considered this it took the otherside, and en- 
deavored to make reeompense to these boys for their disappointment 
by treating them in the most generous fashion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say for the information of the Senator, what 
of course is known, that the Committee on Naval Affairs never did con- 
sider this question. 

Mr. HALE, No; but Congress considered it, and the bill was passed 
after one of the most animated debates that I ever listened to upon this 
floor. : 

Mr. BUTLER. It was put upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. It was put upon an appropriation bill, but with delibera- - 
tion; and it was not passed in silence; it was not passed without seru- 
tiny. Day after day upon this. floor, in the heats of the closing days 
of that session of Congress, the Senate debated this question day in and 
day out, night in and night out. The whole scheme of the reformation 
of the Navy was brought in here, and it was antagonized and sharply 
disputed, and Congress at last adopted this, so that it was not done in 
a corner but in view of all the facts. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine what is 
the generous compensation which he speaks of to the boys? 

Mr. HALE. First, it is a generous compensation to any American 
boy to receive him in over and above his fellows who desire to come in 
to the naval school at Annapolis. 

Mr. HOAR. But the compensation ? 

Mr. HALE. I am coming to that. All of this is compensation. 
Compensation is not a matter of cash alone, but that has not been left 
out here. Compensation is not always to be measured in bank notes, 


in checks upon banks, or in gold or in silver; but compensation is a 
large word. Education is compensation, and education isa better com- 
pensation to the youth of this country, and no Senator knows it better 
and realizes its force more than the Senator from Massachusetts—it is 
a better compensation than money. 
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Mr. HOAR. I think my friend understands my question exactly. 
I understood these boys had been received into the Naval Academy 
with an assurance that they should become educated to and become 


members of a certain profession, a profession limited in number, it is |. 


true, but np gs the world over as one of the eminent professions; 
that’ is, one of a naval offig-r. Thereupon, when they ially com- 
pleted their education they were deprived of the right to enter upon 
that profession. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. HOAR. The profession of a naval officer in the service of the 
country. It is for that I understand the honorable Senator from Maine 
to say that generous compensation had been given in the education 
which they had received for that purpose. Isuppose he meant by that 
compensation the $900, and it was for the sake of asking him another 
question that I asked that. I ask whether, g my honorable 
triend had been trained for the bar, as he was, and a brilliant and able 
member of it; when he had completed his studies at the law school, 
at the age of twenty-four or twenty-five years, he had been condemned 
never to practice law as long as he lived, would he consider $900 or 
$9,000 any sort of compensation for that? This, it is true, is a pro- 
fession few in numbers in this country. It is larger in England and 
in France, in Germany and in Italy; but itis the one which that 
hoy had been invited by his country to make the sole and honorable 
ambition of his life. After having his whole youth, with every hope 
and training of himself and his faculties and his ha habits and his sense 
of honor, when he had been brought to think of that one thing to 
which his life was consecrated, then suddenly you turn him off, and 
say, “We have given you ‘education, and we give you $900; go.” 
What compensation is there in that? 

Mr. HALE. In the first place, the Senator, with his remarkable 
acuteness, which we all admire, has failed to ive that even on the 
question of not permitting this student, this boy at the academy, the 
cadet, to enter the service, Congress has not interfered and prevented it. 
The act does not in any way prevent the boy who completes his course 
from entering the service of the United States. It does not say that at 
the end of the six years none of the class shall be admitted, but that to 
be admitted he must be near the head of the class. It narrows the 
number who shall be admitted; it does nothing more than that, There 
was no cadet of the class of 1883, of 1884, or any subsequent year after 
the legislation of 1882, that was forbidden in any way to enter the 
naval service; but it was simply said to him, ‘‘ You shall be submitted 
hereafter to a severer test as to your studies, you shall be able by your 
proficiency to be one of the first sixteen or seventeen, or you shall not 
enter the naval service.” It does not shut down the door and deny 
every one of this class, but it simply declares what shall be the quali- 
fications. 

Does the Senator doubt that Congress at any time could have added 
a half dozen studies to the course at West Point or at Annapolis, and 
thereby made it less likely that a student would graduate and on 
into the service of the United States? This was only proceeding in tha 
way; it was making the attainments of the cadet whoshould enter the 
service higher and better, and make him a better officer. That is all 
that it did, and I am glad the Senator has furnished me an illustration 
in reference to the profession of the law. He asks-what would be con- 
sidered if a young man had secen intended to enter the profession of the 
law, and he should find after he had given time to the study that he 
could not enter the profession. Why, sir,in my own State, at one time 
the qualification, the examination to be pursued before a student at law 
should be admitted to our courts was very small and very low, and 
scores of young men in the State of Maine were pursuing the course of 
studies with the intention of entering the bar, the best of them, those 
with the noblest aspirations, undoubtedly expecting afterward to make 
up what was not required of them; and the islature came in and de- 
clared that there should be a strict examination, that it should be in 
open court, that it should cover things which had never been embraced 
before; and under that scores of young men who were studying intend- 
ing to enter the bar were shut out and never entered the bar, because 
the legislative power in its discretion declared what should be the quali- 
fications before the State would allow young men to be admitted to the 
advantages that this great profession offered. 

Mr. HOAR. You do not say that these men shall goin on any qual- 
ifications. You only say they shall be better than som . You 
say to thirty men or forty or fifty, ‘‘ only the first sixteen of you shall 


come in, whatever yout qualification is. That is altogether a differ- 
ent thing. 
Mr. HALE. That ismaking the end and aim of the studies. I put 


it again, suppose Congress has come in at any time and declared t 
in addition—— 
Mr. HOAR. 

the other side. 
Mr. HALE. Suppose Congress had come in and instead of lowering 
the number that should be made, not in terms, but said “‘ only those 
who shall attain a certain proficiency in the more abstruse branches of 
study than what is now pursued should be admitted,” that would be 
another method, and it would result in the same thing. It would 
pare down the number that should be received into the naval service 


I have transferred all my. acuteness to my friend on 


of the United States just as effectually, just as ruthlessly, if you choose 
to use the word, as it would if it went the other way. That was all 
that was done. 

Now, Mr. President, these young men and their friends are bound 
to get back. They do not mean to let Congress alone. As a relative 
of one of these boys told me the other day, he never meant to leave 
ee alone until these boys had got back. They mean to get back. 

uestion whether they are wanted is not considered; the question 
ih ba they will be well treated is not considered; but they mean to 
get back and burden the crowded rolls of the naval establishment; and 
this bill, working, as it does all the way, against bright men and i in 
favor of dull men, will not take back into the Navy the brightest of 
these men by any means. The Senator from South Carolina, if he vent- 
ures, before this debate is over, to go into the argument of this bill, 
instead of trusting to the lobbying that has been done for it, if he vent- 
ures to discuss this question of the merits, will say that the numbers 
that I have given are too large, and that one hundred and forty-five 
will not come back. They will not. 

Mr, BUTLER. I would go into the argument with my friend from 
Maine but that he is evidently talking against time, and I have no 
idea of Sore betrayed into a discussion with him. 

Mr. HAL I am talking against the Senator, for I know how I 
ought to go over all the casted and forestall him before he gets the 
ear of the Senate. 

These boys will not all come back. There will not be one hundred 
and forty-five of them, but I will tell you and the Senate who will 
oa back. The poorest of them, the dullest of them, the least enter- 

rising of them, the boys that will make the poorest officers. The 
brightest of them, theablest, the most enterprising, the ones who would 
e the best officers have not been g around Congress, have 
not been beating at our doors and clamoring to come back, but have 
taken the education that the Government gave them and the money 
that was bestowed upon them and have gone into other walks of life, 
and to-day are in the professions, are in engineering, are in mercantile 
and commercial business, or are teaching the youthof the country, and 
taking advantage of the good education that they got at the academy, and 
no voice is heard from one of those young men; but the drones and the 
indolent and the slothful and the unenterprising are the boys who are 
demanding that they be let back upon this overburdened establishment 
to increase the suffocation in the lower grades. 

They will not all come back. Undoubtedly the brightest of them 
will never come back; and to-day as I know more than one, several 
of these bays are thankful that Congress interfered and in the needs 
and purposes of the naval establishment gave them an opportunity to 
retire with neatly a thousand dollars, and they are better off to-day 
than they would be if you had said that they would have to remain at 
the foot of the rank until they were nearly forty years of age. No, sir; 
they will not all come back. 

If I were one of them I should feel a great deal better if I had taken 
my $950 and the course of instruction which is given in this institution. 

The Senator from South Carolina, if he ventures to debate this bill 
as his report in the case does, will declare that this course of instruc- 
tion prevents and disqualifies a young man from succeeding in private 
life. Why, aside from the seamanship and drill, it is the course which 
is pursued in our colleges and institutions where the boys pay their own 
bills. The examination is upon subjects that not every youth is com- 
petent to be admitted upon. In the first year, here are some of the 
studies pursued: In mathematics, Ray’s Higher Algebra, Todhunter’s 
Algebra; Chanvenet’s geometry; in English studies, history and law, 
the structure and historical development of the English language, ex- 
ercise in the composition of letters; in history, outlines of history, es- 
pecially the history of Greece, Rome, and of the States of Western 
Europe, historical geography, important points in naval history, illus- 
trated by notes and by lectures. Here are the authorities, the books 
that are read and poset lp Modern French and German, and 
thorough drill in those, with higher mathematics; English studies, 
rhetoric and composition, choice and use of words, argumentative com- 
position, exercises in the composition of letters and tel: themes— 
all of the things that go to make a boy equipped for the struggle of life 
that must fall npon him upon which he must enter when he comes into 
competition with his fellows. So it goes on in the subsequent year. 

I have had occasion, because I anticipated in reading the report what 
the arguments would be, to look up these matters. I have found out 
what this course was. I was once a visitor there myself and knew it, 
but had tip od it, this course which it is declared unfits a boy for 
other business ! that he gets there, outside of and over 
and above the Ee drill and discipline and gunnery and seamanship, 
is a liberal education. There are not one-half of the colleges in the 
United States that rank as colleges which give a boy as good an educa- 
tion outside of the technique of this course at Annapolis as this insti- 
tution does. 

Here are some of the studies in the course pursued; Seamanship, ord- 
nance and gunnery, mathematics, steam-engineering, astronomy and 
navigation, physics and chemistry, English studies, history and law, 
modern dra and constitutional law—a thorough edu- 
cation in all of those. There isno Greek there, but I would give more 
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for the education that they give in physics, in the higher mathematics, 
English literature, the uses of language, the medium by which we op- 
proach and communicate with and influence mankind, than I would 
for all the Greek that was ever taught in all the schools. 

These boys get the advantage of that. It is the fault of the boy 
at the end of six years he comes out of the academy if in addition to all 
that he knows abont gunnery, about seamanship, about navigation, he 
has not got a higher education that makes him a fully equipped man 
for any field that he may choose to enter in civil life—it is his fault and 
not the fault of Congress; the claim that this is not a good education 
for these young men is not borne out. 

Mr. President, I have taken much more time than I hoped to occupy 
when I rose; but I felt the importance of the subject. I have taken 
some interest in the naval establishment and in naval affairs ever since 
the day when, as a young man, I entered the lower House. I haveseen 
two things happen, the naval establishment so far as concerned its ma- 
teriel, its ships, running constantly down, and so far as its officers were 
concerned running constantly up, until the disparity was such that it 
rang out like a cry of fire and demanded the intervention of Congress. 
Congress intervened and passed the wise act of 1882. I have no apol- 
ogies to make for that act. It is one of the things upon which I take 
some interest in considering that I had a part and parcel in it, for it 
begun the day when ships were to be built and the overplus of officers 
was sought to be restrained and prevented; and those added two exist- 
ing good things. From that day to this some of the young men who 
were treated in that way have been before Congress constantly. They 
sometimes, without investigation because the subject was not discussed 
and presented, got bills reported in their favor; but they were never 
able to secure their passage. They have got academic boards that have 
visited the academy, that have been under sympathy by all that was 
heard from these young men, to report in their favor. But never on 
full discussion has Congress or either branch of it declared that it would 
go back upon the beneficent legislation of 1882 and involve the Gov- 
soen in this responsibility and destroy the good effect of that legis- 

ation. 

Here we are in the seventh month of the session. The Committee on 
Naval Affairs has had opportunities to discuss and consider the whole 
subject of the Navy; the House of Representatives have had the same 
opportunity; and the first thing that comes up in reference to this great 
question, a question upon which our parties resolve alike when they 
get into convention that there should be a reorganization of the Navy, 
that we should have a respectable establishment, and not be the scoff 
and contumely of all the nations of the earth—the first thing that is 
pushed forward and obtruded in our faces is this provision to go back 
on the legislation of 1882 and take back these hundred or more officers 
who are no more needed in the naval establishment than the galley 
slaves or the rowers of the ancient Piræus would be needed; and we are 
asked to do that now and sympathy is invoked and it is declared that 
whatever may be the needs of the establishment this should be done. 

Nobody has presented any bill that I haveever heard of in the House 
of Representatives or here that has been able to make its way for any 
new aston because there are not all over the country in every State 
individuals personally interested to push such a bill as that, but su- 
pinely, slothfully, all these opportunities are neglected and we are 
asked, as the first thing in the direction of rehabilitating the naval 
establishment, to resuffocate this lower rank and to consign every boy 
who has gone on under this act and has graduated and has taken his 
place to find that if he graduated-in 1884 and has got a commission as 
an officer in the Navy and has a chance for promotion, that if this bill 
passes the boys of the class of 1883 who could not enter the Navy under 
this law come in and are placed over him. They have no rights; no 
sympathy is evoked for them; they are the boys who are to make the 
stamina and the good blood and the efficiency of the Navy in the future; 
nobody is lobbied and besieged for them; but this other class that have 
gone away from the academy and been away shall come back now—not 
the best of them as I have said, but the others, and be put in over the 
boys who graduated the year after. 

I protest against any such legislation. I protest in theinterest ofthe 
American Navy against this attempt. I have said and tried to make 
plain that these boys have no reason to complain. The best of them 
do not complain. Ihave nothing tosay against theircharacter. Ihave 
no doubt that they are good, discreet boys, with a desire to enter the 
service, but every boy who enters the Naval Academy can not get into 
the service. In my own State there are hundreds of boys who would 
be glad whenever vacancies occur to be taken into this establishment, 
be educated, and take their chance. They can not go, because thereis 
notroom for them. They are justas worthy, they are justas ambitious, 
they are just as much entitled to the glowing description which the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has given of the boys as those who do get into 
the establishment. And yet Congress does not propose to interfere and 
legislate for them. 

And with this I leaye the subject, earnestly protesting against the 
passage of this bill by the Senate as a step in the wrong direction, and 
as precisely the thing that Congress onght not to do. 

Mr. McPHERSON.. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina. I 
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move to strike out, in lines 6 and 7 of the amendment, the words ‘‘ en- 
tered the Naval Academy,” and insert: 

Neng oy the four years’ course at the Naval Academy and received diplo- 
mas of graduation. 


So as to read: 

That that gress 
number of Per E EON iah Rear te te are te tes pia vate 
year shall not apply to those cadets who had completed the four years’ course 
at the Naval Academy and received diplomas of graduation prior to the passage 
of this act. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator if he is certain that since the 

of the act making six years the course the student who keeps 
on for the six years, the last two years at sea, gets a diploma of grad- 
uation at the end of four years? I make the suggestion because the 
Senator does not want to make his amendment so that it will not ap- 
ply to those boys. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. He getsa diploma of graduation when he leaves 
the Naval Academy and goes on his sea trip. The education at An- 
napolis being a technical education, a diploma of graduation is given 
him, and then he takes his position at sea for putting in practical use 
the technical education he has received. Hence the graduates of 1881 
and 1882 at the time of the passage of the act of 1882 occupied an en- 
tirely different position, in my opinion, from thatof cadets then at the 
academy who had not passed through the graduating course at the 
academy. I have ever been in favor of restoring the classes of 1881 
and 1882 because they had finished their course at the academy and 
were then in the service of the Government. 

Let it be understood that at one time the four years’ course at the 
academy was all that was required of the naval cadets. Because of 
the fact that so many were entering the academy and no places could 
be found for them by promotion, the course was extended from four to 
six years, the two years additional being simply a sea course to put in 
practical operation the technical education they had received. 

Now, what is to bedone? When the law of 1882 passed it found the 
classes of 1881 and 1882 both having passed their graduating course at 
the academy, and they were on board ship. They were away from the 
country when the legislation of 1882 took place, which included them 
also under the construction placed upon the law and on which we have 
had no decision of the courts. It placed them then in an entirely dif- 
ferent position from that of students then in the Academy who had not 
passed the graduating course, and nobody knew whether they ever 
would or not. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like very much to have it determined under 
which of these two leaders we are to array ourselves. The Senator 
from Maine, who has just occupied the time of the Senate for about an 
hour to-day, informed the Senate that these y onng men were not in the 
naval service although they were at sea, Now comes the Senator from 
New Jersey and says that after a four years’ course they arein the naval 
service although they areat sea. The fact is that the four years’ course 
at the academy does not entitle them to a diploma 6f graduation. 
The Senator from New Jersey is mistaken. They get their diploma of 
graduation after the six years’ course, two years having been spent at 
sea on board ship. 

Mr. HALE. But the two years’ course at sea is just as much part 
of their studies. : 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New Jersey I presume did not mean 
to state that as a matter of law they had become officers in the service 
and were technically in the service the last two years; only that they 
were on sea duty. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is what I understood him to say, that they 
were officers of the Navy after having graduated. as 
Pie r. HALE, I do not think the Senator from New Jersey means 

t 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let the Senator understand me distinctly, I 
say that at the end of the four years’ course the cadets are subjected to - 
an examination. Some are to pass; others are not. Those who do not 
pass the requisite examination are dismissed, or given another chance 
perhaps. Those who do pass, as I understand, reccive a diploma of 
graduation. 

Mr. BUTLER. There the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I will change my amendment to meet 
the case, and say: 

And have passed the requisite examination at the academy. 


Mr. HALE. I think that would be better. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from South Carolina asks who is 
the leader in opposition to this proposed measure. The Senator from 
Maine and myself differ with regard to what would be justice. The 
Senator from South Carolina and myself differ in like manner. ` I sup- 
pose I am not revealing any of the secrets of the committee when I 
say that I asked in committee that the bill be modified. I was not 
supported, but I find in the report made by the Senator from South 
Carolina that he supports me, and I will read from his report. Ido 


not assume leadership in the matter; I want to be in accord with him. 
I will read from his report: 
Mr. BUTLER. I have been simply trying to have it determined 
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which was the leader on the opposite side—whether the Senator from 
Mane or the Senator from New Jersey. Ido not aspire to be a leader 
at all, 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let me read from the report of the Senator from 
South Carolina and see how near I am in accord with him. . 

We further find that all of the classes of 1881 and 1882 were in actual service— 

Mark the language— 
when the act of August 5, 1882, was . Not eo had they completed the 
A aAa course at the Naval Academy and received their diplomas of gradua- 

I use his language in my amendment as first offered, supposing it to 
be correet— 
but they were then serving at sea. Even if desirous of resigning after the pas- 
sage of this act, in order to en: in some business or profession, their absence 
from the United States made it almost impossible to secure a position, and, 
eyen if they could haye done so—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I would like to ask whether it does not 
really mean this—— 
` Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator wait and listen to the report: 
the cost of returning tothe United States would have been so great that they 
were forced to remain in the service until the completion of the two years at 
sea. The law was not operative when they entered the academy, and five 
years later was made to affect them, and is thus retroactive and in effect an ex 
post facto law. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Is that the minority report? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Each of the two reports is signed by an equal 
number of members of the committee, both for and against the bill. 
I speak now of the report signed by Mr. CAMERON, Mr: Dawes, Mr. 
STANFORD, and Mr. BuTLER, which the Senator from South Carolina 
submitted. He agrees with me in that report that the law would be 
retroactive touching the classes of 1881 and 1882. Therefore I agree 
with him that the classes of 1881 and 1882 should be restored, and I 
claim with him that there is a wide distinction between a naval cadet 
who entered the Naval Academy and graduated, who received his 
diploma of graduation, and who, under the orders of the Government, 
was sent to do sea service—in the language of the Senator’s report, in 
actual service outside—and a mere student. Hence it is that I have 
ever been in favor of restoring those classes. I believe that as to them 
the law was retroactive. After the two years’ sea course they returned 
from that sea cruise and an examination took place. It is the result 
of that examination, taken together with the former examination after 
the four years’ course, that determines the position the cadet takes upon 
the Naval Register; his assignment is based upon that examinatiof. 
Hence I supposed the Senator from Maine would aver that, that being 
his final examination, he is not accepted, and has not finished his course 
until that examination has taken place and he is given a place on the 
Naval Register, but that does not necessarily follow. He had left the 
academy, he was in actual service, and in the service of the Govern- 
ment, doing duty as a naval officer and filling a place that officers un- 
der pay are required to do and do fill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish-to ask the Senator from New Jersey 
if the effect of his amendment would not be to blend two bills, to in- 
clude here the classes of 1881 and 1882, to reinstate in the Navy those 
who were suspended with the words ‘‘honorably discharged ” by Mr. 
Chandler, the then Secretary of the Navy? I ask whether the effect 
of the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey is not that? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It would restore the classes of 1881 and 1882; 
it would restore all classes that had left the academy after passing an 
examination and doing duty for the Government on shipboard at the 
time the act of 1882 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The effect would be to blend two bills. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. -It would be to limit the operation of the bill 
before the Senate to the classes of 1881 and 1882, and would not restore 
those who were in the Naval Academy and who had not passed the grad- 
uating examination. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iam only asking for information, not op- 
posing the amendment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have stated the effect of the amendment. I 
claim that there is justice in the restoration of the classes of 1881 and 
1882, and in that respect I differ with the Senator from Maine. 

The Senator from Maine in answer to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, if I understood him correctly, said that the act did not prevent 
any of these persons from receiving an appointment in the Navy; it 
simply subjected them to a competitive examination, and those who 
took rank highest on the list were the ones selected to fill any vacan- 
cies that might occur in the grade nextabove. Butthe Senatorin that 
regard did not go far enough, because if the law of 1882 had not passed 
the classes of 1881 and 1882 who were at sea were then subject to pro- 
motion under the old law. What was that? They hada place on the 
Naval Register and whenever vacancies did occur by seniority they were 
entitled to promotion and must be promoted before those who entered 
the academy later. So in any event the classes of 1881 and 1882 would 
have been promoted if they passed the requisite final examination after 
return from’ the sea course, and they could not have been dismissed 
from the Navy except by court-martial. They were upon the Naval 
Register and would have been entitled to promotion which would have 
hindered the promotion that has been given to other and later classes. 


That is exactly the situation. I claim that no injustice whatever has 
been done to the nayal cadets who were in the Naval Academy and who 
had not finished their course. A good education is given them; a com- 
pensation is given them greater than they could earn at anything else; 
and if the Government of the United States owing to the topheayy con- 
dition of the Navy required, if the exigencies of the Government, the 
interest of the Government required that there should be a limit as to 
the number of officers who should be placed upon the Naval Register, 
then I claim that it was within the power of the Government and it 
was the duty of the Government to do it, and no injustice was done to 
those young men who were then pursuing their studies. 

As to the education at the Naval Academy, in my opinion any young 
man entering the academy receives there an education which fits him 
for almost any department of business in life. ‘The education there is 
a very full one; and one thing above all others which to my mind is 
indispensable and important to every young man who is seeking to at- 
tain an education is the discipline which is required from boys at the 
Naval Academy. Certainly, formyself, I think I would prefer to be 
educated there to fit a man for any place in life to any school or college 
in the country. 

Hence I think, Mr, President, the Senate will not fail to draw a dis- 
tinction and a very proper distinction between the classes of -1881 and 
1882 and the classes which came in later. l 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the 
amendment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall not detain the Senate by making any response 
to the Senator from New Jersey. 

The burden of the argument of the Senator from Maine was that there 
was not room in the Navy now for these young gentlemen that we pro- 
pose to restore. If there is any force in that argument, it applies just 
as much to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey 
as to the amendment which I had the honor to present. It would be 
very unfair, very unjust, it seems to me, to make this discrimination 
in favor of one set of these young gentlemen against the other. 

I will say, now that Iam on my feet, that the statements made by 
the Senator from Maine are in my judgment enormously exaggerated. 
I do not mean intentionally so. In the first place this measure will 
cost nothing like the amount which he hasstated. I have had an esti- 
mate made of the cost as I arrive at it, which would be about $217,000 
distributed over five years’ time, or about $40,000 a year. In the next 
place he has exaggerated the number of cadets that will be likely to go _ 
back. It comes within my knowledge that a great many of them have 
gone into other pursuits. A great many of them may not desire to 
avail themselves of this bill if it passes. 

I hope that the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey will be 
voted down. ` It would be very unjust, as I said before, to other young 
gentlemen to have this discrimination made against them. They re- 
gard it as a sort of stigma upon them to be put out of the service in 
this way. A great many of them, I think, would be perfectly content 
with having the vindication that this bill would give them. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Would it interrupt the Senator to answer me 
a question ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me draw an illustration. The classes of 
1881 and 1882 were at sea when the act was passed. They had been 
four years in the academy; they had finished their course, and one of 
them had served a year at sea. A young man comes into the academy 
in the year 1881 by appointment; he has served there a year; he re- 
ceives his compensation, more than he could earn in any other place 
in the world in any other business; does the Senator pretend to say 
that any injustice is done to that young man whoentered the academy 
in 1881 if he should be given to understand that at the end of his term 
if he stood at the top of the list in the competition he might receive 
promotion ? ' 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido think it would be the very grossest injustice if. 
there was no such contract or agreement at the time he entered the 
service. I think it would be equally as unjust to the young man who 
entered in 1881 as to the one who entered in 1878. The act as to the 
young man referred to by the Senator from New Jersey would be just 
as unjust and harsh. 

The Senator from Maine says there is no contract. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is an agreement, and each one of these young men is re- 
quired to sign this oath when he enters the Naval Academy: 

I, , of the State of „ aged — years — months, having been 
appointed a cadet-midshipman in the Naval Academy of the United States, do 
hereby engage, with the consent of my (parent or guardian), that I will serve 
in the Navy of the United States for eight years, unless sooner discharged by 
competent authority. ] 

There is the oath the young man is required to subscribe to when he 
enters the academy. í 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. What is the date of it? 


Mr. BUTLER. It is ablank form of the oath that the cadet makes. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That does not apply to engineers, does it? 

Mr. BUTLER. I take it that it applies to all, to all the cadet-mid- 
shipmen in the United States Naval Academy. 
point, and it is not material to what I state. 


I am not sure on that 


5398 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 8, 


' Mr. MCPHERSON. 
term resign? 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course he is qualified to 

Mr. McPHERSON. Thatisoneside. It binds the Government and 
does not bind the cadet. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course he can resign; but that is the oath he is 
required to make when he enters the Naval Academy; and the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey will make the act of August 5, 
1882, if anything, more objectionable and more harsh than it now is. 
I trust the amendment will not il. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, amendment that is offered by the 
Senator from New Jersey improves the bill very largely in this regard, 
that it cuts down largely the number of these young men that will be 
restored. I can not see the distinction that the Senator has in mind 
which puts the two classes that had finished their studies in 1882, and 
would take their final graduation in 1883 and 1884, in a different at- 
titnde from the others who came later, because when this act was 
about which so much controversy has arisen, in A 1882, the mem- 
bers of the two classes that would graduate in 1883 and 1884, and who 
had ended their studies at the academy in 1881 and 1882, were away 
at sea without any ity to get out of the service. Those boys 
were undoubtedly tly situated from all the others. The other 
boys were in the classes and at the academy, had not been taken from 
it, were not away pursuing their duties upon thesea. These two classes 
had left the academy; they had not completed their course, because I 
again say that it is not a four years’ course, it is a six years’ course, and 
it makes no differenceinlaw. But they had left the academy, and under 
the regulations and the law were pursuing their studies at sea and were 
away. They could not get back under two years. They had not the 
opportunity to ; they had not the opportunity to get out and take 
their certificates of the four ram course of studies. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Do you not think since the decision of the 
courts the practical recognition of this principle as applied to the cadet- 
engineers = p cover — case? ; 4 k 

Mr. HALE. I can see that a parity of reasoning might apply to the 
cadets who had completed their studies at the academy, but they are 
not the same in law. lar wanes oR never had a six years’ course, 
as the others had, and at the end of their four years they became grad- 
uates and were not touched by the law. The cadets who were in the 
six years’ course were never graduates, Although they got through 
the four years’ course at the academy, they were still cadets, but they 
had left the academy as the engineers had, and they invoke much 
more sympathy undoubtedly than this other class because they could 
not take advan of the provisions of the act of 1882. 

Mr. MCP. N. But the Senator is aware of the fact that as to 
the cadet-engineers it was not le for them to be promoted to the 
grade of assistant engineer until they also had performed two years’ 
service at sea and had passed their final examination. So with the 
single exception of the word ‘‘ graduates’? which was found in the law 
there was practically no difference whatever between the cadet-engi- 
neers who were restored by the decision of the Supreme Court and the 
classes of 1881 and 1882 which I propose to restore by this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator has not got the 
amendment, so that it makes no difference, but I if he refers to 
them as the classes of 1883 and 1884 it will be more technically cor- 
rect, because that is the way the academy refers to them by the years 
they graduate, their final graduation. They call them the classes of 
1883 and 1884; but that is not essential, because the Senator has not 
embodied it in this amendment, 

The Senator is correct in saying that their duties were the same; 
they went away the same; only the law in one case made them grad- 
uates and in the other it did not; and that is the foundation of the Sen- 
ator’s amendment, and as far as it goes it improves this bill. I shall 
vote for the amendment because it improves the bill. I would not 
vote for the bill even if so amended. 

Mr. BUTLER. What then becomes of the Senator’s argument that 
there is already suffocation and distress and all that sort of thing at 
the foot of the Navy now? Where will the forty-five young men of 
the 1883 and 1884 classes go? 

Mr. HALE. I donot know, but I would rather the Secretary should 
be met by aquestion of d of fifteen or twenty young men put back 
than one hundred; and I would vote tocutdown the bill the Senator from 
South Carolina has reported which would send one hundred or more 
young men into the overcrowded rank of ensign. I would vote for any 
amendment that would make it twenty. That is what the Senator 
from New Jersey proposes. 

Mr. BUTLER. And then vote against the bill ? 

Mr. HALE. I would not vote for the bill, but I say I would vote 
to make it as small as possible. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In my opinion, if this question were presented 
to the court, ing as I do in the decision of the court, and recog- 
nizing as I do the principle there decided in the case of cadet-engineers, 
a like decision would be rendered in this case. There is no difference 


Can not the young man atany time during that 


logy in his 


between the status of the cad 
except that the i must serve the same lengthof time and 
is then paid double pay to what he received while in the academy and 


et-engineer and the cadet-midshipman, 


before uation. He is in the service of the Government, an officer 
of the Government, entitled to and receiving larger com} tion. It 


simply shows that at the end of the graduating course they are called 
graduates, and that is the only distinction I can possibly draw in the 
law upon which the judgment of the court wasrendered. Hence when 
a proposition is before the Senate to restore these classes, as the Supreme 
Court has decided practically the principle in the case of cadet-engineers, 
I claim that it is right on the part of the Senate to in te that 
much in a law and restore the classes of 1881 and 1882. As toall the 
other classes, it seems to me there isno requirementon us to put them 
back. It is simply a question with the Government, involving great 
expense; the question is, what are you going to do with these young 
men, where are you goingtoputthem? We havea bill pending before 
the Senate, which I presume will be reported either favorably or ad- 
versely very soon, touching the cadet-engineers, thirty-four of whom 
are found I think now to be eligible under the decision of the court and 
the order of the Secretary restoring them to service. The next ques- 
tion is where to place them on the Navy Register. We must of course 
increase the number of assistant engineers to the extent necessary to 
furnish those young men places in that list. If either of these bills, 
either the committee’s bill or the amendment I have proposed, should 
pass, it will be necessary to increase the number of that grade to which 
you propose to assign these young men, in order that they may be prop- 
erly placed on the list. But I agree with the Senator from Maine that 
to pass the bill reported and advocated by the Senator from South Car- 
olina would so complicate and so encumber the whole situation that we 
should not see any end of it. Confusion without any particular benefit 
to these young men would ensue. } 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the 
amendment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend- 
ment by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. eet 

Mr, MCPHERSON. I have another amendment to offer, and I think 
the Senator from South Carolina will not disagree with me in regard 
to this. In line 10, after the word ‘‘ Navy,’’ I move to insert: 

nd passing the examination now required by law. 


Let it be settled whether these young men are professionally, physic- 
ally, and mentally competent now by passing an examination. I do 
not think anybody can say that they ought to be restored to the Navy 
unless they are fit. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think my friend the chairman of the committee 
has an amendment which will cover the question raised by the Senator 
from New Jersey as to a physical examination. 

Mr. CAMERON. Ihave an amendment which I proposed to offer 
when the Senator from New Jersey took the floor. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to offer my amendment. After the 
word ‘‘ Navy,” in line 10 of the amendment of the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], I move to insert ‘‘and passing the examina- 
tion now required by law.” 

So as to read: 


And those cadets who have been honorably Siachargon under the provisions 
of the aforesaid act may, upon making application to t ofthe Navy 
and passing the examination now req by law, within sixty days after the 

of this act, be restored to the service and take their places on the Naval 
Register in the same manner as if said act had not been passed. 


Mr. BUTLER. I do not quite see the force of that amendment. I 
do not know what examination the Senator refers to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Itis well known that a naval officer before he 
can be appointed or promoted must pass an examination. The exam- 
ination is as to his physical, mental, moral, and professional qualifica- 
tions. When the time has come for promotion an officer must pass 
that examination before he can be promoted. This is the year 1886. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not aware of any examination required by law, 
because the law never has required it. There is an examination for 
promotion. There are examinations when a boy enters the Naval Acad- 
emy, and when he gets upon the Naval ister and seeks promotion 
of course he undergoes examination and he is promoted or otherwise as 
he is qualified; but I know of no examination that the law requires to 
meet a case like this. I do not know what kind of an examination the 
authorities would give them. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam y willing to make it plain by add- 
ing after the word ‘“‘law” the words “for promotion.” 

Mr. BUTLER. These young men are notasking promotion. They 
are simply asking to be restored to the Navy. 

ðr. CAMERON. I will state that I do not think there is any law 
compelling them to undergo an examination prior to promotion even. 
That is aregulation ofthe Department. ‘These young men have already 
passed their examination, and the only difficulty in my mind was that 
there might be some question as to their physical condition, and there- 
fore I to move an amendment in line 18 which I think will 


cover ali that is necessary. But as to making them undergo a mental 
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examination or any other examination except =o one, it seems 
to me is asking a t deal more than ought to mired. 


req 

Mr. BUTLER. I concur entirely with the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia, and would therefore ask the Senator from New Jersey to withhold 
his amendment until the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
is acted upon. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am willing to hear the amendment of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMERON. I to strike ont all after the words “* pro- 
vided further,” in line 18 of the amendment of the Senator from South 
Carolina, down to the word ‘ graduation,” in line 20, and in lien 
thereof to insert: 


No graduate shall be entitled to restoration until he shall have subsequent to 
of this act passed a physical examination before a board of naval 


the 
medical officers. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I can not hear. 

Mr. CAMERON. I propose to insert in place of the second proviso 
at the end of section 1 of the amendment the following words: 

sot to tits pasuage of this act pamed p paysiol examination DARCOS board of 
neni e is a on oreas Q! 
naval medical officers. i 

It says nothing about his mental or moral condition. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator see that there might be other ex- 
aminations that it would be essential these cadets should pass if they 
are going back in the Navy ? 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not see any such necessity. 

Mr. HALE. Some of these boys, for instance, those that went out 
in 1883, have been entirely away from the Navy; have been away from 
naval studies; they have been away from naval associations; they have 
been away from all the things that tend to make a man competent for 
promotion in the Navy; and yet the Senator from Pennsylvania and 
the Senator from South Carolina are not willing, in their determina- 
tion to force these boys back, that that condition shall be met by ex- 
amination. 

Contrast for a moment, Mr. President, the condition of these boys, 
a graduate of 1883, for instance, who, after three years’ absence, is com- 
ing back to be restored without examination, and is to be put into the 
Navy over and above the graduate of 1884, who went into the Navy, 
who has been in it ever since pursuing naval studies, attending upon 
naval duties, upon ships, in navy-yards, in the observatory, wherever 
he may be; and here this intrusion from outside is forced upon the 
Navy, and these boys who have been absent all this time are to be put 
in it over and above bright boys at the head of their class who have 
A exact and the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator from 

ennsylvania are not willing that they should be submitted even to 
an examination. It only discloses the determination there is to put 
these boys back whether or no, without examination and without quali- 
fication and without fitness. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is not authorized to make that state- 
ment. 

Mr. FALE. I understood the Senator to object to an examination. 

Mr. BUTLER. I objected to the amendment in the form in which it 
was put, and Iam not sure but that I shall object to it entirely, be- 
cause, without being disrespectful to the mover of the amendment, the 
Senator from Maine, I do not think there is any sense init. That is 
my opinion about it. The Senator from New Jersey provides in his 
amendment that there shall be the examination now provided by law. 
I willsay to the Senator from Maine that there is no examination pro- 
vided by law for such cases because there has never been such a case in 
the history of the Navy. If the Senator from Maine or the Senator 
from New Jersey will give some line of examination I may consider it. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know that whenever there is a 
promotion, not by law but by regulation, whenever a man comes up in 
routine by reason of a vacancy to the promotion that he has so Pra, er 

, he can not move a step, he can not go over into the promised 
until he is examined under the regulations of the Department? 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that perfectly well. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let the Senator from New Jersey, if he chooses, 
or if that is essential to cover the point that no legal examination is re- 
quired, that the law does not provide for it, modify his amendment and 
make it ‘‘such an examination as shall be required by the regulations 
Ah the Navy Department,’’ because the Senator from South Carolina 

seas ry ive the great injustice to the boy who has remained in the 
Navy, first attained the head of the class, and has been commissioned, 
and has gotso far along in the numbers of his rank to havenow a boy 
who has been three years away come back and be put over him and 
without examination. It only intensifies the objectionable features of 
this bill. Ido not know that I feel like p farther. Iam will- 
ing to leave it to the Senate and let them decide upon this whole ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLom in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
eee to the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 


Mr. E. Imove to amend that by saying ‘‘and passing such 
examination ’’—— 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I will listen to the suggestion. 


Mr. HALE. It may be that the law does not requireit. I pro 
to insert the words ‘‘and passing such examination asshall be fixed by 


the ons of the Navy Department.’’ 
Mr. McPHERSON. The regulations of the Navy Department are 


printed ay ATS 
Mr. But this authorizes the Department to make another 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well. I accept that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Isimply want to point out the injustice of both these 
amendments. If these young gentlemen are restored by this bill to 
the Navy Register, if they become naval officers with the rane of en- 
sign and present themselves for promotion, according to the admission 
of the Senator from Maine and the Senator from New Jersey they will 
be subjected to a rigid examination before they can get promotion. 
Now, what harm can result to the service by simply passing the amend- 
ment. as I have offered it, with the additional amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, and let them take their chances, when it comes 
to promotion, to be subjected to the examination, which of course they 
will be obliged to be subjected to under the regulations? I can see no 
necessity in the world for this preliminary examination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey, as proposed to be modified, will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 10, after the word “ Navy,” it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

And passing such examination as shall be fixed by the regulations of the Navy 
Department. 

Mr. BUTLER. These young gentlemen all passed their examina- ` 
tjon after their six years’ course and were entitled to be put upon the 
Navy Register as ensigns. Now, why subject them to an additional 
examination for getting back into the Navy when those who have re- 
mained in the Navy with their own classes are not subjected to a sim- 
ilar examination ? 

Mr.CAMERON. I want to say in addition that when they come up 
for promotion they must undergo an examination precisely the same as 
those who have remained in the Navy. 
gue BUTLER. Ihave just stated that. There is no doubt about 

b. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is on the amendment of 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], as modified, to the 
amendment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 12, noes 11; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. HARRIS called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the yeas and nays are taken I wish to call 
the attention of the Senator who offers this amendment to the place 
where wba gegen put it into the bill. If itis inserted in that place 
the effect that these young gentlemen must be examined within 
sixty days, which might be entirely impracticable. They are to apply 
within sixty ; and the place where this amendment is to go in 
would require that they should be examined within sixty days, which 
might make the whole thing entirely nugatory. I am sure the Senator 
from New’ Jersey does not mean to do that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not feel any special concern about this amend- 
ment, except that I am in favor of an which is restrictive of the 
pont position originally reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. The 

ill itself I regard as entirely without merit. We are spending days 
in debate over a pxoposition to put into the already overloaded Navy 
one hundred and forty-five young men for whom there is about as much 
use as there is for a fifth wheel to a wagon. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am sure the Senator does not desire to state the 
case otherwise than in accordance with the facts. There are not one 
hundred and forty-five to be restored by this bill or anything like it. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is upon the assumption that all who were dis- 
charged from the Naval Academy under the law of 1882 will not avail 
themselves of the privilege of this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; Ido not confine my estimate to that. The 
very highest possible estimate of those who would be eligible for rein- 
statement would be one hundred and eighteen, and about half of those 
perhaps will go back. 

Mr. PLUMB. Letit be one hundred and eighteen, then. That is 
a-difference only in degree, not in kind. The fact is that there are 
already at least three hundred officers in the Navy for whom we have 
practically no use. Now we propose to put one hundred and eight- 
een more into this already overburdened service. The money is some- 
thing, of course; and I think on the whole that if we were to exert 
ourselves a little we could find some better way to spend that money; 
but it seems to be one of the peculiarities of our legislation that we are 
always ready, nee eee the money in the Treasury to individuals, to in- 
crease compensation alread y large enough, and to create new places for 
which there is no necessity, while the industries of this country, its 
great commercial interests, go begging for lack of the support which 
the Government ought to give them, and which the money we propose 
to give here and now would help immensely to do; and we spend day 
m Lap armarria sx dorieioe means for the benefit of 
the personnel of the Navy and notan hour in regard to those things 
which are vital to the creation and maintenance of a navy. Putting 


one hundred and eighteen more officers into the Navy and thereby 
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spending the money which otherwisemight be used to build ships, put- 
ting one hundred and eighteen officers into the Navy for whom there 


is no earthly use, is not only an unwise—I was going to say almost a 
criminal expenditure of the public money, but it is to overload the 
Navy and make it impossible that it shall ever be anything else than 
it is now, simply the nursery of personal preference and favoritism 
which inevitably find their way into this Chamber in the shape of legis- 
lation like that under consideration. 

It is the establishment also of a principle that when we take young 
men into the Naval or Military Academy, the expectations which they 
may have formed, which have no basis in the law, are to control Con- 
gress, no matter whether there is need for their services or not. While 
they can resign, quit the service at any moment of time they choose so 
to do, the Government can never dispense with them at its own option 
and when necessary for the public interest, but have got them tied on 
our backs like the Old Man of the Sea. Whether they are needed in 
the public service or not, and whether they are useful or not, we have 
always got to keep them. I think the establishment of that principle 
in these two branches of the service would be worse than the expendi- 
ture of the many millions of money by which the cost of the establish- 
ment is thereby unnecessarily increased. 

Mr. President, no Army officer and no naval officer holds his com- 
mission by any tenure except the will of Congress. There is neither 
law nor equity that requires us to keep one single one of them in the 
service a moment of time beyond that when we, in the exercise of the 
sovereign power given us by the American people to be exercised in 

` their interest, say his services are needed for the interests of the Gov- 
ernment. We have turned out of the Army of the United States from 
time to time hundreds of officers of the greatest military reputation, 
men who had served in actual war and not in the quasi-military per- 
formances that go under the names of army operations in time of peace, 
men who carried upon their person the wounds of an honorable and 
dangerous service, men. to whom the Government is under obligation 
which it can never repay with money or with anything else that it can 
do, because the patriotism and the self-sacrifice of that service was such 
as legislation can never adequately reward. Then there was no talk 

_ that we had no power over the subject, that there was any injustice, 
and that Congress should be governed by the expectations which these 
people had formed. But now, forsooth, when some young gentlemen 
to whom we have given an education, whom we have fed and clothed 
and sheltered during the process of giving them that education, equip- 
ped them for the race of life to the fullest extent that education can do, 
because they thought they ought to stay longer, we are debating herea 
proposition to put them back into the Navy, not fora day, not forthe pur- 
pose of salving their wounded pride, but to stay a lifetime in the service 
of the Government under great pay and in positions in which they can 
never, so far as any one can now forecast the conditions of the future, 
ever render one single hour of useful service to the Government. 

If that is not an unwise and reckless perversion of the legislative 
power and a most unwise and reckless use of the public money, I do 
not know what language could describe such. Instead of more offi- 
cers of the Navy, we need fewer. Instead of a greater personnel, a 
greater current expense, we need to put the knife in and cut strongly, 
decisively, and deeply in order that we may have a service worthy of 
the Government and which at the same time shall be kept within 
proper limits as to current expense. 

There is neither justice nor propriety in this demand. We arein the 
closing hours of a session, with great andimportant measures awaiting 
the action of Congress, and there never has been a time when, in my 
judgment, there was as much need of Congress doing something not 
only to limit the ordinary expenditures for ranning the Government, 
but to turn the public revenues which we may have in excess of the 
closest needs of the service, if we are to continue to raise them into 
sourees which will be beneficial to the great body of the American peo- 
ple. At this time to spend days in debating a bill of this character, 
and to seriously consider a proposition to overburden the Navy with 
one hundred and eighteen utterly useless officers, it seems to me is 
trifling with the public interests committed to our charge. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I think the Senator from Kansas is laboring 
under a mistake when he states that there will be under the operations 
of this bill one handred and eighteen additions to the Navy. , 

Mr. PLUMB. I accepted the statement of the Senator from South 
Carolina who has charge of the bill. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I hold in my hand a memorandum with re- 
gard to naval cadets which farnishes the number for the three years, 
1883, 1884, and 1885, a copy of which the Senator from Maine has. It 
is an official statement. Forty-one naval cadets were given certificates 
of honorable discharge under the act of August 5, 1882, for the year 
ending June 30, 1883; eight naval cadets graduated in the year ending 
June 30, 1884, aud twenty-one naval cadets graduated in the year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, making in numbers seventy in those three years. 
The statement does not include the graduates of this year; but taking 
about the pro rata, I assume that altogether there will be ninety. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator must see that in addition to that, not only 
are the graduates of this year affected by this bill, but the graduates of 
1887 and 1888 are also in addition to the ninety. 


Mr. BUTLER. That is exactly the correct statement. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator say that this bill does not take up 
the six classes the first of which graduated in 1883? 

Mr. BUTLER. I mean to say this: Of the class of 1888 there will 
be but eight young men affected by this bill, because but eight had 
entered prior to its passage. 

Mr. HALE. Of course it isa matter of estimate; nobody can tell; 
but even that has not been reckoned by the Senator from Tennessee. 
You may cut this down to the lowest figures you can, and you will not 
make it below the figures just given by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, one hundred and eighteen; but the Navy Department furnishes 
the figures at the basis of one hundred and forty-five if they all go 
back. They will not all go back undoubtedly, but there will be over 
one hundred. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. If we assume the same rule of diminution in 
the number that is shown by this same memorandum to have occurred 
op the line of cadet-engineers, 25 per cent. less, then you get the num- 

r. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President; I agree with everything that has been 
said by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUME], but I want to empha- 
size his remarks by this statement, tbat official reports show that the 
Congress of the United States has appropriated $385,000,000 since the 
close of the war for naval purposes, for the building and repairing of 
naval vessels and for the pay of officersand seamen. I have had occasion 
heretofore to make the statement that in the city of Washington from 
year to year have been naval deadheads standing like lamp-posts upon 
the corners of the streets, attending publicrouts and assemblies, officers 
of the Navy without a ship after this enormous expenditure has been 
made by the party to which the Senator from Kansas belon; And 
now he very properly says that he is opposed to increasing this num- 
ber of deadheads to the extent of one hundred and eighteen, accord- 
ing to the Senator from South Carolina, and one hundred and forty- 
five according to the Senator from Maine. 

Sir, it is a most conspicuous argument against the policy of the Re- 
publican party in regard to the Navy. We have few ships; but still 
we go on increasing officers, for what? In order to perform land duty; 
in order, I say it without meaningany disrespect to them, to float around 
the watering places of the country, and there are no vessels upon which 
they can place their service as naval officers or commanders. If I un- 
derstand this discussion—and I have listened to it very patiently for the 
best part of two days—it amounts to this, that we have now graduated 
a certain number of young gentlemen for whom we have no use, and 
they come through their relatives and on their cwn personal solicita- 
tion and ask to be continued in a service which has no use for them 
whatever. - 

I am utterly opposed to any such biil. The first thing for us to do 
is to create a navy and then have officers in order to command our ves- 
sels; but until we have the vessels it is an expenditure of the public 
money contrary to all-sort of reason for us now to pass such a measure 
as is proposed to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Does theSenator know how many officers we have now 
to every ship in the Navy without these men? Fifty-nine. Fifty-nine 
officers on the active-list to every vessel in the Navy now, and they 
want more! 

Mr. BUTLER. The trouble about the indignation of the Senator 
from Kansas and the Senator from Missouri is that it breaks ont, if I 
may be allowed to use such an expression, a littie too late. I submit 
to those two Senators and to the Senator from Maine if it is exactly 
fair, if it is exactly just, if it is exactly right to these young gentlemen 
who are seeking to have their rights restored to them by this bill to 
visit upon their heads what the Senator from Missouri chooses to call 
“naval deadheads’’ about the city of Washington. Is it exactly fair 
for the Senator from Kansas, who seems to take special delight and 
pleasure in shying a brick at the head of every naval officer who is pre- 
sented to this body, to make this the occasion of an assault upon the 
naval service of the United States? 

A great deal has been said by the Senator from Maine and other Sen- 
ators about these young gentlemen being obtruded into the Navy, 
about intrusion and obtrusion and lobbying. Sir, I say for the benefit 
and the information of the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from 
Kansas and the Senator from Maine that but one single one of these 
young gentleman has spoken to me on the subject. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is an exception, then. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say further to the Senator from Maine that 
they did nothing but what they had a right as American citizens to do 
in presenting their grievances to Congress and asking in a respectful 
manner, as they have done, that they be considered. And, sir, while 
the Senator from Maine is protesting against this bill, I protest in the 
name of these young gentlemen against this assault upon their char- 
acter for demanding what they had a right to demand from Congress. 
This indignation, this freak of virtue, this intense desire for cconomy 
comes a little too late, I submit with great respect. Why, sir, it has 
not been two months since the Senator from Kansas and the Senator 
from Missouri voted for a bill which I hold in my hand conferring 
upon the cadets at West Point precisely what we ask for the naval 
cadets who graduated at Annapolis. I heard nothing about suffocating 
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the service; I heard nothing about young gentlemen through their 
friends importuning Senators and haunting the doors of Congress when 
that bill was passed. I didnot hear the eloquent voice of the Senator 
from Kansas animadvert upon the criminality of such extravagance at 
that time. It has become the fashion when Senators are.in pursuit of 
something to strike at to select the officers of the American Navy. 

I have been in this city for very nearly nine years in the discharge 
of my official duty and I have failed to see these deadheads standing 
about like lamp-posts in the streets of Washington from among the 
officers of the Navy. But I have seen that whenever the demand of 
duty called them they have responded with gallantry and courage and 
efficiency, and I deny in their name, and in the name of the naval 
service, the truth of the statements of the Senators from Kansas and 
Missouri. I venture to say there is not a naval officer to-day within 
the city of Washington who is not here either upon proper leave or in 
the discharge of his official duty under the orders of his superior officer. 

But let us suppose that there are the abuses to which these Senators 
refer, is that fact to be allowed to affect the rights of these young gen- 
tlemen, as I insist? If this legislation had been passed and applied to 
the cadets who came after its enactment I should have made no demur 
or protest. I ize the right of Congress to reduce the naval estab- 
lishment; I the right of Congress to reduce the military estab- 
lishment; but I deny the right of Congress to commit an act of injus- 
tice such as was committed by the act of August 5, 1882. 

It has been stated that this bill would restore one hundred and forty- 
five naval cadets or ensigns. There is no truth whatever in the state- 
ment. , At the very highest figure there are not more than one hundred 
and eighteen, and I undertake to say that out of that number not more 
than sixty, perhaps not more than fifty, would ask to come back into 
the Navy. 

These young gentlemen considered, and as I think properly consid- 
ered, that that legislation, stuck at the eleventh hour upon a general 
appropriation bill, upsetting the organization of the Navy, was astigma 
upon them which it is the duty of Congress to remove by the passage 
of this bill. Z 

The Senator from Maine talks about injustice being done to the young 
officers who remained in the Navy. The injustice has been done to 
those who were incontinently kicked out by Congress without reason 
or excuse and without justice. Sir, they ought to be put back, and 
then I will join the Senator from Maine or any other economical Sen- 
ator upon this floor who is so much alarmed at the little money that is 
to be spent in doing justice to these young gentlemen who have dedi- 
cated years of their life in eae for the service of their country 
which they would otherwise have devoted to preparation for a career 
in some other branch of life, and will consider with him what justice 
to others may require. 

I say it will not only not cost $1,200,000, but it will not cost over 
$200,000, and that to be distributed through five years. IfI had the 
time I would demonstrate it, notwithstanding the letter which the 
honorable Senator from Maine has had read from the Secretary of the 
Navy. The estimates made in that letter were based upon the assump- 
tion that the cadet-engineers would be restored. That whole question 
has been eliminated by the Supreme Court, who ina decision accom- 
panying the report say that they were never out of the service. Isup- 
pose the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from Missouri will rise 
and indignantly denounce the Supreme Court for entailing an addi- 
tional expense upon Congress in putting thirty-five or forty cadet- 
engineers back when there was no need for them. 

I think the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey; which pro- 
vides, as I understand it, that there shall be a mental examination be- 
fore they shall be restored, is unjust. As Istated a while ago, the offi- 
cers who have been retained in the Navy are not to be subjected to 
that test. Why subject these oe Soper ies If there is an offi- 
cer of the United States Navy who profited by the misfortune of 
his brother officer I should vote to have him discharged and dismissed 
with ignominy from the naval establishment of the country, but I do 
not believe there is an honorable man on the Navy Register to-day who 
would profit by the misfortune to his brother officer. 

Now, one word in reply to what we were told by the Senator from 
Maine, that this Government is under obligations to the bright men. 
I think that was his language. It isa new rule for the guidance of 
the legislative department of the Government or of any department of 
it that because the Creator has not endowed all with an equal amount 
of brightness of intellect those not so endowed_-are to be condemned in 
disgrace. The proposition is simply monstrous, that because a young 
man does not acquire a certain standard of intellectual excellence he is 
to be condemned in di because forsooth the Government is under 
obligations to the bright men of the country. 

Mr. HALE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, certainly. ; 

Mr. HALE. Of course I made no such proposition.as the Senator is 
now stating, but I put this to him: The class of 1884 in graduating 
furnishes seventeen boys at the head of the list whoare received intothe 
Navy and gettheircommission. We will call them the brightest of the 
class because they are at the head of it. If the bill passes the boys of 


the class of 1883 who were not at the head of the class, who were at the 


tail of the will come in and be put over those who were at the 
head of the class of 1884. That is not a question of disgracing a boy 
because he is not as bright as another boy, but is a case of a premium 
to a boy who does not pursue his studies insuch a way as that he gets 
to the head of his class, and it is putting the head of the class at a dis- 
advantage as compared with the tail of the class. To that I do object. 
I do not know of any law or morals or ethics by which that ought to 
be done. . 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator rose to ask me a question, and made a 


Mr. HALE. Does the Senator believe in that? + 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course I believe init. I believe in exact justice 
to all alike, whether a man is brilliant or dull; andif any other course 
had been pursued the Senator to-day would not have had the oppor- 
tunity of rejoicing in the reputations made by some of the most dis- 
tinguished officers in the late war, both in the Army and Navy. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator what test is made at West 
Point in graduating except this very thing? Are there not scores of 
boys dropped out there use nature has not endowed them with 
bright intellectual faculties? . 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not complain of that, but where they have come 
up to the requirement and graduated, whether they be bright or dull, 
when they have passed their examination, I say that it is the very 
cruelty of injustice to say that because they do not happen to have an 
equal amount of intellect with others they are to be kicked out. I 
say to the Senator that if that had been the rule he would never have 
heard perhaps of Sheridan and Grant and many others of the most dis- 
tinguished soldiers of the late war. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; but not to make a speech. 

Mr. PLUMB. Doesthe Senator think itis in the competence of Con- 

to discharge any naval officer for any cause whatever other than 
misconduct, without doing him an injustice? 

Mr. BUTLER. I think, of course, that Congress has absolute juris- 
diction over both the Army and Navy. 

Mr. PLUMB. Can Congress justly reduce the naval establishment 
by discharging from the force any person now in it? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will go further than the Senator is willing to 
and I will state as a matter of fact that Congress has a right to abolish 
the Army and Navy both. 4 

Mr. PLUMB. Can it do that without doing injustice? I am refer- 
ring now to what the Senator said about injustice to these young men 
who had ordered their affairs in accordance with the expectation that 
they were going into the Navy, and that is, I understand, the founda- 
tion of this bill. Iask him if it would not be a greater injustice to 
abolish the Navy or to do any actin relation toit which would require 
the mustering out of the officers of the Navy ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I am very frank to say that I believe Congress has & 
right to reduce the naval establishment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Without injustice? ; 

Mr. BUTLER. Without injustice; which is what Congress never 
did do. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ifit can do that without injustice, how does the case 
of the young men who have only been e for four, five, or six 
years compare with the turning out of men who had reached fifty or 
sixty years and had served in the Navy thirty or forty years? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not claim that Congress ought to tarn out 
those, and I do not believe Congress ever reduced the establishments 
except those raised for an emergency in war. Of course when men 
went into the Army and Navy at such a time, they went in on the 
assumption that the force would be reduced to a peace establishment. 
That could be done without the injustice which was the result of the 
act of August 5, 1882. It applied to young gentlemen who were then 
in the Naval Academy. If it had been made prospective, and had re- 
lieved all those in the academy and applied to those who entered sub- 
sequently, it would have been perfectly competent, and perfectly just, 
and perfectly proper that Congress should have done it, ; 

What I complain of is that that act should have applied to those 
young gentlemen who went in under an express contract that they were 
to serve in the naval establishment for eight years. 

I agree with a great deal the Senator from Maine and the Senator 
from Kansas have said, that the Navy may have too many officers; but 
I do not believe in the doctrine that you shall strike down without 
cause or excuse those who have entered the service with the expecta- 
tion of remainingin it. The legislation on that subject should be made 
prospective, so that when a young man goes to the Naval Academy he 
may do sowith his eyes open; and then no complaint can be made, 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say only only one word in reply to what the 
Senator has said in reference to our being committed to this principle- 
by having voted for the bill touching the West Point graduates. That 
is in no similar to this situation. The West Point Academy in 
its relation to the Army has never been like the Annapolis Academy 
in relation to the Navy.. The Army has always absor all that West 
Point could graduate, and more too. 
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Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will permit me, I should like just in 
that connection to read the act for which he voted, to see whether he 
is correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
for that ? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator may read the act if he chooses, but I doubt 
whether I voted for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator did not vote against it. 

Mr. HALE. It created no attention here. 

Mr. BUTLER. The act of May 17, 1886, reads as follows: 

That when any cadet of the United States Military Academy has gone through 
all its classes and received a diploma from the academic staff, he may 
be promoted and as a second lieutenant in any arm or corps of 
the Army in which there may be a vacancy and the duties of which he may 
have been judged competent to perform— 

This is the part of the act to which I wish to call the Senator's at- 
tention— 
and in case there shall not at the time be a vacancy in such arm or corps, he 
may, at the discretion of the President, be promoted and commissioned in it as 
an additional second lieutenant, with the usual pay and allowances of a second 
lieutenant, until a vacancy shall happen. 

Mr. HALE. I was going on to explain—— 

Mr. BUTLER.. That is the act the Senator voted for. 

Mr. HALE. No; I did not. : 

Mr. BUTLER. If he did not vote for it he did not vote against it, 
and now he says it is a great act of injustice to do the very same thing 
for the young gentlemen who were discharged at the Naval Academy. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator now allow me to go on? 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He gave me permis- 
sion. 

Mr. HALE. I was referring to that very act and was going on to 
state the situation which led to it. The two establishments are not in 
the least alike. The fact in regard to West Point and the Army is that 
the classes are not large enough to fill the vacancies. 

The rule in the Navy and at Annapolis is precisely the reverse; the 
classes are always greatly larger than the vacancies. West Point has 
gone on for years and has not required any such legislation as the Navy 
did, because every year the classes would be smaller than the vacancies, 
and the President would fill up the vacancies by appointments from 
civil life. That has been done year after year. year there is an 
exceptional condition. There is a very large graduating class. There 


neyer has been before such a large grad class, and it is not likely 
to occur again. The letters and rts from West Point do not show 
that it is expected it will occur Here is a solitary case standing 


out where a class is graduated larger than the vacancies, and everybody 
knows that the vacancies occurring hereafter will soon absorb that 
overplus. 

Therefore, for this single class, not as a matter of policy, not run- 
ning ent, all the future, not suffocating the lower like the 
pending bill reported by the Senator from South Carolina, but only for 
the time being the act was passed disposing of a few officers and allow- 
ing them to remain on the supern list until the vacancies absorb 
them. Everybody knows that that was the ground on which the act 
was put, and it was presented simply as a measure for the time. 

Whenever West Point gets into the condition that Annapolis got into, 
and is loading into the Army scores and hundreds of uates who can 
not be taken care of in the Army, then the same will have to be 
applied to West Point that was applied to Annapolis, and the Army will 
only take those whom it needs to fill the vacancies. The situation in 
the Army is not in the slightest like the case we are considering. 

Mr. DAWES. Is there any ce except in degree? . 

Mr. HALE. Yes; there is a very great difference, because every bod 
knows that there are exceptions in every phase of human life whi 
we have tò provide for, and we are willing as a matter of gratuity to 
do it; but it does not involve the principle of permanently overload- 
ing the military establishment. That is the difference, It is a prin- 
ciple which is a grievous wrong, it is an iniquity to the establishment 
to tly overload it, and the West Point situation does not in- 
volve that principle. 

Mr. DA It does not involve it to the same degree, but the act 
passed in May took care of those on hand justas this measure proposes 
to do. 

Mr. HALE. It does not involve it at all. 
overloaded, but only for a few weeks or months. 

The Senator from South Carolina in eloquent fashion apostrophized 
the Navy, its gallant officers, capable men, honorable gentleman. 
They are all that, I agree with him fully, and in the protest that for 
one I am making against this bill I am speaking for the officers of the 
Navy, for the men who are in the Navy now, for the young gentlemen 
who have gone on and earned their commissions and are treading the 
way that naval pursue and looking forward to promotion. I 
Iam speaking forthem against this intrusion, and not against the naval 
officers. I agree fully, and the Senator can go no further than I go in 
praising the spirit and A fens character and conduct 
of the officers of the naval establi t; and I want to save the naval 
establishment from the blight that will grow over and be put upon it 
at the bottom if this intrusion is allowed. 


It is not permanently 


Mr. BUTLER. All I desire to sayin reply is simply this, that if the 


Senator desires to destroy the esprit of the Navy, as I understand it, he 
can not adopt a more effective method of doing it than just such leg- 
islation as was put on the a) jiation act in 1882. I think nothing 
on earth will so destroy the feeling of pridein the Navy as that radical 
legislation, introduced at atime when it was impossible to have had 
an elaborate and full discussion of it, and in that way slap in the face, 
if I may use the expression, the very best and most meritorious offi- 
cers of the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. I think the bill before the Senate would do more to 
sap ambition and destroy honorable endeayor and encourage slothful- 
ness and indolence and lack of attention and ambition than any meas- 
ure that has been before the Senate touching the Navy. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from South Carolina imputed to me sen- 
timents which I did not utter at all in derogation of these young men, 
and I did not hear anybody else say anything di of them 
either. I certainly had nothoughtin my mind that was adverse to them 
as young men of character, and I never have heard of their being about 
the halls of Congress, although other Senators no doubt have. I said 
nothing about the Navy except that it was overloaded. I spoke ofthe 
unwisdom, of the impolicy of what I regarded as a great wrong in add- 
iug to the expenses of the establishment, already great, by increasing 
the number of its officers when there were already a great many more 
than we needed or could by any possibility make use of at any time in 
the near future, so far as we can foresee that future. I objected to this 
method of increasing the expenses of the Government at a time when I 
think on the whole they ought to be diminished. : 

The Senator from South Carolina, as he is bound to dó, says that 
whoever enters the Naval Academy or the Military Academy does it 
with an expectation that he will graduate from the academy into the 
Army or Navy and that he will be kept there all his life, and that 
Congress is estopped from ever turning him out except it does to him 
a gross act of injustice. He is driven to that position. It is the logic 
of this bill. Without that assumption the bill has no leg to stand 
upon. ‘That idea I want to repudiate at the outset. I say the estab- 
lishment of that principle is vicious not only with reference to the 
Army and Navy but with reference to all other branches of the public 
service. Itis no more unjust to turn a young man out of the Navy, 
if I may use that expression, at any time when the Government thinks 
it has no further need of his services, than it is for the executive offi- 
cers of this Government to turn out of the Departments men who have 
served there for ten, fifteen, or twenty years and who have come to 
believe that they were to go on as long as their lives last. 

More than that, these people are not turned out to put somebody else 
in their places, but because their places are not needed; while in the 
other branches of the public service men are turned out to give place 
to other persons, and their just tions, if any man can have a 
just expectation of a life service the Government, have been not 
only disappointed but they have been disappointed while the place 
which ry have been filling, and so far as we believe, satisfactorily, 
was itself left and filled by somebody else. 

Now, there is something very singular about this—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the Senator further, while I did not 
desire to interrupt him, he has put me in a position I did not occupy. 
I did not state that Congress might not put men out of the Army and 
Navy without injustice. Imadenosuchstatement. I think Co: 
may, but I donot think it ought to have exercised that discretion when 
it put these young men out. 

. PLUMB. Who is to revise that discretion ? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Congress itself can revise it, and that is what I 
am trying to get Congress to do now, in a sense of justice. 

Mr. PLUMB. But said, here is a class of people we do not 
need, and it simply said to them for that reason, having no need for 
your services, we will let you go back to civil life. ‘There the Senator 
says that Congress did a gross injustice which now calls for this special 
legislation to remedy; that it is unjust to those people who are on the 
threshold of life, who can not have made any special preparation for 
service in the Navy, who have a naval education but an education as 
well liberal with reference to the curriculum which obtains in all mod- 
ern colleges, fitting them better for the duties of life than the average 
young men are fitted, and that too at the expense of the Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to appeal to the Senator to allow me 
to ask him a question. 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask him if he does not think within his own ex- 
perience that great injustice has been done by Congress in legislating 
officers out of the service in the Army and Navy. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know of any such case. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘The Senator’s memory certainly is very defective. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will ask the Senator to refresh it. 

Mr. BUTLER. When we were on the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs together we restored numbers of officers who had been unjustly 
discharged by reason of what was known,.I believe, as the ‘‘ benzine 
board,’’ and I think I have heard the Senator plead with great ear- 


nestness in behalf of some of those officers. 
Mr. PLUMB. I gave my assent so far as I now remember to but 
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one bill of that kind. That was the only one, and that was a case 

which did not involve an increase of the numberof officers in the Army 

nt all. Itstood upon an entirely different footing. We do not need 
ese men. 

Mr. BUTLER. Wedid notneed the man to whom the Senator refers. 

Mr. PLUMB. But the place was there. He went back into that 
place, and his going back did not increase the number of officers in the 
Army by one, 

Mr. BUTLER. Buthe prevented the promotion of others, of course. 

Mr, PLUMB. That has nothing to do with the public side of the 
question. That is a matter of complaint for the individual whois thus 
interfered with, and not on the part of the public. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is all these young gentlemen have done, and 
yet they are berated from one end of the country to the other because 
of their doing it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave heard nobody berate them. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have. ° 

Mr. PLUMB. I have not heard a word uttered in disrespect of these 
young men in this debate; but I do say it is a little sin that these 
young men, strong in physique, mentally and physically strong, well 
educated at the expense of the General Government, should be here 
seeking so istently to get back. ‘There are avenues open to them 
throughout the country which it seems to me would satisfy a reason- 
able ambition. It is a part of the general craze to getinto the Army 
and the Navy, to get an easy berth, to have a life ition, to be re- 
moved as far as possible from the contingencies which affect the ordi- 
nary run of people. 

I think on the whole that in this great country there ought to be 
some place where these people could earnaliving. I think after hay- 
ing an education given to them they ought to be able to take care of 
themselves. To a certain extent it is an im ent of their self- 
respect and of their independence that they should be here asking Con- 
gress to take them back. The very fact that they are here implies that 
the bargain to be made is an unequal one and that they are to profit at 
the expense of the Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know that theyare here. I haveseen but 
one of them. I think that statement is entirely a gratuitous one. I 
do not believe they are here. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator mean to say that there has not been 
any demand from these young men for the of the bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ofcourse not. I take it for granted there has been. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is what I am referring to. Iam not referring 
to lobbying or any thing of that kind, but Iam referring to their desire 
to get back into the service of the Government when they know as well 
as anybody else that the Government does not want them and has got 
nothing for them todo. I donot speak of them with any dis- 
respect in that connection, but I only mention it because it has been 
brought up. Isay again it is a part and parcel of the craze to 
get into the Army and Navy and to be put into berths whichare known 
to be tolerably soft and which are expected, whether justly or other- 
wise, to be permanent. To pass this billisa ition of the fact 
when once an expectation of this kind comes to exist in the mind of 
somebody, Congress can not put any hand on it, no matter what the 
public interest may require. . 

For these reasons I am opposed to the bill, but I am opposed to it 
for another reason. I believe that if we are to keep up the Naval 
Academy the best use we can’ make of it is to turn back into civil life 
a large portion of the graduates. It is better for the country to have 
young men who have had their attention turned to naval affairs and 
to military affairs and who have been educated with special reference 
to the service in these two branches scattered all oyerthecountry. We 
all know that the men who won distinction in the war were not the 
men who had been longest in the service from West Point, but men 
who, having served at West Point, had beside mingled with the people in 
civil life and thereby become broadened, widened, more sensible, and 
better qualified for the great commands which devolved upon them. 

When the time comes to make use of the Army and the Navy, ifit ever 
should come, it will be found that the men who have served the longest 
in those two branches of the service are not the men who are the best 
qualified to command. So I think if we are to keep up the Naval 
Academy on its present scale, and I would say the same thing about 
West Point, toturna number of the young men who graduate there 
back into civil life would be an advantage to the country and an advan- 
tage to them. 

For the other reasons which I have mentioned, I hope the bill will 


not pass. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I shall vote against the bill. 
In doing so I desire to state that Iam not at all surprised that these 
young gentlemen feel that an injustice has been done to them. They 
certainly went into the Naval Academy under the expectation and 
with the promise, implied at least, held out to them that if they grad- 
uated there they should be retained in the naval service of the country. 
The option, however, rested with them to retire at thé end of the course 
from the Navy if they saw proper to do so. 

I am not surprised that they have with some feeling lied to Con- 


gress to restore them to their positions in the Navy, but I can not agree 


with the Senator from South Carolina that any disgrace whatever has 
been inflicted upon these gentlemen. They went out under-the act of 
1882, which sought to reduce the number of officers of the Navy, and 
they went out in the same manner that some other grades of officers 
went out. It was not intended by Congress to degrade any of the of- 
ficers who were dismissed from the service, or reduced in the service, 
at that time. I can not agree, therefore, with the Senator from South 
Carolina that these young gentlemen have been di at all. 

, Mr. BUTLER. I did not state that; the Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply said that they very properly and naturally 
thought that some stigma—I can not say a disgrace, a disgrace means 
degradation, but that some stigma had been put upon them by the 
legislation of 1882, not to the extent of a disgrace perhaps. That is 
what I said. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not agree that any stigma was put on them. 
It was understood at the time that it was simply an effort to reduce the 
number of officers of the Navy, not to discharge a man because he was 
not meritorious, but some rule of action had to be applied in order to 
bring down the number of officers of the Navy to the standard whioh 
was deemed at that time proper. 

I say again I am not surprised that these young gentlemen feel that 
they ought to be restored. Their expectations in life have been to 
some extentcutoff. Atleast the ambition which they entertained has 
been diverted into another channel. But I am not sure that a benefit 
was not conferred upon them. Iam not sure but what it will prove 
to the advantage of every one of these young men that they were dis- 
charged or dismissed from the naval service. For one I do not believe 
that that path to fortune and to fame is the best for the young men of 
this country. I believe that civil pursuits are the pursuits to whith 
the ambition of young men ought to be directed, not to naval and mil- 
itary pursuits. 

However, we can not restore these young men without encumbering 
the Navy with a number of officers whom the Navy does not need. It 
is a practical question and one which we have got to deal with practi- 
cally. It is not simply to defer to the feelings of the young men who 
would like to get back, but we are to see what the service of the coun- 
try requires; and in that aspect of the case I can notsee that the serv- 
ices of these young men are required in the Navy. 

Therefore, I shall be compelled for one to vote against the bill, believ- 
ing that the best interests of the country will be served by its defeat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ing question ison theamend- 
ment of theSenator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER.] The amend- 
ment to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 11 of the amendment, after the word 
“ act,” it is proposed to insert: 

Upon passing such examination as shall be fixed by the regulation of the 
Navy Department. 
So as to read: 


And those cadets who have been honorably discharged under the provisions 
of the aforesaid act may, upon sppiloaiion to the Seenetary of the Navy within 


si days after the of upon passing such examination as shall 
be (fog to the regulation of the Nave Deparment be restored to the service 
and take their places on the Naval Register in the same manner as if said act 


had not been passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendméht to the amendment. [Putting the question.] The noes 
have it, and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I supposed the yeas and nays had been ordered 
and were pending upon my amendment as modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment was changed after 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I supposed the vote was to be taken by yeas 
and nays after the amendment I had offered was changed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would have been done if the 
amendment had not been modified. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If it is not too late, I desire to call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In view of the misunderstanding, the 
Chair will ask if there is a second to the demand for the yeas and nays 
on agreeing to the amendment? $ 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 

Mr. FAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEoRGE’s name was called). My col- 
aE [ Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. PIKE]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLATE]. 
present, I should vote “yea.” . 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ i 2 

Mr. MAXEY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer]. 


Iam paired 
If he were 
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Mr. RANSOM (when Mr. MILLER’ s name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote ‘‘nay.’ 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (when his name was called). I am 
youre on this question with the tor from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. VANCE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CHACE. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY], and my colleage [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If any Senators are present who have 
not voted, and have a right to vote, they had better cast their votes in 
order to secure a quorum. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Having theaight to vote in order to make a 
quorum, I vote ‘‘yea,”’ 

Mr. FAIR. Aslam at liberty to vote to make a quorum, I vote 


“ mall? 
. The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—2A. 

Allison, Coke, Logan Saulsbury, 
k, Cullom McPherson, Sawyer, 

Be Mo; a herman, 
Ł ackburn, Fair, Payne, Teller, 
Call, e, Plumb, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 

NAYS—1. 
Bowen, Dawes, Harrison, Walthall, 
Brown, Dolph, Hoar, Whitthorne, 
Butler, E Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, _ Harris, Spooner, 

ABSENT—37. 

Aldrich, Gorman, Mahone, Ransom, 
Blair, ys Manderson, Sabin, 
Camden, Hampton, ey, well, 
Chace, Miller, ford, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Mitchell of Oreg., Vance, 
Conger, Jones of Arkasas, Mitchell of Pa., Van Wyck, 
Edmunds, Jones of Florida, organ, oor 
Frye, Jones of Nevada, mer; 
George, Kenna, Pike, 
Gibson, McMillan, Platt, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CAMERON. After the word ‘‘further,’’ in line 18 of section 1, 
I move to strike out the words: 


That this act shall not ly to those cadets who failed to pass the physical 
examination at the time Of RANEM, tc 


And to insert: 


That no graduate shall be entitled to restoration until he shall have, subse- 
quent to the of this act, passed a physical examination before a board 
of naval medical officers. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as amended. 

The yeas and nays were ord 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iask that the amendment be read as amended. 

ane PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as amended will be 
read. 


The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to strike ont all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill, and to insert: 


That that part of the act of Congress approved August 5, 1882, limiting the 
number of graduates of the Naval Academy to be retained in the service each 
year shall not appl to those cadets who had entered the Naval Academy prior 
to the passage o! dact; and those cadets who have been honorably d arged 
under the provisions of the aforesaid act may, upon making application to the 
Becretary of the Navy within sixty days after the passage of this act, upon pass- 
ing such examination as shall be fixed by the regulations of the Navy Depart- 
ment, be rest to the service and take their places on the Naval Register in 
the same manner as if said act had not been passed: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall be construed to make any change in the assignments 
made under the provisions of the act approved August 5, 1882, of graduates of 
the Naval Academy to the line and to the staff and Corps: And provided 
further, That no graduate shall be entitled to restoration until he shall have, sub- 
sequent to the passage of this act, passed a physical examination before a board 
of naval medical officers. 

Sec, 2, That officers restored under the provisions of this act shall not be en- 
titled to receive pay for the period intervening between the date of their dis- 
charge under the act of August 5, 1882, and their restoration as herein provided 
for, but in all other respects they shall be considered as having been continuously 
in the naval service. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been ordered 
upon the amendment offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER] as amended by the amendment of the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] and the amendment of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. HALE. Which is now the main bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. -Itis the main bill. The Secretary 
will call the roll on agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when Mr, ALDRICH’S name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIB- 
son]. 


Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired 
erally upon all political questions with the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
MANDERSON]. I do not understand that this is a political question, 
and I shall assume to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr, KENNA (when Mr. CAMDEN’S name was called). My colleague 
pe. ae is paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 

LATT]. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he were present, I should vote 
“nay. 

Mr. FAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. . 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEoRGE’s name was called). My col- 

fe pes] GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
Mr. E]. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Maine [Mr. wings 

Mr. PLUMB (when Mr. INGALLS’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. INGALLS] is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MTTCH- 
ELL]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’”’ 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was at I am paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ]. 

Mr. MAXEY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER]. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon (when his name was called). I should 
vote “yea” if the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], with whom I 
am paired, were here. 

Mr. HAWLEY (when Mr. PLATTS name was called). My colleague 
(Mr. PLATT] is out of town, and is paired with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). My pair with the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. MILLER] has been transferred to the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN]. I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
vote with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAnoNE]. I should vote 
“nay ” if he were here.” 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. If he were present, I shonld 
vote ‘“‘ yea,” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
17, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Bowen, Dawes, Hawley, Walthall, 
Brown, Dolph, Hoar, Whitthorne, 
Butler, Evarts, Payne, 
Cameron, Harris, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Harrison, Riddleberger, 

NAYS—22, 
Allison, Coke, Morrill, Teller, 
Beck. Cullom, Plumk, ‘ext, 
Berry Edmunds, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md. 
Call, Hale, Sawyer, 4 
Cockrell, Logan, Spooner, 

ABSENT—37. 
Aldrich, Gray, . Mahone, Sabin, 
Blair, Hampton, Manderson, Sewell. 
Camden, Hearst, Maxey, Sherman, 
hace, Ingalls, Miller, Stanford, 

Conger, Jones of Arkansas, Mitchell of Oreg., ar 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Mitchell of Pa., Van Wyck, 
Frye, Jones of Nevada, Morgan, Voorhees. 
George, Kenna, Palmer, 
Gibson, MeMillan, Pike, 
Gorman, McPherson, Piatt, 


So the amendment as amended was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the ENN 
bill. If there be no amendments proposed as in Committee of the 
Whole the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. When the bill is reported to the Senate I shall 
propose the amendment I offered to the substitute, limiting it to the 
classes of 1881 and 1882, and I shall also move to insert the examina- 
tion required. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still open to amendment. 
Does the Senator from New Jersey desire to offer an amendment? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have not prepared the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Seyator that I do not think he 
would care to offer the amendment to the bill now before the Senate, 
because this is a bill that nobody is for. This is the original bill as 
introduced and sent to the Committee on Naval Affairs. Nobody was 
for that bill, Then it was amended, and half the committee reported 


1886. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5405 


the substitute which has been in controversy and which has just been 
voted down. The Senator from New Jersey does not want to offer his 
amendment to this bill. I think myself there is not a Senator here 
who would vote for the present bill. It is only technically before the 
Senate, as it was the original bill sent to the committee, but the test 
ee on the amendment which was voted on, which was the bill 
itself, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. HALE. I move to Jay the bill on the table. That will be the 
shortest way to dispose of it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine to lay the bill on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ELLEN CORCORAN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair announces that the Cal 
endar is in order under the rule adopted yesterday. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move to take up— 

Mr. HARRIS. The regular order. 

Mr. SAWYER, I wish only to reconsider a vote so as to change the 
number of a regiment ina pension bill which was passed. Itisa House 
bill, in which there was an error, I asked yesterday to have the bill 
returned to the Senate, and it has been retuned, = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin desires 
to make a formal amendment toa bill. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. “A bill (H. R. 1815) granting a pension to Ellen 
Corcoran.” 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the vote by which the bill was ordered 
to a third reading and passed be reconsidered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move to change the number of the regiment to 
the sixty-first instead of the fiftieth. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated, 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, after the word ‘‘the,’’ it is proposed 
to strike out ‘‘Fiftieth”” and insert ‘‘Sixty-first;” so as to read: 

Late chaplain of the Sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendment was to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

' Mr. HARRISON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TRUSTEES OF ISAAC R. TRIMBLE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar will now be proceeded 
with according to the rule adopted yesterday. 

The bill (S. 1388) for the relief of the trustees of Isaac R, Trimble 
was announced as first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a written report on the bill ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest, as the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. Hampton], who reported the bill, is not present, that if there is 
any desire to discuss it and inquire into it it had better be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. “Being objected to, the bill goes over. 


JOHN FRASER. 


Mr. HOAR. The chairman of the Committee on Finance [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] this morning reported the bill (H. R. 1982) for the relief of John 
Fraser and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Claims, which 
was agreed to. The Committee on Claims have reported an original 
Senate bill on the same subject, so that it is unnecessary to have the 
House bill committed to them. I move that the Committee on Claims 
be di: from the consideration of the House bill and that it be 
placed on the Calendar, so that when the Senate bill is reached in its 
order the House bill may be called up. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the Com- 
mittee on Claims will be discharged from the consideration of the bill 
indicated, and it will be placed on the Calendar. The Chair hears no 
objection, and it is so ordered. 

FLORIDA INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. 

The bill (S. 1729) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle 
the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures made in 
suppressing Indian hostilities was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to pay to the State of Florida, on the allowance 
made by the Secretary of War under joint resolution of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1881, and reported by him to Congress May 22, 1882, 
$92,648.09, in full settlement for Indian wars from 1855 to 1861. But 


there shall be delivered to the State all bonds and coupons of the State 
now held by the trustee of the Indian trust fand. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 


Mr. HARRISON. Is that reported as an original bill? I notice 
from the report that Senate bill 1293, which-was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, was recommended to be indefinitely post- 


pon 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This was reported as an original bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. Not as an amendment to the other bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was not. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest that as it was recommended in the re- 
port that Senate bill 1293 be indefinitely postponed, that action be 
taken. Perhaps it has already been done, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That action was taken at the time. 

Mr. CALL subsequently said: Iask unanimous consent that the vote 
which was taken a few minutes ago by which Senate bill 1729, to reim- 
burse the State of Florida for expenditures in suppressing Indian hos- 
tilities, was passed may be reconsidered. The bill was passed without 
my observation, and it was my intention to offer an amendment to the 
bill. I ask that the vote by which the bill was passed may be recon- 
sidered, and that the bill retain its place on the Calendar. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


FORT MARION, FLORIDA. 


The bill (S. 457) for the repair of Fort Marion, at Saint Augustine, 
Fla., and the inclosure of the grounds attached to said fort, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in line 7, after the words ‘‘in charge of,” to strike out the 
words “the city authorities of Saint Augustine and,” and in line 8, 
after the word “officer,” to strike out the words “of said fort” and 
insert ‘‘at Saint Augustine; so as to make the bill read: 
Recreate canes rte pee 


grounds attached to the fort as a park or place of. public resort, the said park or 
grounds to be in charge of the commanding officer at Saint Augustine. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. l 
YELLOW-FEVER COMMISSION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1730) providing for the appointment of a commission to inves- 
tigate the truth of alleged discoveries of the specific cause of yellow 
fever, and of a method of preventing that disease by inoculation, and 
to obtain all information possible as to the cause and prevention of that 
disease. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. This isa very important commission, and I hope 
it will be a valuable one. I move in line 3 of the first section to insert 
after the word ‘‘ authorized ’’ the words ‘‘ by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate;’’ that is to say, that the commission shall be 
appointed by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. It is an 
important commission. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think there can be any objection to that 
amendment. 

Mr. EUSTIS. There will be no objection to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ipresumed there would be no objection, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘ author- 
ized,’’ it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate;’’ so as to read: 


That the President be, and is hereby, authorized, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to appoint a commission, which shall proceed to Mexico, 


and, if necessary, to the Central American states, Havana, and „an ere 


c a careful and complete investigation of, and rt, after thorough exam- 
ination, the methods of inoculation pursued and their effectiveness in protect- 
ing against reee fever, together with all other information relative to that 
disease which may be discovered by experiment or otherwise, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
preamble, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I intended to suggest that we might as well omit 
the preamble. Jt is purely an argument for the passage of the bill and 
in the nature of a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., The Senator from Connecticut moves 
to strike ont the preamble to the bill. 

Mr. EUSTIS. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the pream- 
ble will be stricken out, 


LIEUT. D. PRATT MANNIX. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing Lieut. D. Pratt Mannix, 
of the United States Marine Corps, to accept the decoration of the 
third class of the Double Dragon tendered to him by the Emperor of 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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China on account of distinguished services rendered the empire as tor- 
pedo instructor, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report in that case read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Browy, 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, March 3, 1886: 

This is an application made to the State 

d'affaires ad 


Marine the decoration of the third class of the Double Dragon, 
on account of ished 


the soldiers under his tuition have become proficient, which has been a service 
of great satisfaction to the viceroy. 
As this was a service the Emperor of China by a citizen of the United 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I have been opposed in the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to all these bills, with here and there a very rare exception 
in some act of extreme gallantry and heroism, or something of that 
kind. I think ina Republic like ours, if an officer of the United States 
is willing to be detailed, and almost all of them wish to be, in order to 
see foreign countries or to do something, receiving fall pay and emolu- 
ments all the time from the proper Departments, to agree that he may 
receive decorations and titles is injurious to our republican public in- 
terest, 


I was against this bill in the committee and I am against it now, |. 


and having said that I am done, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not share the fears of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, This officer, if I may use the term, was borrowed from the 
United States Government for three or four years to give instructions 
to Chinese employés and officers of the army and navy of China in the 
construction and management of torpedoes. The service was exceed- 
ingly satisfactory. On the close of his term the government there chose 


to say “thank you” in the form they have of doing such things. I | Beck 


do not think there is any danger that it will injure the patriotism of 
Captain Mannix or of the service in general. Itisamerecourtesy. It 
is unusual of course in our management of business, but one to which 
they are accustomed. 

Mr. BROWN. I agree with the Senator from Vermont that these 
decorations are S poner | too often conferred for trivial reasons, and the- 
Committee on Foreign Relations have reported against one of them oc- 
casionally. At this session I recollect we have postponed indefinitely 
more than one bill of that character; but I believe the committee were 
very nearly unanimous in this case. My friend from Vermont was op- 
posed to if, but the committee notwithstanding his objection reported 
the joint resolution favorably, as the officer rendered important service 
to China in torpedo instruction and she thought proper to recognize his 
services by conferring the third class of the Double Dragon decoration 
u him. 

While I am not well enough versed in,Chinese literature to know 
what was the origin of the degree, I think it is a very honorable one and 
only conferred upon those who have rendered distingui services to 
the empire. I think, under the circumstances, we ought to pass the 
joint resolution and permit Lieutenant Mannix to accept the decora- 
tion. 

The joint resolution was ed to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a reading, and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the jointteso- 
lution pass? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for a division on the passage of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, a year or two ago the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and myself had the temerity to oppose a bill of 
this kind, by which we both got pretty severely criticised in a New 
York city paper. 

In my judgment all this legislation is radically wrong. I believe it 
has the effect of ing the which the officers of the country 
have for republican institutions and republican simplicity and of en- 
gendering a spirit of aristocracy and love of a aodato form of gov- 
ernment, 

I never want to see an American officer with one of these double 
dragons, or a single dragon, or any other sort of a dragon on him. If 
he has the plain, simple uniform of his country and goes everywhere 
in republican simplicity, whether at home or in foreign lands, he is a 
better officer of this Government in my judgment if decorafed 
with every order that every government of Europe could put upon him. 

I do not believe in this character of-legislation. I would rejoice to 
see less of display and of foreign manners, and more of the republican 
simplicity of our fathers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks for 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I ask fora division simply. I do not want 
totake time with the yeas and nays. I merely want to get the actual 
sense of the Senate. i 

There were, on a division—ayes 13, noes 16; no quorum voting. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. . We shall be required to have the yeas and nays 
to get a quorum, 

Peet bass and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
t - 

Mr. CHACE (when Mr. ALDRICH’s name was called). My colleague 
fa ALDRICH] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIB- 
SON]. 

Mr. CHACE (when his‘name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. Grorce’s name was called). My col- 
Pas bat GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. PIKE]. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] 
is paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. MAXEY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer]. If he were present, I should 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called), On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. riche If he were 
present, I should vote “niay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HALE, My colleague [Mr Frye] is absent, and is paired with 
the Senator from Maryland (Mr. GORMAN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—1?. 
Blackburn, Evarts, MePherson, Sherman, 
Brown, Hale, Morrill, Whitthorne, 
Butler, Harrison, Payne, : 
Call, Hawley, Saulsbury, 
Cameron, oar, Sawyer, 

NAYS—23. 
Allison, Colquitt, Gorman, Teller, 

k, Cullom, Harris, Van Wyck, 
Berry, Dawes, Hearst, Walthall, 
Bowen, Dolph, Mitchell of Oreg., Wilson of Lowa, 
Cockrell, Edmunds, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, $ Ransom, 

ABSENT—336. 
Aldrich, Gray, Mahone, Plumb, 
Blair, Hampton, Manderson, Riddieberger, 
Camden, Ingalls, Maxey, Sabin. 
Chace, Jones of Arkansas, Miller, Sewell, 
Conger, Jones of Florida, Mitchell of Pa., Spooner, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Morgan, Stanford, 
Frye, : Kenna, Palmer, Vance, 
George, Logan, Pike, Vest, 
Gibson, McMillan, Piatt Voorhees. 


So the joint resolution was rejected. 


WILLIAM SCHUCHARDT. 

The bill (S. 1444) for the relief of William Schuchardt, United States 
commercial agent at Piedras Negras; Mexico, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to William Schuchardt, United States commercial agent at Piedras 
Negras, Mexico, $750, in full compensation for his services in obtaining 
testimony for the use of the United States and Mexican Claims Com- 
mission appointed under the convention of July 4, 1868, with Mexico. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The report will be read. 

TheChief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Brown 
March 3, 1886, from the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

This is a claim eee in behalf of William Schuchardt, United States com- 
mercial agent at Piedras Negras, Mexico, for the sum of $750, which he claims 
as compensation for services in obtaining testimony for the use of the United 
gio and Mexican Claims Commission appointed under the convention of July 
on was approved by the Secretary of State in 1880, and again by Mr. Freling- 
hu; in 1882, as a just claim. A favorable report was made on it in the House 
of ateecueemtatteon tes the Forty-fifth Congress by Mr. Bridges, as chairman of 


the Committee on Fo: Relations, and in the Forty-sixth Cosgrems similar 
report was made by Mr, Cox, from the Committee on Foreign ions, and in 
the Forty-sixth afavorable report was made by Mr. Johnson, from the 


Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, and the bill has passed in both 
Houses, but at different sessions. 

Your committee report back the bill favorably. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEPOSIT OF SAVINGS OF SEAMEN. 


The bill (S. 1417) to provide for the deposit of the savings of sea- 
men of the United States Navy was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides that any enlisted man or appointed petty officer 
of the Navy may deposit his savings, in sums not less than $5, with 
the paymaster upon whose books his account is borne; and he shall be 
furnished, with a deposit-book, in which the paymaster shall note, over 
his signature, the amount, date, and place of such deposit. The money 
so deposited shall be accounted for in the same manner as other public 
funds, and shall pass to the credit of the appropriation for *‘ Pay of the 
Navy,’’ and shall not be subject to forfeiture by sentence of court-mar- 


tial, but shall be forfeited by desertion, and shall not be permitted to 


1886. 
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be paid until after final payment on discharge, or to the heirs or represent- 
atives of a deceased sailor, and shall be exempt from liability for the 
sailor’s debts; but the Government shall be liable for the amount de- 
posited to the person so depositing the same. 

Section 2 provides that for any sums not less than $50 so deposited 
for the period of six months, or longer, the sailor, on his final dis- 

shall be paid interest at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum. 

By section 3 it is provided that the system of deposits herein estab- 
lished shall be carried into execution under such regulations as may 
be established by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a good bill, I think. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TEMPORARY HOME FOR DISCHARGED SEAMEN. 


„The bill (S. 1527) to provide a temporary home for certain persons 
from the United States Navy was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to permit 
any person receiving the honorable discharge authorized by section 1429 
of the Revised Statutes to elect a home on board of any of the United 
States receivingships, during any portion of three months ted by law 
as the limit of time within which to receive the pecuniary benefit of such 
the men so choosing a home to be entitled to one ration per 
day for their keeping while furnished with such home, but not to pay, 
other than that authorized by section 1573 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States upon re-enlistment; and the persons so furnished with 
a home s be amenable to such regulations as may be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Navy or other competent authority 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report in that case or 
some explanation of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. It isa public bill and speaks for itself, and so I drew 
no report. I will explain it. 

Under the present law, the sections referred to here, if a sailor, an 
enlisted man, has served for three years consecutively and desires to 
re-enlist he is allowed three months’ time off the ship. That is the 
policy of the present law to encourage continuous enlistments. This 

: simply provides that during those three months if the sailor, instead 
of going into the cities and ports and spending his money, chooses to 
ge on board the receiving ship he shall be permitted to do that. It 
makes no new establishment, no new ship, but simply provides, in en- 
couragement of this continuous re-enlistment, that he shall be taken 
on board a receiving ship. It is to give him a place to sleep, as the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] suggests, and one ration a day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RETIRED-LIST FOR SEAMEN AND PETTY OFFICERS. 


The bill (S. 1591) to amend an act entited ‘‘An act to authorize a re- 
tired-list for privates and non-commissioned officers of the United States 
Army who have served for a period of thirty years or upward,” ap- 
provon February 14, 1885, so that the same shall apply to the United 

tates Navy, was considered as in Committeeof the Whole. Itproposes 
to amend the act approved February, 14, 1885, by inserting, after the 
words ‘‘or both,’’ the words ‘‘ oy has served thirty years in the Navy, 
either as an enlisted man or as an appointed petty officer, or both,’’ and 
byinserting, after the word ‘‘rank,’’ the words “‘or rating;’’ so that the 
act shall read, when amended, as follows: 


That when an enlisted man hasserved assuch thirty years in the United States 
Army or Marine Co; either as a private or as a non-commissioned officer, or 
both, or has served thirty years in the Navy, either as an enlisted man or as an 
appointed pay officer, or both, he shall, by making spissen to the Presi- 

1 on the retired-list hereby created, wi rank or rating held 
the date of retirement; and he shall thereafter receive75 per centum 
of the pay and allowances of the rank or rating upon which he was retired. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ought there not to be in that case—I thought there 
was in the other case—a provision that they shall not draw a pension ? 
I think an amendment ought to be added there to cover both classes. 
I move to insert: 


ama shall not while so borne on said retired-list draw or receive any pen- 
sion. 


Mr. HALE. There is no provision of that kind in the bill for the 
Army. 

Mn COCKRELL. This will make it apply to both. I thought it 
was in the Army bill, but this amendment ‘will make it apply to both. 
This bill is an amendment of the law, and changes the whole section so 
asto makeitincludeboth. By putting in what I suggest we shall cover 
both classes. 

Mr. HALE. My only question is how would the Senator have it ap- 
ply, that while upon the retired-list the man should not drawa pension 
or while drawing a pension he should not be upon the retired-list ? 

Mr. COCKRELL, While upon the retired-list he shall not draw a 
pension. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. -Let the Senator frame 
that amendment and add it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to add to the bill: 

But while so borne upon such retired-list shall not draw or receive a pension. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator would leave both the soldier and sailor 
free to elect,? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. eT E Sonea te aaa tx toa ill: 

Bat while so borne upon such retired-list shall not draw or receive a pension. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to amend the title by adding ‘‘and for 
other purposes. ’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves to 
amend the title by adding the words ‘‘and for other purposes.” 

The motion was agreed to. 


MOBILE MARINE DOCK COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 300) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Company 
was announced as next in order. 

The Committee on Claims reported an amendment, in line 6, after the 
word ‘‘appropriated,’’ to strike out $101,938.81 and insert $36, 202. 65; 
so as to make the bill read: 

a f T be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and a Tet T e RET Skaina AOK Tomas, or To ita 
nt or attorney, outof any money in the Treas not otherwise 
appropriated; 886,20 65, in full payment for the use and occupation of and dam- 
ages to property taken ‘of said company from the I6th day of April to the 15th 
day of Rorenber: 1865, inclusive. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report in that case, 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis along report. I object to the consideration 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


ALLOWANCES TO POSTMASTERS. 


The bill (H. R. 4415) to make the allowances for clerk-hire to post- 
masters of the first and second class post-offices cover the cost of. cler- 
ical labor in the money-order business, and for other purposes, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That involves consideration that will take a long 
time to go into. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The biil will go over. 

FEE ON DOMESTIC MONEY-ORDERS. 


The bill (H. R. 4177) to reduce the fee on domestic money-orders for 
sums not exceeding $5 was an) as next in order. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Let the bill go over.: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


JOHN FRASER. 

The bill (S. 1771) for the relief of John Fraser 
in order. h 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that instead of that bill the 
House bill of the same title may be considered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
that the bill (H. R. 1982) for the relief of John Fraser be considered 
instead of the Senate bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to the same rule. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course subject to the same rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The Chair hears no objection. 

The Senate, as in Commitee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 1982) for the reliefof John Fraser. It appropriates $914.20 
for payment in full to John Fraser for services as acting Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury during 1878 and 1879. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me to say a word before the 
report is read. 

Mr. Fraser was an architect in the employment of the Government 
under a particular contract. When the difficulty in the Supervising 
Architect’s office came up some years ago he was called to the office of 
Supervising Architect and held it temporarily. He performed in ad- 
dition to that the duties of the contract which he was engaged in, the 
superintendence of a particular public building, the Bureau of Engray- 
ingand Printing. He wasaman of great personal worth and integrity, 
and standing very high in his profession. The Committee on Claims 
thought that under the peculiar cireumstances, as Mr. Fraser had per- 
formed the duties of both places, sat up far into the night, and per- 
formed them with great acceptability, we ought to make an exception 
to our usual rule and pay him for both services. On full debate the 
Senate disagreed with the committee, and decided to pay Mr. Fraser 
only the difference between the pay of Supervising Architect and the 
pay for superintending the building of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing; and on that, if I recollect aright, the Senate passed this bill 
without dissent. 

We considered ourselves instructed by the action of the Senate, and 
this year we have reparted a bill only to pay Mr. Fraser the difference. 
Now the re may be read, if it is desired. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the Senator from Massachusetts to 


was announced as next 


say that this bill as now framed does not come in contravention of the 
standin, ae oo payit double salaries. 

Mr. 0. x , if this bill will simply get pay 
as Supervising Architect during the time he did the whole of the ae 
ties of that office, and he will not get any additional pay, although dur- 
ing that time he superintended the building of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing. 

Mr. PLUMB. The passage of this bill will be followed by bringing 
up a class of cases long since disposed of and equally méritorious, those 
of officers of the Army who had commands beyond their rank, captains 
of companies who commanded regiments and colonels who commanded 
brigades. 

Mr. HOAR. My friend will allow me to interrupt him one moment 
right there. This man was notan officer at all. He merely had a con- 
tract with the Government to supervise the construction of a building, 
to do a certain professional duty. Then having that contract with the 
Government he was appointed to and held a certain office. He does 
not get the pay of more than one office. He is not an inferior officer 
getting the pay for a superior office. It is simply asif the Senator from 
Kansas supposing he was here arguing an important law case, and there 
was a vacancy for the time being in the office of Attorney-General, and 
he was retained to act as Attorney-General for the Department, this 
would give him under the circumstances the Attorney-General’s sal- 
ary for those two months, and not give him the previous compensa- 
tion which he had stipulated for arguing the law case. That is the 

int. 

Mr. PLUMB. Just what I was saying exactly; the captains acted 
as colonels, the colonels acted as brigadiers- and sometimes as 
majors-general, and that ran through all the military ormances. 
While it is true that these men in the Army have had pay of the 
rank in which they were commissioned and mustered, they have not 
had the pay for the rank in which they actually served and did duty. 

I object to this bill. We employ for the Government more than a 
hundred thousand people, first and last. It occasionally happens that 
by reason of an emergency of some kind an employé in one Depart- 
ment is required to move himself up another step, or to perform some 
duty which in an sara ted is cast upon him which if some other per- 
son were present would be performed by that other person. If Mr. 
Fraser is to be paid, we are committed to the payment of every person 
in the Government service who goes away from the desk to which he 
considers himself nted or out of the particular track in which he 
ordinarily moves. No private individual does that. The book-keeper 
of Mr. Stewart's ent if he were alive to-day may be the man 
to-morrow on the responsibility of whose judgment great financial 
transactions are to be carried on in the absence of Mr. Stewart. He 
does not come into possession of Mr. Stewart’s share of the profits or 
of any salary by reason of the fact that at this icular mo- 
ment something was cast upon him that was not in strict contempla- 
tion at the time he was employed. 

If we do this we commit ourselves, as I stated before, to a principle 
which running through all our service will compel us to be constantly 
readjusting the salaries of all our employés. hen a man is employed 
by the Government he does not agree to do a particular thing; but he 
agrees to give his time to the Government, so many hours as the Gov- 
ernment may require. 

Mr. HOAR.. This was one of a dozen things he was doing every day, 
as if he was building a house for you and one for me, and holding no 
office at all. This bill only proposes to pay him the salary of an office 
while he held it, deducting what he received for the other service. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does it propose to take something away from him? 
Then I think upon the whole the Senator does not understand the bill. 
I am in favor of it if that is the case, not because I want to do any in- 
justice to Mr. Fraser, hut I should like to see an example of that kind 
set. I should be glad to see some one case come before Congress where 
actually an official proposed to have his emoluments cut off. I think 
it would be vne of the most wholesome examplesthat could be set. But 
instead of that it is not to cut down his salary, but increase his salary. 

Did Mr. Frasergive any more of his time by reason of this employ- 
ment than he had given before? Was he actually performing any more 
service to the Government than he had contracted to form when he 
entered that employment? Ithink he did not. Questions of this kind 
are constantly arising. Mr. Lamar is away to-day and some one who 
sits in his office to-day as stenographer, or clerk, or assistant secretary 
moves his chair up near Mr. Lamar’s desk, and for the time being per- 
forms the duty of Secretary of the Interior, signing papers as such. Is 
he to receive Mr. Lamar’s salary? Is Mr. Lamont, who has been do- 
ing some important duties in behalf of the President, to receive Mr. 
Cleveland’s salary during Mr. Cleveland’s very proper and necessary 
absence at Deer Park? ‘ 

I think on the whole we ought to hesitate a long time before com- 
mitting ourselves to this principle which I believe the Senate has voted 
down many and many a time. 

Mr. HOAR. It has voted it up. 

Mr. PLUMB. Itmay have voted it up sometimes, but I think it has 
done it, if it has at all, without understanding what it was doing. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, both in the Committees on Appropria- 
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tions of which I have served with the Senator from Kansas, and in the 
Finance Committee we have had a number of cases where ns oc- 
cupying inferior positions are called upon to perform the duties of their 
superiors and have set up claims for the pay of their superiors because 
they have performed those duties. I believe on both committees we 
have resisted that class of claims. Three or four eases of that sort are 
pending before the Committee on Finance now, and the chairman sub- 
mitted several of them to meas asubcommittee to examine. In making 
that examination I looked over a great many cases, and among others 
my attention was called to this case. I do not believe that this is a 
case that comes within the principle suggested by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, but that it is a fair case to increase the compensation of the man 
without establishing any bad precedent. This man was employed for 
a eT SSE service, to be paid for that service as the superintendent of 
a building, not in the regular employ of the Government, aud while he 
was so employed — 

Mr. HOAR. He wasa private architect. 

Mr. BECK. A private architect eminently qualified for the position; 
and as a vacancy for the time being occurred in the office of Supervis- 
ing Architect of the Treasury, no better man being found and perhaps 
none as good, this man was asked to do the duties of that place in ad- 
dition to what he was doing. Being a ana sef citizen ap GE for a 
special purpose, this simply pays nine hundred and odd dollars more 
for that extra work that he did, and really saved the Government from 
the temporary employment of a man who would have obtained full pay 
for doing the duties of Supervising Architect while he was drajving his 
pay for the other work which did not occupy his full time. 

‘When I came to examine this case I was satisfied that the bill ought 
to pass and would set no bad precedent anywhere. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate bill on the same subject, 
the bill (S. 1771) for the relief of John Fraser, is indefinitely postponed. 


OBSTRUCTION OF NAVIGABLE WATERS, 


The bill (S. 64) to prevent the obstruction of navigable waters and 
to protect the public works against trespass or injury was announced , 
as next in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. That bill may lead to some discussion, and the sub- 
stance of it is already embodied in the House r’ger and harbor bill. I 
ask that it be passed over without prejudice, retaining its place on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 
The bill (H. R. 67) for the reliefof Fitz-John Porter was announced 
as next in order. 
Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that that retain its place on the Calendar 
for consideration when reached at some future day. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


JAPANESE WORKS OF ART. 

The bill (S. 1772) providing for the purchase of the Capron collection 
of Japanese works of art, now on temporary deposit in the National 
Museum, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES) is nothere, 
If any controversy is to arise, perhaps it had better go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. Retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT Sid tempore. All cases that are passed over, un- 
der the special rule adopted yesterday, retain their place. 

l CHARLES A. SIBLEY. 

The bill (S. 918) for the relief of Charles A. Sibley, guardian of Lloyd 

. Stev: was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported adversely. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over. 

Mr. HOAR. Why not dispose of it by unanimous consent? 

Mr. ALLISON. Some one may want to debate it. 
` The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has béen indefinitely post- 
poned and a motion to reconsider entered. 

CAPT, NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


The bill (S. 42) for the relief of Capt. Nicholas J. Bigley was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
pass over. 

Mr. LOGAN. Why not dispose of it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to this because I find it was postponed in- 
definitely and then reconsidered. I presume some Senator who is ab- 
sent may want to call it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

BRITISH BARK VISCOUNT CANNING. 

The bill (S. 330) to remit the forfeiture of the British bark Viscount 
Canning, and to refund the proceeds of the sale thereof to her owners, 
Edward’ D. Morris and C. R. Morris, was announced as next in order. 


Objection being made, the bill will 
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Mr. HALE. Let that go over. 
Mr. PUGH. That claim has the unanimous indorsement of the 


Judi Committee. The facts are set forth in the report, and it is 
approv: by Attorney-General Devens and by Secretary Folger. Ido 
not think there can be any objection to the of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill say to the Senator who objected that this is a 
case of dealing with a citizen of a foreign government where we are 
bound in a certain sense to afford the relief. Under the circumstances 
I hope the Senator will at least hear the report. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw my objection. 

Wane Senate proceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, which was, in line 13, after the word ‘‘sum,’’ to insert the 
words ‘‘ not exceeding the amount covered into the Treasury;’’ so that 
the bill as amended will read: 


That in the matter of the forfeiture of the British bark Viscount Canning, on 
which she was condemned and sold by order of the district court of the United 
States forthe southern district of Alabama, at Mobile, in June, 1879, the Secretary 
of the Treasury is hereby authorized to proceed on the tion for remission 
in the same manner and with the same effect as if the sum arising from the sale 
of said vessel had not been covered into the Treasury ; and if said forfeiture, or 
any part thereof, shall be remitted, the of the Treasury may pay out 
of the such sum, not exceeding the amount covered into the ury, 
as he may remit to the parties entitled thereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
LANDS IN SAN FRANCISCO. 


The bill (S. 1110) to relinquish the interest of the United States in 
certain lands to the city and county of San Francisco and their grantees 
was announced as next in order. £ 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, which was, in section 2, line 4, after the word ‘‘said,” to 
strike out the words ‘‘ grantees of the said city and county” and toin- 
sert ‘‘city and county, and the grantees of the same,’’ so that the sec- 
tion will read: 

Src, 2. That upon the approval of this act the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office shall issue a patent for said land to said city and county, and said 
patent shall inure to said city and county, and the grantees of the same, and their 


said successors in interest, as a confirmation of said city and county’s grants of 
said land, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN WAISHKEY, JR. 

The bill (S. 1793) to confirm the homestead entry of John Waishkey, 
jr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. « 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HUGH FOSTER. 

The bill (S. 1664) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Foster 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TRIAL OF CAUSES IN SUPREME COURT. 

The bill (S. 439) to disqualify justices of the Supreme Court from 
sitting in the trial of causes which have been previously heard before 
them in their circuits or otherwise, was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill is adversely 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CINNABAR AND CLARK’S FORK RAILROAD. 


The bill (S. 980) granting the right of way to the Cinnabar and 
Clark’s Fork Railroad Company was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

LETTERS PATENT FOR DESIGNS. 

The bill (S. 1813) to amend the law relating to patents, trade-marks, 
and copyright was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
that hereafter, during the term of letters patent for a design, it shall 
be unlawful for any person other than the owner of the letters patent, 
without the license of such owner, to apply the design secured by such 
letters patent, or any colorable imitation thereof, to any article of man- 
ufacture for the purpose of sale, or to sell or ex for sale any article 


of manufacture to which such design or colorableimitation shall, with- 
out the license of the owner, have been applied, knowing that the same 
has been so applied. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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JOHN H. KINKEAD AND OTHERS. 

The bill (S. 1353 — to the Court of Claims for adjudication 
the claim of John H. Kinkead, Samuel Sussman, and Charles O. Wood 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 3 > 

The bill was from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause and to in- 
sert: 

jurisdiction be, and is hereby, conferred on the said Court of Claims to 
hear the said claims of John H. Kinkead and Samuel Sussman and Charles O. 
Wood fone the evidence already filed and such paana IAA evidence as 
may be hereafter presented on either side; and said court i 
parties a fair and reasonable rent for the use of the said buildings for the time 
the same have been occupied by the United States, and also a suitable indem- 
nity for said buildings thémselves; and the receipt of such rent and indemnit 
shall thereafter bar any further claim by said parties for the use of said build- 
ings or for the value thereof, and before receiving the same, all of said parties 
shall execute a release to the United States for all right, title, and interest what- 
ever in and to the said pro; ; andany defense, set-off, or coun! may 
be pleaded by the United as defendants, as in cases within the general 
iu on of the court, and either pany shall have the same right of appeal 
as in such cases: Provided, That the liability of the United States shall be the 
same as if the acts done by the officers of the Government in the premises had 
been done by the agent of a public corporation, 


Mr. LOGAN. From what committee does the bill come? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the bill had better go over. 

Mr. LOGAN. It ought to be amended so as to give the court power 
to decide the question. As it is it requires judgment to be given for 
these parties. I asked from what committee it came, because I know 
it has been before the Military Committee at former sessions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the consideration of the bill ob- 
jected to? 

Mr. LOGAN. I shall not object if the committee reporting the bill 
will amend so that the court shall have a chance to decide the question 
S Me. COGKREL ; 

Mr. L. Ihave objected to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under objection the bill goes over. 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I beg pardon of the Chair. I wish to 
appeal to the Senator from Missouri to allow the case not to lose its 
place on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not. It retains its place. 


RICHARD H. PORTER AND JAMES PORTER. 


The bill (S. 1368) for the relief of Richard H. Porter and James Por- 
ter was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be passed over. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from Iowa to withdraw that ob- 
jection a moment at least that I may make a statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr, TELLER. This is a case of very great hardship. These men 
have been asking at the hands of Congress relief, and I think the Senate 
has passed the bill at least three times. They are growing old. The 
property was taken in 1857. I hope the Senator will let the bill go 


ugh. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have withdrawn my objection. 
Pr ied Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
1 
The preamble recites that the Third Auditor of the Treasury, on the 
10th of May, 1861, made the following award: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, THIRD AUDITOR'S OFFICE, May 10,1861. 
In pursuance of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1349, entitled “ Àn act 
topova for the payment of horses and other property lost or destroyed in the 
itary service of the United States,” and ofan opinion of the Attorney-General 
dated April 25, 1861, it is eet that there is due froni the United States to 
James and Richard H. Porter, for pro; y impressed by order of Colonel John- 
ston, then in command of the United States forces en route for Utah, and lost b; 
them in the fall of 1857, while transporting goods from Atchison, Kansas Te: 
tory, to Camp Scott, Utah Territory, and while said property was in the service’ 
aforesaid, as follows: One hundred and seventy-five head of cattle at $55 per 
head, $9,350; 5 horses and mules, at $150 each, $750; and this sum, $10,100, is 
payable to the claimants present, 
R. J. ATETIRON: 


hird Auditor. 

Which award was, in 1864, reconsidered by the Third Auditor and 
modified so as to allow only $750 instead of $10,100; that there appears 
to have been no fraud or improper conduct b the Porters; 
and that Attorney-General Bates, in 1861, declared the first award made 
in accordance with the law, the Solicitor of the Treasury having twice 
since approved the award. 

The bill therefore directs the Secretary of the Treasury to py to 
Richard H. Porter and James Porter $10,100, less the $750 paid them 
under the second award, in full for all claims for or compen- 
sation for property impressed by order of Colonel Johnston, in com- 
mand of the United States troops’en route for Utah in 1857. 

The bill was reported to the Renate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest whether 
one hel may not be omitted. The amount is stated in the body 
© 
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Mr. TELLER. I do not know. That was the way it passed the 
Senate several times. I am not on the committee that it. 
The interest I have taken in it is because I reported it years ago and 
because I know one of these claimants, who is in great destitution and 
want. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the preamble. 

Mr. TELLER. Fg aldeia aperi st out the preamble— 
any way so that these men may get their money. 

fen ren Oe 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; nse The-Chair will ask the Secretary to 
read the bill again, so that e Senate may see thatit distinctly names 
the sum to be provided for, the word ‘‘said,’’ before ‘‘sum,’’ being 
stricken out in lines 4 and 5. 

Mr. TELLER. Isuggest, after the word ‘‘them, in line 6, to strike 
out the words ‘‘ under the second award; ”’ and before the word “paid ” 
to insert the word ‘‘heretofore;’’ so as to read: 

Less the sum of $750 heretofore paid them. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be made by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 

ACCOUNTS WITH RAILWAY COMPANIES, 

Mr. BROWN. Yesterday when the bill (S. 511) to provide for the 
settlement of accounts with certain railway companies was under con- 
sideration objection was made to certain language contained in the re- 
port of the Committee on Railroads that the committee in making out 
the report had used language disagreeable to a portion of the commit- 
tee; and the report at my instance was withdrawn by the unanimous 
consentof the Senate. Ithas since been.amended and agreed to by the 
committee, and I am instructed to submit it to the Senate and ask that 
it be printed and that the amended report be filed in lieu of the report 
which was withdrawn yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that course 
will be pursued. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suggest that the original report on the 
files be sup 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been already ordered to be 
suppressed. 

Mr BROWN. This being in lieu of the other, of course the other is 
withdrawn. 

H. J. T: MOSS. 


The bill (H. R. 2463) for the relief af H. J. T. Moss was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. Itis a direction to the Postmaster- 
General to adjust and settle the claim of H, J. T. Moss, postmaster at 
Saint J 0, Tex., for money-order funds lost in transit, notwithstanding | y 
the provisions of the act entitled “An actauthorizing the Postmaster- 
General to adjust certain claims of postmasters for loss by burglary, 
fire, or other unavoidable casualty,’’ approved March 17, 1882. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does that state the amount? 

Mr. MAXEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me to be an indefinite bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. Four hundred and eighty-two dollars is the amount. 
The bill is toadjusttheaccount. That wastheamountlost. It simply 
authorizes the Postmaster-General to adjust that account notwithstand- 
ing the act approved March 17, 1882. That act required the report of 
the loss to be made within three months. This gentleman shows con- 
clusively the cause why the was scaly made within three months, 
and the loss is admi by the 

Mr. PLUMB. Is it ive in its oasia? Does it apply to 
this man as long as he lives? I think hehas the right tothe benefit of 
this provision indefinitely as often as he happens to be robbed. 

Mr. MAXEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the bill be read again. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. LOGAN. Lost when? Does the report say when it was lost? 

Mr. McMILLAN. -Is there a report? 

Mr. MAXEY. There is. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let that be read. 

Mr. COKE. This bill simply relieves a party from the operation of 
the limitation of three months. ‘That is all there is about it. 

Mr. LOGAN. When did the loss occur? 

Mr. MAXEY. The report will show conclusively if read. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not call for the of the report. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FOREST RESERVATION AT CLARK’S FORK. 


ialen (S. 581) to establish a forest reservation on the headwaters 

of the Missouri River and the headwaters of Clark’s Fork of the Co- 
lumbia River was announced as next in order, 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 


GEORGE W. SAULPAW, 


The bill (S. 474) for the relief of George W. Saulpaw was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to George W. Saul- 


in” full compensation for his steamer Alfred Robb, taken 
ae United States for the use of the Government during the late re- 
wila. 
whe Olof Clarke seed tie ellos earapeton ted by Mr. Hi 
e following report, submit: OAR 
March 10, 1886: os y 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was eno bill (8. es for the relief 
of W.Saulpaw, have considered the and respectfully report : 

We poet wees, made June 12,1878, pey Mr. Hoar, and ONR the 
passage o! 

The petitioner has always been a lo; mem. 
ber of a firm who were engaged in bui enegia i D nies ‘They built brid, 
ille and Clarksburg, and also some 


They built to a e over the Tennessee at veo pete was 
ph in November, id firm purchased a steamboat called the 
Alfred Robb in March, 1360, on of stnen. timber, &c., needed 
in the’ bridge-building, for hick they paid . November 21, 1861, said firm 

oner became sole owner of said boat, for which he allowed 
$5,500. The re’ had t then blockaded the rarapa KT near Fort Henry, 
the boat gaio ee river. 


regal and destroyed, as he was about to evacuate the country. 

The pilot and clerk, who were loyal men, and who had remained on board 
while she was in the rebel service, succeeded in evading the order and in run- 
ning the boatdown thestream, where she was concealed at a pk lace called Coyer’s 
Island, until April 22, 1862, when she was taken by the Union gunboat Tyler. 
She was then taken to Cairo, Ill., and converted into a gunboat, used as such 
during the war, and was retained ‘by the United States till the summer of 1865, 
when she was sold at Mound City at the great auction of the Mississippi gun- 
boat squadron, and brought $9,200. The pilot entered into the Government 
service, and so parsa rr through the war. Tho clerk and pilot were in the 
petitioner's employ, he arapay to retain „and paying them, deeming 
that his boat would be safer and his chance of securing it better by so ane 
They intended to save and secure the boat for the owner, and had actually and 
completely delivered her from rebel control when she was taken by the United 
States gunboat; The circumstances of the delivery of the boat are proved by the 
testimony of the pilot, whose character and trustworthiness are established by 
the evidence of several United States officers with whom he served. The date 
and circumstances of the capture fully appear in the report of Lieutenant Gwin, 
commanding the gunboat Tyler, dated Smua 1862, and forwarded fo the Navy 
De; ment by cer Foote, by report dated April 26, gt 

he boat was of 80 tons, in good running order, as a; the report of 
the officer who captured her. She is fully ‘described in the sther. evidence, and 


pleted hands, Th 
recapture by our Government of. A T tA its loyal citizens which the enemy 
had taken and put toa military use the case of the full and complete re- 
taking of the DR yee UI ke owner himself. It is as if the crew of a mer- 
chantman captured by the enemy at sea had risen in the night and retaken the 
ow gee In such case we conceive the title of the owner would completely re- 


“The foregoing narrative, so far as relates to the time, place, s circumstances 
of the taking by the United States of the Alfred Robb, is as well established by 
ublic official records as any fact can be. Yet, on the ‘15th of July, 1362, an in- 
formation was filed in the "district court of the ee States for the southern 
district of Illinois, on the relation of George D. Wise, as informer, against the 
steamer Alfred Robb, ber oe furniture, tackle, &c,, setting forth “that on 
the 15th rhe techn rk A.D.1 862, there was seized on the a the Misses ppi iver: balog 
this di district, the steamer Alfred es, fur- 

ray mer ag Gabi octate weasels ie Genes Wise” Said was 
made for the reason that said property was Pingo used by and with the knowl- 
edge and consent of the owner, ae aidin; oe rebellion, contrary to the 


ae of August 6, 1861, and bein: soua used it has forfeited.” Every one of 
these allegations was false. mer was not seized July 15, but passed 
fhe the possession of the United St States in April, She was not on the 


i River, and was not seized for the reason that she was being used by 

bape ed se agreed of the owner in aidin, a aera Wise never seized 
aar at all. is libel notice was ordered blication fourteen days in a 
rials acd printed in Springfield, and by posting rot a copy of the monition near 


toes was a captain and assistant quartermaster with the United States gun- 
boat flotilla, to which the Alfred Robb then raise be 
A writ of attachment and monition issued, di ng the marshal to attach 
the property, &c.,and to detain the same until the f further order of the court, 
Tho tanbal made rotura na follows: of A A.D. bough pe ey irt t 
on the u ve by virtue o 
S a attached the hirrio aeae r Ee T Robb, and made due proc- 
ation. 
D. L. PHILLIPS, 
United States Marshal. 
By ISAAC KEYS. 
: Deputy. 
To which is annexed the following receipt: 
OFFICE oF sa Fuori. 
Cairo, Il., August 7 1862, 
United States marshal eouthern district of Illi- 
nois, one steamboat called Alfred Robb, w which has this day been attached by 
the said David L. as aforesaid jen von boat being aie sr the servico 
of the United States as a punbont o on the 


orn waters, w li ieas to a 
liver as hereafter may be decreed b; erie of the r phely penn 
in my power, and ance Boo with y duty to the erien tre D. WISE, 


Captain and Assistant Quartermaster. 


Received from D. L. Philli; 


Upon ieee 


A request was ©, at the close of the war, to the Qu: 
return not the Alfred Robb, and for such information as the records of the De. 
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partment oane show as to the history of these transactions. The following 
ar : 


answer was 
ARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S oere 
= Washington, D. O. September 18, 7 


Sm: In reply to your letter of the 20th and 31st of July last, with reference to 
the claim of G. W. Saulpaw, esq., for the return to him of the steamer Alfred 
Robb, ured by the western pene flotilla in February, 1862, in the Ten- 
nessee River, you are respectfully informed that this boat was sold by the United 
States marshal under a decree of confiscation, having been ca) while being 
used for insurrectionary purposes, and was purchased by the Navy Department, 


in ch: fth perty and ts of th eA ha a him transferred to 
n charge of the pro; account e flol a y 
October 1, 1862. You are informed that it is beyond the 

this Department to assist you in the settlement of this account. 

You are respectfully referred to D. L. Phillips, esq., United States marshal, 
Giagey rn lil., for any further information concerning this vessel. 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant, š 
GEO. D. WISE, 


Colonel in Charge Third D. W. 
R. J. Arkrsson, Esq., Washington, D. C. f 


The following letter, of which the original is before the committee, is found in 

the files of that office, which is evidently a first as of an answer to the fore- 

one aequa, from which we think the nature of the transaction can be fairly 
nferred : 4 


QUARTERMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 24, 1865. 

Str: Your Ictter of July 20, transmitting evidence, &o., pertaining to claim of 
G. W. Saulpaw, esq., of Tennessee, for compensation for the steamboat Alfred 
Robb has been referred to me the Quartermaster-General. 

You are respectfully informed that the case of the steamer Alfred Robb was 
duly adjudicated before the United States court for the southern district of Illi- 
nois, at Springfield, some time in the year 1863. Due notice was given at that 
time to claimants to show why she should not be condemned, having heen used 
for insurrectionary pw , but if any evidence was presented it was notcon- 
sidered satisfactory to the court, as she was condemned and sold by the United 
States marshal, and, after deducting expenses, one-half ($1,895.19) went to the 
informer and the other half to the United States Treasury. 

Please read the above and see if it is correct. 

How did the Robb come into our possession after the capture? Who paid for 
her at the sale of confiscation? Idonot remember how I came into possession 
of the $1,895.19 given me by the marshal. Whom did he getit from? asalthough 
I bid the boat in, yet Ido not remember to have paid any money for her, and 
yet received a portion of the sale. If she was sold by the United States mar- 
shal and I bid for her, I should have paid the amount and taken a voucher from 
the marshal. Can you explain all this, for EE Sn avg outof my mind, 
and NTS no time to hunt up papers, and Mr, Blount is away.. 

ours, 


R. J. ATKISSON, esq., Washinglon, D. C. 


It is evident that the decree of the district court was entirely without founda- 
tion in fact, and the findings upon which it proceeded were erroneous. Under 
these circumstances if the decree were technically valid until reversed by cay 

proceeding, and constituted a binding judgment in rem, we do not think the 
vernment ought to avail itself of such a technical defense to avoid repay- 
ment to the true owner of the proceeds of his property now in the Treasury, 

But the decree is upon its face wholly erroneous and void. 

It is settled that under the act of August 6, 1861, as well as under the later 
similar acts, there must have been an actual seizure of the property by the mar- 
shal to make a decree of confiscation valid. “The marshal must tence A 
erty under his actual custody andcontrol.” (Pelham vs. Way, 15 Wallace. P 
Brown ts. Kennedy, ib.,591; Miller vs. United States, 11 ib., 268; Pelham vs. Roso, 
9 ib., 103.) The property must remain in the custody of the marshal, so that he 
can deliver it to the highest bidder, if it be purchased under the decree of sale, 
But the return itself sufficiently shows that no such seizure was or could have 
been made. ‘The gunboat was in the actual service of the United States, in com- 
mand of an officer who retained possession. The receipt of Ca Wise, made 

t of the return, declares that ‘the boat is now in the service of the United 

tes as a gunboat on the Western waters, which I agree to deliver as hereafter 
may be decreed by the judge of the district court aforesaid, if in my power and 
consistent with my duty to the United States.’ Itclearly was not in his power, 
or consistent with his duty, to make such delivery. This consent or receipt no 
more transferred the possession of the gunboat from the United States to the 
marsha! than woulda like document executed by the cook or varag Fears ON 

WAL amass therefore, the owner's title to his boat has never been Ia: y di- 
vested. 

The boat cost the firm, of with pepa wasa member, $8,500 in March, 1860. 
In November, 1861, she was valued at $5,500 in the division of the property of the 
company. She sold for $9,200 in 1865, at a large and extensively advertised auc- 
tion sale of such property. But it does not appear that the alterations made in 
her by the United States may not have enhanced her value. The sale to Wise 
for $4,000 was no more than mere form, even if a form were really gone 
through. The claimant is not entitled to interest nor to com, for the 
use of his boat, under the rules uniformly applied fo like cases. Under all the 
circumstances we recommend the payment to the claimant of the sum of $7,000, 
and report a bill to that effect. 


Mr. LOGAN. I want to inquire how the committee arrived at the 
conclusion that all the statements made by the captors were untrue? 
oe HOAR. That case has been explained to the Senate three 

es. 

Mr. LOGAN. Never when I was present. . 

Mr. HOAR. And every time on explanation the Senate has unani- 
mously passed the bill; but the case certainly demands explanation. 

The facts in regard to this man’s ownership, his loyalty, his own re- 
capture of his boat, and that it fully passed into the United States au- 
thorities on the reports of the United States naval officers are as well 
settled as the fact that I am a Senator of the United States. There is 
no question about them in the mind of anybody. ‘Then the boat being 
with the gunboat flotilla on the Mississippi River, a man whose name 
is given here filed in the southern district of Illinois a libel for the 
condemnation of the boat. The law required in order that the court 
should have jurisdiction that the marshal Se a eee 
well-settled principle of the admiralty law. The reports: 

I have by virtue of this writ attached the within-named steamer Alfred Robb. 


GEO..D, WISE. 


She was then down on the Mississippi River, the marshal being in 
the southern district of Illinois, and here is the receipt: 


OFFICE or GUNROAT FLOTILLA, Cairo, I., August 7, 1362. 
Received from D, L, Philli rshal, southern district of Nli- 
called Robb, which has this day been attached by 
vid L. Phillips as aforesaid; the said boat being now in the service 


That gentleman could no more have delivered that boat, it was no 
more consistent with his duty to the United States, and it was no more 
a taking possession of the boat by the marshal, than if that document 
had been executed by the cook or the cabin-boy. 1 was an absolutely 
untrue certificate. Then the marshal goes on to say that the money 
was paid over, and there is an application made here to Mr. Wise and 
to the Quartermaster-General in which they say they can not tell any- 
thing about it. d 

Mr. LOGAN. Who was the quartermaster? 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The quartermaster was George D. Wise. I should like 
to read two or three sentences. After reciting all these documents the 
committee say: 

Itis evident that the decree of the district court'was entirely without founda- 
tion in fact, and the findings upon which it proceeded were erroneous. Under 
these circumstances, if the deoree were technically valid until reversed b 
proper proceeding, and constituted a binding judgment in rem, we do not thin 


the Government ought to avail itself of such a technical defense to avoid re- 
payment to the true owner of the proceeds of his property now in the Treas- 
u 


"Bat the decree is upon its face wholly erroneous and void. 

Itis settled that under the act of August 6,1851,as well as under the later 
similar acts, there must have been an actual seizure of the property by the mar- 
shal to make a decree of confiscation valid, ‘The marshal must take the prop- 
erty under his actual custody and control.” (Pelham ts, Way, 15 Wallace 
202; Rrown vs. Kennedy, ib., 591; Miller vs. United States, 11 ib,, 269; Pelham 
vs. Rose, 9 ib., a The property must remain in the custody of the marshal, 
pecker praca deliver it to the highest bidder, if it be purchased under the de- 
put the return itself sufficiently shows that no such seizure was or could have 

made. The gunboat was in the actual service of the United States, in 
command of an officer who retained possession. The receipt of Captain Wise, 
made of the return, declares that “the boat is now in the service of the 
United States as a gunboat on the Western waters, which I agree to deliver as 
hereafter may be decreed by the judge of the district court aforesaid, if in my 
eRe ig GA TE 
or receipt no more transferred the possession of the gunboat from the United 
oe marshal than would a like document executed by the cook or cabin- 

Mr. DAWES. Will my colleague state how it came into the posses- 
sion of the United States if it had been recaptured and was in posses- 
sion of the owner? 

Mr. HOAR. It was recaptured by the owner himself. It was in 
the first place in a strip of the Tennessee River which was occupied by 
our people, the rebels, however, occupying the country on each side of 
the river, as the Senate well recollects. Then when the rebels took 
possession of that part of the river they got possession of this boat. 
Then our forces moved upon the Tennessee River, and an order was 
sent down to burn this boat. The pilot, who had kepton board at the 
desire of the owner for the sake of watching his chance to retake the 
vessel, and who afterward entered into the service of the United States 
and continued during the war, and whose character is highly certified 
to by several United States officers—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to re- 
mind the Senator that his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to finish this sentence. 

He then ran the boat away, concealed her under an island, and de- 
livered her to the owner, and our forces found her there in the posses- 
sion of the owner when they took her. Then the United States took 
possession of her and impressed her. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not want to discuss this, but here is the error, I 
think, that my friend from Massachusetts has fallen into. The bill 
undertakes to dispute a record of a United States court in the first 
place. I know personally something about this. I know both Mr. 
Phillips and Mr. Wise. Mr. Phillips seized this vessel at Cairo and 

her over again. She was in possession of Mr. Wise, and he 
turned her over again with his receipt to show a delivery on the judg- 
ment of the court. Is not that the fact about it? 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is what your report says. 

Mr. HOAR. There was no seizure at all by the marshal. 

Mr. LOGAN. Isu he did not go and take her by the bow and 
tie her up and seize her in that sense, but the writ shows the facts. 
He took the receipt of Wise for the delivery of the boat on the decree 
of the court. That is the fact about it. 

I will state that at the capture of Fort Henry that boat was in the 
possession of the rebels on the Tennessee River, and this pilot ran her 
away from our forces and not from the rebel forces. When you say 
that these things are untrue there is no justification for attacking the 
records, There were three boats there, and they were all run away 
from our forces and not from the rebels. I happen to know personally 
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some things about the occurrences there, because Captain Lie ae ay 
a man who was a captain in our Army, owned one of these boats hi 
self, and it was seized by the rebels there. Captain Worthington’s 
boat was captured by a company in my command. 

Mr. HOAR. This boat has nothing to do with that. 

Mr. LOGAN. Letussee. His boat was run away with in the same 
way precisely from the rebels. He recaptured it, and I introduced a 
bill myself in relation to that case. It went to the Committee on 
Claims of the Senate and they refused to pay Captain Worthington for 
his boat because it was in rebel possession when we captured her. This 
boat is to be paid for and his is not to be. He was a young man from 
Tllinois who owned one of the three boats, and Congress refuses to pay 
him, and now we are to vote to pay this man. 

I do not know anything about this man’s loyalty; but when these 
things come up that I personally know something about, I must say 
they do astound me. Iam just as well satisfied that this man is not 
entitled to one cent as that Iam not entitled to a cent for that boat. 
I was at Fort Henry, know all about the capture, know about these 
boats escaping not from the rebels but from the Union forces to keep 
them from taking possession. For this man to come now and plead 
loyalty and claim payment for his boat is an outrage on the Govern- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois object 
to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LOGAN. I do object and shall continue to object. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts is 
clearly out of order. He has once spoken. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam notoutof order inasking unanimousconsent; and 
I do not think any single Senator’s sense of fair play would permit the 
declaration just announced to be made, followed by anobjection, with- 
out giving me an opportunity to say a word. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not object to the Senator being heard. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
consent of the Senate to make remarks on this subject. If there is no 
objection the Senator from Massachusetts will proceed. The Chairis 
only seeking to enforce the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no fault to find with the Chair. 

Mr. President, I think the honorable Senator from Illinois has con- 
founded this case with some other, and that he is not speaking to the 
facts in this case, because, as I say, these facts are in the reports of the 
Union officers made at the time and made to the Department in regard 
to the history of this vessel and the character of the pilot and the cir- 
camstanccs of her rescue. They are all found in the Department. I 
am perfectly willing to say that if the Senator from Illinois, whosesense 
of justice we all understand, will take the papers which accompany this 
report and will read them all, if then he does not come in and declare 
that he is in error in the statement he has made, I am perfectly willing 
for one to abandon the case. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ishall certainly, if I find that I am wrong, so state. 

Mr. HOAR. Iknowthat there is no Senator who would do it quicker 
than the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. LOGAN. Butin connection with this case the report shows the 
place where the boat was captured, Tuscumbia, and the fact is that I 
could not get a claim of the same amount almost to a dollar for a boat 
that belonged to a eaptain who then served in the Union Army whose 
boat was captured just above Paducah, a short distance off, and run up 
there above the fort and held and recaptured again—— 

Mr. HOAR. I never heard of that claim. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that. It has not been before this com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course if the honorable Senator thonght the other 
one ought to be allowed when the circumstances were the same he will 
not object to this. : 

Mr. LOGAN. I have not thought anything about it, because I have 
not introduced it since the committee reported against it on the ground 
that the boat was in the service of rebels when we captured it. On 
that ground they refused the claim, and I have never asked for it since. 
I was only speaking of tlre fact that the owner was a loyal man serv- 
ing in the Union Army and could not get pay for his boat captured at 
the same time, and it struck me as very strange that this man could 


get pay for this boat. 
Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to state a 
single fact ? 


Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I know nothing of theservice in which this boat had 
been engaged or the circumstances under which it was seized, but I 
had various official duties to perform with George W. Saulpaw, as a 
railroad bridge builder, up to and during the year 1861—— 

Mr. HOAR. He was a Vermont man. 

Mr. HARRIS. From a somewhat intimate and thorough acquaint- 
ance with him I simply desire to say that I always und him in 


1861 and aftgrward to be a thoroughly loyal man. He was a Union 
man from the beginning to the end of the controversy. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam not questioning the loyalty of anybody in con- 
nection with this claim; but the rule of law is that if the vessel was in 


the possession of the rebel forces at the time we captured her the owner 

is not entitled to pay. That rule was applied to the man that I thought 

was a loyal man and I want the same rule applied to this man. The 

De that he lived in Vermont makes him no bétter than if he lived in 
inois. 

Mr. HOAR. This man captured her himself, but the captain into 
whose possession she first came—— 

Mr. LOGAN. No, he did not capture her, He ran her away. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask leave to make this statement: If this man was 
loyal and sensible, I think he would have got his case before Congress 
a little sooner, and I think it is very grave ground of suspicion that 
twenty four years after this occurrence the claim is presented. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill has been reported half a dozen times. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has gone over under objec- 
tion. The next bill will be stated. 


GREENSBURG LIMESTONE COMPANY AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S. 1829) for the relief of the Greensburg Limestone Com- 
pany and others was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I want to appeal to the Senators from Kansas and 
Illinois to take the sense of the Senate on this little claims bill of Saul- 
paw, which hns gone by I know, but I am speaking now in my five 
minntesto the next bill, not to violate any rule. I willstate, as I ought 
to do toinform the Senate that I am under this bias, that the nephew of 
this old gentleman, who is eighty years old, isa constituent of mine. 

When five or six years ago he brought me these papers I felt, as Ido 
about a great many such claims when there has been a Southern claims 
commission, &c., that there could not beanythinginit. Heasked me 
to read the papers through, the certificates of the Army officers and 
Navy officers, and soon. I didso, and in spite of my prejudices, allow- 
ing for the bias of the nephew of this old gentleman being my constit- 
uent, it seemed to me that he had a fair case. And so I presented his 
papers, and they were sent to the Committee on Claims and considered 
without any urgency of mine; I neverdid anything more about it; and 
they reported in favor of the claim. It passed the Senate, I am sure 
without dispute or doubt. 

Now, I should be glad if these gentlemen would be kind enough to 
allow the sense of the Senate to be taken upon this little claim, and I 
say that without reference to whether injustice has been done to the 
constituent of my friend from Illinois, which certainly would not lead 
him to be willing to do injustice to somebody else; I know that per- 
fectly well. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. I think the Senator from Vermont is the very gen- 
tleman who beat my bill. I will say that to him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I think not. 

Mr. LOGAN. If you will look back about ten years in the RECORD 
you will find that to be the case, on the very principle that we recap- 
tured the vessel while she was in the employ of the rebel forces and 
therefore the owner was not entitled to pay forher. That was the prin- 
ciple, and I look on this as the same. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have made my appeal. I have nothing more 


0 say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 1829) for the relief of 
the Greensburg Limestone Company and others is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want the report read in this case, if I can not 
touch my friend from Illinois on the other case. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know something about that. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Hoar 
March 10, 1886: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 756) entitled “A 
bill for the relief of the aed,“ Limestone Company and others,” report 
that the same ought not to pass, ut they believe that the claimants are en- 
titled to relief, and further report a new bill and recommend its passage. 

‘The claimants made a contract with the United States, dated August 21, 1874, 
by which they agreed to furnish certain “dimension rubble-stone ” for the cus- 
tom-house and post-office building at Cincinnati. 

‘The contract contained the following stipulation : 

“This contract shall be valid and binding when approved by the Secre of 
the Treasury and not otherwise, and no departure from its conditions shall be 
made without his written consent,” 

The contract was duly approved by the Secre . When it came to be exe- 
cuted the superintendent required the contractors to deliver “‘ dimension stone.” 
They protested that ‘dimension stone” was another and different thing from 
the “dimension rubble-stone”* named in the contract, and notified the superin- 
tendent that it was much more expensive and valuable, and that they should 
demand from the United States the excess of the value of the stone so required 
and delivered. caer thereupon submitted to the order of the superintendent 
and proceeded to deliver dimension stone as required. 

Thereafter they filed a petition in the Court of Claims for extra compensation. 
But on examining the decision of the Supreme Court in Hawkins’s case, 7 Otto, 
and of the Court of Claims in Brandon vs. United States, 16 Court of Claims, 402, 
tey discontinued their petition and apply to Congress for relief, 

They say that mechanics making such a contract are in the power of the su- 
perintendent, who represents to them the Governmentof the United States, and 
who can compel them to submit to his terms or take the alternative of a costly, 
perhaps ruinous, lawsuit, They cite several legislative precedents where Con- 
gress given relief in similar cases. 

But the committee think these precedents ought not to be followed. What- 
ever may be the hardship to the contractor, we can not adopt a principle which 
would putit in the power of the superintendent, a local and subordinate officer, 
not only to alter a contract made by the Secretary of the Treasury, which ex- 
pressly stipulates that no departure from its terms shall be allowed without his 
written consent, but also to increase the expense of a public work whose cost 
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.But we think the claimants ought to be permitted to recover what the de- 
parture from the original contract has actually saved to the United States in 
the completion of the work, not exceeding the original contract price. The 
claimants allege that they can show that the United § saved a large sum in 
the cost of cutting, Leva P handling, and Jaying the stone, which otherwise they 
would have been compelled to expend in completing the work acco tothe 
original design, We can see no reason in justice or public policy. why this 
should not be paid them. If they had contracted to build an outer wall of wood 
and been compelled to build one of brick or stone, while they could not justly 
claim either the increased cost of value of brick or stone over wood, they might 
at least be allowed the saving to the United States of the sum which would 
have been required to pay fur painting the wall of wood, and which a brick wall 
would not need. We therefore report the accompanying bill, Under its pro- 
—— ace claimants, to recover anything, must establis to the satisfaction of 

e court: 

(1) That they were compelled to furnish a more costly and valuable material 
than their contract required. 

(2) That this change in the contract saved to the United States in the comple- 
tion of the building an amount equal to that to be recovered. 

(3) That the entire cost of the building is not thereby increased. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that bill read again, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&c., That the Greensburgh Limestone Company, a corporation 
dul organized under the laws of the State of Indiana, William W. Lowe, Daniel 
W. Levett, and Oliver M. Thompson, partners doing business under the firm- 
name ot W. W. Lowe & Co., and John L. Scanlon, being the parties of the sec- 
ond part named in a certain contract in of the Uni States made by 
Samuel Hannaford, such contract being one for the delivery of certain stone as 
therein described for the erection of a custom-house and post-office at Cincinnati, 
Ohio, and bearing date the 2ist day of August, 1874, or the survivors of such par- 
ties, are hereby authorized and empowered to bring in the Court of Claims a suit 
against the Government of the United States, upon the said contract, for the 
damages by them sustained, in to the premises in said contract provided 
for, reason of their being required, in the execution of such contract, by the 
yor ntendent and others in charge of the construction of the said, building, to 
deliver stone, as is sieges, of sizes and character different from those called for 
in the said contract, or different from those which they Were entitled to deliver 
thereunder, And the said court is hereby authorized and directed to take juris- 
diction in said case, and to render a judgment therein for whatever sum, if any- 
thing, shall be shown by the evidence to have been the increased cost, ¥ 
and expense to which the said claimants were subjected by reason of their 
ing required, as aforesaid, to deliver stone different from that provided for in 
said contract, if the court shall hold that such requirement was not authorized 
thereby : Provided, That such recovery shallin no case be in excess of whatshall 
appear from the said evidence to have been saved to the Government in avoid- 
ing loss or waste of stone, in the expense of cutting and fitting the said stone for 
the structure or structures for which they were enn predoni paitinne in said 
contract, and in handling and setting such stone in said structure or structures; 
the olaimants in no case to recover for anything that they shall not show to have 
been done by them not required by the contract, nor for anyth that the 
shall not show to have been saved to the United States in the cost of the build- 
ing by reason of the departure therefrom. And in the said action each party to 
the same shall be entitled to give in evidence all competent and relevant testi- 
mony already heretofore taken and filed in said court in a certain action, num- 
bered 11972, heretofore prosecuted on said contract, and also all other compe- 
tentand relevant testimony which either party may offer in the case. And each 
pariy to the said cause shall be entitled to take an appeal from the judgment of 
the Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States, as in other cases, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, who I believe reported this bill, if these people are entitled con- 
tract-wise to compensation, why they can not go to the Court of Claims 
without the passage of this bill ? 

Mr. HOAR. They are not entitled contract-wise, I suppose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then on what ground does the claim stand ? 

Mr. HOAR. I willstate it, if the Senator will pardon me. 

‘These men agreed to furnish a certain portion of the work on this pub- 
lic building, stone ofa certain character, dimension rubble-stone. They 
were required by the architect on the ground te furnish dimension stone, 
which is another thing altogether, and which saves a great deal of Jay; 
ing and trimming and handling. He claimed that they were lawfully 
required to do it; they claimed that they were unlawfully required. 
He was the Government oficer on the ground and these mechanics 
urged that the Unied States ought to be bound by his action; but the 
committee say, no, we can not allow a local officer to alter a contract 
made under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, which 
stipulates that it shall not be altered without his written consent, and 
especially one which might bring the expense beyond the amount stipu- 
lated in the act of Con 

So we think it is clear that although they submitted to that de- 
mand, it does not give them any legal claim upon Congress; and now 
they come in and say, ‘‘ We have no legal claim in consequence of 
having done more than our contract required, yet we saved money to 
the United States in the entire cost of the work; it ought at least give 
us that difference.’’ For instance, suppose I have agreed to furnish 
the wall of a certain building, and my contract only requires me to 
furnish a wall of wood, which is to be painted under another contract 
by the United States; I have nothing to do with that. The local 
superintendents says: “You must make a brick wall; and I submit 
and make a brick wall. It costs me a great deal more, and I come to 
Congress to be paid the excess, and Congress says, ‘‘No; this local 
superintendent had no business to puta construction on your contract.” 
But I say, ‘‘Atleast, as I saved to the Government the cost of painting 
by giving you brick or stone instead of wood, you have got a better 
building; let me have somuch.” And that is the ground on which the 
committee aea. We say these men may go into the Court of 

i and if they can show, first, that what they did was what they 


were not required to do; next, that it made a saving to the United 


States in another part of the work; and, third, that the whole work 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Why did they yield to the demand of this super- 
intendent or architect if they were not bound to do so by their con- 
tract? 

Mr. HOAR. They were stone-cutters in a distant parb of the coun- 
try who made a contract with the United States to furnish dimension 
rubble stone, and when an architect who is employed to superintend 
and accept and approve comes in and says, ‘‘ You have got to do so and 
so under your contract,’’ these men submit, They brought their suit 
in the Court of Claims; Judge Shellabarger was their counsel. After 
the suit had started he became satisfied it could not be maintained on 
the original contract, and he came to Congress. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Then the short of it is that we are to relieve these 
mechanics on the ground that they did not understand their rights? 

Mr. HARRISON. Notatall, Mr. President. They protested at the 
time that they were not bound to do this, as I understand. 

Mr. HOAR. What would astone-cutter in Vermont or in California 
or in this very case in Indiana do who has contracted with the Govern- 
ment, has got his work out and all ready, and the local architect sa 
“ You must do a certain kind of work for the Government under this 
contract?” He says, ‘‘No, I do not think so; I do not understand it 
so at all.“ The architect adheres. If the mechanic resists, he is prob- 
ably to be ruined. He has got his obligations to his subcontractors and 
to his workmen, which arelost. He has got to pursue the Government 
by possibly a distant lawsuit in a court of justice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Both the Senator from Massachu- 
setts and the Senator from Vermont have spoken more than five min- 
utes, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not spoken one minute on this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator spoke on another bill, 
counting it on this bill expressly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I give up. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me it is an absolutely just cause, 

Mr. HARRISON. I think Senators who have listened to the state- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts must see that instead of being 
a liberal bill this is really a hard bill on the contractors; that is, it re- 
quires them to submit to pretty severe terms in order to get a just com- 
pensation from the Government for the work they did. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not understand the ground on which this 
bill stands, I confess. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RESTORATION OF NAVAL CADETS, 


Mr. HALE. Iask to take up a Senate bill that was laid on the 
table this morning for the purpose of moving that it be indefinitely 
postponed. I intended to make that motion at the time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the bill (S. 371) limiting a portion of an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1883, and for other purposes,” be taken up with a view of indefinite 
postponement. 

The motion was to. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will withdraw that and let 
us have a short executive session. 

Mr, EDMUNDS and others. Not now. 

Mr. ALLISON. My motion is that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
on pons te adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June 9, 1886, at 12 
o’clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, June 8, 1886. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Rev. 8. W. HAD- 
DOWAY, of Washington, D. C. 

The Clerk p ed to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedi 

On motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, by unanimous consent the reading of 
that portion of the Journal relating to the introduction and reference 
of bills and joint resolutions was dispensed with. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In the speech of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] on Friday evening last there was a brief 
discussion between him and myself, in which a remark of mine has 
by an error of some kind been placed in another part of the RECORD, 
and in an entirely different context from that to which it properly be- 
longs, and I ask to have the correction made, which I now point 
ou 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that such a correction, referring 
to a proceeding other than that of yesterday, would ly come up 
after the Chair has complied with the rule and laid before the House 
certain messages from the Senate and executive and other communi- 
cations. The Chair will recognize the gentleman hereafter to make 
this correction: 

MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH LINE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 5874) to alter and amend the act entitled *‘An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved 
July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Congress approved 
July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non-concur in the 
Senate amendments, and agree to the conference asked for on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the managers at the con- 
ference during the day. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


Senate bills of the following titles were severally read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed, namely: 

A bill {S. 158) granting a pension to Mary A. Mykins; 
cee S. 1459) granting an increase of pension to Walter A. Don- 

dson; 

A bill (S. 1614) granting a pension to Sarah C. Wright; 


A bill (S. 1897) granting a pension to Alexander Trimble; 
A bill (S. 1932) granting a pension to Mrs. M. A Barnes: 
S. 2029) granting an increase of pension to Elvira Bliss Shel- 
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ill (S. 2061) granting a pension to Johanna Sofia Enlind; 


bill (S. 2167) granting a pension to Mrs, Margaret Dunlap; 
bill (S. 2181) granting a pension to Rhoda Wi 

bill (S pone Sa granting a pension to Delilah Vandeventer; 
Seon granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Swift, of Dex- 
ich. 5 

bill (S. 2210 granting a pension to Anna Wright; ; 

bill (S. 2258) to increase the pension of James E. Gott; 
bill (S. 2286) for the relief of Albert C. Kelley; 

bill (S. 2301) granting a pension to Lucy E. Anderson; 
bill (S. 2308) granting a pension to Henry Lafner; 

bill (S. 2310) granting a pension to Hiram Morris; 
bill (S. 2325) to grant a pension to Nancy Mason; 
bill (S. 2326 ting a pension to John Parkinson; 

bill (S. 2330 the relief of Anthon Eitapence; 

bill (S. 2341) granting a pension to J D. Whitted; 
bill (S. 2353) granting a pension to William Barden; | 
bill (S. 2363) granting a pension to Marcel Gagnon; 

ill (S. granting a pension to Elizabeth Garaghty; 
ill (S. 2372) granting a pension to Mary McMahon; 

ill (S. 2382) granting a pension to Alice Kelley; 

ill (S. 2388) granting a pension to Alonzo Raymond; 
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52) granting a pension to Rachel Ann Pierpont; 
granting a pension to George W. Peavey; 
granting a pension to James 8. Furniss; 
8. 2459) granting a pension to Eliza Wilkins; 
5. 2460) granting a pension to Stephen D. Mead; 
S. 2463) granting a pension to H. D. Hobbs; 
S. 2478) granting a pension to John Wines; 


S. 2479) granting a pension to Mrs. Adaline P. Loy; 
2502 Bena eure to ecm aay and 
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Senate bill 2427, for the relief of the legal representatives of Eliza M. 
Ferris, was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Senate bill No. 2225, to indemnify certain subjects of the Chinese Em- 

ire for losses sustained by the violence of a mob at Rock Springs in 

1885 , Was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Senate amendments to House bills of the following titles were sever- 
ally considered and concurred in, namely: 


Aoi H. R. 1061 for the relief of Sarah M. Shearer; 

A bill (H. R. 1627) granting a pension to Annie Bagley; 

A bill (H. R. 4685) for the relief of John A. Orndorff; 

A bill (H. R. 4 Smad granting a pension to Elizabeth McKay; 

A bill (H. R. 5154) granting a pension to Margaret A. Poland; 

A bill (H. R. 5406) granting a pension to P. E. Raiger; 

A bill (H. R. 6648) for the relief of Edward M. Harrington; and 


A bill (H. R. 7156) to increase the pension of Antionette Birney, 
widow of Maj. Gen. David B. Birney. 

Senate amendments to House bill No. 524, granting a pension te 
Daniel H. Ross, were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
RETURN OF BILL TO THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communication 
from the Senate: 

INS THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 7, 1836, 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 1815) granting a pension to 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request will be com- 
plied with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

GEORGE K. SHEARMAN, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the , transmitting a letter from the Third Auditor 
in relation to the claim of George K. Shearman, of Harrison County, 
Indiana, and recommending an amendatory act to the act approved 
May 17, 1886, providing for the payment of said claim; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SALARIES OF CIZARGES D'AFFAIRES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the of 
State recommending an urgent appropriation of $8, 100 to supply a de- 
ficiency in appropriation for salaries of charges d'affaires ad interim for 
the current fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN FINN VS. UNITED STATES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of order and findings 
of fact in the case of John Finn against the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LAWLER, for to-day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Dockery, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CURTIN, for two days. 

To Mr. HANBACK, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STEPHENSON, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. FARQUHAR, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. WILSON, for four days. 

To Mr. TUCKER, for three days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. DINGLEY, indefinitely. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. LYMAN, by unanimous consent leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the case of J. 8. 
Herwick, House bill 6009. 


TITLE TO LANDS IN SAGINAW BAY 


On motion of Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union was di from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1571) to quiet and confirm the 
title to certain lands in Saginaw Bay, in the State of Michigan, and the 
same was recommitted to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

CORRECTION. 


Mr. HENLEY. In the debate on the bill to repeal certain public 
land laws on yesterday I stated I was in favor of the repeal of the pre- 
emption law. Iam made to say this morning in the RECORD I was in 
favor of the ption law being retained. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. (See page 5372.) 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the President pro tempore had appointed Mr. 
CULLoM a member of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two House on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 5888) to legalize and validate the general laws of the Territory of 
Dakota for the incorporation of insurance companies, and for other pur- 
poses, and to authorize and empower the Legislative Assembly of said 
Territory to pass such general laws, in the place of Mr. PLATT, ex- 
cused 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6392) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5862} providing for the establishment of a light-house 
and fog-signal at San Luis Obispo; and 

A bill (H. R. 7627) providing for the construction of a light-house 
supply steamer for the Atlantic and Gulf coasts. 
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bills of 
ouse was re- 


The message further announced that the Senate had 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
quested: 

A bill (S. 244) for the relief of Mary F. Potts; 
A bill (S. 511) to provide for the settlement of accounts with certain 
railway companies; 

‘ A bill (S. 1129) to exempt from taxation all property held by the 
trustees of the Louise Home, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1130) to exempt from taxation all property held by trust- 
ees of the Corcoran Gallery of Art, and for other purposes; and 
A bill (8. 2474) for rete relief of James S. Clark & Co. 


C. A. ARTHUR AND W. H. ROBERTSON. 


Mr. REED, of Maine.. I ask unanimous consent that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House be from the further consideration 
of the bill (S. 2053) for the relief of Chester A. Arthur and William 
H. Robertson, late collectors of the customs of the district of the city 
of New York, and that the same be now considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the corer once ERIA E 

authorized and directed to w Chester A. Arthur, collector of district o 

the city of New York, rape euthlonsens of his accounts, a credit for the sum of 

the same g for the sum of $5,000 in „a sum now charged 

to thes wai OOTA ATINE which waabbolen on from the office of 
the of the custom- 


then house at spaying an fe tpais 
the default or igence of said collector, or of inte Willlast D. Robinsons 
Sonena pe pat n AA A A ARa Foie 
accoun 


of sales of unclaimed goods, which 
Samuel G. 


that 
proper accountin opon officers be, and they are Fags 8 authorized and directed to 
allow William Robertson, collector of the Aa By OT o MOW TAS 
in settlement of his ig epee nines AO O S A penin same being a 
to the said Collector 


Robertson, whi Sane: 
peared E af D DAO ak Harn Cake: without 
the default or negligence of said eollector, or of the late James Hoffman, cashier, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Idesire to know whether there has been a favor- 
able report upon this subject by a committee of the House? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Thereisa unanimous report in its favor from 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us hear the report read. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. ‘The is somewhat long. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I should like to have it read. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If the gentleman from Tennessee will per- 
mit me to explain perhaps it will answer the purpose he has in view. 
The report is quite long and contains several documents. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I simply wish to know the facts of the case. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 1 will state the facts if the gentleman will 

it me. 

Mr. NEECE. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. WARNER, of Missouri), was read, as follows: 


Tho Committee on Claims, to which was referred bill 8.2053, having consid- 
ered the same, submits the gyno ay rH 

This is a bill for the relief of Chester A. Arthur and William H. Robertson, late 
collectors of the customs of the mene the city of New York. The Senate 
report on this bill meets the a) of this committee and is adopted by this 


The report is as namely : 
Ties Coansatiles on FANGE to whom waa teats the bill (S. 2053) for the re- 
lief of Chester A. Arthur and William H. Robertson, late co! of the cus- 


toms of the district of the city of New York, beg leave to Baner the following 


By oh A. Arthur was appointed collector of customs at New York ay De- 
cember u 1871. At the close ot business on the 2lst day of January, 1876, the 

illiam D. Robinson, reported the coin $5,000 short. Skilled ves 
were Aiheko ets pe ps bi but up to this time no one has advanced ever a 


theory which was considered yona of attention, and it was and will probably 
ever be, a mystery, in regard to wh ing was ever settled except the bare 

~ fact that a $5,000 coin certificate had , or by some unaccount- 
able error had never been 


received, 
Your committee would further state that on assuming the collectorship Ches- 
ter A. Arthur found in office Samuel G. as auditor of the custom-house. 


Oga 
000,000 disbursed; that the auditor Knel in n during his enter KET N 
received and disbursed moneys from T sales of unclaimed mer- 
that some time after his death an 

apparent discrepancy was discovered in such accounts, for Chester A. ur’'s 
term of office, of $3,436.88, according to the enn by the accounting offi- 
cers at Washington. This apparent discrepancy was not discovered till after 
the death of Auditor by Sore” „and itis just to presume that it could be made sat- 
isfactorily to disaj ut forhisdeath. Your committee state that all 
of the accounts of the said Chester A. Arthur for his two terms of office, nearly 
seven years, have, except as to the items herein mentioned, been and 
closed on the books of the Treasury Department, covering a total of receipts of 
$861,131,198, and of disbursements of $39,912,213. 

A bill poang Collector Arthur the relief now asked for passed the Senate 
during the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress, but failed to receive ac- 


tion in the House. Since that time up tothe — Congress the said Chester 

A. Arthur has been Vice-President and afterward Presiden 

States, and for evident reasons did not petition Ae ah for his 
While Hon. JOHN SHERMAN was Secretary of th 

exonerating Collector Arthur from all 

* the opinion that he ought to be relieved by 


t of the United 
ef. 


, he wrote a letter 
rompountbalty and expressing 


Your committee, therefo recommend that the officers 
allow ee aa ae in settlement of his pias Ree regs sum 


Robertson wasappointed 
collector of customs for the district of the city of New York on the 25th day of 
, L881. Tea fata A luarenge aa AE gel 
said Collector Robertson in 


cash receipts were discovered, the 
amounting in all to $13,094; that the secret-service officers of 
ar in conjunction with Pinkerton’s detective fi force, inquired into the matter 
at length, but without fixing the ee amy pen for the loss upon any particular 

person or persons. Collector his memorial to Congress states that, 
rerig upon his own impressions, he m ar laa from service one of his attachés. 
whosubsequently died ; that another attaché resigned and afterward committed 
suicide; thatthe cashier, James Hoffman, who had been in ofice many years, 
was an upright and honest man, and his bys in the opinion of Collector 
Robertson, was hastened by the loss occurring in his department and his in- 
ability to locate the responsibility. 

During the administration of the Spiced by Collector oe the receipts by 
him amounted to $349,729,696.59, and the disbursements to $35,404,265.19, and it 
does not appear that there is any discrepancy in any of his accounts, except the 
sho: heretofore mentioned. 

In of these circumstances, your committee recommends that the pro 
accounting officers allow William H. Robertson a credit for the sum nam 


the bill, $13,094, 
It therefore seems to this committee that both of the petitioners for whom re- 
lief is asked in this bill were the victims of fraud or against which they 


errors 
= |e not reasonably have protected themselves, and rakan this bill (S. 2053) 


back favorably. 
The following are a mtg cases of similar } ation : 
The Forty-seventh authorized and directed the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury to credit Francis E. Spinner, late Treasurer of the United States, with the 
sum of $47,097.65, amount of deficiency of June 2, 1875; he was also authorized 
and directed to y to the Treasurer of the United States the sum of $650.61 to 


_ Jn the same Con the Senate passed a bill granting relief to Frank Soul 
revenue for the first district on LS min nico releasing him an 
his sureties on liability on account of certain defalea: 

The reoctigir officers have been relieved from the defaults of employés by acts 
of William J. Patton, collector internal revenue, Arkansas, 
081.88; E, B. Aen, collector internal reyenue, Virginia, $26,476.28; J. É, 
Thomas, jr., Gi epas customs, Baltimore, $27,540.25, and many others which it 
is unnecessary to mention. 

The following letters in these cases are submitted herewith: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETAR 
Washington, D. C., May Ir, isya, 


McMillan, and Halo, 
ss, gs, that a shortage occu: your collections in 


January, i 1876, 76, of has not yet been Seas a From the state- 
ts made by sly ttt Para ssn has no 
doubt but that the loss oceurred pats EN) I 

the power to relieve os Lot your aae 
ginaly a do so, but the matter ha been ewer: Y ficialiy to my attention 

pelled to ask you to wt up the amount at as early a 
teable, or to seek relief fom Congress, which will probably eonsider your re- 
oa favorably, and padia such action the eia sen will for a reasonable 
e _— its demand for payment. 
* * * * 
Very respectfully, 
JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary, 
C, A, ARTuurR, 


Collector of usioms, New York Oity. 


Cusrom-Hovse, New Yorx Orry, 
Collector's Office, February 20, 1885. 


a disappeared aan 
e and mysterious manner ier's departmen: 
ous times during the period of my incumbency, prior to March 12, 1833, when 
the last loss occurred. 

By authority of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, Pinkerton’'s detect- 
ives and a special detective of the Department made an exhaustive examina- 
tion of the matter, and everything that ingenuity ọf man could su to dis- 
cover the thief was resorted to, but without any absolutely conclusive result, 

On one occasion, however, it was proven that the ne was in funds to 
which only three persons had access during the rowel One of them, and only 
one, whom I found in office, was known to have been present on every occa- 
sion when money had disappeared, not only during my term but during the 
terms in office oft two of my predecessors. 

Even circumstantial evidence failed to go any further, but upon this coinci- 
dence the clerk was dismissed, and the result would seeffi to j such action. 
7 Iie died soon afterwards, under the most painful circumstances, 

‘or insane, 

Feeling that I have not, in this connection at least, failed in the “true and 
faithful” discharge of the ‘duties oe my office, itis my ‘intention, at the expira- 
tion of my term of service, to appl y to Congress to relieve me from liability for 
this loss, for which I think I ought not to be held responsible. 


Very respectfully, 
TA vi W. H. ROBERTSON, 
Collector. 


H. C. Jomxson, Esq., 
Commissioner of Customs, ENSS: D.C. 


PEOXKERTON'S enlace Acency, New York, May 4, 1883. 


Dear Siz: Relative to the investigation made by this meppien 
your cashier's department of $9,000 in gold certificates on 
me to ee 

The i bos an honest error in this case does not appear tenable, and, I 
think, may be dismissed. ‘There isnothing in — detail of the work of day, 
orin the* tickets” Rabara ees checked the *‘ counters” and mingan hinj at 
the “ paper-crib,” that a $1,000 gold certificate could have been mis- 
taken for one of $10,000, nor is it at all probable that both a “counter"’ and a re- 
ceiver made separately the same error in counting. 
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reached 
In company with Mr. Drummond, of the secret service division, ay géne 
Bangs, and my superintendent, R. A. Pinkerton, ecare- 
ful and rì examination of all such persons, and in every instance were im- 
pressed with the frankness and Iness of the ecaplares, with one excep- 
tion. The facts devel by these examinations early developed the strong 
robability that the larceny lay between only two of the men. One of these, 
r. Russell, I think may be entirely exonerated; but as to the other, his man- 
ner and statements bristle full of suspicious circumstances, and I understand 
that the in relative to this man, which are still being instituted by 
Mr. Drummond, add to the suspicions first entertained. 
There is as yet no absolute legal proof of his guilt, but my opinion is very de- 
cided ee he, without collusion with any one, stole the money, 
ours, yY, 
t ALLAN Age St 
reds nee pape intents 
t. 
Ilon. WILLIAM H. RORERTSON, 
Collector of the Port of New York. 


UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
SECRET Service Division, NEw YORK DISTRICT, 
New York, May 6, 1886. 


an examination of reports in my possession that I met 
ou first about 27,1883, regarding the case. SIAI KON ARER habs oie) 
883, I had three men constantly on the case; that from A 1 

there were four men on the case; and from July 9 to July 29, 1883, there was one 
man on the case, These men were all withdrawn for the reason that the Sec- 
retary refused to bp pay them, Durin_ all this period I gave my personal 
supervision over all the men, 

Very respectfully, 
Ilon, Wa. H. ROBERTSOX, 
Katonah, Westchester County, Ne York. 


Mr. Mr. Robert Pinkerton, and I did everything that was ible to 
do in the t we worked to discover the thief, and my four men the same. 
We were all morally certain who the thief was, but had no legal proof. Since 
his dismissal I believe not a dollar has been lost. 

A. L, DRUMMOND. 


The committee recommend that the bill do pass. j: 

ie AE PAET Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the cuairman of the 
Committee on Claims whether this is a unanimous report of that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is there anything to show that this money was 
not embezzled? I have yet to hear any tion of how it was lost. 
If it was embezzled, there ought to be no . Ifit was not, it might 
be proper to grant the relief. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As far as the evidence before the committee is 
concerned, it appears that the money was lost through no fault of the 
collector in either case. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. How does that appear when they do not know 


how it was lost? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does ap from the facts as presented that 
in any event the collector himself could not have been at fault. The 
wonder is that in men handling of so many millions of dollars so little 

pears mysteriously. 

Mr REAGAN. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the eommittee 
whether it appears that any effort was made to fix the liability for this 
loss 


Dear Sie: I find 


A. L. DRUMMOND. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. Detectives were employed and other efforts 
were made to fix the liability, but so far they appear to have been un- 
availing. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 


bill was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. - -> 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ANNAPOLIS. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. 8 er, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 201) and that the same 
be put upon its 

he SPEAKER. “The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: ‘‘An act (S. 201) to 
pevas for the erection of a public building in the city of Annapolis, 
Md.” 


Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, Iam obliged to call for the regular order. 

Mr. COMPTON. I appeal to the gentleman to withdraw his objec- 
tion and allow me to state, as I can within two minutes, the reasons 
for the passage of this bill at this time. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I shall be obliged to maintain my ob- 
jection. There are probably forty bills of a similar character and of 
equal merit in this House in the same position as this one, and I do not 
see why the gentleman from Maryland should be allowed to get his bill 
through to the prejudice of all the rest. 

Mr. CO. N. I only ask to be allowed to state the reason why 
this bill should be passed at this time. 

The SP. The gentleman from New York objects to the con- 


EAKER. 
sideration of the bill, and therefore it is not before the House for debate. 


Mr. COMPTON. I understood the gentleman to intimate that he 
would hear what I had to say about it. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman objects to the consideration of 
the bill and declines to withdraw his objection. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise, as you are aware, to a question 
of privilege which I proposed to make yesterday, but consented should 
go over until to-day in order that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] who is involved in my question might be present. I base 
my question of privilege upon a conscious, deliberate, abuse 
of an order of the House by the Representative from the eighth district 
of Alabama, and in order that you, Mr. Speaker, may know precisely 
upon what allegations my claim of privilege rests, I send you a pre- 
amble and resolution which I have p that they may be now 
read, and upon which I hope to have a vote of the House after their 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it appears from the publication inthe CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
June 6 of a speech of Hon. JOSEPH WHEELER, of purporting to have 
been made on the evenings of May 28 and June 4, by unanimous consent of the 
House, the House then having under consideration the Private Calendar under 
the order of January 15, 1886, that said JOSEPH WHEELER had been 
= of an abuse of the order of the House, inasmuch as no of said speech 

n made in support of, or ieee to, or with reference to any bill 

ting a pension reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions or the 
Sommittee on Pensions, or to a bill reported from the Judiciary Committee to 
remove political disabilities, which three classes of bills constituted the sole 
objects t might be co: ered under the said order of January 15, in pur- 
— of which the said meetings of May 28 and June 4 had been held; There- 

Be it resolved, That as the delivery of said speech and its publication in the 
REcoRD were without sanction of the House and in contravention of its 
order, the said speech be expunged from the Recorp, and that the Public Printer 
be directed to omit it from the permanent Recorp, and be prohibited from issu- 
ing ef copy or copies thereof in pamphlet or other form from the columns of 
the daily RECORD, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, there are several points of order 
that I desire to reserve on that resolution. 
Mr. REAGAN. I desire to make a point of order upon it now, Mr. 


peaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REAGAN. It appears that the RECORD itself shows that the 
remarks of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] were made 
by the unanimous consent of the House at the evening session, that 
the discussion was participated in by others, and that toward the closs 
of it a member of the House asked and obtained unanimous consent for 
the prolongation of the discussion. Now I submit that that which was 
done by the unanimous consent of the House can not be an offense 
against the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not within the province of the Chair to de- 
cide whether the matter in question is or is not an abuse of the orders 
or rules of the House. It is alleged by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to be an abuse of the order of the House, and it is for the House 
itself to decide whether that allegation is true or not. - All the Chair 
can do is to determine that the charge made and the motion made to 
expunge the speech from the RECORD, which contains the official pro- 
ceedings of the House, presents a question which the Chair must en- 
tertain asa matter of privilege. Itis for the House itself to say 
whether the charge made is true or not, and whether the speech in 
question should be expunged from the RECORD or not. The Chair can 
not decide that question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I was proceeding upon the supposition that as the 
RECORD itself discloses, and is conclusive proof of, the fact I have stated, 
we need not go further—— 

The SPE. R. That is a matter for the House. Wheneveramo- 
tion is made upon the floor of the House to expunge any matter what- 
ever from the RECORD, for any reason whatever, it involves a question 
which the House, not the Chair, must decide. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As the gentleman from Texas has submitted his 
point of order, I desire to indicate the point of order I intended to raise, 
that it may be considered. It is, that any on to the fact that 
this speech may have been delivered out of order should have been 
taken at the time of its delivery, and the point not having been taken 
at that time, the House waived the right to take further notice of it, 
as appears from the fifth clause of Rule XIV, which says: 

But he— 

Referring to the member who is charged with having spoken words 
out of order— 
shall not be held to answer, nor be subject to the censure of the House therefor, 
if further debate or other business has intervened. 

The SPEAKER. That is also a matter for the House to determine 
when it votes on the resolution offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The allegation is that this speech was delivered 
out of order. If so, the fact should have been taken advantage of at 
the time; but other business having now intervened, the House can not 
take further notice of the matter. 

TheSPEAKER. But thatis a matter for the consideration of the 
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House in determining what action it will take upon the motion to ex- 
punge this speech from the RECORD. Itis not a matter which the 
Chair can decide. The House might determine after consideration 
that it would expunge from the record of its proceedings matter which 
it had expressly authorized to be inserted there; and the Chair could 
not prevent it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Allow me to make a statement—— i 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and the 

tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] beg the question at issue. 
hey assume the whole case. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Is it not in order for the affirmative side to 
be heard? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided the points of order raised 
by the several gentlemen. 

Mr. REAGAN. In view of the proceedings of the House in this 
matter I desire to submit the point that while any resolution or action 
of the House is subject to the control of the House and can be ex- 
punged by order of the House, yet a different rule applies to debate; 
and a speech made in the House can not be expunged unless exception 
is taken to it under the rule referred to by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. That may beso. The House may decide when it 
comes to a vote on the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that it will not expunge this speech from the RECORD for the very rea- 
son which the gentleman gives; but the Chair can not decide that 
matter. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. I desire to ask a parliamentary 
question. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. If the House is to judge whether 
this speech is an abuse of the rules of the House, will it not be neces- 
sary that the speech be read? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can read his speech in his‘own 
time if he so desires when he obtains the floor. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. On the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Texas, I desire to have read a portion of the RECORD showing—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already decided that point of order. 
At a later period the gentleman from Tennessee may have the matter 
read as a partof his remarks. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
KELLEY] will proceed, 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, if I made myself understood the pre- 
amble and resolution are not now under consideration except by the 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the resolution must 
be pending, otherwise there is no question before the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. Exactly; it is pending, but will come up for a vote 
I presume after discussion. 

The speech in question was made, as its author tells us in the REC- 
ORD of last Sunday, on May 28 and June 4, ‘‘ the House having under 
consideration the Private Calendar under the special order, by unani- 
mous consent.’’ 

I am unwilling, sir, that future readers of the records of this Con- 
gress shall by any possibility be able to suspect me of having sat by 
during what must have involved three hours listening to the slan- 
ders—— 

Mr. WHEELER, Will the gentleman allow me a remark for infor- 
mation ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Theslanders which have been accumulating during 
twenty-five years, many of which are absolutely putrescent, upon one of 
the most unselfish patriots by whom the country was ever served, and 
one of the most beloved friends I have ever known in my long life. Iam 
unwilling, sir, that a paper which records in a feeble and halting way as 
an apology the assertion that it was in the warmth of indignation that its 
author had denounced Abraham Lincoln and Edwin M. Stanton as con- 
spirators, and Mr. Stanton as an ‘‘arch-conspirator”’ against the char- 
acter of particular American citizens, and as having combined with 
others to thwart the success of the Union arms—I am, I repeat, un- 
willing, Mr. Speaker, that posterity shall be told through the columns 
of the official record of the proceedings of this House that the Repub- 
lican party sat quietly in the hours of approaching midnight to hear 
these slanders on Lincoln and Stanton poured out by the hour, and 
that no man, either Republican or Democrat, who periled his life 
under the administration of the war power exercised by Lincoln and 
Stanton for thesupportof the Union should have risen to say that thse 
slanders which having been consigned years ago to the haunts of trea- 
sonable gossip and vile slander, are now offensive to the olfactories of 
all well-informed Union men of every section of the country. 7 

Sir, we owe something to the illustrious dead, and I do not believe 
that such scandalous matter asis embodied in these twenty-five columns 
of Sunday’s CONGRESSIONAL RECORD will be sent to posterity with 
the sanction of this Congress, which if it vindicates its own special order 
must declare that there was no warrant for uttering the speech and 
none for declaring in the official record that it was made with the unan- 
imous consent of the House. When was that speech made? On the 
28th day of May and the 4th day of June, we are told. Gentlemen, 
who of all of us who sat in this Hall on those days until 5 o’clock in 
the afternoon, when a recess was taken under a special order of the 


House, heard the member from the eighth district of Alabama on either 
day? Did he utter in this Hall by daylight in our hearing the nause- 
ous stuff he has printed? No; and truth would have required him to 
say ‘‘in the evening session, under a special order of the House.’’. That 
order was made on the 15th day of January last to provide for the con- 
sideration of pension bills. Did it authorize legislation on or the dis- 
cussion of a subject which not only did not profess to relate to pension 
business or the removal of disabilities, but which was avowedly entered 
upon becanse there was no pension business or bill for the removal of 
disabilities pending, and before a score or two of gentlemen who were 
present, but who did not constitute the American Congress, and whose 
delegated powers were limited for the time being by the language of 
the special order which empowered them to assemble? 

Here it is: 

January 15, 1885. 

Under the head of special orders in the Calendar. 

On motion of Mr. Matsox— 

“Resolved, That on each Friday the House shall take a recess from 5 o’cloek 
p. m. until 7,30 p. m.,at which evening sessions private bills granting pensions 

rted from Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pen- 


sions, an¢ bills reported from the Judiciary Committee to remove political disa- 
bilities ony», be considered.” 


Any legislation or discussion beyond the subjects designated was an 
infraction of the order, and every word of the speech printed in the 
RECORD is beyond the terms of the order. It is all outside of the lim- 
itations imposed upon these evening meetings by the House, which is 
falsely said to have given unanimous consent to the utterance of these 
slanders. Slanders upon whom? I ask the gentleman—I must keep 
myself within parliamentary language—from Alabama to listen to the 
reply to this question, which he shall hear in a voice coming from the 
other side of the Silent River, the voice of a patriot who was wearing 
away his life day by day and hour by hour in the service of his coun- 
try, for whose destruction the hand of the member from Alabama was 
raised 


Yes. If he will give me his ear he will learn that so early as 
May, 1862, Edwin M. Stanton knew that he was assailed and that 
whether his life should be longer or shorter, he would be survived by 
jackals, hyenas, and ghouls, who, seeking objects of their hate in 
the grave, would rehash the false and scandalous stories that were 
even then giving pain to his family and friends; and, as if gifted with 
prescience, he at that early day prepared and confided to a friend an 
overwhelming reply to this unlicensed midnight assault which was to 
be published by its author as having been made in the House of Con- 
gress with its unanimous consent. Mr. Speaker, the paper I am 
about to read is a letter from one dear friend to another whom I too 
could call a friend, though I did not love him as I did the subject of 
these slanders, Edwin M. Stanton. 

If the member from Alabama finds himself described in this letter 
he will remember that I am notits author. In reading it I do but ask 
that the slandered dead may be heard in his prophetic words in his own 
defense: 

WAsHIxGTON, D. C., May 18, 1862. 

My Dear FRIEND: Yours of the 10th is welcomed as an evidence of the con- 
tinued regard of one whose esteem I have always been anxious to possess. 

I have been very well aware of the calumnies busily circulated against me in 
New York and elsewhere respecting my relations to General McClellan, but 
am compelled from public considerations to withhold the proofs that would 
stamp the falsehood of the accusations and the base motives of the accusers, 
who belong to two classes. 5 
First. Plunderers who have been driven from the Department when they were 
gorging millions. 

Second. Scheming politicians, whose designs are endangered by an earnest,’ 
ro sate, and uncompromising prosecution of this war as a war against rebels 
an tors. 

A brief statement of facts on official record, which I can make to you confi- 
dentially, will be sufficient to satisfy yourself that your confidence in me has not 
been hg eae 

First. When I entered the Cabinet I was and had been for months the sincereand 
devoted friend of General McClellan, and to support him, and so far as I might 
aid and assist him in bringing the wartoa close, wasa chief inducement forme 
to sacrifice my personal happiness to a sense of public duty. I had studied him 
earnestly with an anxious desire to discover the military and } ic virtue 
that might save the country, and if in any degree disappointed I had hoped on, 
and waited for time to develop. > 

I went into the Cabinet about the 20th of January. On the 27th the President 
made his Order No. 1, requiring the Army of the Potomac to move, It is not 
necessary, or perhaps proper, to state all the causes which led to that order, but 
it is enough to know that the Government was on the vergeof bankruptcy, and 
at the rate of expenditure the armies must move or the Government perish. 
The 22d of Feb was the day fixed for movement, and when it arrived there 
was no more sign of movement on the Potomac than there had been for three 
months before. Many, very many earnest conversations I had held with Gen- 
eral McClellan, to impress him with the absolute necessity of active operations 
or tons a Government would fail because of foreign intervention and enor- 
mous del 

Between the 22d of February and the Sth of March the President had again 
interfered, and a movement on Winchester and to clear the blockade of the Po- 
tomac was promised, commenced, and abandoned. The circumstances ean not 
yet be revealed. 

On the 8th of March the President again interfered, ordered the Army of the 
Potomac to be organized into army corps, and that operations should com- 
mence, 

Two lines of operations were open—one moving directly on the enemy at Ma- 
nassas and forcing him back on Richmond, beating and destroying him by su- 
perior force, and all the time keeping the capital secure by lying between it 
and the enemy. This was the plan favored by the President. The other plan 
was to the troops by water to some point on the lower Smeg ry hoon 

e Pres- 


thence advance on Richmond. This was General McClellan's plan, 
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Sige TSONA ie OBTA VITA ARON Sez. be airgap detonc some of the best 
military men in the country, and consented z apporto bz oma otihonen 


er pee condition that the 
Sees in and around 
perp oe and that 


the force required go are peng vac the command- 
ers of the army corps. 
In to enable General McClellan to devote his whole energy to the move- 


McClellan to transport nie Sonne every means aut power 
y 


if 
| 
2 
i 
a 


mander to bol 


ized e. Adash like a short time before at nehester would 
atany time take the capital of the nation. The report of the force left to de- 
fend Washington and the order of the cop gave ie referred to Major-General 
Hitehcock and Adjutant-General T) 


First, Whether the President's orders hadi been complied with ; 
or sep Whether the force left to defend the city of Washington was sufi- 


Thoy reported in the negativeon both points. These rts were submitted 

sie tog ena S TE i gla pe 

and Genera e; a n opinion e ca; was 

President then by ge written order directed me to retain jars of the 

pooch pw the defense of Waah ARIEL either Sumner’s or McDowell’s; as 

part of Sumner’s corps had already embarked, I ee: McDowell to remain 
with his command. And the reason was approved by Sega ye em 


Peso} Medie da bres Its true thn en Ji ae of ance 

and m, tis true t cs) ns 
objectionable, as the most ex eter and most corracted 
that could have chosen; but Tyas ot a military man, and whi e he was 


ith his 
ecute it. But when the case had assumed the Font pot ym pening ef by his disre- 
gard of the President's orders and by leaving the capital ex to seizure by 
the cece hime I was bound to act, even if I had not been required by the specifie 
ten order of the President. 
Mirian ey ee EA ae that such was my duty? 

was communicated to General McClellan it of course pro- 

poked his nauk ond dn weedeat ia DAUNAS oon AIORA upon me because [ 


was the Sanoka of its execution, 

If the force me forward as e ne Sent I believe that Washington 
would this Pens be in "the hands of the 

Down to this t, moreover, there faar paon never been = be- 
tween the a E But the entreaties of General MoClellan in- 
duced the President to his orders to the extent that Franklin’s division 
(being ee McDowell's corps, that had been retained) were and sent 


boat to McClellan, 


should be kept r and sent forward by land on the route to Rich- 
mond, thus aiding McClellan, and at the same time covering and ting 
Wash ann Kf ie between it Ly pe the enemy: In this Opinion r-Gen- 
eral Hitchcock General Met iutant-General Thomas agreed; but the 
President was so anxious that ellan should have no cause of com- 


plete, thas be covered the arcade sent by water, although that route was 

then threatened by the Merrimac. I yielded my opinion a the President's 
tes jus Delorean hima aed sea thers DARAAN DASA the since 
I entered the Cabinet, and a. the retention of the force ar tay enoma by 
the President's orders for the reason mentioned, General McClellan has never 
made a request or expressed a zon that has not been promptly complied with, 
if in the power wh vy Governm: 

To me he has aranaren expressed his confidence and his thanks 
in the dispatches pan me. 

Now, = word as to political motives, What motives can I have to thwart 
General McClellan? Iam not now, never have been, and never will be a can- 
didate for any office, 

I hold my present som at the request of the President, who knew me person- 
yf dees i fi whom I had not spoken from the 4th of March, 1861, seal. ts dae 

he en me my commission. I knew that everythi I cherish and hold 
dear would be sacrificed p doaren T ng office. But I tho: Yatienthain tocere 
the pre T o and for that I was willing to . IfI wanted to be a politician 
or a candidate for any office, would I stand between the Treasury and the rob- 
bers who are howling around me? Would I provoké pon stand against the 
whole newspaper gang in the country, of every party, who to sell news would 
imperil a battle? 


I was never taken for a fool, arakan jartal rep rapira wr pone orang fora 
man to encounter what I do for anything else than motives that overleap time 
and look forward to eternit: 

Ibelieve that God ; founded this Government, and for my act in theef- 
fort to maintain it I expect to stand before Him in judgment, You will pardon 
wore my fetend whet which has been made to haaat pria se. Itisdueto you, who 

end when I was a poor boy at school,and had no claim upon your 

or k It can not be made public for obvious reasons. Gen- 
eral MeClelian is at the head of our chief army, he must have every confidence 
and support, and I am iege s — the whole world should revile me rather 
than to diminish one nof the strength necded to conquer the rebels. Ina 

le like this, j pone to individuals is but dust in the balance. 

no office or honor, and anxious only for the and quiet of my 

home, I suffer no inconvenience beyond that which arises from the trouble and 
anxiety suffered worthy friends like yourself, who are naturally disturbed 
ee the clamors and calumnies of those whose interest or feelings are hostile to 


The official records will at the proper time fully prove— 
First. That I have employed the whole Dower of the Government unspar- 


ingly aig * pon General McClellan's ore 
hat I have not interfered with or thwarted them in an icular. 
Third. d kba the ejat retained from hisexpedition was not n and could 
not have been snn oyed by him; that it was retained by ex orders of the 
entu itary investigation and u the best military advice in aros 


pon 
ewe ig G That its retention was uired to save the capital from the dange: 
an t wasexposed by a dicapard of the President's positive order of tooo 


Fourth.. That between the President and myself there has never beon the 
test shadow of difference upon any point, save the detachment of Frank- 
lin's force, and that was a nt of no significance, but in which I was sus- 
tained by Generals . Meigs, Thomas, and Ripley, while the President 


yielded only to an anxious desire to avoid complaint, declaring at the same 
time his belief that the force was not needed ar Sones eral McClellan. 

You will, of course, this explanation as being in the strictest confi- 
dence, designed only for your information upon matters where you have ex- 

pressed concern for me. 

The confidence of yourself,and men like you, is a full equivalent for all the 
railing that has been or can be expe! me; and n the magnitude of 
the cause all merely individual ptr ness are swallowed up. 

I shall always rejoice to hear from you, and am as ever, 


Truly, yours, 
EDWIN M. STANTON. 

[ Applause. ] 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman please to state to whom that letter 
was directed ? 

Mr. KELLEY. It was addressed to the Rev. Heman Dyer, D. D,, 
an Episcopal.clergyman. Does that letter from Edwin M. Stanton, 
written in the relations of friendship to one who had been his bene- 
factor in childhood and had encouraged the development of his quick 
and massive intellect, his unconquerable will, his conscientious sense 
of duty—does that letter, Task, written undersuch circumstances need 
corroboration against these midnight slanders? It shall however have 
confirmation and it shall have it from one of the men to whom false and 
garbled expressions inimical to Lincoln and Stanton are attributed in 
the course of this villainous diatribe. 


TEADQUARTERS ARMIES UNITED STATES, 
Culpeper Court-House, Fa., May 1, 1864. 
The PRESIDENT: 


Your very kind letter of M esterday is just received. The confidence you ex- 
for the future and satisfaction for the past in my military administration 
acknowledged with pride. It shall be my earnest endeavor that you and the 
country shall not be disappointed. 
From my first entrance into the yolunteer service of the country ws the pees 
day I have never had cause of complaint, have never ex; 
complaint against the administration or the Secretary of War for tirowingany 
embarrassment in the way of my vigorously prosecuting what appeared to be 
my duty. Indeed, since the promotion which placed me in command of nit the 
armies, and in view of the great responsibility and importance of success, I have 
been astonished at the readiness with which everything asked for has bean. 
yielded, without even an og ener being asked. Should my success be less 
than I desire and expect, the least I can say Fis, the fault is not with you. 
Very truly, your obedient servant, 
U. S. GRANT, Lieulenant-General. 


I wonder that the rattling of the bones of Ulysses S. Grant did not 
alarm the conspirators who claimed to have power to give unanimous 
consent of the House by setting aside the special order under which 
they had assembled the other night. 

The testimony of Stanton and Grant against the allegations of the 
author of these malicious slanders! 

Mr. Speaker, I am not as young nor as strong as I was when, at his 
request, it was my habit when in Washington to see Edwin M. Stanton 
every day before repairing to my committee-room or to the floor ef this 
House. His invitation I still have and cherish, and God knows how 
faithfully I gave him the opportunity every morning of making any 
communication to me or imposing upon me any duty for the perform- 
ance of which he deemed me specially fitted. For him, the statesman 
I honored and the friend I loved, I have nothing more tosay at this time. 

I come now to ask the House to vindicate its orders and to 
them against conscious, deliberate, persistent invasions, to be followed 
by the untrue announcement that what was done by an abuse of -an 
order of the House was done with its unanimous consent. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me say—and the Kecorp will sustain my asser- 
tions—that on the night of the 28th of May, when the member from the 
eighth district of Alabama attempted to force a discussion outside of the 
business named in the order under which the meeting was held, the 
then chairman, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] informed him 
of the impossibility of the consent of that meeting entitling him to speak 
on the subject he proposed to discuss. Other members did the same. 

My colleague [Mr. BAYNE] explained to him elaborately the parlia- 
mentary and . Congressional law which prohibited the discussion he 
sought to enter. upon, and (if my memory serves me right, and I say 
it with that qualification) reminded him that the House in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union would be the place to in- 
vite the discussion he was endeavoring to force in spite of ae of 
the House. He was told that, though the House at that evenin 
sion held under the ial order had to go into Committee o the 
Whole on the pension bills it took up, it could not consider anything 
outside of them except bills to remove disabilities; that the case was 
not as when the House went into Committee of the Whole with no 
special bill before it, but on the state of the Union generally, when 
any subject might be discussed. He yielded for the time, hoping, as 
he said, to get in when the legitimate business of the evening was over; 
but it was then midnight, and probably the apprehension that if be 
slandered the dead too grossly he might see apparitions on his way to 
his lodgings, induced him to consent to forego the privilege fora week. 
Then, sohe claims, one gentleman said he would hear him, and on that 
promise, a week later, he claimed to have had unanimous consent of 
the House and to havea right to force the discussion which resulted 
in these twenty-five columns of the RECORD. 

Again, the chairman on this evening, that of June 4, told him he 
could not go on, but fell into the mistake of adding “ without unani- 
mous consent.” Unanimous consent of whom? Under a restricted 


order like that, who was the man who, having made an objection, could 
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ive unanimous consent of the House by withdrawing that objection ? 
oonan thik was it; that is the whole story. One of the twenty or 
thirty gentlemen present had stopped the evil performance by an ob- 
jection, but, unhappily, he was induced to withdraw the objection, and 
thereupon supervened the ‘‘ unanimous consent?’ of the House, over- 
riding its special order! The member from Alabama may say, as Stan- 
ton did in the letter I have read, ‘‘I have never been taken for a fool,” 
and he did not fall into a blunder when he sought midnight and a social 
conclave to make the-speech which would not have been listened to on 
the floor of this House under unanimous consent. 

Did he know that he was not discussing a pension bill? Yes, sir; 
for the RECORD shows that he said: ‘‘ I do not want the floor until the 
business is all over.’’ When the pension and the disability bills were 
gen they who were at that session had nothing to do but to go home. 

e order under which they were there was exhausted, and the attempt 
to influence legislation outside of that order by act or word was an in- 
fringement of the privileges of the House, an abuse of its order, and, 
as it turned out, must be a mortification to every honorable man who 
knows Stanton’s record and reflects that there is a possibility of pos- 
terity believing that he, as a member of the House, sat quietly by 
and without objection listened to the member from the eighth Con- 

ional district of Alabama make his speech on Edwin M. Stanton, 
í Applause on the Republican side. ] £ 

Mr. Morrison and Mr. WHEELER both rose. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker — 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a higher question than the 
gentleman from Ilinois can rise to. * 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have been slandered upon this floor, State- 
ments have been made regarding me which are not true, and I wish to 
correct them. 

Mr. MORRISON. That is no question of privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER. It is a privilege that has been granted to every 
member of this House, and never yet refused toa member of the House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has had occasion to rule heretofore that 
a mere disagreement between members of the House as to the correct- 
ness or incorrectness of a statement made does not present a question of 
privilege, but that when a gentleman is charged with having corruptly 
or knowingly made a false statement on the floor of the House, or with 
having made a statement on the floor of the House for the purpose of 
misleading the House in reference to legislation before it, a question of 
privilege is presented. ‘The Chair, of course, does not remember all 
that has been said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY]. 
The general course of the remarks of that gentleman has been to show 
that the statements made by the gentleman from Alabama with refer- 
ence to the conduct and character of Mr. Stanton while Secretary of War 
were not correct; but the Chair does not remember that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has stated that the gentleman from Alabama has 
knowingly made any false statement concerning the course of conduct 
or the character of Mr. Stanton, and about that matter the Chair would 
of course have to consult the RECORD to see exactly what has been said 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

There is a difference of opinion undoubtedly between the gentleman 
from Alabama and the tleman from Pennsylvania not only as to 
the character but as to the official course of Mr. Stanton while a mem- 
ber of the Cabinet; but that does not raise any question as to the verac- 
ity of the gentleman from Alabama, 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania charged me 
with perverting the sessions of the House—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. During the course of the remarks just made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania he referred to members of this House who 
were in session here last Friday evening as ‘‘ co tors.” [Laugh- 
ter.] I desire to say with reference to that matter that no order which 
this House can make can limit the operations and the performance of 
duty on the part of members at any other session of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that is a matter of priv- 
ilege. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I thinkitis. It is a part of my explanation with 

reference to this matter. I desire to show that the gentleman was in 
-error when he made the charge that those gentlemen were ‘‘conspir- 
ators. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that is a matter of priv- 


ilege. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Nota question of privilege when members have 
been charged upon the floor of the House with being ‘ irators!” 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Iowa was angen not 
to answer that charge but to argue the question as to what the House 
had a right to do. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have risen to answer that charge; that is what 
I desire to do—to answer that charge, and to show the error of the gen- 
tleman; that there were no ‘‘conspirators’’ here that evening; that 
what we did was in pursuance of the order of this House; that we were 
here in the discharge of duties which can not be limited by the House. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker—— 


The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] 
makes a point of order, as the Chair understands, against the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I will hear the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield a moment to the gentleman from—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Mli- 
nois to rise to a point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent to occupy ten minutes 
to reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen ofthe House will please take their seats 
and preserve order. : The Chair will suspend business until order is re- 
stored. [A pause]. i 

Mr. W. I rise to a question of privilege, 

The SPEAKER. There is a question of privilege already before the 
House. The Chair misunderstood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MORRISON], supposing he rose to make a point of order; but no point 
of order has been made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I make this point against the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania who has made this charge: The members of this House of 
Representatives who were in session here last Friday night, although they 
may have been but a “‘ baker’s dozen,” had every power that this House 
can haveat any time. If this isnot true, then there is no action of this 
House at any of those sessions that has not been absolutely nugatory 
and invalid. Atsuch a session we have the power of legislation. We 
do legislate; we exercise the maan powers it is possible for members 
of the House to exercise, and there is no power to prevent any sort of 
legitimate legislative action that may occur. We could pass an appro- 
priation bill at one of those sessions. In contemplation of the rules and 
the law there was at that time a full session of three hundred and 
twenty-five members, and the House, I insist, had the right to give the 
gentleman from Alabama leave to proceed and make his address., 

I want to say further that the gentleman from Alabama, in my 
humble judgment, was strictly in order. He began to address the 
House upon a question that was then pending. He tomake 
his remarks, and I do not know of any power that the House has to 
limit the character of discussion that a gentleman may indulge in, un- 
less a point of order is then and there made. I am opposed to expung- 
ing this speech of the gentleman from the Recorp. I believe he had 
an absolute right to make it. I do not agree with the sentiments in 
which he indulged. I do not propose to indorse any one of them; and 
at the wpe time I want to have something to say about the subject- 
matter of remarks. But I am not willing to punish him, to put 
upon him an indignity when he was at the most, in my humble judg- 
ment, violating good taste, history—possibly truth ter], but 
none of the rules of this House. ‘Therefore I am opposed to the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to expunge that speech from the 
RECORD. I want it to stay there. 

Mr. HAMMOND. [rise to aquestion of order, that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] has the floor, except-— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has intimated this matter is not one of 
privilege, but no point of order has been made and the Chair is reluc- 
tant to intervene. 

Mr. MORRISON. LI raise that question. 

The SPEAKER. T Chair seep this OTIS as to the ight 
of the gentleman to make a speech is not a matter o! vilege. It is 
a matter which arises out of the resolution, and the ir recognizes 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] on that subject. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to illustrate the question of personal priv- 
ilege. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Iowa is discussing the 
cae of the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEL- 
LEY]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In reference to the question of privilege I am do- 
i, tapers as I can. [Langhter.] 

SPEAKER. To discuss the merits of the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania is not a matter of privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. . 

Mr. WHEELER. During the morning hour the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania chai me as a member of this House—— 

xo MORRISON. That has been ruled upon as being no question 
of privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman’s statement. 
Mr. WHEELER. The oa from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] 
has charged me, as a member of this House, with having the 
session of the House, with having slandered a man that is dead, and 
with having stated to the House that which might possibly be regarded 
as an infringement of the truth. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania also stated that certain ‘‘cap- 
tions” of my speech are unwarranted. I wish to say those captions 
were not made by myself or the reporters. They were put in by the 
printers without any authority. [A murmur on the Republican side. ] 

I wish also to say that since I have been a member of this House 
I have taken great care to conform to its rules at all times, and on no 
occasion have its session inany way whatever. I 
very much to see the printers have placed ‘‘ Edwin M. Stanton’s’’ name 
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at the head of my speech, which does not belong there. I regretted 
also that the printers put in the words ‘‘the House having under con- 


sideration the Private Calendar.” Those words were put there with- 
out the sanction of myself, and without the sanction of the Official Re- 
porter of the House. è 

Now, sir, my speech was made as a defense against the unjust attacks 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] and was not intended to 
be an attack upon Mr. Stanton. 

The RECORD states I used the words—— ~ ; 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Irise, Mr. Speaker——. [Cries on 
the Republican side of “No”? *“ No P? ‘Let him goon!” “Down!” 
and much confusion]. 

The SPEAKER. The House will bein order. For what purpose 
does the gentleman from Pennsylvania rise ? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is not stating a case 
of personal privilege, but on the contrary is only arguing his case over 
again. [Cries on the Republican side ‘‘Go on!’’] 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam correcting what—— 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is not stating a 
question of mal privil K 

Mr. MO N. That isright; I wish you would set him down; I 
have not been able to doit, [Laughter]. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the point 
of order that the gentleman from Alabama is not stating any question 
of privilege to the House [cries of ‘‘ Withdraw it!’ from the Republi- 
can side], but simply answering the speech of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. WHEELER. I want to state—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks in accordance with the ruling 
made afew moments ago, unless the gentleman from Alabama can 
point out some statement in the speech of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vaniá which imputes to him some improper or some corrupt motive, or 
some false statement, knowingly made, or some attempt to deceive and 
impose on the House, it presents no question of mal privilege, and 
that the only matter before the House is simply the merits of the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to expunge from the REcoRD 
a certain speech. 

The Chair will also state, in his opinion, when a motion is under con- 
sideration which implies in any d the censure of a member of the 
House there must necessarily be allowed more latitude of expression 
in reference to that matter in the ordinary discussion of a matter 
of legislation pending before the House. Otherwise a charge against a 
member could never be properly prosecuted on the floor of the House. 
The discussion of such matters, when it is confined legitimately to the 
merits of the proposition actually before the House, can not present 
questions of privilege of which the member whose conduct is assailed 
Sa aie himself. The gentleman from Illinois has been recognized 

Mr. REAGAN and Mr. Morrison both rose. y 

Mr. REAGAN. Irise for this purpose, Mr. Speaker: I agree that, 
in the way the Speaker puts it, the ruling is correct; but the Chair for- 
gets evidently that the gentleman from Pennsylvania charged the gen- 
tleman from Alabama with willfully and deliberately falsifying; with 
base Planos diatribes, with slandering, and other such epithets 
which heapplied to him, making personally as bitter a charge against the 
gentleman from Alabama as he could possibly have framed in language. 

Now, it does not seem that the gentleman from Alabama should be 
required to sit quietly and patiently under such language as that and 
have no bp of responding. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania did undoubt- 
edly charge that the statements contained in the speech of the gentle- 
man from Alabama were slanders upon the memory of Mr. Stanton; 
and he gave that as one of the reasons why the speech, under the cir- 
cumstances, should be expun, from the RECORD. But the Chair 
thinks, as has just been stated, that when a charge is made against the 
conduct of a member, or a motion to expunge some matter from the 
RECORD, the statement of the reasons why that should be done, if per- 
tinent to the motion, does not present a question of privilege; other- 
wise there would be no end to the discussion of the proposition either 
on a motion to censure or to expel or to expunge matter from the REC- 
ORD; for every statement made, although absolutely necessary in order 
toinform the House what the charge really was, would involve a question 
of privilege, to which the member could respond as a matter of right, and 
he could continue to exercise this right throughout the whole discus- 
sion any time the charge, or the reasons for it, should be repeated. 

Mr. WHEELER. Out of my respect for you, Mr. Speaker, and for 
the House I shall not insist farther upon the matter. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I desire to know whether it is not in order asa 
privileged motion to move the appointment of a committee to ascer- 
tain who, at the Public Printing Office, added captions or interpolated 
motto» for ths purpose of extending the remarks of the gentleman 
from Alabama? 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from Maryland or any other 
gentleman obtains the floor in his own right he can move to amend the 


resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania by providing for tho 
see tnen of a committee for the purpose to which he has referred, or 
referring the matter to a committee already existing, or make any 
other proper parliamentary motion with reference to the subject before 
the House. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I give notice that I shall-make that motion at the 
proper time. 

Mr. MORRISON. Of the time to which I am entitled I propose to 
yield avery few minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee, who, as the 
presiding officer of the House at the evening session to which reference 
is made in the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, desires 
to read from the RECORD of the proceedings under what circumstances 
the in question was made. i 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I shall trespass upon the time of the 
House but for a very few moments in the time yielded to me by the 
gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Morrison ]—not for the purpose of 
going at length into the discussion of this question as to the merits of 
the resolution pending, or as to ex-Secretary Stanton andhisacts. His 
life is extinct, and Ishall not go back to that. His history is made and 
is before the country. But,I wish to state the circumstances under 
which the gentleman from Alabama obtained the floor, and under 
which the remarks of the gentleman were made, that the House may 
see that there is no cause for the complaint made here. It happened 
that I was presiding as chairman of the Committee of the Whole House 
when the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] sought the floor 
on last Friday evening one week ago. At that time he attempted to 
make some remarks, and the point of order was made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that his speech was not in order on 
that night. 

The gentleman from Alabama, after some discussion on the point of 
order, stated, if I remember correctly, that he did not wish to inter- 
fere with the pension business of the session that night, the Chair hav- 
ing admonished him that it was not within the scope of the special 
order; and he stated that after the business of the night should have 
been completed, if the Chair and House would indulge him he would 
like to be heard. There was no objection to the request; but when 
the close of the evening session came the following remark was made 
by the gentleman. Mr. MATSON having moved to reconsider the vari- 
ous votes by which the bills were passed, Mr. WHEELER rose and said: 

Gentlemen kindly consented to allow me to submit some remarks this even- 
ing, but as the hour is late I am unwilling to detain gentlemen; and therefore 
I ask the same permission to be extended to me for next Friday evening. 

Mr. MORRILL replied: ; 

After the regular pension business has been disposed of, 


After which— 


Mr. TAULBEE moved that the House adjourn. 


Mr. WILLIS. I would like to call the attention of my friend from 
Tennessee to one fact also in this connection.’ When the gentleman 
from Alabama took the floor on the first evening we were in Commit- 
tee of the Whole and discussing a pension bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is true. 

Mr. WILLIS. We were not in the House at all. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I would like to ask a question. Was it not 
a fact which became apparent from the appearance of the pile of man- 
uscript that the gentleman from Alabama had before him that he was 
going to take an hour at least of the time of the House to be devoted 
to pensions, and was not the House practically coerced into granting 
this privilege ùt some future time when such business was not before 
it? : 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Itis very hard to determine from a man’s manu- 
script how long his wind may last. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think you can tell with reference to the 
gentlemen from Alabama. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, as stated by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Morrison], I was Speaker pro tempore when the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] made his speech last Friday 
night. I will have read, sir, from the RECORD an extract showing the 
manner in which the gentleman obtained the floor on this second Fri- 
day night, but will state before doing so that it will be observed the 
Chair ruled that not only the gentleman must obtain the floor by unani- 
mous consent, but would retain it only by unanimous consent. So that 
it was in the power of any man in this House to object at any moment 
and stop the proceeding. All who were here on that occasion will bear 
testimony to the fact that there were many more gentlemen remaining, 
when that proceeding was carried on, on the Republican side of the House 
than on this side. So much for that‘particular feature of it. 

When the point of order was made, the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
ANDERSON] got up and said it would be wrong under the circumstances 
to prevent the gentleman from speaking. 

Mr. Speaker, if there has been a violation of the rules of the House, 
which I emphatically deny, it was not confined to the gentleman from 
Alabama or to this side of the House. For immediately after the gen- 
tleman from Alabama concluded the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] obtained the floor and got unanimous consent to place in the 
RECORD some remarks in response to the gentleman from Alabama, 
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Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, it will be observed from the RECORD that 
not a single Democrat, not a single Southern man, made a suggestion 
in favor of the gentleman going on, but that the urgency came from 
that side. Those who were present will not deny the fact that when 
objection was made by a gentleman on the a side, members 
from that side went and got him to withdraw his objection and let the 
speech proceed. 

If this isa ‘‘eonspiracy,’’ then there are gentlemen as good as the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, KELLEY ]—although I esteem him 
highly—there are gentlemen as good as any in the country who have 

in the conspiracy. The gentleman’s own side of the House is 
not blameless if there be blame. When the regular business of the 
evening was ended, then and not till then did the gentleman from Ala- 
bama obtain the floor. He had said before that he did not wish to 
stand in the way of any pension claim. Now I will ask the Clerk to 
read the portion of the Recorp which I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I was unwilling to occupy the timc of the House 
while pension bills were being but as that business is entirely finished for 
the evening, and as some gentlemen have kindly consented to what I have 
to say, Ishall now, with the permission of the House, proceed in continuation of 
my remarks which I began Friday evening. 

SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Alabama 
that no remarks are in order now except by unanimous consent. 

Mr, LEHLBACH, I object, Mr. S er. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not hing is in order at this evening session but the 
consideration of pension bills, and although there may have been a tacit under- 
standing to the contrary last Friday evening, the Chair holds that that under- 
standing can not be permitted to contravene the order under which the House 
assembles, The r therefore holds that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] can obtain or retain the floor only by unanimous consent, 

Mr, Hermann, I hope. Mr. bs oye the understanding will be carried out. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas, Mr, Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. As an agreement had been arrived at by unani- 
mous consent upon last Friday evening, and also this evening, in Committee of 
the Whole, that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] should have an 
opportunity to deliver his speech, does not that agreement render unnecessary 


unanimous consent at this time ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is having the record examined and will 
made upon the record of last 


answer the gentleman's inquiry when report 
Friday night. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. I sincerely trust that the gentleman from Alabama 
will be heard, : 

Mr. LEHLBACH, I withdraw my objection, Mr. S; er. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The objections withdrawn. Unless further objec- 
tion is made the gentleman from Alabama will proceed. 


There was no objection. 
Mr. WHEELER withholds his remarks for revision, and they will appear here- 


er. 
Mr, Wrxans. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The question being taken, the motion was ndt agreed to. 
Mr, HEPBURN addressed the Chair. 
Bikey SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman from Iowa 


? 
Mr. Heprvury. For the pu 


of asking unanimous consent to place in the 
Record some remarks w. 


I desire to make in reply to the gentleman from 


a. 

A MEMBER, Speak them now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will state to the gentleman from Iowa, 
as was stated by the Chair to the gentleman from Alabama, that no recognition 
could be had except by unanimous consent on any matter not coming within 
the special order. The Chair, however, will put the request for unanimo: 
consent. : 

Mr. WHEELER. I hope it will be granted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con- 
sent to place in the RECORD some remarks in reply to those which have been 
made by the gentleman from Alabama. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. Price. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 11 o'clock and 25 minutes p. 
m.) the House adjourned. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, it will be observed that unan- 
imous consent was asked by a gentleman on the other side of the House 
to do the very thing that the gentleman from Pennsylvania says was 
the carrying out of a ‘‘ conspiracy.’’ 

For, Mr. Speaker, I state what the RECORD shows when I say that 
after the gentleman from Alabama had spoken for an hour and he was 
no longer entitled to the floor, and the Chair had rapped him down, 
unanimous consent was asked by a Republican, the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR], that his time be extended, and that 
was done, (Gentlemen on the other side were here and not objecting 
to the debate, but seemed to want it. 

I now yield the floor back tothe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MOR- 
RISON]. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say a word in response— [Cries of 
“Regular order!” ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to 
yield to me. 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield the gentleman from Kansas two minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I wish, in view of the prominence 
that has been given to this matter, to make a brief statement. On the 
previous Friday evening, when I was not present, and as I understood 
it, unanimous consent was given to the gentleman from Alabama to 
make some remarks, On last Friday evening it was then stated that 
that unanimous consent had been given, and it was presented as a mat- 
ter of good faith. It was stated that withholding the consent for the 
gentleman to proceed would be a breach of faith in the committee, I 
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knew nothing whatever of the subject on which the gentleman from 
Alabama was to speak, nor did I know on what subject he was speak- 
ing till some time after his remarks had begun, of which I heard but a 
small portion. 

I wish to say further that in the latitude of debate always allowed in 
the Committee of the Whole, and y at the sessions for the consid- 
eration of pension bills, it has been understood that.a gentleman might 
discuss one of those bills as long as he saw fit and in any manner. Con- 
sequently the gentleman from Alabama would have had the right on 
any one of those pension bills to present such remarks as he saw fit. 
He consented not to use the time of the pension session, but to allow 
the committee to pass the pension bills, in view of which the gentlemen 
present on a | plot sess night when I was not present, and on last Friday 
night when I was present, gave consent under the circumstances that 
the gentleman from Alabama should make his remarks. Probably very 
few of them knew anything of the exact subject he would discuss, and 
I certainly did not. 

There was no conspiracy about it. It was simply the execution in 
good faith of an agreement among gentlemen upon both sides of the 
House who may differ immensely not only in the present year, but 
who for twenty-five years have differed on numerous subjects. Noman 
esteems the patriotism of Stanton more highly than do I. And for any 
gentlemen on this floor to attempt to p on those members who 
were present at that session last Friday night, or the previous Friday 
night, the brand of a conspirator is something, Mr. § , which 
pekes h as being quite uncalled-for and quite reprehensible. [Ap- 
plause, 

The gentlemen who were then present or who have been in the habit 
of attending those Friday night meetings for the purpose of passing pen- 
sion bills are gentlemen who have as deep an interest in this Union, 
and who show it by their course on this pension business, and who have 
shown it by their actions years as deep an interest in this Union 
as the gentlemen who have staid away. Andtobrand them as conspira- 
tors is something that appears to me entirely gratuitous. [Applause. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, many things occurred in Mr, Stan- 
ton’s time about which all good men were not and are not of one opinion. 
He and his acts have gone intohistory; both are likely in the future to 
be discussed and talked about sometimes with blame, sometimes with 


praise, 

The matter now before the House concerns its orderly proceeding 
under its rules. I therefore move that the resolution of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] be referred to the Committee on 
Rules, and on that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I ask the gentleman to allow me to have read for 
information an amendment which I propose to offer, and see if he will 
not allow it to be pending. : 

Mr. MORRISON. I have no objection to its being read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of the resolution as follows : 

“ Resolved also, That the unanimous consent of the House to Mr. HEPBURN, of 
pani be publish in the Recorp a reply to said speech of Mr, WHEELER is hereby 
rev . 

R solved further, That for the Avery the remarks of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] be withheld from the Recorp, and that the Com- 
mittee on Rules shall inquire and report what s of his said remarks were 
applicable to the time when and circumstances in which the speech of the gen- 
tieman from Alabama was made; and that only such parts of the remarks of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] as were so applicable shall be 
printed in the RECORD. 


see HAMMOND. Will the gentleman allow that amendment to be 
pending? 

Mr. MORRISON. I must decline, Mr. Speaker. I insist. on my 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to refer the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
to the Committee on Rules, and on that he demands the previous ques- 
tion. 

A division was called for. 

The House divided upon ordering the previous question; and there 
were—ayes 85, noes 21. 

So ne pemon question was ordered. 

Mr. BURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the committee be in- 
structed to npe 

The SPEAKER. That can notbe done. The previous question has 
just been ordered, which cuts off all amendmentand brings the House to 
a direct vote upon the resolution offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But is it not proper now to move instructions? 

The SPEAKER. This is not a motion to recommit. This is an 
original proposition offered in the House, simply a proposition to refer 
the pending resolution to one of the committees of the House, 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS. There seems to be an impression among some gen- 


tlemen on this side of the House that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] is pending. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. The Chair desires to state, as a matter 
of justice to himself and to the House, that when the Chair announced 
the gaeta pat by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] the 

er the impression for the moment that the previous ques- 


Chair was 
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tion had been ordered upon the resolution itself. The previous ques- 
tion was simply ordered upon the motion to refer, and the Chair thinks 
that as soon as that motion is of, if the resolution is not re- 
ferred, a motion to amend would be in order. 

The question was taken on the motion to refer the resolution to the 
Committee on Rules; and there were—ayes 73, noes 52. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was referred; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONFERENCE COMMITTEE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers upon the part 
of the House on the di ing votes of the two Houses upon the bill 
of the House No. 5874, the tleman from Georgia, Mr. Crisp, the 

mtleman from Tennessee, Mr, RICHARDSON, and the gentleman from 

Mr. HANBACK. 
LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With a view to proceeding with the appropriation 
bills, I move that the morning hour be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the State of the Union for the consideration of 
appropriation bills. ; 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads to say to the House this morning that ap- 
preciating the necessity of passing without delay the bill which the 
gentleman proposes to call up we do not wish to antagonize it; but that 
after that bill is disposed of we shall call up the bill that was under 
discussion on last Saturday. - 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a 
privil report from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to which was referred the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 141) providing for printing the first annual report of the Commissioner of 
Labor, report that they have considered the same and recommend that the said 
en do lie upon the table, and that the following substitute be adopted, 
to wit: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of ves of the end ete of Arha 
én Congress assembled, That there be ted 35,000 copies, in cloth binding, of the 
first annual report of the Comm mer of Labor; 26,000 copies for the use of 
a of the House of Representatives, and 9,000 copies for use of members 
of the j 

Sec. 2, That the sum of $10,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated to defray the cost of the publication of said report. 5 

The cotimatnk: cost of said printing is $348.30 per thousand copies, or $10,500 


the aggregate. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The committee reports a substitute. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does not this resolution go to the Calendar of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is subject to the point of order that it must re- 
ceive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. The original 
resolution provides for printing for the use not only of the two. Houses 
but also of the Secretary of the Interior, which fact will take the resolu- 
tion to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
if the point of order is made. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent that the 
joint resolution he considered now. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have made no point of order, but only directed 
the attention of the House to the fact that the resolution is subject 
a point of order. ; 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. RANDALL. My object was to call the attention of the House 
to this subject of printing generally and the large sums of money in- 
volved. 

Mr. LONG. Ihope that unanimous consent will be given for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The House accordingly proceeded to the consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. I desire to offer an amendment, pro- 
viding simply for the printing of copies for the use of the Department 
of the Interior, as the substitute reported by the committee provides 
only for copies for the use of the Senate and House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from North Carolina. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “thirty,” in line 3 of section 1, and insert in lieu thereof “ fifty.” 

After the word “ Senate,” in line 7 of section 1, insert the following: 

“And 15,000 copies for the use of the Department of the Interior andthe Bureau 
of Labor, the latter number to be wrapped for mailing in such manner as the 
Secretary of the Interior may direct.” 

Strike out, in line 1 of portion 2, “$10,500” and insert “$15,725.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The substitute as amended was adopted. 


The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. OATES. I desire leave to report from the Committee on the 
Judiciary a bill of great importance. 
Mr. RANDALL. I must call for the regular order. It is necessary 


that we proceed with the legislative appropriation bill. 


Mr. OATES. I think the gentleman when he understands what this 
bill is will recognize its importance. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe bill which the gentleman from Alabama de- 


sires to report will take but a moment I hope it may be allowed to 
come in. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Objection was made. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC.; APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HOLMAN, that the 


House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, it was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. BLOUNT in the chair), and proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, in view of the importance of dis- 
posing of this bill at an early moment, I trust that the general debate 
on it will be confined to this day. I have not thought it proper until 
some debate has occurred to press a proposition limiting the time for 
discussion. I ae to occupy a very few minutes.in calling the at- 
tention of the Committee of the Whole to a few matters which seem to 
be pertinent. 

This bill, as all gentlemen will recognize, ought to go to the Senate 
at the earliest possible moment. .It embraces a very large number of 
items. There are some changes made in the civil list of the Govern- 
ment and some propositions submitted which may give rise to some 
debate. interests of the Government would be greatly embarrassed 
by the faijfre of this bill to become a law before the expiration of the 

year. The importance of this must be manifest to every 
n, not only asa matter of convenience to the Departments, but 
from the additional expense which would be entailed upon the Gov- 
ernmént if it should become necessary to extend the provisions of the 
law for the current Year into the coming fiscal year. 
is bill, appropriating for the civil list of the great Departments of 
Government almost exclusively, involves $20,560,119.42, The ap- 
priations made for the same service for the present fiscal year amount 


| to $21,371, 605.05, showing a reduction in this bill upon the law of the 


present year of $811,485.63. This, while a large sum in itself, is com- 
paratively small when you consider the many millions involved in the 
bill; and it is a reduction which I hope this House will consent shall 
be made. In order to press upon the attention of the committee the 
propriety of this section, inasmuch as many gentlemen here are affected 
in their constituency and friends more or less by this reduction in the 
civil list, I wish to call attention to the startling rapidity with which 
the expenses of this Government are being increased; and in no field 
of expenditure is this increase more apparent and striking than in the 
ciyil list of the Government. Ihave before me a statement of the ap- 
propriations since the Forty-second Congress. Ihave commenced with 
that Congress, because then the c resulting from the incidents of 
ae Aegi, except pensions and the public debt, had been measurably sat- 


I have not sought in this statement to distinguish year by year tho 
increase or decease of the appropriations made on account of i 
But I admit that to the appropriations for ms deduction ought 
to be made, the other war charge, interest on the public debt, not 
being covered by the appropriation bills of Congress but by permanent 
appropriations. The appropriations for pensions, however, should be 
deducted, so as to indicate the growth of the current ordinary expenses 
of the Government. The following table indicates the appropriations 
made each session of Congress since 1872. 

Annual appropriations by Congress from 1873 to 1886, inclusive. 
«+ $175, 300, 533 73 
197,919, 297 33 


183, 685, 002 16 


Forty-second Congress .. { 
179, 166, 833 90 


Forty-third Congress..... 
Forty-fourth Congress... i 


F 
RE 
8 
2 


144, 392, 149 23 

Forty-fifth Congress ...... 192, 870, 137 17 
Forty-sixth Congress .... i aia Son oor S 
Forty-seventh Congress ; 184 FB1, box 647 & 
1885 195, 710, 588 09 

Forty-eighth Congress... {155 219, 595, 283 18 
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In 1877 the appropriations made by the first session of the Forty-fourth 
Congress were reduced, it will be seen, to $154,553,639.64, a reduction 
of $24,613,194.26 from the preceding year. The next following session 
of the Forty-fourth Congress they were dni to $144,392, 149.23, be- 
ing $10,161,490.41 less than the 

It is very proper for me to say that the v extraordinary reduction 
between the Forty-third and Forty-fourth is not to be at- 
tributed so much to the independent action of Congress as to the man- 
ifest demand of the PORRA ONER ESO REO Ea E 
ernment, a public protest against the large charges made upon the 
people, and a demand that the expenses of the Government should be 
reduced. It was a period of unusnal public vigilance. 

‘These reductions were made by the Forty-fourth Congress in har- 
mony with the public demand everywhere expressed. 

Great as these reductions were, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. Sherman, referring to these reductions, afterward said 
in substance that a ‘‘reduction of public expenditure of ten million 
more could have been made without impairing the efficiency of the 
public service.” And speaking with that degree of impartiality a 
member of Congress may be presumed to possess, intending to be ab- 
solutely impartial, I do not believe that the public service has ever 
been more efficient than during these two years. 

Since then, however, Mr. Chairman, there has been very large in- 
crease of appropriations, beginning with the year 1879, as shown by the 
foregoing table, reaching in 1883 the enormous sum of $297,561,602.29, 
materially affected by the pension list, I admit. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does my friend from Indiana show in his 
statement where and how this increase occurred and for what purpose ? 
Has he any such detail as will enable us tolearn asin reference to these 
points? f 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave not sought to consider the matter from the 
standpoint of details. I simply wish to show the gradual growth of 
the ex of Government in the te. But I will go somewhat 
more in detail. Take the several years I have mentioned and in ref- 
erence to the appropriations made by a single bill, the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill alone, we find that the result 
isthe same. It is expressed in the following table, commencing with 
the year 1873. This table indicates how steadily all the other expend- 
itures of the Government go up with the enlargement of the civil list. 


Appropriations made by the legislative, executire, and judicial SPRI- 
tion bills from 1873 to 1886. 


Forty-sixth Congress ~-e} 1882 
Forty-seventh Congress 


Forty-cighth Congress... $- 
In this table the SOA in the 


printani for 1877 and 1878 
correspond with the aggregate reduction, and the increase from $14,- 
963,373.30 in 1877 to $21,371,605.05 in 1886 indicates the general 


See how this compares with the expenses of the Senate and House, 
and although I take but two periods to illustrate it, the —* 
the Senate and House indicate the steady and sometimes capi 
of the expenses of the Government—the appropriations for aprene second 
session of the Forty-fourth Congress, 1878, and second session Forty- 
eighth Congress, 1884. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What year? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Eighteen Soaked and seventy-cight, second session 
Forty-fourth Congress. ‘The appropriation for the employés of House 
and Senate at those periods are indicated by the following table. 


EENI Soe eT Ana pig of the House and Senate and aggregate 
amount of their e Aki ua te ads Coe eee ee 
Jirst session of the Forty-jifth and Forly-ninth Congresses, : 


| Balaries. | amber. 


HOUSE. 
1878, first session Forty-fifth Congress...............000. 


$237,402 53 


1886, first session Forty-ninth Congress... +++ 391,013 45 305 
SENATE. 

1878, first session Forty-fifth Congress.................1-.e-eeee 395 80 172 

1886, first session Forty-ninth Congress............-....-. mee rtd Ww 


* Includes and salaries provided fi the sundry civil defi- 
ciency acts for session Forty-fifth vg trent at 


I have taken those periods for the reason that it has been only eight 
years since the first period; and I have accordingly selected a compar- 


atively recent date for this comparison. ‘The law for the present year 
provides for three hundred and five employés of the House, or an in- 
ae th gat i SE MES tT A Raa BRT EN AT 


7 Norr: I admit that eighty-one employés is not a very large number; 
but the increase as to percentage is simply enormous, when you re- 
member that it has run up from two hundred and twenty-four to three 
hundred and five in the brief period of eight years. The increased ex- 
penditare is still more when you remember that in 1878 the expenses 
of the force employed by the House was $287,402.53. 

For the present year we 2 $391,013.45, showing an in- 
crease of $103,610.92 in the expenses of the Honse for its current em- 
ployés alone; that is to say, its current and contingent expenses; show- 
ing an increase of more than 33 per cent., with a corresponding result 
in the Senate. 

Now, I admit, sir, that while some effort has been made, little is pro- 
posed in the direction of reducing the expenses of the House of Repre- 
sentatives by the pending bill. A few officers and employés clearly 
not necessary have been di with, a few salaries have been some- 
what reduced, but in the main the employés of the House and the 
Senate and the contingent expenses 1o ine FT ae the 
same for the coming as for the present year. I 
that the action of the committee and Tengen pv these reduc- 
tions in the interest of economy recommended in this connection will ` 
be such as to instruct the Committees on Appropriations hereafter in 
making a more thorough revision of the expenditures for the offices and 
employments immediately around us as well as everywhere else in the 
interest of fair economy. 

Having said this much for the purpose of pointing out in a general 
way the rate at which the expenses of the Government are being in- 
creased, I only wish to say a few words in addition on the general sub- 
ject of economy in governmental affairs. I find in looking over the 
public records no expression on the subject by statesmen who have 

e before us more forcible than the utterance of a great Senator of 
the United States, Mr. Thomas H. Benton, of Missouri, not only a typ- 
ical representative of the statesmanship of the last generation, but of the 

ion which preceded it in our history. 

Mr. Benton, in his Thirty Years’ View, had occasion to discuss the 
subject, and I trust the importance of bearing in mind and occasion- 
ally reviewing the tendencies in our Government toward increased ex- 
penditures will be a sufficient apology for quoting his views. They 
certainly are entitled to high consideration, since providing for the 

and of revenue is in a large degree the business of 
Co: It seems to be in time of peace the principal object of legis- 
lation. This, I think, bynes ae ana the attention of the 
conia laeo Se She Sees Ne t distinguished statesman on thatsubject. 

e Says: 

Atno eres does the working of the Government more seriously claim the at- 
tentipn of statesmen than at that of its e: ses. It is the tendency of all gor- 
ernments to increase their expenses, and it should be the care of all statesmen 
them within the limits of a judicious economy. This obl 


to restrain 
Sasa duy te the early periods of our history, and the doctrine 


economy 
x putadiple ia the itical fatth of the 


ty, which, whether calied Re- 


ic as now, E Ee S OE 


ponen in its ereed. Mr. Jefferson largely rested the character of his adminis- 
tration upon it, and edly for even in the last year of his administration, 
and after the our territory by the acquisition Louisiana, three 


administration, 
teen years later, they had risen to about seven millions; and in the last of 
Mr. Van Buren's (sixteen years more) they had risen to about thirteen millions. 


Mr. Benton then goes on to call attention to certain of our appropri- 
ation bills, and adds as follows: 


u n the it leads to corruption in the Government and to a janissa: 
horde of oifice-holders to live upon, the people, while pollu = 
and | on and poisoning the fountains of public information in molding 


egislati 
public opinion to peck spans purposes. 


It seems to me that at the very inception of this legislation it is proper 
that I should ask the attention of this committee to this remarkable 
statement, confirmed as I have suggested by the fact that when we re- 
duced the expenditures over $24,000,000 in 1878 the efficiency of the 
Government was not impaired in the least, and a distinguished Secre- 
tary of the Treasury informed Congress that a greater reduction might 
have been ninde without embarrassment to auy department of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Benton says: 


Atthesame time it isthe opinion of this writer that a practical man, 
with the object for which the Federal Government was created, and ind aie 


with its working from the time its fathers put it into 
take his pen and cross out nearly the one-half of these seventy- raillicie end 
leave the Government in full vigor for all its proper and more by 


reducing the number of those who live upon the substance of the 


I have quoted from page 199 of the second volume. 

I think, sir, that no sounder sentiment was ever uttered. And yet 
one trouble in the House of ives, and it is the same I pre- 
sume in the Senate, is this: This legislative bill and most of the others 
are composed of a great multitude of items. Most of the appropria- 
tions forour Government are in com: i smallsums. Thedetails 


paratively 
of Government go down into minute items. Tt is difficult for us to 
bring our minds to the conclusion that we ought to deal with these de- 
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tails. The details of the small sums, aggregating ultimately millions 
of dollars, do not arrest our attention. We appropriate this item which 
is unimportant in itself, and that item whieh i is unimportant in itself. 
We increase this salary and that salary, create an office here and there, 
each quite unimportant; but in the aggregate, when the great budget 
is made up, of small items which scarcely arrest the attention of either 
the House or Senate, they have swollen into millions of dollars. 

Gentlemen always appeal to committees of the House—vwe are all, I 
presume, equally subject to the censure, if it be a censure—on behalf 
of an item because it is unimportant or small. Such an appeal comes 
to usin the House or is made in the Senate; and yet that is the basis 
on which the enormous fabric of hundreds of millions is built up. 

Let me revert to one other matter in connection with that subject, 
and I will not further weary the attention of the committee. 

It might be said, and said fairly, that if this growth of expenditures 
of our Government was on the basis of an increase of population, there 
would be no just ground of complaint. And up to 1878 it could be said 
with fairness that the expenses incident to the war, the n extray- 
agance resulting from astate of great public disorder, the impossibility 
of legislators in the midst of a great struggle coming down to the mere 
details of expenditure, made it difficult to cut down from the highstand- 
ard of expenditures to the absolute wants of the Government, especially 
in the number of civil employés. Butpermit me to remark two things: 
First, that during the war period, from the meeting of Congress on the 
4th of July, 1861, to the termination of that internal disorder, there was 
no tendency toward the increase of the expenditures in the civil list be- 
yond the growth in the number of persons required to be employed in 
the various Departments of the Government; and more than once in 
this Honse at the very beginning of the session a resolution was intro- 
duced declaring that no civil salary should be increased; so that, not- 
withstanding the unexampled increase of responsibility thrown on the 
heads of Departments and the heads of bureaus, not a salary, according 
to my recollection, was increased. ; 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. While there was a decrease in the value of 
money. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; there was, of course, a decrease in the value of 
money all the time. From a high sense of patriotic duty, looking the 
interests of Government full in the face in view of the condition of our 


affairs, I think not a salary was increased, so that it was not till after |, 


1865, and in the main as late as 1873, that the high impulses of that pe- 
riod gave way, extravagance began, salaries everywhere were increased, 
new offices created; and then there was a recoil which produced the 
remarkable result I have mentioned in 1877 and 1878, but originating 
in 1874, which, at the demand of the people, reduced the expenses of 
the Government to the vast extent I havenamed. Andyetat the same 
time the country saw no public interest impaired, no Department of 
Government embarrassed. 

But the other point to which I want to call attention is this, that the 
growth of our expenditure as well as of the revenue goes far beyond 
the growth of our population. If taxation rested on wealth alone there 
would not be so much to regretif it did weaken the Government. But 
it does not. It can not in the nature of things. Labor inall the fields 
of human industry must of necessity feel the effects of taxation, and 
you can not im your tax in any form, unless it be in one single 
form which I shall not stop to discuss, in which it will not reach in a 
greater or less degree every industry throughout the whole land. That 
applies just as well to your internal-revenue system confined to a few 
items as to the customs system extending to multitudes. 

The following table illustrates the growth of our revenue and ex- 
penditure, and ought to command attention. 


Statement showing the paces, net revenue, and nel expenditures of the 
Government from 1837 to June 30, 1885, and per capita of the revenues 
and per capita of expenditures. 


Pe Per 

Years. Population. | Net revenue. capita. Net expenses. capita. 
1 a $ ee Ý 

15, 655,000 | $24,954,153 00 | $1 59 $37, 243, 496 00 $2 83 
16, 112,000 | 26,302,562 00 1 63 33, 865, 059 00 210 
16,584,000 | 31,482,750 00 190 26, 899,128 00 1 
17,069,453 | 19,480,115 00 1i4 2A, 317,579 00 142 
17,591,000 | 16,860,160 00 96 26, 565, 873 09 151 
18,132,000 | 19,976,197 00 110 25, 205, 761 00 139 
18, 694, 000 8, 302, 702 00 89 11, 858,075 00 127 
19,276,000 | 29,321,374 00 152 22, 337,571 00 116 
19, 878,000 | 29,970,106 00 15) 22, 937,408 00 115 
20,500,000 | 29, 699,968 00 14 27, 766, 925 00 135 
21,143,000 | 26,495,769 00 1d 57, 281,412 00 271 
21,805,000 | 35,735,779 00 1 G4 45,377,225 00 2 08 
22, 489,000 | 31, 208, 143 00 139 45, 051, 657 00 2 00 
23,191,876 | 43, 603, 439 00 18 39, 543, 492 00 171 
23,995,000 | 52,559,304 00 219 47, 709,017.00 199 
24, 802,000 | 49,846, 816 00 2 01 44, 194, 919 00 178 
25,615,000 | 61,587,054 00 240 45,184,111 00 180 
26, 433,000 | 73,800,341 00 279 58, 044, 862 00 2 20 
27,256,000 | 65,850,575 00 240 59, 742, 668 00 219 
28,083,000 | 74,056,699 00 2 G4 69,571,026 00 2 48 
28,916,000 | 68,965,313 00 238 67,795, 708 00 23 
29,753,000 | 46,655,366 00 158 74, 185, 270 00 249 
30,596,000 | 53,486,466 00 175 69, 070, 977 00 2 26 
31,443,321 | 56,064,608 00 178 63, 130, 598 00 201 


Statement showing the population, net revenue, &e.—Continued. 


Years. Say Net revenue, eo Net expenses. Berit 
32,064, 000 | $11,509,930 00 | $1 29 $65, 545, 645 00 $2 08 
32,704,000 | 51,987,455 00 159 474, 761, 819 00 14 52 
33, 365,000 | 112, 697,291 00 3 38 714, 740, 725 00 21 42 
34,046, 000 | 264, 626,772 00 777 865, 322, 642 00 25 42 
84,748,000 | 333,714,605 00 | 9 60 | 1, 297,555,224 00 | 37 34 
$5, 469,000 | 558,082,620 00 | 15 73 520, 809, 417 00 14 68 
36,211,000 | 490,634,010 00 | 13 55 357, 542, 675 00 9 87 
36, 973, 000 | 405,638,083 00 | 10 97 377, 340, 285 00 10 2L 
37,756,000 | 370,943,747 00 | 982| 322, 865,278 00 8 55 
38,558, 371 | 411,255,478 00 | 10 67 309, 653,561 00 8 03 
39, 555, 000 | 383, 323, H5 00 9 69 292, 177, 188 00 7 39 
40,596, 000 | 374, 106, 863 00 9 22 277,517, 963 00 6 84 
41,677,000 | 333, 738, 205 00 8 OL 290, 345, 245 00 6 97 
42,796,000 | 304,978,755 00 713 302, 633, 873 00 707 
43, 951,000 | 288, 000,051 00 6 55 274, 623, 393 00 6 25 
45, 137,000 | 294,095, 865 00 6 52 265,101, 085 00 5 87 
46, 353,000 | 281,406,419 00 | 607 | 241,334,475 00 5 21 
47,598,000 | 257, 763, 879 00 5 42 236, 964, 327 00 4 98 
48, 866,000 | 273,827,184°00 | 569 266, 947, 884 00 5 46 
50, 155,783 | 333,526,611 00 6 65 267, 642,958 00 5 St 
51, 495, 000 | 360,782, 293 00 7 OL 269, 712, 888 00 5 06 
52, 802,000 | 403,525,250 00 7 G4 257, 981, 440 00 489 
54, 165,000 | 393, 287,582 00 7S 265, 408,138 00 490 
55,556,000 | 348,519,870 00 6 27 244, 126, 244 00 4 39 
56, 989,000 | 323, 690,706 00 568 269, 226, 935 00 4 57 
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Let us see in this table the burden the country is bearing per cap- 
ita in comparison with a comparatively short time ago. I take the 
year 1850 as the beginning point. In that year the revenues per cap- 
ita averged $1.88, the expenditure $1.71. I come down to the year 
1860, immediately preceding the war. In that year the revenues had 
not increased; they had slightly decreased, being $1.78. The expend- 
iture was slightly increased on that very considerable period of time, 
being only $2.01 per capita, while upon the basis of revenue and expend- 
iture during the last year the remarkable fact is presented that as to rev- 
enue our people paid $5.68 per capita and the expenditure was $4.74 
per capita, With vast sums of money lying idle in your Treasury, I 
think there is no instance in the history of a government well estab- 
lished like our own, with the necessities for expenditure incident to 
public peril not rapidly increasing, where there is presented so remark- 
able a spectacle of the growth of burdens upon theone hand and of ex- 
penditures upon the other. 

Mr, WARNER, of Ohio. Iask the gentleman if it is not the fact 
that our expenditures increase over three times as fast as our popula- 
tion? I mean the expenditures of the General Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Yes,sir. Now, we sometimes think it strange that 
in a government possessed of such extraordinary elements of prosperity 
as ours, with a new and vigorous population, there should be disorders 
in our midst; that the chasm between the wealth of our people and the 
poverty of our people, between the comparatively few who are wealthy 
and the great mass of the people, is already so wide and deep; but it 
is absolutely certain that the most powerful agent in centralizing the 
wealth of a country, in depressing its industries, in depressing its la- 
boring people, and increasing the number of those who are helplessly 
impoverished, is oppressive taxation, and that this taxation can not be 
borne on the basis upon which our people now pay taxes without its 
route being disastrous in the early fature must I think be manifest 
to all. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one other subject to which I wish to invite 
attention fora few moments, There are provisions in the bill to which 
I think gentlemen who desire to engage in the general debate will wish 
me to refer. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Will the gentleman permit me a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman says that the burdens of taxation 
are increasing very much faster than population. I want to ask him 
if it is not also true that the wealth of the country and the comforts 
of the people are increasing much faster than population ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The first proposition I concede, that the wealth of 
the country has rapidly increased. In no other country has wealth in- 
creased so rapidly as in ours. But, Mr. Chairman, is it true that it is 
beneficial to a government like ours, a Republic, that wealth should 
increase unless it increases through those agencies which naturally dif- 
fuse it? Does not my friend bear in mind that the chief growth in 
wealth is to be found in those large interests which enter into and in- 
volve the fortunes and estates of comparatively few individuals? Take, 
for instance, a few great corporations that have been created within our 
period; a large proportion of our accumulated wealth isin their hands, 
while the number of our people who are impoverished, people who have 
not the comforts of life and are cramped for the bare necessities of life, 
people who can barely keep the wolf from the door and whose children 
are growing up without encouragement or a hopeful future, is increas- 
ing every day in the year. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will ask the gentleman if it is not true 
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that while our wealth does increase somewhat faster than our popula- 
tion the percentage is only a small one, aud at the same time the cost 
of the Government increases at a rate more than three times as rapid 
as the increase of population, and if you consider the whole Government 
of the country four times as fast? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink my friend, if he examines the subject, will 
find this to be the state of the case: At the close of the war we had a 
vast region of unopened country, vast resources which had not yet been 
touched, and the policy twenty or twenty-five years ago was, through 
the instramentality and power of the Government, to rapidly open up. 
those sources of wealth. As a consequence of that policy the develop- 
ment of wealth in our country within this period has been absolutely 
unexampled in the history of the world; but it has exhausted the re- 
sources of the nation in the creation of great estates. = 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is true that our wealth has doubled in 
twenty years, although it has taken thirty years to double our popula- 
lation; but the expenses of Government have increased fourfold in the 
same time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Indiana to is this, that from 1860 to 1880, according to the 
best estimates I can get, the wealth of this country increased from 
$14,000,000,000 to $40,000,000, 000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam conceding the extraordinary growth of wealth, 
and had it been fairly diffused, which never occurs under the artificial 

wer of government grants and subsidies, it would have been a bless- 
ing, but otherwise it is a misfortune. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Iagree also with the gentleman that wealth, like 
the snow, when itis piled updoes harm; but I do not believe that it can 
do harm if it isproperly diffused; and if the gentleman will observe the 
increased savings in the portions of the country to which he refers, 
where these great corporations exist, and if he will also go through the 
country itself and look at the comforts which surround the farmers, I 
Su he will come to the conclusion that this wealth is diffased pretty 
widely. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. If the gentleman from Maine would ex- 
amine the mortgages on the farms he would reach a different conclu- 
sion. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido not think there would be many to examine 
in my part of the country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are some localities in this country where 
wealth is better diffused than in others; but I think, taking the whole 
country together, there has been a fearful concentration of wealth and 
the diffusion has been very slight. Mr. Chairman, until now the ex- 

riment has never been tried of a wealthy people maintaining repub- 

ican institutions. We are now making the first trial of that kind, 
It has been doubted in all ages whether a country of great wealth could 
at the same time be a republic. It is absolutely certain that the mere 
element of wealth, which in itself would be calculated to give increased 
opportunities of happiness to the people, would not be an element of 
weakness, but on the contrary a source of great strength, provided the 
wealth were diffused. 

The misfortune in all other countries, and the misfortune we have 
now to encounter, is that this wealth isin the hands of very few, while 
a corresponding stateof impoverishment is the fateof the many. Here 
is the trouble. It is very clear that a corrupt government can not exist 
as a republic. A republic can not continue if the foundations are cor- 
rupt. It has been the belief of those men who have studied this prob- 
lem most carefully that itis possible this Government should be carried 
onas an economical, frugal government, notwithstanding the great mass 
of accumulated wealth throughout the land, just as it was in the former 
years when the whole of our people were comparatively poor. But the 
danger is that our Government, instead of representing the whole peo- 
ple, the great mass of those whoare in comparatively moderate circum- 
stances, will come to represent the wealth of the country rather than 
the oe themselves—will put on the qualities and characteristics of 
the few, not of the many. 

It is for this reason above all others that economy in this Government 
should be sought for as the only absolute mode of securing the perpetua- 
tion of our institutions, We must adopt the one basis or the other. 
Ours will be a frugal republic, plain and simple, just asit was in former 
years, or else it will go to the other extreme, a costly and splendid 
government and an impoverished people. There is no middle ground. 
In the one instance it would represent the people in moderate circum- 
stances and with prosperous homes—it would represent the manhood of 
the nation; in the other case it would represent its wealth. 

Mr. Chairman, the other subject to which I wish to invite attention 
for a moment, for I had no intention of occupying so much time, is in 
regard to three provisions of this bill. One is in reference to the ap- 
pene of money to carry on the Civil Service Commission. ‘This 

ill appropriates for the Civil Service Commission for the coming year 
the same sum that was appropriated for the present year, $21,400, and 
- adds the following proviso, which will be found on page 19: 
led, That this appropriation shall be available only when the rules of 


Provid 
the Civil Service Commission are so framed as that the names of all applicants 
for official appointment from any one State, found duly qualified on examina- 
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tion, and without regard to age, shall be sent to the head of a Department or 
other officer charged with making an appointment. 

There are two rules alone of the Civil Service Commission affected 
by this provision. The provision is not new legislation, but simply a 
limitation upon the expenditure of this appropriation—a condition on 
which it may be expended. Those two rules are, first, that under 
which, when a Department or officer of the Government having the 
power to make an appointment desires to make an appointment, four 
names are furnished by the commissioners, and from those four a selec- 
tion is made. The other rule is that, with the exception of those who 
served in the Union Army, no person shall be eligible to examination 
under the civil-service regulations who shall have passed the age of 
forty-five. 


Mr. FINDLAY. ‘The proposition, of course, is divisible; we could * 


vote first on one and then on the other. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There are two separate propositions. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, permit me to say the Civil Service Commission was experi- 
mental. The measure which established that commission was scarcely 
debated in this House. The bill organizing the commission came from 
the Senate, was referred to the Committee on Civil Service Reform of 
this House, of which Mr. Kasson, of Iowa, was chairman, was reported 
back, and on motion, I think, of Mr. Cox, of New York, Mr. Kasson 
yielding for that motion, the previous question was called and sus- 


tained, the yeas and nays were ordered, and the question was taken at _ 


once. 

Mr. COX. Was it not discussed for half an hour, several speeches 
being made? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifsuch was the fact the discussion was so brief it 
had escaped my recollection. 

A MEMBER. What was the vote? 


Mr. HOLMAN. There was a very small negative vote. My recol- 


lection was that the subject was not discussed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Would not half an hour of discussion have 
been in order after the previous question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not recall the fact that the rule to which the 
gentleman refers was in. operation at that time. Ifit was, and I now 
remember it was, then debate for half an hour occurred. I know that 
the debate, if any, was so brief that it leftno impression upon my mind. 
No opportunity tor amendment was given. The measure had to be 

justas it came to the House or it had to be defeated. It had 
n believed by both sides of the House, and by neitherside more 
strongly than by gentlemen around me on this side, that our civil serv- 
ice required very important reforms, and that it would scarcely be con- 
sistent with what was understood to be the drift of public opinion and 
the expressions of the platforms of the great national parties upon that 
subject that a measure which promised even in the remotest degree to 
reform and purify our civil service should be ignored when the subject 
ye presented, even if no opportunity for debate or amendment was 
offered. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Are not the two provisions which are to be affected 
by the changes proposed by the committee matters of regulation, and 
not matters of law ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly they are matters of regulation. I have 
spoken of them as rules; I do not mean rales laid down by law. 

Mr. FINDLAY. They were not in the law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, of coursenot. They are rules laid down by the 
commission, Iam not denying the power of the Commissioners to make 
those rules with the approval of the President. I have said what I have 
in regard to the circumstances under which that bill passed and became 
a law for the reason that had this House had an ics Satna of con- 
sidering the matter and of adopting amendments— the measure 

in the regular course of legislation like most other measures—it 
would have been regarded as a more deliberate expression of the judg- 
ment of gentlemen who gave it their support. As an experiment in a 
field where reform was imperatively demanded few gentlemen could 
hesitate as to what action was proper when the measure was thus pre- 
sented. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman let me ask hima ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let meask the gentleman whether he says 
this does not change existing law? And whether he says also this pro- 
vision in regard to sending names to the appointing power is a regula- 
tion made in pursuance of law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It changes the rules of the commission by limita- 
tion on the expenditure. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Waita moment. If you change this stat- 
ute that the Civil Service Board without the approval of the President 
can not make such regulation, does not that change the law ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No. Notlaw exceptas to the incident of the power 
of the Commission. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Itonly applies the reasoning power of $21,000 
to them; that is all. (Laughter. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not insisting these rulesare in violation of law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not passing judgment on them. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam not discussing anything obnoxious to 
the rules of the House or any point of order which may be made. 
What I say is this, and I admit it, that the Civil Service Commission, 
with the ap of the President, had the power to make certain 
rules, and did make a regulation req oan Pps y four names to be for- 
warded to the appointing officer, ST be, and withholding 
from all persons, with limited exceptions, DADAS employment. If this 
provision becomes a law the commission, under the will of Congress, 
must change the rules I have named. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The Commissioners will make the change 
under the reasoning of $21,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman puts the case stronger than I do. 
Iam not claiming these rules are in violation of law. I am not dis- 
cussing that point at all. If Congress think those rules should be re- 
pealed certainly it has the power to repeal them. When the point of 
order shall come up I think it will not be found to affect the law-mak- 
ing power of this House, notwithstanding it may affect the law itself. 
For, sir, the House has not by any of its rules been deprived of the 
power when appropria! zorey to ah cae that it shall be expended 
a a c manner and The House has not by 

es abandoned the Sanath to y yeksi It has not deprived itself 

of that 1 power. Thatthe House has still retained; it would bea strange 

. thing indeed if the House had not retained the power of putting proper 

limitations on money which it votes in appropriation bills from the 
public Treasury. 

Mr. LONG. If your bill becomes a law will not the Civil Service 
Commission be compelled to send up all the names? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LONG. Under the present law are they compelled to do so? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems not. 

Mr. LONG. Is not that then a change of law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam the fact; but suppose it is achange 
of law, am I taking extreme ground even in insisting on that? 

Mr. LONG. Then it has no place in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘This House, Congress, has never abandoned the 
power to annex a condition to the expenditure of public money. 

Mr. LONG. The rule says you shall not appropriate money with 
any change of law, and yet you say it does change the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman misapprehends the rule of the 
House. The House, I repeat, has never parted with its power under 
any rule so that when it comes to appropriate money it has not the 
right and power in appropriating that money to impose proper limita- 
tions on its expenditure. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts say 
it is not proper when an pig pope is made to provide that none of 
this money shall be paid for the purpose of salary unless, as in this 
bill, in full for that salary? This question of limitation on this bill 
involves several hundreds of thousands of dollars beyond what it ap- 
propriates unless you put some limitation like that upon the amounts 
which are given. You can not abandon the power to limit the ex- 
penditures. 

Mr. LONG. But your change must not go so far as to raise any 
change of existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would be a change of law in paying that salary 
on the basis of a less sum than the permanent law provides. I con- 
cede to that. It is an incident of legislation, 

I am willing for one, in view of the importance of improving the civil 
service, that a commission shall exist to ascertain the fitness of appli- 
cants for clerical positions, their qualifications for official employment. 
I mean applicants for employment in the classified civil service. 

I do not believe that any commission, however able—and the present 
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that now simply a means of Saabin the appointing power to select its 
party friends? 

A MEMBER. Yes; thatis just the object of it. 

Mr. MORRISON. It would not have meant that if I had drawn it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I answer the question of the gentleman from Ohio 
emphatically, no. It does not do any such thing. It does not nullify 
the most important feature of the law. 

Mr. LONG. Then the gentleman from Indiana differs with the gen- 
ers from Ilinois, who intimates that to be the operation of the law 
as drawn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The most important daty which this commission is 
called upon to perform is to ascertain the qualifications of the various 
applicants for official duties in the classified civil service of the Govern- 
ment—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But that could have been done in the De- 

rtments, as was formerly the case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All that is required is that the list shall be sent 
up of all of those who have passed the proper examination, and not per- 
mit. the selection of a small number to be made on the part of the com- 
mission. All persons found qualified upon the examination to enter the 
list shall have their names sent to the officer papi, T appointin, 
pre By this arrangement you gain all that is av: le in the Civil 

vice Commission system when you have provided for examining the 
applicants for appointments in the classified service, and then required 
that the whole list of those found competent shall be sent up, so that 
the appointing power may have the selection and not the commis- 
sion. This makes the commission an examining board as to qualifica- 
tion, and the a method of appointment only, in which the quali- 
fication of the citizen for a particular public service is the main factor 
in bess appointment. 

WLS we Wherein does that differ from the examinations for 
Peraro to specific positions prior to the passage of whatis known 
as the civil-service law ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. But there was no basis of classification at all. 

Mr. WILLIS. Butan examination was required. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; as I have said, there was an examination for 
specific appointments, but there was no uniformity in the system. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ifthe gentleman will t me to interrupt him 
a moment, as I understand the practical working of this plan prior to the 
passage of the civ Se law, the examination related alone to the 


Mr. HITT. No; | it applied to the other Departments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It applied to various Departments, bnt there was 
no standard nor any uniformity in the examinations. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iam quite sure that appointments were had in 
the other Departments now included in the classified civil service 
without examination. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There was no-general examination for appoint- 
ments in the various Departments; the examinations applied only to 
particular positions to be filled and to the qualifications of the candi- 
date for the office. Now, the difference between that plan 
and this commission is that the commission makes the general exam- 


-ination not for a particular duty, but the general qualifications of the 


candidate for the classified clerical service of the Government. 
Mr. LONG. Please state what your purpose is in making this 
? 


Mr. HOLMAN. As far as Iam individually concerned—I do not 
speak for the committee. 

Mr. LONG. But you speak for your party. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Let me ask the gentleman a question right here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me answer the gentleman from Massachusetts 


commissionis composed of ablemen—can be found efficient in selecting | first. 


through a technical examination persons to fill the great body of the 
public employments of the country outside of clerical duties. To that 
extent therefore this would be a reform in our former system; and to 
that extent it may also be said that in years past some persons have 
been indicated in the Departments and prior to the organization of the 
Civil Service Commission to examine the fitness of those applying for 
specific appointments. And itis undoubtedly in the interest of the 
public service that fitness for the special dutiesto be performed should 
be ascertained in advance of the appointment. 

But, sir, I could go much farther than that. Can our people consent 
tothecreation of a power in this country through a commission or other- 
wise which shall have in charge the entire control of all employments 
in the public service? It is entirely averse to all our institutions and 
not in harmony with our system of popular government. . The commis- 
sion as ameans for qualification and fitness for clerical serv- 
ices will be found valuable; berid that the country will move pru- 
dently. 

Mr. Y BUTTERWORTH. Let me interrupt the gentleman just there. 
Does not this provision, if adopted, in effect absolutely and unquali- 
fiedly nullify the most important provision of the civil-service law as it 
exists now, in that it simply provides that every applicant from a State 
who passes the examination required by the rule, however low that ex- 
amination may be rated, shall have his name sent up; and that the 
selection for the vacancy must be made from the entire list? Is not 


I do not speak for my committee or my party; but for myself there 
are sufficient reasons which commend themselves to me, and one of the 
most important is this: The examinations are all made on a general 
basis. An arbitrary standard is fixed by the commission which a can- 
didate may reach with the necessary attainments; 100 is fixed as the 
maximum in proficiency. The applicant who reaches that number on 
the average of all the various subjects of examination—reading, writing, 
geography, and history, and often more technical—reaches the highest 
point, then down to 65; and all who fall below 65 are rejected. Now, 
how does it operate under the present system? The commission will 
send up the names of four persons who have obtained the highest num- 
bers for appointment—just four. What is the result in practice ? 

I illustrate by a single case which came within my observation. A 
young man just entering upon life who had had no icular opportu- 
nities for education reaches a grade of 66. A gen sman omin from 
a school where he had presided as a teacher for many years, espe- 
cially qualified to answer the various questions that would.) be sub- 
mitted but not as accomplished a penman as the younger man, graded 
up to 80. His name is sent in at an early day. But it is clear that 
the young man with his number at 66 would never have hisnamesent ~ 
to a Department for an appointment, as the number of those having 
higher grade was so great that the chances were he would wait indefi- 
nitely, and yet for clerical duty, the service required, he might stand 
higher than any competitor. 
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Mr. LONG. He could have another examination. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is unjust to the Government, in depriving it 
of the best service and unjust to the applicant. It will be found that 
where the names all go before the proper appointing power, the head of 
a Department or the head.of a bureau having the right to appoint a 


clerk, if it is a copyist that is to be employed, p ly 
is a matter of consideration, and other matters which have controlled 
icservice. 


the grading by the commission are of anna ena 
Penmanship is of the highest moment. And here the head of a De- 
partment must takea person not so well adapted, and one whose grade 
is comparatively low, with the accumulations of applicants that must 
oon in every State, would never have his name go to the Department 
at all. 

I submit the case I put shows an injustice both to the applicant and 
to the Government. e case is so clear, there should be some remedy. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? > 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It is a very direct question, and I know 
the gentleman from Indiana will answer it with his accustomed can- 
dor. My question is this: Is not the main object of this provision to 
perae for the employment of a greater proportion of Democrats to 
office? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would have to answer that in a general way in 
the negative—I mean so far as motives are concerned. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I would like to answer that question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will say however, in further reply to the gen- 
tleman’s question with entire frankness, that if it had that effect, if it 
admitted members of the party now largely excluded from clerical em- 
ployment, if it had ENN Ric result of increasing the number of 
appointees from that party, I do not think either the gentleman from 
Ohio or anybody else could rightfully complain. I should not object to 
that result, especially in the present state of the classified clerical serv- 
i of the Departments. But that would be an incident only to a just 


e, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Ido not complain; but what I complain 
of is that you give reasons that are not reasons. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Idesire to ask the gentleman from Indiana a ques- 
tion. 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana has ex- 
F Mr, SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time be extended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam perfectly content that the result mentioned 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR] shall follow. But 
my motive is justice to the applicant for appointment and justice to the 
Government by a reasonable latitude being given in making selections. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tileman from Indiana be extended to give me the opportunity of ask- 
ing the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time be extended ten minutes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam so anxious to close the debate that I do not 
want an extension of time. But if allowed I will answer the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Indiana be allowed 
to proceed for ten minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Or longer if he wants to. 

There being no objection, Mr. HoLMAN’s time was extended for ten 
minutes. 

Mr. FINDLAY. The gentleman from Indiana yields to me for the 
purpose of asking a question. I think the question asked by my friend 
from Ohio [Mr, EZRA B. TAYLOR] was a little too blunt and brusque 
a question and put too hardly to my friend from Indiana. It appears 
to me that I could ameliorate the question a little, soften it down and 
mitigate its asperities, 

Mr. HOLMAN. You have not asked your question yet. 

Me FINDLAY. I ask si ——— whether the object of his 
amendment is not to enlarge the scope of choice for a political purpose? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itisto Pi hS scope oe admit. 

Mr, FINDLAY. Fora political purpose? 

Mr. HOLMAN. For a governmental purpose and for purposes of 
even-handed justice. 

Mr. LONG. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me first ask my friend from Maryland [Mr. 
FINDLAY] a question. Does he think it a proper thing in a Govern- 
ment like ours that a citizen with fair qualifications having an 
examination shall at the age of forty-five be ineligible for appointment? 

Mr. FINDLAY. In so far as the forty-five provision is concerned, I 
am with you. I think a man should be allowed to serve his country, 
although over forty-five years ofage. But theother proposition you are 
discussing is an entirely different thing. Iam opposed to certifying 
all these eligibles, so as to give the appointing officer the chance of se- 
lecting his own partisan. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Are you in favor of that for political purposes? . 


Mr. FINDLAY. Does the gentleman refer to 
should be no limit on the age at which aman 
I am in favor of that for patriotic purposes. 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Marylanda question. Are you notin favor of Democrats holding office 
under a Democratic administration? ; 

Mr. FINDLAY. Iam in favor of this Government being conducted 
on the highest principles of honor and honesty, without regard to party. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to ask a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield the rest of my time to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wanttoexplain what I know about this. I ask 
for order, and then I desire to be heard. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] for his question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman from Illinois had no right 
to cover a retreat in this way. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Irisetoaquestion of order. Iask that gentle- 
men resume their seats. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Our friends upon the other side seem to fear that 
the Democratic majority in this House is seeking some advantage under 
this civil service law. I think they ought to concede one thing to the 
Democratic party. Before they accuse us of undue partisanship I think 
they should be willing to divide the classified service equally with 
Democrats now that we are in power, and until the classified service 
is composed to the extent of one half of Democrats, I think they ought 
to keep perfectly quiet on this subject of civil-service reform. The civil- 
service law exi for several years before the Democratic party came 
into control of the National Government, and my observation of its 
working was that, except in a very few cases, it always resulted in 
putting Republicans into office. 

A MEMBER. Because they had the highest averages. 

Mr. SPRINGER. After twenty-five years of Republican control of. 
every department of the Government, when the Democratic party suc- 
ceeded to power it found every branch of the Government, from the 
Supreme Court down to the messengers in the Departments, filled with 
the partisans of one political party, and now I say to my friends on the 
other side, possess your souls in patience and yield gracefully to the 
inevitable course of events, which is that until one-half the classified 
service is given to Democrats we will continue to press you on this 

int. 

Mr. BROWN, of ah hela Then that is what you are after? 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have not been unduly hasty in seeking to get 
possession of the offices of the Government. Everybody knows that 
the Railway Mail Service employs several thousand clerks who could 
be removed at any moment by the Postmaster-General—— 

Several MEMBERS. No, no. 

Mr. SPRINGER (continuing). Yet there have beenno unnecessary 
removals in that service. No removal has been made to disturb the 
public service, and every removal that has been made has been for the 
benefit of the service. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, that is not so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I say that every removal made has been for the 
benefit of theservice, and the head of the Department must be the judge 
of that fact. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ah! 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, this civil-service law contravenes that great 
provision of the Constitution which says that the President and the 
heads of De ents shall make appointments to office, for, by the 
terms of the law, that power is taken outof the hands in which the Con- 
stitution places it and given to a little coterie of fourindividuals, with- 
drawn from the publiceyeand from the public observation, and without 
knowledge of the requirements of the service for which the appointees 
are to be selected. My observation in public affairs is that the man 
who can best make the appointments is the man at the head of the 
bureau where the service is to be rendered. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to my friend from Kentucky. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I want the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] to continue that speech, for I consider that it is 
full of very solid truths. My pointof orderis that gentlemen are mak- 
ing so much confusion that I am unable to hear it distinctly. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is well taken. The House 
will be in order, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I have said all that I desire to say 
at this time. $ 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; I yield now to my friend from Kentucky 
[Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the gentleman has 
yielded to me, I now desire to ask him the question which I desired to 
ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] a while ago. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman evidently wants to 


saying that there 
serve his country ? 


do indirectly what he was afraid to do directly. 
Mr. TAULBEE. Oh, I am in favor of doing it directly, or indirectly, 
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orany way it can bedone. [Laughter.] Iwant toask the gentleman 
from Illinois if one object sought to be accomplished by the provisions 
of this bill contained in lines 440 to 447 is not that individuals over 
forty-five years of age may have an opportunity to enter the classified 
civil service if found competent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is one of the objects. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, as I understand Rule XII of the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission, it prescribes the limit of age and makes age one of the 
conditions upon which persons may be admitted to the examinations 
held by that commission. My question, therefore, is: Does this pro- 
vision, as explained by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], 
reach the object sought to be accomplished by the bill? It provides 
that certifications by this commission to the heads of D ents, when 
vacancies occur, shall be made without regard to age. The natural 
presumption is that these certifications shall be made from what is 
known as the eligible register; and under Rule XII of the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission no person can be placed on that register who is beyond 
the age of forty-five years. Therefore I ask again, Will this provision 
attain the desired object? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not? 

Mr. TAULBEE, Because of the simple fact there is no provision 
in this bill nor in the rales of the Civil Service Commission that will 
meals persons to these examinations who are beyond the age of forty- 

ve, 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a mere limitation, and this appropriation 
is made upon the condition that the limitation shall be removed. 

ine CHAIRMAN . The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
expired, 

Mr. CANNON rose and was recognized. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inquire under what rule 
we are proceeding here ? 

Sieg JHAIRMAN. Under the rules of the House as to general de- 
te. 

- Mr. TAULBEE. Did the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 

have an hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
had a portion of the time of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL- 
MAN], and that has expired. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy the floor 
in my own right. - 

The CHAIRMAN. That the gentleman may not do at this time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to know under what rule we are now 
proceeding ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Undertherulesof the House. The Chair is ob- 
serving the rules and the practice of the House. * 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Was the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
recognized before I was ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] was 
standing waiting to be . The gentleman from Illinois is a 
member of the committee, and the Chair is observing the practice of 
the House in izing him at this time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to know by what rule the Chair rec- 
ognizes the Se from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] when I demanded 

ition first ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky had 
ne, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] was recog- 


nized. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I was not occupying the floor in 
my own right, but by the courtesy of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understood. The Chair has recog- 
nized the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who is now entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask the indulgence and attention 
of the committee during the time I shall oceupy, for an appropriation 
bill is at best a pretty dry subject; and although I might believe my- 
self able to give the committee some information that ibly might be 
of interest touching the provisions of this bill, the subject is not suffi- 
- ciently attractive to make me scream in order to do so. 

Tt is the 

DUTY OF A COMMITTEE 

preparing bills which carry appropriations to conduct the Government 
to so frame the bills that the interests of the Government will be best 
subserved. This implies, of course, a knowledge not only of our form 
of government and of existing law, but of the policy of the Govern- 
ment and its wants, not only in Washington, but throughout the length 
and breadth of the country; and when a committee commences to pre- 

any of these bills, especially this one, without being prepared to 
Took over the whole ground and without having an intention honestly 
to recommend such appropriations under the law as will best sub- 
serve the Government, the bill which may be presented as the result 
of their labors can not be entitled to much consideration. 


DUE CONSIDERATION, 
I have very great respect for my colleagues on the Committee on Ap- 


pik spre and I am not here to abuse them now or at any other time 
during the course of my remarks. But I want to say atthe commence- 
ment that I do not believe this bill presented by the Committee on A 
propriations has received the intelligent, honest, careful, liberal consid- 
eration that it should have received before being presented to the House 
for its action. Having said that much, I want to call the attention of 
members, before I speak of the details of the bill, to its first clause. I 
hope I shall have attention while I read it: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, appropri- 
ated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated— 


Now, mark the words— 
in full compensation for the service of the fiseal year ending June 30, 1887, for 
the objects hereinafter expressed. 

I have read this first clause of the bill for the purpose of calling the 
attention of the committee to the fact that the words 

“IN FULL COMPENSATION” 

are words that change existing law, and are subfect to a point of 
order under the rules which this House voluntarily adopted at this 
session of Congress. This is not a matter of opinion. I hold in my 
hand a decision of the Supreme Court made upon these identical words 
in a bill passed in the Forty-fourth Congress, the court holding that 
these words, *‘in full compensation,” if they remain in the bill, are 
written into the law and fix the compensation of all the officers appro- 
priated for in the bill for the year, although the Revised Statutes, the 
permanent law, may give a greater or a less salary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Has it not been the custom of the Committee 
on Appropriations to insert that language in all the legislative appro- 
priation bills since 1877? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir, such has been the custom. And in cach 
case year by ycar the Committee on Appropriations has legislated for 
the ensuing year that the amounts appropriated as salary in the bill 
should be the legal salary. For instance, take the Auditors in the 
Treasury Department. The Revised Statutes fix their salaries at $4,000 
a year. In this bill $3,600 is appropriated as such salary, and such has 
been the appropriation in similar bills since 1877. Still the law remains 
the same, except for one year. 

Now, I do not say that I stand here to make a point of order against 
these words, ‘‘in full compensation.” But I call the attention of the 
House to what the bill does, and to the fact that if any gentleman does 
make the point of order upon these three words which constitute a 
change of law, then he should follow that point of order with a motion 
to increase or decrease the salaries of officers to the amounts fixed by 
the Revised Statutes. Otherwise each officer could go into the Court of 
Claims and recover the salary provided by permanent law not appro- 
priated in the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does my friend want the words stricken out 
in order that those officers whose salaries are reduced may go to the 
Court of Claims? 

Mr. CANNON. Not atall; butas the chairman of the subcommittee 
did not explain the bill in some respects, itis my duty, as I am upon 
that committee, although in the minority, to explain this bill so far as 
these various changes of law are concerned, for it is only at this session 
of Congress that it has been written into your rules that there should 
be no legislation upon this or any other appropriation bill. . 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me to say a word? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman will examine the report pre- 
sented along with this bill, he will see it was unnecessary for the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to touch upon this subject, as every change of 
exfsting law embraced in the bill is noted in that report. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman point out—lI have read the re- 
port—where the words ‘‘in full compensation” are included in this 
report? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Every change in the appropriation bill is in that 
report. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the heading of every department. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. The specific changes from the salaries 
provided by the current appropriation act are pointed outin the report, 
but nowhere in the report is the attention of the House called to the 
change of existing law made in the bill by the insertion of words re- 
ferred to in the first clause. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not wish further to interrupt the gentleman 
from Illinois in his speech, and I only did so for the purpose of calling 
attention to that fact. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; and you call attention toa fact I am not 
speakingabout, Now the fact I was speaking abont is that this legis- 
lation ‘‘in full compensation ” is not referred to in the report at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Is that a new provision, that it was necessary to 
call attention to it ? 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Illinois said that whoever 
made the point of order on these words would have to follow the bill 
and make a motion to change and correct it. 
> r TOWNSHEND. And restore the salaries which have been re- 

u . 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; and to restore the salaries. Now I wish to 
call attention to the fact there has been no concealment, for it is set 
forth in each case in the report. 
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Mr. CANNON. Ihave been exceedingly unfortunate in making my- 
self understood or my friend from Pennsylvania is not as bright as he 
is on most occasions. 

Mr. RANDALL. Perhaps the latter reason is the right one. 

Mr. CANNON. The report does state changes so far as salaries are 
concerned where they differ from the salary fixed in the appropriation 
act for the year 1886 ending June of that year, but does not call atten- 
tion to changes contemplated from salaries fixed by permanent law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is, over the last law. 

Mr. CANNON. This bill, Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] said, recommends a reduction in appropria- 
tions of $811,455.63 under a similar appropriation act for the current 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886. 

There are a good many 

CHANGES OF SALARIES 
in it, notwithstanding the rule of the House. Some are put up and 
some are put down, and in amount the increases and decreases are sub- 
stantially equal. There are as many increased as decreased. 

Now, the next is the 

SHORT SESSION OF CONGRESS, 
expiring on the 4th of March, 1887, and there is not so much money 
needed for the coming fiscal year for the Senate and House as during 
the present long session. The reduction in the Senate is $35,421. 

Senators’ clerks are omitted also. You remember the contests we 
have had over that item for a good many sessions of Congress. Each 
Senator not chairman of a committee has a clerk payable from the 
appropriations for this fiscal year. The House has always made the 
fight against that provision and has 


ALWAYS BACKED DOWN, 

not having the courage to demand for itself what it concedes to a co- 
ordinate branch of the Legislature. True, we have dropped this item 
out of the bill for the Senate, but some time between this and the ad- 
journment my Brother HoLMAN will get up and say, after some travail 
and a great many conferences, the Senate insisted on the item of clerks 
for Senators and the House was compelled to recede. Sir, with your- 
self and other members of the House I will get up here and vote to re- 
cede, and thus we will tend to make a distinction between the Senate 
and the House which the Constitution does not make. 

The net reduction in the House of Kepresentatives is $27,000 in round 
numbers. There are some slight increases of salaries in this over- 
burdened House that my friend from Indiana spoke of, and it has to be 
remembered that there are 3 

MORE EMPLOYÉS IN THE HOUSE NOW 

than there ever were before since the organization of the Government. 
The bill recommendsa decrease of salaries of a few of the House employés. 
The tally clerk of the House receives this year $3,000, and is cut down 
by this bill to $2,500. The newspaper clerk is cut down to $1,440, I 
believe, from $2,000, and two or three other employés are cut down. 
Then two_or three or four are put up a little. Well, what will be the 
result? Why, when we reach these provisions in the bill those who 
are put up a little will remain as recommended. We will then by 
amendment restore the salary of those who are cut down by the bill. 
Bat in the mean time it will have gone to the country that my friend 
from Indiana, Judge HoLMAN, acting for the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, has reported a bill to the House of Representatives which con- 
tains a reduction of salary of $500 for the tally clerk and $560 for the 
nevepeeet clerk, and then we will all be happy. [Laughter.] They 
who have had their salaries put up will not be sorry, the Committee on 
Appropriations will not be sorry, because they will have had the credit 
of makinga reduction in the expenditures of the Government, and those 
who have been reduced in salary will not be sorry, because they will, 
by amendment, get just as much as they had before. And this is states- 
manship! Now, it takes some service on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to learn how to do such things, and as I do not want this commit- 
tee to be a close corporation I tell you about it. 

The next item is expenses and 


SALARIES OF COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 

The reduction there is $50,000, and that is right. It might have 
been, I think, possibly $20,000 more. The expenditures for 1885 for 
collectors of internal revenue were $20,000 less than is recommended 
in this bill for the coming year. In other words, after you make this 
reduction of $50,000 for the collectors of internal revenue you still have 
$20,000 recommended by this bill more than was expended in 1885. 

Then the next item of reduction in appropriation is the salary and 
expenses of gaugers and storekeepers $50,000. The committee might 
have reduced this item $87,000 more and then it would not have been 
any less than was expended in the last fiscal year. So these reductions 
are well enough as there is plenty of margin there. 

Again, reductions by transfer to the sundry civil bill on page 50 of 
this bill of papers, binding, &c., $20,000. Now here comes another 
reduction: Mint at Philadelphia—for wages of workmen and adjust- 
ers and contingent expenses, $75,000. Then for the mint at Carson, 
wages, workmen, and contingent expenses is stricken out entirely, 
$114,550. Now, gentlemen, this reduction is not going to do any hurt; 


and the only wonder to me is that the Committee on Appropriations 
did not report at least $100,000 more reduction, and I will explain why. 
Yon recollect the law that we passed several years ago authorizing the 
coinage of silver dollars; it contained a permanent appropriation for 
the coinage of the silver dollar; and whenever this appropriation for 
coinage falls short the Department resorts to the permanent appropria- 
tion, which stands one year after another without reference to our ac- 
tion, and make up theremainder. True, we Republicans in the Forty- 
seventh Congress had an idea that it was propers appropriate outright 
for this purpose, so as to let the country see what amount was expended; 
but it makes no difference in the amount that will be expended. 

The next item of reduction is in the expense of the Utah Commission, 
$5,000. The committee had 

NO INFORMATION Š 
as to the propriety of that reduction. Another reduction is in the 
Quartermaster-General’s Office, the agents and clerks, which you will 
find at page 64 of the bill, $42,020. 

For per diem in lieu of subsistence of agents in the Quartermaster- 
General’s Office on account of settlement of claims, there is a decrease 
of $18,000; quite a large reduction; and right enough, too, for the rea- 
son that this is the force that work on the so-called 4th of July claims, 
You understand what they are. They are nearly all disposed of. For 
three or four years past we have been reducing this force rapidly, and 
I hope within a year or two at furthest that business can be entirely 
closed up. 

PENSION OFFICE, : 

Another decrease is in the salaries of the Pension Office—in the ag- 
gregate $145,650; decrease of the per diem and traveling expenses for 
one hundred and fifty special ts and clerks detailed (page 10 of the 
report), $70,000; making over $210,000 decrease in the Pension Office. 
This decrease is explained in the report. In the law for this year mak- 
ing an appropriation for this force it was provided that the places of the 
first one hundred and fifty clerks that were removed or dropped out of 
the service in the Pension Office should not be filled. That was made 
permanent law. 

Now, I want to say another thing about this 

PENSION OFFICE FORCE. 

In the first session of the Forty-seyenth Congress, in 1882, in the law 
making appropriation for 1883, we made an appropriation for the force 
of this Pension Office, increasing it from $900,000 in round numbers to 
nearly $2,000,000 on an estimate, which I have in my hand, submitted 
by the Commissioner of Pensions and the Secretary of the Interior, that 
iť we gave that additional force, multiplying the force by two, doubling 
it, and half as much more—that in three years the office could di 
of the accumulation of pension cases, and that then the force could be 
reduced to less than it was before we increased it, namely, a force in- 
volving an expenditure of $900,000, Well, the three years—yes, four 
years—have passed, and this bill recommends an appropriation for the 
Pension Office for the fifth year, and the only reduction is $210,000 in 
round numbers. And that is put on in this bill because the law abso- 
lutely directed it should be put on. Otherwise it would not have been 
here, because the estimates for clerical force from the Pension Office 
come fully up and are a little more than they ever were. 

For one I shall not move to 

TO DECREASE THE CLERICAL FORCE 


in the Pension Office until the Commissioner of Pensions and Secretary 
of the Interior submit an estimate for decrease, or until a committee 
of this House makes a thorough inquiry and reports that such decrease 
can be made without delaying the allowance of pension claims. But 
while I say that, I want to be exactly fair and to give you my opinion 
that if this appropriation for clerical force was for any bureau other 
than the Pension Office the appropriation would be decreased at this 
session of Congress by at least a million dollars. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes sir. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I agree with the gentleman we should be very cau- 
tious about reducing the force in the Pension Office. But I will ask 
him this question, if he does not think we could consistently with the 
best interests of the Pension Office dispense with the assistant chiefs of 
divisions, twenty-four of whom are cnumerated on page 82 of the bill 
at $1,800 each? 

Mr, CANNON. I will say. to my friend from Kentucky, as I said a 
moment ago, I am not going to move to cut this pension force down until 
the Commissioner of Pensions and the Secretary of the Interior recom- 
mend the decrease or until there is an inquiry by Congress intelligent 
and thorough that shows a decrease could be made and ought to be 
made. In further answer to the gentleman’s question I say that the 
estimates for the Pension Office ask for an increase rather than a de- 
crease of clerks. 

Mr. Chairman, before I pass to the consideration of other matters I 
feel it my duty to call the attention of the House, as I have heretofore 
done at this session of Congress, that it is costing in the Pension Office 
and kindred offices at the rate of 

$5,000,000 PER ANNUM 
and over to transact the business in connection with the allowance aud 
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payment of pensions, most of which is spent in assisting or obstructing 
claimants in the allowance of their claims. The trouble is that we 
justly owe a great many soldiers of the late war ions who can not 
make the technical proof required by the Pension Office to establish 
their claims. 

Sir, itis time for Congress to intervene and by positive enactment 
clear away the technicalities and obstructions created by the practice 
of the Pension Office which keep so many men who deserve pensions 
off the pension-roll. In my opinion no Commissioner of Pensions likely 
to be appointed will itai modify the regulations and — 
and I fear the tendency on the part of some of the employés of the 
office is and has been to obstruct or postpone the allowance of claims, 
for the moment this business is di of their occupation is gone 
and they would have to find other employment. Iam calling attention 
to this matter not to unduly criticise the Commissioner of Pensions or 
the force under his control, but that this House may understand the 
responsibility is upon it if this condition of affairs continues. 

The Senate of the United States has performed its duty by passinga 
bill which provides that 

EVERY SOLDIER 
of the late war who saw three-months’ service and was honorably dis- 
charged and is or shall become disabled from any cause and is de- 
pendent upon his own exertions for support, or upon the contributions 
of others not legally bound to support him, shall have his name writ- 
ten upon the pension-roll. 

The responsibility is upon the House. The Republican side of the 
House is ready and anxious to the bill, and I say to the Demo- 
cratic side of the House you are in the saddle, you have the majority, 
and if you fail to pass this bill or assist us to pass it, in my opinion you 
will and ought to receive the condemnation of the country. If we pass 
this bill we can — 

SOON DISCHARGE A LARGE PART OF THE FORCE 
in the Pension Office, which now constitutes in one sense a civil pen- 
sion-list, and pay the money to the men who are entitled to it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Would not that impose more labor on 
the Pension Office? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Why not? 

Mr. CANNON. Because the proposed act contemplates the placing 
of every soldier coming within its provisions upon the pension-roll with- 
out farther proof as to the origin of his disability. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. How much wonld it cost? 

Mr. CANNON. My best information is that it would cost about 
$10,000,000 a year, Covering about one hundred thousand cases, and 
averagi! niall eng at $8 a month, which is about the average of those 
now on the roll, the amount would be somewhat less than $10,000,000. 
However, I did not intend to discuss that matter now, and I merely 
touch it incidentally in passing. 

Mr. STEELE. The minimum pension is $4. 

Mr, CANNON. Yes, but I am averaging it for the purpose ofanswer- 
ing the query of the gentleman from New York. 


SURVEXOR-GENERAL, ` 

There is a large reduction made in the office of the Surveyor-General, 
$45,812. This is the appropriation for survey of thepubliclands. You 
gentlemen from the Territories and the newer Stztes will know whether 
that is wise or not. The committee took the estimate of the Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office, who recommended this reduction, and wrote 
it bodily into the bill. 

The assay office at Saint Louis is dropped out entirely $6,500. The 
contingent of the Department is reduced $18,000, properly, I 
think, because for the fiscal year 1885 they did not spend more than 
the amount recommended in the bill. 

In the office of the publications of the Records of the Rebellion there 
is a reduction of $9,200, which I presume is proper, as that work is well 
under way. 

BUREAU OF LABOR, 

I wish now to refer to one or two matters in which I think there ought 
to bean increase of appropriation. One is the Labor Bureau. As gen- 
tlemen know, that bureau is organized this year for the first time. The 
first report of the Commissioner has just been ordered to be printed, and 
those who have seen advance sheets speak very highly of it. Gentle- 
men all understand who the Commissioner of Laboris, a man of national 
reputation, formerly at the head of the labor bureau in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts. I have met him occasionally, and I want to say that I be- 
lieve he is the right man in theright place. What we want of the Labor 
Bureau is not this man’s theories or that man’s theories, but facts. We 
can make our own theories, but we require facts, and this gentleman 
I think is intelligently, earnestly, and industriously engaged in collect- 
ing facts. This year for the first time he submits an estimate for a 
force and an appropriation. His estimate in round numbers is for about 
$90,000. The committee recommend less than half that sum, The 
chief of the Labor Bureau was before us and made a wonderfully clear 

` and effective statement of what he intended to do. 


LETTER FROM COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


And I send to the Clerk’s desk a copy of the letter written by him to 


the Secretary of the Interior, which outlines the work that he proposes 


to do during the next fiscal year if the money recommended to be appro- 
priated in the supplemental estimates of tht Secretary of the Interior, 
ee I can not this instant lay my hand upon, should be voted by 

mgress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU or LABOR, 
Washington, D. C. 

Sm: I have the honor to recommend the following investigations for the sec- 

ond annual report of this bureau: 


1, An in gation into the number, causes, duration, results, and other feat- 
TOT of all strikes occurring in the United Statcs since and including the year 


5 
2. An investigation into the hours of labor, wages paid, méthod of payment, 
tours of dut: the condition, &c., of railway employés on all railroad systems in 
the United States. 

8. An investigation as to the kind and the amount of work performed in the 
penal institutions of the several States and Territories of the United States and 
the District of Columbia, the methods under which. convicts are or may be em- 
ployed in such institutions, and as to all the facts pertaining to convict labor and 
its influence m the industries of the country. 

4. An investigation into the distribution of products, the cost of producing and 
distributing such products, so far as the leading articles of consumption are con- 
cerned, t ng each article from its production to its consumption, and gather- 
ing all the facts as to cost and methods of distribution. 

5. An investigation into the employment, wages, condition, &c., of the women 
workers of great cities. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, Commissioner. 
The honorable the SECRETARY or THE INTERIOR, 


Mr. CANNON. Members who have given attention to the reading 
of that letter will see that the investigation which this Commissioner 
proposes to make with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior is 
a broad one. 

Mr. ROMEIS. Why do you cut down that estimate? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Ohio asks why we cut that 
down. Is the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN) in the House? 
[Laughter.] Well, suffice it to say that the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations refused to allow the amount of the estimate, and 
cut it down over one-half. I think, without mentioning any names, 
that the view of some statesmen upon that committee is thatit is well, 
where they do not agree as to the policy of the law, to regulate it by 
refusing appropriations or giving small appropriations. Now, I do not 
say there is any member of that committee who does not the 
value of the work of this Bureau of Labor; but I do say that the major- 
ity of that committee, after full discussion in the subcommittee and 
in the full committee, so far as I am allowed to refer to the matter, re- 
fused to increase the appropriation beyond that named in the bill, I 
gave notice then, as I give notice now, that when this item is reached 
in Committee of the Whole, I shall move to 


APPROPRIATE THE PULL AMOUST 


of the estimate; because, I say again, what we wantis facts. Various 
questions are pressing upon us with t force for solution. The coun- 
try, with its population of 60,000,000 or 65,000,000, israpidly growing; 
our industries are diversified; we have half of the railroads in the 
world; our wageworkersare increasing by hundreds and thousands every 
year; and as matters growing out of these industries press for solution 
there must be action by Congress, action by State Legislatures, action 
by the force of public opinion. And what we want is education, not 
only for the laboring men but for the men who do not labor. We want 
the facts honestly and intelligently collated, so that we may 
have reliable data, and when we come to legislate, when we come to 
form public opinion, which is higher and greater than legislation, leg- 
islation can be had and public opinion formed in the light of facts which 
are unquestioned; and these facts we must gather ourselves if we would 
obtain them. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman allow me to inquire whether 
the attention of the committee was called fully to the objects and ne- 
cessity of this proposed investigation? 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer the gentleman so far as itis proper for 
me to do so without stating what took place in the committee-room. 
The Commissioner, Mr. Wright, was before the subcommittee, and we 
had a long sitting and a very interesting one. 

Mr, BUCHANAN. If he was before the committee, I have no doubt 
the objects and purposes and necessity of this investigation were fully 
laid before the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And after they had been so laid before the com- 
mittee the majority cut down the estimate? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will say the amount reported in the bill is 
a little less than one-half the estimate. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I want the country to know that. That is all. 
. Mr. CANNON, Well, I think the majority of the House, when this 
amendment is offered in Committee of the Whole, will agree to appro- 
priate the amount of the estimate. 1 intend to give the House a chance 
to do it by offering the amendment. z 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If you do not, I will. 


NULLIFICATION OF CIVIL-SERVICE LAW. 


Mr. CANNON. I come now to speak of the provision in this bill 
changing the civil-service law. It is legislation on an appropriation 
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bill, and therefore against the rule. Our Democratic committee insert 
the appropriation for the Civil Service Commission and then put a limit- 
ation on the use of the money. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. In other words, they boycott the law. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; thatisit. The clause referred to appropriates 
the money for the salaries and expense of the Civil Service Commission, 
and then follows the proviso. It is in these words: 

Provided, That this appropriation shall be available only when the rules of the 
Civil Service Commi: are so framed as that the names of all applicants for 
official appointment from any one State, found duly on examination, 
and without regard to age, shall he sent to the head of a Department or other 
officer charged with making an appointment. 

Now, before the money appropriated can be used for the support of the 
Civil Service Commission, the President must, under this proviso, mod- 
ify their rales so as to send in the names of all those who have passed 
an examination, without reference to age. : 

The gentleman from Indiana claims that these rules have not the 
binding force of law. That-claim can not be successfully:made. Let 
Ponpe refer to section 2 of the civil-service act, where it is provided 

oe 


It shall be the duty of said commissioners to aid the President as he may re- 
quest in preparing suitable rules for carrying this act into effect. 

I will not read it all. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from Indiana proposes to in- 
duce the commissioners to change their rule by presenting to them the 
argument that if they do not change it they will get no money. 

Mr, CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It is only arguing with them; that is all. 

Mr. CANNON. It is pretty much such an argument as was addressed 
to me by my schoolmaster when I was a little fellow and wanted to 
play hooky. He said to me, ‘‘ Young man, go in or you will do with- 
out your dinner.” I went in. [Laughter.] It was a little forcible 
persuasion, that is all; but it was effective. And in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Maine I will say I have no doubt this Civil Service Com- 
mission, if this law be passed as recommended by the committee, will 
modify their rules and take their salaries, or rather the President will 
modify-the rules. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. They are human, : 

Mr. CANNON, There are two sections of thestatutes which author- 
ize the President to make these rules, and under the ruling of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in reference to the Army regulations, 
where the power is not so lear as the power conferred upon the Presi- 
dent to make the rules here, all gentlemen understand those Army reg- 
luations have been declared to have the force and effect of law by the 
courts. So, then, if this provision is written into this appropriation 
bill by this House of Representatives it will be because you do it in 
defiance of the rule which prohibits riders on appropriation bills. 

Mr. Chairman, at the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress, in 
1883, when both the House and Senate were Republican, 


THIS CIVIL-SERVICE LAW 
was passed in the Senate under the lead of Senator Pendleton, 
prent it viin aros through the House, the Democratic side of the 
ouse, under the lead of Mr. Cox, of New York, supporting it with 
great fervor. 

President Arthur appointed the commission and 

force. The object was 
TO PROHIBIT POLITICAL ASSESSMENTS, 

give a more certain tenure to those employés in the service holding cleri- 
cal positions, and to select persons for appointment in such public serv- 
ice according to merit from the different States, and without to 
the politics of the appointees. The rules were in good faith to 
put the law in force by President Arthur. One of these rules provides 
that where there is a vacancy, the head of the Department shall notify 
the Civil Service Commission, whaia the commision shall send 
the names of four persons who passed the highest examination from the 
State entitled to the appointment, from which one shall be selected by 
the head ofthe Department for appointment. It was contemplated by 
the law and regulations that the politics of the applicants should not 
be known and should not be considered in making the appointments, 
and will not be if the law is executed in good faith. = 

The Civil Service Commission states in its report made last January 
that the law has been fairly enforced. Iam satisfied in the main this 
is true and that it will be found wherever it is not true that it has been 
under the operation of some special rule not in harmony with the sys- 
tem of rules. 

DEMOCRATS DO NOT APPROVE OF CIVIL SERVICE, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that Democrats generally do not 
approve of the civil-service law, or its enforcement, and that generally 
Democratic Representatives want the law so enforced or changed that 
Democrats will be appointed to these positions to the exclusion of all 


the law was put in 


others, and that too without regard to comparative merit. To give 
force to thatsentiment the provision under consideration is to be placed 
as a rider upon the appropriation of money for the salary of the civil- 
service commissioners. So that when there is an appointment to be 
made, and the Civil Service Commission is notified, it shall send: up 
forty, fifty, or a hundred names, all the names it has on the list from 


the State entitled, from which list the selection of one is made for ap- 
pointment, and then information can be given as towhich is the Demo- 
crat in the list that is agreeable to the Democratic member or Senator 
and he can be appointed. 

This would be a nullification, a destruction of the law, and much 
worse than its direct repeal. 

This is not a matter of speculation. I have the direct proof at hand 
that such would be the case. For several years past we have author- 
ized the appointment of one hundred and fifty special pension exam- 
iners, the law providing each year they should be authorized and ap- 
pointed only for that year, the expectation being each year that they 
would finish their work and go out of the service, but so far that ex- 
pectation has not been i In practice from year to year these 
special examiners haye been reappointed. 


POLITICS A QUALIFICATION. 

My fellow-townsman and constituent, General Black, was appointed 
Commissioner of Pensions last year, and I notice it is reported in the 
papers that in the investigation before the Senate committee he tes- 
tified that ont of seventy-four or seventy-five new appointees designated 
by him this fiscal year all but three or four were Democrats and that 
he did not know the politics of the three or four. Now this could not 
happen under the rule we have been discussing, but I find that the ap- 
pointments of special examiners were not made under that rule, but 
under a special rule substantially the same as is proposed to make uni- 
versal by the rider on this bill. : 

The names of all the applicants who had passed the examination were 
sent to the Commissiqner of Pensions, thus giving him the chance to 
select Democrats only for appointment. 

“Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. If the whole list is sent up, and other 
things are equal, and the administration can get a good man and one 
of its own friends, what objection can the gentleman have to that one 
being appointed ? 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill give an answer to the gentleman from Iowa, 
and after a while I will treat the question more fully. It is because 
your party almost unanimously helped enact this civil-service law, and 
so long as it remains upon the statute-book let it be fairly and fully 
enforced as every officer takes an oath to support it. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. The object of the civil-service law was not, 
as I understand, to appoint either Republicans or Democrats, ` 
Mr. CANNON. Precisely. s 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. It was not to divide the appointments be- 
tween members of the two partiesand has no reference to politics what- 
ever. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa. I say, then, if other things are equal, what 
objection can there be to the administration appointing its own friends 
from among the number of those who have passed a suitable examina- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say that a fair construction of this law and 
the rules made under it as long as it remains upon the statute-books 
prevents any officer of the Government from inquiring the politics of 
any man who comes for appointment. Now, I wish to give the gen- 
tleman a broader answer than that, and I can do it. 

You elected in 1884 a President—— 


man off, but I want an answer to that question. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I will decline to be interrupted for the pres- 
ent, say for the next five minutes, while I answer the gentleman's ques- 
tion. 

You elected a President in 1884 upon a civil-service platform. Heis 
the head of your party, and Iam inclined to think the most popular 
man with the country in your party. However, that is not saying a 

«great deal for him; and however much I may him and you per- 
sonally, I have a poor opinion of you all politically. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEACH. There is no love lost. : 

Mr. GIBSON, of West Virginia. You know from your own experi- 
ence how mean politics are. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not desire to be interrupted for the present. 
Soon after Mr. Cleveland’s election, and before he,was ina ted, 
this letter was addressed to him by George William Curtiss and others: 


LETTER FROM GEORGE WILLIAM CURTIS AND OTHERS. 


NATIONAL Crvm, Service REFORM LEAGUE, 
OFFICE, No. 4 PINE STREET, 
r New York, December 20, 1834. 
Sm: We have the honor to address you on ferred ee ga pear Civil Service 


ean association com oi ns whose sole 
peponi by its name, and which takes no part whatever in any party 
con! q 
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The vast increase in the number of persons engaged in the civil service and 
the ve mischief and danger arising from the general proscription in the 
service which for half a century has followed the change of party control of the 
national administration ore eS so profound an impression n the 
publie mind that the first effective steps toward reform were taken with the co- 
operation of both arr in the passage of the reform act of January 16, 1883. 

The abuses which that act seeks to correct, however, are so strongly entrenched 
in the tradition and usage of parties there is naturally wid 
anxiety lest the y change in the national Executive, effected by the late 
election, should w them to be insuperable. But, believing as we do, that the 
reform system can not be held to be securely established until it has safely 
passed the ordeal of such a party change, and recalling with satisfaction and 
confidence your public expressions favorable to reform, and your official acts as 
the chief executive of the State of New York, we confidently commend this 
cause to your patriotic care in the exercise of the great power with which the 
American people have intrusted you, ts 

Respectfully yours, 


GEORGE WILLIAM CURTIS, 
Presid 


lent, 

WILLIAM POTTS, Secretary, 
JOHN JAY, 
MOORFIELD STOREY, 
J. HALE PLEASANT, 
W. W. MONTGOMERY, 
EVERETT P. WHEELER, 
FREDERICK CROMWELL, 
MORRILL WYMAN, JR., 
CARL SCHURZ, 
SILAS W. BURT. 
A. R. MCDONOUGH, 
WM. CARY SANGER, 
WILLIAM W. AIKIN. 

Executive Committee. 

Ion. GROVER CLEVELAND. 


A few days after, Mr. Cleveland addressed this letter in reply: 
ALBANY, December 25, 1884. 


Dear Sin: Your communication, dated December 20, addressed to me on be- 
half of the National Civil Service Reform League, has been received, 

‘That a practical reform in the civil service is demanded is abundantly estab- 
lished by the fact that a snenie, reretses to in your communication, to secure 
such a result has been passed in Congress with the assent of both political par- 
ties, and by the further fact that a sentiment is generally prevalent among pa- 
triotic people calling for the fair and honest enforcement of the law which aa 
thus been enacted. LIregard m f pledged to this because my conception of 
true Democratic faith and public duty requires that this and all other statutes 
should be in good faith and without evasion enforced, and use in my utter- 
ances made prior to my election as President, pepneores by the party to which I 
belong and which I have no disposition to disclaim, I have in effect promised 
the people that this should be done, 

lam not unmindfal of the factto which you refer, that many of our citizens 
fear that the recent ean change in the national Executive may demonstrate 
that the abuses which have grown up in the civil service are ineradicable. I 
know that they are deeply rooted, and that the spoils system has been supposed 
to be intimately related to success in the maintenance of party organization, 
and I am not sure that all those who eg to be the friends of this reform will 
stand firmly among its advocates when they find it obstructing their way to 
patron and place. 

But fully appreciating the trust committed to my charge, no such considera- 
tion shall cause a relaxation on my part of an earnest effort to enforce this law. 

There is a class of Government positions which are not within the letter of 
the civil-service statute, but which are so disconnected with the policy of an ad- 
ministration tbat the removal therefrom of | bape incumbents, in my opinion, 
should not be made during the terms for which they were appointed solely on 
partisan grounds and for purpose of putting in their places those who are 
in political accord with the appototag power. 

But many now holding s positions have forfeited all just claims to reten- 
tion because they have used their places for pair pu: in disregard of their 
duty to the people, and because instead of being decent public servants they 
have proved themselves offensive partisans and unscrupulous manipulators of 
local party management. 

The lessons of the past should be unlearned, and such officials, as well as their 
successors, should be taught that efficiency, fitness, and devotion to public duty 
are the conditions of their continuance in public place,and that the quiet and 
unobtrusive exercise of individual political rights is the reasonable measure of 
their party service. 

If I were addressing none but party friends I should deem it entirely proper 
to remind them that, though the coming administration is to be Democratic, a 
lue regard for the people’s interest does not permit faithful party work to be 
always rewarded by appointment to office, and to say to them that while Demo- 
erats may expect all proper consideration, selections for office not embraced 
within the civil-service rules will be based upon sufficient inquiry as to fitness, 
instituted by those charged with that duty, rather than upon persistent impor- 
tunity or self-solicited recommendations on behalf of candidates for appoint- 
ment. 

Yours, very truly, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Hon. GEORGE WILLIAM Curtis, President, &c. 

Afterward he was inaugurated, and there were more expressions of 
devotion to the civil-service act. Not only was the civil-service law to 
be enforced in good faith, but its vitality and spirit was to pervade the 
policy of the President as to other offices not in the letter of the civil- 
serviceactand regulations. Yet, Mr. Chairman, two monthsdid not pass 
by until one of the members of his Cabinet issued a circular, not ir 
open day to let the full, bright noonday light shine upon it, but ‘‘con- 
fidentially,’’ in which he invited Democrats who wanted office, and 
that took in pretty much all the [laughter], to make charges of 
offensive partisanship or other against such persons as they 
wanted to get out of office, and in proof of same file ez parte affidavits, 
secretly obtainedwhich since that time have been zealously guarded, 
so that they should not see the light of day so far as the public is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is only one mistake about that letter and 
that was the word ‘‘ confidential.” | 

Mr. CANNON, I agree with the gentleman that was not commend- 
able, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 
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Mr. HOLMAN. In regard to the time I would like to say— 

Mr. RANDALL, I would not let a public officer do anything that 
the light of day could not see, or which was not permitted every man 
to see the next day in the public press. - 

Mr. CANNON. I agree with my friend from Pennsylvania in that. 
It was not fair dealing; it went upon its mission in secrecy. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Dlinois be given additional time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Give the gentleman from Illinois all the time he 
wants, say thirty minutes. There will beno difficulty about the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of the 
gentleman from Illinois ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to my friend presently. I want to com- 
plete my answer to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. i , that confidential circular that was ashame:] to look 
fair men in the face was, in my opinion, intended to bring such charges 
of offensive partisanship and other charges against officials as would 
enable the Postmaster-General to turn them out without giving thema 
chance to be heard and at the same time not offend the independent 
friends of the President or embarrass the President on account of the 
letter he had written to them in December previous. The result was, 
in almost every town, village, and hamlet the smut machines were 
set in motion, and the product that was ground out served as a basis 
for action and is now concealed in the files of the Departments. I 
trust the time will come when the files will be cleansed and disinfected. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I understand that no honorable Dem- 
ocrat has taken advantage of that order. [Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ‘No honorable Democrat,’’ but all the rest did. 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. HENLEY. That is equivalent to saying that nobody has taken 
notice of it. . 

oe REED, of Maine. The law can not take any notice of so small 
a list. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, keeping in view the civil-serv- 
ice law, the letters and messages of the President, and the confidential 
circular of the Postmaster-General, what next do we find? We find 
General Black, Commissioner of Pensions, by his own testimony appar- 
ently keeping within the letter of the civil-service law in the designa- 
tion of special pension examiners, deliberately disregarding and violating 
the law in spirit. ‘The letter killeth but the spirit maketh alive,” 

What is the President todo? Nothing? 

Mr. STEELE. He gets married. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. And goes a-fishing. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Do you or do you not call getting 
married nothing? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the operation of this special rule in 
the hands of the Commissioner of Pensions produces partisan appoint- 
ments in the classified civil service. The Democratic Committee on 
Appropriations, by the provision—the rider—on this bill, proposes to 
make that ial rule, producing such results, the general rule touch- 
ing all appointments under the civil-service law. Does the Democratic 
House feel called upon to enact this provision so as to relieve the Pres- 
ident from embarrassment—that President who so far has made no 
protest against the nullification of the civil-service law by his Com- 
missioner of Pensions or Secretary of the Interior ? 

Is this provision placed upon the bill at the request of the Presi- 
dent? Are these appointments made under the care of General Black— 
the President’s subordinate—in pursuance of the President’s pledge in 
his letter to Mr. Curtis and others, “' that this and all other statutes 
should be in faith and without evasion enforced ?’’ 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. I ask my friend from Illinois if General Black, 
Commissioner of Pensions. has appointed any special examiner not cer- 
tified to him by the Civil Service Commission ? Does he not in every 
instance, when there is an office to be filled, call upon that commission 
and they certify the names? 

Mr. CANNON. I said, if the gentleman had done me the honor to 
listen to my remarks, that the appointments are professedly under the 
civil-service act. But all the names were sent up, and as the result of 
those appointments the Commissioner of Pensions testifies himself, as 
reported in the papers, that seventy out of seventy-four were Demo- 


crats. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me ask my colleague—— i 

Mr. CANNON. Letme finish this matter and then I will yield. I 
am not here attacking General Black personally. I am here attacking 
him for his official action in connection with the enforcement of the 
civil-service law; and I am here to call attention to the declarations of 
the President of the United States, and to show how the President of 
the United States stands quietly by saying, ‘‘Good Lord, help me to 
enforce thisact,’’ all the while asseverating that he is enforcing it in good 


faith, while he permits his subordinate to drive through it with a four- 
horse team, and then back again, in full light of the noonday sun. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the gentleman from Illinois this ques- 
tion. Among all the special examiners found in the service when the 


present Commissioner of Pensions took office will the gentleman name 


a single one who was a Democrat? In other words, is it not the fact 
that all the special examiners selected under this pretended civil-service 
reform law were Republicans—not a single Democrat among them? 

Mr. CANNON. I answer my friend, so far as I have knowledge, in 
the negative. I understand that a portion of them were Democrats. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Among the special examiners? 

Mr. CANNON. Iso understand. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand there was not a single Democrat 
among the special examiners. 

Mr. CANNON. I am assured by gentlemen all around me that there 
were. But I do not care whether there were or not. My friend, as 
usual, when I attempt in good faith to discuss a question of national 
policy showing what the law is and what is the practice under that law, 
resorts to his ordinary tactics of attempting to show the Republican 
party or somebody else did something as bad as the matter to which at- 
tentionisbeing called. Thatdoesnotproveanything. If that was true 
as regards the Republican party under this law it was wrong. But does 
their wrong action justify his administration in doing wrong, especially 
when it is so zealous in pretension? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did mycolleague[Mr. CANNON] condemn itwhen 
his party were doing the wrong? 

Mr. MORRISON. Oh! weare expected to be better. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. One word in conclusion touching this civil-service 
matter. Iam asked if I object that you, being in the majority, feel it 
is your duty to repeal this civil-service law and to go back to the old 
system. You are the judges. But I want you to march up like men 
and vote to repeal that act. . Do not undertake to do it surrepti- 
tiously. Do not undertake to nullify it. Do not undertake to puta 
rider on an appropriation bill and starve it to death; that is not the 
manly way to doit. Have the courage of your convictions. Do not 
attempt to say to the Civil Service Commission, ‘‘ Unless you nullify 
the law you shall not have the money.” Bringin your bill and repeal 
the law, if you have votes enough. That is the manly way to do it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will answer the question I pro- 
posed to him a while ago. 

Mr, CANNON. I will if I have time. f 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Trusting that the House may be as indulgent 
to aT I yield fifteen minutes to my colleague from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend has spoken about the appropriation for 
the Labor Bureau. 

Mr. CANNON. I would rather that my friend would let me finish 
this matter of the civil service, and then I will come back to the Labor 
Bureau. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman can put this where he pleases. I 
simply wish to call attention to the fact that the appropriation for that 
bureau for the present year was $40,000, while the appropriation for 
the coming year is $53,220; $13,220 more than the appropriation of the 
current year. That is all I wish to say. 

- Mr. CANNON, Oh, yes. I stated all that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understood the gentleman to say that we had 
cut down the estimates one-half. 

Mr. CANNON. Substantially one-half, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Therefore, I think it igs very proper that the 
gentleman from Indiana should show that we have increased the 
amount. 

Mr. CANNON. This Labor Bureau has never been in existence be- 
fore this year, and this is the first year that it has presented any estimate. 
The bureau comes now, at the end of its first year, as directed by us, 
and tells us that it requires $90,000, and you refuse it and give only 
about half as mach. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to call the attention of my associate 
[Mr. Cannon] to the fact that Mr. Wright, the Labor Commissioner, 
came before the committee, in view of the disturbed condition of the 
country presenting new subjects for investigation, and presented a sup- 
plemental estimate. 
gic NN We appropriated $25,000 to begin with, and then 

Mr. CANNON. Now I want to be fair about this civil-service act. 
I was in Congress at the time it passed, and I voted for it. I had very 
grave doubts whether it would result in good; but it was the sense of a 
majority of the Republicans, and of the other side of the House almost 
unanimously, that the experiment ought to be tried, and I voted for it. 
I want to say, further, that this act applies substantially to but four- 
teen thousand of the one hundred and twenty thousand officials in this 
country—those fourteen thousand being nearly all engaged in clerical 
service. I know there is a general impression throughout the length 
and breadth of the country that it applies to all the offices, and I know 
a great many gentlemen find it easy when their constituents come to 
them (now that they have come into their kingdom) for offices, and 
when there is not more than one office for every two hundred appli- 
cants—I know, I say, that they find it easy to sit back and damn the 
civil-service law. [Laughter.] That is the easiest way to get out of 
it. Still the fact remains that the law applies to only from 12 to 15 per 
cent. of the offices, though undoubtedly much of its unpopularity with 
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Democratic office-seekers results from the belief that it controls substan- 
tially all the offices. ‘ 

I want to say further that I have been agrecably surprised at the 
operation of this civil-service act, applied as it has been merely to the 
people holding clerical positions. We all understand what it means to 
hold a position of that kind in one of the Departments here at Wash- 
ington or in the great offices of the Government. A man falls intoa 
groove, he is isolated from his home, if he has a profession he forgets it, 
if he has not he very rarely gets one, he goes around in the tread-mill 
month after month and year after year. If I hada boy I would rather 
he should work at $10 a month than come here and take one of these 
positions—I was going to say I would rather see him dead. In a short 
time most of these employés get so that they have no politics. 

The experience has been that a large percentage of the clerical force 
haschanged politics almost as quickly as the administration has changed. 
Yet these clerks in the main perform their work well. Many of them 
have first-rate ability for the work they have todo. Now, if this law 
was properly backed up and supplemented by an honest effort to im- 
prove it, I believe that in the end it would do great good; but has there 
been any investigation made with a view to improving it? No. With 
this law upon the statute-book, with the clerks and employés in the 
great offices of the Government 

RELIEVED FROM POLITICAL ASSESSMENTS 

to which they were formerly subject under all parties, and holding their 
places so long as they give satisfaction, they can afford to do better work 
and for a less price than was formerly paid them; and, after consider- 
able investigation of the subject, having for six years assisted in the 
preparation of the legislative appropriation bill, I state it as my delib- 
erate opinion that if the Committee on Appropriations, intending in 
good faith to carry out this civil-service law, had commenced in De- 
cember last inquiring all along the line as to the wants of the public 
service and had discovered where salaries could be decreased because of 
the permanency of the positions and relief from assessments heretofore 
imposed, the character of the service in the Departments and the great 
offices of the Government might have been improved and at the same 
time the cost reduced fully 25 per cent. But there been any dis- 
position to make that kind of an investigation? No. Onthecontrary 
a disposition has been manifested to indirectly repeal this law, without 
the House having the courage to do it directly. Ido not believe the 
law will be repealed. I believe it should not be repealed. 

Mr. RANDALL, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do you believe that all persons who wish to enter 
the postal service of the United States, which is classified, should be 
excluded on the ground of age if they are over thirty-five years old, or 
that persons desiring to enter the customs service should be excluded 
if they are over forty-five? 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to my friend from Pennsylvania that the 
railway-mail service is not under the civil-service law. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say that under the regulations as to the ‘‘class- 
ified postal service’’ a man is excluded if he is over thirty-fivé years of 


age. 

Mr. PETERS. A man over that age can not stand the work. 

Mr. RANDALL, Without regard to mental or physical capacity, 
he is not allowed to be examined for that service. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The railway-postal service is not under the opera- 
tion of the’civil-service law, and never was. If there be a regulation 
of the Post-Office Department on this subject which is objectionable to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, let him go to the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral and get the rule modified. The law is silent as to age. ~ 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman will permit, I will have the rule 
read. 

Mr. PETERS. The experience of the Post-Office Department has 
demonstrated that an applicant for such a position if over thirty-fivo 
years of age is not available—can not stand the work. 

Mr. RANDALL, Iask that the rule be read. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2. No one shall be examined for admission to the classified postal service if 
under sixteen or over thirty-five years of age, excepting messengers, stampers, 
and other junior assistants, who must not be under fourteen yearsof age; orto | 
the classified customs service, or to the classified departmental service, if under 
eighteen or over forty-five pes of age; but no one shall be examined for ap- 
pointment to any place in the classified customs service, except that of clerk or 
mrssenger, who is under twenty-one years of age; but these limitations of age 
shall not apply to persons honorably discharged from the military or naval 
service of the country, who are otherwise duly qualified. 


Mr. RANDALL. Those rules with regard to the ‘‘classified postal 
service” apply, as I understand, to all offices where the employés ex- 
ceed fifty. 

Mr. CANNON. So I understand. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is as to that ‘‘classified postal service” this 
disqualification: No man who is over thirty-five, whatever may be his 
mental or physical capacities, can enter the service in any of the post- 
offices of the country where there are more than fifty employés. 

A MEMBER. Except those who have served in the Army. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Iam talking about applicants for office and about 
the regulations which disqualify for these places a large body of Ameri- 
can citizens, without reference to their mental capacity or physical 
strength. 

Mr. CANNON. The rule, as he says, applies to clerks in fices 
where there are more than fifty employés. It does not apply to rail- 
way postal clerks. 

Mr. RANDALL. I never said that it did. I know that it applies 
in the in my city. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say again that if these rules need modi- 
fication let a Democratic President, who professes to have a regard for 
the law and is in harmony with the other side of the House, i 
them. I wish to repeat, as I said a moment ago, that an honest en- 
forcement of this lan re-enforced by anintelligentappropriation, would, 
I am satisfied, enable us to decrease the cost of the service 25 per cent. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not want to embarrass the gentleman, but 
I asked him whether he was in favor of this restriction as to age. He 
has not answered that question, but has referred it to Mr. Cleveland as 
the Chief Executive of the country. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwillreply tothe gentleman. There are some men 
over thirty-five who are perfectly competent for clerkships; there are 
some men Over oe some overseventy who would make good clerks. 
But there should be some general rule, and all rules work a hardshi 
in some cases, Perhaps the age of thirty-five is too young to be fix 
as the limit. The President has full power to change the rule in this 
or — other t 

RAND. Does not the gentleman think that such a provis- 
ion, gae applied to men such as I have named, who are entirely qual- 
ified, is indefensible? 

Mr. BAYNE. Tf the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will 
allow me, I would since ty ony suggest that if my observation is correct the 
civil-service Jaw has not affected very seriously the post-office in the 
city of my ae ik Philadelphia—— 

Mr. RAND. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. BAYNE. Wait onemoment. The fact, as I understand, is that 
since the nomination and appointment of the Democratic at 
Philadelphia, Mr. Harrity, there have been about sixty made 
in that post-office under the civil-service law; and, if the public prints 
are correct in their statement of the affair, every one of the sixty who 
passed the examination and was accepted into that office under the civil- 
service law was a Democrat. 

Mr. RANDALL. Whenever the gentleman relies on his own knowl- 
edge and states it as fact I will answer him. But he must not take up 
the statements of a partisan press and retail them here as facts. 

Now, Mr. Isay without equivocation that I am advised 
Mr. Harrity has in no fainas avoided or disregarded the civil-service 
law. Nor has he in any way acted wae a harmony with that law. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not say that Mr. ty has, but it is a remark- 
able conjuncture of circumstances. My colleague has no reason to com- 
plain of the civil-service law as affecting his district. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL, I should Like to haro the men who have grown 
up in the doctrines of the Democratic cause considered when applica- 
tions for office come up. [Applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of 
Cannon] ere oa 

Mr. MoCo: The country has experienced fifteen months of 
Democratic rule. Risen, e AE CO agers months. The party 
in power is not on any question in which the people take a 
rational interest. On questions of currency, the coinage, the civil-serv- 
ice law, the internal revenue, the remedy for illiteracy, interstate com- 
merce, the tariff, there is open antagonism in the ranks of the admin- 
istration party. To this discord an the ut utter helplessness of the party 
in power is due much of the discontent and depression in the country. 

All legislation may—the most important, the raising of the revenue, 
the Peake neater of money, must, originate in this House. 

The Democratic party controlling this House and the Presidency are 
responsible to the people for what is done and left undone. With no 
fixed policy on current questions and a fatal facility for taking the wrong 
side of new questions, the ent of trusting it with power isa 
failure. It has not risen to the responsibility of a governing party. 

The President appears to lack confidence in his . The majority 
in this House in many ways has shown that it does not trust the Presi- 
dent. Heretoforeit repudiated his sound recommendation about coin- 


e gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


age. 

The bill we are considering has a rider which will abrogate the civil- 
service law which he commends. 

This proviso to the appropriation for the Civil Service Commission is 
contrived to starve that commission into a surrender to the spoilsmen. 
Instead of sending to the a Sppoiaiing po power from the list of any State 
arto S the right to select one, hereafter the com- 
mission must send all the names of all the applicants who passed ex- 
amination with the right to select one. If the Commissioners refuse to 

` nullify the law, they can not draw their pay. 
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You propose to starve out competitive examinations and substitute 
pass examinations, and by attaching the rider to this bill you declare 
that you are ready to starve out the executive, judicial, and legislative 
functionaries of the Government, to nullify the civil-service law. Of 
course from the twelve hundred names now on the lists only Demo- 
crats by Senators, Members, and powerful Democratic leaders 
would be selected. Influence, not merit, would determine all appoint- 
ments. Twelve thousand Democrats would soon beon the lists. Only 
Democrats need then apply. When my colleague on the committee 
[Mr. HOLMAN] who has charge of this bill discloses his purpose to 
equalize the offices between the parties he plans to have none but Dem- 
ocratsappointed. When he announces that politics, not merit, must con- 
trol, it is hypocrisy to retain the forms of the law. It would be more 
manly to attack the law openly. If this proviso be carried the spoils 
system is thereby restored in all the De ts. The civil-service 
rules now cover only one-eighth of the offices. The Democrats all over 
the country are rapidly, steadily getting all the rest. Pass this proviso, 
and the machinery of the commission becomesa useless expense. Let 
my colleague as a true economist follow up his advantage. Let him 
abolish the commission and their clerks, for their offices will be sine- 
cures. 

Let us go back to the passing of this law under a Republican adminis- 
tration. 

When that able and sagacious statesman and diplomat, Mr. Kasson, 
of Iowa, presented the civil-service bill as it had passed the Senate, 
Democrats incontinently trod on each other’s robes as they rushed to 
prostrate themselves before the new ido] of civil-service reform. 

I read from the RECORD: 


Mr. Cox, of New York. Now I porone in faith to my friend from Iowa 


Mr. Kasson}, inasmuch as there been already an extended debate on this 
ie oe soa. that we may, forego the debate in this House and at once put 
e on 


Members on both sides of the House. That is right. [" Vote!” “Vote!”] 


Why do you desert the colors now? Why doyou now say, “give us 
a clean sweep, and away with the Mugwumps?’? 

Mr. NEECE. I do assert that the rule is wrong that gives any pref- 
erence to any one class of the people over another; that would =f ina 
lot of school-teachers and exclude others. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I say if there be a discrimination in favor of intel- 
ligence and against mere party service, if there be a discrimination in 
favor of capacity as against mere obligation to leaders here or elsewhere, 
that discrimination is far less objectionable and far better for the coun- 
try. Ifthe gentleman objects that the most of the school-teachers are 
in my party, so much the better for the Republican party. 

What an extraordinary spectacle! Within sixty days the President 
transmitted to Congress the third report of this commission, approving 
its suggestions to extend the civil-service rules to additional offices, 
and commended the system to the liberal care and jealous protection 
of Congress. To-day his party friends are trying to starve out the 
commission by a rider on this appropriation bill. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Iwill pa for a question only. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Where do you find any such change as 
you assert? Point out, if you can, wherein this m of law changes 
the present civil-service rules so far as the qualifications are concerned; 
and that is the chief re in it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Why, that is just the very thinnest pretense, and 
I say it with all respect, that I have ever heard on this floor. This 

substitutes pass examinations for competitive examinations, and 
the competitive feature is the essence of the law. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Will you answer the question? 

Mr. McCOMAS. The gentleman from Indiana in charge of the bill 
has said that if the effect of this is to be an equalization of the offices 
and put in more Democrats he will be glad. That is the real 
of the proviso, to put in Democrats only, and that will be its effect. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Iam sorry the gentleman from - 
land feels called upon to come to this side of the House for his authority. 
I did not apply to the gentleman from Indiana for information, but to 
him. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Why, this says that after a mere pass examination 
to get on the list the appointing power may select at will every Dem- 
ocrat of the whole number who worked for my friend in New York, 
every one who aided in circulating the placards of Burchard’s 
all over the State to help elect Mr. Cleveland President, who worked 
for the party in New York in that campaign; every one of these Dem- 
ocrats who has sufficient intelligence to pass the examination may be 
put upon the rolls to displace that many Republicans. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Would the civil-service board pass them? 

Mr. McCOMAS. They would be compelled to if qualified, and 
the namesof Democrats only would swell the list of eligibles and would 
be sent in by the thousands to the appointing power from the list for 
my friend’s State. No, Mr. Chairman, it is too plain. ‘The sole pur- 
pose of this proviso is to nullify the civil-service rules. 

I speak not for the ong mera in office. They are rapidly decreas- 
ing, While they remain in place they are of no benefit to Neal oc 
I have no concern for those who, to keep their places, have abj their 
party faith. For my party’s sake it were far better if all Republicans 
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were turned ont of office in a day. But this question rises above ipnr 
I plead for the civil-service rules under all administrations in the in- 
terest of the people. When honestly enforced these rules have worked 
admirably in their limited scope. V ignored bad results have fol- 
lowed. 

In my own State in all parties there isa growing sentiment in favor 
of this reform. Under this administration, in Maryland as elsewhere, 
it has been weakened, evaded, perverted, abused, but these very fail- 
ures demonstrate its vitality. 

Mr. COMPTON. May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COMPTON. Will my col 


e be goo emong to tell us when 
and where the civil-service law has evaded in the State of Mary- 
Jand, and by whom? 


Mr. McCOMAS, Iwill say tomy colleague that the question which 
he puts to me in all kindness shows he himself was so engrossed in the 
occupations with which he is busied, and the cares for an anxious con- 
stituency who throng the corridors seeking office, that he has not had 
time to read the account of the meeting at Baltimore the other day, 
and how the late postmaster at Baltimore, in personal character and 
efficiency in office worthy of high praise, was charged publicly by the 
Civil Service eral ys city, in the presence of Mr. Lyman, one 
of the Civil-Service , With having called for the whole list of eligi- 
bles for the purpose of appointing Democrats only under the civil-serv- 
ice rules; and the late postmaster is reported in the Democratic press 
to have confessed he had made quite a clean sweep of Republicans, and 
appeared proud to have left his successor an office nearly Democratic. 
Every one at that meeting, and the press, Republican and Democratic, 
concluded there had been an evasion of the civil-service law. The best 


of the Democrats admitted it; that it had been beautifully worked s0 


that the Democrats should get in and nobody else. 

Mr. COMPTON rose. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Not yet. I say again to my colleague with all re- 
spect if he will go with me from those mountains which I love, and 
wherein the President now lingers, through our whole State and down 
to Worcester to the sands of the ocean, I will on the journey overwhelm 
him with Democrats who will complain that the administration of the 
civil service with its Higginses and Thomases, and its evasions of the 
spirit and letter of the law, is such that they have come to regard it as 
a mere farce to talk about the civil service reform of this country. Now 
what is my colleague’s further question? 

Mr. COMPTON. The gentleman has by no means given a square 
answer to my question. 

Mr. McCOMAS. What is the second question? I have specifically 
answered your first question. 

Mr. COMPTON. I donot propose to ask a second question. Iwish 
to say this in reply to what my colleague has said about the evasion of 
the civil-service-reform law in Maryland. As to the i and 
Thomases, they are not civil-service officers and have nothing to do with 
this question. 

Mr.. McCOMAS. That is not a question, but an argument. I 
yielded for a question. 

Mr. COMPTON. I think the gentleman will find if he will turn to 
the columns of the Baltimore Sun, in which the investigation to which 
he has referred is reported, he will there find, not by a ocratic, but 
by an independent, fearless paper, the declaration clearly made that 
Mr. Veazie was not sat down upon by the Civil Service Commission, 
but, on the contrary, maintained himself, and his conduct as ter 
of Baltimore, to the entire satisfaction of all the fair-minded people of 
that city. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yielded only that my colleague might ask his 
question, and that I might state what civil-service reform in Maryland 
amounts to, My friend has heard much of that. He has heard it 
right and left in that State. But this system, having been so abused 
there and elsewhere, is still in the hearts of the people, gaining force 
and strength for the business administration of the offices of this Gov- 
ernment. 


Here and there in this bill we are asked to drop clerks within civil’ 


service grades and to provide clerks below the civil service grades of 
salary, not to save money, but to make more Democratic patronage. 

Another proviso is more frank, Two years ago the Democratic ma- 
jority here by an amendment to the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill, offered by the distinguished chairman [Mr. RAN- 
DALL) and supported by my colleague on the committee [Mr. Hor- 
MAN], insisted that the one hundred and fifty special pension examiners 
we then provided should be selected under the civil-service rules, to 
prevent the Republican Commissioner of Pensions from appointing his 
party favorites as political agents. 

Under a Republican administration I voted to extend the civil-serv- 
ice law to these new offices. The House passed it, the Republican 
Senate adopted it, the Republican President signed it, the Republican 
Commissioner of Pensions followed strictly the law; but the adminis- 
tration has changed. To-day the same Democratic leaders provide by 
another rider on the same bill that the same one hundred and fifty 

l pension examiners shall no longer be selected by competitive 


special 
examination, but by the Democratic Commissioner of Pensions, from 


their party friends just in time to become active emissaries in every Con- 
district this fall. They have reversed themselves, They are 
for civil service ole es ey a in or out, It does not content 


them to know that their zealous partisan Commissioner of Pensions has 
already so adroitly evaded the law as to put in nearly all Democrats, 
The majority here want a clean sweep. 

Mr. ALL. Will the gentleman allow me a word right there ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr, RANDALL. I believe I have a right to say what I said in the 
committee. Ifthe gentleman was present he will recolleet-—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. I was not. 

Mr, RANDALL, Well, those who were there will remember that 
when the matter was recently under discussion I said that there was, 
perhaps, more occasion for a thorough civil-service examination in con- 
nection with these offices than with any other offices under the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I understand the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] to say that he believes this proviso ought to be 
struck out. ` 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe this, that these examiners who are here 
provided for would be more properly subjected to a civil-service exam- 
ation than any: other officers of the Government—necessarily so because 
of the character of the matters which they are called upon to investi- 


gate. 

But I am free to say that the administration of the civil-service law, 
through the regulations made by the Commissioners, have a po deal 
temperos and cooled my admiration of the law. [Laughter. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But will the ardor of the distinguished chairman 
of the committee go with me far enough to vote to strike out this pro- 
viso? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yon will see when the vote is taken. laughter] 
I have not changed my mind on that, and I do not know that I shall 
change my vote. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. But my honored friend on the subcommittee, the 
gentleman in charge of this bill [Mr. HOLMAN], was at that time, when 
the civil-service rules were applied -to these special examiners, in the 
forefront of the battle to shorten debate and press the House to a vote 
on Mr. RANDALL’s amendment. He at that time distinguished him- 
self by putting these very officers under the civil-service rules, but to- 
day I find him, not recanting his civil-service zeal, but bitterly fighting 
civil service. Has not your partisan Commissioner of Pensions done 
the best he could? Has he not appointed more than half Democrats? 
Do you want the whole earth? Yes, you want a ‘‘clean sweep.” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understand the gentlenian from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] to say that the administration of the civil-service law 
since he made these remarks in 1884 has dampened his ardor. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, I don’t believe the civil-service law has been 
honestly administered by the Republican party. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Isupposed you referred to the administration that 
kaa pern ti gora sinen you quote these remarks in 1884. 

Mr. ALL. I was of thatopinion, and in the light of more his- 
tory and greater time spent in studying the subject, I am still of the 
same o; 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have already reminded you of the very case in 

int, where members of a Democratic House, along with Republicans 

ere, voted in 1884 to put under the civil-service rules officers whose 
appointment was provided for under a bill then ing; and a Repub- 
lican Senate accepted that proposition, a Republican President signed 
the bill, and a Republican Commissioner of Pensions put it-in force. 

Mr. RANDALL. And it has been asserted here y, and not con- 
tradicted, that not a single Democrat secured office under the terms of 
that act. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That was flatly contradicted. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I too deny it. I could produce the names of a 
number of Democrats who were appointed under that law, and under 
a Republican Commissioner of Pensions after civil-service examination. 

Mr. RANDALL, I am not asserting the fact myself; I say it has 
been asserted here to-day. 

Mr, REED, of Maine, And you said it was not contradicted, which 
is not accurate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Idid not hear anybody contradict it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Oh, there were atleast a dozen. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Now I wish to‘remind the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that he would have us believe we are now under a wise Dem- 
ocratic administration; and an expression of his which I was about to 
read has very great pertinence. On May 29, 1884, said Mr. RAN- 
DALL: 

This proviso here removes these appointments [the special pension exam- 
iners] from the civil-service rules. ‘ore, to test the sense of the commit- 
tee, I move to strike out the first proviso. Let me ask the gentleman if the 


best 
way toju of the capacity of applicants for this service is not by followin 
hnit of the Civil Service ys Pimpara ? K a 


Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether the best way 
to judge of the capacity of applicants for this service is not by follow- 
ing the rules of the Civil Service Commission to-day under Cleveland 
as he believed it under Arthur? 
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Mr. RANDALL. The clause of the civil-service ions which 
makes this distinction as to age I consider in the light of a rotten branch 
upon a healthy tree; and I, for one, propose directly to take whatever 
hatchet I may find near at hand and chop it off. [Applause.] 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Yes, I believe fhe gentleman will proceed directly; 
but the committee indirectly means to grub up the wholetree. [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] That is the purpose of this proviso. 

But to resume. You made that pledge in 1876, in 1880, and in 1884; 
and now when a Democratic reform administration has the chance to 
administer civil-service reform in all its purity and efficiency, you turn 
your back upon that pledge of your platform to civil service. 

The Democratic politicians may decry it; the people do not. I be- 
lieve that the great mass of the generous and enlightened people I rep- 
resent, without distinction of party, believe that their Government has 
a right to the service of trained, honest, and capable officials; believe 
that the minor offices of the Government should not be filled by the 
favorites of a few party leaders; believe that these places should be open 
r the whole people, the poor as well as the influential, by competition 
of merit. - 

In 1876, in 1880, in 1884, to get power you pledged your party by its 
platforms to civil-service reform. Now that you are in possession of 
the Government you would throw off the mask and array your party 
against it. But the reform will survive. It has come tostay. 


ONE PLEDGE REDEEMED. 


Candor compels me to admit that you have képt one pledge of your 

latform of 1884. I refer to its declaration ‘‘ that change is necessary 
is proved by an existing surplus of more than $100,000,000.”’ 

The last Democratic President had left the Treasury empty, worse 
than empty. So the platform pithily pledged the party to doit again, 
to get rid of the surplus. Apparently you have redeemed that pledge. 
Without repealing a tax, without taking offa customs duty, without lift- 
ing a single burden from the people, in a single year you have wiped 
out as with a sponge the surplus revenue. 

Said President Garfield on this floor: 

There are two committees of this House that stand, if I may so speak, with 
their backs to each other and facing in opposite directions. One is the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, That committee faces out upon all the business of this 
country from which a revenue can be had. They ask the nation this one ques- 
tion, Where can we get arevenue to supply the ery of this Government, 
to fill the Treasury as it ought to be filled? And they apply to all of the people 
of this country, to all its wealth, to all its trade, to all its commerce, and ask 
what contributions shall be gathered and how they shall be gathered from the 


Peet that committee wants one thing before they start out upon this inquiry— 
they want the figures, the sum total. And they turn to the other committee 
which stands back to back to them, the Committee on Appropriations, and in- 
quire of that committee how much money must we give you to run this Govern- 
ment for the coming year? And they get the figures from the Committee on 
Appropriations. That committee says to them, we will require so many mill- 
ions of dollars. 

The first scene in this spirited drama is presented to-day and there 
isa new meaning init. We behold theeminent chairman of the Ways 
and Means [ Mr. Morrison] and the eminent chairman of the Appro- 
priations [Mr. RANDALL] standing to-day with their backs to each other. 
‘hey are indeed literally facing in opposite directions on the tariff. 

The other scene, the fruit of Garfield’s long experience on this floor, 
is omitted. The Ways and Means Committee do not turn to all the 
Committees of Appropriation and ask how much money must we give 
you to run this Government for the coming year. ‘‘ The eye can not 
say to the hand, I have no need of thee.” Had they turned and ex- 
amined they might have withheld a tariff-revision bill based on an as- 
sumed enormous surplus revenue. Let this House then turn and look 
the other way, after six months of session, to see whether the revenue 
will indeed exceed the appropriations for the coming year. 


; THE SURPLUS EXPENDED. 
The report of the committee on the new Morrison tariff bill says: 
The expenditures for the fiscal year 1885, ee panona and the legal re- 
quirements of the public debt, were $305,830,970.54. Neither “‘the actual needs 
of an agro as hast sia on of the high rig ao ae peers espone: 
bee po bees ws estimate the annual surplus to exceed $30,000,000." 

Upon this estimated surplus, by enlarging the free-list and reducing 
duties it is hoped to reduce the customs revenue more than $25,000,000 
annually. 

This ean is based upon the results of 1885; but the estimates 
of expenditure by the administration for the year 1887 largely exceed 
the actual expenditure for 1885. 

The first Democratic President since Buchanan in his first message 
to Congress, for thé first time since the war reported that there was an 
estimated deficiency for 1887. 

Secretary Manning reported that as compared with the last year of 
Republican rule the receipts had fallen off nearly $25,000,000 ($24,- 
829,163.54), while expenditures had increased more than $16,000,000 
($16,100,690.78). For the year 1887 he estimated the expenditures at 
$339,589,552.34, and estimated ordinary receipts at $315,000,000, 
whereas the Ways and Means Committee assume a surplus of $30,000,- 
060. The highest fiscal authority of the Government reports an esti- 
mated deficit for 1887 of $24,589,552.34. Instead of one hundred mill- 
ions surplus there is fear, just fear, of a large deficit. 


Now turn to the appropriation bills already passed or reported to 
this House. They will increase this apprehension. The agricultural, 
the Army, the Military Academy, the District of Columbia, the Indian 
bills as they passed this House, show slight reductions as compared 
with thecurrent law for 1886; the consular and diplomatic and the Post- 
Office bills a marked increase, exceeding the reduction made in the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial bill now before the House ascompared 
with the current law for 1886: 


The amount of regular annual appropriations made at the last 
session were for 1886 ........0....sessreesrasvesssascnrers snseesecesssésevetenessesserss S219, 500, 283 18 
The permanent annual appropriations as reported by the T 


WF anans Foe GIG Caisse secs eaor cap cabsadscsecandataskes vad guasenpeton’ 118, 14,728 69 
Making the total appropriations for 1886.. seveecnvepe 537, 750, OLL -87 
The pension appropriation law for 1837 is an increase over 1886 of. 15,751,200 00 
The river and harbor bill for 1887 is an increase over 1835 (when 
THINS WME i A ENEE IEE EE EE OEN TEE 15, 142, 100 00 
On the basis of 1886 the aggregate appropriations which have 
already passed this House for 1887 and those to come will 
gen Lo DL TO ALAN Ea E TUDE S SEA, PN IRAE EIER AE 368,616,311 87 
The Navy bill as reported is $11,849,553.70, and the naval con- 
struction bill as reported is $5,425,000, aggregating $18,274,858.70, 
in excessof the law for 1886, which was $15,070,837.95, in the sum 
an a gf arg Ee PO ACRE HE DOPAC RG CANO eS SE 3,204,020 75 
The coastand harbor fortifications bill may readily increase that 
Of 1886 for 1887 more than.......e-2..,-.-ccsoeereesssonansenes ceecesseomraccseses 4,000, 000 00 
The deficiency bills for 1887 will exceed those for 1836 more than.. 4,000, 000 00 
The public buildings and all miscellaneous appropriations will 
show an increase over 1886 for 1887 of more scnsdedepseshcousesdea 5, 000, 000 00 


The total appropriations for 1887 will therefore exceed...... 384, 850, 332 62 
E 


To meet this enormous appropriation we find the amount of esti- 
mated revenue for J887..............eseerecres recsssesossossessoceseerressssssssssese S15, 000, 000 00 
And the amount of estimated postal revenues for 1887.. . 


The total estimated revenue being for 1887 only.........-. s.s. 
TARIFF REVISION THEREBY IMPOSSIBLE NOW. 


With a deficit of twenty-two millions between estimated revenues 
for 1887 and the actual appropriations for 1887 what a mockery of the 
prostrate business, the distress of the people, the unemployed labor of 
this country is it for the tariff tinkers to cry for a cutting down of sur- 
plus revenue. With such a deficiency what excuse is there for the elo- 
quent gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE ] saying that the 
problem before us is to reduce these excessive revenues? ‘That problem 
has been solved by this Congress. The surplus has been squandered 
by the extravagance within this Hall and has shrunken with theshrink- 
age in business outside. To-day and for the next year we need the 
present tariff for revenue. In this year of depression our highest duty 
is to secure and maintain for the American people the advantages re- 
sulting from highly paid labor. 

In a year when labor is crying out for fewer hours and higher wages 
you dare not overwhelm our people with the products from abroad of 
labor at half wages and twelve or fourteen hours per day. Ata time 
when the crops of the farmers bring the lowest prices known during the 
century, when the dairy industry cries out for relief against olemarga- 
rine, and the wool-clip has steadily fallen in value, you say to the farmer 
you will take away his home market, you will filibuster on this floor 
against a bill to save the cows and milk and butter of his farm in order 
to befriend the oleo manufacturers, and you will ruin the sheep hus- 
bandry of the nation. 

We could not if we would reduce the tariff revenue now, and the 
project of tariff reform is as futile and hollow as your treatment of 
civil-service reform. 

ADMINISTRATIVE REFORM ALSO A FAILURE, 

What then of your third great campaign pledge of administrative re- 
form? The people heard your cry “turn the rascals out,” and let you 
in to look at the books. You control every Department. You have 
put in the heads of every bureau and the chiefs of every division. You 
have steadily turned out experienced men to put in new men wherever 
the civil-service law permitted or could be evaded. You have ignored 
the laws protecting Union soldiers in office. > 
` The new Secretaries, the new Commissioners, the new assistants and 
deputies, the new Comptrollers, the new Anditors, the new heads and 
chiefs reported promptly that the books were correct to a penny, and 
they now report the estimates for appropriation to run the Government 
during the next year. It is true there was a proclamation of economy 
at the outset. 

The Executive Mansion setthe example. Three clerks were cut off, 
but one of them is put back on this bill at an increased salary, and 
the appropriation for the White House will this year greatly exceed 
that of last year. The carriages, horses, and drivers were put away 
with ostentation, but already some of these have been restored, and 
nearly every Department clamors for a larger contingent fund, which 
is the sure temptation to extravagance. There was a loudly-advertised 
reduction of the number and salaries of all custodians of public build- 
ings throughout the land. Much clamor was made in the press about 
30 per cent. reductionherein. Butquietly the old number of men and 


the same salaries were restored, and the difference will be paid in the 
deficiency bill this year. The administration received the credit of 
this reform, the chance to fill the places anew, and spent as much 
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moncy, and for the next year quietly demand more than 30 per cent. 
more money than the Republican administration ever expended for this 


purpose. 

In these and many like instances those early spasms of economy now 
quietly swell the deficiency bills. 

You taught the honest Democrats to believe that the offices were 
overcrowded with useless employés at high salaries, and that the mis- 
sion of your party, returning to power, was to decrease the offices and 
reduce the salaries. But the very agents you put im place to do this 
work report that your cry of “‘retrenchment and reform’’ was cam- 
paign thunder, and the Democratic administration demands more men 
and higher salaries, : 

Take these estimates I hold inmy hand atrandom. The whole book 
is a surprising tribute to the efficiency of Republican rule. 

Turn to the Navy Department. Here they want an assistant Secre- 
tary at a handsome salary, an increase of the salary of the chief clerk 
of the Bureau of Construction and Repair, an increase of the salary of 
the draughtsman, the assistant draugh and the assistant mes- 
senger; they want three additional draughtsmen. All this when they 
had to spend $25,000 in England fora plan of a single ship by an Eng- 
epee They call for more than thirty-five millions of dollars for the 

avy. 

Here we find the Commissioner of Pensions demanding that all the 
salaries of all the chiefs of all his divisions be increased, and insists that 
an increased force is necessary in the War Office for searches of records. 

The Commissioner of Patents calls for one hundred and two addi- 
tionalemployés. Heappeals forincreases of salaries all along the line— 
$500 more for the assistant commissioner, $250 more for the chief clerk, 
$500 more for the law clerk, $500 more for the financial clerk, and an 
increase of $100 more for all the model attendants. He wants an addi- 
tional tribunal of appeals in the Patent Office, with three judges at ade- 
quate salaries. 

Turn to the United States Treasurer, who asks an increase of the 
salaries of some of his subordinates and insists that their compensation 
is not commensurate with the work done. He protests that the sala- 
ries paid under Republican rule are less than salaries paid for like serv- 
ices by private establishments with much less responsibility. 

The Secretary of War asks an increase of salary of $250 for his chief 
clerk, of $400 for his disbursing clerk, of $400 for each of his three chiefs 
of divisions, and of $200 for each of three assistants to them. 

A This cry for increase of salary runs along every line of administra- 

on, r 

To administer the executive, legislative, and judicial offices of the 
Government the new adminstration demand fifty-three more offices than 
under the Republican administration were provided for the last year, 
and they require more money than last year, although, if we regard the 
decrease of interest on the public debt, the last year was the most ex- 
pensive since the war. 

But I will not weary the House with a recapitulation of all the calls 
for new offices and higher salaries made by the new administration. 

It is fair to state that the bill before us by the economy of the com- 
mittee, and the reduction in the Treasury mainly by the decrease of 
employés in the internal-revenue service to accord with decreased busi- 
ness in that branch, the decrease in the Quartermaster-General’s Office 
by decrease of war claims, and closing unnecessary mints and assay 
offices, makes substantial reductions, But this same bill grants many 
of the increases of employés and some of the salaries. 

Taking all of them together, the estimates of the new administration 
to run all the Departments of the Government for 1887 exceed the ap- 
propriations for 1886 more than $56,000,000. 

Omit the river and harbor bill, for whose extravagance this House is 
responsible, and still we find the new heads of the Government, with 
professions of “‘ retrenchment and reform,” demanding for the next vear 
more officers than the Republicans and forty millions of money more 
than was appropriated last year. 

What a splendid tribute to Republican management, or what a fraud 
was the cry of Democratic economy ! 

Never was a general call for higher salaries in every Department more 
unexpected, more indefensible. When we are at peace, when the busi- 
ness of the internal revenue and the customs service have shrunken 
with the depression of the country, when a dollar is harder to earn and 
will buy more than at any time since the Government was founded, I 
protest against any general increase of salaries, fixed incomes to be paid 
out of the declining wages of labor and cheapening products of the farm 
and mill and mine. 

But after the extravagance of this House at this session you gentle- 
men of the majority are hardly the persons to turn and rebuke the 
new heads of the administration for the extraordinary discrepancy be- 
tween their and your loud professions and protestations of economy 
and reform in the public service, and the enormous increase of ex- 
penditures proposed for 1887 in running the Government. Alas, ad- 
ministrative reform too is a failure! 

The efforts of the chairman of appro’ pret p= RANDALL], aided 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], can not stem the tide 


of extravagance here. ‘The passionate protests of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewitt] against the reckless waste here go unheeded. 


‘The oft-repeated warnings of the chairmar of the Ways and, Means 
[Mr. Morrison] that the majority were not sent here to spend more 
money and make more offices than the Republicans had, grow more 
and more pathetic as he saw his followers sweep away the surplus and 
begin upon a deficit. 

If you who are the majority are convinced that you areas dangerous 
to the country as your leaders say you are, and if you believe the coun- 
try is fast finding it out, you should pass the appropriation bills and go 
home. You are forced to abandon all pretense of being as economical 
as the Republicans were. You postpone great questions to consider 
small ones. You waste the people’s timeand money. ‘Thereis a fleck 
of war cloud on our Northeastern horizon. Take back, therefore, some 
of the money you have just voted to waste on obscure bayous and creeks, 
that withit we may begin to fortify our defenseless coasts on the lakes, 
oceans, and gulfs. 

Watch the flock of public building bills now fluttering over our heads. 
Already this session $4,167,737.50 have been appropriated in one House 
or the ether for these purposes, and as much more will be fought for if 
this session be prolonged. I beg you to save that sum to build up the 
Navy. ; 

Remember that the pensions justly due the defenders of the nation, 
their widows and orphans are a sacred obligation. Keep the money 
we will need for these debts of honor safe from the tramp of the army 
of schemes crowding the Calendar, coming with ‘‘the Constitution and 
an appropriation.’? : 

If you remain all summer there is no hope that you may pass the ed- 
ucational bill, for the majority here are deaf to the warning that the 
tide of illiteracy rising in this country, higher and higher in the South, 
is the greatest danger of the Republic. They do not accept the saying 
of Martin Luther: 

Ignorance is more dangerous for a people than the armies of an enemy. 

But there is danger that you may embrace that eminently Ameri- 
can, that truly constitutional scheme, the Tehauntepec Canal, with its 
enormous demand for $37,000,000. 

You have returned to our father’s house hungry and thirsty and 
reckless as an erring prodigal son. You have grievously disappointed 
the great body of the people, both the Republicans and the sincere Dem- 
ocrats, all the citizens who desire under all administrations an econom- 
ical, honest, and capable Government. [Great applause. ] : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union had, according to order, had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 8974) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, and for other purposes, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask, by unanimous consent, that the general đe- 
bate on the legislative, &c., appropriation bill be closed at 1 o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HISCOCK and others objected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest that the debate shall be closed in so 
many hours, because the whole time before the hour fixed for to-mor- 
row may be taken up by other business, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Say then in three hours. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will try then to-morrow to arrange the time. 


POLYGAMY. 


Mr. OATES. Iask by unanimous consent. to submit a report from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
TUCKER], chairman of the committee, prepared the report, but being 
necessarily absent suggested to me to make it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will send it up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 10) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend section 5352 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States in reference to polygamy, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 22, 1882. 

Mr. OATES. Iam directed to report a substitute for that bill. 

Mr. CAINE. I object to the presentation of that report. Ido not 
mean any disrespect to the gentleman. 

Mr. OATES. Does not the objection come too late ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair said the report will be sent up and will 
be received if there be no objection. The gentleman could not know 
what the report is until the title of the bill is read. The Chair sup- 

therefore, if the gentleman has a right to object at all, he has a 
right to object now. Thereis some doubt whether the gentleman from 
Utah, being a Delegate and not a Member, has the right to object. 

Mr. OATES. I make that point. 

Mr. RANDALL, I suppose the Chair would like to look into that 
point before deciding it. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. Itmaybe a very important one in the 
proceedings of the House. 

Mr. OATES. I only want to have the report go upon the House 
Calendar and be printed. 
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The SPEAKER. It is desirable to have this point decided, because 
at some time it may become an important ch sne 

Mr. RANDALL. And lead to difficulty. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hold the question under considera- 
tion until to-morrow morning. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2971) granting a pension to Francis Deming; 

A bill (H. R. 2968 ting a pension to Harriet Peak; 

A bill (S. 206) to provide for the erection of a public building i in the 
city of Zanesville, Ohio; 

A bill (S. 342) granting a pension to Marilla Parsons, of Detroit, 


Tak A pill (S. 763) for the erection of a public building at Sioux City, 
owa 
A bill Ai tia granting an increase of pension to Abel Comstock; 
A bill (S. 1192) granting a pension to Alfred Denny; 
A bill (8. 1380) for the solist of Lydia O, Hutchings; 
pin (X 1382) for the relief of Lydia O. Hutchings; 
S. 1383) granting a pension to Harriet Welch; 
8. 1400 granting a pension to William H. Beck; 
S. 1466) granting an increase of pension to Stephen R. Smith; 
S. 1467) granting a pension to Mrs. ret Smith; 
S. 2005) granting a pension to Mary J. Nottage; and 
S. 2025) granting a pension to James Butler. 
ur of 5 p. m. having arrived, the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and pes were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Robert Ship and others, of Texas County, 
Missouri, for the passage of Senate bill 1886—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Resolutions of Col. J. F. McCullough Post, No. 367, 
Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Waynes- 

- burg, Pa., for the passage of Senate bill 1886, for the relief of soldiers 
of the late war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Papers relating tothe claims of 
Charles W. Belknap; of Kate M. Price, administratrix of J, J. John- 
ston; and of James Furlong, of Arkansas County; and of Eveline T. 
Beasley, of Monroe County, Arkansas—to the Committee on-War 
Claims. 


By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of George W. Corn, John M. Ben- 
nett, John P, Kennerby, John Chitwood, and Linton Riddle, of Frank- 
lin County; ofSallie Crisp, executrix of Jared Crisp, of Stewart County; 
of Montgomery Woods, of Hawkins County; of Henry H. Hubbard, 
of Jefferson County; of estate of Mrs. James K. Buchanan, of David- 
son County; and of D. 8. Noe, of Hamblin County, Tennessee, asking 
for the payment of their war claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of W. S. Cheney, of Cobb County, 
Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Papers relating to the claim of John Slatterly, of 
Charleston, S. C.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial relative to the claim of John 
F. Donahower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Papers relating to the claims of Peter Lynch, 
of Jonn M. Nace, and of John Ficken, of Atlanta; of John E. Elam, 
of As. Braswell, of William Goddard, of Elizabeth Wright, of Zadock 
C. Baker, and of Shelton C. Campbell, of De Kalb County; of Thomas 
Dye, trustee of Sarah Dye, of Allen J. Neal, and of B. D. Vaughan, 
of Fulton, Granville, and Clayton Counties, Georgia—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of the United States Maimed 
Soldicrs’ League, praying for the passage of Senate bill 2056, increasing 
pensions $6 in amputation cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, resolution of the Iowa State Traveling Men’s Association, favor- 
ing the passage of a bill relieving commercial travelers from special 
tax for selling by sample in cities—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Statement toaccompany House bill 9280, for the 
relief of J. R. Frierson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. IRION: Pa; relating to the claim of Lise. agers Oubré, of 
Point Coupee Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of soldiers of Luther Day Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, in favor of the passage of Senate bill 1886—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of J, Walter Blandford, for compensation 
for services as clerk to the Committee on Levees and Improvement of 
the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers relating to the claim of William M. K. 
rer of Marshall County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War 

ms. 


BEEEEe 


PPh >> > > 
oo 


3 
3 


By Mr. MORROW: Petition of Assembly No. 3657, Knights of La- 


bor, of San Francisco, Cal., t the free-ship bill—to the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. NEAL: Pesitiod of A. Wena of unn County, Ten- 
nessee, for the payment of war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEECE: Resolutions of Reynold’s Post, No. 559, Grand Army 
of the Republic, for additional pension legislation—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OATES: Petition of 58 colored citizens of Lee County, Ala- 
bama, for an appropriation to enable them to emigrate to Liberia—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. J. J. ON EILL: Petition of Knights of Labor of Manistee, 
Mich., favoring the eight-hour law for all persons under twenty-one 
years of age—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PETERS: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph H. Egner, of 
Independence County, 5 esa the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of J. H. Dyerand 443 others, of Scott County, 
Illinois, for the passage of Senate bill 1886—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STORM: Petition of Elizabeth M. Dresher, Sarah B. Broth- 
erton, and 89 others, citizens of Philadelphia, asking for the better 
protection of young girls in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the Ju 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petition of D. F. Kelly and 74 others, members of 
J. L. Haywood Post, No. 83, Grand Army of the Republic, of Minne- 
sota, praying for the passage of Senate bill 1886, for the relief of dis- 
abled soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZACH. TAYLOR: Petition of Pinckney Walton, of Harde- 
man County, and of S. B. Person, administrator of Benjamin R. Per- 
son, of Madison County, Tenn., asking that their war claims be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of 132 citizens of Scioto County, 
Ohio, for the passage of Senate bill 1886, granting pensions, &c.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition of 9 citizens of Dexter, Cook 
County, Texas, asking for the passage of Senate bill 1886 for the relief 
of soldiers of the late war honorably discharged after three months’ 
service, who are disabled and dependent upon their own labor for sup- 
port, and of dependent parents of soldiers who died in the service or 
from disabilities contracted therein—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Abraham McGee, asking that his 
bol claim be referred to the Court of Claims— to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petition of William H. Pullen and 50 others, 
soldiers and citizens of Fowlerville and vicinity, Livingston County, 
Michigan, praying for the passage of the Mexican pension bill—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 9, 1886, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills received yesterday from the House of Represent- 
atives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 1391) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in Springfield, Mo.; and 

A bill (H. R. 1983) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
the public building at Reading, Pa. 

‘The bill (H. R. 7887) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption 
of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for 1timber-culture, the 
laws authorizing the sale of desert lands, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


LEAVE OF ADSENCE. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mycolleague [Mr. HAMPTON ] has had another terri- 
ble family affliction, which will detain him from the Senate forsome time. 
I therefore ask for him a leave of absence from the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
present requests a leave of absence for his colleague, who is absent on 
account of sickness in his family. -An indefinite leave of absence will 
be granted, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. CALL. I present petitions from workingmen in the navy-yards 


at Brooklyn, New York, Norfolk or Portsmouth, and Philadelphia, pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill (S. 2268) to grant leaves of absence to em- 
ployés in the United States navy-yards. The bill provides that any 
employé of a United States navy-yard who may be injured in the per- 
formance of his duty shall be allowed leave of absence with pay during 
the period of sickness in consequence of such inquiry. The Committee 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


5439 


on Education and Labor have authorized me to report the bill this 
morning, and I move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present the following dispatch, with a view of 
having it referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry: 

We, c 8 
South Caroli to a E ASS D Ferian pa o brandan Sme bull Wwe 
believe it is protection of the worst type and unfair. If it is the policy of the 


Government to encourage rather than stifle all industries which are injurious 
coe the country, let the people buy oleomargarine as they would another article 


The dispatch is signed by Joseph Walker, mayor, B. F. Shookley, 
a leading merchant, and a large number of other merchants and busi- 
ness men of the city of Spartanburg. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the tele- 
graphic dispatch will be received as a memorial, and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by Friendship Assem- 
bly, Knights of Labor, of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the bill proposing to place a tax upon oleomargarine; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of Fairbanks & Co., of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the supplying of the scale known as ‘‘ Fair- 
banks’ infallible American gold and silver coin scale and counterfeit 
coin detector’’ to the Government Departments and offices where coin is 
received or disbursed; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Albert Greenleaf, praying to 
be allowed compensation for service on the coasts of ‘ornia and 
E Tg the Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1212) for the further protection of prop- 
erty from fire and safety of lives in the District of Columbia, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom were referred four admendments intended to be popa to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported them severally without 
amendment, and moved their reference to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations; which was to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The amendments relate to specific cases of 
public buildings? 

Mr. MAHONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask that the amendments be stated from 
the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tentpore. The amendments referred to will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the amendments. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the necessity for reading the amendments? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WIL- 
SON] has asked that they be read. 

© proposed amendments were read, as follows: 

To enlarge and complete ry ublie building at agaigai Be bch rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of the Treasury, the sum of $40,000 is hereby ap- 
ry ea out of any moe in the y be, and not otherwise appropriated. 

ae PRT nde re an aoe ees ee ee 
purchase a site for, and cause to thereon, a suitable building, 
with end roof Cs voore. for the priera tr re of the ponerse anne at 
the city of Portland, in the State of Oregon; and plans, specifications, and fall 
estimates for said eaen + shall be prev ously made and accordin: Ne 
Jaw, and shall not exceed for the site and building oa penea sum of Peep ian 
That the site shall leave the 
adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 40 farara inel tong 
and all and no money A riated for this purpose shall be avail: until 
a valid title to the site of sai uilding shall be vested in the United States, nor 
until the State of Oregon shall have ceded to the United States exclusive juris- 
diction over the same, during the ti time the United States shall be or remain the 
owner thereof, for all Lye ger poe tn the To of the criminal laws of 


“ay gran: ‘the service of civil 
urchase of land in New. Belford, ining and a to 
the Jot 3 d the purchase whereof is provided iea Tos ee act te iced F 


ruary 20, 1885, wr head age tarry RE Ss wast GY, , not ex 
For construction of a public building at La Crosse, W 
$100,000 heretofore appropriated for the purpose, $75,000. 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment: 

A bill (S. 2249) to increase the appropriation for the erection of the 
public building at Concord, State of New Hampshire; 

A bill (H. R. 7735) making an appropriation to complete the ponis 
building at Hannibal, Mo., in accordance with the original plan of the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury, and to make the same fire-proof; 

A bill (H. R. 368) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Peoria, in the State of 
Illinois,” approved May 9, 1882; 

A bill (H. R. 5546) for the erection of a public building at Asheville, 


ss 
E A bill (H. R. 5547) for the erection of a public building at Savannah, 
0.5 


ag gtr addition to the 


A bill (H. R. 5550) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Duluth, Minn.; 

A bill (H. R. 868) be es money for the completion of the 
public building at Frankfort, K; 

A bill (H. R. 4498) PEE ERANA AT propriation of $25,000 
for the court-house at Keokuk, Iowa, to make the same fire-proof; 

A bill (H. R. 5251) making an appropriation for the repairs and en- 
largement of the post-office and court-house at Des Moines, Iowa, and 
fixing a limit therefor; and 

A bill (H. R. 6985) for the erection of a public building at El Paso, 
Tex. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2148) to amend an act entitled 
"An act to provide a building for the use of the United States circuit 
and district courts of the United States, the post-office, and other Goy- 
ernment offices at Williamsport, Pa.,’’ and making an additional ap- 
propriation therefor, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 

rt thereon. 
e also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, moved their indefinite pestponement; which agreed to: 

A bill (S. 1572) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a build- 
ing for the use ofthe United States circuit and district ecurts of the 
United States, the post-office, and other Government offices at Will- 
iamsport, Pa.,’’ and making an additional appropriation therefor; 

A bill ‘6. 247) to provide for the erection of a public building £t 
Asheville, N. C.; and 

A bill (S. 45) providing for the erection of a public building at El 
Paso, Tex. 

Mr. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4412) for the relief of John A. Coan, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
299) for the relief of Sarah S. Watson, administratrix of the estate of 
Hugh P. Watson, deceased, late of Montgomery, Ala., submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postpoued 
indefinitely. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2498) for the relief of Thomas Chambers, asked to be dis- 

charged from its further consideration, and thatit be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; which was agreed to. 

“He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 710) for the relief of the State National Bank of Louisiana, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2268) to grant leaves of absence to employés of 
the United States navy-yards, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2066) to amend section 3894 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the transmis- 
sion through the mails of lottery, gift-enterprise, and other circulars, 
reported it without amendment. j- 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 800) to authorize Dr. C. E. Price, assistant 
surgeon United States Army, to receive pay for discharging the duties 
of physician to the Hooper Valley Indian reservation, such services 
having been performed at the request of the proper officers of the Inte- 
rior Department, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2577) for the relief of J. R. Frierson, of Oregon, asked to be dis- 
charged from its farther consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2000) for the relief of P. B. Sinnott, late Indian agent at Grand 
Ronde agency, State of Oregon, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 60) for the purpose of tempo- 
rarily increasing the number of assistant engineers in the United States 
Navy by restoring certain cadet-engineers named therein to their legal 
rights and to their proper office and rank in the United States Navy, 
authorizing and directing the President to appoint such cadet-engineers 
(graduates tes) assistant engineers, to commission them as such, and to 
antedate their commissions, reported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2627) to regulate the pay of 
the officers of the Army and Navy who refuse or neglect to provide for 
the support of their families; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced bill (S. 2628) granting a pension to 
Joshua Parker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2629) granting a pension to Jane Brown 
Dunn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2630) for the relief of Miriam 
D. Brandt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
Panying Pape referred to the Committee on Claims. 

r. EUSTIS introduced a bill (S. 2631) to donate the United States 
marine hospital at New Orleans, La., to the city of New Orleans for 
educational pu ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EUSTIS. With the bill I send to the desk a resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Louisiana asking that Congress pass the 
bill. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

Mr. TELLER submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were ordered to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

JOHN H. KINKEAD AND OTHERS, 

Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon. I submit an amendment which I in- 
tend to propose to the bill (S. 1353) referring to the Court of Claims 
for adjudication the claim of John H. Kinkead, Samuel Sussman, and 
Charles O. Wood, which was called yesterday on the Calendar, and I 
ask the attention of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] and the 
Senator front Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will lie on the table. 


WILLIAM J. MARTIN. 


Mr. MITCHELL, of Oregon, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit 
to the Senate full and complete opaa of all papers, affidavits, and other evi- 
dence on file in his Department relating to the claim of William J. Martin, of 
Q: m, for a balance alleged to be due and owing him under an all con- 

for beef-cattle made with Lieut. G. W. Hawkins in June, 1849, and for the 
alleged delivery of beef-cattle under such alleged contract for the use of the 
Army, together with copies of any orders or adjudications made by the Depart- 
ment in reference to the same. 


JUDICIAL CIRCUITS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Some time ago the Senate passed the bill 
(S. 1286) to change the limits of certain judicial circuits, to establish a 
new judicial circuit, and for the appointment of a judge for the same. 
After the passage of the bill I entered a motion to reconsider. Ishould 
like to have the bill taken up for the purpose of withdrawing the mo- 
tion, in order that the bill may stand passed and go to the House of 
Representatives. : 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill re- 
ferred to will be considered as pending with a view to allowing the Sena- 
tor from Iowa to withdraw the motion to reconsider. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa proposes to 
withdraw the motion to reconsider. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the bill stands passed. 


MARY F. POTTS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. While I was unavoidably outof the Senate Cham- 
ber a few days ago Order of Business 226, being the bill (S. 244) for 
the relief of Mary F. Potts, was passed by the Senate, extending a patent 
right. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which that 
bill was passed, and I ask to let it lie until the Senator from Connect- 
icut [Mr. PLATT] returns. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
to reconsider the vote by which a certain bill was The bill 
having gone to the other House, an order will have to be made for its 

turn 


return. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that an order be sent to the House of Rep- 
resentatives requesting the return of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the usual 
order will be made to recall the bill. 


FORECLOSURES OF MORTGAGES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls attention to the fact 
that Order of Business No. 236 was during his absénce, after 
which he entered a motion to reconsider. The bill will be read by its 
title, and the occupant of the Chair will ask to have it recommitted to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 984) to regulate the foreclosure of 
mortgages and deeds of trust in the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the motion 
to reconsider will be regarded as agreed to, and the bill will be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

EXECUTRIX OF WILLIAM WARD: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first business on the Calendar 
will now be stated. 

The bill (S, 1150) for the relief of P. L. Ward, widow and executrix 
of William Ward, d , Was announced as first in order, and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. It pro- 


poses to pay to P. L. Ward, executrix of William Ward, deceased, of 
Norfolk, Va., $2,075.13, in full satisfaction of all claim for beef and 
vegetables furnished by William Ward to the United States Navy and 
in full satisfaction for hay sold to the quartermaster of the United 
States Army. 

Mr. LOGAN. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PIKE 
March 10, 1886: 


_ The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1150) for the re- 
lief of P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of William Ward, deceased, beg leave 
to offer the following report: 

Bills for the same claim as the present one passed the Senate at the Forty- 
sixth, oly Eerie ind and Forty-eighth Congresses, but each time failed of con- 
sideration in the House. 

At the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress Senator Harris, for the 
Committee on Claims, made a report on this claim, which embodied clearly and 
fully all the facts in the case. 

The Committee on Claims of the Forty-seventh Congress, and again of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, adopted that report. 

Your committee adopt the same report, annexing hereto a copy, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill, 


(Senate Report No. 428, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.) 


The Committee on Claims,to whom was referred the bill (S. 879) for the relief 
of P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of William Ward, d , have exam- 
ined the same, and report thereon as follows: 

This claim was peranna to the Senate d the Forty-sixth Congress by 
the petition of said executrix, which was refe to the Committee on Claims 
and assigned to Mr. HARRIS, a member of the committee, for examination and 


report. 

On the llth day of February, 1880,the claim was favorably reported to the 
Senate by Mr. Harris. The following is a copy of the report: 

The peno states that petitioner is the widow and executrix of Wiliam 
Ward, deceased. Thatin June, 1860, Wiliam Ward entered into a written con- 
tract with the United States for supplying fresh beef and vegetables to thé 
Navy at the Norfolk (Va.) station, and that under said contract her late husband 
and testator on or about the 2ist of January, 1861, supplied the United States 
ship Plymouth with the articles named to the amount of $275.13, for which no 
paymi was ever made, and she refers to the records of the Navy Department 

or the proof. The committee sent the petition to the pip fyg ye with 
a request for such information in respect to this claim as records of that 
Department could furnish, and received from the Secretary the following reply : 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 5, 1880. 
Sır: I have the honor to return herewith the petition of Mrs, P. L. Ward, ask- 
ing for payment of $275.13, on account of fresh beef and vegetables supplied by 
her late husband, William Ward, of Norfolk, Va., for the use of the United States 
Navy, which ition was referred to this Department by the honorable Secre- 
= of War, in compliance with your request of the 15th ultimo, 
he account of the late Mr. Ward is correct as shown by the records of the 
Bureau of Provisions and Clothing in this Department, with the ex on that 
the fresh beef and vegetables referred to were delivered to the United States 
moui eg ea instead of the United States steamer Plymouth as stated in 
the petition. ° 
Very respectfully, 
R. W. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. I. G. HARRIS, United Slates Senate. 


From which the committee is satisfied that the articles were furnished under 
contract as stated in the petition, and haye never been paid for, and that the 
amount, $275.13, is justly due the claimant and should be paid. 

The petitioner also states that in the month of ge , 1863, her testator entered 
into a verbal contract with Capt. Edwin Ludlow, of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment of the United States Army, in the presence of the Hon. L. H. Chandler, 
United States attorney for that district, and one other witness, for the purchase 
of 60 tons of hay, at 730 per ton, which was delivered by her said testator to 
the said Ludlow and u: by the Army of the United States. That shortly after 
the delivery said Ludlow left that locality without paying for the hay, though 
often having promised so to do. 

On the December, 1866, her late husband and testator addressed a letter 
to the Quartermaster-General asking payment for this hay so furnished, recit- 


ing the facts of the contract and delivery of the hay, and the fact no voucher 
was given, because Captain Ludlow said it was not necessary to give a voucher, 
e hay as soon as he received funds, which he was daily 


as he would pay for 
expecting; but he left there without paying, and without giving any voueher 
for the 60 tons of hay,and that “To diligent ingury he had never been able 
to ascertain the residence of Ca n Ludlow since that time. 
This letter is indorsed on the k as follows: z 
*“ JI most unhesitatingly indorse the within statement. 
“L.H. CHANDLER, 
“United Slates District Attorney for Virginia, 
“J.T. DANIELS,” 


On the 16th of January, 1867. this account was made out upon the regular 
printed form furnished by the Department, upon which the sale, delivery, and 
value of the hay, amounting to $1,800, and the loyalty of the claimant are proved 
by the affidavits of the then claimants, William Ward, L. H. Chandler, and J.R. 
Hunter; and the respectability and loyalty of the said Ward, Chandler, and 
Hunter are ively certified to by John E. Doyle, justice of the ce; and 
the respectability and loyalty of William Ward is also certified to by William 
W. Wing, master, 

The oath of a to the United States of William Ward is also exhib- 
ited, and Henry M. Bowden, clerk of the corporation court, certifies to the citi- 
reip; tability, and loyalty of William Ward, and to the official charac- 
ter of John E Doyle as a justice of the peace for said county. 

The letter above referred to, addressed by Wiiliam Ward to tbe Quartermas- 
ter-General, and the proof above referred to were sent to the committee by the 
War Department in answer to a letter from the committee asking for such in- 
formation as the records of that Department could furnish as to the justice of 
this claim, The following is the letter from the Secretary of War: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, January 30,1880. 

Sin: Acknowledging the receipt of your Jetter of the 15th instant, referring 
for ne memorial of Mrs. P. L. Ward for pay for certain quartermaster 
stores and beef delivered by her deceased husband, William Ward, in 1860 and 
1863 to the Quartermaster’s Department of the Army and the naval station at 
Norfolk, Va., vely, I have the honor in reply to inclose herewith a letter 
from Mr. Ward, dated December 12, 1806, submitting his claim to the 
master-General, paper which contains all the information on the su the 
records of thie Departmentafford, ~ 


